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FROM THE EDITOR
Michael J. Rockler

Welcome to the new BcrfraHd RwsSc// Socz.edy Qwarfcr/y! This publica-
tion replaces the Society newsletter which you have been receiving quarterly as
part of your membership fees. The BRS gwarfcr/y will continue to inform mem-
bers about the society, describe current Russell scholarship and provide informa-
tion about many Russell related topics. In addition to continuing the fine traditions
established by Lee Eisler and continued by Don Jackanicz, it is my hope that this
publication will offer members  substantive and original articles  about Bertrand
Russell.

1             who has ::c:hnfts[y]sps:seseydo:wf[any€f#cp[:rsb:£v¥:Eta::eBRTs:e;; 3:c[£::;:esectT::=

I            :|neec,beydJv¥:spfe`soi:::::fo:eRbs? :::e;rs.tvoiT:-d-:eb:I.s: i:::::e:i::i: !T:,sefys, :eec:i%
book on Russell.

In order for this  publication  to be effective,  it needs  your support and
submissions. Members of the Society are encouraged to provide essays for publi-
cation in future issues. Articles should be five hundred to two thousand words in
length. They can examine any aspect of Russell's life, work, and scholarship which
might  be  of interest  to  members.  As  both Lee  and  Don  know,  it  is  difficult  to
produce a quarterly publication without considerable assistance from members of
the Society. So send me material. I am sure there are members who have always
wanted to publish on Russell but have never felt comfortable doing so. This new
forum is your opportunity to see your ideas about Russell appear in print.

I hope you like the new version of our quarterly publication. Let me hear
from you with comments as well as with articles. I intend also to publish letters to
the editor if I receive them.

The annual meeting was an enjoyable experience for everyone in atten-
dance. I have received much positive feedback. It was a pleasure to hear the many
interesting papers that were presented.

Paul O'Grady, a young scholar from Ireland, received the paper prize and
was able to attend the meeting and present his paper. Ken Blackwell accepted the
Book award and described his thirty  year experience  of compiling the Russell
bibliography with Hany Ruja. Thus the conference had a nice international flavor
to it.

The BRS award was given to Zero Population Growth and accepted on
the organization's behalf by Brian Dixon (who is the Director of Government Re-
lations for ZPG).

The Columbia Inn was a pleasant setting; hopefully all future BRS meet-
ings will take place in hotel rather than dormitory settings. The new BRS Presi-
dent, John Lenz, is  already planning next years meeting  which will be held in
Madison, New Jersey. Plan now to attend the annual gathering and partake in ex-
cellent Russell scholarship and warm fellowship.

Through the generosity of Don Jackanicz, the participants set a new record
for drinking Red Hackle. Don will be happy to provide details to anyone who is
interested.
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FROM THE PRESIDENT
John R. Lenz, President, The Bertrand Russell Society

Recently I participated in the "First International Conference on Human
Behavior and the Meaning of Modern Humanism," held in the stunning setting of
Delphi, Greece on June  14-17,1995.  BRS  members Tim Madigan,  Paul  Kurtz,
and Christos and Alice Tzanetakos helped enliven the event. The conference was
called to define the meaning and directions of humanism.

The opening papers ,in this conference were theoretical and historical. It
was only a matter of time before someone rose up and objected that this was all too
airy for him: he was an administrator and man of action. Then, one night, a fairly
large earthquake hit not for away. As we sat listening to talks the next day, Greek
television broadcast reports of people trying to save friends and even complete
strangers from under the debris of collapsed buildings. One couldn't help wonder-
ing, who are the tnie humanists, we or they?

Humanists need not be philosophers, but humanists and philosophers share
certain traits.  By nature they are self-conscious and critical about almost every-
thing they do, and how and why they do it. Some call this an occupational hazard,
while  others  (like  myself)  find  it  admirable.  Thoughts  do  influence  action  and
attention to one certainly need not, and should not, preclude the other. Who teaches
this better than Russell?

Russell was the model of an engaged intellectual in this century. He was
a "passionate skeptic," as Alan Wood depicted him, "perhaps the last public sage"
in the words of Caroline Moorehead. He insisted that unpleasant aspects of human
behavior will not change unless societies re-examine whole systems of belief and
thought. This idea, now a truism, was a premise of the Delphi conference. When
we witness apocalyptic cults in the grip of ancient myths planning mass destruc-
tion, or fundamentalist dogmas becoming mainstream both here and aboard, we
see the power of ideas in perverted form. Skeptics and critical thinkers, Russell
fearlessly demonstrated, must not lack the conviction to engage the critical issues
and to recognize the power of ideas and their consequences.

Thus, while it may not be enough to assuage feelings of guilt or helpless-
ness in times of real crises, I couldn't help feeling that at Delphi we were still doing
something of potential long-term usefulness. As an academic, I usually must think
this way, anyway, but I take comfort from the belief that Russell would agree.

Similar questions have entered the Bertrand Russell Society. We are not a
society of action, and most certainly not a political group, but we discuss how best
to honor Russell's legacy. In this way, the BRS constantly defines itself, as it needs
to do.  In the past,  some have spoken about giving our annual BRS award to an
individual of action rather than a scholar, to someone who, like Russell, "made a
difference." The suggestion was in Russell's spirit, but (I remember my surprise)
would Russell deny that the writing of books was useful "action"? More recently,
we have debated, from the other side, whether the BRS should beware of identify-
ing itself (specifically in connection with the granting of honorary memberships)
with anyone too political.

We aren't all interested in humanism or philosophy or social activism, but
we all share an admiration for Russell, a public intellectual. We do need to think
how we can foster our goal of promoting knowledge of Russell's life and work.
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What would you like us to do? I encourage all members to write to my-
self or Michael Rockler. Please share ideas and information about new writings,
events and activities.

LEADERSHIP CHANGES

Several leadership changes in the Bertrand Russell  Society occurred at
the annual meeting held in Columbia, Maryland. Michael J. Rockler was elected
chair of the board of directors. Don Jackanicz continues as secretary.

John Lenz is the new president of the society while John Shosky is the
new vice president. The board reaffimed Lee eisler's position as vice president/
information emeritus. Dennis Darland continues as treasurer of the society.

Marvin Kohl and John Shosky join David Johnson on the philosopher's
committee. John will chair the committee. Don Jackanicz replaces Gladys Leithauser
as chair of the book committee.

The November issue will contain a ballot for election to the board. Please
send any nominations for board members to Michael Rockler.

MINUTES 0F THE 1995
BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY ANNUAL MEETING

Donald W. Jackanicz, Secretary

The  1995 Annual Meeting of The Bertrand Russell Society was held at
The Columbia Inn Hotel and Conference Center, 10207 Wincopin Circle, Colum-
bia, Maryland 21044, U.S.A., June 30 -July 2. Except as noted, all events took
place in Ellicott Room on the ground floor.
FRIDAY, JUNE 30, 1995

The meeting was called to order at 7: 30 p.rn. by President Michael Rockler,
who offered general remarks of welcome and orientation. Book Award Committee
Chair Gladys Leithauser then presented the  1995 BRS  Book Award to Kenneth
Blackwell and HalTy Ruja for A BibliograDhv of Bertrand Russell. After accepting
tthe award on behalf of Mr. Ruja, who was unatle to attend, and himself, Mr. Black
well spoke at length about this great three volume work and the years of scholarly
effort leading to its recent publication. The meeting was recessed at 9:00 p.in. The
Board of Directors meeting was then held. (Refer to the separate Board minutes.)

SATURDAY, JULY 1, 1995
President Rockler reconvened the meeting at 9: 10 a.in. In addition to So-

ciety  members,  five  students  from President Rockler's university class attended
the  morning  session  as  guests.  John  Shosky  made  a  presentation  titled
"Multiculturalism, Authenticity, and Enlightened Self-Interest:  Bertrand Russell

and the Quest for Political Recognition. " Following a short break, President Rockler
spoke on "Russell and Education: Russell's Debt to Locke."
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The annual Society Business meeting was then held, beginning at 11: 15
a.in. President Rockler introduced John Lenz and John Shosky, who respectively
had been elected the new President and Vice President by the Board of Directors
the previous night. President Lenz thanked President Rockler for having organized
a fine meeting. Secretary Donald Jackanicz then moved that the reading of last
year's  annual  meeting  minutes  be  suspended;  his  motion  was  seconded by Mr.
Blackwell and was unanimously accepted. Mr. Jackanicz gave a brief oral report
concerning the previous night's Board meeting. Treasurer Dennis Darland reported
that the Treasury's fund balance was U.S. $3,533.16. David Johnson moved that
the Treasurer's report be accepted; his motion was seconded by Mr. Rockler and
unanimously accepted. Discussion turned to three topics: BRS participation in the
Eastern, Midwest, and Western Division annual meetings of the American Philo-
sophical Association; how e-mail can be used to promote the BRS and for commu-
nication between members; and how to increase membership through advertising
strategy and a revival of the Information and Membership Committee. Next con-
sidered was this series of honorary membership advisory nominations, which would
require affirmative Board of Directors action before honorary membership may be
offered:
Nominations by Mr. Blackwell, seconded by Mr. Jackanicz:

--Kenneth Coates. Yes  14, No  1, Abstain  1.
--Elizabeth Eames. Yes  16, No 0, Abstain 0.
--Nelson Mandela. Yes 7, No 7, Abstain 2.
--Willard Van Orman Quine. Yes  16, No. 0, Abstain 0.
--Michael Foote. Yes 6, No 6, Abstain 5.

Nominations by Mr. Shosky, seconded by Mr. Madigan and Carl Westman:
--Paul Kurtz. Yes  16, No 0, Abstain 1.
--Antony Flew. Yes  15, No 0, Abstain 2.
Lastly  Mr.  Blackwell discussed the  fundraising  work of the  Bertrand

Russell Editorial  Project and the mailing recently  sent to  all  BRS  members.  In
accordance with Stephen Reinhardt's motion that was seconded by Mr. Madigan,
the  Society  Business  Meeting  was  adjourned  (and  the  overall  meeting  was  re-
cessed) at  12:55 p.in.

Following a luncheon break, the meeting was reconvened at 2: 15 p.in.
Mr. Madigan made a presentation, "Russell and Dewey on Inquiry." Following a
short break, Paul O'Grady, a lecturer at Trinity College, Dublin and winner of the
1995  Paper Prize Contest,  read his paper.  "The Russellian Roots of Naturalized
Epistemology." The meeting was recessed at 4:30 p.in.

The Red Hackle Hour and Banquet were held in a lounge and dining area
outside the Ellicott Room beginning at 5:30 p.in. At the Banquet, past President
Rockler introduced Brian Dixon, Director of Government Relations for Zero Popu-
lation Growth (ZPG), who accepted the 1995 BRS Award on behalf of ZPG. Ex-
pressing appreciation for the award, Mr. Dixon spoke about ZPG's efforts through
the years and current problems challenging his organization. The Banquet ended
at 9: 15 p.in.

SUNDAY, JULY 2, 1995
The meeting was reconvened by President Lenz at 9:00 a.in. James Alouf

made a presentation, "Bertrand Russell as Teacher Educator." After a short break,
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a final presentation titled "Problems of Power in Russell's Politics," was made by
Perter Stdne. Following words of farewell from from President Lenz and Past Presi-
dent Rockler, the meeting was adjourned at 11 :58 a.in.

MINUTES 0F THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING

June 30, 1995
Donald W. Jackanicz, Secretary

The 1995 annual meeting of the Board of Directors of The Bertrand Russell
Society  was  held  at  The  Columbia  Inn  Hotel  and  Conference  Center,  10207
Wincopin Circle, Columbia, Maryland 21044, U.S.A. on Friday, June 30,  1995.
The meeting began in the Ellicott Room on the ground floor. However, after about
one hour, it was necessary to relocate the meeting to Secretary Donald W. Jackanicz's
hotel room, Room 319. The following directors were present: Kenneth Blackwell,
Dennis J.  Darland,  Linda Egendorf,  Lee  Eisler,  Donald W.  Jackanicz,  Gladys
Leithauser, John R. Lenz, Tim Madigan, Stephen J. Reinhardt, Michael J. Rockler,
John E. Shosky.

In the absence of Chairman Marvin Kohl, Secretary Jackanicz called the
meeting to order at 9:05 p.in. and explained that Chairman Kohn had asked Ken-
neth Blackwell to chair the meeting.

The first order of business was the election of Board and Society officers.
For Chairman of the Board of Directors, Mr. Madigan nominated Michael J. Rackler,
and Mr. Darland nominated Marvin Kohl. The secret ballot vote was as follows:
Mr. Rockler -7, Mr. Kohl - 3. Mr. Lenz then moved that Marvin Kohl be recog-
nized and thanked for six years of service as Chairman; this motion was unani-
mously accepted. For the following positions, these office.rs were nominated by
the individuals in parentheses and were elected by acclamation:

--Society President: John R. Lenz (Mr. Jackanicz)
--Society Vice President: John E. Shosky (Mr. Lenz)
--Society Vice PresidenVlnformation Emeritus: Lee Eisler (Mr. Jackanicz)
--Board and Society Secretary: Donald W. Jackanicz (Mr. Rockler)
--Society Treasurer: Dennis J. Darland (Mr. Rockier)
Mr. Madigan moved that Mr. Rockler and Mr. Jackanicz respectively fill

the unexpired Board terms of the late Jack Cowles and Paul Arthur Schilpp; this
motion was unanimously accepted.

Discussion tuned to the location of the next two annual meetings. Mr.
Rockler moved that President Lenz be permitted to decide the 1996 annual meet-
ing site and date; this motion was unanimously accepted. President Lenz then ex-
plained that he would work toward holding the  1996 annual meeting on the cam-
pus of Drew University, Madison, New Jersey. Mr. Rockler next moved that the
1997 annual meeting be held in conjunction with the joint meeting of Free Inquiry
and the Humanist Association of Canada; this motion was unanimously accepted.
Mr. Rockler explained that the 1997 annual meeting site would probably be either
Toronto or Montreal.
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Secretary Jackanicz submitted the report of the committee formed at the
1994 Board meeting to make recommendations about possible new honorary mem-
bership nominations. (This report had been mailed to board members on May 24,
1995.) Following discussion, Mr. Rockler moved that all the names listed in the
report be laid on the table and a new committee be formed to present five names
for nomination at the next armual Board meeting and that the new committee's
chairman by appointed by the Board Chairman. The vote on this motion was: Yes
-3, No -3, Abstain -3.

On other matters, Secretary Jackanicz read selections from Chandrakala
Ppadia's recent letter describing activities of the Benaras Chapter in India. President
Lenz reported that the editor of Free Thought Observer had asked for permission
to quote Russell  Society News material in his publication. President Lenz then
explained how he will work on developing  a World Wide Web home page for
promoting the Society. Mr. Rackler reported he will bectn editing Russell Society
Neng with the August 1995 issue and described some of his plans for a new for-
mat.  Mr.  Jackanicz inquired about plans  for continued  Society participation in
armual meetings of the American Philosophical Association (AIA). It was infor-
mally agreed that Vice President Shosky and David Johnson would work together
on promoting the Society through APA activities, if possible with the assistance of
Marvin Kohl. President Lenz moved that a letter of thanks be sent to Ray Monk
and the University of Southampton for sponsoring the July  14-16,  1995 "Russell
and the Origins of Analytical Philosophy" conference; this motion was unanimously
accepted.

The meeting was adjourned at 11 :58 p.in.
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BRS LIBRARY
The Soci`ety library sells and lends books, audiotapes, videotapes, and other mate-
rials by and about Russell. Please direct library inquiries and requests to Tom Stanley,
Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088 (tom.stanley@infoport.com).

Books for sale H-Cloth,  otherwise paperback.  Prices  are postpaid.  Please  send
check or money order (U.S. funds only) payable to the "Bertrand Russell Society"
to tom Stanley.

By Bertrand Russell:
Appeal to the American Conscience ..................  Spokesman ....................... $3.50
Authority and the Individual ..............................  Unwin-Hyman ................... 7.95
Has Man a Allen & Unwin .............. H 8.00
History of the World in Epitome  .......................  Spokesman .........................  1.00

In Praise of Idleness Routledge..........................8.95

My Philosophical Development  ........................  Uwin-Hyman ..................... 7.95
Political Ideal Unwin-Hyman...................7.95
Power: A New  Social Analysis  ..........................  Routledge  ..........................  8.95

Principles of Social Reconstruction ...................  Unwin-Hyman ................... 7.95
Skeptical Essays Routledge..........................8.95

By Other Authors:
Bertrand Russell by John Slater  ........................  Thoemmes Press ............ $19.00
Bertrand Russell,1872-1970 .............................  Spokesman .........................  1.50

Bertrand Resell's America, Vol. 2,1945-1970 edited by Barry Feinberg
and Ronald Kasrils South End Press ...... „ 9.95

Liberty and Social Transformation: A Study in Bertrand Russell's
Political Thought by Chandrakala Padia  .„...  Heritage Publishers  .... H.  11.50

The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words, edited by
Christopher Farley and David Hodgson  .......  Spokesman .......................  10.95

The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, Vol. I, The Private Years
( 18 84-1914) by Nicholas Griffin Houghton-Mifflin ....... H.  17.50

Audio cassettes in the lending library
Speeches:
200    Nobel prize Acceptance speech.1950 45'
201      "MindandMatter."  195052'
202     "Bertrand Russell in Australia."  1950 55'

Four ABC broadcasts:  "Guest of Honor", "The World as I See It", "What
Hope for Man?" and "My Philosophy of Life".

203     "Living inanAtomicAge."  195190'
Six BBC broadcasts: "Present Perplexities", "Obsolete Ideas", "The
Modern Mastery of Nature", "The Limits of Human Power", "Conflict and
Unification" and "The Achievement of Harmony".

204     "Lifewithout Fear."  195134'
205     "Portrait from Memory: Whitehead." BBC  195215'
206     "Man's peril." BBC  195415'
207     Russell-Einstein Manifesto.1955 30'
208     "The world and the observer," BBC  1958 30'
209     Kalinga prize press conference and Acceptance speech.1958 48'

Includes five minute interview of January 24,  1958.
210     "AddresstothecND."  1959 30' 7



REPORT OF A SEMINAR HELD UNDER THE AUSPICES
OF THE BENARAS CHAPTER 0F THE

BHRTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Subject: '' Crisis of Indian Democracy"

Date: May 10, 1995
Venue: Faculty Lounge, Law School, B.H.U.

The Benaras Chapter of the BRS, USA organised a seminar on loth May,
1995. Prof. R.S. Sharma, a renowned literary critic and professor of English litera-
tune was the chief speaker.  Prof.  D.N.  Mishra, Vice Chancellor, Benaras  Hindu
University, presided over the function in the first half of the seminar and then, in
the later half, Prof. P.D. Kaushik, Head, dept. of political science presided over the
function. Dr. Chandrakala Padia, Director, Benaras Chapter of the BRS conducted
proceedings of the seminar. Dr. Anuradha Banneljee and Dr. Aruna Mukhopadhyay
acted as rapporteurs.

The  seminar started at 9 a.in.  In  the beginning Dr.  Chandrakala Padia
welcomed all the participants  which  included professors, journalists,  scientists,
engineers, doctors and students. Then she introduced the audience with the aims
and objectives  of the  society,  its  achievements,  and  its  future plans  to promote
Russellian scholarship. After this she introduced the theme of the seminar. In this
context she highlighted the contribution of Bertrand Russell in promoting democ-
racy  at both  national  and  international  level.  Since  Russell  was  opposed  to  all
kinds of dogmatism, fanaticism and religious fundamentalism, he can be treated as
one of the greatest democrats of the world. Moreover, he was amongst those few
thinkers who were sensitive to the needs and aspirations of developing nations. His
views on industrial democracy, creative impulses, world peace, nuclear disarma-
ment, tolerance, economic  imperialism,  capitalism ,  environmental degradation
etc. are very relevant for the Third World Countries.

After these initial remarks about the society and Russell's contribution to
democracy, she introduced the subject of the seminar: How Indian democracy was
at the crossroads, where on the one hand democratic norms were deeply rooted in
Indian psyche, culture and institution, on the other hand the politicians and syco-
phants were determined to strike at its  very root. This dilemma can only be re-
solved when the intellectuals give a serious thought to the entire problem and re-
store its past glory.

Dr.  D.P. Varma,  professor of law  at B.H.U.  then introduced Prof.  R.S.
Sharma to the audience.

Prof. Sharma first paid rich tributes to Bertrand Russell. He found Russell's
two articles entitled 'What is Democracy?' and 'A Scientific Plea for Democracy'
very relevant in understanding the meaning and significance of democracy in the
present world. He found Russell's views very relevant to the modem writers, thinkers
and circumstances. Russell pleaded for democracy, for it can only restore the dig-
nity of human being and scientific way of life. Every man has the right to be free.
The crisis of Indian democracy is that this very dignity of the individual is being
impaired.  A  common  man's  right to  participate  in  the  democratic  procedure
is at stake. Freedom has become the privilege of a few politicians, bureaucrats,
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211     "The Influence and Thought ofG.E. Mcore." BBC 1959 42'
Interviews with Russell, Leonard Woolf, Morton White and John Wisdom.

212    Address to the veckeley vietnam Teach-In.196514'
213     "Appeal to the American conscience."  1966 29'

Interviews. debates :
225     "Is security Increasing?" NBC  1939 30'
226    Russell-Copleston Debate on the Existence of god. BBC  1948 20'
227     "TheAttack onAcademic Freedom in Britain andAmerica." NBC 1952 30'
228     "Bertrand Russell' Romney wheeler Interview. NBC  1952 30'
229     "Face to Face." John Freeman Interview. BBC  1959 30'
230     "Bertrand Russell speaking."  1959 52'

Interviews by Wbodrow Wyatt on philosophy, taboo morality, religion, and
fanaticism.

231     Wbodrow wyatt Interviews ®.1959 52'
On the role of the individual, happiness, power, and the future of mankind.
1959 52'      232          Wbodrowwyatt Interviews (II).1959 52'
On nationalism, Great Britain, communism and capitalism, war and
pacifism and the H-bomb

233     "Close-Up." Elaine Grand Interview. CBC  1959 30'
234     "Speaking personally: Bertrand Russell." John chamndos Interview

1961  90'
235     David susskind Interview.1962 90'
236     Studs Terkel Interview. SFMT 1962 39'
237     "On Nuclear Morality." Michael tiger Interview.1962 32'
238     Interview on vietnam. CBC  196510'
239     Merv Griffin Interview.1965 24'

Lectures. broadcasts :
250     "Bertrand Russell." Rev. Paul Beattie.  1975  15'
251      "Bertrand Russell as a philosopher." A.J. Ayer. BBC  198015'
252     "Bertrand Russell."  1986 Professor Giovarmi costigan.100'
2i3     "Portrait of the philosopher as Father." Katherine Tart. (In German) 30'
2i4     "Bertrand Russell's philosophy of Education." William Hare.15'
2i5     "Bertrand Russell's pacifist stance in world war I." CFMU-FM 1992 30'
256     "Russell vs. Dewey on Education."  1992115'

With Michael Rockier, Tim Madigan and John Novak.
257     "A.J. Ayer's Language, Truth and Logic" by Darren Staloff.1994 40'

Docunentaries:
275     "The Life and Tines of Bertrand Russell."  1962 40'
276     Beatrice Webb on the Russells / Russell on the Webbs.  1966 35'
277     "Sound portrait of Bertrand Russell." NPR dramatization.1980 60'
278     "Bertrand Russell: A Reassessment." BBC  1980 43'
279     "Bertie and the Bomb." Soundtrack of BBC television program.  1984 40'

NIscellaneous:
300     "The conscience ofwisdem." CBC  1962 62'
301     "Sinfonia contra Timore" by Graham whettam. Dedicated to Russell.

1972 27'
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capitalists and cormpt officials. As a result democracy is being exploited to serve
the interests of religious leaders, caste mongers, fundamentalists and politicians.
However, democracy once delineated from its aims and objectives, can be more
dangerous than a military form of government, Prof. Sharma warned the audience.

The basic questions, therefore, is how to redress Indian society from the
present evils of democracy. Prof. Sharma came forward with some constructive
suggestions. First, the constitution should be reformed in such a way that no per-
son can play  with its sanctity. Second,  free and fair elections must be ensured.
Those found guilty of violating electoral laws should be severely punished. Muscle
power and money power should be curtailed to a great extent. Third, a presidential
forin of government should be introduced in place of parliamentary form of gov-
ernment. A presidential form of government will provide true leadership to the
country and thus would be able to check corruption. Fourth, deep commitment to
democratic norms and values is required. Today the civilisation is wounded and
most of the intellectuals, bureaucrats and professors have become merely salaried
class people with no commitment to people or country. This salaried culture of
leading lives only for yourself has to be tarnished. And here one can take inspira-
tion from persons like Bertrand Russell..

Prof. Sharlna's speech generated heated discussion on the subject. Most
of the scholars objected to his plea for adopting a presidential form of government.
Many other constructive suggestions and recommendations were also given. Prof.
Surinder Jetley, dept. of sociology and also Director, Centre for Women Studies,
B.H.U. referred to some serious prevailing dichotomies in the Indian democratic
system. According  to her,  no constitutional provision  or structural changes can
ensure democracy in the country unless an awareness is created in the people for
democratic norms and values. Prof. R.C. Sharma, Director Bharat Kala Bhawan
said that most of the democratic governments in India are minority governments
where majority of the people remain unrepresented. We must see to it that more
and more people participate in the elections and a truly representative government
comes into existence. Dr. Ashok Kaul, dept. of sociology pointed out the inconsis-
tencies  present in  the  Indian  social  structure. A  successful  democracy calls  for
removing these contradictions of the society.

Prof. R.R. Tripathi, ex Dean, Faculty of Social Science felt that the fail-
ure of democracy lies in the lack of commitment to democratic values. The so-
called intellectuals have forgotten their responsibilities and have merely become a
salaried class. Dr. V.K. Agrawal, a famous neuro surgeon emphasised the need for
being conscious about one's own duties and responsibilities.

Prof. Nalini Pant, dept. of political science emphatically favoured elec-
toral reforms in the country. Dr. D.D. Nanda of the same department criticised the
growingpoliticisationofjudiciaryandhighpercentageofreservationforthesched-
ule caste and schedule tribe.

Dr. Anil Jain, dept.  of economics threw light on the economic impedi-
ments to the functioning of Indian democracy. A free liberal economy is very dan-
gerous to the economic prosperity of the country. Dr. Kiran Burman, dept. of eco-
nomics waned against the invasion of the multinationals. Dr. Madhuri Svivastara
of the same department also pointed out the inconsistent emphases of political
leaders who on one hand talk about globalisation and liberalisation and on the
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other hand introduce reservation. Dr. Durg Singh Chauhan drew attention to the
misuse of power by the politicians resulting into the separatists' demands in differ-
ent parts of the country. Regional autonomy and freedom of groups should only be
supported to the extent it does not come in the way of national integration.

Dr. D.P. Varma, law school, said that the basic problem of democracy in
India is that of democratic culture and values. A successful democracy calls for
three things -- discipline, consent and negotiation. This is only possible when people
effectively participate in the democratic process of the country. Prof. Shambhoo
Nath Pandey, Head, dept. of Hindi, observed that illiteracy is the root cause for the
failure of democracy. Prof. Kanlakar Mishra, Head, dept. of philosophy, said that
democracy is not merely an end in itself. It is merely an instrument to attain higher
values. Therefore, more emphasis should be laid on attaining higher values such as
creativity, love, peace and liberty. This was said in the true spirit of Russell.

Dr. Chandrakala Padia said that a blind following of the western model is
inimical to the development of the Third World Countries. There is a strong need
to evolve 'need based indigenous model' which may establish close links between
political system and civil society, values and structure, rights and duties, and above
all democratic structure and democratic process.

In his presidential address Prof. D.N. Mishra, Vice Chancellor, Benaras
Hindu University, held intelligencia responsible for the failure of democracy in the
country. A farmer and an artisan of the country was more liberal and adaptable to
change, he claimed. Intellectuals have become more sycophants and status con-
scious people. In the opinion of Prof. Mishra, Russell was one of the greatest demo-
crats of the century as he had the courage to accept his 'wrongs' and reject his old
convictions in favour of the newly discovered facts. Prof. P.D. Kaushik, laid em-
phasis on creating apolitical culture where voters recognise the importance of their
vote and remain unaffected by cheap tactics of the politicians for getting the vot-
ers' support.

In the end Dr.Chadrakal Padia thanked the chief speaker, the chief guest
and other participants. The seminar was attended by about eight scholars who al-
most represented different faculties, colleges and universities. In the end Dr. D.P.
Varma thanked Dr. Padia for taking pains to arrange such a grand seminar.
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Russell on ''Power"
by Peter Stone

A good working definition  of the term  "power"  remains  elusive in the
social sciences. Such a definition would have to meet three criteria. It would have
to be clear and precise. It would have to accord with the intuitive, everyday sense
in which people use the term. And it would have to be useful. In particular, a good
definition of "power" would lend itself easily to social criticism. That is, it would
allow for critical j udgements about political and social institutions.

Bertrand Russell discussed the concept of "power"  in two of this many
books -- Power: A New Social Analvsis and The ProsDects of Industrial Civiliza-
±iQa (the latter of which he coauthoied with his secorid wife, Dora). His popular
writings rarely  lacked for intuition;  moreover,  a concern for social criticism in-
formed all of his political thought.  Unfortunately, Russell rarely offers clear or
precise definitions of terms such as "power," and when he does, the links between
his definitions and his broader project of social criticism are often unclear. None-
theless,  Russell  was  on  the right track,  and  with  some  modifications,  Russell's
definitions can prove useful for social criticism without al]andoning clarity or pre-
cision.

In PQ!afgr,  Russell provides his  most famous definition of power --  the
"production of intended effects" (p. 35). A person has the power to do something if

he can cause something to happen when he so chooses. Power can be measured;
"given two men with similar desires, if one achieves all the desires that the other

achieves, and also others, he has more power than the other" (p. 35). However, the
power to do things requires power over things. In a complex interdependent soci-
ety, this means having power over people. Social critics are generally more con-
cerned with power  "over"  than with power "to;"  Russell's own  social criticisms
rely more on the former aspect of power than the latter. And so while this defini-
tion captures much of what people mean by "power," it does not fit very well with
Russell's own critical project.

In The DrosDects of Industrial Civilization. Russell offers another defini-
tion of "power,"  here,  however, he explicitly talks  about what it means to have
power  "over"  someone.  He writes  that  "Power may be defined as  the al)ility  to
cause people to act as we wish, when they would have acted otherwise but for the
effects of our desires" (p.  190). This suggests the following definition:

A person (call him X) has power over another person (call her Y)
if and only  if X can cause Y to act according to his wishes, given
that Y would have acted otherwise had X not acted.
Unfortunately,  this definition implies  that X's power depends  upon his

desires. If X wants Y to do something, and X can act so as to induce y to do it, X
has power over Y. But if X didn't want y to perform that act, then X does not have
power over Y,  even if X  still  could induce y  to perform  the  act if he  so chose.
Intuitively, if X can make Y act in a certain manner, he has power over Y regardless
of his desires. A revised definition might capture this, as follows:

X has power overY if and only if X can cause Y to act in a
particular manner if X so chooses, given that Y would have
acted otherwise and X not acted.

Like the power to do things, power over people can be measured. If some person
(call her' Z) can make Y perform all of the acts that Z can, and some more acts as
well, then Z has more power over Y and X does.

This definition suggests a critical distinction between having power over
someone and using power over someone. If X has a gun, he might be able to rob a
bank. If he did so, he would be using power overY, the bank teller. But even if X is
a nice guy who would never dream about robbing Y's bank, he still has the power
to rob the bank, as well as power overY. In any event, when X uses his power over
Y, a power relation exists between X and Y.

X requires some means if he is to have power over Y -- a weapon, money,
a good argument, etc. And the means  used by X  matter;  it makes a difference
whether X uses a gun or gentle persuasion to change Y's behavior. With another
modification, the definition of power offered here can explicitly take into account
the means used by X.

X has power over Y if and only if:  1 ) X has a resource;
2) X knows this; and 3) X can use this resource to make y
act in a particular manner if X she chooses, given that Y
would have acted differently had X not so acted.
The chief virtue of this definition is that provides an excellent vantage

point for social criticism. A social critic can compare power relations according to
the means used, ranking these means according to some standard. Power relations
that involve undesirable means can then become targets of social action.

Russell himself recognized the importance of classifying power relations
according to their means. In The Prospects Of Industrial Civilization, he distin-
guishes between "force" and "persuasion." The first category includes power rela-
tions involving physical force, as well as threats and offers; while the second in-
cludes religious authority and propaganda. But the second category also includes
power relations in which reason is the means at work. Throughout his life, Russell
believed in the  value of reason,  and so he granted reason a privileged status.  If
power relations must exist, according to Russell, it would be best if they relief on
reason.

A clear understanding of the concept of "power"  can be of great assis-
tance in formulating social criticism.  Russell's writings on  "power"  are of great
assistance in reaching this understanding.



Bertrand Russell's Approach to Religion
by Mrs. Mamata Barua

[Following is a short extract from one Of the chapters Of a draft Mrs. Manata Barua wrote out in 1993
on Bertrand Russell. Unfortunately, owing to her sudden and unexpected death her Ph.D. dissertation
--Bertrand Russell's Philosophy Of Man: A Study Of Russell's Humanism --which was to be submitted

at Viswabharati  University could not  reach the final stage. We take  immense pleasure in bringing to
ligl.t the Scholastic Research work Of Mal'rlata Baruah. We achaowledge our gratitude to Prof. Bhaben
Barus for rendering the courtesy on I)ehalf Of his wife.  Ed.]

Russell's writings on religion can be divided into two groups. One group,
which consists generally of some of his pre-First World War writings, reveals on
the whole a positive attitude towards the subject of religion. To this group belongs
his  "Greek Ercrcl.scs", which was written during his adolescent years (1888-89),
The Study Of Mathematics (1903), The Essence Of Religion (1912.), Mysticism and
Legj.c ( 1914), "Religion and Church", which constitutes the seventh chapter of 772c
Principles Of Social Reconstruction (1916rty a:nd aL rlovct ca.lied The Perplexities Of
Jofe#For5fi.ce(1913)whichremainedunpublishedduringRussell'slifetime(1872-
1970).

The second group of Russell's writings on religion is mostly of a polemi-
cal character and it includes such essays as "What I believe' ( 1925), "Why I am not
a Christian?" ( 1927), "Has Religion Made useful Contributions to Civilization?"
(1930), "Can Religion Cure Our Troubles?" -all published in the collection "Why
I am not  a Christian",  edited by  Paul  Edwards  and published in  1957. Another
essay of the same character, "Will Religious Faith Cure Our Troubles?" Was pub-
lished  as  the  seventh chapter of his book Hwma#  Soci.cty  I.#  Effei.cs  cz#cZ Po/I.fl.cs
( 1954) . In these writings Russell emerges as strong critic of the tradition of reli-
gion.

In course of our discussion we shall however find that all that is only a
part of Russell's total attitude towards religion which is not as destructive as it may
appear at times to many readers. He denounced only the harmful effects of the
tradition of religion and not its positive essence. This was indicated by Russell
himself in his Reply of Criticism. In response to E.S. Brightman's "Russell's Phi-
losophy of Religion", Russell wrote there the following words:

"What makes my attitude towards religion complex is that, although I

consider some form of personal religion highly desirable and feel many
people unsatisfactory through the lack of it, I cannot accept the theol-
ogyofanywell-knownreligion,and1inclinetothinkthatmostchurches
at most times have done more harm than good"

In that context2, Russell also showed the central significance of the chap-
ter on religion which he had written for rfec Prl.#c!.p/cs o/Soci.aJ Rcco7®sfrwcf!.oH.
We may consequently take that chapter as a guidance in our exploration of the
nature of Russell's "own personal religion."

Russell believed that human nature is divisible into three elements; namely,
instinct, mind and spirit. The life of instinct includes all that man shares with the
lower animals; the life of mind is the life of the pursuit of knowledge. It is from
spirit that religion comes and derives its impersonal force3. but if religion is to be
"a living or a real support to the spirit" it is to be "freed from the incubus of a
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professional priesthood" and "carried on by men who have their occupations dur-
ing the week". Since these men "know the everyday world" they are "not likely to
fall into a remote morality which no one regards as applicable to common life"4. It
is therefore necessary to dissociate religion from professional priesthood.

The life of the spirit centres round 'impersonal feeling' which helps us in
'renunciation' of personal desires and sharing the joys and sorrows of others. "Rev-

erence and worship, the sense of an obligation to mankind, the feeling of impera-
tiveness and acting under orders which traditional religion has interpreted as Di-
vine inspiration, all belong to the life of the spirit.  "Russell says further that be-
yond these points there is also "a sense of mystery", which is revealed in religion:"And deeper than all these lies the sense of a mystery half revealed, of

a hidden wisdom and glory, of a transfiguring vision in which com-
mon things lose their solid importance and become a thin veil behind
which the ultimate truth of the world is dimly seen. It is such feelings
that are the source of religion, and if they were to die most of what is
best would vanish out of life."5

Instinct, mind and spirit are each a help to the others. All must grow to-
gether. The life of spirit dues not ignore the demands of instinct and mind, which
together foster the growth of individuality in man. Russell says --

"The life of the spirit demands readiness for renunciation when occa-

sion arises, but is in its essence as positive and as capable of enriching
individual existence as mind instinct are.  It brings with it the joy of
vision, of the mystery of profundity of the world, of the contemplation
of life, and above all the joy of universal love."6

There is another passage which is also remarkable and it shows Russell's
devotion to truth. There he says:

"Better the world should perish than that I or any other human being

should believe a lie -- this is religion of thought, in whose scorching
flames the dross of the world is being burnt away."7

Earlier in his S/wc7y a/A4affecmafl.cs published in 1902 Russell had shown
love of truth as the chief of the 'austere virtues.'8

It was in such a spirit that Russell offered his critique of man's slavery to
traditional religion. If we are eager for real spiritual progress we will have to dis-
card much in that tradition. That was Russell's view.

"The first and greatest change that is required is to establish a morality

of initiative, not a morality of submission, a morality of hope rather
than fear .  .  . The world is our world and it rests with us to make a
heaven or a hell . . . the religious life that we must seek will not be one
of occasional solemnity and superstitious prohibitions, it will not be
sad or ascetic, it will concern itself little with rules of conduct. It will
be inspired by a vision of what human life may be, and will be happy
with the joy of creation, living in a large free world of initiative and
hope."

To replace the stagnant life of asceticism and "negative sinlessness' with
the free life of Initiative and hope is the true role of religion in our life.9 It will also
liberate us from the 'prison-house' of mundane and personal cares.'°



The impersonal feeling,  which is the centre of life of the spirit, is de-
scribed in a solemn language in the concluding chapter of Prl.#cz.p/cs a/ socrd/
Reconstruction..

"The world has need of a philosophy, or a religion, which will pro-

mote life. But in order to promote life it is necessary to value some-
thing other than mere life. . . some end which is impersonal and above
mankind, such as god or truth or beauty. Those who best promote life
do not have life for their purpose. They aim rather at what seems like a
gradualincamation,abringingintoourhumanexistenceofsomething
eternal, something that appears to imagination to live in a heaven re-
mote from strife and failure and the devouring jaws of Time. Contact
with this etemal life -- even if it be only a world of our imagining --
brings a strength and a fundamental peace which cannot be wholly
destroyed by the struggles and apparent failures of our temporal life. It
is this happy contemplation of what is eternal that Spinoza calls the
intellectual love of god. To those who have once known it, it is the key
to wisdom. " I I

Russell's view of religion, which also found such expressions, not unex-
pectedly made E.S. Brightman write, "Such genuinely religious ideas and experi-
ences reveal a side of Russell that is unsuspected by many of his readers.'2

As in Principles  of Social Reconstruction,  in his other writing on reli-
gion, Russell was concerned with the dignity, worth and possibilities of human
life.  In this context another memorable passage is  found in Collected papers of
Bertrand Russell: 12

"Religion is the passionate determination that human life is to be ca-

pable of importance, that value and excellence are to be at least in the
same rank with the great facts of Nature - the heavens, the march of
Time and Destiny.  Religion is the feeling of triviality of life  .  .  . To
assert religion is to believe that virtue is momentous, that human great-
ness is truly great, and that it is possible for man to achieve an exist-
ence which shall have significance . . .  for the greatness of littleness of
our lives are largely in our own control, and by stem resolution almost
any achievement becomes possible.
Religion then is concerned with human life, but is not the same thing
as morality. Religion is not the good life, but a certain attitude towards
the good life."13

Talcing all these ideas expressed by Russell himself as the deeper region
of his philosophy of religion we may try to trace its development from his early
life onwards.

(11)
In "My Mental Development", a piece of writing contained in Philosophy

of Bertrand Russell, Russell infoms us that at the age of 'fourteen or fifteen' he
became 'passionately interested in religion.' This interest, as we find it, was of a
rather argumentative or polentical kind. As he explained it, he set to examine the
arguments for free will, immortality and God and abandoned them successively.'4

This dissatisfaction with religion grew our of Russell's impatience with
the strict moral code and the Church dogmas which had been imparted to him
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mostly by his orthodox grandmother.  "The atmosphere in the house was one of
Puritan piety and austerity  .  .  .  Only virtue was prized,  virtue at the expense of
intellect, health, happiness, and every mundane good." `5

The young Russell rebelled against that ideal of religion, 'first in the name
of intellect',  and sought to examine the basic  doctrines  of Christianity with the
principles of science he was beginning to lean. He also started to write down his
doubts and perplexities in Greek letters. Thus came out his "Greek Exercises."

"In finding reasons for belief in God", he wrote there,  "I shall take ac-

count of scientific arguments" and by "scientific arguments" he meant arguments
based on reason and logic.16

Russell's biographer Ronald W. Clark wrote that "two days after his six-
teenth birthday" Russell put on record "the ideas from which his devout agnosti-
cism was to emerge." That young Russell is heard in these words:

"I should like to believe in my people's religion, which was just what I

could wish, but alas, it is impossible. I have really no religion, for my
god,  being  a  spirit  shown  merely  by  reason  to  exist,  his  properties
utterly unknown, is no help to my life. I have not the parson's comfort-
able doctrine, that every good action has its reward and every sin is
forgiven. My whole religion is this: do every duty, and expect no re-
ward for it, either here or hereafter. "

Side by side with this attitude toward Christianity, a strong impulse to-
wards  nature-worship  also  manifested itself in his  writings.  Kenneth Blackwell
quotes a passage from "Greek Exercises" that reveals a "pantheistic outlook'. That
passage contains such sentences:"Here in indeed lies the beauty of nature, and the comfort it can afford

when the spirit is vexed with doubt, when peace seems a thing never
more to bless the soul; then the blessed influence of the stars or the
moon  descends  like  balm  upon  the  soul    .  .  .  In  human  handiwork
perfection can never be attained; in nature, perfection appears at every
turn, manifesting the perfect soul of the creator." '7

Thus in "Greek Exercises" Russell was wavering between belief and un-
belief, between faith in the doctrines he learned from his grandmother and an un-
derstanding of the modern scientific doctrines. "The search for truth has shattered
most of my old beliefs, and has made me commit what are probably sins."L8

By the time he joined Cambridge, these ideas became a source of distress
to him. Kirk wills observes that the distress was not so much caused by his rejec-
tion of traditional Christian doctrines as by his growing concern with "the larger
issues involved in those questions .  .  . issues of human worth and purpose, indi-
vidual responsibility and moral value." These issues were always closely con-
nected with his more mature years.

In his Aw/obz.ograpdy Russell has given a description of his acquisition of
a 'mystic insight' . .  . the influence of which, he says,  'has always remained with
me''9.  This  experience  needs  to  be  given  a due  weightage  in  the  discussion  of
Russell's philosophy of religion.

During1900-1910RussellwasabsorbedinwritingPrz.#c!.pi.aMaffoc»cclfi.ca
with A.N. Whitehead. Early in 1901, one evening he found Mrs. Whitehead suffer-
ing from intense pain owing to a heart attack. At that moment Russell was over-
taken by "what religious people call 'conversion' --a sort of mystic illumination."
During those 'five minutes' he felt that the loveliness of human soul is unbearable,
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war is to be abhorred, harshness in education and use of force in all human rela-
tions are to be avoided and experienced a desire almost as profound as that of
Buddha to find some philosophy which would make human life endurable."20

Russell wrote that the outcome of this experience was his "A Free Man's
Worship"(1903).Inthesameyear(1903),RussellwrotealettertoI.oweslrickinson
and it contains a passage which shows the spirit in which russell came to accept
religion.

"But what we have to do,  and what privately we do,  is to treat the

religious instinct with profound respect . . . and above all to insist upon
preservingtheseriousnessofthereligiousattitudeanditshabitofask-
in8 ultimate questions."22

To treat the religious instinct with profound interest and seriousness was
an attitude which lay embedded in the deeper layer of Russell's philosophy of
religion.
[Mamata Barua was the Head of the Dept. of Philosophy, Cotton College.]
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BERTRAND RUSSELL'S MODEL
FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

by James L. Alouf
Associate Professor of Education

Sweet Briar College
Sweet Briar, Virginia

Above all, every educator who is engaged in an attempt to make the best of the students
to whom he speaks must regard himself as the servant of truth and not of this or that
political or sectarian interest. Truth is a shining goddess, always veiled, always distant,
never wholly approachable, but worthy of all the devotion of which the human spirit is
capable.

Bertrand Russell, Fact and Fiction,  "University Education," p.  L56

Bertrand Russell was one of the foremost minds of the 20th Century. As a
philosopher and mathematician, he left us a legacy of ideas that span the length
and breadth of human imagination. Many of those ideas are devoted to education,
politics, and teaching. The purpose of this paper is to describe Russell's approach
to teacher education by looking at Russell's description of the functions of a teacher
and to respond to his model in light of recent reform attempts in teacher education.
Many of his ideas about teacher education originate with negative reactions to his
own educational experiences and with his experiences as a parent and teacher at
Beacon Hill School.  Beacon  Hill  was founded in collaboration with his second
wife, Dora Russell, to create a new kind of school where Russell's children, their
classmates and teachers were free to explore their natural interests in a spontane-
ous,  creative  fashion.  State  schools  were  responsible  for teaching  nationalism,
militarism, patriotism, and conformity to the status quo, in Russell's estimation,
and therefore were not capable of developing a sense of "intellectual  indepen-
dence"  in  students,  or their teachers.  The  Russells  clearly  felt that  it was  their
responsibility to provide an alternative to the indoctrination of government-run
schools. Although Russell ultimately considered the school a failure, it was a ma-
jor influence in the on-going development of his educational theory and practice.

This combination of roles  as parent,  teacher,  and school administrator
also convinced Russell that skepticism must be an essential product of schooling.
Russell writes of teaching:

The profession has a great and honourable tradition, extending from
the dawn of history until recent times, but any teacher in the modem
world who allows himself to be inspired by the ideals of his predeces-
sors is likely to be made sharply aware that it is not his function to
teach what he thinks, but to instill such beliefs and prejudices as are
thought useful by his employers.

"The Functions of a Teacher," p.  124.

For Russell, modem educators are precluded from the search for the shining veiled
goddess of Truth because government seek to perpetuate falsehood through school-
ing. Teachers, as loyal civil servants, are not free to teach what they think. They are
required to teach what the government prescribes. In the Prospects of Industrial
Civilization, written together with Dora, the Russells comment:
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The governors of the world believe, and have always believed, that
virtue can only be taught by teaching falsehood, and that any man who
knew the truth would be wicked. I disbelieve this, absolutely and en-
tirely.  I believe that love of truth is the basis of real virtue, and that
virtue based on lies can only do harm. (p. 252)

How can virtue be taught by educators fettered by the  guardians  of falsehood,
especially  when  "the teacher has become,  in the vast majority of cases, a civil
servant obliged to cany out the behests of men who have not his learning, who
have no experience of dealing with the young, and whose only attitude towards
educationisthatofthepropagandist?"(TheFunctionsofaTeacher,p.125)Russell's
clear response to his question is his firm commitment to skepticism as the primary
means of educating teacher and students alike. As he stated in his introduction to
Sceptical Essays :

I wish to propose for the reader's favorable consideration a doctrine
which may, I fear, appear wildly paradoxical and subversive. The doc-
trine in question is this: that it is undesirable to believe a proposition
where there is no ground whatever for supporting it . . . (p.  11)

He continues in Sceptical Essays by suggesting teaching strategies that help stu-
dents to think critically about important issues through careful examination of the
evidence. He writes:

If there is to be toleration in the world, one of the things taught in
schools must be the habit of weighing evidence, and the practice of
not giving full assent to propositions which there is no reason to be-
1ievetrue.Forexample,theartofreadingnewspapersshouldbetaught.
The schoolmaster should select some incident which happened a good
many years ago,  and roused political passions in its day.  He should
then read to the school-children what was said by newspapers on one
side, what was said by those on the other, and some impartial account
of what really happened. He should show how, from the biased ac-
count of either side, a practised reader could infer what really hap-
pened,  and he should make them understand that everything in the
newspapersismoreorlessuntrue.Thecynicalscepticismwhichwould
result from this teaching would make children in later life immune
from those appeals to idealism by which decent people are induced to
further the schemes of scoundrels. (p.  126)

Teachers in a democratic society have the responsibility to inspire and
require critical thinking in their students and Russell has supplied teaching strate-
gies to describe and support his contention that skepticism is essential to the pro-
spective teacher.

Russell also argues that the spirit of skepticism and the process of ratio-
nal discourse discourages those dogmatists who seek to dominate the culture with
their competing  versions  of the  truth.  The  teacher's  function  is  to instill in her
students  "the habit of impartial  inquiry,"  based upon  her own  "readiness  to do
justicetoallsides"throughherownscientificinvestigation.Teachersaretheguard-
ians of the search for truth and the teaching strategies that they utilize in their
classrooms are essential to development of a thinking citizenry.

Notonlymustteacherspracticeskepticismandrationalinquiry,theymust
also be the protectors of civilization, not in the physical sense, but in the mental
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sense. Civilization is "a matter partly of knowledge, partly of emotion." By knowl-
edge  of civilization,  Russell  means  that  teachers  must possess  a  sense  of their
places in the cosmos, not as a damper to human spirit but rather as an incentive to"enlarge the minds that contemplates it." From the emotional side, a similar kind

of broad perspective is essential so that the teacher understands the many positive
contributions to humanity that outweigh the cruelty and oppression that one would
also find in the record of human history. If the teacher is a repository of cultural
awareness, Russell is convinced that the teacher will convey this awareness to his
students. Feelings must also go beyond cultural awareness to interpersonal rela-
tions in the classroom. For Russell, teachers can not be effective unless they have
genuine feelings of affection for their students and a genuine desire to teach what
they feel is valuable. All education, then, is the acquisition of knowledge tempered
by love. The teacher's love of his students prevents the destructive use of punish-
ment and cruelty that thwart what is good in his  students.  Cruelty represses the
natural pursuit of happiness and replaces it with envy, a vice that distorts the natu-
rat energy and vigor of the student, twisting the development of the person toward
unhappiness. Teachers robbed of happiness themselves in childhood or youth may
visit the same fate upon their students.

One such example of distortion that creates unhappiness in the lives of
students is the idea that teaching an unrealistic picture of the world prevents cyni-
cism because the real world would be far too horrible or shocking for the students
to withstand. Russell argues that if teachers "aim at training initiative without di-
minishing its strength," the knowledge of good in the world, coupled with scien-
tific study will produce no such effect. In fact, the search for truth would only be
invigorated in those who understand the status quo. Lying to the young, as Russell
would put it, is morally indefensible under any circumstances since they have no
way to verify what they have been told. Teachers do not protect their students from
cynicism, they encourage its formation in adults who ultimately realize that they
were never told the truth or were never shown how to find out what the truth really
is. Teachers must trained to inquire, to investigate for themselves so that they may
show  their students  the  process  of thinking  independently.  Appreciation  of the
strengths and weaknesses of civilization,  skeptical inquiry,  and love of students
are requisite functions  for a  teacher.  The  initiative  and  curiosity  of the  teacher
focuses his students upon the same habits of mind, the same critical thinking abil-
ity that he demonstrates on a daily basis in his classroom.

Finally, Russell  wants teachers  to combat parochialism engendered by
rampant nationalism and ethnocentrism. In fact, he believes "tolerance that springs
from an endeavor to understand those who are different from ourselves" is essen-
tial  to  the  survival  of democracy.  The  teacher,  as  guardian  of civilized culture,
must combat such ignorance no matter what its manifestation may be. Ultimately,
Russell blames much of the closemindedness of a culture upon the tendency of the
government to use schools and teachers for maximizing a enthnocentrism. He calls
for more freedom for teachers,  "more opportunities of self-determination, more
independence from the interference of bureaucrats and bigots."  He could not be
more accurate. The teacher can only function properly where she feels free from
"outside authority." If there are no opportunities for free expression, especially in

classrooms,  Russell believes  that democracy  and all  that is best in  man will be
crushed.
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Is teacher education up to the challenge that Russell describes? It would
seem that teachers and teacher education are still heavily regulated by State gov-
ernments through licensure requirements, both entry and renewal. It seems highly
unlikely, therefore, to expect a sudden change in the political climate to support
freedom of thought for teachers or teacher education. Tenure, for instance, was
initially conceived as a way to provide academic freedom for teachers but recent
attacks on tenure have eroded this freedom by allowing teachers or college profes-
sors to be "downsized" out of a school district or college position, tenured or not!
Tenure remains, however, the most important means of providing teachers at all
levels solemn measure of protection from the vagaries of the political marketplace.
Teacher education, especially because State governments control licensure regula-
tions and entry into the profession, will always be subject to State control Politics
and education are inextricably linked in this fashion. For teacher education, it means
that State governments mandate what the teacher education curriculum must look
like. How much independent thinking can we expect from teachers whose prepa-
ration is governed by  State mandate? The answer is not as bleak as one might
think.

Russell's approach to teacher education stresses the need for teachers to
be skeptics. Teachers must know how to model skepticism for their students by
being skeptical thinkers themselves and by utilizing teaching strategies that en-
courage students to weigh evidence and think for themselves. Teacher education,
then, is not just a matter of imparting a set of uniform skills that every prospective
teacher must master. It is the function of teacher education to provide the demo-
cratic community with teachers trained in skepticism, with teachers whose charac-
ters are imbued with a spirit of inquiry, with teachers whose love of leaning and
culture are unmistakable. Teacher educators everywhere owe a debt to Bertrand
Russell for his clear understanding of the purpose of education in a democratic
society and for his commitment to skepticism as the primary means of searching
for the veiled goddess of Truth.

BcOK REVIEW
by John Shosky

The American University

John G. Slater. Bertrand Russell.. Preface by Ray Monk. Bristol: Thoeinlnes Press,
1994.  171  pages.

This is the first in a series of "Bristol  Introductions",  which will offer,
according to the book jacket, "short original texts that aim to present challenging
perspectives on philosophical themes, using non-technical language." If this is the
goal, then Slater's Bertrand Russell is a most appropriate beginning, written by
one of his most encyclopedic students, John Slater of the University of Toronto.
Bertrand Russell  is a cogent,  accessible,  well{rafted,  and scholarly addition to
Russell  commentary.  I  highly  recommend  it  to  all  those  interested in  Russell's
philosophical, political, and social contributions. In particular, I urge members of
the Russell Society to buy it, read it, give it to friends and colleagues, assign it for
classes,  and cite  it in talks  about  Russell.  This  is  the book  that will  explain  to
people why Russell was an admirable, noble, compassionate, and visionary thinker.

Frankly, Russell himself would have surely loved this book. The material
covers virtually all major areas of Russell's wide-ranging thought. Ray Monk, who
is himself preparing a much-anticipated volume on Russell, humorously refers to
Bertrand Russeu as a "guidebook of a vast and little-explored country . . . one of
the best and most reliable guidebooks available." While Slater claims that there is
little  in  this  short  volume  that is  original,  the  quality  and clarity  of this  survey
makes it a remarkable achievement. Others who have tried to present short surveys
of Russell's  work  (Ayer,  Gottschalk,  and  others)  have  had  to  pick  and choose,
emphasizing one aspect of Russell's thought over others. Of course, in 171 pages
Slater had to do the same, with thirteen chapters on Russell's life, logic and foun-
dations of mathematics, scientific method in philosophy, metaphysics, epistemol-
ogy,  ethics, religious  views, political theory, political activism,  study of history,
views on education, and achievements. But one feels that Slater's book has balance
and perspective, making it a more approachable effort than Clark's monumental
biography or Moorehead's lite version.

Of course, given Russell's output and range of interests, few will be thor-
oughly satisfied with this introduction. That is as it should be -- an introduction
should stimulate readers to go back to the original texts. Personally, I would  have
liked to see more discussion of Russell's contributions to logic and epistemology.
In this respect few would argue that this book will displace the technical philo-
sophical analysis on Russell's work by Jager, Eames, Saiusbury, Pears, Griffin, or
other philosophers.  But one aspect of this book that deserves much praise is the
last chapter's evaluation of Russell's scientific approach to philosophy and social/
political issues, and his reliance on logical analysis as a progressive methodology.
This is an important assessment -- one that should receive more study and cannot
be over-estimated in terms of Russell scholarship. Those who argue that Russell
constantly changed his philosophy often fonget that his methodological approach
did not vary, and that analytical methodology is perhaps Russell's (and Moore's)
most  important  contribution  to  intellectual  history.  As  Slater  argues,
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Russell favors  unity of method in his philosophical work,  not unity of results.
Slater observes that "In Russell's opinion, simply to adopt a position and forever
after defend it would have been to abandon the scientific method, and, hence, the
search for truth. " Given Russell's "adventurous" mind, consistency of result would
have been impossible. But knowing how to generate progressive results took ge-
nius, fore-sight, and courage.

This book is now available in the United States. I purchased my copy in
Blackwell's in Oxford because the UK version came out almost a year ago. How-
ever, Bertrand Russell should now to obtainatle in any major book store or through
aspecialorder.Ifadditionalinformationisneeded,ThoemmesBcokscanbereached
at  11  Great Geonge  Street,  Bristol  BS15RR,  England,  United Kingdom.  Theilr
phone number is 0117 929-1377 and the fax number is 0117 922-1918. Please be
aware  that  the  city  code  for the  telephone  may  have  changed  in  the  recent
reconfiguration in the UK. The ISBN for the paperdack is  1  85506 346 8 and for
hardback 1 85506 347 6.
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From the Editor
Michael J. Rockler

I recently  read Alan  Ryan's John Dewev  and the  High Tide of
AmericanLiberalism.InthisvolumeRyanprovide;readerswith-anindepth
examination, analysis and summary of Dewey's work. In under four hun-
died pages, he offers many new perspectives on Dewey's life.

Alan Ryan is no stranger to members of the Bertrand Russell Soci-
ety.  His  previous  book,  Bertrand Russell:  A Political  Life,  received  the
Bertrand Russell Society book award a few years ago. Ryan participated in
the annual meeting and added much to the proceedings by his presence.

The cument issue of Free Inauirv contains a special section--Russell
Remembered"--commemorating th-e 25th  anniversary of Russell's death.
Ryan is one of the contributors to this publication.

Reading Ryan's book on Dewey points up again for me some of
the interesting differences between John Dewey and Bertrand Russell. Both
of these intellectual giants wrote about education, democracy, religion and
nationalism. In each of these areas they differed in many ways.

Dewey can be viewed as the great exponent of process in educa-
tion. For him, process was the most significant part of education--leaning
was primarily to be based on experience in ways that were meaningful to
children.  Progressive  education  emphasized  leaming  by  doing  and  for
Dewey doing was the most important component of the equation.

Russell also recognized the importance of experiential education
and he too can be viewed as a progressive educator (particularly in ways in
which  his  school--Beacon  Hill--was  influenced  by  Dora  Russell).  But
Russell was much more committed to the importance of content than was
Dewey. Russell believed that process was important but the process had to
focus on some clearly defined objective.

Dewey can be viewed as the great modem philosopher of democ-
racy. He believed profoundly in collaborative life. Russell, I believe, had a
more realistic view of the limits of democracy than did Dewey. He under-
stood the possibility of the tyranny of the majority-€ven as he was impris-
oned twice in his lifetime for holding unpopular views. While committed
to democratic life, Russell urged us to be wary of the "herd instinct" which
could lead to disastrous consequences. Russell's grandmother introduced
him to the biblical passage that says "Do not follow a multitude to do evil."
TThis phrase remained a guiding principle for all of Russell's life.

The differences between Dewey and Russell with regard to reli-
gion have been described many times. Dewey never totally al>andoned his
New England religious perspectives and must be ultimately labeled a reli-
gious humanist.  Russell on the other hand was clearly a member of the
great pantheon of secular humanist philosophers.
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From the President
John R. Lenz, President, The Bertrand Russell Society

With this issue of the Quarterly you are receiving initial notice of
our 1996 annual meeting. We will meet here at Drew University in Madi-
son, New Jersey, on the weekend of May 3-5,  1996. It's not too early (as
I've leaned) to begin planning.

After talking with several people, we've decided to try an earlier
date than usual for the 1996 meeting. I see several advantages in meeting
here while school is still in session. We have an opportunity to promote
awareness of Russell among a university community. Students and faculty
will be able to attend. We also hope to attract new speakers and visitors
from the greater New York area.

Drew is a lovely, wooded campus, located only 30 minutes from
Newark International Airport and easily accessible (in about one hour) from
New York City by train or bus. Bertrand Russell Society sessions will be
held in an historic neo-Classical mansion, Mead Hall, built in  1836. We
will provide transportation to and from the Madison Hotel; this is a grand,
fairly luxurious hotel  located  1-1/2 miles from campus.  (We are able to
take advantage of the Drew rate for rooms there--nearly half of the usual).
For those  with physical  limitations,  or financial  need,  we  also have re-
served the guest apartment (with three bedrooms) on campus.

Nearby Morristown is home to a statue of Thomas Paine. In fact,
Bertrand Russell, as a member and once Honorary President of the Thomas
Paine Foundation, helped to erect it. (Perhaps someone would like to talk
on the fascination British humanists have with Paine?)

We're arranging an interesting meeting.  James Birx (a contributor
to Free Inquiry magazine) will speak on "Russell and Evolution." Michael
Rockler will lead a workshop on a work of Russell's fiction (to be distrib-
uted to all who register). Don Jackanicz plans to speak on Bertie's interests
in art. John Shosky and Tim Madigan should return with their unique offer-
ings. Tom Stanley has supplied a videotape of Russell's  1960 interviews
wTh the BBC  (published z\s  Bertrand  Russell  Speaks  His  Mind). V\1:e're
waiting to hear from some new people who would add interesting perspec-
tives; 1'11 announce these in the next Quarterly. And, of course, please help
to spread the word about our Prizes for Papers, one for undergraduates and
one for graduate students' John Shosky (at American University) runs this
Pr08ran.

The Annual Meeting provides a unique opportunity for us to come
together, express our shared values and interests, see old friends and meet
new ones. I hope you will consider attending and encourage your friends in
the New York area to visit, too. Please call or e-mail me with any questions
or suggestions: 201-408-3275 or jlenz@drew.edu.
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Ryan makes the convincing case that Dewey was a nationalist who
wanted to achieve a melting pot in the United States by creating a fully
national  culture.  Russell,  on the other hand,  was  a citizen of the world
believing in internationalism and attempting to promote it throughout his
long life. Dewey's narrow nationalism was appalling to Russell.

In this issue we reprint an essay from Free Inquiry by John Novak
entitled "Why I am not a Russellian." Novck is an officer of the John Dewey
Society. His view of Russell from the perspective of a committed Deweyian
makes for interesting reading.

The fust issue of the new Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly has
been well received. I appreciate the many positive comments I have heard.
In order to continue to produce a quarterly every editor must depend on the
readers for help. Please send me articles or other material for future issues.
My predecessors, Lee Eisler and Don Jackanicz, knew that the input from
members was critical. This continues to be true. Please submit material for
the next issue.



P.S. Congratulations to Jan Eisler on being elected (over stiff com-
petition) to the Board of Directors of the American Humanist Association !

And thanks to Tom Stanley for setting up a preliminary Bertrand
Russell Society home page on the World Wide Web ®ertie would have
approved of the move into this frontier): http//freenet.buffalo. edu/~bk553.

E-mail addresses: We are compiling a list of e-mail addresses of our men-
hers. If you would like your e-mail address to be included please send it to
jlenz@drew.edu.

Bylaws of The     rtrand Russell society, Inc.

Article 1. Name
The name of this onganization shall be The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. It
may also be referred to as "the Society" or "the BRS".

Article 2. Aims
The aims of this Society are: ( 1) to promote interest in the life and work of
Bertrand Russell; (2) to bring together persons interested in any aspect of
the foregoing; (3) to promote causes that Russell championed.

Article 3. Motto
The Society's motto shall be Russell's statement: "The good life is one in-
spired by love and guided by knowledge."

Article 4. Power and Authority
Ultimate authority resides in the Members. The Members elect the Direc-
tors.  The Directors elect the Officers.  The Officers make decisions and
take action.

Article 5. Membership
Section 1. _GenenL Membership in the Sceiety shall be open to all persons
and organizations interested in Bertrand Russell and the Society's activi-
ties. Types of membership shall be: Individual, Couple, Student, Limited
Income, Life, Onganization, and Honorary. Dues shall be set by the Board
of Directors, and are to be paid annually. Life members shall pay dues only
once in an amount set by the Board. Honorary members pay no dues. Life
andHonorarymembershipsareforlifeunlessterminatedforcause,asspeci-
fled hereafter.
Spetio.a 2, hdividunl Membership, Individual Membership shall be avail-
chle to all persons.
Section 3. Couple Membership. Couple Membership shall be availal]le to
two persons sharing the sane mail address. Each person shall have one
vote; two mail ballots shall be sent, but only one copy of other Society
mailin8s.

Sec.tion 4. Squdept Mapbership. Student membership sham be open to any
student enrolled in an educational institution and who is less than 25 years
old.

.Section.5:LimitedlncomeMembership.LimitedlncomeMembershipshall
be availal]le to a person who, as the name implies, is living on a limited
income.
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Section 6. Life Membershil). Life Membership can be conferred on any
personwhomeetstheminiriumduessetbytheBoardofDirectorsforLife
Membership.
Section 7. Honorarv MembershiD. Honorary Membership may be confened
on a person who h-as been nomi-mated by a member and approved by two-
thirds of the Directors voting, after having met one or more of the follow-
ing conditittn.`: ( I ) i`` a member of Bertrand Russell's family; (2) had worked
cl{.`vely wi(h Ru``sell in an important way; (3) has made a distinctive contri-
hutitm  to  Ru.```ell  scholarship;  (4) has acted in support of a cause or idea
lhiit  Ru``sell  championed;  (5)  has  promoted  awareness  of Russell  or  of
Ruti``cll's work; (6) has exhibited qualities of character (such as moral cour-
age) reminiscent of Russell. Honorary Members have the same rights and
responsibilities as Individual Members, but they pay no dues.
Section 8. Organization Membershil]. Membership of organizations~such
as libraries, a;sociations, corporatio-ns--is available upon payment of dues
and approval of the President. Dues shall be higher than for a Couple. Or-
ganizations may not vote or be on the Board. Only one copy of Society
mailings shall be sent.
Section 9.  Conditions of Membership. Application for membership shall
be made in writing, submitting name, address, and correct amount of dues.
The Board may refuse an application,  in which case the President must
notify the applicant within 30 days, stating why the application was tuned
dour.

Membership terminates when a member falls to pay dues, resigns,
dies, or is expelled.

Any  member--including  Life  or Honorary--may be  expelled for
seriously obstructing the Society's business, misappropriating the Society's
name or funds or acting in a way that discredits the Society. The expulsion
procedure consists of five steps:

Step  1. A formal expulsion proposal shall be presented in writing
to the Board by any member.

Step 2. The Board shall examine the evidence. If a majority of the
Board Members voting decides, either by mail ballot or at a meeting, that
expulsion may be appropriate, the matter will be submitted to, and decided
by, the members. This shall be done by mail, or at an Annual Meeting if
one is scheduled within two months.

If it is to be done by mail:
Step 3. The case against the member shall be presented in the next

newsletter or by a special mailing.
Step 4. In the following newsletter, or in a second special mailing,

the accused member shall present a defense against the charge. A ballot
shall be included in the  second newsletter or second special mailing,  so
that members can vote on whether to expel.
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If the expulsion process takes place at an Annual Meeting:
Step 4. The equivalent of Steps 3 and 4 shall be followed, that is,

the case against the member shall be presented, after which the accused
shallpresenthisdefense;andthenthememberspresentshallvoteonwhether
to expel.

The President shall notify the accused member as soon as the re-
sult of the vote is known.

Article 6. The Board of Directors
Section 1. ResDousibilities. The Board of Directors (also referred to as "the
Board") shall be responsible for Society affairs and policy, and shall elect
the Officers. The Board shall be subject to these Bylaws and to the Bylaws
of The Board of Directors of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
Section 2.  Constitution. The Board shall consist of not less than six nor
more than 24 members.  Society Officers  are ex-officio members of the
Board. Elected and excofficio Board Members shall have the same rights
and responsibilities.

Members may nominate candidates for the Board, or volunteer to
be nominated as candidates. Directors are elected to three-year terms that
start on January  1  of the following year; one-third are elected every year.
Directors may be reelected. If a Director dies, resigns, or is expelled, the
Board may fill the unexpired ten with any member.

Article 7. Officers
Section  1. General. The Society shall have the following Officers: Presi-
dent, Vlce President, Treasurer,  and Secretary.  There may  also be other
Vlce Presidents whose duties shall be specified by the Board. Officers shall
be at least 18 years old and shall have been members for at least one year.
They shall be elected by a majority of the Directors present and voting at
the Board's Annual Meeting. An Officer's term of office lasts until the next
election of Officers, the following year. No one shall hold more than one
Office at a time, except that the same person shall be Secretary of the Soci-
ety and Seeretary of the Board. An Officer may be removed or suspended
by a majority  of the Board members  voting. An Officer may resign by
notifying the Chairman of Board in writing. If an Office becomes vacant,
the Board shall elect a successor to fill the unexpired term. If an Officer is
temporarily unatle to serve, the Board may elect a temporary replacement.
Section 2. The President. The President shall be the Chief Executive Of-
ficer, coordinating the work of other Officers and Committees. Other Of-
ficers and Committee Chaimen shall consult the President about their ac-
tivities, and submit a written report on their activities to him one month
before the Annual Meeting. with a copy to the Chairman. The President



shall promptly inform the Chairman of any major decisions. After the Board
has selected the site and time of the next Annual Meeting, or of a Special
Meeting, the President shall be responsible for making all Meeting arrange-
ments, including compiling the Meeting's agenda. The President shall chair
the Meeting.  The  President shall report regularly, through the Bertrand
Russell Society newsletter.
Section 3. The Vice President. The Vice President becomes President if the
President's Office become vacant, and assumes the office temporarily if
the vacancy is temporary. The Vlce President shall assist the President as
requested.
Section 4.  The Secretary. The  Secretary  shall:  (1) record the minutes of
Society and Board meetings ; (2) handle Society and Board correspondence;
(3) maintain a permanent file of Society and Board meetings, Officers' and
Committee Chairmen's reports, newsletters, correspondence; (4) maintain
a permanent record of Society and Board decisions, rules, motions made
and carried; (5) have custody of Society's corporate seal.
Section 5. The Treasurer. The Treasurer shall: (1) keep records of money
received and spent; (2) safeguard Society funds; (3) invest funds, with Board
approval; (4) submit an annual budget to the Board; (5) submit quarterly
and armual reports, for publication in the Bertrand Russell Society news-
letter.

Section 6. Other Vice Presidents. The Office of "Vice President/ . . ." may
be created and filled by the Board. There is no connection between this
Office and that of the Vte President.

Article 8. Committees
Section 1. General. There shall be standing (permanent) and ad hoe (tern-
porary) Committees.  Each  shall have a Chairman,  and may have a Co-
Chairman and other members. A member may serve on, or chair, more than
one Committee. Committee Chairmen shall consult with the President about
their activities, and describe them in a written report to the President one
month before the Annual Meeting, with a copy to the Chairman.
Section 2. Committees. The Board shall establish standing and ad hoc Com-
mittees, and appoint their Chaimen who, in turn, appoint Committee Mem-
bers. Each Committee shall provide the Secretary with a written statement
of Committee aims and procedures.

Article 9. Meetings
Section 1. Annual Meetings. The Society shall hold an Annual Meeting, at
a time and site detemined by the Board and in time to give the members at
least two month's notice of the Meeting. As to time: it should suit the con-
venience of as many members as possible. As to site: it should be either
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(a) near locations of special interest to the Bertrand Russell Society,  or
a) near population centers having many members. Any member may pro-
pose agenda items, in writing, to the President, in advance of the Meeting.
At Meetings, items may be added to the agenda with approval of the major-
ity of the members present. Six members constitute a quorum.
Section 2. S_I]ecial Meetings. Any member may write to the Chairman re-
questing a Special Meeting, claiming that an emergency exists requiring
immediate action. The Chairman shall decide whether the request merits
consideration by the Board; if it does, the Chairman shall promptly inform
the Board, which shall decide, within three weeks, by mail ballot, whether,
when and where to hold a Special meeting. The Special Meeting shall be
held no later than six weeks after the Chairman's initial receipt of the re-
quest. The Chairman shall announce the Special Meeting to all members
by letter, as soon as possible. A quorum shall consist of the members present.
Section 3.  Board of Directors Meetings. The Board shall hold its Annual
Meeting during the Society's Annual-Meeting and at the same  site. The
Board may also hold Special Meetings,  in accordance with its now By-
laws. Board Meetings shall be open to Society members.

Article 10. Publications
Section  1.  Newsletter.  The  Society  shall  publish  a newsletter at regular
intervals.
Section 2.  Other Publications. The Society may authorize other publica-
tions.

Article 11. Voting
Section 1. General. All members, other than Organization Members, shall
be entitled to vote. All votes shall have equal value. Members may vote by
proxy. In contests of more than two candidates or choices, a plurality shall
be sufficient.

Section 2. Voting by Mail. Voting may be by mail. Ballots shall be sent to
all eligible members, either in the Bertrand Russell Society newsletter or
by special mailing. The deadline for the return of ballots shall be not less
than three weeks from the date ballots are mailed by first class mail, not
less than four weeks  if mailed third class.  Ballots  must go first class to
Canada and Mexico, and by airmail to other foreign countries. Mail ballots
shall be tallied by the Elections Committee, and verified by the Secretary.
Ballots for the Board's voting by mail shall be tallied by the Chairman, and
verified by the Secretary; the Chairman may designate a substitute for the
Secretary.
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Article 12. Amendments to these Bylaws
Section  1. Voting to Amend at a Meeting. These Bylaws may be amended
at a Society Meeting by  a majority vote  of those members present and
voting.

Section 2. Voting to Amend by Mail. These Bylaws may also be amended
by mail ballot. The proposed changes, with supporting arguments, will ap~
pear in the Bertrand Russell Society newsletter or a special mailing. In the
following Bertrand Russell Society newsletter or second special mailing,
other views, including opposing views, will appear, along with a mail bal-
lot. To pass, the Amendment must be approved by a majority of the ballots
cast.

10

Bylaws of the Board of Directors of
The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.

Article 1. Responsibilities and Obligations
The board of Directors (also referred to as "the Board") has these responsi-
bilities: (1 ) to set policy for the Society's affairs, and (2) to elect officers of
the Society and of the Board. The Board has these obligations: to be gov-
erned by these Bylaws and by the Society's Bylaws.

Article 2. Membership
Membership shah be in accord with Article 5 of the Society's Bylaws.

Article 3. Officers
Section 1. The Chairman. The Chairman shall be elected by a majority of
the  Directors  present  and  voting  at the  Board's Annual  Meeting.  The
Chairman's term of office shall start as soon as elected, and shall run till the
next election, at the Annual Board Meeting the following year. The Chair-
manmaybereelected.TheChaimanpresidesatBoardMeetings,andrules
on procedue.

If the Chairman is absent, the Directors may elect an Acting Chair-
man. If the office of Chairman is vacant, the Directors shall elect a new
Chairman as scon as possible, at an Annual or Special Meeting or by mail
ballot. The votes shall be tallied by the Acting Chaiman and verified by
the Secretary. The Chairman may be removed from office by a majority of
Directors present and voting at a meeting, with the Secretary presiding.
Section 2. The Secretarv. The Secretary shall be elected by a majority of
the  Directors  present  and  voting  at  the  Board's Annual  Meeting.  The
Secretary's term of office shall start as soon as elected, and shall run till the
next election, at the Annual Board Meeting the following year. The Secre-
tary may be reelected. The Secretary of the Board and the Secretary of the
Society shall be the same person. If the Secretary is chsent from a Meeting,
the Chairman shall appoint an Acting Secretary.

Article 4. Voting
Voting shall be in accord with Article 11 of the Society's Bylaws, except as
follows: the Chairman's vote counts as one except in a tie, when it counts
as two.

Article 5. Committees
Committees may be created by the Board, to perform Board functions, and
shall follow Board instructions.

11



Article 6. Meetings
Section 1. Annual Board Meeting. The Board shall meet annually, at some
time during a Society Annual Meeting, and at the same site. Society Mem-
hers may attend  Board Meetings.
Section  2.  Special Board Meetings.   A Special Board Meeting  shall be
called by the Chairman when at least three Directors request it, stating the
purpose. In choosing the time and site, the Chairman shall aim to achieve
the largest possible attendance by Directors.
Section 3. Agenda. The Agenda for Board Meetings shall be prepared by
the Chairman. Additions to the Agenda may be made by any Director, with
the concurrence of the Chairman.
Section 4. Ouorum. The quorum for any Board Meetings is three Directors.

Article 7. Amendments to Board Bylaws
Any Director may propose an amendment.
At an Annual or Special Meeting, a majority vote of the Directors

present and voting shall carry the proposed amendment.
When an amendment is proposed by the Chairman, in writing, be-

tween Meetings, the Chairman shall decide whether to hold the proposal
for the next Meeting or put it to an earlier vote by mail. For voting by mail,
the Chaiman shall promptly notify the Directors by a special mailing of
the proposed amendment, with supporting arguments, requesting opposing
arguments by 21 days after the date of mailing. Thereafter, the Chaiman
shall mail the opposing arguments, and a ballot, to the Directors, with a
voting deadline of 21  days after the date of mailing. The votes shall be
tallied by the Chaiman, and verified by the Secretary, who shall notify the
Directors of the outcome.
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Bertrand Russell Society Business

The following pages contain Society business that need your attention. Each
page may be xeroxed and sent to the appropriate address.

SOCIETY BUSINESS INCLUDES:

1) Membership Renewal

2) Board of Directors Election Ballot

3) Registration for the Annual Meeting
(please note the change in the dates of the Annual Meeting)

4) Call for Papers

13



ATTENTION, PLEASE
BRS Dues Are Due January 1, 1996

Everyone's Bertrand Russell Society renewal dues are due January  I,1996. The
January  1 st due-date applies to all  members,  including  first-year members  (ex-
cepting those who joined in the final quarter, i.e. October/November/December
1995.

The 1996 dues schedule in U.S. dollars: Regular Individual, $35. Regular
Couple (two persons at the same address), $40. Student or Limited Income Indi-
vidual, $20. Limited Income Couple, $25. P|!±s Slo for any membership outside
the U.S.A., Canada, and Mexico. P!!±s $4 for any membership in Canada or Mexico.

Please remember that the BRS's financial condition is a continuing con-
cern. There is no immediate financial crisis. But neither is there, as yet, the solid
financial foundation that long-term survival requires. We ask those members who
can afford to, to make an extra contribution when renewing membership by choos-
ing one of the special membership categories on the renewal coupon below.

Please mail dues, payable to "Bertrand Russell Society" in U.S. dollars,
to Bertrand Russell Society; c/o Dennis Darland,1965 Winding Hills Drive, # 1304,
Davenport, IA 52807.

Thank you for renewing and for your contributions. And thank you for
renewing early._ -=L_ -_ --_ --I --I-i_ ---I--LL _ -i-_ -I-'= l'L-

RENEWAL COUPON
I am glad to be an early renewer, to ease the renewal process for the BRS.
And I hope to see the BRS continue to thrive for a long time to come. I have looked
over the membership categories below, and chosen one that is right for my circum-
stances.

I have checked my membership category . . .

(      )  Student,$20
(      )  Limited Income, Individual, $20
(      )  Limitedlncome, Couple, $25
(      )  Regularlndividual, $35
(      )  Regularcouple,$40
(      )  Contributor, $40
(      )  Sustainer,$50
(      )  Sponsor,$100andup
(      )  Patron,$250andup
(      )  Benefactor, $500andup
(      )  LifeMember,$1000andup

. . and, if applicable, my
foreign mailing category.

(      )  Plus$10ifoutsideu.S.A.
Canada, and Mexico

(      )  Plus$4ifincanadaorif
in Mexico

I enclose my dues, in U.S. dollars, payable to "Bertrand Russell Society."

Name
Address
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Date
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BOARD 0F DIRECTORS BALLOT
Vote for Eight

(3 Year Term January 1, 1996 - December 31, 1998)

James Alouf

Linda Egendorf

Donald Jackanicz

Marvin Kohl

Tim Madigan

Michael Rockler

Warren Allen Smith

Ranon Suzara

Thorn Weidlich

Return To:          Donald Jackanicz
Bertrand Russell Society - Secretary
3802 North Kenneth Avenue
Chicago, IL 60641

Please returm by December 15,  1995



Lodging:

Register Early for
THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY'S

ANNUAL MEETING, 1996:
'' The Humanism of Bertrand Russell "

Information:

To register:

Name:

Address:

Phone or
e-mail:

Friday, May 3 to Sunday, May 5,  1996

Drew University, Madison, New Jersey. Easily accessible
from Newark International Airport and New York City. A
map and directions will be included with the February
Quarterly.
The Madison Hotel, Morristown, NJ. Reserve your rooms
directly with them. We enjoy the special rate for Drew
University; this is to be set shortly and is expected to be
about $79 per room (single or double). Call them at: 201-
285-1800 (fax 201-540-8566), and tell them you are with
the Drew party reserved by John Lenz (they don't know
Russell, unfortunately; the meeting is being co-sponsored
by Drew's Depts. of Classics and Philosophy). We will pro-
vide transportation from the hotel, on the same street as
the school,1-1/2 miles away.
For those with physical limitations, or financial need, we
also have a three-bedroom guest-apartment on campus;
contact John Lenz.

Contact John Lenz at 201-408-3275 or jlenz@drew.edu.

The registration fee of $75 per person includes the ban-
quet on Saturday night, the Red Hackle hour, coffee and
snacks, a copy of the text for the workshop, and all other
activities and fees.

Please make out checks to John Lenz and send to:
John R. Lenz, 38-8 Loantaka Way, Madison, NJ 07940.
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Call for Papers
(Deadline: March 1,1996):

Prizes for Papers Program of the Bertrand Russell Society

The Bertrand Russell Society is offering PRIZES FOR PAPERS
for the fourth consecutive year. We award two prizes annually for the best
new papers, one by an undergraduate and one by a "young professional"
(graduate student, j unior professor, or non-academic).

The Prize-winners will present their papers at the Society's next
Annual Meeting, to be held at Drew University in Madison, NJ, May 3-5,
1996. All expenses will be paid, including travel, lodging, and meals. (Win-
ners from outside North America will receive a portion of their airfare.)
Each Prize also includes a first-year membership in The Bertrand Russell
Society. This includes subscriptions to The Bertrand Russell Society quar-
terly and to the semi-annual academic journal, Russell, published by the
Russell Archives at MCMaster University.

Papers can be on any aspect of Russell's life, work, or influence.
They must be suitable for presentation to a general audience. They may be
broad or narrow in scope and in any of the many fields that interested Russell:
logic,  mathematics,  ethics,  history,  politics,  religion,  education,  peace,
nuclear war, history of ideas, etc., etc., or on Russell's relations with his
contemporaries.

Papers should be designed for a presentation of 30 to 40 minutes,
that is, about 15 double-spaced pages of text. Submit a complete or nearly
complete paper, not an abstract. State that  you would, if chosen, attend the
1996 Annual Meeting. Those who have previously appeared on an Annual
Meeting program are not eligible.

Submit your paper by MARCH I, 1996 to Prof. John Shosky, Dept.
of Philosophy and Religion, The American University, 4400 Massachu-
setts Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20016-8056. Phone: 703-660-9279; fax:
703-660-9871.
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Report by John Shosky
Department of Philosophy and Religion

The American University
on the

'' Russell and the Origins of Analytical
Conference

University of Southampton -- United
July 14-16, 1995

Several members of the society have urged me to write a repo
this summer's Russell conference at the University of Southampton.
here goes.

Entitled,  "Russell and the Origins of Analytical Philosophy", t
conference was a superbly organized event drawing participants from t
United Kingdom,  the Netherlands,  Germany, France,  Spain,  Greece,  '
rael, Canada, the United States, Australia, and New Zealand. The organiz
was  Ray  Monk,  author of the  well-received Wittgenstein:  The  Duty
ge!±j±±s. Evidently motivated by his research on an up-coming two volul
philosophical biography of Russell, Monk scheduled an all star line-up
speakers -- each distinguished in Russellian studies and each well-vers
in Russell's early work.

In fact, this conference was another reminder that the renaissan
in Russellian  scholarship  has  been  propelled by  new  discoveries  in  t
Russell of 1899 through  1910, in large measure energized by the work
Peter Hylton, Francisco Rodriquez-Consuegra, and, especially, Nick Gr
fin. The attendance of all three at this event speaks well for Monk's orgai
zational and persuasive abilities.

The conference began on Friday evening, July 14, with a fine p
sentation  by  Louis  Greenspan  of MCMaster University,  speaking  ab(
"Russell on the Philosophical Canon".  I was very impressed with this lt

ture. Greenspan spoke of the excellent scholarship often found the Russe
A History of western Philosophy. a much-maligned book. Greenspan an
spoke afterwards about the need for a more balanced view of this book, a
I applaud his courage in defending what many people would regard as no
ing more than a propaganda piece for empiricism (I've even heard wo]
descriptions).

After dinner, there was a choice of two sessions. The decision
which  to  attend  was  agonizing.  I  passed  up  Ivor  Grattan-Guinness
Middlesex University speaking on "Where is the Mathematics in Logicisr
even though I admire him enormously. However, I felt this might be I
only chance to hear Francisco Rodriquez-Consuegra of Valencia Univ
sity. He spoke on "Russell's Perilous Journey
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displaying a broad understanding of Russell's use of methodology and a
strong sympathy of the difficulties encountered by Russell on his philo-
sophical quest. I must add that Professor Rodriquez-Consuegra was very
modest about his scholarship. However, he is a fine student of Russell. He
is also the vanguard of a renewed interest of Russell on the European con-
tinent.

The next day, Saturday, July 15, began with a stunning presenta-
tion by Peter Hylton of the University of Illinois. Discussing  "Concepts
and Propositions", he took his audience on a whirl-wind survey of Russell's
work on meaning and propositions. I wish I could tell you more. But I had
a hard time following the paper due to my own deficiencies in scholarship.
This was a paradigm example of a great conference paper and an equally
impressive presentation. When he was finished I made a vow to rerdouble
my own work back at American University because Professor Hylton is
setting a fast pace.

Again, a choice followed: either Anthony Palmer of the University
of Southampton speaking on "the Complex Problem" or Harold Nconan of
the University of Birmingham discussing "The Gray's Elegy Argument --
and Others".  I chose the latter because of the recent plethora of journal
articles on the Gray's Elegy  argument in On Denoting. Also,  I had just
finished teaching a graduate class at American on the "origins of Analyti-
cal Philosophy" , where we covered On Denoting in some detail. But I leaned
in Noonan's presentation that my  students  and I had only  scratched the
surface, especially given the complexity of the  "Gray's Elegy"  example,
and its distinctive nature compared to other examples in On Denoting of-
fered by Russell.

Again, another choice -- Greg Landini of the University of Iowa
on  "Wall the Real Principia Please  Stand Up:  Reflections on the Formal
Logic of Princil]ia Mathematica" or Anthony Grayling of Bickbeck Col-
lege, Oxford, ori "Complex Symbols, Meanings and Facts". And, again an
utterly tragic choice. I very much wanted to hear both speakers on these
topics. After much useless debate I simply decided to walk into the nearest
room and hear whomever was speaking. This turned out to be Professor
Grayling, the author of an up-coming book on Russell in the Past Masters
Series.  He was brilliant,  outlining Russell's early positions on logic  and
language. His new book promises to be a valuable contribution. I only hope
that I get to hear Landidni at another time.

My evolving decision niles on speakers was again tested by a choice
between C.W. Kilmister of Kings College, London, addressing "A Certain
Knowledge? Russell's Mathematics and Logical Analysis" or Charles Pigden
from the University of Otagio in New Zealand speaking about "Russell on
Ethics".  Pigden is evidently well-known for his prolific analysis of Russell
on the information highway.  I can believe the fantastic  stories I heard,
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because in discussion after the papers he displayed an encyclopedic knowl-
edge about Russell and all things connected with russell, i.e.., reviews of
his books, responses to his articles, etc. In this case, however, logic won
out over morality, and I went to hear Professor Kilmister. He carefully dem-
onstrated Russell's mathematical and logical development, linking it into
the instruction Russell received in his  student days.  Kilmister may have
received the ultimate one-ups--manship conference medal with his expla-
nation of a mathematical paradox that forced Grattan-Guinness to exclaim,
"I've never heard of that before." One sign of a good lecture is when Griffin

and Grattan-Guinness are both taking notes. Kilmister kept their pens mov-
ing.

After a reception hosted by the Southampton Philosophy Depart-
ment, a Gala Dinner followed, featuring Russell's daughter Katharine Tart
as speaker. She was gracious, delightful, and genuinely pleased that all of
us cared so much about her father's work.

Then, after dinner, Mark Sainsbury of Kings College, London, and
Stewart Candish of the University of western Australia presented a sympo-
sium on "Russell's Theories of Judgment". This symposium was great, with
fresh insight on Russell's troublesome, persistent difficulties in his attempts
to define, explain, and analyze our beliefs.

I  must  confess  that  I  visited  the  many  pubs  that  outline  the
Southampton campus that evening. As I enjoyed this hospitality and local
brew of each establishment, I marvelled at the commitment and talent of
each speaker. These presentations were motivating, but they were also hum-
bling. There are a lot of great minds working on Russell,  and these out-
standing presentations demonstrate that careful research can still add vastly
to Russell scholarship. And I must add that, for me, Russell is often best
understood after a beer or two (legal and appropriate hours of consumption
Only).

The last day, Sunday, July 16, featured two presentations back-to-
back: Nick Griffin of MCMaster tackling "On Denoting Concepts" and Ray
Monk of the University of Southampton concluding with "What is Analyti-
cal Philosophy?" . Both speakers are well-known to the readers of the B!±ssg±]
Quarterly and need no introduction from me. Their lectures were an appro-
priate and resounding exclamation point at the end of the conference.

OK, I know -- you wished you were there. Well, again, thanks to
Monk, you can be. Ray has arranged for publication of all of the confer-
ence papers. I do not know who the publisher is, although I suspect it will
probably be Routledge or Thoemmes Press. However, you might look for
this publication in a few months. It should be part of any serious library on
Russell.

One important note: Almost every presentation I heard contained
references  to  the  Collected Paroers  of Bertrand  Russell.  The  Russell

editorial project is  re-invigorating  and re-defining Russellian  studies. A
scholar cannot be on the cutting-edge of Russell's contributions to philoso-
phy without a careful grounding in the published volumes of the Collected
Eapgrs. I returned home determined to cough-up the big bucks to buy those
volumes which I do not possess, because,  as expensive as they have be-
come,  the Collected Paners  are indispensal>le.  The new  three  volume A
Bibliogranhv of Bertran-d Russell by Blackwell, Ruja, and Tureon is also a
must.

Russell Society President John Lenz wrote a congratulatory letter
to Monk, expressing the pleasure of the society with this important, his-
toric conference.

Personally, I was honored to attend. I hope someday we can offer a
similar conference on this side of the Atlantic, and that the society will be
one of the sponsors. If so, I suggest that we do not schedule two presenta-
tions at the same time. Those kinds of decisions even Russell couldn't com-
fortal]ly adjudicate.
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Corliss Lamont (1902-1995)

Corliss  Lamont died on Wednesday, April 26  at the  age of 93.
LLamont was a true contemporary Russellian. He was an author, teacher and
humanist philosopher. During the ignoble period of Mccarthyism in the
United States, Lamont stood steadfastly against the redbaiting hysteria that
engulfed the country. Like Russell, Lamont never followed a multitude to
do evil.

Lamont's career spanned much of the twentieth century. He wrote
sixteen books and hundreds of pamphlets on subjects related to humanism
and civil liberties. Lamont taught at Harvard as well as at Comell and Co-
lumbia. He also served as a director of the American Civil Liberties Union
for more than two decades. He opposed the Vietnam war and ran twice for
the United States Senate.
In his 1981 autobiography, Yes to Life, he wrote:

My final word is that in the battles that confront us today
for America's freedom and welfare, our chief aim as pub-
lic-spirited citizens must be neither to avoid trouble, nor
to stay our of jail, nor even to preserve our lives, but to
keep on fighting for our fundamental principles and ideas.
The Philosol]hv of Humanism, published in 1949, remains a stan-

dardtextforunderstindingthehumanistperspective.Otherbooksinclude:
The Inusion of Immortality (1935) and The Peoples of the Soviet Union
(1946).

The New York Times concluded its obituary of Corliss Lamont
with the following paragraphs :

Corliss  Lamont was  born on May  28,  1902  in
Englewood, NJ., where he grew up near the summit of
the Palisades overlooking the Hudson River and Manhat-
tan.  He graduated for Phillips Exeter in  1920 and from
Harvard in 1924 with a bachelor's degree and high honors.
After a year at Oxford University in England, he became a
philosophy lecturer at Columbia in 1932, earned a doctor
of philosophy degree there.

Dr.  Lamont's  1928  marriage  to Margaret  Hayes
Irish, a writer who was co-author of his first book on the
Soviet Union, "Russia Day by Day," (1933) ended in di-
voree. His second wife, Helen Lamb who he married in
1962, died in 1975. His third wife, Beth Keehner, who he
married in 1986, survives him.
In the Fall, 1995 issue of Free Inauirv. Paul Kurtz writes:

Corliss Lamont was  an -heioic defender of the
philosophy  of humanism.  He  was  a secular  and not  a

24

religious  humanist.  He believed that one  could  live  the
authentic life here and now without deity;  and that this
was possible through the use of reason and science.
Corliss Lamont honored the Bertrand Russell Society by partici-

pating in an annual meeting. His life represents some of the highest values
espoused by Bertrand Russell. He will truly be missed by the skeptical and
rational community.
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The Enduring Impact of Corliss Lamont
by

Shohig Sherry Terzian

Corliss Lamont was an American original yet a Renaissance man
of scholarship  and  action.  From childhood on,  he  said Yes  to Life.  His
widespread empathies and international interests are explored with zest. In
a study of American eminence, he is categorized as the firebrand stepson of
JP Morgan & Co. ! (WHO; the Story of who's WIIO in America, by Cedric
A. Larson,  1958).

The similarities between Corliss Lamont and Bertrand Russell are
striking. They were among the elite by birthright, coming from the upper
classes and supported by inherited wealth which they both utilized to back
their affirlnation of life. And they both were inveterate and indefatigable
letter writers.

Dr. Lamont considered Russell to be the world's leading represen-
tative of the Humanist philosophy which he espoused. He called Russell a
modem Socrates, continually challenging the shibboleths of Establishments.
At one time, Russell received both moral and financial support from Lamont
for his expose of crimes in Vietnam. Incidentally, long before MCNanara's
revelations, Corliss Lamont was vindicated when his Harvard classmate,
Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge, attested that the U.S. erred in participat-
ing in that conflict.

PhilosopherGeorgeSantayanawasanotherfavoriteofDr.Lamont's
(and mine, too!) His exchange of letters with Santayana began in 1935 and
continued well into the last year of Santayana's life in September, 1952. In
a basic pamphlet entitled "The Enduring Impact of George Santayana," Dr.
Lamont describes his visits with GS in Rome at the Convent of the Blue
Sisters near the Colosseum. I often relive these meetings between the two
for I had occasion to retrace his steps walking up the narrow cobblestoned
Via Santo Stefano Romao to the outside gate of the Convent. I happened to
be in Rome in October, 1986 participating in the international conference
of the World Psychiatric Association. I had a  hard time trying to locate the
exact location of the Convent but I was determined to pay my respects to
GS. We shared a table in a modest restaurant near our hotel, the Cicerone,
with two kindly priests. Both knew exactly where it was and gave us spe-
cific directions in getting to our destination.

We were greeted by a kindly Sister who had taken care of GS dur-
ing his final year. She was elated when I told her that GS had mentioned the
gracious Sisters who were looking after his welfare. Is it any wonder that I
often  reread Dr.  Lamont's  "Enduring  Impact of George  Santayana"?

Each time I feel as though Dr. Lamont followed in GS's footsteps with his
own enduring impact which will continue to serve as an inspiration to us
all.

Dr. Lamont also edited and contributed to Dialogues on GS and
helped initiate the GS collection at Columbia University. He ranked Russell
and Santayana as two of the 20th century's most readable philosophers. I
surely regret that circumstances prevented me from accepting his kind in-
vitation for lunch at the onset of our correspondence. I know that I would
have fallen under his spell!
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Russell on the Design Argument for God's Existence
by Matthew MCKeon

In, God And 7lfoc Ivew Cosmo/ogy, I M.A. Corey argues that recent
cosmological research suggests that the universe was designed for human
existence. He believes that the Design Argument for God's existence, but-
tressed by the physical evidence, provides a solid basis for natural theol-
ogy. In a nutshell, physicists have discovered further complex cosmologi-
cal  requirements  for the existence  of human  beings.  These  discoveries,
coupled with the high improbability of the life-supporting characteristics
of the universe occurring by chance, demand an explanation. Corey argues
that the best explanation is that the universe was created by a designer for
the purpose of evolving human beings.

Corey refers to one of Russell's criticisms of the Design Argument
in Scz.c#cc cz#d Rc/I.gz.o#. In this paper, I seek to show that Corey misrepre-
sents Russell's remarks, and in so doing fails to countenance Russell's criti-
cism of the Design Argument which is relevant to Corey's position.

Corey  acknowledges  that one problem  with  any  version of the
Design Argument is, ". . . the tremendous amount of time it took after the
Big Bang for humans to appear and to rise to any degree of significance on
this planet."2 The following comments by Russell are offered as a repre-
sentative fomulation of the problem.

Why should the best things in the history of the world [such
as life and mind] come late rather than early? Would not
the reverse order have done just as well? .  .  . Before the
Copernican revolution, it was natural to suppose that God's
purposes were specially concerned with the earth, but now
this has become an unplausible hypothesis. If the purpose
of the Cosmos is to evolve mind, we must regard it as rather
incompetent in having produced so  little  in  such a long
time.3

These remarks are a part of Russell's critique, in Sc!.c"cc clmd Rc/I.gI.o#, of a
pantheistic view of the creator. Briefly, Russell characterizes the pantheis-
tic creator as one that is,  "not external to the universe, but is merely the
universe considered as a whole. There cannot therefore be an act of cre-
ation, but there is a kind of creative force I.# the universe, which causes it to
develop according to a plan which this creative force may be said to have
in mind throughout the process."4  If the plan is to create human life, then
the fact that the evolutionary process took approximately  15 billion years
suggests that this  "creative force"  is fairly inept.  Corey's rebuttal to this
objection is based on a new cosmological understanding of the universe.

There is a minimum cosmological time that it takes to pro-
duce  a world  where  intelligent life forms  can  develop
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through normal evolutionary pathways. These evolution-
ary pathways are themselves divided into three separate
cosmic epochs: 1 ) an initial stellar synthesis epoch, wherein
the heavier organic elements upon which life depends, such
as carbon, oxygen, and iron, are synthesized deep within
stellar interiors over approximately 10 billion years of time,
2) an intermediate epoch, wherein these heavier elements
are spewed into space by huge supernova explosions, and
are then allowed to crystallize into concrete solar systems,
and 3) a final biosynthesis epoch, wherein life gradually
evolves into progressively more complex forms over bil-
lions of years of organic evolution.

When the minimum times for these major cosmic
epochs are calculated, we find that the minimum age for
the development of intelligent life is approximately 15 bil-
lion years, which is also the estimated age of our present
universe. If anything, the age of the universe can be used
as evidence for . . . the existence of a Grand Designer for
the following reason: if the evolution of the universe were
merely a random event, one would never expect it to hap-
pen just as soon as it possibly could.5
Assuming for the sake of argument that this is correct, the rebuttal

seems to meet the difficulty Russell points  to in the cited passage from
Religion and Science. However, Corey's rebuttal is besides the point since
Russell's remarks are aimed at a pantheistic view of the creator and Corey
does not subscribe to this view. Corey believes that God is a personal being
who is  omnipotent,  omniscient,  and  "the  most sublime of all realities."6
Russell's criticism of the Design Argument as a defense for the existence of
this type of creator can be found a few pages earlier in Rc/I.g!.o# ¢#d Scz.-
ence.

A man who desires a house cannot, except in the Arabian
Nights, have it rise before him as a result of his mere wish;
time and labor must be expended before his wish can be
gratified. But Omnipotence is a subject to no such limita-
tions. If God really thinks well of the human race ..., why
not proceed, as in Genesis, to create man at once?7

Thedifficultyofexplainingthenecessityofevolutionofa#yfcmpora//c#gffe
in the plans of a designer who is at least omnipotent and omniscient is a
common theme of Russell's criticism of the Design Argument in his writ-
ings on God and religion. For example, in 77ic Vtz/wc a/Free 7lfeowgfof, Russell
writes'

Design implies the necessity of using means, which does
not exist for omnipotence. When we desire a house, we
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have to go through the labor of building it, but Aladdin's
genie could cause a palace to exist by magic. The long
process of evolution might be necessary to a divine Artifi-
cer who  found matter already  in existence,  and had to
struggle to bring order out of chaos.  But to the  God of
Genesis and of orthodox theology no such laborious pro-
cess  was needed;  no  gradual process,  no  adaptation of
means to ends, was required by a being who could say:
Let there be light, and there was light. The vast astronomi-
cal ages before life existed may have been inevitable for a
finite Deity working in a reluctant material, but for Om-
nipotencetheywouldhavebeenagratuitouswasteoftime.8

Furthermore, as Russell notes, there is nothing known about the
universe that rules out that God is not omnipotent and must struggle against
the forces of nature to cany out His plans. I believe that Russell exposes a
central problem with using the Design Argument to ground belief in the
existence of a creator. At best, the argument establishes the existence of a
creator who is greatly more powerful and intelligent than ourselves. But
suchpowerandintelligencemayfallshortofomnipotenceandomniscience.
The argument says even less about the degree of benevolence of the de-
signer.9 What features of the universe provide compelling evidence for the
existence of the creator as depicted by Corey?

In sum, granting for the sake of argument that cosmological evi-
dence confirms that (1) it would take a universe as old as our own just to
evolve human beings, it follows that (2) the age of our universe is perfectly
compatible with the existence of a creator only if,  as  acknowledged by
Corey[°, (3) life must evolve through natural evolutionary pathways. The
gist of the criticism in Jig/I.gI.on cl#d Sc!.c„cc, missed by Corey, is that (3)
seems false if the creator is omnipotent, and so (1 ) is not a good reason for
thinking that (2) is true on Corey's understanding of the creator. I think that
Russell would accept (2) on the view of a non-omnipotent creator, but per-
haps he would stress that the age and the structure of the universe is com-
patible with the existence of a creator unworthy of devotion and worship.
'M.A Corey, God A"d 7lhe Ivew Casino/ogy,  (Irdnham, Maryland: Rowman & Little field Publishers,

Inc.'  1993).
2|bid. 233.
3Bertrand Russell, Sci.e„ce amd Re/i.gi.o%,  (New York: Henry Holt and Company,1935) 221 and 227.
4|bid, 2cO.
sop. cit. note I, 55-56. Corey cites John Banow and Frank Tipler, 7lJlc Anlferopl.c CasmoJog[.caJ Prin-

cj.plc,  (Oxford: Oxford University Press,  1986) 385.
6|bid, 256, and 237.
70p. cit. note 3, 203.
8Bertrand Russell, "The Value of Free Thought" in Berfrand J}wssc// a" God and Rc/I.gi.on. ed. by AI

Seckel (Buffalo: Prometheus Books,  1986) 239-269, 258.
9Ibid 261.
loop. cit. note I, 234.

Bertrand Russell Rejected Religion
by Larry Judkins

I am often asked how I came to be an atheist.
Actually,  my atheism was the result of a very gradual evolution

rather than a sudden conversion. Throughout my childhood and especially
my teem years, I slowly but steadily became more and more skeptical of
orthodox religion in general, and Christianity in particular.

I was 19 years old when I finally crossed the imaginary line sepa-
rating an extremely liberal (and vague) form of religious belief from unbe-
lief, and became a true atheist. This was the result of reading a collection of
essays in a book titled Wry /Am IVoJ ¢ Cferl.sfi.a# by the philosopher Bertrand
Russell.

At the time, the essays of Lord Russell (he was an English lord)
were the most radical--and rational--words I had ever read on the subject of
religion. Of course, in the  19 years since that time, I have read countless
books and essays that make Wky JA# IVof cz Cforz.sfz.cz# seem mild by com-
parison.

Nevertheless, I am still in complete agreement with Lord Russell's
basic outlook concerning religion as expressed in Why I Am Not a Chris-
tian--specifically, that "all the great religions of the world .  .  .  [are] both
untrue and harmful." Like Lord Russell, I regard religion "as a disease born
of fear and as a source of untold misery to the human race."

Unfortunately,  there is one area of Lord Russell's philosophy of
religion  in  which he was  very  inconsistent:  Lord Russell  sometimes re-
ferred to himself as an agnostic and sometimes as an atheist.

He freely admitted that he was confused as to which term more
accurately represented his views. One such confession of uncertainty can
be found in the essay, "Am I an Atheist or an Agnostic?" in the book Bcrfnfl#d
Russell on God and Religion.

Another such confession can be found in Dear Bcr/rcz#d Rwssc/J.. A
Selection Of His Correspondence with the General Public. On pa.ge 5 is a
letter to Lord Russell asking him whether he considers himself an atheist
or an agnostic.

In response, Lord Russell wrote, "I do not wonder that you. . . are
in doubt as to whether to call me an atheist or an agnostic as I am myself in
doubt upon this point and call myself sometimes the one and sometimes
the  other.  I  think that in  philosophical  strictness  at  the  level  where one
doubts the existence of material objects and holds that the world may have
existed for only five minutes, I ought to call myself an agnostic; but, for all
practical purposes, I am an atheist. I do not think the existence of the Chris-
tian God any more probable than the existence of the Gods Olympus or
Vchalla .  .  ."
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Lord Russell's confusion upon this matter stemmed from the fact
that he misunderstood the true nature of atheism and incorrectly perceived
agnosticism to be a "middle ground" between atheism and theism. Accord-
ing to Lord Russell in his essay "What Is an Agnostic?" (Bcrfrtz#d RwsscJ/
o# God cz#d Re/!.gI.o"), "A atheist, like a Christian, holds that we ccl# know
whether or not there is a God. The Christian holds that we can know there
is a God; the atheist, that we can know there is not."

Lord Russell continued. "The agnostic suspends judgment, saying
that there are not sufficient grounds either for affirmation or for denial."
Therefore, an agnostic is neither an atheist nor a theist.

The problem with this is that very few atheists maintain that an
atheist is one who knows that God does not exist. Instead, they define an
atheist as one who lacks belief in the existence of God.

Belief,  of course,  is altogether different from knowledge.  Since
everyone must either have a belief in God or lack such belief, all agnostics
must also be either atheists or theists.

Bertrand Russell, who readily admitted that he did not know whether
or not a God exists, was clearly an agnostic. However, he was also clearly
an atheist, since it is obvious that he lacked belief in the existence of God.

Bertrand Russell was born on May  18,1872. During his long life
(he died February 2,1970), he wrote dozens of books and composed liter-
ally hundreds of shorter works. In 1950, he won the Nobel Prize for Litera-
ture.

Those interested in studying the intellectual objections to religion
would do well to begin with the works of Lord Russell mentioned above.

Ijarry Judkins is a resident Of Orlando and longtirne member Of the Bertrand
Russell Society.

Why I Am Not a Russellian
by John M. Novak

Reprinted from Free Inquiry, Fall, 199S, with permission.

Bertrand Russell is certainly an important humanist. As a philoso-
pher, social activist, and educator he has been an inspiring figure, willing
to take strong stands and pay the consequences for being a freethinker in a
world in which expressive freedom and penetrating thought were usually
only linked rhetorically. I still turn to his essays for insights, humor, inci-
sive comments, food for thought--and am seldom disappointed. However,
in spite of my admiration for Russellian intellect, prose, and life stance, I
find that his humanism does not run deep enough and his approach to edu-
cation and society is more idiosyncratic than substantive. AIlow me to briefly
elaborate.

As I see it, a humanist is someone who realizes we cannot escape
the human perspective and so tries to savor, understand, and better this
human outlook. This humanist perspective can be stated this way:  Since
we cannot isolate ourselves from human experiences, how can we get more
out of them? Russell certainly was able to savor human experiences and
was committed to clearly denouncing that which he felt got in the way of
human betterment. However, in my estimation, he succumbs to a subtle
transcendental temptation in his understanding of the human perspective.
Quite simply,  at some basic level, Russell thinks that humans have im-
maculate receptions of knowledge--immediate knowledge of atomistic as-
pects of reality.I These atomistic perceptions are thus the foundation for
certain knowledge. This enables Russell and others who hold this view to
have a type of incisive certainty and cut to the bone on some basic knowl-
edge issues.

As appealing as this claim for foundational certainty is, there is
another point of view. That is, that life is messier and that human percep-
tion does not have this privileged access to knowledge; knowledge claims
regarding the empirical world are always inferential. In actuality, all knowl-
edge is mediated, that is, constructed from some perspective within prob-
lematic situations. Thus, experience is always occurring in some context
and must be filtered through some perspective to become knowledge.

This constructed view of knowledge doesn't mean that there isn't a
reality "out there," only that we do not have direct knowledge of the "out
there. " The defensible contracts we make with the "out there" and call knowl-
edge are always mediated, partial, and from a certain perspective. This not
"New Age--you make your own reality," but rather a fundamental realiza-

tion that the knowledge we have is not immediate, immaculate, or immune
from bias. My objection to Russell is that his view of the immediate knowl-
edge claim of certain types of experiences misses the actual human process
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of knowledge-making, and thus diminishes a deeper understanding of the
human perspective and, ultimately, human possibilities.

In the realms of the social and the educational, Russell engaged in
a variety of progressive projects. In spite of his vigor and courage, how-
ever, I do not see how this activity in these areas connected with his work
in philosophy.2 As I see it, Russell saw philosophy as purer than the activi-
ties of everyday life. When engaging in the impurities of life, he tended to
follow some personal intuitions and passions. As powerful as these were,
they are of limited use to others in trying to construct a principled social
and educational  philosophy.  Intuitions  and passions  need to be  heavily
supplemented to deal with social and educational complexities. Russell's
rather narrow work in philoso-supplement.

Bertrand Russell supplies a courageous and energetic supplement
to a self-correcting humanist perspective. He provides some spicy food for
thought that is good in doses, but cannot serve as a steady diet. I'd invite
him to my house to occasionally prepare a meal and help clean out the
refrigerator, but not to plan my life-long philosophical menu.

Notes
1.  This point is made in great detail in Dcwey, by J.E. Tiles (London:

Routledge, 1988) and more recently by Tom Burke in Dcwey's
IVcw I,og!.c.. A Rep/y /a Rwssc// (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press,  1994).

2.  I am not alone in my perception of Russell's philosophy being ir
relevant or at odds with his politics. Alan Ryan, author of Berframd
Russell.. A Political Life, mak!es this sz+me point in John Dewey
and the High Tide Of American Liberalism (Now York:. NIotton,
1995).

John Novak is professor of education at Brock University in St.
Catharines Ontario and editor of J»sz.gfots, the newsletter of the John
Dewey Society.

34

BRS LIBRARY
The Society library sells and lends books, audiotapes, videotapes, and other
materials by and about Russell. Please direct library inquiries and requests
to Tom Stanley, Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088 (tom.stanley@infoport.com).

Books for sale H-Cloth, otherwise paperback. Prices are postpaid. Please
send check or money  order  (U.S.  funds  only)  payable  to  the  "Bertrand
Russell Society" to Tom Stanley.

By Bertrand Russell:
Appeal to the American Conscience ...........  Spokesman ..................  $3.50
Authority and the Individual  ......................  Unwin-Hyman ..............  7.95
Has Man a Allen & Unwin ..„ .....  H 8.00
History of the World in Epitome  ................  Spokesman ....................  1.00
In Praise of Idleness Routledge......................8.95

My Philosophical Development  .................  Uwin-Hyman ................  7.95
Political Ideal Unwin-Hyman..............7.95
Power: A New  Social Analysis ...................  Routledge ......................  8.95
Principles of Social Reconstruction ............ Unwin-Hyman ...„ .........  7.95
Skeptical Essays Routledge......................8.95

By Other Authors:
Bertrand Russell by John Slater  .................  Thoemmes Press .......  $19.00
Bertrand Russell,1872-1970  ......................  Spokesman ....................  1.50
Bertrand Russell's America, Vol. 2,1945-1970 edited by Barry Feinberg

and Ronald Kasrils South End Press ............  9.95
Liberty and Social Transformation: A Study in Bertrand Russell's

Political Thought by Chandrakala Padia  Heritage Publishers  H.11.50
The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words, edited by

Christopher Farley and David Hodgson .  Spokesman ....... „ .........  10.95
The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, Vol. I, The Private Years

(1884-1914) by Nicholas Griffin ............  Houghton-Mifflin „  H.17.50
The  library  has  a  small  supply  of Caroline  Moorehead's  BERTRAND
RUSSELL: A LIFE--for sale for $ 14.00 (postage paid)

Audio cassettes in the lending library
Speeches:
200   Nobel Prize Acceptance Speech.  1950 45'
201    "Mind andMatter."  1950 52'
202    "Bertrand Russell in Australia."  1950 55'

Four ABC broadcasts: "Guest of Honor", "The World as I See It",
"What Hope for Man?" and "My Philosophy of Life".

203    "Living in anAtomicAge."  195190'
Six BBC broadcasts:  "Present Perplexities", "Obsolete Ideas", "The
Modern Mastery of Nature", "The Limits of Human Power", "Con
flict and Unification" and "The Achievement of Harmony".
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204    "Life without Fear."  195134'
205    "Portrait from Memory: Whitehead." BBC 195215'
206    "Man's Peril." BBC  195415'
207    Russell-Einstein Manifesto. 1955 30'
208    "The World and the Observer," BBC 1958 30'
209   Kalinga Prize Press Conference and Acceptance Speech.  1958 48'

Includes five minute interview of January 24,  1958.
210    "Address to the CND."  1959 30'
211    "The Influence and Thought of G.E. Mcore." BBC  1959 42'

Interviews with Russell, Leonard Woolf, Morton White and John
Wisdom.

212   Address to the Verkeley vietnam Teach-In.196514'
213    "Appeal to the American Conscience."  1966 29'

Interviews. debates :
225    "Is Security Increasing?" NBC  1939 30'
226   Russell-Copleston Debate on the Existence of god. BBC  1948 20'
227    "The Attack on Academic Freedom in Britain and America." NBC
1952 30'
228    "Bertrand Russell' Romney Wheeler Interview. NBC 1952 30'
229    "Face to Face." John Freeman Interview. BBC  1959 30'
230    "Bertrand Russell Speaking."  1959 52'

Interviews by Wbodrow Wyatt on philosophy, taboo morality, reli
gion, and  fanaticism.

231    Wbodrow Wyatt Interviews 0.1959 52'
On the role of the individual, happiness, power, and the future of
mankind.  1959 52'

232    Wbodrow Wyatt Interviews (11).  1959 52'
On nationalism, Great Britain, communism and capitalism, war and
pacifism and the H-bomb

233    "Close-Up." Elaine Grand Interview. CBC  1959 30'
234    "Speaking Personally: Bertrand Russell." John Chamndos Interview

196190'
235    David Susskind Interview.  1962 90'
236    Studs Terkel Interview. SFMT 1962 39'
237    "On Nuclear Morality." Michael tiger Interview.  1962 32'
238    Interview on Vietnam. CBC  1965  10'
239   Merv Griffin Interview.  1965 24'
I.eectures.broadcasts:
2io    "Bertrand Russell." Rev. Paul Beattie.  1975  15'
2il    "Bertrand Russell as a Philosopher." A.J. Ayer. BBC 198015'
2i2    "Bertrand Russell."  1986 Professor Giovanni Costigan.100'

253    "Portrait of the Philosopher as Father." Katherine Talt. (In German)
30'

254    "Bertrand Russell's Philosophy of Education." William Hare.  15'
255    "Bertrand Russell's pacifist stance in worldwarl." CFMU-FM 1992
30'
256    "Russell vs. Dewey on Education."  1992115'

With Michael Rockler, Tim Madigan and John Novak.
257    "A.J. Ayer's Language, Truth and Logic" by Darren Staloff. 1994 40'

Documentaries:
275    "The Life and Times of Bertrand Russell."  1962 40'
276   Beatrice Webb on the Russells / Russell on the Webbs.  1966 35'
277    "Sound Portrait of Bertrand Russell." NPR dramatization.1980 60'
278    "Bertrand Russell: A Reassessment." BBC 1980 43'
279    "Bertie and the Bomb." Soundtrack of BBc television program.1984

40'

Miscellaneous:
300    "The Conscience of wisdom." CBC 1962 62'
301    "Sinfonia contra Timore" by Graham whettam. Dedicated to Russell.

1972 27'

Librarv News
What I Believe: 3 Complete Essays on Religion--by Bertrand Russell was
released by Audio Editions ( 1 -800-2314261 ) in september. The selections
are "What I Believe",  "Why I Am Not A Christian"  and "A Free Man's
Worship". 2 Hrs. 25'. The reader is Terrence Hardiman. ISBN  15727001,
$16.95. A copy is in the lending library.

Religion and Science--by Russell was released in 1994 by Audio Scholar
(1-800-282-1225). The two hour and ten minute abridgement is read by
David Chase. ISBN 187955715, $17.95. A copy is in the library.

The publication  of the Thoemmes  Press  edition--My Father,  Bertrand
Russell--has been put on hold until next March to coincide with the release
of the first volume of Ray Monk's Russell biography.
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3802 North Kenneth Avenue, Chicago, IL 60641-2814, U.S.A.

The Bertrand Russell Society was founded in 1974 to foster a  better understand-
ing of Russell's work and to promote ideas and causes he thought important. The
Society's motto is Russell's statement, "The good life is one inspired by love and
guided by knowledge."
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Bertrand Russell Society Business

The following pages contain Society business that need your at-
tention. Each page may be xeroxed and sent to the appropriate address.

SOCIETY BUSINESS INCLUDES:
1) Membership Renewal
2) Registration for the Annual Meeting

(please note the change in the dates of the Annual Meeting)
3) Call for Papers
4) Tentative Program for the Annual Meeting

PLEASE NOTE:
A) It is now time to renew your membership. Please complete

the enclosed fomi and return it to Dennis Darland.
8) If you receive a damaged copy of the Bertrand Russell

Society Quarterly, let us know and we will replace it.



Bertrand Russell Society
1996 Membership Renewal Coupon

This is the final notice to renew BRS membership for 1996,

If you have already renewed for  1996 or have joined the  BRS  in  1996,
please again accept our thanks for participating in the BRS.

But if you have not yet renewed your membership for  1996 -- or if you
would like tojoin the BRS for this first time --please mail this coupon with
your payment TODAY. Thanks !

Please mail your coupon and payment to BRS Treasurer Dennis Darland
at:

Dennis Darland
1965 winding Hills Road, #1304
Davenport, IA 52807
U.S.A.-------------------------

I have looked at the membership categories below and have checked the
one  that  is  right for my  circumstances.  I  enclose  my  1996  dues  in  U.S.
funds payable to "Bertrand Russell Society."

[    ]   Individual  $35
[   ]  Couple  $40
[    ]   Student  $20
[   ]  Limited Income Individual  $20
[   ]  Limited Income couple  $25
[   ]  Contributor$50 and up
[    ]   Sustainer$75 andup
[    ]   Sponsor$100andup
[   ]  Patron$250andup
[   ]  Benefactor$500 and up
[   ]  LifeMember$1000andup
[   ]  Organization Membership $50

[   ]  PLUS $10 if outside U.S.A., Canada, and Mexico
[   ]  PLUS $4 if in Canada or Mexico

Name

Address
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ANNUAL MEETING, 1996:
''The Humanism of Bertrand Russell"

Friday, May 3 to Sunday, May 5,1996

Drew University, Madison, New Jersey. Easil
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Information:

To register:

Name:

Address:

Phone or
e-mail:

from Newark International Aixport and New York City.

The Madison Hotel, Morristown, NJ. Reserve your rooms
directly with them. We enjoy the special rate for Drew Uni-
versity; this is to be set shortly and is expected to be about
$75  per room (single or double). Call them at:  201-285-
1800 (fax 201-540-8566), and tell them you are with the
Drew  party  reserved  by  John  Lenz  (they  don't  know
Russell, unfortunately; the meeting is being co-sponsored
by  Drew's  Depts.  of Classics  and  Philosophy).  We  will
provide transportation from the hotel, on the same street
as the school,1-1/2 miles away.

For those  with physical  limitations,  or financial
need, we also have  a three-bedroom guest-apartment on
campus; contact John Lenz.

Contact John Lenz at 201-408-3275 or jlenz@drew.edu.

The registration fee of $75 per person includes the
banquet on Saturday night, the Red Hackle hour, coffee
and snacks, a copy of the text for the workshop, and all
other activities and fees. A single day fee is available.
Contact John Lenz.

Please make out checks to John Lenz and send to:
John R. Lenz, 38-8 Loantaka Way, Madison, NJ 07940.
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The Bertrand Russell Society
23rd Annual Meeting and Conference
Friday, May 3 - Sunday, May 5, 1996

Drew University, Madison, NJ and the Madison Hotel

FRIDAY, MAY
4:00 -5:30
5:30 -7:00
7:00 -7: 15
7: 15  -8:30

8:30 -

"The Humanism of Bertrand Russell":

Preliminary Program as of January  1996

3
Registration
Dinner (on your own)
Welcome Remarks
Award of the  1996 Bertrand Russell Society Book Award
and the  1996 Bertrand Russell Society Award
Meeting of the Board of Directors

SATURDAY, MAY 4
8:00 -9:00            Registration
9:00 -10:00         James Birx (Canisius college), "Russell and Evolution"

(introduced by Tim Madigan)
10:00 -10:15        Coffee
10:15 -11:15        John shosky (American university), "Philosophy

and Politics"
11:15  -11:30         Break
11:30 -12:30        (another talk on philosophy by an outside speaker)
12:30 -2:00          Lunch (on your own)
2:00 -3:00            David Rodier (American university), "Russell's plato"

(introduced by John Shosky)
3:00 -3:15             Coffee
3: 15 -4: 15            Tim Madigan (Free Inquiry), "Russell's Humanism"
4:15 -5:30            Free Time
5:30 -7:00            Red Hackle Hour
7:00 -                      Banquet

Performance of a one-man show by Trevor Banks as
Bertie Russell

SUNDAY, MAY 5
8:00 -9:00            Registration
9:00 -10: 15          Presentation(s) by  1996 Winner(s) of prizes for papers

10:15  -10:30

10:30  -11:30

11:30 -12:30

12:30

(chairing: John Shosky)
Coffee
Workshop on Russell's Fiction conducted by Michael
Rockler (copies of short stories will be sent to all
who pre-register)
Business Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society
Closing



Call for Papers
(Deadline: March 1,1996):

Prizes for Papers Program of the Bertrand Russell Society

The Bertrand Russell Society is offering PRIZES FOR PAPERS
for the fourth consecutive year. We award two prizes annually for the best
new papers, one by an undergraduate and one by a "young professional"
(graduate student, junior professor, or non-academic).

The Prize-winners will present their papers at the Society's next
Annual Meeting, to be held at Drew University in Madison, NJ, May 3-5,
1996. All expenses will be paid, including travel, lodging, and meals. (Win-
ners from outside North America will receive a portion of their airfare.)
Each Prize also includes a first-year membership in The Bertrand Russell
Society. This includes subscriptions to The Bertrand Russell Society quar-
terly and to the semi-annual academic journal, Russell, published by the
Russell Archives at MCMaster University.

Papers can be on any aspect of Russell's life, work, or influence.
They must be suitable for presentation to a general audience. They may be
broad or narrow in scope and in any of the many fields that interested Russell:
logic,  mathematics,  ethics,  history,  politics,  religion,  education,  peace,
nuclear war, history of ideas, etc., etc., or on Russell's relations with his
contemporaries.

Papers should be designed for a presentation of 30 to 40 minutes,
that is, about 15 double-spaced pages of text. Submit a complete or nearly
complete paper, not an abstract. State that you would, if chosen, attend the
1996 Annual Meeting. Those who have previously appeared on an Annual
Meeting program are not eligible.

Submit your paper by MARCH 1,1996 to Prof. John Shosky, Dept.
of Philosophy  and Religion, The American University,  4400 Massachu-
setts Ave„ N.W., Washington, D.C. 20016-8056. Phone: 703-660-9279; fax:
703-660-9871.
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From the Editor
Michael J. Rockler

Bertrand Russell received the Nobel prize for literature in 1950 for
his popular writings  including  such books  as Mam.czgc c!#d Moro/a and
7lfec Co#qwcsf a/Happz.#c5s. Russell referred to these books as "potboilers"
and wrote them because he needed the income. They were all well received
by the general public and much that is contained in these volumes remains
valuable  in  perhaps  more  significant ways  today  than  the  mathematical
work he did with Whitehead.

Russell did not begin to publish fiction until after 1950; his works
have been collected in a volume entitled 77!c Co//cc/cd Sfor!.cf a/Bcrfrcz"d
Rwssc// which  was  originally  published  by  Simon  and  Shuster  in  1972.
These  stories  are  often  considered  to  be  the  least  impressive  writings
authored by Russell.

At the next annual meeting of the Society, I will be conducting a
workshop on  some of Russell's  fiction.  I  had read some of these  stories
before and in preparation for the workshop, I have now read all of them. I
personally  found  them  very  enjoyable.  They  are,  after  all,  writings  by
Bertrand Russell and they contain profound ideas.

The novella, "Zahtopolk" is a superb story which can be read as a
precursor to Margaret Atwood's novel,  7lfoc Ha#cJmczz.cJ's Zzz/c.  "The Theo-
logians Nightmare" (which is reprinted in this issue of the Quarterly) is an
excellent parody on religion which seems to be a companion piece to the
essay, "Why I am Not A Christian."  "The Infra-rediscope" helps delineate
Russell's long standing views on skepticism.

Persons interested in Russell's work who have not read his fiction
will be delighted to discover yet another side of Russell's wit and profun-
dity. The stories are well worth reading and studying.  I will  select two or
three of these stories for the workshop that I will present at the meeting.
"The Theologian's Nightmare" will be one of them.

Elsewhere in this issue of the quarterly is a form on which you can
register for the meeting. As you know by now, the meeting will be earlier
this year --May 3 to May 5. Please register today so that planning for the
meeting can proceed in an orderly fashion. As always I urge you to attend
the annual meeting and join in a pleasant weekend of Russell  study and
socializing. I look forward to seeing all of you in New Jersey. Don Jackanicz
assures me that his supply of Red Hackle is not depleted.

If you have not done so, please send in your  1996 dues. BRS de-
pends entirely on dues and contributions for its income. Only through your
continued support can we maintain the society. Please help to continue the
tradition that is now more than twenty years old and renew today.
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Once more I would like to make a plea for contributions for the
Quarterly. Why not write an original essay on any aspect of Russell's work
which is between 500 and 1500 words in length and submit it for publica-
tion? You will enjoy being a part of a future Bcr/r¢#cJ R#ssc// Soci.cty gwczr-
Jcr/y. Relevant book reviews and movie reviews are also welcomed. We
will also be glad to publish your letters to the editor.
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From the President
John R. Lenz, President, The Bertrand Russell Society

1996 Annual Meeting: As I write this (literally, and I mean "liter-
ally" literally), I am making plans for our 23rd annual meeting. Included in
this issues is a preliminary program (we're still talking to a few other people
about the possibility of their participating; full details will be sent to those
who pre-register). I urge all who can make a trip to this beautiful area to
join us on May 3-5,1996 here in Madison, New Jersey, for this affirmation
of our shared interests and values. The meeting will feature new speakers,
a variety of topics and approaches, and presentations in different formats,
including  a one-man  show  and  a  workshop.  This  made  me  think  about
Bertrand  Russell's  continuing  appearance  and  transformation  in  various
media I have come across recently.

A vicarious Nobel Prize: Joseph Rotblat and the Pugwash Confer-
ences were honored with the  1995 Nobel Peace Prize. See "Pugwash and
Russell's Legacy" later in this issue.

Russell in political  science:  On November  10,  1995, I attended a
session on Russell's political thought at the meetings of the Northeastern
Political  Science Association  held  in  Newark,  New  Jersey.  Speakers  in-
cluded Alan Ryan, who called Russell "the last great radical" in the tradi-
tion  of Thomas  Paine.  The  papers  will  appear in  a  forthcoming  special
issue of the joumal, Pfez./osapdy a/ffoc Soc!.cz/ Scz.c#ccs, devoted to Russell.

Anti-Russell  propaganda:  Two egregious  articles do not deserve
mentioning, except in the interests of documenting misinformation. Lyndon
H. LaRouche, Jr. (remember him?), published "How Bertrand Russell Be-
came an Evil Man," in Fz.dc/I.a (Washington, D.C., Fall 1994). Cw/fwrg Wczrs
magazine (a right wing Catholic journal out of South Bend, Indiana), for
November 1995, includes "Bertrand Russell and the Culture of Death" by
David Peterson  ("teaches  in Chicago").  Both are unbelievable,  irrespon-
sible, delusional fantasies. I thank Tim Madigan for sending me the latter
one and I thank his Free Inquiry magazine, and all who actually read Russell,
for preserving sanity.

A new reference work.. The new book, The Cambridge Dictionary
a/ Pfoz./ofapdy,  contains  an excellent article on Russell by  BRS  member
Nick Griffin and David 8. Martens.

Internet:   "Check  out"  the  Russell  Archives'  home  page  at
www.mcmaster.  ca/russdocs/russell.htm.  This includes  a link to the BRS
home page designed by Tom Stanley.

Letters to the BRS:  I cherish notes I have received over the past
few years from people who have written in for information about the BRS.
Here  are  some  excerpts:  "I am extremely  interested in any  organization
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that has this great person's name in it"; "I am very excited to learn there is
an organization for my favorite author";  "My son Russell (guess who he
was named after)  .  .  .";  "I have found a philosophical home for my free-
thinking and a refuge from my closet apostasy";  "Bertrand Russell is my
hero!"; "This is a necessary and beautiful idea."

In the movies: Before Carrington, Tom and Viv, and Wittgenstein -
Russell's on the margins of a distinct fashion here--was Taxi Driver ( 1976,
directed by Martin  Scorsese,  written by Paul  Schrader).  One  cab-driver
rambles on to another about the meaning of life. When challenged, he re-
sponds: "It's not Bertrand Russell, but what do you want, I'm a cabbie, you
know? What do I know?"

Finally, Membership again: Please renew and keep the Society and
Russell's visions alive! "What do I know?" But I do know this is an impor-
tant ideal to perpetrate. "It's not Bertrand Russell (himself), but it's close!
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BERTRAND RUSSELL AND EDUCATION:
Katherine Tait's Critique

Michael J. Rockler

Bertrand Russell's writings on education as well as his founding of
Beacon Hill School with Dora Russell make it legitimate to label Russell
as an educational theorist whose conceptions of schooling remain viable
today. Russell's views on skepticism in education, for example, could truly
lead to improvement in contemporary curriculum if they were implemented.

Katherine Tait, Bertrand Russell's second child, has written criti-
cally of her father as an educator. In her book, My Fczffocr Bcrfra#d Rz/sac//
(published in 1975 by Harcourt Brace Javonovich and soon to be reprinted
by Thoemes  Press),  she  identifies many problems with Russell's educa-
tional practice as it affected her life. Thus there appears to be a contradic-
tion between Russell as an educational theorist and Russell as parent-edu-
cator.

Some of Russell's most important contributions to education in-
clude the following:
1.            Russell wanted an educational system that would produce highly
skeptical students.
2.            Russell wanted schools to encourage the development of rational
thinking. Increased use of reason would mitigate against indoctrination in
patriotism and militarism.
3.            Russell believed that schools should be institutions of free inquiry
which encouraged the scientific temper.
4.            In his writings, Russell provided specific suggestions with regard
to school curriculum: The course of studies should contain reading, writing
and arithmetic, accomplished while the child was young. Children should
study history and geography as well as literature. Schooling ought to pro-
vide pupils with knowledge about mathematics and considerable study of
science. Understanding these subjects was a necessary component of liv-
ing in the modem world. Russell favored the teaching of modem languages
instead of Latin and Greek.

How effectively did Russell apply his theories to the parenting of
his own children? What sort of parent-educator was Russell? How well did
he apply his views to the school that he and Dora founded at Beacon Hill?
Katherine Tait's book offers some possible answers to these questions.

Tait writes  that  she  and her brother John  were  fortunate  in  that
Bertrand and Dora were the experts to whom others tuned to for advice.
But then she becomes critical:

John and I were fortunate that our parents were the experts to
whom others came; less fortunate in the type of modem knowl-

13



edge they acquired,  that early behaviorism whose clockwork
efficiency embittered the infancy of so many of my generation.
(p. 59, HBJ edition)

Russell, Tait claims, believed that children whose needs have been
met on  schedule should be left to cry or they would become tyrannical.
This is, of course, consistent with the perspective of conditioning. Behav-
iorism had its origin in the work of the Russian psychologist Pavlov who
trained dogs to salivate at the sound of bells paired with the arrival of food.
When the food was removed, the dog leaned to salivate at the sound of the
bell.

Russell himself speaks critically of this paradigm in A4czm.age cz#d
Montz/a when he objects to how bears are trained to dance. He writes:

.  .  . Education has been conceived too much on the analogy of
the training of dancing bears. Everyone knows how dancing bears
are trained. They are put on a hot floor, which compels them to
dance because their toes are burnt if they remain in contact with
it. While this is done, a certain tune is played to them. After a
time the tune suffices to make them dance, without the hot floor.
So it is with children. While a child is conscious of his sexual
organ,  grown-ups  scold  him.  In  the  end,  such consciousness
brings up a thought of their scolding and makes him dance to
their tune . . . (Liveright Paperback edition,  1970, p. 277)

Marr[.czgc ¢#d A4orcz/a was published in 1929 and reflects Russell's
growing commitment to a more psychoanalytic vision of education. At the
birth of his first child in 1921, however, Russell still maintained the behav-
ioral outlook which had become the organizing paradigm of psychology.

Tait also argues that a major precept of Russell's was the need to
instill self-reliance in the child.  She states that this often left her feeling
hurt  and  abandoned.  She  recognized that  self-reliance  was  important  to
Russell because he did not want John and Katherine to be overly depen-
dent on their parents. He worried about their ability to survive on their own
if he and Dora were to die.

This  is  an  interesting  point--reminiscent  of  the  kind  of
psychobiography written by Andrew Brink which has been rejected by many
scholars of Russell. Still the point is well taken. As Russell felt uncomfort-
able without his parents, he did not want to leave his children in the same
situation. This might have been compounded for him by the fact that in
1921 (when John was born) Russell was nearly fifty years old.

Tait  suggests  that perhaps  her father was  not the  behaviorist he
seemed to be in his first book on education. While he may have believed
that the proper conditioning  of children  would result  in  their becoming
"the  right kind of people,"  he  did  not believe  that he  himself was  the
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product of conditioning. Tait concedes that had Russell been fully commit-
ted to behaviorism, he and Dora would not have become the educational
innovators that they did become.

Tait believes that Bertrand Russell valued intelligence and virtue
above happiness. He did not minimize happiness but, Tait argues, saw it as
means to an end. Children who grew up happy could make a greater contri-
bution to ending the ills of society.

Tait writes that Russell was not a failure as a parent. Almost all that
is good in her, she says, she owes to her father.  "But," she concludes,  "he
wasn't a hundred per-cent success either."

Katherine writes of the Beacon Hill School as a place where she
and John lost their childhood happiness in exchange for a fantastic educa-
tion. With warmth and enthusiasm she tells of leaning history from her
father in his tower room where Russell wrote and where he taught the chil-
dren of Beacon Hill history.

Tait describes how the children in the school were to have absolute
freedom of inquiry. The young learners were encouraged to express their
natural curiosity. Russell believed that children's questions  should be an-
swered truthfully. He wanted the pupils to acquire an interest in leaming
and a habit of seeking the truth.

For Tait, there was a sad side to Beacon Hill. She came to believe
that she had no more claim on Bertrand and Dora than did the other chil-
dren at the school. This caused her to feel alienated from her parents; she
lacked a sense of connection to a home.

Tait concludes that emotionally Beacon Hill was a bad experience
for all of the Russells. She and John felt that they were adrift in a hostile
world because they could not go to their parents for help.  Ultimately, of
course, the marriage of their parents also floundered at the school.

Tait ends her reminiscences about Beacon Hill on a positive note.
While the school was an emotional disaster, it was intellectually outstand-
ing.  She writes that "I learned more, with greater pleasure in those years
than I have learned anywhere since."

How does one respond to Katherine Tait's critique? Her criticism
cannot be ignored nor can it simply be dismissed as inaccurate. Russell's
parenting affected Tait in her most formative years.  Her perceptions and
reactions certainly have some validity.

There is an interesting development in Russell as educator that can
be noted here. In Edwcczfi.o# cz#d ffec Good Lz/c, Russell adopted behavior-
ism as an educational theory.  His second book, Edwc¢/!.o# cz7zcJ ffec Socz.cz/
07-der, is one in which the commitment to behaviorism is clearly weak-
ened. The psychoanalytic perspective of Freud is in much greater evidence.
What can  account for this movement from essentially  a behavioral per-
spective to one that is much more psychoanalytic?
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Two events may have caused this change. First, Russell had two
children in this period.  John was born in  1921  and Katherine two years
later. While Russell draws on examples from raising his own children in
his first book, he had not, in fact, had much experience with them while the
manuscript was being written. The other event that occurred between books
was the opening of Beacon Hill School in 1927. Having two children and
operating a school forced Russell to come to terns with his educational
theory in a more concrete, less theoretical manner.

In  1920,  Russell  was  enamored by  the  simplicity  of behavioral
theory. His initial response to behaviorism was positive and he described it
in his writings  and applied it to raising of his  children as well  as to the
school that he and Dora founded.

But reality intruded. Behaviorism is not simply a limited theory
for education, it is a false paradigm. Accumulating research on the brain
(infomation to which Russell had no access) continues to build a stronger
case against the behavioral model. Russell, in trying to apply the theory,
recognized its inadequacies and ultimately gave it up. But this was too late
for John and Katherine. Some of her most telling criticism can be seen in
Russell's attempt to apply a model which he ultimately discarded.

Tait felt uncomfortable with her father's attempt to instill self-reli-
ance in her and in John. This may have its source in Russell's fear that his
children would be orphaned. This has already been discussed. However, it
should also be noted that curriculum for Russell was based on four aims.
These four aims  were designed to develop  character.  Russell's  desire to
foster self-reliance, as seen by his daughter, can also be seen as part of his
concern for the development of courage.

Courage has two parts. The first Russell defines as the absence of
fear. The second aspect of courage is the ability to understand one's own
limits. Russell writes in ECJwcczfz.o# cz#cJ ffec GoocJ Lz/e..

. . . Thus the perfection of courage is found in the man of many
interests, who feels his ego to be but a small part of the world,
not through despising himself, but through valuing much that is
not  himself .  .  .  Such  courage  is  positive  and  instinctive,  not
negative and repressive .  .  .  (Boni and Liveright edition,  1926,
p. 69).

Thus while Katherine Tait describes the aim of self-reliance in a
psychobiographical way (whether she knows it or not), it can also be viewed
as a central tenet of Russell's educational theory. Seen this way, it becomes
one  of the  many  aspects  of life  in  which parents  strive  to  facilitate  the
development of their offspring in what they believe to be the best interest
of their children.
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Katherine argues that ultimately Russell was not a failure as a par-
ent but that he was not one hundred percent of a success either. This does
not seem so harsh. Most parents would probably be content to have their
children evaluate them in a manner no worse than this.

Katherine  Tait points  out that free  inquiry  and  skepticism were
hallmarks of Beacon Hill. These values too are found in Russell's writings
and were consistently applied by him and Dora at the school. The experi-
ence at Beacon Hill must be seen as an extension of Russell not only as an
educator but as a parent. His success at the school adds to his achievement
as a father.

In the end Beacon Hill failed Katherine because Russell had diffi-
culty separating his role as a parent from his role as a teacher-administra-
tor.  He finally opted for a more distant stance with his children  (as per-
ceived by Katherine) and as a result, she felt alienated from him as well as
from Dora.

This  criticism has  some  validity.  Certainly  it  accurately  reflects
how Katherine felt about Beacon Hill. Still, what were Russell's options?
Had he sent her to a traditional school, rather than organizing Beacon hill,
he  would have doomed her to attending  schools  in which he  saw grave
limits.  He did his best to provide her (and John)  with an education that
would enable her to fully realize her potential. He did so at great cost finan-
cially and emotionally.

Still, Beacon Hill is not the end of the story. Bertrand Russell con-
tinued to be Katherine's parent educator for the remainder of his life. One
can recognize that he continued to grow in the role; ultimately he was a
successful parent in her terms and in his own.

Some of his limits may have come about because he was nearly
fifty when be began to have children. Some resulted from the fact that by
the time of the birth of his children, Russell already belonged to the ages in
a way that left him not completely available to his children or to the rest of
his family. Russell did the best he could under the circumstances. No more
can be asked of any parent.
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Pugwash and Russell's Legacy
by

John R. Lenz

In October,1995, the Nobel Peace Prize for 1995 was awarded to
Dr. Joseph Rotblat and ¢ointly) the Pugwash Conferences on Science and
World Affairs "for their efforts to diminish the part played by nuclear arms
in international politics and in the longer run to eliminate such arms."

Rotblat was an associate of Bertrand Russell's, who is regarded as
a founding-father of the Pugwash movement which began in  1957. What
exactly was Russell's role in Pugwash? News reports (the few I saw) made
no mention of Russell (who died in  1970) in describing Pugwash. Yet the
award of the Nobel Peace Prize constitutes, in some sense,  an important
recognition of his legacy, and of a cause he championed throughout the last
twenty-five years of his life (beginning in  1945 and most intensively from
1949 to  1962). Therefore, I wish to sketch some history of Pugwash and
especially of Russell's role in it.

The Pugwash Conferences (I will explain the name) began in 1957
with the goal of bringing together scientists  from both  sides  of the  Iron
Curtain to work for peace and mutual understanding. The immediate moti-
vation was  the call  to  world scientists embodied in the Russell-Einstein
Manifesto of 1955.

The Russell-Einstein Manifesto (1955)
Russell in his Awfobi.ograpdy (Vol.  Ill, p.  74) tells the wonderful

story of how he had (in 1955) written up a statement calling forjoint action
among scientists "of both capitalist and communist ideologies" and left it
with Einstein for his approval. He was "shattered" when on his flight from
Rome to Paris the pilot announced the news of Einstein's death. But at his
hotel in Paris he found a letter from Einstein with his agreement. Russell
loved to tell stories as if great events were the products of marvelous acci-
dents (Volume I of his Aw/oZ)i.ogrclpky contains at lease three noteworthy
examples of this in his private life). In reality, of course, both the Russell-
Einstein Manifesto and the Pugwash movement shared deeper causes.

The Russell-Einstein Manifesto called for scientists from both sides
to unite to act upon governments to renounce nuclear weapons with a view
towards the abolition of war itself. (This Manifesto is printed in Has Man a
Future?, pp. 55-60. It is now available over the Internet through Pugwash's
home page; a better copy is accessible through the home page of the Russell
Archives.) It speaks passionately of the grave threat posed by the existence
of nuclear weapons and the danger that scientific knowledge will be put to
harmful uses. The  signers  speak  "not as members  of this or that nation,
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continent,  or creed,  but as human beings,  members of the  species Man,
whose continued existence is in doubt  .  .  .   All, equally,  are  in peril. We
have to learn to think in a new way .... Shall we put an end to the human
race; or shall manki'nd renounce war?"

The statement concludes with a ringing Russellian appeal (remi-
niscent of "A Free Man's Worship"):  "We appeal, as human beings, to hu-
man beings: Remember your humanity, and forget the rest. If you can do
so, the way lies open to a new Paradise; if you cannot, there lies before you
the risk of universal death."

This  conclusion Russell repeated from an earlier speech,  his fa-
mous BBC broadcast, later called "Man's Peril" (it is included in his book,
For/rcz!.ts/ron A4cmory,  1956). It was probably not a coincidence that this
evoking   of "a new Paradise," a new salvation for Man in the face of his
destruction, had come in that Christmas-season broadcast of December 23,
1954.  (Erich Fromm movingly  characterizes  Russell  as  a prophet and a
priest.) In then drafting a public plea he was (he says) inspired by the re-
sponse to his radio waning, on which he based what is known as the Russell-
Einstein Manifesto. Initially eleven well-known scientists signed the dec-
laration, including Russell, Einstein, Linus Pauling (who was a honorary
member of the BRS),  and Dr.  Joseph Rotblat,  an emigre physicist from
Poland who  worked in London.  Russell  and Rotblat had first met when
they appeared on television to comment on H-Bomb tests (Moorehead, p.
473).

Background of the Manifesto:
Russell and Rotblat from 1945 to 1955

Let me now digress to outline Rotblat's background, and some more
of Russell's, before returning to 1955 when they leagued together.

Rotblat had done some work on the U.S. atomic Bomb project at
Los Alamos, New Mexico, but resigned in late 1944 when he leamed of the
failure of the German bomb project. Thereupon U.S. intelligence accused
him of being a Soviet spy. This is but the first example of a government not
getting the message  he  and others  came  to promote;  any expressions  of
non-hostility were suspect.

Around the same time (still glancing retrospectively) Russell en-
tered upon his career of fighting nuclear weapons with his speech in the
House of Lords on November 28,  1945 (later published in Hc!s A4cz„ cz Fzt-
fwre .?, pp. 19-24). Here he called for the creation of an international body to
control atomic power as a necessary step towards the abolition of war. His
prose lacks the fire he commanded in  1954 (quoted above):  "either war
stops or else the whole of civilized mankind stops" (except, he says inter-
estingly,  for  "people who will be  .  .  .  unscientific  .  .  .  ").  Russell  sounds
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tentative here, perhaps because he  actually  addresses  a governing body.
Usually he makes his appeal to mankind or his scientific peers. Pugwash
ultimately develops his somewhat technocratic premise that scientists know
best because they, unlike government, ideally work for the good of man-
kind, and that governments will listen to the most eminent scientists, espe-
cially when (according to good scientific method) they agree and reason
compels assent. (More importantly, Pugwash also embodies his life-long
ideal that scientists cannot remain aloof from human and social values).

Russell at this time also develops themes that had preoccupied him
in the First World War: the abolition of war and the reform of government
and human desires. Perhaps this explains Lackey's disapproving comment
(p. 245) that nowhere in Russell's writings has he found any moral con-
demnation of the actual use of the atomic bomb on Hiroshima. Certainly
Russell's record is not untainted. From 1945 to 1949, he employed a tactic
of anti-Soviet rhetoric, claiming to prefer war to Soviet domination (Lackey,
pp. 245-6; Clark, chapter  19). To his later embarrassment, he proposed a
policy of threatening the Soviets with a pre-emptive nuclear strike. Ryan
notes (p.186),  ".  .  .   unlike theorists of the just war (traditionally), he did
not think that it was wicked to threaten what it would be wicked to do" (p.
186). Yet Russell insisted that to pursue his goals he was in fact once pre-
pared to use atomic weapons against the Soviets (as he says in a 1959 BBC
interview published in 7lfoc Lz.a/c7!cr, March 19,  1959, quoted by Clark, pp.
528-9 and Lackey, p. 246, n. 8)

Thus, although Russell spoke out forcefully in 1945, his anti-nuclear
crusade really entered a new phase in  1949, after the Soviets exploded a
bomb of their own. It is worth remembering, to put his own immense con-
tributions in perspective, that other movements of scientists were active in
the late  1940's.  Russell  did not work in isolation.  In  September  1945,  a
group of British scientists (for example) involved in developing the Bomb
advised the government that "the advent of this new weapon of destruction
ought to be the signal for reviewed efforts to achieve lasting world peace."
(Wittner, p. 89).

At that time Joseph Rotblat played a leading role in organizing a
group of British scientists as a counterpart to the Federation of American
Scientists. In February,  1946, British scientists discussed with Americans
"the  need for an  intemational  movement of scientists"  (in the  words  of

Wittner, p.  89). The British group, called Atomic Scientists' Association,
arose  in  spring  1946.  In  1947  and  1948,  Rotblat organized  an  "Atomic
Train" exhibition which toured England. He has also noted that the very
first resolution of the General Assembly of the United Nations was for the
elimination of nuclear weapons.
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The idea of world government (adumbrated by Russell in the House
of Lords speech) also had many supporters at the time, with their slogan of
"one world or none. " After reading many works focused on one monumen-

tal figure like Russell, it comes as a surprise to lean that "By far the most
effective leader of the British movement for world government was Henry
Usbome, a handsome, dynamic young engineer" and Labour MP (Wittner,
p.  93).

Rotblat spoke up on  1951  when a member "urged very  strongly
that  the  (Atomic  Scientists') Association  should  refrain  altogether from
expressing views on political matters." To its discredit the group cowed to
the "respectable" position that "Scientists wishing to express political views
should join frankly political organizations."  (Wittner, pp.  316 and 407, n.
20).  Part of Russell's enduring greatness is that he  always  abhorred this
type of stance. According to 8. Feinberg, the American and British groups
(named  above)  held conversations  in  1953  and  1954  regarding  interna-
tional cooperation (Feinberg, p. 241). Then came (and this account returns
to) the force of Russell's Christmas broadcast of December 23, 1954 and its
follow-up in the Russell-Einstein Manifesto. He was a powerful voice who
rallied scientists to their moral obligations to humanity.

The Origins of Pugwash
For the launching of the Manifesto Bertrand Russell hired Caxton

Hall,  the  same site  where he had delivered his  lectures  on Principles  of
Social Reconstruction in early  1916 (Clank, pp. 268 and 542). It is curious
to note that the American edition of that World War I book is entitled Wdy
Men Fight.. A Method of Abolishing the International Duel (19L7).

Russell engaged Dr. Joseph Rotblat, one of its signers, to chair the
press conference, a major event, on July 9,  1955. He later praised Rotblat
in the course of castigating others who refused to become involved:  "He
can have few rivals in the courage and integrity and complete self-abnega-
tion with which he has given up his own career .  .  .  to devote himself to
combatting the nuclear peril as well as other, allied evils. If ever these evils
are eradicated and international affairs are straightened out, his name should
stand very high indeed among the heroes."  (We can only enjoy a mixed
celebration, when the second part of this conditional sentence is happening
without  the  first.  This  is  from  Russell's Awfob!.ogrczpdy  Ill,  pp.  77-78;  a
nice photograph of the two men together in 1962 appears opposite p.113 in
the British edition.)

Why  "Pugwash"? A conference  was  first  planned by  Nehru  for
India, but this  was postponed due to the outbreak of the Suez crisis. An
offer by Aristotle Onassis to finance a meeting at Monaco was rejected.
Cyrus Eaton, an industrialist in America, intervened. Eaton had been a trustee
of the University of Chicago and had known Russell (a visiting professor
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there) in  1938. He provided financial support for the conference of scien-
tists to meet in his hometown of Pugwash, Nova Scotia. Eaton later helped
bring the Russell Archives to his old school, MCMaster University. Inter-
national cooperation and scholarship benefited from these two instances of
his patriotism and good taste in philosophy.

Eaton ( 1972, p. 4) and others ascribe the leading role in Pugwash's
founding to Russell. To sum up that role, Pugwash resulted from an impe-
tus that was broader than Russell himself, but it regards the Russell-Einstein
Manifesto  of  1955  as  its  founding  or charter document.  Its  inclusion  of
both Western and Communist members marked a particular advance and a
brave demonstration of the independence of free minds.

Russell himself was not able to attend the first conference (in July
1957) due to ill health. He did speak at Pugwash Conferences in 1958 and
1962, but attended none after  1962 (partly because he became pre-occu-
pied with U.S. policy and Vietnam). He served as their President for a time
but resigned in 1967, by which time "The Conferences had become a great
disappointment to him" (Davies, p.  197). In his Autobiography he sounds
fairly cool towards the Pugwash movement and even characterizes its chief
advantage as a social one through the meeting of scientists from different
countries  (Ill,  p.  85;  see  pp.  84-87).  But he  kept up  with  Pugwash  and
corresponded with Rotblat through at least November  1966;  the Russell
Archives contain a host of material of use to future researchers (see the list
of archival material, for Pugwash alone, in Feinberg  1967, pp. 241-248),
and a future volume of his Collected Papers will contain Russell's many
relevant writings.

Prospects
All interested should look up the home page of Pugwash or that of

Student Pugwash USA on the World Wide Web. Pugwash reports that "The
organization has focused its`most recent efforts on environmental, energy
and Third World issues." These are all understandable as part of Russell's
overarching problem,  "The idea of an international order"  (I.F.  Stone, p.
23).

The 45th Pugwash Conference was held in Hiroshima in July, 1995 .
Here  and  in  his  Nobel  Prize  acceptance  speech  of December  10,  1995,
entitled "Remember Your Humanity," Joseph Rotblat invokes the Russell-
Einstein Manifesto as the founding document of Pugwash (quoting it four
times,  besides  his  title).  (This  speech  is  available  through  the  Pugwash
Conferences home page, but in a poor uncorrected scanned-in copy, pro-
viding a bad example of the uses of technology.)

Parts of this  speech are memorable.  Like Russell,  Rotblat urges
engagement: ". . . the ivory tower was finally demolished by the Hiroshima
bomb .... I appeal to my fellow scientists to remember their responsibility
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to humanity." He asserts that "a war-free world is not Utopian." All people
must develop "a new loyalty: loyalty to mankind .... We have to become
world citizens ....  In many ways we are becoming like one family."  He
twice echoes Russell's words,  "Remember your humanity  and forget the
rest," concluding (in further Russellian language) that survival in a world
free of war can be achieved "by love rather than by fear, by kindness rather
than by compulsion . . .  Above all, remember your humanity." These words
resound, to my ear, with Russell's legacy.

Unfortunately, prejudice continues to haunt such noble thoughts.
The report of the Nobel Prize in The New York Times (October 14,1995)
quoted an inane American view that Pugwash members were  "dupes" of
the Soviets. This was answered in a letter (October  18) but it is clear that
cold war rhetoric persists. This charge goes back to a  1960 report of the
Senate Internal Security Committee that accused Western scientists of be-
ing misled, but it represents the age-old obstinacy Russell fought against
his whole life. (See Russell's acute satire of this in Has Man a Future?, pp.
66-68.) Although I would not myself defend world government, the fact
that the American West contains  groups  armed against the threat of this
perceived conspiracy gives little short-time hope for humanity.

Is it saddening, or cheering (or both) to read on a preserved Sumerian
tablet from c. 2500 B.C. the enjoinder of a father to his son, "Look to your
humanity"? Remembering this, I cannot myself agree with the belief, ex-
pressed by Rotblat, that "any rationale for having nuclear weapons disap-
peared" with the collapse of Soviet communism. That idea itself seems like
Cold War thinking. The end of the Cold War did not, of course, end war and
human conflict (any more than it ended ideology). As long as any country
has an atomic bomb, others will want one. Russell knew that they could be
used for bullying. Most troubling is Rotblat's reminder that "nuclear weap-
ons  cannot be  disinvented."  Indeed,  in  Russell's  words,  "A new type  of
thinking is essential if mankind is to survive." We must lean to think dif-
ferently than mankind has usually thought. Yet remain humane. Science is
full of paradoxes.

Joseph  Rotblat,  by  the  way,  also  received the  Bertrand  Russell
Society Award in 1983. We're happy that we preceded the Nobel commit-
tee by twelve years but not that Russell's and his messages of humanity still
need strong advocates to be heard.
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The Theologian's Nightmare
Bertrand Russell

(Reprinted from Fclc/ cz#d Fi.cfz.o# p.  190-193.
Published by Routledge in 1994. Reprinted with permission.)

The  eminent theologian,  Dr.  Thaddeus,  dreamt that he  died and
pursued his course towards heaven. His studies had prepared him and he
had no difficulty in finding the way. He knocked at the door of heaven, and
was met with a closer scrutiny than he expected. "I ask admission,' he said,
"because I was a good man and devoted my life to the glory of God.' "Man?"

said the janitor, "What is that? And how could such a funny creature as you
are do anything to promote the glory of God?"  Dr. Thaddeus was aston-
ished. "You surely cannot be ignorant of man. You must be aware that man
is the supreme work of the Creator."  "As to that,"  said the janitor,  "I am
sorry to hurt your feelings, but what you're saying is news to me. I doubt if
anybody up here has ever heard of this  thing you call  "man".  However,
since you seem distressed, you shall have a chance of consulting our librar-
ian."

The librarian, a globular being with a thousand eyes and one mouth,
bent some of his eyes on Dr. Thaddeus.  "What is this?"  he asked of the
janitor.  "This,"  replied the janitor,  "says that it is a member of a species
called "man", which lives in a place called "Earth". It has some odd notion
that the  Creator takes  a  special  interest  in  this  place  and this  species.  I
thought perhaps you could enlighten it." "Well," said the librarian kindly to
the theologian,  "perhaps you can tell me where this place is that you call
"Earth".'  "Oh,"  said  the  theologian,  "it's  part  of the  Solar  System.'  'And

what is  the  Solar System?'  asked the  librarian.  'Oh,'said the  theologian,
somewhat disconcerted, 'my province was Sacred Knowledge, but the ques-
tion that you are asking belongs to profane knowledge. However, I have
learnt enough from astrolomical friends to be able to tell you that the Solar
System is part of the Milky Way.' 'And what is the Milky Way?' asked the
librarian. 'Oh, the Milky Way is one of the Galaxies, of which, I am told,
there are some hundred million.' 'Well, well,' said the librarian, 'you could
hardly expect me to remember one out of so many. But I do remember to
have heard the word "galaxy" before. In fact, I believe that one of our sub-
librarians specializes in galaxies. Let us send for him and see whether he
can help.I

After no very long time, the galactic  sub-librarian made his  ap-
pearance. In shape, he was a dodecahedron. It was clear that at one time his
surface had been bright, but the dust of the shelves had rendered him dim
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and opaque. The librarian explained to him that Dr. Thaddeus, in endeav-
ouring to account for his origin, had mentioned galaxies, and it was hoped
that information could be obtained from the galactic section of the library.
'Well,' said the sub-librarian, '1 suppose it might become possible in time

but as there are a hundred million galaxies, and each has a volume to itself,
it takes some time to find any particular volume. Which is it that this odd
molecule desires?'  'It is the one called  "The Milky Way",' Dr. Thaddeus
falteringly replied. 'All right,' said the sub-librarian, '1 will find it if I can.'

Some three weeks later, he returned, explaining that the extraordi-
mary efficient card-index in the galactic section of the library had enabled
them to locate the galaxy as number XQ 321,762. 'We have employed,' he
said 'all the five thousand clerks in the galactic section on this search. Per-
haps you would like to see the clerk who is specially concerned with the
galaxy in question' The clerk was sent for and tuned out to be an octohedron
with an eye in each face and a mouth in one of them. He was surprised and
dazed to find himself in such a glittering region, away from the shadowy
limbo of his shelves. Pulling himself together, he asked, rather shyly, 'What
is it you wish to know about my galaxy?' Dr. Thaddeus spoke up: 'What I
want is to know about the Solar System, a collection of heavenly bodies
revolving about one of the stars in your galaxy. The star about which they
revolve about is called "the Sun".' 'Humph,' said the librarian of the Milky
Way, 'it was hard enough to hit upon the right galaxy, but to hit upon the
right star in the galaxy  is  far more difficult.  I know that there are about
three hundred billion stars in the galaxy, but I have no knowledge, myself,
that would distinguish one of them from another. I believe, however, that at
one time a list of the whole three hundred billion was demanded by the
Administration and that it is  still  stored in the basement.  If you think it
worth while, I will engage special labour from the Other Place to search for
this particular star.'

It  was  agreed  that,  since  the  question  had  arisen  and  since  Dr.
Thaddeus was evidently suffering some distress, this might be the wisest
course.

Several years  later,  a very weary  and dispirited tetrahedron pre-
sented himself before the galactic  sub-librarian.  '1 have,' he said,  'at last
discovered the particular star concerning which inquiries have been made,
but I am quite at a loss to imagine why it has aroused any special interest. It
closely resembles a great many other stars in the same galaxy. It is of aver-
age size and temperature, and is surrounded by very much smaller bodies
called "planets" . After minute investigation, I discovered that some, at least,
of these planets have parasites, and I thank that this thing which has been
making inquiries must be one of them."
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At this point, Dr. Thaddeus burst out in a passionate and indignant
lament: "Why, oh why, did the Creator conceal from us poor inhabitants of
Earth that it was not we who prompted Him to create the Heavens? Through-
out my long  life,  I have served Him diligently, believing that He  would
notice my service and reward me with Eternal Bliss. And now, it seems that
He was not even aware that I existed. You tell me that I am an infinitesimal
animalacule on a tiny body revolving around an insignificant member of a
collection of three hundred billion stars, which is only one of many mil-
lions  of such  collections.  I  cannot bear it,  and can  no  longer adore  my
Creator.' 'Very well,' said the janitor, 'then you can go to the Other Place.

Here the theologian awoke. 'The power of Satan over our sleeping
imagination is terrifying,' he muttered.
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Drama Review
Warren AIIen Smith

Outing Wittgenstein by Fred Newman. Performed at the Castillo Theatre,
500 Greenwich Street, New York City,16 June -30 July 1995.

Wittgenstein, once called "the Elvis of philosophy," was Bertrand
Russell's  secretary  for a time.  He was  so handy  he could build a house
whereas Russell could not make a cup of tea. It has been generally known,
and Russell knew,  that Wittgenstein was  a homosexual.  Now, in an off-
Broadway play, Wittgenstein -- whose work influenced the Vienna Circle
of logical positivists -- has been outed dramatically in a two-act play by
Fred Newman.

Newman depicts Wittgenstein, in the first act, as one who does not
believe in any metaphysical system or in God. Using nineteen characters,
Newman explains  how  Ludwig's  last name  starts  with  a  "V:  sound  and
describes his family (e.g., his millionaire steel industrialist father, the one-
armed brother for whom Ravel wrote a composition for one hand; and Gretl,
who helped arrange Freud's escape to England). Newman generally covers
his scientific, mathematical, and philosophic successes, using video screens
to provide aural and visual descriptions of what is being covered.

To  avoid  being  overly  cerebral  the  action  takes  place  on  a  live
talkshow, "This Is Your Death," in which eminent people are brought back
to relate their story (Diane Hudock, a stunning TV hostess, explains how
she is able to manage such a dramatic possibility). Hitler (played weakly
by Charles Battersby) wafts back, but Wittgenstein (performed well by Dave
Dechristopher) challenges him and  says they have nothing in common.
Carmen Miranda (humorously enacted by Michele Carlo) dances back, and
Wittgenstein gushes his love for her. (In real life, Wittgenstein wolfed down
cream doughnuts while watching John Wayne films, refused to wear a tie,
whistled entire concertos, furnished his rooms with deckchairs, and built a
house, designing every window and door, every window lock and radiator,
and  allowing no  baseboards,  carpets,  curtains,  or chandeliers.)  Bertrand
Russell  (impersonated weakly by  Dan  Friedman)  enters royally, pipe  in
hand, and the two argue a few pedantically philosophic points. (When he
was Russell's secretary, he used to pace in agitated silence, like a wild beast,
for hours up and down his room.  "Are you thinking about logic or your
sins?" Russell once asked. "Both," replied Ludwig, then continued his pac-
ing.).  When Wittgenstein's  alter ego  (John  Carroll,  who  steals  the  show
with his ebullience) appears, Ludwig is embarrassed at having to admit his
homosexuality. Yes, there were all those rough young men ready to cater to
him  sexually. And,  yes,  he did live  with  a lover in England.  (For  some
reason, a few scholars still deny this part of his psyche.)
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The  second act is zany  and metaphysical.  It involves the Planet
Wittgenstein, which Ludwig somehow invented and in which gender is not
a feature of one's identity, everyone is gay, and everyone is a philosopher.
The message: Homosexuality is not a choice. It is a biological fact. With-
out gays,  life on Earth would be boring,  as boring as  Heaven,  Newman
explains.

Interviewed  afterwards,  both Wittgenstein  and  Russell  admitted
they  are  but  actors,  not  students  of philosophy.  Neither claimed  having
deeply researched the characters they portrayed. Miranda was astonished
to lean from her interviewer that the lady with the fruity hats had died in
her 40s, that her pianist's wife was so jealous of the two she insisted upon
being hired as wardrobe girl, a task which tuned out to be horticulturally
ilttiring.

It is now time to out the author. From  1985 on he used the New
Alliance Party, which he helped form, as his pulpit. That party, which ran
the far-to-the-left Ms. Leonara Fulani for various office's is now defunct,
having  merged  in  1994  with  the  Patriot  Party,  which  was  aligned  with
Lyndon La Rouche. To the present writer, Mr.  Friedman  (Russell) inno-
centlyrevealedthatthelntemationalCenterforHumanDevelopment,which
houses the Castillo theatre, has a database of 400,000 names.  He denied
that Ms. Fulani has any connection, despite the fact that her books are be-
ing touted and sold. Nor did he know that Newman's 1992, Dcczd czs cz Jew,
blamed Jews  "for the suffering of minorities and for their own  suffering
during the Holocaust."

Abraham  H.  Foxman,  the  national  director of Anti-Defamation
League, has now provided the latest intelligence about Newman.  In No-
vember, Newman signed an advertisement advising Jews to repudiate their
leaders and embrace Nation of Islam Minister Louis FaITakhan. Newman's
newly formed group? "Jews for Farrakhan."
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Book Review by John Shosky
Department of Philosophy and Religion

The American University

Pant I .H:zlger. Continuity and Change in the Development Of Russell's Phi-
/osapky. Nijhoff International Philosophy Series. Dordrecht: Kluwar Aca-
demic Publishers,1994.195 pages. ISBN 0-7923-2688-1.

There has been a renaissance in Russellian scholarship, led by Pe-
ter Hylton, Nicholas Griffin, and Francisco Rodriguez-Consuegra. You can
now add Paul Hager to that list. A member of the faculty of education at
Sidney's University  of Technology,  Hager has produced a much-needed
demonstration  of the constancy  in  Russell's philosophical  methodology.
While not as elegant or weighty as Hylton or Griffin, or as specialized as
Rodriguez-Consuegra, Hager makes a very convincing case for the con-
stancy  of Russell's  progressive  approach  to philosophical  issues.  Hager
claims that "This book represents the first detailed attempt to trace the fun-
damental unity that lies within all of Russell's philosophical work, as well
as the reasons behind those limited orderly changes that did, in fact, occur
within it .  .  .   Thus, the main thesis of the book is that there is a lot more
continuity  in Russell's philosophy  than has usually been  acknowledged,
and  that the  major changes  that do  occur are  much  more  ordelry  than
Russell's reputation for erratically changing his views allows" (pp. xi-xii).

Hager maintains that,  while more work needs  to be done in ex-
plaining Russell's use of analysis, "the central role of relations in Russell's
philosophy has received even less attention than analysis, with the same
inconclusive results" (p.2). For Hager, Russell's use of analysis is a "funda-
mental device" and "an appreciation of the importance of analysis and rela-
tions requires an elucidation of the close links between them .  . . analysis
typically proliferates relations" (p.3). Once the link between analysis and
relations is established, Hager examines Russell's empiricism, finding that
changes in Russell's  views on space and time  "altered his ideas on rela-
tions, thereby altering his philosophy as a whole" (p. 3).

So,  roughtly,  the  book is  split into  a discussion  of analysis  and
relations, on the one hand, Russell's views on space and time, on the other.
Thirteen chapters are divided into two parts. An introduction highlights the
goals and findings of the book. In Part One, "Analysis and Relations --The
Key  to  Continuity  in  Russell's  Philosophy,"  Hager presents  chapters  on
"Russellian Analysis in Mathematical Philosophy",  "Russellian Analysis

in  General  Philsophy",  "A Systematic Account of Russellian Analysis",
"Relations in Mathematical Philosophy",  "Relations  in General Philoso-

phy", "Logical Constructions and Relations", and the "Distinctiveness of
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of Russellian Analysis". In Part Two, "Theories of Space and Time --the
Key to Change in  Russell's  Philosophy",  Hager explores  the  "Impact of
Russell's  Philosophical  predecessors",  "Space  and Time  in  the  Platonist
Phase", "Space and Time in the Empiricist Phase", and "Space and time in
the Modified Empiricist Phase (1919 Onwards)". A conclusion and bibli-
ttgraphy follow. By the end of the book, Hager shows that the two parts of
the book "reinforce and compliment one another" (p.179). Russell's use of
iinalysis  is  constant,  but changes  in his  empirical  views  account for the
differences in his philosophical results.

Hager includes  a  generous  helping  of passages  from Russell  to
i.are fully document this continuity. These passages make this text part ex-
position, part source-book. Therefore, the book becomes both a useful guide
lo Russell's methodology and a detailed dictionary of vital philosophical
quotations. In addition, Hager provides as array of diagrams, charts, lists,
imd other graphics to clearly illuminate his central findings in almost every
l`hapter.

I found Hager's work on Russell to be impressive and insightful.
His explanation of Russell's use of analysis is fascinating and cogent. But I
iim disappointed in some of the choices made by Hager, and the singular
I.ocus of the book.  I agree with his examination of Russell's empiricism,
but I would not regard space and time as the illuminating concepts. Rather,
I would have devoted more time to Russell's empiricist project as a whole
(especially his views on sense data, universals, and logical atomism), and
more carefully examined the link between a "scientific method in philoso-
phy" and philosophical analysis. But most of all, I would integrate many
more of Russell's critics and their objections to Russell's views. This book
t)ffers  Russell  almost  in  a vacuum,  with  very  little  cross-referencing  or
mention of contemporary comments on Russell's work. Hager, quite rightly,
sees  Russell  as  his  own  worst critic.  Yet,  Russell  had considerable  con-
structive  (and destructive)  criticism from Moore, Wittgenstein,  Ramsey,
Hardy, Godel,  and several generations of philosophers  at Oxford, not to
lnention Russell's critics on the European continent and in American uni-
versities. Surely these dialogues influenced Russell to some extent. I also
would have liked to see a more vigorous defense of Russell against Dewey,
who is mentioned just once (only in terms of an attack made by Russell).

Despite these additions, which would have made the book much
stronger,1 higivly rec;ommend Continuity and Change in the Development
fj/ R#sfc//'s Pfoi./osopky to all members  of the  society.  Hager gives  us  a
useful discussion of methodology and a valuable source book of Russell's
views on doing philosophy well.

One waming: it is expensive. I paid $99 for my copy, which I pur-
chased directly from Kluwar. However, I found the book well worth the
extravagant price.
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Newly Elected Members of The Bertrand Russell Society
Board of Directors (3 Year Term)

January 1, 1996 - December 31, 1998
Linda Egendorf  t/

Donald W. Jackanicz  t+
Marvin Kohl ~
Tim Madigan  ~

Michael J. Rockler r
William Allen Smith  L~

Ramon Suzara ~
Thorn weidlich   `

CONGRATULATIONS!

Continuing Members of The Board of Directors:
3 Year Term -January 1, 1994 - December 31, 1996

RI.i;:nttgf.nB`:tsis>
Nicholas Griffin r'
Robert T. James  r'

Chandrakala Padia V
Paul pfalzner   L'

JOFn¥sRhuj:ky~~

3 Year Term -January 1, 1995 - December 31, 1997
Louis K. Acheson L'
Kenneth Blackwell b'
JD°:V:lsd::J:J:ihbanen:I:jJ>

Gladys Leithauser r'
Stephen J. Reinhardt'
Thomas J. Stanley /

Ex Officio Directors
(Terms ConculTent with Terms as BRS Officers)

John R. Lenz -- BRS President - L''

Le:oEh;:I::.S_hE&ksy+_pE:fsoEca:;::e£££eenn:tut,
Donald W. Jackanicz -- BRS Secretary  L7

Dennis J. Darland --BRS Treasurer     .t/
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BRS LIBRARY
The Society library sells and lends books, audiotapes, videotapes, and other
materials by and about Russell. Please direct library inquiries and requests
to Tom Stanley, Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088 (tom.stanley@infoport.com).

Books for sale H-Cloth, otherwise paperback. Prices are postpaid. Please
send check  or money  order (U.S.  funds  only)  payable  to  the  "Bertrand
Russell Society" to Tom Stanley.

By Bertrand Russell..
Appeal to the American Conscience ...........  Spokesman ..................  $3.50
Authority and the Individual  ......................  Unwin-Hyman ..............  7.95
Has Man a Allen & Unwin .........  H 8.00
History of the World in Epitome  ................  Spokesman ....................  1.00
In Praise of Idleness Routledge......................8.95

My Philosophical Development  .................  Uwin-Hyman ................  7.95
Political Ideal Unwin-Hyman..............7.95
Power: A New  Social Analysis ...................  Routledge ......................  8.95
Skeptical Essays Routledge......................8.95

By Other Authors:
Bertrand Russell by John Slater  .................  Thoemmes Press .......  $19.00
Bertrand  Russell,  1872-1970  ......................  Spokesman ....................  1.50

Bertrand Russell's America, Vol. 2,1945-1970 edited by BalTy Feinberg
and Ronald Kasrils South End Press ............  9.95

Liberty and Social Transformation: A Study in Bertrand Russell's
Political Thought by Chandrakala Padia  Heritage Publishers  H.11.50

The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words, edited by
Christopher Farley and David Hodgson .  Spokesman ..................  10.95

The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, Vol. I, The Private Years
(1884-1914) by Nicholas Griffin ............  Houghton-Mifflin ..  H.17.50

The  library  has  a  small  supply  of Caroline  Moorehead's  BERTRAND
RUSSELL: A LIFE--for sale for $14.00 (postage paid)

Audio cassettes in the lending library
Speeches:
200   Nobel Prize Acceptance Speech.  1950 45'
201    "Mind andMatter."  1950 52'
202    "Bertrand Russell inAustralia."  1950 55'

Four ABC broadcasts: "Guest of Honor", "The World as I See It",
"What Hope for Man?" and "My Philosophy of Life".

203    "Living in anAtomic Age."  195190'
Six BBC broadcasts:  "Present Perplexities", "Obsolete Ideas", "The
Modern Mastery of Nature", "The Limits of Human Power", "Con
flict and Unification" and "The Achievement of Harmony".
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204    "Life without Fear."  195134'
205    "Portrait from Memory: Whitehead." BBC  195215'
206    "Man's Peril." BBC  195415'
207    Russell-Einstein Manifesto.1955 30'
208    "The World and the Observer," BBC  1958 30'
209    Kalinga Prize Press Conference and Acceptance Speech.  1958 48'

Includes five minute interview of January 24,  1958.
210    "Address to the CND."  1959 30'
211    "The Influence and Thought ofG.E. Mcore." BBC  1959 42'

Interviews with Russell, Leonard Woolf, Morton White and John
Wisdom.

212    Address to the Berkeley Vietnam Teach-In.  1965  14'
213    "Appeal to theAmerican conscience."  1966 29'

Interviews. debates :
225    "Is Security Increasing?" NBC  1939 30'
226   Russell-Copleston Debate on the Existence of God. BBC 1948 20'
227    "The Attack on Academic Freedom in Britain and America." NBC
1952 30'
228    "Bertrand Russell' Romney Wheeler Interview. NBC  1952 30'
229    "Face to Face." John Freeman Interview. BBC 1959 30'
230    "Bertrand Russell Speaking."  1959 52'

Interviews by Wbodrow Wyatt on philosophy, taboo morality, reli-
gion, and  fanaticism.

231    Wbodrow Wyatt Interviews ®.1959 52'
On the role of the individual, happiness, power, and the future of
mankind.  1959 52'

232    Wbodrow Wyatt Interviews (11).  1959 52'
On nationalism, Great Britain, communism and capitalism, war and
pacifism and the H-bomb

233    "Close-Up." Elaine Grand Interview. CBC  1959 30'
234    "Speaking Personally: Bertrand Russell." John Chamndos Interview

196190'
235    David Susskind Interview.  1962 90'
236    Studs Terkel Interview. SFMT 1962 39'
237    "On Nuclear Morality." Michael Tiger Interview.  1962 32'
238    Interview on Vietnam. CBC  196510'
239    Merv Griffin Interview.1965 24'
Lectures. broadcasts :
250    "Bertrand Russell." Rev. Paul Beattie.  1975  15'
251    "Bertrand Russell as a Philosopher." AJ. Ayer. BBC 198015'
252    "Bertrand Russell."  1986 Professor Giovanni Costigan.  100'

34

253    "Portrait of the Philosopher as Father." Katherine Tall. (In German)
30'

254    "Bertrand Russell's Philosophy of Education." Williani Hare.  15'
255    "Bertrand Russell's pacifist stance in worldwar I." CFMU-FM 1992
30'
256    "Russell vs. Dewey on Education."  1992115'

With Michael Rockler, Tim Madigan and John Novak.
257    "A.J. Ayer's Language, Truth and Logic" by Darren Staloff. 1994 40'

I)ocumentaries:
275    "The Life and Tines of Bertrand Russell."  1962 40'
276    Beatrice Webb on the Russells / Russell on the Webbs.1966 35'
277    "Sound Portrait of Bertrand Russell." NPR dramatization.1980 60'
278    "Bertrand Russell: A Reassessment." BBC  1980 43'
279    "Bertie and the Bomb." Soundtrack of BBc television prograln.1984

40'

Miscellaneous:
`100    "The Conscience of wisdom." CBC  1962 62'
301    "Sinfonia contra Timore" by Graham whettam. Dedicated to Russell.

1972 27'

Librarv News
What I Believe: 3 Complete Essays on Religion--by Bertrand Russeu was
released by Audio Editions ( 1 -800-231 -4261 ) in september. The selections
are  "What I Believe",  "Why I Am Not A Christian"  and  "A Free Man's
Worship". 2 IIrs. 25'. The reader is Tenence Hardiman. ISBN  15727001,
$ 16.95. A copy is in the lending library.

Religion and Science--by Russell was released in  1994 by Audio Scholar
( I-800-282-1225).  The  two hour and ten minute abridgement is  read by
David Chase. ISBN  187955715, $17.95. A copy is in the library.

The  publication  of the  Thoemmes  Press  edition--My  Father,  Bertrand
Russell--has been put on hold until next March to coincide with the release
of the first volume of Ray Monk's Russell biography.

Trrhe Social and Political Thought of Bertrand Russell: The Development
of an Aristocratic Liberalism by Philip Ironside was published by the Cam-
bridge University Press in January. ISBN 0-52147383-7. A copy is in the
library.

The Principles of Mathematics will be reissued by Liveright in February.
ISGN 0-393-31404-9 $17.95 paper.
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Russell by A.C. Graylight will be published by Oxford University Press in
February. ISBN: 019287683X $7.95 paper.

Two paperback reprints were issued by Spokesman in late  1995: Portraits
from Memory (ISBN: 085124582X at 9.,99 pounds ) and The Practice and
Theory of Bolshevism (ISBN: 0851245412 at 7.99 pounds).

Ray Monk's A Life of Bertrand Russell is scheduled for publication in No-
vember,1996. $35.00.
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The Bertrand Russell Society
3802 North Kenneth Avenue, Chicago, IL 60641 -2814, U.S.A.

The Bertrand Russell Society was founded in 1974 to foster a  better understand-
ing of Russell's work and to promote ideas and causes he thought important. The
Society's motto is Russell's statement, "The good life is one inspired by love and
guided by knowledge."

TThe Bertrand Russell Societv Ouarterlv is published in February, May, August
and November. Letters and inanuscripts should be addressed to:

Michael J. Rockler
529  14th Street, NW
Suite  1125
Washington, DC 20045
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Bertrand Russell Society Business

The  following pages contain  Society  business that need your at-
tention.

SOCIETY BUSINESS INCLUDES:
1) Membership Renewal (If you have not yet renewed for 1996)
2) Treasurer's Report
3) Books available for sale from the BRS Library

PLEASE NOTE:
A) It is now time to renew your membership. Please complete

the enclosed form and return it to Dennis Darland.
8) If you receive a damaged copy of the Bertrand Russell

Society Quarterly, let us know and we will replace it.
C) Contributions of articles and letters are welcome. Please

send them to the editor.



Bertrand Russell Society
1996 Membership Renewal Coupon

URGENT!
If you have already  renewed for  1996 or have joined the  BRS  in  1996,
please again accept our thanks for participating in the BRS.

But if you have not yet renewed your membership for  1996 -- or if you
would like tojoin the BRS for the first time --please mail this coupon with
your payment TODAY. Thanks !

Please mail your coupon and payment to BRS Treasurer Dennis Darland
at:

Dennis Darland
1965 winding Hills Road, #1304
Davenport, IA 52807
U.S.A.

-------------------------
I have looked at the membership categories below and have checked the
one that is right for my circumstances.  I enclose my  1996  dues in U.S.
funds payable to "Bertrand Russell Society."

[    ]   Individual  $35
[   ]  Couple  $40
[    ]  Student  $20
[   ]  Limited Income Individual  $20
[   ]  Limitedlncome couple  $25
[   ]  Contributor$50 and up
[    ]   Sustainer$75 andup
[   ]  Sponsorslooandup
[    ]  Patron $250andup
[   ]  Benefactor$500 andup
[   ]  LifeMember$1000andup
[    ]  Organization Membership $50

[   ]  PLUS $10 if outside U.S.A., Canada, and Mexico
[   ]  PLUS $4 if in canadaorMexico

Name

Address



THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIHTY, INC.
Cash Flow Report

1/1/96 Through 3/31/96
Compiled by Dennis Darland

BRS Treasurer

4/5/96
BRS-Bank, Cash, CC Accounts

1/1/96-
Category Description                      3/31/96

Balance  12/31/96
INFLOWS

Contributions:
Contrib-BRS

Total Contributions
Dues:

425.00

425.00

New Members                533.00
Renewals

Total Dues
Tnt Inc.
Library Inc

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Library Exp
Newsletter
Other Exp

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 3/31/96

2,294.00

2,827.00
1.65

113.25

3,366.90

1,430.95

67.89
1,400.00

369.54

1,837.43

I,529.47

2,960.42



Library Report

TThe Society library sells and lends books, audiotapes, videotapes. and other mate-
rials by and about russell. Please direct BRS library inquiries and requests to Tom
Stanley, Box 434, Wilder. VT 05088.  (ck71 @freenet.carleton.ca)

Books  for  sale  H-Cloth,  otherwise  paperback.  Prices  are  postpaid.  Please  send
check or money order (U.S. funds only), payable to the "Bertrand Russell Society"
to Tom Stanley.

BY BERTRAND RUSSELL:
Appeal to the American Conscience .... Spokesman
Authority  and  the  Individual ................ Unwin-Hyman .................................. 7.95

Has Man aFuture7                                        Allen & Unwin                                H     $8.00
History of the World in  Epitome  ......... Spokesman
In  praise  of Idleness ............................. Routledge

My  Philosophical  Development  .......... Unwin-Hyman .................................. 7.95

Political Ideals Unwin-Hyman..................................7.95

Power: A New Social Analysis ............ Routledge
Principles  of Social  Reconstruction ..... Unwin-Hyman .................................. 7.95

Sceptical Essays Routledge

BY OTHER AUTHORS:
Bertrand Russell: A  Life by  caroline Moorehead .............................. H       $14.00

Bertrand  Russell  by John  Slater  .......... Thoemmes  Press  ............................  19.00

Bertrand Russell,1872-1970 ............... Spokesman

Bertrand Russell's America, Vol. 2,1945-1970, edited by Barry Feinberg
and Ronald Kasrils                                        South End press  ............................... 9.95

The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words, edited by
Christopher Farley and
David  Hodgson  ............................... Spokesman

The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, Vol.I. The Private Years ( 1884-1914)
by  Nicholas  Griffin  ....... „ ................ Houghton-Mifflin ................... H        17.50
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From the Editor
Michael J. Rockler

Over the past several years John Novak (who edits /#sz.gfe/I for the
John Dewey Society) and I have engaged in a number of debates on issues
relating to differences between John Dewey and Bertrand Russell. At the
1994 BRS meeting that was held in Toronto as part of the Humanist coali-
tion, we debated "Russell versus Dewey on Religion." In June at a meeting
of the  Canadian  Learned Societies--which will  be  held in  St.  Catherines
Ontario--Novak and I will debate the topic "Dewey versus Russell on De-
mocracy."

In preparation for this debate I have recently reread Russell's Power
which was first published in 1938 and was reissued by Routledge in 1992.

As always it is a pleasure to reread one of Russell's many popular
books. And as usual, this book has relevance for the contemporary world.

Russell argues in this volume that the fundamental concept in the
social sciences is the notion of power. He suggests that the concept of power
in the social sciences is equivalent to the concept of energy in physics.

Russell goes on to identify several kinds of power including priestly
power, kingly power, economic power, revolutionary power and what he
calls "naked" power. This latter is the ability to force one's will on another.

Generally,  I believe  that Russell,  in Power,  offers  a much  more
sophisticated view of democracy than does Dewey in Dcmocnczcy A#d ECJw-
cczfl.o". Russell writes, for example,:

. . . One of the advantages of democracy, from the governmental
point of view, is that it makes the average citizen easier to de-
ceive, since he regards the government as his government. Op-
position to a war which is not swiftly  successful arises  much
less readily in a democracy than under any other form of consti-
tution. In a democracy, a majority can only turn against the gov-
emment by  first  admitting to  themselves  that they  were  mis-
taken in formerly thinking well of their chosen leaders, which is
difficult and unpleasant. (p. 96)

BR's understanding of democracy offers a different perspective than
Dewey's because Russell appreciated and accepted the limits of democracy
in ways which probably have seemed heretical to Dewey.

Russell demonstrates still another limit when he writes:
. . . The members of the government have more power than the
others, even if they are democratically elected; and so do offi-
cials  appointed by  a  democratically  elected government.  The
larger the organization, the greater the power of the executive.
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Thus  every increase in the  size of organizations  increases  in-
equalities of power by simultaneously diminishing the indepen-
dence of ordinary members and enlarging the scope of the ini-
tiative of the government. (p.108)

Russell addressed problems of democracy in other writings as well.
In several books he spoke of the danger of the  "herd instinct" which can
subvert democracy and which in his case led to his being imprisoned twice
by democratic governments.

I am looking forward to my upcoming debate with John Novak on
a program that will include Tim Madigan -- editor of Free J#gz4i.ry and a
member of the BRS board.

Certainly John Dewey contributed much to an intellectual under-
standing of the modem world.  But often his ideas are less clear than are
those of Russell. I believe that Russell was usually more incisive than Dewey;
certainly BR was  a better writer.  Power is an example of Russell's clear
thinking and clear writing.

8

Six New Society Honorary Members
Don Jackanicz

In  March  1996,  the  Board  of Directors  of the  Bertrand  Russell
Society voted to offer honorary Society membership to six persons:  Ken
Coates, Elizabeth R. Eames, Antony Flew, Michael Foot, Paul Kurtz, and
Willard van Orman Quine. Each has accepted honorary membership for
which the Society is grateful. Our new honorary members join the ranks of
these  other  honorary  members:  Bertrand  Russell's  daughter,  Katherine
Russell  Tart;  Bertrand  Russell's  son,  Courad  Russell;  philosopher Paul
Edwards;  and philosopher D.  F.  Pears.  Deceased honorary members  are
Bertrand Russell's second wife, Dora Black Russell; Bertrand Russell's son,
John  Russell;  philosopher Alfred Ayer;  Russell  bibliographer Lester E.
Denonn;  scientist Linus Pauling;  philosopher Karl Popper;  and Philoso-
pher Paul Arthur Schilpp.

The Society's Bylaws provide the following about honorary mem-
bership:

Honorary Membership may be confened on a person who has
been nominated by a member and approved by two-thirds of
the Directors voting,  after having met one or more of the fol-
lowing conditions: (1) is a member of Bertrand Russell's fan-
ily; (2) had worked closely with Russell in an important way;
(3) has made a distinctive contribution to Russell scholarship;
(4) has acted in support of a cause or idea that Russell champi-
oned; (5) has promoted awareness of Russell or of Russell's work;
(6) has exhibited qualities of character (such as moral courage)
reminiscent of Russell. Honorary Members have the same rights
and responsibilities as Individual Members, but they pay no dues.

TThe Board's decision,  in accord with the Bylaw's provisions,  recognizes
the distinctive and diverse contributions each new honorary member has
made in both Russell-related affalrs and the wider world.  Here are brief
biographical sketches about these new honorary members. Society mem-
bers are encouraged to learn more about them by reading their own numer-
ous publications and articles about them in reference works.

Ken Coates. Born in Britain in 1930 and residing now in Matlock,
Derdyshire, Mr. Coates has been a Member of the European Parliament
since  1989. A former coal miner, he has been very much involved in the
study of poverty, industrial relations, and disarmament. Since 1980 he has
fought at the University of Nottingham, most recently as a Special Profes-
sor in Adult Education. Mr. Coates has been active in the programs of the
Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation, including as editor of the Foundation's
publication,  The  SDokesman.  and  in  cormection  with  Russell's  protests
against
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nuclear weapons in the  1960s. His publications include Industrial Democ-
racv in Great Britain. Trade Unions in Britain.  Heresies.  and Think Glo-
baliv. Act Locallv. In his article, "Bertrand Russell and Industrial Democ-
racy," in Bertrand Russell. 1872-1970. Mr. Coates wrote, "Bertrand Russell
will rightly be remembered for many different contributions to human knowl-
eedge,tocivilizedthought."

Elizabeth R. Eames. A Professor of Philosophy at Southern Illi-
nois University, Ms. Eames has authored two monographs about Russell -
-Bertrand Russell's Theorv of Knowledge (1969) and Bertrand Russell's
DialoguejLwith His Contemporaries ( 198§). In collaboration with Kenneth
Blackwell, Ms. Eames was the editor of Theorv of Knowledge: The  1913
ManuscriDt.  which  was  the  seventh  volume  of The  Collectad PaDers  of
Bertrand -Russell  (1984).  She resides  in  Carbondale,  Illinois  and,-before
her honorary membership, had been a Society member for many years.

Antonv Flew.  Philosopher Antony Flew,  born in  1923  has  held
numerous  academic  positions,  including  those  at Oxford University,  the
University of Aberdeen, and the University of Keele. He has been an Emeri-
tus Professor of Philosophy at the University of Reading since  1983. Mr.
Flew has been a leader in organizations such as the Rationalist Press Asso-
ciation and the voluntary Euthanasia Society. His numerous books include
IIume's  Philosophy  of Belief.  God and Philosophy. The Presumption  of
Atheism`  and Dictionarv of PhilosoDhv. Among his most noteworthy  ar-
ticles is "Immortality" iL The Encycioj)edia of Philosophy. His forthcom-
ing volume, Philosophical Papers. edited by Society Vice President John
Shosky, will include an essay titled "Russell's Judgement on Bolshevism."
Mr. Flew resides in Reading.

Michael Foot. British joumalist and politician Michael Foot was
hem in  1913  and attended Oxford university.  During  the  1930s  through
1960s,  he held various  writing  and editorial positions in newspapers in-
cluding the Evening Standard. Mr. Foot has been a Member of Parliament
from  1945 to  1955  and from  1960 to  1992. His Labour Party posts have
included being Leader of the House of Commons,  1976-1979 and  1980-
1983. Among his books are Aneurin Bevan. Loyalists and Loners. and most
recently a major study of H.G. Wells. Mr. Foot, who resides in London, has
over the years espoused many of Russell's political and social views in the
national political arena.

Paul Kurtz. Born in  1925 and educated at New York University
and Columbia University,  Paul  Kurtz  resides  in  Buffalo  where  he  is  an
Emeritus Professor of Philosophy at the State University of New York. His
other academic posts have included those at Vassar College, New School
for Social Research, and Union College.  Since  1970 Mr.  Kurtz has been
president of publishing fin Prometheus  Books,  and since  1980 he has
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been editor of Free lnauirv and chairman of the Council for Democratic
andsecularHumanism.-Hi;manypublicationsincludelnDefenseofsecular
Humanism. EUDraxoDhv: Living Without Relirion. Exuberance: A Philoso-
Dhv of HaDDine-ss. and The New -Skepticism. wii. Kurtz received the Bertrand
Russell Sbeiety Award in  1988 for-his varied humanist efforts. Before his
honorary membership, he was a Society member.

Willard van Orman Ouine. One of the foremost philosophers of
our century, Willard van Orman Quine was born in  1908 and is primarily
identified with his many years of teaching at Harvard University. He is now
an Emeritus Professor of Philosophy at Harvard and resides in Boston. Mr.
Quine's celebrated books include A Svstem of Loristic.  From a Logical
Doint of View. Word and Object. The Wavs of Paradox and Other Es;avs.
bntolorical Relativitv and Other Essavs. -and The Loric of Sequences. He
was the subject of volume  18 of The-Librarv of Liv-ing Philo-soDhers. in
part edited by the Society Honorary member Paul Arthu-r Schilpp: i.e. Ike
Philosophy of w.V. Ouine. He is the recipient of the 1996 Bertrand Russell
Society Award for his great body of philosophical work inspired by Russell.
In his letter accepting honorary membership, Mr.  Quine wrote,  "Russell
meant much to me, and I have much valued the contribution of your Soci-
ety in keeping his work and his image before us."
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On John Novak's Reasons for Not Being A Russellian
by Paul Hager

ALc:cording to loha NovaLk (Bertrand Russell society Quarterly, No.
88, November  1995), Russell held that humans have  "immaculate recep-
tions",  i.e.  "immediate knowledge of atomistic aspects of reality", which
serve as the "foundation for certain knowledge". On this basis, for reasons
not made entirely clear in Novak's article, Russell's humanist credentials
are  thereby  found  wanting.  Russell's  alleged  foundational  certainty  is
claimed to have robbed him of "a deeper understanding of the human per-
spective".

However the major difficulty for Novak's argument is that Russell
was never a proponent of the foundationalist position ascribed to him. In-
terestingly,  as  support for his  saddling  of Russell  with the  "immaculate
receptions" position, Novak references not Russell, nor even scholarly work
focused on Russell, but, rather, he cites books by Tiles and Burke on Dewey !
Now I acknowledge that both of these are fine books on Dewey, but equally
they  are poor books  in the  sections that discuss Russell`. They  are poor
guides to Russell because, quite simply, they misrepresent rather than illu-
minate his works.

The shortcomings of Novak's interpretation become clear from a
consideration of Russell's method of philosophising, which  he consistently
applied throughout his post-idealist career. The method, which has not been
well understood, has two parts. Firstly, philosophical analysis proceeds back-
wards from a given body of knowledge (the "results") to its premisses, and,
secondly, it proceeds forwards from the premisses to a reconstruction of
the original body of knowledge. Russell often referred (confusingly) to the
first stage of philosophical analysis simply as "analysis", in contrast to the
second stage which he called "synthesis". While the first stage was seen as
being the most philosophical, both were nonetheless essential to philosophi-
cal analysis. Russell consistently adhered to this two directional view of
analysis throughout his career.2

Whether applied to mathematical philosophy or philosophy more
broadly, Russell repeatedly emphasised three important characteristics of
his method of analysis. All of them pose problems for Novak's account.
The three characteristics are:
(\) ANAljysIS IS UNLIKEIT TO BE FINAL. This apphi]es .Tn several ways.
Not only is  analysis never final  in the  sense that new premisses may be
discovered in relation to which existing premisses are results, but also there
is the ever present possibility of alternative sets of premisses for the same
results. In the former case, further stages of analysis in no way invalidate
earlier ones. As Russell repeatedly emphasises,  no  error will flow  from
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taking complex objects to be simple at one level of analysis, as long as it is
not assumed that such objects are incapable of further analysis. In the latter
case, to ask what are the minimum premisses for a given set of results "is a
technical  question  and  it has  no  unique  answer".3  Hence,  one  important
task for philosophy is to devise alternative sets of premisses.

The first characteristic of analysis casts severe doubt on the Novak
interpretation of Russell. On his account, analysis should stop at the certain
knowledge  of atomistic  aspects  of reality,  i.e.  at the  secure  foundations.
Difficulties for Novak multiply as the other characteristics of analysis are
considered.

(ri) ANALysls  ENIARGEs THE  DOMAINs  OF  pARTlculAR
SUBJEC7ls. The current science (say) on which analysis is practised changes
as  the  subject  itself evolves.  Formerly  tentative  premisses  for  a  science
later become a part of that science. As the frontier is extended, territory that
once belonged to philosophy becomes exact enough for incorporation into
science. Thus "every advance in knowledge robs philosophy of some prob-
lems which fomerly it had. . . "4. In terms of Russellian analysis, yesterday's
premisses become tomorrow's results from which a new generation of phi-
losophers will start the backwards journey of analysis. Thus the philoso-
phy/science distinction "is one, not in the subject matter, but in the state of
mind of the investigator."5 It remains for philosophy to move to the new
frontier. Hence Russell's description of philosophy as occupying the "No
Man's Land" between "theology and science"6 and the maxim that "science
is what you more or less know and philosophy is what you do not know".7
Novak's certain premisses would provide a bedrock foundation as a barrier
to further inquiry back beyond these premisses. This is clearly not what
Russell had in mind.

(riji) ANAlxsls LEADs TO pREMlssEs THAIT ARE DECREAs-
JIVGLy SELF-EVIDEIV7: Russell made this point emphatically:

"When pure mathematics is organized as a deductive system. . .

it becomes obvious that, if we are to believe in the truth of pure
mathematics, it cannot be solely because we believe in the truth
of the set of premisses.  Some of the premisses are much less
obvious than some of their consequences, and are believed chiefly
because of their consequences. This will be found to be always
the case when a science is arranged as a deductive system. It is
not the logically simplest propositions of the system that are the
most obvious,  or that provide the chief art of our reasons  for
believing in the system. With the empirical sciences this is evi-
dent. Electro-dynamics, for example, can be concentrated into
Maxwell's equations, but these equations are believed because
of the observed truth of certain of their logical consequences.
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Exactly the same thing happens in the pure realm of logic; the
logically first principles of logic, -- at least some of them -- are
to be believed, not on their own account, but on account of their
consequences."8

Likewise " [i]n mathematics, the greatest degree of self-evidence is
usually  not  to  be  found quite  at the beginning,  but  at  some  later point;
hence the early deductions, until they reach this point, give reasons rather
for believing the premisses because true consequences follow them, than
for believing the consequences because they follow from the premisses."9

The decreasing self-evidence of the premisses has ontological im-
plications. According to Russell the current premisses provide our best guide
to the nature of the most fundamental entities, hence, e.g., his replacement
of common sense physical objects by sense-data and events. The decreas-
ing self-evidence of the premisses was also the basis of Russell's vintage
statement that "the point of philosophy is to start with something so simple
as not to seem worth stating, and to end up with something so paradoxical
that no one will believe it". ]° This decreasing self-evidence of the premisses,
coupled with the earlier claim that there may be altemative premisses from
which the same given set of results is deducible, is the basis of Russell's
characteristic open-mindedness about the finality or otherwise of his philo-
sophical views at any given stage. Once again, Novak's foundational cer-
tainty is notable by its absence from these non-foundationalist sentiments.
Indeed, Russell insists that though the

". . .  demand for certainty is . . . natural . . . [it] is nevertheless an

intellectual vice  .  .  . What philosophy should dissipate is ccr-
fczz.#ty, whether of knowledge or of ignorance . . . all our knowl-
edge is, in a greater or less degree, uncertain and vague. . ."

Because, firstly, the premisses become decreasingly self-evident
as knowledge advances, and secondly, alternative sets of premisses are al-
ways a possibility, Russell holds that both science and the philosophy offer
"successive  approximations to the  truth",  rather than certainty.`2 We  are

inevitably reminded here of Popper's swamp analogy for knowledge. Thus,
far from being  a hardline foundationist,  Russell was  in fact developing
fallibilism in advance of Popper.

So  Novak's  argument against Russell's  humanism,  based on his
alleged  foundtionalist epistemology,  fails. What  sort of epistemological
position does Novak claim to be conducive to the kind of deep humanism
that he favours? He provides some of its general features in the second half
ofhisarticle.ItmaysurpriseNovck,but1thinkthatRussell'sworkisbroadly
in agreement with these features. Certainly Russell agrees that knowledge
is a human construction. (Amongst other things his method of analysis is
an account of that construction process). He also agrees that there is a real-
ity  "out  there"  of which  our  knowledge  is  inescapably  inferential.
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However, Russell, like Dewey, emphasises that humans too are part of this
world "out there". Thus human perceptions and the like, as natural occur-
rences, are part of what needs to be accounted for in any satisfactory theory
of the  world.  Russell  simply  required  that  human  empirical  experience
should be consistent with our theories of the nature of the world. Novak's
"immaculate receptions" are not so much knowledge in Russell but "hard

data"  which our wider theories need to explain. That Russell's fallibilism
extended even to human empirical experience is evident from his later seri-
ous consideration of the theory that properties might really be particulars.
Thus Russell's understanding of the nature of perceptual experience evolved
and was not marked by the dogmatism implied in Novak's term "immacu-
late receptions".

Perhaps where  Novak really parts  company  with  Russell  lies  in
their views  of the  scope  and  significance  of human knowledge.  Russell
thinks that human knowledge is constructed and hence very limited. As  he
repeatedly  states,  'what  physics  tells  us  is  very  little'.  However,  he  also
thinks that physics is the soundest knowledge that we have. Though ines-
capably inferential, physics offers our best account of the world. Accord-
ing to physics, the world is immeasurably immense with humans consigned
to a small role when viewed from the cosmic scale. For Russell, the same
applies to the knowledge that humans construct:

"Cosmically and casually, knowledge is an unimportant feature

of the universe; a science which omitted to mention its occur-
rence might, from an impersonal point of view, suffer only from
a very trivial imperfection".13

By contrast, Novak's article suggests that he places human knowl-
edge construction firmly at the centre of his universe. Is this the real source
of his dissatisfaction with Russell's humanism?

It seems then that Novak's differences with Russell have nothing to
do with foundationalism at all. Rather the problem lies in the fact that Russell
sees  humans  beings  and their minimal knowledge  as  a  small  feature  of
something very much bigger.  By contrast, Novak's constructivism limits
him very much to the realm of the human. (One is reminded of Russell's
"cosmic impiety" charge against Dewey).  But if this is so,  I cannot seen

how it would follow that Russell was any less of a humanist.

I  See my review of Burke forthcoming  in S/WCJI.cs  I.# PAI./osapky ¢"d Edwccz/I.on.  There  is

something distinctly odd about a pair of secondary sources on Dewey being quoted as suf-
ficient authorities to refute Russell. How impressed would John Novak be if two secondary
sources on Russell were cited as sufficient to show the alleged fatal defect in Dewey's thought?
2 Detailed argument for this claim, and for the pervasiveness of the three characteristics of

analysis discussed below, is given in P. Hager Co#fi.#w!.ty a"d C#fl#gc I." /fee Dcvc/apmc#f a/

Rwssc/J's PAz./osapky (Dordrecht: Kluwer,1994).
3 Russell My PAI./osapfoi.ca/ Dove/apmc#f (London: Allen & Unwin,1975), p.  162.
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4 Russct\ Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy (London.. AI\en & Unwin.1970), p. 243 .
5 FLussel\ Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy, p. I .

6 Russell fJis/ory a/was/cm Pfei./osapAy (London & Unwin,1971), p.13.

] FL"ssofl Introduction lo Ma[hema[ical Philosophy, p. 243.

8 Russell "Logieal A`tomism" Lr\ The Collected Papers Of Bertrand Russell Vol. 9 (London..

Unwin Hman.1988), pp.163-4.
9 Russell and Whitehead Pr!."cl.pi.a A/czfAcmfl/I.ca 3 Vols (Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press,1925-27, p. v.
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I I Russell "Philosophy for Laymen" in I/"papw/ar Essczys (London: Allen & Unwin,1970).
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Bertrand Russell: Meditations
on ''The Modern Nightmare"

Gladys Garner Leithauser

Bertrand Russell,  a thinker at the  forefront of twentieth-century
mathematics and philosophy, is also a significant literary figure. His career
as a writer spans half a dozen decades and a broad spectrum of subjects,
from highly technical expositions through popularizing works on science
to spirited commentaries on social and ethical issues.

When the new century was just beginning, Russell opened a claim
to fields beyond logic and his most trusted mode of exposition, the analyti-
cal. He published several "lyrical" essays, such as the poetic "On History,"
the romantic  "The Study of Mathematics," and the rhetorically enterpris-
ing "A Free Man's Worship," now a classic of modernist expression. The
third, in particular, although he later felt it to be overwritten, attracted so
much enthusiasm, even on an international scale, that Russell began to see
a role for himself as a modem man of letters.

By the close of world War I, Russell was consciously pursuing this
role, winning new readers among the general public by the good sense and
moral force in  such books  as Principles of Social Reconstruction  (1916)
and by the clarity and wit of his  style. As the role developed in the next
decades, it often took on the overtones of the secular prophet. To replace
the figure of the venerable victorian  sage,  a modem observer and guide
needed familiarity with the outlook and content of science. Russell's achieve-
ments in high mathematics and his expositions such as Our Knowledge of
the External World as a field for Scientific  Method in Philosophy (1914)
underscored his credibility as a spokesman for the era. But it was his ex-
panded efforts to discuss social and political issues and the institutions and
organizations impinging on them that culminated at mid-century in hon-
ors:  In  1950 he received both the Order of Merit and the Nobel Prize for
Literature; the second cited his "writing in which he champions humanitar-
ian causes and freedom of thought. "

Following the awards, Russell began a different phase: the writing
of fiction. Now past the age of eighty, he produced three volumes of short
stories. While the fiction is no match for the prodigious accomplishments
in other fields, it offers an intriguing demonstration of his effort to present
"the truth of vision" as well as the "truth of science." In the stories, Russell

found a way to work with materials outside the strictly rational and logi-
cally secure:  doubts, fears, intuitions,  and the range of human emotions.
Describing his creative process, he states:

The writing of these stories was a great release of my hitherto
unexpressed feelings and of thoughts which could not be stated
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without mention of fears that had no rational basis. . . I found it
possibletoexpressinthisfictionalformdangersthatwouldhave
been deemed silly while only a few men recognized them . . . In
thiswayitwaspossibletowarnofdangerswhichmightormight
not occur in the near future. (Autobiogranhv.Ill,1967; 31-32).

Thus we  see  why the plots in Russell's  fictio-n become  intellectual  con-
structions that increasingly express the fear he called "the modem night-
mare" (Fact and Fiction.1961 ; 227). This dreadful visitation is the incho-
ate realization that modem humankind is determining a course that may
lead to self-destruction. Russell's fiction conveys the ambivalent message
that our age sways between destruction and new definitions of progress for
humanity.

In his fictional presentation of this danger, Russell revealed him-
self in the vanguard of a philosophical shift in our culture's attitude toward
science. Even among scientists and enthusiasts, doubts of our course and
our methodology became evident. In the same years that Russell turned to
fiction to presage his fears, for example, writers such as Robert Heinlein,
IsaacAsimov,andArthurClarkebegancareersthatwouldchangeandshape
much of modem science fiction. They chose not to imply the utopianism
that had characterized society's general disposition toward science and led
totheearly"GoldenAge"ofsciencefiction.Instead,theirapproachwarned
of the misuse of science while often portraying human beings using scien-
tific principles in positive applications that defeated misuses. These tales
often led readers to claim that science fiction writers "see more" than the
scientists;aswehaveseen,Russell'sclaimwasnotthathecould"seemore"
but that he could "say more" in the genre. As ambivalent as these contem-
poraries, Russell  makes plain the allure of scientific  investigation while
recognizing its limits and rearing its excesses.

The shadowing by caution and dread in his fiction contrasts with a
brightening of his outlook evidenced in the non-fiction which he was si-
multaneously writing: one of his most optimistic books, New Hopes fdra
C:bnging WQ±± (1952).  Despite the  onset of the  Korean War in  1950,
Russell, like many in the West, found reassurance in the fact that a world
organization, the United Nations, for the first time in history, had acted
against an aggressor and also in the promise that recent technological ad-
vances might counter population increases with a new plenty. Further, he
enjoyedtheheightenedpersonalhappinessofhisfourthandfinalmamage
and,tousehisownjocularword,the"respectability"ofthetwogreatwrit-
ing awards.

Still, underneath his conscious intention to present a positive pros-
pectandgreateroptimism,Russenfeltthepressureoffrighteningspecula-
tions. The perfecting of the hydrogen bomb haunted him, and the stressful

18

differences between the United States and the Soviet Union burdened him
long before they intensified into the Cold War and culminated in the Cuban
missile crisis.

Moreover, to counter criticism that he had largely ignored ethics in
his philosophical writings,  Russell undertook Societv in Ethics and Poli-
!igs ( 1954), only to discover what he called "the impossibility of reconcil-
ing ethical feelings  with ethical doctrines.  In the depth of my mind,"  he
writes, "this dark frustration brooded constantly. I tried to intersperse lighter
matters into my thought, especially by writing stories which contained an
element of fantasy" (AutobiograDhv. Ill; 30).

Thus we see Russell'; w-ork in the Fifties and Sixties, in both the
philosophical and the creative fields,  as  struggling with warring themes:
the enlarging hopes of humanity versus its deepening perils, both intensi-
fied by  the  advances of science.  It is hardly  sulprising  that many  of his
stories  verge toward science fiction,  which he can base on ways to gain
perspective on humanity's present and future. Even the semi-autographical
novella "The Perplexities of John Forstice," long unpublished, sets a scien-
tific  tone  by  presenting  the  protagonist  as  a physicist,  a  man  who,  like
Russell,  is  an  al)stract thinker --  a consistent choice  when  we recall that
Russell at the time of writing the story was estal)lishing himself as an inter-
preter for the scientific method.

Russell's two most substantial stories fit into the genre of science
fiction in different ways. Probably the most successful of all   his stories,
"Satan  in  the  Suburbs,"  coherently  interweaves  many themes  in  a subtle

and complex way. Although the central figure, Dr. Mallako, is the familiar
one of the evil scientists, Russell gives him freshness, creating a character
who may be only an eccentric psychiatrist in practice in the suburbs, or an
advocate of the cult of irrationality who has become a nightmare figure for
the obsessed narrator, or, indeed, a true devil-figure, lending a metaphysi-
cal meaning to the story, whatever the conscious intention of the rationalis-
tic author.

This story seems reminiscent of E.T.A. Hoffinan's fantastic Eales,
which successfully merge levels of explanation and channel the supernatu-
ral  not  science.  Russell  as  a modem philosopher does  not  wish  to  deal
metaphysically with the origin of evil as part of a system, but here he is
able to deal with it vigorously as an artistic matter, leaving the reader to
choose whether evil springs from the substrata of the consciousness of the
characters or from the realm of the  supernatural.  In looking at the  story
with its three spheres--reality, the dream world, or absolute truth-- we per-
haps find our study best repaid by a focus on the psychological, that is, on
the dream world in its aspect of "nightmare." The story reflects Russell's
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deep interest in the concealed forces of the unconscious,  his  fear of the
irrational; the "bad dreams" is the release of irrationality into the commu-
nlty.

spheres of possibl-e meaning into one symbolic figure, one of the keys to
the story's success. Whichever of the three we choose to explain his aln-
biguous nature, Dr. Mallako remains truly sinister; there is nothing in him
of the Mephistophelean figure that Russell elsewhere suggests can, as the
adversarial Spirit of Negation, allow humanity the possibility of working
toward some good.

We see the second substantial use of science fiction in Russell's
story"Zahatopolk,"anovellathattreatsthethemeofsuppressiveinfluence
on individuals by rigid institutions of society. The theme first became sig-
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enthusiasm for the joint project with Lawrence soon diminished, and the
lectures and book when ready were Russell's authorship alone.  But one
effect of I.awrence's influence may have lingered: the Aztec mythology of
his Ike Plumed Serpent ( 1926), a book which contributed to our symbolic
knowledge of reality.

In developing a theme reminiscent of his brief association with
Lawrence, Russell may have found himself thinking of the Indian cultures
of the Americas as suitable for his new work (and of a possible parody); he
sets it in the "restored hall of the Incas at Cuzco." The time is forty centu-
ries into the future; the society is one of world domination based on "the
innate superiority of the Red Man." The society, rigid and static, has dog-
matized its mythic views.

One lone, protesting person, Diotima, stands against authority. By
her refusal to become the "bride"  of the god Zahatopolk,  she brings on
herselfaterriblecapitalpunishment,bumingatthestake.Byforcingevents
towardsherownexecution,Diotimaachievesthetraditionalmartyr'sdeath.
ShethusunderscorestherelationtoSocratesalreadysuggestedbyhernane,
an  allusion  to  the  woman  from Mantinea who,  in  the  S±±rnposium,  was
Socrates's instructor, engaging him in discussion of the nature of the ideal.
The Diotima of "Zahatopolk' similarly leads the young male protagonist,
Thomas, toward thought of the ideal.

As Diotima's thinking develops, she comes to consider the power-
ful  myths  that shape  Zahatopolkian  society  as  sources  of "ugliness  and
horror,"andshebecomesaninstructorinthewaytolivewithoutmyths--in
short, a guide for the modem age.

The challenge Russell's story offers to system and organization is
to both religion and science. He satirizes mythologizers here. We see first
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In creating Dr. Mallako, Russell successfully integrates the three

the College of Indoctrination, where the speaker is professor Driuzdustages,
lecturing his students on history. Looking back on our age--for his culture
it is "the ages of darkness"--he shows himself to be a leader who inhabits a
dry, boring mental world. Unable to inspire, to be source of new ideas, he is
pompous, elitist, silly, the caricature of a don. A Red Man who leads his
fellow citizens, he is a racist whose beliefs have made him proud but intel-
lectually sterile. Thus a target of the satire seems to be also the mythopoeic
tendency whenever it contributes to racism and nationalism.

Professor Druizdustages and his society have fallen victim to the
practice that turns myths into gods. But the story is also a waning against
the myth-making potentialities of science, the attitude that turns its ben-
efits into "miracles", its achievements into myth. We find two Sacred Moun-
tains in the story, one bearing a deadly fungus, the other, a radioactive dust.
The fungus  suggests germ warfare,  for immunization becomes possible,
while the second suggests the fallout from atomic and hydrogen bombs.
Russell does not intend his science fiction to promote the myth of a world
necessarily made better through science.

"Zahatopolk" is a rich, complex story in which I have barely touched

on a few themes. As we watch Diotima pass on her questioning, dialectical
methodology to Thomas we see him become, of course, a "doubting Tho-
mas." The idea that doubt is essential to our process of inquiry is surely
Russell's message, evidenced by Diotima's passing on the mantle of ratio-
nal thinking to Thomas at her death. As she does so, she causes his collapse
into unconsciousness, followed by his awakening into a raised conscious-
ness. For one moment, Thomas's doubt has been transformed into a mystic
experience, an epiphany in the story much like the one Russell experienced
at witnessing the  suffering  of Mrs.  Whitehead.  Through  this  transfer of
spiritual fire, Thomas has become able to act, but the passion to do so has
ttriginated in doubt.

This event is not the end of the story. The remaining sections illus-
Irate Russell's theme that society  must have an ongoing dialectic  in our
relationship to myth: We must guard against our tendency to allow a view
to become a mythos. In promoting this theme, Russell is engaging in dia-
logue with such writers as T.S. Eliot and Thomas Mann, with their endeav-
ors to preserve old cultures. He wants the alive, the progressive, the evolu-
tionary. But he also wams that science and technology have the potentiality
to become the new gods and myths.

In  making himself a spokesman for and interpreter of science,
Russell tried various forms of expression. When doubt of its purposes and
methods arose, he tried creative writing to present his misgivings and anxi-
eties. Of the various forms of fiction he experimented with, the little "Night-
mares of Eminent Persons" seem to me his satiric forte. The skillful design
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of this little form--which I think Russell can claim as original--is apparent
as soon as one tries explication. Like a rich poem, each "Nightmare" re-
quires more space for explanation than the clever little work occupies in its
ent;rety.Russeiicompietedandpub|ishedadozen"Nightmares."Eachin-

volves  a dream  sequence,  set into a frame of waking  reality.  Thus  each
gives  an  opportunity  to combine  reality  with fantasy.  In  addition,  some
employsciencefiction,asin"DeanAcheson'sNightmare."Theformatlends
itself easily to political satire, as in "Stalin's Nightmare" or "Eisenhower's
Nightmare,"  giving Russell a brief, effective way to comment on topical
issues.  And  it  allows  a  statement  on  human  "types,"  as  in  "The
Mathematician's Nightmare," illustrating in a playful, yet empathetic way
the  oddities,  frailties,  vanities,  and concerns  of varying members of the
human race.

Together, the "Nightmares" allow Russell to pursue his interest in
the forces of the unconscious and his fear that the forces may lead to irra-
tional acts that endanger humankind; to lampoon notions that he holds to
be ridiculous; and to create a variety of fanciful situations that allow him to
present the dual perspective of his characteristic, ironic vision. In the large
sense, they display Russell's optimism: the ability to treat the anxieties and
fears of our time with creativity and wit.
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The Quotable Bertrand Russell
Edited by Lee Eisler

Published by Prometheus Press in 1993.
Reprinted with Permission

Le'e Eisler used a question clnd answer format to highlight Bertrand
Russell's views on many topics. The topics were selected by  Lee and he
wrote lhe questions. The answers are direct quotes from Russell, taken
frt)in his writings.

AGGRHSSION

What happened when our aggressive impulses are ignored?

People who live a life which is unnatural beyond a point are likely to be
lilled with envy, malice and all uncharitableness. They may develop strains
t)f cruelty, or, on the other hand, they may so completely lose all joy in life
that they have no longer any capacity for effort.

This latter result has been observed among  savages brought sud-
tlenly in contact with modem civilization.

Anthropologists have described how Papuan head hunters, deprived
hy  white authority of their habitual  spoil,  lose all  zest,  and are no longer
iible to be interested in anything.

I do not wish to infer that they should be allowed to go on hunting
heads, but I do mean that it would have been worthwhile if psychologists
had taken some trouble to find some innocent substitute activity.

Civilized man  everywhere  is,  to  some  degree,  in  the position  of
Papuan victims of virtue.

We have  all  kinds  of aggressive  impulses,  and  also  creative  im-
pulses, which society forbids us to indulge, and the alternative that it sup-
plies in the shape of football matches and all-in wrestling  are hardly ad-
equate.

Anyone who hopes that in time it may be possible to abolish war
should  give  serious  thought  to  the  problem  of satisfying  harmlessly  the
instincts that we inherit from long generations of savages.

for my part I find sufficient outlet in detective stories, where I al-
temately  identify  myself with  the  murderer and  the  huntsman-detective,
but I know that there are those for whom this vicarious outlet is too mild,
and for them something stronger should be provided.

AMERICA
In what way was America important during the nineteenth century?

America remained a land of promise for lovers of freedom.
Even Byron, at a moment when he was disgusted with Napoleon
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for not committing suicide, wrote an eloquent stanza in praise of washing-
ton.

Admiration of America as the land of democracy survived through
the greater part of the nineteenth century.

Richard Cobden, who was in most respects the opposite of a ro-
mantic,  cherished illusions  about the United States,  when  admirers  pre-
sented  him with a large sum of money: he invested it in the Illinois Central
Railroad and lost every penny.

When my parents visited America in  1867, it still had for them a
halo of romance.

This  survived even for me through Walt Whitman, whose house
was the first place I visited when I went to America. (FF  17)

How did Andrew Jackson change the American presidency?

American democracy underwent a great transformation when Andrew Jack-
son became president.

Until his time, presidents had been cultivated gentlemen, mostly
with a settled position as landowners.

Andrew Jackson represented a rebellion against these men on the
part of pioneers and immigrants.

He did not like culture and was suspicious of educated men since
they understood things that puzzled him.

This element of hostility to culture had persisted in American de-
mocracy ever since, and has made it difficult for America to make the best
use of its experts.

What was the result in America Of electing state judges?

In America, when people in Jackson's time became conscious of this dan-
ger[ofjudgeswhothwartedthepopularwill],theydecidedthatstatejudges,
though not federal judges, should be elected.

This remedy, however, proved worse than the disease.
It increased the power of the political boss who had secured the

election of his favorites to judgeships and could be tolerably certain that
his favorites would decide cases as he wished, and not in accordance with
the law.

In fact, the political boss acquired a position not wholly unlike that
of the Greek tyrant.

There was, however, an important difference.
It was possible to remedy the evil by wholly constitutional meth-

ods without the need of revolution or assassination.

ARISTOTLE
What were Aristotle's innovations?  His merits and demerits?

In reading any important philosopher, but most of all in reading Aristotle, it
is necessary to study him in two ways: with reference to his predecessors,
imd with reference to his successors.

In the former aspect, Aristotle's merits are enormous; in the latter,
his demerits are equally enormous. For his demerits, however, his succes-
`ors are more responsible than he is.

He came at the end of the creative period in Greek thought, and
iifter his death it was two thousand years before the world produced any
philosopher who could be regarded as approximately his equal.

Toward the end of this long period his authority had become al-
most as unquestioned as that of the Church, and in science, as well as in
I)hilosophy, had become a serious obstacle to progress.

Ever since the beginning of the seventeenth century, almost every
``erious intellectual advance has had to begin with an attack on some Aris-
totelian doctrine; in logic, this is still true at the present day.

But it would have been at least as disastrous if any of his predeces-
sors (except perhaps Democritus) had acquired equal authority.

To  do  him justice,  we  must,  to begin  with,  forget his  excessive
itosthumous fame, and the equally excessive posthumous condemnation to
which it led.

At about the age of eighteen, Aristotle came to Athens and became
a pupil of Plato; he remained in the academy for nearly twenty years, until
the death of Plato in 348-47 B.C.

Aristotle, as a philosopher, is in many ways very different from all
his predecessors.

He is the first to write like a professor: his treatises are systematic,
his discussions are divided into heads, he is a professional teacher, not an
i nspired prophet.

His work is critical, careful, pedestrian, without any trace of Bacchic
enthusiasm.

The Orphic elements in Plato are watered down in Aristotle, and
mixed with a strong dose of common sense; where he is Platonic, one feels
that his natural temperament has been overpowered by the teaching to which
he has been subjected.

He is not passionate, or in any sense religious.
The errors of his predecessors were the glorious errors of youth

attempting the impossible; his errors are those of age which cannot free
itself from habitual prejudices. He is best in detail and in criticism; he fails
in large construction, for lack of fundamental clarity Titanic fire.



What is Russell's advice to students studying logic?

Logic was practically invented by Aristotle.
For nearly two thousand years, his authority in logic was unques-

tioned.
To  this  day  teachers  in  Catholic  educational  institutions  are not

allowed to admit that his logic has defects, and any non-Catholic who criti-
cizes it incurs the bitter hostility of the Roman Church.

I once ventured to do so on the radio, and the organizers who had
invited me were inundated with protests against the broadcasting of such
heretical doctrines.

Undue respect for Aristotle, however, is not confined to Catholic
institutions.

In most universities, the beginner in logic is still taught the doc-
trine of the syllogism, which is useless and complicated, and an obstacle to
a sound understanding of logic.

If you wish to become a logician, there is one piece of advice that
I cannot urge too strongly, and that is, DO NOT lean the traditional formal
logic.

In Aristotle's day, it was a creditable effort, but so was Ptolemaic
astronomy. To teach either in the present day is a ridiculous piece of anti-
quarianism.

How should Aristotelian logic be viewed today?

Aristotle's influence, which was very great in many different fields, was
greatest of all in logic.

In  late  antiquity,  when  Plato  was  still  supreme  in  metaphysics,
Aristotle was the recognized authority in logic, and he retained this posi-
tion throughout the Middle Ages.

Even at the present day, all Catholic teachers of philosophy and
many others still  obstinately reject the discoveries of modem logic, and
adhere with strange tenacity to a system which is as definitely antiquated
as Ptolemaic astronomy.

This  makes  it  difficult to  do  historical justice  to Aristotle.  His
present-day influence is so inimical to clear thinking that it is hard to re-
member how great an advance he made upon all his predecessor (including
Plato), or how admirable his logical work would still seem if it had been a
stage in continual progress, instead of being (as in fact is was) a dead end,
followed by over two thousand years of stagnation.

Aristotle is still, especially in logic, a battleground, and cannot be
treated in a purely historical spirit.
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[We will not go into Russell's analysis of Aristotle's logic (on pp.
196-202); it is quite technical. Here is his conclusion (on p. 202):]

I conclude that the Aristotelian doctrines with which we have been
concerned are wholly false, with the exception of the formal theory of the
syllogism, which is unimportant.

Any person in the present day who wishes to lean logic will be
wasting his time if he reads Aristotle or any of his disciples.

Nonetheless,  Aristotle's  logical  writings  show  great  ability,  and
would have been useful to mankind if they had appeared at a time when
intellectual originality was still active.

Unfortunately they appeared at the very end of the creative period
t)f Greek thought, and therefore came to be accepted as authoritative.

By the time that logical originality revived, a reign of two thou-
``imd years made Aristotle very difficult to dethrone. Throughout modem
times, practically every advance in science, in logic, or in philosophy has
had to be made in the teeth of the opposition from Aristotle's disciples.

How much was Alexander infouenced by his tutor, Aristotle?

A great deal of nonsense has been written about Aristotle and Alexander,
because, as both were great men, and Aristotle was Alexander's tutor, it is
Supposed that the tutor must have greatly influenced the pupil.

Hegel goes so far as to say that Alexander's career shows the value
ttf philosophy, since his practical wisdom may be attributed to his teacher.

In fact there is not the faintest evidence that Aristotle had any ef-
I.ect at all on Alexander, who hated his father, and was rebellious against
everyone whom his father set in authority over him.

There are certain letters professing to be from Alexander to Aristotle,
but they are generally considered spurious.

In fact the two men ignored each other.
While Alexander was conquering the East, Aristotle continued to

write treatises on politics which never mentioned what was taking place,
but discussed minutely the constitutions of various cities which were not
longer important.

It is a mistake to suppose that great men who are contemporaries
zire likely to be quick to recognize each other's greatness; the opposite hap-
pens much more frequently.
Why did Aristotle call man a rational animal?

His reason for this view was one which does not now seem very impres-
sive; it was that some people can do sums.

It is in virtue of the intellect that man is a rational animal.
The intellect is shown in various ways, but most emphatically by

mastery of arithmetic.



The Greek system of numerals was very bad, so that the multipli-
cation table was quite difficult, and complicated calculations could be made
only by very clever people.

Nowadays, however, calculating machines do sums better than even
the cleverest people.

As arithmetic has grown easier, it has come to be less respected.

Why did Russell call Aristotle one of philosophy's misfortunes?

He came at the of the creative period in Greek thought, and after his death
it was two thousand years before the world produced any philosopher who
could be regarded as approximately his equal.

Toward the end of this long period his authority had become al-
most as unquestioned as that of the church,  and in science, as well as in
philosophy, had become a serious obstacle to progress.

Ever since the beginning of the seventeenth century, almost every
serious intellectual advance has had to begin with an attack on some Aris-
totelian doctrine; in logic, this is still true at the present day.

Continuity and Change in the Development of
Russell's Philosophy by Paul Hager

Reviewed by John Laurent

II`.I)ITOR'S NOTE: Paul Hager has received the  1996 Book A;ward. A review of his book
tlp|)eared in BRS Quarterly 89. This is a second review by John I,aurent--Reprinted from
CAMPUS REVIEW with permission.

Curiously,  Bertrand  Russell  (1872-1970),  who  is  described  in  a
lM]ok published in Australia in the 1960s (J. Stephens, rc" Ar/i.cw/cz/c Mc#)
ill "considered by some to be the greatest logician since Aristotle", seems
ltt  have become  little  more  than  an  important historical  figure  in  philo-
`tiphical circles.

Certainly he is not often quoted today in books on philosophy of
.`'t,.i.c"ce, possibly because of what would now be regarded as his somewhat
iiuive, rather Victorian, view of the subject.

There is  no denying,  as  Hager acknowledges in this  attractively
I)roduced and very readable volume, Russell's "belief in science as the best
t{tturce of truth", and that for Russell "one had to begin [philosophical dis-
i`ussion] with actual scientific results".

But as Hager shows, Russell's position was more sophisticated than
has hitherto been recognised. What Russell meant by "best" could be de-
scribed as fhe bcsf /ha/ wc hove, given the limitation of the human mind.
()ur brain  and pereeptual  apparatus  have evolved  in  certain  ways  given
ll`eir physiological capacities and environmental pressure, and 'science" is
that knowledge which this equipment allows.

ALs FLusse+i once put Lt ±n Mysticism and Logic and Other Essays:
"We have not the means of ascertaining how things appear from places not

t`urrounded by brain and nerves and sense organs, because we cannot leave
the body. . . What the mind adds to sensibilia, in fact, is merely awareness;
i`verything else is physical or physiological."

Nevertheless, Russell believed that we can have some confidence
in our view of the world around us, and to some extent beyond it, and as
Hager shows, Russell's arguments here, seemingly paradoxically, owed a
great deal to the German idealist philosopher Kant.

For Kant, our conceptions of space and time were cz pri.or!., and had
n "transcendental" origin--that is they came from God. Russell agreed that
these "categories" of thought seemed to be built in, but he rejected Kant's
explanation.

Russell believed that the human mind was as much as product of
the physical universe as any other phenomenon, and was bound to be shaped
by the forces that produced it; and it followed that human froow/ccJgc ulti-



mately had the same origins. As Russell expressed it:  "Cosmically and ca-
sually, knowledge is an unimportant feature of the universe."

Russell believed that he was thus able to dethrone 'man' from the
centre of things in Kantian Idealism. As Hager quotes Russell's Afy Pfoz./o-
sapfez.ccz/ Dcvc/apmc#/..  "I reverse the process which has been common in
philosophy since Kant .  .  .  [and which] tends to give to knowing a cosmic
importance which it by no means deserves,  and thus prepares the philo-
sophical student for the belief that mind has some kind of supremacy over
the non-mental universe, or even that the non-mental universe is nothing
but a nightmare dreamt by mind in its un-philosophical moments."

Russell, then, was no solipsist; and if mind was a product of the
physical universe, rather than the reverse, we can place some reliance on
our perceptions.

Kant's weakness, Russell argued in Hi.a/ory a/Wt?sfcm PfoI./osapky,
was that he allows "that the mind orders the raw material of sensation, but
never thinks it necessary to say why it orders it as it does and not other-
wise". The answer must be, according to Russell, that the way things are
ordered in the mind more or less corresponds to the order of things in real-
ity--that is, the external source of mental sensations--since survival in the
material world requires such a match.

One is reminded of one of H.G. Well's characters' remarks in 7lfoc
Sow/ a/a B!.sfeap ( 1917): "There must be a measure of truth in our illusions,
a working measure of truth, otherwise the creature would smash itself up
and put an end to itself."

On questions of "ultimate" truth, however, Russell did not feel such
confidence.  The problem for him here was  that he could not see how it
could  be given to humans to have access to such knowledge (since, pre-
sumably, it need not be built into our brains for everyday needs). Similarly,
cosmological theories, for Russell, had their limitations and were subject
to constant revision for the same reasons.

Russell was, in fact, acutely aware of this difficulty--as Hager con-
vincingly demonstrates--since  such theories tended to change frequently
and dramatically during Russell's lifetime. Thus, Russell's view of Einstein's
theory of relativity,  which created problems  for his reformulation of the
Kantian position, was finally that the theory "does not affect the space and
tine of |everyday| perception" (Human Knowledge: Its Scope and Limits).

By contrast, Russell was convinced that the human presence in the
universe was "insignificant", and that "the great processes of nebular and
stellar evolution proceed according to laws in which mind play no part".
Presumably,  Russell  would  also have been  profoundly  out of sympathy
with Paul Davies and others views concerning the universe as a reflection
of "the mind of God' (unless in the most figurative sense).
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From the Editor
Michael J. Rockler

WithThisissueoftheBcr/r¢#dRwssc//gwor/cr/y,Ibeginmysec-
ond year as editor.  The new format for the  Oz"rrcr/y has  been  well  re~
ceived;  I have  been  encouraged by  the  many  positive  comments  I have
received from members. The number of submissions has also been increas-
ing  and  we have  published  articles  by  many  Russell  scholars  including
Paul Hager, John Shosky, Gladys Leithauser and many others. I look for-
wardtothissecondyearasyoureditorandasthecontinuingchairofBertrand
RussellSocietyBoardofdirectors.Thisyearhascertainlybeenaninterest-
ing and productive one for the Society.

InMaytheBertrandRussellSocietyhaditsannualmeetingatDrew
University where President John Lenz teaches classics. Those who partici-
patedfoundtheexperienceaworthwhileone;itwasaverysuccessfulmeet-
ing. Attendance numbered more than fifty persons which made it one of
the largest BRS  meetings conducted over the last several  years.  Persons
who attended the meeting enjoyed a variety of presentations on many as-
pects  of the  life  and  work  of Bertrand  Russell.  This  issue  includes  the
secretary's report on the meeting which provides a detailed description of
the event.

Next year's annual meeting will be held in late May,  1997 and will
be ajoint meeting with Canadian and American humanists. It will be simi-
lar to the large and successful gathering that was held in Toronto in  1994.
The meeting will be held at the Center for Inquiry in Buffalo, New York.
This facility, recently completed, is an important place for humanists and it
is certainly an appropriate meeting place for those interested in the work
and life of Bertrand Russell.

TheCenterforlnquiryistheeditorialheadquartersofFrec/„qwi.ry
and it contains an extensive library of humanist materials.  Several years
ago Lee Eisler, Vice President Emeritus of BRS,  donated his Russell li-
brary to the Center.

Hamilton, Ontario is only about thirty minutes by car from Buffalo
and thus persons attending the meeting can visit the Russell Archives lo-
cated at MCMaster University in Hamilton. It is also only a very short drive
from Buffalo to Niagara Falls.

All in all the  1997 annual meeting will provide all those who at-
tend with a variety of valuable experiences. I hope that everyone can join
us next May for our second joint meeting with the Humanists at the Center
for Inquiry. You should begin to make your plans now.
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One more reminder. Please submit articles and letters for publica-
tion to the Bertrand Russell  Society  Quarterly. Everyone ±s welcome to
send material. I look forward to hearing from you and I hope to see every-
one in Buffalo in  1997.

NOTE: Nominations are now being accepted for The Board of Direc-
tors election that will be held in November. Send nominations to Michael
J. Rockler, Board Chair.
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From the President
John R. Lenz, President, BRS

jlenz@drew.edu

I thoroughly enjoyed our annual Russell pilgrimage in May and
thank all who contributed to it. These annual meetings fulfill one of the
most important functions of the Bertrand Russell Society, when like-minded
individuals congregate to renew their interests  and acquaintances.  In  all
some fifty persons attended the sessions and social events. This mixture of
"love and knowledge" and Red Hackle contributes significantly, as Russell

thought, to the good life.
The word "pilgrimage" reminds me of Russell's imaginative writ-

ings of 1902-03 with this title. At that time he envisioned "the notion of the
Pilgrimage to the Mountain of Truth" (see 7lfoc Co//ccfcc7 pczpcrs a/Bcr/rtz#d
Rwssc//, vol.12, p. 31). Luckily, he largely abandoned this quest and devel-
oped his own remarkable variety of sensible  skepticism.  This  spirit was
present at our conference and could even be used to debunk a hagiography
of Russell himself.

It was refreshing to learn from James Birx that Russell, who per-
haps underestimated the implications of evolution, did not master and an-
ticipate cvcryffez.#g in the modem science of his time. In many ways Russell
must be understood against a late Victorian background. (In attendance at
DrewwasalsoBRSmemberStefanAndersson,authorofthebook,/#gwcs/
a/ CerJCH.#ty about Russell's development up to  1903). On the other hand,
David Rodier argued that Russell was more up-to-date on research about
Plato (for his Hisfory a/Wcsfcm Pfe!./osapky) than is usually thought.

Russell's imaginative fiction of the  1950s (presented by Michael
Rockler with progressive and democratic techniques), likewise, was felt to
be intriguing but drew a mixed reaction. Trevor Banks (who later metamor-
phosed into Bertie) reminded us that Russell made some embarrassingly"unquotable" utterances. Ray Monk's controversial new biography met with

shocked disbelief, providing a topic of discussion for next year's meeting.
Overall,  the  various papers  showed how  Russell's  writings  con-

tinue to speak to us on many subjects. John Shosky showed the usefulness
of the approach outlined in the 1946 essay "Philosophy and Politics. " Laurie
Thomas applied Russell's liberal vigilance to question modem journalism.
Prize-winners Briar Rookey  and Gideon Makin provided new explana-
tions of Russell's seminal papers in logic. Alan Ryan presented a rich com-
parison  of Russell  and Dewey  on  "cosmic  piety  and  impiety,"  and Tim
Madigan invoked Russell's legacy to humanism. And BRS  member Ray
Perkins shows that Russell's spirit of inquiry is alive and well with his re-
cent book, Logz.c cz#d Mr LI.mb¢4/gfo (Open Court,1995).
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The success of this conference bodes well for our next annual meet-
ing, to be held in conjunction with the Council for Secular Humanism (for-
merly CODESH) and the Humanist Association of Canada, and tentatively
scheduled to meet at the Center for Inquiry in Buffalo, NY on the Weekend
of May 30-June 1, 1997. Several speakers are already lined up!

In June, the Center for Inquiry held a conference on pseudo-sci-
ence about which two articles have appeared in 77!c Ivew york ri.meg. Also
in the news--by the way--it was recently reported that  1996 BRS Award
recipient W.V.0. Quine received a " 12th annual Kyoto Prize, Japan's rich-
est award given by a private foundation . . . often called the Nobel Prizes of
Japan."

As for myself, I have been busy in enlarging the BRS Home Page
on the World Wide Web, which was created by Tom Stanley. Did you know
that Karl Popper, Ludwig Wittgenstein, and the Vienna Circle all have web
sites  of their own? At our site  you  will  find  links  to these  as  well  as  a
number of texts by and about Russell that are available electronically. One
day more of the corpus will be available in this convenient, searchable form.
BRS members can help by making available (that is, typing or scanning in)
works by Russell that are out of copyright. More generally, our presence on
the Web helps to fulfill our important mission of disseminating informa-
tion about Russell and interest in his works. The requests I regularly re-
ceive, as well as the enthusiasm displayed at our recent gathering and the
steady stream of new books about Russell, both praiseworthy and critical,
keep me confident that he speaks to the present and the future.

Speaking about future .  .  . I have been reading Russell's writings
relevant to the theme of my upcoming Fall course on Utopias. Was Russell
utopian? What do you think? I will share my thoughts on this--well next
time. In the meantime, please e-mail me, check out the BRS Web site at
http://daniel.drew.edu/ -jlenz/brs.html and, as always, tell us what else you
would like to see the BRS do.
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Letter from Elizabeth Eames

512 Orchard Drive
Carhondale, IL 62901

May 2,1996

Dear Professor Jackanicz,

It was gracious of the Bertrand Russell Society to make me an honorary
member --  I am afraid I cannot often be  useful  to the  society,  but I am
wondering if the society could help me out on a matter. When my Bertrand
Russell's Theory of Knowledge was about to go out of print I retained a
number of copies, and I would like to make them availatle to the members
of the society for the price only of packaging and mailing. I wonder if you
could have inserted in the Bertrand Russell News an offer to mail a copy to
any member who wished one for the price of Ou.00 to the U.S ., $5 .00 qu.S .)
to Canada?

I would very  much appreciate your help in the matter.

WJth best wishes,
Elizabeth R. Eames
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Letter from Dr. Chandrakala Padia

Reader in Political Science
New G/7, Hyderabad Colony,
B.H.U. Campus,
Varanasi -221005,
India

April 22,  igg6

Prof. Michael J. Rockler
52914th Street, NW, Suite  1125
Washington, DC 20045, USA

Dear Professor Rockler,
I must congratulate you for bringing out the Russell Newsletter so

well. Everyone appreciates it here. I am writing you this letter to inform
you that Bertrand Russell Society is doing very well here. After our last
seminar on "Indian Democracy" , we could arrange two more discussions.
One was on Metaphors of Education held on 23-9-1995. A complete copy
of the paper delivered and the discussion followed is being enclosed for
publication  in the  forthcoming copy  of your newsletter.  In this  one day
seminar most of the commentators highlighted the role of Bertrand Russell
in promoting the true meaning of education.

The second talk was delivered by Prof. Constance Jones of America
who delivered a talk on Unity and Diversity: five Phases of the dissemina-
tion of Hindu thought in the U.S. A detailed report of this talk and follow-
ing discussions shall also be sent to you very soon.

I take this opportunity to wish you all the best for  1996 Annual
conference of the Bertrand Russell  Society. The subject is  very relevant
and I could have contributed if I were in U.S.A. Kindly make an appeal to
the members of the Russell Society to donate books to the Benaras Chapter
of the Russell Society. Because of this chapter, a number of students are
taking keen interest in the writings of the Russell. Kindly remember me to
everyone there and convey our deep sense of admiration for your sustained
interest in the works and life of this great philosopher, whom we regard as
one of the greatest humanists of the 20th Century.

Thanking you and with warm personal regards,

Sincerely yours,
Chandrakala Padia
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Minutes of the 1996 Bertrand Russell Society
Annual Meeting

Donald W. Jackanicz, Secretary

The Annual Meeting  of The  Bertrand Russell  Society  was  held
May 3-5 at Mead Hall, Drew University, Madison, New Jersey and at The
Madison Hotel,  1 Convent road, Morristown, New Jersey, U.S.A..

Friday, May 3, 1996
All meeting events on this date took place in Mead Hall.
The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.in. by President John R.

Lenz,  who welcomed those assembled and provided an  overview of the
meeting.BookAwardCommitteeChairpersonDonaldJackaniczpresented
the 1996 BRS Book Award to Paul J. Hager for his Continuit.v and Change
in  the. Pev.e_19pTen_t of Russeu's PhihsQphy.  Thomas Magnell  then  pie-
sentedthe1996BRSAwardtoWillardVanOrmanquine.(AsMessrs.Hager
and Quine were unable to attend, their award plaques are to be mailed to
them.) The meeting was recessed at 8:05 p.in. The Board of directors meet-
ing was then held. (Refer to the separate Board minutes.)

Saturday, May 4, 1996
All meeting events on this date took place in Mead Hall, except

that the Red hackle Hour and the Banquet were held at The Madison Hotel.
President Lenz reconvened the meeting at 9: 15 a.in. The following

paper presentations were made during the moming session: H. James Birx,"Russell and Evolution"; John Shosky, "Philosophy and Politics"; and Tim

Madigan, "Russell's Humanism". To begin the afternoon session, Michael
Rockler offered a "Workshop of Russell's Fiction"  in which three works
("Cranks", "Zahatopolk", and "The Theologian's Nightmare") were exam-
ined. The following paper presentations also were made during the after-
noon  session:  David Rodier,  "Russell's  Plato";  and Alan  Ryan,  "Cosmic
Piety  and Impiety  in Russell  and Dewey".  The meeting  was recessed at
4:35 p.in.

The Red Hackle Hour and Banquet were held from 5:30 p.in.  to
9:00 p.in., respectively in the Convent Suite and the Madison Suite. At the
end of the Banquet, Trevor Banks appeared as Russell in a well-received
performance of some forty minutes.
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Sunday, May 5, 1996
All meeting events on this date took place in Mead Hall.
The meeting was reconvened by President Lenz at 9:00 a.in.  the

following paper presentations were made: Brian Rookey, "What is Mean-
ing?" ( 1996 Recipient of the Prize for an Undergraduate Paper); Laurie E.
Thomas,  "Bertrand Russell and the Liberal Media"  (1996 Runner-up for
the Prize for an Undergraduate Paper); and Gidon Makin, "Some Relevant
Misconceptions Concerning the theory of Descriptions"  (1996 Recipient
of the prize for a Graduate Paper).

President Lenz then opened the annual Society Business Meeting.
He announced ( 1) Christos Tzanetakos is planning a combined meeting of
American  humanist, Atheist,  and  freethinker groups  to  be  held  in  2000
somewhere in the United States, (2) the BRS will be listed in the Confer-
ence of Philosophical Societies's directory for a $ 10 fee, (3) Carl Westmann
will work on sending BRS advertisements and other mailings to humanist
groups, and (4) member Ray Perkins's new book, Legz.c c}nd Mr Li.mbczztgfo
(Open  Court,  1995),  has  appeared.  Secretary  Donald Jackanicz  summa-
rized events at the May 3 Board of Directors meeting and reported on the
acceptance of honorary membership by Ken Coates, Elizabeth R. Eames,
Michael Foot, Antony Flew,  Paul  Kurtz,  and Willard Van Orman Quine.
Peter Stone then proposed that honorary membership be offered to Noam
Chomsky. Following discussion, it was agreed that Mr. Stone would send a
formal nomination letter to the Board of Directors Chaiman. Tom Stanley's
recent work on a BRS homepage was praised, and it was announced that
the homepage will be moved from Mr. Stanley's computer account to that
of President Lenz.

Following words of farewell from President Lenz, the meeting was
adjourned at 12:40 p.in.
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Minutes of the Bertrand Russell Society
Board of Directors Meeting

May 3, 1996
Donald W. Jackanicz, Secretary

The 1996 Annual Meeting of the Board of Directors of The Bertrand
Russell Society was held at Mead hall on the cainpus of Drew University,
Madison, New Jersey, U.S.A. on Friday, May 3,  1996. The meeting was
called to order at  8:05  p.in.  by  Chair Michael J.  Rockler.  The  following
directors were present: Kenneth Blackwell, Dennis J. Darland, Lee Eisler,
Donald W. Jackanicz, Robert T. James, John R. Lenz, Stephen J. Reinhardt,
Michael J. Rockler, John E. Shosky, and Thorn Weidlich. Several non-Board
members were also present.

The first order of business was the election of Board and Society
officers. As follows, each incumbent (nominated by the persons shown in
parentheses) was unanimously reelected:

--Board Chaiman: Michael J. Rockler (Mr. Jackanicz)
--Board and Society Secretary: Donald W. Jackanicz (Mr. Lenz)
--Society President: John R. Lenz (Mr. Weidlich)
--Society Vice President: John E. Shosky (Mrs. Lenz)
--Society Vice PresidenVlnfomation Emeritus: Lee Eisler

(Mr. Jackanicz)
--Society Treasurer: Dennis J. Darland (Mr. Lenz)

Treasurer Dennis J. Darland then reported that the Treasury bal-
ance is $2,819.92 ($2,450.43 checking, $369.49 savings) and that there are
181  paying members (including regular, student, limited income, and life
members, but omitting honorary, Benares Chapter, and Philippine Chapter
members).

Discussion turned to the site of the next two annual meetings. As
agreed upon  at the  1995  Board meeting,  it was  confirmed that the  next
annual meeting will be held in June or July  1997  at an Ontario,  Canada
location (e.g. Niagara Falls or Toronto) in conjunction with the joint meet-
ing of Free Inquiry and the Humanist Association of Canada. Concerning
the 1998 annual meeting site, to bring the meeting to a central North Ameri-
can location, Mr. Rockler proposed Chicago and Mr. Blackwell suggested
an unspecified Nebraska site. Non-Board member Jan Eisler discussed her
recent work with Florida freethinker groups and volunteered to help plan a
Tampa or central Florida meeting. The vote was Tampa or central Florida-
6, Chicago--1,  not voting --3.  (there was  no  formal  motion for the Ne-
braska site).

11
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Other matters  considered  included  the  following:  (1) As  David
Johnson has resigned from the Philosophers' Committee, Mr. Shosky will
undertake more Committee work, such as reviving the BRS session at the
American Philosophical Association/Eastern Division's annual December
meetings. (2) Mr. Rockler and Mr. Lenz will ask Sheila Tureon to head the
Book Award Committee.  (3) A strategy must be created to increase and
retain  membership.  Methods  suggested  were  a prominent  insert  in  the
Bertrand Russell  Societv  Ouarterly.  a review  of advertising policy,  new
fundraising techniques, a revival of the Membership Committee with the
chairperson to do  substantial work,  and contacting  the Bertrand Russell
Peace Foundation about possible cooperation.  (4) the membership pam-
phlet and application form will be reedited. (5) Non-Board member Peter
Stone suggested offering honorary membership to Noam Chomsky. It was
agreed that Mr. Stone would discuss this matter at the May 5 Society Busi-
ness Meeting. (6) Mr. Lenz proposed organizing a Bylaws Committee. Mr.
Blackwell, Mr. Lenz, and Mr. Reinhardt volunteered to serve on the Com-
mittee.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:54 p.in.
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Photos From The 1996
Annual Meeting Banquet



Bertrand Russell Speaks

Good Food and Friendship
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The Effects of Red Hackle
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Enjoying the Hackle!

Some Special Guests
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Vice President Emeritus and Friends

Allan Ryan Recommending Bertie's Favorite Drink

17



Words No Object for
Willard van Orman Quine

Thomas Magne]l                             I `'
Chair, Dept. of Philosophy, Drew University  J%^

REMARKS 0N PRESENTING THE BRS AWARD
TO WILLARD VAN ORMAN QUINE

Willard van Orman Quine is widely regarded as a prominent repre-
sentative of analytic philosophy, though this is a questionable description,
since he is perhaps best known for his critique of the notion of analyticity.
His  work ranges  over mathematical  logic,  philosophical  logic,  ontology,
epistemology, and the philosophy of language. He is the author of over a
dozen books,  including  Wont cz#cJ OZ}jcc/,  From cz Logz.ccz/ Po!.#f a/ Wcw,
Methods Of Ijogic, Mathernratical ljogic, The Ways Of Paradox, Selected Ijogic
Pczpcrs,  and O#/a/og!.ccz/ Rc/cz/!.v!.ty.  Several of these books are in fact col-
lections of papers. And much of his most important work has been in the
form of papers:  "Truth by Convention,"  "On What There Is,"  "Reference
and Modality," "Quantifiers and Propositional Attitudes," "On Frege's Way
Out,"  "Epistemology  Naturalized,"  and  his  most celebrated paper,  "Two
Dogmas of Empiricism. " Quine's works are the stuff of serious philosophy,
not withstanding remarks of Mc X and Bemard J. Ortcutt.

Quine has done most of his work while at Harvard. He was there
first as a graduate student, then as one of the first fellows in the Society of
Fellows, and later as an Instructor and professor of various ranks for the
better part of half a century.

Quine is a fitting recipient of the Bertrand Russell Society Award.
Russell and Quine knew each other and had mutual respect for each other.
Quine's  interest  in  mathematical  logic  was  spurred  on  by  Prz.#ci.p!.cz
A4lczJfecmafz.ccz. Russell set the problems and provided the canvas for Quine
to draw on. Quine has written of Russell that in the first two-thirds of the
century,  "his  philosophical  influence,  direct  and  indirect,  over  this  long
period has been unequaled."I Quine's comment is quite correct.

Russell's  admiration  of  Quine  is  evident  in  a  riposte  to  Peter
Strawson's  "On  Referring."  If he  is  unfairly  dismissive  of Strawson,  he
makes his feelings clear:

I am at a loss to understand Mr. Strawson's position on the sub-
ject of names. When he is writing about me, he says: "There are
no logically proper names and there are no descriptions (in this
sense)" (page 26). But when he is writing about Quine, in A4!.#d,
October 1956, he takes a quite different line. Quine has a theory
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that names are unnecessary and can always be replaced by de-
scriptions. This theory shocks Mr. Strawson for reasons which,
to me, remain obscure. However, I will leave the defense of Quine
to Quine, who is quite capable of looking after himself.2

As far as I know, Russell never wrote similarly about any other American
philosopher,  though  he  did  once  write  in  similar vein  about A.J.  Ayer.  I
might add that throughout his life, Ayer maintained a high view of Quine
that he had formed back in the Vienna Circle days. Russell, Ayer, and Quine
formatwentieth-centurytriumvirateofclear,no-nonsense,urbanephiloso-
phers.

Quine's work, like Russell's, is durable--as is Quine himself. He is
approaching his eighty-eighth birthday, having been born June 25,1908. I
am sure that with this award, go our best wishes to Van on his natal day. I
must confess  an  added  sentiment  here,  since June  25  is  my  birthday  as
well. If I may indulge in just a few more words, let me say:

To Ayer Humean;
To Russell, with paradox divine.
But Quine is mighty fine.

Gavagai!

I  W.V. Quine, "Russell's Ontological Development," in 7lfocor!.ef and 7lfoi.mgs

(Cambridge, Mass. : The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press,  1981 )
p.  73.
2  Bertrand Russell, A4y Pfoi./osapfez.ccz/ Dcvc/apmc#/ (New York: Simon and

Shuster,1959), p. 240.
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" Metaphors of Education"

Dr. Harikesh Sigh
Reader in Education, Faculty of Education

B.H.U., Kamachha, Varanasi-221010. (U.P.) INDIA.

Bertrand Russell, an outstanding mathematician and philoso
of the 20th century while authoring his "Unpopular Essays" wrote an e
with the caption "An Outline of Intellectual Rubbish". Here he wrote:

"Man is a rational animal - So at least I have been told. Through-

out a long life, I have looked diligently for evidence in favour of
this statement, but so far I have not had the good fortune to come
across it, though I have searched in many countries spread over
three continents. On the contrary I have seen the world plunging
continually further into madness. I have seen great nations, for-
merly  leaders of civilization,  led astray by preachers of bom-
bastic nonsense. I have seen cruelty, persecution, and supersti-
tion increasing by leaps and bounds, until we have almost reached
the point where praise or rationality is held to make a man as an
old fogey regrettably  surviving from a bygone age. All this is
depressing, but gloom is a useless emotion. In the past with more
attention  than  I  had  formerly  given  to  it,  and  have  found,  as
Erasmus found, that folly is perennial and yet the human race
has survived (Unpopular Essays, p. 70)".

In every society, follies of various types have been prevalent.
human intellect has also been simultaneously searching out alternatives i]
the forms of remedies of these follies. Hence, from Aristotle to Aurobindc
all the noble philosophers of the world have been incessantly trying to leat
humanity towards a better superior state of survival. In the same way, man:
concepts  are being delineated in a more rational manner so as to enric]
them  with better perspectives.  'Education'  is  the  only  conceptual  instru
ment which serves this phenomenal purpose, but due to so many irrationa
factors, this term itself has been used so loosely that it sometimes loses it
significance. Now there is an urgent need to reconceptualise its metaphors

'Education'  and  'Humanity'  always  have been complementary tt

each other. Since the inception of mankind, education has remained to b
an inseparable part of evolution. In future also, both will remain co-exis
tent. Along the passage of decades, centuries and millenia, terms acquire ;
large area of connotation and synonyms, metaphors or connections get at
tached to certain terms. It has happened with the term education also. A
present more than a dozen metaphors of education are in prevalence. Th
vividness of the metaphors loses the precision of the conceptual clarity o
any term and the same has again occurred with the concept of education.
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Conceptual discrepancies sometimes lead to grave misconceptions which
cause irreparable loss. Hence, it is a challenge before the academicians to
analyse a concept threadbare and arrive at logically sound conclusions.

The prevalent metaphors of education, which are frequently used,
are instructions, training, indoctrination, regimentation, admonition, adju-
dication, teaching, learning etc. Now, let us examine the etymology of the
term 'Education' itself and evaluate the appropriateness of these metaphors
in relation to conceptual viability of education. 'Educare' and 'Educere' both
etymological origins of 'Education' are the combination of two Latin Origi-
nal Words 'E' and 'Duco' which mean 'from within' and 'lead out' respec-
tively. Etymologically, it is clear that education is that which optimizes the
innate capabilities.  Hence, the most fundamental metaphor of education
presupposes that possibilities are already there in the individual at the time
of conception or birth what we are doing or we have to do,  is to provide
conducive environment for the fullest realisation of those inherent capa-
bilities.

The other presupposition  that every  child at the  time  of birth  is
having a mind which is 'tabula rasa' (clean slate), is also admissible to the
extent that the adult society, should only draw desirable sketches and not
absurdities on it. Leaving the cultural and national contexts aside, we must
analyse the conceptual misnomers, objectively. Education is not less than
'conscientisation' in its ultimate purposes or finalities or intemalities. Rest

of the  purposes  like  literacy,  functional  numeracy,  skill  leaning  and  its
training, cramming, cognition, conation, employability and subservience
to  state,  are  secondary in nature.  Due  to  so many  false explanations  we
have admitted these purposes of education as the ultimate ones, and hence,
the most fundamental concepts of the term education have either been de-
generated or lowered down. Not only this, all the time we teach formally
that education as an  organised enterprise is the sub-system of social sys-
tem. But there is much urgency to define education phenomenally that it is
a supexprocess.

'Conscientisation' is attained through phenominal components like

identification, clarification, awareness, commitment and sacrifice for the
values. This is the real purpose of education. Hence, the champions of the
world religions have churned out the norms, values and ideals for the hu-
mankind. In this process of crystallisation of ideals, the conscientisational
instrumentality or functionality of education is realisation and the height of
the purpose of education are safeguarded. Even quality of survival of hu-
mankind and humanity  is ensured properly.  It also justifies  the claim of
human beings to have the nomenclature 'Homo Sapiens' (animals of ratio-
nality). Now the natural intelligence of human beings has evolved superior
artificial intelligence (super computers etc.). Hence there is a threat to the
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sensitivity of human race and its axiological superiority. It is only the uniqu
ness of the combination of 'head' and 'heart' of human beings that has cla
sified us as 'Homo Sapiens'

'Intellect' is always secondary and 'intuition' is primary. A prope

synthesis  of intellect and  'intuition' may give rise to the most acceptabl(
model of 'conscientisation' which may further prove to be the best mode
for the modem man. The formal institutions of education do have certail
inbuilt limitations and, hence, such institutions through their prototype peda
gogy  and curricula cannot instill values  among the learners. What is re
quired is that value oriented teachers can only inspire the children, adoles
cents and adults to inculcate faith in values and sense of sacrifice for tht
sake of values. This stage of being educated may enrich us with the prope
insight of discriminating between the do's and dont's of our speech, actioi
and thought. Conclusively, it may be said that axiologically conscientise(
individuals are the properly educated individuals, and only such individu
als are the real assets of a nation or society.

The   challenge   of  scrutinising   the   concepts   and   furth
reconceptualising them is ultimately on the shoulders of the intellectuals
the world. The scientific temper of the intellectuals, or better to say, of th(
intelligentsia can  only  benefit  us  in pondering  over this  issue.  When th(
metaphors will get momentum and usage, then fallacies may reach the leve
of antidirectionality. It has happened with education in some societies and
therefore,  the  catholic  thinkers  have  voiced  slogans  like  'descholoring'
'school is dead', 'compulsory mideducation' etc. Such movements with nega

tive terminologies are the superior metaphors of education. If education i:
to  be  saved  from  any  weaknesses,  it  is  very  essential  that  metaphorica
rectification is accomplihsed so as to revive our own faith in the intrinsit
worth  of the  phenomenon  of education.  The  cardinaltiy  and  subtlety
education need to be reinterpreted and consequently reconceptualised.

Bertrand Russell had also speculated likewise while writing 'Ide
That  Have  Helped  Mankind'  in  his  popular book  "Unpopular  Essay
Russell wrote "There should be some among my readers who would like tt
see the human race survive, it may be worthwhile considering the stock o
moral ideas that great men have put into the world and that might, if lis
tened to, secure happiness instead of misery for the mass of mankind (Un
popular Essays,  p.  124)".  This  proposition  is  also  a  solicited  version  o
conscientisation of individuals through education.
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Bertrand Russell.. The Spirit Of Solitude
Ray Monk, Jonathan Cape, London, 1996, 680 pages.

BOOK REVIEW
by Stefan Andersson

Ray  Monk  has  through  his  much  praised  biography  of Ludwig
Wittgenstein  established  himself as  one  of the  great biographers  of this
century.  He has now completed the first part of a biography of Bertrand
Russell. It covers the years from his birth  1872 to  1921, when he returned
from China, married Dora Black, became a parent for the first time at age
forty-nine, and commenced his career as a freelance philosopher and writer.
At this point Russell had lived half of his life.

Monk's book can on the one hand be compared to earlier biogra-
phiesofRussellbyRonaldW.Clark(1975)andCarolineMoorehead(1992),
and on the other hand to his own biography of Wittgenstein.  Russell and
Wittgenstein are two of the most important philosophers of the twentieth
century.  They  had  a  great  influence  on  each  other,  which  now,  through
Monk's eyes, can be seen from both person's perspectives.

The  most  important  difference  between  Monk's  biography  of
Russell and earlier ones is that Monk, with a solid background in philoso-
phy, has the ability to combine a description of Russell's life with an analy-
sis of his philosophical development. Monk has also found an overall theme,
which makes his psychological analyses of Russell's complicated emotional
life seem, in most cases, well-grounded and convincing. This theme is in-
dicated in the title of the book "The Spirit of Solitude". Monk has tried to
knit together the three passions of Russell's life, which he talks about in the
prologue of the autobiography: "the longing for love, the search for knowl-
edge, and unbearable pity for the suffering of mankind".

Clark  and  Moorehead  have,  by  practically  neglecting  Russell's
search for knowledge and certainty, failed to see the tension between this
passion and the two others and therefore also failed to notice all three of
them were attempts to cure one fundamental problem;  his deep sense of
isolation and loneliness, which, according to Monk, was linked to his fear
of mental  illness.  Russell  tried,  according  to  Monk,  to  cure  his  sense  of
solitariness  by  establishing  contact  with  something  outside  himself;  an-
other person, humanity at large, or the external world. In this context Monk
couldhavequotedanothercrucialpassageofRussell'sA#/obz.ograpdy,where
he says that "human affection is to me at bottom an attempt to escape from
the vain search for God".

Russell is today hardly known for his  attempts  to come to grips
with the traditional Christian conception of God as a person in some sense,
but no one can read Monk's biography without noticing how often Russell
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in his letters expresses a wish to reach a religious understanding of life. For
a while he found comfort in, what Spinoza called "the intellectual love of
God", but in the long run Spinoza's god turned out to be too abstract to have
any real practical influence on his daily life.

The backbone of Monk's book consists to a large degree of quota-
tions from Russell's letters to the different women he had relationships with.
Monk says in the introduction that he is "aware that the personality thus
revealed is one that many will find repellent, but it has not been my aiin to
present him in an unfavourable light". He goes on to mention things for
which he admires Russell greatly: his intelligence, his commitment to philo-
sophical clarity and rigour, and his dedication to the causes of social justice
and international peace. He poses the challenge to those, who like himself,
admire Russell to understand how his good qualities could coexist "with a
sometimes quite chilling coldness to those close to him, and a disturbing
capacity for deep and dark hatreds." This is a challenge indeed, but Monk's
treatment of Russell  also challenges his own  statement that he  is  an ad-
mirer of Russell.

Monk  ends  the  introduction  by  saying  that  "When  Russell  told
Ottoline that the character in fiction with which he felt most 'intimate' was
Dostoyevsky's Rogojin - the sinister, embittered murderer of 71foc /dz.of, con-
sumed by hatred, disappointment andjealousy -he was, I think, revealing
something crucially important in understanding his own character." What
Monk hopes to have shown is how Russell possibly could have seen him-
self in  this  light.  "If the  portrait  that results  is  less  attractive  than  those
previously drawn, it is also, I hope, more complex and interesting, and, I
believe, more  accurate."  Monk's portrait is definitely less  attractive than
earlier ones. In some ways it is more interesting, but I doubt that it is more
accurate.

The epigraph to Monk's book is a quotation from 7lfoc Jd!.a/, and it
is a good one if one sees in Russell a person whose life was dominated by
the  struggle to find faith in God:  "How grimly Rogojin had spoken that
moming about 'losing his faith'. That man must be suffering terribly .  .  .
Rogojin wasn'tjust a passionate soul, he was a warrior; he wanted to bring
back his lost faith by force. He felt an agonising need for it now . . . Yes ! To
believe in something! In someone!"

However, the Rogojin in this epigraph has little to do with the sin-
ister, embittered murderer consumed by hatred, disappointment and jeal-
ousy that Monk talks about. It is true that Russell sometimes was tormented
by jealousy and sometimes even felt murderous impulses, but these were
not feelings  that dominated his  life.  On  the  whole  he  was  a loving  and
caring person, who suffered deeply from the pain he inflicted on others. If
there was any feeling besides love that can be said to have dominated his
life. it was the need to believe in some transcendent value or being. Monk's
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biography really  shows  this,  which makes it hard to understand why he
does not emphasize this side of Russell rather than the ones he highlights.

Monk has done a goodjob describing Russell's childhood and ado-
lescence, but he only devotes ten pages to his undergraduate years at Trim-
ity College. In the next chapter he shows how Russell was influenced by
MCTaggart's conception of love and how it fitted in with his understanding
of religion at the time. Then he goes on to show how Russell came under
the influence of Spinoza,  after having read Sir Frederick Pollock's book
Spinoza..  His  Life  and Philosophy, zLnd how Rnssctl ider\t±fi\ed Spinoza's
God with the 'Absolute' of MCTaggart's neo-Hegelianism.

It is in the fourth chapter that one starts to get the feeling that Monk
does not particularly like Russell as a person. He tries to convince the reader
that Russell did not care very much about his newly wedded wife and he
uses the 'Self-Appreciation' that Russell wrote for the Go/dc#  Urn in the
spring of 1897 to prove his case. He takes Russell's silence concerning the
death of his grandmother as  an indication of his  impassability.  Because
Monk has not found an entry in Russell's diary or a letter expressing his
feelings concerning his grandmother's death, does not prove that Russell at
this time was a cold and insensitive person.

In  the  following  chapter  Monk  describes  the  development  of
Russell's "religion of sorrow", his discovery of the paradox and his deterio-
rating relationship with Alys. The two first are well done, but his moraliz-
ing over Russell's dying love to Alys is tedious. Russell found himself stuck
in an awful situation, but Monk shows little sympathy for his attempts to
deal with it.

The years Russell  spent on preparing Prl.#cz.pro A4czffocma/I.ccz get
27 uninspired pages, and it seems that Monk is just waiting for Russell to
meet Lady Ottoline Morrell. The first six months of their love-affair re-
ceives 30 pages. Monk does a goodjob in describing how Russell's love for
her had a religious dimension.  He also brings out Russell's complicated
relationship to God, which is revealed when at the height of love he is faced
with the possibility of having cancer. Russell later wrote to Ottoline "my
first reaction was to congratulate the Deity on having got me after all just as
happiness seemed in sight. I suppose that in some underground part of me
I believed in a Deity whose pleasure consists of ingenious torture." This is
not the only time Russell hints at that  he somehow believed in the exist-
ence of a wicked God.

When Ottoline enters the scene, we are on page 200 and Russell is
just about to turn 39. The following ten years get 400 pages many of which
are filled with quotations  from letters he  wrote  to Ottoline.  There  is  no
doubt that she  was  an  important person  in  his  life  and  she  brought  out
emotions in him that otherwise might have remained dormant, but by rely-
ing so heavily on the letters to Ottoline, Monk gives the impression that
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Russell had nothing else to do than to think about religion and sex. In one
letter he writes  "Turbulent, restless, inwardly raging - I shall always be -
hungry for your God and blaspheming him. I could pour forth a flood of
worship -the longing for religion is at times almost unbearably strong." It
might seem  strange that his hunger for God decreased as his  interest in
Ottoline declined;  maybe his hunger for God was not so deep and pure
after all? However, Monk never seems to doubt the sincerity of Russell's
religious yearnings, and I think rightly so.

While Russell was courting Ottoline,  another person entered his
life who would have a great influence on him and his philosophical think-
ing.Russellwas39andLudwigWittgenstein22whentheymetforthefirst
time. Wittgenstein had come to Cambridge with the intention of leaming
mathematical logic from Russell, who soon realized that his new student
was very talented. They were both interested in the question how to define
logic. One might think that Russell should know the answer to this ques-
tion, since he and Whitehead had tried to show that mathematics could be
deducedfromlogic.ButthingsweremorecomplicatedthanthatandRussell
hoped that Wittgenstein  would come up with a satisfactory  answer.  The
outcome of wittgenstein's investigations did not turn out to be what Russell
had hoped for, but this was not clear to Russell at the time.

They  also  had  other interests  in  common,  religion  being one of
them, but it turned out that their approaches to this subject were so differ-
ent that after a while, they decided not to talk about it. When Wittgenstein
had read Russell's essay  "The Essence of Religion" he came to him and
told him how much he hated it.  Russell's idea of religion and mysticism
wasinfluencedbyPythagorasandSpinoza,Wittgensteinhadacompletely
different understanding of the topic.

The second part of Monk's biography covers the years form the
outbreak of the First World War to  1921. During these years Russell tried
to maintain his relationship with Ottoline at the same time as he had affairs
withHelenDudley,IreneCooper-Willis,VivienEliot,ConstanceMalleson
and finally Dora Black. What caused much of Russell's problems during
theseyearswashiswishtofindawomanwithwhomhecouldhavelegiti-
matechildren.Ottolinedidnotwanttodivorceherhusbandandshedidnot
want to have another child with Russell.  Helen  Dudley would probably
have born him a child with great pleasure, but when he returned from his
trip  to  the  United  States,  he had lost interest in  her.  This put him in  an
awkward situation when she showed up in England believing he wanted to
marry her. Russell's way of handling the situation is nothing he was proud
of. Monk knows this, but shows no mercy.

Ottoline, realizing how badly Russell needed a woman he could
truly fall in love with, tried to act as a match-maker. However, not much
came out of Russell's relationship with Irene Cooper-Willis. Then Russell
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hadanaffairofadifferentkindwithD.H.Lawrence.Togethertheystarted
toworkonanewreligionthatwouldreplacetheoldone.Russell'sversion
appeared in his lectures on the principles of social reconstruction, which
werelaterpublishedasabook.Monk'streatmentoftheirfailedcollabora-
tion is interesting.

MonkthengoesontoRussell'saffairwithVivienEliotandmakes
a big case of having shown, to his satisfaction, that Russell had a sexual
relationshipwithherandthatithadnegativeeffectsonhersanityandthat
he later tried to cover up the whole story. I do not think it is fair to accuse
RusseHofcausingeitherVivienEliot'sorHelenDudley'smentalillnesses;
theywerebothmentallyunstablewhenhemetthemandhercertainlyhad
goodintentionsinbothcases.Howtheirliveswouldhavedevelopedif they
had never run into Russell is impossible to say.

At the same time as Russell was having an affair with Vivien, he
met another married woman with whom he really fell in love and whom
probablywouldhavemarried,ifshehadagreedtohavechildrenwithhim.
ConstanceMallesonwasayoung,strikinglyattractivearistocraticactress,
who was known to most by her stage name "Colette O'Niel". They met in
September  1916 and they soon became lovers.  In his letters to her he ex-
pressedhispassionatesearchfor"somethingtransfiguredandinfinite-the
beatific vision - God - I do not find it, I do not think it is to be found - but
the love of it is my life -it's like passionate love for a ghost." The war had
not killed his religious yearnings,  but seeing how  the name of God was
misused by both sides, made him realize that not much good could come
out of organized forms of religion.

ForawhileRussellhadatleastthreerelationshipsgoingonatthe
same time. Monk does not miss the opportunity to show how Russell tried
tomakethebestoutofthesituationbyallmeansavailableforamantrapped
byhisownwishforloveandchildren.Russelldoesnotcomeoutasavery
honestman,butanyonewhohasbeeninasimilarsituationknowsthatitis
not an easy one. There is nothing wrong with Monk's ambition to tell the
truth concerning Russell's twists and turns, what I do mind is his lack of
empathy for Russell's predicament.

ThereismuchthatisnewandgoodinMonk'sbook,but1thinkhe
wouldhavegainedmuchifhehadspentlesstimeonRussell'scomplicated
love life, refrained from moralizing, and put more emphasis on Russell's
intellectual  and political  achievements.  His  book has  already received a
numberofpositivereviews,but1agreewithGalenStrawsonthatthemain
problemwithMonk'sbookisoneofhostilityandthathe"lacksthesympa-
thy essential to biographical intelligence, as he did not when he wrote his
outstandingbiographyofwittgenstein."(IndependentOnSunday,14April,
1966).
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Monk has responded to Strawson's review and denies that he
beenhostileandclaimsthathehasonlybeentruthful.ConcemingStraws
comparisons  of the  relative  moral  defects  and  virtues  of Russell
Wittgenstein,Monkclaimsthathehasnopositiononthesubject:"Itis

pry9oncerntomakeamorallycomparativeevaluationofthetwo,andni
inginmybooksuggestsotherwise."(IndependentOneSunday,21A|
1966).

It seems to me that Monk wants the best of two worlds; ther
nothing  wrong  with  preferring  wittpfinQtp;n  t^  D,.I,I.An  ^^  ---ii_..Iio[ning  wrong  with preferring Wittgenstein  to  Russell  as  a philoso_  _     _      ''  _--++|J,    ,I,,

and a human being, but I find it hard to iinflfirc!tanH `i;h„ hA^-I, +i --1 -I___-__-I-ouiu a IIullian Deing, but I find it hard to understand why Monk tries to d
whatisquiteobvioustoanyonewhohasreadbothofhisbiographies.I
very impressed by Monk's achievements and not at all hostile to him
cause he has shown that Russell was far from a saint, but I would lie
tried to denv that I thin+ lip hcic fa:iai +^ I: I _ ._ .    .

__  _  __ ...-,   I+u-I   VV\JruL`+  11[tnedtodenythat1thinkhehasfailedtohidehistruefeelingsaboutRus
Somethingsdonothavetobesaid;theysimplyshowthemselves.

Stefan Andersson is presently in Toronto and at the Bertrand Russell
Chives.  Thank.Q  tn  Tfpn  Dla^l,„,^ll  ...L_   _i_

_ _   __._  _,  ..i`,  ++``iucul`+  J`u>bc
cnives.  Thanks  to  Ken  Blac-kwell  who  showed  me  his  review-file
Strawson's review and Monk's reply.
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BOOK REVIEW
R#JfeJJbyA.C.Grayling
Reviewed by John Shosky

DepartmentofPhilosophyandReligion
TheAmericanUniversity

A.C.Grayling.Rwsfe#OxforduniversityPress,1996.115pages.
ISBNO-19-287-683-X.

IfyouwantafullaccountofRussell'slifeandachievements,you
willprobablylookforMonk'snewbook.Butifyouareinthemarketfora
briefintroductiontoRussell,then1recommendGrayling'sbookonRussell.
ThisisthecontributionforthePastMastersSeries,whichhaspresented
shorfassessmentsofmajorreligiousandintellectualfiguresforthepast
two decades.

The  choice  of biographer is  admirable:  Grayling  is  Lecturer in
PhilosophyatBirkbeckCollege,London,andSeniorResearchFellowat
St.Anne'sCollege,Oxford.Perhapsbestknownforhispreviouscontribu-
tiononWittgensteinwithinthisseries,Graylingisoneofthefewscholars
tohavedemonstrateddeepsympatheticandreasonablyj.mporfi.a/scholar-
shiponbothRussellandWittgenstein,placinghiminaselectclasswith
Monk, Pears, and Ayer.

AswitheacheditionofthePastMastersSeries,thebookbegins
withabriefaccountingofRussell'slifeandwork.ThenGraylingproceeds
tocoverRussell'slegacyinlogic,philosophy,science,politicsandsociety.
Morespecifically,Graylingalightsonallthemajortouchstones:therejec-
tionofidealism,foundationsofmathematics,theoryofdescriptions,theory
of types,sensedata,logicalatomism,neutralmonism,embraceofscience,
ethics,practicalmorality,educationalviews,politicalwritings,andanti-
waractions.Finally,thebookendswithanassessmentofRussell'sinflu-
ence.

Graylingwasaskedtodoallofthisinapproximately100pages--
animpossibletask.Inaddition,therewasthespecterofJohnSlater'ssimi-
larbook,publishedtwoyearsagobyThoemmesPress.ButGraylingde-
serveshighmarksforajobwelldone.Russell'slongandvariedlife,vast
influences,andlastingrelevancesbegformassivevolumesofcarefuldocu-
mentation  and endless  speculation.  Even  the  mammoth  undertakings  by
RonaldClarkandMonkaresaidtoleaveoutimportantmaterial.Isuspect
thatRussell'sstorycanonlybecoherentlytoldbychoosingandconsuming
richslicesofhishistory,whichwillunfortunatelytellusmoreaboutthe
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author's choices than about Russell. Each book on Russell then become
idiosyncratic tale, revealing the author's preferences and intentions by
ing Russell as the historical backdrop. Put another way, we are discove]
many Russells, each a reflection of the prior views and bias of the auth
Given the weight of material, and without meaning to sound like a refu
from a graduate "lit Grit" class, this simply can't be helped.

Therefore, Rwssc// is  a book that loudly invites  second-gue
"what ifs",  and  "you should haves".  I know  that I would have prefer

more of a discussion about Russell and Wittgenstein's mutual influen
on each other,  more  about Russell's interactions with Dewey,  and in
more about Russell's sympathy with logical positivism. I would surely h
preferred less of Grayling's over-enthusiastic praise of Russell's socialj
and anti-war efforts. Stylistically, I would have asked for less overlap {
continuous restatement throughout the text (once is enough in a small bo(
I should have insisted that the poor writing and editing of chapter one
Russell's life and work be corrected --  the sentences often read like talk
points and the word "called" is overused to the point of severe distracti

But there is much to praise about this book. I am greatly impres
by the flow of the writing in the remainder of the book. The discussior
the theory of types is most insightful, especially the later links to Ryle. I
explanations of Russell's atomism, realism, and reliance on logic are i
portant to philosophy. I also admired the obvious risks that Grayling to
emphasizing Russell's work on the mind/body problem, the use of p
lates in Russell's later scientific work, and Russell's writings on educati
The discussion of four books in the text is very interesting:  7lfoc Fow#,
tions Of Mathematics, Our Knowledge Of the Exterrial World, Power, .`
Human Knowledge.. Its Scope and Limits. in pa,wicular, Graylings exc
lent use of the second chapter of Owr K"ow/cdgc a/ ffec Ex.fcr#¢/ Woi
"Logic as the Essence of Philosophy", is the highlight of the book, show

how that chapter links Russell's logical and epistemological enterprise tigl
together, and demonstrating the power of analytical philosophy, the use
Ockham's Razor, and Russell's atomistic metaphysics. As well, the char
on  Russell's  influence  is  a  courageous,  daring,  and  clear  statement
Russell's profound importance as  an intellectual  figure.  Grayling  argi
that in modem philosophy, Russell is  "practically its wallpaper."  I ag
with him that the complete history of the twentieth century cannot be ti
without significant reference to Russell. For Grayling, Russell is "an
figure," in the same company as Aristotle, Newton, Darwin, and Einstt

I suspect that this will be a controversial book by those who t
notice of it. I also suspect that for political, personal, or prejudicial reas
some Russell scholars will take no notice of it at all. But this is a vital bt
on Russell. Along with Monk's great work, this book ushers in a new agt
mainstream reacceptance of Russell. Grayling is correct in noting that
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ascendancy of wittgenstein has now come and gone, and it is time to give
Russell his due as a first rank philosophical figure. This book is an attempt
to provide an honest account of Russell, showing that Russell is the major
philosophical figure of the last century.

I highly recommend this book. It would be a useful text in almost
any philosophical setting. It is accessible for novice and advanced students
of Russell. It is a readable, thoughtful, cogent, and remarkable effort by a
great scholar. This book will take its rightful place alongside the brilliant
introductory texts by Ayer and Slater.
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BRS LIBRARY
The Society library sells and lends books, audiotapes, videotapes, and other
materials by and about Russell. Please direct library inquiries and requests
to Tom Stanley, Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088 (tom.stanley@infoport.com).

Books for sale H-Cloth, otherwise paperback. Prices are postpaid. Please
send check or money  order (U.S.  funds  only)  payable  to  the  "Bertrand
Russell Society" to Tom Stanley.

By Bertrand Russell:
Appeal to the American Conscience ...........  Spokesman ..................  $3.50
Authority and the Individual .......................  Unwin-Hyman ..............  7.95
Has Man a
History of the World in Epitome
In Praise of Idleness
My Philosophical Development
Political Ideal
Power: A New Social Analysis
Skeptical Essays

By Other Authors..
Bertrand Russell by John Slater
Bertrand Russell,1872-1970 ....

Allen & Unwin .........  H 8.00
Spokesman....................1.00

Routledge......................8.95

Uwin-Hyman................7.95
Unwin-Hyman..............7.95
Routledge......................8.95

Routledge......................8.95

Thoemmes Press „ .....  $ 19.00
Spokesman..„................1.50

Bertrand Russell's America, Vol. 2,1945-1970 edited by Bany Feinberg
and Ronald Kasrils South End Press ............  9.95

Liberty and Social Transformation: A Study in Bertrand Russell's
Political Thought by Chandrakala Padia  Heritage Publishers  H.11.50

The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words, edited by
Christopher Farley and David Hodgson .  Spokesman ..................  10.95

The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, Vol. I, The Private Years
(1884-1914) by Nicholas Griffin ........ „„  Houghton-Mifflin ..  H.17.50

The  library  has  a  small  supply  of Caroline  Moorehead's  BERTRAND
RUSSELL: A LIFE--for sale for $14.00 (postage paid)

Audio cassettes in the lending library
Speeches:
200   Nobel Prize Acceptance Speech.1950 45'
201    "Mind andMatter."  1950 52'
202    "Bertrand Russell in Australia."  1950 55'

Four ABC broadcasts: "Guest of Honor", "The World as I See It",
"What Hope for Man?" and "My Philosophy of Life".

203    "Living in anAtomicAge."  195190'
Six BBC broadcasts: "Present Perplexities", "Obsolete Ideas", "The
Modern Mastery of Nature", "The Limits of Human Power", "Con
flict and Unification" and "The Achievement of Harmony".
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204    "LifewithoutFear."  195134'
205    "Portrait from Memory: Whitehead." BBC  195215'
206    "Man's Peril." BBC  195415'
207    Russell-Einstein Manifesto.1955 30'
208    "The World and the Observer," BBC  1958 30'
209    Kalinga Prize Press Conference and Acceptance Speech.  1958 48'

Includes five minute interview of January 24,1958.
210    "Address to the CND."  1959 30'
211     "The Influence and Thought of G.E. Moore." BBC  1959 42'

Interviews with Russell, Leonard Woolf, Morton White and John
Wisdom.

212    Address to the Berkeley Vietnam Teach-In.  196514'
213    "Appeal to the American conscience."  1966 29'

Interviews` debates :_
225    "Is Security Increasing?" NBC  1939 30'
226    Russell-Copleston Debate on the Existence of god. BBC  1948 20'
227    "The Attack on Academic Freedom in Britain and America." NBC
1952 30'
228    "Bertrand Russell' Romney Wheeler Interview. NBC  1952 30'
229    "Face to Face." John Freeman Interview. BBC  1959 30'
230    "Bertrand Russell Speaking."  1959 52'

Interviews by Woodrow Wyatt on philosophy, taboo morality, reli-
gion, and   fanaticism.

231    Woodrow wyatt Interviews (I).1959 52'
On the role of the individual, happiness, power, and the future of
mankind.  1959 52'

232    Woodrow Wyatt Interviews (11).  1959 52'
On nationalism, Great Britain, communism and capitalism, war and
pacifism and the H-bomb

233    "Close-Up." Elaine Grand Interview. CBC  1959 30'
234    "Speaking Personally: Bertrand Russell." John Chamndos Interview

196190'
235    David susskind Interview.1962 90'
236    Studs Terkel Interview. SFMT  1962 39'
237    "On Nuclear Morality." Michael Tiger Interview.1962 32'
238    Interview on Vietnam. CBC  1965  10'
239    Merv Griffin Interview.1965 24'

Lectures, broadcasts:
250    "Bertrand Russell." Rev. Paul Beattie.  197515'
251     "Bertrand Russell as a Philosopher." A.J. Ayer. BBC  198015'
252    "Bertrand Russell."  1986 Professor Giovanni Costigan.100'
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253    "Portrait of the Philosopher as Father." Katherine Tart. (In German)
30'

254    "Bertrand Russell's Philosophy of Education." William Hare.15'
255    "Bertrand Russell's pacifist stance in world war I." CFMU-FM 1992
30'
256    "Russell vs. Dewey on Education."  1992115'

With Michael Rockler, Tim Madigan and John Novak.
257    "A.J. Ayer's Language, Truth and Logic" by Darren Staloff.1994 40'

Documentaries:
275    "The Life and Tines of Bertrand Russell."  1962 40'
276    Beatrice Webb on the Russells / Russell on the Webbs.1966 35'
277    "Sound Portrait of Bertrand Russell." NPR dramatization.  1980 60'
278    "Bertrand Russell: A Reassessment." BBC  1980 43'
279    "Bertie and the Bomb." Soundtrack of BBc television program.1984

40'

Miscellaneous:
300    "The Conscience of wisdom." CBC  1962 62'
301    "Sinfonia contra Timore" by Graham whettam. Dedicated to Russell.

1972 27'

Additions to the Lending Librarv
Bertrand Russell..  the Sbirit Of Solitude by Ray Monk. London.. Jonathan
Cape
Russc// by A.C. Grayling. NY: Oxford University Press.
A4y Fcz/fecr Bcrfrczmcz Rwssc// by Katharine Tart. Bristol: Thoemmes Press.

Thoemmes titles can be ordered from Books International, P.O. Box 605,
Hemdon,VA, (1-703-435-7064). Bertrand Russell and the Origins Of Ana-
/y#.ccz/ Pfei./osapdy will be availal]le soon.
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Bertrand Russell Society Business
The following pages contain Society business that need your

attention.  Each page may be xeroxed and sent to the appropriate address.

SOCIETY BUSINESS INCLUDES:

1) Membership Renewal

2) Board of Directors Election Ballot

3) Note From Peter Stone

4) New Honorary Member - - Noaln Chomsky

5) Note From Tim Madigan

6) From the Library



BOARD OF DIRECTORS BALLOT

Vote for Eight
(3 Year Term January  1,1997 -December 31,1999)

James Alouf

Robert Davies

Jan Loeb-Eisler

Nicholas Griffin

Robert T. James

Chandrakala Padia

Hany Ruja
John Shosky

Peter Stone

Return To: Donald Jackanicz
Bertrand Russell Society-Secretary
3802 North Kenneth Avenue
Chicago, IL  60641

Please return by December  30, 1996



ATTENTION, PLEASE
BRS Dues Are Due January  1,1997

Everyone's Bertrand Russell society renewal dues are due January I,
1997.  The January lst due-date applies to all members, including first-
year members (excepting those who joined in the final quarter, i.e. Octo-
ber/November/December 1996).

The 1997dues schedule in U.S. Dollars:  Regular Individual, $35.
Regular Couple (two persons at the same address), $40.  Student or
Limited Income Individual, $20.  Limited Income Couple, $25.  E!!±£} $10
for any membership outside the U.S.A., Canada, and Mexico.  E!!!!£i S4
for any membership in Canada or Mexico.

Please remember that the BRS's financial condition is a continuing
concern.  There is no immediate financial crisis.  But neither is there, as
yet, the solid financial foundation that long-term survival requires.  We ask
those members who can afford to, to make an extra contribution when
renewing membership by choosing one of the special membership catego-
ries on the renewal coupon below.

Please mail dues, payable to  "Bertrand Russell Society" in U.S.
Dollars, to Bertrand Russell Society; c/o Dennis Darland,1965 Winding
Hills Drive, #1304, Davenport, IA  52807.

Thank you for renewing and for your contributions.  And thank you
for renewing early.-------- 11 ---------------. 11

RENEWAL COUPON
I am glad to be an early renewer, to ease the renewal process for the

BRS.  And I hope to see the BRS continue to thrive for a long time to
come.  I have looked over the membership categories below, and chosen
one that is right for my circumstances.

I have checked my membership category .... And, if applicable, my
foreign mailing category.

(     )Student,$20
(     ) Limited Income, Indvidual, $20
(    ) Limitedlncome, Couple, $25  (     ) Regularlndividual, $35
(    ) Regularcouple, $40                  (    ) Contributor, $40
(     ) Sustainer, $50                                (     ) Sponsor, Slooandup
(     ) Patron, $250 and up                    (     ) Benefactor, $500 andup
(    ) Life Member, $1000 and up

I enclose my dues, in U.S. Dollars, payable to  "Bertrand Russell
Society."

Nane

Address

Date



NOTE FROM PETER STONE

Dear Michael,

I wanted to let you know that Gerry Wildenberg, David White, and
I are starting a Bertrand Russell discussion group in Rochester.  The
group is called the Greater Rochester Russell Set, and will meet monthly.
At a meeting, we will either discuss some work by Russell, or else talk
about some topic relating to Russell.

Would you mind mentioning this group in the newsletter? The
group meets on the second Tuesday of each month, starting on Nov.12,
at Park Avenue Books and Espresso, 370 Park Ave. Rochester.  At the
Nov.  12 meeting we will discuss _ Marriage and Morals_; at the Dec.  10
meeting we will discuss _Why I am Not a Christian_.  Interested people
should contact me by phone at 716-325-3459, or by e-mail at
<prse@troi.cc.rochester.edu>.  And of course, we'd be happy to plug the
BRS as well.

If it's too late to make the next newsletter,1'11 let you know what
we'll be doing in future months later on.

Thanks a lot.

Peter Stone



NOAn4 CHOMSKy ACCEPTS HONORARY
SOCIETY MEMBERSHIP

The BRS is pleased to announce that Noam Chomsky has accepted
honorary Society membership.  In his August 12,1996 letter to the BRS,
Dr. Chousky wrote:

I was, needless to say, very pleased and honored to receive
the offer of an honorary membership in the BRS, and am delighted
to accept.

By I suppose no accident, the second  quote from Russell on
the back of the [BRS] brochure graces my office, with a marvelous
picture, so I've been looking at it almost every day for many years.

The Russell quotation refened to is:  "Three passions, simple but
overwhelmingly strong, have governed my life:  the longing for love, the
seareh for knowledge, and unbearable pity for the suffering of mankind."

For a recent brief, yet substantial, article on Dr. Chomsky's thought,
see "Chomsky, Noam" in The Oxford ComDanion to Philosol]hv. Ted
Honderich, editor (1995), pp.132-133.  Among Dr. Chomsk;'s-many
writings are Svntactic Structures ( 1957), Language and Mind ( 1968),
Knowledge of Lanouage:  Its Nature. Origin and Use (1986), and Dg±g±
ring Dem-ocracv (1992}.  Of special interest to students of Russell is Dr.
ChE>msky's Problems of Knowledge and Freedom (1971), being a
slightly revised version of his two Russell Lectures, given in  1971  at
Trinity College, Cambridge, titled  "On Interpreting the World" and  "On
Changing the World."

We welcome Dr. Chomsky and hope that he may be able to attend
one or more of our future annual meetings.

NOTE FROM TIM MADIGAN

Last night I met again with BRS member Geny Wildenberg,
professor of mathematics at St. John Fisher College (relax - although
once a Catholic school, it's been secularized!).  He is starting a Bertrand
Russell Book Discussion group.  The first meeting will be on Tuesday,
Nov.12 at 7: 15 p.in., at the Park Avenue Books and Espresso in Roches-
ter, NY.  The discussion will be on  "Marriage and Morals."  The next
meeting will be on Tuesday, Dec.  10, and will discuss  "Why I Am Not A
Christian."  I plan to attend these meetings and spread the good word
about them.  This would also make a nice item for the newsletter - we
should be encouraging more such meetings.

NOTE FROM THE LIBRARY
TOM STANLEY

Please change my e-mail address in the librarian's report to:
tjstanle@freenet.calgary.ab.ca.Thanks

I have only this item for the News:

New and forthcoming:

Mortals and Others:  Russell's American Essays  1931-1935, edited
by Harry Ruja.  Routledge paperback $16.95.  A copy is in the lending
library.

Understanding Principia and Tractatus:  Russell and Wittgenstein
Revisited by A.P. Rao.  International Scholars Publications $49.95.

The Bertrand Russell Society Library Box 434 Wilder, VT  05088
Visit our website:   www.ncf.carleton.ca/~ck714
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FROM THE EDITOR

Michael J. Rockler

The breadth of Bertrand Russell's scholarly work in part reflects the
fact that Russell lived almost one hundred years and pursued many
different interests during his long lifetime.  One can begin the study of
Russell from a variety of vantage points-my own interest began with an
exposure to Russell's views on science and religion and ultimately came
to include his works on education as well as his approach to fiction.

Since the last issue of the Qwarfer/y, I have read two books which
make the breadth and depth of this unique scholar clear.  Pfei./osapfel.caJ
Essays was published by Russell in 1910 and is a relatively technical
book.  It includes BR's early position on ethics, an  essay on history, and
a strong critique of pragmatism and William James.  This volume demon-
strates a first rate mind at work-it is Bertrand Russell in the prime of his
intellectual life taking on a powerful philosophical system advocated by
William James and John Dewey among others.

Russell's writing can be elegant.  Note the following passage from
"On History" in Philosophical Essays..

On the banks of the river of Time, the sad procession of human
generations is marching slowly to the grave; in the quiet country of
the Past, the march is ended. the tired wanderers rest, and all their
weeping is hushed.

It is this kind of writing which led ultimately to the awarding of the
Nobel Prize for literature to Russell.

A second book I have recently read is a collection of Russell's
correspondence with the general public edited by Barry Feinberg and
Ronald Kasrils and published in 1969 by Houghton Mifflin.  This book
contains delightful letters organized around many of Russell's lifetime
interests.

There is a facsimile reproduction from one Paul Altman, six years
old, who thanks Russell for all he has done and invites him to tea if
Russell should ever come to Oxford.  Russell replies:

Dear Paul Altman:
Thank you for your very nice letter which I am especially glad

to have because it encourages me to keep on working.  I wish that I
could have tea with you but I do not expect to come to Oxford.  If I
do come, I will let you know.

With love and warmest good wishes,
from
Bertrand Russell

10

Russell's letters to people on religion, peace, youth and old age, and
philosophy are enjoyable to read and stand in sharp contrast to the more
technical writing in Pfaz./osapfez.c¢/ Essczys.  Yet both volumes, published
59 years apart, are indicative of the varied intellectual and political career
of this significant figure.

Reminder:  Plan now to attend the annual meeting which will be
held as a joint gathering with Canadian and American Humanists.  The
meeting will be held in Buffalo, New York from May 31 to June 2,  1997.
Mark your calendars now for this special BRS event.

11



RUSSELL,S GRowr[NG CRIT]CS]SM oF KANT,S
IMPACT ON PHILOSOPHY

Paul Hager
University of Technology, Sydney

Russell's estimate of the worth of Kant's contribution to philosophy
declined sharply during the course of his philosophical writings.  The
early idealist phase began with a defense of a Kantian theory of geometry
which takes account of the discovery of non-Euclidean geometries.  Then
the remainder of the idealist phase represented a shift from Kant to
Hegelian dialectic (A4y Pfo!./osapfoz.ca/ Dcve/opmc#f, p.31).  It was the
rejection of idealism, however, which set Russell into sustained opposi-
tion to Kant.  Initially this opposition was tempered by a willingness to
point out the merits in Kant's work.  So while the doctrines of the 1903
Prl.#cz.p/cs a/A4lcz/fecmcz/I.cs are  ``on almost every point of mathematical
theory, diametrically opposed to those of Kant" (p. 456) and erroneous
philosophical understandings of the infinitesimal Calculus, for example,
are traced to an "undue mysticism inherited from Kant" (p.326), never-
theless Russell is at pains to stress Kant's virtues.  Thus he is credited
with  having first called attention to the logical importance of asymmetri-
cal relations" (p. 227) and with rendering in a precise form the contradic-
tions belonging to the notion of the infinite then current (p. 355).  In
addition, the Russell of Pri.#cl.pJcs a/A4affecmczfl.cs shared the Kantian
view that mathematical knowledge is both synthetic and a prz.orz., whilst,
in opposition to Kant, putting logic in the same category as well (p. 457).

In the 1912 Prod/cms a/Pfoi./ofopdy Russell maintains this even-
handed approach, insisting that although  Kant is generally regarded as
the greatest of the modem philosophers . . .", nonetheless the validity of
his  many metaphysical results as to the nature of the world . . . may well
be doubted" (p. 82).  Perhaps inspired by the description of Kant as
yonder sophistical philistine, who was so bad a mathematician" , in a.
letter sent to him by George Cantor in September 1911  (Zlfoc Aw/obi.ogrcz-
pdy o/Bcrfrcz#d RztsscJ/, pp. 226-28), Russell's respect for Kant quickly
declined in the succeeding years.  So on more than one occasion in 1914
he lambasted Kant for being  unusually ignorant of psychology" (Oztr
K#ow/cdgc a/ffoc Erfcmcz/ War/d, First Edition, p.112).I   However, it is
with the 1927 0w//I.#c a/Pfo!./osopdy that Russell's vituperation of Kant
could be said to have gotten into full stride.  There we are told that

Kant deluged the philosophic world with muddle and mystery,
from which it is only now beginning to emerge.  Kant has the
reputation of being the greatest of modem philosophers, but to my
mind he was a mere misfortune.(p. 64)2
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This level of pungency was thereafter the norm. In the 1946 HI.sfory
a/ Wesfcm Pfe!./osapky, after disagreeing with the general estimate that
has Kant as  the greatest of "the modem philosophers," Russell says of
him that

Hume, by his criticism of the concept of causality, awakened
him from his dogmatic slumbers so at least he says, but the awaken-
ing was only temporary, and he soon invented a soporific which
enabled him to sleep again.(pp. 677-8)

In the 1950's Kant is portrayed as the generator of  "a new set of
fallacies" ( ``Philosophy's Ulterior Motives" in U#papzthar Essczys, p. 53).
Alan Wood reports on the effect at this time of  "Kant's allegation of a
subjective element in mathematics" on Russell, with his  "yearning for
absolutely certain impersonal knowledge" :

. . . the tone of his voice can only be described as one of
disgust, like a Fundamentalist confronted with the suggestion that
Moses had made up the Ten Commandments himself.  Kant made
me sick

(My Philosophical Development, pp. \92-3).

Interestingly, on the page following the above report, Wood sug-
gests that Russell's career as a philosopher can be  "briefly and crudely"
summed up in the slogan  "From Kant to Kant".  Given the trend we have
noted in the preceding series of quotations, it is no surprise to find
Russell himself firmly repudiating Wood's suggestion.  (My Pfel./osopfez.-
cal Development,194)3

No doubt a variety of explanations could be proposed for Kant's
steady fall from favor with Russell.  It might be suggested, for example,
that the younger Russell would have more reason to be wary of intemper-
ately attacking one of the acknowledged greats of the philosophical
tradition than would the older Russell, by then securely established as a
leading philosopher of the early twentieth century.  Then there is the well
known fact that Russell, especially from the 1920's onwards, often wrote
with an eye to possible sales to remedy his recurring financial difficulties.
Outrageous attacks on sacred cows would clearly fit the bill here.  Prob-
ably there is some truth in both of these suggestions.  Nonetheless, I
suggest that the inexorable decline in Russell's estimation of Kant stems
largely from considerations that are more directly philosophical.  In brief
I suggest that from the start of his revolt into pluralism, Russell viewed
his own philosophy as providing a superior alternative to the tradition
derived from Kant.  Initially optimistic about the likely success of this

13



venture, Russell's high hopes were gradually dimmed for a couple of main
reasons.  Firstly, the development of a coherent philosophical position that
corrected ( what he saw as) Kant's mistakes proved to be more difficult than
expected.  the various phases of Russell's pluralism can each be viewed as new
attempts to answer Kant.  In each case there were compelling reasons for aban-
doning the existing position and developing a new one.  These changes were
actually more orderly and less drastic than has been commonly claimed.  How-
ever, the perception of frequent erratic changes of mind was not conducive to
winning support for the newer position from other philosophers.  This gives us
the second main reason for Russell's early optimism being dashed.  From being a
major influence in the early decades of his pluralism, Russell had the mortifica-
tion of seeing his place in contemporary philosophy slip to the stage where he
was no longer a significant part of the mainstream.  This in turn put him in the
rather anomalous position of having to advance his current unpopular views
against critics who were still assiduously defending his earlier views, views that
he had long seen good reason to discard.2   Thus providing a viable and widely
accepted alternative to Kant proved much more difficult and frustrating than
Russell had originally anticipated.

Irrvitation to readers:
Are there other major instances of Russell denigrating Kant?
Are there other more plausible explanations of Russell's deteriorating

estimate of Kant's work?

[See also p.116 and  The Relation of Sense Data to Physics" in Mysfz.cz.sin

and Logic, p.113.
2See also pp.  192 and  198.
3Russell's response is in a footnote that he himself inserted in Wood's work.
4 A prime example of this is the paper by J. Feibleman in the Schilpp

volume on Russell (1944.  On this issue, see Russell's response in the Schilpp
volume (p. 686).
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"CONVERSATION WITH FLEW"

JOHN SHOSKY
DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY AND RELIGION

THE AMERICAN UNIVERSITY
JULY,  1996

In 1995, the Bertrand Russell Society asked Anthony Flew,
professor emeritus of philosophy at the University of Reading, to become
an honorary member.  Flew may be best known to BRS members for his
brilliant essay  "Russell's Judgment on Bolshevism", published in the
Bcrrrtz#d Rwfsc// Mcmorz.aJ Vo/wmc, edited by George W. Roberts, Allen
and Unwin, 1979.  Like Russell, to whom he has been compared in more
than one review, Flew has popularized philosophy, using economic, and
social controversies.  Like Russell, Flew is also a well-known and vocal
humanist.  He graciously accepted our invitation.  Flew is a most appro-
priate, prominent, and respected addition to our society.

Last July I visited Anthony Flew in Reading.  Over lunch and a
few pints of bitter at  "The Monk's Retreat", we discussed many topics,
including Russell's influence at Oxford during the late 1940s.  Michael
Dummett and others have argued that Russell was vilified at Oxford
during this period, primarily because he was a foil for the linguistic
movement.   (See   "Oxford Philosophy," in rrwffe cz#d O/foer E#!.gmczs,
Harvard,  1978).  Flew remembers it differently.  Flew was in Oxford
during part of the period analyzed by Dummett -1946-1949.  Flew first
attended St. John's College, Oxford, as an undergraduate from January to
June,  1942, but he did not study any philosophy at that time.  His service
in World War 11 January,  1946, taking final exams for his undergraduate
degree in 1948, supervised by Golbert Ryle until December,1948.  In
January of the 1949, Flew became a lecturer at Christ Church, Oxford.
During the late 1940's, he also attended a weekly gathering of philoso-
phers who met with J.L. Austin.  Others whojoined Austin's  ``Saturday
Mornings" included J.O. Urmson, A.D. Woozley, and Isaiah Berlin.  (For
another description of these gatherings, see Berlin's  "J.L. Austin and the
Early Beginnings of Oxford Philosophy," Pcrso„c}J Jmpressl.o#s, Penguin,
1982).

Dummett repeats a charge often heard:  that Oxford ignored
Russell and the analytical movement.  But this charge appears somewhat
suspect; after all, A.J. Ayer came out of Oxford greatly impressed by
Russell and Russell himself gave lectures in Oxford during 1938, which
were later published as A# Jjtqwz.ry !."/a Mccz#i.#g cz"d rrztffo.
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Perhaps Dummett is correct, but only in describing the views
some of the older dons.   Much of the animosity against Russell was e
dently among philosophers who were directly assaulted by Russell's wo
Cook Wilson, H.W.B. Joseph, perhaps R.G. Collingwood, and others.
Flew' recollection, Ryle and Austin were most respectful of Russell;
Ryle admired him enormously.  Flew remembers Ryle as quite taken
Russell, as were many philosophers in Oxford (See Ryle's speech to
Aristotelian Society upon Russell's death, reprinted in the Roberts volu
Philosophy students with any  interest in the discipline were expected
have read Prod/cms a/Pfoi./osapky immediately upon arrival (Flew had d
voured it even before  attending Oxford).   Three books by  Russell we,
regularly read and discussed in Oxford:   Pr!.#cl.p/cs a/ M¢ffecmczfz.cs, po
tjrons o£ Principia Mathematics , a,nd Our Knowledge Of the External Worl\
Ryle supervised Flew's reading ofA"cz/ysi.s a/M!."d, which Ryle felt was
much better book than any of Russell's writings on matter.   In fact, Fle
remembers Ryle as very enthusiastic about A#fl/ysz.a a/A4I.#d,  some po
tions of which were influential in Ryle's great work, 7lfec Co#ccpf a/Mz.#i
Maniv students also read chapters of Hz.I/ory a/ Wcsfcr# Pfe!./osapdy, whit
had just been published in 1945.   Flew and Ryle both viewed the book €
uneven -good where Russell seemed interested in the material (Leibni
Hume, Rousseau, Mill, and the last chapter on analytical philosophy)
disgraceful on matters of little interest to him (the scholastics, Kant,
Hegel).

Flew has  heard of only one meeting between Ryle  and R
Ryle told Flew that he had bumped into Russell and shared dinner to
on a train.  They seem to have got on famously.  One of them said that
Locke had invented common sense.   The other added,   ``And ever
wards only Englishmen have had it!"   Some may believe that Russell
not particularly like Ryle, using comments found in My Pfo!./osapfeg.ccz/
ve/apmc#f for evidence.   But Flew believes that they both enjoyed 1
conversation,  and  that Russell's  disappointment in linguistic philos(
was not a personal reaction to Ryle.

I asked Flew about Russell's legacy.  He felt that Russell's work
logic  and  epistemology  will  always  be  relevant.    For  Flew,  Pri.#cz.p
A4cz/fom¢/i.c¢ is Russell's great achievement.  In epistemology, Flew believ
that students will probably find Hume more important.  Hume is the sour
of much of Russell's work.   Russell may even be viewed historically,
Flew's opinion,  as   "a first-rate nco-Humean."   In morality and politi(
Flew believes Russell's work has had its effect and much of what he said
now part of our culture.  In terms of theology,  ``Why I am not a Christia]
or  Free Man's Worship" will probably continue to be influential
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through republication in anthologies.  Yet, for Flew, one of Russell's last-
ing contributions to philosophy is his writing style, which achieved an un-

paralleled clarity, providing a model for philosophical progress.   Russell
taught us that philosophers should clearly state their positions, methodolo-

gies, and findings, so other philosophers can understand them.

Flew also told me that he thinks Russell offers great insight for philoso-
phers in developing countries, where more and more educated people are
looking to   "spread out" in their thinking.   Russell will  speak in a fresh
voice to millions  of people who hope to find new  ideas,  original  view-
points,  and intellectual  honesty.   This  is  why  Flew  believes  the BRS  is
growing in places like India and the Philippines.

Flew is pleased to be a part of the BRS.  He is looking forward to receiving
the Bcrfrcz#d Rz/sac// Socz.cty gwc}rfcr/y.   Flew is also continuing his own
work in philosophy, which is a life-long tribute to the inspiration of Russell,
Ryle, Austin, and others forty years ago in Oxford



THE MADMAN'S SPEECH
by Tim Madigan

Reprir[ted with Perwi\ss±on from The Secular Humanist Bulletin

TOWER OF BABBLE
During my teem years, I was an ardent reader of 77!e Cczffeo/I.c

DI.gcs/.  I particularly enjoyed a feature known as  "The Open Door",
which described the process by which converts had come to choose the
Catholic religion as their vessel to salvation.  This helped to reaffirm
in my own faith:  if people were freely cfooosz.#g to join rather than
simply following what they'd been taught since childhood, that made 1
teachings all the more plausible.  I never expected that I would soon bt
walking out of that open door the converts were so eagerly rushing inti

I think it is too little noted how influential converts often are to a
religion, ideology or political cause.  They tend to bring with them an
enthusiasm and drive which can fire up those who'd been born into th(
system and never thought very deeply about it.  Christianity surely
wouldn't have gotten off the ground if Saul hadn't converted into Pau
One of the strengths of humanism is that it is a haven for individuals
have chosen to leave the indoctrination of their childhood.  Yet there
still something to the old saying reputed to the Jesuits:   " Give me a c
at an early age and it is mine for life."  We tend to bring to our new
outlook presuppositions from the past.

This tendency is amusingly described in an article found in
Bertrand Russell's classic book Wdy JAm IVo/ cz Cfori.5/I.cz# cz#d O/focr
Essays on Religion and Related subjects (S.Lmon a.nd Schaster, L957).
Entitled  "On Catholic and Protestant Skeptics," and written originally i
1928, it states that  "Any person who has had much contact with free-
thinking people of different countries and diverse antecedents must hav
been struck by the remarkable difference between those of Catholic and
Protestant origin, however much they may imagine that they have throw
off the theology that they were taught in youth" (p.  118).  He goes on
describe the  "Protestant" freethinkers as being obsessed with a strict
advocacy of duty and moral fervor.  The Utilitarian thinkers Jeremy
Bentham and James and John Stuart Mill, for instance, while maintaini
that pleasure is the goal of life, remained Puritanical and self-denying
throughout their lives.  He writes that  a "Protestant freethinker would
have been capable of deciding in the abstract in favor of free love, and
nevertheless living all his days a life of strict celibacy."   "Catholic"
freethinkers, on the other hand, having been taught from birth that thei
is the one true church and that they should accept no substitutes, are
much more prone to become full-blooded hedonists, tossing out the b
of duty along with the bath water of dogma.   " The chief distinction th
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One notices," Russell adds,  "is that in the Protestant type departure from
tradition is primarily intellectual, whereas in the Catholic type it is
primarily practical.  The typical Protestant freethinker has not the slight-
est desire to do anything of which his neighbors disapprove apart from
the advocacy of heretical opinions" (p.  124).

One can see the twinkle in Lord Russell's eye as he wrote these
lines.  As a good logician, he recognized the problems of over generaliz-
ing, and he himself, while raised as a Protestant, certainly pursued a
rather hedonistic life-styles at times, as his most recent biography attests
(Ray Monk, Bertrand Russell..  the Spirit Of Solitude,1996).  Still,I think
he's touched on an important point, one which may help explain the
controversies that often rage wl.ffoI.# humanist movements.  Freethinkers
raised within Protestant traditions took their protests one step further than
most, denying such tenets as the existence of any God at all.  Yet they
were still in accord with such Protestant virtues as opposition to author-
ity, non-conformism and radical individualism.  Almost all Protestant
congregations came about because they split off from an already estab-
lished church.  Freethinkers raised as Catholics, on the other hand, had a
greater tendency to be anti-clerical, exuberantly chanting Voltaire's call
to  "Crush the infamous thing."  To them, there is but one true Church,
and even !t isn't true.

Of course, these attitudes have been changing.  In recent times,
there is much more interaction between Catholicism and Protestantism -
witness the rather bizarre spectacle of Pat Robertson and Ralph Reed
singing the high praises of Mother Teresa.  And the Catholic church in
the United States has been aptly described as this country's largest
Protestant congregation.  No doubt John Paul 11 would ruefully agree !

Russell's essay also helps one to understand better the dynamics
of the humanist movement.  Like a contemporary tower of Babel, it
welcomes in people who've fled from all manners of belief systems.  In
my travels across the United States organizing humanist groups, I've
come across fomer Mormons, Seventh Day Adventists, Baptists, Meth-
odists, Greek Orthodox, and pre-and post-Vatican 11 Catholics.  And I've
met with former members of Buddhist, Muslim, Hindu and other non-
Christian religions.  There are sizable numbers of Jewish freethinkers,
who debate amongst themselves over whether or not Judaism is a reli-
gion, and whether doubting the existence of God also entails giving up
keeping kosher.  In addition, there are many people within the humanist
movement who were not raised as members of any religion, and who
consider themselves to be modem-day Alices in Wonderland, shaking
their heads at the curious beliefs that motivate so many of their contem-
poraries.

Such a mingling of different traditions adds to the health of the
humanist movement, just as such  "Open Door" policies keep other
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movements supplied with fresh blood.  Yet unlike most of these, hum
ism is forthright in welcoming new directions and challenges.  Forme
Mormons within our midst, for instance, have stressed the need to
develop community support among humanists along the liries of that
which they had previously experienced.  In his article, Russell wisely
pointed out that  ``It is a mistake to suppose that the admirable conse-
quences achieved in the first moment of breakdown can continue inde
nitely" (p.125).  How we use and channel this energy is important.  A
while humanism might be a Tower of Babel - or more aptly Babble, as
those who've attended any humanist conference can confirm -it does
have a /I.#gwcz/ra#cc] through which all members can converse:  the
shared notion that only humans working together can solve the probl
that beset us.  No deity will save us.  Metaphysical differences should
separate us into warring camps, nor should differing traditions keep u
from emphasizing our common humanity.  With all due respect to Rol
Schuller, oztrs is the real tower of power.
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BERTRAND RUSSELL AND THE LIBERAL MEDIA
By Laurie Endicott Thomas

In the August 1995 issue of the BRS gw¢r/cr/y, James L. Alouf
quoted Bertrand Russell's Sceptical Essays, in which Russell argued that
the teaching of newspaper reading should be taught that students should
be brought to the understanding that "everything in the newspapers is
more or less untrue." I have never worked for a newspaper, but I have
had the privilege of working for a peer--reviewed scientific journal. This
kind of publication represents the pinnacle of integrity as far as commer-
cial media are concerned. Nevertheless, advertisers have some influence
even in this kind of forum. I imagine that publications whose mission is
entirely commercial would be subject to even greater pressures.

From my own experience, and from my courses of economics, I
developed the suspicion that the commercial media do have a bias; but I
expected to find that their bias would be commercial, not "liberal"
(whatever "liberal" means). All the complaints by self-styled "conserva-
tives" in the press and over the airwaves that the "liberals" dominate the
media seem invalid by self-reference. Why is it that everyone seems to
know the term/emz.#czzz., but few heard the term A/ro-Sczxo#?

If "1iberals" really do dominate the media, why is it that conserva-
tives like Thomas Sowell get plenty of column space in the commercial
media while dissidents like Bell Hooks get none?I  Why can I hear Rush
Limbaugh over the radio but no democratic socialist balance? We heard
plenty about purported defects of Marxists economic theory after the "fall
of communism," but I do not recall any Marxists being given an opportu-
nity to give their point of view. I have lived among humans all my life,
and I find it implausible that any person or group is absolutely right (or
absolutely wrong) about absolutely everything. Besides, if Marxism
really is transparently foolish, what would be the harm in letting the
Marxists have their say?

To enable students to understand the nature of the press, Bertrand
Russell recommended asking students to read conflicting newspaper
accounts of the same historical event. To this curriculum, I would add
some personal accounts by journalists and a theoretical model developed
by a finance professor and a linguist.

George Seldes died in the summer of 1995 at the age of 104. He
began his career as a newspaperman in Pittsburgh in 1909. He Knew
Mussolini back when the future Duce was just a newspaperman, and
Seldes achieved the distinction of being the first foreign journalist
expelled from Italy by the Fascists. In Frccdom a/ffec Pncss [ 1935],
Seldes recounts how he originally viewed journalism as a calling but was
told bluntly on his first day of work that it is a form of prostitution.
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Bertrand Russell gave a clear definition of power; Seldes explained ho`
power is applied in the newspaper business. Tactics ranged from refusa
of editors to run stories that irritated major advertisers to the deployme]
of Pittsburgh policemen to attack newsboys hawking New York papers
that carried a story suppressed in the Pittsburgh papers.

Freedom a/ffec Press focused mostly on the decisions of  indi-
vidual newspaper editors. Wz./#c§s ro a Cc#fwry [ 1987] provides more
a view of the national media as a whole. Seldes realized early in the
game that papers from other cities often published stories that were
suppressed in Pittsburgh. Seldes went on to publish a periodical called
Fczc/, which published stories submitted by reporters whose own paper
refused to run them.
Often, however, the people who had wanted various stories suppressed
had power that extended beyond their hometown. Seldes details how
tools ranging from mail carriers to Congressional witch hunters were
deployed to suppress /#  Fczcf.

Just in case one retains the notion that magazines are someho
"liberal" even when it has become clear that newspapers are not, Selde,

tells the tale of Kc#, which was to be the only general interest publicati
to be even "one step left of center." Seldes explains how it came to pas
that Kc# never took any steps at all.

Russell had suggested assigning the reading of conflicting
newspaper accounts of an event that had aroused passions in its day,
along with ``some impartial account of what really happened." I am at a
loss to come up with any impartial accounts of anything that has arouse
passions, but I can think of a literary classic that shows how everything
that the newspapers were saying could be more or less untrue: George
Orwell's JJomczgc fo Caf¢/o#z.cz, which describes his experiences in the
Spanish Civil War.

Was Orwell impartial?

I have tried to write objectively about the Barcelona fightin
though obviously, no one can be completely objective on a ques-
tion of this kind. One is practically obliged to take sides, and it
must be clear which side I am on. [Orwell fought in the P.O.U.M
I warn everyone against my bias, and I warn everyone against in:
mistakes. Still, I have done my best to be honest.

Orwell's A#I.mcz/ F¢m and /984 were assigned reading when I w
a teenager, and the lesson that I was supposed to derive from them was
that  Communism is bad. Foolish me, I derived the lessons that lying is
bad, that self-deception is no better, and that the power to distort truth i
accompanied by the power to get away with murder. I am not surprised
that my teachers never mentioned Homage to Catalonia. From that boo
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I derived the lesson that like the United States, the Soviet Union was
more concerned about its national interests than about the well-being of
anti-revolutionary or reform movements in other countries. Orwell
explained that

The whole of Comintem policy is now subordinated (excus-
ably, considering the world situation) to the defence of the
U.S.S.R., which depends on a system of military alliances. In
particular, the U.S.S.R. is in alliance with France, a capitalist-
imperialist country. The alliance is of little use to Russia unless
French capitalism is strong, therefore Communist policy in France
has got to be anti-revolutionary. This means not only that the
French Communists now march behind the tricolour and sing the
Marseillaise, but, what is more important, that they have had to
drop all effective agitation in the French colonies (pp. 56-57).

If Communist policy can be antirevolutionary, then the term Com-
mw#[.Jf is meaningless. People who were in favor of a revolution regard-
less of its effect on the U.S.S.R. and its allies were accused of a polymor-
phous heresy called "Trotskyism."

A Spanish literary critic noted that the only passage that was
suppressed in the  1970 Spanish edition of Homczgc /a Cczfcz/o#i.cz was the
one that explained that Franco had not wished to establish fascism but
rather to reestablish feudalism-that Franco's movement was a military
uprising by the aristocracy and the Church.2

After explaining the party lines of the various groups involved in
the Spanish war, Orwell reviewed what the newspapers said about the
conflict. He concluded that

One of the dreariest effects of this war has been to teach me
that the Left-wing press is every bit as spurious and dishonest as
that of the Right. [He noted that the Manchester Guardian was an
exception.]....

As far as the journalistic part of it went, this war was a racket
like all other wars. But there was this difference, that whereas the
journalists usually reserve their most murderous invective for the
enemy, in this case, as time went on, the Communists and the
P.O.U.M. came to write more bitterly about one another than about
the Fascists .... I grasped that the Communists and Liberals had set
their faces against allowing the revolution to go forward; I did not
grasp that they might be capable of swinging it back. (pp. 65-66)

Orwell added that

The thing for which the Communists were working was not to
postpone the Spanish revolution till a more suitable time, but to
makesurethatitneverhappened....Pleasenotethat1amSayin823



nothing against the rankand-file Communist, least of
thousands of Communists who died heroically round
those were not the men who were directing party poli
people higher up, it is inconceivable that they were no
their eyes open. (pp. 67-68)

From the accounts of Seldes and Orwell, it
commercial press sometimes supports a line con
a government, even where the government is not
over the publication. A clear description of th
calm be found in Manufacturing Consent: The
Mczss Medz.cz by Edward S. Heman (a professor
School of Business at the University of Pennsylvania) and
Chomsky (a professor with the Department of Linguistics a
of Massachusetts Institute of Technology).

Herman and Chomsky propose a "propaganda model" of th
Their critique of the media is not a "conspiracy theory" but
market forces. Their conclusions are somewhat reminiscen
``spontaneous order" that Libertarians tell me can emerge fr

markets, except that the order is not something that an ordi
would consider desirable.

Leaders of the media claim that their news choic
unbiased professional and objective criteria, and they
support for this contention in the intellectual commun
ever, the powerful are able to fix the premises of disco
decide what the general populace is allowed to see, he
about, and to "manage" public opinion by regular prop
campaigns, the standard view of how the system work
odds with reality. (p. xi)

Herman and Chomsky's propaganda model focuses on
[the] inequality of wealth and power and its multilev
mass-media interests and choices. It traces the routes
money and power are able to filter out the news fit to
marginalize dissent, and allow the government and do
private interests to get their messages across to the pu

Herman and Chomsky outline a set of interconnected
( 1 ) the size, concentrated ownership, owner wealth, and pro
of the dominant mass-media firms; (2) advertising as the pr
source of the mass media; (3) the reliance of the media on i
provided by government, business, and "experts" funded an
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by these primary sources and agents of power; (4) ``flak" as a means of disci-
plining the media; and (5) "anticommunism" as a national religion and control
mechanism. Herman and Chomsky show how these filter work by comparing
the media treatment of "worthy" and ``unworthy" victims. For example, the
media devoted conciderable attention to a Polish priest who was murdered in
1984 by policemen who were quickly apprehended, tried and jailed. In con-
trast, they paid little attention to loo prominent Latin American religious
martyrs killed by U.S.-backed "security" forces, non of the members of which
were tried or even arrested. Herman and Chomsky also compared
"ligitimizing" versus ``meaningless" Third World elections. According to the

propaganda model, the spectmm of permissible debate in the media is bounded
by the tactical options being considered by powerful elites. Criticism of an
imaginary ``liberal bias" is a means of establishing the lefthand margin of this
spectrum. In Necessary Illusions: Thought Control in Democratic Societies,
Chomsky provides further discussion of implications of the propaganda
model:

In short, the major media-particularly the elite media that set the
agenda that others generally follow-are corporations ``selling" privileged
audiences to other businesses. It would hardly come as a surprise if the
picture of the world they present were to reflect the perspectives and
interests of the sellers, the buyers, and the product. Concentration of
ownership of the media is high and increasing. Furthermore, those who
occupy managerial positions in the media, or gain status within them as
commentators, belong to the same privileged elites, and might be ex-
pected to share the perceptions, aspirations, and attitudes of their associ-
ates, reflecting their own class interests as well. Journalists entering this
system are unlikely to make their way unless they conform to these
ideological pressures, generally by intemalizing the values; it is not easy
to say one thing and believe another, and those who fall to conform will
tend to be weeded out by familiar mechanisms. (p. 8)

Chomsky also discusses how Bertrand Russell fared at the hands of
the "liberal" press. Precisely because Chomsky's account is not worshipful, it
emphasizes that Russell was an admirable human being:

Another relevant case is that of Bertrand Russell. Then well into his
eighties, Russell had the courage and integrity to condemn the Vietnam
war and its mounting atrocities when this was unfashionable, and to warn
of what lay ahead. In retrospect, his commentary stands up well, cer-
tainly as compared to the falsehoods, evasions, and apologetics of the
time, and it is a model of probity and restraint in comparison to standard
condemnations of official enemies, as has been documented beyond
serious question. Some of Russell's comments, however, were unjust,
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exaggerated, and incorrect. To criticize these statements would h
been appropriate. What happened, however, was different. Russe
became an object of contempt and obloquy; one would be hard p
to find a word in his defense against the venom of the commissal
The denunciations were only heightened by Russell's willingness
engage in nonviolent civil disobedience in protest against the
nuclear arms race, unlike others who shared his perceptions ab
unlike others who shared his perceptions about the threat but
contented themselves with occasional sage comments, then re-
treated to their work and personal lives. The attacks are not, of
course, a reaction to Russell's errors and excesses. Rather, to the
fact that he stood virtually alone against the herd and dared to te
truths that were then, and remain now, unacceptable, exposing
his example the behavior of those who chose the normal path of
submissiveness to the state and support for its violence. (pp.  159
160)
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Russell and the Origins Of Analytic Philosophy . Edhed aLndlutlo-
duced by Ray Monk and Anthony Palmer. Bristol: Thoemmes Press,
1996.

ISBN 1 -85506-475-8 (hardback) and 1 -85506-476-6 (paperback).

This year there will be alot of discussion of Ray Monk's Rwssc/J..
7lfoc Spl.rlt a/So/I./wde and A.C. Greyling's jiwssc//, both which are mighty
and worthy additions to the critical corpus. But any serious student of
Russell cannot -- must not-- overlook what may be the best book about
Be;ndre this yeiTI, Russell and the Origins Of Analytical Philosophy . Thiis is
a collection of essays from last year's Southhampton Conference. In-
cluded are essays by Monk, Nick Griffin, Peter Hylton, Francisco
Rodriguez-Consuegra, A.C. Greyling, C.M. Kilmeister, Greggory
Landini, Charles Pigden and Louis Greenspan. I strongly urge society
members to buy it, read it, and discuss it. This is the cutting-edge of
Russell Studies.

This set of essays also will be rightly compared to the several
fine collections that are standard fare in Russell scholarship, such as
George Robert`s Bertrand Russell.. Memorial Essays, I .E. Thomz\s and
Ken Blackwell's Rwssc// I.# Rcvz.ew or C. Wade Savage and C. Anthony
Anderson's Rcreczd!.#g Rwssc//.  In my view, the Robert's volume is the
best of the previous lot, and Monk and Palmer's effort is easily of equal
viilue. My ±utuitjion is that Bertrand Russell and the Origins Of Analytical
Pfoz./osopky will be read with great interest for many generations to come.

Frankly, each individual essay is destined to become a landmark
on its issue, whether it is Landini's brilliant (as always) examination of
Prl.#c!.pz.a A4:czffomcfl.ca, Griffin's powerful analysis of Russell's early use
of denoting concepts, Greenspan's persuasive look at the Hi.s/ory o/
Wcs/cm Pfez./osopdy, or Noonan's fascinating logical excavation of the
"Gray's Elegy" arguement "On Denoting." I have discussed most of

these paper earlier in my conference report, found in Russell, No. 88,
November,1995, pp. 20-30. I will try to avoid redundancy in this review,
so I will not cover each and every paper in depth.

But perhaps no essay is more important for contemporary
philosophy than Monk's "What is Analytical Philosophy?" Here Monk
makes devastating counterattack against Michael Dummet's claim that
Analytic Philosophy was a European movement, having nothing to do
with Russell and G.E. Moore, and that Gottlob Frege is really its

27



inspiration. In fact, Monk shows that, for Dummet to be correct, Russi
wouldn't be considered an analytical philosopher at all. Dummet argut
that analytical philosophy is founded upon philosophy of language, ar
Russell did not see himself as that kind of philosopher (even though h
contributed to many of the logical and linguistic issues that are the gri
of any philosophy of  language enterprise).  With all due respect to
Dummett, Monk sets the record straight: logical analysis began with
Russell and Moore's attempt to break philosophical problems down i
their individual components and provide a rigorous assessment of
philosophical problems under this "logical microscope." That is the t
starting point for this movement. Of course, Frege is a key figure; I
readily understand the power of Dummett's claim because last year I
taught  a seminar on Frege, so the evidence is still fresh in my own
memory. However, Monk doesn't sound a false chord in his discussi
Rather, he is refreshingly candid and impatient, sweeping away
Dummett's claims with a tidal wave of historical and philosophical
evidence. In the end. Russell and Moore remain the revolutionaries t
forced an analytical turn in twentieth century philosophy.

I also found Kilmeister's essay of great contemporary interest,
particularly the last third. The issue is whether or not Russell's work ir
mathmatics and  logical analysis is of any lasting value. Kilmeister
doubts whether Russell has shown  that technical advances in logic
actually "solve" philosophical problems. I have heard such scepticis
from other scholars and from my own students. Russell, of course, wo
point to the theory of descriptions and the theory of types as clear-cut
cases of success. But Kilmeister argues that since Kurt Godel's  1931
paper on incompleteness, there has been no "real convincing example
the power of symbolic reasoning." Now, is this due to lack of ability b
philosophers or an inherent limitation in logic itself? That is the questj
that should stimulate much controversy and debate. In my own view,
Russell is correct to think that logic can clarify problems or eliminate
them (see the beginning of "Logic as the Essence of Philosophy"). Th(
great escalation and explication of logical systems in this century shov
much technical prowess. Perhaps we now need to show more prowess
applying that logic to philosophical problems. Then we will know if
Kilmeister's doubts are well grounded. He also favorably acknowledg€
Russell's use of definition and his use of abstraction. In Kilmeister's vi
this triad--symbolic, definition and abstraction--are Russell's "main
contribution to the analytic tradition." Whether one agrees with the es
or not, this is a much-needed evaluation of Russell's methodology ant
contention that analytic philosophy can generate progress in philosop

Pigden's essay on  Russell as a "neglected ethicist" is a big
surprise. He notes that "Russell is often underrated as a moral philos

28

phy," and indeed he is. But Pigden digs deep into Russell's early philoso-
phy years, relying heavily on the Rwsse//'s CoJJccfcd Pczpcrs, letters and
interaction with Moore. Pigden proves--let me emphasize that--"proves"-
- Russell was a tremendous influence on Moore (and vice versa), and that
Russell had very important, formative views on ethics.

Finally, let me add that Hylton's essay on Russell's use of analy-
sis in examining the nature of proportions is a paradigm case of how to
do philosophical history. When I heard it at the conference I was in awe,
and left motivated to redouble my efforts. Upon reading it now, I can't
help but feel  that this is an instant classic in Russell Studies. I will
refrain from any attempt to critique it, because I am still studying it.

The essay by Candish, Sainsbury, Palmer, Rodriguez-Consuegra
and Grayling are also very, very well-done. Each deserves careful
attention.

One question: where is the conference lecture by Ivor Grattan-
Guiness? Surely some explaination is required.

Also, one comment: it would have been a good idea to mention
the fine discussion at the conference, or even include some of it. Grattan-
Guinness, Griffin, Pigden, Paul Hager, Stuart Brown and many other
participants offered valuable insights with questions and comments. It is
a shame that these are now lost.

So, yes, I highly recommend this collection of fine essays. If you
want to be in the thick of contemporary discussion of Russell, and ahead
of the curve in your thinking and scholarship, devour these essays as
soon as possible, and keep coming back to them.

The cost should not be to much of a problem. Fortunately, the
paperback is quite reasonably priced in Great Britain (under twelve
pounds at Foyles in  London). In the United States it is being offered
through Thoemmes Press, Books International Inc., P.O. Box 605,
Herndon, VA20172 (phone 703-661-1586/fax 703-661-1501) for $29.95
in paperback and 78.cO in hardback. I don't know the cost in Canada,
Mexico the EC, the Philippines, or India. But my guess is that it will cost
much less than comparable academic textbooks. Access to the book  may
be difficult. But it would appear that Thoemmes Press has made this
book a high priority. You can probably purchase it directly from the press
(telephone in the United Kingdom is 0771-9291377 and fax 0017-922-
1918), or have you local bookstore arrange to do it for you. But don't let
any obstacle keep you from getting this most important, vital resource.
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Bertrand Russell Society Business

The following pages contain Society business that need your attention.
Each page may be xeroxed and sent to the appropriate address.

SOCIETY BUSINESS INCLUDES :

1 ) Membership Renewal
2) Registration for the Annual Meeting
3) Tentative Program for the Annual Meeting

PLEASE NOTE
A) It is now time to renew your membership. Please complete

the enclosed fomi and return it to Dennis Darland.
8) If you receive a damaged copy of the Bertrand Russell

Society Quarterly, let us know and we will replace it.

Bertrand Russell Society
1997 Membership Renewal Coupon

This is the final notice to renew BRS membership for 1997.

If you have already renewed for 1997 or have joined the BRS in 1997,
please again accept our thanks for participating in the BRS.

But if you have not yet renewed your membership for 1997 -or if you
would like to join the BRS for this first time - please mail this coupon
with your payment TODAY. Thanks !

Please mail your coupon and payment to BRS Treasurer Dennis Darland
at:

Dermis Darland
1965 Winding Hills Road, #1304
Davenport, IA 52807
U.S.A.-------------------------

I have looked at the membership categories below and have checked the
one that is right for my circumstances. I enclose my 1997 dues in U.S.
funds payable to "Bertrand Russell Society."

[    ]  Individual  $35
[    ]  Couple  $40
[     ]  Student  $20
[    ]  Limited Income Individual  $20
[    ]  Limitedlncomecouple  $25
[    ]  Contributor  $50andup
[    ]  Sustainer  $75andup
[     ]  Sponsor  $100andup
[    ]  Patron  $250andup
[    ]  Benefactor  $500andup
[    ]  LifeMember  $1000andup
[    ]  Organization Membership  $50

Name

[    ]  PLUS $10 if outside u.S.A., Canada, and Mexico
[    ]  PLUS $4 if in canadaorMexico

Date
Address



the First Annual
CAMPUS FREETHOUGHT ALLIANCE CONFERENCE

Friday, May 30 to Sunday, June 1,1997
at the Center for Inquiry, Amherst, New York

This exciting event will  focus  on  ways  to promote  the  cause of humanism  among  all
generations,  but particularly  those  of college  age.  There  will  be  workshops,  hands-on
presentations, poster sessions, and cultural events. This conference will be co-sponsored
by  the Council  for Secular Humanism,  the  Humanist Association  of Canada,  and  the
Bertrand Russell Society.

[    ]  YES! I (we) will attend "Humanism: The Next Generation"
[    ]  Registration(s) for _ person(s) $75US/Sloo/CDN each                                                S

[    ]  Friday Luncheon for _ person(s) $22US/$28CDN each                                              S

[    ]  Friday Night Trip to Niagara Falls, Ontario for _ person(s) $50Usrs65CDN each    S ~_

[    ]  Saturday Banquet for _ person(s) at $35Usro46CDN each

[     ]MC         [     ]Visaor         [     ]CheckorMoneyorder

Card Number Exp. Date

Total    S

(required for charge s )

Address

Daytime Phone

Residents of the United States, please make checks payable to FREE INQUIRY, Box 664. Amherst,
NY  14226. To charge by phone call 1-800-458-1366 or TAX to  I-716-636-1733. For residents of
Canada,pleasemakechequespayabletotheHumanistAssociationofCanada,POBox3736,Station
C, Ottawa. Ontario, K I Y 4J8. For further details, contact Tim Madigan at 1-716-636-7571 (e-mail:
Tm"AI>IGAN@AOL.COM).

Hotel lnfomation - Mention "Free Inquiry Conference" for these special conference rates at
the   Bumlo Marriott Hotel,  1340 Millersport Highway, Amherst, NY (716) 689-6900.  $84
Sing]eooub]e. Includes complimentary Ailport Shuttle. Red Roof Inn, I-290 and Miller§port
Hwy  N.,  Amherst,  NY  1-8cO-843-7663.  $69  Single/$79  Double.  Ask  for  Block  Number
8104000365.Hamptonlnn,10FlintRoad.Amherst,NY(716)689-4414.$65SingleDouble.
Includes complimentary Airport Shuttle and Continental Breakfast. Super Eight Motel, 1 Flint
Road.Amherst,NY(716)688-0811."9Single/es2Double.Motel6,400MapleRoad,Antherst.
NY (716) 834-2231. $36 Single/"2 Double.
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Annual Meeting-Preliminary Program
The 24th annual meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society will be

held on the weekend of May 30-June 1,1997, at the Center for Inquiry in
the Buffalo suburb of Amherst, NY. This year we will meet in conjunc-
tion with the Council for Secular Humanism, the Humanist Association
of Canada, and the Campus Freethought Alliance.

For more on this, see "Letter from the President" and the separate
registration form, both in this issue.

The meeting proves to be a rich one and the BRS will participate in
a wide range of activities. Here is the program (to date) the BRS will
present as part of this large gathering.

Meeting of the BRS Board of Directors

Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society

Red Hackle Hour (prior to the banquet on Saturday)

Debate: Michael Rockler (BRS) and John Novak: Russell vs. Dewey on
Democracy.

Talks:

Jim Alouf, "Bertrand Russell and the Teaching of History."

Stefan Andersson, "Russell's Personal Religion: Did He Have One?"

John Lenz, "Bertrand Russell's Utopian Hopes for the Future."

John Shosky, "Russell as Philosophical Partner."

Peter Stone, "Russell's Political Thought: What's Ethics Got to Do
with It?"

A paper by the 1997 winner of the BRS undergraduate paper prize.
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From The Editor
Michael J. Rockler

I recently read Banesh Hoffman's biography of Albert Einstein. Like
Russell, Einstein led a fascinating life, one which makes for interesting
and valuable reading.

Einstein died in 1955 at the age of 76. In 1955 John Dewey had
been gone for three years and Russell was to continue to live for another
fifteen years until the age of 98. Thus all three of these intellectual giants
were alive and worked during the same time period. Einstein helped to
define modem physics. Dewey, among other achievements, helped to
conceptualize modem education. Russell contributed to mathematics,
logic, philosophy, education and linguistics among other pursuits.

All three of these men, often in concert, worked for world peace.
Einstein and Russell composed a letter opposing atomic warfare which
was made public shortly after Einstein died.

As I read Einstein's biography and reflected on his life, I thought about
how rich a period of intellectual history was the first half of the twentieth
century. There have also been other epochs when several brilliant intel-
lects were contemporaries. Plato and Aristotle, for example, both lived
and worked in Athens at the same time that some of history's greatest
playwrights were producing timeless drama.

I wonder about our own times. As we approach the twenty-first
century who today can we consider as intellectual giants on the same
level of these men? I ask readers of BRSQ to respond to this question by
way of a letter or even a short paper. I would be glad to publish any
answers I receive; it would be interesting to see how persons who belong
to BRS evaluate contemporary thinkers. Drop me a line in Washington,
DC and I will publish your response in the next issue.

This issue of the Quarterly contains an index to the Newsletters
edited by Don Jackanicz and Dennis Darland and to the Quarterlies
which I have edited over the last two years. Beginning next year, there
will be an annual index of the Quarterly. Hopefully, this will be helpful to
scholars who wish to find material that was previously published. I
would like to thank Don Jackanicz for preparing this index.

This year's annual meeting will be held in conjunction with Frcc
/#qzw.ry as well as with the Canadian humanists. The gathering will take
place in Buffalo, New York at the Center for Inquiry which is only a
short drive from Hamilton Ontario and the Russell Archives at MCMaster
University. This will be an interesting and rewarding meeting from May
31-June 2. I hope to see many BRS members there. I will be glad to join
you in toast to Bertrand Russell over a glass of Red Hackle.
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All of us who are interested in Russell studies are sorry to know that
Ken Blackwell has retired from the Archives. He will continue to serve
on the BRS board and to publish rwssc//. We wish him well in his retire-
ment and we know that he will continue to be a major conthbutor to
Russell studies.

From the President
By John R. Lenz

It's time again to make plans for our upcoming annual meeting, the
most pleasant event and the hub of the BRS year for both socializing and
stimulation of thought. Our 24th consecutive annual meeting will be held
on the weekend of May 30-June 1, 1997, at the Center for Inquiry in the
Buffalo suburb of Amherst, NY.

The Center for Inquiry (located near the campus of SUNY-
Buffalo) is a magnet for secular humanism. Founded by Paul Kurtz (a
past recipient of the BRS Award), the Center is home to Free /#qwi.ry
magazine, the Council for Secular Humanism (formerly called
CODESH), the International Academy of Humanism, and other related
organizations; nearby is the home of Prometheus Books (also begun by
Kurtz).

This year we will meet, as we did a few years ago in Toronto, in
conjunction with the Council for Secular Humanism and the Humanist
Association of Canada. BRS member Tim Maidgan has organized a large
gathering around the theme of "Humanism: The Next Generation." The
BRS is especially pleased to co-sponsor this humanist conclave, because
it will serve as the first annual conference for the Campus Freethought
Alliance.

The Campus Freethought Alliance consists of representatives from
student clubs from colleges across the United States and Canada. This is
a fairly new movement, whose importance I can attest to. At most
colleges, it is easy to find representatives of various religious traditions,
but no focus for atheists, agnostics, or other doubters, freethinkers or
secular humanists. I myself was very pleased, a few years ago, to be one
of the first two faculty co-sponsors of the new Atheist and Alliance
Student Group at Texas A&M University. Believe me, such a group was
really needed there, and not just for students! Since then I have seen that
group go on to host the largest World Wide Web site devoted to
freethought. (You can find links to this and other humanist Web sites at
this address : http://daniel.drew.edu/~jlenzthumanism.html.) Russell
would surely endorse this harnessing of technology in the cause of
freethinking.

The theme of "Humanism: The Next Generation" is also a very
congenial one for the BRS. Alan Ryan (a lively speaker at last year's
meeting) wrote of Russell, "He always believed that it was to be the
young that we must look for salvation . . . it is on them that he pins his
ho:pes . . :"_ (Bertrand Russell: A Political Life,1988, pp. vili-Li).

At this meeting, the BRS will present two sessions of interesting
papers and we will also participate in plenary sessions with the other
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co-sponsors. We will conduct our usual meetings of the Board of Direc-
tors and of the Society, elect officers, award the 1997 BRS Award and
Book Award, and, especially, enjoy our famous Red Hackle Hour.

Please see other pages in this issue for two other things: the prelimi-
mary BRS program and list of talks, and the registration form which gets
sent directly to Buffalo. This includes full information about hotels in the
area. They are all within walking distance, and a shuttle bus will run from
these hotels to and from the meeting place.

As always, you can contact me at jlenz@drew.edu with any ques-
tions or comments.

I hope you do consider attending the meeting on May 30-June 1.
The annual meeting is the best expression of our group's identity and
purpose, when we gather to express our shared interests and values. This
year, perhaps you will be curious as I am to visit a new facility created as
a home for humanist and freethought groups around the world, and to
welcome students, the future of humanism.

And, remember to "check out" the BRS home page at: http://
daniel.drew.edu/~jlenzrors.html. Here I have collected links to writings
by Russell, the texts of articles about him, and related Web sites of
Interest for philosophy and humanism, and you can also find information
about subscribing to Russell-L, the worldwide electronic discussion
group, via e-mail, devoted to Russell's work.

11

" Philosophy and Politics"

A Discussion of Russell's Essay
by John Shosky

American University

In our universities, political parties, and cultural life, many people
have found Russell to be a powerful, hopeful, and cogent voice of reason.
Many readers are drawn by Russell's honesty, humanism, humor, and
optimism. True, his examples may be dated. His belief that world govern-
ment would harness greed and dissolve hatred now seems naive. His anti-
religious venom, in my view, still seems too harsh an assessment (al-
though somewhat close to the mark). But his vision of universal suffrage,
better living conditions for poor and minority classes, expansion of
educational opportunities, ending nationalistic imperialism, and fostering
respect and tolerance among all people are messages of great relevance
for our own time. Russell was an intellectual who was willing to engage
in the political struggle, not merely study it. He had a global, not paro-
chial, vision. He used his reason, credibility, and stature to fight for a new
and better world.

While I personally admire his work in logic and epistemology
enormously, and sometimes have little regard for some of his radical
social commentary, I do find many of Russell's non-philosophical writ-
ings full of deep insight and great wisdom. Frankly, many readers of
Russell only know him through his historical, political, or cultural
writings, which often strike a responsive cord. Many, probably most, of
the people drawn to the Russell Society are not as interested in "On
Denatmg' as in New Hopes for a Changing World.

For those who wish to further examine Russell's political and social
commentary, I recommend his essay "Philosophy and Politics". This year
is the fiftieth anniversary of "Philosophy and Politics", a lecture origi-
nally given at the Friends House, Euston Road, London, on October 23,
1946. The occasion was the Fourth Annual Lecture of the National Book
League.

The timing of the lecture was most important. World War 11 had just
ended. There were indications of a prolonged struggle between America
and the Russian Empire. The British Empire was itself beginning to
crumble. Those who had fought for peace, and those who were the
victims of aggression, looked for a brighter future. It was a time of harsh
realities, and hopeful optimism.

Russell evidently understood the need for a guiding philosophy in
this rapidly changing environment. He began his lecture by noting that
the British were different from other European people because they had a
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contempt for philosophy, but actually had produced excellent philoso-
phers. This contempt for philosophy was wise, and universal "Absolute
Idea"; in other words, thought thinking about itself. History is a deter-
ministic movement of thesis, antithesis, and synthesis (being, nothing,
becoming) which turns into a new thesis, and so on. Everything is
"Geist" or Spirit. It is an idealistic, universal, systematic view of history.

It is justified by the use of "logic", which in Hegel's hands becomes a
historical movement, not a tool of reasoning. There is no room for
science or choice, knowledge or freedom. Given Russell's empiricist bent
and Hegel's perversion of logic, his assessment is extremely harsh.
Russell finds that

Hegel's philosophy is so odd that one would not have expected
him to be able to get sane men to accept it, but he did. He set out
with so much obscurity that people thought it must be profound.
It can quite easily be expounded lucidly in words of one syllable,
but then its absurdity becomes obvious.
Marx, following Hegel, is  used as the philosophical inspiration of

the Soviet state, which is autocratic, repressive, and dogmatic. Worship
of the State and its leaders is required. The Soviet State became, for
Russell (and Popper) a modem example of Plato's ill-conceived brew of
totalitarianism and philosophy.

Empiricism is the view that all knowledge about the world is to be
found in the external world. Because our sense data is uureliable, and our
inferences based on that data subject to change, empiricism borrows
heavily from both skepticism and science: skepticism because we must
continually question our justification for what we know, and science
because the scientific methodology produces tentative results which may
be revised as new information is obtained. Russell advocates empiricism
as the philosophy best designed to produce social progress, individual
respect, and democratic equality. Empiricism is not dogmatic; yet it is not
entirely skeptical. Russell argues that

The Liberal creed, in practice, is one of live-and-let-live, of
toleration and freedom as far as public order permit, of modera-
tion and absence of fanaticism in political programmes. Even
democracy, when it becomes fanatical, as it did among
Rousseau's disciples in the French Revolution, ceases to be
Liberal; indeed, a fanatical belief in democracy makes demo-
cratic institutions impossible, as appeared in England under
Cromwell and in France under Robespierre. The genuine Liberal
does not say "this is true"; he says, "I am inclined to think that
under present circumstances this opinion is probably the best".
And it is only in this limited and undogmatic sense that he will
advocate democracy.
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Russell argues that the tentatively of opinion, and the empowerment
according to Russell, because bad philosophy is dangerous and destruc-
tive.

Russell found that the connection between philosophy and politics
was less evident in Britain than in Continental Europe. Yet, throughout
history philosophy had been intimately tied to politics: the Catholic
Church with Aquinas (and Aristotle), the Soviet Union with Marx (and
Hegel), and Nazi Germany with Kant (and Fichte, Hegel, and Heidegger)
are but a few obvious examples. In Britain, the empiricism of Locke,
Berkeley, and Hume, among others, produced a democratic liberalism
that Russell champions in this essay. Russell's purpose is this: "I want to
consider in this relation of philosophies to political systems as it has in
fact existed, and to inquire how far it is a valid logical relation, and how
far, even if not logical, it has a kind of psychological inevitability."

For Russell, philosophy is distinguishable from religion precisely
because it does not look to authority, tradition, or dogma for justification.
Philosophy is also not science, which tells us about the world. But an
essential part of philosophy is that it tells us how we ought to live.
Philosophy is not skepticism; it tries to uncover the nature of the world.
Unfortunately, many philosophical world-pictures defy common sense,
urging "injustice, cruelty, and opposition to progress." Such philosophical
positions can lead to totalitarianism or authoritarianism.

One example is Plato's Rcpwb/I.c, which is anti-democratic, oligar-
chic, and anti-scientific. In this book, the Platonic Socrates tries to
convince his followers that philosophy and politics can be mutually
beneficial to each other. Philosophy can demonstrate the wisdom of
allowing a select few to make the decisions for the many. In turn, the
proper political arrangements can create a more conducive environment
for doing philosophy. In fact, one goal of the jicpztb/I.c was to obliterate
enthusiasm for the atomists like Leucippis and Democritus, who were
looking for an objective understanding of the world through a scientific
methodology that rejected any use for a "philosopher-king". The atomists
threatened the Socratic approach to philosophy (and hence, the political
qwz.dpro qwo involved in the Socratic bargain) because of the rejection of
the theory of eternal forms, knowable only through a mystical internal
quest. So, the Rcpwb/J.c found favor with Spartan militarism, asceticism,
and socialism - all of which amounted to a rejection of the objective
world. The Rcpwb/I.c was a marriage of "aristocratic prejudice and 'devine
philosophy'." Russell's verdict is entirely negative: "That Plato's Rcpnd/I.c
should have been admired, on its political side, by decent people, is
perhaps the most astonishing example of literary snobbery in all history."

The use of Hegel and Marx also led to a polity that was anti-
democratic and elitist. For Hegel, the objective world as we understand
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it is false. Real Reality is a timeless, progressive, of each individual
thinker, is the essence of the Liberal outlook. Dogma is unacceptable.
Authoritarianism is unjustifiable. Universal systems of philosophy are
mental mythology. The proper outlook is "half way between dogma and
skepticism;" this is where Russell believes empiricism takes us.

However, the philosophy of tolerance and universal suffrage, which
Russell refers to as "Liberal philosophy", is often seen as "too tamed and
middle-aged." Many people want a dogma that can be pushed with
"missionary activity and gives hope of a millennium brought about by

conquest." In Russell's time, the threat of nuclear war was the most overt
threat. But historically, academic and personal freedom, individual safety
and security from government intrusion, and protection of property were
also at risk from the conquistadors of philosophy who dogmatically
pushed their philosophy with missionary zeal. The Inquisition,
Auschwitz, and the Gulag are only three reminders that philosophers and
politicians don't need nuclear weapons to destroy millions of lives.

So, "Philosophy and Politics" becomes an apology for democratic
liberalism and empiricism - a view that underlines the importance of
rational decision-making, human dignity, mutual tolerance, and openness
to new ideas. Russell concludes by arguing that only such a view allows
for scientific evidence for our beliefs and places human happiness above
adherence to dogmatic doctrines. He warns us that

Our confused and difficult world needs various things if it is to
escape disaster, and among these one of the most necessary is
that, in the nations that still uphold Liberal beliefs, these beliefs
should be whole-hearted and profound, not apologetic towards
dogmatisms of the right or the left, but deeply persuaded of the
value of liberty, scientific freedom, and mutual forbearance. For
without these beliefs life on our politically divided but techni-
cally unified planet will hardly continue to be possible.
This essay contains a relevant message for our own time. As we

struggle to fully empower our citizens in the United States, as Russia and
other countries struggle to transplant democracy into their own politics,
and as all people debate the limits of governmental, clerical, and personal
power, Russell's advice is a vital contribution. Without empiricism and
Liberal democracy, philosophy can be  used to place power in the hands
of a few. In a time where political tolerance is often viewed as a decadent
weakness, prudent reason is regularly vilified by self-righteous zealots,
and progressive science is seen by many as methodologically suspect, we
would do well to remember the most oppressive threat we face - those
who think they have all the answers.

"Philosophy and Politics" was published as a small bound pamphlet

by the Cambridge University Press in 1947. It is reprinted as the opening
essay in the collection I/#papw/crr Essczys, Simon and Schuster,1950. I
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also recommend the essay, "Philosophy and Politics" by A.J. Ayer, the
Eleanor Rathbone Memorial Lecture given at Bristol University, 1965. It
has been published as the last essay in Mcfczpkysi.cs a#d Commo# Sc#sc,
San Francisco: Freeman, Cooper and Company,1967. My recommenda-
tions would include "Philosophy and Politics," the last chapter of Antony
Flew's Pfe!./osopky.. A# /#frodwcf!.o#, published by Prometheus Press,
1980.
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Russell and Kant
Nicholas Griff]n

MCMaster University

Paul Haber (BRS gowrfer/y, No. 92, Nov. 1996) appeals for further
evidence of Russell's denigrating Kant. Russell's harsh criticisms of Kant
were not the late development that Hager supposes, nor did they have to
wait for Cantor's forthright dismissal of Kant as 'yonder sophistical
philistine' (in a letter to Russell of 1911). In fact, the passage from the
Owf/I.#c a/Pfel./osopky (p. 64) in which Russell credits Kant as a prime
source of 'muddle and mystery' in philosophy and which Hager cites as
the first of his really sharp criticisms of Kant, was clearly anticipated in
the 1899-1900 draft of the Pr!."cl.p/cs a/M¢f&cmczf!.cs where he refers to
Kantian intuition as 'that lazy limbo of mystery'.I

At the sane time, there is the astonishing remark in  My
Pfei./asp fez.c¢/ Dcvc/opmc#f (p. 75) that Russell had originally thought of
Pr!.#c!.pro M¢ffocmczfl.ccz as a long parenthesis in the refutation of Kant.
Obviously any philosopher who warranted such a refutation must be
important and, while he might be a 'misfortune', could hardly be a 'mcre
misfortune' (as Russell had said in the Ow//I.#e, p. 64).

Hager, however, seems to me to be wrong in his account of what
Russell rejected in Kant's philosophy. It was not Russell's pluralism that
made him anti-Kantian - after all, Kant was a pluralist too. It was Kant
insistence upon intuition in mathematics and. with it, the view that
mathematical items and hence mathematical propositions were, at least in
part, the creation of the human mind. The evidence Hager cites -e.g.
Alan Wood's description of Russell's disgust at Kant as 'like a Fundamen-
talist confronted with the suggestion that Moses had made up the Ten
Cornmalrdments himseIT (My Philosphical Development, p. 261) -
bears out the idea that it was Kant's psychologism that Russell found so
objectionable. Indeed, even in his most Kantian work, A# Essczy o# /foe
Fow#d¢fz.o#F a/Gcomctry (1897), Russell was concerned to
despsychologize Kant - though with imperfect success as he came
quickly to think.

Why, then, did Kant fall in Russell's estimation from being 'the
greatest of modem philosophers' whose refutation warranted the writing

I Co//ccfed Popcrs a/Bcrfr4#d RwSsc//, vol.Ill, G. Mcore (ed.), London & N.Y.: Routledge, 1983,

p.  106. In the conesponding chapter of the published version of the book he describes it instead as
a 'mass of unanalyzed prejudice' (Pr!.„cl.p/cs a/Mafhem4rz.cS, London: Allen and Unwin, 1964;  1st
edn., 1903, p. 260.
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of Prz.#cz.pz.cz Afczffocm¢fz.ccz, to being a 'mere misfortune'? Not, I think,
because Russell had difficulty in establishing pluralism, still less because
swinging attacks on Misfortunate Dead Philosophers had sales appeal to
magazine editors. There might, however, be something in Hager's sug-
gestion that the young Russell was unduly deferential to Kant - he was
certainly more deferential than the equally youthful G.E. Moore was in
his Fellowship Dissertation of 1898 which was (ostensibly) on Kant's
ethics. The chief reason for Russell's later impatience with Kant, how-
ever, was surely because he felt the influence of Kantian psychologism
had lingered on long after it ought to have done. A chief concern of
Russell's here would be the use of Brouwer's intuitionist philosophy of
mathematics which threatened everything Russell hoped to achieve in
Principia.
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Carl Sagan, Rationalist and Humanist
One of the things I've always liked about Bertrand Russell is the fact

that he lived to the ripe old age of 97, and remained a provocative figure
right to the end of his days. Like Russell, Carl Sagan had a passion for
popularizing science, and promoting critical thinking. But alas, unlike
Russell, he died far too young at the early age of 62. There were dozens
of obituaries written about this gifted and admired figure, but I was
troubled to see that almost none of these mentioned that he was a human-
ist, skeptical of organized religion. He had long been a supporter and
friend to the Council for Secular Humanism, and was a laureate of the
Academy of Humanism. During his last few months, he was often asked
if facing imminent death had altered his skepticism about an afterlife, and
he remained forthright in declaring his lack of belief in any life beyond
the grave. In an interview published in the April 14th Bwjrtz/a IVcws,
Sagan declared that his battle with myclodysplasia - a rare blood
disease which ultimately killed him - has taught him to appreciate "the
beauty and sweet poignancy of life, about the preciousness of friends and
family, and about the transforming power of love." Sagan was a
Russellian figure, using his celebrity status to educate the public on the
importance of scientific literacy. His enthusiasm and personal charm will
be deeply missed. He was true humanist, in all meanings of the term.

The following obituary appeared in the Cfeczr/cs/o" G¢zcffe. Written
by its editor, James Haught, it is, as far as I know, the only memorial to
emphasize Sagan's humanism.

-Tim Madigan, Executive Editor, Frcc /#qzw.ry.. 7lfec
International Secular Humanist Magazine

Batt]ing demons of the mind
By James A. Haught

Sincere seekers of reliable knowledge lost a friend when Carl Sagan
died too young at 62.

Like all good scientists, the brilliant Comell astronomer spent his
life pursuing secrets of nature, looking for facts that can be documented,
tested, and retested.

Like some maturing thinkers, he decided late in life to escalate his
criticism of mystical mumbo-jumbo into an all-out, no-holds-barred
a;ttz+ck. FTis Lalst book, The Demon-Haunted World.. Science as a Candle in
ffoc Dor4, urged intelligent people to repudiate:

Astrology horoscopes, falth-healing, UFO "abductions. " religious
miracles, New Age occultism, fundamentalist "creationist, " Tarot card
reading, prayer, prophecy, palmistry, Transcendental Meditation,
satanism, weeping statues, "channelling" of voices from the dead, holy
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apparitions, extrasensory perception, belief in life after death, "dowsing, "
demonic possession, "magical powers" of crystals and pyramids, "psy-
chic phenomena" etc., etc.

Sagan's farewell message was simple:
- Many people believe almost anything they're told, with no

evidence, which makes them vulnerable to charlatans, crackpots and
superstition.

- Only the scientific outlook, mixing skepticism and wonder, can
give people a sensible grasp of reality.

He scorned supernatural aspects of religion. rfoc Dcmo#-fJ¢w#/ed
Wor/d abounds with comments like these:

"If some good evidence for life after death were announced, I'd be

eager to exanine it; but it would have to real scientific data, not mere
anecdote. . . Better the hard truth, I say, than the comforting fantasy." (p.
204)

"If you want to save your child from polio, you can pray or you can

inoculate. . . Try science." (p. 30)
"Think of how many religious attempts to validate themselves with

prophecy. Think of how many people rely on these prophecies, however
vague, however un fulfilled, to support or prop up their beliefs. Yet has
there ever been a religion with the prophetic accuracy and reliability of
science? There isn't a religion on the planet that doesn't long for a compa-
rable ability -precise, and repeatedly demonstrated before committed
skeptics -to foretell future events. No other human institution comes
close." (p. 30)

"Since World War 11, Japan has spawned enomous numbers of new

religions featuring the supernatural . . .  In Thailand, diseases are treated
with pills manufactured from pulverized sacred Scripture. 'Witches' are
today being burned in South Africa. . . The worldwide TM [Transcenden-
tal Meditation] organization has an estimated valuation of $3 billion. For
a fee, they promise through meditation to be able to walk you through
walls, to make you invisible, to enable you to fly," (p. 6)

"The so-called Shroud of Turin. . . is now suggested by carbon-14

dating to be not the death shroud of Jesus, but a pious hoax from the 14th
century - a time when the manufacture of fraudulent religions relics was
a thriving and profitable home handicraft industry." (p. 46)

Sagan quoted the Roman philosopher Lucretius:
"Nature. . . is seen to do all things spontaneously of herself, without

the meddling of gods." (p. 310)
And he quoted the Roman historian Polybius as saying the masses

can be unruly, so "they must be filled with fears to keep them in order.
The ancients did well, therefore, to invent gods and the belief in punish-
ment after death." (p. 213)
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Sagan recounted how the medieval church tortured and burned
thousands of women on charges that they were witches who flew in the
air, coupled with Satan, turned into animals, etc. He said "this legally and
morally sanctioned mass murder" was advocated by great church fathers.

"In Italy, the Inquisition was condemning people to death until the

end of the eighteenth century, and inquisitional torture was not abolished
in the Catholic Church until 1816," he wrote. "The last bastion of support
for the reality of witchcraft and the necessity of punishment has been the
Christian churches." (p. 413)

The astronomer-author was equally scornful of New Age gurus,
UFO buffs, seance "channelers" and others who tout mysterious beliefs
without evidence.

He denounced the tendency among some groups, chiefly fundamen-
talists and marginal psychologists, to induce people falsely to "remem-
ber" satanic rituals or other non-existent events they supposedly experi-
enced as children.

Sagan, a laureate in the International Academy of Humanism, had
been a member of the Committee for the Scientific Investigation of
Claims of the Paranormal since its founding in 1976 by Dr. Paul Kurtz.
The astronomer said CSICOP serves a valuable public purpose by
offering the news media "the other side of the story" in response to
supematural declarations by "every levitation guru. visiting alien,
channeler, and faith-healer. . . CSICOP represents a counterbalance,
although not yet nearly a loud enough voice, to the pseudo-science
gullibility that seems second nature to so much of the media." (p. 299)

Again and again in his last book, Sagan said wonders revealed by
science are more awesome than any claim by mystics. He said children
are "natural scientists" because they incessantly ask "Why is the moon
round?" or "Why do we have toes?" or the like.

He urged youngsters be inculcated with the scientific spirit of
searching for trustworthy evidence, or guide them through "the demon-
haunted world." That's a noble wish for the young.

I'm a friend of Sagan's sister, Cari Greene, who donated bone
marrow repeatedly in a desperate attempt to fend off his marrow disease.
Through her, I watched the family's pain.

Although his unstoppable illness was cruel, 1'11 bet the wise scientist
didn't personalize his misfortune, but saw it factually as part of the
random lottery of life, which takes some victims early, some late.

Meanwhile, we who admired him can be grateful that his last act
was a courageous battle against the many demons of the mind.
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Twentieth World Congress of Philosophy
Paideia: Philosophy Educating Humanity

Boston, Massachusetts U.S.A.
August 10-16, 1998

CALL   FOR   PAPERS
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•  ten (10) pages (3,000 words);
•  on three (3) typewritten, double-spaced copies, with

1.5 cm margins on all sides of text;
•  accompanied by a twenty (20) line abstract;
•  due 9/1ys)7 (may be accepted until 1/1/98).

If possible, papers should be sent on 3.5" HD disk in ASCII
format. Papers may also be submitted electronically to
paideia@bu.edu.
For information on round tables, poster sesslons, registration,
group space requests, hotels and more visit the website or
write to the addresses below.

Metaphysics
Ontology
Theory of knowledge
Logic and Philosophy of Logic
Theoretical Ethics
Biothics and Medical Ethics
Other Applied Ethics
Philosophy of Values
Monil Psychology
Aestetics and Philosophy of the Arts
Philosophy of Education
Philosophy of Methedology
Philosophy of Anthropology
Philosophy of Science
Philosophy of Mathematics
Philosophy of Technology
Philosophy of I.anguage
Philosophy of Action
Philosophy of Religion
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Philosophy of Cultue
Philosophy of Gender

Philosophy of Sport
Philosophy in Affica
Philosophy in Asia
Philosophy in I.atin America
Comparative Philosophy
Ancient Philosophy
Medieval Philosophy
Modern Philosophy
Contempoaray Philosophy
Philosophy of Mind
Philosophy and Cognitive Science
Persons and Personal Identity
Philosophy of Law
social philosophy
political philosophy
Human Rights
Philosophy and Literatue
Philosophy and the Environment
Philosophy and Children
Teaching Philosophy
Philosophy of Economics
Philosophy of Interpretation

American Organizing Committee, Inc.
745 Commonwealth Ave.

Boston, MA 02215 U.S.A.
paideia@bu.edu    fax: 617/353-5441

http://web.bu.eduIVCP
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FROM THE EDITOR
John E. Shosky, Ph.D.
American University

Please  allow me  to  introduce  myself as  the  new  editor  of the Bjts
gwcrrfer/);.   I am pleased to be able to serve the society in this capacity.  I look
forward  to  providing you  with  information,  comments,  stories,  and  reviews
concerning the life and thought of this century' s greatest philosopher.

For past readers, the 02t¢rfedy has been a dramatic change from the old
Jvews/e#er.  I personally approved of the new direction taken by Michael Rockler,
immediate past editor, but I also found the Ivews/e#er to be a warn and accessible
link to other members.  Iing my tenure as editor, I hope to combine the best of
both approaches.

I  have  begun by commissioning a cover drawing by tva Petkova,  a
talented and well-regarded animator and artist from Sophia, Bulgaria.  She is the
daugiver of one of Bulgaria's most famous artists, Ilya Peckov.  Iva's fine drawing
will be a welcome addition to the Russell corpus.  In order to indicate consistency
over the four issues within each calendar year, I will use a commissioned work
four times, changing the color of the gwcrrfedy with each issue.   So, in 1998, I
will commission a new drawing for the year.

I ask you to fill out and return the membership profile.  In future issues
we will feature three profiles, highlighting the members of the BRS and the many
reasons for making "Bertie" a part of our lives.

I have also added a video review to each issue.  Here I have called upon
the services of a longtime friend and movie critic, Clifford Henke.  Cliff is not a
professional movie critic.  He is an opinionated, knowledgeable, thoughtful, and
funny guy.  This issue he has reviewed "Tom & Viv."  In the next issue, he will
take up "Carington."  I urge you to rent these movies because of their interest in
Russell, his time, and his circle of friends.  Each movie will be selected because
of its topical relevance to Russell.

I would also like to increase the number of bock reviews.  This is vital for
two reasons.  First, the number of fine works on Russell is rapidly increasing, sure
evidence  of  a  "Russell  Renaissance."    Second,  I  believe  it  would  serve  a
tremendous educatiorml function if we could use these pages to share our thoughts
on what we read.   For example, I would be very interested to know what Nick
Griffin thougiv of Grayling's recent survey of Russell, or what John Lenz has to
say about Martha Nussbaum's work on literature and the law.  We have a deep,
powerful braintrust in the BRS --hundreds of well-educated, compassionate, and
inteuectunl activists.  The gwcJrfer/y should be a forum for the exchange of ideas
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-- a marketplace of the mind.
To  assist  me  in  gathering  and  editing  materials,  I  have  added  two

assistant editors: Robert Barnard and Catherine Kendig.  Robert lives in Memphis
and is finishing a Ph.D. in philosophy at the University of Memphis.   He is a
former graduate student of mine at American Uhiversity.  I wanted .to include Bob
because  he  is  unbelievably  brilliant  and  on  top  of  cutting-edge  trends  in

philosophy.  Catherine is also a former and very successful student at American,
and is now beginning graduate study at King's College, University of London.
Catherine has repeatedly worked with me in the past, producing minor miracle
achievenients in the most difficult and thankless circumstances.  She will be well-
placed to help us generate more interest in the BRS in the United Kingdom and
Europe.  I would like to find an assistant editor in Asia.  Any ideas?

In the next issue I will offer an extensive report of the recent annual
meeting.  But here I will indicate that there were some changes in the constitution
of our scoiety officers.  I stepped down as Vice President and was replaced by the
energetic  and  gung-ho  Jar  Eisler.    Longtime  Secretary  Don  Jackanicz  was
succeeded by one of the greatest names in Russellian scholarship, Ken Blackwell.
John Lenz remains President and Michael Rockler the Chairman of the Board.
Lee Eisler is still Vice President/Information Emeritus and the always capable
Dermis  Darland still guards the treasury.   The BRS is in good hands for the
coming year.

I hope you enjoy the 02/c}r/er/);.

John Shosky

•,,,.

BERTRAND RUSSHLL'S NIGHTMARES
David F. T. Rodier, Ph.D.

American University

In the modem period certain political and ethical topics regularly have
been discussed by philosophers in narrative prose as the examples of Thoinas
More, Francis Bacon and Cyrano de Bengerac readily show.  In the Enlightenment
while  some  writers  like  Iit.  Johnson  and  Rousseau continued the use  of the
philosophic topics which were primarily ethical or political, others - most notal>ly
Voltaire - developed the philosophic tale as a vehicle for the treatment of other
kinds of philosophic topics including metaphysics.   Contemporary readers are
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perhaps most familiar with Voltaire's Micromegas and Candide as examples of
the philosophic prose tale which explores metaphysical issues; hoivever, the genre
of the philosophic tale has continued to be a significant vehicle into the twentieth
century as the well-known instances of Luis Borges and Bertrand Russell show.

Uhfortunately, Russell's various prose fictions have been underrated, and
even largely ignored by even his more devoted readers.   I think this neglect is
largely unjustified.  Perhaps the neglect is due to an unconscious but deep-seated
prejudice  against  fiction.     Although  Russell's  followers  readily  accept  his
strictures against Plato in the areas of mathematical and political philosophy,
when it comes tojudSng the value of Russell's own works they seem to show an
uneradicated Platonic prejudice against the makers of fictions, even if the maker
in  questions is their own favorite philosopher.   It would be ironic if such an
unaclmowledgedPlatonismactuallyisthesourceofthebeliefthatifRussellreally
is doing philosophy, then he should whte technical philosophic tales.

This  neglect  of Russell's  fiction cannot be due to their style.    It is
obviously the case that some twentieth-century philosophers have written tedious
works of fiction in an attempt to make popular theories turctdly, but unclearly,
developed in their prose treatises - the examples of J. P.  Sartre and Simone de
Beauvoir  come  immediately  to  mind.     However,  unlike  these  continental
philosophers, Russell's fiction is as clearly whtten as his philosophy.  His fiction
exhibits the sane brilliance of style and sharp wit which his readers have come to
expect in any of his whtings.  So the neglect of Russell's fiction can only be due
to its fom.  However, philosophers trained in the tradition of English philosophy
should remember that there are other reasons for a philosopher to write fiction
than the effort to secure a popular hearing for theories which are not presented
intelligibly elsewhere.  As David Hume reminds us:

Any  point of doctrine,  which  is  so Qb±ziQ±±s,  that it  scarcely
admits of dispute, but at the same time so important, that it
cannot  be too often inculcated,  seems to require some such
method of handling it; where the novelty of the manner may
compensate the triteness of the subject, where the vivacity of
conversation may enforce the precept, and where the variety of
lights,  presented by various personages  and characters, may
appear neither tedious nor redundant.

Any  question of philosophy, on the other hand, which is  so
obscure and uncertain that human reason can reach no fixed
determination with regard to it - if it should be treated at all -
seems  to  lead  us  naturally  into  the  style  of dialogue  and
conversation.I
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Among Russell's various fictions, Nightmares 2 stands out as a work
which almost perfectly fits Huine's
perfectly fit Hume's requirement.  The majority of the philosophic

description.   The topics of the Nightmares
topics treated,

whether ethical or logical, are ones which Russell, at least, would regard as s6
obvious  that they "scarcely  admit of dispute."   The philosophie precepts,  as
Russell presents  them,  are "neither tedious nor redundant" since each tale  is
carefully  organized  and  sharply focused.    Each "nightmare"  is  short  -  most
running to only two or three pages.  The individuals having the nightmares range
from historical figures M. Bowdler, Stalin, Eisenhower, Dean Acheson, and Dr.
Vulpes (who seems to be a thinly disguised Klaus Fuchs) to individuals creatively
named  by  Russell  but  identified  in  the  titles  of the  stories  only  by  their
occupations  (the  metaphysician,  existentialist,  mathematician,  fisheman  and
theologiv)totheQueenofShebaandapsychoanalystwhoremainsanonymous.
In terms of the philosophic issues presented, the nightmares may be grouped as
dealing  with  (1)  political  philosophy  (the  nightmares  of Eisenhower,  Dean
Acheson, and Iit. Southport Vulpes); (2) ethics (those of the Queen of Sheba, Mr.
Bowdler,  the  psychoanalyst  and  Stalin);  and  (3)  metaphysics  or  logic  (the
nightmares of the metaphysician, the existentialist, the mathematician and the
theologian).

Each of the "nichthares" appears to have the same format: a specifically
identified person has  a  dream  in which his  ruling passion  is  reflected  in  an
exaggerated form and a philosophic point is made.  This accords with Russell's
own account of the tales:

The  following  `Nightmares'  might  be  called  `Signposts  to
Sanity'.   Every isolated passion is, in isolation, insane'  sanity
may be defined as a synthesis of insanities.   Every dominant
passion generates a dominant fear, the fear of its norfulfillment.
Every dominant fear generates a nightmare, sometimes in the
form of an explicit and conscious fanaticism, sometines in a
paralyzing    timidity,    sometimes    in    an    unconscious    or
subconscious terror which finds expression only in dreams a.
211).

However, a careful reading of these tales and an analysis of the specific
differences in narrative structure reveals a rather more complex presentation than
a  simple  condenmation  of fanaticism  or  paralyzing  timidity.    The  different
narrative structures which Russell adopts in presenting the various nightmares
allows  him  to  make  far  more  complex  philosophic  points  than  the  simple
reeommendation of ` Signposts to Sahity'.  The importance of narrative structure
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can be seen by noting the different ways the various nightmares are narrated and
the quite different ways in which the various tales are concluded.  As we shall see,
the differences in narrator and the differences in conclusion have quite different
functions in understanding Russell 's philosophic points and how he makes them
in the various tales.

First of all, from a formal point of view, the narrator of the various
nightmares  differs.   Of the twelve tales, five have a brief description of the
character and then the dream is directly narrated.  In five other stories, the entire
tale is presented from the point of view of the omniscient narrator and the dream
sequence is part of the tale.   The remaining two tales have a brief introduction
deschbing the protagonist and then the nightmare is repeated as it had been told
to the narrator reminiscent of the earlier Platonic dialogues.  The function of these
different ways of presenting the nichtrnares seems to be used only to allow Russell
to maintain the reader's interest in the narrative by varying what would otherwise
be the too rigid fomula which his introduction leads the reader to expect.  The
variation in narrators maintains the reader' s interest and allows Russell to make
his implicit but crucial philosophic points in a variety of ways.

The variation in the ending of each tale is of far greater importance.  The
way Russell concludes each tale has a philosophic rather than merely rhetorical
significance.     In  nine  of  the  twelve  tales  the  narrators  awake  from  their
nighthares.    Significantly,  in three crucial tales the dream never ends.    The
difference is not a sinple one of the narrators who awaken are to be seen as those
who have learned the lesson of their nightmares.  While some of the characters
have profited by their dreams, others have not.   Certainly the existentialist who
abandons philosophy as he understood it, for what we must assume is to be a
purely literary career, and the metaphysician, who reforms his language along
Russellian logical lines, are completely changed by their nightmares.   Perhaps
even more significant is the mathematician who has his fiml rejection of Platonic
realism triumphantly vindicated by his nightmare.   But other characters who
awaken seem not to have profited at all by their experience.  We are not at all sure
what the Queen of Sheba has learned from her`drean.   The theologian entirely
nrisses the point of his drear.  Even more to the point is the case of Stalin.   In the
introduction we are told:

Stalin, after copious draughts of vodka mixed with red pepper,
had fallen asleep in his chair.  Molotov, Malenkov and Beria,
with fingers on their lips, warned off intrusive domestics who
migiv interfere with the great man's repose.  While they guarded
him, he had a dream . . . ®. 240)

The  conclusion  of  the  tale  shows   Stalin  quite  unchanged  by  his
nightmare:

In a paroxysm of rage Stalin awoke.   For a moment the rage
continued and vented itself upon Molotov, Malenkov and Beria,
who trenibled and turned pale.  But as the clouds of sleep cleared
away, his rage evaporated, and he found contentment in a deep
draught of vodka and red pepper. (p. 242)

But if the difference between the tales in which the dreamers awaken and
the tales where the drear dues not end are not to be explained in terms of whether
or not the dreamers profit from their nightmares, then we must look elsewhere for
the reason for the difference in endings.  A clue may be found in the occupations
of the dreamers.  The dreamers who never awaken are: Mr. Bowdler, and unamed
psychoanalyst, and President Eisenhower.  Unlike all the other characters in the
collection these dreamers  do not return to the normalcy of waking life.    Dr.
Bowdler dreams that his wife overhears the forbidden word "parthenogenesis" -
a word which his censorship holds unsuited for a female ear.   In the effort to
discover   the   definition   of  this   unknown  word   Mrs.   Bowdler  reads   the
unexpurgated version of Shakespeare.  The result is that ultimately she is "seized
with  an  ungovernable  frengy,  and  had  to  be  taken  to  the  asylum,  shouting
Shakespearean obscenities to the whole street as she was borne away. (p. 221)"
The tale concludes with M. Bowdler "asking his Maker for what sin he was thus
punished.  Unlike you and me, he was unable to find the answer. (p. 221)"

In Eisenhower's nightmare Mccarthy and Malenkov conclude a pact
which  established peace between the Uhited  States  and the  Soviet Union by
dividing the world and imposing total control over the population and a total
censorship of books and ideas.  The result is an enduring peace and a new world
order in which there "was much material comfort, but there was no art, no new
thoucht, and little new science.  Nuclear physics of course was wholly forbidden.
All books dealing with it were burnt, and persons showing any knowledge of it
were condemned to forced labour.  Some misguided romantics looked back with
regret to the centuries when there had been great individuals, but if they were

prudent they kept their regret to themselves. a. 247)""The Psychoanalyst's nightmare" is the most complex of the three tales

in which the dreamer does not awaken.  In it we are presented with a meeting of
the "Limbo Rotary Club" attended by Hamlet, Lear, Macbeth, Othello, Mark
Antony and Romeo.  All have been successfully psychoanalyzed and now are not
the characters which Shakespeare depicted but rather are nomal well-adjusted
Rotarians.  As each tells how much better off he now is than he would have been
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if he were the "maladjusted" figure Shakespeare presented, a bust of Shakespeare
comments on the new, well-adjusted person with lines from the appropriate play.
In the end we discover that the voice speaking through the bust of Shakespeare is
that of the characters' paychoanalyst who has been condemned to Hell to "remain
imprisoned  in  an  endless  vortex  of  insane  commonplace"  for  "preferring
subservience to glory;  for thinking better of servility than of splendour;  for
seeking smoothness rather than the lightning-flash; for fearing thunder so much
that I preferred a damp unending drizzle" ®. 228).

The common thread which seems to be present in each of these stories is
that the danger represented by the protagonist - sexual repression in the case of
Mr. Bowdler, political regimentation in the case of Eisenhower, and imposition
of a bland normaley in the case of the psychoanalyst -all are very real tendencies
in contemporary culture as Russell saw it.  In these cases the nightmares were the
waking reality.   For this reason, those who dream these particular nightmares
never awaken.

If I am correct in my analysis of the reason for the different ending in
these three stories, I will have shown that Russell is making more philosophic
prints in these stories than may be immediately apparent.  In doing tlris I will also
have made at least a plausible case for reading Russell's fiction as something
other  that  works  which  merely  repeat  what  Russell  elsewhere  states  more
"philosophically".   I may even have raised the suspicion that Russell's fiction

contains interesting developments and presentations of topics about which Russell
felt deeply and reasoned cogently.   At the very least I hope that I may have
persuaded at least some of Russell's readers that his fictional whtings have been
unj ustly neglected.

1  Hume, David Dj.cr/ogrieS Co#cemi.#g Ivafrora/ Jig/j.gj.o# ed. Richard M. Popkin. Qlackett

Publishing Company. Indianapolis, 1980) p.1
2  In my discussion I shall include all of the stories Russell wrote under this name rather

than limiting myself to those published in the  1954 collection.   I shall use the text and

quote the pagivchon o£Barry Feinberg. s The Collected Stories Of Bertrand Russell (AI+en
and Unwin, Ltd., 1972)

RUSSELL'S PARADOX AND RUSSELL'S ERROR
David Rafferty I

In  77ie  Pr7.#c']P/ef  o/ A4lc7frfecm¢/7.cs,  Bertrand  Russell  prisstated  the

paradox that bears his nane.  Russell drew the proper conclusion from his flawed
discussion, and he could have corrected the mistake simply by adding two words :
"do  not."   Nevertheless, the error should be noted to avoid any unnecessary

confusion about an already complex topic.
Russell's  paradox arises  from certain predicates,  class-concepts,  and

classes.  Althouch those special cases appear unobjectionable, Russell discovered
that  they  lead  to  contradiction.    Thus,  one  must  conclude  that  the  apparent
predicate, class-concept, or class in question is not, in fact, a predicate, class-
concapt, or class.  Russell stated the contradiction in terms of all three categories.
The discussion of the contradiction in terms of classes bears the flaw.  In section
101 ofpr7.#c'J.p/es, Russell wrote

[l]et us  .  .  .  attempt the exact statement of the contradiction
itself.  We have first the statement in terms of predicates, which
has been given already.  If I be a predicate, r may or may not be
predicable of itself.  Let us assume that "not-predicable of itself"
is a predicate.   Then to suppose either that this predicate is, or
that it is not, predicable of itself,  is  self-contradictory.   The
conclusion,  in  this  case,  seems  obvious:  "not-predicable  of
oneself ' is not a predicate.

Let  us  now  state  the  same  contradiction  in  terms  of class-
concepts.  A class-concept may or may not be a term of its own
extension.  "Class-concept which is not a tern of its own extent"
appears to be a class-concept.   But if it is a tern of its own
extension, it is a class-concept which is not a term of its own
extension,  and v].ce  versc7.    Thus  we must conclude,  against

appearances, that "class-concept which is not a term of its own
extension" is not a class-concept.

In  terms   of  classes  the  contradiction  appears  even  more
extraordinary.  A class as one may be a tern of itself as many.
Thus the class of all classes is a class; the class of all the terms
that are not men is not a man, and so on.  Do all the classes that
have this property form a class?  If so, is it as one a member of
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itself as many or not?  If it is, then it is one of the classes which,
as ones, are not members of themselves as many and v7.ce verscr.
Thus we must conclude again that the classes which as ones are
not members of themselves as many do not form a class -- or
rather, that they do not form a class as one, for the argument
cannot show that they do not fom a class as many.I

Let us now examine each formulation of the contradiction to discover Russell's
error and its solution.

In section 101 ofpr7.#cjp/es, Russell first discussed the contradiction in
terlns of predicates.  Russell described the contradiction in terns of predicates in
two other places: section 78 ofpn.#c7P/es and his first letter to Frege.2 In all three
cases,  Russell  considered  predicates  that  are  #o/  predicable  of themselves.
Russell supposed that those predicates fom a class with a defining predicate.  He
then asked whether or not that defining predicate itself belongs to the class.  Both
alternatives, Russell discovered, lead to serf-contradiction.  Russell concluded that
the predicate "#o/-predicable of oneself ' is not in fact a predicate.

Russell ne]ct cousidered the contradiction in terns of class-concepts.  He
reached  a  similar  conclusion:  "class-concept which  is  #of a term of its  own
extension" is not a class-concept.   The problematic predicate and class-concept
he considered share the crucial feature, we can say, of being »o/-self-applicable:
the predicate is #of predicable of itself and the class-concept is #o/ a member of
its our extension.

Russell's third fomulation of the contradiction is in terms of classes.  He
reached the sane conclusion that an apparently unobjectionable entity, in this case
a certain class, cannot be what it seems to be.  Russell's exact words are important
here.  The seventh sentence of the third paragraph of section 101 states: "[t]hus
we  must conclude  again that the classes which as  ones  are #o/ members  of
themselves as many do not form a class -- or rather, that they do not form a class
as one, for the argument cannot show that they do not form a class as many."3.4
The problematic case again has the feature of #on-self-applicability. Russell's
conclusion is absolutely correct.  But the sentences leading up to this conclusion
do not support it.

The second throuch sixth sentences of the third paragraph of section 101
state: "(2) A class as one may be a term of itself as many.  (3) Thus the class of
all classes is a class; the class of all the terms that are not men is not a man, and
so on.  (4) Do all the classes that have this property form a class?  (5) If so, is it
as one a member of itself as many or not?  (6) If it is, then it is one of the classes
which, as ones, are not members of themselves as many, and v7.ce ver£¢."5 The
sixth sentence would be absolutely comect if it were about the class of classes that
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are #of members of themselves.   But the sixth sentence is  absolutely wrong
because it is in fact about class of classes that crre members of themselves.

The "it" that is the subject of the sixth sentence refers to the class of
classes under consideration in sentence (4).  But from sentences (2) and (3), it is
clear that the class of classes in sentence (4) is the class of classes that are as one
terms of themselves as many.  For a moment, let us take Russell at his word and
consider all of the classes that as one are terms of themselves as many (for
example, the class of all classes is a class, and the class of all the terns that are
not men is not a man).  Imagine that all of the classes with that property form the
class w.  Is w as one a member of itself as many?  If it is, then it is.  If it is not,
then it is not.  That is not a contradiction.   That is a tautology.   The only thing
paradoxical about that conclusion is that Russell did not reach it himself.

What is going on here?  Clearly, Russell made an editorial error.  Russell
could have conected the elror by adding the words "do not" to the fourth sentence
of the paragraph: "do an the classes that do #o/ have this property forln a class?"
If he had done so, sentence (4) would have asked about the existence of the class
of #o#-self-applicable classes,  sentence (6) would have been correct, and the
conclusion in sentence (7) would have followed.

Nothing that has been said here in any way detracts from the power or
scope of Russell's paradox.   Russell drew the correct conclusion about classes
even  in the  flawed paragraph.    And  in many  places,  including  elsewhere  in
Pr7.#cjp/es itself, he conectly explained the complicated reasoning leading to the
conclusion,  Hopefully, by pointing out and correcting a minor editorial error in
the middle of a passage of some significance, this has helped fellow students who
have also struggled to understand Russell 's paradox.

I  Russell,  Bertrand.  7lfle  P".#c/P/es o/ A4lol4cmcr/!.cS  (Cambridge  University  Press,
Cambridge,1903), p.102.  The second edition has the sane pagivation.     .
2 The two logicians colTesponded for nearly a decade. All but two Of their letters are

published  in:   Gabriel,   Gottfried,   et   al,   eds.,   Go///ob  Frege..   PAj./osapAi.ca/  cl#d
A4cr/Aema/J.ca/ Co„espo#cJc#ce (The University of Chicago Press, Chicago,  1980).
3 |bid., p.  102. Emphasis added.

4 Likewise, in his letter to Frege, Russell wrote that "there is no class of those classes

which,  are 7!o/ members of themselves."  See:  Gabriel,  Gottfried, et al,  eds.,  Go///ob
Fre ge :  Philosophical and Mathematical Correspondence (The Univers;rty Of Chica.go
Press, Chicago,1980) p.  131. Emphasis added.
5  Russell,  Bertrand.  7lAe  Prj.#cj.p/cS  o/ A4crfAcma/I.es  (Cambridge  University  Press,

Cambridge,1903), p.102.



THE CARL SAGAN MEMORIAL
Warren Allen Smith

An atheist's memorial service held in a cathedral?  Yes, Carl Sagan's was
held February 27th at New York City's Cathedral Church of St. John the Divine,
the  one  featuring  a  statue  of  God  (a  bearded  Caucasian  with  His  ams
outstretched) on the front facade.  The former dean, James Parke Morton referred
to "Carl the great atheist," and Sagan's non-theism was also cited by Harry H.
Pritchett, the present dean, and Joan Brown Campbell, the general secretary of the
National Council of Churches in the U.S.A..  The cathedral was chosen because
of  Sagan's  record  of  having  successfully  worked  with  church  leaders  on
environmental matters.

MIT physicist Philip Morison, who is confined to an electric wheelchair,
related how at the age of six Sagan had been told that you can always add one to
a number, that Carl had tested this by laboriously writing all the numbers from
one to 1,000, stopping only because he had to sleep.

Sagan's curiosity never diminished, for he went on to solve the mysteries
of the high temperature of venus (i.e., a massive greenhouse effect), the seasonal
changes  on Mars  (i.e.,  windblown dust),  and the reddish haze of Titan  (i.e.,
complex organic molecules).

Harvard paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould, a member with Sagan of the
htemational Academy of Humanism, remarked that unlike the Brooklyn garment
worker's son who tuned his eyes upward to the skies, he as a boy in Queens had
turned his eyes downward to the ground.  He added that the two New Yorkers had
not known each other until much later.   Ending an eloquent summary of how
important  Sagan had been  to  the  entire  scientific  community,  as  well  as  the
world's other peoples, Gould paraphrased Longfellow, saying Sagan had tuned
the spheres and left no hell below.

Roald Sagdeev, who had been Gorbachev's adviser and Director of the
USSR's Space Research Institute, called Sagan a citizen of the world, one who
was against the false promises of the Star Wars defense, and said "the Cold War
was ended because of Carl Sagan and his friends."

Other specters included Invin Rediener, a pediatrician-friend who called
attention  to  Carl's  passion,  humor,  and  forgiveness.    Neil  deGrasse  Tyson,
Director of New York City's Hayden Planetarium, told of Sagan' s consideration
when,  as  a young black college  student, he had first gone to  Comell for an
interview.   Frank H. T. Rhodes, who had been President of Comell University
during much of the time Sagan headed Comell ' s Laboratory for Planetary Studies,
called Carl "a scientist but a humanist at heart," one who was comfortable with
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philosophy.
One of Carl's dauchters, Sasha, described how her father had taught

loctc, critical reasoning, and (to the large audience's amusement) the importance
of questioning authority.  Carl's son, Jeremy, said that his agnostic father was a
warior for the world, an avid anti-racist, an evolutionist rather than a creationist,
and one who disapproved of anyone who masked ignorance by using jargon.

Carl's  wife,  Am  Dmyan,  Secretary  of the  Federation  of American
Scientists,  told  of his  and her exuberance  at having  included  an  interstellar
message along with Bach, Beethoven, and other music in two NASA Voyager
spacecrafts now beyond the outer solar system.  At a speed of 40,000 miles per
hour, the objects are traveling in space and have a projected life of a billion years.

Vice-President AI Gore, noted that he the believer and Carl, the non-
believer,hadnoproblemswhatsceverworkingtogetheruponthebehalfofEarth's
environment.  The two wac instrumental in getting scientific and religious leaders
to unite on issues of environmental protection.   Carl had shown him we are no
longer central to the universe, that therefore we must do something significant if
"the blue dot" as  seen from space is  to flourish.   Gore was both folksy and

eloquent in relating his warm memories of Sagan.
The most eloquent of all, however, was Carl Sagan hinself.   A taped

excerpt of his "Pale Blue Dot: A Vision of the Human Future in Space" resounded
over  the  loudspeakers,  reverberating throughout the nave,  the transepts,  the
sacristy, the apse.

A LETTER FROM INDIA
Chandrakala Padia, Ph.D.

Dear Professor Rockler:

This makes us extremely happy to inform you that the B.RS.B.C. held
its annual conference on December 28,  1996 with immerse zeal and fervour.

A number of celebrated intellectuals, journalist, dignitaries and students
attended the meeting and took part in the succeeding question-answer session.
The outstanding point which must be mentioned here is that a huge number of
people who are not acquainted with Russell evinced a deep enthusiasm to hear the
key address delivered by Iit. Ann Shourie, an internationally esteemed journalist
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and scholar who has become a paradigm of commitment to human rights and
justice.

The message conveyed by the eminent speaker on this occasion reiterated
the value of selfless work for the suffering people in  society.  He stressed the need
of fusing such acts of service with an intense sense of love and compassion.  The
need of the day is to volunteer one's entire capacity to social welfare even if one
has to make the effort on a lonely path.

Mr.  Shourie referred to the mode of action adopted by 8. Russell and
Mahatma Gandhi who have been identified as the lonely men of the century
because of their effort to translate their revolutionary ideas into action with utmost
sincerity.

Spealdng on this occasion, the Specter highlighted this acute hardship of
the disabled and handicapped children in our world who needed our sympathy and
help.  In this context he cited some outstanding instances of the totally committed
people serving the cause of spastic children almost single-handedly.  The topic of
his lecture was: "What a Lone Individual Can Do in India Today" and the speaker
did full justice to it by stimulating the whole gathering.

I  am  sending herewith the bilingual newsletter published by Benaras
Chapter along with other members have worked on this newsletter very hard.  The
cost of each copy is only $3.   I request you all to purchase as many copies as
possible.  This will help the Society in recovering the cost spent on publishing this
newsletter.   Since this newsletter is bilingual, it will reach a number of Hindi
speaking people in India.  Kindly order copies for other members.

I shall miss you all on the occasion of the annual conference.   Kindly
remember me to all the members present on this occasion.  Also thank them for
electing me one of the Directors of the Society.   Let me give you some happy
news!  I have nowjoined as Professor.  With love and warln personal regards,

Sincerely Yours,

Chandrakala Padia
Director, Bertrand Russell Society
Benaras Chapter
India
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"Tom & Viv" (Miramax, 1995)

LOST OPPORTUNITIES HHRE: A Video Review
Clifford Henke

Tom E. 's wife suffers from hormonal-induced fits of distemper that, in
another era, were called "moral insanity."  Didr't know about it before he married
her.  Does it matter?  What to do about it now?  Especially when she's hobbling
his climb up the scoial ladder?

Such is the ethical dilemma posed in the engaging film "Tom & Viv," a
film about the relationship -or, more accurately, non-relationship - between T. S.
Eliot  and  his  first  wife,  Vivierme  Haigh-Wood.    Uhfortunately,  the  movie
insufficiently addresses its interesting, profoundly promising story premise.

After all, the story is sot in a time and place where great minds - Russell,
the early century's great whters, et al - are asking great questions about great
issues: war, liberty, scoial respousibildy, equality.  Russell, for instance, is merely
a bit character in this drama, little said of his real relationship with Vivienne.
Here, he is merely a mentor to Tom and friend, and a one-time landlord to them
both.

Everything else, thouch is first-rate.  Willem Dafoe's portrait of arguably
the twentieth centuly's greatest bard is beautiful; though even his voice uncannily
gets the fanous man, it is not caricature.  Miranda RIchardson is extraordinary as
Viv  (a  performance for which she was  nominated for an Academy Award),
demoustrating the wit, charm, and breeding that must have attracted the real Eliot,
as well as the tragic pain over decades coping with her disease.  Director Briar
Gilbert skillfully guides the drawing-room and pastoral pace between the actors
that evokes what Entland in the first half of the century must have been like.  Tin
Dutton  and Rosemary Harris,  as the bride's  feckless but genial brother and
feckless but opinionated mother (the latter was also nominated for an Academy
Award) are also on-target.  So is the look, both in cinematography and set design.

A minor problem is Debbie Shelton's music.  While the intimate, stately
piano and chamber-orchestra pieces within the picture get the feel correctly, the
composer misses an opportunity to set the emotional stage at both ends of the
presentation, as both sets of credits roll.  The swelling, stiring sounds of a fuller
orchestra belie what this movie really is : An intimate portrait of tragedy between
two people that can cecur in a lifetime.

But the real problem with "Tom & Viv" is Michael Hastings' and Adrian
Hodges' writing.   Start with the title itself:  Is this to be a jolly roll with two
lovers?  Like the contradictory opening overture, is this an ironic moniker of what
is to come?  Or did the whters or producerjust give up on a better one?  One will
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never know, because the movie was based on Hastings' play of the same title.
Otowhere is it written, except in contracts, that the derivative work fe¢s to be titled
the same.)

Of course this is symptomatic of more fundamental problems.  Back to
the original questions.

The movie's plot splendidly shifts its sympathies back and forth, pointing
at various times throughout the story at the reasons for Tom and Viv's troubles:
British turn-of-the-century society for not discussing "female troubles," Viv's
parents, Viv, then Tom.   But then there are  scenes, though laden with tragic
power, that let Tom off the hook as well, pointing to imperfect knowledge of
medicine  at any one time,  and the recognition we all know -- that medicine's
marvelous march toward successive discovery could have saved so many in the
past.

But  after  what  we  already  know,  then  what?    That  is  the  real  lost
opportunity here.  What of an ethic that simply buries mentally loved ones when
we all know that cures might later be found to reverse ugly but necessary past
decisious --especially in the fast-moving field of mental illness?  Without giving
the ending away, Tom refuses to answer that question for hiniself.  But what of
the others?  Including Viv, who leams with us that her condition might have been
treated sufficiently to free her from commitment to an asylum?

This is the ultimate problem with "Tom & Viv": The script illogically
forgets Viv's active zest for life and societal recognition of her own talent and
personality.   It is simply inconsistent that she could be freed with science, then
stand and wave as her visiting brother depart, stoically advising, "Chin up."

Oh, there is on explanation.   She went through menopause?  Feminists
might have a field day with this one.

Boring is one sin this otherwise terrific movie does avoid committing.
What keeps it from greathess are the ethical punches it pulls in the end.   With so
much  terrific  material  at  hand,  and  otherwise  exquisitely  executed,  this  lost
opportunity is almost unforgivable.
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LOGIC AND MR. LIMBAUGH
B00KREVIEW

John E. Shosky, Ph.D.

Ray Perkius, Jr. £og7.c ¢#dMr. £j.mbc7wgrfe.  Open Court,1995.   ISBN 0-8126-
9294-2.

Critical thinking is one of the most important classes offered by our
educational institutions.  Yet, since the time of the Roman rhetoricians, it has been
repeatedly characterized as a playground for the intellectual "nabobs" who never
leave the ivory towers or for the children of rich nobles who have nothing better
to  do.    Some  see  critical  thinking  as  a  survey  of the  verbal  tricks  used  by
politicians and lavyers.

But critical thindng is important for all of us --one of the most important
activities we can lean and practice.   It is difficult.   But as Russell once said:
"Many people would rather die than think.  In fact, they do."

Many philosophers have tried to make critical thinking fin, hoping that
humor can transmit the immense value of good thinking.  Over the years I have
tried to find a book that will comect with students: Copi and Cohen, Flew, Daner,
Soccio and Bany, Sainsbury, Churchill, Hughes, and many others.  This year I
tried Perkins, who is an active member of the BRS.  I had mixed results.

Perkins found that students of argumentation relate well to the real-life
argunrmts of daily discourse.  He has also found that Rush Limbaugh has become
an opinion-leader for millions of people, including a large number of college
students.  Perkins does not doubt Limbaugh's sincerity; but he does question his
"logical correctness."

This book teaches the principles of good informal reasoning by using
Limbaugh's influential and controversial comments to illustrate the nature and
pemutations of fallacious reasoning.  Perkins begins with a chapter on "Basic
Logic," followed by a great chapter on "How to Spot Fallacies."   These two
chapters are illustrations in applied logic, or rather, illogic.   Then, in succesive
chapters,  Perkins  groups  fallacious  arguments  used  by  Limbaugh  against
envirormentalists,  multiculturists,  animal  rights  activists,  sex  educators,  the
criminal justice  system,  the  media,  and  liberals.    The  examples  are  usually
humorous and the issues topical.

Perkins   adds  much  discussion  about  each  fallacy  in  action,  with
comments that are insichtful, clever, and provocative.  This is a very well-written
book, which is rare in the critical thinking field.  And, this is one critical thinking
book that does not dumny up for students, but.makes the material so accessible
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that you are mistakenly deceived by its simplicity (which is a fallacy yet to be
named --perhaps the "simpleton's fallacy").

My  students were put off by a few things.   They didn't like Perkins
repeatedly  referring  to  his  readers  as  "dittoheads."    Maybe  we  lacked  the
necessary  sense of humor,  but I do think that joke was  overdone.   Also, the
grouping of fallacies by political topic, rather than fallacy type, made the book
seem repetitive.   I'm not sure that it is repetitive, because Perkins illustrates a
wide-range of fallacies.   But there is  quite a bit of overlap  and this  gives  an
appearance of covering much the same ground chapter after chapter.  Finally, my
students found it to be most valuable when read in conjunction with other books
on informal reasoning (in our case Flew's magnificent 77!7.#fa.#g S/rcri.gA/ and
Copi and Cohen's famous J#/roc7wcfj.o# fo fogj.c).

However, with these difficulties noted, I like the book very much.  It made
for some memorable and witty classroom discussions.  Many of the students took
the book home to  share with their parents,  and after Spring Break I received
reports  of the parental responses (mostly favorable).   When was the last time
students and parents talked about critical thinking over hamburgers or spaghetti?

Perkins provides a valuable service with this book: he brings logic to the

people, challenging the sloppy thinking of our opinion-leaders, talk show hosts,
and public gasbags.  Good for Perkins!  He makes philosophy, especially critical
thinking, a dangerous, necessary, and eternally vigilant enterprise.  I recommend
fog!.c  c7#c7 A4lr.  £j.mbc7wgfe  as a good read, an important catalogue of common
fallacies, and a public service to again warn us about the bad thinking that often
shapes our world.  I hope that all members of the BRS will add this work to their
logical arsenal.
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THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1997 Membership Renewal Form

This is the final notice to renew BRS membership for 1997.
`€          If you have already renewed for 1997 or havejoined the BRs in l997,

please accept our thanks once agaln for participating in the BRS.
`€          Ifyouhave nofyetrenewedyourmembership for l997 --or if you would

like tojoin the BRS for the first time --Please mail the form below along
with the aDDronriate I]avment TODAY.  Thanks!

Please mail this fom and paymentto:        Dennis Darland
BRS Treasun
1965 Winding Hills Road, # 1304
Davenport, IA 52807
U.S.A.

------------I---I-----------------------I--------------------------1

I  have  looked  at  the  membership  categories  below  and  have  checked  the
appropriate category for my circumstances.   I have enclosed  my  1997 dues in
U.S. funds payable to "Bertrand Russell Society". 0lease print clearly.)

H Individual $35                            I Couple ouo
I student $20                               . Limited Income Individual $20
I Limited Income couple $25     I Contributor $50 and xp
I Sustainer $75 and up                I Sponsor sloo and up
I patron $250 and xp                   I Benefactor $500 and up
I Life Member sl,000 and up     I organization Membership $50
I PLUS $10 if outside U.S.A., Canada, and Mexico
I PLUS Or if in Canada or Mexico

NAME DATE

ADDRESS

E  RAIL
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TREASURER'S REPORT
Dennis Darland

JANUARY I,1996 -DECEMBER 31,1996 submitted March 17,1997
BRS -- Bank, Cash, CC Accounts

BALANCE DECEMBER 31, 1995

INFLOWS..
Contributions--BRS

Total Contributions
Ifues
New Members
Renewals

Total Dues
Int. Inc.
Library Inc.
Meeting Inc.
From Don Jackanicz

$  462.00

1,113.67

6,317.00

Total Inflows

OUTFLOWS:
BRS Award
Library Exp.
Newsletter
Other Exp.
Russell Sub.
Uno ategorized Outflows

Total Outflows

OVERALL TOTAL:

BALANCE DECEMBER 3 1, 1996

Notes:   Liability to Don Jackanicz is $2,403.50.
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$  1,430.95

462.00

7,430.67
5.96

142.20
75.00

2.403.50

$10,519.33

730.00
67.89

4,850.00
416.09

4,887.50
25.00

$10,976.48

($     457.15)

$      973.80
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The Bertrand Russell Society
3 802 North Kenneth Avenue, Chicago, IL 60641 -2814, U.S.A.

The   Bertrand   Russell   Society   was   founded   in   1974   to   foster   a   better
understanding of Russell'S work and to promote ideas and causes he thought
important.   The Society's motto is  Russell's statement, "The good life is one
inspired by love and guided by knowledge."

The Bertrand Russell Society Ouarterlv is published in February, May, August
and November.   Letters and manuscripts should be addressed to:

John E. Shoskv
BRS
1806 Rollins Drive
Alexandria, VA 22307

OFFICERS 0F THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

Chair
President
Vice President
Vice President/Information Emeritus
Secretary
Treasurer

Michael J. Rockler
John Lenz
Jan Eisler
Lee Eisler

Ken Blackwell
Dennis Darland

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY ON THE NET

The Bertrand Ru_s_s__ell Soc.letv Home Page
http://daniel.dre\\..edu/~jlenz/brd.html

The Bertrand__Russell Societv Ouarterlv
http://daniel.drew.edu/~jlenz/qtly.html

TllelBe_I.trand Russell Societv Annual Book Award
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FROM THE EDITOR
John E. Shosky

American University

This  is my second  issue  as editor.  Thanks to  all  those  members who
have helped make this issue possible.  I especially welcome our those members
who have just joined the Bertrand Russell Society.

Inside  you  will  find  a  report  about  the  last  aunual  meeting  by  BRS
President John Lenz.

There   is   a  fascinating   essay   by   Robert  Barnard  about  Russell's
relevance   in   a   fast-growing   field   of  philosophical   interest:   the   issue   of
vagueness.

In addition, there is a report about Russell's influence on philosophy in
Oxford  from  1950  to  the  present,  based  on  an  interview  with  Ron  Harre,
Emeritus Fellow of Linacre College,  Oxford,  and former University Lecturer
in the Philosophy of Science in Oxford.

Peter Stone presents his thoughts on  "Intellectual Giants".
And, as always, a book review and a video review.  This time we have

a review ot` Volume  11  in the Co//ccf8d PaperT o/Bcr/rtzHd Jiwffc//.  Cliff Henke
has  examined  the  video  "Carrington".  In  the  next  issue  he  will  look  back
several years to  "Reds".

In this issue we have some new features.  First,  you will find  "Russell
News",   which   will   present   short   notes   about   recently   published   books,
upcoming publications,  interesting journal articles,  television programs,  or other

pieces of interesting Russell trivia.      This is an attempt to capture some of the
information  that  used  to  be  a  central  part  of the  old  newsletter,  but  slipped
thr()ugh the cracks in the quarterly format.

Second, there is a new section about membership profiles.  Several BRS
members  have  asked  for  information  about  others  in  the  Society.   In  each
upcoming issue we will  include three or four profiles to indicate the scope and
breadth of` members and their interest in Russell.  A blank membership profile
is  included.  If` you haven.I filled one out,  please take the time to give us some
information.

I  hope you enjoy this  issue.  Again,  I commend the cover drawing by
Bulgarian Iva Petkova.  I have received numerous favorable comments about the
drawing.  In fact,  I liked it so much that a framed copy now hangs in my office.
I have asked lva for a new drawing for next year's f`our issues.  Remember,  we
are going to have the same drawing for one year's set of issues,  distinguishing
the  individual  four  issues  within  the  year  by  different  colored  paper  on  the
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Cover.
I   must  thank  Kathryn  Jo  Ottman  for  her  invaluable  assistance  in

preparing  the  Quarterly  for  publication.  She  formatted  the  copy  pages  and
provided much-needed advice.  Thank you,  Kathryn.

Catharine Kendig and Robert Barnard continue as assistant editors.   I
hope you enjoy the gwc7r/er/};.

•®®®.

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY:
Conference Report

John Lenz, President

The Bertrand Russell Society held its armual meeting on May 30-June  I
at  the  Center  for  Inquiry  in  Amherst,  NY  (outside  Buffalo).   This  }'ear  \ve

participated in ajoint meeting of oursel\'es, the Humanist Association of Canada,
and  the  Campus  Freethought Alliance.  The  CFA  represents  student-groups  at
colleges  and universities around the U.S.  and Canada.  It \vas wonderful to see
such \.italit}' among }'oung people at this e\'ent entitled "Humanism:  The Next
Generation."

Several  Russell-L  subscribers  \vere  in  attendance,  among  other  BRS
members.  Here is a brief report of Russell-related e\'ents.

At the opening plenar}' session, the BRS  President (m}'self) made short
remarks about two messages "the good Lord" \`'ould send to us today' (if spirits
had  e-mail):  skepticism  and hope.  (8}.  the  wa}',  I  found  a  little kno``m  line  of
Russell's  published  for the  first  time  in  the "Bibliography." b}.  Black\\'ell  and
Ruja: ".  .  . let us hope, for as yet there is no tax on hope. ")

It \vas pleasing to see that two other speakers paid homage to Russell in
the opening session.  Derek Araujo,  a  student  at  Har\.ard,  CFA  President,  and

(\`'e're proud to sa}.) a BRS member, said Russell \vas a major influence on him.
Jeff Lowder, President of Internet Infidels \\'hich maintains the Secular Web (this
is fantastic! http://\\`\`\'.infidels.org), said that he \vas introduced to free thought
in high school through reading ``Wh}. I Am Not a Christian" and "An Outline of
Intellectual  Rubbish."   He actuall}' gave pride of place to BR among the people
he thanked at the begirming of his talk! (It \vas fascinating to hear about and to see
the uses to which e-mail and the WWW are being out--whether or not ``Principia
Mathematica," a book which almost no one has read, had an}1hing to do with
computers!)

Friday., a luncheon \vas held at the home of Prometheus Books (like the
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Center for Inquiry, founded by Paul Kurtz).  All walked away with books they

purchased. By the way, in connection with the activities of this formidable group
in Buffalo, it was noted that the first line of the new blockbuster film, "The Lost
World" (the sequel to Jurassic Park; but I would be pained if this mention caused
anyone to go to see the film) mentions their periodical, "Skeptical Inquirer."

At the afternoon session Tin Madigan of Free /#g#J.r}; magazine and the
BRS hosted the BRS session.

Thomas Magnell (chair of philosophy at Drew University -my colleague
here in Madison, New Jersey) spoke on "Present Concerns and Future Interests."
Tom has published on this topic in various ethics journals (he edits the Jowr#¢/
a/Vcr/#e /#gw7.ry) but we asked him to explain it to us in view of the theme of the
conference.  He  distinguished  between  the  "politically  enfranchised"  and  the
"politically unenfranchised" futures and argued that ignoring the interests of the

latter (say', for the sake of argument and example only, the future after  loo years
from now) entails a new form of bigotry, "temporal bigotry."

Michael  Rockler  (BRS   Chairman  and  Professor  at  National-Louis
Universit}. in Washington, D.C.) and John Novak (of Brock Uni\'ersity and editor
of the John De\\'e}' Societ}' ne\\'sletter) staged another in their series of "Russell
\'s.  De\\'e}'" debates.  This  one  the  6th or so,  addressed "Dewe}' \'s.  Russell  on
Democrac}'." Their wide-ranchng critiques embraced much more than democracy.
There \\'as no clear-cult \\'inner.

On Saturday, the moming plenap. session heard outstanding reports from
student  organizers  and  acti\'ists,  notabl}.  Adam  Butler  from  Alabama  who  is
rall}'ing troops against the " 10 commandments" judge (and the governor).   We
\\.ere mo\'ed b}' (among others) Ibm Warraq on `.Wh}' I Am Not a Muslim"--this
is nlso the Russell-inspired title of his book from Prometheus.  He told me that BR
is a per\'asi\.e influence in that \\Jork and that he intends tojoin the BRS.

At   lunch  \\'e  \vere  treated  to  another  delightful   and  well-informed

performance  b}'  the  good  Lord  himself,  personified  b}'  Tre\'or  Banks  of the
Humanist Asscoiation of canada. Trevor comes to look more like BR all the time.

The aftcmoon session included four papers:  James Alouf (Sweet Briar
College) spoke on "Russell and the Teaching of Histor}J." He had new things to
sa\. c\'en after old timers noted that this \\'as the third BRS talk on this popular
topic in the past  16 or  17 years.

John  Shosky  (American  University')  addressed  "Bertrand  Russell  on
Power," particularl}' discussing the contemporar}' relevance of his thinking about
organizations. He ackno\\i'ledged work on the book Power presented to the BRS
in pre\'ious years by Peter Stone.

Catherine  Kendig,  a  graduate  student  at  American  University,  read
Victoria Patton's paper on "Russell's Theor}' of Judgment." This paper won the
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1997 BRS student paper prize, but Victoria could not attend from University of
Western Austraha.  She  is  a  student of Stewart Candish.  We will  publish this

paper in the BRS gw¢r/er/y (under the new editorship of John Shosky).
Peter Stone (Univ. of Rochester) gave a stimulating talk on "Russell's

Political Thought: What's Ethics Got to Do with lt?"  He examined the unified
theory  of ethics  and  politics  that  Russell  offered  in  one  of his  last  works  of

political theory, fJw"cr# Socj.e/y 7.# ErAi.cs "#d po/7./7.cs'.   This theory is grounded
in a theory of good very similar to utilitarianism.   The primary difference is that
Russell replaces "utility" with "desire satisfaction."  Peter then examined both the
coherence and the relevance of the theory of the good.  While the conclusions he
offers are rather preliminary, he believes that a coherent version of the theory inns
the risk of irrelevanc}r'.  In other words, a coherent version of the theory might not
be capable of pro\'iding guidance to a person as to how to act which an}. person

(including Russell himself) might ha\'e reason to follow.
An annual highlight \vas the Red Hackle Hour preceding the banquet on

Saturday night.  Chairman Michael  Rockier made some appropriate Russellian
remarks in a brief after-dinner address.

On Sunday', the BRS conducted meetings of its Board and of the Societ}.
at `\'hich, among other things, it \`'as resol\'ed to plan a meeting for Tampa or St.
Petcrsburg,  Florida  at  the  end  of Ma\'   1998.    That  \vill  be  our  25th  annual
meeting. Jan Eisler \\/rill host this meeting.

The last ofricial BRS presence at this joint gathering \vas when John Lenz
\\'as flattered to introduce Paul Kurtz for his \'aledictor\. address on "The Future
of Humanism." Paul Kurtz (who is bouncing back from-triple-bypass surger}') is
a past recipient of the armual BRS A\\'.ard for \\'ork in Russell's spirit.

It \vas a great pleasure as al\\'a}'s to come together to express our shared
\'alues and interests.   This e\.ent \\'as largcl}' organi7.cd b}. the indefatigable Tim
Madigan of F/'cc /;7gwJ.r}; magazine, \vhom \\'e thank again along \vith the entire
staff of the Center for lnquir}''!

8}'  the  \\'a}',  I  should  repeat  that  the  BRS  offers  a  half-price  initial
membership to an}'onc who attended this conference.

P.S. On a personal note, the presence of the CFA \vas a special delight to
me.    I \\i'as  a  founding faculty. co-sponsor of the Agnostic  and Atheist  Student
Group  at Texas A&M  Universit}' (where it \vas and still is sorely needed) and

(anecdotes oritted) this group spawned the lntemet Infidels no\\7 extremel\i' abl\'
rm (elsewhere) b}. Jeff Lowder.  (I kne\`' m}. presence there \vas in line with-som-e
higher  purpose  .      .    )  Check  out  their  mega-resource,  the  Secular  web,  at:
http:/www.infidels.org.

•®,®.
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RUSSELL NEWS: Publications, etc.

I+An   article  on  Bertrand   Russell   ("Poor   Bertie")   appeared     in  R¢dJ.c¢/

PfeJ./osapky,  81  (Jan./Feb.1997).  The article is inspired by the recent biography

by Monk and Ironside's analysis of Russell's social thought.

+  Indiana University has just published a book on Pierce: S/wc/J.es j.# fAe fogJ.c
a/C¢cJr/eJ Scr#c7ers Pr'erce.  It is edited by Nathan Houser, Don D. Roberts and
James van Evra.
+Oxford University Press has just reissued Russell's Jig/J.g/.o# ¢#d ScJ.e#ce with

a new introduction by Michael Ruse.
L+University' of chicago Press has published a book by Willian R. Everdell, 77?e

Fjrst Moderns:  Profiles in the Origins of Twenlielh~Century Thought. Armon8
the  modems  covered:  Georg  Cantor,  RIchard  Dedekind,  and  Gottlob  Frege.
Chapter 12 is "Bertrand Russell and Edmund Husserl: Phenomenology, Number,
and the Fall of Logic,  1901."

+Carl Roll.\'son's Rebecc¢ Wes/.. 4 i//e, published by Scribner in  1996, contains
a major letter from Russell to West about his attitude on H.G. Wells.
+American Uhi\'ersity Press in Beinit has published an introduction to Russell's

thought b}i. Ibrahim Najjar. Translated, the title is Ber/rc7#c/ f{!{sse//.. fJJ.a  777o#gfe/
o#dp/¢ce J.# Co#/ewporc7ry Pfo7./asapky. Najjar \vas awarded his M.A. in Russell
Studies at MCMaster.

-RoutledgehasreissuedRussell'sPr7.#c7.p/ego/Soc`;.¢/ficcows/r2tc/7.o#(1916),

\\ith a ne\\' introduction b}. RIchard A.  Rempel.

+Four  upcoming  titles  concerning  Russell  are:  Ivor  Grattan-Guiuness'  71j?c

bTLwc./7/orM#/Acwc7#.c¢/ Roo/s,  1870-1930, Princeton Uni\'ersity' Press,  1998?;
Charles  Pigden's (ed) Rzfsfe// o# E/A/.c`j',  Routledge,1998?; Nick Griffin's (ed)
Comp##/.ow /o f}ws'se//,  Canibridge Uni\'ersit}' Press,1998?; and Louis Greenspan
and Stefan Andersson's (eds) /t!tsse// o# /{e//.g/.o#,  Routledge,1998?

+The BBC recently' ran a t\\'o-part biograph}' on Bertrand Russell as part of their
"Rcputations" tele\'ision  series.  The series  is  a  popular collection of historical

biographies.
I+A  recent  trip  to Warfield's  secondhand  book  store  in  Oxford  uncovered  a

chestnut:   the  April   1970   issue   of  M7.#c/  (Volume   LXXIX,   No.   314),   the

philosophical   quarterly   then  edited  b}'   Gilbert  Ryle.   There   is   a   frontpiece
photograph commemorating the life of Bertrand Russell.  The photo is by Allan
Chappelow, taken in Russell's study at his home in North Wales.



.®®®.

RUSSELL 0N VAGUENHSS
Robert Barnard

University of Memphis

ln recent years philosophers in the analytic tradition have been returning
to an old and recurring problem:   the SorJ.res paradox (from the Greek term for
`heap').   Today this paradox and related issues are considered under the general

term  `vagueness'.   The problem is basically this:   If a pile of sand with  10,000

grains is a heap, and a pile of sand with only  I  grain is not a heap, then it stands
to reason that there is a point between these extremes where by removing  I  grain
of sand at a time from the former pile, the removal of 1  specific grain of sand will
make the difference between the pile being a heap or not being a heap.   However,
there is no such point; there seems to be nothing about our concept of heap that
tells us what that point of transition is.   The attempt to proceed from the derinite
heap  to  the definite  non-heap  b}'  means  of small  changes  seems  to  erase the
difference bet\\'een the heap and the non-heap.  Hence the paradox -- \ve lack a
firm basis for asserting that a pile `\'ith 5,000 grains is a heap as opposed to a
non-heap, and again have no reason not to assert both heap-ness and non-heap-
ncss of this pile, in\iting contradiction.   It is a curious problem, but upon further
reflection \\'e recogrlize that it is a common affliction: there are a large number of
words \\'hich share this kind of indeterminac\'.

In his  1923 paper yogwe#ej',g' , Russ;ll made one of the first attempts to
resol`'e this problem in a manner informed b}. the then recent advances in formal
logic.     Accordingl}.,  Russell's  paper  is  often  cited  as   a   /oc!f,7  c/c7sJJ.c!ts   in
contemporap' discussions of \'agueness.  Thus it seems apt that \ve should take the
time   to  reexamine  Russell's   approach   as   a  wa}'  of  grounding  our  further
speculation upon the issue.  Therefore, I will both present and pose a problem for
Russell's  account of the nature of \'agueness  as  a \\'a}' of testing its theoretical
mettle.

Russell argues that \.agueness paradoxes form a species of philosophical

puzzle \\'hich falls under the larger genus of problems associated \\ith our use of
symbolism.  While the use of complex symbolism is unavoidable in abstract and

philosophical  reasoning, problems  arise in those cases where features of these
s}'mbolic   signs   are   attributed   incorrectl}.'   and   unconsciousl}'   to   the   things
symbolized  and  signified.  In  the  case  of vagueness`  when \ve  expect  ordinary.
language  to exhibit  the  detcrminacy  of quantified  predicate  logic.  Casting  the
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problem as one of conceptual clarification, Russell notes: "I do not think that the
study of principles of symbolism will yield any pos7./J.ve results in metaphysics,
but I do think it will yield a great many negative results by enabling us to avoid
fallacious  inferences  from  symbols  to  things."   Vagueness,  for  Russell,  is  an
illustrative   case   study   in   the   larger   problematic   of  correct   and   incorrect
symbolization.

Illustrative or not, vagueness is a problem.  Russell argues that vagueness
like  precision  is  a  feature  of our  representations.    In  ordinary  practice,  \ve
represent  objects  and  the  world  using  symbolism  which  is  inadequate  to  a
logically rigorous carving up of the world, but which usually allows us to get by.
Knowledge too can be vague, but again this vagueness is a feature of the way our
knowledge is represented in the mind, and not a feature of what is kno\un.  This
suggests that objects of kno\\i'ledge must be determinate for Russell.

Russell  also  points  out  the  distinguishing  feature  of vagueness:  the

presence  of  borderline  cases.     He  illustrates  this  notion  in  terms  of  color
recognition.   The color red, for instance, falls within a continuum between what
is certainl}' purple and \\'hat is certainl}' orange.   Red appears when \ve remo\'e
blue  graduall}. from purple,  and disappears  as \ve graduall}' add }'ellow to red.
Borderline cases are those where a shade is not definitel}' red, and not definitely.
non-red.  Wc experience this sense of doubt about \\'hether to appl}' the term `red',
"not because \\'e are ignorant of the meaning of the word `red', but because it is

a word the extent of \\.hose application is essentiall}' doubtful."  Vagueness and
borderline cases, therefore, occur \\.hen s}"bolism is imprecise.   But this has the
strange  consequence of there being colors  \\'hich  are  neither definitel}' red nor
derinilel\' not-red.

Our philosophicall}' informed conception of ho\\' \\'ords \\'ork, follo\\ing
Fregc,  holds  that  the meaning of terms  is  tied,  in  at  least some  sense,  to their
intension  and extension.   What Russell  is pointing to hcrc,  is that in the case of
vague \\'ords and concepts, e.g.  `heap', `bald',  `tall`,  `red`, and a million more, the
intension undcrdetermines the extension of the word or concept, the extension of
\.ague terms is not clear.   And this has an important logical consequence:  "The
la\\. of the excluded middle is true \vhen precise s}mbols are emplo}'ed, but it is
not  true  \\.hen  s}mbols  are  \'ague,  as,  in  fact,  all  symbols  are."   Here  Russell
marks an impoilant distinction bet`\'een natural languages and the formal s}'stems
\\'c emplo}' in our attempts to order natural language.   This brings Russell's thesis
that the nature of \'agueness is rooted in the nature of s}'mbolism into sharp focus.

Consider the paradox of Elvis Vaguel}', a hypothetical singer, \\'ho started
his career a thin man, but gaining a pound at a time e\'entuall}' became not-thin.
Naturall}'' \ve suppose that there \\'as some point where he became heavy, and that
this point corresponds to htlving gained of some specific amount of weight.   But,
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if we  proceed  by  interrogating  our  representations  or Elvis  as  each  pound  is

gained, we find that our attempts at classification fail in borderline cases; there is
no one point which we can confidently point to as THE transition point betwccn
the THIN Elvis and the NOT-THIN El`'is.   Should we therefore say that there is
no difference between the two Elvi?   Assuredly not, surrender to paradox \vas
never an option for Russell.  Russell's usual approach to paradox, as in Pr7.#c/P/.c7
A4c7/foemc7//.ccr for example, would seem to require that we attempt to discern the
loalcal form of the paradox. But this paradox is strange in that, if Russell is right,

paradox is what results from the unconscious attempt to logically discipline our
ordinary talk !

Let H(10,000) designate a heap with  10,000 grains of sand.   We also
obser\'e that piles with 9,999 or 9,998 or 9,997 grains are also heaps.   The natural
language term `heap' has borderline cases, the logic of our predicate H therefore
needs to include the principle that if H(n) then H(n-I ).   Starting with H( 10,000),
9,999 applications of this principles conclusion \ve get:  if H( I ) then H(0) (a pile
\\ith no sand is still a heap), and b}' seemingl}' unimpeachable reasoning!   This is
a classic formal paradox, \vhere true premises and \'alid reasoning lead to false
conclusions.    But  if Russell  is  right,  the  mistake  is  in  the  attempt  to  logicall}'
discipline the term `hcap', or an}' other vague term, and the solution is to lea\.c the
informal paradox alone. Logical thinking insists upon precise symbolism, ordinar}'
language does not, and need not.   Russell therefore is telling us, more or less, to
m7.#c/ o!trp '.7 c"c7 g 's(a familiar theme, though in this case \ve should try' not to
confuse our peas and queues \\'ith our p's and q's).

Let me now indicate the kind of \.agucness \\i'hich would be problematic
for Russell's account,.   In more contcmporar}. discussions of \'agueness there is
also a consideration of so-called \'ague objects.   Paradigm cases of \'ague objects
include clouds  (\\.here precisely.  is  the edge of a cloud?)  and mountains  (\\'here

precisel}'   is   the   base   of  a   mountain?),   though   \\.e   might   add   things   like
metropolitan  areas,  or  even  tables  (if \\'e  take  modcm  accounts  of wa\`vard
electrons  seriously.).   Russell`s \.iew seems  to be that objects carmot be {'ague,
thcrcfore if oiur language \\.ere a precise there \\'ould be no problem of \.agueness.
It \\'ould be an anal}1ic truth, c.g.  that `Heap`  means  `more than 765 grains', and
that  `if H(766) then H(76`5)`  \\'ould be an ob\'ious contradiction, indicating the
rejection of borderline cases.  Russell seems to agree with this when he writes that

precise  s}mbolism  is,  "not  applicable  to  this  terrestritil  life,  but  onl}'  to  an
imagined celestial existence.  Where, ho\\'c\'er` this celestial existence \vould differ
from  ours,  so  far as  logic  is  concerned,  \`'ould  not be  in  the nature of what is
kno\un, but onl}' in the accurflc}/. of our kllo\\/'ledgc." that is, in the precision of our
representations.   But  in what sense \\'ould a precise representation of an i.ideal
cloud"  be precise?   Precision might  follow from stipulation, but to reprcsenl a
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vague  object  in  a  precise  way  would  itself be  to  draw  an  inaccurate  picture,
suggesting ®aradoxically) that precise representation may in some cases reg#J.re
vague  s}rmbolism.    This  suggests  that  an  imprecise  symbolism  is  capable  of

precise representation, which would be the denial of Russell's thesis.   Further, any
stipulation \\'ould beg the question of which limit to stipulate and how to justify
one stipulated limit in contradistinction to other equally plausible alternatives.

But this is the nature of a true philosophical problem, its ability to resist
solutions.   While Russell's  solution may.' not be the final \\Jord on vagueness,
Russell's  article is noteworthy for many reasons, not the least of which are the

pro\'ceative claims he makes distancing logic and ordinary language and limiting
the scope of the law of the excluded middle.   From the standpoint those hunting
for philosophical problems, \'agueness is a \\'ortlyJ quarry--for just when it seems

}'ou ha\'e caught it in a logical net, it escapes to become a different but related
problem in epistemology or ontolog}'.  In a wa}J, philosoph}'' \\'ould be poorer if the
problems of \'agueness were resol\'ed, or to paraphrase El\is Vaguely: " yJ.w} £crs
Vagueness.I"

1. BertriAIrd R:ussel\,"Vagueness," Australasiaii Journal Of peycliology and Philosophy,
I  (June  1923), pp.  84-92., reprinted in  C'o//ec/cdpape;.s, \i'ol. 9, pp.147-154.

CONVERSATION WITH ROM HARRE
John E. Shosky

American University

ln April  1997, I tisked Rom Harre, Emeritus Fello\\' of Linacre College,
Oxford,  and former Uni\'ersity' Lecturer in the Philosoph}' of Science, to reflec.I
upon Russell's influence at Oxford from  1950-1997.   Harre is no\\' a professor of

ps}'cholog}'  at  Georgetown Uni\'ersit}.,  \\'here he still  lectures  on Wittgenstein.
Our  conversation  builds  upon  an  earlier  discussion  with  Anton}'  Flew,  \\'ho
outlined  Russell's  influence  in  the  1940s.    M}. goal  is  to capture the personal
impressions of Russell  and his  influence upon some of the  later generations of

philosophers in Oxford and elsewhere.
While Flew found Russell \\Jtis admired and often assigned reading` Harre
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found  the  situation  much  different  upon  his  o\\m  arrival  at  Oxford.    Harre
explained that "The intellectual climate at Oxford was chilly toward Russell.  He
\vas widely read but not widely' admired.   The orthodoxy' was that, like Descartes,
Russell  was  someone who  made  flagrant errors,  the  kind of errors  that  were
interesting to undergraduates.   So, 777e Prod/e"s a/PfoJ./oJapdy was assigned to
most philosophy students, but essentially so they could understand its weaknesses.
It was used as a stalking horse."

One  influential  voice  against  Russell  \\'as  Peter  Strawson,  who  `vas
Harre's tutor.   Strawson shared Wittgenstein's view that Russell \vas not a great
logician, in part because Russell did not understand the nature of logical truth.   In
addition,  Strawson  had  engaged  Russell's  theory  of descriptions  in  the  now
famous "On Referring", drawing Russell's vigorous, sometimes vindicti\;'e repl}'.
Strawson's A# /#/rod!/c/J.o# /o fogJ.cc7/ 7l¢eor}J \vas directed against the kind of
logic  practiced  b}'  Russell,  especiall}'  the  discussions  on  logical  truth,  logical
connectives  and  induction.     As  well,  Strawson  \vas  at  the  forefront  of  the
mo\'ement toward philosophical  logic, which \vas often  at odds \\'ith Russell's
development of formal logic in PrJ.#cJ.pJ.¢ A4lc7/Aemc7/J.c.¢ and else\\'.here.

Another  voice  that  challenged  Russell  \\'as  J.L.  Austin,  \\'ho \vas  also
Harre's Super\isor.  Austin thought that the entire sense-data \'iew \\'as "craz\' --
notjust \\Tong, but \\Tong headed in a serious \\'a}'."  At that time Oz" K#ow`/ec7gc

Of the External World was "ch rend> and HiiITe also rend The Analysis o`f Mind
and  77Ie A#¢/);^s/.,7 c)/A4c7//cr "on the quiet." Russell \\'as a silent  foil in Austin's
seminars, in much the same wa}' that Russell is the foil of the rr¢c`/"/!fs /,ogj.ct7-
P¢J./o.TapA/.c!/s.   Of course, Austin's major target \vas A.J. A}'er, \\'.ho "reproduced
Russell's philosophical views."   In  1953, Harre remembers Austin walking into
a   room  of  philosophy.  students,  holding  at  arms   length  and  \\'ith  ob\'ious
dispheasNIe A;+or. s The Foundation.s t)i Empirical  Knowledge.   AL"stm torid them
"I'm not going to argue \\ith Professor A}.er, I`m going to shred him."  And it \vas

a "massacre."   Austin \\/.as at the height of his po\\/'ers, and the sense-data \'ie\\.
\\'as  decimated in his seminars.   For Harre, the atmosphere in Austin's lectures
\\.as electric` challengivg ftmd{rmental, cardinal assumptions of philosoph}'.   Harre
and  other students of Austin  felt that they. \\'ere hearing something historic and
\ital to the successful practice of philosoph}'.

Stra`\'.son and Austin represented a dominant strand in logic at Oxford,
those  who  de\'eloped  the  discipline  of philosophical  logic.    The  subdominant
strand   \\/'as   represented   b}.   William   Knealc   and   Hao  Wang.      Most  of  the

philosophers  found  themsel\.es  sharing  some  of the  \'ie\vs  of both  strands.
Kneale   ga\'e   lectures,   attended  b}'   Harre,   tliat  \\/'ere  later  published  as   777t>
Devc/ap/77c#/  t7//jogj.c.  perhaps  the  best  histor}.  of logic  lo  date.  In  Knealc's
classes,  Russell's  use  of quantifiers,  the  theory.  of descriptions,  the  nature  of
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numbers, set paradoxes, and the theory of types were much discussed. Another
supporter of Russell's was Hao Wang, who \vas considered a logical superstar.
Wang spent a great amount of time examining and criticizing Russell's theory of

types.    For him, Russell "stood larger" than with other lecturers in Oxford. Wang
used Russell extensively in his presentations.     Wang offered extremely detailed
lectures, writing countless equations on the blackboard while his students drank
tea and tried to decipher the equations. Kneale and Wang were joined by Arthur
Prior, who came to Oxford in the mid-1950s. His students worked through the
first  part   of  PrJ.#cJ.pJ.cr  A4c7/¢emcr/I.cc7.   Other  logicians   studied   included  Jan
Lukasiewicz, Willard Quine, and Gerhard Gentzen. Prior ga\'e the first systematic
lectures in logic on modal logic.

During  Harre's   four  decades   at   Oxford,   the   influence  of  Ludwig
Wittgenstein has become enormous. At that time, the Tractatus \\Jas often read as
if it \\'as in the Russellian tradition.  Harre remembers that the rr¢c/cr/ws occupied
a  place  right  next  to  Russell's  714e  P¢j./osapky  o/£ogJ.c¢/ 4/omJ.sin  on  his
bookshelf.  All of that began to slo\\'l}. change in the  1950s.  Gilbert Ryle gave a
seminar on the Tractatus e`'er}' Thursda}' night (Harre still has the notes  from
these lectures, and he should publish them.   Of interest, R}.le's book are nou' part
of the Linacre College Librar}. and his copies of the rrc7c/"/„s and Pfoj./osapA7.cc7/
/#vcf/7.g¢/J.o#J are much armotated).  R}'le kne\\' Wittgenstein rather well.  He did
not  gi\.e  a  traditional  Russellian reading of the  7'rc7c`/c7/I/s -- quite the opposite.
R}'le's  reading  was,  in  large  measure,  an  attempt  to  show hour  Wittgenstein
differed from Russell.   The now-standard reading of wittgenstcin, which sho\vs
the anti-Russcllian tenor of the rroc`/¢/zt``',  has become the `.canon", thanks to the
\\'ork at Oxford of Da\'id Pears, Peter Hacker, George Baker, and Harre.

However>   An   Introduction   lo   Malhemalical   Philoso|)hy   tlnd   An
Fxp(Jb'J./J.o#  (J/7  /.L'/.b#J.z  t\\'o  books  that  \\'ere  held  in  high  admiration.   In  fact,
lectures  \\'ere  gi\'en  b}'  Baker  in  Oxford  during  the  last  academic  }'ear  on A#
/#/rc7c/zfc#.o# /a A4"/Acmc7/7.c'#/ P¢7./orapA)J.  R}.le gave lectures on this book in the
1950s, and it has held in higher regard than Russell's other logical works.  This
\\'tis  the  book  that  "pirmed  together"  those  who  took  Russell  seriousl\'  as  a
logician ( the subdoirinant strand ) and those \\'ho did not ( the dominant strand).
The  Lcibniz book has been in constant use in Oxford.  Harre has found it to be
`.absolutel}' superb."

Harre also got to kno\\. Russell personall}. as a neighbor in Wales.  Harre
\\'as  fricndl}. with  Rupell Crawsha}.-Williams (author of /t!jj`s'e// /?emc'mberL.c/J
and others in the Russellian Welsh circle.  Harre found Russell's last \'ears to be
\'cr}. sad.  Russell \\'ould come I,o lunches hosted b}' Crawsha}'-Williains and \vas
willing to talk about philosophy.` but hc \\/'ould mostl}' reflect on political  issues,

personalities, and his  famil}'.   At thtit time he \\'as under the influence of Ralph
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Schoenman, who Harre believed had captured Russell  and wanted him "to be

pure", in the same way Wittgcnstein wanted Russell to be pure. Schoenman most
disapproved  of Russell's  reading  materials,  which  included  detective  novels.
Crawshay-Williams would sneak up to Russell's house each moming and hide
some detective thrillers behind the milk bottles.  Russell would come out before
Schoenman was awake and secure the novels. It was strange to see a Nobel prize
winner hiding his reading from his secretary.

For  Harre,  Russell's  legacy  will  be  limited.  His  political  and  moral

philosophy is already seriously dated. His work in logic, especially his work on set
theoretical paradoxes and the theory of descriptions, will be studied for a long
time to come.  Harre predicted that "no matter where you start, the truth or falsity
of self-referential propositions will be on the agenda." The theory. of descriptions
simply  "has  to  be  studied."  In  terms  of Russell's  general  philosoph}',  Harre
believes that Russell 's influence will quickl}. wain.  In terms of sense-data, Harre
thinks  H.H.  Price  and  Ayer  will  be  more  widel}'  read  than  Russell.  Logical
atomism  will  "not  be  taken  seriously  b}.  the  profession,  giving  wa}'  to  the
Tractatus . "

In the future, Russell \vill probabl}. be most remembered for his long life,
his eccentricities, his collaboration ``ith Whitehead and Wittgenstein, and, perhaps
most importantl}', his philosophical st}.le. Russell brought enthusiasm and energ}'
to  philosophy.,  his  relentless  search  for  the  truth.    Harre  predicts  Russell  \\.ill

probabl}'  ha\'e  se\'eral  biographers  in  the  future,  because  hc  kne\\'  important
people  (the Bloomsbur}. group, T.S.  Eliot, and others) and \\'as in the center of
many' of the liistorical mo\'ements of our centur}'.

Russell has also been an inspirational  figure for man}. people, becoming
a beacon of rationalit}' and hope.  Russell inspired man}. philosophers, including

Quine  and A}.er.  But hc  also inspired man}' non-philosophers  to become more
thoughtful  and  compassionate.  While  Harre  belie\.es  that  Russell's  place  in

philosoph}' and loctc ma}' become minor in the }'ears to come, his place in culture
will probabl}' remain a major contribution to future generations.
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INTELLECTUAL GIANTS
Peter Stone

University of Rochester

In a recent issue of the a/crr/edy (February 1997), former Editor Michael
Rockler asked readers to consider "who today can we consider as  intellectual

giants on the same level" as Bertrand Russell and Albert Einstein --two of the
brightest lichts of the early twentieth century. I would like to respond to Michael's

query by pointing to two outstanding individuals whom I believe deserve to be
ranked with Russell and Einstein.  These two men--Noam Chomsky and Jurgen
Habermas--both share Russell's passionate commitment to politics as uJell as his
scientific curiosity. and anal}tical rigor.

That  I  would suggest Noam  Chomsky.  should come as  no surprise to
an}'one  \`'ho  knows  me.   Chomsky'  has  spent  decades  try'ing  to  explain  the
fundamental rules emplo}'ed b}' the mind when a person leams a language.  His
claini that there are such niles --and his attempts to formulate them in such works
as Syntactic Structures ari!d Aspects Of the Theory Of syntax --have revorfujiorrizf3d
the  field  of linguistics,  transforming  it  from  a  more  or  less  anthropological
exercise in cataloging indi\idual languages into a scientific field which promises
to explain the nature of one of humanit`'`s fundamental abilities (See /#/roc7!tcJ.#g
C/7(//77`7A?; (Totem Books) for a good iLtroduction to Chomsky''s approach to this
important field of study').

At  the  same  time  Chomsky.  has  reconstmcted  the  way.  people  study'
language,  he  has  contributed  cxtcnsi\'el\.  to  debtites  o\'er  U.S.   foreign  and
domestic polic}', earning himself praise fr6m millions and scorn and abuse from
individuals  in  po\\'er.  Like  Russell,  he  has  produced  man}'  books  on  politics,
•lr\ctudirlg American  Power ancJ  the New Mandarins. On  Power ancl  Ideology,

Deterring  Democracy,  Year  50] ,  and  most  receruly  Power  and  Prospects.
Unlike   Russell,   ChomsLr,.   meticulously   documents   all   of  his   conclusions,

pro\iding  a  treasur\'  of r-esources  upon  \\.hich  others  can  dra\\'.  Indeed,  one
rc\ic\`'er look him t6 task for his "turgid" \\Titing st}Jle because of his extensi`''e
documentation.  That  a  social  critic  could be  taken  to  task  for backing  up  his
arguments \\'ith facts is a sign of ho\\' low our cuITent intellectual standards are,
and  how  far  ChomsLIV  rises  abo`'e  these  standards  (See  Milan   Rai`s  book
Chomskyi''s Po/J.fl.c`s (Verso) for a recent discussion of Chomsky''s work as a social
critic).

Man}'  scholars  and  acti\Jists  ha\Je  attempted  to  draw  links  between
Chomsky''s linguistics and his politics.  Chomsky. himself is unsure how tight the
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links  are.  But with Jurgen Habermas,  social  criticism  and  academic study are
never too far apart. For years Habermas has been attempting to reconstruct the
project of historical materialism.  Whatever historical materialism's failings, it
offers  an explanation of social events with an eye to influencing those events.
Inexplicably,    few   social    theorists    do    this.    They    ignore    the   profound
epistemological  revolutions  of  the  past  century.  Once  one  neglects  a  naive
correspondence theory of truth, then the only realistic alternative is to judge the
adequacies of social theories by their usefulness at fulfilling human purposes (See
Eugene Meehan' s excellent Social Inquiry: Needs, Possibi li ties, Li mi ts (Chz\than
House) on this point). Otherwise, one constructs theories willy-milly, and debate
can get rather ethereal (an accurate description of more than one debate in political
theor};' toda}').

Habermas' reconstruction of historical materialism shares manv features
with  Chomsky'''s  reconstruction  of  linguistics.  Whereas  Chomsky'  seeks  the
underlying rules that all competent language-users emplo}' in forming grammatical
sentences, Habermas in\'estigates the conditions all language-users must meet if
they' are to emplo}' language to reach understanding \\'ith others. In such works as
Comnuniccltion and the Evolution Of society and The Theory of communicative
i4c/7'o/?, Habermas has applied his theories about communication to the stud\' of
histor}', seeking to show what is happening to the public's abilit}' to use reaso-n in
its affairs and how this abilit}' might be rescued and expanded in the face of the
threats posed to it b}' markets and bureaucracies. Here Habermas' project links up
\\ith De\\i'e}''s; his earliest extended work, r¢e S/r!fc/ztro/ 77"#s/orm"/7.o# o//AL>
P!/b//.c  SpAL.rc,  resembles  in  man\.  \\'a\'s  De\\'e}''s  classic  \\'ork  of democratic
I:heorv` The Public and its  Problems .

And Habermas has not remained in the i\'or}' to\\'er \\'hile c.o`h`ducting his
immense task of theoretical reconstruction. He has engaged himself in some of the
more  important  political  debates  \\ithin  German}'  toda}'-debates  in  which  the
German  New  RIght  attempt  to reconstruct  histor}'  to  the  benefit of the  Third
Reich. In attempting to keep ali`'e the horror \\'hich generations have felt to\\'ards
the Nay.is since WW 11, Habermas' polemics make possible the maintenance and
impro\.ement of a democratic order in German\'.

Chomsky' and Htibermas both come froin a long tradition of intellectuals`
a  tradition  that  included  both  Russell  and  Einstein.  For  them,  whom  intense
academic  stud}'  ne\'er  precluded  efforts  to  understand  and  change  the  \\'orld.
Would that more intellectuals could combine their formidable academic \\'ork \\'ith
social  commitments.   I  hope  that  the  next  century'  witnesses  the  continuing
vibranc\' of this tradition.

•®®®.

16

"Carrington" (1995)

UNENVIABLE LOVE SPLENDIDLY PORTRAYED:
A Video Review
Clifford Henke

I   must  confess   a  distaste  for  the  point  of  view  espoused  by  the

protagonists in tliis film, but the film overpowers this natural urge to retreat with
clever,  often  hilarious  dialogue,  wonderful  performances  and  lush  production
\'alues. On balance, I recommend "Carrington," especially on video.   More about
that point later.

"Carrington" is not really in the conventional sense of plot and theme

about Dora Carrington, the Bloomsbury-era artist.   It is rather about the life of
Lytton Strachey,  the social satirist and trendsetter in England's post-Victorian
era.    Christopher  Hampton'  s  script (who  also directed)  is based on Michael
Holroyd's  biography  of Strachey,  and  both  derive  much  of their  sparkling
dialogue from Strachey's more personal writings.   More to the point, however,
is  Jonathan  Pryce`s  riveting  portrayal  of  the  celebrated  man.     In  the  best
tradition of biographical  acting,  he gets  Lytton's essence  without caricature.
Pryce demonstrates an enormous range in this demanding role,  and why he has
not   found   a   mass   audience   beyond   "Miss   Saigon"   and   his   luxury-car
commercials in America is beyond me.

Pryce/Strachey   is  also  the  centerpiece  of  a  detailed  ensemble  of
supporting characters and the actors who breathe life into them,  location,  sets,
and   decor,   all   splendidly  pulled  together  by  director  Hampton.     He  and

pr(rduction designer Caroline Amies even use Carrington's paintings in various
stages of completit)n,  some of which are real,  some of which are doctored by
Jane  Gifford  to  match  Pryce  instead  of  the  real  Lytton.     Denis  Lenoir's

photography and  Michael  Nyman's musical  score are both up to this level of
detail  in  enhancing  the  mood  and  illuminating  these  times.    George  Akers`
editing drags a bit, but its pace is pr()bably more due to the stately feel  Hampton
seems to have  intended.
Regarding the ensemble, Virginia W(rolf,  Bertrand  Russell  and other luminaries
of the tine are even more obliquely referenced than in  "Tom & Viv. "  Yet their
spirits,  what the whole scene stt>od for,  lives throughout this story.

Certainly first among the ensemble pieces is Emma Thompst]n's Dora
Carrington.      Thompson   has   always   played   a   g()od   wallflower,   and   she
convincingly finds title role's motivation to be led  around by the rather weird
charisma  of  Pryce's  Lytton  here,   as  well.     The  best  actors  portray  their
subjects'  inner conflicts without unintended inconsistency,  and this feat towers
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in realizing such complex characters as these.
Yet the complexities are what makes this movie both repugnant as well

as interesting and,  ultimately,  rewarding.  Hampton cleverly lays out all of the
Bloomsbury enticements of free love (read sex),  (well almost all:  While quite
certain in revealing Lytton's homosexuality, he is uncharacteristically squeamish
in refraining from Carrington's encounters with other women, documented
Holroyd  and  others.)   He traps you  in their world:  how fun it must have
been.  And how possible this point of view seems at first.   Yet without overtly
changing sympathies,  Hampton shifts ground.   Carrington's and Lytton's lives
and life together become hollow and lonely and eventually unsatisfactory.

This  treatment  becomes  even  more  effective  on  video,  for  it  is  a
different medium from film in one importam respect that is especially pointed
up by this movie.   Both media are works in tine, but with video,  as with novels,
the viewer can actively manage the tine in which this story unfolds.  There were
times because of various distractions in my life but also out of momentary loss
of interest when I simply shut off the machine.   I then picked up the story often
days later when the mood to watch struck again.   With movies that have such
measured pace and deep character transformation as these,  such an active and
leisurely departure from conventional viewing allows audiences to absorb more
organically the characters' feelings and points of view --allowing,  in short, time
to  ffe/.#4'.     This  just  is  not  as  possible  t`or  audiences   in  theaters  for  whom
watching a movie is a passive,  more controlled experience.

Finally,  on his deathbed Lytton confesses  in a demented outburst that
despite his protests through()ut he could only love Carrington.   This revelation,
and  its  exposure  of the  fraud  that has  transpired  for  the  20-odd  years  in  life
c()mpressed into nearly two hours on screen before it,  is en()ugh to finish both
her and Hampton's sympathies with   the free-love poim ot` view.

And  from  this  viewer's  vantage  point,  it  is  true  love  appropriately
vindicated.

•®®®,
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Last Philosophical Testament 1943-68:
THE COLLECTED PAPHRS OF

BERTRAND RUSSELL VOLUME 11
BOOK REVIHW
John E. Shosky

Bertrclnd R:usseAI.      Last  philosophical Testament  l943nd8:     The collected
Papers  a/Ber/rc7#c7 Rwssc//  yo/wine  //.  Edited  by  John  G.  Slater,  with  the
assistance of peter Kollner. London: Routledge,1997.  ISBN 0-415-09409-7.  878

pages. Approximately US S 185, Canadian $259.
In  later life,  Russell  was viewed b}' man}' critics  as  an historical  relic,

rather than as a contributing, active philosopher.  He often complained that his
later  philosophical  work  \vas  unjustifiabl}.  ignored.  At  a  time  when  logical

positivism, and then linguistic philosoph}', dominated Angle-American thought,
Russell  \vas unfashionable.  But this volume demonstrates that he \vas far from
finished.

£c7,g/ Pfo/./o^gapAj.co/ res'/crme#/ is a companion piece to Volume  10 of the
CTo//cc/cc7 Paper,7,  \\hich cot.ers the }'ears  1927-42, also prepared b}. Slater and
Kollner.  Botli  \\'orks  arc part of the projected  30  volume edition of Russell's
collected  articles  and other  shorter \\Titten  pieces,  published  and  unpublished.
About  half of these \'olumes  ha\'e been  finished  or are  undenva`i'`  with  some
\ olumcs alrcad\' a\'ailable: Volumes  I -4 and 6-9 (Russell 's philosophi`cal \\Titings
through  1926)-,12-14 '(political \\Titings  from  1902  through  1918),  and a three
\'olume bibliograph}' prepared b}. Ken Black\\'ell, Harr}' Ruja, and Sheila Turcon.
So far,  13 volumes ha\'e been finished and are a\'ailable for purchase. with three

more in progress, and the rest planned \\'ith completion dates b}' the end of 2007.
Volume   I I   is  sub-di\'ided  into  eleven  major  parts.   Part  I  concerns

"Autobiographical and Self-Critical Writings."  Here the editors include Russell's

contributions to the Librar\' of Li\'ing Philosophers \'olume on his \\'ork, as well
as  se\'eral  essay.s  tibout  RLssell's  interest  in  philosoph}'.  Some of these essay's
ha\.e been unpublished or \'er\' hard to get. One of them is quite good: "M}' Own
Philosoph}."  of  1946`  u'hich  contains  a  clear  methodological  statement  of the

power and promise of anal}tical philosoply'.
Part  11  is  a  collection  of  Russell's  \\Titings  on  "Non-Demonstrative

Inference."   Man}' philosophers have found Russell's \\Jork on  inference to be
scandalous and bizarre.  But Russell's \'iews are more cogent than often painted
b}' critics, especially. \\'hen explained in a  1948 essa}r, "The Nature and Origin of
Scientiflc Method." Russell the philosopher understood the importance of rational
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inquiry   and  the   need   to   leave   philosophical   propositions   open   for  future
examination.  No scientific proposition was to be regarded as universally tine.
Russell  the  logician  well-knew  the  limits  of logic,  and  the  need  for  rational,
defendable  starting  points   for  any   logical   system.   Deductive  reasoning   is
attractive, but limited b}' the power and scope of the chosen beginning axioms. In
this essay, Russell speaks with a clear, contemporary voice about philosophy's
constant war  against  complete  skepticism,  and the  difflculty of philosophical

progress. Yet, piecemeal progress is possible, even if it is tentative, limited, and
subject to future change.

Part   Ill   features   Russell's   comments   on   "Younger   Philosophical
Contemporaries," such as A.J. A}/.er and Ludwig Wittgenstein. All but one of the
essa}.s in this section concern A}'er, whom in man\' `va\'s \vas Russell 's empiricist
and  ideological successor.  Russell's now  famoLs re~\'iew of A}'er's fo#gwogc.
rrw/fo ¢#dfog7.c is here, and bears re-reading. Russell \vas not a logical positi\.ist,
but he was the movement's  Godfather.  He had an ob\'ious  s}mpath}'.  But his
delight  \vas  tempered  b}'  his  understanding  of the  fla\\'s  in  the  verification

principle, Ayer's reliance on phenomenalism, and the mo`'ement's hea\i'-handed
rejection of metaph}'sics.   Russell's anal}'sis of logical positivism is a most cogent
response,  pro\'iding  insight  into  both  Russell  and  A}'er.     A  brief tribute  to
Wittgenstein, published in A4/.#c7 in  1951, is included.

Part IV collects se\'eral  papers  on  Rus.sell's   "Older Contemporaries."
The  essay.s  include  comments  on  Peirce,  MCTaggert,  Santa}.ana,  Moore,  and
Nicod.  But the three  papers on Whitehead  are  a real  treat,  showing  Russell's
respect  for  his  former  collaborator  and  understanding  of Whitehead's  post-
Pr/.#c/.p/.cr philosoph}'.

The remaining sc\.en sections contains papers on \'arious philosophical
or logical topics.  Part V has papers on "Metaph}.sics and Epistemolog}'."     Part
VI groups essa}'s,on "Logic and the Philosoph}' of Mathematics" (including the

po\\'erful   1950  essa}'  `Is  Mathematics  Purel}'  Linguistic').   Part  VII  conccms
"Ethics  and  Politics."  Part  VIII  is  on  John  Stuart  Mill.   Part  IX  is  Russell's
"Critique of Religion." Part X gathers se\.eral essa}'s on Albert Einstein.  Part XI

presents   the   harsh   ``Critique   of  Ordinar}'   Language   Philosoph}'."      Se\.en
appendices  are  added, one of which  is  "Russell`s  Last  Philosophical  Writing"
from  1968.

Scattered throughout the volume are headnote explanations b}' Slater and
Kollner of historical or philosophical issues, such as Russell`s reaction to logical

positi\'ism,  interest  in  Mill,  admiration  for  Einstein,  or  disgust  with  ordinar}.
language philosoph}'. I found the headnotes to be most helpful, and urge a similar
approach to upcoming volumes.

This  is  an cxtraordinary' \'olunc,  highl}' recommended.  This  is  an epic
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effort, fulfllling the need for one work which captures Russell's later philosophical
views. It convincingly documents the lasting value and merit of Russell's return
to   philosoph}'.   after   a   premature   (and   mistaken)   retirement   from   serious

philosophical work in  1927.  In combination with volume  10, Slater and Kollner
have  provided  an  encyclopedic  collection  of  Russell's  shorter  philosophical
writings over a forty-year period. These two volumes fill a gigantic void in Russell
scholarship.

A fair waning: the price of this volume is steep. It will dent the wallet.
HCNIever,  erwh  voharne  Of  The  Collected  Papers  of  Bertrand  Russell  a;Ie
indispensable to  any  serious  student of Russell.  When  I  attended the  Russell
Conference in Southanpton two }'ears ago, ("Russell and the Origins of Analytic
Philosoph}'"),   I   realized   these.  volumes   of  collected  papers   are  extremel}'
influential and important. The}' \vere the center-piece of almost e\'er}' paper and
discussion.

714e  Co//ec/ec/ Pc7pers  are no\`J the cutting-edge, and ma}' become the
final  word.   I  congratulate  Slater  and  Kollner  on  a job  well-done,  obviousl}'
moti\.ated b}' admiration and respect for the subject, unlike some recent Russell
commentators.   Volume  11  in the Co//cc/cc7PaperJ is a \vorth}', `\'ell-presented,
and compelling addition to the Russell corpus.

•®®®.

20th WORLD CONGRESS OF PHILOSOPHY
to be held in Boston, August 19, 1997

The Twentieth World Congress of Philost)phy will be held in Boston on
10-16  August  1998.  That's the  first American one  since  1927,  so  it may be  a
once in a lifetime event for many list members.  The theme is broad:  "Paideia:
Philosophy Educating Humanity. "

There  is  a  call  fttr  papers  10  pages  long  (3000  wt)rds)  typewritten,
double   spaced   with   a   20-line   abstract,   due   September    1,    1997.       My
understanding  is  that  papers  which  are  accepted  will  also  be  published  in
"Proceedings of the Congress"  if the author desires.   If possible,  papers should

also be sent on 3.5  inch disks  in  ASCII.
Among  the  areas  of  interest  t()  Russell  scholars,  papers  may  be  in

metaphysics,    ontolt)gy,    lt)gic    a.nd    philo`sophy    of   logic,    philosophy    of
mathematics,  philosophy of language,  theoretical ethics,  philosophy of values,
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Membership Profiles

BRS members have asked for information about other members in the
Scoiety.  Here arejust a few profiles.   If you haven't yet sent yours in, please take
a few moments when you finish this issue of the gw¢//erdy and send yours in.

Name :                  W7rftap cobbT, p7v. o.
Address:             8oo capp srrect

Bzflckdrgr, VA 24060
e  mail:                  N/A
FTrstbookofRussell's1readwas:W)4ar„gzgivg~fbzhoed;dy"prgivzeeov
ourd,l.qgtc,(whevv1wadyi6).
Latest book of Russell's I read was:  Re"eedrty frotw J;dyczzzz2zJ/Zjfty#ed
7{u«uxAn;Soctty:A4iEf7.Zc6/aMzZ;PoZZZIwz*

Favorite  Russell  Quotation:  r7`o BRS  matt:oT.   But 30 year* befy@ BRS  wcrty

F^r:A2¢± Our ,¥eddrty.vT^itr and:weddL4rty rim,giv bywhrdrithe,ph;OL4e, " . . . thztMhprapr.ey\i oflo`/e/ g^ndithei g^^idA^^^co of l¢^rowlndgr.  . ."  A nd; 45 years,haer,I
qi^ctedi. quA2, cowapLctei  s&rde^iu=e; ow thA> troc7w;ey I  py.aparedi dr  yny  win;;y~rfu„vcce<
Reason  for joining BRS:  Jw 1978  (?J Ay4crow cL6+I 7~d;Chae+wcL6+„873S,  I
vvee9A=di y\AT. ap_Fcfali y._ea4oy\i tcT faMj.    But I  way pleLnd ttT L~rv that lniiv
profwian,alip:ndmdyhorlya^nd;tho±re;w:ho-areiyirareiweLconedictrywuend"b<
Recent  applications  of  Russell's  views  to  your  own  life:   I /'ordJ the
Ariae+~£ca^i;J{t^A¢iaAi{4CAj4ocacLan,

Additional Comments:  Jnz 1951,  I heouidzRw46euz apeck oyv "r* ffappdrng*SctJL
Po34tbte`?„

Name:                    Theo-Mefy'er
Address:               P.o. Box;93

Abbot tyd,, B.c.  cc"Ardovv2s itN8
e   in ail :                  theoni@»it4ndltnfo. be<. c~
FTrst book of Russell's I read was:   Mdy/4ov~brftycfu'¢r4evk
Latest book of Russell's I  read was:  CcurchfroMooreheed'*hotgrapky ofBR
ound;LeeiE(ck3ArtrT7tryQuzj¢ialjrz3iBcodrandfcuedl
F,1vorite Russell Quotation: ``A goer;worzd; need4f k4iouzedg?, kchd{~, and;

=:::=fl=Zct,P¥`rctnee?T.reaA'exp^bha^ck€:'_iM4rafaeyth6pcutcTroufedercrty
Ttheifr=ercwheunqenA=eilythoword4rLrmerediloi;a;agrkyiruthuerfu."
ReasonforjoiningBRS:r¢appot+cwongan{gqrLoyvnd{4ng;BR'&cdywrore;
gerteraldy k4~ n+.
Recent    applications    of    Russell's    views    to    your    own    life:     A*   cL;
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h^^Mra^^A4tfaa^ro3tcclikeptco,BR'lywordfyou/\eiovbourceiofongct^^qS^^ppord.

Name :                     Tt4oi;Sf. VC4acenf
Address:              2 76 Azbfowstreef, #23

Wckequ, MA 01880
e  mail:                  N/A
FTrst book of Russell's I read was:  #Gzqgrzo74.£ JT:cz:Gncc>

Latest book of Russell's I read was:  4#C%o7i±g; G C*Ag~/rid¢tw=cZ4t¢4
Favorite  Russell  Quotation:   "  .  .  .  t^edtta4+cou^£444rty  w7`tLe. cf cotaceded; I/\o
al>col^rfeei `rcg"=ti  t`ct the  CMhi^icdLraL,  ga^/e/ thei ba^iiiuei wctg]`t tcr  ovvei  niuw\i'tr
l^xxpip(^^A2ay cLdytcT oui\zlthienr' ty .  .  ." fro.iiliii 77IeA nee6try ofFia6ct6mi

Reason for joining BRS:  IVotr\ogt^^e4tw

Recent applications of Russell's views to your own life:  77`ocdea7tharo.tr\¢
hhouldr  b&  coixpa4ato.irafiei,   in^f  alho  alto+^I  foir  belf utereat,   apcrrd"^A2o`^fy
apre6giv, efo.
Additional Comments :  Iw iiii); opcntoing the;ahovet ineiuto.aed; qt^otatfow C4+tbed;
foir fi^rti: PuxA=ei wedv othe+r Ri^46elb qi^ctedy,  S^rdv afy thAzi Ri^4aelLi Society w\ottcr.  .My
al>ot;e;  ctfed; RtA44elL  7t^ctzzfiow  dy  iiezevanf  teda);  I>ecaM¢rf2;  Cf pro`/Cdefy  ou;v
C^ndellechual foi^MdofiLo+iv foir thAzi Cdeov that bonuei forwify of beof~edeeeun/y-expect
Should; {ro t^^acoindtttotral4 C4 e<  nat depe4nde+tr oi;\+ achte^^enienf, gedr g"nde4r,
etz2  A vorcafLoi/\; of th¢ cdea; 1>e7ut^nd;tit4, qt^de c¢ thaiJ iut all gel; tfro^ig4. c.1+
lAf&  oure,  y.eniourdr  for   goodr  beha^itoir.      (Not  alLi  hair  thA^ngfy  Caw  ILfei  ourei

poundtwuuttrfoir lradrl>eha^itoir. )  For e+LouxplAz,, av cl`1lAfu who fi^rdq ov dredha^r lrdb
ow the !rcdewalk; 4hould rot tt^n~ cf a+;er~ tit cL; freud who haty l>ette+. g+inde6t
Pexrhaptr st\^denfu ±houldrbeitenaporourcky thamedi foir goofiMq off tw 2ched (bi^f
rotfoi' I,ack£^^g; acade+utA> tedAz^^Z).  But, at cthey ttuniuety, teache4rg bhouldipofMC
oi^f thflf e^/eryoirve; had/ a^tu eqtAed; t~Cghf ti> i7\arv-reM;a4id; goed4~ (and ou+v eqtAflL
rlghftoa^ictdirow-pi^wl¢7`^nenfe^i€le).

Name :                     Rwtlt; ye+
Address:               P.o. Boll;683

NeM Yorki, NY 1018 5

e   mail :                     ir:)re@Cfty. bt-ooftytw c<w\4/. ed<iv

FTrst book of Russell's I  read was:   hdyAt^tobtograp7vy.
Latest book of Russell's I  read'was:   „c»72z{Z/¢„dc?C7Le7'jr
Favorite Russell Quotation:    "I ;a)t peopzowhofeeLt7`at cw.e;;hot4;£ngrcL.k<nd;
of  co+uar-diA=4*,...  Tcr bay  ycTi^i cam;t fafei lifei without- thAg cT.r thA^£."    Fro-iii\i
73errfe.andR"66euspeal<¢7{drMcnd.
Reason for joining BRS:   rc> be^cZo]ottr6e+«e{

Recent  applications  of  Russell's  views  to  your  own  life:   (Seevi4/ ti> hove/
alnord>ed, tioo- m^^A=7v tcr be, al>1A2, t€cT dhattt^ngut¢iv holy vte^u tr frowii yrdMAzi ` `  borfy,  alli
wutndap!)
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIHTY
Membership Profile Form

Please fill out the following questionnaire and return it to:

John E. Shoskv
BRS Editor
1806 Rollins Dri\'e

Alexandria, VA 22307

NAME:

ADDRESS:

E   MAIL:

First book of Russell's I  read was

Last book of Russell's I  read was

Favorite Russell Quotation:

Reason(s) for Joining BRS:

Recelit Applications of Russell's Views to Your Own  Life:

Additional Commelits:
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1997 Membership Renewal Form

This is the fl±ial notice to renew BRS membership for  1997.
`€           If}'ouhave alreadyrenewed for  l997orhavejoinedthe BRs in  l997,

please accept our thanks once again for participating in the BRS.
`€           If}'ou have notyetrencwed}'ourmembership for  l997 --or if}i.ou would

like to join the  BRS  for the first time --Please mail the form  below
along with the anDroDriate Davment TbDAY.   Thanks!

P[ease mail this form and payment to:

Dermis Darland
BRS Treasurer
1965  Winding Hills  Road, # 1304
Da\.cnport, IA 52807
U.S.A.

I   ha\.c   looked   at   the   membership   categories   bclo\\'   and  h{1\'e  checked   the
tippropri{itc categor}.  for m\' circumstances.   I  ha\'e enclosed   m}.1997 dues  in
U.S.  ruiids pa}'ablc to `.Bertrrand Russell  Societ}.".  (Plcasc print clearl}..)

LJ  lndi\idual $35
LJ  Student $20
lJ Limited liicomc Coiiple $25

LJ Siis(ainer $75  and up
(I Patron $250 and up
lJ  Life Member S I,0()0 and up

lJ  PLUS  $ 10 if outside U.S.A.

lJ Couple $40
I Limited Income lndi\'idual $20
L] Contributor $50 and up
[] Sponsor S loo and up
I Benefactor $500 and up
[] Organization Membership $50

C.tinada. and Mexico
!J PLUS $4 if in Camda or Mexico

NAME

ADDRESS

E   MAIL

DATE

29



/,,-,,,.I

(hrir"M
/W

:|J,„'JJ(//-:::-``.::`:.1:.t`
ci{08O#altruntr%%ditl.i

C
fldem

m
Jin, O

R
E

  23307

B
ulk  M

ail
U

.S
.  P

ostage
P

A
ID

P
erm

it N
o.  5659

A
lexandria,  V

A

M
R

.    D
E

N
N

IS
   J.    D

A
R

L
A

N
D

   /9999
.1

9
6

5
   W

IN
D

IN
G

   H
IL

L
S

   R
D

.  (1
3

0
4

)
D

A
V

E
N

P
O

R
T

   IA
   52807

T
=

..:€
,,5

fa
=

.`¥
  _

  a
tiT

st:.:..¥
5

      3
`=

3
                                    1

3
L

T
„
j§

jL
j;,:j2

F
,f:L

u
,i,:,„

„
„
„
3

.,§
§

.i;§
„
L

„
;j„

§
{
j;;`„

„
:i



THE BHRTRAND RUSSELL SOCIHTY
QUARTERLY

Newsletter o the Bertrand Russell Socie
November 1997 No. 96

FROM THH EDITOR
John  Shosky    ...................................    3

FROM THE PRESIDHNT
John  R.  Lenz  ...................................    4

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY CONFERENCH:
19-21  JUNE  1998    ......................

RUSSELL NEWS: Publications, etc .......................   6

RUSSELL'S PLATO
David Rodier  ...................................    7

A BOOK REVIEW
John  Shosky    ..................................    19

MEMORY COMES AND GOES: A Video Review
Cliff Henke    ...................................    22

THE GREATER ROCHESTER RUSSELL SET
Peter Stone    ...................................    24

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Membership PI.orlles  ............................   25

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1998 Call for Board Nominations  ..................   27

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Membership pror]]e Form   .

1

29



BHRTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1998 Membership Renewal Form   ...................  31

FROM THE EDITOR
John Shosky

American University

Wc beSn this issue with a report from the society president, John Lenz.
He will announce the preliminary details of the Annual Bertrand Russell Society
Corferencc, which will be held June 19-21  at the Ethics Center of the University
of South Florida in St. Petersburg.

John's report will be followed by "Russell News", which is a column of
short blurbs  about Russell,  works  on Russell,  society happenings, reports on
members,  general gossip,  and other vital talking points  for the informed and
discerning society member. In my view, the standard of information one should
strive  for,  in  a  Platonic  sense,  is  Ken  Blackwell,  the  guru  of Russell  trivia,
realizing that Ken has a considerable head start on all of us.

I an pleased to draw your attention to an outstanding article in this issue,
David Rodier's "Russell's Plato. " Originally presented at the Russell Conference
two years ago at Drew University, Rodier has further examined Russell's study
of Plato and uncovered some important insights. For all of those who question
Russell  as  a  philosophical  historian,  this  article  should provide  considerable
evidence to the contrary. It also functions as a footnote to the discussion of the
Popper/Russell view of Plato reported in the articles by Ivor Grattan-Guinness
and  Sir K:AIL Pauper  Found in Russell..  the  Journal  Of the  Bertrand  Russell
4rchJ.veJ, New Series, Volume  12, Number 1, Summer,1992.

A bock review o£ P.M.S. Hackel's Wittgenstein 's Place in  Twentieth
Century Analytic Phi losophy fo\lows Rlodier' s aitiele.

I also recommend Cliff Henke's outstanding review of "Reds", the epic
movie of the life of Jack Reed, featuring Dora Russell and other contemporaries
of Bertrand Russell as withesses. In our next issue, Cliff will review a recent BBC
production,  "Coming  Through,"  a  television  drama  about  the  life  of D.  H.
Lawrence, starring Kenneth Branach and Helen Mirren.  This is now out on video
cassette in the United States.

As in the last issue, we will profile society members.   A blank profile
form is included, which should be used to help the society learn more about its
membership.  If you haven't filled out a form, please do and send it to me at 1806
Rollins Drive, Alexandria, Virginia 22307, USA.

Finally, please note two important items: the  1998 membership renewal
fomi and the call for nominations for the board of directors.   Please fill both out
and  send  them  to  Dennis  Darland  and  Michael  Rockler,  respectively.   The
addresses are on the forms.



I hope you enjoy this issue. As always, I thank my associate editors, Katie
Kendig and Bob Banard, for their ideas and assistance.  A special thanks goes to
John Lenz, who has been a constant source of news and ideas, as well as support.er-

FROM THE PRHSIDENT
John R. Lenz

Drew University

The Bertrand Russell Society exists to foster our shared interests, and
our work manifests itself in two main ways: publication of this gacrfer/y,  and
the holding of our Annual Meeting with its presentations,  awards,  and social
events.     Nowadays,  sponsorship  of  WWW  home  page  and  the  Russell-L
electronic  discussion  group  (a  mailing  list)  enable  us  to  maintain  a  daily

presence around the world.  All these forums exist for the voices of all BRS
members.

There  is  still  nothing  like the face-to-face  interaction of the  Amual
Meeting,  about to celebrate  its 25th armiversary  in St.  Petersburg,  Florida  in
June,  1998.   Please see the preliminary report in this issue.   We are working
hard to stage a memorable and intellectually stimulating weekend.   At the same
time, we see this as a crucial opportunity to strengthen the BRS for the future.
Anyone may present a paper, lead a discussion, or raise an issue.   Please think
atrout making a contribution yourself and contact me at/./c#z@drew.edw if you
would like to be on the program.

rrr

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY CONFERENCE:
19-21 JUNE 1998

USF, St. Petersburg, Florida
John R. Lenz

Drew University

Plans  are  underway  for  the  25'h  (!)  armual  Bertrand  Russell  Society

meeting.  We are planning to convene during the weekend of June 19-21,1998,
at the  University of Southern Florida in  St.  Petersburg,  Florida.    Details  on
r?ristering and lodging, directions and an updated program, will be included in the
Fchruary gi"7iredy.  We are grateful to Jar Ldeb Eisler, Mitchell Haney and John
Shosky for invalual]le holy in the preparation of what promises to be a memorable
meeting.

Last year, our meeting was somewhat muted as we agreed to merge with
the Humanist conference of the Center for hquiry (althouch, certainly, it was a
pleasure to meet new people and especially students).  For 1998,, we plan to offer
a variety of talks  and  activities.    Our theme  is  `New Directions  in Russell
Studies", and, as in the past, presentations will be multi-media: videos (the muchh
discussed but not seen in the U.S. now BBC documentary on Russell's life), audio
(Russell's radio debate with Copleston, which was excluded from the American
edition of W7!}; J4#c IVof a Gfer7.s#ow/, a panel discussion (on a controversial new

portrait of Russell's life), as well as several presentations offedng now angles on
understanding Russell in all his complexity.  The conference should be educational
and stimulating.

At the same time, the Annual Meeting offers us a chance to raise issues
of BRS poliey and planning.  All are encouraged to participate.  PLEASE consider
making  a presentation.   Let me know if you would like to share a paper or
discussion with us on any topic.

The Tentative Prorram (more to come)
"scussion: the Russell of Ray Monk's new biography (with potential panelists
Ken Blackwell, Nick Griffin, Mitchell Haney, and John Shosky).
Viewing of Russell interviews and doculnentaries :  the new BBC documentary
about Russell's  life  (not yet released in the U.S.)  and the Russell-Copleston
debate on the existence of God (audiotape with transcript).
Presenting Papers:   Stefan Andersson qund, Sweden): "Bertrand Russell's
Personal   Religion";   Bob   Bamard   (Memphis):   "Russell's   Flirtation   with
Phenomenologiv'; John Lenz (Chew University): "Bertrand Russell as a Utopian
Thinker";  Tim Madigan  ffree J#gw7.ryJ..  humanist paper -  to be  announced;
Michael   Rockler   Ovational-Louis   Uhiversity):   "Freedom   v.   Authority   in
Education";  Jan  Eisler  (V.P.,  Russell  Society):  "Humanism  in  Florida  andd
Beyond"; Trevor Banks: "The Dogmatism of a Rationalist"; and John Shosky
(American Uhiversity) : "How Bertrand Russell Taught Symbolic Logic"
Workshop: on a short essay of Russell's
Summary of paper: by 1998 student winner of prizes for Papers
BRS business: BRS Board of Directors Meeting; election of new officers; BRS
Society  Meeting; Announcement of 1998 BRS Award, BRS Book Award, and
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Prizes for Papers; Red Hackle Hour; Banquet.

RUSSHLL NEWS: Publications, etc.

+Ray Monk has been awarded the prestigious 1997 Bertrand Russell Society
Bock ALwald for Bertrand Russell: The Spirit Of Solitude, 1iondon..   IonzthELn
Cape,  1996.      Congratulations to  Ray.    This controversial  book will be the
subject of a panel discussion at the Amual  Meeting of the Bertrand Russell
Society in Tampa this June.
+There  is  a  lengthy  review of Monk  and  Tony  Palmer's Rztsse// and frfee
Origins Of Analytical Philosophy T]ry lan Degivozha .in History and Philosopky Of
fog!.c,  18,  No.  i  (1997), 49-54.

-Ken Blackwell has announced that the Russell Archives has obtained the first
draft of Russell's essay,  "Is a Permanent Peace Possible?"   The final version
was published in the Af/c#ft.c Mo#£Wy of March,  1915 and reprinted in /wfft.cc
in Wartime and.mvoharne 13 Of the Collected Papers Of Bertrand Russell.  The
manuscript cane from Elizabeth Perkins, who also sent 15 letters from Russell,
all written between 1915 and  1919.
-Reports  from Arabia.   Look for three books  in Arabic which have been
reported to the Quarterly.   One is by lbrchim Najjar entitled Bcrtrtz«d Rz/fse//..
iris Thoughi and Place in Conten'Iporary PhilosoJhy.  Thins is an .r"edwiron to
Russell,  covering his life,  work in logic,  theory of knowledge,  politics.  and
ethics.    There  is  also  a  final  chapter  about  Russell's  relevance to  the  Arab
world, with comparisons to Ibn Rushd and other contemporary Arab thinkers.
The second I.ock is enwhed Power.. A Philosophical Analysis Of Justice.  The
author was not reported to the  Quarterly.    Also,  check out a third text,  Ibn
War"Of s Wh:y I am not a Muslim.
I+John   Shosky   is   scheduled  to   teach   a  graduate   class   on   Russell   and

Witfgerstein at Charles University in Prague begiming in February,1998.   The
syllabus  lists  the  following  topics  for  Russell:  logic  of relations,  theory  of
deseriptious, theory of types, Russell 's paradox, and Russell's logical atomism.
The  seminar  will  also discuss  works  by  Frege,  Moore,  Ramsey,  and  Ayer.
Shosky will also teach a graduate seminar on the history of logic at Charles and
a graduate seminar on modern deductive logic for the Department of Philosophy
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in the Czech Academy of Sciences.
+Asstroiate Editor Katie Kendig repeus from the London School of Economics
that she is taking a seminar on mathematical logic.   She was asked to speak on
Russell's theory of types.

+Mary  Ann  Cassar  recently  informed  the  Quarterly  of the  publication  of
J#ferfzzceJ,  a  collection  of essays  on philosophy  edited by  Joe  Friggieri  and
Salvino  Busuttil.    These  essays  were  collected  in honor  of Peter  Serracino
Inglott,   the  recently  retired  head  of  the  department  of  philosophy  at  the
University of Malta.   The ISBN number is 99909-2-017-6.   The publisher is the
University of Malta Press.
-Antony Flew, an honorary member, has recently published a second edition of
Dc7rw7.#z.cr#  Evo/w/7.o#  with  Transaction  Publishers  of  New  Brunswick  and
London.    The ISBN number is  I-56000-948-9.   Originally published in  1984,
this  book  is  a  study  of  the  historical  background  of  Darwin's  ideas,  the
development of his theory, and the implications.  In 1998, Rowman and Little field
will publish a collection of Flew's PfoJ./osapAJ.cc7/ Esfc7ys, edited by and with an
introduction from John Shosky.  The collection contains two new essays by Flew,
one  concerning  Oxford  linguistic  philosophy  and  the  other  an  intellectual
autobiography.       The   collection   also   contains   "Russell's   Judgement   on
Bolshevism", originally published in the Robert's collection, Ber/rcr#c7 R#sse//
Memorial Volume .

rrrr

RUSSELL'S PLATO
David Rodier

American University

Russell's 4 fJ7.a/ory o/ yes/er# P*7./os'apdy is the last major work of the
long period between his two Cambridge careers. The work is perhaps the most
widely  read  of all  of Russell's  many  publications  but,  despite  its  claim  to
importance  in  the  Russellian  oewvre,  the  work  is  largely neglected,  even by
students of Russell. This paradox has been succinctly noted by Louis Greenspan:

.  .  . Russell's history is rarely to be found in the curricula of

philosophy departments.  It is still a popular success.  It remains
a   favorite   with  Book   Clubs,   it   is   the  book  by   a   majior
philosopher most likely to be found in Airport bookstores, but
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it has not become what he hoped it would become,  the text of
choice for professional philosophers (363).

Part  of  the  disdain  of  professional  philosophers  for  A  f7z.I/ory  a/  WcL7fcr77
flrfez./oxpAy may actually be its deceptively popular appearance.  The work lacks
the usual scholarly apparatus. It has no bibliography.  Quotations are not always
identified in a way which would allow an easy checking of sources - or for that
matter in a way that would encourage the general reader to go to the philosophic
texts  in  question.  When  Russell  does  cite  a  work  to  support  his  views,  it
frequently is from seholarship that is at least a generation old.  This appearance
of absence of scholarship is further exacerbated,  for the specialist at least, by
Russell's own disaming claim of lack of expertise in most of his subject matter:

I owe a word of explanation and apology to specialists on any
part of my  enormous  subject.    It is obviously  impossible to
know as much about every philosopher as can be known about
him by a man whose field is less wide;  I have no doubt that
every  singly philosopher  whom I have  mentioned,  with the
exception of Leibniz, is better known to many men than to me
(x).

In this paper I shall argue that at least in the case of Plato, Russell's disclaimer
of expertise and his popularizing mamer of presentation, conceal both a rather
strong   familiarity   with  recent  scholarship   and   a   willingness  to  use  that
scholarship for his own pmosophic ends. To establish this let us begin by noting
certain peculiarities about the section of 4 Hz.£Jory a/ Wesfem Pfe!./ofopky which
deals with Plato.  Even a cursory reading of these chapters reveals two striking
anomalies.  The first is the length of the discussion of Plato.  The six chapters
Russell  devotes to Plato present a much more extensive discussion than that
given any other philosopher - or any other figure - he discusses in the work.
Fther, Russell's chapters on Plato contain a second anomaly.  That is the fact
that there is a complete absence of any scholarly apparatus throughout the entire
discussion of Plato. In this paper I shall discuss both of these anomalies and then
suggest reasons for each.

1.

Russell devotes a total of six chapters in the history to Plato.  There are
chapters on: Plato's Sources (Chapter  13), his utopia (Chapter  14), the theory
of ideas (15),  Plato's theory of immortality (16),  his cosmogony (17)  and his
account of knowledge and perception (18).   In terms of the Platonic dialogues
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discussed we have the Rcp#b/i.c (Chapters  14  and  15),  the Pfeaedo  and Me#o
(Chapter 16), the r7.mczc#s (chapter  17), and the 7lrfee¢e/a/ws (Chapter  19). There
are also brief references to the S'};mposJ.win and the P#rme#7.c/es -the latter being
a very significant one for an estimate of Russell's familiarity with the Platonic
scholarship of his time.   In addition Russell discusses the i4po/ogy in Chapter  11
in the context of his discussion of Socrates.   In sharp contrast to the six chapters
devoted to Plato, Russell devotes only a chapter each to Kant, Hume, and even his
own specialization, Leibnitz.

An answer to the first anomaly -the length of time spent in discussing
Plato - is apparently given by Russell himself:

Plato and Aristotle were the most influential of all philosophers,
ancient, mediaeval, or modem; and of the two, it was Plato who
had the greatest effect upon subsequent ages. I say this for two
reasons:  first, that Aristotle himself is the outcome of Plato;
second, that Christian theology and philosophy, at any rate until
the thirteenth century, was much more Platonic than Aristotelian.
It is necessary, therefore, in a history of philosophic thought, to
treat Plato, and to a lesser degree Aristotle, much more fully than
any of their predecessors or successors ( 104).

In fact, as Greenspan has pointed out, the answer to the general question of the
various length of discussion Russell devotes to the figures he covers is rather a bit
more complicated.   There are issues at work in the structuring of the discussion
which Russell does not explicitly acknowledge. But a more detailed investigation
of why Russell spends so much time on Plato can be presented after we discuss
the second anomaly.

2.

The  second  anomaly  is  the  absence  on  any  scholarly  documentation
throughout the Plato chapters.   In the majority of cases, Russell's discussions of
major philosophers lack any references to the secondary literature.  But in the
chapters on Plato it is notjust that Russell follows his common pattern of making
no reference to any secondary discussions of the Platonic text.  In the case of the
other philosophers he discusses, Russell usually gives some sort of reference to
the  textual  source.  In  these  chapters  on  Plato,  Russell  gives  a  number  of
quotations from Plato but he does not give the Stephanus page numbers for any
of the passages he quotes.  In this respect Russell's  quotations from Plato are
sharply  differentiated  from  his  quotations  from Aristotle  in the  immediately
succeeding chapters.  In the case of Aristotle the usual Bekker numbers are to be
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found in the foothotes.   In stark contrast there are no footnotes of any kind in the
Plato  chapters.  The effect of this rhetorical  strategy is  that Russell  forces  the
reader  to  look  at  Plato  only  through  Russell's  eyes.  There  are  no  counter
interpretations of the Platonic text to contend with.   In fact there is no way to
check on the context or the text of the quotations.   Plato exists for the reader only
as Russell presents him.

In  general,   of  course,   Russell   clearly  wishes  to  present  only  his
interpretation of the history of philosophy. He is not interested in presenting one
among many competing narratives.  For this reason the absence of any reference
to the secondary literature which might present alternative interpretations of the
philosophers  Russell  is  discussing or  alternative  versions  of the narrative of
philosophy's history is to be expected.  What is not so easily accounted for is
Russell's exceptional choice in the chapters on Plato even to document the source
of his  quotations.  This  insistence that the only  Plato the reader encounter is
precisely the  Plato  Russell presents  and that the reader's  encounter with the
Platonic  corpus  be  limited  to  the  quotations  Russell  presents  needs  to  be
explained. But sueh an explanation may well depend on the question of Russell's
familiarity with contemporary Platonic scholarship. Certainly if Russell were to
be presenting a hichly idiosyneratic interpretation of Plato, then it would be in his
interest to refuse to acknowledge competing readings of the Platonic text. It would
also be in his best interest not to encourage the reader to look at the Platonic text
to check on the plausibility of Russell's interpretation of Plato. However, I think
that a careful glance at Russell's interpretation of Plato shows that Russell was
quite aware of many of the changes  in the intexpretation of Plato which had
happened in the period just before he wrote A H7.a/ory o/ Wes/em PA7./ofapky and
that an alternative explanation of his failure to dceument the source of his Platonic
quotations  is  required.  After  first  investigating  the  evidence  for  Russell's
knowledge of the then recent Platonic scholarship, I shall propose an alternative
explanation of the absence of Stephanus page numbers in the Plato chapters.

3.

Ru§sell's   life   spans   one   of  the   most   significant   periods   in   the
development of Platonic studies. For the purposes of the study of the discussion
of Plato in4 jJ7.s/ory a/Wrest/em Pfo7./osapky we might take 1892 -the date of the

publication of the third edition of Benjamin Jowett's translation. of Plato as  a
beginning point and 1939 -the date of Gilbert Ryle's publication in A47.#d of his
article "P/cr/a 's Pcrrme#J.c7es" as representative dates.  The reason for choosing
these two points is rather simple.  The Jowett translation rapidly became (as it
unfortunately has remained) the most widely used complete translation of Plato.
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The   Ryle   article   initiated   discussions   of  the   issue   of  Plato's   intellectual
development.  The  latter  issue  is,  as  I  shall  show,  particularly  important  for
deciding   the   question   of  Russell's   familiarity   with   contemporary   Platonic
scholarship.

Nineteenth century philologists had made two enduring contributions to
Platonic studies. The first was laying the foundation for the first modem critical
edition  of the  Platonic corpwJ sJ.#e  Heuri Estienne's  initial publication of the
Greek text in 1578. This effort culminated in John Bumet's Oxford text of Plato
which appeared 1900 throuch 1907. The second great achievement of nineteenth-
century philologists was the establishment of a general consensus on the relative
chronology of Plato ' s Di.cJ/ogweJ.

After the publication of Burnet's edition of the Greek text there was a
flourishing of platonic scholarship -especially in the English speaking world. We
can begin to assess Russell's familiarity with this scholarship by discussing his
intexpretatious of three dialogues: the rz.mc7ews, the Pc7rme#j.des,  and the Repwb/7.a.
In his interpretation of the r].mc7e#s and the Pcrrme#i.c7es we shall see that Russell
shows  an awareness of contemporary Platonic scholarship.  In the case of the
Rcp2fb/7.c he anticipates a major direction of later interpretation.

Russell's discussion of the rj.mcrewf needs to be discussed only briefly.
In  terms  of interpretation,  Russell  seems  to  be  strongly  influenced by A.  E.
Taylor's comlnentary and its insistence that in the rj.mcrews Plato is presenting
what is essentially a Pythagorean view of the physical world.   However, unlike
Taylor, Russell believes the rJ.mcrews is no mere exercise in historical recreation.
Russell  holds  that  the  dialogue  presents  Plato's  own  beliefs.  What  is  more
significant than the details of his intelpretation is the fact that Russell recognized
the historical importance of the ri.m¢ew£. Although Russell is still firmly in the
tradition of nineteenth century English interpretation in seeing the Rep#b/J.a as
"Plato's most inportant dialogue (108)", he also recognizes that this phrase must

be taken to mean philosophically important in our terms, and not that the Rapwb/J.c
was necessarily the most inportant dialogue historically. On the contrary, Russell
notes that the rJ.m¢ews, ". . . had more influence than anything else in Plato, which
is curious, as it certainly contains more that is simple silly than is to be found in
his other writings. As philosophy, it is unimportant, but historically it was so
influential that it must be considered in some detail ( 143)". This claim about the
dialogue's importance is repeated at the end of chapter 17: "The whole dialogue,
as I said before, deserves to be studied because of its great influence on ancient
and medieval thought; and this influence is not confined to what is least fantastic
(148)."

When  we  turn  to  a  discussion  of Russell's  interpretation  of Plato's
Pc7rme#7.c/ej' it is important that we note the limitations of the achievements of
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nineteenth century Platonic scholarship.  As was noted earlier, one of the triumphs
of  nineteenth   century   Classical   philologists   was   establishing   the   relative
chronology of the Platonic dialogues.   However, well into the twentieth century,
Platonic   scholars   considered   the   relative   chronology  of  the  Dj.cr/og2tcs'   as
unimportant for the issue of interpreting Plato's philosophy.  The dominant view
was that Plato, unlike almost every other major philosopher, arrived at his core
beliefs early and never significantly modified his views.   In effect, the relative
chronology of the Z}.cJ/ogi/es was not taken as having any real significance for the
question of Plato's philosophical development.   As late as  1933  Paul Shorey
would publish  Pmaf P/c7ro Sc77'd and discuss each of the D7.c7/og#es without any
indication  that  there  might  be  any  real  development  or  change  in  Plato's
philosophy. Lest it be thought that Shorey reflected a merely American point of
view, one which perhaps was not up on current European scholarship, it should
be  noted  that  Wemer  Jaeger's  pioneering  .4r].s/ore/es,   Grw#d/egw#g  e7.#er
GeschJ.ch/e  seJ.#er  E#twJ.c#/##g  was  published  in  1923  and  appeared  in  an
English translation in 1934. This epoch making work depends for its major thesis
about  Aristotle's  intellectual  development  on  the  assumption  that  Plato's
philosophy was essentially static from the earliest to the latest dialogues.

After Ryle's  1939 article on the Pc7rme#7.des the assumption of a static
Platonic philosophy could no longer be asserted without qualification.  Ryle's
position that Plato developed philosophically from the middle to the late dialogues
became  the  standard thesis.  The only real  issue was  how radically did  Plato
modify his "Theory of Ideas" or even whether or not he ever held such a theory  --
at  least in the  fom that nineteenth  and early twentieth-century  scholars  had
confidently  presented.   When  we  turn  to  Russell's  discussions  of  Plato's
metaphysics  and  epistemology,  we  seem  to  have  evidence  that  he  does  not
subscribe to the view that Plato arrived at the basic elements of his position early
in his career and continued to prcolaim the same positions without any significant
modification for the rest of his life.

Ryle's  article  not  only  raised  the  question  of  Plato's  philosophic
development. It also directed attention to a dialogue which was commonly held to
be philosophically insignificant.   Even as intense a platonic partisan as A.  E.
Taylor failed to see any philosophic importance in the Pcrrme«7.c/es:

If this  is the right way to understand the dialogue,  and Plato
seems to tell us that it is, it follows that the P¢rme#J.des is, all
through, an elaborate /.ew c/ 'esprJ./, and that all interpretations
based on taking it for anything else (including an earlier one by
the present writer), are mistaken in principle. It equally follows
that  the  ironical  spirit of the work must not be  forgotten in
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dealing with isolated passages (351).

A  little later Taylor remarks, "It would be taking Plato's metaphysical jest too

gravely  to make  a minute examination of all the details of these bewildering
arguments(36l)."

In shalp contrast to Taylor, Russell says:

[Aristotle] advances against [the theory of] ideas a number of
very good arguments, most of which are already found in Plato's
Pc7rme#7.c7es.  The strongest argument is that of the `third man' :
if a man is a man because he resembles the ideal man, there must
be a still more ideal man to whom both ordinaiy men and the
ideal man are similar ( 162).

Both the fact that Russell takes the arguments of the Parme#7.des against the
theory  of ideas  seriously  and  the  fact  that  he  identifies  of the  "Third  Man
Argument" (an argument which his own difficulties with the paradox of self-
predication  might  have  made  him  especially  sensitive)  as  the  most  telling
argument, seem to show the influence of Ryle's article on the PcJrme#7.des. It is
also interesting to note that on both points Russell here anticipates the direction
of much Platonic scholarship in the decades after the publication ofA HJ.sfory a/
Western Philosophy.

However,  there  is  one  very  significant  difference  between  Russell's
treatment of the later Platonic DJ.cr/ogwes  and that of much of the post  1939
scholarship. This is that Russell virtually  ignores the issue of whether or not there
is significant development in Plato's thought. Most recent scholarship on Plato
has essentially accepted the modem logical criticism of the traditional Theory of
Forms earlier scholars ascribed to Plato. But modem scholars have tended to insist
that even if this theory might be characteristic of Plato's middle dialogues, it was
radically criticized and perhaps even abandoned by Plato in the later dialogues.
Russell admits, at least obliquely, that Plato did develop significant criticisms of
the theory of ideas. Whether or not Russell also believed that Plato accepted these
criticisms does not seem to be a significant issue for Russell. In fact, as we shall
see later, it may be that Russell has very significant ideological reasons for not
discussing  the  possibility  of  Plato's  philosophic  development.   But  before
discussing this issue let us turn to Russell's discussion of the Repwb/J.c`.

4.

In the period after the publication of A fJJ.a/or); a/ Wes'rem PfoJ./oJapky
there  was  a bitter debate about Plato's political philosophy, especially as that
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philosophy was presented in the j}apwb/J.c.  Most often this debate 'is seen to be
initiated by Sir Karl Popper's r#e Ope# Soc7.edy ¢#d//I E#emj.es in  1945. What
has not been appreciated is the fact that Russell himself anticipated the main lines
of popper's intexpretation of plato as the father of totalitarianism. In fact, Russell
may be said to have initiated a re-evaluation of Plato's political theory that was
at  least as thoroughgoing and as radical  as  the Platonic  scholars'  general re-
evaluation of the metaphysics and epistemology of the D7.cr/ogwes.

When Plato became a staple of the English philosophical curriculum in
the nineteenth¢entury, it was in the form of a Plato whose philosophy reached its
culmination in the Rep2/A/7.c'.  This view (which, incidentally,  Russell endorses

I 108]) was not the standard one in Classical Antiquity or the Renaissance. The
selection of the jtepwb/J.a as the more significant dialogue than either the ri.mc7ews.
or the Pcrrme#j.des was  associated with the successful attempt to use Plato to
legivimate a series of educational and political reforms.  For our purposes here we
may ignore the reasons for the prioritizing of the Repwb/J.a in the Platonic Canon.
What is important for our purposes is the way that the Jtepzfb/7.c was interpreted.
On the whole, nineteenth and early twentieth-century English writers tended to
view the Plato of the jtepwb/j.c as an anti-conservative Philosophical Radical and
even a proper ancestor of the French Revolution. It may be true that the Plato of
the jtepwb/7.a clearly did not have much use for cgaJJ.fc, but he certainly was, they
thought, the philosopher of/ro/er#I.fc and of /I.ben/c - at least in Robespierre's
sense of the latter tern. Like the English Radicals, the Plato of the Repwb/I.a saw
little good in either private property or the (traditional) family. In the words of Sir
Ernest Barker:

There is something French in Plato's mind, something of that
pushing   of   a   principle   to   its   logical   extremes,   which
distinguished Calvin in theology and Rousseau in politics .  .  .
When we turn to Aristotle, it hardly seems fanciful to detect
more of an English spirit of compromise . . . Where Plato turned
Radical under the compulsion of the Idea, Aristotle has much
sound Conservatism: he respects property, he sees good in the
family.  He  recognizes  the  general  `laxity'  of actual  life,  the
impossibility of including man wholly within the pale of any
scheme.  He recognizes, above all, that a Government can only
go so far as a people follows: `the number of those who wish a
State to continue must be greater than the number of those who
wish  the  contrary'.  This  is  a  principle  which  Plato  had  not
realized:  he  had  forgotten  (rather  than  despised)  the  people
(162).
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Even if plato were not viewed as a Philosophic Radical, he was always viewed as
an anti-conservative. If not quite a thorough-going advocate of democracy, Plato
was held to be at the very least a trenchant critic of conservatism and aristocracy.

The view of Plato as  anti-conservative continued to dominate English
Platonic interpretation during the first part of the twentieth-century. A. E. Taylor
and  Francis  M.  Com ford,  although  disagreeing  on  many  details  of Platonic
interpretation, were agreed in making Plato the patron of liberal society rather
than just the source of the radical political tradition. Taylor consistently argued
against an interpretation of the Rep#b/7.c. which would make it the ancestor of the
radicalism of the French Revolution. Taylor's Plato instead is the opponent of
militarism and the advocate of an enlightened liberal elite controlling society by
their expertise.  Comford goes even further in making Plato the patron of the
liberal democratic order:

.  .  . Plato's thought, from first to last, was chiefly bent on the
question of how  society could be  shaped  so that man might
realize the best that is in him. This is, above all, the theme of his
central work, the Jiep#b/7.c (xv).

.  .  the  author of the earliest Utopia in European literature
confronts  the  modem  reader  with  the  ultimate  problem  of
politics: how can the state be so ordered as to place effective
control in the hands of men who understand that you cannot
make either an individual or a society happy by making them
richer  or  more  powerful  than  their  neighbours.  So  long  as
knowledge is valued as  a means to power,  and power as the
means to wealth, the helm of the ship of state will be grasped by
the ambitious man, whose Bible is Machiavelli's Prince or by
the man of business, whose Bible is his profit and loss account.
It is Plato's merit to have seen that this problem looms up, in
every  age,  behind  all  the  superficial  arguments  of political
expedience (xxix).

Russell's view of Plato's political philosophy is in sharp contrast to the dominant
stream of interpretation in either of its forms. He saw Plato neither as the father
of Philosophical Radicalism nor as the patron of liberal society.   For Russell,
Plato was the precursor of twentieth-century totalitarianism. In many significant
ways  his  Plato  is  the  Plato  of Sir  Karl  Popper's  77!e  Ope#  SocJ.edy  ¢#d Jt£
E#em7.es or of Gilbert Ryle's P/cr/a 'f Progress. Russell emphasizes that by means
of a definition of justice which is radically different from the modem one, Plato
is able to have "inequalities of power and privilege without injustice ( 114)".   He
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further  sees  that  the  Platonic  state  must  be  totalitarian  in  its  essence.    More
importantly, Russell shows what the achievements of Plato's ideal state better
than Machiavelli's PrJ.#ce or the modem man of business might attempt.   For
Russell, the accomplishments of Plato's Ideal State are,

.  .  .  rather humdnrm.   It will achieve success  in wars  against
roughly equal populations, and it will secure a livelihood for a
certain small number of people. It will almost certainly produce
no art or science, because of its rigidity; in this respect, as in
others, it will be like Sparta. In spite of all the fine talk, skill in
war and enough to eat is all that will be achieved.   Plato had
lived    through    famine    and   defeat   in   Athens;    perhaps,
subconsciously, he thought the avoidance of these evils the best
that statesmanship could accomplish ( I 15).

In  depicting  Plato's  Ideal  State  as  totalitarian  and  Plato  as  the  godfather of
twentieth-century totalitarian states, Russell was following up a line of criticism
which had already appeared in his 77!e Prcrc/i.ce cwc7 7%eory a/Bo/sAev7.fin which
was published in 1920.  In that work Russell observes,

Far closer than any historical parallel [sc. to the present Russian
Govemment] is the parallel of Plato's Repwb/i.c. The Communist
Party corresponds to the guardians; the soldiers have about the
same status in both; there is in Russia an attempt to deal with
family life more or less as Plato suggested.  I suppose it may be
assumed that every teacher of Plato throughout the world abhors
Bolshevism,  and  that  every  Bolshevik  regards  Plato  as  an
antiquated     bowrgeoJ.a.      Nevertheless,      the     parallel      is
extraordinarily exact between Plato 's Repwb/7.c and the regime
which the better Bolsheviks are endeavouring to create (23).

5.

The results of our discussion may be summarized as follows.  Russell's
chapters on Plato in .4 HJ.J/ory a/ Wesfem PAJ./osapky are anomalous in two
respects:  First, more space is devoted to a discussion of Plato than any other
philosopher; second, unlike other chapters which contain at least a minimum of
documehtation, the Plato chapters are unique in giving no references, not even
references to the source of the direct quotations from Plato. The answer to the first
anomaly seems to be provided by Russell himself.   Russell claims that, "it was
Plato who had the greatest effect upon subsequent ages ( 104)".  As to the second
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anomaly, I hope that I have shown that the fact that Russell gives no reference to
the  secondary literature is not the result of his  absence of familiarity with the
contemporary Plato scholarship. Not only does Russell seem to be aware of the
newer interpretations of Plato's metaphysics and epistemology, he is himself, a
bit aliead of his contemporaries in his assessment of Plato's political philosophy.
But although Russell appears to be familiar with the strikingly new developments,
he dues not refer to any contemporary scholars. He seems to be content to present
an inteipretation of Plato which takes account of their scholarship without wishing
to direct the reader to any of the contemporary disagreements within the literature.

It  would  appear that  Russell's  rhetorical  strategy is  quite deliberate.
Russell is writing a revisionist history of philosophy.  His expressed intention is
to present the history of philosophy as, "an integral part of social and political life
(ix)". But it is also the case that for Russell, Plato is the crucial figure in the story
of philosophy's relation to social and political life. Since this is so, Russell must
present a particular view of Plato, one which will set the stage for all that he
thinks is central to the nalTative he is going to present. Plato is the greatest figure
in the tradition, but unfortunately Plato also subverted philosophy from its true
task:

Plato  is  always  concerned to  advocate  views  that will make
people what he thinks is virtuous; he is hardly ever intellectually
honest, because he allows himself to judge doctrines by their
social  consequences.   Even  about  this  he  is  not  honest;  he

pretends to follow the arguments and to be judging by purely
intellectual standards, when in fact he is twisting the discussion
so as to lead to a virtuous result.  He introduced this vice into
philosophy, where it has persisted ever since ....  One of the
defeats of all philosophers since Plato is that their inquiries into
ethics proceed on the assumptions that they already know the
conclusions to be reached (78-79).

This passage provides the clue to Russell's rhetorical strategy.   His real quarrel
is not so much with Plato's Theory of Forms, or even Plato's anti-empiricism.
Plato's errors in logic, epistemology or metaphysics are in the long run harmless
errors.  For errors in matters of logic or science can be cleared up by further
discussion. Russell's real concern is Plato's commitment to ideology, to a vision
of  philosophy  which  subordinates  free  inquiry  to  the  attaininent  of  truths
previously determined to be scoially or politically acceptable. Russell is concerned
with Plato's basic formulation of the philosophic quest. Russell sees Plato as the
great example of how philosophy can go wrong.   In Russell's narrative, Plato set
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the  example  of a  philosopher who  was  willing  t,o  subordinate  truth  to  other
political or scoial values, present them, and not be distracted by alternative views
and tentative conjectures.

Such a subordination of truth to other concerns is precisely what Russell
could not accept in ethics and social theory. It is fitting that at the end of a long

period of his life when ethics was his primary concern, when he turns to a survey
of the entire history of philosophy, a history which he wants to see in the context
of the social antecedents and consequences of philosophic theory, that Russell
should begin his account with a re-evaluation of the Platonic tradition.

But Russell's re-evaluation of Plato is so radical that he must not let his
account degenerate into considerations of alternative readings of the Platonic text
or even by alternative passages in Plato which might tell against his vision of the
Father   of  Western   Philosophy   introducing   the   basic   vice   into   Western
philosophizing about ethics and social theory. This appears to be the reason why
Russell chooses a rhetorical strategy which denies the reader any account of the
divergences in Platonic scholarship and any references to the wider Platonic text.
Russell must marginalize his own expertise in the current controversies among
Platonic  scholars  if he  is  going  to  focus  attention  effectively  on  the  basic
philosophic position he wishes to oppose. However, the absence of the explicit
fromework of scholarly interpretation does not necessarily mean that the whter is
not familiar with the scholarly tradition.

Even if my account of the reasons for Russell's refusing to provide any
dceumentation in his long discussion of plato is rejected, I bode that I have shown
that Russell did in fact know the writings of his contemporary Plato interpreters
- and specifically their own revisionist issues - and in fact he even anticipated the
radical revision of Plato's political philosophy which would dominate certain
areas  of  Platonic  scholarship  in  the  decades  after  4  fJ7.a/ory  a/  Wes/er#
PAJ./osapdy was published.
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WITTGHNSTEIN'S PLACE IN TWENTIETH
CENTURY ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

A BOOK REVIEW
John Shosky

American University

P .M.S . Hacrfuer . Vriittgenstein's Place in T\^iendeth Century Arlalytic Philosophy .
Oxford:  Basil Blackwell,1996.  346 pages.  ISBN 0-631-20099-1.

This  book provides  a rough  analogy  of what we  need  in Russellian
scholarship:  someone of great insight who documents Russell's vast influence
over twentieth century philosophy, with its personalities and crossing currents,
with Canbridge as the epicenter of the shcek waves sent out by Moore, Russell,
Wittgeustein, Ramsey, Wisdom, and Anscombe.   Peter Hacker does all of this
for Wittgeustein alone, using Oxford as the epicenter of Wittgeustein's powerful
influence on philosophy.

Peter Hacker is a fellow of st. John's college, Oxford.     You probably
know him as the author or co-author (with George Baker) of numerous works
on Wittgeustein,  among them the four-volume Ankz/y&.ca/ Co/7owenlary a/ £rfec
P#i./oropfe!.ca/ /we£#.gafro#£.  This new book is designed as a follow-up to the
commentary,   lcoating  Wittgeustein  in  historical  context.   There  is  much
comparison to Frege,  Russell,  and Quine, the other central figures of the last
one hundred years.

But  this  is  not  a  dry,  hard-to-read  book.  This  is  a  rapidly-rurming
stream of information, history, analysis, and impressions.   Hacker has used his
many  friendly  comectious  in  Oxford  to  probe  way  beyond  the  traditional
interpretation  of  Wittgenstein  and  his  contemporaries.     Through  personal
knowledge,  interviews, fresh examination of texts, a look at newly discovered
material,  and  even  some  use  of unpublished  sources,  Hacker  has  told  the
general philosophical story better than Passmore,  Pears  /Wj.#geurfei.#/,  Ayer,
Grayling, or Monk, and even rivals the technical work of Auscombe, Malcolm,
Pitcher,  Hintikka,  Fogelin,  Kripke,  Pears  qfoe  Fa/£e  Prz.so#/,  or  even  the
outstanding  new  addition  by  Genova.  In  short,  this  is  a  great  book  about
philosophy and the influence of Wittgeustein, both as an important history and
as a nuts-and-bolts discussion of dense issues.

The  book  begins  with  a  background  discussion  of  the  origins  of
analytical philosophy.  Twentieth century philosophy has its  "twofold root"  in
Cambridge with Mcore and Russell. Hacker tells the story of the rise of analytic
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phnosophy as a "historical movement" that is dynamic and constantly evolving.
For Hacker,  "[i]t camot be defined by reference to a determinate number of
non-trivial  doctrines  or  principles,   all  of  which  were  embraced  by  every
philosopher  who  can  with justice  be  described  as  a  member  of the  analytic
movement. Rather, it consists of different, overlapping strands, with no usefully
defining fibre or fibres ruining through a whole temporal length   ....   Hence
the phenomenon of analytic philosophy must not be viewed as a simple linear
development. It has a complex synehronic, as well as a diachronic, dimension. "

The reaction of analytic pmosophy against idealism is told as a personal
and professional battle by Mcore and Russell against the dominant philosophical
trend of their time.  Their work in logic,  epistemology,  and language set the
stage for Wittgeustein. So did the technical advances in logic by Boole, Jevous,
Peano, Whitehead and Russell. Frege and Russell both made a concerted effort
to analyze language, but mostly for  "clues" that could help the logician.  The
construction of a  logically  perfect  language  was part  of the  solution to  the
``flawed, distorting mirror" of language.

The   Second  chapter  explains  Wittgeustein's   achievements   in  the
rrtzcftzfro.  This book is viewed as a landmark of twentieth century philosophy
(which  it  surely  is).  The  main  achievements  fall  within  four  headings:    its
criticism  of  Frege  and  Russell;  its  metaphysical  picture  of the  relation  of
thought,  language,   and  reality;   its  positive  account  of  the  nature  of  the
propositions  of logic;  and  its  critique  of metaphysics  and  its  conception of
philosophy as analysis.  But Hacker traces Wittgeustein's later disappointment
with these views, which were errors that required the attempt at resolution in
rfue Philosophical lrrvestigations .

The Third chapter discusses the impact of the rrac/a"f on the Vierma
Circle.   There has been much written about the Circle, but rarely with such
economy  and clarity.   After detailing the membership of the Circle,  Hacker
shows Wittgeustein's relationship to its main doctrines:   forging a relationship
between  philosophy  analysis  and  science,  the  demolition  of  metaphysics,
necessary tnith and conventionalism, the verification principle, and the unity of
science.

Hacker then devotes his Fourth chapter to philosophy at Cambridge and
Oxford during the inter-war years.   This is an exciting chapter, told with much
insider information,  with hints of the personalities and debates that fashioned
some of the greatest minds of the twentieth century.   Here we can read about
Cambridge's  Broad,  Ramsey,  Braithwaite,  Wisdom,  Stebbing,  Black,  and
Malcolm.    We  get  a  flavor  of Wittgeustein's  return  to  Cambridge.    Then
Hacker gives us the view from Oxford,  where  Ryle,  Price,  Mabbott,  Ayer,
Berlin,  Austin,  Kneale,  Grice, Waissman,  and Strawson were busy with their
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t)wn work in language, logic, and analysis. Some absorbed Wittgenstein through

personal contact (Ryle and Waissman).   Others found him second-hand through
the Viema Circle (Ayer) or through analysis of language (Austin, Grice,  and
Strawson).  This  chapter  is  one  of the  best  I  have  ever  read  about  Oxford

philosophy,  and  gives  some  cogency  to  the  view  that there  was  a  linguistic
movement  at  Oxford,   perhaps  one-step  removed  from  Wittgeustein,   but
spiritually akin through the emphasis on language in philosophical analysis.

Chapter  Five  then  takes  up  the  achievement  of  the  PfeJ./orap&z.ca/
/#veT#gafour.   Hacker's goal is to show the unity of the J#veffl.gaft.o#f (no small
task),  assuming that readers can turn to the Hacker/Baker commentaries for
illumination of the details.   He groups the achievements of the Jwesfl.g¢frour
under five headings:  its repudiation of philosophical analysis and the espousal
of cormective analysis , its conception of philosophy and therapeutic analysis ,  its
critique of metaphysics, its philosophy of language and conception of meaning
as  use,  and  its philosophical  psychology  and  repudiation of the  inner/outer
conception of the mental.   Needless to say, Prfei./oropfei.ca/ J#ve##.g¢fro#S is well-
known for its uniqueness in philosophy and for what Hacker has described as
its  ability to undercut previously received philosophy traditions.   Therefore,
"(Wittgeustein's) philosophy can no more be located on the received maps of

philosophical possibilities than the North Star can be lcoated on the maps of the
globe. "

Chapter   Six   then   examines   Wittgeustein's   impact   on   post-war
philosophy.  It was during this time that Wittgeustein.s disciples came to the
forefront of philosophy:   Auscombe, Malcolm, Toulmin, von Wright, Geach,
Rhees, and others.  While Wittgeustein considered Oxford "an influenza area, "
his  influence was spread by Ryle,  Ayer,  Pears, Paul,  Flew, Wcozley,  Hare,
Kermy, Hampshire, Strawson, Wamack, Grice, and even the jurist Hart. Harre
combined an interest in Wittgeustein with science and psychology.   A second
generation of Wittgeustein philosophers in Oxford included Hacker , Baker , and
Grayling.

Chapter Seven outlines post-positivism in the United States and Quine's
famous  apostasy  from  the  "two  dogmas  of empiricism."     Several  logical

positivists cane to the United States before the Second World War,  and brought
their enthusiasm for the early Wittgeustein with them.   Philosophers such as
Carnap, Feigl, Hempel, Reichenbach,  Frank, G6del,  Tarski, and Menger each
t`ound  their  way  to  American  universities  to  continue  their  work.  Yet,  one
member/attendee  of  the  Circle,   Quine,   argued  that  the  analytic/synthetic
distinction   was  untenable,   that  significant  empirical   statements   were  not
reducible to sense data, and that sentential verificationism was untenable.  These
()bjectious cut to the heart of positivism and its Wittgensteinian inspiration,  and
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had serious consequences for analytical philosophy.
Finally, Hacker shows that Wittgeustein's influence has led to a decline

in analytical philosophy, if we mean by that "a tradition of comective analytical

philosophy."     The  center  of gravity  in  philosophy  has  shifted,  with  many
philosophers now working with Wittgenstein's  "new vision and new methods  .
.  .   His bequest is a vision of philosophy as the pursuit not of knowledge but of
understanding.    The  task  of philosophy  is  not  to  add  to  the  sum  of human
knowledge, but to enable us to attain a clear understanding of what is already
known. „

This  is  Wittgeustein's story,  and a similar story could be told about
Russell, but perhaps of no other philosopher in the twentieth century.   This is
a  story  about  how  one  philosopher's  influence  can  change  the  history  of
Philosophy.  In the absence of a similar book about Russell and his importance
to several generations of scholars, Hacker's book will allow the documentation
of  Wittgeustein's  influence  to  rule  by  default.     This  book  is  well-done,
formidable, and breath-taking in its scope.   I recommend W;.#genffej.# 'f P/czce
!.n 7twerfe.etrfe-Cengivry Arm/yfz.c Prfez./oropAy very highly.   It is brilliant, brilliant,
brilliant.     I  find  myself  reading  it  for  fun  and  enjoyment,  using  it  as  an
encyclopedic reference, citing it as the final word on several key interpretations
of various philosopher's positions, and searching for new nuggets of wisdom.
Perhaps only Hacker could coITal all of the evidence, texts, gossip, impressions,
and  intexpretatious  into  a  readable,  fast-moving,  scholarly,  and  fascinating
volume.   I hope Russell scholars will look at this bcok and sigh, wishing for a
companion  volume  for  Russell,  either  by  Oxford's  Hacker  or  someone  of
comparal)le gifts at Cambridge.   There should be a R#ffe// '£ P/ace I.# rwe##.effe
Century Amafyfz.c Pfej./oropky,  and Hacker's book should be the model for this
much-needed effort. a-

"Reds" (1981)

MEMORY COMES AND GOES: A Video Review
Cliff Henke

Author's  note:  This series, which has been devoted to recent films, now will
consider several older movies that also involved people and events Russell knew
well.
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"I don't recall them too well," Dora Russell muses at the beginning of this

epic about the Russian Revolution, among other things, as seen through the eyes
()f American communists of the time, "Memory comes and goes."    This can be
stiid of all history. We all tend to recall events selectively, and in turn shaped by
our own world views.  Jack Reed, the enigmatic American left-wing journalist who
viewed first-hand not the abdication of Czar Nicholas but the Bolshevik takeover
is a convenient canvass for those to paint their own recollection of the times.  To
the "witnesses," the figures of that era who knew Reed and whose interviews
writer/director Warren Beatty excexpts throughout the story, the protagonist was
a complex personality.   He was at once a coward, a naive ideologue, a rogue, a
nobody, and an influential visionary.

The  resulting  portrait of both  documentary  and  fictional parts  is  an
engaging  film worth revisiting today.    It won Academy Awards  for Beatty's
direction and for Maureen Stapleton' s supporting performance in playing Emma
Goldman.  Both are deserved, as well as Vitorrio Stororo's for his sweeping and
lyrical cinematography.   In fact, I admire this quality of Rec7s most, whichjoins
Stororo' s other breathtaking masterpieces of camera and lighting technique (for
me most notably 4poccz/}!pJe IVow).

Also  enhancing  the  movie's  realistic  yet  romantic  feel  are  RIchard
Sylbert's sets and locations.   The poignant design of Reed's and wife Louise
Bryant's  (played admirably by Diane Kenton) flat, an abandoned upper-crust
aparthent complete with initially covered chandelier, is particularly inspired and
evocative  of the  tumultuous  time  and  place.     Dave  Grusin's  and  Stephen
Sondheim's music embellish the feel at another dimension.   So, too, does the
supporting cast, which includes not only Stapleton's performance but also Edward
Hermiann and Paul Sorvino as resident Greenwich Village lefties, as well as Jack
Nicholson's detached, wry portrait of Eugene O'Neill.

Whether Beatty's, or Keaton's, or some other member of the team's
choice, the decision for Kenton to wear her hats pulled down so far onto her
forehead to franc Keaton's eyes is a splendid touch. Stororo masterfully exploits
it with just the right lighting and close-ups, and these give the film even more
eloquence of what must have been tne earnestness among those like Bryant who
were faithful to the cause.

Beatty also plays Reed, but unfortunately here is where he might have
bitten off more than he can chew.  I have never found his wooden acting style very
engaging anyway, and it seems even more out of place given the passion of the
time.  I wonder what Beatty's contemporary, Martin Sheen, or even today's John
Cusak could have done with the intensity and self-absorption the role demands.
Meanwhile, the story and script are simultaneously compelling and unsatisfying,

perhaps also evcoative of the time.  On the one hand, the story takes in most of the
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great events in the first part of the century, much as Cc7rr7.#g/o# and Tom c7#c/ y7.v
do, plus one more: jiec7s also has the backdrop of the Russian Revolution, which
dictated  so much of the tension in the world even to this day.   It successfully
illuminates the paradox of that time --that dissent against revolutionary excesses
would be considered treasonous. Emma Goldman tells Jack Reed late in the story
that she plans to leave, because "it can never work."  Jack asks her how she can
when "we'vejust started."  Herein dramatizes the left's dilemma in supporting the
Bolsheviks:  were  they  really  a  transition  to  proletarian  rule  or just  another
totalitarian state but with the correct rhetoric?

The central relationship between Jack and Louise is far less satisfying, on
the other hand.  It is no fault of how Louise is characterized and played; she seeks
Jack's love, is tom up inside by desiring that much from a man, and comes to
tens with the fact that the stmggle for power is less important than love and
happiness.   To me she is the real protagonist in this movie, yet I think Beatty's
sympathies lie with Jack.  He is somehow allowed to get away with leaving her for
a flattering and ultimately vain occupation.  Whether due to the mixed record of
the factual Jack Reed or Beatty's opaque portrayal of the man, this film sheds
little licht on what really aninated the only American to be buried within the walls
of the Kremlin.  Yes, memory comes and goes, but like literature and other arts,
film is supposed to help fill in those gaps in between.

THE GREATER ROCHESTER RUSSELL SET
Peter Stone

University of Rochester

After laying dormant for almost a year, the Greater Rochester Russell Set
(GRRS) is once again alive, and spreading the gospel according to Bertie.   The
Set, a Rochester, NY-based group dedicated to the study and discussion of the life
and ideas of Bertrand Russell, has already held two successful meetings in 1997,
one devoted to The Problems of philosphy (\91Z), I:he orfuel to Human Society
7.# Ef¢j.as ¢#c7Po/I.f7.es (1952).   In  1998, we hope to hold many more.   Sadly, we
fear that many of the participants from last year's meetings are unaware that the
group has been revived.  Thus, we are anxious to make our presence known once
again.

The  GRRS meets on the second Tuesday of every month at 7 p.in.  at
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Moonbeams Gallery & Coffee Saloon, 696 University Avenue, Rochester, NY.
There will be no January meeting.   The February meeting will be devoted to 0#
li::luca_lion  Especially in  Early Childhood (1926) (red+jled Education and the
(,`I.o_o.d,`I.if a),  and the  Mtllch rneedr\g to  Principles  Of Social  Reconstruction

( 1916).

The  group  is  anxious  for  ideas  for  future  meetings  and  encourages
cveryonebothtoparticipateandtogetinvolvedinkeepingtheGRRSalivelypart
of Rcehester's intellectual culture.  Interested people should contact David White
at(716)46l-3495oratdavidw@sjfc.eduorjustcometoameetingreadytolisten
and talk.   See you in February!
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Membership Profiles

BRS members have asked for infomation about other members in the
Scoiety.  Here arejust a few profiles.  If you haven't yet sent yours in, please take
a few moments when you finish this issue of the g#¢r/erly and send yours in.

Name:                     itou;ouid;74. BZ&fr
Address :            I I 8 J{eftyd;Street

Syracube+, N ew Yorki 13 210
e   mail:                  Bzatn@tap.Of4<eyy.ear
FTrst book of Russell's I read was:  Mdy/4„~t*4 C;foar4ev*
Latest book of Russell's I read was:  c:alfacczzfl>fzzaperg  rod~7.. #dy c7K-fry
Favorite Russell Quotation :  "Coyw)r(oirv ys/vae. dyt7ra rdapkyJdy of "agiv. "
ReasonforjoiningBRS:Ac~ttrd{4cowirtyoi;vCd~ha~rtyflffin4ywgiv
theeapoedlyRwttdi
Recent applications of Russell's views to your own life:  (73e~Jde"ezaprtycLyv
Cwhev\4rei bkepttLcdyni, PoucacculnA;:ly al>o`^C co;nM,ow wve

Name:                  B rt^ce; 77`anpmn;
Address:             82 roppchg+Drc„

Rtwer:I.A2adr, Neni Ycnrki.  11901
e  mail:              B,ace;r@cde~.edw
FTrstbookofRussell's1readwas:444czatryzapky
Lfltest book of Russell's I read was: Pzrtyatzrf¢z7rty„e~.
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Favorite Russell Quotation :  "7-he+ old; woi~Zd; wctLpa4¢ czA4;CZS;;  btwnf cw the;fye>
of ttbi a+^i rv hot pa4at¢-^Arf   A vudr froriiw Ctg edaeb/ w{rfu apr-C^^q ou v\A3^^i  woridj, fi^lb Of

fredrty lrope],  wedv thA2i llq]`t Of I/rorv\A^ngl C^iv ttbJ eyeb;'  F y-c]rrw arc?posedr Rcad4/ tzT
Freedom
Reason for joining BRS:  fo 7`anor caw whezLectind7ur®, givag; C4~ totAc7v wct7v
Rutue"bchotwfro.
Recent applications of Russell' s views to your own life :  CT.g7..7#efrc?7f7f:qz}?;iiAe:#>
c4,rfuay*givthaapy.
Additional  Comments :  RecentI)/ acqt^tred; tivee; Rt^4dezL Letre+':/ Cw IVo74Jue+rw
Cahifowviai(thayhad^>eeNtwbovneordbrattiLci)a^rdi2renfthAzrmiofftothAziRi^4aelLr
Archt^;e6/atMc^1a4fe/Z{wi^/erftty.

Name :                   C7urercry 7-ga^aefzxkoy
Address:               312o N. A~14, Apt. #5o33~SoutJv

Fonrc Pi,ercei, FIX)rredA~ 3L+949

e  mail:                  achedflc@AOL.coiw
FTrst book of Russe]l's I read was:  Ec#ue+~ A#ky; / cz„Wbr~c;drzarz~or 4
f{[dGoryofwe4rfer"P'hilz)1zJP;;ky.
Latest book of Russe]]'s I read was:  77ig~clig74qic<€frc7f7/,qz}?df¢€##
FavoriteRussellQuotation:"W©ogivto-make;the;I>e6fwer~ofch~worzd{
a^rdi if tt ly nat so-gedi aq wei wcchi.  crf ee4r alLi tt wCILi i#CILi l>ei l>ette+r tiraAV wlraf
othe^rtr ha^iey vradei of tt tw aLLi the4fu needy   A  goodi wofldr nA2edfy kMoutedge4
k£^dne±dr. cndicooui.ngei Ct deeg nat needi ov reg4reffirfuha^kA2Irc^ngr afae4r thAzipa4t
or  ai fecaelrc^gi of tha> free C^ndelhigenA=o ly  thA2i woni.dq i^rfeeredi u>y\g; ago 1>y
Cg^rora^^C wi!e^/u.   It needs ovfed^;:le4dy oufiocki a^rdi a;freei c^ndeulgenA3ca  It ra2edAr
hapeyfortheifi^tune<,nctljocklng/l>ackialLitheitc^iiiueito+uourderovpaatthatcdydeed,
w7`tc7vw®trt^4fwCZZ;1>ofizA.j4wpcz4aed;I));the;frtizw©chafoiwC.itezltge4ace;ca^;v
oreate< "
ReasonforjoiningBRS:r®ge£CM;toi^c7tywcth;ache+rcrd4oitne++:;~ofRtA4¢ezLound;

pro~7rtycdrzab€
Recent  applications  of Russell's  views  to  your  own  life:  J{dy Clap44e# c2f
7/.qz}?d.¢q**ha4rbeewcL;drt{yg<Atdezt4ae<
Additional Comments : A* fi>ownde4r czind; pre4tdenf ofA77{EIsrs oF FL073roA,
IN C. ,  I ha^iei t^r\kredA^cedll.14t hoc]]o,  Wjigi I A mii Not a; Chet6ttourLil>y g1^i(^^q freei
copceatct alboi^ir iti^dent neunl>e.rb€  Atbo:, o+/e4r 150 captry ofthei hockfha^ieil>ee^rty
rddielthA24ratthA2iMta^ryfuBookiFat^r1vvierywhcond,heldranM^^alkyl^ivMLcwh,
FLorcdai,  ctr dAMrc^ng/ thAzi anM^rab con^ianficoii\fy of thAty AthA2L4t Auha^A=ef,  I \i\A>.  CAV
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BHRTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1998 Call for Board Nominations

Current Directors of the Bertrand Russell Societv (all 3 Year term

Jan.  I.1995-Dec.  31.1997              Jan.1.1996-Dec.   31.1998

(about to expire)

Louis K. Acheson
Kenneth Blackwell
John A. Jackanicz
David E.  Johnson
Justin Leiber
Gladys Leithauser
Stephen J. Reinhardt
Thomas J. Stanley

J a n .  1 .  I 9 9 7 - DD e c .  3 I .  I 9 9 9

James Alouf
Jan Loeb Eisler
Nicholas ohm
Robert T. Janes
Chandrakala Padia
Hany Ruja
John Shosky
Peter Stone

Linda Egendorf
Donald W. Jackanicz
Tim Madigan
Michael J. Rockler (Chairman of the Board)
Warren Allen Smith
Ramon Suzara
Thorn Weidlich

Ex Officio Directors /other\
(terms coneurrent with term of
office, which is annual)

John R.  Lenz (President)
Ilee Eisler @RS VP Emeritus)
Dennis J.  Darland (Treasurer)

Send nominations no later than to:
Michael Rockler
52914th Street,  N.W. ,  Suite  1125
Washington, D.C.   20045

I wish to nominate the following individual(s) for the BRS Board of
Directors:  (1)
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Membership Profile Form

Please fill out the following questionnaire and return it to:

John Shosky
BRS Editor
1806 Rollins Drive
Alexandria, VA 22307

NAME:

ADDRESS:

E  MAIL:

First book of Russell's I read was

Last book of Russell's I read was

Favorite Russell Quotation:

Reason(s) for Joining BRS:

Recent Applications of Russell's Views to Your Own Life:

Additional Comments:

29
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BHRTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1998 Membership Renewal Form

'I`his is a reminder to renew BRS membership for  1998.

•€'           If you have alreadyrenewed for  l998 or havejoined the BRs in  1998,

please accept our thanks once again for participating in the BRS.
`€'          Ifyouhave notyetrenewedyourmembership for l998 --or if you would

like to join the BRS for the first time --please mail the form below
along with the appro_Driate _nayment TODAY.  Thanks!

Please mail this form and payment to:

Dennis Darland
BRS Treasurer
1965 Winding Hills Road, # 1304
Davenport, IA 52807
U.S.A.

------I-------------------------------------------------------I--,1'

I   have  looked  at  the  membership  categories  below  and  have  checked  the
iippropriate category for my circumstances.   I have enclosed  my  1998 dues in
U. S. funds payable to "Bertrand Russell Society". (Please print clearly.)

lJ Individual $35
lJ Student $20
lJ Limited Income Couple $25
LJ Sustainer $75 and up
LJ Patron $250 and up
lJ Life Member $ 1,000 and up
L] PLUS $ 10 (if outside .U. S .A.

I Couple $40
I Limited Income Individual $20
-Contributor $50 and up
I Sponsor S loo and up
I Benefactor $500 and up
I Organization Membership $50

Canada, and Mexico)
u PLUS $4 (if in Canada or Mexico)

NAME

ADDRESS

DATE

31
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THE BERTRAND RUssl£LL SOCIETY
38{)2  North  Kcnncui  Avcnuc,

Chicago,11.  6()f4l -2814,  U.S.A.

The Bertrand Russell Society was fountlcd  in  I t)74 lo I.oster a better understanding
of Russcll's  work  and  to  promoLc  idc:rs  zin(I  c{iuscs  hc  thought  important.    Tl`c
Sociely's motto  is Russell's statcmcnt, "Tlic  g(}(){1  lil`c  is one  juspircd  by love and

guided by knowledge."

The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly is publi``hc(I in February, May, August, and
November.   Letters and  manuscripts should bc  iiddrcsscd  to:

John Shosky
BRS
1806 Rollins Drive
Alexandria, Vlrginia 22307

oFFICHRs oF TIIE I}nRTRANI) Russnl,L socllITy

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIHTY 8UAR7ERIy
New.sleller o the Berlrand Russell Sociel

February,  1998 No. 97

FROM TIIE EI)lTOR
`John Shosky

FROM TIIE BRS I'RESIDENT:   TILE ANNUAL MEETING
.John I.enz

PRELIMINARY PROGRAM FOR TIIE ANNUAL MEETING
Papers, Panels, Workshops, Videos, and More                       7

Chair
President
Vice President
Vice PresidenVlnformation Emeritus
Secietary
Treasurer

Michael Rockler
John Len7,
Jan Eisler
Lee Eisler
Ken Blackwell
Dennis  Darland

Tiln nl3RTRANn RussELL socllITy ON TIIR NIIT

The Berlrantl Russet( Society Home Page
http://daniel.drew.eduH lenz/bid.html  \

The Bertrand Russell Society a.uarterly
htlp://daniel.drew.edu/ilenz/gtly.html

The Bertrarld Russell Socledy Annual Bock_Award
htlp://daniel.drew.edu/ijlenz/bkaward.htnd

ltussell-L is a world-wide electronic discussion and information forum for Russell
titudics,  with  about  245  members  from  28  countries.     To  subscribe,  send  the
I.t)llowing message on electronic mail  to /irty«ic@mcmostcr.ou stating "subscribe
russell-I"  tlnd  follow  with  your  name  on  the  same  line.    The  Russell  Archives'
tw:`rr\c p..+gc is 'at.. I.lip: I lwww.mcmaster.ca|russdocslrussetl.htm.

RUSSELL NEWS
Talking Points on Russell

ANTONY FLEW:   PIIILOSOPHICAL HUMANIST
John Shosky

BooK RnvlEw:  RussELL.s powER
F.van Selinger

I}00K REVIEW:   J/V7ERJIACES
Robert Barnard

I}00K RF.VII]W:   COLLECTED PAPERE, VOLUME 10
John Shosky

vlDEO TIE.NiTrw..   COMING THROuGH
Cliff IIcnke
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assouiatcd with Russel-I.  As a young man, Russell commilled himself lo producing
a  series  of  books  that  were  a  converging  synthesis  of philosophy,  history,  and
social commen(any while walking in the Tiergarten of Berlin in the Spring of 1895.
He also lived  in Berlin for parts of two years  and wrote a book, Gcrma# Soc!.a/
Denlocracy.   In the 193ts,  the Vierma Circle met to discuss the work of Russell

:         and wittgeustein, drawing together gigan(ic figures in philosophy --Schlick, Hanh,
::         Carnap, Frank, Neurath, Waismann, Quine, Aycr, and others --in one of westcm

culture's most influential philosophical discussion groups.   G6del, Popper, Hayek,
and  Wittgeustein were  outsiders  to  the  Circle, but  part of the  intellectual  climate

i           ofvicnna and of prague,  a second seat of lhc circle bccausc  carnap  lived  thcrc.
;`:          In  Warsaw,  the  so-called  ''Polish  Ijogiciaus"  were  extending  the  discovcrics  of
iTC         prj#ci.pro Ma/Acmaji.ca  into  new  realms of thought.    Iled  by Tarski,  Lesniewski,
I           Jaskowski, and Lukasiewicz, the polish school of I.ogic was extremely influential

until most of them were killed by the Nazis.   Fortunately, Tarski was saved by a
`          courageous and visionary group of American academics (including BRS Honorary

Member  Willard  Quine)  who  invited  him  to  the  Unilcd  States just  as  hostilities

FROM TIIE EDITOR
JOHN SHOSKY

CHARLES UNIVERSITY, PRAGUH

In a first for the gwarJcr/y, this issue and  the next will be edited in Prague, where
this semester I am a visiting professor in the philosophy and logic departments at
Charles University and a visiting fellow at the Academy of Sciences of the Czech
Republic.     I  send  greetings   to  all  Society  mcmbcrs  from  the  beer  halls  and
restaurants of the city often called "The Second  Paris."   Here philosophy is alive
and  thriving;   even  tlic  prcsidcnt,  Vaclav  Havel,  and  the  former premier,  Vaclav
Klaus, have published academic works in philosophy.   The almospherc is clcctric
as the Czech Republic confronts the advantages and disadvantages of capitalism in
an  attempt   to  join   the   European   Community   and   NATO.      The   philosophy
department at Charles has even invited me to give a separate graduate seminar on
the  philosophy  of Russell  and  Wittgeustein,  even  though  Russell's  work will  be
discussed in another graduate class on Modern Deductive Logic.

The center of gravity is shifting in Europe, awiiy from the West, moving eastward
to Bcrlin, Vienna, Prague, and Warsaw.   Historically, these are cities are famously

broke out.   Lukasiewicz was reportedly smuggled out of Poland by his colleagues.
Almost all of the  rest perished.

You may recall that Quine earlier made a trek to Vienna, Prague, and Warsaw as
a recent graduate from Harvard in the  1930s.   At that lime,  these cities contained
some  of the  most exciting figures  and  developments  in  philosophy.    Now,  sixty

years on, these cities are again cpiccnters for significant philosophical and political
hou8ht.

2

As wc have witnessed a ``Russell Renaissance"  in Western Europe and even in the
Arab  World,  I  believe  that wc will  soon see  more work on Russell  in  the  rest of
Europe, especially Bulgaria, where Russell  is extremely popular and studied by a
dedicated band of academics at the University of Plovdiv and elsewhere.   So it is
appropriate  that the next issue of the gwar/cr/y will primarily feature short pieces
about  Russell  and  his  influence  by  my  Czech and  Easlem  European  colleagues.
Russell  has  been a  very  important  intellectual  influence  in  Cen(ral,  Eastern,  and
Southern  Europe.    He  was  a  powerful  writer of hope  and  encouragement when
communism  ravaged  the  minds  and  spirits  of millions  of people.    He  remains  a

great  voice  of frocdom,  rationality,  humanism,  and  compassion  for  people  who
bitterly remember the previous days of oppression and fear, and who look forward
lo better days ahead.

This issue's cover features a new portrait of Russell by lva Petkova of Bulgaria,
one of the most talented upcoming artists in Europe today.  All of 22 years old, Iva
was  the  artist  who  designed  last  year's  cover.     I  received  so  many  favorable
commcnls  by  letter  and  e-mail  that  I  asked  her  to  do  one  more  for  us.    This
drawing will appear on  the  four issues of the Quarterly for 1998.

BRS  Society  President  John  Lenz  has  important  information  about  the  annual
meeting,   June   19-21   at   the   Ethics   Center,   University   of  South   Florida,   St.
Pctersburg,  Florida.    This  is  our  2`5th  annual  mecling  and  it  will  feature  films,
tapes,  papers,  and  panels  on  various  aspects  of Russell's  work.  . If you want  to
learn more about Russell, whether a Russellian novice or a mighty Russell scholar,
the annual  meeting is designed for you.   Please read John's information carefully
and  then make plans  to come  to Florida in June.   This 25th anniversary could be
a  "gathering  of  the  clans."    Everyone  is  most  welcome.    As  a  member  of  the
Society,  I  must  thank John Lenz,  Mitchell  Haney,  and Jam Eisler for working so
hard on our behalf to make this  the best meeting ever.   Good job!!!

There  follows  a  discussion  about  the  philosophical  methodology  and  humanist
views  of Antony  Flew,  an  honorary  member  of our Society.    Flew  is  emeritus
professor of philosophy at the University of Reading in the United Kingdom.   His
most  recent  book,  PA../orophf.ca/ Essays,  will  be  available  in  late  April  or  early
May.  Hc has just completed another book on critical thinking, 7ltfroAfrog Sfrajgrfefcr,
for Prometheus Press of Buffalo, New York.

I welcome an analysis of Russell's often overlooked, but extremely cogent, work
on Power by Evan Selinger of the University of Memphis.  This book has inspired
several presentations at our last three amual meetings,  notably by  Peter Stone.   I
highly  recommend  this review.

Assistant  Editor Robert  Barnard  h{rs  revicwcd /#/cr/aces..   Es.Tays o# Prfei./osopky



4mdBordcri.#6J Arcaig.  This is a book that uniquely bridges the philosophical divide
bclwccn Anglo-American and Conlincnlal  lhoughl

There is also a reN±ow oE Vofume 10 oE The Collected Papers Of Berlrand Russell.
This volume was edited by John Slater and Peter K6llncr.

From  the  world  of  cinema  and  television,  we  have  a  video  review  from  Cliff
Henke,  the  fourth  in  a  series  about  films  dealing with  Russell  and  his  circle  of
friends.   This time Cliff looks at a recent BBC production about D.H.  Iidwrence.
Entitled   "Coming  Through,"   this   production   examines   Lewrence's   infamous
courtship of Frieda von Richthofen Weekley.  It stars Kemeth Branagh and Helen
Mirren.    In  the  next  issue,  Cliff will  turn to  the  video  documentary,."The  First
World War and the Shaping of the Twentieth century."   Cliff's work has been an
important edition to the g«arfcr/y.   I invite additional reviews of videos or books
by Society Members, particularly of Russell's own work.

In the BRS, you are asked to do more than read;   you are also invited to interact.
If you haven't done so, please examine, fill out, and return three essential items for
the  Society.    The  first  is  our membership prot`ile.    You have  surely  noticed  the
inclusion of these  profiles  in the  last  two  issues  of the  Owarfcr/y.   They  are  an
important way that we learn about each other, sharing our interest in Russell.  Have

you sent one?   Please take a moment and fill out the profile.   Then mail  it to me.
The  second  item  is   the  membership  renewal   form.     We  need  you  to   renew
immediately,  sending  in  your personal  information  and  membership  1`ces.    Your
support allows  the  Society  to continue to promote  lhe work and views of Russell
w8i\twtde,  pays  [or  the-Quarterly,  par\±a+1y  funds  Russell..  the_ Jo_urnal..Of_ th?
Bcrfrand J}wssc// Arcrfei.vcs  (edited by  Ken  Blackwell),  finances  the Russell  Book
Award and the Russell Paper Prize, and supports the annual meeting.   Thank you
for  your  support.    And  if  you  can,  please  give  a  bit  extra  to  help  secure  the
financial basis of the Society.   The third item is your voting ballot for the Board
of Directors.   In the  last issue of the  OwarfcrJy there was a call  for nominations.
Unfortunately, because I produced the Quarterly behind schedule, the nominalions
should have been suggested in the previous issue to that, and the ballot in the last
issue.   I am completely to blame for the tardiness of these materials.   But we can
catch up quickly  if you will  take a moment,  fill  out the ballot, and mail  it  to  the
chaiman of the board of directors, Michael Rockler.   His address is on the form.

I hope you enjoy this issue of the gwarlcr/y.  Thanks again to my assistant editors,
Bob Bamard and Katic Kendig.

ENRERE

FROM THE pREslDEr`IT
THE 1998 ANNUAL MEETING:

"NEW DIRECTIONS IN RUSSELL STUDIES "

JOHN LENZ
DREW UNIVERSITY

Believe  it or not,  the  1998 meeting will  be  the  25th annual  meeting of the  BRS.
As  announced  in the  last  Quarterly,  wc  have bccn busy  making plans  for a great
meeting.     We  think  we  have  put  together  a  solid,  informative,  and  enjoyable

program.    We  even  have  a  full  mulli-media  program.    We  believe  jt  will  be  as
good as, or better than, the meeting two years ago, which the editor of Jiwfsc//..  fAc
Jowma/ a/ /Ae Bcr/ra#d Jiwsse// ArcAi.ves called "the most intellectually stimulating
BRS confercncc  this  member can recall  attending."   In addition to our scheduled
speakers and workshops, we also have important business  lo conduct, such as the
election  of  new  officers  and  much  discussion  about  the  future  direction  of  the
Society.     One  challcngc   is   how   the   BRS  can  work   together  with   the   large
worldwide  group  of people who engage  in learned  and stimulating discussion of
Russell via the Internet mailing list, Jiwssc//-£.  The annual meeting is the one time
that  all   those  who  love   Russell,  for  our  various  and  diffcrcnt  reasons,  come
together  lo  share  ideas.    Wc  arc  also  looking forward  to  mccting  new  members,
members  from  the  South  who  may  not  regularly  attend  the  annual  meeting,  and

philosophers and humanists from Florida.   The St. Pctcrsburg area is the home of,
among  others,  longtime  Russell  activists  Jan  and  Lee  Eisler,  respectively  our
current  BRS  Vice  Prcsidenl and Vice  Prcsidcnt Emeritus.

The thcmc of the program calls allcnlion to the revival of Russell studies in recent

years.    New  criticisms  of  Russell  have  appcarcd  in  recent  works,  such  as  Ray
Monk's biography and Philip Irouside's intellectual biography.   New perspectives
on  Russell  c.onlinuc  to enrich  our undcrslanding of his work  and  his place  in  the
history  of thought.    At  the  annual  mccting  wc  will  acknowledge  this  trend  with

provocative  papers  in  several  key  areas  of Russell  studies,  including  biography,
philosophy,  humanism, religion, and education.

•           The Annual Meeting of the BRS will be held on the weekend of June 19-21,1998,

at  the  Ethics  Center  of  the  University  of South  Florida  in  Sl.  Petersburg.    The
address  is  100  5th  Avenue  South,  St.  Petersburg.    Please  note:  there  is  also  an

I          Ethics center at the uhiycrsity of south Florida's Tampa campus.   We are at the

St.  Pctcrsburg campus.   Please don't get confused --come to St.  Pctersburg.   The

program will begin on Friday evening, June 19th and end early in the afternoon on
Sunday, June  21st.   Much of the planning work has  been done by Jan Eisler and
by Mitchell  Haney,  a postdoctoral fellow who teaches at USF.

The  St.  Petersburg  area  is  served  by  Tampa/St.  Pctc  Airport.     The  airport  at

5
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Clearwatcr  is  also  an  option.  There  is  a  limo  service  at  Tampa/St.  Pete  that  is
available [`or $12.00, dropping people off at downtown hotels or other dcstinalions.
It is  quite  frequent  and  highly  recommended.   The  Hilton and  some other holcls
have a shutllc servicc.

Those atlcnding lhe meeting have the choice of staying in scvcral excellent hotels
in  the  area,  such as  the  Hilton  (813-894-5000)  across  the  street  from  the  Ethics
Center (at $75 a night) or the Heritage Holiday Inn (al $58 a night).   The lallcr is
highly recommended, only about a fifteen minute walk from the Center, or a rive
minute cab ride.   The Hcritagc Holiday Inn is at 800-283-7829.   However, il does
not have a shuttle service from the airport.   Wc have rescrvcd a block of rooms at
the Heritage Holiday Inn.  The special rate may bc obtained there by asking 1`or the
"USF/Ethics Center/ Russell Conference rate" fr{)in June 19-21.  Other hotels in the

areaincludetheMccarthyHotcl(813-822-4141),theFourScasous(813-894-7411),
the Bayboro Inn (813-823-0498), the Imperial Inn (813-821-2281), the Beach Park
Motor Inn (813-898-6325), the Madison House Bed and Breakfast (813-821-9391),
and  the  Hotel  Pennsylvania  (813-8224045).    Except  for the  Imperial  Inn,  these
hotels are  less than a half mile from the Ethics Center.   The Imperial is one mile
away.

Again, the Heritage Holiday Inn does not have a hotel shuttle.  You should take the
limo  service  at the airport,  a cab, or arrange  for an airport pickup  through either
myself of John Shusky (703-660-9279).  We will have a couple of cars down there,
so an advance arrangement for airport pickup by one of the BRS members is quite
pussiblc and rccommendcd for anyone who wants to forego a cab.  But make your
pick-up arrangements well in advance, so everyone can be accommodalcd.

Routledge  has  again offered  to furnish a book display with discounted  prices  for
those attending lhc  BRS annual  meeting.

There  is  a  lot  to  do  in St.  Pelcrsburg.   I  recommend  the  Salvador Dali  Museum
(very close by), the Sea Bird Sanctuary, or Busch Gardens.  The beach is also very
close to  the  Ethics  Center.

Please register ASAP, using the enclosed fom.

For more information, please contact me at jlenz@drew.edu or by calling 973-765-
0776.   I look forward  to seeing you lhcre.

REill

"NEw DIREorloNs IN Russl]LL sTUDlus "
PRI]LIMINARY PROGRAM

JUNE 19-21,  1998
ETHICS CENTER, UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH FLORIDA

ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA

FRIDAY, .JUNE 19,  1998
4:00 -5:30         Registration
5:30 -7:00         Dinner (on your own)
7:00 -7:30         Welcoming   Remarks,   Award   of   the   1998

Bertrand Russell Society Book Award, and the
1998 Bertrand Russell Society Award

7:30 -8:00         Jan  h)eb  Eisler  @RS  VP):     "Humanism  in
Florida and Around the World''

8:00 -8:30         Alan schwerin (Monmouth college):  "Russell
and Critical Thnking"

SATURDAY, JUNE 20, 1998
8:00 -9:cO         Registration
9:00 -9:30         Tiin Madigan (FrccJngwc.ry):   "W.K  clifford

and  the  Ethics of Belief"
9:30 -   9:45
9:45  -11:15

11:15  -11:30

11:30  -  12:00

12:cO  -   1:30
1:30 -   2:cO

2:00 -   2:30

2:30 -   2:45
2:45  -   3:15

3:15  -   4:00

4:00 -   6:00
6:00 -   7:00
7:00 -   9:30

coffee
Audio   Tape   (with   transcript)   of   Russell's
Debate  with  Father  Frederick   Copleston  on
"The  Existcncc of God".

Break
Stefan  Anderson  (Lund,  Sweden):    "Bertrand
Russell's  Personal  Religion"
Lunch (on your own)
H.  James  Birx  (canisius  College):     "Russell
and  Cosmology"
Robert    Barnard    (University    of   Memphis):
"Russell's  Flirtation with Phcnomenology"

Break
John    Shosky    (Charles    University):    "How
Russell Taught Symbolic Logic"
Michael   Rocklcr   (National-I.ouis   University
and  BRS Chairman) and James Alouf (Sweet
Briar College):   Workshop on Russell's Essay
"Freedom v. Authority in Education"

Free Time
Red  Hackle  Hour in Ethics Center
Banquet      and      viewing      of     new      BBC

7



documentary  about  Russell's  life  (not  as  yet
seen in the Unitcd  Slates)

SUNDAY, JUNI] 21,  1998
8:00 ~   9:00         Registration
9:00-9:30         John   Lenz   a)row   University):       "Bertrand

Russell as a Utopian Thinker"
9:30 -9:45         Break
9:45-10:15        Trevor    Banks    (Ottawa,    Canada):         "The

Dogmatism  of a Rationalist:    Some Thoughts
on      Bertrand      Russell's      Tendency      to
Overgcneralize"

10:15  -11:15        Panel   Discussion  on   Ray   Monk's  Bcr/ra"d
Russell..      The   Spirit   of  Solitude.      IrN.itod

panelists   include   Ken  Blackwcll   (MCMaster
University),      Nick      Griffin      (MCMaster
Universi(y),   Mitchell   Haney   (UnivcrsiLy   of
South   Florida),   and   John   Shosky   (Charles
University)

11:15  -12:30        Business   Meeting   of   the   Berlrand   Russell
Society and Meeting of the Board of Directors

12:30 Closing

REGISTER NOW!

"NEW DIRECTIONS IN RUSSELL STUDIES "

THE ANNUAL MEETING OF THE
BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

FRIDAY, JUNE 19-SUNDAY, JUNE 21, 1998

THE ETHICS CENTER,
UNIVERSITY 0F SOUTH FLORIDA

100 5TH AVENUE SOUTH
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 33701

To  Register:   Simply fill  in the  registration fom below  and  mail  it back  to John
Ilcnz.   Please also  include $75 per person for coffee and snacks,  the  Red Hackle
Hour,  the  Saturday night banquet,  and conference  fees and  materials.

Name:

Address:

Phone  or e-mail:

Please make  check payable  to John Lenz.   Please send  registration form  lo John
I,enz, I}RS Prcsidcnt, 38n Loantaka Way, Madison, New Jersey 07940, U.SA.
Thank you.



RUSSELL NEWS

The  following are essential  talking points  for Russell scholars:

peter  Slonc  reports  that  the  Greater  Rouhestcr  Russell  Set  is
mccting on the second Tuesday of each month at 7:00 p.in.   The
loc`ation    is    Moonbe€ims    Gallery    and    Coffee    Saloon,    696
University Avenue, R()chestcr, New York.  The phone number is
716-244-5370.       The   April   meeting   will   discuss   Russcll's
"Nightmares  of  Eminent  Persons."    Peter  can  be  contacted  at

prse@troi.cc.rochester.edu.

Phoenix  Books,  a  division  of  Orion  Publishing  Company,  5
Upper  St.  Martin's  ljane,  Ilondon,  WC2H  9EA,  has  recently
rclcascd  a  very  short work  on  Russell  by  Ray  Monk.    Entitled
Rlrssell:    Mathemal.ics  Dreams  and Nightmares  (rsBIN  0 7S3
80190  6),  this  work  is  part  of a  new  series  called  "The  Great
Philosophers",  edited  by  Monk  and  Frcderic  Raphael.     Other
works in lhc series include A/. Ayer..  A"a/yzi.#g Wrfeaf Wc Mcan
by Oswald Hanfling (ISBN 0 753 80182 5) and  WJ.//gc"s/c/." o#
Hi/ma# Jva/I/rc by  P.M.S.  Hacker qsBN 0 753 80193).   These
books  are   roughly  50-60  pages  in  length,  providing  a  short
introduction lo the life of each philosopher and an analysis of an
imporlanl  philosophical  issue  from  that  philosophcr's  point  of
view. Unfortunately, the printing fonts, the paper, the editing, and
the overall presentation recall the pulp novels of past times.   The
writing itself varies, from an exccllcnt prcscntation by Hacker to
a simplc  rehash by  Hanfling..   Monk's work needed a good edit
to corrcct misspellings and line duplicalious (a problem wc often
have with the gwar/cr/y, too).   Monk's choice of material made
for an interesting read, highlighting (he joy of Russell 's discovery
of  the   logic   of  relations   and   writing   of   the   Pr!.#ci.p/cs   a/
Ma/Acme/f.c£,  in contrast  to  his  dejection over  the  discovery  of
the paradox that bears his name.   The books are selling for £2.00
in the United Kingdom.

Honorary  BRS Member Antony Flew debated Dr.  David  Craig
of the Campus Crusade for Christ on "The Existence of God"  in
Madison,  Wisconsin on February  18th.   No word on who won.

John Shosky spoke on March 9th about "Russell's Hidden 1913
Manuscript"   to   the   Instilulc   for   Critical   Studies   at   Paissiy
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Hilendarski University of Plovdiv in Bulgaria.   The lecture, held
at   the   American   Culture   Center   in   Sol`ia,   coincided   with

publication  of  Russell's   7lrfecory  a/  K"ow/edge  in   Bulgarian,
translated by Todor Petkov of the University of Plovdiv.   Pctkov
and   Deyan   Deyanov   are   in   the   early   stages   of  planning   a
conference in Bulgaria on this manuscript.  In addition, thcrc will
be   another   conference   in   Bulgaria   on   Russell   in   October
concerning  his  work  in  logic  and  epistemology.     Details  are
forthcoming.

Ivor Grattan-Guinness  lectured  on the  topic "Karl  Popper:   For
and Against Russell" on March 14th at the "Annual Conference
on the Philosophy of Sir Karl Popper", held at the Old Theatre,
I.ondon   School   of  Economies.      Professor  Grattan-Guirmess
reminded  the  audience  that Russell  himself spoke  in  that same
theatre   to   a   packed   audience.      The   lecture   concerned   the
philosophical  and  personal  relationship  between  Russell  and
Popper.     In  attendance  were  several  prominent  philosophers,
including Brian Magee, David Miller, and John Watkius.   There
was  much  discussion  on  Russell's  view  of  induction,  scicncc,
ethics,  and  polities.    Grattan-Guinness  spoke  of Popper's  great
admiration for Russcll's writing style and clarity of thought.  Ivor
even  showed  the  picture  he  took  of  Popper  holding  Russcll's

portrait,  with  Poppcr's  comment  tha(  "This  is   lhe  Russell   I
loved.„

Steve  Maragides  wrote  to  alert  readers  of  the  Oicarfcr/y  to  a
reference  to  Russell  in  the  February  22nd  issue  of  Parade
M4gcet.»c.   Found in the "Ask Marilyn" column, the discussion
is   suprisingly   about   Russell's   five   postulates   to   validate
scienl£Ei\c inquiry proposed ±n Human Knowledge..  Its Scope and
Limits.

It  is  with  profound  sadness  that  the  gwarfcdy  announces  the
death of Martin Hollis,  who  died  on February  27th of a  brain
tumor.  As a professor and dean of the University of East Anglia,
Hollis  wrote  several  fine  works   in  the  philosophy  of  social
sciences  and in economics,  including  Two "odcJs a/Man and
The Cunning Of Reason.   Ho"\s'  Invitation  to Philosophy  is  a,
standard  introductory  text.    Hollis  studied  under  A.J.  Ayer  at
Oxford, assuming a lectureship at East Anglia in 1967.   He then
became  an  important  and  dynamic  member  of  the  university
community and the community of Norwich, where he served as
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a justice  of the  peace  for  ten  ycars.    His  moving  obituary was

printed in the fo#do# r!.mcs on March 4th, p. 21.

REdiREi

ANTONY FLEW:
PROFILE OF A PHILOSOPHICAL HUMANIST

JOHN SHOSKY
CIIARLES UNIVERSITY

Antony Flew  is  an honorary member of the Bertrand Russell  Society.   He is also
one of my favorjlc philosophers and, proudly  for mc, a good friend.   I first heard
Tony  Flew  lcclure  in  1983,  when  I  was  a  graduate  student  in  philosophy  on  a
summer  scmcster  program  at  the  University  of  I.ondon's  Chelsea  College,  a
program sponsorcd by the Institute of Anglo-American Studies.  The organizers of
this program, James Halslcd and Woody Hannum, the former from the University
of Southern  Mississippi,  the latter from  University of South Alabama, brought in
Sir A.J. Ayer, I|)rd Quinlon, Elizabelh Anscombe, Martin Hollis, Alan Ryan, and
Kenneth Minogue, among others, to lecture  to us on the topics in "Modern British
Philosophy."   Each lecturer had  two  hours  to present a  topic of personal  choice.
Then, after a vigorous  question and arrswcr session,  the  lecturer and  the  students
would often adjourn to a nearby pub, such as the Black Bull or the Whcatshcaf, for
lunch  and  beer.     That  is  when  wc  would  take  a  full  measure  of  our  visiting
lecturers.   How would  they hold up under the intoxication of philosophy and ale?

Some refused this trial by fire, notably Professor Ayer, who probably thought that
we   were   lightweights,   both   intellectually   and   in   terms   of  party   endurance

(compared   with   him   we   were).      Some   proved   highly   fascinating   up   close.
Especially  I  am  thinking  of Professor Anscombc,  who  matched  us  Guinncss  for
Guinness,  all   the  while  offering  profound  insights  into   Wittgenstein  and   the
direction or contemporary philosophy.

One  of  our  last  lecturers  was  Flew.     Hc  gave  a  spirited  defense  of  linguistic

philosophy, telling us that linguistic philosophers were "Real Mccoy" philosophers
who   shared   much   with   Plato   and   Aristotle's   approach   and   method.      Flew

punctuated the air in that lecture hall with precise prose, rapid changes of volume
and  rate, significant pauses for emphasis, and even some  facial mugging to make
sure  we  did  not  miss  a  vital  point.    All  of us  were  enchanted  and  intentionally

prolonged the question period because we did  not want the lecture to end.   When
we wcrc  finally  thrown out of the  lecture  hall,  several students  and  I raced Flew
over to  the Wheatshcaf.   As we sat down,  Flew surveyed  the place and said  "1'11
have something wet,"  which in this case meant a pint of Heineken.   Then,  in that
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loud  and  rollicking  pub,  Flew  mesmerized  us  with  tales  of  Gilbert  Ryle,  J.  L.
Austin, and Ludwig Wittgeustcin, and offered reminders to read impor(ant pieces
by J. J. C. Smart, David Pears, Richard Swinburne, John Wisdom, and John Searle,
all  the  while  displaying  elegant  taste  in  beverages.    Flew  also  was  the  teacher,
listening to us, finding ou( about our own work, inquiring whether we had looked
at a certain book or cousidercd a salient viewpoint.

The camaraderie, the whizzing exchange of ideas, and the steady rate of patronage
at the bar produced  my most cherished memory  of the summer.   I had someone
take  a  picture  of all  of us  that  day,  and  it  now  hangs  in  my  office,  a  constant
reminder of all  that is good and vital about philosophy.

The  next day.  fully  recovered  from our aftemcon at the pub,  I  raced  to  Foyle's
bookstore on Charing Cross Road and bought 77!i.whi.#g Abowf rrfei.utl.#g and I ogi.c
andfailg«agc, //.   I immediately devoured them both and became a great admirer
of Flew's work.   Years later, I was pleased to invite Flew on several occasions to
lecture at the American University in Washington, D.C.

From his early career at Oxford, and now as professor emeritus of philosophy at
the   University  of  Reading,   Flew  has  been  a  leading  voice   in  philosophical
scholarship  for  more   than  forty  years.     Flew  is  one  of  the  most  important
interpreters  of  David  Hume.    He  is  one  of  the  most  recognized  advocates  for
university instruction in critical thinking.   Like Bertrand Russell before him, Flew
has worked tirelessly to make philosophy accessible to larger audiences.   Flow has
also been a serious advocate of free speech, greater individual choice, market-drive
economies, the right to die, racial harmony, educational reform, and the elimination
of dogmatic/thecoratic  government policies.   As  he  recently demonstrated  in the
first  series  of Prometheus  Lectures,  philosophy  can be  successfully  applied  to  a
wide range of current issues, providing iusights into solutious and helping citizcus
and policy-makers avoid dangerous mistakes.

In his own work, Flew surely has demonstrated the value of linguistic philosophy
in  addressing  traditional  philosophical  problems  in  epistemology,  theology,  and
ethics.  At  the beginning of A# J#frodiic/I.on  fo  Wee/cm P4i./osapky,  Flew argues
that "there can be, has been, and ought to be progress in philosophy."  (18) That is
a  surprising  contention  from  a  late  twentieth  century  philosopher.    In  an  era  of
dccoustruction,   post-structuralism,   skeptical   pragmatism,   and   other   nihilistic
in(ellec(ual movemcn(s, Flew optimis(ically, and unfashionably, is a "real Mccoy,
old time philosopher."   He believes that philosophy should boldly pursue the truth,
and through the faithful employmen( of rational thinking, help improve the human
condition.   Flew is  no ivory tower philosopher;   for him, knowledge must lead to
action.   That is why I admire Flew so  much.
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Several common and interwoven threads run through Flew's body of work.   First,
heavily influenced by Sir Karl Popper, Flew believes that the scientific method can
ncverproduceunassailableknowledgeaboutlheworld.Therccanneverbeenough
instances of confirmation lo allow for certain justification.   One falsifying instance
can  be  used  to  defeat  a  theory,  meaning  that  all  previously  confirmed  theories
mcrcly await falsification.   Like Popper, Flew believes that "what must disqualify
a theory, or a  theoretician, as unscientific is,  rather, that it, or he, refuses to allow
for  any   things   which  if  they  were   to  occur,   would  coustitule   falsification."

(rhi.nking SJrai.gdr, 55)   We do have some indication as to how the world works,
but  this  information  is  provisional.     It  can  only  t)e  the  best  we  have,  so  far.
Scientific  knowledge  is  not  etemal  and  unchallengeable.    The  demarcation  of
falsification would eliminate all reductive theories, such as Marxism, Freudianism,
materialism, idealism, and empiricism.   The falsification challenge has devastating
consequences for many theological beliefs.   Of course, the philosophical merits of
Flew's  position  could  be,  and  have  been,  vigorously  discussed.    But  one  vital
lesson Flew draws from the debate is that no person, political party, religious sect,
corporateentity,philosophicalmovement,orscientificdisciplinecouldever,orwill
ever,  possess  unchangeable  truth.   Therefore. philosophy and politics  must form
common cause to craft an unrestricted marketrylace of ideas.   The best way to test
atheoryistoallowrorilsexaminationagaiustallothercompetinglheories,leaving
room  for  further  and  continuous  examination  in  the  future.     Free  thought  is
essential  to knowledge and progress.

Second,  the  marketplace  of  ideas  should  be  accompanied  by  a  free  economic
system.    Flew  embraces  Friedlich  Hayek  and  Milton  Friedman,  and  rejects  the
abysmal centralized, planned economies in communist countries.  For Flew, people
must be allowed to make the choices best suited to their individual needs, and the
economy should be allowed lo meet those needs, unless doing so would violate the
inalienable rights of others.   Like Adam Smith, Flew would leave the decisions of
investment  and  disinvcstment  to  those  who  have  the  greatest possible  individual
interest  in  gelting  them  right.    Free-market  prices  transmit  information,  provide
incentives to adopt the least costly methods of production and the most valued use
of  scarce  resources,  and  determine  the  passive  distribution  of  earned  income.
While government has a role in establishing a safety net for those in need, and for
tempcring the excesses of free markets, Flew would have the government stay out
of the markelp]ace as  much as possible.

Finally, Flew believes that we must avoid indoctrination and abdication of rational
thought   Reason must not take flight when faced with the pressures of conformity
and  group-embraced  irrationality.    Flcw  maintains  that  in any  argument between
a religious bclicvcr and an atheist, the presumption lies with alheism.   He reminds
thc critical  thinker that "if it is  to bc cslablished  that there  is a God,  then we  have
to  have good grounds  for believing that  this is indeed so.   Until and  unless some
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such grounds are produced we have literally no reason at all for believing; and in
that situnlion the only reasonable posture must be cilher the negative atlicist or the
agnostic."  ("The  Presumption of Atheism,"  Cod  Frccdrm ¢"ct Jmmor/¢/i./y, 22)

Not surprisingly,  Flew  is  a  humanist.    Hc  is willing  lo place  limited  trust  in our
rationality.   He rejects overarching, all-knowing dogmatic claims.   He is an ardent,
committed  free-market  lobbyist.    He  values  individual  freedom  and  choice.    He
finds  theological  explanations unconvincing and often threatening to the  liberties
of others.  Armed with engaging, entertaining, and encrgctic prose, Flew has fought
for freedom of thought, freedom or choice, and the freedom to reject the chairs of
irrational  and  unwarranted  authority.     He  has  sought  all  of  this  --  not  to  be
rebellious,  cantankerous,  or  irritating.    Flew.is  far from  an  intellectual  "gadfly".
Rather, the underlying goal is to produce a more understanding, compassionate, and
tolerant  culture.    For  Flew,  humanism  is  more  than  "a  rejection  of all  religious
beliefs,"  and the "insistence  that we should be exclusively conccrncd with human
welfare in this . . . the only world." (A Di.clt.onary a/P„!./osapky, Second Edition,
153)   He would agree with A. J. Ayer, that humanists believe that "the only sound
basis  for  a  sound  morality  is  mutual  tolerance  and  respect:     tolerance  of  one
another's  customs  and  opinions,  respect  for  one  anothcr's  rights  and  feelings,
awareness of anolher's nccds."  (Ayer, "Introduction,"  71/Ic fJwma#I.4`f Ow//ock, 10)

Flew's  work  in  philosophy  has  sought  to  make  our world  more  sane,  free,  and
secure.   We can bc proud  that he  is  an honorary member of the  Bertrand  Russell
Society.

RE

BOOK REVIEW:
POWER BY BERTRAND RUSSELL
REVIEWED BY EVAN SELINGER

UNIVERSITY OF MEMPHIS

Bertrand Russell has a  two-fold agenda in Power.   His principle  task is to show
how various social dynamics,  including the  formation of the state,  the  regulation
of the economy, the maintenance of organized religion, and even the construction
of idealist philosophical  metaphysics are only explainable  in terms  of "power"  in
its  various  forum.    Thus,  for  most  of  the  book,  Russell  provides  a  coustitutive
analysis  of  what  power  is  and  how  power  manifests  itself.     On  the  basis  of
classifying the essential features of power, he proceeds to rcvicw various important
historical  examples  of  the  ways  in  which  organizations  and  individuals  have
acquired conlrol over human life, which is to say power over human life.   While
Russell concedes that power is not the sole human motive, he quickly qualifies this
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allowance with the assertion that "love of power is the chief motive producing the
changcs   which  social   science   has   lo  study"   (11)     According  to   Russell,   the
advantage  of using analysis of power as  the  fundamental  principle  for explaining
social  dynamics  is  that  il  makes  m{)dcrn  history more  intelligible  than when such
a  phcnomcna  is  explained  by  economists  and  social  theorists  whose  views  on
human psychology  are  trapped  in  the eighteenth and  nineteenth centuries.

Whereas the first goal is primarily constructive, Russell's second goal is normative.
On  the basis of his conceptual  analysis of power,  Russell  proposes an ethics and

politics  of power.   To  this end,  he  is  in(Crested  in  the  effectiveness of ideas  and
moral  codes  in  taming  and  re-directing  the  various  distributions  of  power.     In
contrast  to  those  whom  Russell  calls  ascetic  theorists  --  people  who  predicated
moral  evalunlions  on  the  complete  renunciation  of power  --  Russell  proposes  a
uhivcrsal ethics based on the coordination of power with the good of all humanity.
Politically,   Russell   argues   for   a   slightly   modified   form   of  socialism.      The
fundamental  difference  bctwecn  Russcll's  version  of  socialism  and  "orthodox"
socialism is that Russell's analysis of power leads him lo suggcs( that while "public
ownership  and  control   o[.  all   large-scale   industry  and  finance   is  a  #ccessclry
condition for the taming of power, it is far from being a sw/tryci.c#/ condition." (197)
The reason that il is not a sufficient condition, according to Russcll, is that it needs
to  be  supplemcnlcd  by  additional  safeguards  against  tyranny,  such  as  additional
freedom  of propaganda,  and  the  re-slructuring of the  police  force  to  include  not
only a branch designed to prove guilt, but also one designed lo establish innocence.

As I see it, the most important contribution of the book is not its history of power,
but its prcscntation of Russell's concept of power.   Russell defines power as "the

production of intended effects."  (25)   This  means  that power is  not a qualitative,
but  rather,  a  quantitative  concept.    If power were  a  qualitative  concept  then  we
would   have  an  exact  means  of  comparing  divergent  groups  of  desires.     For
cxamplc, if I wanted to bc a professor of philosophy, and my friend wanted to be
a lawyer,  we  would  bc able  to estimate on the  basis of our subjeclivc choices  of
occupation, and the conditions of mu(ual success, which one of us had more power.
Such a comparison,  Russell  claims,  is  not possible.   In Russell's analysis, power
is  a quanti(alive concept because  it  is  measured  in terms of extriusic satisfaction.
"[I]t is easy to say," Russell writes, "...that A has more power than 8, if A achieves

many intended effects and a only a few." (25)  Because humaus desire to produce
different effects, power is classified heterogeneously.   There are various ways of
classifying  the  forms  of  power,  each  of  which  has  its  own  utility.     Russell's
coustitutive analysis in Power shows how no form of power can be understood as
subordinate to, or dcrivative from. any other.   The different forms of power are to
be  understood  as  operating  wi(hin  a  variety  of  different  language  games.    As
Russell writes:   "To revert to the analogy of physics:   power, like energy, must be
regarded as con(inually passing from one of its  forms  into another,  and  it should
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be  the  business  of social  science  to seek  the  laws of such  trausformatious."  (10)
Thus, Russell locates the attempt, especially the Marxist one, of isolating power in
a specific area,  such as  the economic, as  too partialist  (o bc accurate.

The  reason that Russell's conception of power is so interesting is  that  it operates
at  the  threshold between the volitional  and the pre-subjcclive.   On  the  one  hand,
Russcll's  analysis of power has a quasi-cxislentialist flavor.   Hc suggests  that by
unders(anding  how  power  operates,  we  can  re-arrange  our  social  iustitutious  to
promote a more socially responsible application of power.   For instance, Russell
argues that pedagogy can be altered in such a way as to incite students to neither
be  power-mongers   nor  timid  of  their  drive  to  power.     In  other  words.,  by
acknowledging  the  necessity  of  power  as  a  human  motive,  teachers  can  help
students achieve a sense of self, e.g., personal identity which is not subordinate to
the  logic  of  the  master-slave  relation.     Such  a  relation,  according  to  Russell,
includes "the duty of children to submit to parents, wives to husbands, servants to
masters, subjects to princes, and (in religious matters) everyman to priests..."  (75)

One of the potential results of this change is that more people would be disposed
to participating in moral rebellious.   Russell claims that wi(hout rebellion, humans
would stagnate,  and  injustice  would  be  irremediable.  (72)   For Russell,  a moral
rebellion  occurs  when  an  individual  does  not  challenge  the  law  for  personal
reasorrs, but to bring about a new s(age of social organization which would satisfy
more  of  the  desires  of  humankind  (hat  the  status  quo.    To  be  in  a  position  to
challenge  the  law  or  the  current  power  relationship  in  this  way,  it  helps  if  (he
"rebel"  is trained  to neither be afraid of the laws nor intcrcsted  in lrausgressing it

solely for his or her own benefit.

On the other hand, by highlighting power as a universal impulse lo achieve effects,
Russell's analysis goes below the personal to a pre-subjective, or, lo use Russell's
language, unconscious dimension of human existence.  One of the results of power
being  classified  as  a  pre-personal  force  is  that  humaus  cannot  master  power
completely, even when it is  integrated and affirmed  in humanity's  understanding
of how society functions.   At best, power can be "tamed."   In fact, Russell claims:
"Every man would like to be God, if it were possible." (18)   This human desire to

transcend finitude separates us from all of the other animals according to Russell.
Because this desire is proper to us as humans,  it cannot be removed without our
humanity  being  annihilated.     Thus,   for  Russell,  humaus   are  not  autonomous
Cartesian subjects,  but rather beings already  implicated within a  nexus of power.

In conclusion, Power is an example of why Russell's political writings should be
taken seriously.

Although  more  meditative  than systematic,  Power  challenges  some  widely  held
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assumptions  about  human  nature  and  provides  the  hcrmeneutic  framework  from
which social  scientists  and philosophers  can both benefit.

REREus

BOOK REVIEW:
INTERFACES :

ESSAYS IN PHILOSOPHY AND BORDERING AREAS
EDITED BY JOE FRIGGIERI ANI) SALVINO BUSUTTu

REVIEWED BY ROBERT BARNARD
uNlvERSITy oF nmMPHS

Joe Friggieri  and Salvino Busuttil  (eds.), /nfcr/aces..   ESsqu I.# PAI./asopky and
Bordering Areas, Malta:   University of Malta Press,1997.   ISBN 99909-2-017-6.
Price Unknown.

This /estschr!rf attempts to capture the intellectual range and depth of Father Peter
Serracino Inglott, the retiring Rector and Philosophy Department Chairman at the
University  of Malta.    The  contributing  authors  are  drawn  both  from  inside  the
philosophical  community of Malta and  from  the wider circle of those  Senacino
Inglott  came  to  know  while  he studied philosophy  in  Oxford  and  in Milan,  and
theology  in  Paris,  and  through  his  academic  and  clerical  work.    The  style  and
subject matter of the 14 included essays varies widely.   They are divided into four

parts  reflecting  the  various  areas  in  which  Scrracino  Inglott  worked:    logic  and
philosophy of language, philosophy of religion, ethics and social philosophy, and
aesthetics.  The volume also includes an annolaled partial bibliography of Serracino
Inglott's writings, as well as a stylized autobiography in verse form from Serracino
Inglott as  appendices.

The four papers in Part I, £ogi.c andpworopky a/£angwagc, are "Communication,
Interpretation,  and  System"  by  David  E.  Coopcr,  "Inlelprelations:    Conflicting,
Competing, and  Complementary"  by Joe Friggieri, "Critical Studies:   Nietzsche's
Use of Mctonymy"  by  Claude  Mangion, and "The  I.ogical  Dialogue"  by Vincent
Riolo.    The  first  two  papers  by  Coopcr and  Friggieri  may  be  read  as  a  single
discussion addressing issues of intcrpre(a(ion concerning the  relation of linguistic
syntax  and  semantics  to  the  pragmatic  features  of speech  acts.    The  papers  are
especially  interesting  in  that  they  capture  what  seems  to  be  the  uniquely  open
character of Maltcsc philosophy  --  one  foot  in Anglo-American style philosophy
and  the  other  in  Continental   thought.     Between  the   two  essays   the  work  of
Wiltgeustein, J. L. Austin, and W. V. Quinc as well as the writings of Haus Georg
Gadamcr  and  Jacques  Derrida  are  discussed  side  by  side,  often  in  the  same
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paragraph,  in  a  way  which  highlights  the  similarity  of their  respective  projects
rather  than  emphasizing  stylistic  differences.    Mangion's  paper  investigates  the
extent  to  which  Nietzsche's  work  was  influenced  by  traditional  rhetoric.    And
Riolo's  paper extends  the  formal  aspects  of a  dialogical  model  of argument and
reasoning developed by Paul  Lorenzen and Kuno Ilorcn7„

Part   11,  PAJ./asapky  a/ Jig/I.gi.o#,   contains   three  papers.     First,   John  Haldane
discusses the epistemological issues associated with the supposed infallibility of ex
ca/Acdra Papal pronouncements.  Drawing on themes from Wittgcnslcin, Descartes,
and  Moore,  the  author  concludes  that  the  notion  of infallibility  is  not  logically
incoherent, but that it employs a problema(ic notion of evidcnced judgment.   This

paper also includes an interesting discussion of how the doctrine of infallibility has
historically   affected  philosophy,  e.g.,   how   the   young  priest,   Franz   Bretano's
opposition to the doctrine of infallibility forced him from the Church.   The second

paper,  "Scientific  Research  Programmes  and  the  Religious  Option,"  by Anthony
Spiteri   examines   how   the   current   inescapable   theme   of   indeterminacy   in
epistemology  and  philosophy  of  science  may  be  understood  to  prompt  a  rc-
examination  of the  role  played  by  religious  concerns  in  philosophy.    The  final

paper of the section is "Hume and Friends on Architecture, Taste, and the Design
Argument"  by  Peter  Jones.    He  considers  how  authors  contemporary  to  Humc
employed Humean themes  to attack the design argument by calling into question
the evidence of causal  relations  implied by the experienced world.

Part  Ill,  E/*I.cs  a"d  Soci.a/  Prfei./asapdy,  contains  four  essays  and  opens  with
Frederico  Mayor's  "L'Ethique  du  temps."    Mayor writes as  Director General  of
UNESCO  on why philusophy  is  an important tool  for coming  to  understand  the
changing intellectual, social, and economic currents of the world, specifically as a
means  to  reflect  upon  how  we  can  improve  the  human  condition.     Second,
"Hunger,"  by Paul  Streeten argues  that  the  inequity of food  distribution is  a root

cause of structural poverty in some developing countries.   He  then reflects on the
difficult choices that confront policy makers who would seek to eliminate hunger.
The  third  and  fourth  essays,  ``The  Rights  of Future  Generations"  by  Emmanuel
Agius and "The Common Heritage of Mankind" by Elizabeth Mann Borgese, are
both conccrncd with the question of what obligations the current popula(ion of the
Earth has to subsequent generations.   This is a difficult issue, for if one recognizes
that the future has any claim upon the present, then the obligation appears infinite.
Specific questions related to the "futurity problem" are discussed by Agius, while
Mann   Borgese   presents   us   with   a   draft   "manifesto"   which   diagnoses   the

problematic issues and suggests  the outlines  of solutious.

Finally, Part IV, AeslAcfi.cs, contains three papers.   First, "Is Authorial Intention a
Useful  Concept  in  Literary  Criticism?"  by  David  Farley-Hills.     he  argues  that
intention is a centrally important concept in aesthetic interpretation, even if we can
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never know what the actual authorial intention was.   This is because, he argues, it
is  sufficient inlcntion as  a way of uncovering the aesthetic structure  of the work,
{is  opposed  lo  recovering  a  single  privileged  meaning.    "The  Moral  Import  of
Fiction" by Gordon Graham follows.  Graham's discussion uses Aesop's fables and
the novels of Trollope to highlight how our "moral understanding employs a host
of images and episodes drawn from fiction, some of them so deeply embedded that
lhcy are standard parts of our moral vocabulary."    Finally, Alain Blondy  reflects
upon how the social and cultural character of Malta is related to the omnipresence
or the baroque  in Maltese art and  architcclurc  in his  "Dc L'Ostcntion:    Signes et
Signification Du Baroque."

The  bibliography,  prepared  by  Mary Ann  Cassar,  confirms  the  breadth of work
suggested by the wide range of topics covered in this volume.   Overall, the essays
offer much food  for thought while expressing an honest admiration for Serracino
lnglott's  life  and  service.

RE

BOOK REVIEW:
THE COLLECTED PAPERE OF BERTRAND HUSSEIL,

VOLUME  10:
A FRESH LOOK AT EMPIRICISM  192742

REVIEWED BY JOIIN SHOSKY
CHARLES UNIVERSITY

Ber[Ia;nd F`usse+1, The Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell, Volume 10..  A Fresh
Look fl/ Empjri.cism J927-42, edited by John G. Slater with the assistance of Peter
K6llncr, London:  Routledge,1996, 928 pages.  ISBN 0-415-09408-9  US $185.00,
Canadian $259.00.

In the July,1997 issue of the Quarterly, Volume  11  of the CoJJecfcd Papers was
reviewed,  with  con`siderable  reference  to  Volume  10.    In  the  previous  review  I
argued  that  the  two  volumes  should  be  looked  at  as  a  set,  both  because  of  the
importance of each to Russell's later philosophical views and the commonality of
editors.    Yet,  Volume  10  can stand  on  its  own  for scholars  because  of the  vast
importance of its contents  to  understanding philosophy  in the Twentieth century.
11  is  indispensable  for Russell scholars.

As the title suggests, the contcnls cover Russell's philosophical work from the end
of the  "Roaring Twenties"  to the middle of the Second World War.   By this  time
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Russell was quite famous with the general public, and there was much demand for
his life story.   So Volume 10 bcgius with Part I, three essays of "Aulobiographical
Writings":     "Things  That  Have  Molded   Me",   "How   I  Came  By  My   Creed"

(sometimes   titled   in   other   volumes   "What   I   Believe"),   and   "My   Religious
Reminiscences".     These   short  essays   give  a  quick,   delightful   background   to
Russell's philosophical positions, dcmous(rating that autobiography is cssenLial  to
understanding empiricism.  After all, a philosopher chooses methodology based on

personal experiences.

Methodology is the implicit topic of Part 11, "History and Philosophy of Science".
However,   ostensibly   it   concerns   the   central   figures   of   mid-century   science
¢iustein,  Eddington,  Jeans,  and  Levy),  and  key  topics  (the  future  of  science,
determinism, physics and theology, and scientific certainty).   But these figures and
topics  allow  Russell  to  explore  the  common  ground  between  philosophy  and
science,  showing  why scientific  methodology  is  helpful  in philosophy  and  how
atomistic analytical  philosophy has a basis  in science.

Part Ill, "I.ogic and Probability Theory", is aptly situated as a counterpoint to Part
11.     Here  Russell  examines  the  usefulness  of  deductive  and  inductive  theory,
borrowing and expanding the strengths of logic and using them in conjunction with
the  intuitive  starting  points  of  induction.    This  section  is  particularly  valuable
because  it contalus  both of Russell's  iusightful  reviews  of Frank Ramsey's  7lhc
Fow#drfl.our a/Maf„cma/fog, the collection of Ramsey's work after his shocking
and unexpected death at age twenty-seven.   There is also the intriguing essay "On
the Importance of I.ogical  Form"  and Russcll's  now-famous examination of one
version of pragmatism in "Dewey's IVcw fogi.c."

Part  IV concerns  "Educational  Theory".    This  brief section,  containing only  two
essays,   has   heightened   interest   for   Russell   scholars   who   have   heard   the

presentations of Michael Rockler at previous annual meetings of the society.   As
Rackler has shown, Russell is a weighty educa(ional theorist, with much to say in
our time.   These important essays will provide  further evidence for that view.

Part V presents essays on "Writings Critical of Religion".  This section begins with
the  monumental  "Why  I  Am  Not A Christian",  surprisingly  fresh after its  initial

publication  seventy  years  ago  in  1927.    Among  the  eleven  pieces  is  the  very
interesting "Need Morals Have a Religious Basis", which Slater and K6llner believe
to be a short outline for an unpublished book.   Russell seemed  to believe that the
moral  function of religion, which was  to give  "an impersonal  form  to  the wishes
of the holders of power,"  could be supplanted by education and the enforcement
of laws by the police.

Part VI is about "Epistemology and Metaphysics".   This  section includes another
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l`!imous  gem,  "On  the  Value  of Scepticism",  the  introductory  work  in  Russell's
`'L.ap/z.ca/ ESsays.  The beginning passage, read in Blackwell's Bookstore in Oxford,
in(]ved A.J. Ayer to a career in philosophy and many other students to further study
t)I` Russell:   "I wish to propose for the readcr's favorable consideration a doctrine
which  may,  I  fear,  appear  wildly  paradoxical  and  subversive.    The  doctrine  in

question  is  this:    that  it  is  undesirable  to  believe  a proposition when  there  is  no
ground whatever for supposing it true."   Ayer committed this passage to memory
and  quoted  it often.    It elegantly  lays  out  the  revolutionary  value  of skepticism.
For those who explore deeper into the essay, Russell offers a philosophical position
as  strong  and  clear  as  Descartes'  First  Meditation.     The  best,  only  hope  for
knowledge  is  rationality  --  rationality  tempered  by  skepticism.    This  skepticism
cannot be used to isolate philosophers from the world.   Instead, it must be used to
l`os(er  tolerance  and  attack  greed.    A  new  morality  can  spring  from  tempered
rationality, "not based on envy and restriction, but on the wish for a full  life and
lhc realization that other human beings are a help and not a hinderance when once
lhc madness of envy has been cured."   There are eleven other essays conceming
issues about knowledge, language, psychology, metaphysics, and culture.

I'flrl VII may be of considerable interest  to many of the readers of the a.Car/crly.
]1 is about "Ethics and Politics", the lat(er of large concern to Russell in the years
i`()vcrcd  by  this  volume.    While  many  of the  twelve  essays  attempt  to  integrate
.`cience  with  ethical   theory  and  political  philosophy,   there  are   two  visionary
contributions:   "The Philosophy of Communism" from 1934 and "The Ancestry of
F{iscism"  from  1935.     Russell  sees  one  of  the  many  flaws  in  Marx  to  be  an
insufl`icient account of how scienlific discoveries and inventions influence history.
For Russell,  the growth of science led to modern industry.   And, in our time, we
know  that  the  fruits  of scientific  technology,  the  multiplicity  of communication
devices,  the  arms  race,  and  faster,  easier methods  of transportation can  destroy
communist  states.    Thanks  to  Russell,  we  can  now see  in  hindsight  that  certain
philosophers  can  negatively  influence  an  entire  culture,  leading  to  world  war.
Russell  names  names:    Nietzsche,  Fichte,  Carlyle,  Mazzini,  Treitschke,  Kipling,
(Houston)  Chamberlain,  and  Bergson.    These  philosophers,  and  others  in earlier
intcllcctual  history,  infected  Europe  wilh  "the  fever of nationalism"  and  laid  the
l`oundation  for Fascism.

Part VIII covers the "History of Philosophy", as Russell discusses Plato, Santayana,
llcgel,  Dcscartcs,  Spinoza,  and  Lewis  Carroll.    There  is  one  broader  essay  on
"Philosophy in the Twentieth Century", which is a review of John I.aird's Recent

Philosophy.   Iraird was a former student of Russell's, and this review allowed for
n  ncgativc  assessment  of  philosophy  in  the  first  four  decades  of  the  century.
Russell  bclicvcd  tliat philosophy  "sul`fers"  because  the  "impulse  of philosophy is
tlricd up by scientific scep(icism" and tlie "opportunity" for dispassionate reflection
"is denied by a despotic dogmatism" in many coun(Ties.   But philosophy can be a
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decisive weapon against the totalitarian state, "an essential ingredient in the defence
of mental  liberty."

Part IX is (he three "How-To Papers", a series by Haldcman-Julius Publications of
Girard,  Kansas  in 1942.   The  three essays are  "How  to Bccomc  a  Philosopher:
The  Art  of  Rational  Conjecture",  "How  to  Become  a  Logician:     The  Art  of
Drawing  Inferences",   and   ''How   to   Become  a   Mathematician:     The  Art  of
Reckoning".   They have been subsequently gathered into one volume,  7life Art a/
PAi./asapA&chg and O/fecr ESLgnys, most recently published by Rowman Lilllericld.
I  have  actually  used  these  essays  for  presenlatious  and  instruction  on  several
occasions,  and  the  first,  "How  to  Become  a  Philosopher:    The  Art  of Rational
Conjecture", is very good.   Russell tried to explain how to do philosophy to a lay
audience, not merely inform them of his results.   Such methodological instruction
is   often  missing   in   the   work  of  great   philosophers   and   this   essay   is   high
recommended to answer the question, posed by students:   "How docs someone dr

philosophy?"

At  this  point,  almost  two-thirds  of the  book  has  bccn  described.    After  Part  IX
there  follows  fourteen  appendices  designed  to  illuminate  several  of  the  essays.
There are also substantial  annotations and  textual  notes.   A bibliographical  index
and a general  index, both of which reflect cousidcrable work,  also  follow.

A  general  introduction  by  Slater  and  a  helpful  chronology  by  Sheila  Turcon
precede the essays.

This  is  a  volume  of immense  impor(ance  and  dis(inc(ion.    In  combination  with
Volume   11,   it   is   a   powerful   indictment   of   those   who   believe   Russell's

philosophical  work was  barren between  1927  and  1940.    For virtually  any other
philosopher,  these essays would have been evidence of a productive career.   For
Russell, Ihey may have been less substantial and more general than his work prior
to  1927.    But  that  only  highlights  the  landmark,  singular  progress  of  Russell's
earlier  efforts.    The  early  successes  should  not  hide,  overshadow,  diminish,  or
indict  his  philosophical  labor  from  1927-42.     This  is  a  volume  of  value  and
substance.   Like  the rest of the  laudable Co//ccted Papers series,  it should be  in
every  major library  and on the bookshelves of all serious  Russell  scholars.   My
congratulations   to   Slater   and   Kt}llner   for   a   professional,   encyclopedic,   and
comprehcusive demonstration of scholarship.

RE
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"DIVIDED LOYALTIES "

TIIE VIDEO OF COMING THROUGH (1993)
REVIEWI]D BY CLIFF HENKE

Re`Iiewer's Note..  Wc continue our series of reviews with another film covering the
limes  and issues  greatly  .infouenced by Berlrand Russell, though he is rlot himself
tl cl.raracter  in tlle fiilm's story.

First  a  disclosure:    I  have  a  bias  against  most  use  of  flashback  technique.    Its
(ivcruse,  I  further believe,  too  often  hides  uusuccessfully  myriad  plot,  and  other
!Ir(istic   and   commercial   problems;     sometimes   a   director  or  writer   will   use
l'lashback even to disguise a story that is not very interesting.   Of course, there are
splendid ®xceptioITs --The Godgfather Part 11, Citizen Kane, and Pulp Fiction cone
immediately  to  mind  -- but  they  are  damn  rare  in  relation  (o  the  multitudes  that
litive crashed on  the cruel shoals of bad technique.

'I'hough  this  rilm  clearly  finds  itself on  these  rocks,  I  am still  impressed  enough

wilh its ambition to value some of the wreckage.   One cannot fault its striving, for
it tells the story of how writer and one-time Russell friend D.H. I.awrence met and
l.cll  in love  with his wife,  Fricda Wceklcy.   And what a tale it is.   I.awrence was
in  his  late  twcnlies  when  hc  met  Fricda,  who  was  in  her  early  thirties,  already
married  to a prominent university professor, and the mother of three children.   In
ii matter of weeks, I.awrence  takes  her away  from all  that.   The episode shocked
English  society.     By  1912,  Irawrence  had  already  become  a  young  sensation,
making the affair with his fomer prol`cssor's wife even more infamous.   More bad
lcchnique:     Although  the  dialogue  is  sharp,  even  clever  most  of  the  time  in
ii`corp()ra(ing I.awrence's authcnlic passages  into the script,  a par(icularly cheesy
I-tiilurc  is  the  use  of  the  poem  from  which  the  film's  title  is  derived  at  the  end.
Such  amateurish stul`1` cannot  bc  excused,  especially  since  its  writer,  Alan  Plater,
is  an award-winning playwright.

Why  I.awrence can bring himself to propose such a radical romance to her, and
why she would be willing to  risk all she had for him, including never seeing her

young  children  again,  is  well  enough  for a  full-length picture  by  itself,  if not  a
mini-series.    Ohis  is  not  to  mention  the  immense  social  and  political  pressures
brought to bear on the couple after their elopement to the Continent, she being of
German aristocratic birth,  the sister of the  Red Baron no less).

Ycl  that is  only  the  first  of two stories  this short movie  (80 minutes!) examlnes.
The plot is actually two parallel stories, both in England, the one set in the present
lind  the other in the  period before  the  Great War.

Dcspile all  that  the first plot has going for it (whose central characters are played
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with the usual force delivered by Kenneth Branagh and Helen Mirren), I could not
decide which of the two parallel stories in this  rilm I liked  the most.   The second
tale  is  an cncounler in modern-day  Nottingham  between  a  bohemian,  self-stylcd
local Lawrence "cxperl," called David, and a housewife named Kate who has gone
back  to   university   after  starting   her   family   on   its   way.      She   has   come   to
Nottingham to do research on a lawrence paper she must write;  `she meets David
in a local  library.   He offers to bc  her private  tour guide;   she  accepts  warily.   It
is a plausible, familiar encounter between strangers, who have common but perhaps
temporary intcrcst  in hawrence's  life and pliilosophies and it gives the viewers  a
chance to see just how the great writer's words might become flesh (shameless pun
intended)  in  the  present world.   These charac(ers are  also played engagingly  by
Philip Martin Brown and Alison Steadman.

That  these  two  stories  are  so  interesting  and  have  so  much  prondse  is  Comi.#g
rtrougrfe's  central  problem.    There  are  so  many  possibilities  with  the  themes,
characters  and  materials  both  stories  offer,  but  writer  Plater  and  director  Peter
Barber-Fleming simply will not play them off in either. As mentioned earlier, this
production made for television doesn't allow itself to tell either story sufficiently,
much  less  two.    The  avoidance  of the  tough  choices  needed  to  do  so  probably
reveals their divided loyalties as well.

However,  it should  be  noted  that  Kevin  Lester's  editing  almost  pulls  the  whole
thing off.   He skillfully escorts us between both worlds, often matching seamlessly
shots  from  the  same  location  where  scenes  from  both  stories  occur.    It  shows
viewers, perhaps intcn(ionally, that little is different about the Nottingham of 1912
and that of the 199us.   It also gives us a chance lo see I.awrence's ideals of sexual
honesty  and  classless  society  tested  in  a  way  Brecht  would:    same  themes  in
different situntious.  Which is why a mini-series length would have been even more
compelling in this  treatment.

Actually,  there  is  a place  where  one  can view a  triumph of these  techniques.    It
was  executed   masterfully   in  the   film  adaptation   of  7lfrc  Frc#ch  fi.cwfc#a#f 's
Woman.  In it, Harold Pinter solved a similar thematjc jurtaposition in John Fowles
novel  of the same  name,  though that film's parallel  contemporaneous  and period
stories  was  a  device  of Pinter's.    He  needed  to  do  something about  the  incisive
third-person commentary Fowlcs interwove in the period  tale,  the combination of
which gave  the  book  so  much of its  appeal.    The  feat won  Pinter an Academy
Award,  but  again  it  was  a  successful  departure  from  my  aforementioned  rule;
indeed,  if  anything,  Com frog  rrferowgfe  proves  that,  like  Russell  said  of  clarity,
Pinter's ingenious experiment will  ever be both difficult and  rare.

HRE
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THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
MEMBERSHIP PROFILES

.It.lm  Dc  Le  Cruz

.tl()4  Dcl  Montc  St.
tjtin Mateo,  California 94403

"l`hc  first book of Russell's I  read was  Wky J am #of a Crferis/i.aw. The last book

`\[ R:ussell's i read w.z\s History Of Western Philosophy and his Autoblograpky.

My favorite Russell quotation is about his life, described as being `tossed here and
'l'crc.,

My reasons for joining the BRS were my curiosity about people and the fact that
I  wanted to  read more about Russell.   Like Russell, I am an ethical relativist and
lichaviorist.   I talk about everything as if I am talking about trains.  I have been a
tlclcrminist  since  1984.    It  has  been  more  than  a  decade  since  a  friend  of my
lirother borrowed  my  copy  of Wky J am  nol a C4r!.sfi.am  and  never returned  it.
Mtiybe that guy liked the book."

Cordon Diss
I 430 Standish Cburt, S.E.
.`!ilem, Oregon 97302

g()rdis@teleport.com

"The first book of Russell's I read was Princi.p/cs a/MafAcma/i.as.   The last book

was A History of Western Philosophy.

My favorite Russell quotation is `Philosophy is to be studied because the questions
enlarge our concep(ion of what is possible, enrich our intellectual imagination, and
diminish the dogmatic assurance which closes the mind.'

I joined  the  BRS because of my admiration for Russell's  thought."

^rvo lhalaincn
/i322 Colbath Avcnuc
V!in Nuys,  Chlifornia 91401-2207

"The  first book of Russell's  I  read was Edrc4!I.o# a#d l#c Goer £!rc, a Finnish

l!inguage edition published in 1930.   The last book I read was 0" EIAi.cs, Sex a#d
Marriage.
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My favorite Russell quotation is .The good life is one inspired by love and guided
by knowledge.'  In arguments I appeal  to Russell's  quotations strongly.

I joined  the  BRS  because  his  writings  impressed  me,  so  I wanted  to support  his

philosophy.   And I  miss people of philosophy."

Paul Doudna
10644 Jesskamp Drive
Ferguson, Missouri 63136-4425
PDouda@aol.com

"The first book of Russell's I read was about 40 or 50 years ago.   It was probably

one  o£  [hoe..    Bertrand  Russell  Speaks  His  Mind,  Bertrand  Ril,s,sell's  Best,  or
Mysli.cdsm awd fogi.c.   Those  are  the  three oldest books by  Russell  I  have  in  my
library.   The  last book of Russell's  I  read  was  probably  7lrfec gwofab/c Bcrfra#cZ
Russell.

My favorite Russell  quotation is  `The scepticism  that I advocate amounts only  to
this: 1) that when lhc experts are agreed, the opposite opinion cannot be held to be
certain; 2) that when they arc not agreed, no opinion can be regarded as certain by
a nonexpcrt; and 3) that when they all hold that no sufficient grounds for a positive
belief exis(,  the  ordinary man would do well  to suspend  his judgment.'
There are a number of shorter quotes that I also like, such as `To teach men how
to live without certainty and yet without being paralyzed by hesitation, is perhaps
the chief thing philosophy can still do,' `Scicnce is what you know, philosophy is
what  you  don't  know,'  `The  fact  that  an  opinion  has  been  widely  held  is  no
evidence whatever that it is not utterly absurd;   indeed  in view of the silliness  of
the  majority  of  mankind,  a  widespread  belief  is  more  likely  to  be  foolish  than
sensible,' `The secret of happiness is this:   let your interests be as wide as possible,
and  let  your  reactions  to  the  things  and  pcrsous  that  interest  you  bc  as  far  as

possible friendly rather than hostile,'  `Mathematics may be defined as the subject
in  which  we  never  know  what  we  are  talking  about,  nor whether what  we  are
saying  is  true,'  `Every  advance  in  civilization  has  been  denounced  as  unnatural
while  it  was  recent,  and  `Thc  inflic(ion  of cruelty  with  a  good  conscience  is  a
delight to moralists.   That is why  they invented  hell.'

I joined  the  BRS  because,  as  a  teenager,  I  had  four  heroes,  all  of  them  living:
Einstein, Schweitzer, Gandhi, and Russell.   I liked Russell particularly because he
wrote in a straight-forward common sense way that made mc feel  that I need not
be  intellectually  isolated.

I think that Russell's brand of scepticism, as reflected in the above quotations, has
continual application to everything of any intellectual  significance."
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Jttlm Shosky
I t{()6  Rollins  Drive
^lcxandria,  Virginia 22307

j.`h()sky@gmu.edu

"rhe  first  book  of  Russell's  I  read  was  Power,  given  to  me  during  a  long

ctinvalescence for my  19th birthday.   I read it immediately.   The last book I read

(t\givln) was Principles of Mathematics.

My favorite  Russell  quotation is  `There are those who think that clarity, because
il is difficult and rare, should be held suspect.   The rejection of .this view has been
lhc deepest impulse  in all  my philosophical work.'

I joined  the  BRS because  I  wanted  more  information on Russell  and because  I
wanted to share my enthusiasm for Russell with others."

29



THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
MEMBERSHIP PROFILE QUESTIONNAIRE

Ill..nse  fill out the f()Ilowilig questit}nnaire and  return it to:

John Shosky
Editor, BRS gwar/cr/y
1806 Rollius Drive
Alexandria, Virginia 22307

NAMII:

^I)DRESS:

Ii`[rst book of Russell's I read:

Lust book of Russell's I read:

Ii`tlvorite Russell Quotation:

Reason(s) for Joining I}RS:

Recent Applications of Russell's Views to Your Own Life:

^dditional Comments:

31



THI] BI]RTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
1998 MEMBI]RSHIP RENEWAL FORM

lt  is  time  to renew  your membership  for 1998.
•             If you have already renewed for 1998 or have joined the BRs in

1998,  please accept the thanks of the  Society once again for
your participation.

•             If you have n()t yet renewed your membership for 1998 --or if
you would like to join the BRS for the first time -- please mail
tlie  form  below  along with  your payment TODAY.    Thank
you.

I'lcase  mail  this  form  and  payment  to:
Dcnnis  Darland
BRS Treasurer
1965  Winding Hills Road, #1304
Davcnporl, Iowa 52807
U.S.A.

I   have   looked   at   the membership   categories   below   and   have   checked   the
iippropriatc category for my circumstances.   I have enclosed my 1998 dues in U.S.
I.unds  payable  to  the  "Bcrlrand  Russell  Society".   (Please  print clearly.)

Individual $35                          _ Couple $40
Student  $20                                            Limited  Income  Individual  $20
Limited Income Couple $25   _ Contributor $50 and up
Sustainer $75 and up               _ Sponsor $100 and up
Patron $250 and up                             Bcncfactor $500 and up
Life ri4ember $1,000 and up   _ Organization Membership $50
PLUS  $10 if outside  U.S.A.,  Canada or Mexico
PLUS  $4 if in Canada or Mexico

'r()tat

NAME: DATE:

33

^DDRESS:



I)IRECTORS OF THE BERTRANI) RUSSELL SOCIETY

`  Yc{ir Term, January  1,  1995  -December 31,  1997  (expired)

I.ouis  K.  Achcson
Kenneth Blackwell
John A. Jackanicz
David  E. Johnson
Justin Leiber
Gladys Leilhauser
Stephen J.  Reinhardt
Thomas J.  Stanley

I  Year Term, January  1,1996 -December 31,  1998

Linda Egendorf
Donald W. Jackanicz
Tim Madigan
Michael J.  Rockler (Chairman)
Warren AIlen Smith
Ramon Suzara
Thorn Weidlich

`  Yciir term, January  1,1997 -December 31,  1999

James Alouf
Jam Loeb  Eisler
Nicholas  Griffin
Robert T. James
Chandrakala Padia
Harry Ruja
John Shosky
Peter Stone

ll,x  Ofl`icio Directors (other -- terms concurrent with term of office)

John R.  I.cnz  (President)
Lee  Eislcr (Vice  President  Emeritus)
Dcnnis J.  Darland  a`rcasurcr)

37



TREASURER' S REPORT
DENNIS DARIAND

JANUARY 1,  1997-DECEMBER 31,  1997

BALANCE ON DECEMBER 31,  1997

INFLOWS:
Contributions  -- BRS

Total  Ctontributions

Dues
New Members
Renewals

Total  Dues

Interest
Library Income
Meeting Income

Total  Inflows

ounLows:
Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
other Expenses
Rwssc/J Subsidy
Uncategorized Outflows
Reimbursement to Don Jackanicz

Total  Outflows

OVERALL TOTAL:

BAIANCE ON DECEMBER 31, 1997

EEEas

38

$973.80

933.30
933.30

820.cO
4'725.00
5'545.00

3.55
98.05
9.95

9,589.85

139.10
4,603.00

193.39
2,300.00

15.01
2,403.50

9,654.00

-64.15

909.65



--=
T

..  f`_-=
=

IIS
„h`=

,'_'_         --._'<
;:=

     .-'r=

#flth%##g
ciddearm

de, un  %
23o7

B
ulk  M

a"
U

.S
. P

ostage
PA

ID
P

erm
it  N

o.  5659
A

lexandria,  V
A

tfty|It.    ijE
f`~tty-is    J.    j3A

R
L

A
lvT

D
/9999

1
9

6
5

   W
IN

D
IN

G
   H

IL
L

S
   R

D
.  (1

3
0

4
)

D
A

V
E

N
P

O
R

T
   IA

   52807



THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
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The Bertrand Russell Society was founded in 1974 to foster a better understanding
of Russell's  work and  to  promote  ideas  and  causes  he  thought  important.    The
Society's motto is Russell's statement, "The good life is one inspired by love and

guided by knowledge."
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FROM TIIE EDITOR
JOHN SHOSKY

CIIARLES UNIVERSITY

This  is  the  second  edition  of  the  gwarfcr/y  edited  in  Prague.    Here  the  Spring
weather   has   been   remarkably   beautiful,   making   it   hard   to   concentrate   on

philosophy.     But  my  colleagues  in  the  Academy  of  Sciences  and  at  Charles
University have been excellent role models, helping me to learn that love of logic
and philosophy can overcome the  temptations  of a sunny day.

In this issue you will  find a mcmbcrship renewal  form as you open the gunr/cr/y.
I  have  learned  that  there  arc  some  or you who  believe  that  the  placement  of the
renewal  form  at  the  end  of  the  gi/¢rfcr/y,  as  in  past  issues,  makes  it  easy  to
overlook this important request.   So, by popular demand, the membership renewal
form is now in the front.   If you haven't renewed, please pull out the checkbook,
fill in the form, and send check and form to John Lenz as soon as possible.   Thank

you for your continued support, because  you are  the Bertrand Russell  Society.

In this issue we have a letter from John Lenz about the death of Lee Eislcr, a co-
founder of the  Society  and  a herculean  figure  in  Russell  Studies.   Words  cannot
convey  his  immense  importance  to the  BRS  or the personal  loss  felt by  many  of
us.    Lee was  a  dynamic,  visionary  supporter of the  Russell  Society.    His  loss  is
acutely felt by those who knew him because I,ce's love of Russell was infectious
and  his work on behalf of the  BRS was  formidable.   All  of us send condolences
to Lce's  wife, Jan, our current Vice  President.

There  is another edition of "Russell  News",  a series  of talking points  about  new
developments in Russell  Studies.

Ken Blackwell has prepared a valuable survey of recent reprints of Russell's work.
He has included publications dates and the name of the eminent person providing
a  contextual  introduction.     How  many  of  these  reprints  have  made  it  to  your
library?

In   a   featured   essay,   Timothy   Childers   examines   Russell's   contributions   to

probability  theory.   A distinguished  member of the  Academy  of Sciences  of the
Czech Republic, and a scholar in the Department of Logic, Institute of Philosophy,
Tim is  one of the  foremost students of probability theory in the  Czech Republic.
This essay is a valuable  addition to  the  Russell coxpus.

We also have a report by the editor on Russell's influence in the  Czech Republic.
Through translations, correspondence, courageous educat()rs, and dedicated students,
Russell  has  been  an  important  influcncc  t]n  Czech  logic  and  philosophy.    The

enclosed  report  is probably analogous  to  that of many other countries  in  Central
and  Eastern  Europe,  where  Russell  was  sometimes  viewed  as  a  hero  by  the
communist governments  and sometimes vilified by  those same governments.   As
a  voice  of 1`reedom  and  reason,  Russell  had  a  singular  impact  on  the  intellectual
climate  of this  part  of the  world.

In  another  report,  Assistant  Editor  Bob  Bamard   finds   that  in  many  parts  of
Southeastern  Europe  Russell's  influence  is  receding.    Russell  is  now  primarily
remembered   for   his   philosophical   contributions,   not   his   political   or   social
commentary.

Surprisingly,  there  is  a  growing  "Russell  Renaissance"  in  many  parts  of Europe.
Following Bamard's report there  is a discussion of 71foc Maffecmaf[.ca/ Pfoi./asapky
a/Bcrfrand Rwssc// by Francisco  Rodriguez-Cousuegra of Spain.    His  book is  a

powerful  example of the  growing interest in Russell Studies  in the  United States,
Australia,  Canada, and Great Britain, as well as on the  European Continent.

Cliff Henke has supplied another video review, this time looking at a documentary
about   the   First   World   War.      As   a   pacifist,   Russell   worked   to   limit   British
Involvement in that war.  This documentary captures the issues, intellectual climate,
and historical events of the "war to end all wars."   This review is important, given
the  earlier  discussion  of  Russell's  influence  in  Europe.     The  video  provides  a
thorough contextual presentation of the  Great War,  allowing  the viewer to better
understand  Russell's  pacifism  and  the  opposition  in  Great  Britain  to  Russell's

position.

If you  haven't  filled  out  a  membership  profile  form,  please  do  so  we  can  learn
more about your interest  in,  and appreciation of, Russell.

As explained in the last issue, the cover drawing is by Iva Petkova, an outstanding
artist  from  Sofia,  Bulgaria.

My apologies for the delayed appearance of this issue.   The fault is entirely mine.
We'll  try  to get the gwarJcr/y back on schedule  with the  next issue.

Again,  I thank my assistant editors,  Katie  Kendig and Robert Bamard.

#ffi#



LEE EISLER:
REMEMBRANCE OF A GOOD FRIEND

JOHN LENZ
DREW UNIVERSITY

I am very sorry to inform the  members of the  BRS  of the death of Lee  Eisler in
Florida on April 22, 1998.   Lee was the long-time spirit behind the BRS, of which
he  was  a  co-founder.    He  held  the  BRS  together as  editor  of the JVcws/cJfcr  for
many years and as a wonderfully congenial ()fficer for membership and information
(in  addition  to  his  many  other scrviccs)  until  his  retirement several  years  ago.

Lee  led  a  colorful  life.   After graduating  from  the  New York  Military  Academy
and Dartmouth College, he worked at Bulova Watch Company and then entered the
field of advertising.   Upon retirement he moved to rural Pennsylvania and then to
Florida.

Lee  had  a  life-long  interest  in  Russell.    He  was  the  author  of  A4lora/s  Wc.fAowf
Mystery..  A  Liberating  Alternative  to  Established  Morality  Based  on  Bertrand
Russc//'s Views AppJI.ed fo Cwrrenf Prod/cur (Philosophical Library,  1971).   The
bock  was  based  on  Russe\l's  views  fn  Human  Society  in  Ethics  and  Politics.
Russell  reviewed an early copy of Eisler's book and his comments were  included
on the  front cover of the dust-jacket:   ''MoraJs  W!.fbowf Mysfcry is  a well-written
short presentation of the  kind of morality  I believe  in and  advocate."   About the
book, Lee said that "Unfortunately, most people don't read books by philosophers,
even  readable  ones  like  Russell.     I  hope  Mora/a  W../A,oitf  Mys/Cry  will  bring
Russell's views on morality to people who might otherwise not come across them."

Lee  was  also  the  editor  of  7lrfec  gltc)fab/c BcrJra#d JiitLTsc//  (Prometheus  Books,
1993).  That book was dedicated to lhc memory of Russell, "who let light into dark
corners  of the  past  and  present and  saw  a  happy  future  for  Man,  despite  current
troubles, with Intelligence showing the way."

Lee will bc missed by all of us who knew him.   Hc is survived by his second wife,
Jan  I.oeb  Eisler,  the  current  Vice  President  of the  BRS.    I  know  I speak  for the
entire Society when I send Jam our heartfelt condolences.   Thank you for sharing
Lee with all of us.

###

RUSSELL NEWS

There  are  eight  newly  elected  members  of  the  BRS  Board  of  Directors:     Ken
Blackwell,  Dennis Darland,  Gladys  Leithauser,  John  Lenz,  S.J.  Reinhardt,  David
Rodier,  Tom  Stanley,   and  Ruili  Ye.     Each  was  elected  to  a  three-year  term.
Congratulations.

Kenneth Blackwell is  the newly elected chairman of the board,  replacing Michael
Rockler.    Peter  Stone  is  the  new  BRS  secretary,  as  well  as  the  secretary  of the
board of directors.   Peter replaces Ken as BRS secretary.   The other officers of the
society were re-elected to new terms at the most recent annual meeting in Tampa,
June   19-21,   1998.     More  about   the  annual   meeting  in  the   next  issue   of  the

Quarterly.

Daniel  Hearsum, owner of Pembroke  Ilodge,  Russell's childhood home, writes  to
inform  the  BRS  that his  family company has entered  into a long-term agreement
with  the  Royal  Parks  Agency  to  restore  the  Lodge.    He  proposes  to  dedicate  a
room  to  Russell.    Therefore,  he  would  like  any  assistance  in  providing  Russell
memorabilia   or  financial   support.      He   can  be   reached   at   Pembroke   Lodge,
Richmond Park, Richmond, Surrey TW10 5HX, United Kingdom.   The telephone
number is 44-0181-948-7088.

Irving Copi  is  the  recipient of the  1998 Bertrand Russell Society Service Award.
Professor  Copi,  known  to  gcncratious  of students  for  his  /#/rodwcfi.o#  /a fogc.c
textbook (now in its tenth edition,  co-authored with Carl  Cohen), was a longtime
fixture  at  University  of  Michigan.    He  is  now  a  professor  at  the  University  of
Hawaii.   He  is well-known for three other publications:   Symbo/i.c I,ogj.c (now  in
its  fifth edition),  Essa}Js  o#  Wi.ffgc#s/c!.# 's  rracfa/us  (edited  with  Robert  Beard),
and`jicndi.#gr on fogjc  (edited  with James  Gould).    Professor  Copi  has  been an
avid  student  of  Russell's  work  and  a  powerful  advocate  for  the  use  of  logical
reasoning in philosophy.   It is  an  honor to  associate  Professor Copi's  name with
our Society.   Congratulations.

John  G.  Slater of  the  University  of Toronto  received  the  1998  Bertrand  Russell
Society  Book  Award  for  his  cumulative  contributions  to  Russell  Studies,  most
recently through his editorship of Volumes  10 and 11  of rfac Co//ccfed Papers a/
Bcrfrawd Ri45£c//.   Congratulations  to a giant in  the  field of Russell  Studies.

BRS   President   John   Lenz   was   interviewed   by   the   Norwegian   Broadcasting
Corporation  on  April  lst  for  a  series  of  radio  programs  they  are  preparing  on
Bertrand  Russell.

Robert   Barnard,   assistant   editor  of  the   BRS   gwarJcr/y,   recently   attended   a



conference  in  Bled,  Slovenia  on  the  topic  of "vagueness"  in  philosophy.    Bob's

presentation concerned  the foundations of logic.   Bob has constantly  noted in his
presentations  that  Russell  was  the  real  father of this  topic,  dating  from  the  1923
pa,pox "Valgne;mess"  (Australasian Journal of Psychology and Philosophy, Vatrme
1, June,  1923,  pp.  84-92).

David Rodier, chairman of the  Philosophy  and Religion Department at American
University and a recently elected BRS Board Member, spoke at "Logica '98" in the
Czech  Republic  on  "Russell's  `Notes  on  Logic."    Rodier reports  that  the  paper
discussed  the  historical  significance  of Russell's  "Advanced  Ijogic"  Seminar  at
Harvard in 1914.

Ray Monk,  the 1997 winner of the Bertrand Russell Society Book Award for his
vofrme Bertrand Rirssell..  The Spirit Of solitude, wrote to express his thairks to the
BRS.   He  is currently finishing the  second volume of his biography of Russell.

Ivor  Grattan-Guinness  reported  in Ari.om¢whc,T  (Number  3,  December,  1996,  pp.
435-6) that there are some manuscripts concerning Wiltgenstein in the Archives at
University College, London.   C.K.  Ogden was the first translator of the Tractatus

(with considerable help from Frank Ramsey,  Dorothy Wrinch, and Russell).   The
manuscripts  are  part  of a  larger  donation  by  the  Mark  Hayman  family  in  1992

(Hayman  was   Ogden's  solicitor).     Included  are  six  sets  of  materials  directly
concerned   with   Wittgeustein:      1)   a   typescript   of  the   original   translation,   2)
transcriptions  of  Wittgeustein's  letters,  3)  various  lists  of proposed  changes,  4)
letters concerning changes for the reprint of the Tractatus in 1933, 5) letters of the
mid-1950s from Max Black and Georg Kreisel about the translation, and 6) letters
from 1962 and later.  Grattan-Guinncss doubts that there is anything unknown here.
But this is a finding of note, even if duplicatcd elsewhere.   As always, Ivor seems
to find  things.   He  surely is one of the  most diligent and accomplished historians
of logic  and  mathematics.    He  is  also  the  author  of the  Fo#fci#a fJr.b`Jory  a/ whc
MafAcmafi.c¢/ Sc!.c#ccs, published  in  1997.

Petr Kolar, chairman of the  Department of Logic in the Institute of Philosophy at
the Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, has started a member branch of
the BRS in Prague.   Petr is an assistant professor in the Department of Philosophy
at Charles IV  University and  the  author of several  important papers  on logic and
truth theory.   He  told your editor that "Russell  has always been my hero."   Good
luck to  our friends  in Prague.   Let  the  word  go  forth.   There  is some  discussion
about starting a branch of the BRS in Bulgaria.   More about that in the next issue.
With  other  branches  in  India  and  the  Philippines,  the  BRS  is  starting  to  expand
world-wide.

Professor Karol Berka, a logic legend in Prague, recently donated a copy of a letter

from  Russell  to  the  g!tar/cr/y.    The  correspondence  was  on stationary  from  the
Bertrand  Russell  Peace  Foundation  and  concerned  Berka's  efforts  to  compile  a
bibliography of Russell's writings.   Russell wanted a copy and also was interested
to  discover if Bcrka  had  come across  any  Russell  papers  in  the  hands  of private
collectors.   Of interest are the listed sponsors of the Peace Foundation in 1966:   the
Duke  of  Bed ford,  Dr.  Max  Born,  I-ord  Boyd  Orr,  Pablo  Casals,  Danilo  Dolci,
Queen Elisabeth of the Belgians, Kenneth Kaunda, Ayub Khan, Jawaharlai Nehru,
Kwame  Nkrumah,  Julius   Nyerere,  Linus   Pauling,   S.   Radhakrishnan,   Vanessa
Redgrave.  Dr. Albert Schweitzer, Haile Selassie,  Leopold Senghor, and Norodom
Sihanouk.

ClandLo  de  Almeida  has  published  Russell  on  the  Foundations  Of Logic  (Porto
Alegre:      EDIPUCRS,   1998).     The   book  consists   of  two   long  essays:   "The
Argument  of  `On  Denoting"  and  "Russell:  a  logica  e  a  teoria  do  juizo."    The
second essay is  in Portuguese and  is about  Russell's  theory of judgment.   Dr.  de
Almeida did his  Ph.D.  in Russell  Studies  at  MCMaster University.

Chi-Chum  Hu  has  recently  completed  Bertrand  Russell..    Life  and  Philosophy
(Taipei:    forthcoming  September,  1998).   The book  is  in  Chinese.    Professor Hu
is  the  author of a  note  "Did  Mao  or Chou Attend Russell's  Lectures  in  China?",
Russell..    the Journal  of the  Bertrand  Rirssell Archi\ies, Now  Series, NIurT[ber  3,
1983,  pp.  41-2.

###

NEWLY INTRODUCED RUSSELL
REPRINTS

KENNETH BIACKWELL
MCMASTER UNIVERSITY

During this decade Russell's publishers have hastened to reinlroduce him to a new

public and have reprinted some two dozen of his books with new introductions for
paperback  release.    These  reprints  didn't  get  into  A  B!.b/i.ogrclpky  a/ Bcrfra#d
jiwssc// (in three volumes, London:   Routledge, 1994), which closed as of 1990, so
I'm compiling a complete list.   Here's  the list so  far, with the date of publication
of the reprint,  arranged by  introducer.

Inquiry into Meaning and Truth,199S, Thomas Bardwin
My Philosophical Development, 199S, Thomas Baldwin
The Problem of China, L993, I.en Coates
Germal'. Social Democracy,199S. Kien Co`zi\es (?)
The Practice and Theory  of Bolshe`iism, L995, Tfen Coa\es
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AwfobJ.ograpky,  1998 (?), Michael  Foot
Prospects of Industrial Civilization,1996, LJ.his Greenspa,n
Principles Of Social  Reconstruction,1997 , R.ichard F\empct
Proposed Roads to Freedom, (.I), Richard Rempel (?)
The Problem`s tif Philo,sophy,19q] ` John Perry
Religion and Science, 1997, Michael Russe
Hiiman Knowledge..   Its Scope and Limits,1992, ]oha a. Slatel
Principles Of Mathematics, 1992, ]ohn a. Slaitor
Morfa/a a#cZ Offocrs, Volume  1,  1992, John G.  Slater
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RUSSELL AND THE
PHILOSOPHY OF PROBABILITY

TIMOTIIY CHILDERS
ACADEMY OF SCIENCES

CZECH REPUBLIC

From   the   time   of  Bolzano  until   the   Second   World  War,   the   foundations   of

probability    fascinated    Central    European   philosophers.i    Brentano,    Meinong,
Lukasiewicz and Carnap are good examples, but it is rare to find a book published
in  philosophy  in  this  tradition  that  did  contain  at  least  a  chapter on probability.2
The   favored   interpretation   was   usually   the   logical   one.   According   to   this
interpretation,  probability  should  be  equally  distributed  over  some  basic  logical

particles. If probability is so defined, il serves as a generalization of logic, in that
given  extreme  assignments  of  only  1   and  0,   the  calculus  becomes  the  usual
Boolean one, preserving entailment relations. The main rival to this interpretation,
also   widely   canvassed   in   Central   Europe,   was   the   frequentist   interpretation,
according to which probability is  the measure of the occurrence of an attribute  in
a  population.3  The  highest  development  of  the  logical  interpretation  was  at  the
hands of Carnap  in his  monumental fct6Ji.c¢/ FoztHc7arJ.o"s a/Probch../!.ty.  But this
development was certainly due to earlier contributions, originating from Cambridge.
We   can  trace   the   logical  interpretation  from  J.M.   Keynes  to  Wittgeustein  to
Waismann and  finally  to  Camap.

My  aim  in  this  paper  is  a  modest  one:  to  show  that  Russell  was  responsible  in
significant  part  for  the  renewal  of inlerest  in  the  theories  of probability.  This  is

pcrhaps not surprising: he knew all the key figures, working closely with some. As
well,  he  wrote  extensively on epistemology and  logic,  and on probability as well.

I   More specifically,  philusophers  lrained  in  the Austro-I]ungarian  tradition.

Interestingly enough, T.G.  Masaryk, the first president of Czechoslovakia and friend and student
of Brentano,  gave his  1882 imugural  address at the Czech  University in Prague on  the application of

probability  to  Hume's  problem  of induction.    More information  on  this can  be  found in  Rene Welter,
"Introduction"  and Rudolf Hallel.'s "Masaryk's Theorie der Wissenschaft,"  both found in 0# „ar¢ryk..

Texts ln English and Gel.man, Vofune. XIl Of Studiel. zer Osterreichischen Philosophic, edr\ed ty lose[
Novak,  Amsterdam,  Rodopi,1988,  pp.1-11,  39-53,  respectively.

A good introduction to the pliilosophical issues surroui`ding the theories of probability discussed
here can  be found in  Donald Angus Gillies,  "Induction and Probability," E#eyc/oped.a a/Ptil./asapky,
edited   by   G.I-I.R.   Parkinson   (London:      Routledge,   1988),   pp.    179-204;      Colin   Howson,   ''The
Development of I.ogical  Probability," 4`ss`ays ;7. Mcmory a//iure faka/ojr, edited by R.S.  Cohen,  P.K.
Feyerabend, and MW. Warlofsky (Dodracht:   D.  Reidel Publishing Compr`ny,1976), pp.  276-298; and
Colin Howson and Peter Urbach, Sci.e"li.¢c Jieaso#i.;Ig..   rlrfee Bayes!.ow Approach, 2nd Edition (Chicago:
Open  Court,  1993).
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But even more specifically, it was Russell's account of justification, transmitted to

(and via) Kcynes, that led to the responses leading to significant advances in otlier
interpretations. Thus I will trace out at least some of the connections from Russell
to  Carnap,  and  to other thinkers on the  foundations of probability.

G.E. Moore's comments on probability in Pi.!.#c/.pi.a EfAr.ca inspired Kcynes to write
his  A  rrccl/igc  on  Probab!./I.ty.4  Moore  had  argued  that  a  society's  moral  rules
served  as  a  rational  guide  to  right action because  these  rules,  if followed,  would
with high probability lead to right actions. (The relevant argument can be found in
Pri.#cl.pie Effo!.ca, p.162.) It was this argument that in part lead Keynes to write this
Treatise,  as  he later reported in his  essay  "My Early  Beliefs":    "He  [Moore]  also
has a section on the justification of general rules of conduct. The large part played
by  considerations  of  probability  in  his  theory  of right  conduct  was,  indeed,  an
important contributory cause  to  my spending all  the leisure of many years on the
study of that subject..."  (Keynes 1933 [1972], p. 445) But he ends  this sentence by
stating  his  other main influence-Russell:  "I was  writing  under the joint influence
o£ M:oore' s Principia Ethiea a;nd Russe+l' s Principia Mathematica..." (Ibid.)S lr\ [ho

We could  take an  earlier starting point,  for example,  John  Venn's fogf'c a/ CAance  (I.ondon:
Macmitlan,  1888).    However,  Keynes'  work  is  a  good  starting  point  since  his  rreaf...9e  was  the  first
book-length  work  in  English on  the foundations of probability  for  55  years (as  Keynes  himself notes
in  the  introduction).     Keynes'   book  also  served  as  a  catalyst  for  an  explosion  of  interest  in  the
foundations of probability, both in England and on the continent.   This, it seems, was mostly due lo liis
account of the knowledge of the probability  relation, which as  I shall argue came from  Russell,  and so
makes  il  an  appropriate starting point  for  an  article  in  this  Oworfcr/y.    I  should also  mention  that  the
date of the publication  of the rreczf.'se can  be coiifu.sing.   Keynes  had completed  27 of 30 chapters  of
(he book  by  1910,  basing  it  on  his  fellowship dissertation  submitted  in  1908.    For citations  and other
ma«ers regarding the research on prohabilily at Cambridge at this time, see SL 7,abell, "Ramsey, Truth
and  Prohabilily,  rAeoi.I.a,  Volume LVII,  pp.  211-238.

I  should  note  that  Kcynes goes on  to say that he accepted neither  Moore's  view  of probability
nor  his  account  of  the  relation  of  probability  to  rules  of  conduct.     In  particular,  Keynes  regarded
Moore's   frequentist   interpretation   of  probability   as   untenable.      His   disagreement  with   Moore's
interpretation  of  probability  seems  to  have  been  related,  or  perhaps  motivated  by,  his  rejection  of
Moore's conclusions about the ethical  implications  of an  intuitionistic approach.   Also, there has been
much debate as to the accuracy of Keynes'  report of Moorc's influence on him, and of the accuracy of
Keynes'  report  of  the  ethical  views  of  his  and  the  Bloomsbury  group's  ethical  views  in  "My  Early
Beliefs"  .e&,  Rober`  Skiddsky,  John  Maynai.d  Keynes..    Hopes  Betrayed  1883-1920,  Volume  1,
Ij>ndon:     Macmillan,   1983).  An  account  of  Moore's  considerable  influence,  drawn  from   Keynes'
unpublished  papers,  may  bc  found  in  Skjdelsky  and  in  D.E.  Moggridge, Jch„ Mq);#a/.d Kc};#cs..   A#
Eco#oml'sf 's  Bi.ograp4y  (London:     Routledge,   1992).      Moggridge's   hook  also  serves  as   a  good
introduction  to  the  growing  literature  on  Keynes'  theory  of  probability.    Also  noteworthy  are  A.M.
Carabelli,  0#  Key#es'  MeJfood  (Basingstoke:     Macmillan,   1988)  and  Rob  M   O'Donnell,  Ke}J#es..
Philosopky,  Ecoirornies  ai.d  Polities:    The  Philosophical  Foundations  of Keyives'  Thought  alid Their
J/i/we;Ice  a;I  Air Eco/.om!.as  &„d Po/;f;es  (Basingstokc:    Macmillan,  1989).    It  is  clear  from  Keynes'
many  statements  of  Moore's  influence  on  him,  in  both  his  published  and  unpublished  writings,  that
although Keynes disagreed with much in  Moore, and (Ievc]oped his theory of probability in opposition
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preface, he acknowledges a broader range of influences:  "It may be perceived that
I have been much influenced by W.E. Johnson, G.E. Moore, and Bertrand Russell,
that  is  to  say  by  Cambridge..."  (Keynes,  1921  [1973]).     Russell  reports  in  his
Ai//obl.ograpdy: "I had no contact with him [Keynes] in his political and economic
work,  but  I  was  considerably  concerned  with  his  rrcarisc o# Probabl./i.ty,  many
parts  of which  I  discussed  with  him  in  detail."  (Russell  1967,  p.  71)

There  is  one sense,  of course, in which all  the  following developments  could  not
have  occurred  without  Russell's  contribution,  for  they  all  employed  the  logic  of
Pri.#cf.pi.a  M¢/faem¢fi.ca.6  But  his  influence  was  more  specific:  Keynes  adopted
Russell's  epistemology  of logic.7  As  is  well  known,  Russell  held,  at  least  at  the
time   of   the   writing   of   Keynes'   rrca/isc,   that   there   are   self-evident   truths,
"incapable  of demonstration."  Among  these  are  "the  principle  of induction"  and
"other  logical  principles"   and   "self-evident  truths...   immediately  derived   from

sensation." (Russell 1912 [1946], pp.112-113)  The highest degree of self-evidence
comes  from  being  known by  "acquaintance,"  which is  "an absolute  guarantee  of
truth." @ussell 1912 [1946], p. 137) Acquaintance meant having "a direct cognitive
relation to that object." @usscll 1910 [1917], p. 209)  Acquaintance "may be called

perception,  though it  is  by  no  means  confined  to  objects  of the  senses."  (Russell
1912 [1946], p.  136)  This perception seems to be a kind of intuition, since Russell
refers  to  "intuition"  and  "intuitive  knowledge."    Russell  also  includes  objects  of
introspection, such as  universals, as  things  known by
acquaintance.  (1910 [1917], p. 212)   It is clear that Keynes adopted these parts of
Russell's philosophy in his epistemology of probability relations. Keynes used the
same  terminology  as  Russell,  drawing  a  similar  distinction  between  direct  and
indirect  acquaintance,  and  citing Russell's example of sense  data  to  illustrate  the
former.  (Keynes  1921  [1973],  p.  12)    Keynes  drew  a  distinction  between  direct
acquaintance  and  direct  knowledge.    The  difference  between  the  two  is  that  the
former   is   the   indubitable   sensation   of   experiencing   something,   the   latter   is
concerned with indubitable propositions. Necessary to this distinction is a difference

to  Moore's,  Keynes adopted  many  of Moore's general  philosophical  positions.   As well,  the fact  that
Keynes  discussed  his  then-unpublished  rrea/I.sc  o#  Probabl./I.fy  with  Moore  (Moore  even  read  the

proofs) suggests Moore's strong influence on his work.   But, unfortumlely, we have no details of their
discussions,  only  the  dates  of appointments  (see  B.W.  Bateman,  ''G.E.  Moore  and  J.M  Keynes:    A
Missing Chapter in  the History of the Expected Utility  Model,"   Amer€.care Eco#oj#I.c Rev;cw,  Volume

78,  Number 5,1988,  pp.1098-1106).

6 This is perhaps not quite correct.   Lukasiewicz in 1913, for example, developed a logical  theory

independently of the trend from Cambridge.   Nonetheless, his account of logical probability was almost
completely ignored outside of Poland

Or, al least, his epislemology of logic as put forwal.d in 1910 and 1912.   His account at this time,

it should be noted,  resembles  in  many respecls  Moore's epistemology for ethics.
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between   "[t]he   objects   of  knowledge   and   belief"   and   "the   objects   of  direct
acquaintance"  which  are  "sensations,  meahings,  and  perceptions."  (Jb!.d,  p.  12)
Direct acquaintance, according to Keynes (and Russell), leads to direct knowledge
"as the result of contemplating the objects of acquaintance."  (Jb!.d.)   Keynes gave

as an example of direct knowledge gained from direct acquaintance the  transition
from  the  sensing  of  yellow  to  knowledge  of  certain  propositions  about  yellow.

(JbI.d., p.  13)   Russell had likewise used the sensation of yellow as a paradigmatic
example   of  things   known  by   direct   acquaintance   (Russell   1910   [1917],   pp.
212-213).  Moore of course also  used  this example.

Keynes  followed  Russell  in  calling propositions  obtained  directly  "self-evident."

(Keynes  1921  [1973],  p.  18)    Keynes,  like  Russell,  assumed  direct  knowledge
("knowledge by acquaintance") to be indubitable: "...I have assumed that all direct
knowledge  is  certain."   (Jbjd.,  p.   17)     He  held  that  we  could  come  to  know

probability  relations  (which  are  second  order,  or  "secondary"  propositions)  by
"perceiving...  [a]  probability  relation"  which  holds  between  the  propositions  of

direct knowledge.  (lb!.d.,  pp.  12-13)

So  for Keynes,  direct  acquaintance  serves  two purposes:  it  supplies  propositions
about   which   we   are   certain,   and   it   supplies   knowledge   of  the   logical   and

probabilistic  relations  we  can  use   to  reason   from  the  certain  propositions   to
probable propositions. Thus the very foundations of his theory of probability came
from  Russell.   And  it  was  just  Keynes'   account  of  foundations  that  sparked
Ramsey's development of a theory of subjective probability, leading to what is now
the dominant interpretation.   Ramsey remarked: "...there really does not seem to be
any  such  things  as  the  probability  relations  he  [Keynes]  describes.  He  supposes
that, at any rate in certain cases,  they can be perceived; but speaking for myself I
feel  confident  that  this  is  not  true.  I  do  not  perceive  them,  and  if  I  am  to  be

persuaded that they exist it must be by arguinent; moreover I shrewdly suspect that
others do not perceive  them either, because they are able  to come to so very little
agreement as to which of them relates any two given propositions." (Ramsey 1978,

p.  62.     The  essay  was  written  in  1926  and  published  posthumously  in  1931.)
Ramsey, like many other writers, aimed to provide other more certain foundations,
and  ended  up  with  a  subjectivist  interpretation.8  Russell's  stand  on  Ramsey's

The  list  of  writers  so  influenced  leads  us  to  .it  least  two  of  lhe  very  important  foundalional
articles on probability.   8.0.  Koopman's "The Axioms and Algebra of Intuitive Probability" A»«a/a a/
Afuwhowa/t'cs,  Volume  41,   1940,  pp   269-292,  which   introduced  for  the  firs(  time  interval-valued

probabilities.    Shimony's  "Coherence  and  the Axioms  of Confirmation,  (Jowl.#ed a/ Symbo/I.c fog!.c,
Volume 20,  Number 1,1955,  pp.1-28),  introduced a comple(e version of (he Dutch Book argument in
response to difficulties with Keynes' claim of an in(uiti()nisticj us(ification:  '' Both Keynes and Koopman

justify  their  axiomatizations  by  a  claim  of  self-evidence.    However,  if  it  is  meaningful  to  speak  of
degrees of self-evidence, many of Keynes' axioms and several of Koopman's...are less self-evident than

is desirable.   Consequently,  a  more ,idequate justification of the axioms...is  needed."  (/bi.d,  p.  4.)
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criticism is interestingly ambiguous.  He  wrote  two reviews  of Ramsey's  work in
il4lc.#d in 1931 and in P47./oi`op/®y in 1932 (both published in Russell 1996). The first
review  contains  a  discussion  of  the  use  of  direct  perception,  as  he  and  Keynes
called it,  and  Ramsey's claim  that there  is  no such thing.  He concludes:  "

The  whole  matter  of  direct  perception  in  abstract  matters  is
difficult.  There are  those who  use it too  readily,  and  those who
will  not  use  it  at  all.  It  is  to  be  wished  that  a  canon  could  be
established  regulating its  legitimate  use.  Meanwhile,  those  who
claim  to  perceive  a  probability  relation  which  others  do  not

perceive are naturally heard with scepticism, although it may well
be  that  they  are  in  the  right.  Ramsey  argues  that  Mr.  Keynes
does not himself perceive this relation, but a negative of this sort
is  always  difficult to  establish.  (Russell  1931  [1996]  p.111)

Clearly,  Russell  felt  the  force of Ramsey's criticism,  but was  unwilling to accept
it.   Concerning   Ramsey's   positive   contribution   Russell   was   quite   dismissive:
"Ramsey's theory of probability is,  to my mind, less penetrating than his work on

mathematical  logic."  (Jbi.d.) His  reason,  later echoed by  Carnap, was  that

Probability,  if  concerned  with  degrees  of  belief,  is  concerned
with what they ought to be, not with what they in fact are.  What
they  ought  to  be  must  depend  on  something  objective,  which
ought therefore to be  used as  the definition of probability.  I am
still  not  persuaded  that  some  amended  form  of  the  frequency
theory  may  not prove  feasible."  (/bI.d.,  112)

Russell's  later review, however, was  quite dismissive, saying only  that Ramsey's
now  much-celebrated essay  "is,  to my  mind,  less  valuable  than most of the  other
essays."  (Russell  1932  [1996], p.117)   Russell  continued in his views, as  far as  I
know.  He held a two-concept view, according to which both the relative frequency
and logical interpretations are to be correctly applied in different domains, although
he  considered  both  interpretations  problematic.    He  also  continued  to  ignore  the
subjective   interpretation  of  probability.     And,   he  also  seems   to  have   held   to
Keynes'  account of how we come to  know probabilities.

The other means of responding to Ramsey's criticism was  to remove  the  reliance
on intuition.  This was Wittgenstein's revival of the Bolzanian theory of probability
in the  rrac/ati{.T,  which placed  him firmly  in  the  Central European tradition.   In a
letter to  Keynes  from  Cassino,  dated June,  12,  1919,  Wittgenstein writes:  "Have

you done  any  more  work on probability?  My  M-S.  contains  a  few  lines  about  it
which,    I    believe-solve    the    essential    question."    (Wittgeustein    1980,    p.251)
Wittgenstein's   theory,   though   mathematically   the   same,   was   derived   from
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assumptions of logical independence, and thus, in a sense at least, merely follows
from the definition of logical. structures  involved.   Appeals  to  intuition,  it seems,
are thus circumvented.9 Wittgeustein's views were transmitted to Waismann, who
delivered a paper on it at the  1929 Prague conference, which was then reported in
Erkc##f#is (1930-1931). Following the paper was a discussion, also recorded in this
volume  of Erke##f#is.  Camap was present at  the  meeting.   He  much later turned
his attention to  these problems, and, in a sense, completed the program of logical

probability.]°  Thus  the  further  development  of logical  probability  in  the  Central
European a3olzanian) tradition was also given impetus by the reaction to Keynes'
views.

We can therefore say that at least two of the major trends of probability were given
impetus by the reaction to Keynes' views: the subjectivist and the logical.  But the
reaction was to Keynes' interpretation of the probability relation, that is, to Keynes'
account  of the  epistemology  of probability.    And  this  comes  from  Russell,  who
continued  to champion it.   I shall  not examine  in any detail  Russell's account of

probability.   This was not my aim.   I rather hope to have shown the importance of
Russell's influence on the subsequent inquiries into the foundations of probability.
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RUSSELL'S LEGACY
IN TIIF: CZECH REPUBLIC

JOHN SHOSKY
CHARLES UNIVERSITY

During  the  Spring  Semester  of  1998  I  taught  a  graduate  seminar  at  Charles  IV
University on "Russell and Wittgeustein".   It was a great honor, bul even more so
because this year is the 650th anniversary of Charles University, founded in 1348.
The  university has been associated with some  of the greatest  names  in European
intellectual  history,  such  as  Jan  Hus,  Johannes  Kepler,  Tycho  Brahe,  Tomds
Masaryk  (the  first  president  of the  Czechoslovak  Republic),  Edvard  Benes  (the
second president),  Jaroslav  Heyrovsky  (Noble  Prize  winner  in  1959  for work  in

polarography), and many other great scholars.  The university prizes its philosophy
and logic departments, which are staffed by outstanding, world-class scholars and

populated by brilliant, hard-working students.   The philosophy department is in an
impressive building that dominates the landscape at Jan Palach Square, a beautiful
spot by the Vlatava River.  The square, named for a student who committed suicide
to protest the Soviet occupation in 1968, also has the beautiful Rudolfinum, home
of the Czech Philharmonic, an outstanding orchestra.  The university even publishes
a booklet about its history with a picture of Sir Karl Popper receiving an honorary
degree.

So I assumed that Russell would be well known to the students at Charles.   But I
was quite sulprised to discover that analytical philosophy was virlunlly ignored by
many of them, including graduate students in logic who were well-versed in logical
systems.   I  found little knowledge of the work of Moore, Russell,  Ramsey, Ayer,
Austin,  Ryle,  Flew,  or Nozick.   There was some  knowledge  of Frege,  especially
the Concapt Script z\nd the Foundations of Arithmetic.  Tho[e was vast kriow\edge
of G6del,  Tarski,  and  other European  logicians.    In  fact,  G6del  is  probably  read
more  closely  by  the  logic  students  here  than  in  most  American  universities.    I
discovered a deep knowledge of Quine and Strawson, which I believe is due to the
lasting impact of recent lectures by those philosophers in the Czech Republic.   But
Russell  was  a  hollow  name  for  most,  vaguely  associated  with  Frege,  G6del,  or
Quine.

Of course,  part of the  problem was political.   British and American philosophers
were  ignored during  the  Nazi  occupation,  the  twenty-year Czech communist  rule
of 1948-1968,  and  the  Soviet  occupation from  1969-1989.    I was  amused  to  see
that  in  the  Department  of  Logic  in  the  Institute  of  Philosophy,  where  framed

pictures  of  the  great  philosophers  grace  the  hallways,  there  were  few  British
thinkers.   Hume and Bacon are given some pride of place.   Locke is hidden at the
end of one hall.   I did not see pictures of Hobbes, Berkeley, DeMorgan, Hamilton

(either  one),  Boole,  Bentham,  Mill,  Whitehead,  Russell,  Moore,  Ayer,  or  even

16

Wittgeustein, who must be excluded by association.   I was told this exclusion was
deliberate, a legacy from the Nazi and Communist past, an attempt to highlight the
European contributions to philosophy and ignore the philosophers who came from
Britain's liberal democracy.  There were no American philosophers pictured, which
means that Pierce, Emerson, James, Royce, Perry, C.I. Lewis, and Dewey were too

politically-charged for acknowledgement.  Given Quine's immerse stature here, his
picture will probably be  up in a few years.

But  the  major  problem  --  the  primary  reason  for  this  lack  of  influence  --  was
unavailabilily   of   texts   and   inaccessibility   of   ideas.      Western   textbooks   are

prohibitively expensive.   I was advised  to bring any required texts with me and I
did (I used Russell 's "On Denoting" and fcc/wrcs ow fogJ.caJAfomism (the version
edited  by  Pears),   Wittgeustein's   rr¢cJ¢JIA5,  and  Ayer's  fa#gi{agc,   rrw{fa   a#d
I,ogi.c).    There  simply  was  a  lack  of available  books  on  Russell  and  most  other
analytical  philosophers,  period.    I  found  the  students  here  hungry  for  ideas,  and
they expressed great appreciation for philosophers like Quine and Strawson because
they had personally made  the effort to come to  the Czech Republic.   But without
textbooks  students  were  limited  in  their knowledge of those  figures who  had not
been translated into Czech or whose translations were now out of print.  There was
some knowledge of Wittgenstein, which is due to the widespread availability of his
work  in  German,  English,  and  Czech.    I  will  discuss  this  below  in  more  detail.
The  availability  of texts  that we  take  for  granted  in Western Europe,  the  United
States, Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  elsewhere  is so  important  to  the  progress  of
knowledge.  Without textbooks, whether in translation or in the original languages,
students  are severely limited  in their ability to explore philosophical  ideas  in any
depth.

As  we  talked  about  Russell  in  our  seminar,  I  wondered  about  the  intellectual
history of Russell in the Czech Republic, and of other philosophers associated with
logic or analytical philosophy in this century.   So I decided to ask around and try
to piece  together a brief commentary on the  influence of analytical  philosophy in
the Czech Republic.  The following commentary is very idiosyncratic and personal,
a  reflection  of the  impressions  from  conversations  and  extensive  oral  history.    I
have  no way of knowing if some of what I  heard was  true.

I thought that Carnap might be a be a key figure in my sojourn.   He had taught at
the   German  University  (in  1882  ethnic  polarization  led   to  a  division  of  the
university into two independent bodies, Czech and German.  The Czech University
was  closed  during  the  Nazi  occupation  and  the  German  University  was  closed

permanently   after   1945).       So   I   asked   about   him.       Several   logicians   and
philosophers  told  me  that  Carnap was  isolated during  his  time  here,  having little
influence  on  the  Czech  intellectual  climate.    Because  hc  taught  at  the  German
University, he didn't have much contact with Czech philosophers or logicians.  And
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evidently his colleagues at the German University didn't pay much attention to him.
I was  unable  to find any who knew  Carnap,  knew a student of Camap's, or was
a scholar of Carnap's work.   It was  like  Camap  never was  in Prague, which  is  a
shame  because  of his  vital  contributions  to  philosophy.    Quine  visited  Carnap  in
Prague during 1932, staying for two months and reading Carnap's A!Jrtyaw as it was
leaving the typewriter.   When Quine visited again a few years ago, he asked to see
Carnap's home.   Despite several  attempts,  no one could  find  it.    Quine was  even
driven to one spot,  but it turned out to be wrong.

There was  less knowledge of Phillip Frank, another member of the Vienna Circle
who also  taught at  the  German University.

The only remaining influence of Carnap is  in his writings.   One of my colleagues
at  the  Academy  of  Sciences,  Tim  Childcrs,  found  a  first  edition  of  Camap's
Logische  Syntax  der  Sprache  QLogical  Synlac  of  Language,  Vienrm..     Iulfus
Springer,1934,  forward  dated  May,1934,  Prague)  in  one  of the  many  antique
bookstores  in  the  town  center.    This  book  was  part  of a  series  of works  by  the
logical positivists, so there is an announcement in the back of published works by
Ca:rn:a;p €Abrif f der Logistik), Trichard van TJises (Wahrscheinlichkeit, Statistik und
Wdhrheit),   MorLtz   Schlick   (Fragen   der   Ethik),   Otto   Neurz\th   (Empirische
Sozi.a/og!.c),  Phillip  Frank  (Das Kcz#s¢/gcscfz w#d sci.#c Grc#zc#)  and  Otto  Kant

(Zwr  B[.a/og[.  cfer  EffoI.A).    These  works  were  advertised  as  published  under  the
general  direction  of Phillip  Frank  and  Moritz  Schlick.    The  announcement  also
mentions  forthcoming books, including the  infamous Log%  Sprachc, Pfri./asapfr!.c
by Fredrich Waismann.   Other forthcoming books include Karl Popper's fog!.A der
Forsching, E. Yon Aster's Die Wahrheit und ihre Grenzen, and Richard Yon Mises
A/cines I chrbwcfa cze5 Posltj.v!..Tmws.   This wonderful  first edition gives  the reader
a  feeling  of the  excitement  of  logical  positivism.    It  is  a  piece  of history.    But
books  like  this are all  that is  left of Carnap  in Prague.

Because  of Carnap's  left-wing views,  his  works  were  unpopular with  the  Nazis.
Tim  tells  me  that  anyone  even  possessing  Carnap's  work  would  have  been  in
serious trouble  during the  Nazi occupation of Czechoslovakia.

The  logician  Gerhardt  Gentzen  also  taught  at  the  German  University  in  Prague.
Unfortunately for him, he was a member of the Nazi Party, although I've been told
by several sources not a serious member.   He died at the end of the Second World
War.    I  was  told  two  stories  about  his  end.    One  was  that  he  was  imprisoned
during the Czech Uprising against the Nazis at the end of the Second  World War
and  died  in  a  prison  camp  of  malnutrition.    The  other  is  that  he  left  his  home
during the Uprising and never returned, having been shot on the streets.  But either
way his many contributions to logic did not protect him.  Violence does not respect
scholarship.
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Russell's  great champion in Prague  was,  and  is,  Karol  Berka.    Of Jewish linage,
Berka was  rounded  up by  the  Nazis  during the  occupation and sent  to work as  a
agricultural   laborer.     He  was   later  pressed   into   work  as   a   mason,   forced   to
construct underground bunkers.   Toward  the end  of the war he was placed  in  the
Terezin concentration camp (7lfocres!.ens/¢dr in German), where he was liberated by
the  Soviet  Army.    He  returned  to  Prague  and  took up  an  interest  in  philosophy,
logic, and science.   He  taught philosophy and logic at the Institute Ftir Philosophic
in Leipzig.   In  the  Spring of 1968 he was  a visiting professor at  Pcnn  State,  and
returned  to  Prague  in  1969  where  was  a  professor  at  Charles  University  and  a
member  of  the  Institute  of  Philosophy.     Berka  was  often  in  conflict  with  the
communist authorities  for his work in analytic philo`sophy and, especially,  for his
work in symbolic logic.   During the communist era,  Hegelian approaches  to logic
were favored for their political advantages and progressive view of history.  Hence,
symbolic  logic was  considered  a dangerous  alternative  because  it  was  apolitical.
Berka taught symbolic logic, so  he was suspect.

Berka's work  in philosophy and  logic gave  him a strong appreciation of Russell.
But Russell was in and out of favor.   The communists disliked Russell's rejection
of Bolshevism,  but loved  his  criticism of the  Vietnam  War.   Russell's  liberalism
was unfavorable but his socialism acceptable.  Marxist philosophers were in vogue.
British philosophers were seen as apologists  for capitalism.

However, Russell's views penetrated Czech society.  His work in logic was known,
directly   and   via   Poland,   particularly   his   introduction   to   the   first   volume   of
Prc.#c!.p!.a  MafAcmaf!.ca.    His  introduction  to  the  rracfafws  was  read  with  great
interest.    His  popularizatious  of science  were  read,  books  such  as  the ABC's  a/
jig/¢fi.w.fy.     Some  of  his  books  and  articles  were  available   in  translation  (see
discussion below).    Berka  told  me  that  Russell  was  "popular in  the  private  life."
So, his social commentary was known, especially Mflrri.age aHcZA4:ora/£, which was
widely read.   Perhaps his most famous book was Wky /Am IVoJ a CAr/.isJi.¢#, twice
translated  into  Czech.    Berka's  opinion  is  that  Russell  was  "the  most  influential
Western philosopher,  as a philosopher,  in Czechoslovakia."

Berka tried to make Russell's thought more widely available.  For him, Russell was
"the  father  of logic"  and  "the  catalyst  to  anything  new  in  logic."    Russell  also
"knew his capacities --knew when he was exhausted on a subject."   Berka like the

combination of brilliance, accomplishment,  and  honesty.   So  Berka and  L.  Tondl

published a translated collection of Russell's work in 1967 entitled fogr.Aq Ja2:yk,
a#d Veda (£og!.c, £a#gi/agq  and ,9c/.c#cc), Prague: Svoboda, with an introduction
by   Russell.       The    book   contained.three   sections.       The    first,    "Ijogic   and
Mathematics",  reproduced  "On  Denoting,"  "Descriptions,"  which was  Chapter 16
o[ An Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy, zmd "Theory  o£ Logj\c;at Types,``
which  was  the  version  found  in  the  Introduction  and  in  Chapter  2  of Pr/.#ci.p/.a
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Mci!Acmaf;ccl.     The  second  section,  "Logic  and  Theory  of  Knowledge",  had  a
discussion of language  from Part Two,  Chapters  2-9 of fJwma# K#ow/edge..   Jts
Scope  aHd I i.m!.ts.    The  final  section,  "Philosophy  and  Science,"  had  Russell's
"Legiv:at Atomism," from Contemporary British Philosophy..  Personal Statements,

First Series,  "On  the  Notion of Cause,"  from  Chapter 9 of 114ysfi.cism 4#d fog!.c,
and "Scientific  Concepts,"  from Part Four,  Chapters  1-3  of H4tmc!# K#ow/cdgc.

Professor Berka has also  been involved  in other translations of Russell.   In  1975,
ho worked with I. Husak to produce Zkoumdni o Slnyslu a Pravdi\iosti (An Inquiry
in/a A4cfl#z.#g  a#cJ rrwjfo,  Prague).    I  don't  know  the  publisher,  but  it  may  have
been  Svoboda  again.).     In  1993,  he  edited  and  translated  another  collection:
Logika, Veda, Filosofte, Spolecnost (Logic, Science,  Philosophy,  Society, P[ag"e.
Again,  I  don't  know  the  publisher.).     Section  One,  "I,ogic  and  Mathematics",
irlclnded the two chaplers on Principia Malhematica (7 and 8) 1n My Philosophical
De`Je/opmenf,  "Mathematics  and  Metaphysiciaus,"   which  was   Chapter  5   from
Mysf!.cism ¢#d fog!.c,  "Analysis of Propositions"  from  Chapters  15  and  18 of A#
Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy, and ``Truth z\nd Falsehood" From Chapter
13  of  7ltrc  A#aJysis  a/ Mind.     Section  Two,   "Science",  contained   "Scientific
Knowledge"  from  Chapters  2  and  3  of  7ltrc  Scr.c#JI.givc  Oitf/oak  and  "Is  Science
Superstitious?"  from Chapter 3 of Scc/p/i.ca/ E^Tsays.   Section Three, "Philosophy",
was composed of "On the Relation of Universals and Particulars"  from fog!.c and
K#ow/edge, "On Scientific Method in Philosophy," which is Chapter 6 in Mys!!.cz.sin
and fog!.c,  "Ijogical  Positivism"  from fogf.c  a#d K#ow/edge,  "Hume,"  which  is
Chapter 17 of Book Three of His`fory a/ Wcs/cm Pfej/asopky, and "Philosophy and
Politics,"  Chapter  1  of  U#papw/clr  Essclys.     Section  Four,  "Man  and  Society",
contains "A Free Man's Worsliip,"  from Chapter 3 of Mysticism and Logic,  "Can
a Man Be Rational?"  from  Chapter 4 of Sceptical  Essays,  "Freedom and Society"
from  Chapter 13  of Sccpfi.ca/ Efsclys,  "Steps  Towards  Peace,"  found  in Porfrai.ts
From Mcmory, "Methods of Settling Disputes in a Nuclear Age," from Chapter 3
of  Commo#  Sc#sc  cz#cZ  JVwc/cczr  Wclr/arc,  and  "The  Social   Responsibilities  of
Scientists,"  from Part Four,  Chapter 3 of Fact a#d F;cf!.o#.

Professor Berka has  recently  translated  7lfrc Prod/cms a/ P/ci./osopky,  but  has  had
trouble finding a publisher.   He has been looking for a grant to defray the cost of

publication.

Berka has also published  three  papers on Russell:   "Russell's Theory of Quantity
and Magnitude," rcor;c ci Mcfoda, Bulletin, Volume 11,1970, pp. 35-51; "Bertrand
Russell  18.5.1872  -  2.2.1970,"   Vcsmi.r,  Number  5,  1970,  p.  153;  and  (with  L.
Tondl) "Bertrand Russell -- Vedec a Myslitel (Scientist and Thinker)," Fi./osofcky
Casopis,  1970, pp.  535-540.

There  have  been  other  Czech  translations  of Russell's  work,  but  none  of  them
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recent.    Professor  Berka  has  compiled  a  list  and  discovered  that  the  translations
include  (All  were published  in  Prague.):

Problermy F ilo,sof tie (The Problems of P hilosophy), traITs\a.ted by Z.Srnefacek, an,
1927

"Teorie  Poznani"  (an article  on theory of knowledge),  translated  by J.  Schutzner,

Ruch Filosofticky, Vol. ", No. 1,1928

Proc  Nejsem  Krestan  (Why  I  Am  Not  a Christian),  \raristalto[  unknown, Vofrla
Myslenka,1928.   There was another translation by F.  Kejdana for Orbis  in 1961.

Boj o Stesti (The Conquest Of Happiness), \rans\ated by L. Vymeta\, Orbis, L931

Manzelstvi a Mra\Inosl (Marriage and Morals), translated by  a. Vocadlo and R.
Vocadlova,  Aventinum,  1931,  Second Edition  1947

0   Vychove   Zejmha  v   Ranem   Detstve   (On   Education,   Especially   in   Early
Cfal./d#oody,  translated by J.  Hrusa,  Orbis,  1932

Prospelo  Nabozenstvi  Civili2aci?  (Has  Religion  Made  Useful  Contributions  to
Ci.w./irdri.oH.),  translated by K.  Planansky,  Volna Myslenka,1935

Svoboda  a  Organizace:   1814-1914   (Freedom   and  Organization:   1814-1914),
translated by J. Kriz, Delnicke Nakladatcl Stvi (Workcr's Publishing House), 1948

Berka has been a strong advocate for Russell, sometimes at considerable personal
risk.     But   his   integrity   has   guided   him   during   the   times   when   Russell   was
unpopular with the authorities.   Because  he  has experienced  the prison camps,  he
knows  the worst  that can happen.   He  told  me that, if you are  of a  certain age  in
the  Czech Republic,  between the  Nazis  an(I  the  Communists,  "then you probably
spent some  time  in prison if you were a good person."

Now,  in  retirement,  he  is  still  active  in  philosophy  and  logic.    I  have  witnessed
Berka  in action at  the  Golden  Lion  Pub where  he  meets  with colleagues  twice  a
week over beer to  discuss  their work informally.    This  is  the  pub  where  Vaclav
Havel,  Bill  Clinton,  and  the  late,  beloved  Bohumil  Hrabal  (author  of  C/ose/y
Obscrvcd  rr¢r.#s  and  many  other  delightful  books)  sat  and  drank  beer  during
Clinton's state visit (Clinton is very popular here because he went out to the pubs
with Havel).   There  is even a picture of the  three of them on one wall.   This  is a

pub that caters to locals and shuns tourists, so Clinton saw the real  Prague.   Twice
a week  Berka  and  his  colleagues  hold  court  here:    listening,  lecturing,  advising,
encouraging,  laughing, gossiping,  drinking, and speculating on the  quality
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of various  local  brews.    One  of  my  most  cherished,  unexpected  experiences  in
Prague  was  to  be  invited  to  a  session  at  the  "Lion",  escorted  by  Berka.    I  was
dazzled  by  stories  of  various  philosophical   figures  in  the  Czech  Republic  and
elsewhere,  as  one  philosopher after another spoke  to  me  about past memories  or
current  projects.     I  later  told  Tim   Childers  that   I  learned   more  about  Czech

philosophy in one hour at the "Lion"  than in several weeks of discussion elsewhere,
further cementing my view  that philosophy and  beer go very well  together.

In whatever setting, Berka is a survivor who has been tested by the authorities, by
the events of history,  and by the  horrors of war.   His  honestly and integrity  have
never deserted  him.

Another  philosopher  who  was  a  proponent  of analytic  philosophy  was  the  late
Pavel  Tichy.   Tichy was  born in 1936  in  Brno,  that  great city associated with so
many  philosophers  and  musicians.    He  taught  at  Charles  University  from  1961-
1968  and  then  left  at  the  time  of the  Soviet  occupation.    He  became  a  research
fellow  in the  Department of Philosophy  at the  University of Exeter and  received
a Ph.D.  from Exeter in 1971.   He then assumed a lectureship at the  University of
Otago  in Duneden,  New  Zealand,  where  he  became  one  of the  bright  lights  in a
well-regarded  department  that  includes  Charles  Pigden and  Tichy's  wife,  Jindra.
He   stayed   at   Otago   for  many   years,   with   a   brief  interruption  as   a   Mellon
Postdoctoral  Fellow  at  the  University  of Pittsburgh from  1976-1977.   He  rose  to
the  rank of professor in  1981.   Tragically,  Tichy died in 1994, just weeks before
returning to Prague  to  assume  a professorship at  Charles.   His  loss  is  still deeply
lamented in Prague.

Tichy was incredibly influential in the Czech Republic, even during his exile. You
cannot  enter  into  a  prolonged philosophical  conversation,  hear  a presentation  on
modern philosophy,  read  a  syllabus  about  a  logic  or a contemporary  philosophy
class, or go  to a conference without hearing his name.   One friend of Tichy's, the
widely-respected Pavel Materna, has worked very hard to publicize Tichy's work.
Matema  spoke  to  me  of  the  importance  of  Tichy's  scholarship  ("the  views  of
famous   men   are   the   milestones   of   progress"),   especially   his   "Transparent
Intentional  ljogic",  which  I  won't  try  to  explain  here.    But  I  refer the  reader  to
Tichy's  many  published articles  in Western journals  and  to  7life Fow#drfj.o#'s  a/
Frcgc's  fogi.c  (Berlin:  de  Gruyter,  1988).    Tichy  was  also  a  close  student  of
Russell,  with  important  observations  about  the  theory  of  types  and  theory  of
denoting  in  7lhe  FoztHdafjo#s  a/ Frcgc's fogl.c.    Many  of Tichy's  unpublished

papers, together with an appreciation by Materna, have been translated into English
and gathered into an issue of the journal From f/?c fogjcc]/ PoJ.#f a/ V{.cw,  Volume
Ill,  Number  2,  1994.    The  journal  is  published  by  the  Institute  of  Philosophy.
Personally, I also recommend "The Scandal of Linguistics,"  an essay published in
an  earlier volume  of the  same journal  (Volume  I,  Number  3,  1992,  pp.  70-80).
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There Tichy argues that linguists haven't made much progress in understanding the
nature  of language  or  the  real  uses  of  meaning.    He  also  claims  that  language
cannot be viewed as a game.   Rather, "it is one of the most important weapons in
our struggle for survival." (p. 80)  I must admit I'm still trying to lcam about Tichy
and I don't claim to know much more than I've written here.   But I do recommend
his work  to  anyone who wants  to  understand  Czech  philosophy.    He  is  a central
figure  in today's  philosophical  discussions.

So  far I  have  spoken  of Carnap,  Frank,  Gcntzen,  and  Russell.    Perhaps  I  should
add a few comments about Wittgenstein.   The study of Wittgenstein has flourished
in  Prague,  although with less  inten`sity or recognizable  impact  than  in the  United
States or the United Kingdom.  There have been two recent translations concerning
Wittgenstein  into  Czech  that  deserve  mention.    One  is  a  fine  translation  of  the
P_f i.iloso~phjca.i !rres:igatio.ns ¢Filosof iickd Zkouilrldni) by li[i Prec,hal.  Purdlhiishod by
Filosofia in 1998, the main publishing house of philosophical  texts in Prague,  this
affordable   (about  $6.00),  handsome  publication  has  made   Wittgenstein's  later
thought  accessible  at  the  same  time  as  the  appearance  of  a  translation  of  Ray

¥Tik.'s :aptt,€?nst_ein:    Tpe  Duty  Of Genius  (Wittgenstein  Udel  Genia, Pragu6..
Hynek, 1996) by Otakar Vochoc, my office mate in the Academy of Sciences.   Mr.
Vochoc is one of the premier translators of philosophical texts into  czech, having
also just finished a translation of George Simmel's work (Pen!.zc v Modcr#I. Kw//t#e
cl  Ji.#c  Ese/.c,  Socjologicke  Nakladatelstvi,  1997).     The  Monk  translation  is  in
virtually every bookstore.   Several of my students  had already read  Monk's book
or  were  in  the  process  of  reading  it.     Many  only  knew   of  Russell   through
Wittgenstein.  Most of my students had read something by Wittgenstein prior to my
seminar (usually the rrczcf¢/ws, with a rough split between those who had read the
German text or the  English  translation,  both with  the  Russell  introduction).

However,  while  there  was some knowledge  of Wittgenstein,  there was  very little
understanding  of his  logical  discoveries.    Most  of my  logic  students  were  well-
versed in various logical systems.   But  they did  not have a deep background in the
applications of logic  to philosophy.   In particular,  there  was  little evidence of any
thought  about  the  implications  of  the  7+acfflrits.    In  another  graduate  seminar  I
taught  on  philosophical  logic,  I  was  staggered  by  the  lack  of  thought  about  the
nature  of logic or its relationship  to  the  formation or use of propositions.

Frankly,  the  Czech  students  I  encountered  were  as  good  as  any  students  in  the
world  at  the  development  of  logical  systems  in  propositional,  quantiricational,
modal,  fuzzy,  or  deontic  logics.    Yet,  there  was  a  clear  need  for  more  thought
about what these systems do, what the propositions in these systems mean, and the

application of logical systems.   This is a critique that could be given of most logic
students.   I simply  found  that same  need  in Prague.
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The actual  teaching of logic at  Charles  University is  first-class, and perhaps best
described  as  "world-class."    The  Department  of  I.ogic  at  Charles  University  is
outstanding.      The   course   offerings   give   students   a   thorough   background   of
historical  and current work in logic.

The scholarship at Charles is also  notable.   I was very impressed by a new book,
£ctgz.4a a Eri.*a (£og!.c cl#d Effoi.cs), written by Kolar and Vladimir Svoboda.   It was

published  by Filosofia  in  1997.   Kolar I have  mentioned above and  elsewhere  in
this  edition of the  OwarJcr/y.   Svoboda also  teaches  courses  in logic  and  deontic
logic  at  Charles  and  is  in  the  Academy's  Department of I.ogic.   The  book is  an
attempt to look at mcta-ethics (cspccially deontic logic) from a logical standpoint,
or   logic   from   a   meta-ethical   standpoint.      The   availability   of   this   book   is
remarkable, with c`opies everywhere.   Kolar and Svoboda are using the book in the
classroom  wilh  much  success.    I  hope  that  we  will  soon  see  a  translation  into
English.

In conclusion,  I  searched  for  Carnap  and  Frank  in  Prague.    I  did  not  find  them.
I heard of Gentzen, who died tragically, a victim of politics, nationalism, and war's
brutality.     I  found  Berka,  a  man  who  respected  Russell   and  worked  against
considerable  political  resistance  to  disseminate  Russell's  work.    I  am  sure  that
Russell understood and  rcspccted Berka's efforts, which hc certainly knew about,
as evidenced by  the  two  letters  of correspondence  from Russell  to  Berka.   And  I
discovered that Wittgenstein is now a powerful  influence in Prague,  thanks  to the
availability of his work in translation and Monk's biography.   In this most literate
and cultured of countries,  with  its  well-educated  and gentle people  searching  for
economic and cultural contact with Western Europe, Russell may again have a role
in forging a united,  democratic continent.   But unless his books  are available,  his
influence will be limited to those who are fortunate enough to find him in a library
or second-hand store.   Ideas have consequences, but only if the ideas are publicly
known.

For  those   who   might   wish  to   read   more   about  the   Czech   Republic,   may   I
recommend  three  important  books.    One  is  Timothy  Garton  Ash's  7lfee  Mag;c
fawfcr#,  New York:   Vintage Books,  1993  (published  in Great Britain by  Granta
Books of Cambridge in 1990 as Wc fAc Pcap/c).   Ash is a fellow of St. Anthony's
College,  Oxford,  and  is  the  great  historian  of contemporary  Eastern  and  Central
Europe.    This  book  is  about  the  fall  of  communism  in  Poland,  Hungary,  East
German,  and  Czechoslovakia.    He  was  an eye-witness  to  many  of the  important
events  and  knew  most  of  the  key  dissidents.    He  is  very  popular  in  the  Czech
Republic.   A powerful  book about  life  under the  Nazis  and  Communists  is  Heda
Margolius Kovaly's Pragiic F4rcwc//.   It has been published by various houses in
both Czech and English since 1988.   The version I recommend is by Indigo Press
in 1997.   Kovaly survived the concentration camps, married an influential member
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of the  Community  Party who  was  purged  and  executed  as part of the  infamous
Slansky  Trial,  escaped  to  the  West,  worked  at  Harvard  I.aw  School,  and  then
returned in 1996 to live  in Prague.   Her love of Prague and her candid discussion
of Czech history will stay with you long after finishing the  book.   I have given it
to several friends  to read.   I also recommend Jiri Weil's £!'/c wi./A, c] Sfar,  the most

profound,  unforgettable  book  about  Jewish  life  during  the  Nazi  Occupation  of
Prague.   This  book has  been praised  as  "one  of the  finest  novels  of the  century"

(7lfrc J#dcpc#dc#f), and rightly so.   It is the only book I've ever read that I simply
could not put down, no matter how sleepy I was or how hard I tried to think about
something else.   It is disturbing, gripping,  and courageous.

I  should  also  add  a  word  about  Czech  literature,  although  the  quality  of  Czech
writing  is  as  well-known  and  admired  as  Czech  beer.    But  if  you  havcn't  read
something by Ivan K]ima, Milan Kundera, Josef Skvorecky, Ludvik Vaculik, or the

great Bohumil Hrabel, then I strongly urge you to include them on your list.  These
are  great,  ljmeless writers  who have  much to  teach us.

###

RUSSELL IN WAITING:
RUSSELL'S INFLUENCE
IN EASTERN EUROPE

ROBERT BARNARD
UNIVERSITY OF MEMPHIS

In this brief note it is my aim to acquaint the reader with some of the things I have
recently   learned  about  the  status  of  Russell's   writings  and   related   themes   of

philosophical interest in various parts of Eastern Europe.   While we often think of
Vienna  as  pexpetunlly  having  a  rich  intellectual  tradition,  the  fact  that  most  of
Southeastern Europe  was  unified politically,  and  to some  extent culturally,  under
the Austro-Hungarian Empire has slowly faded from most people's thinking.   One
result  of  this  unification  was  a  common  intellectual  heritage,  especially  in  the
development of philosophy prior to  World  War I.   This  heritage  is  deeply rooted
in  the  philosophic  "descriptive  psychology"  of  Frariz  Brentano  but  has  robust
branches which extend into Germany, Poland, Hungary, and the former Yugoslavia.
The     connection    to     Russell     emerges     from     his     reaction    to     Meinong's
Gegenstandstheorie in the early  +90C)s.

It is natural to say I.hat one cannot really understand a thinker unless one comes  to
know  those  who  have  influenced  him  and  those  against  whom  he  has  reacted.
Until   recently,   English  speaking  philosophy   has  all  but   ignored   the  work  of
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Meinong,  except  as  an  historical  curiosity,  and  often  when  it  was  considered,
distorted  second-handed  characterizations  were  treated  canohically.     However,
anyone who goes back to read Russell's original articles on Meinong in Mi.#d, prior
to   his   vo//e  /ace  in  1905's   "On  Denoting,"   will   find   Russell   a  surprisingly
sympathetic commentator.   It is therefore only an historical accident that Meinong

quickly  faded   from  view  as  Russell's  work  came   to  be   more  influenced  by
Wittgenstein,  and  then  later  as  he  reacted  against  Wittgeustein  and  his  interests
started to  range  more widely.   But this  much is preface.

One reason Meinong is an all but lost interlocutor with Russell's philosophy is that
his work is not widely available to those who, unlike Russell, do not read German.
I  have  recently learned  that  Russell's work shares  a similar fate in some parts  of
Eastern  Europe.     According   to   Professor   Matjaz   Potre   of  the   University   of
Ljubljana  in  the  Republic  of  Slovenia,  one  of  the  main  barriers   to  a  wider
appreciation  of Russell's  work  is  the  fact  that  very  few  of  his  texts  have  been
translated into the national languages of emerging post-communist Europe.   When
I  asked  Professor  Potre  if  he  could  recall  anyone   recently  teaching  a  course
focusing  upon  Russell's  work,  he  could  only  point  to  one:    an  interdisciplinary
seminar which read  the  introduction  to Pri.#c!.p/.a Ma!#cmaJi.ca.   Still,  even there,
it  was  one  text  among  many,  and  made  more  difficult  by  that  fact  that  the
Slovehian  students  had  to  read  it  in  non-native  Croatian.    Those  who  know  the
work  in  question  will  sympathize,  for  the  text  in  question  is  taxing  enough  in
English.

Potre  recalled  that among the  works by  Russell  available  in Slovenia,  though not
a.Il   in   Stovene,  were   Principia  Mathematica,   Introduction   to   Mathematical
Philosophy,  Problems  of Philosophy, The  Nature  of Acquaintance, a,nd Logical
Afomism.  At first this list seems encouraging, for surely Russell the mathematician
and  logician  must  be  universally  read.     But,  Potre  indicated  that,  if  Russell  is
mentioned,  it  is  almost always  in association with  the  theory  of descriptions,  not
his work on the  foundations of mathematics.     And, of course, it is  not surprising
that  much of Russell's  work  on social  themes  would  not  have  been  available  in
formerly communist Eastern Europe.   Further, this situation is made more difficult
by the limited development of the publishing industry in these areas.   But there is
hope  that this  may change one day.

Recently,  interest  and  participation  in  analytic  philosophy  has  been  expanding

greatly in Southeastern Europe.   At the same time the old intellectual cormections
among   the   universities   of   the   former   Austro-Hungarian   Empire   have   been
reasserting  themselves,  encouraging  a  vibrant  revi(ali7,ation  of  intellectual  life.
There  is  a  very  active  contingent  of  Slovenes  and  Croatians  in  the  European
Society for Analytic Philosophy and a number of significant conferences have been
held in Slovenia and Croatia in the last 15 years on topics in analytic metaphysics
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and  epistemology,  as  well  as  philosophy  of mind  and  cognjtivc  science.    These
conferences  have drawn some of the  top analytic philosophers  from  Great Britain
and  the  Unjtcd  States.   But the  flow of ideas is in both dircctious.   Professor Potre
is  an example.    His  research  during  a  recent  Fulbright  Fellowship  in  the  United
States  was  on   the   rclalious   between  early  phenomenology  and   contemporary
cognitive   science.      Hc   also   currently   holds   an   editorial   position   with  Acfa
A#alyfi.ca,  the premier journal  of analytic philosophy on the  European continent.

In  conclusion,  despite  his  lack  of prominence  in  Southeastern  Europe,  I  suspect
Russell would be content with both the pace and direction of change.   Russell, too,
often sought  to  come  to   know  a place  or culture  better by  experiencing  it  first-
hand.   Recall  his visits  to  Germany, Russia,  China,  and the  United States.   So, as
wc seek to better understand Russell, we must come to know figures like Meinong
and Brentano.   And, as those studying the tradition of Meinong and Brentano look
back,  they will find  Russell waiting for them.

###

THE MA;THEMA:TICAL PHILOSOPHY OF
BERITRAND R[U SSELL

BY FRANCISCO RODRIGUEZ-CONSUEGRA
REVIEWI]D BY
JOHN SHOSKY

CIIARLES UNIVERSITY

FTanct.:co _A..apdrig+e|-Coll:s"egra, The Mathematical Philosophy Of Berlrand
Rwsne//..   Ori.gI.„s a#d Dcvc/apmcwf (Bost(in/BasevBerlin:   Birlchauser Verlag,
1991) 236 pp.   It may seem strange to review a book that is now seven years old.

Fir:` Tf ie .Mathem^a.tical I h.ilos_o.phy  Of Bertrand Russell is a la,rrdma,rk piblic&hon,both  in  terms  of its  scholarship  and  the  historical  value  of its  appearance.    Any
serious  student  of  Russell  should  possess  a  copy  of  this  brilliant,  cogent,  and
thorough  book.    Because  this  issue  of the  gwarJcr/y concerns  Russell  studies  in
Europe,  it is important to mention this  fine work published by one of the  leading
scholars on Russell on the continent.   Rodriguez-Cousuegra is  to be congratulated
on a fine presentation, and for having the courage and persistence to devote himself
to  unearthing  the  sources,  influences,  and  stimulants  for  Russell's  mathematical

P~r_i_a_S_o_I:I.._ . Th?`  Mathema^ti?a.I   Philosophy   of   Bertrand   RIIssell   is   higfty
recommended, both as a careful description of Russell's efforts and achievements,
and as an important history of the development of mathematical philosophy in the
first  quarter of the  twentieth  century.    I agree  with  Ivor  Grattan-Guinness  in  his

preface:    Rodriguez-Consuegra  has  "launched  a  veritable  one-man Armada  upon
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the  history of Russcll's  logical  thought"  (xiv).

The  book  offers  five  lengthy  chapters.    The  first  concerns  "Methodological  and
LA)gicist Background."   Russell was a dctcrmined, eager, and encyclopedic student
ol` his prcdeccssors.  The rise of quanlificational logic, engineered by Boole, Frege,
Schrocdcr,  and  Pcano,  provided  the  gcncalogy  for  Russell's  achicvemcnts.    The

groundbreaking discoveries of Cantor and Dcdekind were inspirational to Russell.
This chapter shows how vital these influences are in understanding Russell's goals,
methodology,  and  dircclion.    I.ogicism,  the  attempt  to  deduce  mathematics  (and
covertly  knowledge  of the  external  world),  from  logic  was  a  direct  result  of the
discoveries of Russell's predecessors.   This chapter should be required reading for

graduate comprehensive examinations that test the evolution of mathematical logic
from  1847  to  1901.    There  is  also  a  rare  discussion  of Russell's Fo!tHdclfi.o#s  a/
GcormcJry,  submitted  for a  fellowship  dissertation in I 895  and  later published  by
Cambridge  in  I 897.

The  second  chapter deals  with  Russell's  "Unpublished  Mathematical  Philosophy:
1898-1900."   The central event in Russell's mathematicaMogical development was
the  Paris  Congress  of 1900,  where  hc  met  Peano.   However,  prior to July,1900,
Russell  had  examined  many  of  the  issues  that  would  figure  in  his  later  work.
Drawing upon these unpublished manuscripts (now found in the Co//ccfccz papers
a/Bcrfrfl77dJiussc/J, Volumes 2 and 3), Rodriguez-Consuegra shows Whitchead and
Cantor's  influence  on  Russell,  and  how  logic  came  to  have  a  "philosophical

priority"  over mathematics  in the  logicist program.   One  of the great strengths  of
this  book  is  that  Russell's  reliance  on  logic  to  address  problems  in  ontology  is
repeatedly  highlighted  and  examined.    The  logicist  program  offered  a  chance  to
uncover  kn()wlcdge  about  the  external  world,  and  Russell  recognized  the  mutual
advantage  of  linking  logic  and  cpistcmology.     Russell's  logi.`al  realism  can  be
traced  to  this  period,  revealing  an  cpistcmological  agenda  well  before  Russell's
more obvious steps in the Prod/cm,T a/PAf./a,Tapdy, the 1912 "shilling shocker", and
7%cory   a/  K#ow/edge,    the    unpublishcd    manuscript   of   1913.       Incidently,
Wittgenstein  hated  both  of  these  efforts,  in  part  because  he  clearly  understood
Russell's  intention  to  use  logic  as  covert  epistemology.

The  third  chapter concerns  "The  Contribution of Peano and  his  School."   Russell
came to the Paris Congress looking for a mathematical logic that could satisfy the
needs of the logicisl program and his own demands for philosophical progress.   He
left armed  with  Pcano's  logic of relations,  elegant  new symbolism,  and  a cogent
view  of  material  implication.     Russell  said  that  he  spent  one  month  digesting
everything  that  Peano  wrote,  and  then  in  the  Fall  of  1900  began  writing  the
monumental Pr/.#c!.p/cs a/Ma{Ac/"at!.c.b`.  Popper, Quine, and many others have paid
much tribute  to  this book, which was a precursor to Pr!.#ct.pi.a A4af/7cmafjc¢.   But
few scholars have actually examined the writings of Peano and explored the links
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them  to  Russell.   This  chapter fills  that void  admirably.

A fourth chapter looks at the Pri.#c!.p/cf a/Mclf4cmafl.es, and its use of symbolism,
class concepts, indefinables, relations, propositional functions, material implication,
and  an  early  atomistic  structure.    The  definitions  for  cardinal  numbers,  ordinal
numbers,  and  real  numbers  are explicated  €ind  analyzed.   This  chapter is  actually
a  continuation  of  the  previous  one,  because  it  ends  with  a  long  list  of  lessons
Russell  learned  from  Peano.

Finally,  in  the  last  chapter,  Rodriguc7,-Consuegra  re-examines  the  "Philosophical
and   Methodological   Problems"   confronting   Russell.      Like   Frege   before   him,
Russell's  methodology  is  best  understood  by  examining  the  use  of  definitions,
which are the linchpins of his entire enterprise.   We also see a clear emergence of
Russell's  use of abstraction,  logical analysis, and  relational  logic.

I now move  from a  review of the book  itself to a wider discussion of Russellian
scholarship.   Since 1990, there has been a renaissance in Russellian scholarship, of
which  this  book  is  a  part,  primarily  motivated  by  new  explorations  of Russcll's
work  from  the  misguided  idealism  of  the  late  1890s  to  the  publication  of  his
lectures  on  "The  Philosophy  of  Logical  Atomism"  in  1917-1918.     During  this

period, Russell churned out an enormously rich, deep, and lasting legacy.  Consider
just a few of his publications:   "The I.ogic of Relations"  in 1901,  the discovery of
Russell's Paradox in 1901  (if not earlier) and communicated to Frege in 1902, the
Pr!.#cfp/c,7 a/MclfAcma/!.cs in 1903, "On Denoting"  and  "The Existential Import of
Propositions" in 1905,  "Mathematical Philosophy Based on a Theory of Types" in
1908,Prf.#cj.pi.aMafAcmaf!.ccl(withWhitehead)in1910,hisunpub]ishedmanuscript
7lrfecory a/K#ow/edge in 1913, "On Scientific Method in Philosophy" in 1914, Owr
K#ow/edge a/fAc Ex/cr#¢/ War/cJ in 1914, and the profound "Philosophy of Logical
Atomism"   in  1917-1918.     During  these  two  decades,  Russell   found  the  most
Important paradox of the century. cxplicatcd his  theory of descriptions and  theory
of types, constructed his logical atomism, re-invigorated cmpiricjsm, and developed
new  logical  techniques.   He played  a  leading role  in  the  rise  of logicism.   Russell
also  had  formative  interactions  with  Peano,  Fregc,  Couturat,  Whitehead,  Moore,
James,  Hardy,  Wittgenstein,  and  Dewey.    In  addition,  the  Russell  of this  period
directly inspired  Wittgenstein's work,  and  later stimulated  the  work of American
logicians  (Lewis,  Sheffer,  and  Quine),  the  Vienna  Circle  (especially  Carnap  and
Ayer),  and  the  anti-Circle  Popper and  G6del.    Arguably,  Russell  is  also  the  key
counterpoint  of linguistic philosophy,  where  he  is  both  a  godfather  and  favorite
target.

Yet, surprisingly, at  the end of the 1980s,  Russell was  the scholastic equivalent of

yesterday's   papers.       From   Russell's   death   in   1970   until   1989,   Russellian
scholarship  seemed  sparse,  mostly  mopping  up  old  encounters,  and  leaving  the
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Impression  that  work  on  Russell  had  been  exhausted.     Russell  never  wanted
disciples, and he didn't have many.   Ayer, Quine, and many others associated with
Russell were too independent, talented, and honest to become Russell's mouthpiece.
Also,  Russell's  clear, straightforward prose left little room for re-interpretation.

Russell's  errors  were  well  known,  and  his  virtues  forgotten.    One  of  my  own

professors  once  asked  me,  "How  can  you  like  Russell,  when  he  was  so  wrong
about everything he ever wrote?"   There were many in academic philosophy who
shared a disdain for Russell.

There was also an important, powerful crossing current -- the almost mythic figure
of  Wittgenstein,  who  seemed  to  become  all  things  to  some  people.    Elizabeth
Anscombe  once wrote  that it was a tragedy that Wittgcnslcin had become a  "cult
figure."   It was a double tragedy because Wittgeustcin's popularity was at Russell's
expense.   For example, the Derek Jarman film on Wittgenstcin pictures Russell as
a  doddering  and  perplexed  oaf,  whereas  Wittgcnstein  is  heroically  tortured  and
relentlessly`driven   to   uncover   the   truth   in   the   world.      In   my   view,   many

philosophers arc now emerging from the shadow or Wittgenstein, and welcome a
reassessment of Russell.

Russell was, after all, his own worst critic, and, after his death, other critics finally
had  the  field  to  themselves.    Michael  Dummett  pushed  Frege,  often at  Russell's
expense.    Richard  Rorty  pushed  pragmatism,  Derrida,  or  both,  finding  Russell
mistaken,  old-fashioned,  and  philosophically  quaint.    It was  hard  to  find  a  good
word  about  Russell  anywhere.      Hc   seemed   destined   for  quick  relegation   to
obscurity,  not escalating significance.

All  of  that  began  to  change  in  1990,  when  Hylton  published  his  magnificem
Russell,    Idealism   and   the   Emergence   of   Analytical   Philosopky.       Hyltor\
demonstrated that Russell's early work had been insufficiently examined.   For too
long,  Russell's own analysis and that of his critics was taken to be the rinal word.
But  Hylton  showed  that  fresh  iusights  could  be  found,  and  lhat  there  was  a
voluminous   amount   of  unpublishcd   material   that   needed   scrutiny.      Such   an
entexprise showed a depth and  force  in Russell's work thal recalled the  relevance
of  Frege's   Fow#dr/r.o#s   a/ Ari.JAmc/i.c   and   the   fruitfulness   of  Wittgenstein's
rr¢cjcljws.  In my view, the great achievement of Hyllon's book was its productive
unpacking  of Russell's  elegant  prose,  revealing  an  underlying  and  little-realized
appreciation of the difficulties involved in tackling philosophical problems.   There
was  more  to  Russell than we  thought.

So,   the   publication   of   Rodriguez-Consuegra's   book   is   an   exciting   event   in
Russellian  scholarship,  part  of  the  new  wave  of Russellian  studies.    It  adds  an
Important and  scholarly  voice  to  the  growing  number of excellent  commentators
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on Russell's early,  most prolific work.

The Mathematical Philosophy of Bertrand Russell is also an .importa" ever[+ in the
European  study  of  Russell,  which  has  previously  been  less  interesting  and  less

prevalent  than  in Anglo-Austrian-American circles.   Many  German scholars  find
Russell  important,  but  simply  view  him  as  a  foil  for  Wittgenstein,  ignoring  the
apparent similarities  between Russell  and  Husserl,  particularly  the  Russell  found
in the 1913 7lheory a/K#ow/cdgc manuscript.   Rodriguez-Cousuegra is one of the
most visible and capable  leaders of a vanguard of Russellian students  on  the rest
of the continent,  principally found  to date in France,  Spain,  and  Italy.

Among Russc\l scholars, the kick agaius+ The Mathematical Philosophy Of Bertrand
RwSsc// is  that Rodriguez-Consuegra is a bit too  rapid  in drawing his  conclusions
and  that  many  of his  interpretations  are  questionable.    Granlcd,  there  is  much  to
debate  here,  which  is  good  news.     The  carly  Russell  provides  much  grist  for

philosophical  thought,  both  in  what  hc  covers  and  in  what  he  leaves  out.    The
wisdom  of Russell's  premises,  methodology,  theories,  corrections,  deletions,  and
historical  scholarship  is  questionable.    Thcrc  arc  many  alternative  intcrprctations
within  and  outside  of the  theory  of descriptions,  the  nature  of propositions,  and
other  aspects  of  Russell's  thought  that  are  now  again  open  to  discussion.     In

philosophy, nothing is settled, and Russell himsell` welcomed criticism as the road
to  progress.    But  Rodriguez-Consuegra  has  given  us  a  formative,  well-reasoned,
tough, and comprchcusivc discussion of Russell's mathematical philosophy.  He has
also led the renaissance of Russell studies in Anglo-Austrian-American circles, and

provided  a powerful  voice  for Russellian scholarship  in  the  rest  of Europe.    7lfec
Mathematical Philosophy Of Bertrand Russell ±s z\ bock +hat car\not be igrrored.

###
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"AND SWEAR YOU'LL NEVER FORGET"
A VIDEO REVII]W 0F

THE GREA;I WAR AND THE SHAPING
OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

REVIEWED BY
CLIFF HENKE

Reviower's Note..   We continue this series of video reviews with more new twists.
This  column  i,s  the  fiirst  to  examine  a  work  that  touches  on  themes  raised  by
Russell's  life work and looks  at events important  in his life.   It is  also the first to
review a documentary.

Seven decades  after the war's  end,  the  "eleventh hour of the eleventh day  of the
eleventh  month"  that  marks  Armistice  Day  is  but  an  afterthought  to  most  of us.
This is especially true of Americans, who were never comfortable with involvement
in the Great War anyway.   It was viewed here as a European affair, and, when the
United  States  finally entered  the war,  it did so veiling its  interest  in protecting its
commerce "to make the world safe for democracy" in Woodrow Wilson's famous
words.

Of course,  wc now  know,  it did not, and given the greedy  terms  of the Treaty of
Versailles,  it  might  have  actually  endangered democracy's chances  in places  like
Germany,  Russia,  Italy,  and Austria.

These facts are sad enough, given the teus ()f millions who lost their lives or parts
of their b()dies ()r minds in the struggle.   But the residue of hatred catalyzed by the
Great War set  the stage  for even  more  gruesome  theater and still  plays out  to  this
day  in  the  Balkans  and  trams-Caucasus.

The  lessons  of territorial  ambition  and  ethnic  hatred  as  impulses  for war remain
lost  of some,  to  the  detriment  of  the  rest.    These  lessors  were  all  too  painfully
known to  Russell himself.   He paid a high price for his objections to the war.   He
lost both liberty and  livelihood at  the peak of his  reputation.   He broke with dear
friends,  including his  mentor and collaborator Alfred  North Whitehead.

Yet,  Russell's  courage  needs  to  be  fully  appreciated  in  light  of two  other  facts.
First,  although he had Marxist and Bolshevik sympathies during the war,  his visit
to  the  Soviet  Union  in  the  1920s  tuned  him  against  that  brand  ot` communism.
Second, while  he was vehemently against the First World war,  he was vociferous
in support of the  Second  World War.   The difference  lay in what  he viewed  as a
diametrical contrast of purposes:   in his view the first war was to execute national
ambition and  the  second  to defend against hegemonic  tyranny.
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Although  Russell's  role  is  curiously absent from this  production,  Russell  himself
would  be  proud  of  this  magisterial  joint  production  of  the  BBC  and  the  Los
Angclcs  public  television  station  KCET,  in  association  with  the  Imperial  War
Museum  of  Great  Britain,  because  all  his  rationale  for  hating  the  Great  War  is
eloquently presented.  Executive Producer Blaine Baggett and his team lay it all out
for us in eight two-hour episodes, five years and five milli()n dollars in the making.
The  first six episodes give us  the war itselt`:   the  raw  national  lust for power and
militarism  that  drove  all  of Europe  to  distemper,  the  miscalculation  and  foolish
repeat of the old military adage that we are always preparing to f`ight the last war,
the political  intransigence  that drove  the soldiers  themselves  to  rebel  against  their
leaders in the conflict's next-to-last year and, most of all the interminable, incessant
carnage that almost unexpectedly stopped in 1918.  The last two episodes detail the
larger effects:    the political  aftermath  that led  to  the  next world  war,  the  birth  of
nihilist  philosophy  and  literature  and  dadaist  an  in  Weimar  Germany,  and  the

popularization of spiritualism, seances, and other attempts to speak with dead loved
ones  in France  and Britain.

Interviews with some of the world's most respected Great War historians give the
episodes authority and  keen insight.   Cambridge  Univcrsity's Jay Winter co-wrote
many  of  the  cpisodcs  and  is  also  credited  as  the  series  chief  historical  advisor.
There are also volumes of letters, diaries, newspaper accounts, and other first-hand
material  that  add  further credibility.   And  because  the  Great  War happened  after
the invention of cinema, there arc clips of fascinating and at times harrowing detail,
some of which was never before viewed by a mass audience.  The ones of a soldier
having a twitching, heaving nervous breakdown because of "shell-shock" and those
of "the men with broken faces," as the French call them, who have noses gone and
faces  hideously shattered  being fitted  l`or  masks  are  two  that  I  will  never forget.

Salome  Gens  gives  the  narration an  Old  World,  yet  personal,  dignity  that  makes
this loaded material even more evocative.   The use of actors such as Gens, Jeremy
Irons,   Ralph  Fiennes,   Martin  I.andau,   Ruth  Stapleton,   and  others   to  read  the

personal  accounts  mentioned  above  borrows  heavily  from  a  technique  that  Ken
Burns made popular.  This series compliments Burns' most famous work, 7lfec Ci.v!./
War,  handsomely.

It is in this technique that Irons, reading the poetry and other words of the famous
British poet Siegfried  Sasson,  almost steals  the  show.   Sasson wrote poetry  from
the  front,  then was  sent  to  convalesce  in a  Liverpool  hospital  from  shell  shock in
the  middle  of  the  war.     It  was  in  hospital  where  he  wrote  some  of  the  most
eloquent opposition to the war, and as a result was dcclarcd temporarily insane and
not allowed to return to his men.   Finally, he renounced some of his opposition and
went back to  the  front where  he was  wounded near the war's  end.
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"Does it matter -- losing your legs?" asks SassonHrons after the boys come home.
"For people  will  always be  kind,  and  you  need  not show  that  you  mind  when  the

others come in after hunting to gobble their muffins and eggs."   This kind of bluer,

graphic,  ironic  tonic  that Sasson and others provided was  desperately needed, but
ignored, before, during, and after the Great War.   Yet, as Baggett's stunning work
illustrates,  neither  the  populace  nor  their  leaders  would  ever come  to  grips  with
why it went on for so long, or mind  the reasons for it in the first place, leading to
an even bigger tragedy merely  two-decades  later.

Some  reviewers  of this  series  have  said  that  they  t`elt  caught  up  in  the  crea[or's
anger at  all  this  waste  after viewing  it.    I  felt  profound  sadness,  not  anger,  after
seeing  it.    I  was  sad  for  what  now  seems  upon  reflection  to  be  inevitable,  for
lessons not learned, for warnings unheeded.  Perhaps Sasson's words at the end can
explain:   "Have you forgotten yet?", Irons begins to read,  "For the world's events
have rumbled on since those gagged days, like traffic checked while at the crossing
of city ways .... Do you remember the stretcher cases lurching back with dying eyes
and lolling heads, those ashen-grey masks of the lads who once were keen and kind
and gay?   Have you forgotten yet?   I.ook up, and swear by the green of the spring
that you'll  never forget."

I  assure  you will  not after viewing  it.

###
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The Berlrand Russell Society was founded in 1974 to foster a better understanding
of Russell's  work and  to  promote  ideas  and  causes  he  thought  important.    The
Society's motto is Russell's statement, "The good life is one inspired by love and
guided by knowledge."

The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly is published in February, May, August, and
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John Shosky
BRS
1806 Rollius Drive
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FROM TIIE EDITOR
JOHN SHOSKY

ARERICAN UNIVERSITY

This edition and the next primarily will present papers and information about the
1997 Annual Meeting, held in St.  Petersburg at the campus  of the  University of
South Florida.

First,  by popular demand, Board Chairman Ken Blackwell has submitted a copy
of the BRS  By-I.aws.   These By-haws  have proven indispensable at our armual
meetings and are obviously important in condueting the business of our society. I
suggest you keep this edition handy for easy reference to this society constitution.

Next you will find the minutes of the annual meeting and a list of attendees.

There is also a paper by Victoria Patton, wirmer of the 1996 BRS Student paper
Prize.    When presented  at  the  1996  armual  meeting  in Amherst,  New  York,  in
absentia by Katie  Kendig standing in for hds.  Patton,  the  audience  expressed  its
great pleasure at the careful scholarship evident in this analysis of Russell's theory
of judgment.   I highly recommend this valuable paper to you.

There is also a video review of a recent J#fermaf!.o#aJ Bi.ograpky program on the
life of Bertrand Russell.

If you haven't  filled out  a membership  profile  form,  please  do  so  we  can lean
more about your interest in, and appreciation of, Russell.

As explained in the last issue, the cover drawing is by Iva Petkova, an outstanding
artist from Sofia, Bulgaria.

Again, my apologies for the delayed appearance of this issue.   The fault is entirely
mine.   We'll try to get the gwarfer/y back on schedule.   The November issue will
follow  this  one  within  a  few  weeks.    The  February  issue  will  be  out  at  the
beginning of March, 1999.

Again, I thank my assistant editors, Katie Kendig and Robert Bamard.

###

BYI.AWS OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIHTY, INC.
Revised June 1984; revised June 1985

AIic]e 1. Name

The name of this organization shall be The Bertrand Russell Society,
Inc.  It may also be referred to as "the  Society"  or "the BRS".

Article 2. Ains

The aims of this Society are:  (1) to promote interest in the life and
work of Bertrand Russell; (2) to bring together persons interested in any aspect
of the foregoing;  (3) to promote causes that Russell championed.

Article 3. Motto

The Society's motto shall be Russell's statement:  "The good life is one
inspired by love and guided by knowledge."

Article 4. Power and Authority

Ultimate authority resides in the Members.  The Members elect the
Directors. The Directors elect the Officers. The Officers make decisions and
take action.

Article 5. Membership

Sccf[.on I.  Ge#craJ.  Membership in the Society shall be open to all persons and
organizations interested in Bertrand Russell and the Society's activities. Types
of membership shall be:  Individual, Couple, Student, Limited Income, Life,
Organization, and Honorary. Dues shall be set by the Board of Directors, and
are to be paid armually. Life members shall pay dues only once in an amount
set by the Board.  Honorary members pay no dues. Life and Honorary
memberships are for life unless terminated for cause, as specified hereafter.

Secfjow 2. /ndl.w.dra/ McmbcrsAzZ?.  Individual Membership shall be available to
all persons.

Scc/joe 3.  Cowp/c Menbcrsrfeip.  Couple Membership shall be available to two
persons sharing the same mail address.  Each person shall have one vote;  two
mail ballots shall be sent, but only one copy of other Society mailings.

Sccfl.ow 4. Sfwdewf Membcrsfefp.  Student Membership shall be open to any



student eurolled in an educational institution and who is less than 25 years old.

Sccft.ow 5. £froz.fed J#comc McmbcrsAt.p. Limited Income Membership shall be
available to a person who, as the name implies, is living on a limited income.

Secfl.ow 6. £!re Mcmbcrs4z.p.  Life Membership can be conferred on any person
who meets the minimum dues set by the Board of Directors  for Life
Membership.

Sccfl.ow 7. J7o#orary Membcr£Ai.p.  Honorary Membership may be conferred on a
person who has been nominated by a member and approved by two-thirds of the
Directors voting, after having met one or more of the following conditions:  (1)
is a member of Bertrand Russell's family; (2) had worked closely with Russell
in an important way; (3) has made a distinctive contribution to Russell
scholarship; (4) has acted in support of a cause or idea that Russell championed;
(5) has promoted awareness of Russell or of Russell's work; (6) has exhibited
qualities of character (such as moral courage) reminiscent of Russell.  Honorary
Members have  the same rights and responsibilities as Individual Members, but
they pay no dues.

Section 8. Organization Membership. Me"hership of organizzLtLons--such as
libraries, associations, corporations--is available upon payment of dues and

approval of the President.  Dues shall be higher than for a Couple.  Organizations
may not vote or be on the Board.  Only one copy of Society mailings shall be
sent.

Sccfi.ow 9.  Co#di.fi.our a/Mcmbers„!P.  Application for membership shall be made
in writing, submitting name, address, and correct amount of dues.  The Board
may refuse an application, in which case the President must notify the applicant
within 30 days, stating why the application was turned down.

Membership terminates when a member fails to pay dues, resigns, dies,
or is expelled.

Any member--including Life or Honorary--may be expelled for
seriously obstructing the Society's business, misappropriating the Society's name
or funds or acting in a way that discredits the Society. The expulsion procedure
consists  of five steps:

Sfcp I.  A formal expulsion proposal shall be presented in writing to the Board
by any member.

Sfcp 2.  The Board shall examine the evidence.  If a majority of the Board
Members voting decides, either by mail ballot or at a meeting, that expulsion

may be appropriate, the matter will be submitted to, and decided by, the
members. This shall be done by mail, or at an Annual Meeting if one is
scheduled within two months.If it is to be done by mail:

Sfcp 3.  The case against the member shall be presented in the next newsletter or
by a special mailing.

Sfep 4.  In the following newsletter, or in a second special mailing, the accused
member shall present a defense against the charge. A ballot shall be included in
the second newsletter or second special mailing, so that members can vote on
whether to expel.If the expulsion process takes place at an Annual Meeting:

Sfcp 4'. The equivalent of Steps 3 and 4 shall be followed, that is, the case
against the member shall be presented, after which the accused shall present his
defense; and then the members present shall vote on whether to expel.The
President shall notify the accused member as soon as  the result of the vote is
known.

Article 6. The Board of Directors

Sccfl.ow I. Jtespousfoj/I.fjes.  The Board of Directors (also referred to as "the
Board") shall be responsible for Society affairs and policy, and shall elect the
Officers. The Board shall be subject to these Bylaws and to the Bylaws of The
Board of Directors of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.

Sccft.o» 2.  Cousfz.fztft.o».  The Board shall consist of not less  than six nor more
than 24 elected members. Society Officers are ex-officio members of the Board.
Elected and ex-officio Board members shall have the same rights and
responsibilities.

Members may nominate candidates for the Board, or volunteer to be
nominated as candidates.  Directors are elected to three-year terms that start on
January 1  of the following year; one-third are elected every year. Directors may
be reelected.  If a Director dies, resigns, or is expelled, the Board may fill the
unexpired term with any member.

Article 7. Officers

Sccfi.ow I.  Gc»cra/.  The Society shall have the following Officers:  President,
Vice-President, Treasurer, and Secretary. There may also be other
Vice-Presidents whose duties shall be specified by the Board.  Officers shall be
at least 18 years old and shall have been members for at least one year. They
shall be elected by a majority of the Directors present and voting at the Board's



Annual Meeting. An Officer's term of office lasts until the next election of
Officers, the following year.  No one shall hold more than one Office at a time,
except that the same person shall be Secretary of the Society and Secretary of
the Board. An Officer may be removed or suspended by a majority of the Board
members voting. An Officer may resign by notifying the Chairman of Board in
writing.  If an Office becomes vacant, the Board shall elect a successor to fill the
unexpired term. If an Officer is temporarily unable to serve, the Board may
elect a temporary replacement.

Secfi.on 2.  77!c Pres'ife»f. The President shall be the Chief Executive Officer,
coordinating the work of other Officers and Committees.  Other Officers and
Committee Chairmen shall consult the President about their activities, and
submit a written report on their activities to him one monffo bc/ore frfec An»ztaJ
Mccfl.»g, with a copy to the Chairman. The President shall promptly inform the
Chairman of any major decisions. After the Board has selected the site and time
of the next Annual Meeting, or of a Special Meeting, the President shall be
responsible for making all Meeting arrangements, including compiling the
Meeting's agenda. The President shall chair the Meeting. The President shall
report regularly, through the BRS newsletter.

Scclfo" 3.  Zlife Vfoc-Preside#f. The Vice-President becomes President if the
President's Office becomes vacant; and assumes  the office temporarily if the
vacancy is temporary.  The Vice-President shall assist the President as requested.

Secf!.o# 4.  Zlbc Sccrcf¢ry.  The Secretary shall:  (1) record  the  minutes  of Society
and Board meetings; (2) handle Society and Board correspondence;  (3) maintain
a permanent file of Society and Board Bylaws and other corporate documents,
including minutes of Society and Board meetings, Officers'  and Committee
Chairmen's reports, newsletters, correspondence; (4) maintain a permanent
record of Society and Board decisions, rules, motions made and carried;  (5)
have custody of the Society's corporate seal.

Sccfi.ow 5.  7lhe rrcaswrer. The Treasurer shall:  (1) keep records of money
received and spent;  (2) safeguard Society funds; (3) invest funds, with Board
approval; (4) submit an annual budget to the Board;  (5) submit quarterly and
annual reports, for publication in the BRS newsletter.

Sccfi.ow 6.  Offocr vice-Presi.de»ts. The Office of "Vice-President/ ..."  may be
created and filled by the Board. There is no comection between this  Office and
that of the Vice-President.

Article 8. Committees

Sccfjow I.  Gc#cr4/.  There shall be standing ®ermanent) and ad hoc (temporary)
Committees.  Each shall have a Chairman, and may have a Co-Chairman and
other members. A member may serve on, or chair, more than one Committee.
Committee  Chairmen shall consult with the President about their activities, and
describe them in a written report to the President one mo#fh bc/ore fAe A##eta/
Mcef I.»g, with a copy to the Chaiinan.

Sccft.ow 2.  Commz.ffees.  The  Board shall establish standing and ad hco
Committees, and appoint their Chairmen who, in turn, appoint Committee
Members.  Each Committee shall provide the Secretary with a written statement
of Committee aims and procedures.

Article 9. Meetings

Sccfi.on I. A##wa/ "cefl.#gr.  The Society shall hold an Annual Meeting, at a
time and site determined by the Board and I.# fz.me fo gt.vc fAc members ar /east
two mo»fds' »ofz.cc a/ fAc Mceffrog. As to time:  it should suit the convenience of
as many members as possible. As to site:  it should be either (a) near locations
of special interest to the BRS, or a) near population centers having many
members. Any member may propose agenda items, in writing, to the President,
in advance of the Meeting.  At Meetings, items may be added to the agenda with
approval of the majority of the members present. Six members constitute a
quorum.

Sccti'ow 2. Speci.a/ 4/ccffrogr. Any member may write to the Chairman requesting
a Special Meeting, claiming that an emergency exists requiring immediate
action. The Chairman shall decide whether the request merits consideration by
the Board; if it does, the Chairman shall promptly inform the Board, which shall
decide, within three weeks, by mail ballot, whether, when and where to hold a
Special Meeting. The Special Meeting shall be held no later than six weeks after
the Chairman's initial receipt of the request. The Chairman shall amounce the
Special Meeting to all members by letter, as soon as possible. A quorum shall
consist of the members present.

Sccfi.ow 3. Board a/Di.rccfors' Mccf!.#gr.  The Board shall hold its Annual
Meeting during the Society's Annual Meeting and at the same site. The Board
may also hold Special Meetings, in accordance with its own Bylaws. Board
Meetings shall be open to Society members.



Article 10. Publications

Sccji.o# I. JvewsJeffcr. The Society shall publish a newsletter at regular intervals.

Secfi.o# 2.  Ofifer PwbJz.cafi.our.  The  Society may authorize other publications.

Article 11. Voting

Sccr;o# I.  Cener4J.  All members, other than Organization Members, shall be
entitled to vote. All votes shall have equal value. Members may vote by proxy.
In contests of more than two candidates or choices, a plurality shall be
sufficient.

Sccfjo" 2.  Voffrog dy Ma#.  Voting may be by mail. Ballots shall be sent to all
eligible members, either in the BRS newsletter or by special mailing. The
deadline for the return of ballots shall be not less than three weeks from the
date ballots are mailed by first class mail, not less than four weeks if mailed
third class.  Ballots must go first class to Canada and Mexico, and by airmail to
other foreign countries. Mail ballots shall be tallied by the Elections Cbmmittee,
and verified by the Secretary. Ballots for the Board's voting by mail shall be
tallied by the Chaiman, and verified by the Secretary; the Chairman may
designate a substitute for the Secretary.

Article 12. Amendments to These Bylaws

Sccfi.o# I.  Voffrog fo Amc#d af a Mccfi.#g.  These Bylaws may be amended at a
Society Meeting by a majority vote of those members present and voting.

Sccfjon 2.  Voting fo Amend by Ma!.J. These Bylaws may also be amended by
mail ballot. The proposed changes, with supporting arguments, will appear in
the BRS newsletter or a special mailing. In the following BRS newsletter or
second special mailing, other views, including opposing views, will appear,
along with a mail ballot. To pass, the Amendment must be approved by a
majority of the ballots cast.

BYIAWS OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

Revised June 1984

Article 1. Responsibilities and Ol)]igations

The Board of Directors (also referred to as "the Board") has these
responsibilities:  (1) to set policy for the Society's affairs, and (2) to elect
officers of the Society and of the Board. The Board has these obligations: to be

governed by these Bylaws and by the Society's Bylaws.

Article 2. Membership

Membership shall be in accord with Article 5 of the Society's Bylaws.

Article 3. Off[cers

Sccf[.on I.  7lrfec Chai.rman.  The Chairman shall be elected by a majority of the
Directors present and voting at the Board's Annual Meeting. The Chairman's
term of office shall start as soon as elected, and shall run till the next election,
at the Annual Board Meeting the following year. The Chairman may be
reelected. The Chairman presides at Board Meetings, and rules on procedure.

If the Chairman is absent, the Directors may elect an Acting Chairman.
If the office of Chairman is vacant, the Directors shall elect a new Chairman as
soon as possible, at an Annual or Special Meeting or by mail ballot. The votes
shall be tallied by the Acting Chairman and verified by the Secretary. The
Chairman may be removed from office by a majority of Directors present and
voting at a meeting, with the Secretary presiding.

Sccfi.on 2.  7lfoc Sccrcf¢ry. The Secretary shall be elected by a majority of the
Directors present and voting at the Board's Amunl Meeting. The Secretary's
term of office shall start as soon as elected, and shall run till the next election,
at the Annual Board Meeting the following year. The Secretary may be
reelected.  The Secretary of the Board and the Secretary of the Society shall be
the same person.  If the Secretary is absent from a Meeting, the Chairman shall
appoint an Acting Secretary.

Article 4. Voting

Voting shall be in accord with Article 11 of the Society's Bylaws,
except as follows:  the Chaiman's vote counts as one except in a tie, when it



counts as two.

Article 5. Committees

Committees may be created by the Board, to perform Board functions,
and shall follow Board iustructious.

Article 6. Meetings

Sccfl.ow I. A##waJ Board Meeri.#g. The Board shall meet annually, at some time
during a Society Annual Meeting, and at the same site.  Society Members may
attend Board Meetings.

Sccfl.on 2. Specja/ Board Meefingr.  A Special Board Meeting shall be called by
the Chairman when at least three Directors request it, stating the purpose. In
choosing the time and site, the Chairman shall aim to achieve the largest

possible attendance by Directors.

Sccfi.ow 3. Agendc].  The Agenda for Board Meetings shall be prepared by the
Chairman. Additious to the Agenda may be made by any Director, with the
concurrence of the Chairman.

Sccfi.on 4.  gworiw7®.  The quorum for any Board Meeting is  three Directors.

Article 7. Amendments to Board Bylaws

Any Director may propose an amendment.

At an Annual or Special Meeting, a majority vote of the Directors

present and voting shall cany the proposed amendment.

When an amendment is proposed by the Chairman, in writing, between
Meetings, the Chairman shall decide whether to hold the proposal for the next
Meeting or put it to an earlier vote by mail.  For voting by mail, the Chairman
shall promptly notify the Directors by a special mailing of the proposed
amendment, with supporting arguments, requesting opposing arguments by 21
days after the date of mailing. Thereafter, the Chairman shall mail the opposing
arguments, and a ballot,  to the Directors, with a voting deadline of 21  days after
the date of mailing. The votes shall be tallied by the Chairman, and verified by
the Secretary, who shall notify the Directors of the outcome.
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MINUTEs oF THE ANNUAL n4EETING
PETER STONE

UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER

The  1998 Annual Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society took place
at the Ethics Center of the University of South Florida, St. Petersburg campus,
located at 100 5th Avenue South, St. Petersburg, Florida. The meeting ran from
Friday, June 19, to Sunday, June 21.

This year, the Society held its Annual Business Meeting in conjunction with the
Annual Meeting of the Board of Directors. These minutes record the decisions
of both meetings.

Peter Stone announced the results of the elections to the Board of Directors held
at the beginning of the year. The eight Board members elected were Ken
Blackwell, Dennis Darland, Gladys Leithauser, John I+enz, Stephen Reinhardt,
David Rodier, Tom Stanley, and Ruile Ye.

John Lenz chaired the joint meeting. Ken Blackwell and Peter Stone took notes.
Board Members present were James Alouf, Ken Blackwell, Dennis Darland, Jan
I.oeb Eisler, John Lenz, Stephen Reinhardt, Michael Rockler, Peter Stone, and
Ruile Ye.

The Board then took up the issue of electing Board and Society officers. The
following individuals were unanimously elected:

Chairman--Ken Blackwcll
President--John Lenz
Vice President--Jam Iloeb Eisler
Secretary q3oard and Society)--Peter Stone
Treasurer--Dennis Darland

The process of nominating and electing officers required the
reassignment of a few responsibilities. M. Blackwell agreed to take over from
Mr. Lenz the job of managing the Russell-I listserve. He will also take on
the responsibility of pursuing additional renewals this year. In addition, hdr.
Darland may be unable to perform his duties as treasurer for part of the year,
and so Blackwell and Lenz later agreed to work out an arrangement to take over
his duties temporarily. These duties include keeping a computerized version of
the membership list, printing out labels for the Society newsletter, handling the
Society's money, and keeping track of who has paid dues and who owes the
Society money.  In addition, Darland also sent out postcards to delinquent
members in the past; in light of the Society's current membership problems (to
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be discussed later), it will be necessary to resume this practice as soon as

possible.

The Board then took up the subject of the next annual meeting. Alan Schwerin,
a professor at Monmouth College, volunteered to arrange holding the meeting at
Monmouth. The chair of his department would support this move, there is a
very good limo service available to provide transportation, the drive from
Newark Airport is not too bad, and there may even be dorm space available.
Ms. Eisler moved that the next meeting be held at Monmouth College at a time
to be arranged by Schwerin and Lenz. The Board ummmously approved the
motion.

The site for the annual meeting in 2000 was also briefly discussed. Mr. Rockler
would like the meeting to move back to the West Coast, or possible the
Midwest. He noted the meeting hadn't been held in either area since the 1993
meeting in San Diego. M. Lenz thought that it would be necessary to have
someone on site to organize the meeting there, but Mr.  Rockler and a few others
disagreed.

Mr. Stone inquired if another joint meeting will be held in 2000 with the
Humanist Society of Canada, the Council for Democratic and secular
Humanism, and others; Mr. Lenz and hdr.  Blackwell responded that it might be,
but that nothing was definite yet. Stefan Anderson indicated that he might
within a year or two be able to organize a meeting at Vancouver.   No final
decision was reached.

The Society then discussed the question of incorporation.  Don Jackanicz,  the
BRS's Secretary for many years, had handled the paperwork for our continued
incorporation in Illinois. He has now asked the Society to be relieved of this
duty within a year. This means that the Society must forego continued
incorporation, find a new agent in Illinois to incorporate us, or reincoxporate in
another state.

Two specific options were discussed. Jan I.oeb Eisler amounced to the Society
that the Center for Inquiry in Buffalo is willing to incorporate the BRS at its
address and handle all the paperwork. The Center would apply for nonprofit
status for the Society in New York and act as agent for the state's amual report.
It would also provide a permanent space for the BRS at the Center, including
space for a Scoiety library (as part of their larger collection) and commission a
sculpture or painting of Russell for the Clenter.

Ms. Eisler read a letter from Paul Kurtz at the Center outlining the proposal.
She strongly endorsed the move.  Other members, including Mr.  Blackwell and
Mr. Rockler, were more wary.  Rockler was unsure what "affiliation" with the
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Center would entail. Blackwell also expressed concern that humanism
represented only one of Russell's interests, and that affiliation with a humanist
center would suggest that the Society was uninterested in other aspects of
Russell's  life and thought (including even positive aspects of religion). He
thought that it would be better for all of Russell's interests (including
humanism) if the BRS remained independent in both appearance and fact. In
addition, Mr. I.ere wanted to know whether the Center would help us publicize
the Society amongst the many people connected to the Center.

The second option discussed involved finding an independent agent in Illinois
willing to serve as a registered agent for the BRS. The Scoiety would have to
locate such an agent, probably through the Secretary of State's office (M.
Jackanicz would know how to do this), but for an as-yet undetemined yearly
fee this agent would do all the work for us. Either way, the BRS would need a
new address by January 1999, unless M. Jackanicz could be persuaded to give
the Society another year.

In the end, the Society agreed to seek out an agent in Illinois willing to do the
work for us and inquire into the price. This was agreed to with two abstentions.
The Society also decided by a 9-6 vote (no abstentions) to obtain more
information as to what affiliation with the Center for Inquiry would entail. Mr.
Lenz and Ms. Eisler will prepare a mailing to the Board of Directors on the
topic by September.

Mr. Lenz raised several issues for Mr. John Shosky, who was unable to attend.
First Shosky wanted to solicit materials from the membership for the newsletter,
especially membership profiles. Second, he nominated Peter Strawson for
Honorary membership in the Society. Mr. Stone moved successfully that the
Board table this nomination until Shosky can provide a short statement in
support of his nomination. Third, he announced that there are two organizations
in Eastern Europe that wish to obtain organizational memberships in the BRS--
the Institute of I.ogic of the Academy of Sciences in Prague, and the Irrstitute of
Social Science at the University of Plovdid in Bulgaria. The Society advised
Shosky to check the bylaws; no vote should be necessary on this action (in any
event, no one seemed to have any objection to the new memberships).

The Society also made several requests of the editor of the BRS gwarfcrJy
(Shosky).  Mr. Blackwell requested that Shosky provide in a future issue a list of
all the BRS's honorary members and award recipients, as well as a copy of the
Bylaws of the Society and Board of Directors.   M. Lenz also requested a list of
all the BRS's members, which used to be published armunlly in the Quarterly.
Some objected that there may be people who would not want the publicity. And
so it was agreed that people should be given a chance to indicate that they do
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not want their names publicized in a non-commercial way. This should be done
on the membership renewal form;  the Editor should make the appropriate
changes before renewal time.

A motion was made to rename the Society's Service Award (an ad hoe award
given to members who perform outstanding service to the Society) for Lee
Eisler. The motion was unanimously approved with one abstention.

The Society discussed publicity. Among the methods discussed were slipping
BRS bookmarks into books in bookstores and print ads (the latter having been
discontinued, without any loss in now memberships according to M.  Lenz).

A large number of members have so far failed to renew this year. The Society
agreed that the renewal form in the Quarterly must be made more visible, and if
possible a return envelope should be provided in the Quarterly.

Mr. Schwerin advised the BRS to hold sessions at the APA's annual meetings.
Mr. Lenz explained that the Society did indeed have such meetings but has not
done so lately for lack of someone to organize them.  Schwerin will look into
doing Russell events at the APA

his. Eisler inquired if the BRS was in arrears with its membership in the
International Humanist Ethical Union. Mr.  I+era claims we were given an
honorary membership but fears that the IHEU has forgotten this. He will write
to  the Union.

M.  Schwerin suggested that the BRS hold an annual paper contest, much as the
Leibniz Society apparently does.  Mr.  Lenz informed him that the BRS has such
a contest but that in recent years no contest has been held due to lack of an
effective committee to run it. He will look into reviving it.

hds. Eisler asked how much money it costs the BRS to have a membership. No
one had an effective answer.

MEETING AITENDEES

Jim Alouf (Sweet Briar College, Va.)
P.O.  Box 463
Ivy, Va.   22945
alouf@sbc.edu

Stefan AIdersson
3906 17th Ave.
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Vemon, B.C.,
Canada   VIT ICI
sanderss@chass.utoronto.ca

Mlton and Cecily Aronson
Publisher, Technical Trade Journals; new BRS member
5820 Bikini S.
St.  Petersburg Beach, FL  33706
MHARON@JUNO.COM

Trevor Banks
435 Ravenhill Ave.
Ottawa, Ont., Chnada
dx525@freenet.carleton.ca

Robert Bamard
Dept. of Philosophy
University of Memphis
Memphis, TN   38152
RBARI`IARD@MEMPHS.EDU
www.people.memphis.edu/~rbamard

Ann Berdeen
American Humanist Association/IIumanist Association of St. Petersburg
7299 Mt. Piney Rd. NE
St.  Petersburg, FL   33702

Karen Betts
Campus Freethought AIliance: Humanistic Atheist Student Assoc'n at Univ.  of
Florida
3730 SW 18th St.
Gainesville, FL   32608
afn29587@afn.org

Bill Bishop
Campus Freethought Alliance
3730 SW 18th St.
Gainesville, EL   32608
afn55009@afn.org

Ken Blackwell (and Liz Blackwell)
Dept. of Philosophy
MCMaster University
Hamilton,  Ontario, Carrada
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blackwk@mcmaster.ca

Javier Bonet (and Mrs.  Bonet)
CCS  3101
P.O.  Box 025323
Miami, FL   33102-5323
jbonet@alum.mit.edu
www.sxpress.com/~jbonet

Dennis Darland
1965  Winding Hills  Rd., Apt.  1304
Davenport, IA   52807
ddarland@netius.net

Jan Loeb Eisler
Humanist Association of St.  Petersburg and  VP of BRS
13336 Gulf Blvd #304
Madeira Beach, FL   33708
HASP@gte.net

Sidncy A.  Ellis
P.O.  Box 669
St.  Petersburg,  FL   33731-0669

Joseph M.  Glynn, Jr.
625  E.  Bismark St.
Hernando, FL  34442-4726

Mitch Haney
Ethics  Center,  USF;  moving to become Asst.  Professor of Phiosophy,  USF,
Tampa
6107 9th Ave.  S.
Gulfport,  FL 33707
mhaney@bayflash.stpt.usf.edu

John R.  Lenz
Classics,  Drew University
388 Loantaka Way
Madison, NJ   07940
jlelizerrow.edu
daniel.drew.edu/~jlem

Steve Maragides
2438 Pine  Street
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Granite City, Ill.   62040

Kendall Mazurowksi
Humanist Association of St. Petersburg
3516 19th St.  N.
St.  Petersburg, FL   33713

Stephen J.  Reinhardt
2401  Pennsylvania Ave., Apt. 202
Wilmington, Delaware   19806-1402

Henrique Carlos Jales Ribeiro
Run do Tunel, no. 5, 1,
Alto Sao Joao,
3030 Coimbra, Portugal
sihine@mail.telepac.pt

Alan Schwerin
Dept.  of Political  Science &  Philosophy
Mormouth University
West I.ong Branch, NJ   07764-1898
ASCHWERI@MONDEC.MONMOUTH.EDU

Peter Stone
Political Science Department
Univ. of Rochester
Rochester, NY   14627
prse@troi.cc.rochester.edu

Christos and Alice Tzanetakos
#503 S
3120 North A-1-A
Fort Pierce, FL  34949i3865
ATHALFLC@aol.com

DavidJ.Vogt         ,
Humanist Association of St. Petersburg

Ruili Ye
P.0.  Box 683
New York, NY   10185-0683
lesalpes@yahoo.com
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RUSSELL'S THEORIES OF JUDGMENT 1903-1913
vloroRIA PATTON

UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA

[Editor's Note:   This paper won the 1996 BRS Annual Student Essay
Award.   It is printed with the permission of Ms. Patton.I

The development of Russell's theory of judgment was accompanied by a change
in his metaphysics.   In 1903, Russell believed that it was propositions that
constitute reality.   But by the time of the 1910 multiple-relation theory,

propositions were displaced from this role by facts.   With this change came a
shift in Russell's account of truth.   Truth and falsehood were no longer seen as
inexplicable properties of propositions, and something like a correspondence
theory of truth came to be adopted.   My aim in this paper is to give a detailed
outline of the development of Russell's theory, and assess his success in

providing a viable account of judgment.   In particular, I will be looking at the
change in Russell's attempt to provide an adequate account of the unity of the
proposition - a notion which will be discussed in detail below.

Section  1
I would like to begin with a few comments on Russell's 1903 account of
propositions.   Russell's view of propositions in 7lrfec Prt.~c!.p/es a/Maffematt.cs
was shaped by a reaction against the suggestion that a proposition consisted of
ideas or concepts of objects.   Russell believed that "[on this account]  ideas
become a veil between us and outside things ...  [so that in knowledge, we never
really] attain to the things we are supposed to be knowing about, but only to the
ideas of those things."1  That is, if a proposition consisted of ideas, we would
never have access to anything outside our own minds.   For Russell, who wanted
the mind to have maximum exposure to the extemal world2, this suggestion was
abhorrent.

Accordingly, Russell held that a proposition does not consist of words or ideas,

I     8.  Russell,  `Knowledge by Acquaintance and  Knowledge  by  Description  in Mystt.cism  and

Log..c,  p   221-222.  Although  this  quotation  is  taken  from  a  1911   publication,  I  think  the  ideas  it
expresses are latent in 7lhe Pwhcfp/es a/M¢hemndes.  At any rate, it was Russell's fear of Idealism that
led him  to hold that a proposition consisted of rcaf things.

2   D. F. Pea:rs, Bertrand Russell and the British Tradition in Philosophy, p. \98.
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but "contains the entities indicated by words".3   Russell refened to the
coustituents of propositions as `terms'.   Every term was a "logical subject .

possessed of all the properties commonly assigned to substances".4   This
implies that terms are no different in kind from actual objects out there in the
world.   For Russell, then,  the coustituents of a proposition are the real things
which the proposition is about.

Also central to Russell's 1903 account of propositions is the idea that
propositions are unified entities.   The source of propositional unity, Russell says,
is  the verb.5   0n his view, the verb is not a name for a relation, it is the actual
relation itself.   By relating the other terms that occur in the proposition, the verb
distinguishes a proposition or judgment like `A loves 8'  from a mere list of its
coustituents, (A, love, 8) so that it actually says something.

There is, however, a difficulty with Russell's 1903 account of propositional
unity.   In an article published in Mind 1911, F.H.  Bradley writes:

Is there anything, I ask, in a unity [i.e.  a proposition] besides
its `coustituents', i.e. the terms and the relation, and, if there is
anything more, in what does this `more'  consist?   Mr Russell
tells us that we have got merely an enumeration or merely an
aggregate . But, since we seem to have something beyond
either, the puzzle grows worse.   If I remember right, Prof.
Stout some years ago stated the problem as attaching
essentially to the fact of `relatedness'.   What is the difference
between a relation which relates in fact and one which does
not so relate?   And if we accept a strict pluralism, where, I
urge, have we any room for this difference?6

Whether or not it is correct to say that Russell thinks of unities as merely
enumerations or aggregates of terms, Bradley does have a point here.   For the
pluralist,  the world consists of a multiplicity of self-subsistent entities; entities

3    8. TLusse+i, The Principles of Malhematics, see. 5\.

4    |bid,sco47.

S   see|bid.,sac s4.

6    F.  H.  Bradley, `Reply to hdr Russell's Expranalions', MI.#4 Volume 20 (Jar.  1911), p.  746.
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which exist independently of each other.   In accordance with this view, Russell
held that "every constituent of every proposition must, on pain of self
contradiction, be capable of being made into a logical subject".7   The verb,
then, on Russell's account, must also be something capable of being made a
logical subject.   That is, it must be a term.   But the verb must be a very
peculiar kind of term for it must have a "two-fold rrature": it must be the source
of the proposition's unity, relate all of its coustituents, and at the same time be
one of the related Items.   As Bradley points out, however, these roles are
inconsistent.

Russell himself was also aware of this problem and illustrates the point with the
following example:

Consider the proposition `A differs from 8'.   The coustituents
of this proposition, if we analyse it, appear to be only A
difference, 8.   Yet these coustituents,  thus placed side by side,
do not reconstitute the proposition actually relates A and 8,
whereas the difference after analysis [i.e. after we make the
verb a logical subject] is a notion which has no connection
With A and 8.8

In other words, as soon as we treat the verb as a mere term of the proposition,
we are forced to identify it as a "relation in itself', rather than a relation actually
relating the other coustituents.   All we have now is an ordered list of elements

(A, difference, a).   In this way, we immediately destroy the unity of the
proposition which the verb is supposed to be creating.   How it is that the verb
simultaneously manages to be a constituent of the proposition and also the
source of its capacity to communicate a meaning thus looks very difficult to
explain.

At the time of rlrfec Prz.#cJp/cs a/Maffocmafjas, Russell had no solution to this

problem.   He said only  that:

A proposition is essentially a unity, and when analysis has destroyed
the unity, no enumeration of coustituents will restore the proposition.
The verb, when used as a verb, embodies the unity of the proposition,

7    The Principles Of Mathemedcs, sea S2.

8   |b;d.,see s4.
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and is  thus distinguishable from the verb considered as a term, though I
do not know how to give a clear account of the nature of the
difference.9

Despite his  inability  to resolve the above  difficulty,  the  1903 Russell was committed to
the view that a proposition is a complex entity whose coustituents are  real  things.   On
lhis account, it is propositions which make up  reality.   As I will attempt to show in the
following, most of the problems with the  1903 theory of judgment can be traced back
to Russell's attachment  to  these  ideas.

Section 2
E=5€IFTaccount of the proposition in 7ltc Pri.#c[.pJcs a/Mafhema/z.es has, as a
by-product, a very simple account of judgment.   On the binary relation theory:  "every

judgment whether true or false, consists in a certain relation, called `judging'  or`believing'  to a single object which is what we judge or believe  ."   I will  now give a

brief outline of the  theory and discuss some of the problems associated with it.

'(i)

The binary relation theory of judgment is described by Russell in `On the Nature of
Truth and Falsehood'.   In this article,  Russell rejects  the  theory and attributes  it  to
Mcinong.   Meinong called the single objects  to which we are  related when we judge
`objectives',  so  that "every judgment has an objective. True judgments have true

()bjectives  and false judgments  have  false objectives".[° Meinong's objectives are
equivalent to Russell's  1903 propositions.   They are unified entities which either have
the  property of being true or the property of being false.

To use Hylton's example of how the theory works, suppose I form the judgment that
John is  taller than Mary.   On this account of judgment,  there is  a single objective -the

proposition that John is  taller than Mary - and in judging I am related  to it.   Judgment
thus involves acquaintance with a proposition:  it is a two-place  relation holding between
a person or mind, on the other hand, and a proposition (or objective) on the other.

(ii)
Russell had a number of reasons for rejecting the binary relation theory of judgment.
The  first was his growing intuition that there are  no propositions  in the  sense he was
using the word.   This  intuition resulted from a consideration of the  fact that although

9   |bid,secs4.

8.  Russell,  `On  the Nature of Truth  and  Falsehood'  in  I:tie Co//ccted Papers a/Bcr/ra#d
Russell.. Logical and Philasophical Papers 1903-1913, Vohame 6, Flout+edge,1992, pp. llS-124.
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the  1903 theory does seem plausible when applied to true judgments, it carmot give an
adequate account of what happens when a judgment is incorrect.   For if we hold that all
judgment consists in a relation of the mind to a single proposition, then we have to
admit that a false judgment is a relation to the mind to a false proposition.   This means
that "there will be in the world entities, not dependent on the existence of judgments,
which can be described as objective falsehoods.rr

But as Russell himself points out, the idea that the world contains peculiar things like
that Charles I died in his bed even though Charles I died on the scaffold is "almost
incredible".   For we generally feel that truth and falsehood are primarily properties of
beliefs or judgments, not of actual objects.   That is, "we feel that there would be no
falsehood if there were no minds to make mistakes".

Although the existence of objective falsehoods is an unwelcome consequence of the
1903 account of judgment, the only other alternative for the theory would be to say that
false judgment is impossible.     The dilemma arises as a result of Russell's attachment to
the  idea that propositions are unified entities whose coustituents are real  things.   Russell
himself seems to be aware if this and illustrates the problem with the following
example:   "If [on the binary relation theory] I judge that A loves 8 . [my judgment]
would be impossible  unless there were such a thing as  `A's  love for 8"'.12

Because Russell held that the terns of a proposition are actual objects in an actual
relation, I would not even be able to make the judgment `A loves 8'  unless it were
true.   Consequently,  unless  there are entities out there  in the world (1903 propositions)
which have the peculiar property of being false, there would be no such thing as an
incorrect judgment: every judgment would be made true by the mere act of formulation.

It could be argued that we can avoid postulating the existence of objective falsehoods
by adopting an asymmetric theory in which true judgments have objectives while false
ones do not.   Russell considers  this suggestion but rejects it on the following grounds.
Firstly, an asymmetric theory of this type would entail that in judging falsely the mind
is  related to nothing.   And if this were the case, a false judgment would not even be a

judgment at all.   Secondly, if tine judgments have objectives and false ones do not,
there would be an "intrinsic difference" between true and false judgments which would
be visible on inspection.   This, Russell says, is  "obviously impossible": we cannot tell

1,     Ibid.

]2    Russell, Ion the Nature of Truth and Falschcod',  p.119.
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truths from falsehoods simply by examining the intrinsic nature of our judgment.[3
The only way to avoid the problem of objective falsehoods thus seeius to be to abandon
the view that judgment consists in a duel relation of the mind to a single proposition.

The other reason Russell had for rejecting the bimry-relation theory of judgment was
that it carmot provide a sensible account of truth.   On the 1903 view, truth and
falsehood have to be seen as ultimate and unanalysable properties of propositions.
•That the sky is blue' and `That the sky is green' play exactly the same role in

constituting reality even though the sky is in fact blue.   Every proposition is either true
()r false, but this is just a brute fact which cannot be explained.

11 is easy to see why Russell eventually found this account of truth and falsehood
urmcceptable.   For surely there should be some explanation of what makes these
proper(ies different, and why it is that truth is generally considered to be a better guide
lo the external world.   For example, we may want to express the difference between
truth and falsehood by reference to the notion of fact; to whatever is actually in the
world regardless of what we see fit to believe.   Russell's 1903 account of propositions,
Iiowever, makes an explanation of this type impossible.   For since a proposition is an
tibjective, unified entity whose coustituents are real things, a true proposition and the
l'act it is about are exactly the same thing.   As a result, the difference between the  two
properties and our preference for truth over falsehood simply has to be accepted as
` ultimate'  and  `inexplicable'.

The above problems with the 1903 theory of judgment led Russell to abandon the idea
that propositions are unified entities.   He came to believe that it was facts and not
propositions, which make up the world.   Propositions (or rather, the phrases which
express propositions) thus became `incomplete symbols' which require the addition of a
mind to render them meaningful.   When taken out of the context of a belief or
assertion, they do not denote a definite object.   Accordingly, Russell no longer thought
of judgment as  "a dual relation of the mind to a single objective, but [as] a multiple
relation of the mind to the various other coustituents with wliich the judgment is
concerned".14 The  1910 version of the multiple-relation theory will be outlined in the
following section.

/A.'d   It is interesting to note that although this point against aD asymmetric thcory is a good
one, Russell is not enti(led lo this commonsense view.   As Candlish points out, on the 1903 account,
the "constituents of judgments are rcal things ,  [so] inspecting the proposition cat)not be distinguished
from  inspee(ing  the world"  Inspecting the world for its contents, however, is exactly how we should

go  about  deciding  which judgments  are  true  and  which  are  false.  S.  Candlish,  `The  Unity  of  the
P\opasEtion  and  R,ussell's  Theories  ot  ]ndgmen`',  Bertrand  Russell  ar.d  the  Oritius  Of Analytical
Atl'/osofdy, Monk and palmer (eds.), Thcemmes Press,  1996, p  107.

„   `6`.a, p.  122.
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Section 3
Ths section is divided into two parts.   In part (i), I will give a brief outline of Russell's
1910 theory of judgment.   Then in part (ii), I shall attempt to show that the advantages
Russell claims for the multiple-relation theory - that it allows  for a correspondence
theory of truth and the possibility of false judgment - are only apparent.

(i)
The 1910 version of the multiple-relation theory of judgment is set out by Russell in
`On the Nature of Truth and Falsehood'.   The theory and its associated conespondence

theory of truth can be summarized as follows.   When we judge, say, that A loves 8,
our judgment is not a relation of the mind to the whole proposition as a unit.   Rather, it
is a multiple relation between the mind and the individual coustituents of the
proposition, so that we are separately acquainted with the person A the person a and
the relation of loving.   We bring these objects together in thought to form the judgment.
How, then, does the judgment `A loves 8'  differ from the judgment `8 loves A'?
Russell's answer to this question is to say that the relation of loving must "not be
abstractly before the mind, but must be before it as proceeding from A to 8 rather than
from 8 to A".15   This is the `seuse' of the relation.   The judgment will be true when
the terms in question are actually related in the way they occur in the judgment, (in this
case, when A loves 8), and false when they are not.

The differences between the above account of judgment and the binary relation theory
should be clear.   Because the mind is separately acquainted with the objects of
judgment and only unites them in thought, there are no longer any propositions in the
lso3 sense.   The verb no longer has to relate the other coustituents and is thus free to
fill the role of being a term of the judged relation without difficulty.   Nevertheless, the
objects of the judgment are still real things, it is just that the unity of the proposition is
replaced by what might be called the unity of the propositional act.   In contrast to the
old view, then, there is  now no need for an objective combination formed of the objects
of the judgment for the judgment to occur.   This, apparently,  is what makes false
judgment possible without the need for objective falsehoods.

Furthemore, on the multiple-relation theory, truth and falsehood are no longer seen as
unanalysable properties of actual objects, but as properties of beliefs or judgments.   And
because the proposition judged is not an entity in itself, Russell says that the truth of a

judgment can be explained in terms of its correspondence with a complex object or fact.
The ` corresponding' complex:

consists of the two terms related by the relation R with the same sense.
The judgment is true when there is such a complex and false when

\S    Ibid.
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there is  not.16

'l`his account of truth means that there would be no truth or falsehood if there were no

minds, but Russell makes it clear that:  "If I judge that Charles I died in his bed, I judge
I'ulsely, not because of anything to do with me, but because he did not die in his bed".
That is, the truth or falsehood of a proposition is not dependent upon the judging mind,
but only upon the objective fact about which the judgment is made.   In this way, the
n()lion of a fact guards against Idealism.

BfflE

The chief difficulties with the 1910 theory arise in respect to Russell's solution to the
problem of how we account for the `sense' or `direction' of a non-symmetrical
Judgment.   I agree with Candlish in saying that there are two ways in which to interpret
Russell's requirement that the judged relation "must not be abstractly before the mind
but must be before it as proceeding from A to 8 rather than from a tl A".   It could be
``ald that the relations not figuring `abstractly'  means:

(1) not that it actually relates A and 8, but that its  `seuse' or `direction'  must
figure in the judgment. Or,  (2) that the relation must actually relate A and B.17

Lcl's consider (1) first.   There is reason to believe that this is what Russell did mean by
his comments about `seuse', because on this interpretation of the theory, the objects of
(hc judgment enter into the act of judging as separate terms.   Because these coustituents
iire not related by their judged relation, they are prevented from forming a complex
(}bject account and the problem of objective falsehoods is avoided.   However, Candlish
argues that the problem with this interpretation is that it leaves the 1910 theory open to
Bradley's very criticism of The Principles of Mathematics.]8   Namely, that it carmot
account for the unity of the proposition, without which there can be no judgment.

Candlish's objection seems a reasonable criticism to make.   Take for example, the
Judgment `A loves 8'.   If the relation of `loving' enters into the act of judging, not as
rela(ing A and 8, but only as a term in itself, all we get is an ordered list of elements
(A, love, 8).   But this cannot be considered a judgment for it doesn't even say
anything.   For judgment to occur, it is essential that the coustituents be somehow

16    /b,.d,  p.  124.

'7   S.  Candlish, `The Unity of the Proposition and Russell's Theories of Judgment', p.  in

18    Ibid.
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united, so that A and 8 are brought into the relation of love and what we get is an
actual proposition.   What is  it, then, that combines the coustituents so as to form a

judgment?

Russell claims that the person judging unites the objects of his judgment in thought, but
it is far from clear what this means.   For surely the real things to which we are related
when we judge are either already united in fact, (regardless of whether this is judged to
be the case), or they are not.   If they are so united, then nothing further can be done by
the mind in the way of uniting them; and if they are not,  then no amount-of thinking
will bring these objects together.   In either case, all we will have is our separate
acquaintance with A, 8 and the relation `love'.   Exactly how it is that the mind has the
power to turn this acquaintance into a meaningful judgment is something which Russell
leaves quite unexplained.

Under interpretation (1), the 1910 theory is also subject to the following objection from
Geach:

If the relation R is before the mind not as relating A and 8, but only as a term of
the judged relation that holds between the mind, A, the relation R, and 8, how can
there be any talk of the relation Rs `proceeding'  from A to a rather than from 8
to  A?19

For the relation to have  `seuse'  (i.e.  to  `proceed') it must actually relate A and 8.   If it
dces not do this,  then it will enter into the act of judging `A loves 8'  in exactly the
same way as it enters into the act of judging `8 loves A'; namely, as  "a relation in
itself".   This  means that it will not combine or order the other constituents at all.   Our
ability to form a judgment with the appropriate direction thus looks quite mysterious,
despite Russell's claims  to  the contrary.

In view of the above difficulties, we may want to adopt Candlish's second interpretation
of Russell's requirement that the judged relation not be present `abstractly'.   On this
interpretation,  the objects of a judgment appear before the mind in their actual relation,
with that relation actually relating them.   The relations being active would thus provide
an explanation of what supplies direction to a non-symmetrical judgment and how it is
that a list of coustituents is turned into a unified assertion.

Yet despite these advantages, the problem with interpretation (2) is that it makes the
1910 theory incompatible with its correspondence theory of truth.   For if the judged
relation actually relates  the coustituents of the judgment, then these coustituents will no
longer enter into  the act of judging as separate terms.   And as Candlish points out, since

]9    P.  Gcach, Me/#a/Acts, Humanities Press,1964,  p  51.
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Russell held that the constituents of judgments of real things,  the immediate
t`tiuscquence  of their being united is that when a judgment is true:

... the combination involved in the judging cannot after all differ from the actual
fact which is being judged  to obtain.20

A distinction between judgment and fact is essential if the truth of a belief is to be
explained in terms of correspondence with an outside entity.   But on the  1910 theory, if
lI`c relation is allowed to relate A and 8 and thus supply unity and direction to the
I)roposilion judged, judgment and fact become one.

A further difficulty concerns false judgment.   Under intepretation (2), the relation R
has (o be a `relating relation'.   This means that simply by forming the judgment that A
ltivcs 8, I must somehow bring the actual objects A and 8 into the real relation of love.
For if I do not have these `psychokinetic powers', then the unified proposition
necessary for judgment will not be achieved.  Consequently, false judgments become
Impossible on the 1910 theory: they either resist formulation or any act of judging will
i`rcatc the fact which makes the judgment true.

Tl`c above points highlight the central flaw in Russell's 1910 account of judgment.   On
lhc  multiple relation theory, unity is imposed by the mind.   But Russell attributes the
iibllity to order the coustituents of a non-symmetrical judgment to a property of the
Judged relation.   This, however, explains direction in a way that involves unity.   For the
rclalion to `proceed'  from A to 8, it must actually relate the two items, thereby tuning
ll`c  objects of the judgment into a single entity.   Ironically, it was this  unity of

propositions and all its associated problems that Russell wished to deny.

Section 4
i:frl5i€€iion will deal with Russell's 1912 account of judgment.   In 1910, Russell had
held that the `seuse' of a non-symmetrical judgment belonged to the judged relation.
The difficulty with this idea had been that a relation cannot have direction without
tictually relating and  thereby creating the judged fact.   The  1912 multiple-relation theory
ls only a modification of the 1910 version, but the modification is an attempt to
overcome this problem.

On Russell's  1912 account, direction belongs not to the relation R, but solely to the
relation of judging.   He writes:  "The relation of judging has what is called a `sense'  or
•direction'."21     It is thus the propositional act and not the judged relation which puts

2°    Candlish,  `The Unity of the Proposition and Russell's Theories of Judgment', p  113.

2'    8. Russell, rtc Prod/ems a/f%;hasopky, Oxford University Press,  1912, p.  126.
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the objects of the judgment into a certain order.

This suggestion, however, does not do much to clarify how it is that we turn a list of
coustituents into a judgement.   For when I judge that A loves 8, the relation of love
enters into the judgment as a "relation in itself".   It is a related  relation, not a relating
one, and so cannot be used to supply unity or direction to the proposition judged.   And
if the judged relation cannot unite the coustituents,  the only alternative for Russell is to
say that "the relation judgment is special: it is the sole relation which combines its
relata into a judgment".   So, as Candlish points out, while the 1910 theory attributed the
ability to correctly combine the coustituents to "an otherwise mysterious power of the
mind",Z2 the  1912 theory just re-delegates this power to the relation of judgment.

Furthemore, like the  1910 theory, the  1912 account of judgment is subject to criticisms
that Russell received from Wittgeustein.   The theory allows for the formation of
nonsensical judgments.  On Russell's view, the function of the judged relation R is not
to relate the other coustituents, it is only to be thought of as relating them.   But if this
is the case, the "relation dues not have to do anything.   It is as it were a dormant
relation".   The problem with this is that if the relation is  `dormant', then there is
nothing in Russell's theory to prevent a person from forming judgments like `Loves A
8' where the relation occurs in the wrong place in the proposition.   Neither is there
anything to prevent me from foming the judgment `The knife is to the square root of
the fork' where the relation is incapable of relating the other items.   This is a real
problem for Russell's theory because things like `the knife is to the square root of the
fork'  cannot even coherently be thought, let alone judged true.

Section 5.
In an attempt to avoid some of the aforementioned problems, Russell added the notion
of logical form to his multiple-relation theory of judgments in 1913.

On the  1913 version of the theory, in order to make a judgment or understand a
proposition I need acquaintance not only with the coustituents of a proposition, but also
with the way they are to be united.   The logical form of a judgment is the manner in
which the coustituents are to be combined.   It is the form of the fact which corresponds
to the judgment when the judgment is true.   And when the judgment is false, the logical
form is the form of at least some fact out there in the world.23 Russell claims that, by

22    Cand|ish,  `The Unity of the Proposition and Russell's Theories of Judgment', p  117.

Russell says:   "In an actual comdex,  the general  form  is  not presupposed;  but when we are
concerned with a proposition which may be false.   We have only the `idca' or suggeslion' of the terms
being  united  in  such  a  complex,  and  this,  evidently,  requires  that  the  general  form  of  the  merely
soppcrsed oonplex should t>e given." The Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell..  Theory of Knowledge,
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tlcfinition, the introduction of form makes it impossible for nouseusical judgments to fit
wllhin the  theory.

Russell introduced the notion of logical form to deal with the problem of unity, not the
itroblem of the `seuse'  or `direction'  of asymmetrical judgments.24   He argues that the
Introduction of form provides a means of making sense of the notion of uniting the
c()nstituents of a judgment in thought which does not imply uniting them in reality.
The idea is that:

The judgment represents the coustituents as combined in the right way,
not by so combining them but by including `the way they are to be
combined' as a further entity, the logical form, which the judging mind
combines with all the others.

I.'(w Russell, then, judgment and judged fact differ via the inclusion of logical form.
The judgment contains the form as an element, but the fact dces not.   This, supposedly,
1# what makes a correspondence theory of truth possible.

What, then, are logical foms?   Since we must be acquainted with forms it is necessary
lh8t they be actual entities in some sense, not merely creations of language like classes.
To meet these requirements, Russell claims that:

The form [of a judgment is] is  the fact that there are entities which
make up complexes having the form in question.25

Tlic  logical tom, then, is a fact of a peculiarly abstract kind: the fact that there are
l'octs of the given form.

According to Russell, the fact which is form can be obtained by replacing every name
ln a Sven sentence by a variable or its linguistic equivalent.   For example, in `Socrates
loves  Plato',  the  rrame  `Socrates'  becomes  `something',  `Plato'  becomes  `something',
nnd `loves' becomes `some relation'. The logical form of the judgment `Socrates loves
Plato' will thus be the abstract fact that `Something has some relation to something'.

Volume 7, Eames and Blackwell (eds.),  Routledge,1984, p.116.

24   This point is made clear by Peter Hylton.   See Hylton, I?usse/4 /deaJ;sim,  and the Emergence

Of Analytic Philosopky, CIAIendon press, \990, p 344-34S.

2S    Russctl, Theory Of Knowledge, p.114.
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There are, however, a number of difficulties with Russell's notion of lodcal form.   The
idea that we are acquainted with from-facts seems to imply that the logical form of a
judgment or proposition is another one of its coustituents.   But as Russell himself notes,
if this were the case:

There would have to be a new way in which it and the.other coustituents are
put together, and if we take this way as again a constituent, we find ourselves
embarked on an endless  regress.26

To avoid this problem, Russell insists that although he calls the form an object, it is a
logical object and therefore not a constituent of the proposition.   But the difference
between a logical object and something that is a constituent is  not a clear one, and
Russell offers no explanation of what the conditions for membership of this class of
logical objects actually are.

Neither is it clear that the introduction of form actually solves the problem of the unity
of the proposition.   For the fact remains that in judgment, it is the act of judging or
understanding itself that unites the coustituents, not the logical form.

How it is  that the mind has the capacity to unite real things in thought is never
explained by Russell.   All that happens on the 1913 theory is that the "psychokinetic

powers"  he attributed to the mind on his earlier accounts of judgment are now"transferred from the mind alone to the mind with access to logical forms."27

And even if form could explain how it is  that we achieve a unified judgment, it is
questionable as to whether it would allow for this without the creation of the judged
fact.   I mentioned earlier that Russell believes  that the form's presence in the judgment
but absence in the fact allows him to account for the truth of a belief in terms of
correspondence with an outside entity.   But if Hylton is correct in saying that "the
logical form which figures in the judgment is the form of the corresponding fact,"28 it
seems that facts must have forms.   Although Hylton does not demonstrate his claim by
reference to the text, it does seem a reasorrable one to make.   For Russell himself states
that the logical form of a judgment is "the fact that there are entities having the form in

26    |bid., p.  112.

27    Candlish,  `The Unity of (he Proposition and Russell's Thcories of Judgment',  p  123.

28   rtyhon, RusselL Idealisrr. and the Emergence Of Ardytical Philosophy, p. 34S.
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iiucstion."29 And this  can only imply that facts also include the way they are to be
i`ttmbined as an ingredient.

Ycl if we allow facts to have form on the  1913 theory, a correspondence theory of truth
wttuld once again become impossible and there would be no account of falsehood at all.
Ii'tir given that Russell holds that the constituents of judgments are actual objects, fact
iind judgment would be exactly the same thing.   What is it, then, that prevents facts
I.r{im including logical form?  This is an important question, but it is one to which
Russell offers no coherent answer.

^ l`urther problem arises when we consider that the form of (say) a dual complex -
•St>mething has some relation to something', is actually a proposition.   How is it that

wc  understand this proposition, and account for its unity, without invoking the
multiple-relation theory and embarking on an infinite regress?  Russell sees this
(tl)jcction and attempts to counter it by saying that in the case of logical form, the

pr()position is both a simple and a fact.   Because these propositions are simple objects
til` Hcqunintance, Russell says  that the duality of truth and falsehood does not apply to
|licm.30 AIl such propositions are necessarily true.   On introspection, one  thus finds
llilit  understanding logical form is simply acquaintance with the  logical  truth it
oxr}rcsses.

'l`hc problem with all this is not just the question of how something can be both a

llmplc and a complex fact.   More importantly, Russell's proof that understanding pure
l`t)rm  is  acquaintance commits  him to the logical truth or a contingent proposition.   For
•`qtimclhing has some relation to something'  is evidently an existential claim.   This

I"pccl of Russell's theory is criticized by Wittgenstein in the Tractatus.   Wittgeustein

p()lnts out that,  on Russell's view,  ''the enumeration of special forms...[becomes]
onllrcly arbitrary."   We can formulate an infinite number of n-termed relational
lcnlcnces, and according to Russell, all these contingent propositions are logical truths.
One consequence of this, Wittgeustein says, is that it looks as if we can anticipate the
oxl#lcnce of a certain kind of fact simply by considering a relational statement.

Z9    Russell, Theory Of RfroM}ledge, p.114.

30   Russell argues:  "The dualism of true and false presupposes propositions and does not arise so

long as we confine ourselves to acquaintance, except, possibly, in the case of abstract logical forms, and
even here there is no proper dualism, since falschood is logically impossible in these cases."

l`u..cll, cited in Pears,  'The Relationship Between Wittgeustein's Picture Thcory Of Propositions and
Ru..cll's Theories of Judgment', Zlrfee Pdi/osopAi.ed jicvi.ew, 1977, p.  182

31



L  Wittgenstein,  rracta¢zu I,ogt.co-PAI./os`opA..cur (traps.  CK  Ogden)  Routledge and Kegan
Paul,  1922, 5.554.

32    This, incidentally, is the precursor Of Tractc8us 5.5422:  "The correct expranatioD of the form

Of the proposition `Ajudges p'  must show that it is impossible to judge a nonsense. a`ussell's theory
does not satisfy this condition.)"

33   R: Morty Bertrand Russell: The Spirit Of solitude, ]ounthan Chpe P`i"cahons,1996, p. 296.
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•``ticrates is  mortal'  we will end up with `Socrates'  and `mortality'  as actual objects.

^iid since Russell held that "everything is at bottom an object.of the same sort",34 both
•``t7cra(es'  and  `mortality'  have to be  the same type of thing (i.e.  objects of the same

lt7gical type).   Monk suggests that Wittgeustein saw a problem with this because there
I,`  hothing in Russell's theory to prevent a person from taking the two objects together
illid  foming the judgment "Mortality is Socrates", a judgment which is obviously
i`{]useusical.   Yet surely it is  a legitimate requirement that what is judged must at least
i"Ike sense.

'l'lic  logical form cannot prevent the above situation from occurring pecause it can only

#unrantee that the judged relation gets into the right place in the proposition.   If
'Sticrates'  and `mortality' are both objects of the same status, then they are both equally

i`IIpable of taking the place of either of the lower case variables in the form of a duel
c{implex -`aRb'.   The only way for Russell to prevent nouseusical judgments from
I'I«lng within his theory would be build a theory of types into his account of judgment.
'I'h»I is, he would have to distinguish between different kinds of objects, so that there is

A()mc explanation of why `mortality'  cannot take  `Socrates'  as a predicate.

'llil.` solution, however, is not available to Russell because his theory of understanding

rirt)posi(ious  relies on the idea that we have acquaintance with their coustituents.
^cquaintance is supposed to be direct and immediate knowledge of an object, not about
11.   It  lhcrefore need not cany with it any information about what kinds of objects
`.`{)crates'  and `mortality'  are,  nor how they can occur in a proposition.   The

i`(in.`cqLiences of Wittgeustein's  objection thus look unavoidable.

'llic above difficulties with Russell's notion of logical fom prevent the  1913 theory

I'r`)in being a viable account of judgment.   The problems associated with how to
ncctiunt for the unity of the proposition are not solved, and cannot be solved so long as
RVAscll holds  to his view of propositional coustituents.     To allow for the possibility of
Incorrect judgment and a correspondence theory of truth,  there needs to be a distinction
holwcen the coustituents of the judgment and the physical objects about which the

judgment is made.   If the mind manipulated tokens of these objects and not the objects
IIicmselves, as in Wittgeustein's picture theory, we could account for propositional unity
wlthout  the Creation of the judged fac.I.   But since Russell  held that the coustituents of

Judgments were always real things, this was out of the difficulty was never open to him.
Runscll's growing awareness of these problems, plus the criticisms that he received
I.ron Wittgeustein, eventually led him to abandon the multiple-relation theory in 1919.

###

"    Candlish,  `The Unity of the Proposition and Russell's Theories Of Judgment',  p  104
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THE LIFE OF BERTARND RUSSEI,L
A DOCURENTARY REVIEW BY

JOIN SHOSKY
ARERICAN UNIVERSITY

Berfrand Rwssc/J, Intemationa] Biography Series. Produced and Directed by Denys
Blakeway, 1997 (BBC) and 1998 (A&E). Hosted by Peter Graves. Narrated by
Jack Perkins.   Ray Monk Consultant.   Series Editor, Janice Hadlow.

In the Spring of 1997, Denys Blakeway's documentary of the life of Bertrand Russell
was shown in Great Britain as part of the jtcpwJaffous Series produced by the BBC.
This documentary has now been shown in the United States as part of the Arts and
Entertainment Network's Juter#drjo#aJ Bi.ogrqpky Series.

The documentary features an impressive array of interviews about Russell:   daughter
Katherine Tait, son Courad Russell, grand-daughter Felicity Russell, Dora Black's
daughter Harriet Ward, Alyce Russell's cousin Barbara Strachey, Russell archivist Ken
Blackwell, biographer Ray Monk, philosopher Roger Scruton, Beacon Ifill student
Roger De Vere, friend Mary Feddon, Russell Secretary Pat Pottle, and Peace JVcws
correspondent Adam Roberts.   There are also numerous still photographs of Russell,
portions of the Freeman interview with Russell, other interview clips, and readings from
Russell 's letters and A«fobt.ogrqphy.

So, with all of this material, one should assume that the documentary was a well-told
tale.   Far from it.   The documentary concentrated on Russell's sex life, manages,
affairs, and political notoriety.   While host Peter Graves (yes, Mr. Missjo#..   Jmporsjb/e)
claimed that Russell was "the most influential  British philosopher of the Twentieth
Century," he also spoke of the "terrible suffering" caused by Russell and his "great
destruction in the lives of those closest to him."   For Graves, Russell was a "mass of
contradictions"  and his  "public image was a lie."   Narrator Jack Perkius (surely not the
narrator of the BBC production -- if so, why?) concentrates on Russell's "darker side",
his feelings that he was "a vampire"  living off those around him.   Russell is singled out
for his romance of Aylce's sister Mary in Paris, Alyce's long-suffering love after he
divorced her, John Russell's insanity, the misfortunes of John's three daughters  (two
suffered severe depression and other mental illness, a third committed suicide), the
insanity of Peter Spence, and, the narration "destruction and desolution" of his family
and his relationships.   Monk claims that "Russell revelled in the role that there was
something satanic about him."   Grand-daughter Felicity Russell said the terrible life she
suffered and that suffered by her sisters says all one needs to know about Russell.

Get the picture:   Russell as  villain, liar, cheat,  blood-sucker, and evil genius.   Of coursq
nothing is really said about his contributions to philosophy, except a brief mention of    (
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]'rlncipia Mathematica and Scruton's comments about its importance (one wishes
*..rulon was given more to say here).   There is also an off-hand comment in the
liiirmtion that "Russell was never at home with modem British analytical philosophy,"
whlch is surely false.   The writer of the script probably meant that Russell was never
"til home" with Oxford linguistic philosophy and the later work of Wittgeustein.   But

"ch a comment would have required an explanation of Russell's titanic contributions to
I)lillosophy, logic, and political  theory,  which would have cut into  the time allotted for
Ncandal.   There ia also a kind word by De Vere, who said that the Beacon Hill students
"loved"  Russell.   There is also a brief mention of Russell wirming the Nobel Prize for

I,ltcrature in 1950.   Otherwise,  the script is dominated --overwhelmed --that the

pt)rtrait of Russell as  blatant hypocrite, selfish savant, and wacky liberal.

'l'Iic documentary begins with Russell's "ban the bomb"  activities in 1961, but then

lmnsitious into a chronological story that starts with Russell's birth and early life, his
lliiic at Trinity College,  cambridge, his marriage to Alyce Pearsoll Smith, his affair
wllh Ottoline Morrell, his anti-war activities in the First World War, his  marriage to
I)tim Black, his work in progressive education and the founding of the Beacon rfill
.`c.hti(il,  his  marriage to Patricia "Peter"  Spence,  the  financially-difficult years in
^mcrica during the Second World War, his return to Trinity, his efforts against the
imtlll.Oration of nuclear weapons,  the establishment of the Peace Foundation,  his
li`v{)lvcment in the Cuban Missile  Crisis,  his association with Ralph Schoenmann,  and
lilN  dcalh  in  1970.

( `tinspicuous in absence,  there is no mention of Frege, Moore,  Wittgeustein, Dewey,
.1nrlre,  Einstein, and the other giants who appreciated Russell's genius.   Whitehead is
ii`cnlioned only as the co-author of Pri."cI.pro.   And I guess time constraints prevented
iiny  explanation of Russell's theories or philosophical positions, except his advocacy of
ltoc  love.

In lhc end, I was saddened by this documentary.   In my political and consulting life,
l'vc worked closely with three cabinet members, two U.S. presidents, and several high-

plt}l.Ilo corporate executives.   I'm no stranger to harsh press.   But I always  try to see
wl"l motivates bad press, which usually has an underlying, untold story.   This
a(t..umentary is too blatant to misunderstand or under-estimate.   It is one of the worst
oxumples of character assassination in my experience.   Frankly, it is a disgrace.   I don't
oxpcct much from American television.   But I'm used to a larger sense of fair play
l'rom  the BBC.   What happened to intellectual honesty and some semblance of the
complete truth?   This is a shameful dceumentary that gives us scandal instead of
•ubslance, forgetting the essence of the subject and his vast accomplishments.   I
•uppose in our current media pro-occupation with sex and voyeurism, this documentary
I. a sign of the times.   In an attempt to diminish Russell, this documentary reduces all
lnv()lved.   The rejoinder might be that Russell's affairs, disappointments, fears, and
flllures are all true.   I can't argue with that.   But I can demand a more balanced, fair,
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honest perspective, which is only found in a comment by Blackwell late into the
documentary:  Russell's wisdom about nuclear warfare saturated into the minds of the
reading public, who in turn influenced political viewpoints, thereby helping to avoid
nuclear catastrophe.   Other than that one comment, one would be hard-pressed to
understand Russell's greatness and his many positive accomplishments from his
disappointing documentary.
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FROM TIIE EDITOR
JOHN SHOSKY

ARERICAN UNIVERSITY

This is the 100th edition of what began as a newsletter and became as a quarterly.
Over the  last 25  years,  the  BRS  has benefitted  from the  good work of previous
editors Lee  Eisler, Don Jackanicz, Dennis Darland, and Michael  Rockler.   Now,
after  this  issue,  we  will  turn the  editorship  over  to  Tim  Madigan,  a  long~time
member of the BRS who is well-known to most of you.   Tim has been editor of
Free Jngwdy and is now with the University of Rochester Press.   He is extremely
competent as an editor and scholar.   Tim will vigorously promote Russell Studies.
I am very pleased that  he will be  the  new editor.    My  tenure  has been marked,
some would say "blighted", by the late appearance of issues.   Tim is much more
conscientious and dedicated than I am, so I believe we will soon we producing our
issues on time, rather than a few months late.

Since this  is my last O«arfcr/y, I would like to thank my Assistant Editors,  Bob
Bamard and Katie Kendig.  They have been of tremendous help. I also thank John
Lenz and  Ken Blackwell  for their interest in the  gi.arfer/y and their patience.  I
have been proud of the gw¢rfcr/y the past two years, but I am especially pleased
to have produced two issues from Prague.   The May, 1998 issue was memorable
for me because of the articles by Bamard, Tim Childers, and myself on Russell's
following in Eastern and Central Europe.  Also, I have been very happy with Cliff
Henke's video reviews, but the one in the May issue was particularly good.  Cliff
is  a life-long friend  and brother.   I'm proud to have  included him in this project.
Trevor Banks has a valuable comment on the May video review at the end of this
issue.

Perhaps I might be allowed one observation about how to improve the gwarfcrly.
Over the two years of my editorship, there have been precious few contributions
from the membership.   This is a strange thing because most of our members are
opinion leaders, thoughtful advocates of Russell's work, good writers,  and eager
commuricators.  Surely we could see more in the way of essays, reviews, and other
commentary from the membership.   I include the BRS leadership in this comment,
because  we  need  our  officers  and  board  members  to  set  a  high  standard  of
participation.   We especially need more comments from our European and Asian
members.    We  need  to  know  what  is  happening  in  France,  Gemany,  Portugal,
Spain, Yugoslavia, the Philippines, India, China, Taiwan, Japan, South Korea and
many  other  countries  where  we  have  members.    I  would  also  be  interested  in
comments  from  our  members  in  Mexico  and  Puerto  RIco.    I  strongly  urge  our
members to support Tim Madigan and the Owar/erJy with submissions on Russell
Studies and related areas of interest.   I hope that the members continue to express
themselves in greater numbers through essays, reports of important conferences and
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events, video reviews, contemporary re-considerations of Russell's books, reviews
of new secondary  literature  on Russell,  and  other comments  that keep  Russell's
views at the fore-front of modem thought.

I thank all of those who have submitted work during my time as editor.   You've
made my life easier and I have enjoyed being associated with your fine efforts.

In  this  issue,  our centenary  issue,  we  have  more  commentary  from  the  Amunl
Meeting last June at the University of South Florida.  BRS President John Lenz has
a report for our membership.

Then, we have another addition of "Russell News", talking points for cutting-edge
study of Russell.

TWo papers read at that conference by Alan Schwerin and Mitchcll Haney follow.
Schwerin's concerns Russell and critical thinking.  Haney has some critical insight
on Ray Monk's biography of Russell.

We also have another conversation with a famous philosopher about Russell.  This
time  it is Sir Peter S(rawson,  interviewed in Oxford last year.

There are two books reviews.   One is by Matt MCKeon, reviewing a new volume
of collected  essays  by  Antony  Flew,  an  honorary  member of our society.    The
other  is  by  Bob  Bamard,  examining  a book by Jam Dejnozka,  a  member of the
BRS.

Finally, there are two membership profiles.  These profiles help us leam about each
other.   Please take  the  time  to fill  in a form if you haven't done so in the past.

And don't forget to renew your membership for 1999!!!

Cheers.

REpORT FROM Tlm pREslDENT
JOHN LENZ

DREW UNIVERSITY

The 1998 Annual Meeting

We  had  a  most  successful  and  productive  BRS  Armual  Meeting  at  the  Ethics
Center of the University of South Florida, in St. Petersburg, on June 19-21, 1998.



Attendees came from as far afield as Portugal;   Caracus, Venezuela; Ontario; and
many parts of the United States.   We saw some BRS members who live in Florida
and  our  meeting  at  the  Ethics  Center also  enabled  us  to  meet  a  number of the
members   of  the  Humanist  Association  of  St.   Petersburg  (or  HASP).     Steve
Reinhardt,  we  discovered,  is  the  only  person  who  has  attended  all  25  annual
meetings (this brought him a small reward).

I wish  to  thank,  besides  all  who  attended  and participated,  Jan  Eisler,  rmtchell
Haney, and John Shosky for helping with essential work in the preparation of the
meeting,   and   Don  Jackanicz   for  generously  supplying  a  jug  of  the   quasi-
sacramental Red Hackle.  Financially, the meeting almost broke even, and it would
have done so, but for one recalcitrant individual who refuses to pay the registration
fee.

The program was varied and, I thought, very rich and well balanced.  We had talks
by  new  (to  us)  philosophers,  such as  Bob  Bamard,  Henrique  Ribeiro,  and  Alan
Schwerin,  presentations  by  old  favorites  such  as  Stefan  Anderson  and  Trevor
Banks,   and   a   good   audience   composed   of  persons   of  varied   interests   and
backgrounds, all united by their passion for Russell and what he stands for.

The meeting served as a poignant memorial for Lee Eisler.  Jan Eisler, Lee's wife,
distributed beautiful postcard reproductions of Lee by her friend (and attendee and
new  BRS  member)  Carol  Dameron,  and  hosted a  lovely  memorial  luncheon on
Sunday (which happened to be World Humanist Day).

Javier Bonet  (from  Caracas)  took photos  of the  meeting  (including  the  star,  the
bottle of Red Hackle) with his  digital camera and punted  them to the WWW at:
members.tripod.com/jbonetors98.

BRS Business

At this meeting we began to address some business crucial to the continuing future
vitality  of  the  BRS.    New  officers  were  elected,  as  previously  reported  in  the
Quarterly.   Next year, it will be important to elect a new president.   It is not.good
for an organization to have the same persons serve too long as officers.   I see this

year as a transition period.

The  new  Chairman  of the  Board  is  Kemeth  Blackwell,  the  founding  editor of
Russell and former long-tern Russell Archivist.  Besides his duties as Chair -- such
as   coordinating  committees   and  Board  discussions   --  Ken  will   also  oversee
Memberships and Renewals.

Ken,  Jan,  and  myself have  been  gathering  information  about  a  crucial  decision
facing us:   the status of our incorporation.   Currently,  the BRS is  incorporated in
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Illinois,  with  Don  Jackanicz  as  our  Registered  Agent  and  his  address  as  our
Registered Office.  Don is a lifetime member but, after having held virtually every
BRS  office and over some 20 years, he very reasonably wishes  to pass on these
particular duties to someone else.   Two possibilities are on the table:   we can pay
a company to serve as our Registered Agent and Registered Office in Illinois (for
$125  a  year)  or we  can move  to  the  Center for Inquiry  in Amherst,  New York
(near  Buffalo),  as  an  affiliated  group.    We  will  be  collecting  more  details  and
presenting them to the Board of Directors for discussion and a vote.

Myself,  I  am  doubling  as  Acting  Treasurer  since  Dennis  Darland,  the   BRS
Treasurer for the past 20 years, is temporarily disabled.  Dennis will be undergoing
medical treatment for the next six to nine months.  You may send him your wishes

*          at 9000 Rockville pike, 4E, Bethesda, Maryland 20892.

For  1999,  we  accepted  Alan  Schwerin's  kind  offer  to  host  the  BRS  Annual
Meeting at Monmouth University, located on the  New Jersey coast not far south
of New York City and Newark airport.

Alan also plans to revive the BRS session at the Annual Meeting of the American
Philosophical  Society, Eastern Division, held every December.

I will also be improving and updating the BRS Home Page and plarming the next
Annual Meeting.

As usual, please send your ideas  for the BRS and contributions to the gwarfer/y.
Beginning with the next issue, Tim Madigan will be the new editor.   Please send

your contributions  to him.

RUSSELL NEWS

Tim Madigan has been named the new editor of the BRS gunrfcr/y.  He will begin
his editorship with the next issue, February, 1999, Number 101.

Alan Schwerin, David Rodier and John Shosky spoke at the Russell Session of the
Eastern Division Meeting of the American Philosophical Association, December 29,
1998 in Washington,  D.C.    Schwerin lectured  on Ottoline  Monell and  Bertrand
Russell  ("A Lady,  Her  Philosopher,  and  a  Contradiction").    Rodier spoke  about
Russell's  comments  on a  paper by  Victor  Lenzen  at  Harvard  in  1914.    Shosky
discussed Russell's introduction to Wittgeustein's rracfa/us fogi.co-PAf./asopAfous.
The session was well-attended and thanks go to Alan for arranging it.

Whittie\  Publieations  has   a"ounced  Reason   and  Beliof      Great  Issues   in



PrfejJoropky, edited by Alan Schwerin of the BRS.  In addition to essays by Russell,
Wittgeustein, Popper, Ryle, Ayer, and others, one treat are the photographs taken
by Schwerin.   Look for his essay, "On the Assertion: `1 Am My Brain."   ISBN 1-
57604-075-5.

Routledge   has   announced   the   publication   of   a   new   edition   of   Russell's
Awfobc.ogrqpdy, with an introduction by Michael Foot.  The ISBN is 0-415-18985-
3. It is available in hardcover and contains the entirety of the three volume work
within  one  single  cover.  Routledge  is  advertising  a  20  percent  discount,  which
presumably would include purchases by BRS  members.  There  is no information
about the duration of the discount.

Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexico announces the publication of Guillermo
Hurtado 's Propasi.cz.o#es J{usfcJ/rd#as, with an expected publication date of 1999.
Dr. Hurtado is a Research Fellow at the Iustituto de Investigaciones Filossficas de
la Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexico and in 1998 was a Visiting Fellow
at  the  Iustituto  de  Filosofma,  Cousejo  Superior de  Investigaciones  Cientmficas,
Madrid.

Oxford  University  Press  has  published  BRS  member  Greg  I.andini's  JiwsscJJ's
Hidden  Swdsfi.fwffo#   7%cory.     No  additional  information  was  available  to  the
Quarterly.

Ashgate Publishers has announced a new book by Jam Dejnozka entitled BerJrand
Russell on Modality and Logical Relevance asBN 1-84014-981-7 , hardcover only).
Dejnozka is  Visiting Scholar in I.aw  and Philosophy in the  Rackham  School  of
Graduate Studies, University of Michigan.  He is the author of 7%c O#foJog)/ a/fAe
Analytic  Tradition  and  Its  Origins..     Realism  and  Identity  in  Frege,  Russell,
WI.ffgcusfej#,  and gwfroc, reviewed in this issue of the gourJcr/y.

Cambridge  University  Press  has  published  Jaakko  Hintikka's  71fee Prl.#ci.p/es  a/
Ma/feemaffos Revisited (1996 in hardcover, 1998 in paperback).

CRITICAL THINKING AND PHILOSOPHY:
SOME REMARKS ON RUSSELL'S VIEWS

AIAN SCHWERIN
MONMOUTH UNIVERSITY

[Editor's Note:   This paper was read at the 25th Armual Meeting of the BRS.]

It looks as though I could lay down the general rule:   whatever
I perceive very clearly and distinctly is true.   Descarfes

Bertrand  Russell's  letter,  written  towards  the  end  of 1911  to  his  confidant and
lover,   I.ady   Ottoline   Morrell,   is   characteristically   candid:      his   most   recent
manuscript is a "shilling shocker."   No, this is not a steamy novel from the pen of
(arguably) the world's greatest thinker, but a modest collection of fifteen essays on
a variety of philosophical issues that would hopefully have mass appeal.I   Russell
clearly  hoped  that  his  text  would  sell  well  --  among  both  academics  and  non-
academics.    But  this  is  not  all  Russell  hoped  to accomplish with his book.   His
earlier heroic struggle with the monumental Pri.»ct'pz.a MafAcmafi.ca -- the daunting
three  volume  investigation of the  foundations  of mathematics,  co-authored with
Alfred North Whitehead -- had taken its toll:   "my intellect never quite recovered
from  the  strain.    I  have  been ever  since  definitely  less  capable  of dealing with
difficult  abstractions  than  I was  before."2   To  regain  his  strength,  and  to  refine
some of his ideas on less technical philosophical matters, Russell accepted Gilbert
Munay's irNitation to write The Problems of Philosophy.

Put broadly, Zrfec Prod/cur a/PAi./asopky enabled Russell to accomplish three tasks:
to present his analysis of the ideas of other philosophers in an accessible package,
to   outline   his   own   philosophical   positions,   and   to   consider   the   value   of

philosophical investigations such as his and those of other thinkers.  Now there can
be little doubt that 7lbc Prod/eus a/PA!./asopky has been influential, at least among
philosophers.  For one thing, the positious staked out in this "shilling shocker" play
a pivotal  role in the propagation of a leading movement in Western philosophy.

At only a shilling, Russell 's inexpensive text could reach a wide audience.  However, this attempt
Io  popularize  philosophy  did  not  sit  well  with  his  contemporaries.    Ludwig  Willgenstein,  for  one,
despised this move by Russell"   "People who like philosophy will pursue it, and others won't, and tbere
is an end to it."   Scc Ray Monk in his excellent biography, £wdr..g Wi.lfgeus/e..».. 7lrfec Dwfy a/Gent.zfs,
Free Press,  1990,  p  45.

2  ,bid, p. 36.
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The  arguments  in  this  text  form a  significant part of the  foundation of analytic
philosophy --an approach to philosophical investigations rooted in Gottlob Frege's
contributions   to   theones   on   meaning,   and   subsequently   elaborated   on   by

philosophers  such as  Ayer,  Wittgeustein,  and  Quine.I    History,  however,  shows
that Russell's  "shilling shocker"  has  had  broad  appeal  --  it certainly  has  had an
appeal  far  wider  than  that  of Russell's  other,  more  technical  bequests,  such  as
Princlpid Mathematica.2

Russell's views have influenced, and continue to be of consequence, for many non-
philosophers.  As I shall demonstrate in this paper, his ideas can be put to practical
use as well, serving as an invaluable resource for instructors engaged in teaching
critical  thinking.   I shall explore two sets of issues.   In Section One, I outline the
central  strands  of Russell's  conception of philosophy  and  critically  consider his
rationale for this conception.   My thesis is that he identifies philosophical thought
with critical thinking in 7ylc Prod/eus a/PAz'/asapdy.  With this theoretical analysis
behind  us,  in  Section  Two  I  consider  a  few  of  the  practical  applications  of
Russell's conception of critical thinking in the classrooom.   My hope is  that this
composite account of Russell's conception of philosophy will be of some value to
instructors in their attempts to challenge students to think critically.  If nothing else,
this discussion should  encourage  some  instructors  and students  to  reflect on the
rationale  for  higher education  in  the  liberal  American  tradition.    For surely  we
need,  at  some  point,  to  reflect  on  the  following  basic  question:     "Why  teach
students to think critically?"  My paper can be seen as a modest contribution to this
important   question.      To   begin,   consider   Russell's   views   on   the   nature   of
philosophical thought.

Section Olie:   Philosophy as Critical Thinking

Readers of 71rfee Prod/cms a/P4i./asapky might find some of Russell's comments
in  philosophy  disconcerting,   if  not  disingenuous.     In  the  final  essay  in  the
collection,   entitled   "The   Value   of  Philosophy,"   he  asserts   that  philosophical

)  The paper that encapsulates Frege's foundational work on  the analysis of meaning is  his "On

Sense z\nd F\cte[ence, in Translatlorts from the Philosophical Writings Of Gottlob Frege, Petoi Gcalch
and Max Black (eds.), 1977.   Ludwig Wittgenstein's contributions to analytic philosophy center around
two (arguably disparate) texts:   rrac/utus fogi.co-Pti./osophi.cue, Roulledge and Kegan Paul, 1921. and
J%/asapfo!.cad /»vesf..gctf.o»s,  Blackwell,  1953.   Two impoTfant texts from  Willard Van OTman Quire
that have furthered analytic philosophy are Mct4emcti.col Log..c, Harvard, 1940, and Word a#d Object,
I-Iarvard,1960.

2  This  aocomprishment  is  perhaps  Dot  lco  impresslvo  when  wc  recall  that  on  Russell's  own

a.llmation only Six iDdividunls hAd managed to read Prf.«ci.plo Afawhoncpf.ca in its entirety:   three Poles
and thfco Tcxona.   A])d  by  the cnd of Wol.ld War 11,  three of lhcm  wore presumed dead by  Russell.
Mow+ D.rlral.d Russell.. The Spirit Of Solitude, ]onathan Cape, 1996, p. \93.
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reflections are valuable.   Unlike the so-called practical man "who recognizes only
material   needs,"   students   of  philosophy  are   immeasurably  enriched  by   their
intellectual endeavors.   The philosophically inclined work with so-called goods of
the  mind, and  "even in the  existing world the goods of the  mind are  at  least as
important as  the goods of the body."I   However,  Russell introduces a discordant
note into his discussion -- nothing precise is to be gained from philosophy:

Philosophy  is  to  be  studied,  not  for  the  sake  of  any  definite
arLswers to its questions, since no definite answers can, as a rule,
be  known  to  be  true,  but  rather  for  the  sake  of  the  questions
themselves.2

These  concluding  comments  must  come  as  a  surprise  to  the  readers  of a  text
ostensibly devoted to an analysis of the problems of philosophy.   For that matter,
owyo#c troubled by a philosophical problem is likely to be surprised that a leading

philosopher  such  as  Russell  could  espouse  this  view.     In  advising  us  to  stop
looking for definite arrswers to our philosophical questions, and directing us to the
questions  themselves,  Russell offers what appears to be  counter-intuitive advice.

What  he  appears  to  suggest  here  can  be  characterized  as  follows.    Imagine  an
enthusiastic tourist about to journey by car to some spectacular resort.   Before she
leaves, we advise her to cancel the trip and stay home.   Furthermore, our advice
is that she devote her energy to inspecting her car, rather than driving it.   Just as
this tourist is likely to be taken aback by our advice, so Russell's proposal that we
redirect our efforts and focus on the philosophical questions we are interested in,
is bound to raise an eyebrow or two.  Notwithstanding their problems, cars, as with

questions, surely have their uses -- and the problems  that might arise when these
devices are used surely ought not detract from the overall enterprise that gave rise
to  these devices  in the first place.   Individuals who raise philosophical  questions
seek solutious to their problems, and they are unlikely to be mollified by a mere
analysis  of the  questions  themselves.    How  else  are  we  to  placate  the powerful
desire we have for solutious to their philosophical problems?   AIl of which raises
an  important  question:    Why  does  Russell  suggest  we  reassign  our labor  to  an
investigation of the philosophical questions, rather than search for definite solutious
to these  questions?

To ariswer this question, it might be useful to briefly consider the views of one of
the students who had a significant influence on Russell after the time he wrote 7lfec

I  Bertrand Russell, 7%e Prod/eus a/Prfel./osapdy, Oxford University Press,1912,  p  89.

2 |bidr p. 93.
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Prod/ens a/Prfel.JoropAy:   namely, Ludwig Wittgeustein.   At this early stage of his
career, Wittgeustein also thought that the philosophically perplexed ought to focus
on their questions,  rather than on the possible  arrswers  to  these questions.   As he
insists  in  his   rractafus  fogi.co-Pfei./asopAfous,  we   must  refrain  from  seeking
answers For philosophical questions because these responses will be meaningless.
Toward the end of his analysis Wittgeustein issues the following advice:

6.53    The  correct  method  in  philosophy  would  really  be  the
following:      to   say   nothing   except   what   can   be   said,   i.e.
propositions of natural science -- i.e. something that has nothing
to  do  with  philosophy  --  and  then,  whenever  someone  else
wanted  to  say  something  metaphysical  [i.e.  philosophical]  to
demonstrate  to  him  that  he  had  failed  to  give  a  meaning  to
certain  signs  in  his  propositions.     Although  it  would  not  be
satisfying to the other person -- he would not have the feelings
that we were teaching him philosophy -- ffois method would be
the  only strictly correct one.I

Attempts to appease the philosophically perplexed by inviting them to abstain from
philosophical    reflection   will   meet   with   resistance,    concedes    Wittgeustein.
Unfortunately, as Wittgeustein sees it, it is not possible to get around this difficulty,

given  the  essentially  nouseusical   nature  of  philosophical  questions   and  their
possible answers.  This last judgment points to an important difference between the
two  thinkers  who  share  a  common  concern about  the  assumption  that  we  take
philosophical questions  at face value.

While   both   Russell   and   Wittgeustein   have   serious   qualms   about   everyday
philosophical questions,  it would be a mistake to infer from this that their views
overlap   entirely   on   this   issue.      Nothing   could   be   furtller   from   the   truth!
Wittgeustein thinks that the answers (i.e. philosophical propositions) we might be
tempted  to  offer in response  to  the philosophical  questions  are  nouscusz.ca/,  and
thus that these questions are  nouseusical.   As  he bluntly put it in the  TracJaJz4si:

6.5  When the answer cannot be put into words,  neither can the

question  be  put  into  words.     7%c  riczd/e  does  not  exist.     If  a
question can be framed at all, it is also poui.A/e to answer it.2

Unlike Wittgeustein, Russell holds that the answers to philosophical questions are

'  Wl`.geustein, Tractatus Logico-Philasaphlcus, p. 14.   My .\`alfcs.

2  ,bid., p.13.
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indeterminate  (i.e.  uncertain,  but  »of  nouseusical),  thereby  implying  that  these
questions are not nonsensical, but merely in need of clarification.  In short, Russell
appears  to  maintain  that  philosophical  questions  are  initially  unclear,  but  that
critical analysis of these questions -- i.e. some critical thinking on the meaning of
these questions -- can help clarify matters, and possibly lead to determinate results.
But  why  are  philosophical  questions  in  need  of  clarification?     And  are  only
philosophical questions beset with this defect?

Are philosophical questions  inherently  impossible  to work with,  as  Wittgeustein
seems to suggest in the rractofus?  This is not Russell's position as a consideration
of 7y!e ProbJcus a/Pbj.Jofopky shows.   While Russell does not provide us with an
explicit answer to this important issue, his text does contain the ingredients for a

plausible response.   In his analysis Russell is  candid about the past successes  of
philosophers  -- their accomplishments are few and far between:

...it cannot be maintained that philosophy has had any very great
measure of success in its attempts to provide definite answers to
its  questions.1

0f course,  one  might  argue  that  this  shortcoming is  a  function of the  questions
themselves, not of the philosophers attempting to answer them.   Russell implicitly
rejects  this  suggestion  of  the  inherent  problems  with  philosophical  questions,
constantly urging is to persist with the same questions in our analysis.  To the best
of my knowledge, on no occasion doe she invite  us to jettison the  ®roblematic)
question under consideration.    While  Wittgeustein -- at least  in the  rrac/a/us  --
insists that we turn to a d.#ercnf set of questions and pursue meaningful scientific,
rather than meaningless philosophical questions, Russell doggedly suggests that we
clarify  the  questions  that puzzle  us.   What  is  more,  as  the  passage just provided
intimates, Russell concedes that there has been at least some progress in philosophy
-- unforturmtely, not the "great measure of success" one might expect, but success
nevertheless.     This   modest  progress  would   not  have   been  possible   had  the
philosophical   questions   been   inherently   impossible   to   work   with.2      So   if

'  T`:ussofl, The Problelns of Phllosopky, p. 90.

2 Russell's colleague, AlfTed North Whitehcad, would later endorse this view on the scant progress

made by philosophers:

The safest general characterization of the European philosophical tradition is that
it consists of a series of footnotes to Plato.   I do not mean the systematic scheme
of thought which scholars have doubtfully extracted from  his writings.   I allude
to the wealth of general ideas scattered through them.

Process ar.dRcali.ty,  Macmillan Company Olew York),1929, p.  63.
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philosophical questions are amenable to meaningful treatment, why do problems
arise when we attempt to solve these questions?

Once again, 7lbc Prod/ems a/Pfoz./osopky is silent on this important issue.   But an
explanation  can  be  constructed.     Although  Russell  has  not  given  an  explicit
explanation of the need to clarify our philosophical questions, his text does contain
the necessary ingredients for a plausible explanation.   In the opening sections  of
his analysis, Russell defends a thesis that turns out to be central to his enterprise:
namely, the view that our ideas are logically defective.   More specifically, Russell
argues  that our ordfroary ideas are  logically defective.   Furthermore,  he suggests
that philosophical inquiry will help us realize just how unsatisfactory our normal
ideas are.   In his view,  "all vagueness and confusion that underlies our ord!.mary
ideas" will become apparent when we do philosophy.I   This last strongly suggests
that Russell attributes  the problems with philosophical questions  to  our ordinary
(i.e.  non-philosophical) ideas.   As he sees it, philosophical questions are puzzling
and  in  need  of clarification by virtue  of the  defective  ideas  we  rely  on  in  non-
philosophical contexts.  But these, presumably, are the very same ideas that inform
our non-philosophical questions.   So, for Russell, there appears to be little, if any,
difference between our philosophical ideas and our ordinary ideas.   For all intents
and purposes, they are one and the same.

However,  there  is  more  to  this  suggestion than meets  the  eye!    If my  thesis  on
Russell's  view  of the  relationship  between  philosophical  and  non-philosophical
ideas is correct, an interesting proposal follows for exponents of critical thinking.
If  our  allegedly  defective  ordinary  ideas   function  as   the   basis  of  both  our
philosophical and non-philosophical questions, it seems reasonable to conclude that
for Russell a// of our questions are initially obscure, and that they all need to be
clarified.  So Russell's injunction that we reflect critically on the ideas that inform
our philosophical questions in the end amounts to the suggestion that all questions
must be critically evaluated.  From this it follows that for Russell there can be little
difference between philosophy and critical thinking:   both activities require close
scrutiny of our questions.  As they stand, these questions apparently mask defective
(ordinary) ideas.   And unless we undertake a careful critical analysis of our non-
philosophical  questions,  we  will  discover  that  we  are  without  "any  very  great
measure   of  success   in   [our]   attempts   to   provide   definite   answers   to   [our]
questions."   In short, we will be in the very same predicament that philosophers,
apparently,  have been in!    But what leads  Russell  to conclude  that our ordinary
ideas are problematic?   I would like to briefly address this critical question before
outlining a few practical implications of Russell's views for the classroom.

\  R""ol\, Th. I'roblem Of philasaphy, p.123.   (M:y e"rfuasis)
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Russell's argument for the thesis that our ordinary ideas are logically defective, or
"vague and confused," is a variant of the argument from illusion.  It proceeds along

the following lines.   Suppose that Jack is looking at an object in the sky.   When
we ask him to  tell us what it is  that he  is looking at, he  might reply as  follows:
"I am looking at the moon."   But Jack's assessment of the properties of the object

that  he  apparently  is  looking  at will be  significantly  influenced  by a  number of
factors.   To  mention a few:   he might be drunk and  lying beneath a street light,
under the impression that it is the moon  he is looking at; or he might be sick, and
conclude  that the  moon has  a  yellow  tint,  while  another person with a different
ocular condition might conclude that the moon is pink;  someone with poor vision
night see a furzy soft object in space, while another sees a shaip, precisely defined
object; Jack might see a spherical moon, while a friend in a different country on
the other side of the globe might see a crescent object.  Talking about observations
of color, Russell maintains that

...color  is  not  something  which  is  inherent  in  the  table,  but
something depending upon the [object] and the spectator and the
way  the  light falls  on the [object].   When,  in ordinary life, we
speak of fAc colour of the table, we only mean the sort of colour
which  it  will  seem  to  have  to  a  normal  spectator  from  an
ordinary point of view under usual conditions of light.   But the
other  colours  which appear under other conditions  have just  a
good a right to be considered real...I

The diversity of possible observations leads Russell to conclude that our grasp of
reality   is   not  as   sure   as  we   initially  thought.     Our  ideas  of  reality  --  both

philosophical and non-philosophical -- are obscure.  This fundamental shortcoming
manifests   itself  most   forcefully  when  we   attempt   to   articulate   them.      The
multiplicity  of the possible  answers one  can produce  in response  to  questions on
our observations leads Russell to conclude that "any statement as to what it is that
our  immediate  experiences  make  us  know  is  very  likely  to  be  wrong."2    This

philosophical observation is highly significant for the classroom.

Let us now turn to the practical consequences of Russell's views on philosophy.

Section Two:   Some Practical Suggestions

While  Russell  has  not  provided  any  specific  proposals,  the  presentation  in  7lrfec

\  ,bid, p. 2.

2  ,bid, p. 1.
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Prob/ems  a/  PAj/asopky  clearly   has   a  number  of  practical   implications   for
philosophers and non-philosophers alike.   I want to identify and briefly discuss a
few of these implications for the classroom.

As we have seen, Russell's view of philosophy, and by implication, his account of
critical  thinking  rests  full  square  on  the  suggestion  that  our  ordinary  ideas  are
vague  and  confused.t     As  teachers  of  critical  thinking,  we  need  to  develop
techniques that enable our students to recognize this shortcoming.  By encouraging
our students  to  reflect on their ideas and on the  relationships  between them, we
show  the  class  the  obscurity  and  imprecision  of  our  ideas.  For  example,  the
invitation to consider the conception or idea of happiness that underlies a particular
novel may lead students to explore a variety of ideas.   To begin with, students are
likely to discover that the class has  diverse views on the idea of happiness.   So,
they have a lot to learn from the comparison of dl#crc»f ideas, e.g. in comparing
one's idea of happiness with the idea of pleasure, a deeper understanding emerges
of the two ideas.   A careful analysis and comparison of ideas will thus heighten a
student's appreciation of the subtleties of the text under consideration.

But precisely how do we encourage the class to reflect on their ideas and compare
them with one another?   Russell's text suggests an answer:   get students to write
out  their  views  on  the  issues  under  consideration.     If  Russell  is  correct,  the
statements  that students will initially produce in class are likely to be misleading,
vague, and more than likely false.   The instructor, perhaps with the assistance of
the class, must encourage recognition of these shortcomings.   One way to do this
is  to get the  class to present their individual statements to the class.   The display
of preferably short statements from a variety of sources in the classroom will alert
students to the need to think more critically on their own ideas.   And the warning
will come from within their own ranks.   If we admit that the production of a false
statement  is  proof positive  that  the  ideas  that infom  the  statement  are  logically
defective, there surely can be no better way to show the defects with our ideas than
to write  them out.

Having shown that our ordinary ideas are vague and confused, Russell highlights
some  of the  problems  that arise when we  attempt  to  articulate  these  (confused)
ideas.     Most  importantly,  as  we  saw  above,  his  view  is  that  our  explanatory
statements will probably be unsatisfactory, i.e. they are "very likely to be wrong."2
While  we  need  to  encourage  students  to  express  their  ideas,  we  must  strive  to

L  As Russell put it, "...philosophy is merely the a.temp( to aDswcr...ultimalc questions...critically,

after  exploring  all  that  makes  such  questions  puzzling,  and  after  realizing  all  the  vagueness  and
confusion that underlie our ordinary ideas. " /A;A

2  Ibid.
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produce clear and precise expressions of these ideas in the classroom.   Confusing
statements  must be  isolated  and  carefully  analyzed.    Students  and  teachers  alike
need to develop an intolerance  for obscure and confusing statements.   It is not a
sign  of  failure  for  a  student  or  the  teacher  to  declare  that  a  text  or  a  specific
statement in a text appears difficult,  if nor impossible, to understand.   If Russell
is    correct    about    the    general    inadequacy    of    our    ideas,    these    explicit
acknowledgements of incomprehension will not be infrequent in the classroom.

In this situation, the teacher needs to take the initiative and serve as a role model
for the class.   When students discover that their teacher willingly reveals his or her
difficulties with the texts, they will be prepared to raise their own critical questions
about the questions and statements under consideration.   Unless the teacher shows
the way, students  are  unlikely to openly declare  that they do not understand the
material.   For instance, how many of us have not had the experience of teaching
a  text to a class,  only to  discover, almost by accident,  that most of the  students
don't understand some  of the basic terns  used in the  text?   We should all strive
to  clarify  the  texts  we  read  and discuss:    this  objective  will  remain out  of reach
unless we analyze  the concepts articulated by the  texts.

Initially, students are likely to be sulprised by this candor.   Surely the teacher, as
a  trained  profession,  possibly  with  ample  experience  with  these  texts,  already
understands the material being taught?   Students need to lean that their teacher is
not as  confident as  they might have  thought.   That is  to  say,  the  class  needs  to
appreciate  that  boffe  student  and  teacher  are  often engaged  in a joint  venture  to
discover the full import of a text.   In this environment there can be no room for
dogmatic pronouncements about the texts studied by the class.  The more reflective,
cautious  attitude  engendered by  this  realization of "learned  ignorance,"  which  is
central   to  Russell's   conception  of  philosophy,   is  surely  one  of  the  primary
objectives of any course in critical thinking.

In advising us to reconsider the questions that arise in philosophy and ordinary life,
and in pointing out the shortcomings endemic to initial uncritical statements of our
ideas, Russell is alluding to the primary value of philosophy, and, by implication,
critical thinking.  This is the recognition and possible elimination of our prejudices.
For Russell, the critical investigation of the questions of philosophy, rather than the
search  for  (indefinite)  answers  to  these  questions,  widens  our  mental  horizous,
thereby enabling us to discover previously hidden presuppositions of our views:

...these  questions  enlarge  our  conception  of  what  is  possible,
enrich  our  intellectual  imagination,  and  diminish  the  dogmatic
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assurance which closes  the mind against speculation..."I

By retreating from the search for answers to our questions to a consideration of the
questions themselves, we pre€mpt the restrictive perspective that the philosophical
answers could impose on us.   In short, we become  less dogmatic -- for now our
task is not to merely assess competing answers to our philosophical questions, but
to begin afresh, i.e. to confront the prejudices endemic to these initial philosophical

questions.  Naturally, this confrontation of the established perspective is not without
risk,  but as  Russell  sees  it,  the benefits far outweigh the  costs  involved.    While
philosophy -- any by implication, critical thinking -- cannot provide us with certain
views on the issues we consider, it can "suggest many possibilities which enlarge
our thoughts and free them from the tyrarmy of custom."2   Philosophy and critical
thinking can, therefore, keep "alive our sense of wonder by showing familiar things
in an unfamiliar aspect."3 If we do not explore our ideas, these new, exciting vistas
will  not emerge.   As  Russell  has  shown,  this journey  must begin with a  critical
investigation of the devices we rely on to articulate these ideas.   Our journey must
begin with a scrutiny of our questions and statements.4

SUITABLE MEMORIES:
A RETA-ETHICAL REFLECTION
OIN MO;+TK:'S BERTRAND RUSSELL

rm`cHELL IIANEv
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH FLORIDA

[Editor's Note..   This paper was read at the 25th Armual Meeting of the BRS.]

What  is  so  interesting  about  another  story  of a  privileged,  white,  male  whose
neuroses are portrayed as the driving force of his brilliance?   I would say,  "Very
little!"   In a day when the general premises of psychoanalysis are part and parcel
of many people's  unanalyzed  folk psychology,  an exegesis of anyone's  life  that

\  Ibid' p. 94.

2  ,bid., p.  91.

3  ,bid.

This  project  has  been  made possible by  the generosity of a grant from  the Aid-To-Creativity
Commillee  at  Monmouth  University,  West  IIong  Branch,  New  Jersey.     I  also  want  to  thank  two
individuals for their invaluable suggestions on earlier drafts of this paper:   my wife, Helen, and a good
friend,  Guy Oakes.   Their critical responses helped me clarify and improve my  thoughts.
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seeks such a deep analysis is, at best, cliche.   Now although it is not my aim to
critique Monk's latent psychoanalytic presuppositions (although it would certainly
be one worthy way of responding to his work),1 we should nevertheless note that
this  latent  psychoanalysis  provides  us  with  a  highly  reductive  account  of  the
persona of Bertrand Russell.

I         Monk clearly presents, and supports with a quotation from Russell'sAwfobfograpdy

(xiii), what he believes are the three essential drives underlying Russell's life and
work:

`

In each of their various ways, Russell's three great passions were
attempts by him to overcome his solitariness through contact with
something outside himself:  another individual, humanity at large,
or  the  external  world.     The  first  comprised  by  his  terror  of
madness, which led him to fear the depth of his emotions;   the
second by his discovery that he felt alone even in a crowd;   and
the  third  by  the  progressive  scepticism,  the  increasing  loss  of
faith, that characterized his philosophical development.2

From  the  very  first  page,  Monk  masterfully  intertwines  the  everyday  and  the
philosophical  moments  of Russell's  life  so  that  we  may  see  the  grounds  of his
reductive analysis.  What we acquire is a picture of Russell that may be believable
to   anyone   who   has   uncritically   internalized   basic   psychoanalytic   premises
concerning the  force of unconscious drives  (whether libidinal or vital) into  their
daily folk psychological explanations.   I know that some commentators have been
repelled  at  Monk's  portrayal  of Russell.    These  critics,  however,  have  not been
repelled by its underlying, unanalyzed Freudian presuppositions, but due to the fact
that the portrayal of Russell is incessantly dark and dismal -- to the point of being
wicked,.

Monk's book is not exactly the portrayal of a `hero'. Irrespective of whether or not
readers are attracted or repelled by Monk's `Russell', I think that both reactions are
explicable.  To explain both the praise and the denunciation of Monk's book is the
central aim of my commentary.

However,  before  entering  the  body  of my  essay,  I  must  make  a  confession.    It

Ken Blackwell,  at the recelit Annul  Meeting of the BRS, chided Monk for interpreting every
instance that Russell speaks Of `love'  and meaning `sex'.   If this is even largely the case, and it seems
that it is, then Monk could surely be taken to task, because even for Freud `love' is sometimes just love

just as sometimes a `cigar'  is just a cigar.

2  Ray Mon]ky Bertrand Russell.. The Spirit Of Solitude, ]ona`ha Cape, 1996, p. x.".
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doesn't upset me in the least to believe that a philosophical hero and world citizen,
such as  Russell,  may have  had deep neuroses stemming from his childhood  that
darkened every moment of his life.  Analogously, it didn't upset me to find out that
Michel  Foucault,  a philosophical giant and world citizen in another (The  Other)
tradition,  struggled  throughout  much  of  his  life  with  his  homosexuality.     My
general  reaction  to  both of these  biographical  illuminations  has  been,  `So  what!
Does it really matter?'   I offer you this confession so that you may know that the
criticism   of   Monk's   work   that   I   will   forward   below   is   largely   motivated
independently of whether or not I accept Monk's portrayal of Russell.   What does
irk me, and it is a problem for any biographical story-telling, is Monk's reduction
of  Russell's   persona   to   some   core   digestible   description  as   outlined   above

(regardless  of the  fact  that  it  relies  upon some  dubious  and  trite psychoanalytic
presuppositions).   In order to flesh out my worry, I will forward a general meta-
ethical account of biographical discourse.i

The Meta-Ethics of Biography

I suggest that  the  notion of `persona'  is  irreducibly a  normative  concept.    As  a
result of this irreducible normativity, a person's persona is neither an object capable
of a pure description nor is it an object of which we can have knowledge -- either
by  acquaintance  or  description.     The  persona,  I  suggest,  is  a  construction  or
presentation that c»drrscs either a suitable or an unsuitable memory of the person
in question.   The suitability of a memory prescribes to others how they ought to
think,  feel,  and/or react to  the person being presented.   In addition,  the memory
being prescribed can either be short-term (as in a first impression) or long-tern (as
in a legacy).   In either case, we portray ourselves  and others via depictions  that
attempt to highlight characteristics that are either favorable or unfavorable by our
own lights.   As  we  intuitively  know,  the presentations  we  make  concerning the
characteristics  of ourselves and  others will  generally be  favorable  in the case  of
ouselves,  our families,  and our compatriots,  and unfavorable  in the case  of our
expatriots and our foes.   As a result, most (interesting) portrayals of ourselves and
others  in  autobiographies  and  biographies  will  have  evaluations  nested  into  the
depiction of the persona in question.  a take it that -- in part -- the role of `Thick
Moral Concepts'  -- as Bemard Williams has described them -- is to capture how
depictions  of ourselves  and  others  can be  evaluative.)    However,  iusofar as  the
attempt to capture any persona in an autobiography or biography has this normative
dimension, I believe, we must begin to worry about the descriptive adequacy of any
reductive biographical  analysis.

Monk even suggests  -- but never develops -- that Russell saw a close affinity between ethical
discourse and biographical discourse.   Monk states:   "Without going into the details, but in a way that
Showed that, in Q`ussell's) mind, moral theory and autobiography were closely linked.." (146).   I thank
Bob BaTnard for reminding me of this brief commenL
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What I want to suggest is that any reduction of a human persona (whether to deep
unmet desires or to the noblest of passions, or some other reduction) commits G.E.
Moore's naturalistic fallacy.   As we  all know,  Moore  argued in Principia Ethica
that  naturalistic  definitions  of  the  good  could  be  undermined  by  the  `Open-
Question' argument.  The argument states:   if a naturalistic definition of the good,
e.g., `pleasure is the good', is adequate, then it would not strike us as a legitimate,
i.e., open, question to ask `Is jr feature really the good?', e.g. `Is pleasure really the
good?'   Moore suggested, and I think rightly,  that if we question the descriptive

t         adequacy of a naturalistic definition of the good, the question will be open rather
than closed.   Now, if Monk's reduction of Russell's persona into the three drives
to  overcome  solitude  is  !foc  `Bertrand  Russell',  then  the  question  `Are  the  three
drives   to  overcome  solitude  rcaJ/y  the  Bertrand  Russell?'   should  be  closed.
However, it is my intuition that this question is open even after we provide for all
the `evidence' Monk presents to us in 600 plus pages portraying Russell's life from
1872-1921.

If I correct that the `persona'  cannot be given a reductive,  naturalistic definition
without thereby committing the naturalistic fallacy, thus suggesting another reason
for believing that it is a normative concept, then what can we say of the depiction
of anyone's persona?   Well, at this point, there are two ways we can go:   1) We
can argue, analogously to Moore, that the persona is a non-natural property of each
person,  or,  2)  We  can argue  that  the persona  is  inealist,  and  it actually  reflects
something non-cognitive about the agent or biographer providing the depiction.

I think that there are good reasons for taking the second option.

If we were  to  argue that  the  persona is  a non-natural property,  then we have  to
embrace  two  anti-naturalistic  propositions.    First,  we  would  have  to  accept  that
either there are persons who can track the true persona of individuals or all people
can track this property;  that such persons or all people have an interpersonal sense
analogous to a moral sense.   Second, and most obvious, we would have to accept
that  the  persona  is  some  property  in  the  world  that  is  irreducible  to  any  set  of
natural  properties,    I  will  not  argue  for  it  here,  but,  generally  speaking,  if one
desires  to  remain  within  the  bounds  of a  metaphysical  naturalism  (`what  is'  is
within the bounds of natural science), then these two propositions are prfroa /aci.c
untenable.   As  a  result,  I  believe  the  second  option is  the  favorable  course.    In
addition, I believe that the expressivist option I will outline below also provides a
more  plausible  explanation  of  how  we   can  have  strong  opposing  emotional
reactions to the same depiction of a persom.

It is  my belief that biographical depictions of persona are largely expressivist in
nature.    The  characteristics  that  are  presented  as  relevant  to  others  express  the
emotional  response,  e.g.  the  like  or  dislike,  that  a  biographer  has  towards  her
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subject.    In  addition,  the  depiction  she  offers  prescribes  to  the  reader that  they
ought  to  share  the  same  affective  response  towards  the  person  being  depicted.
Certainly, there are statements inside of any biographical depiction that are either
true or false, but many of the statements, I suggest, are expressive of the respect
or disdain felt by the presenter and they are an attempt to lure the reader to accept
a  similar  stance  towards  the  subject.    The  expressive  nature  of a  biographical
presentation, I believe, will be reflected in the number of linguistic, epistemic, and
literary devices aimed at prescribing a suitable or unsuitable memory of the person
being portrayed.  The devices my include:  direct evaluntive utterances, the features
of the person's life that are deemed salient (as opposed to those that are not), the
historical causal explanations depicted (as opposed to those that are not), as well
as  the  simple  tone  of  the  language  employed  in  describing  the  person  being
depicted.   Hence, I suggest that biographies constitute prescriptions to the reader
to accept suitable or unsuitable memories.

Conclusions

If I am correct about my meta-ethical analysis of the nature of the persona and the
nomative dimension of biographical writing, then there are three conclusions that
I would think follow concerning Monk's Russell.   First,  he should have avoided
any attempt to reduce Russell to any specific naturalistic description, because such
a  description  commits  the  naturalistic  fallacy  (apart  from  concerns  about  the
adequacy  of  pop-psychoanalytic  explanations).     He  is  not  describing;     he  is

prescribing.   Second, it offers us a plausible explanation for why different readers
of Monk's book react favorably or unfavorably to the same depiction.   Opposing
readers  have  opposing  emotional stances  toward  the  memory of Russell.    Some
readers are already pro-disposed to have suitable memories of Russell and others
unsuitable.   Third, it also suggests that, in many cases where we have readers who
are familiar with Russell's life and work, arguing over the facts will not likely alter
the  emotional  stances  of those  who  are  in  opposition    Suitable  and  unsuitable
memories carmot be altered or constructed on merely cognitive grounds.

#acatLroe:u)tt; [#:L:;ysc ::oa:rtahpehrye:: I:Shueethuenrd::):)ont8hibs°tdhe;::I::anb£L:Ln:eu#]aovw°::b::        'i
guide  future  students  to  a  memory  of  Russell.    Will  future  students  receive  a
suitable  or  unsuitable  memory  of  one  of  this  century's  leading  philosophical
figures?
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CONVERSATION WITH SIR PETER STRAWSON
JOIN SHOSKY

ARERICAN UNIVERSITY

This is the third short report prepared on Russell's infouence in Oxford.  Previous
interviei^is were with Antony Flew and Rom Harr6.

On March 4,  1997, I met with Sir Peter Strawson at University College,  Oxford,
where he has an office next to Ronald Dworkin, the famous jurisprudence scholar.
Strawson, Waynflete Professor of Metaphysical Philosophy, Emeritus, and a Fellow
of Magdalen College and of University College, is best known to Russell scholars
for  "On  Referring",  his  famous  reply  to  Russell's  theory  of descriptions.    First
published  in Mt.»d,I  and reprinted  with additional  footnotes  in  Flew's ESsays  i.»
Conceptual Analysis2  a,nd in Straiwson's Logico-Linguistic Papers.3 "s  awicte
may  be   Strawson's  most  famous  short  essay.     Russell's  response  was   "Mr.
Strawson On Referring," published in hffrod in 1957,4 which was extremely critical
of ordinary language philosophy and often personal in his comments on Strawson.
The response was later included in Russell's My PfoI.Jasoprfefoa/ Devc/apmenf5 and
•rn  the  Last  Philosophical  Testament,   1943-68,  Collected  Papers  of  Bertrand

Rwsse//.6   Since  it  has  been almost  fifty years since  "On Referring"  was  printed,
and  now over forty  years since Russell's  reply,  I wanted  to discuss  this  historic
exchange with  Strawson.    Rom  Harr6  kindly  made  some  initial  contacts  on my
behalf  and  then  a  date  was  arranged.    I  arrived  at  University  College  to  find
Strawson in his office, several books open and scattered around the room, tea cups
in evidence, an ash tray filled with butts and a strong smell of smoke in the room,
and half empty bookshelves, for this clearly was an office for working and meeting
people, and not the repository of the Strawson library.   He reminded me of Basil
Rathbone's characterization of Sherlock Holmes and the ofrice had the look of the
Baker Street apartment in old movies.

I  Vol.  LIX,  N.S.  1950.

2  St.  Mar|in's,1963, pp  21-52

3  hfethuen,  1971.

4 M..nd, N.S.  66, July 1957, pp.  385-9. Quotations below will be from a reprinted version found

in Essqys t.« Andysis, Douglas hockey (ed), George Braziller,1973, pp.120-126.

5  Unwin,  1959,  pp.  175-180.

6  Volume 11, edited by John Slater and Peter Kollner, Routledge,1997,  pp.  630-35.
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But  this  Holmes  is  a  philosophical  sleuth.    Strawson  is  a  key,  central  figure  in
Twentieth Century philosophy.   He is well known for his J#/rodrcrfow fo fogi.caJ
Theory and Individuals.'   1 have used his edited coflechon, Philosophical Logic,2
when I have taught classes on philosophical argumentation in the United States and
in the  Czech  Republic.    He  also  edited  another important collection of lectures
delivered to the Bhtish ^cade"y entitled Studies in the Philosophy Of Thought and
Acf!.o#.3   Many philosophers  have consulted his  great book on Kant,  7%e Bow#ds
a/ Scuse.4     His   lectures   in  1987  at  the   Catholic  University  of  America   in
Washington, D.C., have been published as A#a/ysis and Mcfclpdysfos.5 Along with
so   many   philosophers,   I   have   vast   admiration   for   his   work   in   logic   and
epistemology.   Still  philosophically active  at eighty,  he graciously set aside time
to discuss  Russell.

For those who haven't had the chance to meet him, Strawson is the quintessential
British gentleman.   He is  tall, elegant,  charming, and graceful.   He is one of the
most polite, gracious, and attentive people I've met, whether in academia, politics,
or business.   As I staggered through my questions he was unfailingly decent and
fair in providing honest and careful answers.

I  asked  what  books  of  Russell's  Strawson  read.    The  first  was  probably  7lfoc
Prod/eus   I.#  Pfoi./asopky.   Strawson  also  read  "On  Denoting"   and  subsequent
developments  of  the  theory  of  descriptions.     He  was  a  keen  student  of A#
Introduction to Mathematical Philosopky, a:nd read the "I"Ioduchorr to Principia
Mathematica, An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth, alnd Hi»nan Knowledge..   Its
Scope a»d fz.mds.   He greatly admired Russell's "Lectures on I.ogical Atomism."
He did not read The Analysis of Mind or The Analysis of Matter, unlike many
of his contemporaries.

During Strawson's time, from the late 1940s to the present, Russell's influence in
Oxford was not direct, "although we all read Russell.   We all knew him -- he was
inescapable."  But there was little agreement with his positions.  Even in the 1940s,
Russell was more of an historical figure.   He "didn't write much that was  new."

1  Metheun,  1952 and 1959,  respectfully.

2  Oxford,  1967.

3  oxford,  1968.

4  Me|heum,  1966.

5  oxford,1992.
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While Ayer was an avid defender of Russell, particularly the theory of descriptions,
Slrawson believes  that the  major influences  in  Oxford  "were  local":   J.L.  Austin
€ind  Gilbert  Ryle.     But  Strawson  also  noted  that  "everyone  admired  Russell's
`.crlility,  lucidity,  and elegance  of writing."

Russell did visit Oxford once during Strawson's early years there.   He spoke about
linguistic philosophy and his unfavorable view of it.  Russell took some questions,
mostly  from  J.O.  Urmson.     Strawson  remembers  that  Russell  displayed  "wit,
elegance,  and  acerbic  charm."    Later,  Russell  asked  H.LA.  Hart,  "Did  I win?"
However,  as  far as  Strawson remembers,  Russell  didn't convince  anyone  in the
tiudience  to abandon linguistic philosophy.

One  of my  objectives  was  to  loam  more  about  the  genesis  and pulpose  of "On
Referring."    This  work  is  a  landmark  in  philosophical  logic,  a  field  Strawson
•`rcdits, in part, to Russell.  Philosophical logic is the study of "the way constituents

({)f logical  form)  are  put together."1   It is  "the  business  of philosophical  logic to
extract (knowledge of logical  foms  in discourse) from its  concrete  integuments,
Iind  to  render  it  explicit  and  pure."2    Strawson  believed  that  philosophical  logic
must look at issues  involving the general  form of the proposition, reference and
predication,   truth-functions   and  conditionals,   meaning  and  use,  meaning  and
i`ccessity,  truth, categories, and other issues.3

I   should   preface   by   saying   that   there   are   many   people   who   believe   that

pliilosophical logic is hostile to Russell's work, partly because of Russell's dislike
{il. "On Referring."   It is true that philosophical logic is often at odds with Russell,
riu( primarily because he often didn't see the difference with traditional logic.  Yet,
Russell is certainly the "godfather" of philosophical logic, as I leaned examining
Rylc's  copy  of  the  PrchcrpJes  a/ Mat4emaf!.as,  housed  in  the  Linacre  College
Library at Oxford.  Ryle notes in the margins that Russell is laying the goundwork
I.t7r  philosophical  logic  from  the  very  beginning  of  that  masterpiece.    Strawson
I`t>und  Russell  an inspiration, with Strawson often expanding or developing ideas
#uggested by Russell.   In fact, I would argue that there are four philosophers who
litive proven worthy and influential advocates for Russell's contributions in logic:
Ouine,  Strawson,  Camap,  and  Ayer.    Each  were  intrigued  by  Russell's  work,
developed overlapping interests to Russell, often showing Russell 's initial positions
I()  be  in  error,  and  then  taking  portions  of  Russell's  logical  writings  in  new

I  Berlrand Russell, Owr K"ow/edge a/the E#emed War/4 George Allen & Unwin,1914, p. 52.

2  ,bid, p.  53.

3  See S`[owson's "lnirodrchonr Philasophlcal Logic, pp.  \-16.
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directions.   I would add Wittgeustein to that list, but hesitate because he so often
disparaged  Russell,  while  at  the  same  time  benefitting  greatly  from  Russell's

personal  and  professional  assistance.    Strawson  readily  acknowledges  Russell's
importance in the development of philusophical logic, even though Russell strongly
disliked  its  reliance  on ordinary  language.  In  fact,  one  could  argue  that  Russell
never understood the full significance of philosophical logic, even though he was
so  important to  its development.

Strawson originally came  up with his  objections to  the theory of descriptions  in
1946 and 1947, when he was "teaching in the provinces."I   Upon arriving back in
Oxford, he offered lectures in 1948 or 1949 on "Nouns and Descriptions" to some
visiting  Americans  which  touched  on  Russell's  theory.     Ryle,  upon  hearing
Strawson's  view on  referring,  said  "We've  got  to  have  that."    And  in  1950  the
article appeared in A4j#d, which was edited by Ryle.

Strawson  had  some  very  pointed  criticisms  of  Russell.     He  sees  Russell  as
advocating two positions:  1) that sentences which are about some particular person
or individual object are significant when the logical form is analyzable as a special
kind  of existential  statement,  and,  2)  they are  significant when the  grammatical
subject is a logically proper name, of which the meaning is the individual thing is
designates.

Strawson reasoned that:

...Russell  is  unquestionably  wrong  in  this,  and  that  sentences
which are significant, and which begin with an expression used
in  the  uniquely  referring  way,  fall  into  neither  of  these  two
classes.     Expressions  used  in  the  uniquely  referring  way  are
never either logically  proper names  or descriptions,  if what  is
meant  by  calling  them  `descriptious'   is  that  they  are  to  be
analyzed  in  accordance  with  the  model  provided  by  Russell's
Theory of Descriptions.

There are no logically proper names and there are no descriptions
(in this sense).2

Instead,  Strawson argued  that referring was  not inherently part of a proposition.
Instead, it was something that a proposition accomplished within a contextual use.

)   While  perhaps  not  the  best  statement,  Russell's  most  famous  articulation  of  the  theory  of

descriptions was in "On Denoting," Mi."4 N.S.  14,  1906,  pp.  479-93.

2  "On Referring," £ogi.co-I;"gulsti.c Papcr£,  Melhuen,1971, p.  5.
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He claimed "`Mentioning', or `referring', is not something an expression does;   it
is something that someone can use an expression to do.   Mentioning, or referring
to,  something is  a characteristic of a use of an expression, just as  `being about'
something,  and  truth-or-falsity,  are  characteristics  of a  use  of a  sentence."I    In
addition, the meaning of a sentence is not the same thing as the proposition itself.
Meaning is wrapped up in "rules, habits, conventions governing its correct use, on
all  occasions,  to  refer or to assert."2     Context matters,  and so does  convention.
Hence,  "[t]he  source  of Russell's  mistake  was  that  he  thought  that  referring  or
mentioning,  if it occurred at all,  must be  meaning."3

Strawson also worried about "the troublesome mythology of the logically proper
name."4

The   late   Sybil   Wolfram,   in   her  wonderful   book  P„jJosoprfec.cad  Log..c..     A#
/utrocatcffo#,5 explained the difference.   For her, Russell's theory of descriptions,
in analyzing the proposition `The King of France is wise', would be said to claim

There is a ring of France and
There is not more than one King of France, and
There is nothing which is both King of France and not wise.

For Russell,  when there  is  no  King of France  the proposition is  false  because  a
conjunction is false when one conjunct is false, and (1) is false.

Altematively,   Strawson  found  that   the   theory  of  descriptions   views   such   a
proposition as `The King of France is wise' as a complex existential proposition.
For Wolfram, Strawson claimed that

\  Ibid, p. 8.

2  ,b,d.' p. 9.

3  ,b.,d.

4  Ibid., p.  1o.

Routledge,  1989,  pp  42-3.   Wolfram was  University ljecfurer in Philosopby at the University
of Oxford.  I have used this book in a class on "Advanced Mbdem liogic" al American University and
in a graduate class entitled "Philosophical I|)gic" in Prague.  While it has some shortcomings for serious
advanced  students,  the  tx)ok  is  till  one  Of the  best  available  texts  on  philosophical  logicL    I  highly
recommend it to the reader, especially if examined in conjunction with Strawson's (ed) Pfu'/agopfu.ca/
Logic.
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The sc#fc7!cc `The RIng of France' has a meaning.   When there
is no King of France it does not make a true or false sf¢feme#f.

Strawson believed that the conjunctive approach by Russell was a mis-statemei
The first two conjuncts are not stated, but assumed.   If they are not true, then t]
result is not that `the King of France is wise' is false but that it is neither true n
false.  Wolfram argues that Strawson has a theory of presupposition, where releva
concepts are  not entailed or stated, but act as  given before being analyzed.

presupposed concepts are in italics and best unpacked in the following way:

rfee Ki.#g a/France is wise does not state or entail that there is
a rang of France.
It preswpposes that there is a King of France.
I:I There is a King of France is fatse, then The King of France is
wise is neither true nor false.

So someone using the theory of descriptions approach is not making a true or
claim with `The King of France is wise'.

For Strawson,  "[t]he  important point is  that the question of whether the son
is significant or not is quite independent of the question that can be raised  ab
a particular use of it .... The question whether the sentence is significant or not is

question whether there  exists such language  habits, conventions  or rules that
sentence  logically  could  be  used  to  talk  about  something;    and  is  hence
independent of the question whether it is being so used on a particular occasi

In conversation, Strawson told me that "I simply didn't know what he was tryin
to  accomplish."    There  was  a  "dis-regard  for  pragmatics  and  the  operation  (
speech."   Russell's view  "seemed wholly implausible."   Strawson was bewildere
because Russell simply did not count "how definite descriptions worked in ordinal
language."  And Strawson politely added that "This is all I can say --I don't knoi
enough about his own thinking."

Russell bitterly replied to Strawson's criticisms in "Mr Strawson `On Referring'
One  major  complaint  was  that  Strawson  ignored  Russell's  many  writings  t
egocentricity, and that Russell himself had grasped the problems already.   Russ{
argued  that  many  examples  had  nothing  to  do  with  egocentric  words,  such  ,
mathematical  propositions,  and  that  others  may  be  bound  within  an  historic
context,  such  as  `The  RIng  of  France  is  bald',  as  uttered  in  1905.     Anoth
complaint was that Strawson did not sufficiently explain his objections to logical

'  S`iowson, Logico-LlnguistLc Papers, p. 11.
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proper  names.     Russell  claimed  that  logically  proper  names  were  linked  with
()stensive definitions.  Words in language must designate something, and logically

proper names are designatious of experience.

But Russell was most bitter about Strawson's reliance on ordinary language.   It is
{)rdinary language that "is full of vagueness and inaccuracy, and ...any attempt to
bc precise and accurate requires modification of common speech both as regards
vocabulary and as regards syntax."I  The attempt by Strawson to distinguish a case
where  `The  King of France is wise'  could be significant,  not true,  and not  false
was a misuse of the term `false'.   This was a "purely verbal question."2

In the end, both Strawson and Russell seemed to agree that ordinary language had
no exact logic, but where Strawson believed that ordinary language should be our
guide, and can be our only guide, Russell maintained that ordinary language should
give way to logical  improvements.

'I`he exchange was laced by bitter personal attacks by Russell:   "I am totally unable

lt) see any validity whatever in any of Mr. Strawson's arguments;"3 "Mr. Strawson
(pretended) that I overlooked the problem of egocentricity;"4 "He is helped in this
protcnse  by  a  careful  selection  of material;"5 and  "Mr.  Strawson,  in spite  of his
very real logical competence, has a curious prejudice against logic.6

Slrawson  did   not   respond  to   "Mr.   Strawson   On  Referring"   in  print,  which
{lisappointed  Russell,  anxious  for  further  exchange.     Strawson  felt  the  article
"unworthy of him" and wanted to avoid further embarrassment.   Russell evidently

I.clt ignored by this inattention and conveyed his disappointment to Freddie Ayer.
Through Ayer, Strawson learned of Russell's feelings and responded with a letter
d{iled  February 26,  1962:

I  "Mr.  Strawson On Referring,"  as reprinted in Essays I.# -4#dyds, p.  123.

2  |bid., p.12S.

3  Ibid, p  12o.

4  Ibid

i  ,b,d.

6 |bid, p.126.
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Ayer  told  me  recently  that  you  would  like  to  know  what  my
reactions were to your comments in M..»d on my criticisms of the
Theory of Descriptions.   Though I still think that my account of
definite  descriptions  comes  nearer  to  the  facts  as  far  as  the
"pragmatics" of ordinary speech-situations are concerned, I must

acknowledge that I was wrong not to refer to your own account
of the egocentric element in many ordinary empirical statements;
and, of course, my criticism of your theory does not bear on its
merits as a technical proposals.

I  hesitate  to  inflict  philosophical  writings  upon  you  at  a  time
when you are concerned with matters of greater importance.  But
I should be very glad if you would accept the enclosed copy of
my  recent book as  a small  tribute  from  one  who  has  admired
your writings  ever since  he  began  to  read  philosophy  and  has
learned more about philosophical logic from them than from any
other source.

Russell replied on March 6, 1962:   "Thanks for your kind letter and for your book
J}cczi.w.d¢aJs.   I am glad  to  know  that we  do  not differ as  much as  had seemed to
be  the  case."I

I.ater, Strawson received an invitation to the dinner honoring Russell on his 90th
birthday,  and  he  went.     This  was  the  only  time  Strawson  and  Russell  met.
Arranged  by  Ayer,  speakers  included Julian  Huxley,  E.M.  Forster,  the  Duke  of
Bed ford, Ayer, and Russell. It was a grand affair at the Savoy Hotel, although most
of Russell's contemporaries were dead.

I am pleased that Strawson was so forthcoming with his views and memories.   He
is  one  of the most important philosophers of our time because of his strong and
lasting accomplishments in analysis, language, and logic.   Like his good friends,
Quine and Ayer, Strawson has long been an advocate for Russell's work in logic.
Like them, he found Russell's contributions were not the last word on any subject,
but  rather  a  point  of  departure.     Like  them,  he  appreciated  Russell  without
becoming  a  disciple.     Unlike  them,  Russell  attacked  him  professionally  and

personally, even though I know of no instance where Strawson reacted in kind. Of
course, those who haven't looked at Strawson's work in logic may think that "On
Referring"  is  his  only  discussion  of  Russell.     Others  who  somehow  associate
Strawson   with   ordinary   language   philosophers   like   Ryle   and   Austin   have
completely missed his vast, landmark legacies in logic and epistemology.   I would

I  Both letters were reprinted in Volume 11  of the Co//ecfed Papers, p.  603.
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iidd  that Ryle had great admiration for Russell, and Austin did in his early years.
Tl`c dislike of ordinary language philosophy was more one-sided than the record
l]cars  out, and it was Russell who  made it extremely personal.

Strawson had some wonderful things to say about other philosophers.   We spoke
{)1.  G.E.  Moore,  whom  Strawson  met  once  in  old  age.     He  has  "the  greatest,
unqualified respect for Moore," whom he described as "intellectually virtuous." We
iilso spoke of Ayer, who was "a good ffiend" and "great epistemologist.   Strawson
bclicves  that  Ayer  will  ultimately  be  regarded  as  "a  better  epistemologist  than
Russell."  We spoke of Quine, "his decency, brilliance, and accessibility."  We also
discussed Kant, who Strawson sees as "the great modem philosopher."

BOOK REVIEW
BY MATTHEW MCKEON

UNIVERSITY OF NORTH DAKOTA
OF ANTONY FLEW'S

PHILOSOPHICAL ESSAYS

A.itony  Flew,  Pfal./osapfai.co/ Es:says,  edited  by  John  Shosky,  Rowman  and
I.Ittlerield Publishers, Inc.,1998.  ISBN 0-8476-8578un (hardback) and 0-8476-
#579-9 (paperback).

This is a well-organized collection of ten essays written by Antony Flew that also
Includes an autobiographical sketch especially written for the book.   The material
1#  refreshing for both its  clarity of exposition and depth of philosophical insight.
This  review  is  primarily  a  short  report  on  several  of  the  essays.     My  brief
cvflluative  remarks are merely suggestive.

'mc   first   two   essays,   "Oxford   Linguistic   Philosophy"   and   "Philosophy   and

Ilinguage" present the well-known methodology characterized by Flew as `Oxford
Llnguistic  Philosophy'  or  `philosophy  of ordinary  langunge'.    The  articles  are
oxccllent introductions to the ordinary language approach to philosophy.

Exteusional characterizatious of ordinary language philosophy which simply name
ullcged practitioners are more frequent than inteusional characterizatious.   Indeed,
"  Dummett  points  out,I  one  is  hard  pressed  to  produce  the  uniquely  defining
characteristics  of this approach.    Certainly,  the  ordinary language  approach to a

philosophical  issue  places  great  emphasis  on  meticulous  study  of the  uses  and

'MichaelDummett,"OxfordPhilosophy,"inrrutAandOlferJr#I.gmaS,HarvardUniversityPress,

1978,  pp.  431-436.
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usages of the key words and the terms logically associated with them.   Accordi]
to  Flew,  this  is  (quoting Austin),  "if not  the be and end all,  at least the begin €
of philosophy."  (36)    Indeed,  if philosophy  is  conceptual  inquiry  and  the  on
epistemic access to concepts is the understanding of the correct usage of the wori
through which these concepts are expressed (two claims accepted by Flew  -- si
196),  then  the  methods  of  ordinary  language  philosophy  are  paradigmatic
philosophical analysis.   While many are skeptical of this study constituting prop
philosophical analysis, it is common to regard attentiveness  to ordinary langua{
as at least the begin all of philosophy.

One may say that `inattentiveness to language' is the mantra of critical study in t]
ordinary language style of philosophy.   Flew writes that, "When philosophers a
attacked for misusing an ordinary or even an extraordinary word...the point is th
they [have] been somehow misled into misusing a word in a way which generatt

paradox, confusion, and peplexity."  (33)   Briefly, if the meaning of a word X
(or  can  be)  taught  by  reference  to  paradigm  cases,  then  there  can  be  no  val
skepticism   of  the   existence   of  things   of  type  jY.      Let  X  be   `free   will'   t
`knowledge,' and this style of argument is a means for claiming that the denials t

free will and knowledge are meaningless.

A  nice  feature  of  this  collection  is  the  inclusion  of  several  essays  in  whic
Professor Flew deftly applies the methodology sketched in the first two essays 1
a wide  range  of philosophically interesting issues.    For example,  in the popul€
"Theology and Falsification," Flew argues that in order for an individual to knoi

the  meaning  of his  assertion,  he  must be  aware  of circumstances  which  woul
falsify the assertion.   The theist asserts that God exists.   What would it take f(
him to withdraw the assertion?   If the theist has no answer, it is doubtful that hi
assertion is meaningful to him.  The force of Flew's thesis is, of course, that theisl
are unwilling to identify such circumstances in advance.   Perhaps the theist nee
only  be  aware  of what  would  count  against  (in  the  sense  of conflict  with)  hi
assertion in order for it to be meaningful  to him.1

In "Against Indoctrination,"   Flew first defines `indoctrirration' as "the implantin{
with the backing of some sort of special authority, of a firm conviction of the trut
of doctrines  either not  known to be  true  or even known to be  false."  (46)
indoctrination of children is always morally wrong because "...it deprives the
(or at least tries) of the possibility of developing into a person with the capacit
and  the  duty  of  making  such  fundamental  life-shaping judgments  for  himsel:
according to his own conscience..."  (51)

See  Basil  Mitchell's  response  to  Flew  in JVcw Essqys  I.n  P»f'/osop^I.cad  7lfeo/ogy,  edited

Antony Flew and Alasdair Maclntyre,  Macmillan,  1955.
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Ii`lew  then  spends  the  second  half  of  the  essay  arguing  that  Roman  Catholic
education is an institutionalized fom of indoctrination and is,  therefore,  morally
wrong.    He  makes  the  argument  turn  on  the  epistemological  status  of  Church
•l()clrine as `not known to be true'.  However, it appears that the alleged immorality
ttl. indoctrination turns on neither the epistemic status nor the actual truth-values of
ll`c relevant doctrines, but on the fact that they are forced upon youth who are not
#ivcn a chance to make  up their own nrinds.   The gist of the problem is not the
Implanting  of falsehoods,  but  the  very  implanting  itself;    it  is  this  which  turns

yttuth into automata.   Hence, the inference from X is a form of indoctrination to
Y is immoral does not depend onx satisfying the last third of Flew's definition of
•lndoctrination'.

In  "I.ocke  and  the  Problem  of  Personal  Identity,"   Flew's  critique  of  I,ocke's
liccount of personal identity focuses on I.ocke's inattentiveness to ordinary usage
{il. person  words.    For  example,  Ilocke  intends  his  account  to  be  a  descriptive
linfllysis of `same person'.   Flew argues that `person'  is ordinarily used to refer to
very  special  creatures  of flesh  and  blood,  and  hence  Locke  is  leaving  ordinary
u.`iigc and abandoning his descriptive analysis when he distinguishes persons from
llicir  physical  bodies.    Flew's  criticism  of  I.ocke  is  developed  into  a  positive
t`t)nsideration for the bodily criterion of persoml identity:  same body, same person.
Ilttwcver,    the   problem   with   this   criterion,   perceived   by   I.ocke   and   not
iii.knowledged  by  Flew  in  his  essay,  is  that  it  fails  to  ground  the  individual's
i`crtainty of his  identity prior to  the  recognition of his  body.    Self-consciousness
i"ikes  the later recognition unnecessary in establishing one's identity.

Very  quickly,  "Private  Images  and  Public Imguage"  and  "What Impressions  of
Ncccssity?"  give  the  reader  a  taste  of Flew's  well-known  scholarship  in  Hune
Studies.      "Communism:      The   Philosophical   Foundations"   argues   that   such
I.()undatious are shaky.  Russell faus will like "Russell's Judgment on Bolshevism."
ln "Responding to Thrasymachus,"  Flew argues that in accordance with common
usnge  of  `justice',   the  word  carmot  be  defined  in  terms  of  the  interests  or
proscriptious of any particular power group.   Finally, Flew assesses the import of
uic  cosmological  question,  `Why  is  there  something  rather  than  nothing?',  in
"Slcphen Hawking and the Mind of God."

'r`o cnd on a methodological note, the significance of the common usage of terms

ln philosophical analysis is unclear.  Russell 's dis-satisfaction with those practicing
'Oxl`ord philosophy' was based in part on his view that attentiveness  to ordinary

hnguage  encumbers philosophical analysis.   In his critique of Strawson, Russell
wri'cs:
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They are persuaded that common speech is good enough not only
for  daily  life,  but  also  for philosophy.    I,  on  the  contrary,  am
persuaded   that   common   speech   is   full   of   vagueness   and
inaccuracy, and any attempt to be precise and accurate requires
modification of common speech both as regards vocabulary and
as regards syntax.1

Interestingly,  Flew's  argument for his  definition of `indoctrination'  departs  from
ordinary usage, appealing to cousideratious of economy, clarity, and utility.   This
is good in this case because "[ordinary] usage seems...to be somewhat untidy and
even inconsistent...In so  far as  there  is  any such untidiness  and  inconsistency  in

present usage any definition determining a philosophically satisfactory concept of
indoctrination must be to some extent prescriptive (or stipulative), as opposed to
purely descriptive  (or lexical)."  (47)   This  is  a somewhat mitigated emphasis on
ordinary usage from an ordinary language philosopher!   But then we must attend
to previous usage because:

(I)   examination of existing usage may well reveal subtleties of
which the wiser reformer will wish to take into account;

qu)   it is  foolish unnecessarily to try to go against the grain of
well-established speech habits;

qul)    a  reformed  concept  can  only  be  any  sort  of concept  of
indoctrination in so far as there really is some substantial overlap
between new and the old use of the term.

Are a)-ql) good reasons for always attending to previous usage in philosophical
analysis?  ¢) is fairly harmless, nothing in Russell's remark denies it.  With respect
to al), it is far from obvious that philosophical analysis should be steered by the
speech habits of the common man.   As Russell points out, they are not relevant to
the study of, say, light in physics.   Furthemore, there is tension between al) and
all):     in  those  cases  where  usage  of  the  term  expressing  the  old  concept  is
particularly  untidy  the   overlap  between  the  old  and  the   new  should  not  be
Substantial.2

At any rate, the import of ¢11) as a reason to attend to the common usage of terms

)  Bertrand Russell, Wy Pfu./osop^..ed Deve/opmeut, Routledge,  1959, p.  78.

2 Indeed, there is not substantial overlap between Flew's definition of "indoc(rination" and the one

in  my  Wedster's  Ivew  War/d D;edonary,  which  defines  the  word  as  "the  instruction  of  doctrines,
lhcories, or beliefs,  as of a sect."
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ln philosophical analysis is unclear.   For example, I do not see how the claim that
`I`crc  is  substantial  overlap  between  Flew's  definition  of indoctrination  and  the
ttrdinary  one  adds  in  any  way  to  his  persuasive  argument  that  indoctrination  is
iilways wrong.  Let Flew's definition be for the new word, `schmedtrination'.  Then
wc  may  argue  that  Catholic  education is  morally wrong because  it  is  a form  of
.`chmedtrination.   What exactly is lost from Flew's original argument?

In conclusion, this stimulating collection is of value to novice and expert alike.  To
lhc mind of this reader, it prompts serious reflection on the nature of philosophical
incthodology  and  on  the  web  of  issues  cormected  to  this  topic.     Surely,  how

philosophy  should  be  practiced  is  a  central  concern to  anybody  working  in  the
I.lcld.

BOOK REVIEW
BY BOB BARNARD

uNlvERSITy OF MEnrtyHs
OF

JAN DENOZRA'S
THE ONTOLOGY OF THE ANALYTIC TRADITION

AND ITS ORIGIN:
REALISM IN FREGE, RUSSELL, WIITGENSTEIN,

AND QUINE

!un Deinoz.ha, The Ontology Of the Analytic Tradition and its Origin:  Realism
ln  Frege,  Russell,  Wittgenstein,  and  Quire,  LfttleTilield  Aidams  Books,  .996.
I,i l}N 0-8226-3053-1 (paperback).

The   repudiation   of  the   metaphysics   of  substance   is   a   received   dogma   for
ct)ntemporary analytic philosophers.   Ever since Berkeley and Hume,  the  notion
llmt there are in some sense deep ideal real essences of things has been subject to
viirying degrees of scorn.   In this book, Dejnozka argues that this dogma has been
ucccpted too quickly and uncritically.  He advances the thesis that, instead of being
oxlled,  substance  --  robustly  metaphysical  Aristotelian  substance  --  has  been,

I)crhaps  unwittingly,  retained by analytic philosophy  under the  guise  of identity
(a.g.,   Quine's   "No   entity   without   identity"),   even   in   the   face   of  currently
r"hionable claims to conceptual and ontological relativity.  The author claims that
II`crc  is  a  fundamental  approach  to  ontology shared  by all  the  "great  analyties":
modified realism, which holds that there are both "real distinctions and distinctions
ln reason,"  ''real and ratioml  (or linguistic) identities."   Thus, the view advanced
rooms  to be  that there  is at least one  "real"  or "self-identical"  entity, and that the
ontltles  countenanced by shifting conceptualizatious of object, or number,  are !n
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some sense  modifications of the first entity.

Dejnozka's broader strategy emerges in the global structure of the text.   The
chapter introduces the particular conceptions of ontology, metaphysics, and realism
including  modified  realism.     More  particularly,   it  is  in  the  context  of  thes{

preliminaries that the author analyzes Aristotle's conception of substance in term
of  seven  themes  which  ultimately  reduce   to  one:      the   unity  or  identity  o
substances.     The  second  and  third  chapters  deal  with  Frege.     Chapter  Tw{
considers the question of whether Frege is an ontological relativist.   Chapter Thre(
develops  a  reading  of  Frege  according  to  which  objects  must  be  identifiable
Chapters Four and Five focus on Russell,   the former looking into Russell's basi(
"robust" conception of reality, and latter considering the development of

theories.   Chapter Six  returns  to Aristotle,  arguing that Aristotelian me

ussell,
metaphysics  over  time,  and  through  his  "forty-four  `No  entity  without   dentity

physi
manifests a form of conceptual relativity, e.g., that Socrates is a man qua rationa
animal, but that Socrates is an animal qua animal, where what a thing is said to bt
varies  with  the  specific  modifications  of  substance  one  imagines.    Finally,  tnt
seventh  chapter  draws  the  several  threads  together  to  argue  that  if  identity  i:
sufficient for existence,  specifically the existence  of substance (theses develope(
in chapters 1, 3, 4, and 5) and if the fact that a view entails conceptual relativit!
does  not  entail  the  denial  of  substance  (chapter  6),  then  both  critically  am
analogically, Frege, Russell, Wittgeustein, and Quine may all plausibly be taken a
espousing,  like Aristotle, varieties of modified realism.

I feel I must briefly comment before proceeding on the strangeness of Dejnozka'
use of some terms, for instance,  `theory'.   The author advances an intexpretatio
according to which each distinct expression by a philosopher, even briefly quotei

passages, of a "no entity with identity" thesis counts as a so-called theory.  To
it  would  have  seemed  far  more  natural,  and  far  clearer,  to  have  pointed  to  4
instances where Russell endorse the "no entity without identity" thesis, rather that
foisting 44 competing theories upon Russell.   I say this because it is not clear ii
context whether the reader needs to keep track of each theory.  This may be a cast
where moderation demands that parsimony should prevail over full precision.

Throughout the  text,  Dejnozka exhibits  both a broad appreciation of ontologica
issues,  and an even deeper appreciation of the primary and  secondary  literature
Indeed, any exhaustive assessment of Dejnozka's scholarship would far outnm th(
scope  of this  review.    Instead,  I wish  merely  to  raise  a  traditional  objection  t(
Dejnozka's definition of existence.   I think my wony can take two forms.   First
following Russell and Quine, we could try to understand the claim that identity it
the criterion of existence as the claim that if anything exists, then it is identifiable
But a canonical (in Quine's sense) expression of this claim would require that wt
existentially quantify over some collection of objects in order to determine if the]
have  the  property  of  (self-)  identity.     Since  this  does  not  seem  an  entirel]
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lil`plausible exercise  (the ascription of identity to an object does not strike one as
itltviously redundant), one might infer that identity is merely a sufficient condition
lttr existence, but not a necessary condition.  Further, one cannot legitimately argue
l'r{)in   the   conceptual   claim   that   all   existing   things   are   self-identical,   to   the
cxislcntial  claim that something self-identical exists.   Indeed, to reverse the force
ttl. Ouine's  famous  argument against  Meinong,  there  is  no  identity  condition  for
Niibsisting  possible   fat   men   in  doorways,   therefore   if  subsistence   counts   as
``,xistential then existence is not synonymous with identity.  Second, following G.E.
Mtt{)re, we might ask `Does what is (self-) identical exist?'   According to Moore's
I`iimous  treatment of such questions,  if the previous  question  `Does  what is  self-
Itlcnlical exist?' is recognized as obviously affirmative, then the question is closed.
^llcrnatively, if our question, like the question `Is pleasure good?', does not have
im ()bvious affirmative answer, then the question is open and the definition should
ltc rejected as there is no necessary conceptual connection between the two terms
I)l.  the  proposed  definition.     Both  arguments  weigh  in  against  the  necessary
i.(mccptual linkage of existence and identity.  In the end, however, this is not a real
llitllc`tment of Dejnozka's book.   Rather, it is only a prima facie case that the view
I`c  flttributes  to  the  "great  analytics"  begs  certain  questions.    Still,  I  am  in total
IIprcement with Dejnozka that a serious discussion of these issues is needed.

In conclusion, it is more than fair to say that in this book Dejnozka offers a daring
r€-reading  of  the  amlytic  tradition  which,  if it  stands  in  the  face  of inevitable
it`l`olarly criticism, could force both a long overdue reassessment of how analytic

plillosophy  since  Frege  relates  to  the  historical  and  contemporary  continental
lrlidilious,   and   a   reconsideration   of   the   prevailing   analytic   conception   of
mclaphysics as dependent on semantics.  However, I found Dejnozka's prose to be
wry demanding, often so dense and prone to digress that the continuity of the main
nrgument  suffered.    Though for  my  part  I  am  prepared  to  forgive  this  stylistic
I.Iilling because so many challenging ideas and innovative interpretations await the
olirncst reader on each page.
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR
TREVOR BANKS

via e-mail
August 10, 1998

To The Editor:

1 en6oyed C1±££ Henke's video rov±ow  o£ The Great War and the Shaping Of the
rwenffef4 Ce#fwry (BRS gwarfcr/y, No. 98, May, 1998) and agree entirely with the
sentiments he expresses.

M.  Henke  rights notes  that the poet Siegfried Sassoon wrote  "some of the most
eloquent opposition to the war."   But in a review "examining a work that touches
on themes raised by Russell's life and work" it is surprising that Mr. Henke doesn't
mention Russell 's involvement.

Sassoon asked Russell (in July, 1917) to help him draft a denunciation of the war.
This provided Russell with "another opportunity to act unilaterally and potentially,
to  bring  off a  very  valuable  propaganda  coup,"  according  to  Ray  Monk  in  his
[eceut btoglaprty (Bertrand Russell..   The Spirit Of Solitude, ]o"athan Carpe, L996,
p.  500.).

Russell complied with Sassoon's  request, but  their combined effort to embarrass
the War Office was unfortunately thwarted by novelist Robert Graves,  Sassoon's
C.0.  For a detailed account, see Ronald Clark's biography of Russell (7life fj/e a/
Berfrand jtusseJJ, Knopf,  1975), especially pages 320-24.

Sincerely,

Trevor Banks
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RECENT REMBERSHIP PROFILES

Niim®..   Albert P.D. Ku, Ph.D.

^ulJr®ss..       5430   Birdwood   Road,   #412,    Houston,   Texas       77096,    e-mall
|Itlkii@aol.com

li.lr.`l Book of Russell's  I read:   Wky JAm IVof A  Cferdsf!.cm

1 i\#\ Book o£ Russctl's 1 read..   The Conquest Of Happiness

l`'i\vorite FLusseTI Quotut`on..  "To like men'iy people spontaneously and without ef fort
IN  I)erhaps the  greatest  of all sources  Of personal happiness."   The Conquest of
'I,,I,I,iness

l`®i\sonl(s)  for  Joining BB:S..    Bertrand  Russell  is  my  first  teacher  on  rational
lllink.ing,  and I  am deeply gratefill for that.

I{c.`cnt Applications  of Russell's Views  to Your Own Life:    "7lhe m¢# w4o can
`.rlllcr his thoughts and hopes upon something transcending self can find a certain
|Irilce in the ordinary troubles Of life which is impossible to the pure egoist."

^tltli\ionel Corrlmerits..   When I first came from Taiwan to the United States as a
Hrtlthaate student of civil engineering in 1993, I was persuaded to join a Christia]n
i.lIIirch.    Soon  after  I  cam  across  Russell's  book Wky  I  Am  Not  A  Christidn.
N«Irly  one year  later, I  decided not  to continue  going to church.   Now when I
tlctasionally hear the interesting comments uttered by the Christian Coalition and
IIIIIcr religious right organizations, I know I made the righi decision.   I enjoy my
cllrrent rationality and sanity, with a lot of thanks to Russell's writings.

Nl\mc..   Charles L.  Weyand

Mdress..   17066 Los Modelos Strect, Fow'itain Valley, Califiornia 92708

li`lrst Book of Russell's I Read:   71tic ABC a/JieJctjv;ty and 7yle Basi.a Wri.f!.#gr a/
Bcrlrand Russell, both concurrently in the late 1950s or early 1960s.

Lest Book of Russell's I read:   /c¢#'f rcmenbcr)

Flivorite    Russell    Quotation:        words    fo   ffec    cj7recf    ffea/    ''Zlfocrc   are   two
commandments:    1) Love the truth and 2)  Be hind."   I  don't recall from which
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work I read this or the exact wording.

F`easou(s) tor ]Ofhing FIENS..  Bertrand Russell's clear thinking and command of the
English language.

Recent  Applications  of  Russell's  Views  to  Your  Own  Life:     C/car  7lrfeougfof.J
Always.I

Alddittona.1 Cornlnerlts..  Should have another West Coast meeting.  1'11 try to attend.
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TIIE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
ItREMBERSIHP PROFILE QUESTIONNAIRE

Please r]ll out tlie following questionnaire and return it to:
John Shosky
Editor, BRS Quarterly
1806 Rollius Drive
Alexandria, Virginia 22307

NAME:

ADDRESS:

First book of Russe]I's I read:

I.ast book of Russell's I read:

Favorite Russell Quotation:

Reason(s) for Joining BRS:

Recent Applications of Russell's Views to Your Own Life:

Additional Comments:
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It is time to renew your membership.

If you have already renewed for 2000 or have joined
the BRS  in  2000, p]case accept the thanks of the
Society once again for your participation.

If you  have  not  yet  renewed  your  membership  for
2000 -- or if you would like to join the BRS for the
first time -- please ]mn the form on the next page
along with your payment TODAY.  Thank you.
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Dennis Darland
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appropriate category for my circuusfanccs.  I have eneloued my 1999 dues ln U.S.
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_ Chuple sO

Student $20
limited Income Individual $20
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RUSSEIL NEWS

New  books  on Russell  include  Mafizuddin Ahmed, Bcrfrand RusscJ/'S Jva.fral
Wondsm, New  Delhi:    Mittal  asBN 81-7099-165-xp;  Rashidul Alam, Bermnd
dose/J'S fogfoal Afomism, New delhi:   Mttal asBN 81-7On201-X); and S.P.
Cftytwedi\, Bet.rand Russell..    A St\.dy  Of His Selec€ed Essays, U`un PndEas:h,
Pakistan:   Prakash Depot, n.d. asBN unlmown).   There is news of I.  Vavilov's
translation  of  Bertrand  Russell's  Power  ®ublished  in  the  Ulmine,  the  first
translation of this book in the  forner Soviet Union, although exact ptolication
information is unlmown).   Hcnrique Ribeiro, who has travelled from Portugal in
cach of the last two years to speak at the Annual Meeting of the BRS, has written
"From  the  Official  Image  on  Russell  to  the  Rehabilitation  of  his  Philosophy:
` Vagueness' as a Case Study," (this title is a translation from the Porfuguese) found

in De Jvaftyreza ao Sagrndo, Faculdade de IIetras da Universidadc de Coimbra Ed.,
Coimbra a>orfugal).

One of the late Tlirevor Banks' last papers, "The Not So Quotable Bertrand Russell,"
was presented to the Annual Meeting of the BRS in June, 1998.   It has now been
published in "Humanist in canada", No. 130 (Aut`imn 1999), pp. 18-22,  The paper
dealt   with   quntatious   from   Russell's   "dark   side,"   his   "irrational   dogmtic
tendencies," as Trevor put it.

The American Philosophical Association Eastern Meeting held a session for the
Bertrand  Russell  Society on December 29,  1999 at  the  Marriott  Hotel,  Copley
Plazra, in BostonL   The session was chaired by BRS PTesident Alan Schwerin of
Mo]mouth  University.    'me  four papels  were  Ron  Harrt5's  (umcre  college,
University of Oxford) "Reflections on Russell and Wittgeusleifi," Robert Barnard's
quhiversity of Memphis) "Knowing About IIogic:  Russell and I.ogical htuition,"
David White's (St. John Fisher Chllcge) "Russell and Butler on God and Religivn,"
and John Shosky's (American University) "ELiot's `Notes on Logic'."  The session
was very weu attended and the exchange lively.   The night before, BRS member

GregLmdiniqunivefsilyoflowa)wasgivenan"AuthorMeetsCritic"session for
hislandqmrkpublicationJZuscl/'§HftySwhsfjacinrdZfrory.OuiredbyAlan
Schwerin,  the  session  fcatued  two  prondnent  critics:     Allen  lhzen  of  the
UnivelsityofMelboumcandB€mndLiuskyOftheUniveisltyOfAlberta.Lendiri
responded to both critics.   The event was extrenely weu-received.

The American Philosophical Association centul Meeting in late Aprfu win have
a session for the  Etertrand Russell Sodety.   The session is on Fhday, April 21,
20cO, 5:15-7:15 p.in.  The site is the Pamer House Hotel in Chicago.   Th event
will be charred by David Rndier of linerican University.   Th four papers are
OusLebbersaJniversilyofFlorida)onACmlengetoCbntemponyThcohc8
ofMcaningFromRussell'sGray.sElegyArgun3ntrrmteteumeyon"Russell
on  Ethics,"  Sylvia  Rolloff  Ovashinglon  University,  St  Ilouis)  on  "Frege  and
Russell,"andJohnShosky(AmericanUniversity)on"RussellandtheExistential
Fallacy."

Tom Stanley, the BRS Librarian, has books for anle to members.   Please loo[ at
the available texts listed at http:/nwow.geocities.com/Athens/Olympus/4268.

JohnShoskyandRommrfehaveeditedandpublishednewchticalessayson,and
previouslyobscurepapersby,GilbenRyle.FoutinthGIfrorcJoundOlumber
3,November,1999),thecriticalessaysincludeapiecebyBRSHonoraryMember
Antony  Flew  CGilbett Ryle:   A Personal  Rememb"ce,"), as well a8  "Gilbert
Ryle's  Debt  to  nert"d  Russell"  by  Shasky.    "  pieces  by  Ryle  include
commentsonWittgerstein.JaneAustcn,thehistoryofOrfordPhilcrophy,andthe
rmtueofreasoning.OtheressaysbyRyleareforthcoringinsubsequentissuesof
theffrorcJoumaJ.copiesOfthe"GnbenRyleEdition"oftheLfroreJo«maJ
nmybepurchasedintheUnitedStatesfromJohnShaskyforsO.00,whichincludes
shippirtycopiesintheurmaybepuehasedfor10Britishpoundsfrom-re
Ctollege,OX13JA,Oxford.a]piesOftheJo«ndarealsoonsaleatBlactwell's
in Broad Street, Orford.

Warren AIlen Snrith rqurts that "Dr. Paul Edwards on ifeh 19, 1999, gave a
ptoliclecture,`OundthePhilosophco,'atNewScboolUriversityinNewYork
City.HeunderunedtheimpoTtaneOftbethinkingofElerfudRusellandtold
of  their  communicating  during  his  whting  the  forwnd  to  rmy  J Am  JVof  a
Cfrisf fro.   Th one hundred who attended heed de third of a three-part series.
In the earlier parts, which have been putiu8hed ln Free Jingiv, he  tmced the
developnnent  Of various  philosophela'  views  Of God,  Stating with  the  ancient
Gneksandleedingtotbepragbiatistsinoroucentury.Thsnighthetunedto
Nietzsebets and others views, explaining the `se"ntic' challenges that ae now
fcatund in various philosophers writings.   Cuently, Dr. Edwards is working on
a definitive book with the sane title.   .Pain:   why is there pain in our as well as



other  anirmls'  existence?'  be  asked  his  audience.    The  various  thcologicians'
answers do not provide satisfactory cxplanatiope, Edwards holds, and his own non-
theistic observations were a centml feature of his lectue.  Neither are many of the
philasaphers' answers to so]pe of the elcmentry questions wc all have.  But in his
forthconring book Edwards intends to lay the groundwork for a ratioml apprmch
to  resolving  a  rang  of  contemporny  prchlems,  and  his  survey  of  different
philasophers' views wnl highlight Russeu's and certain othcrs' positive outlcots
as well as critique the wcalmess of otbers' argLments."

dN2ck out the BRS web pege at http:/)hrww.users.drew.edLV-jlcrEzfro.html.  There
you will find information on the society, calls for papers, and other vital data.  The
web site is mintained by the hnd-working John Lenz, who is due our continuous
thanks for a job well done.

htrgaretCopi,MD.,contacoedPeterStone,thankingthesacietyforthc1998BRS
Award.   She wrote:   "I wanted lo respond on behalf of my father, Irving Capl,
Ph.D., to your letter dated February 9, 1999.   He is sony he could not make it to
your annunl meeting.   But he is thrilled to receive your offer of the 1998 Anrml
Award.   He looks up to Bcrlrmd Russe» as his must important mentor and loves
to   ]eeounl  s(ories  about  the  year     he  (my  father)  and  Abe   Kaplan  were
undergradurtesattheUniversityofChicago,havinggonetherespecificallytostudy
with Bertrand Rusell.  I bow he will be very proud Of this award.  I shall get the
certificate,  if there  is  one,  filrmed  and  put on  his  wall  where  be  wnl enjoy  it
irmeusely."

The  BRS  gave  its  1999  Annunl  Award  to  Henry  Morgentaler,  MD.,  one  of
camda's leading frortion rights advocates.   Upon Deceiving nev`rs of this owed,
he wrote to Peter Stone:   "I am deeply honored by the decision of the  Elerfrond
Russell Society to offer ne its 1999 annual award.  I have been a g[eat admirer Of
Bertrand  Russell  and  consider  him  one  of my  mcntofs,  the  man  who  deeply
influenced  my philcophy  Of life.   As foiinder Of the  Humnist Asscoiation Of
Cfroda, I often quoted Pertmnd Russell, especially his saying that `the good life
is based on love guided by tcason'   I have tentatively scheduled to attend your
meeting June 4th to 6th (1999) if halth or other cireumstances do rot interfere.
This award means a great deal to me.   With many thanks."   Unfortunately, Dr.
Mongentaler was not able to cone to the annual meeting.  Peter Stone and Rachel
Many traveled to Tolonto to personally give him the award.   I.ook for Rflchel's
tribute to Morgentaler in the next issue of the Ouarferfy.

The  BRS  Awards  Chnmittee  has givn the  an Annual  Award  to  Professor
Stephen Jay Could, Cuntor of the Museum of Coapaetive Zoology at Harvnd
University  and  author  of numerous  best-selling works  on  science  and  culture.
When infomed of the award, Professor Could wrote back to Peter Stone tha( "I

met Russell when I worked on the committee for Nuclear Disarmament during an
ocaderic ycar abroad in Britain ln the carly 19608.  (Obviously I know and admire
him for many o(her reasons as well.)   It was  kind of you to  think of me as a
recipient of your award. and I an Of corse happy to acoapt.   I can't promise to
attend your meeting, and probably will bc umble since I expect to be in Europe
during tliat week  I.et me close for now by thanking you again and compnmenting
you On your logo."

T::illE;i

cEr`ITURy suRVEy
BARUCH Col.LEGE

The Baruch College of Philosophy has recently conducted a survey poll of Great
Philosophy in the Th/entieth century.

'nre top five books, by froqueney of citation, are:

\Jird:wig Wlngpastein:  Philosophical lnvestiga.ious
Martin Hcidegger:  J}cing and 7limc
]oha Rarvts..  A Theory Of Jus.lee
unwi8 W.\ngenstein.  Thatotus Logicc+Philosophicus
Elerhand   Russell   and   Alfred   North   Whitehend:      Princdyha
Mathenunica

The top five articles, by frequency of citation, ac:

1.            Willard van oman Quire:   "Two Dogmas of Empiricism"
2.             Bertmnd Russell:   "On Denoting"
3.            Kut   GOuel:       "On   Formally   Undecidal]le   Plopositious   of

Prilicdyin Afurfemndca and Related Systems"
4.            Alfred Tarski:  "The concept of Thith in Fomalized lmguages"
5.            Wilfrod sellars:   "Empiricism and the philosophy of Mind"

For  a  complete  account  of the  pou  and  other  infomation,  please  consult  tht
Tke"bca 1999 issue o£ The Philosophical FonLm.

+--.-



" HAMI+Er'S HORATho:
A.. Arm ON THE

TTINTH ANNlvERSARy oF ms DEATH"
JOIN SHOSKY

AnmlcAN uNlvERSITy

On July 29, 1983, while studying at the Anglo-Alnerican lrstitutc, Chclsea Couege,
University of I.ondon, I had the chance to meet AJ. Aycr.  Hc came to lecture on
the topic:   "Can There Be Objective Vdues?" For weeks I had designated Ayer's
lecture  "The  Main Event,"  cncoura9ng  my  fellow  philosophy  students  to  read
fanguqg6 I)iiwh ndfogfo, and other works by the former Wykcham Professor Of
IIogic in Oxford.  Ayer was famous, putuctlvc. and relcvan| so a big crowd was
eprted.

Unfortuntely, he was in a foul humor, having 8rrivcd an hour early, well before
the designated greeting committee of James lhlsted, my tutor, and myself.   With
no one around, he became a¢fatcd. worried that he had 8hor`rn `p on the wrong
day or misunderstood the location.  When wc found him, or he found us, Ayer was
in a lather.   It took us a while to calm him down

Hc demanded his fee in advance -- cash.  He told us he had once been stiffed and
that would never happen again.  Fortunately, we had been warned and had pound
notes in hand.

Somewhat  mollified,  Ayer  then delivered  a  masterful  and  elegant  lecture  with
enengy, bravado, end pride.   As he spoke, I noted his natty appearance, confident
demeanor,  liquid  eyes,  and  rapid  rate  of  delivery.     The  entire  package  was
impressive, but his intensity was white-hot.  He was the most lntersc person I liad
ever seen (that's still tnie to this day)   In his carly seventies, he showed no signs
of age.   His lecture was a navel and an irspiratiom

When he took questions, he gave no quarter.  The first questioner confusedly tied
to ask about the notion of p[ppositiom in lrdng..qg6  7}ulA and lrogfo.   Itowever,
when Ayer probed the questioner for f`]rther details, the student tried to bluff with
a dishonest statement about Ayer's position, probably because he just hndn't reed
the material.  I was sitting in the front row.  Ayer swooped over me like a hawk,
grabbed my copy of the book, and demanded to lmow the page under discussion,
exclaiming "I've never whtt€n sueh rot."  Ilo Scared the hell out of that studeut aird
the  rest  of  us.    I  followed  with  the  next  question  and  he  insulted  mc  before
replying.  Hc then mowed down the rest of the questions and questioners until the
final  two.   As  a penultimte  query,  I asked,  "Well, we  know where  you think
philosophy has been Now where should it go."   He replied, "Now, that is a good
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question" a glowed), and Ayer proceeded to talk about the need for philosophers
to link thelnselves even more clcoely with science.   mlsted finislied by asking
about Ayer's religious views:   "Many people believe in God.   What do you have
to  tell  them?"    "Well,.  Ayer  replied,  "that  tliey're  irot  very  good  loSdansl"
Suxprisintly, (lie snidents bust into sustained applause.  He went over well.  They
loved himl

Afterwards, Ayer quieuy falked to two other students and myself for about an hour,
giving us iusightful tips on readings, viewpoints, and philasaphers.   He spckc at
some length about Russell and Wittgeustein.   I asked him about his debate with
Father  Cbpleslon  on  lhe  cxistenee  of God.    He  repned,  "AI  least  I  convinced
Cxpleston to become a logical positivist."   Finally, when I asked about his place
in philcophy, he said that would probably be "a footnote to Russell."  AI this point
we were walking along and he then left us with an Elrol Flynn-like move, leaping
on a bus.  I simply stood on the cute, grzing in his direction long after the bus had
disappeared.

iiferwards, I eagerly devoured Ayer's work again.  He thougivt his best book was
rife Probzcm a/Kmwfedgr, which contains a crucial discussion on justified tne
belief in  the  first  chapter  and  an  illumimting  amlysis  of selflood  in  the  last
chapter.

Others  felt  his  best work was  found  in his  Gifford  Lectures, pubushed as  7ne
Central  Opeslfous  in PA#osopky,  which cemented  Ayer's  lasting  legacy as  an
empiricisl   AI any rate, this book inspired one of the best apenings for a review
in the history of philosophy.   This is by Jomthan Hanison:

The Cc»tra/ OI(esr;aus a/ Phjhoapdy is an extremely efficient
book.   Problems appear on the horizon, are solved, and recede
into the distance with almost monotonous regularity.  The vehicle
is no longer the sports car used by the early Ayer, but a well-
upholste]red saloon, but it still travels with an unvarying velocity
which is  well above the speed limit, and  there is still  the one
hand on the steering wheel, while the other tmchalantly flicks
cigarette ash out of the window.I

Tit paragraph captures Ayer perfectly -- cultured, clever, and focused.   He was
on a mission, in a huny.

Perhaps as a minority one of, I liked 7»e Fdilndndous a/Entpfrjca/ mowledge, an

I Jouqm Harriaon, .Criticn Notice  7be Chaerar O«es8.any qfJ]A£4aeqpbi try AJ. Ajrer, ' A/£b4

Vctune uB[XV, Nulnber 340, OcoobeT 1976, p. 603.

9



amlysis of which I submitted for my mster's degree at Wyoming in 1987.  This
book was the loathsone target of J.L Austin'8 Sore cod Scusjbl.fu   I defended
Ayer  over  Austin,  which  fond  my  cnndning  committee  to  qustion  my
competence, sanity, and Savvy.   When they awaked me my degree, there were
frowns and sigiv.   Fchndrrior is a good read, even if you side with Austin,
because it contains Ayer's froor "argument from musion" and an cxplamtion as
to why there is a "loctcal gap" between sensation and the outside world. There is
also a good argument about the need for a languxp about sers8tion that is less
ordinny and more lotlcal.I

Despitehisfaults,whichincludedinerediblevanity,Ayerwasaloyalmentornd
friend to his students.  Hc also was a loyal and supportive ffiend to Russell, whee
memory  was  well-served    As  Ayer vividly  rrdls  in  the  fiist volume  Of his
autchiography,hewasledtophilcophybyrcadingRusseu'8ScapdealEesqysin
1928.    In additioml  to several essays, chapters, and discussions on Ruscu  in
various  publications,  Ayer published  two  book-length  trcatment8:    A.use/l and
ri:=;:.. . The Andriicd H6ritage ul Bertra..d Pi!ssell_.   ¥ w_as„an. PpT_T_
member of the Bertrand Russeu Sacicty and an adviser for 7»e Coifeled Papers
Of Bertred Russell.

His distinguished career began and ended at Orford.   ke studied under Gilbert
Ryle at Christ Church, grrdunting in 1932.   ke then spent two montlrs as pert of
the Vienm Circle, whose discusious were transritted in I olguqg6  rrwh and
fogjc,ptolishedin1936,whenAyerwasagc26.Ayerreceivedamaster'sdegree
from  Christ  Church in tat Sane  year.    h  1940,  he joined  the  British Army,
serving  at  one   point  in  British  intellig3nce.   rising  to   th3   mck  of  captain.
Afterwards, be was elected a tutorial fe»ow at Wadham College, Orford.  h 1946,
the year I,angrqg6  rrulA nd fogjc was reprinted with its now famous second
intnduetion,  he  tlren abandoned  the  "city  of spires.  to  revive  the  prmcophy
depatment at University College, University of li]ndon, where he held the Grote
Professorship of the  Philosophy of Mind and  Iogic.    h 1958,  he  retuned  to
Oxford,electedasWykehamProfessorOfLetlc,achalrwhichheheldunth1978.
He then became  a fellow  of Wolfron a)llege,  Oxford,  until  1983.   Ayer was
knighted  in  1970.    He  died  on June  27,  1989.  after an  infamous  lnddent  ten
lronths earlier when his heat stopped for four minutes, providing an opportunity
for Ayer to later write an ar(icle "What I Saw When I Was Dead .... "2

t  h 1997, one thin [oT mc was to ace an indtrd Copy iD Gilber. Rylc'. boob .I Lhaae

Collcgci   Aye. scat it from Malb, where hc waa atatioDed al that thcL

2 The title " sopprrd to be .Tut Undiacoved Coilbtry.. The nddc froI .ppcaled in qlc

ftyrdegnph,Angu.I28,1988.Itvaaioep.intedundrtbeorigivaltideinAJ.Ayer,2froA/rfug
qf Jj/€.  pp  198-ar.  The apidc coted .<nc oootDovct.y,  ro ^yer bqp VIctc -Etodutp to .
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It is fitting that we remember Ayer on the tenth anniversary of his death.   Along
with  Qulne  and  others,  he  fo»owed  the  earlier  lead  of  Russell,  Mcore,  and
Wittgeustein,  promoting  the  power  and  importance  Of  discoveries  in  amlytic
philasaphy.  Al a memorial service, I.old Quinton roted that "Ayer always thought
of hirDself as Rusell's suooessor.  He modelled his thought on that of Russell, both
in its content and in its unguarded expresion and also, to some extent, his manner
of life, both political and amorous."I   Sir Peter Strawson has predicted that Ayer
wnl probably bc remembered as a better empiricist than Russell.2

Upon Ayer's death, John Slater wrote a nice piece for the journal J!usscJJ.   Ken
Blackweu put togelher a secondary bibnoglaphy of Ayer's whtings on Russell.  I
commend both for further reading.3

Aycr ended his first volume of autobiography with his own speculation about his
place in philosophical history:

(AI  almost  36  years  of age)  I was  old enough  to  realize  that
philesophica»y I was `not Prince HamleL nor was meant to be',
though I still had pretensions to being something more than `an
attendant  lord'.    What  I  have  achieved  since  is  for others  to
estimte, but if I could be thought even to have played Horatio
to Russell's Haulet, I should cousidcr it glory enough.`

For me, I am pleased to recau a lecturer's force and fury in search of truth, the
watery eyes finJ of intene intelligence, and the later kindness and consideration

PcotmorfelD,. . reply to hi. alticL puuiihed d] de Sip.a.or, Ck:Iobef 15, 198&  It i3 irdulrd in The
i`harfu8 of Ljfc, pp  205-2D8.

I  AIqiony Quip.on, .^yer'. Ptae in the »i.Iory o[ Philoeophy,' AJr. A}.r..  4/anoridr EcsayB,

edited try A pbiiiip. Grifrilh+ p. 3i

2  JchD  Shcrty,  .CodvcmfoD witb  Sir Peter Srfuraon,'  Bcrfund A.isoeq Soairty Oi.arferfy,

Number loo, Noveinbef 1998, I. 29.

]  Kinneu  Bbctwdl, .All. Ayc[ oD Ruacll:   A Secondary Biuiography, and John G.  Slatct,
•Altoed \ulca Arye. (19\O-\9es); Rusdl..  &he )ch.mat Of a.e Batprd.R..soeu Archives, New Schca,

Vdunc 10, Nunha I, SuDDer 1990, pp 80€1.Dd 8ZJ91, rtyfxatvdy.

I AJ. Ayer, P" a/W} I;/.. p. 312  A -od vollime w.. lrm puuthed entiucd Mor. Of"y

JJ/c.
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shown to a student full of questions.I

'1:::::::`1

TREvoR BANKS oBrruARv
JOEIN LENZ

DREwr UNIVERsrrY

We're saddened to hear that Trevor BanlB passed away on July 26, 1999.

'Itevor was 65 and suffered a heaTt attack

'ILevor  was  very  active  in  humanist  causes.    Hc  cnlivcned  meetings  with  his

impelsomtiors of Bertrand Russell.  Ii)st June 'hevor cntertalned tlie BRS with his
recounting of Berlie's wit end humor, and with his ow`m chain and good company.

He was also active in the Humanist Assceiation of Camda and he was  a local
celebrity in  Ottowa,  where  he  lived.    The  Ottowa Citizen newspaper printed  a
touching     eulogistic     obituary     on     July     26.      1999.     (See
http:/furww.apcug,org/user/ackeman/bever.html)

Thevor will bc missed.
:Zif:::i

GREATER RussHL RocHEsrm SFT
SPRING, 2000 SCREDUuE

Thurfuy, Januny 27

Topic:   "The Young Russell"
Sng8es`ed Tkcadin8;  The Autobiograpky Of Bertrand Russell, Vch\me One.

Thursday, Februny 17

TIIee  i.  good  acondary  lltentoe  ahooI  A)nor  and  his  lndilcbee  oD  Tbel]tietl.  Chtry
Philcoody.  I IcoDDendAJr. Agicr: Aha.arrif fsoq)^s, edi.ed try A Philljp Oriffitry P€rcquin and
ldendty..  Essay praated to ^1. ^\\en, vith t±s nqida to dien. edlled try O\.\.n \Aaedco.\d3 ]dr
Ft"e['+ ^J. A]i.r;, Fac. Sdera a.d Mararty:   Essq!Is on ^J. A}rer's Lag.Qp.age, T"th art Logic,
dioed try Gmham MlodoDald .Dd Chsrill Wriglic logl.car J)nd.wh in P.npect.w, edieed try Bany
Gowcr, and Z*c J"iAocopbi a/AJr. A)Aer, edited try lfwii HahD.
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Topic:   "lt Depends What the Word .Tbe' keens..."
SuggrstedReading:/mrode.fontoMdhadrfea/Pfro§apky,Chapter16.

Thursday, rmh 18

Topic:   "Elertrand Rusell's ihoerica"
Suggested Reading:   Bcrtrnd Jho§ell'S Ainerfea by Bony Feinberg and Ronald
Kasrils

Thurty, April 15

Topic:   "Pertrand Russell on the mtemet"
Suggested Reading:   None

Thurrdny, htry 18 0ussell's Birthday)

Topic:   Scoularism
SuggestedRcading:rmy/AmJVofAScoulndbyWluianE.Ctonnolly

AI meeting will atke place at 7:00 p.in at Blue Sunday coffeehoue and Used
Bookstore, 3118 E.  Henrietb Rnd (corner Of Lehigiv Stotion Rood), Rcehester,
New York.   For directions, please contact the coffeehoee at 716-334J«15.  For
all     other     questions,     contact     Tin     Medigan     at     716-4244184     or
<timothynd@ol.com>.

AIl meeting are flee and open to the public   Everyone is welcome and win be
includedindediscusion,wbethertheyacnovicesorexpertsinRussell'swork.
Bhadingsarehi8hlycommendedbutnotessentialtobenefitfromthediscusiors,

Peter Stone
prse@troi.ce.rcohcster.cdu

l,-.-TTT'

BOsTON ARIA BERTRAND RussEn soclErv
sTTrm BAyNE

Some  of  you  may  have  been  wondering  what  has  been  going  on  to  got  a
CanbridgroostonchapterOftheBRS8tartrdUntileenuMacoupleofthings
have  held ne back from setting things in motion,  not least of which was the
'rmnksgiving holiday here in the States.

Fromexpricneelsewhere,ithasbccomemyopinionthatsucoessheredepends
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on promotion  --  in  the  usual  sense.    What  I've  needed,  to  use  a  phrase  from
journalism, is a "draw,"  i.e., something that would justify "attention" besides an
announcement of intent to start sueh a group.

I am very plcased to report that lfilary Putnam has offered an hour of his time to
address  the  first  meeting.    The  mtLire  of the  content of the  talk  has  yet  to be
determined, but I have mentioned that remarirs on how Russell influenced his wod[
as  weu  as  some  infomal comnents  on  Russell's  tho`)ght would be desimble.
Altho`]gh I do not yet lmow whether he win pemit it, I hope to record his remarks
and make them available for the record.   Of cotuse, I will make clear that there
would be ro effort to profit from this. The tape would be givn to the Rirseu Arehives.

Another "draw" will be an essay contest with a cash award of asco for the best
essay on a very namw aspect   of Russell's philosophy.   Because of the recent
financial  problems   with  publishing  Jdse/7,   my  intention  is   to  allow  open
conpetition for all people living in the Boston area, but to require Subscription to
Riuse/J or membership in the BRS for those living outside the area.   The subject
of the essay contest would come from Russell's I+fncfty4Es (Orford 1959 [1912],
p. 48.)

...it  is  scarcely  conceivable  that  we  can  ma[c  a judgment  or
entertain a sxpposition without knowing what lt is  tl)at wc are
judgivg or supposing about.

One idca is to change the intended organhation name to the Boston Area chapter
or some such thing.  The reason is that Brandeis, 'I\ifts, Boston University, may -
along with other fine schools such as UMASS Boston and Boston college, just to
name a few -- otherwise may feel slighted.  Around the middle of next week (note:
the text is dated December 6, 1999) I will announce formation of the group itself.
Then  a  week  after  that  I  win  announce  Putnan's  talk,  assuming  everything
continues to go smoothly.   Fimlly, a week after that I will amounce  the essay
contest fomally.

Any comments by "anyone" are very encouraged.  There ac rc"ining problems.
For example, the options for a meeting place, hopefully in the Harvard Square arcs,
are limited.   I don't really want to have the meeting al Harvard because I don't
want this to be an acadenric affiir, per se -- there are some pretty sophisticated
folks around here who have nothing to do with academia, and who in fact are a bit
cynical in this regrrd.   NIT is in fact a more open iustifution, but it is difficult to
find anyone'8 destimfron -- the way things are laid out.   If anyone has any ideas
here, they would be very mush appreciated.

Steven may be reached on e-mall al <srbayne@chanrd.com>
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Ste\]en may be reached on ermai) at <srbqyne@cha]\iiel.com>
.   -i£;1

2000 ANNUAL REEITNG:
CALL FOR PAPERS

MONMouTH uNlvERsrry
WEST LONG BRANCH, NEW JERSEY

JUNE 24, 2000

If you are interested in presenting a paper at the forthcoming anmial ineeting of the
BRS to be held at Monmouth University, June 24, 2000, please send a title and
an abstmct of your proposed paper to Alan Schwerin ro later than May 1, 20cO.
You can contact him at:

Department of Political Science and Philosophy
Mormouth University
West liong Branch, New Jersey 07764
e-mail aschweri@monmouth.edu

Alan would also like suggestions for prnel presenfatious with a list of potential
panelists.

The meeting last year was well attended, with many memorable papers.  Please put
the annunl meeting of the BRS in June on your calendar now.   Wc'd love to see
you there.

i:::::::`l

RUSSEI.L AND WTITGENSTEIN:
IRE ARERICAN uNlvERsrrv CoNFERENCE
SATURDAY AND SUNDAY, MARCH 25-26, 2000

WASENGTON, D.C.

sA;TUREAr, MARCH 2s, 2ooo

8:50-9:00           Welcome by Dawn Rodl.r, American university, in the Butler
Boardroom

SESSION ONE

Modemtor:   Lu€lDda Pcacb, American University
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9:00-9:45           Ahn  schwerfu,  Mormoulh  university,  "OD  Getting  Relicton
From  Philosophy:    Sons  Thoughts  on  Russcu'8  1911  Seach  for  a  Spiritual
Vision."

9:45-10:30          Gng Lendlul, University of Iowa, "The Russeuian Nature of
Wittgeustein's rnacfafro."

BEur

10:45-11:sO         Stev.n Bnyn., "Pelspeetive spece and the Elusive sell"

11:30-12:15         iintony Flew, unversity of Peeling Russell, Wittgrusteia. and
Cogto Ergo Sun."

I.UNCH

SESSION TWO

Moderator:  Jefr CotlmD, American Urivel8lty

2:00-2:45          Robert Banut university of Memphis, "On mar r*cre JS
kevisited.w

2:45-3:sO           SaDtbgo   ZoBopule§L   American   University,   "On   Fomally
Deeidable Propositions in Prfroftyfo MofAenarfea and Related Systems."

BREAI

3:45-4:30          Thootry chl]ders, CkechAcademy ofsciences, "Russell nd his
Role in the Development of liotical Probal]ility."

4:30-5:15           David Rodfer, American uulversity,  "Martlmlia on Russell's
Itiwell Lectures."

5:15-6:00          NfokGrim,Mcusteruniversity, "Russell andwittgrrsteinon
the lx]gical Form of Belief Statements."

suNIIAy, NuncH 26, 2000

8:50-9:00           Welcome  by   tom   Harr€,  University   of  Oxford/American
University, in the Butler Boardroom
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sErsloN -
Modcmlor: Ja.o. ^d.L ^aeocLedon of AIIrerlcan hdedical a>lleges

9:00-9:45           Job.  ShoBlqr,  American  Uulvelsity,  "Ryle's  Reading  Of  the
Trac-,`
9:45-10:30          DaD Rotbhart, Gcolge Mason uulvcr3lty, "Wittgeustein and the

Grammar of Scbemallc Diagmms in Science."8-
10:45-11:30         G_    Fa[p    Geongetown    University,    "Wittgenstein's
Philcophy Of Scteqce..

11:30L-12:15          DaTld  St.in,  University  of  Iowa,  "What  RInd  of  Jew  Was
Wittgcustein?.

LUNCH

srssloN FOuR

Mbderator:   Mltchell HaDey, Missouri Western State College

2:00-2:45           Mlchael     Tlssaw,     Gcorgetown     University,      "7Tacfarfan
Psychology."

2:45-3:30           Gordon  Baker,  University of oxford,  "Everyday  use:    What
Wittgcustein Meant and Russell Misunderstood."

BREAK

3:45-4:30          P.tr xol.r, Charle. rv uulversity, "liDties of Fact"

4:30-5:15          Con Dfuond, Unlvendty of virgivia, "Does Bismack mve a
Eketlc in lhe Bol?  The Private Lenguagp Argument in Wittgeustein's 7}accois."

5:15-6:00           keynote:       ROD   Ham£,   University   Of   Orford/American
University, .Witq}cmtein:   Sdenee and Antisdcnce..

The conference b bee and open to the pubuc.   kembels of the BRS are most
welcome and cncoii[igcd to participate.   Nine members of the BRS are among
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those  listed  above.    For  further  informtion  I)lease  called  the  Department  of
PmosophyaDdReligivnatAmericoUniversity,WashingtoDD.G20016,202-
885-2925.YoumyalsocallJohnSho8kyintbeUniversltyHompOnce8t202-
8856194.TheibericanUniversityislocatedatdeintenedionOfNeb"haand
MassachusersAvenues,N.W.StreetparHngisavalfable,aswcllasparkLnginde
l#:yN:b#AS::uedeanRdftoL'£¥ndeng;:th=::dsT=::#LEiTssi%:
AshuttlebustoAUmaybefoundbchindtbenetroentmdce.

ThenightbeforetheconferenceP.trKdrwnlgivede4lstHorstLefro.
Begunin1958,theHurstLectneisanendowedleeneseriesatAUthathas•#ef;ee,e:fs==Ddsi=ysdnulximflE#DP##j#£i#
Anscombe,Jesephxpolis,StndeyRceDWaltermufronDEfrstNagel,and
RomEfarr6.ThelectueisamongtkemastprestigousinWashingtonduringde
acedendcyear.Petr'stopicis"AcademicFreedominTimesOf~oiwTbe
lectuebegivsat7:30p.minthePenueylx]ungeofGraymatdeAndco
Uriversity.AdimerwillpecedetLelecture.Thlectuewiubefollowedbya
deparlmentalrecaptionandthenlaterastudentpartytohonorPetr.

1...-...`

\

THErmLUENCEOFBERTR^NDRussEIA.
Bin COOKE

SCHOOL OF ART ANN) DuslGN
MANUKAuINSTrruTEoFThcHNoljoGy

hIANUKAu crrT, NFrv zE~

Howgratifyingitwouldbewereweabletoreporttha`,atthethlesholdofthe
twenty-firstcentury,tteinnuenceofElertrndRussellwasnevergrcater.Itis,
however,atestimonytothetwentiethcenturythatthisreportcannotbemnde.The
geneulconsensusseenetobethattbegrcatestphilocopbersofdetwentieth
centuryhavebeenElertrandRussell,LutwigWittgeustelDndMrtinHeidegger.
The  rationalism  Of  Russell  gave  way  to  the  cryptic  mystidsm  Of  the  faker
WittgersteipwhichhasintunbeenovershndowedlateinthecentrybytLereton
toprominenceofthebyzantineobfuscationofav6ifehromantic.Wereoneto
wanttoputfacestothemuehdiscussedgurbetweenamlyscandcondnenut
philosophy,thoseofRusseuandHeideggercertaiulyspringtonrird

#:et::S#;ndkcagu£:e°f±e:raL!ir=#rsonrt¥'V#t@ets?rinL:ndebec¥fn£
century.LudwigWittgeusteingotthenunberonerahHngamongphilasopbers,but
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as Daniel C. Demett. who wrote the article on him noted, it had more to do with
the  tantallsing  complexity  of  his  work  than  for  lt  being  right.     The  other
philosopher to rate a mention ln de 7lfroc survey was Russeu, whose chief legaey
was held to be his humane ratiomlism   I agree, and it is ln his popular writings
where Rusell'8 humane rationalism can best be found.  The magical lucidity and
clarity of Rusell's popular whtipgr can surely be reued upon to Play their par( in
the on-going struggle against the apparently overwhelming waves of lrmtionalism
and  whilusy  that  pusses  for  philosophy  in  the  wake  of  rLeiddegar  and  his
pustmodem legrtecs.

This my wen be where Russeu'8 legacy will be the longest-lasting.  In a century
wherephilcophyhasbeconeascomprehersibleforthegenemlreaderasquantun
mechanics, thinken like Russell my well preserve their lasting value.   A review
I once read of one of RIchand Dawkins' boots said that he makes the reader feel
uke a genius.  Russell also had this extmordinary facility.  What the avenge reader
wnlfeelintheunlikelycventoftacklinganyworkbyMartinHeideggrrcanbeleft
to the idmgmtion.   The lltle of a work by Jean-Paul Sarfe comes to mind.

11 is  true  that if Ruscll's lasting influence lies in his popular writings, then his
breakthroughs  in  logic  and  the  philosophy of mathematics  will  be  confined  to
footnotes in philcophlcal manuals, to be read by the initiated few.  But maybe this
is  not  a  bed  thing.    I~as(  year,  in  the Jandon Jtev;gM/ a/J}cads,  Jonathan Rde
endorsed Richard Rorty's criticism of analytical philosaphy tliat, by concenfroting
on attacking pretentious  fuzziness, as he called i| imadmtion, enthusiasm, and
hope were being frozen out   Mush of this is a grim necessity of the moment, as
clear thinking and exposition ac themselves under attack on the most preposterous
grounds.    And  until  recently,  of course,  Russell'8  popular writings  were  often
scorned precisely beca`]se they offered imgivation, enthusiasm, and hope.   The
criticism, however, is valid, and 8 return to the style Of Russell could only help
mintain a lightness of touch while dealing heavy blows.

The  other  point  about  Russeu's  influence  that  we  need  to  remember  is  the
extraordinny strong(h of his pe(somlity.   Russeu may have had trouble earning
boy-scout merit awards, a8 Ray Monk'8 biography has demonstrated, but under all
this be was still a very gpet man;   one who can be looted up to a8 something of
a hero.   Rupert Chawshay-Wilu8Irs noted Of Russeu that he continued to feel in
extremes even when hc was thinking in moderation.   I can think of ro finer way
to whte works of lmnglmtion, enthusiasm, and liope for the geneml reader.  Agaln,
the contrast with either Wittgerstein or Heidegger is instrudivc.  Both of these pen
were  self-absobed  and  hunouless.    Wittgerstein  lacked  any  sense  of sacial
obligrtioD nd was cmcal  of social  obligation when he cane acres  lL   And
Heideggar's  brief  romy  into  the  wider  world  was  disastrous.    Ths  is  not  to
edvacate sore cltTavagant Carlylecsque hero-worship.   But it is true to say that
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the twenty-first centry win need all the enmples of pcrsoml coumge, dedication
to wider causes, and casmic humility that lt can gc| and who wlu provide 8ueh an
example more than Rtesll?

;ii-.-T`

RusSEILIAN porpouRRI
WARREN ALlmT srmTH

RIds  playing aroul  the  Acropolis  of Athcm  must  surely  have  argued  as  to
whether DloDysus could drink more wine than Ztun   Whether Hestla was really .
avirgivOrwhetherAdamastor'spenlsrcallywassohugethatheandthenymph
'Thclls were unable to have sex.

rids toddy have simiur qucstious about sueh gods as Yahoo, LycoB, or Eaclte.
Some of irfeefr gnds' answers aren't based upon fact cltheT, whlch nlustmtes lrow
asweprogresfromchildhoodtoadulteryweshedmuehofwhtweusedtothink.

Forndy, kids found some a]]swers from an omclc at a Shrine.  Today, Hds turn
to the oracle Jceves, who is found on the World Wide Web at ctrww.ask.com>.
itsk Jeeves various qustious and Jeeves will buttle the  news that Dfonysus is
connected with Australian fie Victorian wires.  That you can Sleep ln a tee-tap \
on Tbeds island off Vancouver.   And that Adamaster has 30 ... matches on the
WW.

The  WWW  is  like  a  newly  constructed  intermtioml  library,  one  ln  which
information that is  not nndnly  from boots  is being acces8ioned daily, facts are
accumulating by the tmlious,  and the  Web is  growing expnentially as well  as
anarehistically.    No  Zeus  nor  Jchov.h  has  created  nor controls  the  Web,  its
measure Of manlchd being Man.

If it is true that a person does not die so long as someone remcmbcrs, B.rfrond
Russen is very mush alive and is destined for lmmomlity.  On the search enane
AltaVista(<www.altavista.com>)over12,sor€ferencaaccunentlyfound,and
the number increases daily.  Russell's bocks are mmcd and commented upon, his I
name is unked with other figues in philosophy, his viow8 ac anal)mod, his picture
appears on the screen, and his voice comes out of the computcr'8 spcckers.

Alas, Ruseu stiu has his enemies.  The Rev.I.nd Ralpb AL SDlth. for example,
takes  him to task for being a sinner and an lnfidcl  ~  Dcanlng, one hopes, that
Smith's and Rusell's concept of morality is irspiringry diffcrcnt.

20

Ask  Jeevcs  or  Alfa  Vista  about  RUEBscll.  and  both  wlu  si]pply  thousands  of
references, including two major iourcee all Rusellian Surely consult ofen:

<tlrv`rw.mcmaster.ca/tussdoes/russeu.htm>
<wn`r.users.drew.edu/-jlenz/bra.html>

Anyone, anytlm€, and anyv`rhere can click these two WWW homeprges, and all
lind8 of lnformadoo I. 8eduedvely presented on the computer screen.  Skapties, of
corse, ac quick to point out that mush of the inforrmtion on the Web ls false, but
recqgrizlngthlscncouragesonetodistinguishunenlightenmeutfromen»ghtennenL

Ik]vers  of thvia can dctermJne  who  on  the  Web  is mentioned  -I often,  for
example.  As to ttB nilmbcr of times a word or a phrase cocus, anyone's computer
comes up with aD almost lmmodiatc mathematical answer - metl)into I.old Ruscll
would have loved playng with one.  Scl P,788,020) is mentioned more than God
(5,627,6io), he would find.

Using  the  Alto  Vista 8e8rch  eptlne  one  finds  that  PLeto  (157P60)  mtes  more
mention that Altstoq. (121,400), Aristotle nrore than Sacmtes (119,840}  More
Web pages cite  Nlctzschc 02,810) than WlttgcDdeh  (31,819).    Even ln July
1991, Monlca Lewlmm (54,079) mted higher than Pop. JobD Paul 11 01,819).
Isaac AsllDov Q1,025) scores more than Slr Arthur C. Cbrke (14,638).   Kur(
VonDngut, Jr. (12,241), so it goes, rates higher than Pat Rolrertan (11,744), who
mtes higher, alas, than Davld Hone a,508).

Russell's   Wfty  /  Am  JVof  A  Cfrdrfan  rates   118  entries,  whereas  Jfrodyfa
A/"Acmarfea only rates 16. The JVcw yorter quy 31, 1999), reporting that the
latter book surfuced  al  ne3 on Mndem  Hbrny's  list  of the  century's  hundred
greatest nonfiction books, deschbed lt a8 .the most influential book never I€8d."

Of    the     546    entries     for    our    lionomry     nember    Ths]lma     Nawh,
<humnists.netrfuasriqphotes.htm> has photographs of her with Jacques Derrida,
Guutar Gmss, Mario Vargas LJasa, and Fbeneh Presidents Mlttemnd and Chirac.

One dues have to bc cacful.  Many of the 3,cO6 Paul Eltwands citings are about
a footballer who has the 8anc mne as (he distinguished philosopher.  It's the sane
story with the 182,140 KenDctb BIaclow.P8, soine of whom are Ckevelanders.

Alan SchwcrlD Q6 enties),  the computer - a la Big Brother -- reveals, is so
interested in model  airmft that he bought a low-level alrfoil.   The good thing
about the Net is that people can find you   The bad thing about the Net...is that
people can find you

•-.-+
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wl'I'rGENSTEIN:  A vlDEo REvlEw
SANTIAGO ZORZOPULOS
AImlcAN uNrvmsrrv

"gensteinDirect4by.Derf±Jqu^Yr¥.en±..K%3=£;Tha=EN:aMZZ%i
nd Derck Jarmou  I+odeed dy Hardy Ali  Sfarring Ctrey Chassey, WjcheJ
%oufhercadi#o;=]~*in;;inAvun|;atanueancomfior$20.95.

In  Wittgerstein,   dinetor   Derek  Jarmn   attempts   to   present   the   life   and
contributiors to philosophy of Ludwig Wittgcrstein, the enigmatic genius whose
work in philasaphy is already classic.

The film opens with the young Wittgerstein (aancey -y) intndudng his
fndy,certainlyoneoftheodde8taroutEachmcmberisgivenabrieLusually
mofoid,biographicalsketch.WittgensteinspcaksofeveTythingfromdesuicides
of three of his broth3rB to the laos of Paul WittgenBtein'8 (lan ljantham-Kneni®
handduringtheFirstWorldWar.Thesettingismorenkeastageplaythanafilm,
with lighting used bmliantly to say more by 8howlng less.

Wittgenstein then tells us of his young life, de strugdes be tnt at school, his
attendingthesanesclxrolasAdolfmtier,ndoderbizarTenuggets.Thcaction
shifts  to  a  glown-up  Wittgenstcin  aul  Johnson)  during  his  fllst  days  ln
mchester,England.wherehestudiedaeromuticalengivchog,beforegivngit
xp after failing in his attenpts to invent a new hind o[ propeller cnglne.   From
there  he  gees  south to  Cambridge  to  study  philcophy  under  Elerband  Russell
quchael Gougiv).

InCinbridge,tbemoodshiftsfrompues.orytellingtoadeepertwestigationinto
Wittgenstein's life  influences and philosophy.   We are  intTnduced  to a colorful
groupofhistoricchanctersineludingJohnhhynardkeynes(JohnQuentin),Lady
OttotineMonellqndrSwinton).andLydialopokovaajynnScymour)Itish3re
thatdeactionisdorimn|eBceptforthreeratherbriefintcrludes.Thefirstshow8
WittgensteinintheGrcatWarandhissulxpuentjobase8chcoltcacherinrural
Austria   The second is his failed attempt to immlgratc to de Sovlet Union to be
a farmhand.   The third is his brief residence in Ireland .boTtly before his death.

BertrandRussellispresentedinthisfflmprimrilylntwoway8:beactsasakind
OfphilosophicalfoilforWittgeustGin,thcoldgunrdofphllocophythathasitall
hqulessly wrong, and as the only person able  to kxp . level tNrad during that
dymric  time  at  Cambridge.    When  we  first  see  Russell.  hc  b  arguing  with
Wittgeusteinaboutthepossibiutyoftherebeingarhbe"lnderomRussell
denies that it is there, looking under the tablo for it whlto WittgBnslein tclts him
theprqusitionisn'tempiricalbutmetaphysical.JarDmndmnqprtoinertajab
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at Russell's position, for vhcn Russell gFC up to leave the lconl, an actor in a
rhinne(us castur cperges Gpom (he .hadov8.  During a 8ubeequent scene, Ijady
Ottoline Morrell chastlac3 Russcu for hl8 inability to answer direct questions.  Even
Keynes, whasc own philcophical performance in the film is less than flattering,
teusLydialapkova(halhavingWittgersteinatctmbridgcprovidesanaltermtive
to Rusell.

However, to facur only on this negrtive portrayal of Russell as a philosopher is
short-sighted.   For vhatcver defects Jarmn arranged for Russell'8 philosophy, he
certainly didn't  let  11  infect Russen's chamcter.   Russell is the only one of the
enbridgecrowdvhoLsowareoftbeterribleeffeetWittgersteinhasonhispupils.
Russell, in his mast nemorable scene, confronts Wittgeustein about his decision
to influene a young .tudcnt to abandon canibridgp in order to become a laborer.
He tells Wlttgcnetein (hat Johnny'8 a(evin Collim) parents sacriEiced their whole
lives to be able to pfovidc something better for their son, who now Wittgeustein
brs returned to the dLnb of the prole¢arial  Wittgeustein is clearly st`inned by tl]ese
words, and offcr8 only token cxplanatioqB on his behalf  h the end, Wittgerstein
prefers to end his fflcndshlp with Russeu rather than admit his role in the wlrole
affri,,

Wittgeustein is portmyed as profound, yet deeply umware of lrow difficult he is
to be around.   Hc constantly demands perfection from himself and others.  In one
amusing scene  he is  blking with I.edy Ottoline Morrell.   She tens him that his
problem is that he wanted to be perfect   Puzzled, Wittgerstein asks her, "Don't
you?"Shelaugbsand8aysno,towhichWittgersteinbecomesangryandsaysthat
he camot see how they can be ffiends.  Lady Monell, with a big smile, shrugs her
shoulders and Says 8be doesn't undelstand either.

Wittgeustein is also portrayed as partly  unstable because of his  homosexuality.
During a monologue be 8lts alone in a lange cage, ndnritting his sexual armrs with
Johmy  and  his  imbility  to  resist  his  urges,  resulting  in  regret and  feelings  Of
dirtiness.   How mush of a peychologlcal lnfluenec this actually was, or even if it
was true is a "tter Of a rather beatod dcb&te.  However, the fflm dues an excellent
job of showing the stony relationships Wittgeustein had with some of the young
men at cambhdge.

John Maynnd ]Geyfrs is presented in an unflattering manner.   He carries himself
like an over{nthuslastic amateur in philosaphy.  lie displays a constant admiration
forWiltgensteinandhisphilcophywlthoutevenseeringtounderstand8wordof
il   However, be  is quite loyal to his friend and recites the metaphor of the ice-
castle, for which the film is famous, at Wittgenstein's deathbed.

On the whole, the .ding is adeqLLate to fantastic, with the best perfomance tuned
in by Karl Johnsoo.I pormyal of Wittgeustein.  Johnson has a real flair that mde
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what might have been dud-lines sound quite genuine.  Hc is undoul]tedly aided by
his twin-like resemblance to Wittgersteln

As a piece of art-biogfaphy, the fflm works well   It gives lml8ht into the mture
of this fasdmting philesapher's refatiorships and problems.  The chamcters, while
clearly written in a way which won't `pstagr Wittgeusteln'8 brilliance, all Seem to
capture the essence of their real-life counterparts.   For someone interested in an
historicalrdramatic work, this film fits the bill.

As far as the philosophical content of the work, it is mthcr weak   Witfgen8tein's
early work dealt almost elk:lusively with lotic and its rmts.  This fundamental part
of his  carly  philosophy  is  referred  to,  but  never really  8hov`m or talked about.
Instead, mush attention is givn to Wittgemtein's stmpge couection of whtings
dealing  with  religion.     This  leads  to  Some  rather  amusing  misdeatments  of
Wittgeustein's  philosophy.     For  example,  in  the  scene  with  Russeu  and  tlie
rhinoceros, Russell asks why Wittgeustein won't believe tl]ere is no rhino in the
room.  Wittgerstein responds by saying, "Because the world is made of facts, not
of  things,"  which  is  Propusitlon  1.1  of  the  7}acAafro  fogfeolp"o§ophicus.
Understood properly, as a statement about materialistic relationships in logiv, this
would present absolutely ro answer to Russcll's question.   Other than allowing
Jalman  to  insert  a  line  from  the  7Z,P,  it  serves  no  purpose  except  to  have
Witlgeustcin  utter  a  complete  noncequit`ir,  which  I  am  guessing  wasn't  the
intention

The film does a better job in nddlessing Wittgcustein'8 later philcophy, especially
the social mture of languages.  Sometimes il captures something mther funny, such
as when Wittgeustein is being inter`dewed by Sophie Janovskaya for immigration
into the Soviet Union.   She  tells him he should rend more  Hegel.   Wittgeustein
responds  by  laughing  and  saying  "I  can't  read  Hegell     I'd  go  quite  mad!"
However,  the  film  never  really  succeeds  in  doing  more  than  making  banal
comments that lack penetrating insight.

On the whole, this film is a worthy effort to portmy an erfuordimrily difficult
subject.    It  is  a  film  of  more  interest  to  these  with  a  taste  for  the  lives  of
philosophers than their work.   However, I think anyone with btoad philosophical
interests will enjoy this film.

'-.-+
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AJ. A:yER:  A LIFE
BY BEN ROuERS

REVIEWED BY JOHN SHOSRT, Ph.D.
AnmlcAN uNrvERsrrv

A+. dyer  A IJre dy Bch Rogerty IioDdon:   Chatto ul Whdng 1999, 402
pp.   ISBN 0 7011 6316 X.

I bought this book in Oxford ut reed a large portion of it there.   This wng an
appropriate place lo encounter a biography on Ayer, especially for someone uke
me,  who  gmady  admired  him  (ed  8tiu  dcNrs).     Orfurd  was  the  Site  of  his
undergradunteandgradunteworkatCnristCnuehinthelate1920sandeerly30s,
his po8I-war teaching position at Wadham in the late 40s, his fellowship at New
colleg€inthe608and70s,andhislaterfelloushiplnretirementatWolfroninthe
late70sandthedecadeofde80s.Mastimportantlyforainosttwcntyyeon,from
1959-1979,AyerwasWykehanProfesorofLogicintheunivelslty.

But Orford ha a tendeney to harshly judge its own. and Ayer Still ulicits some
very 8tong views among older philcoaphers.   The "jorlty uno, lnaced back at
leastasfarasJ.LAustin,isthtAyerwasavain,unorictnal,whollyunplcasqu
and  disleputrble  fellow  who  i8  vastly  over-mted  by  anyone  who  finds  him
moderately interesting.  ke was merely "clever", that pejorative ten for someone
who is able but not deep (read here "not a serious scholar")   The nrinority lire,
traced  back  to  Peter  Stmwson,  is  thL  yes,  Ayer  was  vain  and  sonetidnes
uroriginal,  but  a  key  figue  nonetheless  who  brqught  a  clarity  and  style  to
philusophicalwriting,aswcuassoneimportantnewviewsonepisterology(reed
here .he was a serious Scholar).   Some of the young3r philcrophers have side-
steppedthisdebatcnkeabantamweigftylcokingalAyerprlnndlya8anhlstorical
figue.   Others have joined 8 party line, for or ngaiust as they encounter Ayer's
legacy.

ThdeffingmomcntwasAyer'8retumtoOrfordinthelate195usafterathir(eon
year stint as Grote Professor of Mud nd ngc at Uhivefsity Chllegr, I.ondon.
WhenllH.PriceretindfromthcWykehanCmrin1958,Ayeractivelysought
to   be   his  replacenent.     A  seven  member  committee,   which  included   the
philesaphers John Mabhott futhony Quinton, John Wisdom,  Gilben Ryle and
Austin,  was  lespousible  for finding  the  new chair.    Ryle  and  hdebott wanted
WillianRIcale,whohadbcenavinglc€tuesinOrfordonloticandwouldscon
produe his monuncntal 7ife Daefap~ a/Jogjc.  Austln voted for Strawson,
who  was  mush  younger  than  Ayer.     Quinton,  Wifrom,  and  the  two  mom
philesaphersvoedforAyc.promptingMbbot.AustinandRyletoresignfrom
the committee.   There were many interesting variables:   Ryle was Ayer'8 ffiend
and  fomer  tutor,  Wisdom  was  the  outside  vote  from  cambridge,  the  non-
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philosophers (who didn't know the subject) had 8lded with Ayer, Austin and Ryle
were the only members of the comnittec to hold chairs in philcophy ln Orford,
and Quinton and one of the nor-philosophers were as8ochted with New college.
So  the  two  most  important  philosophers  in  Oxford  didn't  want  him  in  the
Wykeham Chair, and they both felt that the New Cbllege "fix" deternrfued Aycr's
election (Ayer was s`n]scquently elc€ted a fellow of New a]llegc).   h a claced
community nke Oxford, Still essentially medieval,  the elements of Small events
become indicative of much larger issues.

So,withOxforddonrimtedbyRyleandAustin'sphilasaphyofordlrmylangunge,
Ayer already knew he was coming hone to what was enemy territory.  Even now,
except  for I,angz.qg6  rhtqb  md Zogjc,  his  work  ls  hard  to  iud  in  Orford
bookshops, as if he lived in another tine, another centry.

The majority line was leeently airod in the 7lfroes fdreroy Sxpp/encm by Cblin
MCGirm rThe Hollow Man's Story:  AJ. Ayer and Ike Philcophy of .One Dun
Thing After Another,"  June 25,  1999, pp. 34.), which was Surprising bccaue
MOum  was  an  intimate  and  ffiend  of  Ayer'8.     However,  ln  a  "balanced"
assessment  that was  vastly  tilted  to  one Side,  MbGim used  the opportunity  to
conduct a harshly persoml evaluation of Ayer.   Rqger's book, which was under
review,  was  leeommended  as  "a  Solid  and  wed-tuned  biography,"  "gripping
reading,"  and  "a  concise  portrait  of intellecfuLl  life  in  the  middle  part  of the
twentieth century."  But with tliat said, MCGim outlined in some detail "Fleddie's
faults."   Here is one passage:

But I would now have to say that not only Ayer never have an
origiml idea in his life, he also never had a good idea, his own
or anyone clse'8.  ms dogmatic cmplricism, his conventiomlism
about  logical  truth,  his  emotivism  in  cthies,  his  serserdatun
theory of perception, his "bundle theor]r' of objects and peisous -
- cone of this seems to me (or to most others) redo(cly on the
right  track.    I  think  he  misread  Hone  as  an  undcrgradunte,
combined this with 8 misreading of Wittgerstein'8 7}acfdus, and
never freed himself from the errors and confusiom that Tesulled.
Moreover, he was renurkably hostile to new ldcas if they did not
confom to his own preconceived opiniom, disuls8Lng I(npoTtant
developments   as   mere   "fashion".      His   contcmpfrou,   and
thoroughly confused, reaction to the work of SeuJ Krip[c was the
most obvious example of this.   He is lrow very llttJc rcnd within
analytical philosophy --  his chosen field -- and  he  Ideas play
almost  no  role  in contenipomry  debates.    Compared  to  W.V.
Quins and P.F. Shawsoq. say, let alone Russeu and Wittgcustein,
he is a negngivle figure on the philosophical scene.   a.3.)
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With ffiends like ursc...I  ". aseessdDcnl ts unfairly presented.  Ayer had views
on skepticisD the lodcal cortytn]ctioD of cxpcricnce, and other issues which are
of  the  first  rank    Iui  views  on  de  verification  principle,  the  aFgunent  from
illusion,  ethics,  and  hunmnism a[ie  of historical  and contemporary interest,  and
canrotbeignorcd.A4apuncophicalhistorian,hisassessnentsOfRusseu,Moors,
and  the pragmatists ac  iuslghtful and solid.   His view of Wittgerstein and the
continentals was partisoD. but offefed many good arguments for disession.  As a
teacher, Ayer had for peers.   As an advocate for philasaphy, Ayer was the must
visible, famous philosopher 8ipe Russeu.   He is far from a "negligible figure."

What'8 more, MCGlun'. negrtive assessment goes beyond the pale.  It i8 pelsoml,
mean-spirited, cruel. and nraliclous.   I]e concermted on Ayer as social butterfly,
slick dancer. and prty animal  Ayer'8 womnizing comes in for mush play CThe
Bill Wyman of philcoaphy,  he  mmged to seduee a  tnily amazing number of
women,typicallymalntahing&8mallharemofcthffiendssimultancously."[p.3.I).
WhyisltintherecenlbiographiesofRussell,Wittgerstein,Sartre,andnowAyer,
sex  is  the  story  line?    TbeTe  is  a 8trangp,  constant  fascination in contemporary
biographical  effods with sex, especially if the whter can juxtaprc  inteuectual
achievement with 8n over-stimulated libido.

Mtoim also tells us of Aycr's self doutts, his inseculties, his dependeney on
motberfigures,andhisowndoubtfuassessmentofhispunesophicallegacy.Most
of that my be  true, perhaps, but is it the  kind of thing that outweighs Ayer's
brillianec, professional  accompushlnents,  zest for  »fe,  loyalty  to  ffiends,  many
kindnesses,delermimtiontotakephilosophytothepublic,vastteachingskim,and
building of a first class philosophy department at University college?   Why push
up the scandalous stuff and dowaplay the positive elements of a unique life?   I
wonderedifMCGinnthoughthiscommentswoulddomorethangivethepartylire.
Perhaps he was trying to do Rogels a favor, making the bock seem unseemly in
our peeping pest-modem culture, thereby bumping up sales.

Since MCGim'8 fwicw  told me everything about his viev`r of Ayer, and next to
nothing about the book itself, I knew I had to go to the souroe.   Cto-ineidently, I
knew a little about the bioglaphy before lt cane out  h the Rylc Papers at rmacre
a]llege there is correspondence from Rogcrs in 1993 looking for any lettels from
Ayer  to  Ryle.    AI  that  tine,  Rogprs  said  be  was  working on  an "authorized"
biography, with complete cooperation from Lady Ayer and the litemry executors.
Dutifully, Idrcre sent the sintle letter they had, and RngtB responded with a
cheery reply, thanking them for such good material.  No one 8t Hmcre knew more
until the book came out in June.

Rngers  had  a  tough job.    I  know  that  the  construction  of  a  biography  Of an
intellectul figue is ulcky.  Who is the target audience?  How dctriled in technical
subjects should the biographer become?   How mush sympathy should go into the
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discussion of the  intellectual  material,  verses  the  tncre  rocllation  of ufo  events
flavored with the psychcrspeculatiope that define current biography?   He dcclded
to go for a genend audience, perhaps hoping to dxpllcatc Ray Monr8 bestseulng
efforts on Wittgeustein and Russell.   Hc forewent the technical Stuff; except for a
few  lapses.    He  was  largely  8ynipathetic  to  the  8ubjeet,  but  didn't  fawn.    He
employed  a  good  bit Of psychologival  and  chancter amlysis,  which  tended  to
confim Ayer as self-centered, selfish, unimagmtive, and dependent on others.

I have my gripes about this book, which I discuss below.  But Rogers does a good
job  in most respects.   The whting is crisp and compelling.   The sentences are
generally clean and punchy, except for some occasioml smpgr placcmcnt of vchs
and some oveny long and numerous dependent clauses, tempting the reader to lcee
track of the subject and  the independent clause, with sore  sentences  going on
mush too long aike this one).  'Ihe story itself moves quickly and I pcad (he book
over two days in three sit(ings, largely because I couldn't lcavc it.  It ls a tale well
told,  moving from epistemology to  love  affairs  to dance Steps  to  I.al>our Party
polities to vacation spots, and so on.

The book suffers, in my view, from giving us merely a cusory tTcatmcnt of Ayer's
philosophical views and his crities'  rcactious.   True, there ls a long discussion of
both Langlrage, Truth and Logic a;nd The Problans Of Knowledge, as wall as a
handful of articles.   But there is little attempt to demomte the value of Ayer'8
work after the publication of fangz.qgq 7hwh and Logic.   For cnmple, I would
have appreciated a mush more detailed discussion of The Fchiidrifoms a/Eixpfrfeal
Knowledge and The Central Questions Of Philosopky, which 1 personally rogrnd as
Ayer's best book.   There could have been more substantial discussion of Aycr's
treatment of Hume, the pragmatists, Mcore, Russell, Wittgerstein, and especially
Quine, who virtually disappears after the Vienna Circle.   Rogcr8 mentions Ayer's
close reading of the existentialists, but we get precious little content.   Ayer had a
powerful debate with Strawson on individuals, Ryle on consdousness, Austin on
perception, and copleston on the existence of God.  We don'I get mush about any
of this.   Ins famous rejection of Wittgeustein on private language and Kripke on
essentialism are only briefly covered, and its hard  lo  tell  who wins, or why.   I
would have espeeially like more bacl[ground infomation on Frcgc, Camap, Moors,
Ramsey, Wisdom, Anscombe, Price, Ryle, and Austin  AIl 8t]ow up, but ln a one-
dimeusioml presentation  Monk excelled at providing baclgro`ind Information on
important figLiles and Rogers could have done mush more to fill ln the picture.  If
you don't have a background in the history of philosopliy, you would have nttle
idea who these people are or what they thought based on Ro8cr'. tTcethent.   In
particular,  Austin  is  a  fascimting  figure  who  deserves  .  ricl]cr  presentation,
especially concerning his bitter disagreenents with Aycr and the development of
his methodology from his war experiences.
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Rogers dues a good job in Lr)Ang to feconeile Ayer's empiricism with his lifestyle.
When you bclievc  Ltral cprrionco ls just a bundle of perceptiors, then perhaps
there is little need for self-tcfleetioD  This becomes a powerful sub-plot throughout
the   book,   used   to   cxplrfu   Ayer's   behavior  tchrards   women,   relationships,
ffiendships, and pace or ufo.

For  Ruseu  scholad.  thle  book  is  of some  importance.    There  is  mush  about
Russell here.   Whllc ^ycr claimed to owe the mast to Hume, clearly Russell was
the most influen(hi roT ^ycr lo this century.   Reed in 1928 while in his last year
at Eton, Russell.a Scqndca/ Ebsays  inspired Ayer to go into philosophy.   h an
Oxford   openly   bcotilc   to   Rusell,   Ayer   read  several   of  his   works   as   an
unde\grdrunte:.fro\udin8PrfroipinMathemaica,:h€Pr_oP!T:o{Phips?ply.,OT
Knowiledge of de Eninl World, ul The Andysis Of _prind._ .4ryor's.two P?ha
on Russell and rmy ulicles 8lrow a carefu understanding of his work and place
in the history of philosophy.

As a philosopher, Ayer also used Russell as a standard.  Russell's empiricism was
extended and improved by Ayer.   Russell's logic was chanpioned, cspeciany his
theory of descriptions, but not developed.   Russell's 7be Prchkems a/Afro.fo§opdy
was  the  inspiration  for  Ayer's  77ie  ca.frd  OI.esffous  a/ Pfu./asapdy,  as  was
I(usseIV8AirisloryOfWes;e"iPhilosopkyto\Aryc;rsPhilasogivyintheTwentleth
Cdrty, which was supposed lo be a sequel.

Phflcophically, Ayer saw hilnseLf squarely in the tradition of British Empiricism.
Therefore, in rmny respeets he was Russell's heir.   RngeTs notes that

Ayer  always  shared  the  spirit  if  not  the  detan,  Of  Russell's
outlook,  and  identified  wholchcartedly  with  his  rejection  Of
mysticism  and  philasaphical  idealism,  his  commitment  to  a
broadly  scientific  view  Of  the  world,  and  his  belief  in  the
importance   of   scepticism,   rigour   and   clarity   of   thought
Philcophy was rot a science, but Ayer agreed with Russell that
it needed to be put on a scientific footing. a. 47.)

Ayer offered the first set of lectures in Oxford advertising Russell's mme.  h the
autLum  of  1933  he  gave  a  series  of  Saturday  moming  lectures  entitled  "The
Philosophy  of Analysis  Qusseu,  Wittgeustein,  and  carnap)."    h  fact,  Rogers
believes that this was the first tine that lectures were given on a living philosopher
in Oxford.   Price credited Ayer with almost single-handedly famiHarizing Oxford
with "the Russell-Wittgeustein school."

ThisprofessionalregrrdwasTctumedbyRusselLwhowrotetwofavorablereviews
of hagrqgq ]fulh and 4ogjc, and a strong letter of recommendrtion for Ayer's
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application for the Wykeham Chair.

Ayer was extremely proud of his pelsoml ffiendship with RtiasclL  AIthough they
had met before, Ayer came to lmow Russell well dulng the .c.dcmlc year 1937-
38, when Russell was giving lectures in Oxford.  Aflcr the lrar. they aqJy mush of
each other in London.  University College becane a Strong .dvocate for Ri]ssell's
philusaphy  and  a  welcome   forum   for  Russeu's  views,   unllke  Orford  and
canibridge.   Russell  locked to Ayer to keep him informed Of current events  in
philosophy,  remamng  to  Ved  Mehta:     "I  have  respect  for  ^ycr.     He  ules
informtion and lias a first class style."  Later, after ret`indng b Oxford. Ayer took
the lend in organizing the famous goth. Birthday Party for Rusell.

There are also comparisors about RULscll and ^ycr'. vlelo on ordinary language
philesaphy, politics, romantic love, and many olt]cr eoplcL

I recommend this book bccausc lt b a good liitleducllon to a great philosopher.
Rngers has brought together countless trlbutar]c3 Into a .l]iglc 8treap telling us
much about the people, persomlitlc* .nd cvem (hal mdc up Strong currents of
thought in our culture and history.   It Should be read in conjunction with Aycr'8
own two volumes of autobioglxphy (Pzzrl a/Wy forc and Wore a/My ffrc), which
often give us more details about particular lncldents.   In turn. Rogers often clean
up vague matters in the autobiographies.  For tliose looking for a comprrison, this
book is not as thin as the Moorehend biography of Riissell, but clcoc.  It is not xp
to the aack or Monk standard.   It is Aysr-IJte, which was a conscious choice by
Rogers to expand interest in Ayer to the geneml public.  I'm Sue the bock will be
well-received.  Ayer's  story  is  amazing.    He  was  famous,  brilliant,  glamorous,
connected, and a celebrity.  He was also a challengivg, hard-hitting, and thoughtful
philosopher who did mush to push the subject forward in this centry.

Ryle told a story about overhearing two Oxford philasophcrs, IIW.B. Joseph and
HA Pritchard, complaining in a bookshop that I erigi.qgc  7}]wh and Jogfe had
ever found a publisher.  The metaphysician R.G. Coulngrood overheard them and
said "Gentlemen, this book will be read when your names a]ie forgotten."   Such a
comment   says   much   about   Couingwood'8   genereslty.   Aycr'8   legacy,   and
contemporay criticism.

'L::::IZ:'1
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It is time to renew your membership.

If you have already renewed for 2000 or have joined
the BRS  in  2000,  please accept the thanks of the
Society once again for your participation.

If you  have  not  yet  renewed  your  membership  for
2000 -- or if you would like to join the BRS for the
first time -- please inn the form on the next page
along with your pryment TODAY.   Thank you.
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FROM THE EDITOR
JOIN SHOSKY

AMERICAN uNlvErsITy

The Annual Meeting is coming up fast.   And it's  time to vote for the Board of
Directors.   Inside the envelope containing this issue you will find a bauot.   Please
choose eight members to serve on the Bonrd.  Then send the ballot via e-mail, snail
mail, or phone to Alan Schwerin by June lst.  Thank you for your quick response,

The cover photo shows Russell at Trinity College,  CaribridgB.

BERTRAND RUSSELL RESEARCH CENTER
MCMASTER UNIVERSITY

The editor has received the following repor(, passed on by Ken Blackwell:

"The Faculty of Humanities has established a Berhand Russell Research Clentre at

MCMaster.    The  Centre will  bring  a variety  of activities  relating to  the  famous
philosopher together for administrative purposes.

Daniel Woolf, Dean of Humanities, notes  that the Faculty has identified RL]ssell
studies  as  an  academic  priority.    "his  is  a way  of hamonizing  a  number of
activities which cunently operate under various Lmbrellas, and bring them together
under one roof.'   The actual Ber(rand Russell Archives, located in Mlls Hbrary,
would remain there, he adds.

`It is remarkable that [MCMaster] has the papers of Bertrand Russell.   It has great

significance for the Faculty and the University,' Woolf says.

The Cbntre will be housed within the Faculty and be adnrinistered by a director.
It is expected that the Centre will be operational by July 2000.   The Clende will
inherit the prendsses cunently occupied by the Russell Editorial Project, in 'rsH-
719, along with its telephone number (905-525-9140-x24896) and e-mail contact
(dunana@mcmaster.edy.

The activities (hat will come under the auspices of the Centre include the CoJfected
Paperspro3ect,p"ieatmo£Russell..theJoumalOfBertrandRussellStudies,and
presentation  of the  annual  Bertrand  Russell  Peace  Lectures,  spousored  by  the
Centre for Peace Studies.   Other activities are being considered.

` This is an imaginative initiative by Dean Woolf, ' comments Richard Rempel, who
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is retiring as director of the Ruseu Editorial Project.   `It win extend and deepen
the  boundaries  of  reseach  on  Russell  by  bringing  scholars  and  post-docs  to
MCMaster.'

Both Wcolf and Rempel say that the most important advantage of such a Clentre
will  be  the  opportunities  it  offers  for building  on  MCMister's  strength  as  the
internatioml homes of Russell studies:

`It will be  a  major intenectunl  stimulus  for MCMaster,'  says  Rempel,  `and will

placetheUniversityintheforefrontofresearchrelatedtoliberalideasandthought
in the 20th century."

BOARD OF DIREcrors
BERTRAND RuSSELL SoclErT

" CAST YOUR VOTES "

EAch year we elect one-third of the 24 Board Members of the Berband Russell
Society.   Ths year eight members are ending a three year ten which begrn in
Januny Of 1997:  James Alouf, Jan I.oeb Eisler, Nicholas Griffin, Robert T. James,
Justin Leiber, Chandrakala Padia, Hany Ruja, and Peter Stone.

Here are  the  biographies  of the  ten nominees  for the  Board of Directors.   The
nominees have supplied some of the information for these biographies.

James Alour:  "I have just completed a three year ten on the  Board and have
accepted renomination because I believe that I can offer yet another interpretation
of Rusell and what the society should be doing to promote Russell's ideas."

Rolrert Bamard:   (supplied by the editor)  He is the Spindel Doctoral Fellow at
University of Memphis, where he is completing his dissertation.  He has taught at
Memphis and the University of Mississippi.   He will assume a full-time teaching
position at the University of Mississippi in the Fan 2000 semester.   He has given
several conference papers on Russell, including the BRS Annual Meeting in 1998,
the BRS session at APA REtem in 1999, and the Russell/Wittgeustein Conference
in 20cO.

SteveD  Bayne:     "My  background  is  philosophy  and  history.    I  have  several
publications  and  have  lectured  on  Russell,  once  in  relation  to  Meinong,  and
recently on Russell's theory of space.   I have also lectured on `Human/Machine
Interaction' (xpr, 1997) and loacal models of causation (FISI at Buffalo, 1994).
Soon, I hope to give a paper on Russell's relation to mathematicians who were not
logicians.   Curently, I am examining early philosophical  responses to the `new'
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physics.  My main concern is to see that.the BRS explores new funding resoumes.
I lrave experience with the pfess and pul}lic relations."

Jab Eisler.   "We  have opportunities to present an expanded Russell Society as
never before.   This is the time to go forward.   Our presence in REU and other
intematioml venues offers a respected exposure long needed.   I an willing and
able to provide leadership towards reversing our declining membership."

K€lth  Green:     "I  am  a  Senior  Lectuer  in  Hnguistics  at  Shcffield  mllan
University, UK   I have published widely in linguistics, literary studies, and the
philosophy of language.   My publications include ''New Essays in Deixis" (1995)
and "Critical Theory and Practice" (1996), as well as articles on Russell, in whom
I  have  a  special  interest    I  gave  a  paper  at  the  1999  Society  conference  at
Mo"rmouth:  try bcoky Spcotres and Scim}Sars..   Bertrand R_¥sel± Lan.guage and
I ingrzrfe 77frory, win be published in late 2000 or early 2001.   I an keen to 8ce
the Society grow and thrive, and I wish to encoungr new members from the UK
and Europe, as well as from the United States and Camda."

NLeholas Griffin:    (supplied by  Ken Blackwell)   He has  a life-long interest in
Berbund Rusell. Since 1976, he has been able to indulge that interest as a member
of the philosophy deparment at MCMaster University, where he has had a 8peclal
responsibility for reseach comected with the Elerfrond Russell Archives.  rle was
one of the original editors of the Col/coled Pqpers a/Bcrtrmd J{usscJJ, and has
published many ar(icles on Russell's life and works.  His boob JhoseJJ'S Jhazisde
AppreutfoesAdy, was published in 1991  and honoured with the BRS book award.
More recently, he has been editing the SeJeeledfc#crs a/Bcrlrand RusscJJ and is
now editing the Cndrzdgc Canprlzf.bn fo JtzuscJJ.  He has been a member of the
BRS for many years.

Justh  Fritz  Leiber.    (supplied  by  Ken Blackwell)  He  has  a  Ph.D.  from  the
University of Chicago and a B.Phil from Oxford.   AI Oxford, AJ. Ayer was one
of his  graduate  tutors.    His  books  include JVoam  Chousky..    A  PAjfo§opAfeaJ
Overvizw,Structuralism,CanArimdsarldMachinesBePersons?,Parqdopes,_An
levitation to Cognitive Science, and a science Elchon tmogy ~ Beyond P_ejecti?n,
BcyondHunandy,andBeyondGrovdy.ThefirstfivechaptersofBeyondRcjecfro"
are  anthologized  in  Hofrtadter  and  Demett's   7lhe  Adfrod's  /  and  in  several
intrnductiors to philosophy.  Many of these books have been issued in translation.
His  published  papers  concern the  work  of Noan  Cnomsky,  Alan  Turing,  and
Ludwig Wittgeustein.

Ctiandrhela  Padla:   (supplied by Ken Blactweu) She  teaches philosophy at
Benares  IIindu  University,  India.     She  is  the  author  of ffoerty  and  Socnd
Tranoformedon..  A Study+in Bertrand Russell's Palideal Thou8hi.  She heads ap

the BRS's chapter in Benares, which has orgrnized numerous events concerning
Russell.

HarryRuj&(suppliedbyHchBlactwell)Heisaretiredprofessorofpmosopdy
fromSanDiegoStateUnivelsity.HehaswhttennumerouspapersonRussell,and
edited MortoJs „«Z Ofhas  (a collection Of Russell's lesser known articles) and-(-=L"rie=Eir[irciirou)`he3-viohappuiipT_€_hy~Of_p_¥.:=4¥¥^ua..^Hehasbeen

active in BRS for mny yeas and is a fomer Chairman of the Board.

Peter Stone:   (supplied by Hbn Blackwell)   He is a graduate student in political
science at the University of Rochester.  He has beefl a member of the BRS for teh
years,  and cunently serves  as  Secretary  Of the  Sceiety  and as  Chalrmn of its
Awards Committee.   He is also active in promoting Russell through the Greater
Rcohester Russell Set, a local chapter of the BRS which holds regular discussions
of Russell's  work.    If elected,  he  hopes  to  continue  to  work  on  resolving the
Society's organizatioml problems so it may grow and prosper in the future.

RUSSELL NEWS

ChackouuheB;RSwebpegrathap..llwww.usTs.drew.edul~.jle.¥lbr5..hT.:.I_.L_'Tbe_re_
youwiufindinfomationonthesociety,callsforpapers,andothervitaldata."
web site is maintained by the hard-working John If in, who is due our continuous
thanks for a job well done.          .

Jack Odell has published a book, OH JinseJJ, Wadsworth, 2un.   Unfortunately,
more is not known at this time.

Thorn  Weidlich  has  just  ptolished Appejnf"cut  Dented.     77ic  /ng«isi.ffo»  a/
J}ertrnd deseJJ (Jhierst:  Prometheus Books, 2000).  Reviews are forthconring
from  John  Lem  and  others.     The  ISBN  is  1-57392-788-0.     It  is  very  well
researched and written, according to many who have read iL

Ken Blackwell reports that there is a taped interview between Studs Terkel and
Russell.   The transcript appeared in Terkel's rafting fo MyseJ/, 1977.   The audio
may be  found in Fowr beds  wfrb Sndb  rerfeJ (sound  recording,  St.  Paul:
PengulnHighbridgeAudio,1993).Therearefoursoundcassettesinamlogsterco,
Dolby prcoessed.   Russell is on tape three.

John  Lemz  notes  that  there  is  a  forthcoming  new  article  entitled  "Russeu  on
Religion  with  Buddhist  Cormentaries,  by  Dr.   Albert   Shansky  of  Fairfield
University.   It may be found in the April/May issue of Pfu.Jasopdy JVow.



KenBlackwellteltsusthatthe14thAnnulElertrandRurseuPcaceLectureswore
givenbyJohanGaltungatMCMasterUriversityonMrch27and2&2000.John
GaltungisDistinguishedProfessorofPeaceStudiesattheUniversityofHawaii,
theUniversityofWittenAlerdecke(Clerrmy)theEuropeanPcaceUriversity,and
the  University  of  Tromso  quorway).    ne  estaolished  the  International  Peace
Researchlnstitute,Oslo¢RIO)in1959,andtheJowmaJofpcaceRcsearchin
1964.    He  has  had  an  intematioml  academic  career  spanning  40  years,  five
continents,adorennmjorexeoutivepositiom,andover30visitingprofessorships.
Dr.GaltunghasworkedextensivelyfortheUnitedNatiorstrfuyOforganizations
and  cunntly  serves  as  the  Founding Director of TTENSCEND,  a Peace  nd
DevelopmentNetworkofapprorimately100scholarsandactivistsworldwide.He
istheauthorOfover70bcoksandtherecipientOfnunerousawards.ThetitlesOf
the  lectures were  "The  Big Power Approactry  With Examples"  qurch 27)  and
"Altemative Approaches, With Examples" qurch 28).

Russell's  article  of  1964,  "16  Questions  on  the  Assassimtion,"  is  part  Of the
materialforacouseintheexaminationOftbeJohnF.kennedyassassimtion8t
theUriversityofRhndeisland.Theclass¢Scae2G)isentitled"PoliticalSdence
Seminar:TheJFKAssassination."TheirstrurotorisKennethARrfuTheandc
isonthecouse'swetsiteattrp..//farws.fro.uriadr/PSC%2G/Sprfug2000/'"g#_c'#ie=/#Sei#E=:`eGu®_`b'£..V#'#°\:fr*-;o8-brie"oofRase"onw"ch

the -ar(icle link appears.

¥ry7P;e:r¥nge:dtoad¥otfttgeer£°#:oC£°w#c"hlthi¥beFeen°gusry"actl'yt9#7g:
webegherewithto8tatethatneitherofusistheother.Yours,etc.,RUSSEIl
a3ertrand,  Earl  Russell)  and  RUSSEL  OF  quRPOOL  quid  Rusell  Of
hiverpool), February 25."

There     is      a     collection     of     quotations     attributed     to     Russell     at
i:ttBp';iicy:Senfon=oL#i%:ryi#un\iv~wiff=rs|qutes_russell_bertredhml

::::e:°iep#::¥om3:b::e:h:,:medusdG¥3:E¥#be#:a¥F,?#:,
KevinBodie,POBox488,Colchester,Ctoqnectioutml5;andGlemMoyer,34
N.16thStreet,AIlentowpPenusylvaria181024203.Aha,pleasenoteanaddress
changeforDavidRodierto18625MusfardSeedCgivGer"ntotryMryland
20874.

Richard  Rempel,  professor  of history  at  MCMaster  University  and  since  1978
plojectdirectoroftheCoJJecledPapersofBemndJfroseJJ,hasannouncedhis
retirement.   The  15th volume in the  series will be published  in June.   HG is  a
landmarkfigurewhosetirelessworkhasintroducedcountlespeopletoRuseu's

thought.   He deserves the well-earned thanks of every Russeu scholar.

The inerican University conference on Russell and Wittgeustein in March was a
success.   The Department of Philosophy and Religion has committed to a second
conference in late February, 2002.

While   not  concerning  Russell,   the   present   editor  highly   recommends   Peter
Mtthiessen and Murice Horlrocker's Zljgers in rfe S#ow O¢ew York:  North Point
Press, 2000).  It is about efforts to save the Siberian Tiger.  It would be interesting
to   have   someone   research   Russeu's   position   on   the   environmental   crisis,
particularly the destruction Of habitats and the extinction of species.  The ISBN is
Ous547-576-8.

DR. HENRY MORGENTALER:  A DIFFIOuLT HERO
BY RACHEL MURRAY

By  awarding  Dr.  Henry  Morgentaler  --  one  of Chnada's  leading  advocates  of
abortion rights  and  reproductive  freedom  --  the  1999 BRS  Annual  Award,  the
Bertrand Rusell Society has honoured a man who is both a hero and an enigm.
For those of you unfamiliar with Dr. Morgentaler or his work, I'm going to give
you  a  very  brief background  and  some  reasons  why  we've  decided  upon  this
Canadian for this ycar's award.  All of this biographical information has been taken
from  the  book Morgewafer..   A DI:grow/f jJero by  Chtherine  Dunphy  IToronto:
Random House, 1990 and ndditiomlly supplemented by the book Morgcuta/er..
77le Doctor Wfro Corddr'f r#m Away by Eleanor Wright Pelrine IToronto:   Gage
Publishing Limited, 1975).  While I was unfortunately unable to attend the annual
meeting  at  which  the  award  was  officially presented,  as  a  Canndian  and  BRS
member, I an gratified by the BRS's decision.

Dr. Henry Morgentaler was born March 19, 1923 in ljodz, Poland, to Josef and
Golda  Morgentaler.     Perhaps  one  of  the  greatest  influences  on  him  was  his
experiences in Poland during the Second World War.   This man, who has been
vilified  as  evil,  was  a  survivor  of both Auschwitz  and  Dachau,  and  lust both
parents in Auschwitz.  After the war, he went to medical school at Marburg+ann
University, continuing his education in Belgium  Dr. Morgentaler speaks English,
French, German, Polish, and Yiddish;  his original education in English came from
reading "hittle ILord Fauntleroy."

Morgentaler  married  his  wife  Chava  Ova),  a  fellow  Holocaust  survivor  and
childhood ffiend, and arrived in Camda in February 1950 with $20 U.S.  in his
packet.   After coming to Canada, Morgentaler faced anti-Senritism in his attempt



to become a doctor, having to repeat exams he passed in Belgim   Eventually he
became cer(ified and opened a finily practice in Montreal, becoming a Canadian
citizen in 1955.  Dunphy writes that, after his immigration to Canada, "Henry was
a successful physician, but tormented by a need to do more for society than tend
to grateful patients'  ailments...[T]hat Heny survived five precarious yeas in the
ghetto and the last nine months of the war at Auschwitz and Dachau should be
viewed  as  a  triumph.    But  it  was  not  that  clear  cut  for  Henry...qe)  was  not
convinced that living an ordinary life was enougiv"

It was around 1963 that Morgentaler was exposed to hrmarism, which led him to
the issue of reproductive rights,   It is interesting to note that his work on abortion
came origimlly at the theoretical level - in 1967 he worked on a humanist brief
on abortion presented to a House of commons standing committee.   Indeed, as
Dunphy whtes, "Heny had approached the issue Of abortion as a good humnist:
he had applied pragmatic, rational. sdentific-based thinking to an abstract."

Unfortumtely,  the issue of abortion is to mny an emotional, contentious  issue.
Dunphy says that "Abortion would becone the mast divisive issue of the docede.
Itwouldigniteamovemen.inciteviolence,andgrowsocorrosiveitwouldncarty
divideandconquerapeople.rfuditwouldsoonbewrestledfromitsbirlhconfrol
context of fanily size and women's health and relocated in a more contenpony,
confusing. and perilous territory.   It was the object of a power grab."

Not only was abortion volatile, it was also illegal in Chmda  In a 1970 article in
the JI".rm.jsf, Morgentaler wrote, "I stiu camot believe that I, who have always
been a law abiding citizen, could bring myself to defy the law of the land nd the
state and to risk imprisonment, loss of license to practice medicine, the contempt
of my colleagues, the ruin of my farily, and the opprobhun that goes with tut
terrible word:   abordonist.  Here I was for the first time in my life doing my mast
daringthinginmylife,really,defyingthelawofthenewcountrythathadadopted
me,basically,andplayingforveryhighstckes,riskingprison,possiblymymedical
license, the security of my family."

As a result Of his work, Morgentaler has been anested numerous times and spent
timeinjail.JistheAmericanHumanistAssociationsaldwhenawardinghimtheir
1975 Humanist of the Year award:

Dr.HenryMorgentalerwaschosentohonourhisworktorefom
abortion law in Canada.  Abortions were legal, but could only be
performedinhospitats,whichinQuebecmostlydeniedabortiore
in spite of the law.   Dr. MorgBntaler perfomed abortions in his
clinic,   feenng   women   must   have   sons   recouse   to   safe
procedures.    As  a  result  he  was  harassed  by  authorities  and

finally convicted on a crimiml charge.  Acquitted by a jury, the
decision was overturned by the Chadian Supreme Court, and he
was imprisoned in March, 1975.   He was unable to receive his
award until his  release  in 1976,    Dr.  Morgentaler is  a  fomer
president of the Humanists of canada.  He has continued to work
for  women's  rigivts,  for  secular  Canadian  schools,  and  other
humanist causes.

Molgentaler's legal case had huge repercussions for Canadian society.   ms case
centered  on  the  relationship  between  the  government  and  the  individual,  and
whcther the govemlnent or the person has control of an individual's body and that
individual's future.  h framing the issue in this way, we can see how Morgentaler
fits into Russell's and humanism's vision of an ideal sodety -- one in which the
individual  --  all of us  -- must work to ensure  the  human rights of others.    Dr.
Martin Luther RIng, Jr., said it best:    "injustice anywhere  is  a threat  to justice
everywhere."

Regardless  of the  words  and  rhetoric spawned  by  this  debate,  the  thanks  that
Camdian  women  owe  to  Morgentaler  is  genuine  and  with  good  reason.    By
challenging inhumane laws and confronting out-ofdate attitudes, Morgentaler has
fought for the reproductive rights of women -- not only Camdian women, but all
those who seek guidance in their challenges to repressive governmental regimes
and  policies.     Their  battles  are  especially  cn)cial  at  a  time  when  religivus
fundamentalism -- and especially in the States, radical Christian fundamentalism -
- thrcateus the freedoms peaple have fought for in civil rights and feminist activism
for the past thirty ycals.   We all owe the Morgentalers of the world our thanks.
For, you see, the simply right of a woman to choose and control her reproductive
destiny  has  repercussions  beyond  the  arena  of sexual  freedom.    Morgentaler's
battles continue the long tradition of activists who rage against the state, society,
and the churches for the most honourable causes of justice, equality, fairness, and
freedom.  Through his dogged determimtion, Dr. Henry Morgentaler has fought --
and won -- reproductive froedoms for women in Canada.  He has worked to correct
an  injustice  that  affects  not  only  women or  Canadians,  but  all  of us.    He  has
il.Iustrated that the  fight for reproductive rights reflects how we care  for human
beings and what rights we as a society truly beneve in and detemine are worth
fighting  for.    For  these  and  many  other  reasolrs,  I  am  pleased  that  the  BRS
presented its award to Morgentaler.

Unfortunately,  Morgentaler was  unable to receive his award in person due  to ill
health, but as a mtive of Toronto I was able to bring the award to his clinic in that
city and present it (with Peter Stone, the Chair of the BRS Awards Cbmmittee) to
Morgentaler's personal assistant, his. Cathy Columbo.

I hope that all members of the BRS will give this steadfast crusader a large round
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ofapplauseinappreeintionforanhiswork.Let'smakeitloudenoughforhimto
hear it in Toronto!

A RUSSELL PUZZLE PAGE
BY GERRY WILDERBERG

ST. JOHN HSHER COLIHGE

Notlongago1solvedoneofthesyndicated"CryptoQuote"typepuzalesandfound
it was by Russell.   This inspired the present subnrission.

Thefollowingacfive"simple-substitutioneyphers."Thtistosaytheyareooded
quotes in which each letter stands for anothGr letter.   For example, BERTRAro
RUSSELL could be coded as OREGENAQ EHFFRYY, 0=8, R=E, etc., eto.

All of these quotes have been attibuted to Russell.   So extra fu may be hnd by
locating the source and correcting my errors.

Solutiors are found in a later section Of the QliarlerJy on page 14.

1.  yzx sxELex wG whom 7OwyowM OvLuxp "OxlpxcR Duyz
wMxp  FMWDcxsEx  wG  yzx  GVTyp  yzx cxpp  Rvur FMWD yzx
ZWVYYEL RWK ERT.

2.     VABP   PEIA  EF,   ZK  IJff z  IAU,  8   PKOw   ENKUG-DAFZ,  8
MAVMAZREP    XELMVKLEFA   DAZQ[IAU    ZSA   EGABP    BUG    ZSA
ivHrmDPA;      DRE   ZSA   QKvpG   RI   rmvA   vABFKu   ]uKQF   uK
xK]LMVKpeFA.uKMVBxzEXBppELEZBZEKUF,urDBvvEAvzKzsA
XVABZEYA BXZEYEZH.

3.    XWO  xG  uno  yR]Fuxry  xG  sw  sFFKxsOEpwA  wOKrm¥
urosDvxrw  py  UEO  LOBpOG uEsu xwoy Txro py  uOKKpmR
p]Fxrmswu.

4.  ZBTP ZL DELM OR DIIP PBL ZOGG PH FI.COLUI+ FWP PBL ZORB PH
IODM HWP.

In the last one, I've made it a bit harder by removing the spaces between words
andremovingthepunctuntion.Thegroupinginto"words"offivetottersisjustfor
readability.(SomeRusselliausmaybesurprisedtoleamthatexperiencedpuzzlists
can solve cyphers of this type quite easily.)

5. EHQZB EORE uBEcv  OEsvx PEGIQ IGlj3c OOzEc clEsO  zoyrx
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EBGIHCGVJBVCSKZUSVWIcOIAYVBYEGIIPWZHVIIIVJZHPEMVP
OrmzGOD]EOlpDxOTzOwIGlxoGEVTIHVToynMIGBVHzuOLGE
JJLZQ IGOYI DJUZG ODJEO I.

GREATER RuSSELL ROCHESTER sEr
SPRING, 2000 SCREDURE

Thusday, May 18 Qussell's Birthday)

Topic:   Secularism
Suggested Reading:   "ky JAm IVof A Seor/ardor by William E. Cormolly

A discussion of secularism and the challenges it faces today.  There wjH be a cake
and a rousing chorus of "I]appy Birthday to Elertie."

AI] meetings will  take place at 7:00 p.in.  at Blue Sunday Coffeehouse and Used
Bookstore,  3118 E.  Henrietta Road (comer of IJBhigh Station  Road),  Rochester,
New York.   For directions, please contact the coffeehouse at 716-334-4415.   For
all other questions, contact Tim Matigan at 716-273-5778 (days)716-424-3184
¢evenin8§) or <timothyirad@aol.com;.

AI meetings are free and open to the public.   Everyone is welcone and win be
includedinthediscussion,whethertheyarenovicesorexpertsinRussell'swork.
Rcadingsarehighlyrecormendedbutnotessentialtobenefitfromthediscusions.

2000 ANNUAL MEETING:
MONMOUTH UNIVERSITY

WEST LONG BRANCII, NEW JERSEY
JUNI] 24, 2000

TheBer(randRusenSocietywillhustitsiinualMeetingatMonmouthUulversity
in New Jersey on June 2-4, 2000.   Fifteen papers from an intermtional group of
Russell  scholars  have  been  accepted  for  the  conference.    The  papers  are  not
technicalandwfllbeintelligibletobothanacademicandanon-academicaudience.
Thepresenterswillbegiventwentyminutestodelivertheirpapers,withafurlher
twenty minutes for discusion from the audience.

If  you  would  like  to  attend   the  meeting,  please  contact  Alan  Schwerin  at
DepartmentOfPotiticalScienceandPrmosophy,MonmouthUniversity,WestLong
Branch, New Jersey 07764 (e-mall aschMurf.@marmoqfAed or phone 732-571-
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4470).

A web site has been built for the conference at top..//.4Ji4;w.mu7rmoulAedr/
~aschveri|brs|

For virtul  attendance  at  the  Annual  Meeting, see  the  source  page.    Questions
following  each paper will  include  prrticipation from  the virtual  audience.   The
so\irice is www.monmouth.edu|brs

Participants who stay on campus should contact Alan as soon as they arrive.   ms
office is located in 243 Bey Hall.

Here is the schedule at the time of the Oi.arrierly'S publication:

Friday, June 2, 2rm

5:cO -6:00          Registration,   Turreu   Board   Room,   Second
Floor, Bey ml

6:cO -7:30          Dirmer in "The aub" (on campus)

7:30 -8:00         Welcome   from   Ken   Bhckweu   and   Alan
Schwerln, Turrell Board Room, key Hall

8:00 -10:00         Open discussion ofRussell's views on religivn,
including the audio presentation of portions of
the Russell/Copleston debate on the existence
of Gnd

Saturday, June 3, 20cO

8:15 -8:45          Regivtration, Tunell Board Room, Boy Hall

8:45 -9:25          Steran Andersson, Lund university, "Russell
on Mysticism Q'art H)"

9:30 -10:10         Mark couch, Columbia university, "Russell's
Criticism of Mcore's Proof'

10:15 -10:55        Steven Bayne, Independent scholar,  "Russell
and those ` Other'  Mathematicians"

11:cO -11:40        Burdett    Gardn€r,    Monmouth    University

12

11:45 -12:25

12:30 -  1:30

2:cO - 2:40

2:45 - 3:25

3:30 - 4:10

4:15 - 4:55

6:cO

a3merifus),     "Bertrand     Russell     and     the
Tcmrirological Ftllaey"

D®vidWhlte,S[JohnFisherCbllege,"Russell
on the Web"

Lunch -- The Board of Directors  will  have  a
working lunch in the Thnell Board Room

Borls   Kukso,   Duke   University,   "Russell's
Ilogical Atomism and Amstrong's Philosophy
of States of Affairs"

Rose]ind Cony, Boston University, "Russell's
Working Notes  on Propositions Appended  to
Theory of Knowledge"

EdgarBoedeker,NorthemlllinoisUniversity,
"The mdden Influence of Russell's Thcory of
Substitution on Wittgeustein's N-operator"

Chad     Tmlner,     Independent     Scholar,
"Language:  A Leading or a Legang mcator
of Truth for Russell?"

Banquet at Squire's Pub.   Drinks at 6:cO.   Meal at 7:00.

Sunday, June 4, 2000

8:15 - 8:45

8:45 - 9:25

9:30 -10:10

10:15  -10:55

11:00 -11:40

Registration, Tunell Board Room, Bey Hall

Matt    Cain,    American    University,     "The
Problem  of  causality  in  Seuse  Experience:
Russell 's Assessment of IDcke"

John  Shusky, American  Uhjversity,  "Russell
and Quine"

RomHarrf,OxfordUniversitya3meritus)and
American University, "Reference Revisited"

Ken StunkJe, Monmouth University, "Russell
on History"
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11:45 -12:25        Thou welddeb, Editor, PR wce4 "Rusell's
Sexual Revolution"

12:30  -1:15

2:00 -4:30

Niek Grifm, MCMaster University, "Russeu's
lx]gicism is not lf~Thenism"

Barbecue at Helen and Alan's Home

SOLUTIONS TO THE RUSSELL PUZZLE PAGE
GERRY Wrn,DERBmG

ST. JOHN FISHER COLLEGE

1.  The degree of one's emotion varies inversely with one's knowledge of the facts
-- the less you know the hotter you get.

2.  Real life is, to most men, a long second-best a perpetual compromise between
the ideal and the possible;  but the world of pure reason knows no compromise, no
practical limitations, no barrier to the creative activity.

3.   One Of the symptolus Of an approaching nervous breakdown is the belief that
one's work is terribly important.

4.   What we need is not the will to believe, but the wish to find out.

5.    Advocates  of capitalism  ae  very  apt  to  appeal  to  the  sacred  principles  of
liberty, which are embodied in one maxim:  The fortunate must not be restrrfued
in the exereise of tyranny over the unfortunate.

mNUTEs oF THE logo ANNUAL MEETING
oF THE BOARD oF DmEcroRS

SUBMJTl'ED BY
PETER STONE

UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER

The BRS Board of Directors held its annual meeting on June 4 and 6, 1999, in
conjunction with the BRS Ihaunl Meeting at Monmouth University, West I-ong
Branch, New Jersey.   Ken Blackwell cl)aired.   Peter Stone tock notes.   Directors
present on June 4th were Stefan Andelsson, Ken Blackwell, Jar I.cob Eisler, John
Lenz, Tim Madigan, Ray Perkins, Steve Reinhardt, David Rodier, Alan Schwerin,
Warren AIlen Smith,  Peter Stone, Thorn Weidlich,  and Ruili Ye.    Perkins and
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Rodier were absent from the second part of the meeting on June 6th.

David  Rodier moved  to  suspend a  rending of the  minutes  from  the  last Board
meeting and to approve the minutes.   Thorn Weidlich seconded,  and  the Board
approved the motion unanimously.

John Len gave the (temporary) treasurer's report   The group is somewhat flush
with  money  right  now,  but  this  is  primarily  because  the  Society  has  not  yet
produed a Oe.arzedy this ycar quin Mdigrn is currently working on a double
issue for Febrmry and May).   Ehch gurfcrfy casts $7cO or more.   Lenz gave
Peter  Stone  a  capy  of the  treasuer's  report,  and  Stone  will  make  sure  it gets
published with the minutes.

Ken Blackwell reported on membership.   The BRS had about 175 members last
year and about 120 so far this year (renewals continue to trickle in).   The Board
then briefly discussed the problem of declining membership.  Jan Eisler suggested
that the group needed  exposure, possibly  through a speaker who  could talk on
Russell  at  various  humanist  events.    Ray  Perlds  suggested  t-shirts  or bumper
stickers.  Ken Blackwen said that finding a picture for a t-shirt that the BRS could
legally  use  should  not  be  a problem    Blackwell  will  endeavor  to  find  such  a
picture and pass it on to Thorn Wcidlich, who win investigate the manufactine of
Russell t-shirts and report hack to the Board about it.  Blackwell suggested that the
BRS might even wish to give a t-shirt out with membership.

The  Board  then  briefly  discussed  the  arrangements  for  the  treasurer.    Dennis
Darland, while still officially treasurer, has been on leave for almost a year.   John
Lenz  and  ken  Blackwell  have   taken  on  the  duties  of  handling  funds  and
maintaining the membership list, respectively.   Darland  is  willing to resume  his
duties,andseveralBonrdmembersvoicedtheviewthatDariandseemedperfectly
able to do so.

Inaddition,PeterStonevoicedconcemaboutthemonthlyfeesDennisDarlandhas
been paying on the BRS's bank account.   Apparently, when the treasurer's duties
were shifted from Darland to John Ifnz, must of the money was taken from the
BRS account maintained by Darland, leaving only a residual amount to keep the
account open.  The small amount of money in the account requires the BRS to pay
fees to keep the account open.   When Lenz transfers the BRS's money back to
Darland,thisproblemshouldcease.JanEislerinquirediftheBRScouldeamany
form of interest on its money.   Lem will speak to Darland about this.

The  froard  then  returned  to  the  subject  of finding  new  members.    John  Lenz
reportedthathewilltrytorevampandreviseabrochureabouttheBRSwrittenby
Don Jackanicz.  The old brochue lists Jachanicz's address, and Jackanicz does not
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wish this to continue.

Continuing on the  sane subject, Peter Stone suggested reviving the position of
Vice President for Infomation.  Steve Reinhardt emphasized that members needed
to get something for their money.   Thorn Weidlich remarked that it is unclear to
which address people should direct inquiries about the BRS (John Lenz conceded
that  this  quite  ad  hoc  right  now).    Trevor Banks  suggested  that  the  newsletter
should be less technical, and Tim Madigan agreed.

Tim  Madigan  asked  how  many  members  of RusscJJ-J  (the  listserv  for  people
interested in Rusell) are members Of the BRS.   Ken Blackwell put the figure at
about  15  percent,  which  still  constitutes  a  significant  portion  of  the  BRS's
membership.

Steve  Reinhardt  inquired  if  members  were  getting  the  program  of the  Annual
Meeting in advance.   John Leqz said that they were.   Alan Schwerin noted the
difficulties in attracting people;   apparently, he posted notices about the meeting
at  nine  different  international  electronic  sites  with a  call  for papers,  with little
apparent results.

The Board then moved on to reports from committees.  Peter Stone noted that the
Awards Committee had given the 1999 Society Award to Dr. rLenry Morgeqfaler,
and that the Book Awards Committee had given the 1999 Book Award to Gregory
Lendini.   Alan Schwerin hopes to use the APA as a means to promote Russeu as
a scholar, but unfortunately the last BRS session at the APA was poorly attended,
with  only  12  in  attendance  (the  Leibnitz  Society  drew  60-70).    For  the  next
meeting, Schwerin hopes to have a full panel of papers and maybe even an "author
meets  his  critics"  session  (They  ae  usunlly  well-attended).     Ken  Blactwell
indicated that the BRS should continue to keep JtusseJJ-J apprised of its awards,
APA sessions, etc.

The  Board  then  held  elections  for  Board and  Society  Officers.    The  following
officers Were each unanimously elected:

Presiden( -- Alan Schwerin (nominated by Madigan, seconded by Eisler)
Vice President -- Jar I.oeb Eisler (nominated by rmdigan, seconded by Weidlich)
Treasurer -- Dennis Darland (norinated by Schwerin, seconded by Eisler)
Secretry -- Peter Stone (nominated by Weidlich, seconded by Perkius)
Chairman -- Ken Blackwell (nominated by Schwerin, seconded by Eisler)

The  Board then took up  the question of where  to hold  the next meeting.   Ken
Blackwell  indicated  that the  meeting could  take place  at  MCMaster University,
where the meeting has not been held in a number of years.   Tim mdigan raised
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the possibility of a joint meeting with the  Cbnter for Inquiry  and  the  Canadian
Humanist  Association,  as  the  Society  did  in  1994  and  1997.    The  Cbnter  for
Inquiry eL tl. will have their amunl meeting in IIos Angeles in May, 2000.   The
Society has not been on the West Coast since 1993.   Thorn Weidlich raised the
possibility of meeting at Pembroke Ilodge in England.

John   Lenz   suggested   that   this   topic   could   best   be   resolved   after   further
consideration of whether the BRS should join the IIIEU and/or affiliate with the
Center for Inquiry.   The  Board  therefore agreed to postpone  the issue  until  the
second part of the meeting.

Peter Stone then proposed a change in the bylaws of the Board.   Both the bylaws
of the Board and the Society discussed committees.  But the mles were ambiguous
as to whether both sets of mles referred to the same committees, as well as the
duties of these committees.  Therefore, Stone suggested amending Article 5 of the
Board bylaws, which then read

Committees  may  be  created  by  the  Board,  to  perform  Board
functions, and shall follow Board instructions.

To now rcad

Committees may be created by the Board in accordance with the
bylaws `of the Society.   These committees may perform Board
functions by making or implementing the Society's policies, and
will   follow   Board   iustruetious.      Functions   delegated   to   a
committee may be withdrawn by the Board at any time.

After a brief discussion, Ken Blackwell moved to amend the bylaws in this manner.
David Rodier seconded.   The Board approved the change unanimously.

The Board then took up the question ®ostponed from last ycar's meeting) as to
whether the BRS should affiliate with the center for Inquiry.  Don Jaclranicz dces
not wish to continue to do the work to maintain the BRS's incorporation in Illinois.
The Society's alternatives are to hire an agent to maintain the nlinois incorporation,
or to reincoiporate as a new ironprofit in New York based at the Center.   mring
an agent would cost the BRS about $150 a year;   it would also have to provide
some  infomation  about  the  BRS's  activities.    Affiliating  with  the  Clenter  for
Inquiry would (according to Jar Eisler and other backers of the proposal) provide
a pemanent address, a permanent repository, membership and bookkeeping related
services, and more.  The Center has a fLill-time librarian to handle books and stand
in as the person on the spot to handle inquiries about the BRS.  I( would also mean
more exposure, particularly in humanist circles,  and a possible  relationship with
Prometheus Press.   Ray Perkius asked if it would solve the problem of where to
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have the amual meeting each year.   Tim Mndigrn said that the Cbnter night be
available  for  meetings,  but  Steve  mragides  pointed  out  that  it  was  probably
available now.

A long debate ensued on the sul]jecl  Opponents of affiliation made the following
points:   1) If the amngement did not work OUL then the BRS would have to go
through  the  rigmarole  of  re-incorporation  again,  which  is  more  difficult  that
maintaining  an  existing  corporation;    2)  The  BRS  right  lose  autonomy,  and ,
possibly its identity, by affiliation with a large and highlyrorganized group;   3)
Some members might not like the assceiation, and would leave;   4)   With Ek)and
member Tim Madigan no longer at the Center, it is unclean who would look out ,
for  the  Society  at  the  Center;     5)     The  Society  would  not  be  able  to  act
independently by taking stands contrny to those of the Clenter;  6) It is not obvious
what  the  Clenter gets  out of the  amngement;  7) The  BRS  would be perceived
differently, as people associated the BRS with only one aspect of Rtrsll's life and
thought.

Supporters of affiliation responded with the following points:   1) The Center for
Inquiry houses many groups, each of which has its own board and "identity";   2)
The  Center  is  aurious  to  spread  inquiry,  as  its  mme  indicated,  and  the  BRS
incorporation  would  help  it  with  that  goal;    3)  Association  with  the  Clenter  is
perfectly compatible with a multifaceted approach to Russell.

In the end, the Board decided to postpone a decision until the second par( of the
Board  meeting.    A  straw  poll  at  the  end  Of  the  discussion  indicated  4  Board  I
members for affiliation, 4 against, and 5 undecided.

Jan Eisler brought up the subject of nlEU membership.   In the past, there was a  `
ndsunderstanding that the BRS was invited free into the IHEU.  If the BRS wishes
to become an associate member of the IREU, it will cost 20 British pounds a year
and  require  that several  foms  be  filled  out    Eisler  argued  that joining would
provide international exposure.   Wanen AIlen Smith moved that the BRS obtain
an   associate   membership,   John   Lenz   seconded,   and   the   motion   cnded
umnimously.   Eisler will act as a liaison with the IIHU.

Peter Stone read a letter from Ramon Suzara, in which he indicated that he has
formed his own group, called "BRS-Philippines".  He has fomed this organization
in  response  to  perceived  failings  of the  "BRS-USA"  (meaning  the  BRS).    He
argued  that the Board should concern itself with real problems  in the world, as
Russell did, rather than just talking about them   John Lenz pointed out that this
subject has come up before, but the Society has always been usue what it could
do beyond discussing such topics at its meetings.

Alan Schwerin asked if this new organization generated any legal issues by using
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the BRS's mme.  John Lenz responded negatively, but Peter Stone suggested that
the real ham night come tl)rough drmage to tlie BRS's reputation, particularly in
the 3rd World.

As far as  taking action on various issues,  Ken Blackwell indicated that nothing
prohibited the BRS from doing so (Thorn Weidlich, however, disagreed).   h that
spirit, Blackwell raised the issue of whether the BRS should take a position on the
war in Yugoslavia.  Steve Maragides pointed out that the BRS had previously had
a large battle over the issue of the Society taking public positions on various issues.
Lee  Eisler,  who  was  involved   in  these  disputes,   had  argued  that   the  only
appropriate issues would be those on which Russell himself took a clear stance
(nuclear disarmamerty for example).

Charles Krantz asked if the Russell Peace Foundation had taken a position on the
Yugoslav war (I`fo one  knew).   Peter Stone asked  if the  BRS  had ever taken a
position on U.S. military actions at hndn't).   Stone requested that the Board take
up the issue again in the second half of its meeting.

Ken Blackwell went over the BRS's various committees, with an eye to keeping
them fully 8taffed.   The BRS now has the following committees:

1)  Book Awards Gay Perldns - chair, Ken Blackwell, Nick Chiffin, Russell Wahl,
and Keith Green)   rrhe Board agreed that this committee was best kept small to
maximize the chance that its members can actually read the books eligible for the
awnd.

2)  E]ectlous (Ken Blackwell -- chair)  The Board recognizes that Blackwell will
ask some individuals to serve on this committee as needed.

3)  BRS Awards a'eter Stone -- chair, Alan Schwerin, Ken Blackwell)  Schwerin
will replace John IIBm on this committee.

4)   Paper Awards (AIan Schwerin -- chair, John Lenz, Tim Madigan)

5)  APA (Alan Scl]werin -- chair, David White)  The Board would like to ask John
Shosky if he would serve.

In addition, the Board considered whether to create some sort of student outreach
committee  (mostly  targeting  college  students,  but  possibly  also  high  school
students).   Jar Eisler and Tim Madigan will both speck to Derek Araujo about
serving on such a committee.  h addition, Steven Bayne has suggested the Board
create a committee to promote the BRS.  Alan Schwerin suggested combining these
two proposed committees, and John Lenz suggested that all of these duties might
fall under the aegis of a Vice President for lnfomation, if the position is recreated.
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The Board ended the discussion without a final resolution.

AI the end of the  first part of the Board Meeting,  Ken Blaclmrell suggested the
BRS consider streamlining its functions in light of its membership problems.   Jan
Eisler replied that the BRS needs to make an extra effort to recruit membership,
possibly through some sor( of spokespcople and/or speaking tours.  The Board will
discuss the issue further at a later date.

The second part of the Board Meeting commenced with the fouowing three items
of unresolved business:

1)   Picking a site for the 20cO Annual Meeting;
2)   Deciding the question of affiliation with the Center for Inquiry; and
3)  Considering whether the BRS should take a position on the war in Yugoslavia.

One issue #1, Ken Blackwell announced that the Society had five somewhat viable
possibilities on the table -- MCMaster University;   Rochester, N.Y.;  Iros Angeles,
CA;   Pembroke Iiodge, UK; or West I.ong Branch, NJ (i.e., doing tl]e meeting at
Monmouth again).   Tim Madigan pointed out that the BRS could simply have a
session at the upcoming IA humanist meeting without moving the entire Society
meeting there.   Both Madigan and Eisler will be at the meeting, so there wfll bc
people  on site  to coordinate a BRS presence.   They could organize one or two
sessions along a "BR as humanist theme."   Blackwell ndded that if at least three
directors attend, the BRS could have an additioml Board meeting there, providing
there is business that needs  to be discussed.   On a similar note, Alan Schwcrin
added that the BRS could have a Board meeting at the APA's West Cbast meeting
if enough directors attended and the need was there.   Jan Eisler moved that the
BRS  at least have  a presence (if not an entire annual meeting) at the  xpcoming
humanist   meeting   in   IA      Tom   Weidlich  seconded.     'Ihe   motion  carried
unaninously.   John Len will provide brochures ®ossibly old ones with a sticker
over Don Jackanicz's address) to Madigan and Eisler for the meeting, and Madigan
will find spcakers for the BRS section  In addition, both Eisler and hhadigan would
look into finding people on the West Cbast who might be willing to help amnge
a future BRS meeting out west.

Gerry Wildenberg indicated that the BRS members in Rochester would need some
time to investigate the matter before committing to hosting an annual meeting.  He
will look into the matter.   In the meantime, the BRS win hold off on planning a
meeting in Rochester for at least a year.

Thorn Weidlich and Tim Madigan will investigate a possible meeting at Pembroke
I.odge.    Again,  the  BRS  will  hold  off on a meeting there  until  the  two  Board
members can report back on the matter.
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JanEislerexpressedanintelestinhowingwherethememberswere,sothatfutue
meeting  plans  could  take  this  into  account.     Ken  Blackwell  indicated  that  a
geographic breakdown of the membership would appear in a forthconring issue Of
the Quarterly.

Alan  Schwerin  indicated  his  willingness   to  host  the  meeting  at  Monmouth
University  again,  provided  he  could  convince  the  University  to  sxpport  it.  He
believed that would prove no problem.   He had high hopes that he could improve
on what was  aheady  (in the eyes  of most  of those  assembled)  a  fine  meeting.
Stefan moved that the BRS hold its 20cO Annual Meeting at Mormouth, provided
that Alan  Schwerin provided  accurate  directions  to  the  university  (actually  his
directions were  rot  bad  at all).    Thorn Weidlich seconded.    The  Board  agreed
umnimously with the proposal,  the first time that the  BRS will hold its  armual
meeting at the sane location in two consecutive years.

The Board agreed that  the  meeting would take place on June 2-4,  2000.    Peter
Stone noted, while expressing appreciation to Schwerin for undertaking the huge
task of planning two meetings in a row, that the BRS should not give up on either
joint meetings with the Cbnter for hquiry or the idca of a West Coast meeting.
Ken  Blackwcll  moved  that  the  Board  recognize  the  desirability  of holding the
annunl meeting on the West Coast in 2001.  Stone seconded and the motion carried
umnimously.   Thorn Weidlich expressed satisfaction that plans were in the works
for  future  years,  including  possible  meetings  in  England,  Rochester,  and  (in  a
pinch) Ihmilton.

With regard to issue ra various people once again raised concerns about affiliation
with   the   Clenler  for  Inquiry   (identification  with  militant  humanism,   lack  of
information, etc.), a8 wcu as various defenses of the idea (not all Of the groups at
the Center are militantly humanist).   Stefan Anderson moved that the BRS obtain
a  registered  agent  for oflc  ycar while  looking  into  more  information about the
matter of affiliation.   Tim Madigan seconded.   Peter Stone pointed out that mush
of  the   devil   here   was   not  in   the   details,   but   in   broader  concelus   (about
independence, image, autonomy, etc.) that further infomation would probably not
resolve.  The Board passed the motion 8-2, with one abstention  Stone then moved
that Tim Madigan, who will visit the Cbnter shor(ly, be provided with questions
from the Board for which he could obtain answers, so  that the matter could be
resolved.   Andersson seconded and the motion passed 10J), with one abstention.

Ofl issue #3, the Board discussed the matter very briefly.  Charles Krantz expressed
concern that perhaps the timing was wrong for a position on the Yugoslav war.
Laurie  Thorns  regretted  that  people  she  knew  from  the  iinerican-Yngoslav
Friendship Cbmmittee could not attend.   She also discussed some of the factors
involved  that  would  point  in  favor  of  taking  a  position.     Geny  Wildenberg
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questioned whether the BRS should ever take a pcoition on political issues.   Steve
ReinhardtsuggestedthatinthefutuetheBRSdesigmtcanlrourortwoforgpneral
"bull sessions" on issues of the day.   He also suggested that the grorferJy would

make  an excellent vehicle for such discusious.   In the end,  the  Board  took no
action on this matter.

MINUTES OF THE 1999 BRS AVNUAI, REE"G
suBhHrmD By
PETER STONE

UNIVERSITY OF ROcusTER

The  Bertrand  Russell Society held its  annul  meeting at Monmouth University,
WestI.ongBeach,NewJersey,onJune4-6,1999.JohnLenzandAlanSchwerin
presided.   Peter Stone  took notes.   BRS members present were Bob Ackerman,
Stefan  Anderssorty  Thevor  mnks,  mry  Bayne,  Steven  Bayne,  Ffen  Blactwell,
Russell Dale, Jan Ijoeb Eisler, David Goldman, Keith Green, Jose Idler, Chiles
hitz, John R.  If nz,  Timothy Madigan  Steve Maragides,  may Martirty  Gary
Osterlag, Ray Perkius, Stephen J. Reinhardt Hendque RIbciro, Cia RIce, David
Rndier,  Alan Schwerin,  John Shosky,  Warren AIen Sndth,  Peter Stone, Laurie
Thorns,ChadTrainer,ThomWeidlich,DavidWhite,ClenyWildenberg,andRufle
Ye.    Non-members  present  were  William  Comwall,  Thomas  Drueker,  Burdett
CELner,TerriGillis,BonnieGold,CarlKoreenJillLeBiho|ChisLubbera,Guy
Oakes,   Ffron  Perkius,  Samantha  Pogorelsky,  Helen  Schwerin  and   Santiago
Zorzopulos.

On   Friday   night,   President   John   Lenz   welcomed   everyone   present   and
complimented Steve Reinhardt for remaining the only member to have attended
everymeeting.Lenzthenpointedoutthattheconferencehadattendeesfrommny
exotic  places,  including  Portugal,  Venezuela,  England,  Chada,  Illinois,  New
JcrsebandRochester,NewYork(whichprovidedabouttenpercentofthemeeting
attendees).Healsourgedmemberstomakesuetheyrenewed(andpaidfortheir
meetingregistrationandaccomodatious),thankedtheBRSfortheyeashespent
asanofficer,andacknowledgedthehiworkoftheotherofficers(espectallyKen
Blackwell, who has been serving as temporary membership Supervisor).   Finally,
he pointed out that the Sceiety had been unable to procure Red mckle for the
meeting, and so members would have to make due with "honorary" Fled mckle.

Chairman Ken Blackweu  also  welcomed  meeting attendees,  and  urged  them  to
attend  the  two-pan  Board  meeting  to  be  held  that evening  and  later on in  the
weekend.   Alan Schwerin concluded  the  welcoring remalts  by expressing his
pleasure that so many people had attended.   Some, like Chandmkala Padia (from
the BRS's chapter in India) were hoping to attend but could not, yet the turnout
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was quite good, and others (including a contingent from American University to
rival  Rachester's  large.delegrtion)  would  be  aniving  the  following  day.    The
number  of  attendees  had  made  for  a  tight  program,  and  Schwerin  reminded
everyone that they would have to keep clos?ly to the schedule in order for every
spcaker to have a chance.

Ray Perkius, Cmiman of the BRS Book Award Committee, presented the 1999
Amunl Book Award in absentia to Gregory I+andini for his book JtusseJ/'s Hidden
Sndsffrofo»  77hory avow York:    Oxford University Press,  1998).   Peter Stone,
Chairman  of the  BRS  Awanl  Committee,  presented  the  1999  Annual  Society
Award in absentia to Dr. Henry Morgentaler, and will hopefully be able to present
the award in person to Morgentaler when Stone visits Toronto next week.

Jar Eisler told the meeting that BRS Honorary Member Antony Flew had recently
visited Florida.  Eisler lrosted new there, and a great many people had the chance
for8timulatinginteractionwiththefamousphilosopher.SteveReinhardtmentioned
that  Random House's  recently  issued  list  of the  100  greatest  nonfiction books
pchlished  in  English  in  the  20th  centry  included  Russell  and  Whitehead's
PrfroI.pro MalAemnda.   Two or three weeks earlier, the JVci.; yorfer ran a light
and  entertaining  piece  on  this  fact.     The  article  was  later  photocopied  and
distributed to all interested par(ies.

The BRS Bound of Directors then held the first part of its Annual Meeting for the
remainder Of the evening (see notes above).

Stefro Andersson began the program Saturday morning with the paper "Is Russell
a Mystic?".  Jose Idler then gave a paper entitled "The Human Project in Bertrand
Russell" (This paper won the 1999 Prize for a paper by a graduate student).  John
Lenz chaired this session.   Peter Stone chaired the next session which contained a
presentation by John Shosky on A.J. Ayer entitled "IIanlet's Horatio" and a paper
by Ray Perkins called "Russell's Preventive War Phase."   During his presentation
Shosky   invited   all   BRS   members   to   attend   a   conference   on   Russell   and
WittgensteintobeheldatAmericanUniversityonMarch25-26,2On.Hethanked
David Rodier for helping to make this conference possible.

After lush, the program continued with a session chained by Alan Schwerin.  The
two papers in this session were by David Rodier ('Russell's Reading of Plato's
Theaetetus")  and  Tim  hhadigan  CRt]ssell's  Evasion  of Evolution").    The  next
session, charred by Kch Blackwell, fcatured Keith Green's "It Means `All RIveus
are  Black':     Ruseu  Against  Ordinary  Lengungr  Philosophy"   and  Henrique
Ribero's  "The  Present  Relevance  of  Bertrand  Russell's  Criticism  of  I.ogical
Positivism."
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After some free time, the BRS held its Red ELckle Hour (saus Red Hackle) and
banquet.  Entertainment at the banquet was provided by Trevor Banks and his talk
"The I.ord of I.aughter:   Russell's Thumph Over Solitude and Solemnity."

On  Sunday  moming,  the  program  continued  with  Steven  Bayne's  paper,  "The
Problem of Asserted vs. Unasserted Propositions for ` General Philosophy' and Alan
Schwerin's  "Russell  on  Vagueness."    Keith  Green chained  the  session.    In the
course of his talk, Schwerin indicated that he had joined the three Poles and three
Texans who had read (or at least, looked at every page oD Prfrodyfo Mawhcnddra.
He is looking for references to "vagueness" in Prfrodyfo, and has not found any.
He  will  give  a  bounty  of ten  douars  to  the  first  person  who  can  find  Such a
reference Gay Perkins won:   the reference is on page 12).   Ken Blackwell then
doubled the bounty, offering a like amount for every joke found within the book
(Gerry Wilderberg suggested that one ukely joke would be any sentence starting
with "The reader who has followed me up to this point...").

There followed three more sessions, designed to accommodate the large number of
papers without requiring double sessions.   First,  Ken Blackwell spoke on "New
Works in Russell Studies."  Then Russell Dale discussed "Bertmnd Russell and the
Theory of Meaning,"  and Samantha Pogorclsky talked about "Rcflectiors on the
Self."  The program continued with Santiago Zorzopulos spealdng on "Russcu and
Wittgeustein"   and   Chris   Lubbers   presentation   "On   Russcll's   Gray's   Elegy
Argument  in  `On  Denoting."    This  final  session  ended  with  Gory  Ostertag's
"Russell and the Anxiety of Influence:  The Chse of E.E. Coustance Jones."  Stefan

Andersson chaired the first session, while Alan Schwerin chaired the next two.

There   followed   the   Saciety's   Business   Meeting,   which   blended   into   the
continuation of the meeting of the Board of Directors (see above).   The meeting
ended with a delicious barbecue at the home of Alan and Helen Schwerin.

BERTRAND RusSELL soc"ry
TREASURER' S REPORT
CASH FLOW REPORT

JANUARY 1, 2000-MARCH 31, 2000
SUBMITTED BY DENNIS DARIAND

BAIANCE ON DECEunER 31, 1999

I-WS
Contributions, BRS:

110.00
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$5,994.04

Totals                   Ilo. oo

Dues:
New Members     190.cO
Renewals          1,729. 00

Total Dues       1,919.00
hibrary Ire           24.40

Total Inflows

Ot]Trows

Bank charges          3.18
Newsletter              24. 77
Russell sub      1,886.00

Total outflows

Overall Total

BAIANCE ON MARal 31, 2Ou

2,053.40

1,913.95

139.45

6,133.49

BOOK REVIEW:
ANroNI FLEIV.s How TO TriINK STRAIGHT

BY
SANTIAGO ZOREOPULOS
AMERICAN uNIVErsITy

"hay people would sooner die than think.   In fact they do"   Bertrand Ruse«

Antony Hew, How  to Think Sfro"  Prometheus  Thess  199&   Much I]as
changed in the  last  100 years.    The world  has  modenrized a great deal.    Must
pcoplc  in  industrianzed  nations  now  enjoy  high  standards  of  living  and  free
educationTheprogressivedemocmtizationoftheworldhascreatedarelatively
stablepoliticalstructue,bothhereandinothernatious.Gonearethedaysinsome
places  when physical  force  js  used  as  the  primary  means  of persuasion    The
medievalmonarch'sswordshavegivenwaytothepowerofthewrittenandspoken
word.

Despitealloftheseliberalizingchanges,manypeopletodayareunequippedtodeal
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"ith the kind of mental warfare which is used to establish social goals or policies.
A host  of blunt intellectual  weapons  have  found  their way into  the  arsemls  of
various demagogues, political figures, and businessmen.   Improper argumentation
is so prevalent in social life that even some philusophers have given xp trying to
changeit,praclaimingthatthereisnosuchthingastruth,muchastheSophistsdid
in  ancient  Athens.    At  least  they  say,  not  the  kind  of truth  that philosophers
typically  seek,  a  truth  that  is  trams-social  and  isn't  used  simply  as  a  political
weapon.   In this blca± situation, where various schools of skeptical philesaphy,
such as Decoustruetionism or Structunlism, seem to be entrenched, enters a real
Mccoy philosopher,  Antony  Flew,  with  his  newly  revised  book Jrow fo JHfro
STg=.Ig.#::hesuceessonoThinkingstrai8ht(inthe`inctheihe:a-=iinin;;:gi]b%=
Thirding).

Flew has  mde a successfu career in philosophy by asking for a nttle comon
sense  in  philosophy.    He  attempts  to  provide  a  book of basic  inductive  logic,
simple enough for any adult reader to understand, which shows us how to evaluate
arguments.

The  book is  neatly divided into eight chapters,  with each chapter progressively
building on the concepts introduced in the preceding one.  Along with this layout,
the   various  paragraphs   have   been  numbered  for  easy  reference.     With  his
characteristic clarity, Flew brings to life the concepts of validity in arguments and
truth of propusitious.

#pce=^:`=Tt_b_=_i._F°_r to Thpe St[qigap w_pnrs well.   Without 8oin8 tr`o "G macdifficultconceptsofpropositionallodc,F]ewpresentsthebasicelementsoflQacal
arguments.  He uses entertaining examples and current references.  In an exple
whichdescribestheconceptofloctcallynecessaryconditions,hewhtes"rmyof
us,however,musthaveknownmarriagesofwhichitwouldhavebeenfair,though
uns.e:#XH^:°^FC==.e^=`"`Weu.  I  Sappase  mrfuage  is  a  \ogch;--n===aTry
precondition of divorce. "I

Flew   analyzes   evasion,   falsification,   motives,   grounds   Of  evidence,   proper
understanding of statistics, and a host of fallacies.   Hc provides a much-needed
grounding  for  any  student  of philosopby,  or indeed  anyone  who  wishes  to  I)e
properly  equipped  mentally.    The  themes  are often driven home by supporting
quotatiolis  or  analysis  of philosophers,  poets,  politicians,  scientists,  and  others.
Flew provides a strenuous, successful mental workout.

WhilemanyofFlew'sexamplesarepoliticalinnature,oneoughtnottobetumed
off this book for that reason.   Vthat Flew has done is provide the comon public
ground  from  which  debates  can  take  place.     From  then  on,  the  truth  of  a
propositionandthevalidityoftheargunentwiubeourguides.AsSocratessaid,
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"We must follow the argLment wherever it leads."

Address:

MEnmERSHlp pROFILEs

Yves Foumler

100  Rowena  Drive,  #620,  Toronto,  Ontario,
Chia rIA IP9

First Book of Russell's I Read:

Wky I Am Nat a Cfwistian

last Book of Russell's I Read:

A History Of Western Phtlosopky

Favorite Russell Quotation:

"The  good  life  is  one  inspired  by  love  and

guided by knowledge."

Reason(s) for Joining BRS:

1)  To  becone  more  aware  of  the  world  of
philesaphy, and, 2) To participate  in the  real
world of philusaphy.

Recent Applications of Russell's Views to Your Own Life:

1)   Broader,   more   critical   perspective   on
Christianity, and, 2) Learning more science and
modem logic
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IRE BERmAND RussELL soclETy
REMBERSHIP PROELE QUESTlor`INAmE

P]ease fl] ot]t the fouowlng questlonDalpe and return lt to:
John Shosky
T3dfro\, BRA Quarterly
1806 Rouins Drive
Alexandria, Virginia 22307

NARE:

ADDRESS:

First book of Russell's I read:

I.ust book of Russel]'s I read:

Favorite Russe]] QuotatloD:

R€asoD(s) for Jolnlng BRS:

ReeeDt Appucatious of Russel]'s Views fo Your Own Iife:

AdditioDa] Comments:
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IRE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

P0 Box 434
Wilder, Vermont 05088-0434

The Bertrand RLissell Society was founded in 1974 to foster a better understanding
of Russell's work and  to promote  ideas  and causes he  thought  important.   The
Society's motto is Russell's statement, "The good life is one inspired by love and
guided by knowledge."

The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly is published in FebrL]ary, May, August, and
November.   Letters and manuscripts should be addressed to:

John Shosky
BRS
1806 Rollius Drive
Alexandria, Virginia 22307

oFFICERs oF Tin BERTRAND RussELL soclEr¥

Chair
President
Vice President
Secretary
Theasurer

Kermeth Blackwell
Alan Schwerin
Jan I.oeb Eisler
Peter Stone
Dennis Darland

Tin BmTRANI] RussEI.L soclEry ON THE NET

The_ Berfeand Russeu Society Home Page

hxp:llusers.drew.edrl~jlene|brs.htnd

The BeTtrand Russeu Society Quarierty

hxp:llusa.s.drew.edrl~jlene|qtly.hSml

The Bertrand R..sseu Society Annual Book Award

hxp:llusers.drew.edrl~jlenz|bkaward.fltml

The Russell ATchives' home page is at..

hip:||www.rnerruster.calrussdocs|russeLl.hind
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Highlights of the 2000 annual meeting

Rapt attention for David WhiteJs "Russell on the Web". For the text and
more photos visit www.monmouth. edu/brs.  rpfao/a Z7}/ 4/cz# Schoerj.73/

Back to the jzsIV
by Ken Blackwell, Chairman, BRS, and Interim Editor

0 ldtimers will recognize the "new" title of 777e
Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly. For .rf;s first
21 I/2 years, under the editorships of Lee Eisler and

Don Jackanicz, it was called the jzasse// Soc!.edy Ivet4;s. The
Board of Directors decided to make it a newsletter again. Send
me short contributions of any kind c/o Russell Research Centre,
MCMaster U., Hamilton, Ont., LBS 4M2.

Last call to renew for 2000

This is the last issue to be sent to members who
haven't renewed for 2000. To renew, send your
payment (made out to The Bertrand Russell Society)

to Dennis Darland, BRS Treasurer, 1406 26 St., Rock Island,
Ill. 61201-6837. Renewals will be acknowledged. If you're
unsure whether you've renewed this year, check the line with
your name the envelope. "/1999" means  you're in arrears.
Regular membership is $35, students $20.

Minutes of the meeting
by Peter Stone, Secretary, BRS

The Bertrand Russell Society held its annual
meeting at Monmouth University, West I.ong
Beach, New Jersey, on June 2-4, 2000. Alan

Schwerin presided. Peter Stone took notes. BRS
members present were Stefan Andersson, Mary Martin
Bayne, Steve Bayne, Ken Blackwell, Alan Bock, Pat
Bock, Edgar Boedeker, Rosalind Carey, Dennis Darland,
Peter Friedman, Dave Goldman, Nick Griffin, David
Henehan, Steve Maragides, Ed Mcclenathan, Rachel
Murray, Ray Perkins, Steve Reinhardt, Cara RIce, Alan
Schwerin,-Jchn sho-sky, Warren AIlen sndth, Rier    -
Stone, Chad Trainer, Thorn Weidlich, David White,
Gerry Wildenberg, and Ruili Ye. Non-members present
were Manic Couch, Jon Dobbs, Burdett Gardner, Bonnie

Gold, Rom Harie, Boris Kukso, Nancy Mcclenathan, Kris
Oser, David Payne, Karen Perkins, Samantha Pogorelsky,
David Repa, Helen Schwerin, and Ken Stunkel.

On Friday night, President and conference organizer Alan
Schwerin welcomed everyone present. He then chaired a brief
business meeting, at which various officers, committee chairs,
and members made reports. Schwerin reported on efforts to
secure and expand the BRS's presence at APA meetings.
Peter Stone, Chair of the BRS Awards Committee, announced
that the 2000 Annual Award had been given to Stephen
Jay GouLd. Could is Alexander Agassiz Professor Of zoology
and Professor of Geology at Harvard, Curator of lnvertebrate
Paleontology in the Harvard Museum of Comparative
Zoology, and adjunct member of the History of Science dept.
He is best known for his extensive writings on scientific
issues for a general audience, in the best Russellian tradition.
Ray Perkins, Chair of the Book Awards Committee,
announced that the 2000 Annual Book Award had been
given to Charles Pigden for his anthology RwsseJ/ oH
Elrfejcs. Pigden is a Senior Lecturer in the Department of
Philosophy at the University of otago, New Zealand, and the
author of numerous articles on ethics and metaethics. Alan
Schwerin gave a brief tribute to Trevor Banks, a longtime
member of the BRS who passed away shortly after



2 Russell Society News

the 1999 annual meeting. Banks was well known in the Society
and in broader humanist and philosophical circles for his
excellent "one-man show" as Bertrand Russell. Ken Blackwell
urged members present to pay their dues for the year, and
non-members to consider joining. He also encouraged
members to vote in the elections for the Board of Directors and
to attend the Board meeting on Saturday.

Alan Schwerin then led an open discussion on Russell's views
on religion. To focus the discussion, Schwerin played an
excerpt from the famous debate on religion between Russell
and Father Copleston. The lively discussion lasted quite late.

Stefan Andersson again led off the program Saturday moming
with the paper "Russell on Mysticism (Part 11)." Alan
Schwerin chaired this session. Rosalind Carey chaired the
second session, which featured a paper by Mark Couch on
``Russel['s Criticism of Moore's Proof." Steve Bayne then

gave a paper on "Russell and those `Other'
Mathematicians," followed by David White's presentation
"Russell on the Web." Boris Kukso and Chad Trainer chaired

these two sessions, respectively.

At this point, the meeting broke for lunch. The Board of
Directors held a lunchtime meeting (see the Board minutes).

After lunch, Beris Kukso
Logical Atomism and Armstrong's

entitled "Russell'sy-Of
Affairs." Thorn Weidlich chaired Kukso's presentation.
Rosalind Carey spoke on "Russell's Working Notes on
Propositions Appended to "cory a/KHow/edge" in a session
chaired by Alan Schwerin. Nick Griffin chaired Edgar
Boedeker's paper presentation, on "The Hidden Influence of
Russell's Theory of Substitution on Wittgenstein's N-
operator." And Chad Trainer capped off the afternoon with his
paper "Language: A Leading or Lagging Indicator of Truth
for Russell?" Peter Stone chaired this session. After some free
time, the BRS held its Red Hackle Hour (with rca_/_ Red Hackle,
courtesy of Don Jackanicz) and banquet.

Ron Harfe began the Sunday moming session with a talk on
"Reference Revisited," chaired by Alan Schwerin. John

Shosky then spoke on "Russell and Quine" in a session
chaired by David White. Rosalind Carey then chaired Ken
Stunkel's talk "Russell on History." Thorn Weidlich followed
with "On Russell's Sexual Revolution," followed by Nick
Griffin's "Russell's Logicism If Not If-Thenism," which
concluded the Sunday moming session. Mark Couch and
Stefan Andersson, respectively, chaired the last two sessions.

The meeting ended with a short Society business meeting
presided over by Alan Schwerin and then Ken Blackwell. At
this meeting, Treasurer Dennis Darland presented annual
treasury and membership reports. The entire gathering also
offered a strong show of thanks to Alan and Helen Schwerin
for their excellent work organizing the meeting; for the BRS
banner they made to hang at the meeting (and which will
travel to the 2001  meeting next year); for the extremely useful
bell used to ensure sessions started on time; and last but not
least for the excellent barbecue which was to (and did) follow
the conclusion of the Sunday moming session.

Board minutes
by Peter Stone, Secretary, BRS

T
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he BRS Board of Directors held its annual meeting
on Saturday June 3, 2000, in conjunction with the
BRS Annual Meeting at Mormiouth University,

West Long Branch, New Jersey. Ken Blackwell chaired. Peter
Stone took notes. Directors present were Stefan Andersson,
Ken Blackwell, Dermis Darland, Ray Perkins, Steve
Reinhardt, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen Smith, Thorn
Weidlich, and Ruili Ye. Also present were candidates for the
Board Steve Bayne, Nick Griffin, Peter Stone, and David
White. Due to a deldy in the balloting for Board positions, the
status of these 4 candidates had not yet been detemined. The
officers of the Society therefore agreed to count these 4
candidates as interim Board members, and allow them to vote
at the Board meeting. Steve Bayne participated in the
discussions but did not wish to take part in any votes. This left
12 voting directors, seated and acting. The meeting was also
attended by a number of other BRS members, including Peter
Friedman, Steve Maragides, and Rachel Murray.

Tliom Weidlich moved to waive a reading of the minutes
from the last Board meeting and to approve them. He pointed
out that the minutes had appeared in the last issue of the

Eie#frdREREelt scJctetyQaarterly for anyone w.\shing to see
them, and commended Peter Stone for his work. Rayperkirts_ _
seconded, and the Board approved the motion unanimously.

The Board then held elections for Board and Society Officers.
The following officers were elected:

President-Alan Schwerin (nominated by Perkins, seconded
by Smith, unanimous vote)
Secretary of the Society and Board-Pe.ter Stone
(nominated by Schwerin, seconded by AnderssoIT, unanimous
vote)
Treasurer-Dennis Darland (nominated by Stone, seconded
by Andersson, unanimous vote)
Vice-President-Tim Madigan (nominated by Smith,
seconded by Schwerin. Also nominated was Jan Loeb Eisler,
nominated by Perkins, seconded by Weidlich. Madigan
received 7 votes to Eisler's 2, with 3 abstentions).
Chairman of the Board-Ken  Blackwell (nominated by
Weidlich, seconded by Andersson, unanimous vote)

In addition, Alan Schwerin moved that the Board create the
position Vice-President for Humanist Outreach, and
appoint Jan Loeb Eisler to this position. Dennis Darland
seconded, and the motion carried 10-0, with 2 abstentions.

The Board then took up the question of the location for the
2001 Annual Meeting of the BRS. Nick Griffin proposed
MCMaster University. He explained that the university was in
the process of setting up a Bertrand Russell Research Centre,
which would incorporate the Co//ec/ed Papers editorial
project, the journal J{wsse//, and other neat stuff. Holding a
BRS meeting there-n what would be approximately the
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first armiversary of the new center-would help cement
relations between the various Russell-related groups and
projects.

Alan Schwerin seconded Griffin's proposal. Steve Reinhardt
pointed out that the location would allow both East and West
Coast members the chance to attend, without the logistical
difficulties involved in setting up a West Coast meeting.

Alan Schwerin and Steve Maragides suggested the BRS
consider Pugwash, Nova Scotia, site of the famous first few
Pugwash meetings organized by Russell. Maragides realized
this location might constitute a hard sell to the BRS. The town
is in a remote rural area; the nearest airport is in Halifax, and
travel from there to the town involves extensive driving over
rural roads. However, the town does pride itself on its
intellectual life; it is known as the "home of the thinkers," and
its mascot is Rodin's famous statue of that name. Maragides
believes the town might be very accommodating and helpful if
the BRS inquired about setting up a meeting there.

Ken Blackwell thought a Pugwash meeting might be worth
exploring, one that might be the start of a pattern of meetings at
Russell-related sites. Such sites might include Phoenixville, PA
(where Russell lived from 1941  to  1943 and near Merion,
home of the Barnes Foundation, where Russell taught in  1941-
2) and possibly Pembroke Lodge (where Russell spent his

latter could ose even more

that establishing such connections with sites associated with
Russell was important for the Society. But Blackwell was also
concerned about the BRS's continuing neglect of the West
Coast. Thorn Weidlich agreed, although he has favored the idea
of Pembroke Lodge for some time.

Peter Stone proposed amending the motion to meet at
MCMaster University in 2001. The amendment would direct
the President to write to each of the BRS members currently
residing inr california, and attempt to solicit some of these
members tb Organize the 2002 meeting on the West Coast.
Nick Griffin accepted this amendment, and the motion caTied
unanimously.

Next meeting to be
at MCMaster

Hone of the Bertrand
Russell Archives,
MCMaster University

will be the site of the next annual
meeting. Our host will be the newly
formed Bertrand Russell Research
Centre, directed by Board member
Nick Griffin. The dates are Ma 25-27' 2001.

The next item on the Board agenda concerned the Society's
continued registration as a nonprofit corporation. Dennis
Darland proposed taking over the registration from Don
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Jackanicz, who has asked the BRS to find someone else to
handle the responsibilities. Darland lives in Illinois, where
Jackanicz also lives and the BRS is registered. By taking over
the registration, Darland can save the BRS the hassle of either
reincorporating in another state or of finding a paid agent to
maintain registration in Illinois. H,e already has the necessary
paperwork for the job. Nick Griffin moved that Darland be
made the registered agent for the BRS, Peter Stone
seconded, and the motion carried 11-0, with 1  abstention. In
addition, Stone will write to Jackanicz, requesting that he send
Darland all relevant records and thanking him for maintaining
the registration for so long (as well as for the Red Hackle that
he provided for the meeting).

The Board then began a long disqussion of the status of the
Bjts gwarierfy (hereafter 0.). Ken Blackwell explained that
the g. 's haphazard publication has caused difficulti5s for
Society business; the most recent Board elections have not yet
been completed due to the tardiness of the issue containing
the ballots. Blackwell suggested that the BRS needed either
more reliable production of the 0. or else a different method
for distributing ballots.

Alan Schwerin proposed dropping the 0.  completely. He
observed that no one seemed willing or able to do the work
necessary to produce it on a timely basis. Ken Blackwell,
however, pointed out that the Society's Bylaws specifically
required that the BRS publish a regular newsletter. On a more-  -  -FFTaTcti-c-al hote, ThoiHweidlich pointed 6ilt izrm, foffiro5tBRS

members, the a. is the primary benefit of membership.
Without it, there is little reason for most people to consider
joining. He added, however, that the BRS employed a
newsletter for many years before switching over to the 0.

Peter Friedman suggested the BRS consider a purely Web-
based 0. Alan Scbwerin, however, pointed out that many
current members are not on the Web. Peter Stone added that

-       regardless offomat, there was still a need for an editor to

publish the 0. on a regular basis.

Ken Blackwell suggested that the size and scale of the project
may be what prevents regular publication; the most recent 0.,
for example, ran 42 pages, not counting inserts for the Board
elections. Steve Bayne concurred. Two possible solutions
might include making the a. biannual, and focusing the 0. on
discussions by the various members. Thorn Weidlich urged
the Board to keep in mind that content, not cost, was the
primary obstacle. Peter Stone objected, however, arguing that
the content only lacked an editor willing to do the 0. on a
regular basis.

David White proposed abandoning the 0., and replacing it
with a brief ( I -2 page) newsletter. Substantial articles written
by BRS members could then appear elsewhere-possibly (as
Peter Friedman suggested) on the Web. Several Board
members concurred with the general idea that this newsletter
be made a less ambitious project than the current 0., although
some saw no need to cany this reduction to quite the extreme
White proposed. Friedman suggested this newsletter could
focus on news relating to Russell, news relating to the BRS,
and miscellaneous "Russell lite" stuff.
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Alan Schwerin formally moved that the Board retire the a.
and replace it with a newsletter, effective immediately.
Warren Allen Smith seconded. Peter Stone suggested that such
a motion left uncertain the exact nature of the newsletter and,
more importantly, who would edit it. Ray Perkins proposed
maintaining the current 0. until some of these points could be
worked out. Ken Blackwell, however, pointed out that the g.`s
current irregular publication caused the BRS to incur much
extra worry and effort through the periodic mailings the late 0.
often made necessary. In the end, the Board voted 9-2, with  1
abstention, in favor of Schwerin's motion. Nick Griffin then
proposed thanking John Shosky for his efforts in editing the
Q. Alan Schwerin seconded; the motion carried unanimously.

Peter Stone requested an update on the status of the revised
introductory trifold on the BRS. Thorn Weidlich informed
him that Tom Stanley, BRS librarian and director, is revising it.

The Board then took up the topic of the BRS's policy towards
its annual award. Alan Schwerin expressed concern that no
award recipient had attended the annual meeting to accept his
or her award in person in many years (the last anyone could
remember was Zero Population Growth, which sent a member
to accept its award in 1995). He urged the BRS Awards
Committee, when making award decisions, to take into account
the like_lihood that the recipient will accept the award in person.
Steve Bayn-e adTed tfie addittonaleoneemt_hat the award may
not mean much to many of its recipients.

Nick Griffin, however, pointed out that the award traditionally
goes to very eminent people, and higher eminence implies a
lower probability of meeting attendance. Peter Stone added that
age is also frequently a factor; a number of recipients, such as
Karl Popper, W.V. Quine, and lrving Copi, have expressed
great pleasure at receiving the award, but age precluded their
acceptance in person. In the end, the Awards Committee
utunently composed of Stone (chair), Blackwell, and
Schwerin-agreed to try to balance eminence with probability   -
of attendance. Steve Reinhardt added that, regardless of
attendance, every award recipient should be strongly
encouraged to provide the BRS with a  brief statement, to
be read at the meeting should the recipient be unable to attend.

The Board briefly considered the idea that the BRS advertise
in philosophical journals. Such advertisements can apparently
be very expensive; a full-page ad in P4!./osopky IVow would
cost 950 pounds. Peter Friedman and David White agreed to
look into free advertising options that would reach segments of
the philosophical community.

Peter Stone mentioned that the Greater Rochester Russell Set
(an informal local chapter of the BRS based in Rochester, NY)
had discussed a possible means of generating publicity for the
Society. The group suggested that the BRS ask the Episcopal
I)iocese of New York City for an apology for its critical role
in ousting Russell from his CUNY (formerly CCNY)
teaching appointment. Thorn Weidlich, author of a recent
book on the CUNY case, wholeheartedly endorsed the idea. He
agreed to ask an Episcopal priest living in New York City he
knew about the idea. He will also look into a press release on
the matter, as well as the possibility of a "Court of Public
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Opinion" show on the CUNY case. Steve Reinhardt suggested
that rather than an apology, the BRS more diplomatically ask
the Diocese for a "clarification of its position" on the matter®

At the end of the meeting, Warren Allen Smith proposed that
the BRS confer honorary membership on Ibm Warraq,
pseudonymous author of W7I}; / j4m IVo/ a Mws/i.in. Ken
Blackwell suggested postponing consideration of this proposal
until Smith could present the Board with a brief statement in
support of his nomination. Peter Stone added that this
postponement could give the Board time to conclude its
current elections and seat its newly elected members. Smith
agreed to this suggestion.

Directors elected

The results of the election for the eight vacancies on
the Board of Directors, held belatedly in June, were
as follows. Steve Bayne, Jan Eisler, Keith Green,

Nick Griffin, Justin Leiber, Chandrakala Padia, Harry Ruja,
and Peter Stone were all elected. David White's name was
inadvertently omitted from the ballot, for which the Society
apologizes not only to David but to all the membership.
Thanks also to Jim Alouf and Bob Bamard for rurming.

What the minutes don't say:
quotable quotes
by Peter Stone, Secretary, BRS

The following verbatim quotes arose in the course of
the annual meeting. Warning: If you find yourself
saying any of these lines, you've probably spent

too much time doing philosophy. Do not attempt to return to
the real world on your own; seek immediate medical
attention.

"Presumably the sane argument would apply to feet."
"I want to reserve the right to agree with you."
``Eat with Wittgenstein at your peril."
"That's my chapstick, not my laser pointer."
"My promise is indexed with my loose moral character."
"I might comment on the dog's breakfast."
"This is the radical contingency of sex."

This last quote was the last sentence uttered during the last
paper session of the conference. Seems  appropriate, eh?

BRS t-shirts for sale

Sone snappy green or orange t-shirts remain from
the A.M. The front has the Society's name, motto
and a photo of Russell. The back has the famous

quote: "Remember your humanity and forget the rest." To
purchase a shirt, send $13 (which includes $3 shipping, but
include $2 more outside the U.S.) to Alan Schwerin,
Philosophy & Political Science, Monmouth U., West Long
Branch, NJ 07764. Payment should be made out to the BRSo



Board nominations close Dec. 4
8 vacancies to be filled for
2001-03
by Ken Blackwell, Chairman, BRS, and Interim Editor

The BRS has 24 directors, each for a temi of three
years. One third of the positions falls open each
year. Nominate yourself or someone you respect by

Deco 4 by sending in his or her name to the Secretary of the
Board and the Society, Peter Stone, Dept. of Political Science,
University of Rochester, Rochester, NY  14627, or by email to
prse@troiocc.rochester.edu. Nominations must be received by
Dec. 4. Include a brief writeup (one or two paragraphs) to
jdeutify the candidate to the _Society~ The banot will be mailed
in the jzsIV dated November 2000.

There9s usually only one meeting of the Board a year, and it
takes place at the annual meeting (on May 25-27 in 2001, at
MCMaster). However, any three directors may request a
Special Board Meeting to be held between annual meetings. A
reason must be given, as well as a convenient time and place.

The directors whose terms are over at the-end of 2000 are:
Dennis Darland, Gladys Leithauser, John R. Lenz, Stephen
Reinhardt, David Rodier, Tom Stanley, Ruili Ye and myself.

The other directors are: For  1999-2001:  Stefan Andersson,
Derek Araujo, Kevin Brodie, Tim Madigan, Ray Perkins, Alan
Schwerin9 Warren Allen Smith and Thorn Weidlich. For Jan.I,
2000-Dec. 31, 2002:  Steve Bayne, Jan Loeb Eisler, Keith
Green, Nicholas Griffin, Justin Leiber, Chandrakala Padia,
Harry Ruja and Peter Stone.

Inside this RSIV

Treasurer9 s report

The BRS Library
The Bertrand Russell Research Centre
BRRC exhibition bonus
BRS websites

BRS, Philippines

Two number problems

Philosophical uses of the Russell Archives91968-2000

Next annual meeting
Russell conference in Brazil

Honorary memberships

Treasurer' s report
by Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer, BRS

he Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
Treasurer's Report-
Cash Flow Report

7/1/00 through 9/30/00

BALANCE 6/3 0/00
INFLOWS
Contributions:
Contrib-BRS 100.00

TOTAL Contributions            100.00
Dues:
New Members                            125.00
Renewals
TOTAL Dues
Meeting Inc
TOTAL INFLOWS
OUTFLOWS
Advertising
Newsletter
Other Exp
TOTAL OUTFLOWS
OVERALL TOTAL
BALANCE 9/3 0/00

385.00

The BRS library
by Tom Stanley, Librarian, BRS

435.40

$7,098.20

139.60

$7,237.80

ounded in  1975, the collection is comprised of
donations from members, publishers and
broadcast organizatiQns. The Society's book
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soles program offers a selection of current and outrof-print
titles at a discount® A lending library is available to Society
members. Write to The Bertrand Russell Society Library, 98
Gillette Street, Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088.

The library's holdings are:

Bibliographies
Blackwell, K and C. Spadoni 4 Defczj./ed Cczfa/og o/fAe
Second Archives of Bertrand Russell
Denonn, L. The Bertrand Russell Collection Of Lesler Denonn
Mz[inn,W . Bertrand R.ussell: A Bibliography Of His Writings,
1895-1976

Quotations
Denonn. L. The Bertrand R:ussell Dictionary Of Mind, Matter &
Morals
Egner, R.. Bertrand Russell's Best
Ej\she[, L. The Quotable Bertrand Russell

Russell's Books
The ABC Of Atoms
The ABC Of Relativity
The Amberley Papers
The Analysis Of Mind
The Art Of Philosophizing & Other Essays
Authority and the Individual
The Autobiography Of Bertrand Russell
Bertrand R.ussell Speaks His Mind
Common sense and Nuclear waif eire    -
The Conquest of Happiness
Education and the Social Order (Education and the Modern
World)
On Education Especially in Early Childhood (Education and
the Good Life)
Essays in Scepticism
Fact and Fiction
Freedom Versus Organization
Has Man a Fut-ure?
German Social Democraey
The Good Citizen's Alphabet
History Of western Philosophy
Human Knowledge.. I`ts Scope and Linits
Human Society in Ethics and Politics
Icarus or the Future Of Science
The Impact Of Science on Society
An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth
Introduction to Mathematical Philosopky
New Hopes for a Changing World
The Prospects Of Industrial Civilization
ln Praise Of Idleness
Justice in Wartime
Marriage and Morals
Mysticism and Logic
My Philosophical Development
Nightmares Of Eminent Persons
An Outline Of Philosophy (Philosophy)
Philosophical Essays
Political Ideals
Portraits from Memory
Power.. A New Social Analysis
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The Practice and Theory Of Bolshevism (Bolshevism.. Theory
and Practice)
Principia Mathematica to *56
The Principles Of Mathematics
Principles Of Social Reconstruction (Why Men Fight)
The Problem Of China
The Problems of Philosophy
Religion and Science
Roads to Freedom:  Socialism, Anarchism and Syndicalism
(Proposed Roads to Freedom)
Satan in the Suburbs
Sceptical Essays
The Scientific Outlook
Unarmed Victory
Understanding History
Unpopular Essays
War Crimes in Vietnam
Which Way to Peace?
The Will to Doubt
Wisdom Of the West
Why I am Not a Christian

Selections of Russell's Writings
Blackwell, K., et al.  CczmbrJ.c7ge Essays /888-99
Eames, R and K. Blackwell.  7%cory o/K#ow/edge..  77ic /9/3
Manuscript
Egner, R. imd L. Denor\I\ The Basic Writings Ogf Bertrand
Russell
Fiehoelg, 8. alnd R. ELasrils Bertrand Russell...A Selection Of
His Correspondence with the General Public 1950-1968.
Gr`\£fin,N. The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell,Vof. \
Marsh, I+. Logic and Knowledge:  Essays  1901 -1950
Pezlls,D. The Philosophy Of Logical Atomism
F`empct, F`., et all. Contemplation and Action  1902-14
I+enpct, R`. Prophecy and Dissent  1914-16
B:wi]a, H. Mortals and Others:  Bertrand Russell's American
Essays  1931-ig35
I+"ssdi, 8 . The Selected Papers Of Bertrand Russell
Seekel, A. Bert-rand Russell on Ethics, Sex, and Marriage
S+ator, I . Logical Atomism and Other Essays  1914-19
S\zlte[,I. and 8. Frohaal:nn. Essays on Language, Mind and
Matter  1919-26

Books about Russell
AIken,L. Bertrand Russell`s Philosophy of Morals
A\nde[sson, S. In Quest Of Certainty.. Bertrand Russell 's
Search for Certainty in Religion and Mathematics
A\yel, A.I . Russell
F}\ackwexl, K. The Spinozistic Ethics Of Bertrand Russell
B[.irk, A.. Bertrand Russell: The Psychobiography Of a
Moralist
Chomsky , N . Problems Of Knowledge: The R:ussell Lectures
Ba:mss,R. Bertrand Russell .s Dialogue with his
Contemporaries
Gailcjiadiego, A`. Bertrand Russell and the Origin Of the
'Set-Theoretic ' Paradoxes

Grattan-Guinness.I. Dear Russell-Dear Jourdain
GriRE[n,N. Russell `s Idealist Apprenticeship
Hager, P . Continuity an.d Change in the Development Of
Russell's Philosophy
Hi+i, C. Word and Object in Husserl, Frege, and Russell
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Hyhor\, P. Russell, Idealism and the Emergence Of Analytic
Philosophy
IIons:\de. P . The Social and Political Thought Of Bertrand
Russell
lrv.[ne, A.D. aind G. `Nedeking Russell and Analytic Philosophy
]tlgcl , R`. The Development Of Bertrand Russell 's Philosophy
loNIdalm,P . The Philosophy Of Mr. B*rtr*and R*ss*ll
Kilmister, C.W. Rwssc//
Kur[te, P . Bertrand Russell
Lctrfuouser, G. Principles and Perplexities:  Studies Of Dualism
in Selected Fiction Of Bertrand Russell
Lowis, I . Bertrand Russell: Philosopher and Humanist
Meyer, S. Dewey and Russell: An Exchange
Ntlth,I+. The Ethical Philosophy Of Bertrand Russell
Pirlk, I . Bertrand Russell on Education
Pattelson,W . Bertrand Russell 's Philosophy Of Logical
Alomism
Peells, D.I . Bertrand Russell and the British Tradition in
Philosopky
RJodligue;z.-Consueg[a, F . The Mathematical Philosophy Of
Bertrand Russell
Vellaicott, I . Bertrand Russell and the Pacif ilsts in the First
World War
V`l ctmer , D . The Rhetorical Approach Of Bertrand Russell :  A
Study in Method

Miscellaneous
Cotrfes,K. Essays on Socialist Humanism in Honor Of the
Centenary Of Bertrand Russell
K``\err{ke: TE:D . Essays on Berfr-and Russte[l
Savalge, C. a.nd C. ALnde[son Rereading Russell
Schi+pp, P . The Philosophy Of Bertrand Russell
Silahe[, I . Bertrand Russell
Winchester, 1®  and K.  Blackwell i4#fI.#omz.es a#d ParczdoLrcs

Biographical works
C;rdlk, FL. 'Ihe Lif e Of Bertrand Russell
Clark, T`. Bertrand Russell and His World
Cooke. A. Sb¢ Men
CriNIshay-WThams, R. Russell Remembered
Dalroch, S. Ottoline: The Life Of Lady Ottoline Morrell
Feihoerg, 8® Bind R. K:asri\s Bertrand Russell 's America,
1945-1970

Gottscha+k, H. Bertrand Russell.. A Life
La;mout9 C. Yes To Life: Memoirs Of Corliss Lamont
Monk,I+. Bertrand Russell: The Spirit Of Solitude
Moorchcald, C. Bertrand Russell: A Life
FLussell. D . The Tamarisk Tree: My Quest for Liberty and Love
Tart,K. My Father Bertrand Russell
Wood, AL. Bertrand Russell: The Passionate Sceptic
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The Bertrand Russell Research
Centre
by Nick Griffin

As many BRS members will already know, this past
summer MCMaster University set up The Bertrand
Russell Research Centre to bring together and

advance a number of Russellian enterprises on campus. First
and foremost, the BRRC takes over the work of the Bertrand
Russell Editorial Project, which has hitherto been responsible
tor edit;mg The Collected Papers Of Bertrand Russell.  [n
addition, the Center now publishes the journal Rwsse// and it is
also the host of Russell-I.

The official opening of the Centre takes place on Thursday,
16 November. Ray Monk will be coming over from Britain
for the opening. He will give a public lecture, "The
Continuing Importance of Bertrand Russell", in Convocation
Hall at 7.30 that evening, and another lecture the next day at 2

pin, again in Con. Hall. The second lecture will be on "A
Room of one's Own: Wittgenstein and Virginia Woolf on
Biography". It will make use of Wittgenstein's notion of what
it is to understand another person.

The opening coincides with a major exhibition of Russell
material at the MCMaster Museum of Art.  Among other all
works. the exhibition will inc_inde the Epst_ein_hastand the  _
Augustus John drawing of Russell, as well as photographs,
political cartoons, and other Russell memorabilia.  There will
be a viewing of the exhibition after Ray Monk's lecture.

BRS members are warmly invited to join us on the  16th of
November to inaugurate the new Centre, to celebrate 30 years
of Russell at MCMaster, to hear Ray on why Russell is still
important, and to see a collection of images and documents
not previously exhibited together. Copies of the second
volume of his biography of Russell will be available in the
MCMaster bookstore during his visit. The American edition
will not be published until March 2001.

MCMaster University is located in Hamilton, Ontario®
Directions can be found at:
www.mcmaster.ca/welcome/findus.html

BRRC exhibition bonus

Abeautiful brochure will be published to mark the
exhibition of art and artifacts from the Bertrand
Russell Archives that will be mounted in the

MCMaster Museum of Art. Carl Spadoni, Research
Collections Librarian, is its chief editor. The exhibition will
last until January 2001. Members of the BRS are due to be
sent a copy, whether or not they attend the BRRC's opening.



4 Russell Society News

BRS websites

The Russell Society has an official website at
www.users.drew.edu/~jlenz/brs.html, and it seems to
be mirrored at

sfr.ee.teiath.grfutmsELIDES/Russell/BR_Society.htm.
Alan Schwerin, BRS President, has a website for the past two

annual meetings at www.monmouth.edu/~aschwerifors/

Steve Bayne has one for his Boston Area Chapter:
www®channell.com/users/srbaynereRS/russell.html

Tom Stanley has one for the BRS Library at
www.geocities.com/Athens/Olympus/4268/

Finally, the Greater Rochester Russell Set, with several BRS
members, has a most active and impressive web page at
home.sjfc.edu/~white/grrs
See especially webmaster David White's essay there, "Guide to
Russell on the Web".

Among non-chapter member sites, Warren Allen Smith's at
idt.nev~wasm/humanist.html
is photogenic, quotes from Russell's letters to him, and
reproduces his "Russellian Potpourri" column.

The BRS of Japan (not affiliated with The BRS, Inc.) has a
charming web page at
http://www3.justnet.ne.jp,/~e00859/R701.HTM
This page includes full details, in Japanese, of its Bzt//e/z.», mos.
1~23 (1965-75). The webmaster is Akiyoshi Matsushita.

BRS, Philippines
by Ramon "Poch" Suzara

Thank you for writing to an ex-meinber, and to an ex-
director, and to an ex-founder of the BRS,
Philippines chapter. It's good to hear from

Russellians out there. From  1988 to  1998, a chapter of the BRS
existed in the Philippines. Aside from India, have chapters been
established in other countries? And what has the BRS, USA
done to support and encourage the birth, growth and
development of such chapters overseas?

In  1964, when I set up the Philippine branch of the BR Peace
Foundation, Russell himself and his directors, gave to us here
in the Philippines a lot of support and encouragement. At that
time I felt and still do feel that I must not only try to live the
good life inspired by love and guided by knowledge, but I must
also do everything in my power to spread the word to others.

In 1987, I set up the Philippine chapter of the BRS. I regrett.ed
to have received neither support nor encouragement from BRS
directors out there? Yet the record shows that I contributed
much to the BRS since I joined from Sam Francisco since
1983""
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[The above extract is from a letter dated Oct. 22, 2000. We're
going to try to work things out with Mr. Suzara, who is a
devoted freethinking Russellian.]

Two number problems

The issue number of the jzsIV should have changed
last time, but it didn't; thus the catch-up this time.
Our apologies !

The other number is more serious. The BRS suffered a net
loss of about 30 members this year, after a net loss last year of
about 20 and  15 the previous year. I have requested a Special
Board Meeting on the problem during the opening of the
Bertrand Russell Research Centre on Nov.  16.

Philosophical uses of the Russell
Archives,1968-2000
by Ken Blackwell

(The following was a talk in the "Bertrand Russell at
MCMaster" session of the meeting on October 27-29 Of the
Ontario Philosophical Society hosted at MCMaster.)

F irst, a little pre-history. Russell himself wasn't the
first user of his own philosophical papers, though .ne
contributed to their use. As early as  1916, he must

have donated his letters from the logician Louis Couturat to
Xavier L6on's project to collect his papers. In the mid-1930s,
he gave Heiurich Scholz, in Nazi Germany9 his even more
precious Frege letters. The latter were destroyed in World War
11, but Russell had photostats to replace them. Both donations
have been in use for some time. In the next decade Russell
went through his remaining correspondence and designated
and annotated some of it as "shop" for even-tual publication.
Alan Wood, Russell's first biographer, was the first to use
Russell's papers for philosophical research. For his biography
he commented that it's necessary to read every word that
Russell wrote, and for his book on Russell's philosophy he
estimated the number of words at 20,000,000. He even
borrowed Russell's graduate essays for study (now you can
read them in Vol.  I  of the Co//ec/ed Papers). Unfortunately,
Wood became incurably ill before he got very far in writing
Russell .s Philosopky:  a Study Of Its Development.

Russell published Wood's literary remains at the end of A4y
Philosophical Development in \9S9 . V\Jood was r[ct a.

professional philosopher, and while Russell prized and blessed
the massive enterprise Wood undertook, the results might not
have been as impressive as, say, Ronald Jager.s would have
been, had he had the same access to private material. Jager's
The Development Of Russell . s Philosophy (1972:) and
Sainsbury's J2usse// (1979) were the last attempts at a single-
author approach. Russell himself described that approach in A
History of Western Philosophy..
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"If there is any unity in the movement of history, if there is any

intimate relation between what goes before and what comes
later, it is necessary, for setting this forth, that earlier and later
periods should be synthesized in a single mind."  (fJWP,1946
edition, p.  5)

Jager paid the Russell Archives an early visit but used neither
the recent bibliographical discoveries nor Russell's
manuscripts. Whether it is even possible for such a work to be
written by one person now, I don't know. Certainly the
episodic philosophical pages in Vol. 2 of Ray Monk's
biography of Russell don't reach this ideal, even though his
work is supposed to contain as much philosophy as is necessary
to understand the life of a philosopher (1 : xviii). Monk has two

palges on An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth, of which one .\s
devoted to Russell's notion that what we see is in our heads.
This hypothesis about percepts, however, isn't a concern of the
/"qwJ.ry. Monk has three pages on fJwma# K#ow/edge, of which
one is on Norman Malcolm's review. However, Monk earlier
has a page on Russell's project to investigate what he called the
postulates of human knowledge and a valuable chapter on
Russell's return to philosophy in  1935.

The arrival of the Bertrand Russell Archives at MCMaster made
available for unrestricted scholarly study a large number of new
documents, some of them in manuscript form, some published
in obscure journals. Brand Blanshard was the keynote speaker
at the official opening on November 9,1968. His beautifully
written, highly competent ap_d`£9mp.r_e_h`gnsive paper, "_Bertra_nd
Russell in Retrospect", appeared the next year in Dj.cz/ogwe (7
[ 1969]:  584nd07). He surveyed Russell's philosophies for five
aspects: the relations of percepts and things, of body and mind,
of universals and particulars, and of words and ideas; and
contrary to his plan he added a sixth topic, religion. Blanshard
showed that he was a close follower of Russell's publications.
In the last section he quoted Russell's just-published letter to
7lfic fJwmam.s/ on rumours that he was soon to convert to
Christianity. (In a year and a half Russell would be dead.)
Blanshard also told the story of his visit to Russell in
Pennsylvania about 1942. It took me until this year, in the
company of BRsers Chad Trainer, Stefan Andersson and Nick
Griffin, to make the same visit. We saw that Russell must have
chosen to live at Little Datchet Fami for the "wide horizon" it
afforded him. Russell was always keen on wide horizons.

As soon as Professor Blanshard returned home, he sent us the
manuscript of Moore's "Russell's Theory of Descriptions",
which, after writing it for the Schilpp volume on Russell,
Moore had given to Blanshard. The manuscript was the first
gift to the Archives of original secondary material. Three years
later Mrs. Moore gave us a photocopy of Moore's unpublished
rev.low o£ The Principles Of Mathematics, which is still
unpublished.

In my own opening speech I said:

"The Archive's relevance to philosophers lies, I think,

in helping to show how he came to some of his more difficult
notions. By tracing an idea through every possible form
preceding its publication, that is, through annotated texts and
notes on texts, lecture notes, unpublished articles or books,
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correspondence, and the manuscripts of published articles and
books, we may be able to understand how Russell came to
certain notions that at first strike one as incredible, or
insufficiently argued. It is MCMaster's responsibility and

privilege to provide the best possible conditions for such
studies of these documents." (Jb!.cJ. , pp. 614-15)

On archival tools I said:

"After the microfilming we plan to describe each letter to a

computer. Eventually it will be able to produce upon demand
a list of all the letters, say, on the philosophy of pragmatism,
or on a specific chapter of prJ.#c!.p!.a. But this subject indexing
is still far in the future." (P. 614)

To update this 32 years later, I can say that about two-thirds
(or 63,000 items) of Russell's correspondence have been
computer-catalogued in BRACERS (the Bertrand Russell
Archives Catalogue Entry and Retrieval System).
Unfortunately, that proj.ect has been suspended. Its
development lies dormant, despite significant use of its
database. I manage to make a few corrections in my
retirement. We have also made and published several non-
electronic catalogues and (with Harry Ruja) a three-volume
bibliography.

The influence of the Russell Archives on the provision of
scholarly editions of Russell's books has been slow-very
slow. There are no scholarly editions of any of Russell's
published books. Typos_ eiv6ri re-inaifi^ ira -soiFe--oJf th-e~m.  rirc-k-` -
points out oTie in Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy in
the current issue of Rwsse//. Opportunities for scholarly
editions are passed over, as e.g. in Routledge's recent resetting
o[ type tor An Essay on the Foundations Of Geometry. The
Prod/ems o/PA!./osopAy is an in-between case. Russell revised
it slightly over the years (1912nd7), but we don't know what
those revisions were. There are five editions in print at
present, and a text is available at more than one site on the
lntemet (along with four other books by Russell). Two of the
editions of the Prod/ems have new Introductions and
additional bibliographies, although neither Introduction leads
the student to the Russell Archives. My favourite current
edition is one of two Oxford University Press editions, the
U.K. one with John Skorupski's Introduction and which
includes Russell's preface to the  1924 Geman translation.
However, the Co//ecfecJ Papers project has now published
seven of Russell's eight unpublished books, which include:

An Analysis Of Mathematical Reasoning (\898i)
On the Principles Of Mathematics (\gr98)
The Fundamental Ideas and Axioms Of Mathematics
(1899)
Principles Of Mathematics (1899-1900n
The Pilgrimage Of Life (\902:I)I)
The Perplexities Of John Forstice (\9\2.)
Theory Of Knowledge (\913)

The eighth title is Z7Ie Prod/ems a/Democrac)/, written in
1942. Apart from 7lticory o/KHow/ecJge, these texts are just
starting to have an effect on scholarship. As for shorter
writings, Lackey included some important unpublished
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articles in his Essays in A"a/ysi.s, and now we have  14 volumes
of the Co//ecfed Papers. with only one of the philosophical and
logical volumes to be completed. This project arose out of the
Archives in  1969® MCMaster's president proposed it to Russell
himself. There are also philosophical texts in the two volumes
of the Se/ecfed fe#ers, including some "shop" letters, with the
second volume to join us soon.

There have been about two dozen philosophical books on
Russell since his death, such as those by Eames (who made
extensive use of correspondence and manuscripts), Ryan,
Crawshay-Williams, Kuntz, Pears, Jager, Sainsbury, Landini,
Rodriguez, Odell, Slater, Grayling, Griffin, Hager, Watling,
Kilmister9 Chomsky, Grattan-Guinness (who provided new
texts), Patterson (who provided an old-style commentary on
The Philosophy Of Logical Atomism), sovelal French iNIthors,
and myself. About one quarter of them make use of archival
material, if we include new bibliographical discoveries.
Theses-f which over a dozen have been done at MCMaster~
are more likely to be based on new material, since graduate
students, when they're not already here, are encouraged to find
new materialso Of course, our purpose with the Co//ec/ed
Papers is to bring the Russell papers to your own libraries so
that you can study reliable, annotated texts without additional
bother.

Let's turn to the anthologies of articles on Russell, including
proceedings. There are six-those edited by Schilpp,
Schoenman, Klemke, Pears, Nakhnikian, and Roberts-that
were unaffected by the availability of the Archives. Some, or
course, were published too early to be possibly affected. There
are now more than that number that czre affected by the
Archives: those by John E. Thomas and myself, Spadoni and
Moran, Winchester and myself, Savage and Anderson, Irvine
and Wedeking, Monk and Palmer, and Griffin's forthcoming
Cambr}.cJge Compcmi.o#. In addition, there are a few issues of
periodicals devoted wholly to Russell and partly affected by
new material. There are also anthologies devoted to ideas or
issues arising out of Russell.s thought and life. They-ven
Ostertag's Def"I./e Descri.p/i.o#s.. cz ReczderLndon't use archival
or new bibliographical material.

Then there is Routledge's Rwsse// oH ...  series, edited by
Anthony Grayling. This is very promising. These volumes
carmot help but be dependent on the fruits of the Archives, and
the first two are: Pigden doing Russell on ethics, and
Greenspan and Andersson doing Russell on religion.

Finally, Irvine's four-volume collection of Crl.fz.ca/ Assessme#/s
comprises about one-third published from before the openi_ng
of the Russell Archives, and two-thirds after. Many of the latter
were sctected from Russell.. the Journal Of the Bertrand Russell
Archives (now sutotiL+led the Journal Of Bertrand Russell
Sfwdl.es). The proportion that was influenced by the study of our
documents is unknown. In addition, Irvine has a select
secondary bibliography of some  1200 items on Russell. Many
of the more recent ones used the Co//ec/ed Papers or the
Archives directly.

Obviously, the task attempted by Jager and Sainsbury has
become much more difficult since the Russell Archives opened,
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and we will see many more, necessary studies like O'Briant.s
on A Critical Exposition Of the Philosopky Of Leibniz fol every
large one "synthesized in a single mind". More than ever,
however, the large studies are worth doingo

Next annual meeting
to be at MCMaster

Home of the Bertrand
Russell Archives,
MCMaster University will

be the site of the next annual meeting.
Our host will be the newly formed
Bertrand Russell Research Centre,
directed by Board member Nick
Griffin. The dates are May 25-27,
2001.

Russell conference in Brazil

The NEL Epistemology and Logic Research Group's
Second Principia lntemational Symposium, "THE
WORKS 0F BERTRAND RUSSELL'., will be

held August 6-loth, 2001, at Florianpolis (Santa Catarina),
Br-azil. For more, visit www.cth.ufsc.br/~nel/spisohtml.

Honorary memberships in the
BRS

Two new candidates for honorary membership are
being voted on by the Board of Directors. The
results will be in the next jisIV. The complete

list-including deceased honorary members-is at
www.users.drew.edu/~j lenz/B RS_Officers.html. We have  13
at present.

Our By-law (Art.5, sec. 7) for honorary membership
requires that a candidate meet one of the following criteria:

I. is a member of BR's family;
2. had worked closelywithBR in an importantway;      -
3. has made a distinctive contribution to BR scholarship;
4. has acted in support of a cause or idea that BR

championed;
5. has promoted awareness of BR or of BR's work;
6. has exhibited qualities of character (such as moral

courage) reminiscent of BR.

Two thirds of the Directors voting have to be in favour of a
given candidate.

Honorary members have the same rights and responsibilities
as regular members, but they pay no dues.



It's time to renew. Vote by Feb. 23

Renewal time

|t298otL]m:hhea:ecn°e:eaLt:artee:::hyL::ra:eRusn:hea=::::haLrpef°r
Individual US$35
Couple $40
Student $20
Limited Income Individual $20
Limited Income Couple $25
Organization Membership $50

"Contributor" $50+
"Sustainer" $75+
"Patron" $250+
"Sponsor" S loo+
"Benefactor" $500+
"Life Member" S i,000+

Life members are Dennis Darland, Don Jackanicz, Jim Reid
and Charles Weyand.

Send your cheque (made out to the Bertrand Russell Society,
Inc.) to the BRS Treasurer, Dennis Darland, at 1406 26 St., Rock
Island9 IL 61201-2837. USA.

8 Board vacancies for 2001-03
by Ken Blackwell, Chairman, BRS, and Interim Editor

here are  15 candidates for the 8 vacant directorships,
On page 4, select up to 8 candidates. Ballots must be
received by Feb. 23.

A director9s job isn't onerous, but there's room for a great
deal of improvement in the Society. There's usually only one
meeting of the Board a year, and it takes place at the annual
meeting (on May 25-27  in 2001, at MCMaster).

The other  16 directors are:  For  1999-2001 :  Stefan
Andersson, Derek Araujo, Kevin Brodie, Tim Madigan, Ray
Perkins, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen Smith and Thorn
Weidlich.  For Jan.1, 2000-Dec.  31,  2002:  Steve Bayneg Jam
Loeb Eisler, Keith Green, Nicholas Griffin, Justin Leiber9
Chandrakala Padia, Hany Ruja and Peter Stone.

Inside this RSIV

Renewal time

8 Board vacancies for 200 lro3
Treasurer' s reports
Honorary memberships update

How to join BRS-list

BRS websites

Annual Meeting at MCMaster

Candidates for the vacant directorships

Ballot

Treasurer' s reports
by Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer, BRS

TheBertranTdre:::::il'ssi:lpe:yrt;Inc.
QUARTERLY CASH FLOW REPORT

10/1/00 through  12/31/00

BALANCE 9/30/00
INFLOWS
Contributions:
Contrib-BRS 30.00

$79237.80
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TOTAL Contributions
Dues:
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues
Other lnc
TOTAL INFLOWS
OUTFLOWS
Newsletter
Other Exp
TOTAL OUTFLOWS
OVERALL TOTAL
BALANCE  12/31/00

182.91

69.66
252.57

ANNUAL CASH FLOW REPORT
1/1/00 through  12/31/00

BALANCE  12/31/99
INFIJoWS
Contributions:
Contrib-BRS
TOTAL Contributions
Dues:
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues
Library Inc.
Meeting, Inc.
Other Inc.
TOTAL INFLOWS
OUTFLOWS
Advertising
Bank Charg.
Meeting Exp.
Newsletter
Other Exp
Russell Subs.
TOTAL OUTFLOWS
OVERALL TOTAL
BALANCE  12/31/00

450.00
450.00

715.14

3,764.00

143.51

3.86
2,755.75

471.07

103 . 1 6

I,886.00

4,479.14
24.40

2,250.00
104.00

7,307.54

5,363.35

700.43
$7,938o23
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How to join BRS-list
by Ken Blackwell

o:n::;::eselqt;:s:-Itl::::::;:¥;ne::se:rtso¥a:v#kn:e:;::s
Tojoin the list, visit

mailman.mcmaster.ca/mailman/listinfofors-list and fill out the
form. Altematively, for those without Web access, the list may
be enjoyed entirely by email. Send the message

subscribe

to   brs-list-request@mailman.MCMaster.CA.

$5,994.04                             We believe this  list to be private and secure.  E.g., the only
way in which your email address will become known to others on
the list is if you provide it in any messages you send. The list is
moderated by myself.

BRS websites

T he Russell Society has an official website at
www.users.drew.edu/~j lenz/brs.html, and it' seems
to be mirrored at

1,944.19

$7,938.23

Honorary memberships update

N ineteen of the 24 directors took part in the voting on
two candidates for honorary membership last fall®
Nelson Mandela and lbn Warraq both received well

in excess of the necessary two-thirds majority of those voting.

We are awaiting word on their acceptance of honorary
membership in the BRS.

sfr.ee.teiath.grfutmsELIDES/Russell/BR_Society.htm.
Besides much else, the official website has- a valuable page of
links to writings by and about Russell on the Web. John Lenz
maintains the siteo

Alan Schwerin, BRS President, has a website for the
annual meetings at www.monmouth.edu/~aschweri/brs/.

Steve Bayne has one for his Boston Area Chapter:
www.channell.com/users/srbaynereRS/russell.html

Tom Stanley has one for the BRS Library at
www.geocities.com/Athens/Olympus/4268/

Finally, the Greater Rochester Russell Set, with
several BRS members, has a most active and impressive web
page at home®sj fc.edu/~white/grrs

Annual meeting at MCMaster

The Russell Society's 28'h annual meeting will be
held at MCMaster University on May 25-27, 2001
The local sponsor is the Bertrand Russell Research

Centre. Arrangements are well in hand. For the schedule and
developing registration information, visit
www.monmouth.edu/~aschwerifors/
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The registration fee is still being set. Accommodation on
campus (breakfast included) has been arranged. Tours of the
unique research facilities for Russell Studies will be offered.

Candidates for the vacant
directorships

Compiled by Peter Stone

Here are the write-ups of this year's candidates.
Select up to 8 and record your choices on the ballot
that follows.  If you don't vote by email to

prse@troi.cc.rochester.edu, mail your ballot to Peter Stone,
Secretary of the BRS, Dept. of Political Science, University of
Rochester, Rochester, NY  14627. To be counted, your ballot
must be received by Friday, Feb.  23, 2001.

DONG-IN BAE

Dr.  Dong-In Bae is a professor of sociology in Korea and a
longtime member of the BRS.

KENBL2tcKV\7ELL   -`--T~   `      ~      '

Ken Blackwell is Honorary Russell Archivist at MCMaster
University and an editor of the Co//ec/ed Papers. He is a
founding member of the BRS, a longtime Board member and
Chairman of the Board since  1998.

DENNIS DARLAND

Dennis Darland graduated from Augustana College (Rock
Island, IL) with a B.A. with majors in Mathematics, Physics,
and Philosophy. Most of his life since then he has been
employed as a Software Engineer, and pursued the above fields
independently. In philosophy he has been particularly interested
in Russell, Wittgenstein, Quine, Whitehead, and Dennett. He
has served as both a Board member and as Society Treasurer
for many years®

PETER FRIEDMAN

Peter Friedman has 26 years of experience with computers,
working as a computer and website consultant. Bertrand
Russell's is the most interesting life story he has ever
encountered; Russell's writing, at its best, demonstrates what is
for him the greatest command of the English language in all of
modem nonfiction. He believes the BRS could and should
reach out to a wider audience, and would like to help the
Society achieve this aim.

No.  105. November 2000

DAVID GOLDMAN

A frequent attender of Society meetings, David Goldman, a
New York psychiatrist,  is a longtime member.

HEIDI HELLER

A new member of the BRS, Heidi Heller is a law librarian in
Philadelphia.

JOHN LENZ

John Lenz is Associate Professor and Chair of the Classics
Dept. at Drew University in Madison, NJ.   Currently he
maintains the BRS website.   He was BRS President from
1995-99. an officer since  1984, and founding director of the
Prizes for Papers Program.   He is very proud to have his own
entry in  Wrfeo's  Wtfeo i.#  fJc// by Warren Allen Smith.

STEVE REINHARDT

Steve is the only BRS member to have attended every annual
meeting to date.  He's retired from the legal   staff of Dupont.
He is a longtime Board member, and has served as Treasurer
and on the Society's Bylaws Revision Committee.

DAVID RODIER

~i±\Odiertcach-equLfosTUTuptryir7±7eitsttyrrfu~
played a central role in organizing the March 2000
International Russell-Wittgenstein conference there. He was a
student of Raphael Demos, who studied with Russell at
Harvard. He is currently interested in Russell's philosophic
development from  1911  to  1918; in Russell's understanding of
the history of philosophy; and in Russell as a writer. As a
director, he hopes to ensure that all aspects of BR's writings
be included in the Society's ongoing projects.

TOM STANLEY

Tom Stanley has been the Society librarian since  1984 and a
director since  1985. He and his wife operate Stanley Books,
specializing in the fine arts.

LAURIE ENDICOTT THOMAS

Laurie Thomas is a peace and human rights activist who lives
in New Jersey.  She joined the Bertrand Russell Society partly
to pursue her interests in logic and partly because of
admiration for Russell's ob-position to World War I and the
Vietnam War. Although her day job involves tuning bad
writing into good writing for medical publications, she

pretends that her opinions about Russell have not been unduly
influenced by the high quality of his prose style. BRS
members may remember Laurie's paper, "Bertrand Russell
and the Liberal Media," which she presented at a BRS annual
meeting several years ago.
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CHAD TRAINER

Chad Trainer lives near Little Datchet Farm in Pennsylvania,
where Russell lived in  1941-43 and on which Chad's researches
have turned up more information. He gave a paper to the
Society in 2000.  He has a railroad job.

DAVID WHITE

David White studied Russell with Peter Klein at Colgate
University in the late  1960's, and continued to work on Russell
with Max Black and Norman Malcolm at Comell University.
White has used sock works as The Problems Of Philosophy,
Marriage and Morals 2Ind Why I Am Not a Christian .rn cta[sses
at St. John Fisher College for over twenty years now.   In
addition to helping found the Greater Rochester Russell Set, a

group that has conducted monthly public meetings on Russell,
White has lectured on Russell at meetings of the Bertrand
Russell Society and to other groups. As a board member, White
would seek to expand the Society's membership, to encourage
the study of Russell in high schools and colleges, and to
support the formation of other local and regional chapters.

RUIIJI YE

Ruili Ye received a Ph.D. in Computer Science from the City
University of New York (dissertation:  "Belief, Names and
Modes of Presentation: A First-Order Logic Formalization")
and is currently an assistant professor at CU'NY.

Ballot

T
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he ballot can be marked for up to 8 candidates.  If

you mark more than 8, only the bottom 8 will be
counted.  Don't rank them. There is space for a

write-in candidatea  Sign the ballot and send the page (or a

photocopy) to Peter Stone, Dept.  of Political Science,
University of Rochester,  Rochester, NY  14627 so that HE
RECEIVES YOUR BALLOT no later than Friday, Feb.  23a

Candidate X
DONG-IN BAE

KEN BLACKWELL •€?-;?

DENNIS DARLAND
i.!i

PETER FRIEDMAN
i

DAVID GOLDMAN
•--¥ •-'Z3,-

HEIDI HELLER

JOHN LENZ
•^tf`*L'-.

STEVE REINHARDT ' i + -

DAVID RODIER \di

TOM STANLEY E

LAURIE ENDICOTT THOMAS
S'

CHAD TRAINER
_I

DAVID WHITE

RUILI YE

S--.*^iap\!`±

•1+

• ref   ¥!#,,£   ut-ity.:i.gr`!€t
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Attend the Annual Meeting, May 25-7

Annual Meeting in a nutshell

I
t's time to declare your intention to attend the annual
meeting, to be held this year at MCMaster University.
The A.M. 's presence at MCMaster-the first since

1990--is being sponsored by the Bertrand Russell Research
(`entre.  Besides the usual events of an A M., this is your
opporturiity to tour the Bertrand Russell  Archives arid the
Russell Research Centre,

This is the Society's 28th annual meeting. Previous
TiivTc€irig`u 3f MCM3stcr I,-,'ere ir.-!~978.; 1991,+983  and  I Q90.
Ainve early and tour the facilities for Russell scholarship and
view his many memorabilia.

While the Society has a Board of Directors that is
elected by the membership, and while the Board elects the
executive  officers of the Society at the A.M., the Bylaws
require full direct democracy at the Armual Meeting in respect
to amending the Bylaws and considering any cases of expulsion
of members. Any member of one year's standing and of 18

years of age may run for office in the Society. All offices will be
open to qualified candidates.

8 Board vacancies filled for
2001-03
by Ken Blackweli, Chairman, BRS, and Interim Editor

The  14 candidates for the 8 vacant directorships were

joined by one write-in candidate when the election
was held. The ballots were counted Feb. 23 and by

Secretrary Peter Stone and recounted by member Dave Henehan
the next day

The winning candidates (in order of votes) for the
2001 -03  term are: Ken Blackwell, David White, Dermis
Darland, John Lenz, David Rodier, Laurie Endicott Thomas,
Steve Reinhardt, Tom Stanley.

Many thanks to the following candidates who ran:
Peter Friedman, Heidi Heller, Chad Trainer, Ruili  Ye, Dong
ln-Bae, Dave Goldman, John Boland (write-in)

The other  16  directors are.  For  1999-2001.  Stefan
Andersson, Derek Araujo, Kevin Brodie, Tim Madigan, Ray
Perkins, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen Smith and Thorn
Weidlich. For Jan.  I , 2000-Dec.  31, 2002:  Steve Bayne, Jan
Loeb Eisler, keith (ireen, Nicholas Grif[-in, justin Laiber,
Chandrakala Padia, Hany Ruja and Peter Stone.

As many as possible should attend the Board
meeting at Armual Meeting.

Inside this RSIV

Annual Meeting in a nutshell

8 Board vacancies filled for 200 lro3

Call for papers at the A`M

How to join BRS-list

BRS websites

Time to renew memberships

Donors to the BRS

AaM. registration and accommodation

Registration form

Presentations at the A.M`

Schedule of events
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Call for Papers at the A.M.
f you would like to present a paper at the forthcoming
meeting of the BRS, please send an abstract of 150
words to the BRS President:

A`!an  Schwerin
Department of Political  Science and Philosophy
Monmouth University
West Long Branch
NJ 07764

Phone:  (732)  571 -4470

Email:   aschweri@monmouth.edu

Complete papers are due no later than May  1. The abstracts of
the papers that have been accepted for the conference will be

posted at http://www.monmouth.edu/aschwerifors2001.htm
along with the full text of the paper.

How to join BRS-list
by Ken  Blackwell

0vcr one third of BRS members have joined the
listserve BRS-i-ist, maintairred at MCMaster
University for the exclusive use of BRS members.

To join the hst, visit
mailman.mcmaster.ca/mailman/listinfofors-list and fill out the
form. Altematively,  for those without Web access, the list may be
enjoyed entirely by email.  Send the message

subscribe

to  brs-list-request@mailman. MCMaster.CA.

We believe this list to be private and secure.  E.g., the only
way in which your email address will become known to others on
the list is if you provide it in any messages you send. The list is
managed by myself.

BRS websites

The Russell Society has an official website at
wwwousers.drew.edu/~jlenzfors.html, and it seems
to be mirrored at

sfr.ee.teiath.grthtmsELIDES/RussellreR_Soci ety.htm. Besides
much else, the official website has a valuable page of links to
writings by and about Russell on the Web. John Lenz
maintains the site.

Alan Schwerin,  BRS President, has a website for the
annual  meetings at www.monmouth.edu/~aschwerifors/.

No.106.  February 2001

Steve Bayne has one for his Boston Area Chapter:
www.channel I.com/users/srbaynereRS/russell.html

Tom Stanley has one for the BRS Library at
www.geocities.com/Athens/Olympus/4268/

The Annual Meeting's website is
http://www.humanities.mcmaster.ca/~russellforsmeeting.htm.

Finally, the Greater Rochester Russell Set, with several
BRS members, has a most active and  impressive web page at
home.sjfc.edu/~white/grrs

Time for renewals
he time has come  to renew your BRS membership
for 2001. The renewal rates, which are unchanged,
are:

Individual  US$35
Couple $40
Student $20
Limited  Income  Individual  $20
Limited  Income Couple $25
Organization Membership $50

Outside the U.S., add $4 for postage to Canada and Mexico, and
S 10 overseas.

Donors are ranked as follows:

"Contributor" $50+
"Sustainer" $75+
"Sponsor" $ 100+
"Patron" $250+
"Benefactor" $500+
"Life Member" $ 1,000+

Life members are Dennis Darland, Don Jackanicz, Jim Reid and
Charles Weyand.

Send your cheque (made out to the BertTand Russell
Society,  Inc.) to the BRS Treasurer, Dennis Darland, at  1406 26
St.,  Rock Island, IL 61201-2837, USA.

Donors to the BRS
by Dennis Darland

Tn%;v:d#:r:]l:rd:¥2:oS:S:r':h::Cf]eeetsyfrreoc:I?;:fdo?Lnoa;LL°nngs
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Sponsors:
Nell Abercrombie
David S.  Goldman

Contributors
J.  M.  Altieri

Jay Aragona
Dong-in  Bae
Vthitfield Cobb
Robert K.  Davis
Linda Egendorf
Charles  W.  Hill
Alvin D.  Hofer
Gladys Leithauser
Michael  Au  Sequeira
Barbara Testi
Laurie  Endicott Thomas

A.M® Registration and
Accommodation

Y;tut#*:;mewew:h:%:esaittL:,eeasd::i8:::::ecda/b~yruv:::t,']nfo8rtshj
eetlng.ht-

The Welcome Desk for the meeting will open at 4 pin and the

Buffet at 6 on Friday, May 25.  Checkout is by 3  on Sunday.

Registration and payment deadline: Monday, May 7,

200 I .

ten EEElyhat You Get                                          I

egistration for
40.00 $60.00

Welcome Buffet, Lunch, Banquet,

embers Barbeque & Papers

egistTation  for
I,                ,            ,, $75.00

Welcome Buffet, Lunch, Banquet,

on-Members Barbeque & Papers

egistration fortudentsII Lunch, Barbeque & Papers

ingle         __ccommoda-ion
I,I"I Nights + Hot Breakfast,  Linen,

Parking

oubleccommoda-ion I•," Nights + Hot Breakfast, Linen,

Parking

reakfast withesidenceuests II I  Hot Breakfast

No.106.  February 2001

All taxes are included.  Send a single money order or cheque (no

traveller's cheques, please) for registration and any

accommodation, made out in either currency to THE
BERTRAND RUSSELL, SOCIETY,  INC., to:

Dr.  Kenneth  Blackwell

The Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre

TSH-619

MCMaster University

1280  Main  St.  West

Hamilton, ON

Canada LBS 4M2

You can contact him by email at blackwk@mcmaster.ca or by

phone at 905-525-9140 ext.23173.

Registration form

RE
Date:

urn this form when you send in your payment to

gister for the 2001  Annual  Meeting of the Bertrand
ussell  Society

Name:

Address:

E-mail:

Telephone:

Accommodation desired (number of nights, single or double
room):

Breakfast with residence guests (one or two mornings?):

Dietary or other requirements:

Registration category:

BRS member

Non-member

Student

TOTAL PAYMENT AND CURRENCY:

If I am a smoker I realize that MCMaster University does
not permit smoking within its buildings.

Signed:
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PresentationsthathavebeenacceptedfortheArmualMeeting:

Stephen Toulmin will speak following his award on  Friday evenlng.

No.106.  February 2001

David white :`   `  +..  `  - Russell,  Smith and the Religion of the Future

k:hadTrainer Independent Scholar Bertrand Russell:  A Cameades Reincarnate

hlckGriffin MCMaster University bnhowtheRusseupaperscametoMCMaster

Kevin Brodie
Lyman Memorial Russell, Gardner, and Home  Room  Philosophy Class in  High
High School School

enrique Jales University of .  Russell and H.  Hertz:  The Logicist reading of Hertz's  714c

Ribeiro oimbra rinciples of Mechanics

ick Griffin MCMaster Univeristy
What was  Russell  trying to do  in  P;-z.;7ci.p[.a

alhemalicdi
An  introduction for non-philosophers)

h,anschwerm
MonmouthUniversity

Metaphysics,  Mysticism and Russell

Ken Blackwell MCMaster University Leader of discussion about a film on Russell (TBA)

Steve Bayne Independent Scholar oulmm and the  Discovery of History

Thefollowingisatentativescheduleofeventsforthemeeting:

Friday h.oo -6.oo pin haegistration k=ommons Building

le.oo - 8.oo Welcome Buffet and award to Stephen Toulmin

Saturday .30 -9.00 am breakfast leommonsBuiiding

.00  -12.30 Papers bnlveTsityHallLL 12.30 -2-00 Lunch University Hall:  Common Room

b.oo-4-3opm Papers University Hall

le.oo-7.oo Red Hackle Hour hoyalHamiltonyachtclub*-
h.oo Banquet

Sunday h.3o-9.ooam Breakfast k=ommons Build;ng

b.oo -,2 3o Papers University HallLL I.00 -3.00 pin BBQ hefectorypatioIb.oo leheckout

*The Royal  Hamilton Yacht Club's website may be visited at http://www.rhyc.on.ca.
+
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'I`Iiu  »nRTitANI]  Russi!;LL sOc'LEL[`y
'l`1Ie  l}ei.lriiiltl  Riisscll  Socicly  \`:is  fouil(lccl  in   l`J7i  lo  I`oslcr  a  bclli`i`

`iiiderslilii(liiig  ol` llie  lil`c.  work  :I.ild  \`'riliilg  of Bcrtraiid  Russell  ( 1872-I `J70)

illl(I  to  I)rolllolc  i(li`;Is  ;iii(I  l`:liiscs  hc  lho`iglll  imi)ol.lii]il.    rr`hc  Socict.y's  iilo«o  is

RLissi`ll's  sl:ili`Ilici`t,  -.l`]`c  goo(I  li(`c  is  oni`  iils|)ii.c(I  b.\'  lo\'c  :ii`(I  gLli(lc{l  b.\`

k'lo\\,lc(lgc."  ('''/,`,, / /'`,/,'`,,,`,,   l`J25)

Tll [``.  [}[i:lt']`It^N[)  RLISsll[.I, SO(.`[l`1'l`Y  [I0MTt:l'^Cl`:

lilli)://\\`\`u'.iiscrs.dri`\\.e(Ill/~jleliz/ul.s.Iiliiil

John  Lcli`;.`  \\'eb]"islcr

jlenz.i`//`)drc\\'.cdli

']`[[If  BNR'[`ANL)  RUSSELL SO(,`lE'l`Y  QLIAR']`ERLY

Tl`i` (J/twt./ty./`'  is  piiblislic(I  in  Febrllal)',  Mi.y.  Aiigiisl  :iiid  Novcliibcr b}'  llic

DepiH-liiiclll  of PIIilosoi]li}',  St.  Jolin  Fisher College,  aiid cdilc{l b.v  I'clcr Slolic

:iii{l   li`eiiibers of the  Riissell  Set  or Rochcslcr,  NY.

Lcocrs  :ili(I  `ilisoliciled  iiiai`ilscrii)ls  :H.c  \\'elcoiile.    E(litoi.i:il  corrcsi)on(lclicc

sl`o`ild  I)e  :I(I(lrcssc(I  lo  I):i\'i(I  While,   Dci)arliliciit  ol`Pliilosoi)li.y,  Sl.  Johii  F`islicf

(`ollcgc.  3(t`J0  E:ist  A\Jcniie.  Roclicslcr,  NY    IJ(t 18 or b.y c-i"iil  lo
\\'hilc///(sjfc.cdiL.

Opiiijoiis c.\i.rcssc`tl  ill  lhc  (`)iit7r/c.t./.t' :Ire ciilii-cl.y  those or ll`c :iiill`ors :il)tl slioLild

ilol  I)c :illribiilcd  to  the  Berlrzlild  Riisscll  Socicl.\',  St.  John  Fislicr Collegc or all.y
otl`cr  illdividLi:il  or  it`sti(iitioll.

OFl.`ICElts OF TIIE  BElt'l`l{^Nl)  RUSSELL SOCIETY

Ch:iirl"m or llic  13o:irtl
Presideiit
Vice Prcsidci`l
Vice Presidelit/Lliii"misl  Oiili.c:ich
Secrelar\'
Tre{is`ircr

Kci`Iic(li  BIiick\\'cll

Al{in  Scli\`Jcrill
rr`iin  M:idig{m

Jali  Loeb Eislcr
Pclcr Slone
Deiiiiis  J.   D{`i.I:md
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E[litorial

THn F^RMHR AND TI]H cOwMAN
CAN 81] FRIHNDS

For  too   liiany  years  there  lias  been  tension   and  conflict
between  those  wlio  have  a  general,  public  iliterest  in  Russell  alid
the  BRS  and  those  who  see  the  BRS  as  a  high  and  dry  academic
society.    Wllat  would  Bertrand  Russell  say?    In  this  case,  at  least,
wc  ktiow  wliat   R`issel]   would   say  since  he  addressed  the  issile,
directly  or  ilidirectly  ill  everything  he  wrote  and  everything  lie  did.
Russell's   writiiig   is   always   as   clear  and   readable  cr.`'  /A.J  .`.7r/?/.cJc/
cJ//ow.`..     Russell  detested  compromise  and  consistently  refused  to
compromise.    Wlien  any  clique  claims  to  own  Russell,  tliey  deface
the man's memory.   Russell was a philosopher for all.   We have no
objection  to  scholars  like Ray Monk  telling us  slowly and  carefully
how  little  they  tliink  of  some  of  Russell's  popular  writiligs  atid
some  of his  personal  actions.   That  sort  of criticism  shows respect
for the man who would  not suffer humbugs.   Nor do we thillk less
of those wllo liave neitlier tlie time nor the patience nor the iiiterest
to  take up  Russcll's  tcclmical  wock.    Wliat  we  do  strenuously  aiid
categorically  object  to  are  those  who  seek  to  impose  their  most
favored   aspect   of  Russell's   life  and   work  on   the   Society  as  a
wliole.   There may bc a `shortage of Red  Hackle,  but there is sill.ely
enough  Russell  for  all  to  sl`are.    Tlic essential  charm  of tlie  BRS  is
its    eclecticism    and    its    devotioli    to         Russellian    ititelligetice,
Russellian  passion and Riissellian wit.

2001  Annual Meeting
of the Bertrflnd Russell Society

MCMaster University

25-27 May
Full details are posted at:

hltp://www.humanities,mcmaster.ca/~russelvbrsmeeting,htm
For further information, write to blackwk@mcmaster.ca

or call (905)  525-9140 ext.  23173.
The deadline for advanced registration is

Monday. May 14. 2001.
Please register as soon as possible!

The following people have already registered:

Alan  Schwerin,  Giovanni  Vianelli, Edgar C.  Boedeker,  Jr.,  Stet)hen
Toulmin,  Thorn  Weidlich,  Kris  Oser,  Steve  Bayne,  Mary  Martin,
David   Henehan,   Pat   Bock,   Alan   Bock,   Rachel   Murray,   Peter
Stone, Linda White, David White,  Ken Blackwell. Tim Madigan,

Eastern Division

American Philosophical Association
meeting in Atlanta, Georgia

DecemL)er 27-30
Tlierc will  be n BRS session fit  ll`e iueelings ttiid :I BRS I:ible :il  the si`ioker.  If

}Joit :`rc  interested  in giviiig tl  piiper or I:iblil`g fll  the siiiokcr,  |]Ic:ise gel  ill  lo`icli
with David  Wliile (wliile/f~^sjrc.edil).
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December 29, 2000

Just  a  short  ilote  oil  tlle  APA  meeting  on  Wednesday  [December
27,  NYC].    The  session  went  down  very  well,  with  four  excellent

papers.  They  were  short,  well  written  and  entertaining.  I  was  also
pleased to meet a llumber of members of the society that I had not
met  before.    For  itistance,  I  met  Justin  Leiber  from  the  University
of Houston.  We had twenty-two people attend our session between
8    and    11    on   Wediiesday   evening   -quite   a   feat   wlicii    one
remembers that  tlie confereilce really only gets going on Thursday.
I  took  along  T-sllills,  our banner,  and  fliers  on  the  society.  In  my
opening   remarks   I   I)ut   in   a   plug   for   the   annual   meeting.   Tlle
exchanges betweeii   the presenters and  the audience was lively and
well informed.  All  ill  all,  a great success,  thanks in large part to the

quality   contributioiis.         I   later   had   an   opportunity   to   attend   a
session  of the  Hume  society,  of which  I  am  a member,  and  noted
that  they  drew  tweiity-five  peoi)le.  Aiid  their  presenters  were  'big
name    pliilosopliers'    -    at     least    wliere    Hume    scholarship    is
concerlled.     tt  is  clear  tliat  APA  participation  is  essential  for  tlie
society.  Cliad  Traiiier  attended  his  flrst  big  conference  and  speiit
Wednesday  night  witl`  tlle  Scliwcriiis.   We  traveled  ill  and  out  ol.
the city by  train.  David  and  Linda White and  Linda's  sister,  Janice,
dropped   in   to   table   for   the  BRS   at   the  smoker  last   night   and
attended  to  the  table  Friday  night.  Other  Russell  aficionados  also
dropped  in  alid  ilitroduced  themselves  We  should  make  a  poiiit  of
liaving a table at  all  AP^  rilnctions.

Alan Schweriii,  presidelit

The Quarterly welcomes inleresling slories about honorary
members Of our sociely.

January 3, 2001

My  nicest  memory  of Quine  is  of  showing  hiln  round  Russell's
library  when he   visited MCMaster in  1979.  Russell of course had a
number  of Quine's  books,    several  of which  Quine  had  sent  him.
Quine  was  delighted  to  find  evidence   that  Russell  had  read  them
and    especially  delighted    that  there  were  some     that  he  had  not
sent  Russell.    `Oh',  he'd  say,  `1  didn't  send  him that  one',    as  if it
were   a  complete  mystery  how  the  book  could   be  in  Russell's
library  otherwise.    And  then,  almost  incredulously,  `He  must  have
bought  that  one.'    When we came to  Russell's copy of se/  71freory
w#d  j./6'  £ogi.c  (which  is  dedicated  to  Russell)  we  found  the  pipe
cleaner used as a book mark.   It   marked Quine's discussion of the
Russell  paradox.    Quine  was  obviously  touched  to  discover  that
Russell  at  91  had  been  concerned  to  knowjwhat  Quine    thought
about  his  paradox.      It  seemed  clear that  Quine  felt  about  Russell
somewhat as I felt about  Quine: a bit overawed!

Nicholas Griffin



FnATURliD ARTlcLlis

The   I}RS   l}oard  tif  Dil.eclol.`s  voted  last  year  lo  offer  hon()ral.y
rnembel.shii)   in   the   Society   lo   Nelson  Mandela.   Ken   Blackwell
nominated  Mandela,  and wrote  the following eloquent  defense  Of
his  pro|)osal.  Maiidela  has  since  accepted  our  offer  Of honorary
membership, al1d `s() il seelnedfilting lo T.eprint Ken's words here.

WHy NOMINATn NE}LsoN MANDELA FOR HONORARy
MEMBERSHlp IN THn BRs?

Ken Blackwcl]

Russell  was well aware of apartheid policies  from the  time
of their official  installation in  1948,  For example, he wrote jn "ls a
Third   World   War   Inevitable?"   (1950)   that   "The   policy   of  the
present   South   African  government   is  of  enormous  propaganda
value to  Moscow."  He was  fond of pointing out the weakness for
the West of its own racist states.  By this time Mandela was already
32  years  old   and   had  been  a  member  of  the  African  National
Congress for several years. Had Russell heard of him yet? We may
fairly  doubt   it.   But   the   political   issue   in   question   was   one   he
wholeheartedly supported.

By   1953   Russell   was   a   staunch   supporter   of  an   anti-
apartheid   organization   under   the   leadership   of  Canon   John   L.
Collins   of  later   CND   fame.      The   organization   was   Christian
Action.   Russell  sometimes  wrote  that  neither  he  nor  they  found
tlleir   respective   theological   beliefs   a   hindrance   to   cooperation
on  the   South   African   issue.   By   1960   he   could   write:   "I   have
already said enough on the subject to reap virulent abuse in

Soil(h  Aft.ica."  lie was proud ol` the Afrikaans e(tition of W//y / Aii7
IV(//  /J  CA/./..`'//.(J/J  (1955).  His  archives  contain  three  substantial  f'Iles
on apartheid (see South Af`rica,  RA I  640 and RA2 330).

Mandela  had  become  a  revolutionaly  by  the  early   1960s
and  had  gotten  into troiible for it.  He was tried  in the  fall  of ]962.
Diirifig  his  defense  he  used  Rilssell's  example  of civil  disobedience
aiid imprisoiiment in Brixton T'rison tl`e previous year:

(FI.om  `Black  man  in  a  white  court'  Nelson  Mandela's  First  Court
Statenient  -]962.    Extracts  f`rom  tlie  couil  recor(I  of` the  trial  of
Mandela   held   in   the   Old   Synagogiie   couil,   T'retoria,   from   15
October   to   7   November   1962.   Mandela   was   accused   on   two
counts,  that  of inciting  persons  to  strike  illegally  (during  the  1961
stay-at-home)   and   that   of`  leaving   tlie   coilntry   without   a   valid

passport.         He        conducted        his        own        defense.        Visit:
http://www.anc.org.za/ancdocs/history/mandela/1960s/nm6210.ht
ml)

Yoiir  Worship,   I   would   say  that   the  whole  lif`e  of  any  thinking
African   in   this   coiilitry   drives   I)im   continuoiisly   to   a   conflict
between  his  conscience  on  the  one  hand  and  the  law  on  the other.
This  is  not  a  conflict  pecilliar  to  this  coiintry.  The  conflict  arises
f`or  men  of consci6nce,  for  tnen  who  think  and  who  feel  deeply  in
every   country.   Recently   in   Britain,   a   peer   of  the   realm,   Earl
Russell,  probably  the  lnost  respected  philosopher  of the  Western
world,  was  sentenced,  convicted  for  precisely  the type of activities
I`or which I  stand  before you  today,  for following his coliscience in
(let'ial)ce  of the  law,  as  a  protest  against  a  nilclear  weapons  policy
being  followed  by  his  own  govemmeiit.   Fol.  him,  his  duty  to  the

piiblic,  his belief in the mor{ility ol`(he essei`tial  rightness of the



c8`lsc  [`or  wl`ich  l`c  `stood,  rose  supe]ior  to  this  liigli  respect for the
low.  I IC coul(I  llot (lo otlier thaii  to oppose tlie law and to sufl`er tlie
coilsequcnccs   l`or   it.   Nor  can   I.   Nor  can   many  Africans  in   this
counlry.  The  law  as  it  is  applied,  tlie  law  as it  has been  developed
over a long period  of history,  and especially the law as it is written
and  designed  by  tlie  Nationalist  goverl`meiit,  is  a law  whicli,  in  our
view,  is  imiiioral,  iinjust,  alid  ititolerable.  Our  coilsciences  dictate
tliat we must  pl.otcst agaiiist it,  tliat we must oppose it,  alid  that we
must attempt to alter it.

Russell  issiled  a statemeiit  in support of Mandela before the
elld  of the  same  year.   Presumably  lie  knew  of  tliis  reference  to
himself (Christoplicr  Parley,  Russell's  last  secretary  tliinks  so),  for
the    trial    drew    worldwide    attelition.     Russell's    statemeiit    was
extracted  in  the  iiewspapers,  and  Harry  Ruja  quoted  it  in  /{7/.`',`'..//
Sac/.e/j;  IvewLt.,   May    1992.   Here   it   is   in   its   entirety,   from   tlle
typescript at RA2 330.187637 ("Statement on Nelson Mandela"):

The  conditiolis  whicll  exist  in  South  Africa  today are  those  siich
as   early   peoples   experienced   in   the   liistory   of  man.   A   whole

people  is  elislaved,  and  their spokesmen  are subjected  to  torture,
humiliation  al`d  death.   South  Africa  is  one  great  colicentration
camp  and,  because  this  is  so,  the  protest  of tliose who  staiid  out
against  it  is  all  the  more  incredible  alld  courageous.  There  is  ill
Soutli   Aft.ica   the   most   clear   duty   of  consciellce.   Coiiscience
requires  that  cvel.yoiie who fmds it  possible to do so sliould  resist
to  tlie  lilTiit  uiitil  this  f"iy  regime  is eliminated  and  the  people or
South  Africa  are  fi.ee.  I  wish  to  pay  tribute  to  Nelson  Malidela,
for wc are till  ill his great debt.

ln  early   1964  Russell  siglied  a  coiiple  of pe(itions  for  the
I.elease of Mai`dela and  othel. named  prisoilers.  One was sent to the
Ui`ited     Nations     in     March     1964,     and     you     will     fin(I    it     at
http://www.anc.org.za/ancdocs/history/campaigns/

prisoner.html.
There  was  the  tl`reat  of  execution  over  M<1ndela.   It  was

conveiled  to  life  imprisonment  about  Jilne  13,1964,  The  next  day
Riissell   attended   an   Anti-Apartheid   meeting  in  Traf`algar  Square,
al`d  spoke  from  the  plinth  under  lal.ge  portraits  of  Mandela  and
Sisulu.   A  well-ki`own  photo  of him  on  that  occasion  appeared  in
The   7'/.///L'.`.  the  next  day.   The  /)d/./y  /'c/cfr/.er/JA  called  it  a  "Fi.ee
Mandela'  Rally."  In  a speech that  appears to  have been drafted  for
him but which was revised in his own hand, Russell began:

Friends:  We  meet  at  a  sombre  momellt  for  the  suffering  people  of
South  Africa.  They  endure  a  most  appalling  tyranny  and  we  have
now seen  their leaders sentenced to lif`e imprisonment for the crime
of opposing the oppression of the people of south Africa.

This  is  a  time  to  assess  the  world-wide  protest  wliich  has  grown
through the recent years of tyranny and  st['uggle ill  South Africa.  It
is  cellain  that  the lives ot` Nelson Mande]a  and  his brave colleagues
have been saved by the woi.ld-wide oiitcry ovel. their trial ,...

I    hope    the    consuiner   goods    boycott    will    be    intensified    and
extended,  The pickets which protest all over the world  indicate



LIIc   extent    to    wliicli    the   Soilth    African   regime   is   liated    alid
op|)osed.  Nelson  Mandela  has  told  us  how  much  this  iiiterllational

protest  means to  the oppoiients  of Verwoerd:  to  Robert  Sobukwe
and the many in I)rison.

Tllat   is  tlie   extent   of  the   observations   either  man  made
about  the other.  I  submit tliat it  is sufficient to  qualify Mandela  for
Honorary  Membership  under  condition  (4),  "has  acted  in  support
of a  cause  or  idea  that  Russell  championed."  Is  that  all  there  is to
it?

More   than   half  the   36   years   tliat   have   elapsed   since
Russell's  last  speech  in  Trafalgar  Square were spent by Mandcla in

prison,  and  the rest  in  extraordinary political activity out  of prison.
No  loiiger a revolutionary  in  tlie violent  sense,  he was President of
South  Africa in  1994-99.  He led the country from the brink of civil
war to a remarkably peaceful resolution of the whites'  centuries of
racial  contempt,  hatred  and  flnally fear.  Everyone  agrees  that  he  is
an    example   of   overcoming   hatred    in   oneself.    He   is   Ilow   a
ambassador of goodwill,  aiid,  I  suspect,  South Africa is  prospering
as   never  before.   He   continues   to   be   active   at   82.   His   speecli
intervening  in  the  recent  AIDS  coiiference  hosted  in  South  Africa
is a model of compassion, poetry and political wisdom.

He   must  also  qualify  under  condition  (6),  "has  exhibited

qualities   of   cliaracter   (such   as   moral   courage)   reminiscent   of
Russell."

Let  us  hoiiol.  with  our  gilt  of membership  olle  of tlie  last
statesmeii    with    whom    Russell    was    engaged    and    whom    he
sul)Ported`
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REMEMBnRING MADALyN MURRAy o'  IIAIR

Saiial Ed,iiiiflrukii

ln    September     1995,     Madalyn    Miii.I.ay    0'    Llair,    tlien

president   of   American   Atheists,    her   son   Jon   Gaiih   and   her
granddaughter  Robin  fell  victim  to  a  griiesome  miirder.  The  three
atheist  leaders disappeared  on 4th  September  1995  and  have never
been  seen  again by their friends and  colleagues.  For five and a half

years  there  have  been  various  rumors,  some  of theln  absurd  and
obviously  invented  to  make  the  victims  appear  to  be  the  villains.
Only  in  March  2001,  their  remains  have  been  identified  and  their
death    was    finally    confirmed.    They    had    been    murdered    in
September   1995  itself,  after  short  captivity.     Their  murderer  and
two  others  involved   in  tlie  crime  have  been  convicted,   but   the
circumstances  of their  end  remain  mysterious.  Mal`y  questions  are

yet   to   be   answered.   For   example:   Who   is   beliind   the   firm   in
California  which  allegedly  paid  one  of the  most  expeiisive  lawyers
(o   del`end   the  murdere[-?  What   was  the  secret   tleal  between  the
aiithorities and the miirderer that saved him from the electric chair?

There are two huge white boxes in ol`e ot` the bookshelves
in  my  studio.  They  contain  letters  from  Madalyn  Miirray  0'  Hail..
Most of these several hulidred letters she wrote in the late seventies
and early eighties to me and to my t`atller.



These  years  l`avc  I)con  a  phase  of iiitclise  comliiuiiication  bctwccn
us,  over molitlis we would  receive two oi. three letters a week {`I.om
Madalyn,  sometiliies  even every day oiie.  Our answers  were fewer
in  number`  because  at  tliose  times  a  daily  airmail  letter  from  IIidia
to  USA would  eat  up  quite  a lot  of money.  In  April  1997,  I  heard
tlle  shocking  news  that  Madalyn  aiid  lier  childreii  liad  disappeared
witliout  ally  traces   19  months  before.   I  opened  these  letterboxes
after  many  years  for  tli6  first  time  again  and  spent  many  hours
readii`g since theii.

We met  Madalyn in  1978.  Together with Jon aiid Robin she
visited  India  and  s|)eiit  several  memorable  weeks  with  us.  `At  that
time our family  had just  moved  to  New  Dellli  and  occupied  a  new
house,   still  witliout  any  furniture  and  with  Ilo  washbasins  fixed.
Madalyn  did  not  bother  about  the  lack  of comfort  and  decidecl  to
stay  witll  us  in  our  iiTiprovised  new  home,  Sleeping  on  mattresses
oli  the  floor  and  shariilg  bravely  our  hot  Indian  food,  tlie  three  of
them  became  family  members.  This  was  the  begil`ning  of a  great
friendslli|).

We  discussed  for  long  hours  our  work  ill  such  different
countries  as  Anierica  aiid  India,  about  our  experiences,  our  plans,
our  hopes,   future   prospects.   Madalyll   was  excited  that  she  liad
discovered    birds    of    the    same    feather,    people    with    great
commitment,  eiiergy  and  fantasy  who  had  dedicated  their  lives  to
the   flght   agaillst    obscurantism    alid    religion    like   slie   alid    lier
children.   Our  excliangcs  have  been  so  open  hearted,  so  inspii.iiig
aild  encouragiiig for all  of us,  that we contiiiued  them  in an intense
and unconvelltional correspondence.

I  was  a  research  scllolar at  tlie  School  of lntemational  Studies
ii`   Jawaliarltil   Nclil.ii   Uiiivcrsity   in    1978.   Alter   haviiig   bccii   tlic

foi]iidcr             coiivciior            of.            tlic             Ratioiialist             Stutlclit

'a

Movement  in  Kerala  (1973-1977),I  had  become  the  secretary  of
the   Delhi   Rationalist   Association.   I   was   passioiiately   absorbing
everytliing   that   woiild   eqiiip   me   theoretically   and   practically  to
become   a   powerful   rationalis(.   I   had   read   many   books   of  the
Thinkers   Library  of the  Rationalist   Press  Association,   which  my
father  collected,  and  was  inspired  by  the  works  of Thomas  Paine,
liigersoll  and Joseph Mccabe.  Madalyn shared these traditions,  she
was   bi.eathing  and   living   in   their   spirit.   Her  lectiires  and   letters
have  been  invaluable  eye  openers  for  me.  rler  sharp  observations
and  clear  analyses  of the  mechanisms  which  dominate  organized
religion   on   one   side  and   organized   atheisin  on  the  other.   have
developed  my  understanding  and  prepared  me  for things  to  come.
She  has  broadened  my  horizon  aT`d  initiated  ine to the interliational
movement  by  sharing  insider  knowledge  and  the  fruits  of her  long
experience  with  me.  Only  today.  after  having  years  of experience
by  my  own,  I  am  able  to  fully  valiie  her  precise  and  soinetimes
hard-hitting  characterizations  of organizations  aiid  personalities  in
the  f'ield.   Madalyn  was  well  known  for  her  blulit  and   merciless
criticism,    which    would   not   spare   anyone   -   including   herself.
Getting   their   dose   of  it,   many   people   felt   o`Ten(led   and   turned
forever  her  enemies.   What  most  of them  coiild  i`ot  imagine  was
that  she  did  not  criticize  them  with  the  intentioli  to  damage  biit  to

point   out   mistakes   for   everybody   to   understand   and   overcome
them.  I-Ier letters give many examples for her kindness and  fairness
vis  a  vis  people  who  considered  her  their  enemy.  There  are  also
examples   for   her   incorriiptible,   sometinies   dal"iilig  jiidgements
aboiit people who commanded great respect in the movement.

In April  1979,  Madalyn invited my father and  me to Austin,
Texas.  My  father,  Joseph  Edamariikii.  was  a  scheduled  speaker  at
the AI`ierican Atheist Coliveiition that year alol`g with British

\3



ratiol`alist  Nicolas  Waltcr  aiid  abortion  activist  Bill  Baird.  Madalyii

suggested   we   visit   lier  mucli   earlier  to   the  Colivelltion  and   we
spend  one  full  moiith  with  the  0' Iiair  family,  living  in their  house
and   working   ill    tlie   headquarters   of   American   Atheists.    The

preparations  for  tlie  Collvention  were  in  full  swing,  and  there  was
plenty  of work.  Most  of the days we would  return home only late
in  the  eveliing,   completely  exhausted,   improvise  a  little  cookilig
togetlier and  talk  till  late in  the niglit.  At  six o'clock  in tlie morning
Madalyn   would   ii`vai.iably   call   us   foi.   breakfast   alld   discuss   tlie

program  for  the  day.   She  was  uiitirable  and  indefatigable.   If slie
had  decided  about  something,  notliing  and  nobody  could  stop  her.
One day she needed urgently a printed note for the conference, but
the printer refused to work overtime.  So she stood four hours at the
small  offset  press  and  printed  the  note  personally.  I  was  given  the
responsibility  for  folding  and  stapling,  and  we  flnished  the  work
well  in  time.  Another day we  liad  sclieduled  an  internal  meeting to
discuss an  importalit  project,  but tlie meeting place was closed  and
no   key   available.   Madalyn   fixed   lier   boot   and   kicked   out   an
expensive  glass  door  through  wliich  one  could  enter and  open  tlie
house.  Our  meetilig  took  place as planned.                The convention
was  a  memorable  event  for  us.  Fatlier  received  the World  Atheist
Award.   Despite  our  close  involvement   in   the  preparations,   this
information  had  been  kept  secret  from  us  and  we were  completely
surprised   and   overwhelmed.    Father's   speech   about   the   Indian
movement  was  well  received,  it  was a cordial  atmosphere,  and  we
felt  being  amoiig  good  friends.  We  met  Gerald  and  Gloria  Tlioleii
and  Lloyd  and  Paul  Thoren.  And  we spent  iliteresting and  I)Ieasallt
llours  with  Nicholas  Walter  of Rationalist  Press  Association,  wllo
was the editor of I/'/icJ IVcJw #/t//j{7;tt.,`'/ then

I)uring   oiH.   time   at   AilsLil`,    "United   Wol.I(I   A(heis(s"   was

l>ol.I`.   It   had   been   Madalyn's  dl.Cam  to  create  an  ilmbrella,   iiiider

which  atheists  f`rom all  over the woi-Id  could  unite.  Meeting us,  she
felt  encouraged  to  make  this  plan  reality.  In  my  little  room  in  the
headqiiarters,  I drafted  the constitiition,  and  we all  discussed  every
(letail  till  late  in  the  nights.  Madalyn  was  the foiinder  president,  my
I`ather,   Nicolas   Walter  from   UK   and   Lavanam  l`i-om   India  were
iiamed  vice-presidents,  and  I  became  the  treasiirer.  Over  the  next

years   we   worked   to   establish   the   organization   and   planned   to
formally  launch  it  during  the  Wol.ld  Atheist  Meet  at  Helsinki  in
1983,    which   was   organized   by   Madalyn   together   with   Erkki
Hartikainen.     But     things    came    differently.     The     new    world
organization fell  victim to  hyenas,  which ganged  up to  sabotage its
take-ofl`.  The  analysis  of their  operation  became  an  important  part
of  oiir  correspondence  during  the  next  years,   and  gave  us  new
insights  about  the  camp  of our  enemies.  Many  years  later,  when  I
organized     the     first     International     Rationalist     Conference     in
Deceiiiber   1995,   I   wished  Madalyn  to  come  alid  inaugurate  the
"International    Alliance    Agaifist    Fundamentalism"    (which    later

became  "Ratioiialist  International").   I  wrote  to  her,  but  there  was
no   reply.   In   June   1995,   I   weiit   to   Biift`alo   to   particii]ate  in   the
inaiigul-ation of the new Center for Inquiry,  founded by Paul Kurtz,
who  had  meantime become  another friend  and  respected  colleague
in the  USA for me.  I  planned a stop over at  Austin,  bilt  I could not
reach  them  in  time  and  changed  my  schedules.   Since  we  had  not
been   in   pet.sonal   communication   for  qiiite   soliie   time,   I   did   not
know anythiiig about tlie latest
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dcvclopmciits  in  ^`I`stili.  Today  I  kliow tliat  my  le(ter,  irat  all,  must
Ilave  rcachcd  tllcm  ill  deep troiible.  Court cases  and  hal.assment by
the  tax  autllorities  were  shaking  tlie  base  of their  existelice  and
Madalyn`s  llcalth  liad  gone  badly  down  hill.  This  would  have  beeii
my  last  cllailce  to  see  Madalyn,  Jon  and  Robin  ever  again.   I  am
very  sad  tllat   I   niissed   it.  Tliree  months  later  tliey  were  already
dead.

Before  soltietime  in   1993   or   1994  Madalyn  went  silently
out  of  my  sight,   slie  llas  been  thel.e  all  throughout  the  yeat.s  to
cordially  api)reciate  liie  for  every  success  and   -   of  course  -  to
vehemently   criticize   a   few   of  my   decisions.   One   tie   quc`g,t§c„
betweeil    us    rcmaiiied    for    a    loiig    time    the    i.ationalist/atheist

question.  Madalyii  fel.t  that  strollg  and  uncompromising  atheists  as
we  were  (and  still  are),  had  to  express  their  conviction  by  calling
themselves  "atlieists".   In  tlie  begilining,  she  even  proposed  us  to
clialige  our  nanie,  We were  iiot  in  a  position  at  that  time to  move
the  national  coulicil 'of IIidian  Rationalist  Association  for  a  naiTie
change,  but  apart  from this wc also did not accept the necessity of
breaking  with  our  lolig  tradition.  Moreover,  we  argued,  there was
not  much  difference  in  the  ineaning  of atheism  and  rationalism  or
even  liumanism  or  freethought.  Its  fruits  recognized  the  tree,  alid
no name board or trademark could giiarantee that its bearers fought
seriously  for  our  cause.  Finally,  didii't  she  herself draw  inspiration
mainly  from  tlie  rationalist  heritage?  And  didn't  slie  select  a  core

group   of  atlieists  alid   rationalists   like  us  and   Nicolas  Walter  to
form   United   World   Atheists?   She  did.   But   despite  wiiiniiig  this

poillt.  I  started,  back  from  Austin,  "IIldian  Atheist  Publisllers"  ai`d
launclied     lily    rlrst     magazine,     tlie    "Indian     Atlieist".     Full     or
enthusiasm  and  iiew  ideas  alid  with  a  hiige  collection  of old  Rl'^
and                    I laltlcmali                    Juliils                   books,                    which
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Matlalyn  had  generoiisly  gifted  to  me,  I  I,aid  tlie  t`oiindation  stones
ol`whzit  is today the largest  t`reetliought  piiblisl`ing hoiise in  Asia.

In   1983,   I   was   elected   national  geiieral   secretary  of  the
Indian     Rationalist     Associatiol`,     and     my     new     I.esponsibilities
together   with   many   other   activities   as   a   pilblisher,   writer   and
rationalist  campaigner  occii|)ied  nie  completely.  Biit  I  never  forgot
to   keep   Madalyn   informed   aboilt   my   ventiires  and   plans  and   I
looked   forward   for   her   advises,   proposals,   warnings,   friendly
encoiiragement  as  well  as  her  hitting  hiimoroiis  I.emarks  and  her
ciiticism.     I     wrote     lier    long     letters     ``i'olii    'I`okyo    an(I     ``roi``

Amsterdam,    she   reported   extensively   from   Helsinki   and   from
Moscow.  Once she told me that she got a star with her name.  It had
been  qiiite  expensive,  but  she  liked  the  idea  to  become  "eternal"
that way.

What impressed me most in Madalyn over the long years of
our  friendship  was  her  honesty  and  seriousness,  her  straight  and
often  provocatively  open  ways,  and  her  total  lack  of pretensions
and  vested  interests.  She  woiild  never  siibmit  to  any  authority  but
the  authority  of the  better  argument.  She  would  never  accept  any
boniis,  not  for being a woman,  not for being f`amous,  not  for - later
-   being  old  and   ill.   I   was  often   infected  by  her  enthusiasm  and

energy  and  strengthened  by  her  coiirage  and  fighting  mood.  Her
iiniisiial   personality  made  many  people  her  friends  and  admirers,
but  as  many  hated  her  openly  or  secretly.   I  was  deeply  shocked
aboiit  the  reactiolis  on  her  disai)pearance  by  people  who  allegedly
share  our  caiise.  Many  did  iiot  hesitate  to  scoml`iilly  spi.Cad  insiilts

and   propaganda  of  her  hardcoi'e  eliemies   in   the  religioiis  camp.
Madalyn  herself would  perhaps  have  expected  son`ethii`g  like  this.
It  was one of her main woi.ries that slie coiild die one day
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in  I`rollt  of tllc  l1.yclias 'who  woilld  clieer  and  celebrate  hel.  elld  as  a
triumi)li.   She  wishc{l  to  tlie  sccl.ctly,  iiniioticctl,  far-away  rrolii  (Iic

I)ublic  eye.  111  an  iroliic aiid  cruel  way.  tliis  wish  lias  come  ti.ue:  slie
died  under a shroud  of mystery and  ollly five and  a llalf years later,
her fate becainc knowii.

I  thilik  about  sharLilig  Madalyii's  letters  and  papers  with  the

public.  Botli  her  friends  and  her  etiemies  deserve  it.  But  tiliie  has
not ripened yet.

***

Second /'/././/c`////.a lliternatiotial  Symposium

TI-III WORKS 0F BELRTRAND RUSSELL
August 6th tot 0th, 2001

Epistemology and Logic Research Group (NEL)
Federal University of Santa Catarilla (UFSC)

Florianopolis (Santa Catarina), Brazil

Following     tlle     success     of    tlie     Firs't     Principia     lnternatiolial
Symposium,    wliicli  took  place  last  year  in  Florianpolis,  NEL  has
decided     to     organize          the     Sccolld     /'/././Jc/./?/.cr     lnteriiational
Symposium,  to  be  lield  from  August  6th  to   loth,  200],  again  in
Florianpolis,    ill    lionor    of   Bertraiid    Russell.    /'/././lc//J/.cr    is    all
iiitematiotlal journal  of epistemology  published  by  NEL and  UFSC
University  T'ress.

For  more   inforiiiatioli,   contact   NEL   -   Epistemology   and   Logic
Research  Group,  Departament  of  Pllilosophy,  Federal  Univer-sity
of Santa  Catariiia,  Caixa  Postal  476,  88010-970.  Florianpolis,  SC,
Brazil.  Phoiie/fax:  + 55 48  331.8808.  e-mail:  nel@cfu.ufsc.br.
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`l'lle  j.i]llilwjllg  i)Ililll(lI.y  alltl  lrjhllle fi)r  W.V.().  Qlijlle.  {ln  h(Jltt]r(lI.y

IIIeiliher  (if lhe  BRS all¢l  reci|]ielll  tif its (ililillitl  [L\.I(Iril,  a|JL7earetl on

llie     ljsl.Net.\I     Ril.s.sell-I.     'l.lle     iJl]illlary    \ila.N     II.illi.xl(lleil    friJrn     lhe

l't)I.lIIgIIe.se  aliil ]]i]sleil  tt)  Ihe'  lj,Nl  by (lit)\I(illlii  tlc'  (`tir.\](illi().

Wn LOST QUINE (igo8-2ooo)

Pfl.Ilo Gliii.flldeli, Jr.

To all members of the Virtual Philosophy Commul`ity.

On  Christmas  day  tlie  greatest  living  philosopher  of this  century
has   passed.   His   paper   "Two   Dogmas   of     Em|]iricism"   was   a
tiirning-point  in the history of the philosophy of the Xxth Celitury.

Qiiiiie   was   active   till   (he   last   moment.   He   lived   for   almost   a
hiindred  years.   He  was  the  one  who  mixed  togetl`er  pragmatism
and  analytical  philosophy  in  America  and  in  the  world,  by  biiilding
a  bridge between  two  great  traditiol`s   alid  giviiig  iis,  in  addi(ion,  a

precious   agenda   of`  philosophical   renewal.   Ilis   spirit   will   hovel.
iipon  us  (`orever.  The  following  obituary  was  written  by  his  son
Doilglas  Quine  and  it  can  be  found  in  the  mostly  complete  site  he
did  f`or  his  father.  The  news  was giving  to  me  by  lliigo Cerqueira.
We,  all  professors  of` philosophy,  are  in  a  great  loss.  We  lost  the

great man.

Pillll() (i`]I.Iri\lilelli  Jr.  (I)gir((`h,Ierr{i.ct]nl. I)r)  ]'I.t).I.e,s.xt)I. (Jj.

J'hil(I.s()ilhy  -llIIiver.sily tif SI(ile  (J|. S.1'(ltll() (il  Miil.jli(I.  I.illllj.sliel.

ij.i V.II.IIItil  M(igazilie  (www.f ilo.slif i(1.|JI.ll. I>I.).  (`,tJllI.Lljllllll>I.  tif
"ANPol`"'   l'I.agmalism  (`il.i>IIi>.



ol3ITu^Ry: wlLlj^RI] v^N ORMAN QUINn

Douglas  8. Qtli[le

Edgar Pierce  Professor Emeritiis Willard  Vim Ormaii  Qilinc
of llarvard  University,  92,  died  December 25,  2000 (Clil.istnias)  in
Boston,  Massacl`usetts  following  a  brief illness.  T'rofessor  W.   V.

Quine  was  recogllized  as  a world  leader in  mathematical  logic,  set
theory,  and   tlie  pliilosophy  of  language.   Professor  W.   V.   Qiiine

(eponym  of "Quilicaii"  in  the Ox/tj/.c/ /..,i//g/j.,`'/I Dt.c'//.t;/lcl/.jJ)  wrote 22
books  in  English  and   I   in  Portuguese  (61   translations  have  bceli

published  represeliting  14  languages).  From  his  best-kllown  work,
W()rc/ o/Jc/ 04/.c'c/  (I 960),  to  his  autobiography  ('/'/7.7  '/'/./J/a  t?/A4jJ
/,!./e,   1985),  and  his  highly  accessible  book  of essays,  i)/w.c/c//.//.c'.`.

(1990),   Iiis   uiiderstanding   of  laiiguage   aiid   clear   writiiig   style
earned  him  fans  in  many  walks  of life.  He  has  been  the  subject  of
countless   dissertations,   books,   papers,   and   discussions;   Garland
Books  is  publishiiig  a  five  volume  set  of papers  on  his  work  later
this  mollth  (Professor  Dagfinn  Follesdal,  editor).  He  was  awarded
18     honorary     degrees     by     international     institutions     including
University   of   Lille,    Oxford   University,    Cambridge    University,
Uppsala  University,   University  of Bern,  and  Harvard  University.
His   influence   ill    pliilosophy   and    mathematics   was   recognized

(http://www.wvquine.org/wv-quine.html)       in       his       professioiial
offices  and  through  professional  lionorary  fellowships  alid  awards
including:   Society  of Fellows.  Harvard  University  (Junior  Fellow,
1933-1936;   Seliior   Fellow,    1949-1978),      American   Academy   of
Arts  and  Sciences  (fellow   1949),  Harval-d  University  (Chairman,
Philosophy,       1952-1953),      Association      for      Symbolic      Logic

(President.1953-1955).
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Iiistitutc  foi-^dvciiiccd  Studies  (Priiicctoii,  NJ,1956-1957),

^mcricaii   l'hilosoi)hical   Association   (Prcsideiit    1957),   American
I'hilosophical   Society.    niember   (1957   -),   Centre   for   Advanced
Studies   ill   the   Beliavioral   Scieiices  (Palo   Alto,   CA,   1958-1959),
I}i.itish      Acadeiiiy      correspoii(Iiiig     fellow     (1959      -),      Instituto

I}i.asileiro   cle   Filosophia,   corl.espoiiding   member   (1963-),   Centre
l`or   Advanced   Stildies   (Wcsleyaii   University,   Middletown,   CT),
Nicholas   Mui.ray   Butler  gold  medal  (1965),   Coli"llbia  University

(New     Yol.k,     1970),    Natioilal     Academy    of    Sciences    fellow
(Wasliiiigton   DC,    1977).    Institut   de   France   (1978),   Norwegian
^cadeiily   of  Sciences   (1979),   F.   Polacky   gold   medal   (Prague,
I 991 ).  Cliai.Ies  Uiiiversity  golct  medal  (Prague,1993),  Rolf Scllock
I'rizc (Sweden,1993),  and  the Kyoto Prize (Japan,1996).

Van   Quiile,   as   lle   was   known   to   his   friends   since   high
scliool  years,   was  born  ill   Akroii,   Ohio  on  Anti-Christmas  (June
25)    1908.    His   pareiits,   Cloyd    Robert   Quilie   and   I-larriet   Van
()I.iiititi,   wei.c  botli   I.aised   ill   Ohio.   [lis  fatlier  I`oundcd   tlie  Akron
I.:t|iiipiiiciit   Comp{iliy   aiid   Ills   iiiotlier   was   a   teacher.    A   love   of
i`,:iiioeiiig  aiid  geography  led  liim  to  paddle  around  the  lakes  near
^ki.on    alid    di.aw    maps    for    tlie    summer    iiihabitants.     Stamp
ct)]lccting  was  an  early  influeiice  whicli  led  to  a  liigh  scliool  stamp
I)Lisilicss  and  short  lived  interlititionally  distributed  publication  OK

St€`iiip  News  (1924-1925);  his  life  long  wanderlust  led  to  travel  in
118  coiii`tiies  (I)Ius  27  viewecl  from  above  oi.  tlie  side)  and  all  50

s(titcs  (Noi.th  Dakota  after  l`is  90tli  birthday).   He  graduated  from
Ol)ci.till  College  (Obel.lill,  011io)  in   1930  aiid  earned  his  Ph.D.  from
I lai.val.d  in   1932  (the  fastest  in  Harvard  liistory).  Hired  in   1936  as
€`n    liistructor   ill    Pliilosophy,    proiiioted   to    Associate   Professor

( 1941 )`  r'i.ofcssor ( 1948),  Edgtir Pierce  Professor (1956),  aiid
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l`mally  Edgar  I.ierce  PI.ol`essor  Ei`iei.itiis  ( I 978),  his  active  careel.  ill
Harvard  University  spanned  liioi.e  ll`ftn  60  yeal-s  with  a  4  yeai.  gap
during     World     War     11     in     United     States     Navy     lntelligeiice

(Lieiltel`ant  then  Lieiitenant  Commandel.,1942-1946).  Throiighoiit
his  career,   he  comi)osed   maliuscripts  by  hand  ai`d  then  polished
them    with    scissors,    tape,    and    a    poi-table     1927     Remiligton
typewriter    which    was    modit'ied    to    incliide    special    charactel.s
required   for   mathematics  by   elimin:itii`g   the  dil|)licate(I   or  easily
simulated   characters   such   as   I,   ?,   and    I.   Following   his   o[T`icial
retirenient  to  emeritus  statiis,  he  coiitiniied  to  write  aiid  exi)anded
his   travel   as   he   participated   in   niathematical   aiid   pliilosophical
conferences  on  his  work  around  the  wol.ld.  Ilis  love  of languages

(he  spoke  English,  Fi.ench,  Gel.nian.   Italian,   Portugiiese,   Spanish)
led  him  to  learn  enough  of a  local  laligiiage  to  ii`trodiice  his  talk  if`
he  coLIId  not  present  it  all  in  the  local  langiiage.  I tis  love  ol` miisic

led   him  to  savor  Dixieland  Jazz,   Mexican  1`olksoi`gs,   Gilbe[.t   al`d
Sullivan;  he  enjoyed  playing  the  maiidolin  ai`d  i)iano  (self` taiight  -

preferentially  tl`e  black  keys),   Despite   Eilroi]ean  i]ress  I.ei)(.rts  to
the contrary,  he never did own or play jazz on a clariiiet.
He  was  predeceased  by  his  brother,  Robert  Cloyd  Quine,  his  t`irst
wife Naomi  Clayton,  and  his  second  wif`e  Marjorie  Boynton.  lie  is
siirvived   by   his   children   Elizabeth   Qilii`e   Roberts   ot`  Anchoi.age

(Alaska),   Norma  Quine  of  Lol`don  (England),   Doiiglas  Boyi`ton
Quine  of Bethel  (Connecticut),  and  Margaret  Qiiine  MCGovem  of
Sam      Francisco     (California).      lie     is     also     siu.vived      by      his

grandchildren  Melissa  O'Brien,   Alexander  Boynton  Quine,   GI`aiit
Augustus    MCGovem,    Victoria    l}oisvei.t    Qiiiiie,    Ashley    Qiline
MCGoverli,   a   great   grandson   Jesse   Rice,   and   iiei]hews   Robert
Wolfe Quine and William  Van Qiiii`e.
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NOTlt:S AND REVIF,WS

R`.^y Monk.  Ilci.Irtl]Itl  [lIIsscll..  TIIc (;lI()st I).f M(Itll.ass.
Fi.cc  l'].css,  2001.

P.1rt  I

stcr,ill ^ii{lcrssoii

•//7.' L`'/J/./././ t?/L`'tJ//.//rc/L',  part one of Ray Monk's biography of

l`iissell  coiicludes  with  Russcll's  returii  from  China  with  pregnant
I)t)ra  Black.    L'enfant  terrible  of   Eiiglish  aristocracy  managed  to

ttct  ti  divorce  from  liis  Ilrst  wife  to  marry  Dora,  twelity-two  years
y(7iiiiger.  a  rcliiinist.  a communist,  an  atheist.  and  agaiiist  marriage.
SIlc   agreed   to   marriage   to   satisfy   Russell's   wish   for   legitimate
licil.s to  his title.   Jolin  Conrad  Russell  was born  in November  1921
in   a   bed   that   Russell   bought   from   Wittgenstein,      John   was   a
lt)Iigcd-for  cliild,  and  it  was  the aiiibitioii  of liis  pareiits  to  raise and
c{l`Icate    liim    according    to    the    most    progressive    tlieories    of
ctlucation.    Tliis  is  wliere  Moiik  colitiniies  the  biograpliy  with  part
\wo.. 'I.Ile (`]Iltisl  t).i Macllles.s.

Before  World  War  I,  Russell  had  made  himself kiiown  as
t)l`c  of  tlie  t`ouiiders  of  iiiodern   logic.     After  tlie  war  he  left  the
wtti.ld  of acadeiiiia  aiid  started  a  career  as  an  indepeiident  writer.
'l`I`is    was    a    liiistakc    accordiiig    to    Molik,    who    agrees    with

Wi«geiistcin  that  Riisscll's  books  slioiild  be  boulid  ill  two  colors:
Ihosc    dealii`g    with    ]ilatlieiiiatical    logic    ill    I.ed    (all    stiidents    of

I)hilos()pliy  sliould  I.Cad)  and  tliose  dealiiig  with  etliics  and  politics
il`  bliic  (Ilo  one  `sliould  be  allowed  to  read).    Otliers  disagree.    The

Swcdisli  Ac<idcmy awarded  Riisscll  tlie



Nobel      I'rize     l`oi-      liLei-atul.e     in       lt)50      :`I`d      I``illit>i`s     or    i7coi7]e

througliout  tl`e  world  read  Riisscll's  woi.ks  on  ethics  an(I  i]olitics
with great appl.eciation.

Monk   ofl`ers   two   reasons   why   he   l`oiind   writii`g   aboiit
Russell   taxing.      First,   there   was   the   sheet.   (iiiaiitity   of`  availal)le

documentatioii,  but  more  signil`icant  w!is  his  gi.owilig  sel`se  ol` the
tragedy  of Russell's  life.    'T`his  trage(ly  Mol`k  attribiltes  to  Riissell'
s  deep  fear  of  madness  and  to   his  colossal   valiity.     Ilow  coilld
Russell   have  been   so   cold   towal.d   those   who   loved   l`im?     I+ow
could  he have treated  his  son,  John,  as he did?   how coilld  he  have
written so much second-rate joiiriialism?

Monk  acknowledges  he  wi.ites  tis  one  who  sees  Riissell  {`s
emotionally  maimed  and  his  books  on  political,  social  and  moral

questions as mostly bad books poorly writtei`.
Whatever   the   causes,   no   one   can   deny   the   tragedy   of

Russell's   life.      His   mother,   sister   and   father   were   dead   befoi-e
Russell  was  four  years  old.     When  he  soilght  to  marry  Alys,  his

grandmother  warned  him  reg{`rding  cnses  ot` insanity  in  his  I`amily.
As   it   happened,    Alys   was   uiiable   to   have   childl.en   an(I    Lady
Ottoline   did   not   wailt   i`ny.       Dol.a   Black   wante(I   children.   and
Russell,  in   spite of the wariiings,  (lid  not hesitate.

Riissell   and   BIack   share(I   a   belief`     in   t`I.ee   love.      Open
relatioliships  between  t`i.ee  and  strong  partners  who  could  tolerate
occasional   infidelities   were   to   rei)lace   the   outdated   tra(litional
marriage.    Katharine  (Kate)  was  born  in   1923.    Dora  took  cal.e  of`
the   children   and   Bertie   wrote   to   silpi]ol.t   the   family.      ]n    1924
Riissell weilt on Ills t'irst lecture-toiir in the United  States,

Between    1921    and    1927    I`iissell    wl.ote    '//Jc'   4//ti/)J.`'/..`.   t?/.

Miliil,   'l.he    AI}(:    t).I.   All(`    t).I.   Alt>IIi.s,    lijgiciil    Alt)IIii."   I.md   'l'lle

A//t//y.`./.L`` t?/.A4(J//c'/. pliis  a  new  intro(liiction  to  the  seconcl

2.I

t`tlilit7n  of /'/././/t,'//;i.w A/t///7.7;7/c7//.tw    l`he  problem  with  tlicse  books,

H``,ct.i'tlilig  to  Moiik,   is  tliat  Lliey  are  so  bad  arid  tliat  Wittgenstein
lii`(I  coiiviliced  Russell  that  his  liew  project  was  doomed  to  failure.
^cc(>I.diiig  to  Molik,  Russell  liad  adopted  Wittgetistein's  liiiguistic
ii`Icl.I)I.etation   of   logic,    wliicli    I.educes   it   to   a    manipulation   of

l``)I.Iiialized  tautologies.    Accordiiig  to  tllis  view  logic  does  not  give

uH  {`iiy  new  knowledge.    For  a  sliort  pel.iod  Russell  seems  to  llave
lwci`   coiiviiiced   I)y   Wittgelistciii,   but   he   iiever   became   a   total
`,o,'vcrt.

Tlie  year  Joliii  turiied  six~1927-his  parents  decided  to
k|'     I   `.,  Sci`{``,€:  .   '`,,if Hicir  owii .-..r~i`!`is  was  {hc  beginlling  of tlle  elld  of

llii`,ii.  iiiariiagc  aiid  a  disaster  rt]r  Johii,  who  was  a  Very  sensitive

iH`tl  (lclicate cliild.    The  school  did  not  become  a  success.    After
ii   l`cw  years  of  iiiarriagc   Russcll   became   impoteiit   witli   Dora.
'l'lii``   became   aiiother   soul.ce   of  coilflict.      Dora   walited   more

t'.Iiiltlrcn  aiid  later  liad  two  wittiGi.inn  Barry.    Despite  all  talk  of

l`)Ici.alice   and   ui`iversal   love,   Riissell   could   not   witllstand   tlle
Nil`I{itioii.    He began  despisiiig Ills wife.

In  1929 A4cr/./.7.cJ4JtJ cJ/// A4t;;.cr/,`. was published  and  quickly

lwc{`Iiic  a  great  success.     Moiik  Lshows  how,  in  tlle  light  of his
t`,xi)ci.icnces    with    Dora,    Russell    adjusts    liis    earlier    theories
{)iii"`I.I.iage    and    iiiorals.         Riissell    became    more    alid    more

llli,`ci.able.       It   was   ill   these   circumstances   tliat   lie   wrote   777cJ
( 'o/it//tcJ.`./    t?/   /-/cr/j/j/.//t?,`.,`.,     wliicli     Moiik     considers    llis    most

«`ii7ci.l'Icial    aiid    (1islioiiest    book.         At    this    tiliie    Wittgeiistcin

l'clui.iicd  to  Cailibridge  all(I  stai.ted  to  work  on  p]iilosophy  again
willi    <i    (liITcrciit    tii)proacli.        Rilsscll    read    tlic   malliiscript    of

/I//t./Mw/;/„.c.ci/    /{cJ/tit7;.A.,`..          Ir    Russell     lield     grudges     against

WiHgcllstcill,    Ilo    llad    an    oL)I)oi.tiHiity    to    make   them    kiiowll.
'l'lil`i(y    College    llad    till.iic(I    t{7    Russell    for    an    appraisal    of

Willgclisteiii's    work,    which    woiild    il`flueiice    his   clialices   of
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s(ayiiig  at   C:`mLJ[i(lge.      Wi(tgensti.in's   I)()silioii   :it   Cali)bl.i(lgc   \v:is

renewed.
In  the  summer of`  1931,  Dora  had  her  l`irst  child  with  Gi.ill`in

Barry.    She  employed  a  twenty  year  old    stu(lent  from  Ox``o[.d  to
look  after  John  and  Kate.    Patricia  Spence  ("Peter")  was  beautifiil
and  talented.    She  and  Russell  fell  in  love.    A`ter  Russell  (livoi.cetl
Dora   in   1935,   he   married   Peter   al`d   two   years   later   their   son
Conrad was born.    For  Russell  it  was like jumping oiit of the ashes
into  the  fire.     He  left  the  school  in  Dora's  hands  in  the  hope  of
returning to academic philosophy.

In   1938  Russell  was  invited  to  Oxforcl  to  give  a  seiies  of
lectures  on  "Words  and  Facts."    In  the  same  yeai.  l`e  left  with  his
new   family   for   the   United   States   to   a   tempol.any   position   in

philosophy  at  the  Uliiversity  of Chicago.    I-lis  lectiires  wei.e  based
oT\ the r""scr.ipt  oi   All  IIitiilil.y  illli>  Metillilig  {illil  'l'rulh.  rRutlali
Camap  and  Charles  Morris  attended  his  seminars.    Camap  was  a
leading  figure   of  logical   positivism.      He   and   Russell   got   along
well,   althoiigh   their   thinkiiig   was   going   ill   ditT`erent   dii.ections.
Carnap  had  adopted  the  lingilistic  turn  in  philosophy  and  thoiight
that  the  solution  to  philosophical  I)roblems  was  to  be  [`oimd  in  an
analysis  of language,  its  syntax  and  grammflr.    Riissell  lookc(I  t`()I.  a
solution   in   modem   psychology   z`nd   ti  caiisal   theory   ot`  menning.
Monk  relates  all  this,  and  yet  he  does  not  realize  that  this  indicates
that    Russell    had    not    adopted    the    linguistic    interpretation    of

philosophy.
The    following    yez`r    Russell    was    o[l`ere(I    a    three-ye!`r

appointment  at  the  University  of Ci`lifomift  at  Los  Angeles  and  so
the family  moved  again.   At  the outset everything looked good,  but
then   Russell   took   a   dislike   to   the   president   ol`  the   uliivel.sity.
Within        a        few        months        Riissell        begtan        looking        1`or
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iil``)llicr   I)ositioll.      tie   liad   iiot   waited   lolig   wlieli   he   received   an

iiivil<i(ion  to  give  tlie  William  James  lectures  at  Harvard  in  the  fall
t)I`  It)40.    A  shol-I  time  later,  the  College  of the  City  of New  York
()I1`cl.cd  liim  a  teacliing  positioii  for  tliree  semesters  startilig  in  tlle
qi)i'ilig    of`    1941.        Rii`ssell    accei)ted    both    ofl`ers    and    wrote   to

I)i```iitlciit   Sproul   at   UCLA   sayiiig   lie   wanted   to   resign.      That
tlt`i:isioii  turiied oiit  to bc I)rcmature.

Tholii  Weidlicli,  a  meniber of tliis  Society,  has documented
illl  'hc  twists  aiid  tiiriis  in  tlie  circus  ol` Russell's  involvement  with
````,NY     .in     'l.11e]     ]lltilli,silit)II     ().i    l}el.li.c]iii]     Rtl`s.sell:     A|)I)t)illllllelll

I ,('''iell.

Dr.  Albert  C.  Bariies heard about tlie persecution of Russell
«iitl  olTered  liiiii  a  five-year  position  at  his  private  art  museum  in
I'liil!i(lelphia.     Russell  iiaturally  accepted.     He  was  to  give  weekly
lt`{`,(ill.es   oil   the   liistory  of  pliilosopliy   at   the   Barnes   Foundation.
I lcl.c  Riissell  slarte(I  woi.k  oli  what  was  to  be  llis best-known  book
»11(I   the  solution   to   his   f'inancial   problems:   A   H/.,`./()/y  .?/  WeL`'/e/./7

/'////r).w/J/7y.      Barnes   alid   Riissell   did   fiot   get   aloiig,   and   when
l`usscll  accepted   iiivitations  to  lecture  elsewhere  as  well.  Bames
I`lc{l.    Rlissell  woii  a counter-suit.

^s    Riissell's    riiiaiicial    situation    improved.    Ills    problems
with   l'cter  gi.ew   worse.      In  the  midst  of  these  troubles,  Russell
«ccciitcd   an   ilivitation   from   Trinity   College   in   Cambridge   for   a
Ilvc-ycal. fellowship.  to begiti  in the fall  of 1944,

Russell  was  very  liappy  to  return  to  his  homelaiid  and  his
^Illlti    Matcl-,    but    soon    hc    discovered    that    tlie    pliilosophical
(li.`c`issiolis   cciltercd   oil   the   tliitiking   of  Wittgenstein.      Younger

I)llilt)sol)hers  showed  little  intel.esL  in  Russell's  #/r///t7w  K/it7i}'/cc/ge..
//,`'  ,\'c't;/;LJ  t7;7t/  /,/`///;./,`',  alid  Russell  was  devastated  by  the  iiegative
I.tlvicw  it  rcceivecl  by Noriilaii  Malcolm,  who
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eventiially     established     Cornel]     Ui)iversity     as     the     cell(ei.     t`or
Wittgensteiii  Stildies in the new wol.Id.

Riissell  was  born  into  one  o[` the  great  i)olitical  1`amilies  o[`
England   and   liad   long   been   politically   active.      Diii.ing  tlie   Cold
War,  his political  activism lnoved  iig:iin  to the  l`o[-egl.oimd.

***

SEARCI-IiNG RouTI.HDGlrs wEDsiTn:

.Selectell  I.elters   t)i  Bertrill.il   Russell..   TI.e   PIII)I.Ic   Yeilrs   1914-
/97tJ.   [Vol.   2]     Nicholas  GrilTm,   ed.,   2001.     ISBN   0415249988
Hardback    £25.00, 600 pp.

This  exciting  selection  reveals  many  lettel.s  never  published
before.   Readers   discover   the   ii`ner   wol.kings   of  a   philosopl`ictil

genius,  an    impassioned  camp!`ignei.  for  peace  and  social  reform,
and  a  man  tom  between    longing  t`or  closeness  to  those  he  loved
and  an  intense  fear  of    possessiveiiess  which  he  saw  as  his  own
"fuiidamental   vice".    The   anguish   of      his   personal   life   comes

through  powerfully  in  his  lettel.s  lo  Ottoline    Moi.rell  and  Colette
O,Nell.
The  letters  cover  most  of Russell's  {idillt  life,  a  period  in  which  he
wrote  over  thirty  books,  incliiding  his  famous  I-Iistory  of Western
Philosophy.      From  Russell's thoiights  on  science  and  education to
his  troubled      friendship  with  D.  11.  Lz`wrence  and  T.  S.  Eliot,  this
is,    with    Russell's            AJi/(Jb/.(J4J/.t//J/I.y,    the    most    accurate    and
enthralling  account  of his  life  yet    piiblisl`ed.   It  includes  letters  to
some  of the  greatest  figures  ot` the  twei`tieth  centiii.y,  inclu(ling  Ho
Chi  Minh,  Lyndon  Johnson,  Tito,  J€iwahral     Nehrii,  John  Dewey
and Jean-Paiil  Sartre. Ttible Of
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(`til`lciiLs:    l'i.cfacc    liiLroduction    I.    War   (1914-1918)   2.    Clii]di.en,

( `uniii{`i`iolisliii),  all(I  Joi]`t  Work  (]918-1927)  3.   Startiiig  a  School

ni`tl   F,iiding   a   Marriage   (1927-1935)   4.   Marriage,   Poverty,   and
l'',xilc  (1936-1944)   5.   Respectflbility  at  Last  (1944-1954)  6.   Peace

(  I,,55-1970).

(.II.iuiilliiu.     ill     II.,al.Iy    'I.\IIelilielh-(`.clillll.y     Pliilt)s(I|)hy`             R:ictra;Id

(;iiskiii,    ed„    2001.        ISBN    0415224462       Hardback,       $115.00,
I,!`/21,I,.

TIlis  book  is  a  systclTlatic  and  historical  exploration  of the

|iliil{7so|)hical         sigiijficalice   or  gi.amiiiaf..   Ill   tlie   first   half  of  tlie
lwciiticLli   ceiitiiry,   particularly   in   the  writings   of  Frege,   Husserl,
l``i*scll,       Cariiap      aiid       Wittgenstein,      there      was      sustained

I)liil{)sol)hical   rcflcction   oil   tlie   iiature        of  grammar.   and   on   its
liilcvz`iicc to metaphysics,  logic alid  science.      Contents:
Iiil I.t7tlilctioii:  Pi.opositioti  aitd  World  /{/.c`/7f//.c/ (7'tr.wh/.//,   I.  Frege  and

llie gI.timmar of truth /i/.c'/7tw.d^4c'/7c/cJ/,`.tJ/I/J.   2.  Categories,
I:{iiis(ructions aild coiigruence:  Ilusserl's tactics of` meailing /'c'/.'/.
i`'////rJ//,`'.    3.  Logical  foi.in,  gelici.al  sentences,  and  Russell's path to
'()n  (lciiotillg' ,/"///c',`. /,.J`J/.//c'.   4.  Gi.ammar,  oiitology,  and  truth in

I(`i``scll  and  Bradley L`'/etiJCJ/./ ('fr/7c#/..`.//.    5.  A few  more remarks on

l`}#ic:`l  I`orm A/c'r O/r.`Jc'/..    6.  Logical  syntax  in  tlie  '/'/.crc/cJ/it`}. /c7//

/'/tw;/;.`..   7.  Wittgciistein oli gi.tininiar,  meaning and esseiicc /?c'c/c'
/t///it//.J.    8.  Noiiseiisc an(I  iicccssity ill  Wittgciistcili's  Mature

l'lliloso|)hy/{/.C.//"/.t/(7'C7,wl/.//
I),  (`:`i.ntlp's  logical  syiitax  (;c7/:)J /`,./J/J.t..     10.  Iieidegger and  the

ttl'Illlullar of being  (;/'tT/J(w//  /'/./t'.`./.

'r**
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RUSSELL ANL)  llEGEl.

I}eter S'olle

While  checking  oiit  the  myriad  ot` onlii`e  reviews  iioted  on
Russell-I,  I  stumbled  across  a  review  ol` Terry  Pinkai.d's  //t'ir.'/..  4
B/.tJ6J/.cr/Any.  The  review  is  by  Roger  Kimball,  and  appears  in  IV.JttJ
Cr/./c/./I/)/7,      Vol.       19,      #1,      September      2000.      It's     online     at
www.newcri[erion.convarchive/19/sei)too/hegel.I`tm

The  review  makes  liberal  use  of Russell's  critiqiie  of` llegel
in fJ/.... /a/jJ (?/ W.'.}./.'r/J /'/J/./(J.t.(J/J/tjJ.  Here's the first  paragraph:

Hegel,  Bertrai`d  Riissell  observed,   is  ..the  h,irdcst  to  iindel.st{ind  of
the  great  philosophers."  Hegel  woiild  not  have  liked  very  miich  that

[sic]  Russell  had  to  say  about  his  pl`ilosoi)hy  in 4  H/.A./fJrjJ t!/` I/tJ.`./cJrw
"/.//)J'ap^y  (1945).  Riisscll's  exposition  is  a  classic  in  the  libr.il-y  of

philosophical  demolition,  mLich  dcs|)ised  by  Hegel's  admirers  for  its
vulgar    insistence    on    coniinon     sense     (Best     liiie:     that    Hegcl's

philosophy  "illLlminates  an   imi)ort:int  triith,  »amcly,   that  the  wol.se
yoLlr  logic,  the  more  interesting  Lhe  conscqiieiiccs  to  which  i(  gives
rise,")  BLlt  I  am  not  at  all  siLre  that  I-lcgcl  woi]ld  have  disagreed  witli
Russcll's   comment   aboilt   the   dift-Iciilt}J   of  undcrst.inding   hilii.   Ilo
knew  he  \vfls  difficiilt.  Hc  \vas  al\\J.iys  going  on  abotit  the  "labor  ol`
tlie  negative,"  tl`e  siii]erficiality  ot` iiicr€  coiniiion  scl`sc,  aiid  the  loi`g,
`.streniioils     et`foI.I"      (h.1t     geiiiliiicly      "scielitif'ic"     (i.c.,      Ilcgcli:`I`)

philosophy    rcqiiired,    lt   is   cvcn   s:`id   tli.it   oil   his   d€.1tlibc(I   I-lcgcl
dcclare'd  that  (Iici.c  was  only  otic  liii`n  who  hacl  iiiitlcrslood  I`ii`i-aiid
hc had misiinderstood him.

Pinkai.d appareiitly goes on to claim that  this story is apocry|)hal.

I-Icl.e's oiie other clioice  pal.agraph:

llcgcl   wrotc   .1   grc{it   dctll   of.  ]1ollscl`sc.   Yet   hc   did   not   do   it   on

I)ui.i}osc.  Arth`ir  Schopciihaiicr.  onc of licgcl's  bittcrcst  cncmics,  was
iiii,hL  to  complain  about  "the  stilpcfyillg   influcncc  of  Hcgcl's  sllam
\\Ji`itloii."  (No  onc  ulidcr  tlic  tigc  of  forty,  hc  tliought,  should  read
I lcgcl:   tllc  daiigcr  of  intcllcctual   col.niption   `vas   too  great.)   But   I
I)i:licvc    tliat    Scliopcliliaiicr    \vas    wroilg    to    attributcd    l1`ystifying
liit7tivcs  to  Hcgcl.   Hc  iiiay  have  bccli,  as  Schopc]iliaucr  also  said,  a
"cli.il.Iataii`" bilt  Hcgcl  \vas a sinccrc charlatan.  Hc said a lot of ]oopy

IIlillgs.  Iic bclicvcd  tlicm  all.

I  liked  tliat  paragrapli,  but  I  suspect  Russell  would  liave  classed  a
",Hli`cci.e charlatan"  alongside a "round square."

All    in    all,    all    elijoyable    I.eview--although    Kitliball    still

liilikcs   me   want   to   cougli   up   a   liairball   (after   all,   my   fondest
«xi)ii.tition  is  to  bccoiiie a  "teiiurcd  I.adical").

***

RUSSELL AND ALAN SOKAL

Pctcr Stone

I   reccntly  I-cad  a  piece  by  Edward  Said  front  the  /,tJ//c/a//
/(t'i'/.tw  t?/ BtJtJ^..`'  (it   was  iiielitioiicd  on  Russell-I),  TIlat  let  me  to
``l,c    l'auvre   Sokal,"    a   review   of   Sokal    alid    Bricmont's   book

////t'//c'c`///c7/  //7//Jt;.`.//t/.c',`..   The  review  was  by  Johli  Sturrock,  and  it

«|}|)c{ii.ctl  in  the  July   16,1998   issiie.   Tlle  reviewer  says  Sokal  and

llliciiit711t   "qiiotc   1`i.om   Bci.tr€ilid   Riisscll,   explaining   how   he   lost

lhill`  ill  I-1cgcl  as  a  tliitikcr  oiily  aflcr  discovering  liow  bad  lle  was

Ill  iw`ths."  I  feel  sure that's a ratlier reductioliis(  version  of what BR
Il`i(I,  ()ut  it  fit  tlie ratlier dispai.agiiig tone of tlle whole review.

My  favoi.ite i)assage in  tlie I.eview is as follows:



l'vc    I-Ci`d    olll}J    {`    Ii((lc    of   the    \\r()rk    of`   tllc    l`cll`illis(    w].it.`I.,    I,llcc

lrig:`r.1y,     I)Llt     I     \v<1s     dclightcd     lo     liJ`.`I'ii,     t`rom     (I`c     I`cw     I)I.iskly

contemp(iioiis   pages   dcvo(ed   to   licr   hcrc,   that,   in   .irgiiing   l`()r   (hc
masciilinis!  bias  of  science,   sl`c  lms  l`ad  the  cstiiiiable  ilisoleiicc  to
SEu¥e#ct2:a.tn;hyeb2c°:I:\::`:`tfTorry`,::`';1,:1:`..;:,°v',1,.Tc':tc!`tt|:L`Ss!;`:`:tdcr!fL.#:;::I,°;1;

•wh.it  goes   fastest.  over  other  vclociti.`s,  :`nd  (h.1(  il`  tlic  sciciicc  of`

fliiid   mechaiiics    is   illidcr-(lcvclo|i.`d,    thL`n    (hit(    is    L>.`caiisc   il    is   :`

quitessentially  fcmii)ine  topic.   Irig.ir.iy's  invocatioiis  of  (hc  scicnccs
concerned  liiay  be  \\Jorsc  th.1n  dodgy,  bilt  in  that  Iibc[.tarian  province
of  the   intcllcctilal   \\Jorld   in   which   she   t`Linc(ions,  ./fir   A..//t.i.   t,iJi./t/
contc>ntit)iis     the.sc's     o.i.    this     st)rl     lhan     lhc     .slillljfying    rig(II.     .s(J

inai>i]r()|>rialely clemanaletl by S()kal clncl 13ricni()nl"  (ray oraphostis).

I'm  not  sure  what  scares  me  n`o[-e  al.oiit  this  passage--the  fact  the
reviewer takes  sides  against  Sokal  and  Bricmont  here,  or the sheer
number  of commas  the  reviewer  uses  in  the  first  sentence  (10,I
think).   I   suspect   Russell   would   strongly  disagree   with  both   the
anti-rationalist   sentiment   and   the   aiiti-clarity   style   demonstrated
here.

***

"Never  get  involved  with  studyiiig  a  thiiiker  who  lived  to  be  iTiof.e

than 95 years old."
Jack    Selzel.,    on    his    gI.owi[ig    L)iography    ol.`   Kenl)eth    Biii.ke

(Chl.iJnicle Of Highel.  J':ililc(ilit)Ii, ^pr.i) )_0, 2001, p.  A;rl).
W()IIilel.  i.I.  Rily M()Ilk  e`Ie'I.  llilil  Ihe'  .sill`Ile  lh()IIghl.
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A  REL^Ijli:R's GulDn To 13ERTRAND RussnLL

D`1Vi(I  WIIitc

The   best   and   clleapest   way   to   acquire   a   basic   slielf  of
I(ii````cll   books   is  to   I`requellt   used   book  sales  at   libraries  and  on
i'ttlli`,gc  campuses.    All  of BR's  popular works are available for less
lliliii  Sl.00  plus  tlie  time  atid  I)atieiice  needed  to  ririd  them.     The
ll`t`tkl'iiider.com    service    scaiis    book-dealers    on    the    web    and

|llttvi(Ics   a  comi)osite  report   of  what  is  available  new  and   used.
()I(lciiilg  is  usually  easy  aiid  safe,  but  tliere  are  so  niany  Russell
lI``lii``    tit    ally    givcn    tinie    that    yoii    will    still    liave    a    full    scale

lllu|)I)ilig    expericiice.        F`usscll    items    includilig   all    sorts   of   of
lll«i¢:i7,incs  and  pictiii.cs  sccm  always  to  be  ill  good  siipply  on  eBay.
I',v`Hi  :`ii  astrology  book  that  liappeiied  to  quote  BR  was  dutifully
ln(lcxc{l  by  eBay.    If you  are new to  the game,  eBay will  allow you
lit  "w`tch"  an  auction  witliout  participating,  and you  can  ask  eBay
I(i  i`lcl-I  you  when   iiew  Russell   related  lots  come  up  for  bid.     A
ll`)Ii`Is,  noted  soiiic  time  ago  by  Ken  Blackwell,  is  that  many  eBay
vttlitl`ti.s   include   tiuite   good    I)ictures   of  the   product   aild   with
ll`illiiiig  iiiore  than  a  riglit-click  you  can  help  yourself to  tlle picture
Mlltl  tlo  what  you  will  witli  it.    If you  iieed  (well,  want  or  think  you
wi`ii`)  sometliing  you  caiiiiot  riiid  oil  eBay,  you  can  advertise  your
(l®iii.cs for free in your eBay accouiit.

I`lie      Bci-Li.aiid      Riissell      Ai.chives      lists      all      receilt      and

l\ll'lhc{iniillg   books   I)y   or   al)out   Russell,   aiid   tlle   BRS   website
llll`li`Itiiiis  a  com|)rchcnsive  list  of  Russell's  woi.ks  tllat  al.e  on  the

W®ll`    .l`lie  GRRS  site  has a sliortcr list  desiglicd  for tliose wllo walit

ltl  Hlf`I.(  a  wcl)-I)ascd  co`ii.sc  o(`Russcll  Stildies.
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For  those  wl`o  prel`ei.  the  li]itk  <intl  I`ecl  t)l` i]a|]er  (I"iy  lheil.

tiibe    iiici.ease),    I)iil]lic    libraries    tt.(lay    i7i.ovitle    a    f`iill    raiigc    o1`

services  such  as  in(erlibrary  loal`s  {`iid  the  ability  to  I'enew  I)ooks
ovei.   the   internet.       Many   public   reference   lil)rarians   will   take

questions   by   telephone   or   e-mail,   and   some   of  the   standard
reference  giiides,   such   as   the   vei`erable  /iccit/cJ;.',`'  Ac/`J/..`'tj;.  or  the
masstNe  Dicliolial.y  i).I.  1.ilel.al.y   I}it>gI.ti|)hy  Lxave  g;ooc}  `wlictes  on
Russell   (detailed   without   being   pedantic)   with   an   emphasis   on
what to read depending on yoiir taste.

The   Russell-I   e-mail   list   I`as  traditioiially  been  very  iisel`iil

as   a   way   to   asL'   the   experts   aboiit   ally   of  Riissell's   wi'itings.
Elementary questions on any topic n`ay be sent to the £JJifJ/./.'/./.v for
a  personal  reply.     We  will  publish  ft  selection  of those  ot`genel.al
interest in fiiture issues.

More   advanced   I.eaders   will   wai`t   to   iise   the   Cei`ter  for
Russell   Studies  and  the  Bertrand   Riissell  Archives.     If you  have
access to a major research library, you  may be able to not only I.Cad
many  of Riissell's  papers  throiigh  JSTOR,  biit  access  is  limite(I  to
those  who  can  aft`ord  the  steel)  cliarges.     The  special  beauty  of
JSTOR  is  that  you  can  search  for  Riissell's  name  (oi.  any  string  of
characters)  throiigh  a  vast  number of`academic journals going back
more than a centuiy.

One  of  the  divine  attributes  that   no  one  would  deny  of
Riissell  is  ubiquity.    Following  Gilbert  Ryle,  many  academics  scoff
at   "index   readers."   those   who   iise   indexes   to   f`ind   the   good

passages  and  never  consider  reading  the  whole  book,  presumably
as  its  author  intended.     While  we  do  not  approve  of those  who
willingly  p[.etend  to  know  that  ol` which  they  are  ignoi.alit  (Riissell,
like  Socrates,  boasted  of his  igliortii`ce),  we  nevertheless  see  inttex
Tea(ling as  a  sect.et  source  ol` hai`mless  I.lcasiire.

3H

MISCELLANEA

lf .y()u  visit  London,  be  sure  to  have  your picture  taken  with BR.
Ilt`  is  waiting  for  you  in  Red  I,ion  Square  near  the  South  Place
lI'lliici`l  Society.   BRS  Vice  President Tim Madigan is  preparing an
iilltum of pictures of Bertie and his friends.



Paperback book.  The Conquesf of Happ/.ness by Bertrand
Russell (British mathematician and philosopher).  Signet Key

Ks322,1955, 3rd printing,142 pages. slight spine warp,
reading crease on cover, pencil letter "a" on cover, some
chipping/soiling on cover, corner crease on both front and
back covers,1/4" corner crease pages 111-14, very good

condition.
As offered by Gary and Pat Radtke on eBay
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D`1Vi(I  Wllitc

Mi    llcl.lr;`Ild  R`isscl]  s:il

;`t  llis  l`:`I.d.  browl`.  desk

workil`g :i  i]I.of7osi(ioii  or I`t:itl`ciiiatics.

#1'1`  ,,,:'lcl,cd.
"So`  Mr.  Bcl.lr:il`d  RLissc]l.  sllo\`J ///c

.your  lll:lthcI"llic;ll   I)I.opositioll
No.  rc:i]ly`  I.idorc lw`tlis.  Mr.  Bcrti.:ilid  R`isscll."

I Sl`c  is  ii.1kcd  ilo``'. I

I,,,h'\l`,,  is  ,,:,rd.

I`:ir(I  tis  tlic  bl.owll  I:lblc.

htir(I :`s  i"lll`cimilics.

"llitt``J  Iiic  ll`c  proposilioi`

lsilc,,ccl.
I  w€`Itt  to  scc  .voiir  Ill:`tllclli{ilic;il  I)I.oPosiliol`.  Mr.  RLlsscll...

|R`isscll  rclllovcs  his  tro`Iscrs.I

"I)i)ii`l  (7c  lt;`rd  wi(l`  iiic`  Mr.  R`isscll.

Icll  lllc :lbo`I(  .votir  nl:I(ltcl"ltic:ll  propositiol`.

Tcll  IllC  tlboL]t  il

Thci`  `\ic  c;iii  rtick  :ill  yo`I  \\/:iiil."

|llcr  legs sprc:ld  \\i(lc.    R`isscll  spccclllcss. I

`!()li.  (;t7tl."  R`isscll  s;I.ys  io  liiiiisclr.

wl,:,,  : ,,,,  I  gc,,i,,g i,,,o?"
"Gotl`.  R`Isscll  kcci)s  s;I.yii`g

;is  licr  li:ti`d  `vorks  lijs crcclioil.
I'N,,,  ),c,`  ,,ot  .yc,.

ni.sl  lcll  inc  :ibo\it  ihc  i]f.oi]osiiioll.

the ITiatheliiatical  propositioll."
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Rilssell  enters \`'ill`oiit crfol.I.
•`Tlic}J  zirc  :)11  diITcrcii(;

c\Jcry oiie is dilTerclil,"
Russell  ll`iiil{s.

Slle is silelll
Silent  {is :I  I"`lliel"iticii`n  liiird  ill  \\'oi.k.

Riissell coiiics,
loo  SOOJ,.

Tlicrc is Ilo  riick.

"FLicking is hi`rd,"

Rilssell  s{`.ys  lo  hiiuself,
I.iis  li{ird :ls  i"itl`eiiiiilics,

i`s  i`:lid  iis  i`i.\/  iiibic.  Ai`tl,"

R`Isscll  goes on lo liil``sclf

(not  d:lriilg lo s:I.y  il),
•.Iliere iire  no wor{ls.   Words fziil."

"So,  Mr.  Berlr{ind,  Iiere is }'oiir pipe,

",.y I r,ll  i'?
",.y  I  ligl,,  i,?"

Russell,  naked,  is silci`l
RLissell,  iio loitger li:ird,  is silciit.

Biii  slte,  siill  iiol  s:iiisrlcd,  spc{iks.

Slie is riri`i,  knowing wllereof slic si)c:iks:

`.Tl`e  P.ylhz`goreiin  Pl:`lo i`dvised,"

sl,e  ,ells  I,i,,1'
`.I]i:`l  b}'  llie  iise  of I)roblcii`s,

:`s  i n  geoi`iclr.\J,

\\Je  lcl  tlLe  thiligs ol` hc:ivi`n  coiiic

:,,,(I  go.    C`o,,,c'  i,I,d 80."
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Tlin IIUNT FOR Rlil] II^cKLn

Mill.v   liicliibei.s   li:i\Jc   bccit   ciig:igcd   ill   the   sc€`rcl`   for   €i   coittiltui]Ig
hiiiiiil,\.  t7r  Rcti   I+ickic.     siiicc  :I   lt`ccti[i8  Or  the  BRs  wiliio`II  Rctl   Hiicklc   is  ti

luii,ii.;il  {ibsiirdily`   rc:`r  i`ot.     Tl`crc  will  bc  ci`ougli  to  go  {`ro`IIid.     Howc\Jcr,  \vc

iit.``tl   10   bc   niil`dr`il   Or  ilic   iiccds  Or  r`tt`irc  8c[icr:`tiolis.      If  }TOu   :irc  :`w:`rc  Or

iii`\'tiiic  \`iho  l`tis  Red  liticklc  for s{ilc  (i]t  :`ccord  with  .111  :lpplic;lblc  I.1ws)  pletisc

t `iiniiilil`ic:`lc  with  :ii`.y  oi`c or the oITicci.s of tl`c  BRS.

IIIillll  11.1<.  (`It]8iliciii  I.ci]t)rls  t)n  lli,s .frll,kll.alioli.  a.s  lia\7c  Olhei..N.

Sorry  lo  s:I.v  li:i`Jc  ]iot   fo`]i`d  :iiiy  pl:Ice  sclli]ig  Red  H:ick]c  -  Htirrods

wM  ;iii  ;ii`iiisiiig  c,`i)criclicc.  A  r:ill`cr  riici`dly clt:ip  ll`crc  :iskcd  `wli:it  c,i:ictly  is

lliiil'/'  ill  :ill  llic posh  :)ccciil  I`c  could  iti`is(cr!  Wlicn  I c\.pl:]iiicd.  hc dircc(cd  nlc

lti  li  .`i)cci;llist  sliop  in  Solio:  bLit  tl`cy  loo  did  I`ot  Iltl\Jc  il  liiivcjilst  rclurlicd  -I

`\'m  kiiitl  or suspcclilig  ll`is  bcc:iLlsc  wcbsilc sc{irchcs  did  iiot  give  mtiii.v  cliics  -

`)iil  ,`li;ill  kccp  trying:  llic  Airi)oi-(  will  bc .iiiotl`cr  likely  sotlrcc.

IM I'ORT^NT NOTICE

( )ll`ii`crs  :md  :`iiy  oll`crs  rcq`]csting  I.cjii`b`Ii.sci`tci`t  rro]ii  BRS  r`ilids  sl`ould  l`ti\ie

|llltir  ;uill`ori7,:ltioll  :1lld  ll`cn  rcccipts.

GRn^TnR RocliHSTI]R RUSSELL SnT
Bcrtr{`iid RL]sscll  Djsc`Jssiolls

Tli`irs{kiy.  M`y  17.   7:00 PM
Mr.  Chris(i:t[i's  CoITccl`ousc

Vil];lgc Gilc Sq`i:`rc.  274  Norlh  Goodili:in S(rcct.  Roc]`cstcr. NY
'I`licrc \\ill  bc :I  disciissioi` on Riisscll's book  "Co]11ll`on  Sciisc .illd Nuclctir

W:irr:irc"  :is wcll  :is :I  cclcbr:ilioi`  or ]`is  12t)th  birtl`d:iy  (with  ctikc).

^11  ll`cc(ings ;`l.c  o|)ct`  (o  tl`c  Pllblic  :I(  Ilo  cl`:lrgc.  Mm.y  who ;`llct)d  l`:l\rc  Ilo

h|icci:il  ki`owlcdgc or Bcrtl.:nid  R`isscll  :iiid  ilsc tl`csc  ]iicctiiigs  lo bccoliic

()c«cr :icqli:iiiilcd  \\'ilh  his  idcas.  For  fiirtltcr i]iforiliatioi`.  coiit{icl  Tim

M`dig:in :I(  273-5778  (d:I.vs) or 424-3184 (c\'ciiiligs) or b}'
C-ltl{li I :   tillloll`\'111:ld/.7):1ol.COI``



OFFICIAL I}USINESS

l}..rli.ii.lil  Russ..II S(t..ii`ly, Iiic.
Ci'sl,  I,`l,,w  R`.I ,,,,. I

1/ I /0 I  TIl ,.,,,, gI, J/3 I /() I
Dclinis J.  Dill.lniitl, ti.ci`siii...I.

BRS-Biiiik,C`:isli,CC  AccoLmls

BALANC`E  I/I/()I
INFLOWS

Col`lribiitions:

C`ol`Irib-BRS 2,'J.()()

TOTAL C`olilrib`iliol`s
DLles:

Ne\`t  Members                       221,() I
Rel'ewlls

TOTAL Diies
Mee,i,,g I,,c
O'ller lllc

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Libriiry  Exp
Mceli,,g Exp
Newsleller
RUSSELL  Siib

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL
13ALANC`E  3/31/01

2,115.()()

I/2 I /() I

7,{,38.23

2'JJ.()0

2,33(,.()I

35.()()

41.00

2,7(),'.()I

I,.3J

3J().()()

222,22
2,f,2().50

3,192.(),)

-J8f).05

7,J52.18

'i'ilE GREATER RoCI-IEsi`nR RussF,I_,Ij sl!T

The GRRS  conducts  Bei.tr<1nd  Riissell  I)isciissi()ns at  Mr.
( `ln isliali's Caf`e in  Rochestel-,  NY,  on  the thir(I  '[l`iirsday of`each

month.   For up-to-date schedule ilit`ormation see:
l`ttp://home.sjf`c.edii/~wl`ite/grrs

17  May 2001  Celebl.ation of BR's Birthday
diisousstor\ o[ (`tJniliit)Ii  Sell.se  awl  NIIcle{il.  W(il:I.cil.c>

Se|)tcmber 20,  2001  Newcomers'  Nighl.  An  lnli.odiiclion  to

Bertrand  Russell.

October  18,  2001  "On  Denoting"

November  15,  2001  "Russell,  Conrad  and  C`onrad  Riissell"

Decerhoer 20, 2001  RII.s.se'll  t)II  Re'liHltJII

Ja"ary  17 , 2002 Wht]',s Whtj ill  I-leJll

Febriiary 21,  2002  "Dora,  Dor{i,  I)or{i"

March 21. 2002  Willgt!II.vlc'jll'.`  I 'ic'Iillti

April  18,  2002  "Toin and  Viv and  Bertie"

IVlay  16, 2;002 'l'Iie  (`tilitiue.sl  t>,I.  Ilil|>i]ilw..s,s

(We'll  I)e celebrating  BR's birthday as well-~--two (li`ys early)
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Sti`|ilii`n  TOLi]mi[i  :`cccr]ts  the 20()I  I}RS Aw:irtl.

*'l.11c'  clll.I.enl   ISNue,  # I  I  I  .  .follow.I  # I  I ()  ( MLly  2()() I )
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TIIF, I}ERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
'l`hc  l}cllrimd  Russell  Society was  foilnded  in  1974  to  foster a bettcl.

iiiitli`i.st.iiidiiig or the  lire,  work  aiid  writing of Bertrand  Russell  ( 1872-

lt)70)   iii`{l  to  I)I.omote  ideas and  causes he  thought  important.   The
`Socicty`s  motto  is  R`isscll's  statement,  "The good  life  is one  ilispired  by

lovi` timl  guided  by  kliowledge." (JJ'/7c7/ / Z}e/J.cJvcJ,   1925)

TIIE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY HOMEPAGE
Ilttp://www.users.drew.edu/~jlenz/brs.html

John Lenz, webmaster

jlenz@drew.edu

TIIF, BF,RTAND RUSSELL SOCIETY QUARTERLY
Tlic  gwt7/./c;./.v is published  in  Febi.uary,  May, A`igust and November by

the  Depi`rtmciit of Philosophy,  St.  Johii  Fisher College,  and edited by

Peler Stolie and  members of the  Russell Set of Rochester, NY.
I,etters and `iiisolicited .irticles,  book reviews, etc.  are welcome.
Editoricil correspoiidence should be addressed to David White,

Department of Philosoi)hy,  St. John Fisher College,  3690 East Avenue,
Rochester, NY   14618 or by e-mail to white@sjfc.edu.

Opinions expres`sed in the g"c7r/er/y are entirely those of the authors and
sllould  ilot be auributcd to the  Bertrand  R`issell  Society,  St.  Jolin  Fisher

College or ally other individual or instjtutjon,

OFFICF,RS OF TI-IE BERTRAND RUSSF,LL SOCIETY
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Editorial:

Greetings from Rochester!

The search for a home tor the Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly (BRSQ)
has come  to an end.  The Greater Rochester Russell Set (GRRS), the most

prominent-and  only-chapter of the  Bertrand  Russell  Society (BRS)  in
North   America,   has   agreed   to   assume   responsibilities   for   editing   the
Society`s  fine journal.  In May,  the  GRRS  published  its  first  issue  (#110).
At  that  point,  however,  the  GRRS's  role  was  still  technically  unofficial.
Since  then,  the  Board  has  officially  vcsted  control  of  the  project  in  a
BJ?SO  Coirmrittee  to  be  based  in  Rochester,  with  Peter  Stone  serving  as
both Committee  Chair and  Editor.  We  therefore  feel that now is  the right
time   to   introduce   ourselves   and   share   with   you   our   thoughts   and
excitement about the new project.

The  astute  reader  will  have  noticed  that  the  May  issue  (#110)  followed
the February issue  (#106), but skipped three numbers  in the process.  Due
to the somewhat irregular publication schedule of the 6Rsg over the past
few years,  the  numbering  fell  somewhat  awry.  Had  the  BRS  produced  4
issues a year (in February,  May, August,  and November) every year since
the  start  of  1974  (the  year  the  Society was  founded),  then the  May 2001
issue  would  indeed have been #110.  Nevertheless,  we don't want the  gap
thus  created  to  forever  haunt  the  BRS  without  resolution.  To  set  things
aright,  we  are  cutting the  Gordian knot by armouncing that the BJ3Sg has
officially  skipped  issue  #s   107,   108,  and   109.  The  cover  of  this  issue
notes  this  prorfunently,  so  hopefully  you  won't  get  too  confused  while

perusing your back issues.

Whatever  the  r`umbei.ing,  this  issue  of the  BRsg  should  have  plenty  to
interest  the   Russell   enthusiast.   Note,   however,   that  while  Peter  Stone
assumed  the  position  of BJisg  Editor  at the  2001  BRS  Annual  Meeting,
he  at  the  same  time  stepped down as  Secretary of the  Society and  Board
a7!d  as   Chair  of  the   BRS   Awards   Comnrittee.   As   a  result,   you'll  be
hearing  from  him  a  lot  in  this  issue  in  all  three  capacities.  We  mention
this  because  none  of us  (especially  Peter)  want  this  to  become  an  "All
Peter Stone!  All  the  time!"  publication.  We  strongly encourage members
to  send us  Russell-related  articles  of all kinds  for inclusion in the Bj?Sg.
If you  have  something  to  say  about  Russell,  write  an  article  about  it  foi.
us; as our previous editorial indicates ("The Famer and the Cowman Can
Be   Friends"),   we   welcome   submissions   dealing   with   all   aspects   of
Russell's      life      and      thought-mathematics,      philosophy,      politics,
humanism,  sex,  etc.  If you've  read  a  Russell-related  book,  review  it  for

us.  If you just  have  a  quick  comment,  send  a  Letter  to  the  Editor.  If it`s

just  a  brief notice  or  clipping,  we'11  mention  it  in  our  "Odds  and  Ends"
column   (An   occasional   feature   that   will   prerfuere   in   our   November
issue).   And  armouncements   of  events  that  may  be  of  interest  to  BRS
members  (philosophical  conferences,  humanist  gatherings,  peace-related
.ictivist  events,  etc.)  arc  always  wclcomc.  We'1l  try  to  publisli  eveiything
iiicmbers  send  us  (with  the  usual  exceptioiis  foi.  length,  libel,  relevance,
etc.).  We'11  also  occasionally  publish  items  by  non-members,  but we  will
always give members priority,

But wait,  you  may  find  yourself thicking.  I  sent  dn  article  (book review,
aimouncement,  whatever)  to  the  BRSO  some  time  ago,  oiily  to  see  it  fail
to  appear  again  and  again.  Unfortunately,  the  lack  of a  stable  home  for
the  BRsg  created  some  prot)lems  of  continuity.  The  editorship  of  the
BRSO  changed  hands  four  times  over  the  past  few  years,  and  so  a  few
itcius   may   well   have   been   misplaced   amidst   all   the   changes.   If  you
havcii't  seen  your  piece  appear,  please  don't  give  up  on  us.  Just  accept
our sincei.est apologies,  and send us  another copy.

Articles,   book   reviews,   etc.,   can  be   sent   to   David   White,   lJhilosop!iy
Department,  St.  John  Fisher  College,  3690  East  Avenue,  Rochester,  NY
14618,  white@,sj fc.edu.

Our preference  is  for written  materials  to  be  sent to  us  in Woi-d,  either on
a  disc  or  as  an e-mail  attachmeiit.  If you  have  any  general  concerns  about
the  BRsg,  you're  welcome  to  write  to  the  F,ditor,  Peter  Stone,  at  the
Political  Science  Department,  University  of  Rochester,   Rochester,  NY
14627,  prse@,troi.cc.rochester.edu.

We  here  in  Rochester  are  very  excited  about  the  BRSO.  We  see  lt  as  a
way to  continue  the  excellent conversation abo`it Russell  i`arried on at the
BRS  Annual  Meeting,   a  mceting  at  which  our  local  chapter  is  always
well-represented.   Now   let's   all   do   our   part   to   keep   this   conversation

going  all  year!

***

News about the 2002 Annual Meeting

Plaiis ai.e well underway for the 2002 Annual Meeting of the Bertrand
Russell  Society.  The tentative meeting location js  the Center for Inquiry
West,  in Los Angeles.  Stay tuned for more  iiifonnation!



Call for Board Nominations

This  fall,  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  will  be  holding  elections  to  fill  8
of the  24  positions  on  its Board  of Directors.  (There may  be an additional
seat  or  two  to  fill,  as  one  or  more  additional  directors  may  not  complete
their  terms.)   The   time   has   come   for  nominations   for  those   positions.
Members  are  encouraged  to  send  their nominations to  Steve  Bayne,  BRS
Sccrctary,  64  Vinal  6A,  Somerville MA  02143,  srbayne@channell .com.

Please  ilot€  {l`a(  t[Ic  deadline  for  nominations  is  October  I.  The  ballots

will  be  sent  out  in  the  November  issue  of the  BRsg.  Any  member of the
BRS  may  run  for  a  seat  on  the  Board.  The  8  members  of the  Board  with
expiring    terms    may    be    renominated    and    reelected.    Members    may
nominate  tl`emselves;  if you  do  this,  please  include  a  short  (I  paragraph)
statement   about   yourself  and   why   you   should   be   on   the   Boiird.   A
complete  list  of current  Board  Membei.s  is  included  below;  please  don't
nominate  any  current  Board   member  whose  tenn   does  not  expire  this

year'

Our  esteemed  Chairman  of the  Board,  Ken  Blackwell,  would  like  to  step
down   from  that  position  after  completing  his  current  term  (his  fourth).
The   Board   will   select  his   successor   next   year  from   amongst   its   own
members.  Hopefully,  members  will  be thinking  about who would make a
worthy  successor  to  Ken  in  making  their  nominations  this  summer  and
casting  their  votes  this  fall.

Directors   of  the   BRS     (Note:   Officers  of  the   BRS,  elected  annually,
serve ex oJ7j}c/.o on the Board of Directors.)

3   Year   Term,   Jali.1.1999-Dec`   3J,   2001..   Stetar\   Aridersson,  Derck
Araujo,   Kevin   Brodie,   Tim   Madigan,   Ray   Perkins,   Alan   Schwerin,
Warren  Allen  Smith, Thorn  Weidlich.

i  yec]r  rer»7,  Jo#.  /,  2000 -Dec.  3/,  2C/02,.  Steve  Bayne, Jan Loeb Eisler,
Keith  Green,  Nicholas  Griffin,  Justin  Leiber,  Chandrakala  Padia,  Harry
Ruja,  Peter Stone.

i   yec7r  rerw,  Jczn.   /,    ZOO/-Dc;c.   3/,  2003..  Kenneth  Blackwell,  Dennis
Darland,   John  R.  Lenz,  Stephen  Reinhardt,  David Rodier,  Tom  Stanley,
Laurie Endicott Thomas, David White.

2002 BRS Award Search Begins
Proposals  Welcome

Tlie  BRS  Awards  Committee  will  soon  begin  its  search  for  a  person  or
orgaiiization   to   receive   tlie   2002   BRS   Award.   This   aw.ird   is   giveii
annually    to    one    or    more    people    or    organizatioiis    for   outstanding
acliievement  in  one  or  more  areas  of concern  to  Bertrand  Russell.  The
award  may   reflect  achievements   in   either  the  academic   or  social   and

political   realm,   and   achievements   made   in   the   I.6pent   past  or   over   a
lifetime.  The  award  may  also  be  given  for extraordinary  acts  that,  by  the
cliaracter tliey display,  are particularly  reminiscent  of Russell  at  liis  best.

Members  of the  BRS  are  ilivited  to  propose  individuals  or  orgaliizatiolls
to   the   BRS   Awards   Committee   to   be   coiisidered   for   the   2002   BRS
Award.    Aiiyoile    wishing    to    make    a    proposal    sliould    contact    tile
Committee   Chair   as   follows:   Kevin   Brodie,   54   Cedar   Swaliip   Rotld,
Storrs,  CT 06268,  kevin.brodie lebanonct.or

The   Committee  will   begin   deliberating   in   the  early   fall,   so  please  get

your proposals  to the Committee as soon as possible.

For   those   interested,   the   following   is
recipients:

1980  Paul  Arthur  Schilpp

1981   Steve  Allen

1982  Henry  Kendall
1983  Joseph  Rotblat
1984  Dora  Black  Russell

1985  Robert Jay  Lifton and
Lester Denonn

1986  People  for the Americaii
Way

1987  John  Soiiiervillc

1988  Paul  Kurtz

1989  Paul  Edwards
1990  (no'1e)

a   list   of  previous   BRS   Award

1991   Plaiiiied  Pareiitliood

Federatioii  of America
1992  Karl  Popper
1993  Hany  Ruja
1994  (nolle)

1995  Zero  Population  Growth
1996  Will.ird  Van  Orman  Quille
1997  (none)

1998  Irving  Copi

1999  Heiiry  Morgeiit{ilcr

2000  Stepheii  Jay Could
2001  Stephen  TouliTiin



The 2001 Annual Meeting of the Bertrand
Russell Society

The   modem   conference   resembles   the

pilgrimage  of  medieval  Christendom   in
that  it  allows  tlie  participants  to  indulge

themselves     in     all     the    pleasures    and
diversions   of  travel   while   appearing   to
be  austerely   bent  on   self-improvement.
To  be  sure,  there  are  certain  penitential
exercises     to      be      performed      -      the

presentations   of  a   paper,   perhaps,   and
certainly     listening    to    the    papers     of
others.  But  with  this  excuse  you journey
to  new  and  interesting  places,  meet  new
and   interesting   people,   and   form   new
and     interesting     relations    with     them;
exchange   gossip   and   confidences   (for

your well-worn  stories  are  fresh  to them,
and    vice   versa);   eat,   drink   and   make
merry  in  their  company  every  evening;
and  yet,  at  the  end  of it  all,  return home
with      an      enhanced      reputation      for
seriousness  of mind.

David  Lodge, S»7c7//  Jyor/c/ ( 1984)

Quote of the Meeting

"To  be  suri.ounded  by  philosophers  is  unsettling,"

-Warren  Allen  Sinith

-I        Ill..!qu.i:J:::i:i:--.-.- : .---:..          -__
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Minutes of the 2001  BRS Annual Meeting
Peter Stone

Secretary, BRS

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  held  its  annual  meeting  on  May 25-7,  2001
at   MCMaster   University,   Hamilton,    Ontario,   home   of   the   Bertraiid
Russell   Archives   and   the   newly   created   Bertrand   Russell   Research
Centre.  Alan  Schwerin  presided.  Peter  Stone  took  notes.  BRS  members

present  were   Stefan  Andersson,   Steve  Bayiie,  Ken  Blackwell,  Howard
Blair,  David  Blitz,  Alan  Bock,  Pat  Bock,  Edgar  C.  Boedeker,  Jr.,  Kevin
Brodie,   Ros.ilind   Carey,   Giovanni   de  Carvalho,   Peter  Friedman,   Nick
Griffin,  David  Henehan,  Tim  Madigan,  Mary  Martin,  Ed  Mcclenathan,
Ray   Perkins,   Ray   Plant,   Michael   Potter,   Steve   Reinhardt,   Cara  Rice,
Alan    Schwerin,    Warren    Allen    Smith,    Peter    Stone,    Chad    Trainer,
Giovanni  Vianelli,  Thorn  Weidlich,  David  Wesley,  David  White,  Avon
Wilsmore,   and   Barrie   Zwicker.   Non-members   present   were   Andrew
Bailey,   Matthew   Barber,   Renu   Barrett,   Elizabeth   Blackwell,   Andrew
Bone, Adam  Dobai, Arlene Duncan, Louis Greenspan, Afeah Henderson,
Dan   Kervick,   Peter   Loptson,   Kent   MacAskill,   Nancy   Mcclenathan,
Karen   Perkins,   Jane   Robin,   Carl   Spadoni,   Stephen   Toulmin,   Sheila
Turcon,  Samuel  Wesley,  Cony  Wendorf,  and  Linda  White.  This  turnout
was  the  highest  ever at a BRS  meeting  held  at  MCMaster,  of which  there
have been  5  since  1978.

The  meeting  began  with  tours  of the  Russell  Archives  and  coffee  at  the
Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre,   at  which   various  unpublished  CD-
ROMs of Russell  were available for examination.  A  book swap was also
held  at  which  members  could  exchange  Russell-related  materials.  The
Russell Archives also  offei.ed various  books  for sale at the book swap.

On  Friday  night,  President  Alan  Schwerin  greeted  everyone  present  at  a
welcoming  buffet.  At the buffet,  Schwerin presented the 2001  BRS Paper
Award to  Giovanni Vianelli  for his paper "The Centenary of the Paradox:
Pythagoras    and    Some    Recently    Discovered    Manuscript    Pages    by
Russell."  Vianelli  accepted  the  award  in  person.  After this,  BRS  Awards
Committee  Chair Peter Stone presented the 2001  BRS Award to Stephen
Toulmin,   Henry   R.   Luce  Professor  at  the   Center  for  Multiethnic  and
Transnational  Studies  at  the  University  of Southern  California.  Toulmin
also   accepted   the   award   in   person,   and   gave   a   brief  history   of  his

personal  encounters  with  Russell.  Ray  Perkins  then  presented  the  2001
BRS  Book Award  to Thorn  Weidlich (a freelance journalist) for his book
Appoin[iile}1I   Dellied:   the   Inquisition   Of  Bertrand  Russell  (Prometheus
Books,  2000).  Weidlich  was also there to  accept the award  in  person,  ancl
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expressed  Ills  appreciation  to  the  BRS.  Toulmin  coiicluded  the  evenillg
for  the  Society  with  an  address  entitled  "Rationality  and  Reasoilableness
ill  Twentieth-Ceiit`iry  Philosophy,"  The  address  was  ba.sed  on  Toillmin's
recently   published   book`   Re/wr#  /o  ficc7sow  (Harvai.d   University  Press,
2001 ).

After   the   conclusion   of  the   evenilig,   the   Board   of  Directors   held   its
anniial   ilieeting  (see  Minutes  of  the  2001   Annual  Meeting  of  tlle  BRS
Board of Directors).

Nick  Griffiii   led   off  the  program   Saturday  moming`'vyith  "What  Was
Russell   Tryiiig   to   Do   in   P;.7.„ci./7i.cz  Mcz/foet7]cz/t.CCI?"   all   introductory   talk

aimed   at  non-philosophers.   Alali   Schwerin   chaired   tliis   session.   Andy
Boile  chaired  tlie  second  session`   in  which  Giovaniii  Viai`elli  presented

{lic  par)cr which  received  tlie 2001  BRS  Paper Awardt "The  Centenary of
the   P.ir.1dox:    Pythagoras   .iiid   Some   Recently   Discovei.cd   Mamiscript
Pages  by  Russell."   Steve  B{iylie  then  concluded  the  Saturday  mommg
session  with  a  paper  entitled  "Toulmin  and  the  Discovery  of  Histol|J."
Ken   Blackwell   chaired   this   session,   and   Stephen   Toulmili   took   the
opportunity to respond to  Bayiie's  remarks.

Tlle  members  of the  BRS  theii  liad  the opportunity  to  avail  themselves  of
nuliicrous   opport\inities.    These   oppoi.tunities    iiicluded    a   tour   of   the

Bertrand    Russell    Arcliives,    wliere    other    CD-ROMs    were    available;
another session  of tlie  book  swap  and  book  sale  by  the  Russell  Arcliives;
a    contiiiuous    showing    of    two    videos    oil    Russell    (tliis    continued
throughout    the    entire    mccting);    {`    trip    to    the    MCM.istei.    Bookstore

I`eaturing numeroiis  books  by  iiiid  about  Russell;  aiicl  luiich.

After   lunch,   the   BRS   held   its   2001   Busiliess   Meetiiig.   Alan   Schwerin
welcomed  all  BRS  members  to  the  business  meeting,  and  congratulated
the  three  riewly  elected  officers  of the  Society  and  Board-Ray  Perkiils

(Vice  Presideiit),  Steve  Bayne  (Secretary  of the  Society  .lnd  Board),  and
Petei.  Friedman  (Vice  President  for  Outl.each).  He  also  congratulated  the

rcclectcd    ofricers~Deni`is    Darltiiid    (Treasurer)    aiid    Ken    Blackwell

(Clitiirman of the  Board).

Ken  Bltickwell  proposecl  a  chtinge  in  the  Bylaws.  He  iioted  th.it  there  llas
been   some  coiifusion  as   to  the  iiumber  of  officers   of  the   Society  and
Board.  lie  therefore  proposed  revisiiig  as  follows the  sentelice  at the start
of Article 7,  Section  I  of the  Bylaws:
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"The   Society   shall   have   the   following   five   officers:   President,   Vice

President,  Treasurer,  Secretary,  and  Chairman of the Board."

This  motion,  Blackwell,  observed, would  explicitly recognize that special
Vice  Presidents  (which  the  Board  could  create)  were  not  officers.  Thorn
Weidlich  seconded  the  motion.  Alan  Schwerin  found  the  idea  of having
officeholders   (like   special   Vice   Presidents)   who   were   not   "officers"
rather  odd.  Dave  Henehan  asked  for clarification  as to the  purpose  of the
motion.  Blackwell  explained  that the goal would  be to clarify who would
be    consulted    during    the    day-to-day    operations    of   the    BRS.    Peter
Friedman    suggested   that   a   distinction    between   executive   and   non-
executive officers might be a better way of drawing this distinction.

David  Blitz  saw  good  I.eason  in  having  5  officers  to  consult.  An  iiiquiry
was  made  if the  laws  of I]linois  had  any  ramifications  for  tliis  proposed
change,  and  further  asked  if the  motion  would  have  any  bearing  on  the
BRS's  ability  to  sign  checks  and  contracts.  Alan  Schwerin  answered  that
three   people   currently   had   the   power  to   sign   checks   for  the   BRS-
himself   (President),    Peter    Stone    (outgoing    Secretary),    and    Dennis
Darland (Treasurer).

Alan   Schwerin  proposed  substituting  for  the  proposed  amendment  the
creation   of   an    Executive   Committee.    The   amended   version   of   the
amendment woiild substitute the  following for the second sentence:

"The   Society   shall   have   an   Executive   Committee   composed   of   the

following    five    officers    of   the    Society    and    Board:    President,    Vice
President,  Secretary  of the  Society  and  Board,  Treasurer,  and  Chairman
of tlle  Board.  There  may  also  be  otlier  Vice  Presidents  whose  diities  shall

be  specified  by  the  Board;  these  will  not  be  members  of the  Executive
Committee."

Ken   Blackwell   accepted   this   amendment,   noting   that   the   Executive
Committee  would  (quite  properly)  leave  the  President  in  charge  of inost
executive     decision-making.     The     motion     carried     20-0,     with     two
abstentions.

The   Society   then   considered   a   motion   by   Peter   Stone   to   expel   John
Bolaiid   from  the  BRS,   an   act  deemed  "appropriate"  by  tlie   Board   (as
Alan  Schweriii  pointed  out)  by  an  overwhelming  majority.   Peter  Stone
laid  out  liis  case  for  expulsion,  a  case  based  on  Boland's  continued  abuse
of the  BRS's  e-iiiail  listsel.v,  BRS-List,  as  well  as  his  repeated  refusal  to

remove    BRS    members'    personal    e-mail    addresses    from    his    own
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dislributioii  list.  Stcvc  Baylie  I)r(]viiled  a  defciise  of  Boltiiid`  as  requested

by  Schweiin.

Alan  Scl`werin   inquired  if ally  member  had  evei.  been  expelled  before.

Keii  Blackwell  answered  that  only  one  expulsion  has  ever  occurred  (that
of John  Sutcliffe),  and  it  took  place  in   1981.  Thorn   Weidlicli  req\iestcd

that  the   Bylaw  governing  expulsion  (Article   5,   Section   9  of  the   BRS
Bylaws)  be  read;  Keli  Blackwcll  did  so.  Blackwell  further  explained  that
the   Bylaws   required   expulsion   decisions   to   be   I.esolved   at   the   BRS
Business  Meeting  if the Board deemed  an  expulsion "appropriate" withill
two  months   of  the  scliediiled   Busiiiess  Meetiiig.   Ot         vise,   the  matter
would  have  been  resolved  by  mail.   He  added  Boland  was  iiiformed  of
this   procedure   several   weeks   in   adva]ice   of  tlie   Annual   Meeting,   but
Boland  decided  iiot to  attend.

Tlle     Society    theli     debated     tlie     mei.its    of    the    proposal,     includiiig

alternatives    to    expulsion    and    tlie    precedeiits    set    by    tliis    particular

expulsion.  After  extensive  discussion,  tlie  Society  approved  the  motioii

by a vote  of 23-7,  with  4  absteiitions.  In addition  to the members presellt,
the   following  members   voted   by  proxy:   Derek   Araujo,   Javier  Bonet,
Cordon   Diss,   Don   Jackanicz,   Taslima   Nasrin,   Bob   Riemenschneider,
David   Rodier,   Ibm   Warraq,   Charles   Weyand,   and   Gerr}J   Wildenberg.
Schwerin  and  Blackwell  iiidicated  they  would  write  to  Boland  iiiformiilg
him  of liis  expulsion,  and  would  direct  tlie  Treasurer  to  refuiid  Bolaild's
iiiembership reliewal  and dontition  for the year 2001.

The   BRS   theii   moved   on   to   other  business.   Alciii   Schwcrin   called   for
t].easuiy   aiid   membership   reports.   Ken   Blackwell   directed   the   BRS   to
Denllis  Darlaiid`s  last treasury  report (published  in  (he  May  2001   issue  of

the   BCJ/./;.c7nc/  Rit5.,}.cJ//  LS'oct.c/}'   gwflr/LJt./y)   and   iiidicated   that   tlie   Society

had  rcccived   116  renewals  thus  far this  yccir.  Schwcrin  urged  evel.yoiie  to

either join  tlie  BRS  or  reiiew  their  inembership  as  appropriate.  Warren
Allen  Smith  moved to approve  tliese reports,  Kevin Brodie seconded, and
the motion carried unanimously.

Tlie   Busiiiess   Meetiiig   colicluded   with   a  pair  of  €mno`inccmeiits.   Peter

Stone  annouiiced  that  lie  had  takeii  over  as  editor  of tlie  BCJ;-/rc7"cJ RwfLTc'//

`Stjcrc/y  gHc7;./c';./)J,  aild  urgecl  liiembers  to  send  materials  for  publicatioll

to     lhe     Greater     Rochester     Riisse]l     Set    (GRRS)`     whicli     will     now

collectively    produce     tlie     I)iiblicti{ion.     And    Ray     Perkiiis     inviti`d    all

iTiembers  to  brainstorm   for  possible  sites   for  the  2002  Aiinual   Meeting.

Ken   Blackwell  added   that  members  should  pi.opose  theii.  o\vn  cities  as

possible  sites,  not  tlie  cities  of other  people.  Phoeiiix,  Arizona  aiid  Lake

13



Forest,   Illinois   were   suggested   in   the   manner   Blackwell   advised,   and
Schwerin  will  consider these proposals.

Saturday  afternoon  began  with  David  Blitz's  paper  "Did  Russell  Really
Advocate  Preventive  War  against  the  USSR?"   in  a  session  chaired  by
Rosalind  Carey.  Before  the  start  of the  next  session,  It  was  armounced
that  Routledge  had  made  available  exam  copies  of some  of its  Russell-
related  books.  These  books  were  available  to  meeting  participants  at  a
20°/o   discount.   Peter   Stone   chaired   the   session   that   followed,   which
featured    Andy    Bone's   "Russell    and    the    Communist-Aligned    Peace
Movement  in  the  1950s."  Kevin  Brodie then  presented "Russell,  Gardner

and  Home  Room:  Philosophy  Class  in  High  School."  David  Blitz chaired

this  session.   The  afternoon   concluded  with   a  panel  discussion  of  Ray
Monk`s   Berlrand   Russell:   The   C;hosl   uf  Madness   ct\a:lred  by   Alim
Schwerin.  Panel  participants  included Tim  Madigan, Peter Stone,  Warren
Allen  Smith,  and  Peter  Friedman.  After  a  brief recess,  the  BRS  held  its
Red  Hackle  Hour  and  banquet.  Nick  Griffin  capped  off the  evening with
his talk "How the Russell  Papers Came to  MCMaster."

Sunday    moming   began    with    Chad    Trainer's    "Bertrand    Russell:    A
Carneades   Incarnate,"   presented   in   a   session   cliaired   by   David   White.
Ray  Perkins  chaired  the   following  session,  which   featured  a  paper  b}J
Rosalind   Carey   entitled   "W]iy   Did   Russell   Accept  Neutral   Monism?"
Alan   Schwerin   then   spoke   on   "Metaphysics,   Mysticism   and   Russell."
Stefan  Andersson  chaired  this  session.  Thorn  Weidlich  chaired  the  final
session,   in  which  David  White  capped  off  the  paper  sessions  with  his
"Russell,  Smith, and the Religion of the Future."

Ken  Blackwell  then  reiterated  the  call  for  meeting  attendees  to join  the
BRS  if they  had  not  done  so  already.  He  also  urged  them  to  nominate
candidates     for    the     forthcoming     Board    elections.     Blackwell     then
aiinounced  that  the  BRS  had  enough  Red  Hackle  left  from  its  Saturday
Red  Hackle  Hour to  provide  for a  future  meeting  at  MCMaster,  and  that
he  had  already  e-mailed  John  Boland  about  his  expulsion  (and  received
no  less  than  six  e-mails  in  response)  and  removed  him  from  BRS-List.
Alan  Schwei.in  and the  Society then thanked  Blackwell appreciatively for.
his  work  in  organizing  the  meeting.  Blackwell  then  asked  that  the  BRS
thank  Arlene  Duncan  and  Alison  Miculan  for their work  on  the  meeting,
and  the  Society  did  so.  A  brief Special  Board  Meeting then  took  place to
wrap  up  a  few   loose  ends  (see  the  Minutes  of  the  First  2001   Special
Meeting  of  the  BRS   Board  of  Directors).   The  meeting  attendees  then
enjoyed  a delicious barbecue before departing.
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Minutes of the 2001  Alinual Meeting of the BRS Board  of
Directors

Pctcr Stone
Secretary, BRS Board of Directors

Tlic  BRS  Bocli.d  of Directors  lield  its  a]iiiua]  iiieetiiig  oil  Friday,  May  25`

2001,    in    conjunctioil    witli    tlie    BRS    Aiinual    Meeting    at    MCMaster

University,  Hamilton,  Oiitario.   Ken  Blackwell  cliaired.   Peter  Stone  took

iiotes.    Directors    preseiit    \vere    Steve    Bayne,    Ken    Blackwell,    Keviii

Brodie,  Nick  Griffin,  Tim  Macligan`  Ray  Perkins,  Steve  Reinhardt,  Alan

Schwerin,  Warren  Allen  Smitli,  Peter  Stone,  Tliom  Weidlich,  aiid  David
Wllite.  A  niimber  of otlier BRS  iiiembers,  including  Peter  Friedmaii,  also

attended the meeting.

Ray  Pei.kins  moved  to  waive  a  readiiig  of the  minutes  from  tlie  last  Board
meetiilg  aiid  to  approve  the  miiiutes.   Alaii   Scliwerin  secoiided`  and   tlle

iiiotioii  was  approved  unanimously.

Keil  Blackwell  then  decided  to  I)ostpoiic  election  of officers  ulltil  tlle  end

of  the  meetiiig`  alid  brouglit  \i|)  tlie  jssiie  of expeiidit`]res.  Tl`e  Bertrand

Russell  Archives  had  recently  bici  for  a  iiianuscrii)t-a  draft  of Russell's

essay  "Mysticism  and  Logic"-ill  an  iiitemet  aiictioii.  Befoi.e  the  aiictioll,
Blackwell  liad   ill  his  capacity  as   Hoiiorary  Russell  Archivist  decided  at

tlie   I  lth  hour  to  ask  the  BRS  to  put  up  Slooo  towards  tlie  Archives  bid.
Presideiit  Alan  Schwerjn,  Vice  President  Tim  Madigaii,  Secretary  Peter

Stoiie,    aiid    Treasul.er    Dciiiiis    D:irl.ii`d    all    .ipprovc(I    of    Bltickwcll's
request,  .iiid  so  the  Arcliives  pi.ocecdcd  to  tlie  a`iction  with  a  plcdge  from

the  BRS  in  halid.  The  bid  failed;  the  wimiing  bid  was  for  S 17,000,  aiid  as

auctlon-watchers     withiii     the     BRS     predicted,     tile     manuscript     was
illllllediately    tllel.eafter    available    for    bids    at    a    liigher    askilig    price

($45,000).  The  BRS's  pledge  did  not  affect  the  oiitcoiiie;  tliere  were  two
I)i(1s   considerably    higher   th{iii    tiny   .imouiit   the    Archives   coiild    h.ive

I.iliscd.

Ken  Blackwell  asked  the  Board   for  guidance  on  the  questioii  of  future
large  potential  purchases  such  as  tliese.  Was  the  Board,  he  asked,  collte]1t
to  allow  the  officers  to  agree  to  iiiake  decisioiis  on  purclitises  of tliis  size?

Peter  Stone  pointed  out  that tecliiiically,  the  buck  liad  to  stop  somewllere`

{iiid  thtit  tliei.e  was  Ilo  provisioii  for  tlic  officers  of tlie  Society  aiid  Board

to    Ill.1ke    decisioiis    of   ally    kind    coHectively    (b}J    majoi.ity    vote,    for

example).  Alan   Schwerin  \\i'as  wai.y  of settiiig  l)ad  precedeiit  via  bids  of

this  kind,  clnd  suppoilcd  Bltickwell's  ccill  for guidtliice  oli  this  matter.
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Nick  Griffin   observed  that  the  Board  could  respond  to  this  request  in
numerous  ways.  Perliaps  the  solution,  as  Ken  Blackwell  proposed,  lay  in
entrusting  the  decision  to  a  majority  vote  among  the  officers  after  all.
Thoin   Weidlich   proposed   that   the   limit   on   such   large   purchases   be

Slooo.  Ken  Blackwell,  however,  did  not  want  a  limit.  Steve  Reinhardt
observed that such  limits  usually apply to officers at subordinate  levels  in
corporations,  although  not  at the  top.  Peter  Stone  observed  that  the  issue
of a  limit  was  only  half the  matter;  the  other half was  the  question  of the

person  or  group  empowered  to  make  such  spending  decisions,  with  or
without a  limit.

Nick  Griffin  moved  that  the  Board  restrict  the  power  of  the  Society's
of.ficers  to  make  spendiiig  decisions  of this  sort  to  Slooo  or  10%  of the
Society's  cash  in  hand,  whichever was  greater.  Ken  Blackwell  ruled  that
this  constituted  a  proposed  amendment to  the  Bylaws  of the  BRS,  aiid  so
\vas  out  of order  for a  Board  vote.  Peter Stone,  however,  questioned  why
this   would   qualify   as   a   Bylaw   ameiidment;   surely,   he   observed,   the
Board   could   direct  the   BRS's   officers   on   questions  of  policy  without
colistantly   changing  the   Bylaws.   Blackwell  then  reversed  himself,   and

permitted tlie motion.  Steve Bayne  seconded the motion.

Steve    Reinhardt   revisited   the    question   of   whose   actions   would   be
restricted   by  the   amendment.   Was   it  to  be  a  majority  of  officers  thus
restricted,   and   if  so,   for  which  spending  decisions?  All  of them?  Peter
Stone  asked  for clarification  on  the  question  of who  could at present sign
checks  on  behalf of  the  BRS,  Alan  Schwerin  indicated  that  at  present,
three   people   had  that  power-Alan   Schwerin  (President),   Peter  Stone

(Secretary),  and  Dennis  Darland  (Treasurer).  Of the  three,  however,  only
Darland  is currently  in possession  of any blank checks.

Alan  Schwerin  observed  that  ultimately,  there  was  no  foolproof solution
to  this  matter,  that  at  some  point the  Board  had to  trust  someone to  make

judgment calls  on  questions  like this.  Nick  Griffin  decided  in  response to
withdraw  his  inotion.  Thorn  Weidlich  moved  that  the  Board  express  its
approval   of  the   current   informal   arrangements   (informal   consultation
among  the  officers)  for  handling  purchasing  decisions  of this  sort.  Tim
Madigan  seconded the motion, and the  motion  carried  11-1.

Ken   Blackwell   then   announced   that   the   Board's   vote   indicating   that
expulsion   of  John   Boland   from   the   BRS   might   be   appropriate   had
carried.  The  final  vote  tot{1l,  according  to  Alan  Schwerin  (who  counted
the  ballots  to  so  as  to  make  the  process  tis  fair  as  possible),  was  18-2.  As

President,  Schwerin  will preside over the  expulsion motion  at the  Society
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Business   meetillg   on   Satui.d{iy,   May   26.   Peter   Stone,   as   the   Socjet,v
member    makiiig    tile    expulsion    motion,    will     preseiit    his    case    for

expulsioll.   Steve  Bayne  will   then  (at  t]ie  request  of  Schwerill),   offer  a
defense  of  Boland  (wlio  will  not  be  preseiit  at  the  meeting),  and  then,
following   a   discussion   the   Society   will   vote   on   the   matter.   Schwerin

pl.omised to prevent the whole process from  dragging on  forever.

The  Board  then  took  up  the  question  of  tlie  2002  Annual  Meeting.   In

pursuaiice  of the Board's  expressed desire  for a west coast meeting  in  the
iieclr   future,   Peter   Stoiie   has   beeli   in   contact   with   Charles   Weyand,   a
loilgtime   member   of  the   BRS   who   lives   in   Los  ^Angeles.   Weyand   is
willing  to  work  with  otlier  west  coast  Society  members  in  setting  up  a
meeting   in   Los   Angeles  next  year;   I`e  has  already  contacted  many  of
them   and   received   varying  degrees   of  support.   He   has   iiot,   l`owever,

proposed  a  definite  lneeting  time  or place.  In  addition,  as  Alan  Schwerin
pointed out, a nieeting  in  Los  Angeles could be expeilsive.

Tn   light  of  tlle  indeterminate  nature  of  the  Los  Angeles  proposal,  Ken
Blackwell   expressed   the   desire   for  a  backup   location.   Thorn   Weidlicli
suggested  Rochester.  David  White  expressed  soiTie  interest  but  tllougllt
that the timing  could  be  cut  very  close  if Rochester had  to wait and  see  if
Los  Angeles  would  work  out.  He  also  outlined  some  of the shortcomings
of  meeting   ill   Rochester-most   notably,   the   abseiice   of  ]iigh-quality
meetiiig   space.   Steve   Bayne   suggested   tliat   MIT  might   be   a   suitable
venue   in   Boston,   but  did   not  push   the  matter  further.   Peter  Friedmall
lnentioned  the  University  of Pittsburgli  in  the  same  light;  furthermore,  as
home  to  the  papers  of  F.P.   Ramsey  aiid  Rudolph  Camap,   it  might  be
especially  appropriate.  However,  Peter  Stone  asked  if the  BRS  had  any
active members  in  Pittsburgh`  and received  a negative response.

Ken  Blackwell  stressed  the  need  for  fresh  ideas  as  to  meetiiig  sites,  and

proposed  asking  the  Society  for  fuilher  ideas  at  its  business  iiieeting  the
f`ollowiiig  day.  Thorn  Weidlicli`  however,  felt uncomfortable with  leaving
the  matter without a iiiotion,  and  Peter Stone and  Steve  Bayne concurred.

Ray   Perkins   suggested   the   Society   revisit   the   Celiter   for   lilquiry   in

Amlierst,  NY   (near  Buffalo).   Tim   Madigan   agreed   to   breach  the   idea
with  liis  coiitacts  there  but  was  not  optimistic.   In  additioii.  he  secollded

David  White's  assessment of tlie drawbacks of Rochester.

Ken  Blackwell  stressed  that  the  BRS  liad  not  met  on  tlie  west  coast  sillce
1993.    rf  not   a   west   coast   meeting   now,    he   asked,    tlien    wlieii?   He

pi.oposed  working  with  Charles  Weyalid  to  secure  a  place  and  time  by
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June  30,  and  going with  a backup  location  (as yet to be  determined) after
that.    Kevin    Brodie    proposed    reserving   space    in    Buffalo    and   then
canceling  if Los  Angeles  worked  out.  Nick  Griffin,  however,  indicated
that such a move  would  double the work and expense of the early stages
of the meeting process.  David White supported Blackwell's proposal,  but
stressed   the   importance   of  having   people   with   experience   organizing
conferences    involved    with    the    process;    if   Weyand    had    no    such
experience,  that  meant  that  the  President  and  others  would  have  to  work
very  closely  with  him.  There  was  no  substitute,  however,  for  a  person
"on the ground" at the meeting site.  Peter Stone expressed agreement.

The   Board  continued  brainstormiiig   for  possible  meeting  places.   Steve
Bayne  indicated  having  attended  a  good  conference  at  SUNY  Buffalo;

perhaps  a  good  meeting  could  be  organized  there.  Ray  Perkins  thought
that    his    own    university    (Plymouth    State    College,    in    central   New
Hampshire)   might   be   able   to   serve   as   host.   Nick   Griffin   suggested
MCMaster  follow  Alan  Schwerin  and  Monmouth  University  in  hosting
the  meeting  twice  in  a  row,  and  idea  of  which  Ken  Blackwell  did  not
approve.

Steve   Bayne   suggested   Iowa   and   Chicago   as   other  possibilities.   Ken
Blackwell,  however,  reiterated  the  need  for  a  BRS  member  onsite,  and

proposed  working  with  Los  Angeles,  with  Plymouth  State  College  as  a
backup.  Peter  Stone  asked  if a  motion  was  required  to  this  effect,  as  was
done  in  previous  years.  Blackwell  said  no.  Alan  Schwerin  then  moved
that  the  Board  make  no  motion  on  the  question  of a  2002  meeting  site.
Nick   Griffin   seconded   the   motion,   only   to   have   Blackwell   rule   the
motion  out of order.  The  Board  then  proceeded to waste much  time with
Russell  Paradox-related  jokes  about  a  motion  not  to  make  a  motion.  In
the  end,  the  Board  decided  (without  a  motion,  paradoxical  or otherwise)
to  leave  the  annual  meeting  location  site  in  the  hands  of the  officers  of
the   Society   and   Board,   with   the   understanding  that  Los   Angeles   and
Plymouth  State  College  would  be  the  first  and  second  meeting  location
choices,  respectively.

The    next    item    on    the    Board's    agenda    concerned    the    Society's

publication,    The    Gi.eater   Rochester    Russell    Set   (GRRS,   the    BRS's
unofficial  chapter  in  Rochestei.,  New  York)  had  produced  the  May  issue
of   the   BCJ;./rtl;jd   JiwL`.5`c//   Soft.Lr/}J   g"ctr/er/y   in   May   (the   first   time   in

several  years  wlien  an  issue  of the  altar/cJr/y  had  appeared  in  the  montli
advertised).   Peter  Stone,  as  a  member  of the  GRRS,  proposed  that  the
Board
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1)      officially      reestablish      the      Bc/./ro;ic7     R!tffe//     LS.oc`/.c/)z'     gwc7/`/e/./y

(officially    disbanded    at    the    2000    Annual    Board    Meetiilg.    but
unofficially revived by the GRRS);

2)      establish     a     gwczr/er/y'    Committee,     with     the     responsibility    of

produciiig  the  gwc7r/er/)j,  and  with  the  understanding  that  the  Chair
of tllis Coiiimittee would also  serve as editor of the gwcw./e/./};; and

3)      appoiiit peter stone as cliaiiimii of this committee.

Ken  Blackwell  expressed  approval of this proposal.  He argued  tliat  it was
about   time   the   Society   placed   its   Owc}r/e;./y   operatioiis   on   an   official
level.    Kevin    Brodie    moved    that    the    Board    appr6^y`e    Peter    Stone's

proposal,  aiid  Alaii  Schwerin  secoiided  tlie  motion.

Alaii    Schwerin    asked    if   any    Rochester-area   universities    would    be
iiivolved  with  the  project.   David   White  explained  that   St.   John   Fisher
College  liad  provided  the tax-exempt status  for the nonprofit mailing rate
but  did  not  fumisli  further  support.  He  siiggested  tlie  BRS  establisll  what
would  be  necessary  to  seiid  the  gwc7r/c;./)/  out  under  its  own  imprimatur
should  this  prove  necessary.   He  furtlier  urged  Dennis  Darland  to  send
him  a check  for the May issue as soon  as possible.

Peter   Friedman   suggested   the   BRS   consider   a   web   version   of   the

gw#/./L7/./}J.   Peter   Stone   proiiiised   to   investigate  the  possibility   after  the
GRRS   llad   placed   the   publication   on   a   secure   footiiig.   After   further
discussion   and   clarification,   the   Board   passed   the   motion   endorsillg
Stone's  proposal  uiianimously.

Tlie  Board  then  held  elections  for  Board  and  Society  officers.  The  Board
flrst  considered  whether  to  maintain  the  Vice  Presiclency  for  Humanist
Outreach.   Steve   Bayne   moved   that  the   office   be   changed   to   a   more

general  Vice  Presidency  for Outreach,  and  that Peter Friediiian  be  elected
to  this  position.  Warren  A]]en  Smith  seconded,  and  the  Board  approved
the motion  unanimously.

The Board then  elected the following officers by  acclamation:

Treasurer~Demiis    Darland    (nominated    by    Wcidlicli`    secoiided    by
Scliwerin)

Prcsideiit-Alan  Schwerin  (i`omin.ited  by  Perkiiis,  seco]ided by Grifflll)

Secretary    of   the    Society    tind    Board~Steve    Bayiic    (noiiiinated    by
Perkins,  seconded by Weidlich)
Vice   President~Ray   Perkins   (nominated   by   Schwerin`   seconded   by
Madi8an)
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Chair-Ken Blackwell (noininated by Stone, seconded by Schwerin)

Ken  Blackwell was reluctant to stand  for reelection,  and only  agreed to
do so because of the evident  lack of other candidates.

The  final  issue  taken  up by the  Board  at this meeting was the question  of
BRS-List,  tlle  BRS's  listserv.  The repeated  spamming  of this  list by John
Boland    has    prompted    Ken    Blackwell    to    seek   more    explicit   Board
authorization    from    this    list,    rather   than   the   tacit,    unofficial    support

currently   given   to   it.    With   such   authorization,   he   would   feel   better
equipped  to  deal  with  possible  abiises  of the  list.  Peter  Stone  moved  that

I)      BRS-List  become  an  official  listsei.v  forthe  BRS;
2)     The  purpose  of BRS-List  is  to  allow  members  to  make  BRS-related

announcements  and  to  discuss  BRS-related  business  (in  accordance
with   the   iiiore   detailed   description   of  the   list   proffered   by   Ken
Blackwell);

3)     The  list-owner  of BRS-List  be  einpowered  to  ensure  that  BRS-List
serve  this  purpose,  using  all  appropriate  means  up  to  and  including
removal  of a BRS member from  the  listserv;  and

4)     Ken  Blackwell  be approved as  list-owner ofBRS-List.

Thorn  Weidlich   seconded  Peter  Stone's  motion,  which  the  Board  then
unanimously approved.

Minutes of the Special Meeting of the BRS Board of
Directors

Peter Stone
Secretary, BRS Board of Directors

The  BRS  Board  of Directors  held  a  special  meeting  on  Sunday,  May  27,
2001,    in    conjunction   with   the    BRS    Annual   Meeting   at   MCMaster
University,  Hamilton,  Ontario.  Ken  Blackwell  chaired.  Peter  Stone  took
notes.    Directoi.s    present   were    Stefan   Andersson,    Steve   Bayne,   Ken
Blackwell,  Tim  Madigan,  Steve  Reinhardt, Alan  Schwerin,  Warren Allen
Smith,  Peter  Stone,  Thorn  Weidlich,  and  David  White.  Peter  Friedman
also  attended;  as  Vice  President  for  Outreach,  he  pailicipated  as  an  e,\.
o/7?c/.o   Director.   A   number   of  other   BRS   members,   including   Dave
Henehan,  also attended the  meeting.

At  the  coiiclusion  of tlic  2001   Annui`l  Meetiiig,  Ken  Bkickwell  re.ilizeil

that  the  BRS  Boar.d  of Directors  had  left  several  issues  unresolved.  He
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therefore,  in  conjunction  with  Directors  Steve  Reinhardt and  Peter Stone,'.called  for  a  special  meeting  in  accordance  with  the  Bylaws  of the  BRS

Board  of Directors.  Blackwell  arranged  the  special  meeting  to  coincide
with  the  tail  end  of the  2001  Annual  Meeting  of the  BRS  so  as  to  ensure
maximuin  possible  participation   of  the   Board,   in   accordance  with  the
Board's Bylaws (Article  6,  Section 2).

Ken  Blackwell  opened  the  meeting  by  expressing  his  wisli  to  amend  the
Bylaws  of  the  BRS  Board  of  Directors.   Currently,  those  Bylaws  set  a

quorum  for a Board meeting of only 3  directors (out o,f 24  plus er c/)Jc/'o
directors).  Moreover,  a  special  meetiiig  of the  BRS  B'bard  of Directors
can  be  called  upon  the  request  of only  3   directors  (as  was  doiie  in  the
case of this special meeting).  Blackwell  found the number for the quorum
far  too  low,  and  urged  the  Board  to  consider  amending  this  provision.
Peter  Stone  moved  that  the  Board  raise  the  quorum  for a  board  meeting
to   6   (tlius  changing  Article  6,   Sectioli   4   of  the   Board   Bylaws).   Steve
Bayiie seconded.

Stefan  Andersson  questioned  the  need  for  such  a  change  in  the  Bylaws.
Ken  Blackwell  responded  by  explaiiiing  tlie  circumstances  under  which
he  recognized  the  need  for change.  In  the  days  leading up to  the  opening
of  the   Bertrand   Russell   Research   Centre   (held   in   November   2000),
Blackwell had asked the Board  if the directors attendiilg wished to hold a
special    Board   meeting   so   as   to   address   the   question   of   declining
membership.  Some  directors  indicated  that  they  would  not  be  attending
the   opening   but   favored   a   special   ineeting.   This   drew   Blackwell's
attention  to  how  easy  it  was  to  schedule  a  special  Board  meeting,  and
how low the quorum was.

Peter Friedman  worried that this chtinge might cause tl`e BRS to react too
slowly   to   new   circumstances.   Ken   Bl:`ckwell   assured   him   that   most
Society  business  was  conducted  by  the  various  officers,  and  now  by the
newly formed  Executive Committee. Alan  Schwerin  added that as  things
stood now a small nuinber of directors could take some action that would
elnbarrass  the  BRS  against  the  wishes  of  the  majority,  and  Blackwell
concurred   that   the   change   would   provide   a   safety   net   against   this

possibility.  Peter Friedman  then  admitted  that  this  method  could  be  tried
and  changed if it did not work.

Wan.en  Allen  Smith  asked  if there was any  advantage to  an  odd  quorum.
Stefan  Andersson  asked  if there  was  .iny  advanttige  to  an  eveli  one.  Ken
13kickwell  said  Ilo  to  both.  Steve  Bayne  asked  if prox}J  votes  could  affect
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the  procedure  at  all.  Ken  Blackwell  said  that proxy votes were acceptable
only for votes of tl]e Society as  a whole, not the Board.

Alan   Schwerili   said   that  tlie   number  requested   in  the  motion   was  an
Improvement  without  setting  a  figure  too  high  as  to  pose  problems  with
regular  Board  meetings.  Peter Stone  coiicurred,  but  added  tllat the  Chair
sl`ould   make   a   stroiig   effort  to   encourage   enougll   directors   to   attend
meetings  so  as  to  obviate  the  problem  of the  quomm.  The  Board  then

passed the motion  10-0, with  1  abstention,

Peter   Stone   then   noted   that   he   was   stepping   down   as   BRS   Awards
Comiiiittee  Cliair.  He  nominated  Kevin  Brodie  to  take  over the  position.
Warren   Allen   Smith   seconded   the  motion,   and   it  carried   10-0,  with   I
abstention.  Tliis  concluded the meeting.

***

A Post-Meeting Note from the Chair

The  accounts  for  the  annual  meeting  are  complete.   The  meeting  was
designed to break even, and it did. There was even a slight suii)lus of $40
for  the  BRS  treasury.  In  addition,  the  meeting  attracted  7  new  members
for tlie  Society, and t-shirt sales netted $ 148.20.

Tlianks  are  due  the  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre  (and  its  director,
Nick    Griffin),    which    hosted    the    meeting,    Alison    Miculan,    Arlene
Duncan,  David Godden,  and  Liz Blackwell.

-Ken  Blackwell

***

The  5th  Biennial  Radical  Philoso|)hy  Association  Conference will  be
held  at  Brown  University  on  November  7-10,  2002.  The  theme  of
the  conference  is  "Activism,   Ideology,  and   Radical  Philosophy."
Please  send   paper,   workshop,   poster,   and  other  proposals  to   RPA
PROGRAM       COMMITTEE,       c/o       Lisa      Heldke,       Philosophy
Department,   G`istavus   Adolphus   College,   St.   Peter,   MN   56802.   Or
send   them   as   an   attachment   to   lieldke@,gac'.eclu.   The   deadline   for
submissions  is  January 31,  2002.  For more  information  on  the  RPA,

to www.i.adical
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Articles,.

The Manuscript of "Mysticism and Logic" at Auction
Carl Spadoni

"At  last  I  have  a  bone  with  meat  on  it,"  L.P  Jacks,  the  editor  of  7lAe

fJ;.bber/ /owrwc}/,  told  Russell  on  20  April   1912,  after  reading  his  essay,
"Mysticisln  and  Logic,"  "If  you  had  my  work  for  a  week  you  woiild

know  what  a joy  it  is,"  Jacks  added.  Russell's  essay,  which  focuses  oil
th]:::::`t°]:nbpeot#aenetnpt!]eec::yosf[L:ar]]t:I::t::r;:5]uC3!is!,:eL:nfn¥:t]`y°n]agb]'?::`e7;a:

H/.bbL>r/  /ow;.Hc}/,   it   has   been   reprinted   frequently.   The   section   of  tlle

essay    called    "Reason    and    Intuition"    appeared    in    Russell's    Lowell
Lectures,  Our  Knowledge  Of the  External  World  (1914). The  essay  was
the  lead  article  in  A4};I/i.c/.i/7?  c7#c/ Log/.c.,  c7#c7 a/Aer E,sj'cJys'  ( 1918).

Writing   the   essay   did   not   come   easy   to   Russell,   however.   He   was
dissatisfied  with  its  first  draft  on   11   January   ]914  because  it  consisted
mainly of scraps  from  other lectures.  Even  when he  altered  it a  few  days
later,  he  was  disappointed  with  the  result.  He  told  Lady  Ottoline  Morrell
that the  essay  was "sober,  careful,  and  balanced"  but  not  eloquent.  Jacks
sent  proofs  to  Russell  on  28  April   1914.  He  returned  the  manuscript  by
separate  post  to  Russell   at  Trinity  College,   Cambridge.   When   Russell
was  lecturing  in  the  United  States  in  May  of the  same  year,  he  gave  the
manuscript  as  a gift to  his  good  friend,  Lucy  Donnelly.  When  Professor
Jolm  Slater  edited  the  essay  for  volume  8  of the  Co//ec`/eat  Pcipcrs  o/
Ber/rc}#cJ Rztsse//,  he  was  unable  to  locate  the  manuscript  in  Donnelly's
archives  or  elsewhere.  Its  whereabouts  were  unknown  for  inore  than  85

years.  The  fact  that  the  manuscript  surfaced  at  auction  in  San  Francisco
on  10 May of this year was cause for excitement among Russell scholars.

According to the description  in  Butterfields'  auction catalogue (lot 3067),
the   manuscript   is   44   pages   long.   The   estimate   was   modest,   between
$4,000  and  $6,000,  Russell's  manuscript  was  one  of many  treasures  in
the   catalogue-an   early   photo   of  Hitler   as   a   corporal,   a   page   of  a
manuscript  by  Isaac  Newton,  letters  from  Margaret  Mitchell,  and  most
conspiciioiisly,    a   battered    bi.iefcase   embossed   "J.F.K."   (appi`rently   a

wedding  pi.esent  from  Jacqiieliiie  Boiivier  to  her  fiitiirc  hiisba]`d,  Jolin  F.

Kennedy).     At     MCMaster     University,     however,     only     the     Russell
manuscript    interested    us.    Biitterfields    reproduced    the    first    page    in

fzicsimile.   Even   a   brief  glimpse   of  it   showed   that   there   were   textual
variants   and   deletions.   Bob   Riemenschneider   of  the   BRS   viewed   the

manuscript in  San Fraiicisco and confirmed that tliere were many more.
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The  Honorary  Russell  AI.chivist,  Kenneth  Blackwell,  and  I  discussed  otir
bid  and  the  niarket  value  of the  manuscript  several  times,   Initially,  we
thought   that   \vc   miglit   bc   lucky   to   purch.ise   jt   for   under   $10,000.

Auctions are uiipredictable,  and the amounts paid for Russell manuscripts
and  letters  vary  considerably,  depending  on  their  content  and  the  dealer
who    owns    the    document    in    question.    We    also    attempted,    rather

impossibly,  to  judge  the  importance  of the  manuscript's  research  value
relative  to  other  Russell  documents  that  might  come  on  the  market.  We
didii't   want   to   purchase   the   manuscript   simply   for   its   icoiiographic
cachet.    We   revised   o`ir   bid   sevcrcil   times.   The   Library,   the   Russell

Research   Celitre   and   members   of  the   Russell   Society  jointly   raised
S 15,000  for our bid.

A  dealer  from  San  Francisco,  Michael  Thompson,  phoned  me  about  the
manuscript  a  coilple  of weeks  before  the  auction.  Thompson  has  sold  a
number  of  Russell  manuscripts  and  other  items  to  the  Russell  archives
since  1970.  He  iiitimated  that the manuscript would fetch  many times the
catalogue   estimate,   and   he   also   mentioned   that   several   dealers   and
collectors would  be  interested  in  its  purchase.  At this  point we knew that
our  bid  was  in jeopardy.  Another  contact  in  California  inforined  us  that
unless  we  were  prepared  to  put  between  $30,000  and  $50,000  on  the
table,  our bid  would  be  unsuccessful.  The  contact's  prediction  proved  to
be   correct.    The   winning    bid   was   S17,000.    With   auction    fees   the
manuscript's price came close to $20,000.

The manuscript is now ownedjointly by three antiquarian book dealers-
Michael  Thompson,  Heritage  Book  Shop`  and  Bemard  Quaritch.  Their
asking  price  is  $45,000.  In  comparison  to  tlie  $2.4  million  recently  paid

by   the   owner   of  the   Indiana   Colts   for   the   typescript   scroll   of  Jack
Kerouac's  0„ //7e Roczd,  $45,000  may appear to be  rather paltry.  Yet  it  is
a   considerable   sum   for   one   Russell   manuscript.   Given   the   Library's
budget and  other  funding  sources  available  through  the  Russell  Research
Centre,   I't  is  uiilikely  that  we  will  be  able  to  raise  this  amount  unless  a
doilor  call   be   found.   Admittedly,   we   are   disappointed   that  MCMtister
University   was   unable   to   purchase   the   manuscript.   Since   the   Russell
Arcliives  came  to  MCMaster  in   1968,  we  have  been  able  throughout  the

years  to  piirchase  maliy  sigiiificant  R`issell  documents.  The  auctioii  has
brought  to  the  attention  of the  educated  public  and  the  scholarly  world
oiie of Russell's greatest essays.

Carl   Spadoni   is    Research   Colleclion`s   Librariarl   at   Mills   Memorial
Libl.aly,  MCMa`s[el.  Univel.si(y,  holiie  o,i lhe  Bertrand  Russell  Archive.s.
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One Hundred Years of Russell's Paradox:
International Conference in Logic and Philosophy

University of Munich, 2-5 June 2001
NickGriffin

Russell  discovered  the  paradox  which  bears  his  name  in  eitlier  May  or
June   1901,  depending  upon  whether  you  believe  his  Aw/ob/.ogrc7pAry  or
the  autobiographical  essay,  "My  Mental  Development,"  which  he  wrote
for   tlie   volume   edited   by   Paul   Arthur   Schilpp,    7lfoe   Pfoj./osapAy   o/
Ber/rc7wd Rzjsfe//  (most  recently  published  in  paperba`Qk,  by  Open  Court,
1990).   One   hardly   likes   to   talk   about   "celebrating"   an   event   which
caused    so    much    trouble,    but    the    wonderful    four-day    conference
organized   by   Godehard   Link   and   his   colleagues   at  the   University   of
Munich  shows that logicians will  use any excuse to have a good time.

Tlie conference brought together philosophers,  logicians, set theorists and
historians  and  philosophers  of  mathematics  from  all  over  the  world  to
discuss   Russell's   paradox   and    its   aftermath.    Fifty-one   papers   were

presented  over the  four  days,  plus  two  symposia  and  two  evening  panel
discussions,  so  participants  had  to  pick  and  choose  which  sessions  they
went  to-often   with   considerable   difficulty   from   a   range  of  equally
tempting  items.  The  fact  that  one  had  to  choose  between  hearing  Hans
Kamp  on  definite  descriptions  and  Alasdair  Urquhart  on  Russell's  "zig-
zag" theory gives  some  idea of the difficulty.

Participants  were  worked  hard,  with  sessions  beginning  at  9:00  a.in.  and
continuing   through   the   eveiiing.   Alas,   this   left   little   time   for   sight~
seeing-though   I   can  report  that  Leopoldstrasse,  which  ran   from  the
hotel  to  the  conference  hall,  was  pleasant  and  spacious.  We  got  a  brief

glimpse    of    Munich's     cultural     life    on     Saturday    afternoon     when
Leopoldstrasse    was    cordoned    off   for    a       large    technopop    festival.
Unfortunately,  it poured with rain  f`or the whole event ai`d  few of us were
tempted  to  linger  with  the  handful  of drenched  fans  dutifully  bopping  in
the   street.    Discussions,    of   course,    were   carried    on    over   meals    in
restaurants  around  the  hotel.    In  one,  a  group  of us  got  so  carried  away
discussing    the    Gray's    E/egy   argument    in    "On    Denoting"    that   the
restaurateur  had  to  ask  us  to  be  quiet-this  was  probably  the  first  time
that pailicular argumeiit could be cited  as the  cause of disorderly conduct

in  a restaurant.

The  line-up  of  speakers  was  quite  spectacular,  with  Jolm  Bell,  Charles
Chihara,    Sol   Feferman,   Harvey   Friedman,   Geoffrey   Hellman,   Hans
Kamp,   Per   Martin-Lof,   Vann   MCGee,   Yiannis   Moschovakis,   Charles
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Parsoils,  Grtlhi`iii  Priest,  Al.isdalr Urquliart,  and  Hugh  Woodin  among  tlle
logicians   alld   set   tlleorjsts,   ,ind   Alleli   Hazen,   Peter   Hyltoil,   Andrew

lrvine,   Greg   Laiidilii,   Bcmai.d   Liiiksy,   Francisco  Rodriguez-Consuegrti`

alld  Russell   W,ilil  among  tlic  Russellians.  Jan  Mycielski  and  Ray  Molik
wei.e  sclleduled  to  attciid,  but  did  iiot  sliow  up.  David  Kaplaii  was  there

bllt    did    llot    give    a    I)ciper,    tliougli    he    coiitributed    fi.equeiltly    to    the

discussioils  .ind  .1lso  to  the  panel  discussion  on  Russell.

Tlie  R`issell  i]anel,  lield  on  Suiiday  iiiglit,  was  a  lively  event  chail.ed  by

Andrew   lrvine.   Peter   Hylton,   David   Kaplaii,   Alasdair   Urquhart,   aiid
myself were  paiiellists,  and  the  talk,  much  of it  in  response  to  questiolls
from   the   floor,  raiiged  widely  over  Russell's  work  and  even,  to  some
extellt,  his  life.  Your  reporter  was  lured  into  speaking  injudiciously  and
ill    of   Wittgelisteiii,    tliough    in    this    company    he   was    more    mildly
reprinianded    than    he   might   have   expected.    More   seriously,    I   was
especially   pleased   to   have  the   opportunity   to   talk   about  the   work   of
MCMaster's  newly created  Bertrand Russell  Research  Centre.

The  set  theorists  in  the  second  panel  oil  tlie  following  niglit  were  iiiuch
lllorc serious.  David  Mccarty,  Sol  Fefeliiiaii,  Harvey Friediiiaii aiid Hugli
Woodiii   took  pall,  with  Yiannis  Moscliovakis  in  the  chair-olie  could
llardly  do  better  for  expertise  thaii  that.   It  was  a  surprise  to  some  of us
outsiders    to    see   just   how    passionately    they    are   divided    over   the
constructivism   vs.   realism   issue.   Very  little  in  this  century-old  dispute
seelT`s  to  have  been  settled  and  even  things  that  one  thought were  settled
seem   iiow   to   be   open   again.   Most   remarkable   here   were   Woodin's
comments~a  preview  of his  paper (the  very  last at the confereiice),  ``Set
Theory   after  Russell:   Tlie  Journey  back  to  Eden."  (The  title  refers  to
Hilbert's  remark  that  iiiathematicians  would  never  be  expelled  from  tile

paradise  that  Cantor  had  created  for  them.)  Woodin  ended  his  talk  witli
the  conjectui.es  tllat  Caiitor's  continuum  hypothesis  would  turn  out to  be
decidable-coiitrary to  Paul Cohen's  1963  proof-tliat it would be shown
to  be  false  {ind  tliat  tlie  cardiiiality  of the  continuum  would  prove  to  be

A2.  Tllis  was  the  iilost surprisiilg  iiews  tll.it youi. reporter took away  from

the entire coiiference-indeed, that he had heard in a very long time!

Several  of the  papers  oil  Russell  were  only  obliquely on  the  paradox  and
its  resoliltion.  Peter  Hylton,  for  example,  compared  Frege's  concept  of a
fulictioii   witli   Russell's,   and   Rodriguez-Consuegra  spoke   on   Russell's
theory  of judgment  from   1910-18.  Some  of the  papers  were  not  on  tlie

paradoxes  at aH.  Two,  by Vanii  MCGee  and  Sebastiano  Moruzzj,  were on
Russell's   1923  paper  on  vagueiiess,  casually  disiiijssed  by  Ray  Monk  as
"arguably  the   weakest  piece  of  pliilosopliical  writiiig  that  Russell...had
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pi.oduced"  to  that  date.  I  missed  Moruzzi's  paper  (in  order to  hear James
Levine  on  Russell  and  Moore  at  the  turn  of the  century),  but  MCGee's
was  an  important piece dealing with  quite  serious  problems  in  semantics
broached in Russell's paper for the first time.

Recent   books   by   Bemard   Linsky   and   Gregory   Landini   have   taken
radically   different   views   of  Prj.nc/Pj.a   A4cz/^emc}/j.CCJ.   They   aired   their
differences  at  the  conference  in  a  special  symposium  on  propositional
functions-and  on  several  other  occasions.  Continuing  work  by  Allen
Hazen,   who   spoke   on   "Interpreting   the   1925   Logi,c,"   has   served   to
convince  me  that there  is  more  mileage  in  PA42 (for all:its mistakes) than
I  had previously supposed.

Russell's  paradox  remains  a  potent  source  of difficult  for  logicians  and
set theorists.   Many  current ways  of dealing with  it were  discussed  at the
conference-with constructive and type theoretic approaches taking pride
of place.  These,  of  course,  are  not  mutually  exclusive  and  elements  of
both  can  be  found  in  PA4.  An  approach   I  favour-of  which  there  is
definitely  no  trace  in  PA4-is  that  of  abandoning  classical   logic.  This
view  was represented at the conference by Alan Weir and Graham Priest,
who  nonetheless took different views as to  how  to  implelnent the project.
Weir  recommended  placing  restrictions  on  condition  Cut  (transitivity  of
implication)  ai`d  Priest the  adoption  of a  paraconsistent metatheory.  Both

projects  are  yet  in  their  early  stages  and-sad  to  say-on  account  of
Curry's  paradox,  not  even  a  paraconsistent  metatheory  will  save  a  logic
with unrestricted comprehension principles from triviality.

Russell's work-even his weakest, if we are to believe Monk-remains a
lively  source  of controversy.  There  is still  no commonly accepted way of
dealing with  the  paradoxes  and  each  attempt to  eliminate them  seeins to

produce   similar   problems   somewhere   else.   It   is   hard   the   avoid   the
conclusion  that  Russell  seemed  drawn  to  that  we  are  doing  something
deeply,    deeply   wrong.    "Never   glad,    confident   momiiig   again,"   as
Whitehead said when Russell  first told him  of the problem.

Nick   Griffin   is   Director   Of  the   Berlrand   R.issell   Re.secirch   Cenll.e   al
MCMasler University.
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Regular Feaiiires:

Up{I,itcs on A``'ards and Honorary Members

Th_a.philosophel.   S(ephen  Toullnin  allended  lhe  200]    BRS   Meeting  at
MCMasler    Univei.`sily   to   accept   his   award   in   person.    BRS   Aw-ards
Committee   Chair    Peter   Slone   made   lhe   following   remark;s    bofore

presentirig the award to Toulmin:

ln   recent   years,   the   BRS   has   presented   its   Awal.d   to   a   number   of
distinguished  and  impressive  figures-Irving  Copi,  Stepheii  Jay  Could,
Henry Morgentaler, Karl Popper, and others.  However, this year's Award
recipient,  Stephen  Toulmin,  has  one  outstanding  quality  that  all  of these
other fine figures lack-he had the intelligence aiid good taste to sliow up
and   accept   his   award   in   person.   We   at   the   BRS   are   hoiiored   and

privileged by Professor Toulmin's presence at our Annual Meeting.

Professor  Toulmin  was  born  in  England,  and  studied  mathematics  and

physics   at   King's   College.   After   the   war,   he   studied   philosophy   at
Cambridge  with  (among  others)  Ludwig  Wittgenstein.  He  received  his
doctorate  in  1948,  having  written  a  dissertation  on the  place  of reason  in
ethics, subsequently published as a book under that title.
Professor Toulmin has taught at numerous institutions,  including Oxford,
Melbourne,  University  of Leeds,  Columbia,  Dartmouth,  Michigan  State,
Northwestern,  Stan ford,  and  the  University  of California  at  Santa  Cniz.
His  many  books   include   W;.//ge#f/e7.# 's   I/i.e##c7  (co-authored  with  Alaii
Janik;  Simon  and  Scliuster,1973),   r4e Abws.c  a/Cc75w..s/ry  (co-authored
with  Albert  Jonsen;  University  of  California  Press,   1988),  Cos//Iapo//..7..

714e f7i.dden Agent/a a/A/oc7emi.ty (Free  Press,  1990),  and most famously
7lfrc  I/se,7  o/A;.git#7cJt7/ (Cambridge University  Press,  1958).  This  modern
classic argued  that  not  all  types  of argument can  or should  be  held  to  the
standards  of  formal   logic.  His  most  recent  book,  A  Rc/ztr#  /o  ReasoH

(Harvard University Press, 2001 ),  continues this critique,  arguing that too
formal a conception of rationality can  impoverish our notion of reason.

Professor  Toulinin  presently  serves  as  Henry  R.  Luce  Professor  at  the
Center  for  Multiethnic  and  Transnational   Studies  at  tlie  University  of
Southern  California.  This  title,  coupled  with  the  background  described
all-too-sketchily  above,  demonstrates  well  why  lie  is  receiviiig  the  BRS

Award tliis year.  Toulmin  has  worked  on  many  issues  of great concerli  to
Russell,  sucli  as  philosophy  of scielice  and  the  nature  of etliics.  He  has

pursued  these   issues  with  tlie  same  disdain   foi.  disciplinary  boiindaries
that   Russell   himself  practiced.   In   an   era   which   produces   specialists
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without   the    vast   classical    training    assumed    of   philosophers    in    the

previous  century,  it  is  rare  to  see  someone  demonstrate  the  breadth  of
knowledge that Stephen Toulmin has.

In  his  book  W/.//ge#s/e/`# 's  J'j.e##c7,  Professor  Toulmin  argued  that  much
of the spirit of innovation  gets  lost when  a particular set of tools become
ends  in  themselves,  and  the  purposes  for which  they  were  to  be  used  fall
into  neglect.  Philosophy  has  itself been  dogged  by  this  problem.  In  the
wake of the analytic revolution pioneered by Frege,  Wittgenstein, and (of
course)  Russell,   many   so-called   disciples   of  the  greqts  are   content  to
work   ever  more  esoterically  on  refining  their  formar`systems   without
regard   to   the   profound   problems   the   giants   created   these   systems   to
solve.  Professor  Toulmin  himself has  done  much  to  keep  philosophers'
"eyes  on  the  prize,"  as  it  were,  and  for  this  he  deserves  the  respect  of

anyone  who  professes  to  honor the  legacy  of a  man  like  Russell.  And  so
it  is  my  great pleasure  to present the  2001  Award  of tlie  Bertrand  Russell
Society to  Stephen Toulmin.   The Award  Reads,

The 2001  Bertrand Russell Society Award  to
STEPHEN TOULMIN

For pursuing the life of the mind  across disciplinary boundaries
in  the spirit of Bertrand Russell

***

Here are sonie selected quotes relaling lo Toulminfrom  the lnee!ing.

"I have a terrible Tristam  Shandy-like tendency to elaborate."

Stephen  Toulmin

"Is that the kind  of argument that would have conviiiced  Hitler?"

Bertrand   Russell,   in   response   to   Stephen   Toulmin's   argument   in   Aw
Examination Of the Place Of Reason  in  Ethics

"I was afraid I  might find myself in  a nest of symbolic  logicians."

Toulmin,   explaining   why   he   was   nervous   about   attending   the   BRS
Annual  Meeting.

"I'm  vei.y  metaphysical  about  this."
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Steve  Bayile,  in his presentation  on Toulmin.

"God, sir,  I  was a genius when  I  wrote that."

Samuel  Johnson,  in  response  to  prompting  by  Boswell  (Tou]min  quoted
this  in  his response to Bayiie's presentation),

***

BRS   Books  A`+ial.ds  Commillee  Chair  Ray  Perkins  presented  the  2001
BRS  Book Award  lo  Thorn Weidlich.  Jn doing so  he made  the following
reiiiarks:

Tlie  BRS 2001  Book Award  is for the best book on  Russell's  life or work

published   ill   the   previous  year,   This  year's  competition  was  uiiusi]ally
difficult  owiiig  to  the  excellence  among  the  conteiiders,  whicli  included

G.\deon Mt\k.ln`s, The  Melaphysicians  Of Meaning:  Russell  and  Frege  oli
Sle/?Je   owd   Dewo/cJ/i.ow   (London:    Routledge);   Ray   Monk's   Be/`/rcr#d
RWJse//..  /he  GAof/  o/A4c7cJwess  (London:  J.  Cape);  Richard  Rempel  and
Beryl  Htrslam's  Vol.  IS  o{  The  Collected  Pal)ers  Of  Bertrand  Russell.
Uncertain  Paths  to  Freedom:  Russia and China,  J919-22 (London`Now
York:  Routledge);  Jack  Odell's  0#  R!t,9se//  (Belmont,  CA:  Wadswortli);
I++\d Tl\om  We.lal.lch`s  Appoililmelil  Deliied..   the  Inquisition  o.i  Berlrand
Rw5fe// (Buffalo:  Prometheus).

This  year's  award  goes  to  Thorn  Weidlich  for Appof.#/i#ew/ Dc#/.ec7.  This
important account of one of the most disturbing episodes  in  Russell's  life
and   one   of  the   most   shameful   in   the   history  of  U.S.   civil   liberty   is
skillf`illy  told  in  a  way  that  helps  us  to  better  understand  both  Russell's

personal   ordeal   in   the  disgraceful   City   College   case   and  the   illiberal
cliaracter of American  politics  in  1940.

***

The   BR,S   Awai.ds  Comrnillee  also  recently   offered  the   BRS   Award  (o
\\ior/d-renowned  linguist,  philosopher,  and social  critic  Noaln Chomsky.
Clioliisky,  already an honorary  meinber  o`f the BRS,  wrote the following
letter lo Peter Stone in reply:

Dear Peter Stone,

Just received  your Nov.  7  letter,  delayed  for some reason.   Can't tell  you
how  much  I  appreciated the  Society  Award.   It was a great honor for me
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to  have  been  able  to  deliver  memorial  lectures  for  Bertrand  Russell  at
Trinity  College.   This would be yet another.   He  is one of the  rare  flgures
of modem  intellectual  and  social-political  life  whom  I  really  admire (and
the only one whose picture has been prominently  in  my office  for tlle past
40  years).     I  am  greatly  distressed,  therefore,  that  I  cannot  manage  to

attend   the   meeting.      1'11   spare   you   the   details,   but   I'm   scheduled   in
harrowiiig  detail  far,  far  ahead.    Included  in  fact  is  a  visit  to  MCMaster,
but  not  at  that  time:  November  2002,  date  not  yet  exactly  fixed.    That
was  hard  to  arrange;  has  been  in  the  works  for  years.    I  really  would  be
very  pleased  to be  able  to  attend  a meeting,  but attending meetings  is one
of  those   many   activities   I've   reluctantly   been   compb|led   virtually   to

abandon,  because of the intensity of other demands, which  is extreine.

Noam Choinsky

***

The  October  29,  2000  issue  of the  Awgws/cz  CAro;7i.c/e  noted  the  passing
of  Dr.  Peter  Cranford,  Sr.  Cranford  was  a  retired  clinical  psychologist
who  helped  create  both  the  game  show  7lfre  $64,GOO  ewes/i.ow-and  the
Bertrand   Russell   Society.   Cranford  was  with   the   BRS   from   the  very
beginning,   serving   as   its   first   Chairman   of  the   Board   and   providing

generous   financial   and   moral    support   at   a   time   when   the   Society
desperately  needed  both.  In  1999  he  was  made  an  Honorary  Member of
the BRS  in recognition of his tremendous contribution to the  Society.
Here's  an  update from  Warren  Allen  Smilh  concerning  ano[her  Of our
honorary members.

Taslima  Nasrin,   an  honorary  member  of  the  BRS,   is   finishing  up  an
autobiographical  work, A4}; Gi.;./Aooc7,  that will  be  piiblished by  Steer forth
Press (South Royalton, Vermont).

In  June,  the  French  Parliament  invited Nasrin  to  speak  on  the  worldwide
refugee   situation.   The   occasion   was   the   50`'`   anniversary   of  the   1951
Geneva Convention,  vi'hich  guaranteed  the right to asylum.  "If there were
no  such  law  about  asylum,"  she  told  them  at  the  event,  "I  would  have
been killed by fanatics  long ago,  as so many others have been."

When  forced  to  leave  Bangladesh  in   1993  because  of i`  fatwa  placed  on
hei. by  Muslim  fundainentalists,  Dr.  Nasrin,  a  physician,  fled  to  Sweden,
where  she  relnains  today.     For  a  period  of  time  she  hid   in   Germany,
Paris,  and  (with  Society  member  Warren  Allen  Smith)  New  York  City.
Moi.e  information  is  available  at litt ://hiimanists.net/nasrin/index.html.
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Nelson  Mandela  lias  accepted  lhe  BRS's  offer  Of honorary  membership.
A transcription of his leller of acceptance appears below.

01  March  2001

RE:  LETTER SENT TO MR.  MANDELA

I   acknowledge   with   thanks   receipt   of  your   letter  08   December  2000
addressed to Mr.  Mandela.  We apologise for the belated  response to your
communication.

Mr.  Mandela has asked tliat I convey his thanks to you for your letter that

you  sent  to  him.  The  time  and  trouble  you  took  to  send  your  letter  is
greatly appreciated.

You   can   send   copies   of  your   R`issell   Society   News   to   the   Nelson
Mandela Foundation  offices,  on  the address  listed below.

Yours Sincerely,

BUYI  SISHUBA
SECRETARY

***

News from the Humanist World

The Bertrand Russell  Society  is  an  associate member of the lnternational
Humanist  Ethical  Union  (IHEU).  It  encourages  its  members  to  become
individual  supporters  of the  IHEU  as well.  Supporters receive free copies
of the  IHEU's  thrice-annually  publication`  /w/erwo/!.owa/ f7wmcrw/.f/ Ivewi,
as    well    as    discounts    on    attendance    of   IHEU    Congresses.    Annual
membership  costs  £30  (Visa or MC  accepted).  To join write to  IHEU, 47
Theobalds RD,  London  WCIX  8SP,  or fax +44  207  404  8641.  For more
information,  drop them a line. or visit their website at www.iheu.org.

***

Several  members  of the  BRS8 Committee have  received  complimentary
copies of the new publication C'owwouseuse..  "e /#/erco//egJ.cJ/c /owr#a/
o/ fJwmcr"is#i   c7"d  Free/AowgA/.   The  complimentary  copy  (Volume  2,
Issue  3,  spring  2001)  is  quite  good,  featuring  several  excellent  student
articles  on  religion  and  ethical  issues  as  well  as  an  interview  with  Peter
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Singer.  The journal  promises  to  be  an  excelleiit  forum  for  philosophical
and   ethical    discussion,    one   that   reaches   out   beyond   the   traditional
academic   audience.   Subscriptions   cost   $25,   and   can   be   obtained   by
writing  to  Commows.>;7se,  P.O.  Box  370,  Princeton,  NJ  08542-0370.  For
more     information,     contact     the    journal     at     507-252-9403     or     at

ublisher Or   visit   the   joumal's   website   at   www.cs-

journal.org.

***

The   J3Rsg   would   also   like   to   direct   your   attenti6'hwo   Sp/as fr/,   the
newsletter    for    the    St.    Petersbiirg    Largo    Area    Secular    Humanists

(SPLASH).   The   editor   is  Jan   Loeb  Eisler,   a   longtime   member  of  the
BRS.   The  June  newsletter  contains  a   fascinating  report  on  the  Indian
Rationalist  Association's  efforts  to  combat  an  outbreak  of mass  hysteria
in New Delhi,  a hysteria based on a mythical "monkey-man"  supposedly

plaguing  the  city.  Membership  in  SPLASH  costs  $40  for  individuals  and
couples, $20 for students and  low income persons.  For more infonnation,
write  to  SPLASH,  P.O.  Box  8099,  Madeira  Beach,  FL  33738-8099.  Or
drop Jam Loeb Eisler a line at splash.info@gte.ne_t.

***

Rc7//.o#c}//.s/  /w/er#cr//.onc7/,   a   high-quality   humanist   newsletter  based   in
India,  will  be  hosting  the  Third  lnternational  Rationalist  Conference  on
Febniary  8-12,  2002   in  New  Delhi.   Conference  registration  is  already
open.   For  more  information,  visit  RCJ//.owc}/I.s/  /n/er#c7/7.oHc}/'s  website  at

www.rationalistintemational.net    or    write    to    Confereiice    Secretariat
International,      Rationalist   Conference   779,   Pocket-5,   Mayur   Vihar-I,
New  Delhi  Ilo  091,  India.

***

The  American  Humanist  Association  is  currently  seeking  contestants  for
its  Annual  Humanist Essay  Contest.  Possible topics  include "Responding
to   the   Population   Crisis,"   "Alternatives   to   War   in   the   Twenty-First
Century,"  and  "Death  with  Dignity:   Is  lt  the  Ultimate  Human  Right?"
First  price  is  US  Slooo.  Contestants  must  be  below  25  years  of age  and
residelits  of North  America.   For  fiill  details  on  the  ap|)Iication  process,

write  to  The  Humanist  Essay  Contest,   ]777  T  Street  NW,  Washington,
DC  20009-7125,  or visit the  website  htt ://www.humanist.net/essa
The deadline for entries  is December  1, 2001.
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The  2001   editioii  of  I/7c  Free/Aowg/7/  D7.rec/ory  is  now  available.  This
organjzatjo[1  lists  humanist,  atheist,  aiid  freethought-related  gi.oups  from
around  the  world.  Botli  tlie  BRS  and  its  Rochester  chapter,  tlie  GRRS,
llave  listings  in  this directory.  The book costs  US  S13,  postpaid.  To order
a   copy,   just   write   to   Freetliought   Directory,   AAI,   P.O.   Box   6261,
Minneapolis,  MN 55406;  or  visit  www.atheistall iance.or Questions can
be      directed       to      the      D7`i.ec/o;y      editor,       Victoria      Mccoy,      at
freethou htdirecto

***

Reviews:

RIry T\11onk, Bertrand Russell: The Ghost Of Madness.
Jonathan Cape, 2000. Free Press, 2001.

Part 2
Stefan Andersson

Whell  Russell  returned  to  his  Alma  Mater,  Trinity  College,  Cambridge,
in  the  fall  of  1944,  his  political  views  started  to  attract  public  attention.
Russell  feared  that  the  establishment  of a  World  Government  would  be
Impossible  if  Stalin  succeeded  in  producing  his  own  nuclear  weapons.
Russell  suggested  that Stalin should  be  given  an  ultimatum:  either accept
the  demands   of  freedom   and   democracy   or  face  the   possibility  of  a
iiuclear  war.  As  the  Soviet  Union  soon  liad  nuclear  weapons  itself,  the
ultimatum   was   only   briefly   threatening.    Russell   at   times   expressed
himself  carelessly,   something   which   Monk   comes   back   to   over   and
again.   A   few   years   later   his   disdain   of.  Stalin   and   communism   was
replaced by an equal disgust for American  imperialism.

Russell's  marriage to  his  third  wife  Peter came to  an end soon  thereafter.
She subsequently forced Conrad to choose between her and his father. As
a  result,  Conrad  did  not  see  his  father  until  two  years  before  Russell's
death.  At the  saine time  it  became  evidelit that Russell's  other son,  John,
suffered   from   severe   psychological   problems.   In    1946   John   married
Susan  Lindsay,  daughter  of  the  American  poet  Vachel  Lindsay.  Susan
also  struggled  with  deep  psychological  disturbaiices.  Wheli  they met,  she
had  been  married  for  two  months  and  liad  a  daughter,  Anne,  from  an
earlier   relatioiiship   (John   adopted   Aniie   when   he   married   Susaii).   In
January   1947,   the  couple   had   another  daughter,   Sarah;   the   followiiig
August,  tlle  family  moved  to  England.  Tlie  young couple  had  difficulties
taking   care   of  themselves   and   their  children.   For   a  short  while   tliey
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stayed   with   Dora,   but  conflicts   arose   between   her  and   Susan.   They
moved  in  with  Griffin  Barry.  The  situation  soon  became  intolerable  and
when   their  third  daughter,   Lucy,  was   born,  they  moved  to  a  smaller
apartment.  John  and  Susan  lacked the  ability to  create  a  stable  home  and
the  money  John   had   received   through   a  trust  from   Russell   was   soon

gone.  Russell  bought  a  big  liouse  and  offered  John  and  his  family  use  of
the two top  floors  .

One  year  earlier  Russell  received  The  Order  of Meiit  and  the  following

year he was awarded The Nobel  Prize for literature.  He received the news
while  on  a  successful   lecture  tour  in  the  US  and   in`INew  York,  of all

places,  he  was  treated  as  a  hero.  It  was  at  this  time  he  renewed  an  old
friendship   with   Edith   Finch,   which   developed   into   a   romance.   They
married  two  years  later  and  were  happy  in  this  union.   Edith  moved  to
Loiidon.  This,  however,  created  further  turmoil   ill  Russell's  household.
On   Christmas   Day    1953,   John   aiid   Susan   moved   out,   leaviiig   their
children  in  the  hands  of Russell  and  Edith,  who  started  procedures  to get
full  custody  of the  children.  Russell  thought  that  John  was  in  such  poor
meiital  condition  that  he  needed  professional  help.  When  Susan  left John
the  following  summer  for another man,  he  broke  down.  In  December he
was   admitted   to   a   mental   hospital.   He   was   diagnosed   as   having   a

psychosis.  Russell's worst fears had  come true.

During   the   Fifties   Russell's   political   involvement   grew.   He   wrote   a
number of books and  articles  in  which  he  explained how  the world  could
be  spared of nuclear war.  On the day before Christmas  Eve  1954,  Russell

gave his most famous radio broadcast-"Man's Peril"-in which he said,
"I  appeal,  as  a human  being to  human  beings:  remember your humanity,

and  forget the rest.  If you  can  do  so,  the  way  lies open  to  a new Paradise;
if you  cannot,  nothing  lies  before  you,  but universal  death."  These  words
echoed those  of a  few years earlier in New  York, when he said that what
the  world  needs   is   love-Christian   love,   or  compassion.   These  words
made   many  think  that  Russell   had   become  a  Christian,   something  he
ardently   denied.    There   was,   however,   something   of   a   revivalist   in
Russell.    An    English    bishop    once    said    that    Russell    \vas    a    natural
Christian,  except  for  his  views  on  marriage.  Russell's  ethical  views  had
much  in common  with  what Jesus  said  in  The  Semion  on the  Mount and
Saint   Paul's   eulogy   of  love,   but   he   could   not   believe   in   God   or   any
Christian  dogma.

In   his   eagerness   to   save   the   world   Russell   wrote   to   a   number   of
distinguished  scientists  urging  tliem  to  sign  a  document  explaining  the

horrible   consequences   of  a   nuclear  war.   He   wrote   a   letter   to   Albert
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Einstein  askiiig  hiiii  to  sign  the  document,  which  lie  did  just  a  few  days

before   lie   died.   Tlie   document   became   known   as   The   Russell-Eiiistein

Manifesto.   It  wcis  tile  beginniiig  of the  Pugwash  movemelit  in  whjcli  tlie

futllre   Nobel   Prize   winner,   Joseph   Rotblatt,   with   the   help   of  Russell,

pl{iyed  an  important  role.

11`    1956   Riissell   .ilid   Edith   moved   with   the   graiidchildrcn   to   .1   remote

house    in    Wales    ctilled    Plas    Penrliyn,    from    which    he    coi`tinued    liis

stnlggle   for   peace    He   becanle   engaged   ill   the   Cam|)aigll   for  Nucleai.

Discii.maiiieiit   (CND).   At   the   beginning   of  the   Sixties   he   stailed   The

Russell    Peace   Fouiidation    ill   order   to   implement   his   ambitions   iilore

effec(ively.  It  wtis  duriiig  this  time  that  he  met  a  young  radical  Americai`,

Ralpli  Sclioenmaii,  who  would  develop  a  great  influence  on  Russell-an

influence  decried  by  many  of  Russell's  friends.   Russell  and  Edith  were

sooil  relating  to  Ralph  as  a  son.   He  possessed  all  tlie  qualities  that  Jo}`n

lacked.    After   some    time,    lliougli,    liis   eccentricities   caused    Russell    a

number  of  difficulties.   His  preseiice   in   the  home  also  created  pi.oble!ils

for   (l`e   gr{indchildreii,   wlio   thoiight   that   Ralph   received   far   too   miich

atteiition  {1[  tlleir  expense.

Ill  the  fall  of  1962  the  Cubaii  missile  crisis  unfolded,  which  gave  Russell

and  Sclioeiiman  an  opportuiiiry  to  act.   Russell  wrote  letters  to  Kelinedy,

KJ`ruslichev    and    other    top.politicians    urging    tliem    to    come    to   their

seiises.  Russell  acted  as  a  "World  Ambassador"  and  enjoyed  the  attention

tllat  was  being  directed  towards  Plas  Penrhyn.   Whether  Russell  had  any

real  influence  on  the  outcome  is  difficult  to  say,  but  he  seemed  to  think

so  at  times,  a  belief  to  which  Monk  refers  witli  some  sarcasm.  A  short
time   later   a   border  conflict   erupted   between   India  and   China.   Russell

again  had  an  opportunity  to  act  and  wrote  letters  to  Nehru  and  Chou  En-
lai.  He  seiit  Schoenman  to  negotiate  a  settlement.  The  negotiations  were

unsiiccessful,  in  part  because  of schoenman's  odd  behavior.

In   tile   spring   of   1963   alarmilig   reports   began   filtering   through   about

American  activities  ill  Vietnam.  Russell  was  among  the  first  to  react.  Tlie

motives   of  `hc   Americans   were   more   than   obvious   to   Russell   aiid   lie

found   their   metliods   loathsome.   Russell   sent   out  his   own   observers   to
collect  information  tliat  would  later  be  used  as  evidence  in  an  unofficial

trial   against   the   United   States.   This   prepared   the   way   for  the   Russell

Tribunals.   The   first   session   took   place   in   Stockholm   in   the   spring  of

1967.   In   the   light   of  these   sessioris   there   is   no   doubt   that   the   United

States  had  committed  terrible  crimes  in  the  name  of democracy.  Monk
withholds   ally   credit   that   well   could   be   given   Russell   in   tliis   regard.
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Additional  problems  arose  with  Schoenman,  liowever,  wliich  finally  led

to  his  dismissal  from  the  Peace  Foundatioli.

During  the  Sixties  Russell  was  so  deeply  involved  in  world  politics  that

he  did  not  have  time  to  pay  much  atteiition  to  his  gi.andchildren.  They

suffered   badly   from   beiiig   neglected   and   from   t)ie   coiiflicts   withill   the

family,   The   youngest,   Lucy,   suffered   the   most.   At   the   age   of  twenty.

seven    she    bunled    lierself    to    death    on     a    gravestoiie     j!i     a    remote

churcliyard.

Russell   died   quietly   in   February    1970   with   Edith   a{``:r]is   side.   He   was

cremated  without  any  religious  ceremonies  and  his  tislids` wei.e  sctittered

over  the   Welsh  hills.   He  liad   reconciled  witli   his  youngest  son   Coilrad

two  years  earlier,  but  the  only  one  who  never  stopped  loving  Russell  was

his  daughter Kate,  wlio had  become a Christian  and  married  a minister,

Monk  has  Ilo  positive  remark  to  make  oil   Russell's  work   on  etliics  and

religion.   Anyone  interested   in   fomiing  an  opillioii   in   tliese  areas   shoilld

consult   Rw.sfe//   on   E/4t`cs,   edited   by   Cliarles   Pigden,   aiid   Rlt.9.fe//   ow

Rc//.g/on   edited    by    Louis   Greenspan   and   in)Jself,    These   ai.e   the    first

collectioiis   of  texts   by   Russell   on   varioiis   topics   undei.   publication   by

Routledge.   Through   these   collections,   a   new   geiieration   of  readers  lias

tlie  opportunity  to  discover  an  important  writei.  ai`d  pliilosopher,  wl`o  has

beeli  oversliadowed  by  a  number  of less  interesting  but  iiiore  fashionable
thiiikers,   durilig   the   latter   part   of  the   20th   century.   Thought   I   would

disregard  Monk's  often  pointedly  negative  view  of Russell,  I  cannot deiiy
that  he  has  written  an  interesting  book  about  one  of the  most  fascinating

persoiialities  of the  last century  in  all  categories.

5`/e/c]#  Aric/erfJo#  c7e/ewdec/ A/.a  cJoc/orc]/  /4es/5  Bertra}id  Russell's  Search

for   Certainty    ill    Religion    alid    Mathematics    up   to   Tlie   Principles   of

Mat+`ermiics  1903   in   1994  al   I.und  University.   He  }ias  colilinued  (o  dc)
research    on    Rilssell    and    Willgenslein's    views    on    lclglc.    elhics    oil(I

my`slicism  and  on  the  Russell  Tril)ulials`  He  live.s  iri  Lund  and  is  cilrl.enlly

\iJor4.mg  on  Forty-Four  Semesters  or  Wliy  I  Did  Not  Become  a  Lutheran

M.ln.is\er.  PcJI.I  one  Of  hls  review  appeared  in  the  May  2()01   isstle

Ray  Monk`  Berlrand  Russell   I 92 I -1970.  The  Ghosl  Of  Mcldliess    Joi\alhan  Cape`  Lol`don`
2000.  Pp.  574.

T\\om  We.idl.ich,  The   lnquisllion   o/  Berlrand   Russell;   Api)olnlnielil   Denled    Prometl`eus

Books,  Aml`erst,  2000   Pp   233.

Riissell   on   E[hlcs.   Seleclions  from   lhe   wrilirigs   Of  Berlralid   Ru`s.sell`  cdi\ed  by   Cl\arles

Pigden,  Routledgc,  London.1999    Pp.  257.

Russell   on   Religloli,   Seleclions  froln   lhe   `\II.illligs   Of  Bcrlranal   R.i5;ell`   ¢di`¢d  by   Lou`ls

Greei`span  aiid  Stefa!i  Aiiderssoii,  Routledge,  Londoii,1999,  Pp  2(i I
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Eastern    Division.    American    Philosophical    Associatioil,    meeting    in
^tlanta,  December  27-30,  2001.     Tliere  will  be  a  BRS  sessioli  at  the
Iiicctiiigs  :`ii{l  ti  r}RS  t{`hli`  :`(  tlic  snitikcr.  If you  tirc  intcrcstcd  ill  giviiig  :`

I)aper  or  t<1bliiig  at  tlie  smoker,   please  get  in  touch  with   David   White
(white@,sifc.edu  .      Confirmed   speakers   include:      Kevin   C.   Klement
(Ulliversity    of    Massachusetts),    Timothy    Madigan     (University    of
Rocliester Press),  Matthew   MCKcon  (Michigan State University).

BRS Biisiiiess alid Chapter News:

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc., 2nd Quarter Treasurer's
Rc|)ort, Cash Flow Report, 4/I/01 Through 6/30/01

BALANCE 3/31 /0 I
INFLOWS
Contributions:
Contrib-BRS                             -45.00
TOTAL Contributions
Dues:

NewMembers      260.85
Renewals                  412.90

TOTAL Dues
Library lnc
Meeting Inc
Other Inc

TOTAL INFLOWS
OUTFLOWS

BRS Paper Award
Meeting Exp
Newsletter
Other Exp
RUSSELL Sub

TOTAL OUTFLOWS
OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 6/30/01

-45.00

7,452.18

673.75

10.95

2,575.49

148.20

3,363.39

200,00
2,427.33
I,072.66

295.90

51.00

4,046.89
-683.50

6,768.68

Note:   Tlle reason for the negative contribution figure is the refund of a
contribution  by a member who was expelled.   Also all annual  meetiilg
expenses &  income are  included except S 107.49  in partial refunds to
those who paid but could not attend.   Also the newsletter expense
includes an advance for the August issue.   Dennis J. Darland, BRS
Treasurer, conline.com.
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Greater Rochester Russell Set
Celebrating Five  Yc.irs of Montlily  Russell

Meetings Open to tlle Public

GRRS Catches APA's Attcntioli

llie  American  Philosophical  Association  has  placed  a  col)}'  of olH.  flyer

ilpon   its  website,  citing   it   as  "ziii  example  of  the  kiiid  of  tliiiig  that  \ve
\\''ould  like  to  encourage."  The  flyer  can  be  viewed  at  the  APA  site  at
h_t.!Pj_/J±)E±litemiial/

Fall 2001

Llcpt.     20
()ct.       18
Nov.      15
I)cc.      20

Spring 2002

.I:ln.         17

I,'ch.       21

Mill..      21

^1,,..18

M:,y      I(,

100anniv. htiii I

Advance Program 2001-2001

Ncwcomcr's Night
"On Denoting"

Wlio's Who in  Hell
Russell on Religioli

"Russell, Conrad, & Conracl Russell"
"Dorfl, Dora, I)ora"

Willgen.+Ic'irl'Nvie'IHui
"Tom  iint]  Viv :`n(I  Bc]-tic"

Tlle  Coll(|IIe'st  Of H(I|l|)illess

Christian's Coffeehouse
Village  Gate  Square,  274  North  Goodman  St.,  Rochester,  NY.

For  informat:ion

call Tim  Madigan  716-424-3184  or write TimothyMad@aol.com
orvisit!]+tp://home.sjfc.edu/~.w±j±efg!IS,
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'I`IIIt I!Ii]RTRAND RusSELL Soclr;'I`y
'l'h``  Ill.I.ti.iliitl  I{`isscll  Soc`iety  w:ls  t`t)iin(le(I  ill   1`)74  tt)  l`t)sti'r  ii  hi`tlci.

tilitli`I..`l!iii{Iiiig  {il`tl`i`  Iil`e,  woi.k  tiiid  writing  of` Bermiiitl  Russell  ( I 872-

1`)7())   {`iitl  1{)  pr()inote  ideas  and  causes he  thought iinportant.   The

Socii`ly's  iilont)  is  Russell's  statement,  "The good life  is one  inspired by
lt}v..  iwid giiided  by  knowledge."  (W/ic// / Bc//.cvc,1925)

'i`illi: BIH`TR^ND RuSSELL soCIETy HOMEPAGn

http://www.users.drew.edii/~jlenz/brs.htliil
Jolm  Lenz,  webmaster jlenz@drew.e(lu

THE BnRTRAND RussnLL SOCII]Ty QUARTnRLy
Editor:  Peter Stone

Associate Editors: Tiln Madigan,  Rtlchel  M.  Murray,  David White
The g!/t/i./cr/y is by the Coimcil  for Secular rlumanism

in conjiinction  with the  Bertrand  Riissell  Society.

Letters and iinsolicited articles,  book reviews, etc.  are welcome.
Editorial correspondence should be addressed to:

I)iivi{l  White,  Department of Philosophy,   St.  Johii  Fisher College
3690 East Avenue,   Rochester, NY  14618  USA   white(tj}sjfc.edu

Opinions expressed in the g!/tj/./c;./y are entirely those of the authors
and  shoiild not be attributed to the Berti.iind  Riissell  Society,

the Coiincil  for Seciilar Humz`nism,  or any  other individiial  or institution.

OFFICERS oF THE BnRTRAND RuSSELL SoCIETy

Chairman of the Board
President
Vice President
Secreti`ry
l`reasiirer
Vice  Presi{lcnt/Oiitreac`h

Kenneth  Bl<ickwell
A]an S..hwerin
Ray  Perkins
Steve Bayne
Dennis J.  Darland
Peter Friedman

Quote of the Quarterly

"Fi`itll  is  tlic  i`I"if.ing  !ibility  orman  wliich  enables  iis  to  believe  things  wl`ich  we

know  t{)  bc  iiiitl.Llc."

From  Wcri`cr  I ]erzog `s  l']Im  Ivt.,`'/i//.///j/..  7'//(.  /(///I//.y/I.' ( I t)7t)),

I_Iel.ztig'`N  i.llill.ili.Iel.  vllii.k  II.ylrlg  tt)  tlc..|'c'IIil .|111111  IN'IV'.  I\y  lllu  WIIy,  WIIIII  VNIIIItl

BU'I.II.tlllll   RIIN.nell  .NIIy .„



From the E(litor:

Russellian Reflections for the End of the Year

avtJle:   lIIe  .I.()IIi)v\Iilig  E.ilili)I.iill  v\Jti.N  t.t>IN|>tl.wil  Iic.I.til.e  lIIe  cJwnl.`  ij.I.se|]Itlllliell`   I I .)

The year is drawiiig  to a close,  and  for the  rirst  tilne  in  a c.ouple ot`yeiirs there  will
be  few predictioils  that  the  en(I  of the  world  is  nigh.  (Af`tei. :Ill,  il` the  hilimili  I.z`ce

can  survive  the tiu.n  ot`the milleniiiiiln,  it  c:in s`irvive  anythiiig.) At  Ibis  lime  of`

year, iny thoiights, like those of every good BRS member, lilm to two siibjecls-the
mission of the  BRS  :ind renewing  my  membership.  Permit  liic :I  few  woi.(ls tMi  the
loflicr  lirst  stlbject  bcl`oi.e  velililriiig  into  (lic`  cl.:iss  in`tl  malei.i:ilislic  see.oli(I  oiie.

I  was  at  (he  bz`Iik  totl:iy,  (lepositiitg  the  rcl`iili(I  I  h:ttl  I.cccivcd  (`ron`  Diibyii.  (I  h:`d

intended to  don:ite  it  lo some cause  Dilby:I  l`i`les,  but  I.in a  bit short oi`  czish  ligl"

now,  i`nd  I  like  to  tllink  my  vei.y  exislence  iinnoys  the  PI.esidclit-Select  ciioiigh.)  My

bank  has  the aiinoyilig habit ot`pl:lying  chil(lren's movies on  vidcot:`pe  ``oi. llie

alleged enjoyment ol` its ciistomers and tlieir ki(ls.  Between  liiovies,  I  w:is  treiited to
advertisemenls  I.or  ('/./tt/c/..'//w  and zl//gc'/.`.  /.w  ///c OJ/{//.(J/t/.  While  the  l`oi.mer,  if` not

both  movies  reit`ii`(I  ine  how  srroJ`g  iiti  :`nti-I-ittio"llist  sti.eiik  sli'II  r`ins  tlii.oilgli  oiil.

cilltilre.  Both  l'ilms  iiivi(e passive  resigm`(ion  in  the  1`:ice  or hiir"in  I)I'oL]leiiis.  Jiist

accept yoiir lot  meekly,  tl`ere's  nothing yoil  c:in  do,  :iii(I i"iybe  if yoii have enougli
faith a  I`.iiry godmother,  ser:iphim, or otlier siipei"itiir{il  frien(I  will  tiikc  pity  on you
and in.ike everything  better. Above {ill, tloii't  li.y to lielp yoiirself,  or (shiiddei.!)
think  for yoiii.scll`.  Don't  woi.ry-~i"`ybe your piil`i`e  will  colne  loo,  somed{iy.

Beiiig  remiiide(I  of how  evci.-presel`t  siich  ll`elncs  :ii.e  in  oiir ciillili.e  i"`kes  iiie gl:I(I

lo  beloiig  to  :I  society  dL.dii.iltcd  to  solncoiic.  Iiki`  Bci.li.aml  l`ussell.  I Iere,  llie  i(lcii  of

thinking  for yo`il.sell`,  of refiising  to  !icceiit  llic  pi.oblelns  or the  d:iy  (intelleclu:il  ol.

politic:`l)  withoiit tlying  to  rind  soliitiolis,  is  welcomed  aml cl`couragetl.  Our iiiem-
bership holds diverse views on  many  silbjects,  but iill  embrace the  i(lea  lhiit {i coni-
munity  of minds  is a  cherishe(I and (iml`orlim.itely) scarce thing.

If yoii  boiight any  of thiit,  then  you'II  do anythiilgjilsl  to  remilin  in  sucl` :I  won{1er-

ful  society.  This  is good,  becaiise  it's time to  reiiew. All  melnbel.ships (excepl  Lil`e
and Honorary memberships) expire at the eiitl of` the calend:w yei`r, so everyoiie
needs to reliew as soon :`s possible. There's a membership  foI.in in the center ot` the

g!////./c/./y.  Pleiise return  it to oiir treasurer,  I)el`Iiis  Darlaiid,  €"  1406 26tli  Street,
Rock  lsl<ind,  IL 61201-2837,  USA.  Ple{`se  lmike checks payiible,  in  US  Dollars,  to
"BRS."  If you have {iny  questions nboiit yoiir membership,  feel  ``I.ee to drop  Dennis

a  line at djdiirland@qcoiiline.com.
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the  latter,  cilli  presii"ibly  be eiijoyed  pill.ely  l`rom  :in !iestlielic  I)oiiit ol`view,  to  n`e       i

Biit wait, you might ask.  What happens ill  Febriiary or March if I  don't remember if
I'vc  rciicwi.tl'./  Wc ciidez`vor to make  (hiiigs as easy  as possible  l`or yoii.  You'll

liopcl`ully be ge(litig a personal remiiider after a  few months,  but there's no reason
to wait that long.  Once you receive the Febriiary  BRSQ, you can check the mailing
I.ibel.  ]t will  liave one of the  following 3  four-digit numbers on  it:

2001  means yoii are paid through 2001, but still need to renew  for 2002.
2002  inez`ns you have indeed renewed  for 2002, and so are all  set for tt`e year.
999`J ineans you have a Life or Honorary membership, and so i`ever need to renew.

Check  for your number, al`d you'll always kl`ow yoiir statiis.

'I`he BRS  is constantly looking  for ways we can make it easier for you to keep your

membership cuITent.  Weld hate to lose any member beca`ise of a misunderstanding
over the timing of a dues payment.  If you have any suggestions to help us improve
the process, please drop us a line.

The 2oo2 Annual Meeting of the
Bertrand Russell Society

Lake Forest College (Lake Forest, IL)
May 3I-June 2, 2oo2

Mark yoiir calendars! The lneeting site  for the 2002 Annual  Meeting has been
selected-Lake Forest College, in Lake Forest, Illinois (about 30 miles north of
Chicago, near Northwestern University). The BRS thanks Rosalind Carey, an
Assistant Professor in Philosophy at  I.ake Forest,  for agreeing to host tlle meeting.

BRS  Presidel`t Alan  Schwel.in  is cLirrently  r]reparii`g a  website witli  ii`formation

:`bo`it the conf`ereiice and a call  for papel.s.  The  website  will  be a(
I`(ti]://bliich:iwk.moi`moLith.edu/aschweri/brs2002,htm.  Membei.s lnay  also submit

pzipcr pr{ipos{`ls  to Al:`i`  at  tlie  I)epiirtmcnt ot` In(er(lisciplinary  StLitlies,  Mo]1mouth
UI`ivei.sity,  West  Long  Bi.ai`ch,  NJ  07764  USA,  (732)  571-4470, aschweri@inon-
moiith.e{l`i  Please direct  all  other qLlestions about the conference (concerning lious-
ing,  f`ood, travel, etc.) to Rosaliiid Carey, Department of philosophy, Durand Hall,
Lake Forest College,  Lake Forest,  IL 60045  USA, carey@hermes.Ifc.edii.

The BRsg encourages every member to attend and participate in our latest meeting!
See you in Lake Forest!



Le€€ers

Tlie  B.RSQ .t`ert J`I:ee  c()I)ies I).i ils  Mtiy  i.sNue  lt) everytllie i]til.liciijtlling in  llie  IIitilillily

ly.eet!n.5..:  tl;l`` lIIe  I;I..eolel.  RtJCIIe.Nler  RII.N,Nell  Sel.  ill  tlli  ei.I.Jill.I  lo  ;tNivil;(.e  IIIeli|  |ti jt|i;I

IIr  B.R.s...!).ile  ().I. IIii).Nt`  I.c't.i>i`Iill8  lllc ./.I.ele  i,`.Nle  wl.tilcJ  illcl .|iillowilig  I.a.N|jtlil.Nt)  Iti

Davi`I  WI,i'e..

May 29, 2001

Dear David,

If you are the one respolisible  for sen{Iiiig  itlc  a  copy  ol` 7'//e  B(';.//.t/#t/ /ti/,`'.``cJ//

S(JCJ.eo; gI/tJr/c/./y,  I  wai" to thalik you.  It w<is nice to see the ilmges ot`my two
favorite  R`issellites on  tlie cover.  I  enjoyed €`iitl elijoy Tini  [Mwf/i.g#;j-cJt/.Its  wzirin

congeniality  and yoiir ilitellect and  happy tlisposition  .ilso re:  tlie BR meetings  I
was able to sit in oli.

Tim and I  try to keep in touch but it is hard  with both of us working so hal.d.

Regarding the booklet,  I especially liked the information on Madalyn  Miirr.iy
O'Hair.  I  had read the conjectures regilrding  her .in(I her rel.ilives abscoli(lilig  witll
the ongaliizatioli's  f`iiids,  but nothing aboilt llie trutli of the murdere(I  bo{lies  beiiig

found. That,  like so  mucli else,  is very upsettilig. As  I  am  tlie olily  woliian  who

speaks out against religion that  I know of jn this area, il makes me think of the
risks.  Perhaps it is good that I don't have a bigger form to do so in.

I can't do a  lot of thiiigs that  I  would  like to  but  I  {1o wh:`t  I  can  and tliat  is to be o`ir

area's representative  for a national orgallization alid to write letters of objections to
all  thiiigs of organized I.eligion.  On  the back  of this  letter,  I  am  going to copy  you
my  latest objection.  I  wrote Tim  tl`at I  wished the BRS  ill  Rochester could  tackle
issues as a group; play more of a part in educatilig the general pilblic about reli-

gious issues aiid government.  B`it Tim reminded me th<it people have to be protec-
live  of tlieirjobs.  I  i`m  ``oil`imte  tl`at  I  (loi)'t  liave thtit  kill(I  of`job  a[`{I  th:]t  I  am

married to a in.in  wl`o dislikes  religion perhaps even more thfln  I  do. Al  w:`s

enlightened before  I  was.  lie liad to  wait  for me to catch up, but then I surpassed
him as I  was fortui`.ile to be tible to return to three area colleges and enjoy all tl`e
latest knowledge.

I was surprised to see your verse at the end of the booklet. Avoi(ling all  lliings
matliem.itical  throLIgho`it  lily  life,I  li.1(I  to  look  Llp  (he  word  l'ytl]agoretiiijsn`  I()  fill(I:

the elcm.il  rcciii.rclicc  of lhiiigs,  .iiid  tltc  liiyslic.il  sigiiiricancc  ol. iiumbci.s.  Tli:it

sounds so  Pagan or pre-Cl`ristian as in the cycles of life tind also the Go{ltless
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ilumbers siich as  13,  for the rtionths of.the tnoon and the correspolldillg wolnen's
mclistril:il  cycles,  which  was demollized by  (he patriarcl`al religitins as  was every-
thii`g else to do  with  womeii's  sexuality  a[id spiritiiality. The verse seems to be a
wish  that  RLissel]  wasli't  doing  as  well  with  the  physical  thiiigs o(`his  life as  I`e  was

with  tl`e  melit{`l? The  Chi.istian  notion  wzis  lI`{`t  tl`e  two  asr}ects or our lil`e  ha{l  to  be

in constant  c(]Iiflict  with eacll other. And even  I.or those of` iis  wlio don't embrace

the monotheistic religio]is, they  still  have  influenced our ways of thinkilig that we

i]robab]y  will  never be able to shed.  I  ii`clude myself among those who will never
be  free in thought as people of color who have not had centuries of the kind of sex-
ual  repression as those of `is of European heritages. There was lots of things to
tl`ii`k about  in  yoiir verse. The important  thing  is that you saitl  wh!`t yo`i  waiited to,

]io(  thiit  I  iii`derstood  tlte ii`eaning.

I  Iiope  i`Il  thL.  Russell  gilys  :Ire  being  lhflt  I.orthcomii`g  with objections  to  the things

tlizit z`re  goii`g  on  now  like oiir tax  dollars  goiiig  to  the  "l`i`itli-based"  groilps  to  dole

o`it  iis they  see  rit  to  the  I`eeily.  rl`his  is  wl`i`t  liappcnetl  to  tlie  N:`live Amcricai`s  lol`g

:`go as an  incentive to their embracing Cliristian  thought,  but  it  has not raised their
rinancial status.  It seenis like this form of forced Christianity is going forward again
using your z`nd my tax  inoney.  I hope you and Tim and the other Russell  guys are
objectirig as  I  know you coiild do a great job.

(-.`-},,,w,.`/y,

t:/w/idt:houLfm

Julle 27, 200 I

Sti"il  [}d:imariiku sho`Ild do some  fact-checking before  writii`g :`boilt  events that
hal)pen  hilll.a  wol.ld  zlw{ly.  I Iis  Midalyli  Milrray  O'I-lair repor(  in  yoLlr  May,  2001

issLie clainis that O'Hair, her son Jon Garth  Murray,  a[id l`er adopted daughter
Robin  Miirray  O'[-lair weitt missing on  September 4,1995. This is off. by  about a
week; a note was found at (he ATnerican Atheists ofrice by employees coming to
work on the morliing of Ailgilst 28 sayiiig that tlle three had been calle{l away on an
einerge[`cy. According to testin`ony  tlt  the Gaty  Karr trial,  they  were I)I.esumed to
have been  in the office on August 27.

Sa"il ;`sks, "Who is behind the firm in Califorliia which allegedly paid one of the
i``ost ex[)eiisive lawyers to defel`d the murderer`./"  What  firm  is  lle talking abou(?
I)avi(I Waters, the accused killer, was declared indigent, meai`i[`g he was ilnable to
alTortl a  liiwyer. An  attor]iey  was ap|ioilited to def`end liim;  his  f`ees  were I)aid by  the
lJ.S.  govef.iuiient.  Salial  also asks,  "Wh:`t  was the secret deal  between the authori-

ties aiid  l]ie murderer tliat  saved hiin  l`i.om  the electric cliair?" Tliis makes me
wonder what his opinion of the death penalty is. Those who say they're against the
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death penalty,  but  wo`Ild lnake an exceptioii  in Waters' case, are really  for the death

penalty.  None of the  federal charges woiild have resulted ill liis execution.  II.id he
been charged aml convicted of .1 death penalty offense, he woiild liave been execut-
ed by  lethal  injection, not the electric chair. The  "deal"  was no secret;  it's called a

plea agreemelit.  In  short,  W.iters agreed to plc.i{l g`Iilty  to tlie robbery cliarge,  an(I lo
sliow the  iiiveslig<ilors  where tlie  bo{lics  were  bulied.  In  I.elurn,  lhc  I`e{Is  {lr()pr)ed  :iH

other charges, requested that the Texas state government not piirsue any charges
regarding the murder of the MulTay O'H<iirs, and trailsferred Waters fron` sl.ite to
federal prison.

Sanal  cl.iims lo have liundreds of letters  written  by  M.i{l.ilyn  MuiTay 0'1 I!iir,  lu"
decliiies  to  shal.e copies  of lliem  with  llis  reatlcl.s.  What  is  lie  liitling? Arc  llie.sL`  let-

ters  ullllallerilig? Thcy're  liis pro|)erty,  ol` course,  :`Iitl  lie  can  {lo  witli  llicm  wli:il  l`L`

pleases.  But if he  won't at  le:lst  quote  I.rom  ally  of the  letters, tl`en  wliy even  men-          I
tion them?

£aa'::1,ri:,:S,: ':e::::,'T:yp::'s`:tb;:'::::St,',`: *e,`,`rrri,'yb:I)t, tg,I..V,::I {:|,:::,'t`:Cintcoe #::S:::er`s'c`:,ts: '`C     I
hired slnooth-talkiiig Darmy Fry to lielp them out, and got double-crossed when  the

gold colns were delivered   Remember, Karr was acquitted oftlie kldnappHig charge       i
When have kidliappers ever requested gol(I coins as ransom? All those that  I've
read about deman(I `IIimarked bills.  Gold coins,  which  areli't considered legal  telider     'j
in the  U.S., leave tin easily-tr.iced paper trail  when  they're exchanged  for cash.
Furthennore,  Jon  Murray  h<id the chance to  alert the .1utllorities th.it he,  M{1d:ilyn,

:i:hT£:'cnorne::.i ;::I:::3earnw:`fi:Td:I:yp;:a:,eA,:',::I,`: ;:,I,dcecno,lan,:,' :,:j]:ow::e":,`'ser,0;::         i

:::;I;ua:i:'s°su;,:,:lee ,]fi:C;o',I,I,::e':eodu'td:`h': :Sol,]fs°,r,|`{e]',:.;,I:`sa:I:flct #'.§':a';t:oV,::` :I::ewv``o'},;n.          I
ttlry and purpose```il.

Sanal  claims that  Uliiled World Atlieisls  "feel  victim to liyenas,  which ganged  up  to
sabotage its take-off."  Orice .ig.tin,  specirlcs :iren't provided.  When  he Ill.ikes siicl`
an allegation,  he shoiild present the  facts :`s he  kiiows them,  so  lhat other .itl`eists

c.in  be  w.ime(I  iibo`it  the  rogiies  in  oLir iiii(Ist.

Did it never occur to  Saml  that O'I-lair appoilitcd herself the  I'resideiit ot` United
World Alhiests because she  wanted to moiiopolize atheism?  Slie took  over public€i-
tions such as the r/.cL' f/.///I/JJI/..`'/,  the R/.p.`'(iw, .ind /'/.t)£J/.c,`'.`'J.ve  Jyt;r/(/,  .ind  orgaiiiza-
tions such as  Uliiled  Secularists of Americ.1.  I Ier pretl.itol.y  ways  were  rill.illy  lialletl

when her attemptetl hoslile takeover of tlie  7).I//// .`'ccJACT ``.iiled.

G.  Richard Boztirtli  worked at the American Atheist ol`lice wlien  Stin,il  di`d his
father visited  in  1979.  In  an <irticle published  in the Jamiary-February  1983  issue ol`
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A//J('/./.(,'t///  /t(///.t///I///..`'/,  he wrote,  "When  Edtim<ir`Iku,  the gre.it Atheist le.ider in

liitli.1,  all(I  lii`i  soil  wci.i`  in  the  lJS^  l`t7r tl`c  1979 ^iiicric<in ^thcist  Cotivcntion,

M.idtilyn i`ii{l Gailh  rcrerre(I to tlicm  ,is  `beggars' tind  `moi`kcys."  ln  his book A

(`ii.se>  ^giiill.NI  Miitliilyll  MIII.I.uy  O 'IJilil.:   Irllei.I.e'ItileJtl   Es.N(Iy`N  t)ii  (111   Ex|)c'I.iellce

(1989),  Bo7,{irth  recalls  that Ui`ited  World Atlieists w.is  formed as one of M<idaly[i's
iiitii`y  iiuLiljcity  sliiiits,  .ind  as  an  cxc`isc  to  t{ikc  foreign  v:ictitiolis.  I lc  writes  tliat

M.idalyi``s brother  ]rv said of Stii`a]  and  his  fatlier,  "Don't tliey  look  like sometlling
tliat jiist  sw`iiig oilt or tlie trees?"  {ind  tlitit  Mtidtilyii  and Joii  "made  it clear to nie
tl`at thcsc two <i(lniir.ihlc  iiicn  were to them j`ist {in  act to help give the convention

Tilore  tlrtiwiiig  I)owc].."

Former American ^tl`eist employee D,ivid Kent reported thtit  "M.idalyn di(I refer to

[lii(ljan <illicist  le{`dcr]  Gora  tis a beggar,  .ilthough  she pltiyed `ip her  `rrici)dsliip'
with  tl`c ^thcist CeTiti.c tii`d  with  Gora,  his wirc tind  l`is son.  Sl`c s.iw the v.iluL` to

licr of Gorti,  since tl`cir cciitre  is by  f`.ir the  most extensive {itheist oiieration  in  tlie

woi.Id~a  ]iiodel  or wliat she talkcd <ibout bilt liever did.  I'ltiying on Gora's hopes
thtit fin.itici{il  support  might be forthcotiijlig thro`igh  lier ef`forts,  sl`e  and Jon  .111d
Robin  `cosi)onsore(l' tlic World ^thcist  Mcct  in  Viji`y{iwti(I.1,  wliich  itieant they  flew

to  liitli:`  :iiitl  b:`ck  on  :`thcist  fuTids.  Or coiirsc,  Goi.ti  rccejved  notliiiig  f`rom  th<itjim-

kct  or {`iiy  t7thcr  or lii`rs."

Boztirth  tiiid  Kciit both  s<ii(I  tlitit Gor.i,  Lav.intim,  Si`iial  tind  Josepli  Edamaruku, as
well  tis other {itliei.sts  from  liidia  wcrc cthic{il  people  who di(ln`t tlcservc the deri-

sion  hctiped  iii7on  them  by  tlie  Milrray  O'I-Itiirs.  What Ma(lalyn  Mui.rtiy O'[ltair re{il-
ly  Llio`ight  ()f` ;`tlii`ists  might  bcsl  bc  (lcscriLicd  in  llcr  owii  woi.(ls;  (I`iriiig  a  spccch  jn

Bc].kclcy,  she  stiid,  "I  do  i`ot  like  a(hcjsts  very  iiiiicli,  if at  .ill,"  tind  "Atheists  are

faithless,  gutless,  tiiid  L)rtiinless,  an(I tliey  ctannot  inherit tlie  fiiturc."  (The speech  is

reproduced  in  the Ji]ly  1971  edition  of /'/.fj£J/.cJ,``L`'/.VCJ  I/t//./t/.) Atheists  c<i]i,  and  sliould,

(lo  mLich  bc(tcr  tli<iit  tlii`t  killd  of rcprcsciit.itioii.

;Jwltl,`,th,,.h

MI..  RII.Nil  clnt.Itl,xeJtl  il  t'tl|iy  ti.I. lIIeJ  I)ICJii  ilgl.ecilileill  eiilel.c>tl  ill  IIie  Dti\Iitl  Wiilel.s  case,

tl.I  well  tl`k  tt  17i.ie.|`til.lit.le  lie  liiiil  wii.itlcn  iiht]Llt  llle  []lcJti  tlritl  `kefileiicif lg,  witli  hi,N

Ie,''e,..

J,,ly   12,  2001

W]`cn   I  w:`s  p:ickiiig  I`tii.  ,1  lit7Iitl.iy  iii  I.:Lil.t7iic,I   lt.{iki`tl  thi.{7`igh  my  I-sliirt  (1r:iwcr

:`11{1  ``i`Ii`cli`tl  :`  c{7`l|7li`.  ()iic  t)``(lli`sc  w;`s  tlic  R`issi`ll   t-shit.t   I   h:`d  bo`igl`t  :`t  I:`sL

yc:`r's  i`:`tioii:`l  nicctiiig.  I`liat  tlic  shii-I  was  coml`ortable  {`11d  wore  well  wtls  no
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siirprisc.  Wlizil  wiis  a  siii.I)rise  were  llie  maiiy  i.olivel.s:iliolis  lliis  I-slijn  eligeii{Icl`ctl.
"Wlio  is this  Ber-TRAND  RIJSS-ell?"  :ui ace.eiiled voice €`ske.I ine.  "A/J/w./o.`vj/j//c',"

I  replied,  iisilig  tlie  FI.eiich  lcrm.  "Alid  why  is  tliei.e  a  Berti-and  Riissell  Society`./"  lic

:isked.  So  I  told him  a  bit  about  Russell's  ide:is. This  was  lypi.`!il  of l"my  encouii-

tcl.s  I  elijoycd.  OIi  triiils  in  Chianti,  ill  llic  I.o\Ivi.e,  tni  the  bc.acli,  tiii  zi  elirr in  Oiitiue

Tcrl.e  aii(I  clsewlii`I.i`,  lliis  I-sliin  w:is  :ili  aui.iilioii-geoi.I.  :Hitl  :I  i.oiivei.s;ilioii-sliil.lei..
"`Remember yoiir liili"mity  :iiid  l`ol.gel  llie  rcsl.' Thzit's  qiiite  :I  messiigc  to  bring  to

tlie  worl{l."  I  was  told.  "I  wish  1'(I  s:lid  it,  those  wcl.e  Russell.s  wol.{Is,"  I  :iliswci.cil.

Would YOU like a
'1`-Shirt lik.-'I`his?

If yoii'vc  ever  wimled  pi.t)iidly

displity  yoLir  ciithLisjiisln  f`or

J{iissell  in  iiLlblic ---- :mtl  st:iy  oilt

ofj:lil  along the  wily--llie  BRS
has jiist  the  thiiig  f`oI. yoiir.  Tlie

Society  I)ow  Lias  t-shii-ts  av:lil-

:`ble.  'I`he  shirts  f`eiitilre  [3ertie's

l`acc  on  the  l`roiit,  iiloiig  with  the

BRS.s mooo,  "The  good  lil`e  is

one  insr)iJ'ed  by  love  :il`tl  giijdetl

by  knowledge." The  l]i`ck  dig-

I)liiys  ill)other  i`li`ssjc  RLissell
(|uole,  "Remember yoiir liiil"ini-
ty,  :ind  l`ol.gel  llie  I.est."

The  shir(s  i`re  av:lil:iL)le  l`or  S I 0

each  plLls  $  3  posliige.  IJ.S.

rilnds  t)nly,  pleiisc.  I'lc:ise i"ike

cliecks  oLit  to  the  13RS,  i`iitl  sen{l

tliein  to  Riiy  l`eJ.kiiis,  854  Ba«le

ST, Webster,  NI I  0`3303,  USA.
Please specil`y  size (M,L,XL)
and color.  Sliirts are :ivailable  in

black or yellow.  (White may :ilso
be available;  check  with  Ray  at

perkrk@earthlink,Ilet.)

'''J'L.

w„'„.iit\jI,`l]..']i!.\'s,"

I 've  lI.:ivelle(I  in  Eui.ope  maliy  times  :`i`il  i]evel.

Iizis  any  t-shirt  a(tracle{l  h:ilf` (he  ilt(elitjon  tha(  Iny

Rilssell  t-shirt  (li(I.

(J,i,.,y()(,;i,,ul,",,

BRS Board Elections-Vote Now!

It's time  for the  Bertrand Russell  Society to rill the 8 seats on its Board of Directors
that  f`all  vacant at  the end of the year.  Please cast your vote  for `ip to 8  of the  11
c:mdid:ites wl`ose s(atemei`ts appear below.  You  may also  wri(e  in  candidates  if yoLI
wish. Candidates must be members of the BRS  in good standing.

A ballot appears at the center of this issue (right under the renewal  form).  Please
relum yoLir conipleted ballot to BRS Librarian Tom Stanley at Box 434, Wilder,
Vet.mont, 05080  USA,  tom.stai`ley@valley,net.  If a coiir}le has a joilit membership,
ei`ch lnember of tl`e coLlple is entitled to a  vote; just photocopy the  ballot and send
in one copy for each member. All ballots miis( illclude the nanie and signature of
the member voting. (Ballots will  be viewed only by the Elections Comlnittee and
the Secretary.) All  ballots must be received by /¢/iwor}J /, 2002./

Board Candidate Statements

Kevili I}rodie was first elected to the Board three years ago.  Sil`ce then, he lias
learned a great deal  about the operations of the Society.  He llas been proud to be on
the board, and to serve as a member of the BRS Awards Committee (which he now
chai].s).  He is intet.ested in finding ways to increase BRS membership, and in reach-
ing out to lion-academies to diversify the meinbership.  He recently siicceeded in

persiiading the administration of the high school at which he teaches to introduce
philosophy courses for the I-lrst time.  (Russell's work has been integral to this
endeavor.) He is anxious to continue to serve the Society as a melnber of the Board
of Directors.

Rosaliiid  Carey holds a Ph.D.  in early analytic philosophy (with an  M.A.  in  reli-

gioi`) and c`urrently  works as an Assistant  Professor outside ol`Chicago at Lake
Forest College,  Illinois.  I-Ier main interest  in  Russell  lies in his middle period meta-

physics/epistemology/logic and  in his collaboration  with WjttgeJlstein.  Her illterest
ill  Russell  began  in the iTiid-eighties by  accideltt.  As a young graduate studel`t of
rcligjon,  slie  piirch:`sed  i`  use(I copy  ol` 4t;£J/.(,. tJ//t/ K///)w/c//gc at a bookstore in

Boston  i`iitl  l`o`Ind tlie  first essay  she  read~"Matheitiatical  Logic  as  Based on tl`e
Tlieoly ol`Types"-utterly fascinatiiig, though quite opaque.  Several years later, as
a I)hilosophy graduate student,  an  in(Crest in  Duns  Scotus and  individuation led her
to read  Riissell's work on acquaintance.  She  is proLid to be a  Riissel]ian,  not least
because she cannot imagine exerting so mucli et`fort to Linders(ai`d someone not in
sympathy  with her own  liberal, progressive,  atl)eist social  and political views.

Niiio  1}. Coi`clliareLla  is a  ['rofessor of` I'hilosophy at  IIldiana  University.  [le has

written extelisively on analytic philosophy, formal ontology and philosophical prob-
lems in mathematical logic;  formal  semantics and theories of predication, reference
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and nominalization;  and the philosophy of langiiage;  as  well  as oiir uiiderstanding
of the logical  properties of time ,ind modality.  I Ie is the aiithor of sevel.al  books,
iiiclu{ling one on early  analytic philosophy.  I-Ie has  written  nuiiierous articles,  book

reviews,  and reviews  of.technical  papers.  I Ijs  work  covers the philosophy  of logic,il
titoml`sm  .ali{l  iilo(I:il  logic  as  well  as  Mo]it:lgile  gr{imm:`r;  <1iid  hc  htis  wi.i"cn  cxtcii-

sivcly  oil  Riisscll's  ital.:i{lox  or prctliciilitm  :ii`tl  l'`rcgc's  :Hid  Russcll's  mel:i|tliysic`s,

including a  logical  reconslnlction  of their different  forlns of logicism.  Jn  liis own
framework  of conceptutil  realism  he has  logici`lly recoi`structed  I,esniewski's ontol-
ogy  .ind tlie  me{lievtil  suppositioii  theory.  The reci|)ienl  of ii`inieroiis  hoiitirs,  Pi.til`.

Cocchiarella is oll the editori.il  boards of a mlmber of distingiiished piiblications,
including tlie /fjit;.;jt// t?/.P//t./tj,`.ap/I/.c't// Lf;tJi.t,I and S}ti/Ae.`'e.  lie has been  awarded

grants  from  ll`e  National  Science  Foundi`tion,  the  Natiollal  Endowment  l`or the
Humanities,  and a gr,Tnt  from  the Government of Italy.  His essays oi`  R`issell  liave
tippeared in  severtil  eiicyclopedias,  an(I  hc  is a  )iielnber of l'hj  Beta  Kap|)zi

I'eter Friedmaii received unconditiom`l of`fers of places on Philosopliy  I lolioilrs
Degree courses  from nine U.K.  universities, based upon the submissioii of an essay
on Russell's P;.tJb/e;7i.`' t?/.P/I/./t;.`'tjp/i.y.  lie has a Certificate  in  Managemeiit  Studies
from what is now liertfordshire  University.  His most recent work is a series of
studies into the fundameiital  nature of trafflc generation on the World Wide Web;
the psychology of the  web  silr(`er;  the str<itegic misun(lerst.ill(ling of the role of e-
mail in supplier/consiimer relationsliips; and the impact of context in web-based

promotion.  [Ie also took a decisive role jn tiiming  aroun(I the  U.K.'s  leadiiig  finan-
cial  document image service.  He has also had a  brief spell  as head of the technolo-

gy sub-committee for the leading  U.K. regional Chamber of commerce.

Bernard  Liiisky (B.A.  University of chicago,1971 ;  Ph.D.  Stanrord Uiiiversity,
1975) is Professor .ind currently Ch{iir of the  Department of Philoso|]hy at the
University of Albert.1.  I-Iis  work oli  Russell  iiicludes Ri/.I..t'e//:i' Me/ap/ijJ.`'/.c/J/ LfJg/.t,.

(Cambridge  Universily  Press,1999), and  two p.ipers  in  BCJr/;.t/;it/ RI/.`'.`'e//..  Ci.j.//.(,.t//
A.`'.`....`..`.ilicw/.`' (Roiitledge,1999).  I-Ie  h<is  beeii  to  MCMaster  Uiiiversity  to  see  the

Archives  but  has  not  actually  studied  the  mtiiiLiscrip(s.  Ilis  iliterest  in  R`isscll  is

longst:`i`(ling,  havilig  been  hroLIglit  ilp  hc:il.ilig  z`boin  ''On  I)enoting"  .ii`(I  the  (licoiy

of dermite descriptioi`s  from  liis  f:illier,  I,eomrd  Linsky,  who passed aloiig  a  love ol.
logic and  fascination  with  Russell's philosophy.

Tilii  Madigali  is  E{litorial  Director of the  Uiiivcrsity of Rocliester Press.  I Ie li.is a
Ph.D,  in philosopliy  l`roin the State  Uliiversily of New York at BulTalo, aiitl w.is for
12 years on the editorial staff of f.rec /w(/I//./.);, the secular humanistjoiimal.  lie is a

past Vice President of the Bertraiid Russell  Society, and has been a member ol`the
Society for  14 ye,irs.  []e is also an active member of the Greater Rochester Russell
Set in  Rocliester,  New York  an(I  is on  the e(Iitorial  board of the BRS' gi/ti/./c;.ly.
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[{ay  I'erki[is  is :`n Associate  Professor ot` Pl`ilosophy  at  Ply[)iouth  State College in
New  r]aiiipshire.  I Ie hits been  a studei`t  of Russell's philosophy  ever since,  as a  16

year-i]ld high school  student perr)lexed about religion,  he discovered  Russell's  "Why  I
Am Not a Cliristian".  He has served one temi on the BRS Board of Direc(ors and is
ciirrently  Vice  ]'resident of the  BRS.  Lle  is editor of the recei)fly  piiblished collection
of` R`isscll 's  le«ers to the editor,  entitled  y(/t//..`' A(j/.//i/i///y,  Bc/./i.t///// Ri/.`..`'c// (Open

Court, 2001).

Alnii  Scliweriii  teaches  Philosopl`y  at  Monmouth  University,  wl`ere l`e is an Associate
Professor and the current Chair of the Department of Interdisciplinary Studies.  He
completecl his doctorate on  Llume at  Rice  University  ai`d to dz`te has published twenty-
l`o`ir rel`el.ced  papers,  predominantly on empiricism.  I lis tw(]  most receiit books are

Ai)iLI.llleiil '.x  Ltiritlscupe  iiritl  lileu,N:  A  Sct]I.{:lieil St]iil (Uri\vcTs;ity  o( Rocl\ester Press,

2001 ) and a collection of papers oil  R`issell's views on ethics and  ]angilage

(Greenwoo(I,  (.orthcoming).  He  is tlie cLliTen(  Presidel`t of`the  Bertrand  Russell  Society
iii`{l  li:is  served  in  this  capacity  1.tjr tlie  p:`st  two  years.

Warre]i Allc[i Siiiitli is the author of W//t.1'  W//ti /.w //c// (Barricade Books, 2000).  He
correspoiided with  Lord  Russell in  1953  and  1956.  He has served on the Board since
1974.  lie would pref`er that a much youTiger, better looking, and more brilliant mem-
ber woiil{I replace him, whereupon he would contil`ue to partake in Society business

(in the recent past he recommended lbn Warraq and Taslima Nasrin for Honorary
Membership in the BRS) and attend annual  meetil`gs.  But, to paraphrase R`issell, if
elected he']l do his liumanistic best.  If not re-elected he  sure  as  "I-le]l"  won't resign.

CIla(I 'I`rai[ier has an appreciation of Bertrand Russell dating back to the late  1970s,
when he found the outlook of Russell a welcome alternative to the more orthodox
viewi)oints to wl`ich a Catholic school  background had subjected him.  He has read
over tl`irty or Russell's books and delivered r]apers at the  last two Annual  Society
Meeli]`gs.  I ]is  essziy  "I.ang`iage:  A  Leading  or  Laggilig  lndicalot. of  'l`ruth  for

Riissell,"  which  he delivered at tlie  Eel.(ran(I  Russell  Society's 2()00 Annual  Meeting,

was recently  publislied in  Monmoulh  University's rverl/.`',. A  /Tt;rj///I./;/r /(/e.t/+',  Over the

yei`rs, lie hits beeri in correspondence about many of philosophy's different facets with
approxii"tely tweiity philosophy professors from institutions rtanging anywl`ere from
Bryn Mawr College to Oxford  University.  lie lives in Phoenixville,  Pennsylvania less
tlian ten miles from  Little Datchet Farin  where Russell  lived during` the Second World
War.  (L]e periodically visits this  farm to enjoy the  Russellian  "broad horizon.")

Tltom Weidlich  is a New York-based  freelal`ce writer.  He wrote 4fJ(J/.»/l/lc/// Dc»/.c(/..
rl`lie  lliii|ii.sili()Ii ()if ` Berlr(LTlil Ru.y`sell (l'rome\l\eus, 2000), a bock deal'\ng wl`l\ \he City

College case,  published in 2000.  (This book won the 2001  BRS  Book Award.) lie has
heen d lnember of the Society for about  15 years.
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September 11, 2ool: Thro Humanist Responses

I: !Ii: wiike. I)..I. Ih.:  IIt)I.ril)le I.illack`s tin  Sepleliil)er  I 1,  200 I  ug(iin.sl   tile  W()I.lil  Ti.a(Ie

?:.nnl:.:`..:.n.tl:I.!e.,Pe,Il"lgtN1.,llleFlr.S9.ho;.I.ft.eivetlununiher-ti.I.respti;.Ne;i.;;;n;';i`|`I;-t).:!S  Ytl!Ce'.N  i!I.  IIIe.II.I!InluliN  W!!r.Ill.  We  |IllI)li.NII  Iielt)w  two  o.I. II;e.He=u  .Nlul;nlenl  I;;

'!':,I.I:le.M.ullilwul!IIt.i`NMI.n!.:IEIIIi_(_'(!lirnion(|IIEU)I.e|et|.N;i|t;n-Se,,;;e;;;;i;;;...i;..;;;r„i„

b.r.i,:I..S:i,:.I?`n,::,I.11.I,l`ynl.Ja,t!!K:r:z=~E(Iilt».-in-.CI.lie.I.().I.Freelrlqurilrya;il-;u;`II-(»I;);:;;
n.:%i,I.e.:.I:I:I.heBPS.TlieBr.SQ.ret!eivetlllle-.|II.`Nt.Nlalenl;Iuilil.eclly|I.tNnill;i'HEU,
Wm!ile lhe sectJIlil o!.Ji]eal:etl in tile Sei]lenlliel.. 27  issiie ti.I.F`atiioir;i;:\.'l;;;r;;;:i:;Jl.
TDhDe.Sl.:.:e.:.I.:I:I::e!lecuheview.S()Nleirlllltll(».s,anil;()tnecess(irii;ii;(-);;;.(;.i..;I;.e
BRS ()r [lle BRSQ.

Copy of Message Sent to American Colleagues

Dear Friends,

In this time of tragedy .1nd great distress, on behalf of the IHEU  we would like to
share with you all  our feelings of solidarity and togetherness.

Tliere is disbelief :mtl tlisg`Ist  for wliat hiis h!`ppened. Tlie liorror of tlie  liuimili  devl

astation was as iiiteiise tis the incomprehensiol` al`d aiiger at the spontaneous jubila-
tion in soine parts of the world.  Never, it seems, are hiimall values lllore urgently
needed than now.  In the p.ist, civilisation  has ultimately  triumphed against  s`ich  bar-
barity, and  we hope this  will  be tlie case iiow as well.

As we all psychologically pick ourselves  up  from the rubble of our destroyed
humanity, our hearts go out to tliose wlio have become victims of this mindless and
senseless attack.

The culprits who have planned aiid conspired to carry out this attack have to be
identifled and punished appropriately, but we hope tliat vullierable communities will
not be victimised in the search  for the guilty.

In solidarity, and in hope,

On behalf of the  IHEU's member org.inisations and the Executive Committee,

Sy;Qyl«
Bo,u,3oq,Mm,
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A Call for Caution and I.rudcli.`e
I.aul Kurtz

I  wisli  lo  spe:ik  i]ersoiially  :iii{l  liot  on  L7cli!ilf`t)t` ll`i.  C()`Micil   I`t)i'  Secillai.  I ILii"inislii.

'I`hc  tci.rtiiist  :`lt.ick  on  the  World 'I`r:`tle  Cciiter  in  New Y{>i.k  o1`  Sei.tcii`bei.I lIIi has

slioi`kcd  lhe  civilif.ed  woi.I(I  ai`tl  lias  I.iglitly  brti`it±ht  ``til.lli  exi7I.cssioiis  ol`rcgrel  ai)(I

i`{)i`{lciiii`:`lit)I`.  Wli:il  l`iis  sl`ii`i`etl  cvcl.ytii`c  is  ll`c  i`|ti}Iil.ci`l  williligl`css  ()I.I`il`clceii

lci.I.t]I.isls  lti  commit  siiiL`ide  by  sli`Ii`ii`iiig  lhcir  aircrnl`t  il`lo  liil.g¢ls  tli`tl  llicir  flbsoliilc

inselisilivi(y  (o  llie  deaths ol`tlioLlsalids o`` ilii`ocel)t  people.  Son.. ot`tlie  (ei-rorists

:irtr]:`I.ciilly  iire  ii`ei`  in  tlieir  k`le  lwei`lics  iui{I  lhii.lies  wlit}  Ii:`vc  I:ikcii  moiillis  or  yeai.s

lo  tl.iiii`  l`or  llieii. de!`dly  iiiissioi`.  A st)I(lier scl`l  ii`to  coii`bi`t  l{t  ilillicl  damage  ol`  his

ci`emies  iis`iz`lly has some hope of ct)mii`g out  ol`tl`e  baltli. alive;  biil  not  in these

c:iscs,  wliere death  was  iiievitable.  I-low  coii]d  lliey  liave  actetl  in  tl`is  way?  Wl`at

wci.e  llieir  i``tjlivcs?

We  ki`ow  tl`:`l  the  silicide  bombci.s  in  lsri`el  :u`(I  l'i`leslil`e  wl`o  ei`lcr  il`lo .`rowds ol`

iiilioi`elit  I)eople,  ii)clildiiig  woiiien  a[itl  cl`ilill.e[i,  olten  yell  "All:ili  iikbal.I"  (God  is

gI.ei`t!)  :is tliey  blow  tliemselvcs  to  kil`gdom  coii`e.  In  ii`al`y  ciises  l`!`milies  of`ll`e
hoiiibers  when  iitterviewed af)pliiiid lI`eir sons or brothel.s,  f`or their "heroic deeds."  [n

ol`c  ..iise,  ll`e  I.all`er even  lioped  lhal  liis  secol`d  son  wo`IId  li`ake  IIie  stline  sacririce.

()ltviously,  tl`e  motives  al.e  religi()iis.  ^iid  lliey  ai.e  l.:iscd  `i|)t]i`  i`  tlcep  I.ailli  tl`al  lliey

:M.e  {lt)iiig  lhc  woi.k  of`Alli`h  !`i`d  will  tte  rcwtli.{lL.(I  ill  hcflvci`  :`l`lci.  {leiilli.  Acc`trdiiig  lo

ll`c  sloi-y,  s`icli  a  licro  wlio (lies  l`or  lsltlm  will  liave  sevci`ly  oi. si.vclily-two  virgii`s

tlil.{iilgliout  eternity.  ^11  ei`emies or ]slali`-:is  I.erL`eive(I  by  t]iei`i-are  co[isidered

evil  iui{l  i`ccd  lo  be  deslroyed.  'I`lieil.  viclili`s  !ire  deliiii``flriizcd.  I lcre  llie jihad  is  col`-

sitlci.etl  I.igliteo`is  :ii`d jilst  becaiise  it  is  tlone  ii`  llie  name  ol` Gt>{l.

(`til`ti.iist  tliis  with  the  l`!iilli  of clil.isli!ins  niid  Jews  wl`{i  itruy  l{i  (}t>tl,  iii`|)Iyii`g  ll`nl  l`e

is  oli  llieir  sj(le.  'I`hey  ol\en  claim  lhal  ,ii`y  relril)ution  ll`cy  i"iy  I:Ike  is  ii`  ll`e  i`ai``e ol.

Ihcii.  Gotl  iiiid  religioii.

^s  ll`e  Uliiletl  Sl:`les  ii`  griel` an{I  l`ei`i.  I.esp(}Ii{ls  lo  lhesc  tei-I.oiisls,  tii`c  shoill(I  poi`der

l[`e  opposil`g  I.eligioiis i]remisos  ill  tl`is  i`oiillict.  AI.e  we  aboiil  to  enter  a  I-Ioly  War-

in  tlie  Li:une  (>f.God-as  viewed  (1il`fereri(ly  by  the  conten{Iilig  I`iiclioils? Cleai.ly  the

:ic(s  ol` tlie  lslal)lie  terrorists  are  iiticoiiscio"ible,  But  wliat  about  sell`-I.ighleoiis relri-

biition doi`e  with the coi`viction that God  "is on oiii. side?"  If lie is,  why did He
:illow ii`ol.e (lian 6,000 innoceiit peor)]e lo die  in tlie World Tr:itle 'rowci's;  and wliy

will  he  !illow  tlie  tlealh  of lens  ol`tho`Isai`ds of iiinocel`l  victili`s  wlio  will  silrely  die

in  I.el:`lifltoi.y  military  strikes?
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Unfortuiiately,  llie basic religious premises of this colifl.igr.ition tire liot opei.  lo (lis-
cussioll. There  is  <ill  loo  liltli`  iliquiry  iiito  the  fo`ii`d.itions  of religiolls  bclicl`s.  It  is

coiisitlcrc(I  in  b.itl  t:islc  or  ilitolcr:il)le  lo  tlo  so.  The  .ige-ol{l jill.i{l  is  l}.isctl  in  llic

Kor.lil  .iii{l  I I.itlitli  (li..itliliolis),  .is  llic  Jiid.Too-Clirisli.in  response  to  it  is  orlcn  roolctl

in  the  13ible.  Tliese  tloc`iniciils  were  si.nwlic{l  ill  iioimdic  aiid  nlr.il  sociclics  in  llic

il`r.iiicy  of lhc  r:`cc  :ili{l  :irc  liol  .ipitrtiiiii.ilc  1o  tlic  iiiotlcrii  w{ii.Ill.  Wc  slioiil{l  .sock  lii

rm{l coii`inon  gro`iiitl  willi  oll`.`r lI`iiii.in  ltciiigs--by  opciiing  `Ip disc`issitiii  o`. tl`c

5roun(ls  of rcvcl.1li(in  in  tllc  Oltl  .111(I  New Tc.st:imclits  <iii(I  llie  Koi..iir,iiii(I  by  I.c`.iis-
111g  lo  allow  lllesc  :u`ciclit  (loc`imcllts  lo  tlicl:ilc  oilr policies.

Tllc  Koran  is  .1  goo{1  c:`sc  ill  I)oint,  bec.ilisc  il`one  sliidies  tlie  history  of lsl<1Iii,  olic

rinds  lh.il  il  cxi..iii{li`tl  its  licgcmoiiy  lty  lhc  iisc  orlhe  swoi.tl.  Mtilizmimctl  liimsclf

r.1isctl  .in  army  o(.lcl`  llio`Is.ill(I  incn  .ii`tl  .lcsli.oyc(1  liis  cilcmics  .1iid  hc  a(lvi`lice(I

lsl.1m  by  rlillllcss  lilclllotls.  Tllc jih:`{l  h.is  bccli  pr.icticc(I  lhrollglioi"  liislory  by  llic

milil.lilt  belicvcl.s  in ^ll:Ill  aii{l  M`ili,iiii"itl ~by  Nortli ^fric.in  Moors,  in  Sr)tii„

Fr.ii`ce,  <ilid  lltc  Mc{Iilci.r.ilic{`ii,  lty  llic  Olloimiii  Empire of Turkey  in  tlic  Mitltllc

E.isl  .iiitl  E.islcm  Eiii.{ipc,  .iiitl  lty llic  Moiigol  iiM`sions or Europe.  Tlie Crus.itlcs,

scekiiig  lo  {lcrcii{l  llie  Clirisli.lil  r.lilli  ill  llic   11 Ill  .iii{l   12tli  cciilurics,  wcrc  lctl  by

Illililtllll  Clirj`sti.iits  wllo  .i«ackc(I  Isl.imic  l<iri{Is  :md  scizc(I  the  "I I(}ly  I.an{I"  I.I.om

M`islims,  oiily  lo  li.ivc  it  rcl.ikeli.  Tlic  I Ioly  liiqilisition  soiigl"  to  cxi)el  Jew.q  .iiitl

Muslims  from  the  lbcri.in  pciiiiisilla  ill  lhc  15th  centiiry.  Thejili.id  w.is  tiallctl  two

centlii.ies ago  wheli  the  European colonial  powers,  especially  Fr.ince tin(I Great
Britajll,  conqiicre(I  l"illy  lsl.illiic  coimlries  in  Nortli Africa  all(1  the  Mi{l(lle  E{ist.  It

w.is  resiimctl .ig.iin  .incr the  Secoi`tl  Worltl  W.ir when tl`ese couiilries  wci.c  libel-.ilctl

.iiid  csl.iblislic{l  llicii. own  rc`Itl.il  tlicocr.icics.  ^ii{l  it  lias  contiiiuc{l  to  grow .is  tlic

f`indamellltllisls  g:`m  gl.oim{I  .1Ii(I  lcrrorizc  govei.Imicilts  .il`(I  iliipcdc  .illy  llic:i`surcs

.igainstthem.

Tl`c  l}n(llc  foi.  l'{ili`.`liiic  in  it:u.I   i,i  ltclwccn  Jew.q  wlw)  lii`licvc  llic  ()1{1  Tcsl:`mL`i`l  :ilitl

M`lslillls  wllo  I.L`vi`rc  lI`c  Koi."l.  'I`otl:`y  ``igni`ic:ilil  |tc:`c.c-Iovil`g  :ilitl  tlcllioci.:itic

Moslem mii`orilics exist  in  all  the coimtiies of llie  WesLespecially  the  Uliitc(I
St.iles,  Gcmaiiy,  l``r.ilicc,  r.i`gl.in{].  But  what  is  iitit  tliscii,sse{l  ,iiul  ncc{ls  to  be  dis-

cussed,  Lir8ciitly  aiitl  crilic.i]ly,  .irc  ll`c  r{7iii`tl:`(iolis  Or tlic  cl.iiii`s  l`Or  tlic .iih;itl.  ()in.

c.in  .inguc  lli:il  l``l:un  will  coiiliii`ic,  Orctt`irsc.  :`s  tlic  crci`tl  ttr{`  gi.i`.il  civiliz.:iiioi`.

13`it  llicrc  is  :i  {lill`crciicc  bc`lwccli  a  liberal  lca{ling  ol`llic  Koran  witli  :u`  ciiiitli:``sis

oll  symbolic  I)I.tiii{)`H`ccniciils,  {`Ii(I  llic  lilcr.il  rc.itling  ol` tl`e  kor.in  iiil{I  the  I I.1(lill`

wliich jiistiries jib:`tl.  Tlic  lilcr.il  tr.i{lition  contlcmiis  to (le:itli  ll`osc  wlM>  seek  to

break  .1w.1y  from  lsliHii;  lltosc  who  blnsi)liL`mc  it  <irc  consi(lered  foes.  Tlic Jib.1(I

needs  to  be  interiirclcd  ill  light  of (I`c  ``tict  tli.it  ll`ese  revelations  li.ivc  tlt7(ibl(.ul  ``t)Liii-

d.1liolls.  Wc  licc(I  Koi.anic  criticism  aii{l  wc  iicctl  to  {1isc`iss  llic  Kor.ii`  c:ircl``illy,

will ,,,,,,  :,,,y  c ,,,, (,c,,",:,,i(,,,  in  (,,,i,,g  lso.
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[l`the  Kori`n  aild  lladith are  iised to repl.ess others or (o  unleash a  holy  war,  tllen  we
[iL.etl :I clear disciission of how and  why  at`d to sliow the  f`rag]i`el)tary  and question-

{`ble groimds ortliis  faith  which  so  inspires many  Muslims to die  in  the naine of
AIlz`li.  A  similar kill(I  of free  inquiry  sho`ild  apply  to the  Bit)le.

/`'/I('L' ///t/i//./..v i"`g:`r.ii`e  w:is  fouiided  in   I I)80  in  respoilse  to  tlie  emergence  of`lhe

Religioiis Right and their use of the Bible to justify repression in the United States
aiid to bri(lge the separation of church and state.  If the Koran and Bible are used to

jiisti(`y  w:irs of`aggression or retaliatioii,  then they liave to  he  re:`d  critically. Alas,
they  are still  iiot  in  most parts of the  wol.ld.

F\intl.imeiitalist Muslims hate the modem Western world,  its devotion to democracy,
civil  libel.ties,  Inoral  freedom, reason, ai`d science.  In its place they  would establish
a mediev€`l  and barbaric patriarchy,  which suppresses women tlnd freedom of
inqiiiry.  Modern Muslims realize that  lsl:imic  culture  will  not advance  until  it enters
into tl`e  modern  worl(I and  accepts democracy,  secularism,  all(I  ratio[`al  scientific
inqLliry. They  are  intimidated by  fundamentalist mobs.

In (he current situation we advocate caiition and prudence;  alid we hope that the
hysteria i`nd frenzy on all  sides will  abate. Tl`ose who commit heinous crimes of
terr()r miist  be brought to the bar ofjListice.  But tlie terrorists <ii.e an  intemational

probleiti, not the exclusive problem of the  United States, and we i`eed an intema-
tional cor`vention of all civilized nations of the world-Moslein and Western,
Christian, Jewish, and secularist-as President Mubarak of Egypt has advised.
Ui`ilftteral  :`ction by the  United States  is  ilnpriident.  We need all  civilized i`ations of
oilr plane(ary  community to act in co[icert against terrorisin.

We  realize that ll`e American people are  seekingjuslice;  and they  wish to punish
those wl`o would coinmit such  foul  deeds.  President Bush has called for an all-out
war against terrorism, but had unfortiliiately used the teiin  "crusade" to describe
tliat  war.  I-[e  is to  be commended  for recognizing the tlireat ai`d asking Americaiis
:ind others  in the world to de<1I  with  it.  [Iowever,  I  would llrge a  reflective response.
Ally  i`ctit]Ii  [h:`t  we  lake  shoiild  be  in  con.`ei.I  with  all  o`ir iillies  in  tlie  {Iemocratic

worl{l  :ii`tl  i`lso  with  the  siipport  (tf moderate  Muslim  "`tiolis.  'l`l`e  United  N:`tions

shoiild be involved and an international  peace-keeping force i`eeds to be created.
All  terrorists shoul(I be brought to the World Court in the  I-Iague  for a trial.

A cloud of fear overlays America.  People are af`raid to travel. There is apprehension
of spies  in o`ir midst. And there are calls for a  limitation of`our civil  liberties. There
i`i.e  I`ei`rs  lliat  i` I)olice  slate  will  in  time  I.esult.  We  shoiild not  t`im  agaii`st our

M`islim neighbors, tl`e vast majority of` whom are not committed to lioly jihad.
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What is essential  is that although we need to (lefend ourselves, clearly,  we {ilso nee{l
to protect o`ir cl`eri.shed civil  liberties ,iiid oiir coiistitutional  guaraiitees al`d  gii{ii.tl

against tlieir erosion  .iiitl  abrogation. Tlie  Uiiitctl  States h{is beeti in  exislcnce  for

over two centiiries, and o`ir Constit`ition htis safeguarded tl`is gre:" democrac`y. We
should not, in a  fit of fetir and anger, be wimng lo suppress o`ir iirecioiis libcllics.

A call  for caution and prudence:

*  We need  free  iliqiiiry of the religioiis pi.elliises of the growing c()nfl,igratiom

*  We need r{itional  del)ate of the  qiiestionable premises  of a  "lioly  war"  orjili.1(I.

*  We need a ratioml  debate of the biblic.1l  c{ill  for retrib`ition.

*  We call  upon  the  United St<atcs not to {ict  unilaterally aird to petition the  United

Natiol`s to est{iblish  a  pe.ice-keeping  force.

* All terrorists wlien .ipprehended slioultl be brought to the World Court tit the

Hague and pi]t on  trial.

* The basic coristitiitjoiial  civil  ]iberties o``^mcrjca  shoiild not  bc abrogate(I.

American Philosophical Association

Eastern Division  Meeting  in Atlant.1,  Georgia ~  December 27-3(),  200()
Pacif'ic  Division  Meetirig  in  Seattle,  W`sliiiigton ~  Marcl)  27-30,  2()01

There will  be a BRS session at the meetiiigs and a BRS  table at the smoker

For iiit7I.e  iiirori"`lit>ii,  cont{ic(  D:`vitl  While  :`t  whilc@sj``c.ctl„

Call for Papers
"^ctivisn`,  Ideology,  tili{l  R:`dic:il  Pliilosor)fly"

5th  Biei`liial  Radical  Philosophy Association Conl`erel`ce

November 7-10, 2002
13rown  University

Please send paper, workshop, poster, ar`d otlier proposals to  RPA PROGRAM
COMMITTEE,  c/o Lisa  Heldke,  Philosophy  Dep€`rtmetit, Gustavus Adolphus
College,  St.  Peter,  MN  56802.  Or send them  €`s z`ii <ittachment to heldkc(t_i)gac.edu

Tlle deadline  for submissiolls is Janilary  31,  2002.  For more  int`ori"`tion oil  the

RPA, go to  www.r:`dic,ill)hilosophy.org

A Coliversation  with  U.S.  Representative
Ni`il  ^bcrcrom[}ic.  (D-Ill)  -Coiidiictcd  by  Cliad  Trai[ier

Ct)Iigl.e.s.NIIiin  Nell  Al)el.cl.t)IIihie  (D-I-I(lwiiii)  wiiN `|`Ii..sl  elecleil  It)  llle  LI.S.  I]()ii.se i)I.

Rc'[)I`eselil(itiveJs  ill  (I  I 986  ,N|)eciiil  ele(.tit)ri.  []e  rellll.tleil  li)  tlle'  I I()lI.ke  lit `tet.  heillg

electeil  iigiiin  ill  ]990.  F]e is  a  illetl\her (]./.tlle  Ct)illnlittee t)Ii AI.IIIeil Selvices,  where

lie  i,s  I.iirlkilig  Delllt]i:I.iit  (]ii  the  Military  ]Ii.s(iillutit)Ii.N  iiriil  Fucilitie.N  Slil](.t]rlllllittee.

iillil  llle  Ci]IIIIIIitlee  t]n  Re,Nt]ilrt:e,N.

Ahel.(.I.t)Iilliie  lieg(iri  Ill.N  I)t]IiticiLl  ctll.eel.  ill  llie  ]IiLwiiii  Stil(e  []t)LI`se  (j.I.

Reijre`Nell(iLlives  in  ]974.  After  twt]  (el.Iii.N  ill  tile Stiite  Hi]iise.  IIe wa.k electeil  tti  tile

stiite  serlilte,  wliere  lle  .flerveil .|'t)r  eiglI(  ycJiil..k.  I]e  L:liiiil.eil  llic  .seliilte  c`t]Ii\Iilitlees  i]n

Etlilt:iLlitlri,  I Iigllel.  E(liii:ulii]rl  tlrlil  [IIillliill  Servii.e.A.  [Je  iiht]  ,Nerve(I  (]rl  the  []t]Ili]lulll

(`ily  (`tiurlt.il.|i.t>In   1988  ltl   1990.

(.t)rlgi.essllliLrl  Ahei.L.I.()Iiihie  I.eceiveil  (I  B.A.  ilegl.ee  in  S()(:i()I()gy.|`I.()rll  Unit)ri  Ci)llege

ill  St'lleliet',tiitly.  N.Y..  ilrlil  il  Muster.s  ilegl.ee  ill  St]cit]It]gy  all(I  iL  PII.D.  ill  AIIiei.iciin

Sliitlie.N /i.t)Iri  llie  Uliiver.kity  t).I.1-liLwaii.  [Ie  v\it]rkeil  as  (i  wiiilel.,  (\iktt)iliuil.  I)I.()I)ali()rl

t!|`|iL'el.,  gI.iiilii(I(e  teiichirig  ii.a.Ni.sl()Tit,  (t)llege  lectllrel..  pf.(!|Z!.N.s()I.,  c()tl`kll.ul:Ii(Jrl  ll|)Prerl-

(i{:e  I)rt]grti]II  (lire(',tt]r.  i)fiil  s|)eciiil  il.k,Ni.ktillll  tt)  (lie  state  sli|)el.irlterl(lent  ().I.

Ell'l(.(l'i()'I.

Al]el.t.I.t]IIIliie 's  {:t]Iilliluriily  ilc(ivitie.s  ill(.liiile  ,Service  t]Il  lfle  I)t)iiril.s  t].|` tile  Nliiiarlli

YMCA.  Ilie  I ]tiv\iaii  S|)eciiil  Olylilpi{:.s,  llle  EL)ileL).ky  Ft]\iniliitit)n  t)`|. Anlel.icu.  Fi.ierlil.s

tj`|. FiLlllel.  Diilliieii,  Wtiriely  Cliit]  ('[`erll  5()).  IIIe  Li.|e  Ft]iiritlulitlri/A I DS  Ft)iiriiltitit]n  (I.I.

I ]iiwilii  iiri(I  Alilrle.kty  ]IItel.riiLtit)rltLl.

Awtil.th  I.cJL'eive(I  l]y  Nell  AI]ef.t.I.t]IIIhie  irit:liitlc  llie  Jiii}ulie.+e  AII\el.it.illl  Cilizeri.N

I.cJitgiie  I]I.e,Niilerlt '.k  Aw(Iril.  '[`i)iL.stllltl,kler.k  lrllerliillitlrlill  Awill.il,  Nillit)rlill  E|)ilc|),Hy

I.`t)illlilillitill  Atlvt)t.ii{.y  Awiil.il,   I liiwiiii   I.:I)iltJ|),Ny   I.`t]iilitlillitlll  ti`|`  I IiLw(lil   I'el`,A(IIi  (I.I. llie

Yciil.  Awitli.il  (I.eritiilletl  llie  Ahel.('I.i]ilil)ic  Awiil.tl).  Rt)IIillil  MCDt)Iiiilil  Ll()il.ke  Slii)I)()I.I

Awilril.  I.`tivtil.ile  lJIIiversily  tif. Hilwiiii  IJI.ti.|es"..  FI.ientls tl.I. IIIe  Liliriily  ti.I. Hiiwilii

Miillt|lt]  A"itii.il,  Mt].Nt  Pt]|)illiir  Legisliilt)I.  t)`/. llie  Yc'(lI.  Awiil.il,  UIli(eil  GI.()il))  [I(]IIIe

OL)el.tlt()I..N  Legisl(I(ive  Awiil.il,  JJiLwtlii  S(iLle  Cllir()prilctic  A.Ns(]l:ill(i(]n  Seniltl)I.  (lif. tile

Yeur  Aw(il.(I.  Cli.|]`t)I.il  Aw(Lr(I  (Mentiil  ]Ieilllli  PLlf)lie,  O./.f`l{.,i(ll il`| tile  YeiLr).  Hilwali

I'`cilel.ii(i()ri  ()`|. llie  13liliil  E\]ii  ]1.  Slilylli  Awiiril .|i)I.  Di.slingui.klieil  (`t)ritl.il)Iiti()ri.

(:lil lil.iiL  Liil)til.iitt]I.ie`w  Miiritigeiileiit  A,s.kt)t.iilli(]ii  SL)eciiLI  Ret:t)gIIiti()rl  Aw(Iril,  ilnil

S['`,R'l`OMA  FI.ee(Itilil  Awiil.(I.

Nell Al)el.{:rt]IIIl)ie  urlil  RiclliLI.(I  Flt)yt  t.()-illltllt)Yell Blood Of T'.ELlr.lols,  a wt]rk ti.|`.|`lcti()n

lilt:ii.+iflg  t]ri  the  I.t]le  t].|'Iilt]rley  in  elet:tt]I.tLI  ptililii:.N.  ]]e  i.N  IiliLi.I.ieil  tt]  I)I..  Nuricie

(`til.iLwiiy,  iLII  (iii(lit]r  iLII(I  eiliiciil()I..    []e  li(is  been  a  lilelIIher  ()`|. Ilie  BRS  .Mince   1989.
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CT:          What I thougl`t would be interesting would be to get your feelings aboiit
Bcrtrand R`issell but tilso, maybe, if I could ask you some questions that I  think
Rilssell  might tlsk you  if. he w.is alive to(lay.  I  l`a(I sotiie  fun the other niglitjottilig

down  some  ideas. Aiid,  I  guess,  I  was thii`king the  rirst question  would be:  What
makes Coiigressm<iii ^bercrombie the only person  in Congress who is .1  member or
tllc  Bellr.1nd  Riisscll  Society'./

NA:          Maybe because of my  fascin.ition witlT l`im  all  my :`diilt life.  Wh:`t  I  iiienn

by  my  tid`ilt  lif`e  is  I  hiitl  no  real  conce|7tion  or what  Russell  was  :`boiit,  let  alo]`e

wl`o lie  was,  when  I  w.is  ill  higli  school.  B`it by  the time  I  got into college,  I  got
exposed to him-actufllly thro`igh my  br(jtl`er,  who  was  at Syracilse :`nd had picke{l
`ip on  soine  writings  l.y  R`Issell.  I  think  I  picked  `ip 4////I/;/././,v (///(/ ///t'  //Jt//.v/.t///t//,

Uxptiplt/" E.`'.`'try,`',  soi`ie  o(` tl`e thil`gs  I  l`:`ve right  here, L`'t,.ap/7.t,`tj/ A,`'.`'tj,t..`..  At`tl,  or

course,I  wtis  fascini`ted  with  liim  immetli:itely  becaiise of tlie cl{irity  of the cori-

cepts,  the cltirity antl the  i[`sight  orthe  wi.itings :`i`d  its appeal. I`his  was  in  the  `50s,

and I  went to college  '55-'59  in a small  liberal  arts  school. There  was an engineer-
ing base to it, though I  wasn't an engineer.  It was fortunate  for me to go to such a
school  becailsc  it helpetl  me to fomi  my concer)tioiis aboiit `irb{in plannii`g  and  in
that atmosphere,  in  the  50s, niy  views on the button  down  generation, tl`e Ill.in  ill
tlie  gray  11ani`el  suit,  th{it kill(I  t)f thing,  the  pre-beatnik  :`Iid  the  pre-hipr)ie,  all  tlic

gross characteriz.itions that li:ive ttiken r)lace over tllat erii.

But there was a  renaissai`ce Lindcrw{iy  of literat`ire  :iiid  theatre  that  mani-

rested  itself in  ll`e  1960s,  atid  tliere  w€`s  music.  Interestingly  enoiigh,  RLissell  w:`s  a

P.1rt of` tll:`(.  I Ic  w.is  :I  c:it.ilyst  ill  i"`Ily  rcs|)ccts--intellcct`itilly  1`or  mc,  ccrttiiilly.  I Ii`
had  been  associ{ited  ii`  iiiai`y  people's itiiiitls  with  the  anti-nucle.ir testing  alitl  tili(i-

l``icletlr weapons  movemeiit, the peace niovemer`t,  more broatlly. ^n{l i`s n  result,
there ha(I been n lot of exposiire~political  exposure-to some ol` l`is work.  But it
hadn't really  carried tlirough  to a  whole lot  of people. They  were  faiT`ili{ir  with his
ni`nic.  Iiitcllcct`ii`Is  liii{lli't  i`cci`ssi`rily  (lt>iic  :`iiy  I.ci`tlii`g  orhim  i`iitl  tlii`t  w:`s  rc:`lly

sad because tl`e re:`dii`g was so e,isy  to tlo.  In  sonie regar{l,  I  doi`'t  tl`it`k  l`e  got all

the attention or rest)ect that he (leserved bcci`ilse l`is  work  was too easy  to  read.  If
he had been  L[egel,  yo`]  see,  or Wittgenstcin,  or K:ilit,  where yoii had tliis  imr7ciie-

trable ,ind incompreliensible text to deal  with or even,  sociologic{illy  spei`king,
Talcott Parsons--all  these  folks, even  D`irkheim,  it  would be dif.ferent.  IIe di(lli.I
have that aca(lemic  veiieer.  [le was  so :`ccessible that way.  It co`ildl`'t be  imrlortal`t,

it coultln't possibly  be sometliing to be reverential  about because he was so  irrever-
ent himself.  I]e liatl  Ilo  preteilsc. no p`iblic pretei`se,  regardless of wh:`t  people may
write  aboilt  liim,  bitigr.ii7hic.illy  sr>ez`kiiig,  on  liis  pcrst7Ii.il  rel.itionsl`iiis  {`i`tl  siii`h,

rlis  I)`iblic  persoun  was  tlevoid  of th:it  kin{l  of`egtitism  an{l  tlistai`ce  1`rom  tlic  itii`ss

of`peoplc  who  miglil  bc coiitempl.iting  wlinl  l`e  li:`(I  to  s:`y  :il`d  how lie  h:ttl  tt]  s:iy  i(.

He  w,is very  aL`cessible.  He was the only  coiiteliiporary  pop philosoplier.
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[n t>tl`er words,  he w:`s  a celebrity,  a celebrity philosopl`er. An(i  I  guess, tlie only
{`c`iitlcmic  I  call  think  or tl`at  fell  ililo  that  category  was  Marsl`all  MCLilhalL  maybe.

MCLul`<"`  was an  incai`descent candle.  He kind of burst  for a  little  while.  Ill pop

c`iltiire terms, he was a manifest persona-was there for a while, shined very
brigl`tly,  disappeared kind of`thing.  8`" R`issell  tiad been tl`ere  forever aiitl kept on

going.

CT:             I ]e  woiildi`'t die.

NA:           Ile wouldn't die, literally!  So, all of that combilied il"he late  '50s to stim-
`il.ite me to pay attentioll to what he had to say. And of course, the more  I read the
nioi.e sense he made.  I had great difficiilty  in finding anythilig that he said that  I
tlidi"agreewithwhichwaskindofstrangeandexhilai.atingilisomerespects.Ina
sense  I  became a disciple of Russell because he was whting about things that were
on my mind al`d I  didn't have many other soiirces to go to in order to verify the
thii`gs tliat were on my mind. Some of the writers, contempor{`ry  writers-there
was llabei.mas,  Inoi.e  ill the academic pliilosophy  that made  sel`se to lne. And C.
Wrigl"  Mills  wiis wi.itiiig as a  sociologist llieit,  again  in  a popiil:ir veiib  with  'r/ie

Pt"J" /i`//./Lz aiid  W/ti./e (,'t;/her.  Some ot` these sociological treatises were parallel
examimtions of tliiiigs tl`at  Russell  was talking about pl`ilosophically.

I  was  interested  ili religioi`. That  was a thing that (1rew nie to  him too  in

bt>th LS'<'.J/j/i."" E.ww" al`d  ill  W/iy / zlJti  MW w  owl..`.0."JTprov8Cative titleT-W/ly /
AM IV" 4  ('/Ij./.,`'//." Totlay, that may seem kind ol` prosnic,  al` Hiteresting title per-
l`:`psb`it{ilmosti.etlestriamBi"leliiietcnyowfi``tyycarsagoilw{`sl`'t.Ai`{lit's

I.cally  lil`ty  yeiirs  ago.  I  ain  looking  here.

CT:            1926,  ol. something like tl`at.

NA:          Maybe the publication d:ites are a  little difl`erei".  "Why  I  Am  NotA
(Tliristi{iii"  ii`ay  lii`ve  been  writtel`  earlier,  the  ol`e  tliat  I  got  w.is prlblished  in  1957

i`Iid w:is one essay among other essays that was the title essay of a tiook of essays
tl`at ci`iiie  o`"  ii`  '57  wheli  I  got a hold of it.  I  thii`k  that you are  right  and it  was

written thirty  years earlier.  But the  point  is still  made that tliis was very provocative

goii`g on  forty or fif`ty years ago in that era of conforlnity, tliose Eisenhower years,
the erid ot. confomiity,  I  should say,  I  giiess. Ai`d he contributed to that enom`ously.

The last thing I  would say lil that regard is that mucl` of the intellectual

freedom which was sought, as well as tl`e otlier kinds of freedon+social freedoms,
sexu{`l  revol`ition, iiersonal  freedoms, feininism etc., were anticipated-in fact, a
foundation was laid for them by Riissell's writing. He doesi" get any credit for it.
rlehelpedtoestablishthatatmosphereandl`addonesofordecadeafterdecade
zi``ter decade.  You could coiint oil  Riissell, if you  go back over the liistory ot` his
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writing, to have been zeroing in with great precision on those issues whicl` bec.imc
so high profile over the years.

CT:           You once told me that Russell  had intluenced yourpoliti.`s more tl`an any
other  iiidjvidiial.  Co`iltl you  e]abor<ite  on  tliat?

NA:          Take a  book  like p/I//.//.c¢/ /t/a"/``'.  That  was writteli as a  public  lecture  ill
1917  with  respect  to  Britain  goiiig  ilito  Worl(I  War  I  and  w:is  b.ii`]`ed  .iiid  rcm:`iiietl

ilnp`iblislied  jii  Grc:it  Britain  I  believe  iintil  Ihe   ltJ60s,  Lle  oLitlilie{l  tlie  L7:isic  teiicts

of l`is  I)o]itic.il  cotle.  I lc  talked  €iboiit  c.ipittilism.  I[e  t.ilketl  abou(  tlie  pitl`:ills  oI`

socialism.  Don'1  forget lie was the  rlrst one lo analyze commiinism~rememl]er his
pi`¢c./i.t'e timt/  r//tJt;i;}J t?/./pit/,`'/icJtJi..`';/I  in  wliicli  lic  :`mily7.etl  I.,eliiiiism.  I Ic  csscillizilly

understood  it.  I-Ie  w,is  ol`e  of the  I-irst pcoplc  to  visit  Russi,1,  t)r tlie  bungeoiiiiig

Soviet  Uliioll,  aiid  he,  with  great insigl`t,  gretlt  presciel`ce,  understood the cycle tll:`t

w.is  goiiig  to  t.ike  place.  I-[e  rig`Ired  oLi(  ill  Chiiia  too that  this  essenli:`IIy  wiis  :i  tlic-

lalorship  not  o(` the  proletariat  per se  bLit  :I  (licl:`torship  of tlie  mind  :`iid  w.is  goiiig

to fall of its own weigl`t .is a result, and there would be punges and all  those kinds
of tliings.  He understood thtlt  implicitly  as  well  as statii`g otller observations exp]ic-
itly,  He was qiiite aware.

He even  has sections in Ptj/i.//.c'w/ /t/ct!/.`', about socialism,  individual  liberty
and public control, and national  independence and internationalism-all those
things. The whole essay is less than a hundred pages printed.  It is about 75 pages.  It
went into many things in a conversational  way, in a vernacular way, all  of the ele-
ments that we were trying to come to grips with at that time jn tlie late  '50s, early
'60s.

Go back  in the context of time, all  of.those things that he was talkiiig
about in here, capitalism and the wage system,  for example.  Now, soiiie ot`that in:iy
seein  rtither na.I.ve bee.iuse you  li.ive tlie dere.it of .`ommunisln.  But you  see  Riissell
understood communism  was not a  Left i{leology  at all.  It was  Retl  fascism. Anothel.
form  of fascism is  what lie  was talking about,  ii)stit`itiona]Iy speakiiig,  orgtiniz:ition-

ally spcaking~commiiiiism  as jusl  .inolhcr  form  or (`zisci`sm.  [lc  `mdcrstootl lli:il  ;iii{l

I  Lil`(lersliiotl  tlitit  as  i`  resill(.  ^ltl`oiigli  I  wits  i`ever a  Marxist,  I  Ii:id  to  tlciil  witli

Marxist ide<1s and wi(h Marxists all  my  intellec(ual  life in the  '50s and  '60s atld

even into the  '70s. And Marxism as siich oiily fell out of favor recently.  Everyorie
tends to think  .1boiit only wliat happened in the  last two minutes. This all  seelT`s  like

ancient history. And why  were people talking about it? Didn't everyone realize that
communism  wouldn't work? And no, i`ot everybody did.  Even if tliey did, still  that
didn't mean  tliat tliey  were going to prostrate themselves  for capjtalisiii  as siich.
And  Russell  l`a(I ti  way of working through  it.

Just,  for example,  in  "Capitalism and the Wage System," and  I'm qiioting
now,  "the most d{ingerous aspect of the tyranny of the employer is the power jt
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gives  him  i)[`iiiterfel.ing  with  mai`'s :`clivi(ies  oiitside  of.lhcir  workii`g  hours."   You
I.cad  W/i/./cJ  Cfj//t/i. or  7l//c /'tjwcJ/. 41//./Lz by C.  Wriglit  Mills and you  see this.  I  men-

`ii7iti`tl  I)Lii.kheim  bc``ore  i`iid  otliers  (ha(  iii(luenced  my  thinking  as  :i  sociologist.  I

w:is a sociology major before  I  weiit into American  stiidjes. All  ['In  driving  at  is
sciilences  like tli:`t  woiiltl  stimiilate  iiie  to think  about  (hiligs  r>olilic:illy.  I-low do you

I.i`ctiiiof le  t]ic  jndividiii`l  :`iid  autliority?  I low  (lo you  maximjzi.  the  i`ar){icity  for indi-

vi{lu.il  :`iitoi`omy  aiid tit the same time  meet the necessities of re<iching the colnmon

gt7t>(I?  I low  (lo  yoil  reco[)cile  tltose  tliii`gs?  Shoiil(I  lliey  be  rcct)iicile{I?  What  :iboLit
s{ii`iclics  wl`o  citipli:`sizi`  the  groiir)  t]ver  the  intlivitl`iz`I?

T'eor>le  see  tl`iiigs different  wiiys.  They  see  the  stinie  thiiig  aiid  interpret  it

iiiiii`h  tli`1.i`i.ciilly  (lcpi`iitling  {)ii  lhc  v:`liic  syslcm  they  h{`vc  jilc`ili`:iti`tl.   I low  i"icll

tli)  yoii  tly  to  ti.:`Iiscen(I  the  ciilt`«.:il  b:lgg:ige  yoil  ll:`ve  bccn  givci`,  yiiiir  view  of`the

wt7i.ld?  All  tl`ose  tliings  he  i`ddresses  ill  "The  ['itfalls of Socialism."  And  ag:iin  quot-

iiig,  "()nc  tif` the  so(irces  ol`cvil  in  I)io(lcrn  ltii.ge  delllocr{icies  is  tllc  ``tic(  tl`:`t  most  of

tlii`  eleclt][.:`Le  liavc  li«Ie  or  Ilo  vital  i[itcrcst  in  inost  of`the  q`iestioi`s  lh:it  arise."    Of

t:ti`irse,  this  w:is  writteii  m`icli  e:irlier th:wi  the  time  o``televisioii.  But  yoii  can  see

iii`medi.ite]y  how  applicat)]e th.it  was to television.  He comnlented on those kin{ls
{il`tliiiigs  I:`ter on  in other essays (hat  he  wrote and observations that he made.

One needs to remember that Russell  was commenting on the world around
liilii, virtually  from  Qiieen Victoria's time. The Victorian era  certainly  went on
hcyolid her passing,  and right up until  the post-atomic world.  So his grasp of tlie
I`ccessity  of` updating  in tl`e outer world that which had been  a product of his  inner
life and thought  was  fascinating.  It was awesolne.  lie  was  willii`g to do that, eager
'',  (lo  it.

I ]e  b:isictilly  pioneered takitig  the  scientirtc  attitiide  i`rid  .ipr)roach  iiito  tt`e

lii(i(len  woi.]d.  Obvioiisly  tli<it  is  where yoii  (lo cxperiliiellt{1tion  all(I  veriflcalion  alid

tl`Ii7lication.  When  you  find you a].c  goiiig  in  tlie  wro[ig  directioii,  r.itlier than  caus-

ilig  you  heartticlie  .an{I  grief,  you  find  :`  sc[isc  of joy  :`n(1  relief` tli.1(  yoii  discovered

it,  th<it yoLi  li.i{I  an  error in  your system,  {`ii(I you  w:`nt  to  correct  it.  The  tlinist of

yti`ii.  I.liilt7.`{ii7hy  is  {lisctivcry,  I)ai.tic`Il:`I.ly  {lisct>vcry  ()`` Ill:it  wl`ich  is  in  i`rroi.,  is  an

{icc:isitm  I'iir  li:ir7i.iiicss.  Yoil  thiiik,  "Gt)sli,  I  was  goiiig  ill  the  wrol`g  {Iirec`tioii.  I

Iliii`k  I  am  going to go a  inore positive  way." All  of`this done  wi(h  a  touch of

I``in`or,  a profoiii`d sense of the kind ot` absurdity of` existence.

What  is  interesting to me  is thtit  I  never foLmd a coiitra(liction between
l`i`rmind  Russell  .iiid  existel`tialism,  l`or ex.imple.  Existentialisin  liatl  a  kiiid ol` g[.iin

iiicvit:`bjlity  tind  t`at.ilism.  Of`course,  Rilssell,  to  me,  <ilways  hi`tl  a  |iroroiii`d  sLlnse

(il.()ptimism  :ind  etcrmll  illterest  in  lil`e.  Ill(iiliry  \v:`s  .1li  occtlsion  of joy  of s(imula-

li()I`  al`(I  cnth`isiasln.
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CT:          Not somethir`g to  dre:`d.

NA:           No(  some(liiiig  to  dread  oi. simply  to  accept,  but  I  ditlii't  see  it  :is  zi  contr{i-

diction.  I  think  I  felt very much  in einpathy,  sympathy  with existentialisiii,  :`I`d  I  di{I

not  see  it  :is coi`tratlictior`  at  :Ill  and  R`issell,  I  (lori't  thiiik,  woiild  h:ive  either.  [[e,  I

thi]ik,  wo`ild  see  it  :ts  :`  p:il.:idox.  Dm`erem  w:iys of` inqiiiry,  dil`I`creiit  ways  of tryil`g

to come to terins tlnd  grips  with  life.   That  really  was essei`ti.il.  I  think  what  I  took
mostly oiit of the political  ideas and ideals of Bertrand  Riissell  was that politics

ofTeretl  colist:`iit  stilii`il`Is  to  yoiir  creiitive  impiilses  !ii`d  huim`iiilari:`i`  impiilscs.  I`o

try  and give yoiirselrtl`e opportiiitity  to justit`y  yoiir existence  in  terms ol`youi. re]:`-
tionsllii) to others,  and what  you tire contributingaeit  is our moral  oblig:`tion esseii-

tially  to do thtit.

CT:           I'd  like to talk  about you  for a mo[tlen(.  What politic:`lly  oriei`ted ticcon`-

plishments <ire yoii proudest o`'.) Aiid  wh!`t  in  yoilr politic:il  career :`re yoiir biggest
regrets?

N^:           Y{Mi  kiutw,  I  re:`Ily  (loii't  think  tlN`t  w:iy.  Miybe  tli!`t  I"`s  s(7metl`ing  to (lo

with  Russell  toi>.  I.t>i>k  :`t  him.  I ]e  lived  :`lmost  ii  ceiitiil.y  all(t  ct)i`tribiitetl,  ii`tcllec-

tually,  in  terms  ol`his  i`ctivities,  for i`ioi.e  Ill:`i`  three  qLi:`rters  ol` that  time.  Ai`d  tt7

pick  something :is  "well, th:`t  was really  gootl" or "th:`t was  I.eally  bad,"  or even  the
regrets-I  zim  not  tryiiig  to run  tiw:`y  l`rom  il.  It  is tliat~it  is i`ot a  coi`ceri`, bee:`iise
I  see  this  thiiig  as  a  coiilii`uiim.  'rherc  iirc  I(>`s ot` things  that  I  iim  |iroLid  lo  ]`iivc

been  associatetl  willi.  ^I`d  by  Ttro`itl,  I  iiie:`n  I  feel  I  was  acting  in  a  w:`y  thi`t  eel.-

t{iiiily  Rilsscll  might  liiivc  z`pproved  ol`-^.-+I  lioi)e  st7  anywi`y-`'-iu`(11l`:it  I  :ir)Til.tivcil  ol`

in  lnysell`.  I`hcrc's  dtizeiis  {il` tliii`gs,  lhi]igs  th:it  I  did  witli  respec(  lo  he:`lth  iin{l  cdii-

cation,  higher :`nd  lower in  I-[awaii,  indivitlua]  instaiices  in  which  I  may have

helped to  make soiiieol`e's  life a  little  more protliictive.  I'erh:lps  I  give tl`em  a
moment  of h{ippiiiess  or  sLirceiise  froui  grief.ol. pain,  and  yoii  c:`n  do thi`(  ill  politics.

That  is  the  :`ppetil  o(` a  piiblic  li`.e,  I  tliiiik.

]1` I  regL.et  thiligs,  it  is  thiit  I  h:`veii't  been  good  erioiigli  in  expl:iiiling  soiiie

of the tliings th:`t  I  do even to those th:it  I  am closest to antl  whose gootl opinion  I
treasiire.  I  I`.ivet``t :`lwiiys  been  i`ble  to  exi)]€iin  to  people  wl`y  I  did  wli:`t  I  (litl.

Maybe  I  haven't  been  :ible to explain  it to myse]f`as  well.  My  only  regret  js that  I

probably haven't devoted the kind ol` energy  ai`d discipline to tryii`g lo {iccolnplish
a  public  life  worthy  of`tlic  nan`e  thtit  I  shoLiltt  have.  I  am  o``ten  striick  by  Rilssell's

discipline.  t3iit  I  doli't  h:ive  Ill:`( and  he  w:`s  i`  genius.

CT:           I+e  I.eatl  iill  the  tinie.  It  is  ainazil`g  wh:it  he  accomplisl`etl.

NA:           Ile's so p].oliric.  Yoii.ll  get  iipset  with yoiirselfit`yoii start  comparing. 'l`hat

is  why  I  w:`s  !`lw`ys  relii.`ttlllt  I()  st.irt  comi):iriiig.  F"l  comi):`rii`g  mysclf`to  nlyse]l`.
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I  (liink  that  it  is essentially  useless.  I  see  all  these  things  .is  a  contiiiiium.  You  are

tlt)ii`g better on  some dtiys than yoii  :ii.c  on others.

(`']`:            lt  is  qiiite  possible  that  someoi`e  with  the p{>Iitical  ticiu`ieii  of Russell

wtitiltl  li:`ve  been  I)revcntctl  from  I)`ii.siiiiig  :`  I)()litjcal  c:ireel.  beci`iise  o1`his  r)rivate

lil`c.  To  wlial  dcgi.ce  (lo  yoii  think  ii  persoli's  priv.ite  life  slioiild  be  a  I.:ictor  in  deter-

iiiiiiiiig  siiitaliility  to  a  riolitical  of`flce?

N^:          'l`h:`t  is  a  g(7od  questioil  bec:uisc  there  is  no  liecess.Try  I.east)n  ``or someone

with  Russi-ll's  iiisight all(I  liis  obvious  political  interest  to  necess<irjly  manifest that
IIi  clccto]..il  ofr[ce  at  zill.  Jilst  by  coincitleiice  li`st  niglit    I  was  w.itcliiiig  tl`e  Britis[i

t`li`cliolis on  C-SPAN.  (`-SPAN  showctl  llic  BBC  I]i.o:`(lciisl  ol` llii.  second  eleclioii

i.yclc  t`or Tony  Blair  which  I  foulid  very  inlerestiilg,  very  fiisciii:lling,  bee.1use  il  is

ti`iitc  difl`ereiit.  The  irreverence  ol`tlie  coiii]iieiit<itors  is  great  t`iin,  :`Iid  you  have  (o

I)c  tii`  the  17:Ill.and  very  sh:irp.  Russell  woilltl  have  been  ideal  in  that  give-and-take,

lli:it kiiid  of thing,  because of his  wit, bec.1iise of his humor,  bec:`use of his self-dep-
I.i`i.:`ting approach  and  his comm:`nd or langiiage and his ease  in  piiblic.  I-Ie  woilld

lI:ivL.  been  i(lc:)I  in  that  regard.  I  tliiiik  l`c  wo`il(I  h:ive  beeii  h:`ppier,  thoiigh,  .1iid

liit>I.c  pl.od(Ic(ive,  not  riiiining  for  o``1ice  :in(I  de.ililig  with  all  tl`e  qLi()Ii(li!iil  (let{iils  of

li:Iving  to  bc  in  piiblic  olrice.  Believe  iiic,  wlien  yoi]  see  r]e{)I)le on  the TV  witli

xltiiki[tg  him(ls,  an(I  tlie  L7ig  bill-signing  ceremoTiies  and  all  tli:it,  that  is  one  (hing.

IILlt  tl`:`t  {loc`sii't  bcgili  to  get  into  the  sculwoi.k,  the  dogsletl  woi.k,  I  c:ill  it.  'T`liat  is

llic  way  tl`:`t  I  tilways  tliink  about  it.  I  tl`ink  aboLit  Tnysel(`at(ached  to  (he  sled  of a

i7ul7lic  li(`e,  :mtl  yo`i  .il.c  pillling  Ill:`t  sletl  .il`tl  yoLi  li.ive  to  tlo  i(  witli  siiigle-mili{le{l

{'Iicrgy.   I Ic  wil`<  l`:ir  tti{i  i`clccli.`.11` I  li:i{I  bi`cn  ill  l':Irli{`mci`t,  iit]l  :i   l'rin`c  Miitstcr,  or

``iiiirsc,  but  i``I  h:i(I  l}ccn  in  l'arli:lment  or  in  :`  Ministry,  wh:`t  I  woul(I  llave  wallte(I

w:Is  Russell  there  {is  .in  .1(lvisor--iiot  evcli  :itlvisor :is  such  bLit  :is  a  comnieiittitor on

t`velylhilig.  It  woul(I  be  a  "What  (lo you  thii`k../"  "I low {loes  this  look?"  "What  is

yo`ii. view?"  "Wh:`t  do  you  tl`ink  .iboiil  things?"  "If yo`i've  got  <iiiytliing  to  stiy  to
iiii`  :`h{i`il   il,   let  li`c  kli{iw"  kiiitl  {il`{i  I`{7`itiiic.   "I,c(`s  cxcl`:iiigc  i`iitl  ini`ct  lo  rcl`t.csl`

Iiiy  ii`ill(I  :ui(I  gc(  :I  l`i.esh  perspeclive."

I  tlt7i`'t  kiiow  ir he  woiiltl  h.ivc.  been  so  gre:`l  liilkjng  tt>  c:`Lic`iscs  there,  or

wli:itever the  cquivz`lent is  in Gre<it  Biit:lilt.  Biit  I just  (lon'l  tliii)k  thiil  the  best  iise

til` his  energy,  his  tiitie,  his talent,  aiid  I`is  geliius  would  have  beeii  i`ecessarily  in

i`li`ctoral  iioljtics.  ^s  f`or  his  privtite  life,  I  wo`iltli`'t  thiiik,  ptirticiil{irly  in  his  tiiT`e,  it

w()iild  h:ive been  .iny(hiilg one  way or the other.  ]ii sol)1e respects his priv<ite  life to

iiic  is  I`tiirly  i`onventit7Iitil`-:i  coLir>Ie  or :imiirs  involved  antl  so  on  aiitl  so  forth.  I tis

lil`i'  is,  ..om|i:ii.i`tl  to  stiine  others  thcsc  {l:`ys,  rzilhcr  riros<iic.

'l`otl:ty  thcrc  is  very  li(tlc  in  thi`  wily  or prjv{ite  lire  bee:iiise  ol` (clevision,

lti`c:``isc ot`{legcnerati{m+  wol`.t even say the degeneration ofjoiimalism because

I  iHi`  s`ire  tli:it  the  yellow joiimtilism,  tl`e  sensationalism, the  tabloidism  has  always
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been  there  froin  the  rirst  ilist<ince.  But  the  insttii`t:`neous perv!`siveiiess of it didi`'t

exist  bet.ore  its  it  tlt)cs  i`{iw  with  clitci.taii`iiiciit  :`iid  television  t)pet.:itiiig  twtJ'nty-

foiir/seven and the i`.ipiicity  to sustain  tlii`t  kind  of iiiterest  in the  nalne ot` prorit-gc`t-
ting people to watch  Ions enoLigh  to  sell  comiiiercials,  of`senszitioiitilizing  h`iman

foible,  <ind  tragedy  in  some  instai`ces,  personal  stLlpidities all(I  dit.f'iculties,  aiid  so

on.  It  shouldl`'t  be :`  part ol` it.13iit  it  is  very  {lillicult  these  tltiys,  with  the  irtcredible

intensity of political  life, public  life, elector:`l  life,  not to sensatioiialize ai`d  piit

great  pressure on  the privi`te  side,  the perstii`til  si(le~faiiiilics.

]t  is a  tougl`  lire.  This  is  :i tougl`  Iil`e.  I  doi`'t  s:`y  iiiiich  about  it  evei.

because yoii never get any  sympathy  t`rom  zinybody  about  it  anyway,  bilt it is hard-
est on family. Again, you always have to consider the context  in which people wei.e
doiiig  things  in  the  time  Riissell  lived.  I-]e  w:`s jilst,  :`s  lie  entei.etl  the  ltist  deciides  of

his  life,  begittniiig to enco`ili(er tl`e tyi)e of` iiitensity  of scriitiny  that  we  liow deal

with as an everyd.iy  fi`ct of lil`e.  We don't  li{ive private  lives €is piiblic  rigures.  Yoii
can l`ave a  perso"i]  lil`e.  I  differentiate  1`rom  I)rivate <ind personal.  If you  go to a
restaurant,  that  is not private  anymore.  13iit  whz`t you say to your wife or husband  is

personal.  What  yoLi tlo  is try  to  s<ilv{ige something of the persolial  bilt  it  takes
ex(raordinary,  well-integr.ited people  in temis ot`their personality and psychology  ttj
be able to live  with,  let  alone  be associated  with, a pilblic  ]if`e,  alid a public  ligiire

who  is subject to tl`e electoral  process. The reqilii.ements of tl`ose 'who are associi`t-
ed with them  in teritis of their I)ersonal  rectitiide+  don't mean moral rectitiide  in :I
cultural  sense.  I  mean their sense ot` self, their self-esteem,  their capacity  to  ilnder-

stand wliat is going on around (hem has to be greater in the spouses,  in the  f`riends,
in the  loved oiies than  it  has (o  be  for the I)olitical  rigure, hiiiiself or hei.self`.  So
there  is  iiot  a  whole  lot tl`:it  we  c:`n  do  aL]oiit  it  excel)I  underst:i[id  th:it  it's  goii)g  to

happen  i`nd  try  to  tiike  an  i`ttit`ide  th:`t  yoil  ciin do  very  litl]c  iiboiit  m`ic`h  ot` wl`:it  is

said aboiit yoii or done to yoii.  All  you ciin  do  is pziy  close attei`tion  to youl. own
motivation,  yoiir owl`  col`clLisioiis  tiiitl  activities,  iintl  r}`ish  i`liei`d  on  the  b:`sis  th:`t

yoLI  :`i.e  ex:`i`iiliiiig  y{7`irscll.:`s  best  yt7`i  c:iii  will`  Ilie  t{>tils  ilili.lli'ctu:il  :iiitl  titlii'i.  lh:i(

yt)ii  l`i`ve  i`v:lil:`t)le.  Yi)Li  ti.y  to  cll.ccl(ii`te  llic  I)Llblic  gi){)tl  :ls  I)csl  yi)LI  i`:ui  Liii{lcl.st:ii`{I

it,  and  in  the  process  c:ill  iipon  tliosc  elemeiits  th:iL  I  guess  Liiicolli  c:`lled  1[`e  "bettei.

angels"  in  yt.`irsclf.  Aiitl  ccrti`iiily  wliat  Riisscll  woiild  liave  I.eiiiiircd  oryoil  is  :`  iit7-

holds-b:`rre{I  sclr-cx:in`in:`tion  or wl`:`t  yell  :`rc  tloirig  :ii`d  wlly  iil`{I  i`ot  tt7  lie  to

yoursell` anylnore tlian  yoii :Ire  going to  by  (lel`aiilt aiiyway. Try  not  to do  it  by
design.

Eiidnotes:

I     Maliy  th:uiks  tt)  Jeiiliy  Miller  l`or  l].:iiisci.ibii`g  zi  t:ipe  recor{liitg  i>l' tl`is  ci7i`vei.s:i-

tion.

2.   Cf.  Pti//.//.t't// /t/c.{//.`' (p.  29  of Ui`win |i:`perback  edition).

3.   Cf.  Pt///.//.t't// /t/c't//.\' (p.  44  ol. Unwin  f7aT)ci.b:`ck  e{litiol`).

4.   This conversi`tion took  place on JLine  8, 2001.
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The Second International Principia Symposium
Universidade Federal de Santa Catarina,
Florianopolis, Brazil. August 6-Io, 2ool

Nick Griffin

l'Iii]osor)hers  who  laliient that  ol`ly  (Ioctot.s  ai`d de[itists hold  colif`erences  ill  gor-

I:i'(7`is  :intl  cxolic  loc.itions  can  take  hei`rt  from  tlie  ln(ernatioli.il  P]iiLcipia  Symposia
oi`g{ii`i7.ed by  (he  Niicleo de  Epistemologia e  Logica of tlie  Fe(leral  University of
t;:n`ti`  Cat{`Iiiifl  at  I<`lorianopolis on  the  Brazilian  coast.  The  symposia  are  named

iil.lcr tlie  two  /'/././I(,././J/.w M////ic/}J/J//.(,I(/s,  Newtoli's  and  Russell  and  Whitelie.1d's,  and

iw.c hel(I every other year. This ye,ir the sessions were held in  a hotel  right on
I'`lt)iitinor)olis's  spect.icLilar shoreline  -a  triily  stLinning  locatioii.

'l`lii`  conl`erciice  w:is tle(tic:`ted  to  R`Issell,  b`it  inc]iidetl  papers  oli  ["`ny  olI`er topics

in  tiita]ytic  i7hilosopliy,  esi)eci<illy  in  ei.isteinology,  logic,  {iiitl  philosor)hy  of sciei`ce.

With  rive (I:iys of`p:ii)crs  in  English  an{l Portuguese runniiig  in  `ip  to  four concurrent
Hi.ssions there w,is a great deal  from which to choose.  Not liaving  Portuguese, some
`.li{)ices were lil,1de for me-sadly, sillce there were many  Bri`zjli,in papers on logic

(i`.`r>ecjally  p:mi.`onsi.stent  logic)  .iiid  I)hilosophy  o(` scielice  wliich  I  should  have
likc(I  to  hear. 'I`he (wo in  Englisll  that  I  attended, Adonai  Sant'Anna  on  the elimina-

litm  of space-time  l`roin classical  field  theories and Decio Krause on  sortal  logics
IIiitl  qiialit`iiii  tlieory,  were  especially  iliteresting.

Mu`y  olhcl. topics  were covered.  There  wfls  Dtiniel  Vantlcrveken on  s|)eecli-:ict  the-
tM'y,  S`isim  I ]a{`ck  o[`  scientiric  evidelicc,  Micliel  Ghii`s  oii  ['ut"`m's  all(i-ret`lism,

*vcn  Bci.necker (in memol.y, Oscar Niidler on progress and  sttlgntltion  in philoso-

|)liy,  till(I  CI:``i(lio  de Almeida  (a  l<ipse(I  Riissell  scholar llow  workilig  in  episteliiolo-

i.,y)  on  ki``7wle(lge  {`n(1  benign  [`alschoods.  ^s  i`  gr:`(l`i.1te  stu(lcl`l  :it  MCM.1stcr  work-
jlig  on  Riissell's  tlieory  ortlescriptioiis,  Cl:iudio  tle Alnieida  w.is  :`n  e!irly  recipient

til' tli..13RS's  s(Lidcnt  :iw:ird.  I [c  is  I`ow  :issoci:`te  prol`essor :`t  tl`e  T'tirilil'icia

I )iiivi`i.sill:itlc  G`lolic`.1  in  ['ollo Alcgri-:m{l  gtive  a  I).irticliliirly  polisl`ctl  .il)tl .`ogent

l'`'I)|`r.

( )1` Russelli,in  topics, there were  no  less than three papers on  vi`gueness-~two in

I.;iiglish,  by  Mark  Colyvan and M:`rco  Ru1`rino (admittedly  on  Frege  rather than

I{`issell),  .iii(I  oiie  in  I'ortiiguese  by  C.irlos AilgLlsto  Sartori,  I(  is  qiiite .1maz.ilig that

l{{`y  Monk,  in  his  .iiixioiisness  to  (lismiss  Russell's  1923  ptiper on  the  toi)ic  :)s

lIIi`t)llsc(|Llctlti:`l,  co`Il(I  have  igllore(I  tlie  exT)Iosion  of`il`terest  in  it  ovei.  llie  l{`st  ten

yc:`i.s.  rl`hi.  r):m`iloxcs  an(I  logicism  also  rcceivcd  their sh:lre  ol` a«elltio]`.
I'`irticiilarly good  in tllis tii.ea were Aii{Ire  Fuhrmaim's account ol`lhe paradox  of

I.I.I)r)ositioiis  in  Aprientlix  8  of 7l/iL.  P/'7.wt,.7.p/tJ.`' t!/.M7//ic.iiit7/7.t,`.`'  at`d  Ot:`vio  Biiei`o's

25



defei`ce or a version or Frege's logicism  re.`oiislructed to avoid  tl`e ptii.iidox.
Dorotliea  I.o«ci. s`ili.risetl everyolie by  rintlil`g  a  Kalitian smiin  in  Fi.ege~['m  ]`iit

persiladed  it`s real,  biit  I  have a  list ol` pi`ssages from  tier to consult  Last  biit  not
least were papers by Oswaldo Chateaubriand disputing R`issell's view that there are
negative  <in{l  gciier:il  l`:ii`(s  :m{l  a  imisterly  :ii`co`il`t  or Rilsscll's  thet)ry  t)r ii`cii``)ry  ()y

Tllomi's  I,:'ltlwi,,.

Altogether it was a most valiiable conference, not only  for what one learnt of`
Russell,  bu(  for what  one letirnt of analytic  i]liilosophy  in  Bri`zil,  Some  very  inter-

esting work is being doiie there and my oi`Iy  regret was thilt my  k`ck ot` Poilugiiese

prevented me  l`rom doing inore than scratch the surface.

Nil.Il()lilN  C;I.i.I.|`Iil  ix  Dil.e'cl()I.  ().I. lllc  Bei.lI.illi(I  Rii.sHe'II  Re.Neiu.(.II  C.ellll`e  ill  MCMil.Nlel.

Unive,..Ni,y.

E-Mail Lists and Websites for the
Discriminating Russellian

by Peter Stone

As of late,  tllere's been  some co]1fiision  reg:irdii`g the  varioiis e-mail  lists deitling

with Bertralid Russell and the  BRS. There's also been some curiosity about
Russell's presence on the web.  Hopefully, this article will  clear ilp some of the con-
fusion.  If yoii  find yourself getting confusetl during discussions of all  the varioiis
lists al`d websites,  you  might  want to post this on your wall  right next to yoiir con`-

puter for filture rel.erence.                                                                                                                             )
Lists:

Here's a qLlick ruiidown on the pril"iry lists:

• a_ussell-I:  Not ofTicially  afriliated  with  the  BRS,  this  list  is  iiiten(led  f`(>i. disciission

of all  aspects of BR's  life and thought. To s`ibscribe to this list,  visit l`ttp://iiiail-
man.mcm`ster.c.1/mailmaTvlisti[il`o/rLissell-I.

• E!`ussell:  A mess:`ge  board  on  e-groui)s,  tliis  list temporal.ily  repli`ced  Riissell-1

when (hat list  was briefly  discontii`uetl.  Now def``inct.

• gins: The  list usetl by the BRS  Boartl to {liscuss  Board biisiiiess. Only open to tht

Board ot` the BRS.

• galJha:  Used to be the list iised by all  BRS members (and orily by t]iem) to post

BRS~related aimo`incements and to discuss BRS business. This list was discon-
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lIIi\ic(I  {l`Ic  to  a  I.irge  llumbcr of e-fiitii[s  `illrclalc{l  to  Rlisscll  or  ll`e  13RS  beillg  T)oS(-

•`tl  lti  ihc  list  (Tlic  rot.i"`t  Orthc  list  tlitl  n{7t  .illow  I`Or  :`iiy  w.iy  t{i  stoii  spz`m).

•  nlis±ist:  Rc|7l:iccd  g-<illhrs. This  li`st  li:`s coli(rots to stop cci.I:iin  (yT7es of span

({`.L4.,  it  I.cjccls exccssivcly  large  e-in.iils),  Only  mcliiL7ers  o].the  BRS  Imy joili.  ]r

you  ;ii.i`  :I  I}RS  iiiciiil)cl.,  :ilid  wisli  (oj{iin  ll`is  lisl,  vjsil

lini)://i"`ili"`i`.iiii`Iii:`slcr.i`:`/i"`ili")I)/li.`li]`1`o/brs-lisl

l'It':`t:c  liolc  llic  i`I.itic;`lly  illli)oil:int  (lisliiii.ti()li  I)ctwccn  I)RS-I,ist  :`iitl  Rii`ssell-I,

lll{S-I.,i.it  is  t>i`ly   ``or  I}RS-rcl.itc{l  .inn{iili`cciiielits  z`T`(I  (lisciission  of` [}RS  bilsi[]ess.

11 `.i  ilitL`iitlctl  rt]I.  llic  mciiil7er  wl`O  w:`I`ls  to  sttiy  "in  the  loop"  witlioLit  rcccivjli8  .in

•`,`ci`ssivc  i``iii`ber  ol` e-iii:lil.  Riisscll-I  is  I`or  tlisciission  ol`.ill  iisi)ccls  of Beilie's  life

iliitl  itli`:`s.   It`s  the  list  (`or  aityoiic  w]io  w:`t`ts  in  tli`|)th  (IiscLissi`7n  :`Iitl  tlocsn't  mind

n`t`i`ivilig  iii`iltii7lc  c-i"`ils  cvcry  tl;iy.  {)iii`  c:`ii,  oI`coiirse,  hc  tiii  Liotl`  lists.  ]i`tlced,

llii`  ol`ly  rc:is{)[i  tt7 jt)in   Rilsscll-I  {`iiil  not   13RS-I,ist  is  ,1  (Iesil'i.  i`ot  lo j()ill  tl`e  BRS.

^iitl  wli:it  R`issclli:`i`  wo`Ild  no(  w.il`t  (o  bc  ill  oLir  gcni:il  con`i)<iiiy?

Wcbsitcs:

I  I``ri`  ;ii.c  llic  L}ig   livc.

• 'l.lic  l}crlrimd  Riisscll  Socicly  (BRS)  -litlii://www.`isers.(li.cw.cdu/~jlcnz^)rs.hlml

•  'l`llc  13crtrnli(I  R`Issell  Society  I,ibriily  -

lio|)://www.geocitics.com/Athens/Olympils/4268/
•  .I`lic  GI.c:`lcr  RocheLste`i.  Riisscll  Scl  (GRRS),  :`  loc:il  cli{`i)tcr of llic  BRS

li«ii://home.sjrc.ctlu/~whjtc/grrs/
•  'l`lic  I)clli-:ill(I  R`issi`ll  ^rcliives  at  MOM;`ster  Uiiivcrsity

l`Ili)://www.mci"`stel..c.1/niss{1ocs/riissi]lll.Iltm
•  'I`l`c  I}crti.:`ii(I  Riisscll  Rcsearcl`  Ccli(rc,  :ilso  i`t  MCM.istcr

lluit://www.Iiili"wiilic``.i`1clii:rstcr.cn/~I.`i.sscll/bi.liomc.ht]ii

I li`I.i`  :`I.c  :I   I.cw  o(lici.  wcl)sites  tl`:`t  i"ty  hc  ol`son`c  ii`tcrcsL.
•  'l'lic  l}crti-.ind  RLisscll   ]7c:`cc  l``oilii(I.iti{)Ii  js  still  .ictive  til`tl  I.c.`eiilly  set  Lip

«  wi`hi7:`gc  :`t  lill|7://www.riissro`iiitl.t)rg.    Ils joiirm`l,  '/'/iL' .`'//tJA.t'.`'JJ/t///,  :`ii(I  its  f7Lilt-

liHliiiig  ht>usc.  Si)tikcsi"m  Bo{)k``,  :ii.i.  ;il  hlti)://www.siM7kcsiiinlil"iks.com
•  l''.iii``Ici`ii`.i.twn  till-i`i.s  :`  t`twii|ii.i`lii`]isivi`   li``(ii`g  t.l` I``i```scll-I.i`l;ili.tl   wi`Lisiti`s  :I(

lillit://www.i`itistenicliiiks.com/M:iin/l'Iiilosoi)l`ci.s..isp'.)Philc`o{1c=Riiss
•  l'`tir  :`ii  :`[.liclc  on  ll`c  "I)mi(liei.stic"  si{Ic  ol` 13crtr:`ntl  Riisscll  .see

lllli)://li(imc.Llti`"icl/I).in/I.iisscl.Iitml
•  ^17()`il.i`i)iii   l`:I.i  :I   |iliil(7`¢{)I)liy  site  tlc{lii.i`lctl  to  hiiminiisii`  <it

lIIlii://iiliil{7stii7hy.:`l"il.coiiMit"icwoi.k/i7liilos{]|7Iiy/csniLmi,ini``ni/ilitlcx.Ii(in
•  ^Iitl  til`ct.`ii..`c,  lli{7.`c  iiilci.cslc{I  in  sci.itiu``Iy  pilr`siiiiig  R`isscll  on  tlic  wi`lt  iii`ist

t`iMi.``ill  GRRS  mciiihcr  I):ivid  While's  |itii)i`r on  th:`l  topic  .it

llII|l://ht7Itlc.sjl`c.i`(lll/.`/whitc`/Russell/

For niore information on tlie 2002 AM, I]ookmark: Iittp://
myiiage.canlpllspiiieline.com/brsam2002/indext)i"m2002.html



Russell-Related Odds and l[nds

TIIi.s  IIew.|irtlllll.cJ  t].I. IIICJ  r3rksQ  will  i.t]Iililiil  Iil.ie.I. IIIelllit]il.+  t!|'  Ril.N.keJII  .N|

IIIeiliii.   IIei\I.N  I)t]I.Iilillillg   lt]   Rii.k,+cll,  iillil   iii.CJII.\]  11111..11   iiliylllillg   I{Ii.N.NtJII-I.i

wllil.ll  llt]11tlil)I .I.t.ll   likcJ  \\.I.itillg  il  i.lIIII|]lcJlcJ  {lI.Iit.lu.  '1.1]  .xllll.I   IIIu. .|`cJtlllll`t!.

Iile.  IIIe   »RS  III(IIIl]v'I.  \`'llt)  I)I.(}viileil  lllc  ill.I.I)I`III(ilit)Ii  i,k  illilii'iil(tl.   Millly
.i,,^  I,t,,.c,  ",(,r  ,,,. igi ,,,, ll.\,  ,,w,,li ,,,, c,,I  ,,,,   ll,,.`.wll-I.  11,`,  li(,,.I ,.,,,,, I   11,,`.\`,I

li.xl.w''.\,.

[l()I)e'.I.IIll)I.  IIIe  illiilt'I.iit^  I).I.|ZI.c'il  IIcil.a  \i.ill  ill.k|)il.e  IIIc'illlwJI.k  t].I.  IIIu'   l}I¢S

silililtil.  ilcJIII.N  tllci.v  IIIii+) .iillil  lt]  IIIci  riRSQ.

*

Jol`:`n  Giilt`ii`g's  ii`It`]L7ii)gn`pl`y,  J/J//(/i/   (//i'JJ  /./JJlt/..  /JtJ./;'.'t/.`'l'l'J.t'JJ  gr.l'JllJ

(Oslo:  Ascl`elToiig,  2000T,  h.!is-:;  i`lii`pter on  BR's  il`i`iltn.`c  ilii  l`il`T Gi
l`tlmo`is  I.iicil-isl  :`IItl  lliei`rist  ol` i`oi`11iL`l  I.etl`iclit)ii  iu`tl  gi`ve  llii.  l}cl.m`n

['eace  Lec(Lircs  :it  MCMiistcr  Uf)ivci.sity  I.ei`ciitly.  I le  :`Iso  jliti.o{liicetl  tl

edilioii of` /Wi,ti / 4i/i  Ivtj/ t/  ('//i./..`'//.t/i/.  I Ic  s:iys  he  owes  mLlcli  lo  Russi`l

S()til.{:e:   Kell  13Iii(.kwc'II

'rhe   /yti,`'/It.;ifi/tjii  /'t..\./,  :I  siilil.ill:Il  tilililic  liitig:`r.il`c,  iiicnlitii`i.tl  l`Lisscll  i

"No,  We Arcn'l  M:`kiiig 'l`his  lJ|)"--"^n  oi..`:isiii"`l  i`ol`Imn  til. I)olitic:I

don`l  even  liilvc  to  scl.cw  :`rouii(I  witll  to  iiiilki.  il  l`iiiilly."  Rilssell  I)ut  il

ai`ce  in  an  obitiiiiiy  i`t>licc  ol`Alex  Ct7n`'`iil.I,  itLIIlit]r  of`/tj.y t!/.,`'t',r.  'l`lic

Con`I`ol.I  wiis  iis  I.cbcllioils  ill  I)t)litii.s  iis  in  scxLi:il  I`)ores.  I le  \

kccn  incmt]ci. o`` the  Ciimi):`ign  l`t7i.  Niii`leiil.  Dis:`rin:IiiieiiI,  Ietl

tl`c  I)hilt)sol)I`cr i`n{l  i``,itl`ei"`licii`ii  nel.m`i`d  Rilssell  (mttrc  lh

lt>oiiy  (lesi)ilo  liis  crc(lcl`tiiils).  Ct>ml.i)I.t  wiis  oiie  ol` ii  liLiliihei`

c:imi7:iigi`cl.s  bl-ielly jiiiled  I.y  llie  I)iils  l`{il.  i"il'cliing  ill :I

Fjlldiiig  himscll`sh:ii.ills  :I  cell  wi(h  R`issell,  C`7Ii`l`ort  I.iissctl  lhc  liliic  I

Bel.(ie  liow  tii  siiig  IIisli  I.i`l.el  sol`gs.  Wliiit  :I  c`il.i{)iis  ii"ige  thiit  i`tilij`Ir

Tlie obilLlal.y  ill)[ieai.ed  in  Janilary-Jiiiie  200()  :it

hltp://www.wiishiliglonpcs(.i`onvlto_we_ ill.c  .i`t)t_ I -6_2000.Iiniil

Si)Iirce:   Kell  Blili:kweJII
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'I`lie Summer/F{ill 2000 issue of I.J/c'v/..`'/.t;w g//t/;./cJ/./y reprints a brief article on Riissell

I)y  Philip [Iiimburger.  I]alnbunger worked as television critic at the New Yorker from
1`)49 to  1955; the reprinted article, entitled "Bertrand Russell  Didn't Wisli to Change
Ills I-lopes  I`or the World,"  first appeared  in the  May 31,1952  Issue of that magazine.
I I:imbiirgcr  reviews  tlie  hall`-l`o`ir  interview  witli  Russell  bl.o.1(lcasl  on  NBC  a  few

weeks  carlicr.  I}csl  lilic?  "I  {Ioii'l  kliow  who  nl  N.B.C.  coiiccivc{l  llie  iiolion  for tliis

iii.eseiitalion,  bilt  he  certainly  deselves  the  wholehearted  thanks  ol. every  television-
sut  owner  wlio,  stunned  by  fratricide,  p<itricide,  m<itricide,  or{linary  liomicide,  an{l

ti`ii.;, I)rogi.aiiis,  m<iy  have  begun  to  wonder what the set  w<is {loilig ziroulid tlie house

",,yway."

`tllll.ce:  Kt'Ii  13Iiickwell

*

•l`lic. Oclop?T 20, 2000 issue o{ TIIe  CIN.tNiicle t!/. IIigliel. Eiluuuion  teatured tt

"'vicvy of 13ell  Rogers' zl./. 4ycJ... zl  L{./i' (Grove  I'ress) entitled  "A Pliilosopher's
li:xiimilie{l  I,ive:  It's  Wollh  Forgiving".  Amidst riiminations aboi"  the difflcillt inher-

"W  in writing philosophical  biography,  the reviewer,  Carlm  Roniano, cites Ayer's
``laim  that  he  woul{l  be  conlelit  "h.iving  pl:iye(I  I Ioralio to  Bertraiid  Russell's

I l!Hiilel  in  the supposed  sharpening (il`cultural  dowiisizing) of 20lh-century  English

iilillosophy."  I-Ie also describes Ayer.s  laments to  him (in an  interview given a year
I)i`r{)I.e Ayer's de<ith) that so much  attention  was given to  Riissell.s sexual  escapades
ltt  llii` exclusion  of his  pliilosopliy.  Ayer might have well  said this out of enlightened

.it.ll`-iliterest,  given  that (.is Romano points out) Ayer "earned a  .First. in  womaniz-

g  I,i,,,self."

^ilother review of Rogers' book, entitled  "Ladies, Truth, and  Logic," appeared in
llii` Jimu.iry 29,  2001  isstie of 7l/ic IVcw Re'/Jl/A//.c'. The  reviewer,  Slmon  Blackburn,

wi.Iti`s  th:`t  "This  be{iutifu]ly  writteii,  sympathetic,  {`nd  sensi(ive  biograr)hy  tells  the

lil.i. t)r Britiiiii's  best-known philosopher in the generation after Bellrand  Russell."
( )I.coiirse, the qualifying clailse-"in the generation after Bertralid  Riissell"~made

n  li`ige differelice  in  the review.  This review is oliline at

l`Hi)://www.tnr.com/01290l/blackbum012901.Iitml.

.Niilil.(:e:  Pelel.  Sltlrle

*

l¢vi`r Ahab~like  in his  intense hatred  for Bertrand  Russell,  polilical  oddb€ill  Lyndoll
11.  I,:iRouche,  Jr.  pilblislied `a receiit article  wliich  went out of its way to attack the
( I(io{l  Lord.  The article,  entitled  "Tlie  Fraiid agaiiist  Edward Teller,"  appeared in

I,iiRt)`Iche joiirml  F.*c'(,.I///.ve /r//cJ///.tJc'7/t,'c. Rev/.cw on  December 22, 2000;  it also
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appears on the web at littp://www.Idrouchepiib.corivlar/2000/2750_t
allicle  derciids 'I`cllcr :`nd  his  hraii`child,  the  Strategic  Del`ense  II`itia
"Star Wars") agaii`st  two I.cceiit  critiques.  O[`e of these pieces  is des

"hoax", a  "i]iiff iiiec`e for the meniory or Beilraltd Russell cat's-paw

and,  th`is,  a  i`ovel.-Llp  o`` tlie  legacies  orsiich  Szilard  acL`omplices iis

McC`loy,  MCGcoi.ge  BLli`dy,  :iiid  Biiiitly's  I:ickey  I lenny A.  Kissi[iger

continues on at soine  length  in the saiTic vein.

St]III.t'e:   F'elcJI.  Stt]IICJ

*

The  Ji`t`uary   11,  2001   issiie  o(`the  C;`I/t/;.t//."»  note{l  tlie  passiiig  ol`G

Mary Anscoinbe, one of tl`e iiiost  I`amous stiidents of Russell.s mos
den(,  I.udwig  Wittge]isteiti. TI`e  G//t/;.///.t/ii's  obitui`ry  is  still  oriliite  a

htt|)://www.gLi:irdi:u`uiililiiited.co.ilk/^rchive/Artii`Ie/(),4273,411544

S()tll.ce:  Ru.`.se'lI-I

On January  28,  2001, the IVL.w  ytwh  77tiic.t' published an article entit
ill  Hiding:  I  L]ave Teliiire, Thei.el`oi.e  I  Am." The article,  writ(en  by

lamented the increasing isoltition of the philosophy profession  f`rom

public.  Tlie  article  cont{iined  the  I.ollowi[`g  qL]ote:

Philosophers. . .practice a vocation that  for most of its
soiight, as Bertrand Russell once wrote, to "Make us know
in  life  lhz`t  l`:`ve  val`Ie  oil  their owi`  i`ccount."  Surely.,  lhat's

l`or  ortliiii`i.y  liien  i`n(I  woi``en  its  well.

FortL»iately, orgai`izations  like the  BRS  (:»rd oiir own  loc{`l  BRS 1'

are making :in efToil  to  sliow that philoso|]hy  can  be relevant oiitsid

(see the note "GRRS  Catches APA's Atteiition"  in the Aiigust
BRSQ).

S()iil.ce:   Rtl.N.sell-I

*

The Febniary 9, 2001  issue of the  7i;ilc.`' Li./cJrti/.}J S'ifpr)/ctiic/i/ conta
TIIe New Tliet)I.y ti.I. Re.I.el.ence:  Kripke,  Malrii.s antl ils Origim, edi`

Humphreys and James I-I.  Fetzer (pp.12-13). The book (p`iblishe(I
30

Ili`:ils  with  the  a]]eg:`tion  thtit  Saul  Krjpke,  one  ot` the  leadiiig  1'igures  ill  contempo-

I:`iy  lt)gic,  had  pl:igiarized  the  wol.k  ol`:iiiother pliilosopher,  R`ith  Marcus.  The  alle-

I.jilioii,  niatle  in  1994  by  philosopher Qilelitin  Smith,   has generated  much debate,
olioiil  both  tlie  s`Ibst:mce of the  ch:`rge  :intl  the  proiiriely  of raisiiig  it  in  the  I`orum

I:iiiilh  cliii)loyc(I  (a  meetillg  ol`lllc  ^mcricall  I'hilosopl`ic:il  Ass{)ci:ilioi`).  Tlle  iiew

li()I)k  ct)nt:iiiis  Smitll'``  oi'igj"il  p:ii)cr,  t)llicr  i7:ii)crs  ()1` liis,  :`ntl  :I  i]LIIiiL)cr  o`` I.es|)()I)s-

i```  :iiid  rebiitt{`ls.  The  reviewer,  Stephen  Neale,  provi{les  a  stimulating  review of
•Hiiiic  of` the  issiles  in  philosophy  (esr]eci.illy  mo(lal  logic)  consi(let.etl  in  the  (lebate,

I,\s`ics  lied  explicitly  to  Riissell's  woi.k  oil  tlcfmite  tlcscriplioi`s.  Tlie  reviewer,  wlio

t.Ii.:Lr]y  sides  with  Kripke  in  this  debate,  concliides  that  the  book  {loes  not  "raise

tl`i`Ilits ,iboiit  Kripke's contributions to  philosophy"  but does  "sl`ed  light on some of

iilHlt7sophy's  most  iliir7ol.taiit  aiid  difriciilt  issues"  as  well  as  "artic`il<ite  Kripke's
Ht`i`iin:il  role"  in  (leziling  with  these  issiies  (p.13).

N'''I'.(.(':  jl'|,k  C`I(''I'Z

*

I`lic  I``ebriiary  10, 2001  issue of the IVcw  ytjr4  77iiie`t' featilred an obituary  of I-Ierbert

A.  t]ilnon,  tlie  noted  student  of human  rationality  alid  flrtiflcizil  ilitelligence  (p. A13).

In  I.cciilliiig  Simon's efforts to duplicate human  ii`telligence artificially,  tlie obitiiary

it.t`t)`ints a  classic stol.y  tibout  Russell  tis  follows:

The bre.ikthrough came in  December  1955  when Professor Simon
{1nd his colleagile siicceeded  in  writing  a computer program  tl`at
could prove mathematical theorems takeli  from the  Bertrand
Riissell  ai`d Alfred  North  Whilehead clz`ssic on matheliiatici`l  logic,
"Principia  Mathematica." The  followiiig January,  ['rofessor Simon

celebrated this discovery by  wfllking  il`to  a class al`d

annoulicing lo his studelits,  "Over the Christmas holiday,
^1  Newell  :`nd  I  jllvented  a  tllinkilig  in.ichine."

A  subsi`{iu.`ilt  li`«cr  to  I.{il.(I  RiisLscll  cx|)I.iii`iiig  his  :iclijcvcii`cli(

elicited  the  reply:  "I  am  deljglited  lo  know tlizit  `Prjii.`jpia   Ma(he-

iiiatica' cfln  I`ow be done by  machinery.  I  wish  Whitehead and
I  hz`d knowii  of`this possibility  before  we wasted  I 0 yc<irs

I(,i,,g  it  by  I,`1,I(,."

.Nlilll.t.eJ:   Pelel.  FI.ietllnilll
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The  March  5,  200 I  issiie of 7l//c IVcw  yt;i.A..;. featiired a satirical  advice columii by
Steve  M.irtin  ciitillcd  "rhc  Ethicist."  IIi  the  col`imn,  M:irtin  considers  th..  ``(]llowing

aitocryph{il  qilestiol` :

Af\er  I  wtis b<iiii`cd  from  iiiy  nilie-ye:ir-old son's  Little  League

plz`ying  rleld,  I  beg:in  te!icl`ing  l`im  to  sL`rei`m  at  liis  co:`cl`.  I
woiild  like  to encoilrage him to  il`clilde profanity  in tl`ese
adorable tirades, but,  as it is banned  from our household,
woilld this make nie a hypocrite?

"The  F.thicist"  resi)onded :`s  follows:

YOLi  have ere:`(ed a pl`ilosophical  .`onilndrum.  Wliat  happens  when
two contra(lictory moral  laws seem to be in effect a tl`e same time?
BertraTid  Russell  stiid that  it  is I)ossible  for one law to indica(e the

triith  t)r  I.:ilscliootl  o`` :uiother,even  tlio`igli  llic  tw{i  ct]Iitriitlic(  e:ii.h  {7llicr.

I lowever,  it  shoiild  be  iioted  tl`:it  in  I `J48  Riissell  ci`tered  iiito

a  lifelong  l`e`id over the  issiie  with  z`  Magic  8  Ball,  which  staid,
"Reply  hazy, try  again."

One suspects that  M:`rtin had been  Tea(ling  Ray  Monk's biogra|7hy of Riissell  i`t the
time he c.ime  lip  with  thi`t one.

S()Iirc.e:  ']`lit)III   Weiilli{.ll

*

ln an  interview  for the /i7t/ape'7/(/c///,  Monty  Pythoner Jolin Cleese ii`dicated that  "a
series of essays on  happiness by  13ertrali{l  Riissell  gave me masses ol`comedy  itleas
becaiise good comedy is i`bo`it good ideas." The interview appeared on Mi`rch 7,
2001, and  is still  on  tlie  ]ndependent's website at I)ttp://www.independent.co.uk

(Jiist  riin  a  seal.ch  t`or  "Bertran(I  Riissel]").

St]ill.(.e:   Kell   13liit.kwcJll

*

On  March 31, 20() I,  the Giiardian pilblished  :in extract  f`rom  the i`ew book
Wittgensteiii's  Poker: The Stoiy of` a Tell-Miniite Argument between Two Great
Philosophers,  by John  Eidinow alitl  David  EdnioT`ds (Faber :`ntl  F:`ber, 2()()I ). 'Iliis
book  discusses  the  (let):ite over an  ii`cident  i]`  which  L`idwig  Wittgcl`stein  allegedl

threa(eiied Karl  [Jopper with :I poker. Tlie book  discusses the Rashomon-like debat
among those present at the alleged ill.`ideiit, then offers the philosophic:`l  {`nd
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liisltirical  colitext surroun(ling ttie confl.ontalioli  bclween  Popiter alid  Wingeiislcin.
'I`lic  /?Rts'O  woiild  also  welcome  a  review of`ll`is  book.

Xliill.i.a:   Rilk.Nell-I

News from the Humanist World

I lit)si`  iiitcl.cslcd  ill  I)oiiil`g  ilp  {)n  hiii"iliism  i"iy  wisli  lo  i`lii.i.k  i)ii(  tlic  websjlc  o``

llii.  Sl.   Pelcrsbiii.g-I.iH.go  Ai.eii  Secillai.  I Iiomiiiists  (Spl.ASI I)  ill  lioit://si)I:islis.oi.g.

r\s  iiii.I`lioi`i.tl  in  tlie  ^`ig`Isl  20()I   issiie  ol` llii.  Blts(`),  lliis  oi.giHiiziilioii  ilul)lislii.s  iu`

``,\i`elli`iil  ilcwsli.ucl`  i.dilctl  I)y  lllc  BRS's  v.i.y  own  Jiiil  I.oi.I)  l`:isli-I..  'I.Ill.ir  wi.I)silo

Ill:ilul.es  lmlcli  iiitl.otlilclory  lmiteliiil  on  liiiimllisls.  In  :iddilio„  llicii`  molillily  evelits

\`illi`iitl:`rs  lists  the  bjrtl]tliiys  o(` iini7tjl.tiiiil  liiil"`nist  rlgiii.cs,  Iisiiiilly  with  links  (h:I(

1`.;,,I,1 ,,,,,, rc  i,,,`o,.,"l(i','l.

*

^ii()Ilier  iiiteresting  hLlmanis(  gi.oilp  on  tl)e  web  is  tlie  Bii(Iillijw:itli  [i`oiiii(latiol`,  a
"ii`gistere(I,  no[i-proli(,  tax-exemp(,  e(liicario"il  triis(  foi. I)I.t)moliiig  riili{)I):`ljsm  and

liulli:uijsin."  'T`liis  lndj{`n  ol'ganizi`tjtjli  I)(Ililislics  :I  I.egiil„  ncwslctlcl.  in  I Iii](Ii,  an

`i`.I::isit>"`l  one  in  L.:iiglisli,  pLibljshes  bt]oks  :ind  p:ir)ers,  iili(I  liiiiilltiiiiis  a  libi.:n.y  :uitl

n  wi`t)site.  Tlie  websile  is  €`t  http://www.bii{ldlliwa(li.ou.g/iii{lcx.Iitm.  11  {)ll`cl.s  books

iiiitl  I):uiiplilels  I`or  sale  (in  l]liglish  :m{l  I ljililj)  iiil(I  I]as  sevcl.:il  I)ill)cl.s  I)osled,  jiii`lli(I-

Iiitt  "'l`lic  Ethical  Philosoptiy  ol. Bertralid  Rilssell."  Most  inlcl.csliligly,  llie

l'``i.iiiilation  is  af`liliated  with  the  Bihar  B(I(l{lhiw:idi  Siii"ij,  ii  liilmiiliis(  educiitio"il

vu``ii`ly  imd  iisst]cj{i(e  member  ot`tlie  [ii(el-"itioii!il   llill"uijst  I:Iliii`:il   LJiijt]Ii  (11 II:LJ)

wliosc  i`iiine  in  l±Iiglisli  (Bilial.  Raliomilisl  Society)  heal.s  Wii.  siuiie  iici.{iiiyii`  :is  llic

ll\`I.Ii.iui(I  Riissell  Society,

*

/tl///.ti//t///..t./ /;//c/.r/(///.t//////,  a  high-quali(y  hiii"injst  iiewsletter  b:ise(I  in  lii{Iiii,  will  he

linsting  llie Third  lnternational  Rationalis(  Conf`erel)ce on  Febl.iiiiiy  8-I 2,  2()02  in

Ni.w  Delhi.  Conl`erence registration  is all.eady open.  For liioi.e  ii`l`orl"tioli,  visit
/lr///'tjr/////..`'/ /;//ci.n(///I/.«///'s  website  at  www.ration:ilistin(erli:ilit)")I.Ilcl or  wl.ite  to

( `t)i]l`crence  Secretariat  Ji`temational,   Rationalist Coitl`creiii'c 77`),  l'ockc(-5,  MayLlr

Vili!ii.-I,  New  Delhi   I 10  091,  IIidia.
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Ui)dates on Awards and Honorary Members

ln tlie  w.ikc ortlic SciitcmL]cr  11  titt.icks ol`  the World Tra{le Center antl the

Pcnl,igoii,13RS  I loiioi..iry mcmbcr Noaiii  Cliomsky  immediately  begaii  spc,iking out

.i8<iinst  a  u.s.  ii`ili(.iry  rc`sp{7i`sc  .igaii`st  ^r8htiiiistaii.  Iii  his  tlisc`ission  Or "wtir

rcvcr,"  Iic  iit7tcs  liow  l`cw  iiitcllcctLi.ils  iii  citlicr (lie  U.S.  or Wcstcrn  Eiiroi7c  i"`iii-

laillc(I .1  critical  I)erspcc(ive duriiig  Wol.I(I  War I.  Most of those  who did,  he goes on

to  llotc,  wo`il`{I  `Ii)  in j.lil;  .is  cxtimplcs,  hc  ci(es  Emiiia  Col(lmarl,  Eiigeiic  Dc\)s,  <iii(I

13ertr."tl  Rils`scll.  St7mc orchonisky`s I.cspoi`scs,  <is well  as otlier niaterials oil  the

.sanie siibject,  c.In  bc  fo`ind  .it http://www.7.mag.org.

*

T\^:t]  litJltllc]tl  ilt'III`x  tj|. IIt]w,N  tt]Ht't]I.IIifig  T}RS  I ltlf lt]I.til.y  Melliliei.  l`tl.Nliliiti  Nti.N.iii,

`' ,,,,,. tc'`ky  ,,., ` ,,',,,.,. c',,  A I k',,  S,,,i, I, .

Fil.`kt.  ti  ,klit]i.[  I.c]i]I.ilil .|`I.t]IIi  tile  Mtly  2ooo  i,flstle  t].r the  BI.ili`Nli  I]uiiitliii`f;I  n\ti8tizille

rrcc`hiii`kcr.  'l.lli.k  tll.lit'k].  t]illilletl  "l`ti.klillliL  Nti.N.ill   Bect]illcl,N  Niitit]IIill  Se]t:IIltll.

St)cicl.\i  IIt)nt)I.ill..\I  A.N,Nlt'itlle,"  wtl.N  wl.illell  I)y  KeJ,illl  I'tli.Ietill.s  Wt)titl,  Gellel.ill

ScJt:I.cltll.y  t]`|. llw],  Ntllit]IItil  Sci'.illtil.  Stl(icly.

Taslima N<isrii`'s soft  and charming smile iiiight mislead some people.  Bchilid  it
lurks a worn,in of stccly determination and courage, an ardent feminist and a tireless
lium.lil-riglits caiiipaigticr.  Slie  is {ilso a victim  of religiotls oppressioii~.1   liigh-I)ro-

rllc  victim  bcc.iilsc  .`llc cl`osc  tt7  figlit  btick.  Sl`e  js  also,  Iiow,  tin  lionor.iry  <issociatc

of the N.itional  Seciil.ir Society~altlioiigh  the honour is all  ours.

Tasliiiia  wtis  in  I.oi`doii  to iiice(  B.ib`I Gogiiie]ii,  Executive  Director of.tlic

liitcmatitili.il  I l`Ii"iiiisl  &  17,thic:`I  `Jiiion  (11 lF,lJ),  or which  the  Ntition.il  Scc`il:ir

Society  (NSS)  is  :I  ll`i`lllL7cl..

In her iiovcl, L`'//t///itJ, Th.slima  wrote about the oppression that religio`is cotiflict

brii`gs  in  its  wake,  a  t{tpic  th:`t  res`iltctl  ill  a  f{itwa  being  issued  agtiinst  l`er in  l`cr

n.itive  Btiiigl.idesh.  Slie has Tiow lived  under the sli{idow of this tllreat for matiy

years,  hiding  {iiitl  liviiig  incogi`ito  in  a inaliiier similar to  S.ilman  R`Ishtlie.  When
T.islil"`  wtis  in  hi{liiig  in  l}:w`gl:`{lcsli,  `slic  w:`.i  :`lso  rigl`tiiig  ti  c<isc  for  oll`clitlii`g

religious  selitimciil.11 ]EU  hclpcd  l`er tlien  by  publicising  her plight  and raisiiig

money to defray the lcgtil cxpcii`ses.  Slie li{id to flee from Bangladesh to esctipc

prosecutioii  aiid the  wr.ith  of rundtiiiicnttili`sts, tiiid  their Govemmcnt  in.iilc {liplo-
imitic  in(ivcs  lti  .is``i``t  l`cr  tlci7;`r(`ii.c.
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`lic chose  Eiirope {1s her place of exile an(I took her elderly motl`er with her.   In
I ')t)8 she cour:`geously returned to Bangla(lesh with her mother because her lnother
w`i* dying.  Once agtiin, de{atli thretats  were  issued ag{iinst her there.  Islamic  funda-
nl``iitiilists dem{anded her execution tis  well  as the introduction  ol`blasphemy  law

wllh  tli-a(h  :is  tl)e  rie"`lty  for those  convicted.

I M.`Iii"i  has recently  visited  India twice,  and although these visits have  been some-

wli:Il  liirbiilent,  they  h.ive  not  r7rov{)ketl  violelice.

I ii*Iil"`  was siirprise(I that  so much  religious privilege survives her, and particularly
(Inn  il  is  slill  iiccess:`ry  to  rlglit  olTa«empts  to  iiicl.ease  it.  As  .1  tireless  cli<impion of

li``i`  si7i`cch  initl  :i  vii`tilii  ol` bl:`spl`cli`y  I:`ws  clscwl`crc,  she  w{`s  s:i{ltlcl`cil  to  letirn

llinl  .``icli  ii  I:iw  is  still  extei`t  liel.c  tin  tlie  U.K.-e(I.].  Tlie  idea  tl`:it  i(  sho`ild  be

t`ilt.ii(lc(I  to  cover otl`er religiolls  she  fo`intl appalling.  "That  would  be a  disaster,"

Hli``  ``:ii{l.  "It  woiild  be  like  extending  oi`e  woiind to  cover the  whole  of the  body.

I'it`t.tl{»n  o``expression  .shoiild  overlitle  all  scctiontil  interes(s.  I.:iws  m`ist  be  sec`ilar

iiiitl  h:`sc{l  on  cqLi:`lity.  There  should  bi.  Ilo  concession to  fal`aticjsm  or :`i`y  culture

lli`il  is  coiinter to  tlic  well-being  of`liiim:`nity."  Slie  emphasisetl  thtit the  way  to  elim-

nillli`  p].ivilege  on  the  blasphemy  law  was  to  abolish  it,  rather than exteii(I  jt.

I lt`i.  :i«itiide  to  religion  was equally  um`mbig`ioi]s.  "It  tells peor)Ie  wliat  to  do,  what

lu  wc:ii.,  wh.it to speak.  No individ\]alism  is respected, aii(I groLip  loy.ilty  is all."

Wlii.i`  I  tol(I her there  had been  calls  for a religious discrimi"`lion  law  l`ere,  she

xiiitl  il  woiild  be  a  d:`iiger{)Lisly  regressive  step.    She  was  liorrit.led  wlien  I  told  l`er

lliiil  Ilicre  liad  never L]een  any  I)rosecutiol`s  in  this country  ag:iinst  female ge]ijtal

liiu(il:Ition,  .ilthough  it  .ilmost  certainly  goes on.  "The  aiilhorities  slioLild  be  takiiig

iii`Iit)ii  i`g{iiiist  tl)e  f:`milies  iind  wl`oever else  is  pcri)em`ting  tliesc  acts."

I lli?I.e  were,  however,  some areas whei.c Taslil"`  was more compromisiiig.  She (1oes

ll(il  I)I)I)i)si`  :`rl.:uigc(I  i"`rli:`gcs,  I)rt)vidctl  tliere  is  r`o  (1ilress,  :Iitd  she  h:ls  Ilo  I)roblem

wllli  rcligious f`unerals.  She thinks religious minorities should be protected, just  like
iliiy  t7tlier  miiiority.  I`he  distinction  she drew  w<is  that  peor)le  should  not  be  ta«.1cked

l\M.  wli:`t  they  believe,  biit  they  shoul{l  iloL be  pcm`itte(I  privjlcges  over others

I)I.i`i`il``c  ()1` tho.se  belicl`s.

Nlii` c:`IIe(I  on  secularists  <intl  hiimanists  in  tlie  UK  to  renew the  riglit  ag.ii]ist the

l{mci`s or religioiis conservatism  and to achieve separation of church aiid State.

NIII`llit)n  to  piizzle on  inside  back  cover:
•|S!X0  o|  |l|8!J  S|!  l|S!|qt2|S8  o|

ffu!iii8ij  {q  ii!88q  oi  i"ti  sell  9oua!os  Ai..^8  `so!tiiiiioi|iLJui  oji`d .io  ilo!ida3xo aiii  iit!M
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See()Tiil.  il  I)I.ic'`|` I.c'|)I)I.I  Ily  Will.I`ell  AIIc'Ii  SIIIilll  tlli  N(I.will 's  .s|)c(ikiflg  ellgilgc'IIie'rlt,N  ill

'Ile  U.S.

Dr,  Taslii"i  Nasi.ill  sr7oke  in  I.os Angeles  in  May  [2000+3d,]  i`(  (lie Coii[icil  l`i7i-

SecLIlar  I Iill"iiiisiii's  ^i`i``Ii`l  (`t>I`l`ei.ci`cc,  licl{l  to  celc`brale  lweiity  ye:`rs  til`llie  orgii

i|iziitit)|`'s j(}iii.l|:`I,  "l'`I..`c  ]ll{]`|il.y."  rl`lle  l`onl.cl.clll.e's  thl'llle  wils  "ll"lgill..  'l`lll]I.c's  N

Heaven:  A  Futiire  WithoLlt  Reljgjon."

Tl`e  Ballgladesh  pl`ysician-I)oet-novelis(-joiirm`list,  who is an honorary  member of
the Bertrand Riissell  Society,  spoke about her elTorts to confront religious extrem-
is'n.

Other  fe.itiirc.I  siietikers  ii`clLitled  l':iLII  Kr:`ssi`e[.  (etlitt7r o`` 'n/..  Act///..`'/  :Iii{l  of` Leim

B"ce.s  I ltiw 'l`t)  'l'illk  I)il.ly iillil  Ill./lllc'Ii{.c'  l'c't)I)Ie)., AIun CrTms\(in (C..^l.\(()ri\.i..)'s ex-

Senator);  Jill  Ttiiler (director ol`the  Search  f`or  Extra-Terrestri:`I  ]ntelligciice);  Jzire{l

Diamol`d  (scieiilist  iin(I  ]'iilitzei.  I'i.ir,e  wiiiliei');  l':`ill  Kiill?.  (tlie  I)l`ilost)I)licr  wlii7

helped author Hul"`nist  Manil`esto 2000);  Steve Allen (entert:liner);  Willizun  13.
Davis (a star of the  "X-Files"  who spoke aboiit superstition in the entertdinment
industry);  and  Ibm  W.1rraq (the pseudonymo`is critic of Islam  whose  W//}J / A/Ji  IV/;/
4  M!/L`'//.ni  was  inspired  in  gre:it  p:irt  by  Lortl  R`Issell).

"Religion,"  Taslima  lamented,"has hLlrt  ine  in  :i  hell  ot`a  lot  of` ways,  lt  sLiccessf`iill

banned and burned my books.  It was behind niy beiiig given arrest waf.r:Lnts, result
ing in my having to leave iny home and beii`g forced to seek shelter in the dark of
the night in my own land,  wliich now has becolne my hostile land.  Religion caliie
to  finish  nle olT with  snakes,  swords,  axes,  aritl guns.  Religion  ran al`ter me and hel
(hick  ropes that  it  waiited to tie aroiind [`iy  throat.  Religion  forced  iT)e to qiiit  Ply

job,  deimli(letl  my  execiltion  by  lii`ngi[ig,  iss`Ictl  :`  fiitwii  ag:iiitst  iiic,  |ir{imisi]{I  :`
Iiiof`etary tlw:`r(I to anyoiie  wlio  woill{l kill  ii`e.  In  short,  it has  led  lai.ge numbers ol

llumaii  beings to  walt( to cut my tongiie  oiit, htis led to  preventing iiie  from  step|)in
inside the borders o(`any  Muslim cou]`ti.y,  and has chased ]ne  from  my  tro|)ic{il  lan
to Sweden  where iny  native  lai`giiage is  I`ot spokeii,"

Now,  she  explai[`ed,I liiitlu  as  well  its  Miisliin  ``iii`damelltalists  denioi`stl.iite  agi`inst

her becaiise  she  was quoted as being critical  o(` I-Iillduism  when she siipported  an
Indian  rilm  maker whose work illusmited poveily in one comni`mity.  Iler views
agaillsl  genit:`l  miltiliitioll,  p:`tri:`rchy,  :`l)d  the  sad  statlls  ol` womel`  wol.]dwide  lc(I

Time  (the Asian  edi(ioi`),  in  its  centui.y-end  issiie,  to  cite Taslima  as  "Oiie  ol` tl`e  2

Most  Important Women in the 20th Century."

As her  longtime  I`rie[i(I,  l`riend  of her  l`:iii`ily,  o[ie  who  heli]ed  l`itle  lier oiie  siiii`iiier

who visited her v.irioils hidi[ig places in Sweden and an editor ol` some ot` her
speeches. I told her about some early American  women who ,ilso sufl`ere(I derision
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liw. lI`cir st{inds. Taslim{i  h`ad been `inaware of feminist leaders  in America,  so  I  told

lit`i' :il)out the views of Susan  a. AIlthony (that marriage  is  like legalized prostitu-

lit)ii)  :u`d  Elizabeth Cady  Stanton (about the futility of women's accepting a he-

I lililc, i` he-God, a  he-Christ,  and he-{ingels).  She was so amused that she  included a

it`ll`i.cit.`c  to  the  two,  llien  atloptc{l  my  sl:itig  tlescriri(ion  or them  17y  s:lying  "YOLi  GO

I.,ol.`!" ^`lcr {i  millim`mi  ol.tutorillg  about  how  to  emph:isize  tlic  secoii(I  word,  she
ni``lu(led  in  her somewhat gripping  lectiire-a  lecture that ha(I a  few s(iiiirming
wlii`i`  she tlcscribed soitie of what  she has h:id to eli(lLire  from  i7rolectors of ptitri-

in`.I`y  --~:` reference to how slle had been told about ^nthony  zlnd  St:`ntoii,  had  found

llit`ii. views stirring, then  added,  "You  GO  girls!" The audience of several hundred
u `iiiti`tl  in  wild applailse.  She stoo(I at the potlium  for a moiiieiit,  in  fact,  somewhat
inliii;.i`tl  :`t  liow  the  sl:mg  h:)(I  siicceetletl.

`lic llicn  eiidcd  I)y  sayiiig she'd certainly  not  look  forward to a  Muslim  Paradise in

wliieh  she  woul(I  h:ive lo  watch  lier husbal`d  fomicale (I  convil`cc{l her llot lo use a
il  li`ucr word slie  w,is going to `ise)  with  70 vest:il  virgins  for eternity,  i`or to a

l`itli'{i-CliristiaT`  r]e:`ven  in  which  slie  woii]d hear her  friends  pai]ifiilly  screaming  in

I lt`ll  17cc.iuse  of zin  all-loving  God.

I imlilil:I  got a standing ovation,  the only one during  the 3-day conferelice.

^ t`il``.`i'Ite  t)r'[`itslil"`  N.isrin's  Los A[igeles  speech  c:in  be  oL7t:iilicd  rrt»ii  (he

( `Iiuiii.il  ``or Sec`ilar  I Ium:`nism  at  Webmaster@Secul.irl-Iinn,anism.org  or

lIII|i://www.secultirh`mi.inism.org/m`sriii/index.htm. A speech given by  her at

` lNI':SCO  is {ivailable at http://www.iheu.org. And her homepage,  which  includes

|tliiilos of her with Jacqiies  Derrida,  ['`r:uicois  MitterTaiid, Jacques Cliirac,  aiid others
lN  ill  li«p://iiasrin.hiii"mists.net.

*

I.'IIIillly.  ti  III(]i.e  I.eteli(  reijtjl.i .|j.t]In  Ratio\"l.ist lr\`ern'.itlonal  (h.+iici  tt 73, Jilly  17.

),),,I ,,.,, "`.err,i,,g  N,,s,.i,,.

`l`mliiii:I  Nasreen,  I-Ionorary Associate  of A/j//./J//ti//..`'/ /ti/tJ;.;It///.tJ/tti/,  li.is  been  con-

vl`.Ii:tl  in  :`bscntia  L]y  a  coLirt  in  Bangl:idesh  on  ch.il.ges  o`` bl:isi)heli`y.  ']`lw`  verdict

t`il`lH  ii  cri]iii"`l  c:`se,  (.ilcd  by  an  lsl:`niic  cleric  tigtijnst  the  {i`Itltor  I`t]I-"liilrti[ig  the

ltlligit)iis  sei`timents  or Miislims"  with  lier novel £'/in/77c  and  I`er criticism of the
()ui'iH`. Taslima lifl(I  to  leave her country  in  1994  because  Islamic  fundamentalists

llll'i`i`lcned  her life.  In  September  1998  she returned to see her dying mother,  but
lliltl  lti  flee olice again  from the wrath of the faiiatics.
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Paul Kurlz`s la`est bock, SkepliciNlii iiliil  1 liillliilii.wll:  Tfie  New PiLruiliglil, l\as been

pllt)Iished  by Tr:ms.1clion  l'`iblislli`rs.  K`il.t7,  is Chairl"in  of tlic  Coili)i`il  `.i)r Scc`Iliir
IIumailism  :mtl  editor-ill-L`hiel.of. Free  Ill.iiiil.y.  lie  h{is  writteii  i`umerous  books  :in

received many awards most recently (he Ch:incellor Chi`rles Norton Medal, the
highest awar{l given  oilt by  tlie  State  University of New York at  Buf`falo. The  BRS

would  welcome  ii  review orthis bo{ik.

Tile  il.Ntllte  I.eiiileJI.  IIItiy  liilve  rititi{.e(I  tln  iil7illiilillice  t].I. itenl.N  t]ri  tlle  BRS..A  li(]rit]I.(LI.y

TIIelilt]el.,s !`I.t]Iil  tlle  lliliiliiTlist  {.,t]IiltTlilrii(y  (Nii.si.ill.  Kiir(z)  aritl ./ewer  itein.a  t]n  lititi-

t)I.any  li\ellil)el.s  I.eTitlv\IIieil `|i)r  wt)I.k  in  t)tlier  til.eiis.  Tlie reu.s()n Jl)r  tliis  i,k  llie  .siTili]I

all(I  (]tJ\Iit)ll.S  tille;  we  I)rirll  wllilt  we  get.  We  en(t]iirilge  nletl\tiel.`s  tt]  seriil  u.s  lil.ie.|'

I.e|)i]I.I.s  tleiililig  v\.illi  tlle  BRS..k  vtil.it]il.s  iiwiil.il  I.eJi:i|)jen(,N  iiliil  lit]Tlt]rtil.y  IIIeli\I]eJi..k.

1)el.i()ilicilll}I  I.c'pl.illl   Ii.st.N  i).I. IIIe'.Ne  ll(]Iit]I.eil  I)cJtii)le  iLliil  t)igtif iiziilit]II.s,  ljilt  ii    IIiellll>e

c{In J`illtl  tllelli  tit  iiriy  tillie  ill  tlie  1}RS',N  weli.kite.

The Hunt for Red Hackle

Tlie `Neurcli .|`tll.  Reil  I ]tickle,  Rlissell's /.iLvt]I.ite  I)I.iin(I  tJ.i. hletl(letl  .s(.,()ti:ll  wlliskey.  1)I.(

cee(I,s  llrlill)ilteil.  FI.t)IIi  llie |.r()Iit  lirieN  ct)Iile,k  ii  I.ei)()rt ]i.t]ili Jilck  Clt)ri(z,  il  illellil)el.  (

the  BRS  cul.I.elltly  I.e.siiliTIg  iTI jill)iili.  Ft]I.IIIel.  BRS  Secretiil.y  Peter  Stt)ne  hiitl  wr.itte

I()  Cl()ritz  irii]iiil.illg iiht]ilt   Re(I  [](ickle  in JiLi)iiri,  willi  ii  .si)eciiil  iritef.est  ill  tile  I)re-

'''ill''I  I,I.llr'lI.

Dear Peter:

I have received yoilr iiiess{ige about  Re(I  Hackle and the  BR  Society.   Yes,  I  am  :`
member of the Bertrand Russell  Society thoiigh oii[y  for aboiit a year.  Ray  Perkins
Jr., a  good  frie]id  since  1968,  urged  me tojoin,  i`Iid ot`coui.se  I  did.   I  am  iinable I

attend the tinnual  meetiltgs  becaiise the J:`pitliese :icademic calendar is  incomr)iitibl
with the  BRS  s.`hediile.

At  ally  ri`tc,  R.iy  Pcl.kills  told  me  last  yei`r  aboiil  the  dill.icully  tlie  BRS  wzis  liaviiig

in obtaitiing  Re{l  I-Iack]e  from  the  UK.   It  seems that the  Red  I`lackle people woul
not (or could no() ship it to the US  for unknown reasons.   However, ill an acco`int
of the BRS mee(ing last year,I  read th:`t yoii had a  Red I-tackle Hour (sic).   I]ow
did yoil  get  yoilr Red  I-Iack]e  last year?

I do drink whiskey at times here in J.ipzin.   Sometimes  I  bily  wliiskey at stores, bu
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ii``vi'I. recall  seeing  Red  H<ackle.    It  is  tl.ile,  Iiowevei.,  I  live  ill  tlie  lap:`nese  him(er-

liil`tls,  and  (liat may be a  factor.   On  llie other h:`ntl,  an amiizing i`ri.ay  of alcoholic
li``vi.I.iiges  t`rom aroiind tl`e world make their way even  here,  tlie Jiipnnese  beii`g

iiii`jtir tit)lers  in  search of sometliing  LinLiswil  for reasons  of pl.cstige.    I  :iin  in  the

inl`Isl  of` Fini`l  F.xaminatiolis  and  go to  visit  my  wif`e iind  hon`e  in Thi`il:in(I  next

iil`uith,  biit  in  tlie  interim  I  will  look  a[.oilnd  in  this  arc:i.    In  Mill.(`h  I  will  be  back  in

lnit:`ii and during part of this tilne  I  will  be actillg as toiir gilitle to an Americ:in col-

l\`i.,i'  iiresident :ind  his  wife.  I  will  be  in  areiis o(`Japtin  whet.e  i(  is  f`:„ niore  likely

l{.`tl  I [{ickle  woiild  be carried.    I  will  !`lso  look  in  B:`iigkok,  biil  (he  prcstigioLls

iniit`trle(I alcoholic beverage  in Thailand  is  French red  wine  in  view ol`the king's
lit.ni.I  pi.oblem at the age ot`73  and a  wine society hei`ded  by  oi`c ot`

I  I`iiil:ii`tl's  le{i(ling  wrilei.s.

In  ,"iii,  Peter,  I  shiill  do my  best,  but c.innot make :`ny  proniises.  ]iicidentally,
ni`i}`)I.ted  whiskey  is extremely  expensive  in  Japan :is  liigh  diities  .1re place(I  on  it.

^,v  ytiu  I.I.ob:tbly  ki`ow,  Jap:`n  is  a  very  expeiisivc  coii[itly  .inyw:iy,  tliougl`  tl`ere  is

littw  ctiiisi{lerable  deflation.   A cilp  ol. col`fee  costs  inol.e  tlii`Ii  US$ 10.00  in  some

i'iiHcs.  (On the other hand, average  wage rates are much higlier lh{ut  f`or coinparable

iiuHilit)Its  in the  USA or Western Eiirope.   The cost of living is high but so are wage
l'ili`s   ~ cf.  Economics  101.)     However,  in  my  experienL`e,  IIle  highest  alcohol  prices

iii  llii.  world  iii.e  in  Scandinavia,  especi:illy  Swedeii.   M:`rgat.et Tlia(clier  wtis appi.e-

`tiilli'tl  ill  both  Scotli`nd  alid  Japan  l`or  pet.sii<itling  tl`e  Jill)iiiicse  govcl.nmciit  iiii(lel.

Niik:i.`oi`e  to  reduce the diity  on imports of`Scotc.h whiskey,  solne ol` wl`icl`  is greflt-

ly  lttved  in Ji`pann €is throiighout mtich of Asia.   Anyway, yoiir Red  lI:I..kle would be

vt.i.y expensive in Japan, and mailing costs would be at least 25% higher than com-

I)iu.:il)le costs  f`or exactly  the same items in the  USA in addition to much I)iglier

iii`t`kiiging  charges.   BLit perhaps this doesn't matte[. since it  isl`'t  a m<i[ter of jmpoil-
llltt  v:`sl  tlmoimls  :`n(I  the  biirden  is  shiire(I.

Wliy  bl':iiitl  ol`r)ipe  lob{`cco  did  l}R  smoke?    I  tliink  yoii  slitiiiltl  li:ivc  :I  I}RS  smt7kcl.

M  wi-Il  in or(Ier to show a  lack  of respect  for politii`al  col.rectiicss!  (Acliially,I  luid
lu give  up smoking, especially my  beloved pipes,  because ot`circiil!itory and coro-
lii`I'y  i]i.ob]eins,   But then look at the age at  which  BR died  ai}tl liow li«Ie evidence

til` Si.iiilily  there  was!)

^i`ywiiy,  I  will  be in contact later.   I  will  do my  best,  t)lit :igain  will  not  make any

riiHli  pi.omises.   And I  have tflken note of your "P.S." on your pi.emium line of`the
N'`')'Ch.

I'Ay"N)j,:),A4-

||` yiiii  liiive  il I.ei)i)rl tin  lIIe searcll |i)I.  Reil  IIackle.  seliil  il  lii ti.N.  Tile iitie.sl ciinlim
''`,.N . . .
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RII.ssell-cry|)t

Gerry Wildenberg
^  wl`ilc  net)  I  iiulilisl`ctl  `q{ilni`  siiiii.lc  s`IL7slil`ititiii  cypl`crs  li.isctl  oi`  l``Isscll  {iut7Ics

(/j/?,`.g  // I 02,  I.`chl-ii<iiy  2()()()).  'I.ti  liiy  dcliglit.  thougli  also  I(7  I   y  s`in.rise,  llicy  sccm
to  liave hccii  well  I.ci.civc{l.  i.l`crcrorc  I  sh,ill  i7i.ovitle  lhc ctlilor  witli  a  iicw  "R`Isscll-

ci.yi.I"  rt.r  i`.ii.li  i.qs`ic.   Ili`l{iw  is  I{.tlny`s  c{itli`{l  ti`i`7Ic  in  wiliicli  c.icli  lcl(ci.  sl,ili{I`q  rttr

iii{)llicr  lctlcr.  I'.{7i.  i`x:ilii|tlc  I}l';I{'I.R^Nl)  R`)Ssl;,I,I. c{i`IItl  hc  co(lc{l  tls  ()Rl':(;ljN^Q

E|||717l{YY,  ()=1},  R-I.;.  cl  i`cti`r.1.    .l`l`c  {i`I()tc  hel()w  `Iscs  a  (liITcrcllt  c{7{IC.

`/N(`R  ('i{i..  t.`Gtji..vt .Njo  `m  yl..,sl.`  K7,(.RFK7,CNQl I,  FltFS'l`  I lQNl..OQl.`  R/,I I

R7jM  CJ  ,XFl,NO  ,XT  BNl,I{(.N01. C.I  Fl lc7,XI)NI IR  Ncl I  SNl,RC C.I  FGNl lc.

The stil`iti{in  is  tii`  itagc  `15  at  tl`c  bo"oiii.

4()

Greater Rochester Russell Set

Celebrating  Five Years of Monthly  Russell  Meetings

Open to the  Piiblic

GRRS Catclies APA's Attc[ititili

I li`` ^merican  Philosophical Association has plflced a copy  of our flyer upon its
(vi`Iihltc,  citing  it as "an example of the  ki])(I ol.thing  tliat we  would like to encour-

ilLlt.  "  'l`llc  llyel. can  be  viewed  at  the  Al'A  silc  :It

http://www.apa.udel.edu/apa/centennial/100anniv,html

Program, S|)ring 20()1

Jan.17                      "Russell, Conrad and conrad Russell"
Feb.  2 I                     "Dora,  Dora, Dora"
Milt. 2 \                       Wittgemteiri '.s  vierwiii
Apr.18                     "Tom and viv and Bertie"
May  \6                     The c.(Intiuesl tl./. Hiii]pines.s

Tlie Iguana Club (formerly Christian's Coffeehoiise)
Village Gate Square, 274 North Goo(lmm St.,  Rochester,  NY

For infom`ation
•`iill Tim Madigan 7 I 60424-3184 or write TimothyMad@aol.com

or visit http://home.sjfc.edu/~white/grrs

Errl'tun'

I lit.  Miniites of the 2001  Annual Meeting of the BRS noted that Alan Schwerin
"l\i`il`{l  ll`e  idea of having officeholders (like special  Vice  Presidents)  who were not
`(ill.li`i.I.s' rather odd"  (BRSQ, August 2001, p.12).  It also noted that Schwerin
"lii{i`Ili.i`tl  it`{`ny  member had ever been expelled  bef`ore"  (ibi(I.,  p.13).  Alan  Dock,

lliil ^liii`  Schwerin, in fact made these remarks.  Ex-Secretary  Peter Stone apolo-

Hl/t`.`  I``7r the misattribution.
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'l`III,1,I'l,:I{'l'I{^NI)ltu.1M,:I,I"1()('Il,l'I'Y
•I.iic  i]i`i.ti.I`ilti  i{`is*cil  sticii`Iy  wl`.`  i`ti`Iii{iiiii  ii`   I t;74  t{i  r{isli`i.  i`  hc«i`i.

`iiitlcl.smiitliiig t7I. tlii`  lil`c,  work  .iii`l  wriliiig t.r I)cl.trflnd  Riisscll  ( 1872-

1970)   and  to r)romotc  ideas !`iid caiiscs  l`c  llioilght  important.   .[`hc

Socicty`s  motlo  is  Riisscll`s slatemciit, "Tlic good  life  is one  inspired  by
love flild  g`iidcd  by  kiiowlcdge." ( lJ'Ao/  / B.J/i.evL.,   1925)

THE BF,RTRAND RUSSELL SOCII]TY HOMEPAGE
http:/,I`'u'ww'.users.drew.'.edii,''-ilciiz/brs.Iitml

Webmaster:JohnLenz,j_I_€+!!±@!1r_eiivLedlj
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Editor:  Peter Stone

Associate  Editors:  Tim Madigaii,  Rachcl  M.  Murray,  David  Wliite

I,etters and iinsolicited articles, book I.eviews, etc. are welcome.   Edi(orial
col.respondeiice sho`ild be addressed to:

David  Wliite,   Department of pliilosophy, St. Jolln  Fisher College,   3690
East Aveiiiie,  Rochester, NY   14618  USA, wllite@.§jfcL:£du_.

Opinions expressed in the BRsg are entirely those of the authors and
should liot be attributed to tlie BRS or any other individual or institutioii.
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A[an  Schwei.in
Ray Perkins
Cliad Trtii]icr
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Peter Friedman

QUOTF, oF TI+F. guA ir rERf y
"lt`s wortli remembei.ing that no matter how mucli they try, tliey are part or

the  British educated elite, that is,  ideological  fallatics who have  lolig ago
lost tlie capacity to think on any issiie of hliman significance, and entii.ely
in tlic grip ortlie slate religion.  They ctiii concede errors or ftiiliircs,  biit

anything more is,  literally,  iiicollceivable."

BRS  Honorary  Member Noam  Chomsky,  on  the  British  mcdia`s coverage
of the oiigoing sanctions and bombing campaigns against  Iraq.  Persolial  e-
mail to David Cromwell, Co-Editor of the web-based magaziiic Mcdi.cr/,ew.T

(!!±!p:/,,''w\\,.w.medialens.oi.a) , 24  February.  2001.

Flussell,  I  suspect,  didn'l  like the  British nledia lhul  Imlch eilhel..
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From tlie  E(Iit()r:

The Hunt for Re{l Hackle

Since  assuming  the  editorship  last  year,  I  liave  I.un  several  updates  on  the

quest   to   lay   in   fresh   stock   of  Red   Hackle,   Berti-and   Riissell's   favorite
scotch,   foi.  the   BRS.  These   iipdates  have  run   in  a  coliimn  entitled  "The
I-liint  f`or  Red  IIackle."  ln  lieil  ol`this  month's  coliimn,  I  deci(led  to  devoli'

this  issile's  editorial  to  my  owli  less-thall-successfiil  efforts  at  locating  oilr
Society's  inost  sought-after poteiit  potable.  My  hope  is that  it  will  serve  as
a rallying cry  to enlist  a devoted member or two  ill this difficiilt  qilest.

While  Red  I-Iackle  has  been  the  focal  point  ol` the  Society's  annual  social

hoiir   (appropi.lately   entitled   the   Red   llackle   [1our)   for   maliy   zin   aiimiz`l

meetiiig,  the  Society  has  no  stock  of its  own.  For  some  time  it  has  relied
upon   the   immense   generosity   of  I)on   Jackanicz„   a   life   inembei.  ol`  the
Society   aiid   a   former  Seci.etary  of  the   Society   aiid   Board.   Don   boiight
several  bottles  of  Red  Hackle  at  a  trade  show  soine  years  ago,  and  has
supplied  the  BRS  with  the  stuff as  needed.  In  hopes  of relieving  Don  of
this  extraordinal.y  I.esponsibility,  I've  beeii  tryiiig  to  find  a  way  to  lay  in  a
stock the  Society call call  its own.

Complicating  this  search  immensely  has  been  the  complex  and  changing
statiis  of the  ownership  of the  Red  Hackle  label.  Red  Ilackle  was  made  by
Lang  Brothel.s,  Ltd.  (loo  West  Nile  ST,  Glasgow).  When  I  first  began  my
search  several years ago, the parent company  was  Robei.tsoii &  Baxter, and
the  distributor  was  Churchill  Vintners,  Ltd.  I  contacted  Churchill  Vintners
in  hopes  of finding a  distributor  in  the  U.S.  or Canada  who  could  meet  my
needs.  But  while  Red  I-Tackle  has  at  oiie  point  or another  been  marketed  in
the  UK,  FI.alice,  Gel.many,  Japan,  and  Denmark,  Churchill  Vintnei.s  could
idelitify no U.S.  or Canadian distributor who handles their brands.

Temporarily  stymied  by  this  lindii`g,  I   later  began  an  efl`oi.I  to  biiy  solne
Red  Ilackle  directly  from  the  UK.  I  soon  discovered,  however,  that  since
my  previous  efforts   Lang  Brothers  had  been  taken  over  by  a  company
called the  Edi.ington Group.  The  Edriiigton Groiip's inain whisky operation
is    currently    housed    in    the    ofrice    of   I-Iighland    Distillers,    which    the
Edrington  Group pal.tially owns.  mghland  Distillers,  then,  currently  sei.ves
as distributor  for  Edrington's  brands such  as  Red  Hackle.  It  was  Highland,
then, that I  had to contact. The answer I  received from them,  however,  was
somewhat  unclear.  They  seemed  unwilling  to  sliip  the  stuff to  the  U.S.  or
Canada in quantities  less than a thousand  cases ( 12,000 bottles!).  While the

BRS  likes  to  drink.  this  quantity  still  seemed a bit excessive.  and  so  I  tried
to discover how a representative of tlle BRS  might buy some  ill the  UK and
bliiig  it  back  to  North  America.  When  I  inquired  liow  tliis  miglit  be  done,
howcvei.,   Lligliland   infoi.ned   me   that   Red   I-Iacklc   was   Ilo   longer  being
distributed  in the  lJK,  eithcl..

I`his  seemed  rather od(i  I-]ighlaiid  Distillers  liad  made  it  clear that tlie  U.S.,

Canada,  alld  the  U.K.  did  not  belong  to  the  set  of countries  within  which
Red  I-lacklc  was  curreiitly  available.  Giveii  that  tlle  company  presumably
coulcl   identify  all  the  elements  in  this  set,  however,   I  took  their  claim  to
imply    (pragmatically    if   not    logically)    that    tlie    set    was    noll-empty.
Otlici.wise,  Iliglil{ind  coiild  have  saved  everyone  a  lot  of trouble  by  siinply
stiying tliat the set was empty  at tlie outset.  With  this  ill  miiid,  I  contacted a
iiicmber  of tlic  BRS  in  Japan,  knowing  that  it  had  once  beeii  distributed
tliere.  (I-lis  response  appeared  in  the  "Hunt  for  Red  Hackle"  column  in  the
November 2001  issue of the BRLsg).

In  additioii,  I-]ighlaTid  liad  also  advanced  the  proposition  "Unless  yoii  buy

at   least   {i   thousand   cases,   wc   cannot   send   any   to   the   U.S."   Again,

pragmatically  this  seemed  an  odd  claim  to  advance   if  Red  llackle  was
completely   uiiavailable   anywhere.   Unfortunately,   the   distillers   were   not
very    familiar   with   the   philosophy   of   language,    and   after   numerous
additional  inquiries  I  determined  that  the  set  is  indeed  empty.  Red  Hackle
is  a  blelided  scotch  whisky  Ilo  longer being  manufactured.  To  sell  it  in  the
U.S.  or anywhere clsc,  tlie coiiipaiiy  would  liave to blend  a  fresh  batch,  and
this they would  not do without a guaranteed purchase of at least a thousand
cases. The quest for Red llackle thereby ground to a sudden halt.

At  this  stage,  then,  the  only  way  the  BRS  can  acquire  Red  Hackle  is  if
some   enterprising   member   tracks   down   some   leftover   bottles   on   the
iiiternct`  oil  tlie  btick  sliclf of a  liquor  store,  etc.  With  this  in  mind,  I  have
bccn  authoi.ized  by the  BRS  to  invite  melnbers  of the  Society to  search  far
{iiid  wide  for the  fabled  scotch.  The  BRS  will  compensate  members  for as
miicli  as  US  $40  for  bottles  or the  premium  blend  of Red  llackle,  for  as
many as  foiir bottles.  (If aliyoiie  fiiids a  lal.ger quantity, tliey  should  contact
iiic  bcfoi.c  piii.chasing  it.)  [n  additioli,  any  member  tliat  ti.acks  down  some
Red  IIacklc  for  the  BRS  will  rcccivc  a  FREE  BRS  T-Sliil.I  (See  "BRS  T-
Shirts  Sure Get Around" on  p.  7 of this  issue) and the effusive gratitude of
the  Society.  I,et the  liunt continue  and thrive!  Do  your duty to  the  BRS,  so
that the Red  llackle Hour can remain a BRS institution for years to come!

The   Edit()r  wishes  lo  thank  D(Ivid  While  and   Peter   Friedman  for  their

genel.()us  assi.+lance  in  niy `search.
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Have You Renewed Yet?

All  BRS  memberships  (except  Life  aiid  llonorary  inemberships)  expire  at
the  enil  ol`  thi`  c.ilendai-yeai..   An(l  so   il`  yoil   haveli't  doiie  so  all.i.ally,   il's

tinie   to   relic```'.   There's  a   membership   l`orm   in   lhi.  cell(er  ol`  the   /}/?,`'£J.

Please  return  it  to  oiir treasiii.cr,  I)ennis  I)arland,  at  1406  26lli  Street,  Rock
Island,  IL  61201-2837,  USA.  Please  make  checks  payable,  in  US  Dollars,

to  "BRS."  11` yoil  li{ive  ally  qiiestions  :iltoilt  yoin.  mcmbershiii,1.ei`l   fi.ee  1o

di.op Deniiis  a  line  at

Forgotten whetlier or iiot yoii've renewed already? The BRsg endeavors to
make  things  as  easy  as  possible  I`or  yoii.  Check  the  maililig  label  on  this
issue.  It  will  liave  one  of the  ``ollt)wiLig  l`our-(ligit  niHTibers  on  it:

2001                                                  means  yoii  are  paid  throiigh  2001,  but  still  nee(I
to renew fol. 2002.

2002                                             mealis  you  have  iiideed  renewed  for  2002,  and
so are all set for the year.

7777,8888,or9999              nieans    you    a[.e    a    Life    Member,    Ilonorary
Membership,    or    receiving    the    BRL`'£)    as    a
coiirtesy.  In any case, yoil never need to renew.

Check for your niimber, and yoil' 11 always know yoiir status.

The  BRS  is  constantly  looking  foi-  ways  we  can  make  it  eflser  for  yoii  to
keep your lnembership curl.ent.  We'd hate to  lose any member because of a
misunderstanding  over  tlie  timing  ot`  a   diies   payment.   If  you   have   any
siiggestioiis to hell) iis  improve the process,  please drop the /i/?L`'£J a  line.

Breaking News!

According  to  our  Chair,  Ken  Blackwell,  diies  can  now  be  paid  via  cl.edit
card  using  Paypal  on  tlie  web.  Go  to  ±t_ftyi/`±±±L\_fyL!±LJf|}±}2±|LeQm,  and  open  a

free   account.   Then   pay   your   dues   using   ±LE-ppff!!g£±2±alin£=git|i!   as   the
recipient's  e-mail  address  when  proinpted.  There  is  no  chai.ge  to  inake  a
Paypal  payment,   which  (foreign  members  take  note)  will  be  handled   in
U.S.  dollars.  In  the  e-mail  message  that  Paypal  will  seiid  from  you  to  our
treasurer  (Dennis),  be  sure  to  state  the  purpose  of the  payment.   Do  not
include  your  credit  card  info  in  the  message.  Do  include  any  change  in

your  naine  and  addl.ess.  Dennis  will  send  you  an  email  receipt,  and  update
the  membership  records  accordingly.  Direct any  questions to  Deniiis  at the
e-mail address above.

Meet Studs Terkel ! Come to
the 2002 Annual Mccting of the Bertrand Russell Society

Lake Forest College (Lake Forest, IL)
May 31-June 2, 2002

BRS   Awards  Committee   Chair  Kevin   Brodie  has  confirmed  that   Studs
Terkel  will  accept  the 2002  BRS  Annual  Award.  The  meeting will  be  held
at  Lake  Fol.est  College,   ill  Lake  Forest,  Illiiiois  (about  30  miles  north  of
Chicago, near Northwestern University).

Studs   Tel.kel   is   a   renowned   authoi-  and  journalist   most   famous   foi.  his
in{crviews   with   people   from   all   walks  of  life,   fl.om   political   leaders  to
cleaning  lcidics--to  philosophers,  includiiig  Bertrand  Russell.  Terkel  is  the
t\utl\or  o[ such books us  Wol.king  :   r'etiple  Talk  Aboul  Whal  They  Do  All
Day  aiial  l!ow  They  Feel  Aboul  Whul  They  Do  (Now  Press,  1997),  The
G()od  Wal.:  Ali  OI.al  Hislor}i  o./`  World  War  Two  (New  Press`  1997),  a,nd
most recently  Will  lhe>  Circle>  Bc>  Ulihi.t>ken?  Re./leclion`s  on  Dealh,  Rebirth,

tt;7t/  //w;7fiJCJ/../;„  «  /'`tti.//7  (New  Pi.css,  2001 ).  Terkel,  who  lives  in  Chicago,

plans to attend  the  Annual  Meeting so as to accept the award  in  person.  All
BRS members are encouraged to attend and enjoy this rare opportunity.

In   addition   to   Terkel,   the   BRS    Annual   Meeting   will    feature   many
interesting  papers  and  presentations.  (The  Greater  Rochester  Russell  Set
litis  fllready  had  a proposal  accepted  for a  paiiel  discussion  at tlie  meeting.)
Members  should  submit  proposals  to  BRS  President Alan  Schwerin  at the
Dcpailment of Interdisciplinary Studies,  Monmouth University,  West Long
Braiich,    NJ    07764    USA,    (732)    57]-4470,    aLs:s2J|weli@,monmouth±ch.
Schwel.in  also  has a website with  information about the submission  process
at[!ap://'bl`iehawk.monmo`ith.c'tlu,Jaschweri/bi.s2002.htln.

Registration  for the  meeting-including  buffet,  banquet,  papers,  and  other
materials-costs $55, or $40 for students, and can be made using the handy
form  at the center of tliis  issue.  Accommodations  are  available  on  campus;
tlic   I.ates   are   indictlted   oti   the   registi.atioti   fot.in.   Checks   for  I.egistration
i`iitl/or  ht>using  sh(7illd  bc  iiiade  oiit  to  "Bcrtra]id  Russell  Society"  and  sciit

with  thc`  registration  forin  to  conference  organizer  Rosalind  Carey  at  tlie
Departmeiit of Philosophy, Durand Hall,  Lake Forest College, Lake Forest,
Ill  ()0045  USA,  £zl_rc:}'C{.I:,`!|i:;I:ll_`L`_s.If`c_Lcd.ii..  01.,  if you  pl.efcr,  you  may  pay  for

yoilr  registration  and/or  housing  via  credit  card  using  Paypal  on  the  web.
(See  p.  4  for  details.)  Please  dii.ect  all  questions  about  the  conference  to
Rosalind  as  well.  Rosalind  also  has  a  web  page  devoted  to  the  conference
zltllt(p:4'`I+1y[2i`g+`=£`{l±l_1pll_sjij[)~!ilinc_.£i)Ii±,/''_b_I:.s.im.3_0_02/iiidi`,tl)I.sam2()()2.html.



Congratulati()ns...

Tom   Stanle}J,   acting   Chaii.   of  the   Elections   Committee,   has   tallied   the
ballots   fi.om   the   Society's   recent   election   foi.   the   Board   of   I)irectors.
Chairman of the  Board  Ken  Blackwell  has coiifil.med these results.

33  members,  including one  honoraiy  member,  voted  in  the  election,  which
featured   11   can(lidates.   The   rmal   tallies  are   listetl   below.   The   8   highi`sl

vote-gelters, all of whom have won  seats on the  Board, are  in  italii`s.

Alan  Sch\+Iel.in  32,   Ray  Perkin.s  29.  Tim   Madig(In,  26,  Thorn  Weidlich  25,

Kevin  BI.odie  2J,  Rosalind (`cirey  2J,  Cli(lil  TI.(liner  23.  WLii.Yen  AIlen SIIIilli

20,  Bemard  Linsky  17, Nino Cocchiarella  16,  Peter Friedman  14.

All  six  incumbeiits  seeking re-election  \von.  The  B/?A?i) congratulates these
candidates,  and  welcomes  Ilewcomers  Roszllilld Carey  and  Chad Trainer to
the   Board.   The   BR^Sg  woilld  also   like  to  acknowledge  outgoing   Board
inembers  Stefan  Andei.sson and  Derek  Ai-ailjo  I`or their service  lo thi`  BRS.

...and a Note of Thaliks

The   BRS   would   like  to  acknowledge  the   following   members,   each   of
whom   donated    money   to   the    Society   over   and    above   theii.   regillar
lnembership dues  in  2001 :

•       S'/ptj#.t`orb'  /S//)0  ##c/  i/p/..  Neil  Abel.crombie,  Carol  A.  Keene,  Robert

A.  Rieinenschneider,  Warren Allen  Smitli.

•       tsw.`'/wf."`.t'  /$7.S  „jc/ w/./..  Linda  Egendorl`,  Petar  li`orcan.

•        C'ow/r/.b!//o/L}.  /Sjo  c/wc/  I+p/..  Jay  Aragona,  Whit field  Cobb,  Robei.t  K.

Davis,   John   J.   Fitzgei.ald,   James   Gordoii,   Gregory   Landini,   Jiistiii
Leiber,  Gladys  Leithauser,  Stephen  J.  Reinhardt,  Ilarry  Ruja,  Michael
A.  Sequeira,  Barbara Testi.

•       O/frcJr  Donor.`'..   Jalnes   Bunton,   I).M.   Daugharty,   Benito   Rey,   L€iuri.`

Endicott Thomas.

The BRsg thanks these members for supporting the BRS.

BRS T-Shirts Sure Get Around

ln   the  picture  below,   all   atheist  (Irving  Yablon)  and  a  BRS-er  (Warren
Allen   Smitll)  picket   President-Select  G.W.   Bush's  July   10,  2001   visit  to

New  York City,  where the  lattei. honored  the  late  Cardiiial  O'Connol-in  St.
Patrick's Cathedral.  Warren  is proudly wearing his  BRS t-shirt.

lI`you'd  like  to get  in on  this  kind of action, why not order your own t-shirt
today?  The  shirts  are  available  for  Slo  each  plus  $  3  postage.  U.S.  funds
only,  please.  Please  make  checks  out  to  the  BRS,  and  seiid  them  to  BRS
Vice   I'rcsident  Ray   Pcrkiiis,   854   Battle  ST,   Webster,  NIT   03303,   USA.
Please  specify  size  (M,L,XL)  and  color.  Shirts  are  available   in  black  or

yellow.      (White      may      also      be      available;      check      with      Ray      at
p|`i.ki..k_tj{jti.{}rthjjnL.:.iiel.)



A  Russ.`Ili{in  is  I}orn!

BRsg   Associate   Editor   Tim   Madigan   reports   that   his   friends,   cliiiical
ethicist  Jeffrey  Spike  and  biology  teacher  Elizabeth  Spike,  recently  had  a
baby-and  named   her  after  Beilie!   Sophia   Russell   Spike   was   born  on
Jaiiuary  4,  2002.  Slie  is  here  pictiired  at  two  weeks  old  beiiig  held  by  her
bi.other  Alexaiidcl.   IIunie   Spike,   who   is   3    I/2.   Their   brother,   2-yeal.-old
Perry  Spinoza  Spike,  is  out  of camera,  looki)`g  on  qiiizz.ically.  (This  is  all
triie.)  flats off to  the  Spike  family,  who  will  be  receiving a complimentary
copy  of this  issue  for  baby  Sophia.  (Please  note  that  BRS  membershjps
make  great  gifts  for  birthdays,  showei.s,  christeiiings,   bar  mitzvahs,  etc.
There's no lnininium age tojoin.)

The  proud  fathel.,  a  longtime  admii.el.  of  Russell,  would  like  to  add,  "Of
note:   Iiume  and  Spinoza  get  along  well,  most  of the  time.  Occasionally
right   over   a   toy.   Doii't   know   what   thz`t   tells   iis   aboiit   the   history   of

philosophy."

A Call for Volunteers

Astoiiishiiig  as  it  miglit  sound,  the  BR,Sg  Committee  (consisting  of Editor
Petei.   Stone   and   Associate   Editors   Tim   Madigan,   Rachel   MuiTay,   and
David  White)  is  iiot  omiiiscieiit,  aiid  we  can't  be  everywhei.c  at  once.  We
rreqilcntly  cncountcr toi]ics  for good  alljcles-a  BR-Related  book  in  iieed
of a  review,  a website that deserves  a  write-up,  a theme  that could  make  a
woilhy   article   with   a   little   reseai.ch--that   noiie  of  us   have  the   time   to
tackle.  I-`or this  I.eason,  we'd  like  to  I.each  out  to  you,  the  membership,  the
"silent    majority"    of   the     R\Issellia[i    community.     We`I.e    looking    for

volunteers,   members   of  the   BRS   who   would   be   willing   to   write   all
occasiolitil  article  for  the  BR,?g  on  a  topic   we  think  would   interest  the
Society.  So  if you'd  like  to  get  more  involved  in  the  Society,  now's  your
chance!  Even  writing one  or two  articles  a year  for the  BRsg  woiild  be  a
huge help.  If you're  interested,  drop us a  line` and  we'll talk.  We're open to

just about any working arrangement that gets more members playing a role
ill the  BRLsg and that produces some juicy articles  for all to enjoy.

01`  course,   si)oiitaneous   contributions   on   Russell-related   topics   of  your
choice  arc  of course  always  welcome.  So  even  if you  can't  be  a  regular
voliinteer,   keep  those   submissions  coming!   It  gives  your  all-too-human
BR,Sg Colnmittee a chance to relax.

Are You on BRS-List?

BRS-List  is  the  BRS's  official  listserv,  used  to  send  members  infoi.mation
aboilt   Society   activities   and  to   disciiss   Society   business.   The   listserv   is
opeii only to members of tlie BRS, and all  members are encouraged to join.
To  join   the   list,   visit  !i_ttp:.J./ijif?il~i_T_lan.!1ic`mastc`i..c`a.,''nlailnian/I istint`o,''brs-list

and  fill  oiit  the  form.  Altcriiatively  send  the  message  "subscribe"  to  i)_r_s[

list-_I:S:Jqul`£t@rlla_iLmai_1:.iLnc_n_1_;_I_s|L`_r:c€`.

Any  questioiis  regarding  BRS-List  can  bc  directed  to  the  listserv's  owner,
KeiiBlackwell,all)JicLk|`ikfl2mcmaster.ca.

Tlic  /i/?L`'£J encoilragcs all  mcmbcrs to join  BRS-I,ist.
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Introduction
Peter Sto'lc

At a time  when  "God Bless America" seems to be on every  rtolitician's  lips

(even   more   than   iisual),   the   BRLS'£J   is   I)roiid   lo   I)resent   {i   special   section
devoted to  l`1'hti's   lt'ho  ill   I-lell:   A   IIiimlht)t)k  iintl   Inlern{ilit>niil   Dil.etlor}I

I.or    lhiniani.sls,    FI`c'elhinkel.s.    Nilliil.iilisl.I,    Rillitinillisl.s    (ind    Nt)n-The>isl.s,

publislied   in   2000   by   Barricade   Books   and   edited   by   the   13RS's   ouJn
Warren  AIleii  Smitli.  This  issile  featilres  a  brief repoil  on  Warren's  visit  to
Rochester  to  pi.omote  tlie  book  by  Al,in  Bock,  Warren's  own  miisings  on
his  Rochestei. visit, and a review of the book b.y  I)avid  White.

Anyone  intrigued  by  this  I.eview  may  wish  to  check  out  Warren's  website
at  llJth4L\rai!|u`i§  for  more  information  on  the  book,  as  well  as  intliguing
gossip  (most  of  it  unrelated  to   Russell   biit  enjoyable   nonetheless).   The
website   contains   complete   information   on   ordering   the   book.   It   also
contains  a  poem  written  in  tribute  to   //'/it)'^s'   J7'Ao  /.#  //c//  that  offers  an
excellent  conc`lusion  to  this  introdiiction.  (The  aiithor  is  listed  among  the
damned.)

flow glad  I  am to be  in that [IELl, book!
With Jefferson and  Sartre!  Take a  look!
See  Dewey,  Pailie,  I-Iiime,  Rushdie and Voltaire.
Just  all  the world's great thinkers yoii'll  find there.
Yes,  being  in the  book  is jiist  so c(>ol!

I  love  the company!  I'm  no  fot)l!

Stu.e  iiever thoiight  l'd  love to  be  ill  I lEl.L!

I  love  i(,  and  I'm  proud  of it  as well!

Dorothy 8. Thoinpson, Ph.  D.

Speaking as anothei. "resident" ot` Ilell,I  coiildn't agree more.

AMP.RICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCIATION
Pacific Division Meeting

Seattle, Washington;  March 27-30, 2002

There  will   be  a   BRS   session   at  the   meeting  featuring   Rosalind  Carey,
David  White,  and  Peter Stone.  For more  information,  contact  David  White
at  wliile/?i)sit`c.edLL.
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Warren Allen Smith Visits Rochester
Alan Bock

Estccmcd   Riissellian   and  aiithor  of tlie  moniimental   W'/7o '..'   JW/?t>  j.;j  I/c//,

Wtiri.i`n  AIlcn  Smitli.  was  the  guest  of the  Greater  Rochester  Russell  Set

(GRRS)  over  a  thi.ee  day  period,  November   14-17`  2001,  where  he  was
featured and  feted at a number of public and pi.ivate events.

Undcterred  by  the  eveiits  of September   I I   or  by  the  crash  of American
^ii.lines    Flight    587   j`ist   days   before    llis    visit,    Warren   Jet    Blue-d   to

Roclicstcr  oil   Wcdiicsday  moriiiiig,  Novcmbcr   14,  wlii`rc  hi`  wtis  met  by
Tim  Madigan  of the  GRRS.  After  luiich  witli  l`im,  W[iri.en  addressed  the
lattci.'s   "Iiiti.oduction   to   Philosophy"   course   at   St.   Jolm   Fisher   College

(which  is  also  home  to  2  members  or the  Greater  Rocliester  Russell  Set,
Professors  David  White  aiid  Gel.ry  Wildenberg).  [Iopefully,  the  students  at
this  local  Catholic  institiitioii  of higher  leaming  were  edified  by  Warren`s
tliscussion   of   his   cl.issic    /J'/7tt..`'    JJ'/7f)   /.;7   //tJ//   (I/'JJ'/D,   an    intcmtitioii<il

directory   ol`  aiid   1`or  hiimtiiiists.   [`i.cclhinkcrs,   r.itioiialists,   "`tiil.alists.   and

iioii-thi`ists.   Tliis   book   should   coiistitute   a   suitable   replacement   for  the
Lf.\Jc.i.  q/./Ac LScz/.#/.7  by  those  of ils  who  have  entered  the  post-Christian  era.

(See David  White's review of the book elsewhere  in this  issue.)

Thui.sday,  November   15  was  the  busiest  day  of the  3-day  visit.   It  began
with  all  early  morning    api)earance  oil  the  Bi.other  Wease  radio  show-
Roclicster's   vei.sion   of  Don   lmus.   For   over   2   hours   Warren,   Brother
Wease,  various  telephone  callers  to  the  program,  and  others  engaged  in  a
rambling,  wide-open,  and  frequently  comedic  discussion  on  religion,  gays,

philosophy,    mortality,    the    purpose    of   life,    Jesus,    feminism,    movles,
celebrities  and  numerous  other  topics.  At  the  outset  Brother  Wease,  who
communicates  in  a  rather  streetwise jai.gon,  proclaimed  himself to  be  an
agnostic  who  thought  tliat  the  Golden  Riile  was  ``cool"  but  that  he  did  not
iiccd  `Jcsus  to  be  good.   At  lease  oiie  cciller  took   issue  with  tliis.   lie  was
flabbei.gasted  to  learn  that  Wari.en  is  80  years  old  and  very  amused  when
Warren   told   him   that   he   had   indeed   seen   the   movie   Dog77/c7.   Although
Brother Wease domiiiated  the  program,  Warren  was  able to  make  frequent
coiitrjbutions  such  as  "The  fun   of  life   is  fiiiding  answers  to  questions,"
"Who  created  the  Creator?"  and  "What  happens  when  you  die?  Ask  the

col.oner."   Whenever  possible   Warren   also  artfully   name-dropped   Wwf7
celebi.ities  such  as  Cai.I  Sagan,  Susan  8.  Anthony  (for  a  local  connection)
and  Christopher  Reeve  (for  inspiration).  It  was  a  rollicking  2-hour  session
aiid  Wai.ren said  hc liad a great time.
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rllill`l`    {111    'l  llllI.`tlil.y    i`vi`Iiil`ii.    whi.ii    hi`    ill)I)i-ill.ed    iis    giiest    speaket.    at    the

Novi.in()i`i'  iiii`i`Iiiig  `il` llii'  (il{l`S.  I I.  w:`s  ii`ti.t)diiccd  by  Dtivid  White,  who

h{i(I  I.i`vii`wi`tl   /1'`1'//  iit  tlic  2001    Aimual   Meeting  of`  the   Bertrand   Rilssell

St)i`ii.Iy.   (I lit   I.i.vii`w   ill)pc{ii.s  elsewhere   ill   this   issLie.)   In   his   iiitrodilctory

I`em{ii'ks   lJr{)l`css{)r   Whi(e   observed   that   in   1/'/`1`'//,   Wart.eii   has   taken   real

I)e()plc  tind  I.eal  even(s  and  piit  them   in  an   iiiiaginai.y  place,   Llel].   Seciilar
hill"ii`ists       s`ii`h   :is   lsa:ii`   Asimov,   ]':iiil   C`iiili`tiis,   ^i.lhilr   (`.   (`liH.ki`,   Jttlm

Dewey,  Jillian  Hiixley,  Bet.ti.and  Russell,  Czirl  Siigal`,  Got.e  Vid:)I  (Warren
has either known or cori.esponded with all  thesi-`igllres) --have shown  liow
the  individual  can  through  free  inqiiii.y  develop  a  hiiinanistic  philosophy
that  is  rational,  not   irrational,  naliiralistic,  not  siipematiiralistic,  scientj`ic,

not  creationist,  hiimanistic,  not  theistic.  This  mt)niJmeiital  work  has  been
the   lifetime   achievemeiit   o(`  Wi`rrcli   Allen   Smith.   [lc   did   not   c`rc:ite   this
"Atheist  Bible"  in  seven  days,  or  seven  years,  or  even  seven  tiines  seven

years.  It took a little longer -about  fifty years.

At  the  outset  of his  talk  Warren  informed  us  that  he  was  not  a  Ph.D.  Itiit
that  he  had  studied  philosophy  uiider  Paiil  Edwards  whei.e  he  first  began
searching foI. answers.  He  is still  searching, he admitted.

Born  in  Iowa  some  80  years  ago  Warreii  recalle(I  tllat  one  of his  eai.liesl
religious experiences occurred when he  was a pianist at the  local  Methodist
Church.  One day the  famous  Bishop Oxnam  paid a  visit  and  gave a  homily
on   miracles.   'l`he   liiiiclie(>n   l`o]lowing   thi`   talk    ``i.iiLiircd   oystci.   slew   {`iid

Warren  (only  a  teeiitigei.  at  (he  tiine)  had  sccre(ly  I)laced  a  tube`  uiitlei.  (hc
tablecloth   and,   while   blowing   through   the   tiibe   at   one   entl,   produced
bubbles  in  the  oyster stew at the  other elld.  The  perfoi.mance  of "Iniracles"
like  this  eveiitiially  led  to  liis  skepticism.

lie  served  in  the  LJ.S.  Army  diiring  Wol.]d  War  ]]  aiid  on  Ji«ic  (7,1`)44  was

at  Omaha  Beach   oi`   I)-Day   whei.e  hc   litci.tilly   giivi-   lie  to  the  Chrislj:in
canal.d  "there  are  Ilo  atheists  in  foxholes."`By  tlie  way,  Wal.I.eli  prefers  the
terin  "nontheist"  to  atheist  because  of the  latter's   pejorative  connotatioiis.
While  he  was  in  the  ariny  it  was  the  policy  of  the  U.S.  Government  to

place  the  lettei.s  J.  P,  or C  (standing  for Jewish,  Protestant,  or Catliolic)  on
all  army  dogtags.  Warren  insisted  that  N  (rtir  nt>ne)  be  placed  oil  liis  .iiid  iL

was  rinally allowed  after soine  iiiitia]  resisLaiice.

After   the   w{ir   W.irren   made   use   ot`  lhc   G.I.   Bill   :md   enrolled   ill   tlie
University   of   Chicago,    where    he    stiidied    metaphysics    iiii(lei.   Chai.les
Hartshorne  (who,  Warren  says,  helped  him  ligiire out that  he  would  never
be   a   metaphysician).   Studies   at   the   University   of  Iowa   followed,   and

12

W{irren   then   I)roceeded   to   Columbia   University.   At   Columbia   Corliss
I,amoiit gave  Warren  an "A"  in  his  1948 coui.se on Naturalistic  Humanism,
although   Wari.eli,  with  typical   humility,  claims  that  he  was   iindeserving.
His  advisor at  Columbia  was  Lionel  Trilling,  who  allowed  him  to  research
the   word   "humanism."   When   Warren   found   seven   humanisms,   Trilling

jocularly  observed`  "Your  seven  categories  have  led  mc  to  understand  that
I  must never use the word  `humanism'  again."

Over half`a century ago Warren began  writing to celebrities  like  Saiitayana,
Stcinbeck,     Einstein     (who     did     not     aiiswer)     and     others,     eventually
accumulatiiig  a  large  collection  of responses  fi.om  great   intellectuals  and

public  figiires.  His  very  first  request  for  infoi.mation  wtis  seiit  to  Thomas
Manii    in    1949`   who   responded   with   his    ideas   about   humanism.   The
celebrity correspondence  kept  mounting aiid  would  eventually  be  the  basis
and  inspii.atioli  for  J4'Jt'f/.

Pcrsisteiice   is  also  a  trait  tliat  Warren  lias   manifested   in   his  pursuit  for
iiil`o[.T"i(it7ii    ``roni    tlic    intcllcctiia]s   or   oLlt.   time.    In     1995,    tifter    leaviTig

imanswercd   liiany  offei.s  to   become   listed  as   Hiimaiiist  Laureate  by  the
lntematioiial   Academy   of  I-Iumanism,   Gore   Vidal   was   approached   by
Warren,  whom  he  had  never  seen  before.  "Mr.  Vidal,"  Warren  said  in  a
dour  voice,  "You  and  I  are  jn  love  with  the  same  man!"  Conversation  in
the  vicinity  hushed.  A  publishei.s  representative  approaclied  (it  was  a  book
sigiiiiig event) and the novelist was taken aback.  Looking quizzically ahead
lie  wondcl.ed  what  was  about  to  transpire.  After  a  studied  pause  Warren
looked directly  into Vidal's eyes and said "The man?  Lucretius."

Vidal  laughed  uproariously  and  replied  "and  Tiberius  and  Apuleius  too?"
Tlie  amused  author  then  accepted  an  envelope  containing  a  copy  of Free
Inquiry   along   with   a   stamped   self-addressed   envelope   with   a   typed
statement  "I  agree  to  be  listed  as  a  Humanist  Laureate."  Two  days  later
Wai.reii   received  his  signed   agreement   in  the   mail   and   Vidal  became   a
HLitiianist  Laureate.

Wari.cli  pcr`son<illy  witlicsscd   the  horrific  cvcnts  of  September   11,   2001.

I-`rom  his apai.tment  in  Greenwich  Village  he  had a clear view ol`tli€  planes
crashilig  into  the  twin  towers  of the  World  Trade  Center.  Later,  when  he
letimed  the  identity  of the  perpetrators  and  their  motivation  he  could  only
marvel  at wliat "theists could  do to other theists."

Wai.I.en  has  observed  that  tlicre  is  no  liumor  in  the  Bible  alid  that  both  the
Old  and  New  Testtiments   advocate  patrial.chy  at  every   level.  Just  as   in
Islam  women  arc second class  citizens.  For Warren,  however,  oiie  woman,
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L}RS    Il(int)I.iii'y    Mi`ii`I}i.I     'lii`liiH{`    NH\i.iii,    i`    hl`    Nt).     I     ilisi)iriltitjii.    (Shi`    is

l`i.i`llil.i`tl    I)mil`illi`IIIIy    in     //'/1'//,    {il`   i`t)Lll.`i`.)    .I.lli.`    I)11,Vsici:lI1-I){)et-novi`list-

jouriialis(   l`ii`   l{iiig   ()i'i`ii   ii   till.gi`t   I)l`  him   I,iltli`I`'s   operatives,   and   Miislim
``ilii(1iui`i`I1(:ili.`I`  l`:ivi'  iilili`i`il  :I  ``:itwiih  {)n  l`i`r  lii`i){l.   I.ike  Salimn  Riisli(lil.  of

]11diil.   Nilsl.ill   \vils   l`tll.cl`il   il`Itl  il   li``i.   jll   hitlil`g.   Shi-hils   lli`i`I1   :117t>ld   {lilv`>i`illi`

of si`xiii`l  I`ri.i'dom  and,  ol` coiirse,  h.ls  been  accLiscd  of lsltimic  blasi)l`emy.

She  is oiii. ceLltiil.}''s  Susan  8.  Anthoiiy,  only  much  iiiore coiil.ageoils.

A  shoil  question  and  answer  period  took  place  at`ter  his  talk  on  Thiirsday
evening.   Warren  answered  the   last  questit)Ii-'-"IIave  yoii  ever  beeii  sued
over   m{iterial   .ippcariiig   in   J`yJl'//?"  ---with   {i   resoiiiidiiig  "No."   A``tcl.   the

Thursday  ``oi.[ii.ilitics  David  {intl  Linda  White  enLi`i.lained  the  GRRS  {`(  Lheir

lioine,  allowing  l`or more  informal  convei.siilion.

On   Friday,   Warren   met   with   Viiicent   I,entj,   Pi.ofessor  o``  Milsic   at   the
Eastman  School  of` Miisic,  l`or  a  tour  ol` thi'  SiL]lcy  I,iL)rai.y.  I'i.oI`€ssol.  I+cntj

showed   Warren  where   Manuel   Salazar  had  pei.formed  at  the  reqiiest  of
George    Eastman   himself   and   where   Smith's   music   and   comi]osition
teachers--Carl Aliton  Wirth and  Russell  Baiinl ---- had studied.

That   evening   GRRS   members   Pat   and   Alan   Dock   entel.tained   at   their
home.  Here  Warren  was  reunited  witli  Rosalyn  and  Ewart  LeBlaiic,  whose
wedding   he   had   attended   22   years   earlier.   Wari.eli   had   met   Ewart   in
Dominica during one  of his  visits to that  islaild.  At  the  time  Do[tiinica  was

governed  by  Ewart's  father,  Premier  Edward  LeBlanc,  whom  Slnith  has
described  as  his  favorite  politician  and the  only  one  he  has  ever met.  Later
in  the  evening,   Warren  held  court   in  the  Bocks'   "Offic`e  of  the  Age  of
Enliglitenment"   and,   with   a   liearby   portrziit   ol`  Bertrand   Riissell   smiling

down,     went     to     the     compiiter     and     g{ive     a     toiir     ol`    liis     website

(!]±±i2i;{{±±;'±±±iiii:¥±).   Before   leaving   Warren   generoiisly   distributed   CDs   ol
Manuel Sillti=ul.:  Cosla  Rica 's  Forgollen 'l`ent)r to h.ls Rochester hos\s.

On    Satiirday    Warl.en    retiirned    to    New    Yoi.k    City    after    €i    legendai.y
Rochester visi(.

Russell in Brazil-Update

Readers  who  enjoyed  Nick  Griffin's  repoil  oil  the  Second  International
Pr/.#c/.pi.a  Syiiiposium,  held  at  the  Universidade  Federal  de  Santa  Catariiia
in  Florianopolis,  Brazil  (BRsg #112,  November 2001)  may  wish  to  check
out  some  of the  abstracts  of papers  presented  fit  the  sympositim.  Abstracts
for  the  confei.ence-some  in  Englisli,  some  in  Portiiguese--are  available
onlineathllp:,,'`'/w\w'.clt`.iifsc`.br;'`'`-nel/I.esiimo.hlm.
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Wllo's  Who in IIell.. The ALuthor`s A.ccount
Warren AIIen Smith

My  trip  to  Rochester  began  with  a  speaking  engagement  for  Dr.  Timotlly
Madigan's  philosophy  class  at  St.  John  Fisher  College.  My  layman's  view
of pliilosophy  kept  everyone  awake  aiid  inqiiisitive  aboiit  ideas  not  often
heard   fi.om   the   niouth   of  an   activist   non-theist,   instead   of  all   objective

professoi..   The   next  morning,   I   was   booked   for   15   minutes  on   Bi.other
Wcase's   unusual   talk   show  to   discuss   W'Ao'.i.   J4''4t7   ;.#   Hc//.   The   book's
thesis,    I    ex[)lained,    is    that    I-Jell    is    nonexistent,    simply    a    theological

invcntioii,  and  tliat  non-believers  are  tliose  who  are  the  most  advanced  on
tlic   varioiis  evolutionary   levels.   The   outspoken   and   highly  colorful   host
liked  the  banter  so  mucli  hc  kept  mc  on  the  air  for  two  hours.  (I  got  in  a

pliig  for tlic BRS, of coilrse.)

Wliilc  ill  Rochcstei.,  I  visited  the  gr<ivcs  of tw{)  individii.ils  listed  in   J4'/7t)'.`.

JJ'/7f;  f.o  //LJ//.  Siisaii  8.  ^nthony  aiid  Frcdcrick  Doiiglass.   I  .ilso  I.eccived  a

guided  toui.  orthc-Eastman  Scliool  of Music  l`roln  a  Prof.  Vilice  Lenti.  I-Ie
sliowed   me   where   Manuel   Salazar,   a   Costa   Rican   who   was   Enrico
Caruso's  competitor,  had  been  the  first  opera  singer  to  appear  on  George
Eastmail's    brand    new   auditorium    stage.    As   the    retired    owner   of   a
Manhattan    I.ccording    studio,     I     recently    produced    a    compact    disc,
ti.anscribed  from  78rpm  records,  of Salazar  in  the  1920s.  I  donated  a copy
of this  CD to tlie  Eastman  School.  I  then  visited the  school's  ``vault"  to  see
the  guest  book  signed  by  George  Gershwin,  Padcrewski,  Stokowski,  Lily
I'ons, and other VIPs of that cat.ly period.

Other high  points of my  visit wel.e pailies at  the homes of David and  Lillda
Wliitc  and  Alan  aiid  Pat  Bock.  'I`lie  latter  gi.aciously  pei.mitled  inc  to  bl.ing
along  a  Xerox  executive,  Ewart  LeBlaiic,  at  whose  wedding  I  had  been  a

guest  22  yeai-s  ago.   (I   first  met  him   in  tlie   West   Indies  after  writing  a
"Sceiie  From   Manliattan"  coliimn   in  an   islaiid  newspaper  that  supported

I,cBl:`iic```  l`.1(lii`i..  tlic  P[.cliiicr  ol` I)omiiiic.i  tit  Llii`  tjmc.)

Spcakiiig  to  the  Greatci.  Rochester  Russell   Set  (GRRS),   I   explained  the
oi.igiiis  of W'/?t) 'L`.  W4o  /.#  #c//  in  a  1948  letter from  Thomas  Mann.  lie  was
rcspoiiding  to  a  query  from  me  about  what  "liumanism"  meant  to  him  as
iiscd   in   /);..   /i`ttit,`./tt.`'.   My   collcclion   of  corrcsrioiidcncc   aiid   lcttei.s   fi.om

otlicrs oil  tlic  mcaniiig of humanism  grew over the  next  live  dcc<idcs--with
the  help  of Gawd  (my  G-4  compiiter  with  the  double  processorLinto  a
I,260 page, 7-poimd tome with over  10,000 entries on various freethinkers.
Gawd,     I     confcsscd     to     those     assembled`     constaiitly     exhibits     her
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OmnisciiLiici`,  Omi`iriri]si`i`ci`,  iinil  t7Ii`i`iii{iti`i`i`i..  ( l'm  a  coi`Ilrmed  believer  in

the   Mi)C[l)t`>*l`,   lil)I)n   wliii`h   I   iim  ciil.I'i-ntly  w(>i.king  on   (TL'/t.A;.r./r't.j`  /.n  //LJ//,

the  first  ol`sevcral  paitei.backs  I.clatcd  to  JJ'/itj '.I.  /J'/7t)  f.H  //c'//.)

I   then   disciissed   liow   J'J''/7tj I.`'   /J'/7tJ  ;.#  //LJ//  \v€`s  sabotaged   i)y  an   imsigned

book  I.eview  in  fi..7ci  /77f/£tf.r)J.  The  unideiitiried  reviewei.  complained  tliat  it

was  "deficient"   because   it   failed  to   mention   that   James   I-`armei.  died   in
1999  aiid  was  a  civil  rights  ]eadei.  alid  a  sigiicr  of ]]ilmaiiist  Manifesto  11.  I

then  read  aloud  to  the  gi.oiip,  woi.d-for-wol.d,  l`rom  I-`al.niei.'s  ciiti.y  (p.  363).

The entry provided  all  orthis  inl`ormation.

The  Linsigncd  I.cview  tlien  co(i`pl{`iiietl  thiit   I   htid  no(  citeil  Gilbci.I   Ryle's
"inost  important  book,  7lfo6J  G`/7os/  /.#  /Ac  A;/c/c./7/."6J."  Biit  ol` course!   For,  as

I.ecogniz.ed  by  Ibm  Warraq,  Peter Stone,  David  White,  and  others.  that book
was  wi.itten  by  Arthur  Koestler.   Warraq  called  this  mistake  a  "howler."
Dennis  Middlebrooks  and  others  have  inquired   if  the  magazine's  editor,
the secret reviewer, or the Council  for Seciilar Humanism (which  publishes
Ft.ee  /#t/!tf.t..}J)  had  asked  me  lo  respoiid  to  this  iinsch()larly  ci.itiqiii`.  Ileads

woiild I.oll,  I  implied,  in any ethical  oi.galiization that  behaved  this way.

Such  an  ignominious review has obviously  cut  iiito  sales of the S125  book,
for  I  had  had  Free  /;7qw/.;-+;  readers  specifically  in  mind  when  I  wrote  the
book,  and  had  been  plugging  the  magazine  in  my  varioiis  TV  and  radio
interviews.  Barricade  Books  publisher  Lyle  Stu[iil  has  beeii  unable  to  take
oiit   ads   in   the  journal   dedicated   to   "n.ei-   iiiqiiiry,"   for   its   qiies(ioliable

policy    is   to    riiii    ads    only    for   works    piiblished    by    Jonatlian    KLirtz's
PrometheLis  Books.  Meaiiwhile,  7lALJ  Mr/t.tj#,   7l/;cJ  IV.Jt4'  yo;.Ac/-,  ani]  vaiious

freethought  publications  have  accepted  ads,  and   J4'At)'.`.   lVAtt  f.#  //LJ//  is  in
several  hii]idred  na(ional  aiitl  jiiternational  libraries.

The  uiia]iswered  and   profo`indly   important  qiiestion   is   why  those   in   the
know about all  this  liave  iiot  reacted  publicly  and  vociferously,  not olily  in
Frc'c.  //74wi.t.}J  but  also  in  the  various  chapter  liewsletters  whose  members
may   remain   ignorant   of  this   delibel.ate   and   dangerously   unprofessional
hatcliet job.

Russell, Smitli, God and Hell
I)avid E. Whit.i

One   Enlightenment   project   that   shows   Ilo   siglis   ()1`  being   abiilid{ined   o1.
compromised,  and  which  is even siipported  by  some poslmodi`misls,  is that
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or  speculatioii  about  the  I.eligion-if  there   is  to  be  one--of  the   future.
Although   efforts   to   lay   the   foundations   of  a   religion   of  tlie   future   are
uiiabalcd,  the  roadside  is  littered  witli  tlie  wrecks  of such  projects.  No  one.
it seems,  has solved the  paradox  of the "religion  which  is no religion  wliich
is  the  one  true  religion."  (For  the  general  problem,  see  "Enlightenment".
All   references   in   quotation   marks  are  to  ailicles   in   M'Ao'5.   JJ'/7o   ;.#  Hc//

(hereartcr  14/4t7 's  W/7o),  complied  by  Warren  Allen  Smitli  and  published  by
Bari.icade  Books, 2000.)

Ill   many  or  liis  other  arc£`s  of  intcrcst  (niathematics,  eductition.  politics),

Riisscll     ofi`crcd    not    only    theories    and    analysis.    but    also    practical
experiments.   [le   js  not   known   to   have   modeled   what   a   religion   of  the
fiiture   might   be,   and   none   of   his   writings   on   religion,   by   his   own
admission,  provide or eveii  suggest a fully satisfying alternative to religion.
The  pi.oblem,  as  R`issell  saw  it,  was  to  find  a  way  to  express  the  general
attitude   towards   life   "which   must   be   adopted   ill   times   or  stress   and
dirficiilty by tliosc who have no dogmatic religious belicrs."

Rcligioiiists  will,  ol`coilrsct  reply  tliat  tlicrc  is  Ilo  such  tittitude;  that  thei.e  is

an  ultimate need  for dogma.

Russell's  analysis  of what  is  needed  for a  I.eligion  of the  future  cleared  the

path   for  the  construction   of  siicli   a   religion,   but   Russell's  own   project
failed.    Russell    was   so    conceriied    with    expressing   himself   and   with
discrimiiiating  amotig  alternatives  that  he   failed  to  see  the   necessity  of
appi.opriation.   This shoilcoming has now been remedied.

One  of the  best  efforts  to  expound  the  religion  of the  future-the  religion
that  is  no  religion-  is  found  in  John  Dewey's  A  Co;7„7zo#  Fcw./A.   Dewey
has  Ilo  use  for  the  creeds  and  dogmas  of the  past,  and  no  use  for  God
imdei.stood   as   an   entity,   but   Dewey   does   advocate   a   shared   but   non-
dogmatic attitude towal-d the unificatioii of values in  imagination.   And that
he calls God.  ("Dewey, Johii")

Wai.I.cn  Alaii  Smith's  massive  W/7tj ',5'  W¢o  ;.w  /7c//  looks  like,  and  in  maiiy

ways  is,  a conventioiial  refel.cnce  book.  Smith,  I  argue,  has  managed  to  do
what  Russell  attempted  but  fciilcd  to  do.  Smith's  basic  insight  is  that  what
is   needed   to   show   the   truth   of  atheism   is   the   presentation   of  a   fair,
impartial,  empirical  argument.

Russell's  attempts to  show religion  for what  it  is,  to  show that all  religions
are  false  and  dangerous,  were  for the  most part anecdotal,  and  as  such  can
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hardly    bc.    coiisidered    I`air    oi.    impartial.    Smith's     J'J'/?t;'is.     W4o    is    also

anecdotal,  biit  it  is  massively  so,  and  tlie  readei.  is  left  to  draw  his  or  hel-
own  conclusions.

Much  has  been  made  in  the (generally  very  I`itvoi.{ible)  piiblished  reviews  ot

the  `.ei.rors"  in  M''ho 'i`  W'/)o.   Many  of these  are jilst  that,  errors  that  should
be  cori.ected  in  the  second  edition.  Of much  greater  importance,  however,
is  tlie  reader's  attitude  toward  the  errors,  int`elicities  and  ovei.-all  qiieei.ness

of JJ'/jt7 'i.  JJ'/7tj.  I  siiggest  that  anyone  who  goes  mistake-hiintilig  make  note
whatevei.  seems  wrong  and  send  suggested  c{ti.rectiolls  on  to  the  €iiithoi..

For  example,   it  is  difficult  to  understand  what  beyond  simple  ignorance
could   have   led   Smith   to  think  that   Riissell's   favorite   scotcli   was  "Red
I-Iackles."  Aiid  does Goldwin  Smith  get two entries,  one  after the other,  for
some  reasoii,  or  were  theri.  two  Goldwiii  Smiths  who  lived  neal.ly  parallel
lives?  No doubt  hoiisekeeping miist be done  by  someone  at some time.  But
readers  should  not  let  error-spottiiig  disti.act  from  the  task  at  hand.  That
main task is to come to terms with the vastness of W'Ao ',`'  Wfor7,  and to enjoy
the  effect  of reading  it.  Before  making  much  of an  error,  the  reader might
well  ask,  "How  exactly  has  tliis  slip  detracted  fi.om  my  enjoyment  of the
whole?"  JyAo 'Ls.  W4tj  is  more  an  elaborate  machine  than  simply a  very  loiig
string  of characters.  One  can  begin  anywhere  and  then  follow  the  chain  of
cross-references,   much   as  one   woiild   I.Cad   a   Scol`fielcl   Bible.   Nor   is   the
comparison  with  the  Bible  trivial.  (Additiolial  and  egregioiis  ei.rors  noted:
ln    `.Christian    Adhet.ents"    the    wo[.ld    population    of    lot)(]    is    seriously

understated;   in   "Dawkins,   Richai.d"   "friendly   iiser"   should   probably   be
"user  fl.iendly;"  in  "Epidemics"  the  Black  Death  ended  in   1351,  not   1251.)

An especially satisl`ying chain of cross-rel`ereiices begins  in "Evil."

Smith  hits  c€`lled  Jy//t/ '.`.  /'V/jtJ  his  I loly  Bible,  and  thei.e  are  some  iiitci.esling

points  of compai.ison.   As  with  the   Bi[)lc,  (tne   re{tds   I`oi.  ediflcation   more
than  for  iii formation.  There   is  preseiitly  a  humanisl  group  that   seeks  to

place  the  W'Ao 'j`  Jy4o  in  college  libraries.  One  can  only  ilnagine  the  effect
of some  agnostic  Gideons  leaving  copies  in  hotel  rooins.  The  WAt] 'b.  Wltio
is   no   more   a   siiigle   aitthor   work   than   is   the   Bible.   At   its   heart   is   the
collection   ol`  letters   Smith   has  solicited   I`i.om  jilsl   .ibout   {iiiyoni.   who   hi.

thought  woilld  have  something  iiiteresting  to  say  about  hiimanism.  (From
the  unpublished  book,  f/ii#7¢#/.j'/.!` o# /-/zt;j!c7#t..t.;jl.)

In  other  ways  Smith  is  entii.ely  too  inodest.   Some  of the  sei.ioiis  articles
show    real    insight    into    tough    subjects.    (For    example,    "Washington,
George")   Attributions  can   be   problematic,   however.   Curly   brackets,   or
"{  },"  aroiind  a  reference  indicate  that  material  l`rom  tlie  enclosed  sources
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may   have   been   used   without   quotation   marks.   Much   of  the   testimony
Smith  has collected  is emiiiently  woi.thy of prcservatioii  as  primary.  (Some
of  the   best   material    is   in   the   IIornback   series-"American   Hum?_mist
Association,"   "Ethical  Culture`" "I-Iomback, James  I-`.")

Tllei.e   is  an   ai.ticle  oll   Russell,  of  course,   with  a  follow-up  collection  of
Russell's  liumor.  Bilt  Russell   is  actiially  all  through  the   W'/7o'5'   W/7o.     For

excample, see "Ethics," "Evil" and "Happiness."

^iiyoiie   wlio   is   a  humanist,   or  who   is   thinkiiig   of  becoming  one,   can
cci.tainly use the  W'/7tj 'L`'  JW4o as an  introduction  to  the  rield.

Wliat  ai.e  the  prospects  for  the  JW/7o'`9  W4o  eventually  attaining  some  sort
of caiionical  status?  Library  sales  seem  to  be  doing  very  well,  but  that  is
iiot  at  all  the  same  as  being  taken  up  and  accepted  as  a  holy  book.  The
history  of humanism  may  not  be  as  violent  as  the  history  of religion,  but
tlie  constant  bickering  and  infighting  is just  as  discouraging.  Perhaps  the
most   helpful   suggestion   would   be   for   small   gi.oups   to   come   together
simply  to  savor  the  W'/7tj '.``  W`'/7o.  There  are  a  great  many  articles  that  could
be  I.cad  ill  just  as  few  minutes  at  the  start  of a  meeting,  or  as  a  foi.in  of

private devotion.

The  key  feature  here  is  not  who  is  in  and  who  is  out  or  whether  material
was  lifted  without  quotes;  it  is  rather  Smith's  selection  of what  to  use  and
liow to  use  it.  We never get a  balanced,  sterile, discrete encyclopedia entry.
Wliat  wc  do  get  is  a  few  items  of  note  so  skillfully  presented  that  the
I.eading    becomes    habit-forming    if   not    addictive.    The    frequent    and

prolonged  death  scenes  merit  special  interest.  (A  few  notable  death  scenes
--"Darwin,    Charles,"   "Dewey,    John,"    "Hamlner,    Armand,"    "Iiume,

David."  See  also  p.   ]219  on  the  significance  of  including  the  details  of
death.)

J`J'/7t7 ',`.  W/7o  will  be  a  success  oiily  if jt  somehow  contributes  to  the  so  far
elusive  goal  of the  religion  or the  future,  the  religion  which  is  no  religion.
It    wtis    said    or   Dcwcy's    Ct7;j7;77tjw    For.//7    tliat    it    failed    because    its

tcrmiiiology   allowed    foi.   I)ackslidiiig,    i.e.,    sliding   back    into   orgaiiized
re]igjon.  ("I-7iimanism") To the extciit this  is triie,  Smith  is certainly right to
appropriate  Unitarians  into  liis  hell.  The  reverse  danger  is  that  a truly  non-
i.eligious  organization   will   still   take   on   some   of  the   more   disagreeable
features    of   religious    orthodoxy,    especially    the    demaiid    for    creedal
amrmation,   for  self-righteous   pomposity,   cant  aiid   all   the   other   ills   to
which  alhcists arejList  as  liab]c  as tlieists,
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There  are,  ot` course,  some  arguments  ill  the  coui.se  of Smitli's  woi.k,  but
they  are  iiiostly  iiii`idental.    Indeed,  the  i`r(ii`les  oil  logic  ai.e  silbstandard  by

any standard.   ("Deductioii," "Fallacies," "Inductioli")

Whtit   is   so  powcrl`iil   about   //`'/7t) '.`.   l'J'/7t;   is   lhc   total   c```t`i`ct   t)l`  I.i`{Ldiiig   il,   o].

even  of reading  any  t\`'o  or three  hiindred  pages  (not  even  :I  qiiai.ti`r  o`` the
whole).  Instead  of preseiiting  a  proposal  for  the  reform  of` religion,  Smith
concentrates on simply appropriatiiig all that he can  l`ind  in  the  past an(I  the

present  tliat  can  be  placed  fairly  in  the  world  of`  hiimanists,   l`reethilikers,
natiiralists,  rationalists and noii-theists.

Smith    is    impl.essjvely    careful    in   justil-ying    each    and    evei-y    pet.so]i,

orga]iization  or  idea that  is  included.  Thiis  his ai]proi)I.iation  is  a  rational,  or

at  least rationalized, one.

To say that  someoiie  belongs  in  W4tj 's  JV4t)  f.#  /-/cJ//  is  not  quite  the  saiTie  as
saying  that  person  belongs  in  hell.  Some  inhabitants  ai.e  clearly  guilty  of
nothing  more  than  association  (Fanny  Farmer),  and  others  are   included
lnore for what has been said about them than for wliat they really wel.e.

The  book   is  filled   with  jokes  of  all  kilids,   and   its  general  good  humor
contribiites greatly to  its appeal. ("Deadlines," "I-Iumanist,  laughing")

As a whole, the directory presents an  impressive argument against religion,
one  that  is  less  easy  to  respond  to  than  the  stalid!ird  complaints  about  not
enough  evidence  or  too  much  evil  in  the  world.  Clearly,  religionists  can
and have made a virtue of belief that ran counter to the evidence or at least
well  beyoiid  the  weight of the evidcncc.  Evi(lcntia]  argiiments arc ccr(ainly
metitioiied     o``ten     enoiigh.     ("Clil`l`oi.d,     William     Kingilo[i,"     "I)awkins,

Richard,"  "Russell,  Bertrand,"  "Stone,  Peter")  The  medical  strategy  holds
more   promise   for   the   religion   of  the   fiitiire.      (see   also   "Joiies,   Chris

(1964-)")

By  presenting  the  vast  array  of  inliabitants  of  hell  and   pl.eseiiting  them
`.with   faces,"  ol`ten   faces  lie  kliows  well,   Smith   makes   it  hard,   perhaps

impossibly  difficult,   for  anyone  to  throw  this  book  down   in  disgust  or
consign   it   to   the   flames.   But   what   tlien   is   the   religionist   to   do?   The
re]igionist  who  is  already  a  Uliitarian  or  of some  other  liberal  religion  or
who has already stood up for gay rights,  is  free to embi.ace whomever they
want,  for they  too  will  find  themselves,  or at  least  their  fi.ieiids  and  heroes
jn  the  book.  The  traditioiial  believers  who  have  ally  sense  ()I history  al...
faced  with  a terrible dilemma.  Either they  have to condemn  the  inhabitants
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o``  Smitli's  hell   or  they  have  to  claim   that  what  people  did  to  get   into
Slnith's   hell   really   wasn't  that   bad  after  all.   The  problem   with  the   first
alternative  is  nothing specific  but jiist that  it  becomes  impossible  once  oiie
h{is   sr)ent  time   with  the   book.   The   problem   with   thi-  secoi`d   is  that  the

C`liiirch  has :`lrcady  si)oken  very cle{`rly.

As oiie I.eads on,  the enthymeme discloses  itself and the  significance of the
title, beyond  its obvioiis attraction  for marketing,  becomes i`Iear.

I.      If anything  like  conventional  I.eligion   is  triie,  theli  all,  or  very  nearly

i`l],    o``   the    l`olks    in    this    bi7ok    ai.i`    in    [lell.    A]`d    lhat    will    bi.   triic

regardless ol`which definition of I-Jell  we accep(.
2.      But,  Smith  tacitly argiies,  Ilo  one,  or very  nearly  no  one,  who  has  read

this  book coiild possibly believe that all  these  ``olks are  in  liell.

3.       Ergo,  nothing  like  conventionzil  I-eligion  is  Li.lie.

The  point  is  not  just  the  validity  of this  a[.giJmeiit.  Hearing  the  standard
arguments   against   religion,    one    is   left   with   the   impression   that   the
ai]ologists  have  some  explaining  {o  do.  But  of course  tliat  is  why  they  are
called  apologists.  The  cumulative  effect  of Smitli's  presentation  is  not  a
desire  for  an  explanation,  biit  a  deep  resentment,  indigi`atioti.  Theological
attempts to explain only make matters worse.

Smith,  of course,  rejects  a  literal  hell.  (p.1219).  And  he  includes  a  few
who certainly are  in  Ilell  ("Capone,  Al,"  "Hitler,  Adolf," "Stalin,  Joseph,"
but  even  here,   Smith   is  clevei.  in  turning  the  AI  Capone  article  against
religion).

'J`his ai.gumeiit,I  claim, does  not give the  religionisL the  wiggle  room  that  is

always  available   in  the  traditional   appeals  to  evil,   to   science   or  to  the
meaninglessness of religious utterances.

Smith's  work  also  suggests  several  strategies  to  counter  religionists  who
claim that statements about  llell are liot to be taken  literally.

I do not think the religionist can reply to the argument presented here, but a
neiitral   critic   might   claim   it   is   inore   an   qrgwwe»/z„w   4id  ho;r7/.#cii7,   an
attempt to embarrass the  believers.  And of course  it  is, but there  is nothing
wrong with  an  oc/ 4ott7/.«cr77  that  is  also  a rL./i7c.//.o aal db5`®trchti77.   Indeed,  all
other  forms  of refutation  run  a  g[.eater risk  of begging  the  (iiiestioi`.  (Some
attemi)ts  to  embarrass  seem  to  lne  to  backfire,  for  example,  thL.  Goldstein

prank  in "Endowments"  falls  flat.)
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Those  wlio  use   l;'/7o '`5.   IJ`'/?a  .is  a  porttil  to  meet  the  folks  who  have  been
coiisigiied  to  liell  will,I  claim,  iiot  be  able  to  believe  in  the  I.eligions  that

put   them   there.   Tliis   is   the   argument   Russell   was   looking   foI.,   and   it
strongly  suggests  that  the  I.eligion  of the  future  has  actually  been  witli  us
for a long time.

As  St.  Anselm  said,  admittedly  in  a  different  context,  tile  great  shame  is
that  it  is all  trile but  we just do  iiot see  it.

This  paper  is  btised  oil  a  (alk  given  al  the  2001   Annual   Meeting  Of  the
Berli.and  Rilssell  Socie>ly.

Scenes From Hell:
Pictures from Warren Allen Smith's Visit

to Rochester

Joyous revelry at a party in Warren's honor
hosted by Alan and Pat Bock
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Warren with BRS Member Ed Mcclenathan

Warren with longtime friends
Ewart and Rosalyn Lel}Itlnc
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Reviews:

N.idr\alas GrLffim, ed. The Selectetl Letters Of Bertran(I
Riissell.. TIIe Piiblic Years,1914-1970.F\oulhedge,2001.

Stcfan Andersson

With   the   publication   of  the   second   volume  of  The   Selected   Letters   of
Bertraiid   Russell.  Nicholas  Griffin   has  completed  a  work  of  impressive
schol.irshii).   Tltc   rirst   voliimc  c.imc  oilt   ill   1992.   Duriiig  the   intervcniiig

yeai.s  Ray  Moiik  hcis  iiiiblislicd  a  two-volume  biography  of Russell.  The
rirst  part was  pilblishe(I  in  1996 and the secoiid  last year.  Within a ten-yeai.

period   Russell   scholars   have  been   blessed  with   four  thick  books  about
Russell  that will provide tliem  with material for a long time to come.  I  shall
start   with   comptiring   Griffin's  two   volumes   with   each   other  and   then
compare them with  Monk's work.

The   lirs(   voliimc   c{tiitnii`s   240   lcttcrs   and   the   second   388   lctlers.   Tlic

Bci.tralid  Russell  ^rchivcs  til  MCMastcr  University  hold  betwceii  fol.ty  to
fifty thousaiid  o`` Russell's  lettei.s.  Griffin  does  iiot  claim  to  have  looked  at
all  of them,  btlt  he  lias probably read  more  of them than  any other person.
This  provided  him  a  uniqtie  perspective  on  Russell  of which he  has  made
the  best.  The  letters  have  been  intertwined  with  extensive  commentaries
aiid supplied witli  informative annotations amounting to approximately  150

pages  ill  tlic  first  voliime  aiid   180  pages  in  the  second.  Together  with  the
prefaces {and  the  introductioiis they supply  us  with  an  epistolary  biography
of Russell that covei.s most aspects of his  life.

There are some dif`ferences between the  first and the second volume due to
the  availability  of  letters.   In   the   first  volume  there  are  many   letters  to
Russell's  first  wife,   Alys,  and  his   lover,   Lady  Ottoline  Morrell.  Griffin
writes  in  the  preface  to  the  second  volume  that  these  touched  on  almost
everything  that  was  important  to  Russell,  which  made  it  unnecessary  to
look  for   letters  elsewhere.   The   letters  to  Ottoline  continued  apace  until
I 916.  For a time,  liis  letters to Colette O'Niel  were as revealing as tliosc to
Ottoline,  biit there  is  Ilo corrcspondeiit  in the  period  covered  by the  second
voliime to whoni  Russell revealed himself.as fully and frequently as he  had
done to Alys and Ottoline.

For the  second  volume  Griffin  lias therefore  been  forced  to  search  further
afield  for letters.  At the same time there are many more  letters from which
to  choose.  Another  complicating  factor  has  been  the  variety  of Russell's
interests   after   1914.   Before   the   First   World   War   Russell   had   mainly
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tlevoted  his energy to  logic  and the  foundations of mathematics.  When the
war  broke  out,  he  channeled  his  energy  into  anti-war  work.  After the  war
his    iiite[.ests    grew    in    many    directions,    as    did    the    number    of   his
correspondents.   Towards   the   end   of   his   life   he   retiirned   to   political
i`ctivism,  biit  his  correspoi`deiice  in  (he  6()s  covers  a  widci.  range  ot` topics

tlian at any other time.

Given   the   variety   of   Riissell`s    iiilerests,   Griffin   had   (o   (1ecide   which

iiiterests   shoiLld   be   included.   This   must   have   been   a   difticilll   task,   but
Gi.if``ili   ai.gues   conviiicingly   as   to   why   he   has   excluded   letters   directly
related (o  Russell's  involvement  in world  government organiztitions,  letters
i`t]Iiceriijl`g  the   ]ndo-Pakista]`i   bordcl.  tlisi)lit.'   iind   teclmica]   letters   aboiit

philosophy.  He has also excluded  letters concerning I.eligion-although not
totally-people   he   had   known,   events   he   had   been   involved   in   and
tjpii`ions  he  had  held.  Some  topics  had  to  be  excluded  due  to  the  lack  of
siiitable  letters.   In  spite  of all  tliese  restrictions,  Griffin  has  been  able  to

produce a most interestiiig,  if not complete, epistolary biography.

'l`l`e   book   is  divided   i[`to   six  chapters:    I)   War  (1914-1{)18);   2)  Cl)ildreli,

Companionship,   and  Joint   Work  (1918-1927);   3)   Starting  a  School  and
I;nding  a  Marriage  (1927-1935);  4)  Marriage,  Povel.ty,  and   Exile  (1936-
1944);  5)  Respectability  at  Last  (1944-1954);  and  6)  Peace  (1955-1970).
The titles  and  the  periods  are aptly  chosen  and give  a  good  hint  about  the
i`iajor  projects  in  which  Russell  was  involved.  So  far  my  own  I.esearch  on
Russell's  life  and  woi.k  has  been  concent[.ated  on  the  period  eliding  with
the   onset   of  the   First   World   War.   'I`his   ineans   tliat   there   is   a   lot   of
information  that   is  totally  new  to  me  and  I   have  benefited  much  from
Griffin's    informative    commentaries    and    footnotes,    which    are    often
chi`racteri7.ed  with  a  sly  selise of hiimol..

^Itlioiigh   Grillin   has   explicitly   excliided   let(e['s   I.egardilig   religit)n,   the

topic    is    touched    upon    directly    in    some    letters,    and    Russell's    often
complicated  relationship to God and religious matters  is  indii.ectly revealed
ll`roiigh   his   semi-religious   use   of  words   like  "God,"  "love,"  "sin,"   and
"sill/`iil."  One ol` my  favorite  let(ers I.egardilig  Riissell's  I.cligitiiis  s(riiggle  is

tin..  lic  wrote to  Colelli-in October  I {) 16  (l/27t)),  whet.c  hi-writes,

The centre of me is always and eternally a terrible pain-a curious
wild   pain--a   searcliing   for  solnething  beyond   what   the   world
contains,     something    transfigured    and     infinite.     The    beatific
visit>ii---God.  I  do  not  fiiid

the  love  ol` it  is  my  lif`e

do  iiot  think  jt  is  to  be  found~~-biit

passionate  love  I`oi.  a  ghost.  At
tiiiies  it  i-Ills  me  with  rage,  at  tiines  with  wild  despair~it  is  the
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source  of gentleness  and  cruelty  and  work,  it  fills  every  passion
that  I  htive.  ]t  is the actual  spring ol` life  within  me.

Althoug]i  the  intensity  or  his  religious  struggle  diminislied  witli  Lime  and
was replaced  by a stroiig ethical  commitment that he expressed througli  his

political     work`     it     still     rcmailled     an     ulldercurrent     ill     most     of    his
imdel.takiligs.

The  topic  of religioii  often  turned  up  in  Russell's  letters  to  his  daughter,
whose  striigglcs  as  a  young  persoii  in  many  ways  mirrored  those  of liei.
father.   I-Iis   cinswcr  to   her   regarding  her   rears   of  Hell   reveals   his   own
imdci.staiidiiig  ol` wh.it  Gotl  v.iliics  most,  which  happens  to  coiiicide  with
his  own  preferences.  The  letter wtis  written  in  December  1946 (#476).  "As
for  real.  of  Hell,  I  suggest  the  following  hypothesis:  God  values  veracity
above  {ill  other  virtues,  and  has  refrained  from  giving  us  evidence  of His
existeiicc;  thcreforc  [Ie  will  damn  all  those  who  believe  in  Him,  as  having
sinlicd  .igtiiiist  vcr.icity."  lr Russell  wcrc  right.  lie  aiid  otlicr  agliostics  who
rcriised  to  bclii`vc  something  without  good  rcasoli  had  nothing  to  worry
about,  and  as  a  matter of fact  /Ac}j would  be  tlie  truly  religious  rather than
those who believe and obey out of fear of punishment.

My favorite  letter relating to philosophy is one he wrote to Robert E.  Egner
in  respoiise  to  liis  inquiry  about  Russell's  views  on  existentialism  (#605).
Russell  was  in  his 95th  year and he  wrote the draft by hand: "I  am  sorry,  I
still  hold  the  same  view on  existentialism,  but  I  have  no  wish  to  express  it

publicly,  as  I  greatly admire  Sailre and  some others of the group.  You  will
find  the  gist  of my  disagreement  in  Prf.„cj.p7.a  Ma/Ae#jo/j.ca  Vol.I,  *14."
Griffin's   footnote   is   shoi.t   biit   illuminating:   "The   section   of  Prj.;?ct.p;.c7
which    gives    Russcll's    theory    of   definitive    descriptions,    where    the
existentialist  view  tliat  existcncc  precedes  essence  is  reversed."  Russell's
reply  can  also  be  used  as  evidence  against  those  who  believe  that  he  had
abandoned   realism  and   accepted  a  linguistic   interpretation   of  logic   and
mathematics.

Since    I    am    prescnlly    working   on   a   book   aboiit   the    Russell    Pcacc
Fouiidatioll   aiid   the   War   Crimes   Tribunal   in   Stockholm    1967,   I   have
benefited  much  from  the  last  section  both  with  regard  to  the  selection  of
lcttcrs  and  GrifTiti's commciitarics aiid  footnotes.  lie  has  saved  me  a  lot  of
woi.k   .iird   given   mc   idc{i.i   for   l`iii.thcl.   rcsc.irch   for   which   I   am   grc:illy

thankful.

In   comp{iring  Griffin's  two   volumes  of  epistolary  biograpliy  with   Ray
Moiik's two volumes of ol.dinaiy biogi.aphy, there  is no doubt that Griffiii's
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work   is   of  f`ai.  greater   value   from   a   scholarly   point   of  view.   Grit`fin   is
{`dmirable  in  his  attempt  to  be  f`air  and  iieiitral  in  his  commentaries.  Where
Griffin  siipplies  facts  and  important contextual  information,  Monk gives  us
I`is   own   r)I.ejiitliccd   r)sychologic{`I   iiiterr)retatiolis   alitl   ethic.il   evaliiations

th:`t    t)l`tcn    iiri`    ill(ci.I.sting    bilt    in()st    t)l`   (hi-    Linii-    I.i'viLiil    liis    iiiidci.lying

iiegative  attitude  to  Russell.   I  am  sure  that  Griffin  does  not  approve  of
everything  that  Russell  said  and  did,  but  he  has  left  it  up  to  the  reader  to
decide  the  ultimate  value  of Russell's  personal  qualities,  his  importance  as
€i  r)hilosopher  and  the  relevance  of his  political  activism.  For  these  reasons
I   am   sure   that   Ciriffin's   books   will   be   `Ised   {and   referi.ed   to   by   m{iny
``chok`rs  li7i`g  i```ter  Monk's  hot)ks  hi`ve  I(>st  tl`cir  iirir>i.ill.

Stefai`   Andersson   is   an   indepeiideiit   Riissell   scholar   a[`t`]liated   with   the
I)epartment ol`Theology and Religious Stildies at  Lund lJiiivet.sity.

NiL`htilas  Grifrin,  ed.,  with  (Ii..  assislanci`  ti``  Alison   R{>l>cl.(s  Miciilan.   '/'/i.J

Selected    ljellel.s    Of`   Berlr(ind    Russell.    The    Public    years,     1914-]970.
I,ondoii:  Routledge, 2001.  Pp. 660.

Regul{ir  Features:

Russell-Related Odds and Ends

•       The  October  23,  2000   issue  of  /'#;.//.b'¢#  Rev/.cttJ  features   an  article
eiititled  "The  Legacy of the  Anti-Commiinist  Liberal  Intellectuals,"  by
Roiiald  Radosh.  The  article  seeks  to  defend  those  liberals  who  made
colt)iT)on   caiise   with   McC`al.thy   (despite   their   stl.ong   disagl.Cements
with  him)  to  stam|)  oil(  the  "red  menace"  diiring  the  eai.ly  days  of the
Cold  War.  Radosh  spends  some  time  discussing  the  views  of one  of
these  liberals,  Diana  Trilling,  who  was  apparently  greatly  irritated  by
Russell  at the time.  While  Russell  had, "years earlier. . .been ainong the
llrst    intellcctiials    to   acciirate]y   characterize    the    natiire    of   Soviet
Commilnism,"  by  the  lt)sos  T]illing thoLIght  he  "had  Ltegin  lo  lose  the

clarity   of  his   early   thinking"   by   ..sp[.eading   the   l`alse   idea   that   the
United   States   was   liear   the   condition   ol`  Fascist   Germai)y   in   the
1940s."  Those  interested  in  Russell's  principled  denunciations  of the
attacks   on   civil   liberties   from   that   era   should   consult   Bcr/r#„d
/?wb'.`'c//'j'  Ai#crf.c.t/,    /9Jj-/P70,   ed.   by   Bari.y   Feinberg   and   Ronald
Kasrils (Boston:  Soiith  End  Press,  ]983).

S()iirce:   Ru.s.sell~I
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•       Laur{i  Miller  receiitly  reviewed  two  iiew  popular  woi.ks  on  the  liistory

of   philosophy--Chrislophel.   Pliillips'    ,Soc;.tJ/e.`.   C'fl/Z   aild    ^nthony

Gowl;ieb`s  Tlie  Dream  ().f`  Reason:   A   History  o.i  Philosor)hy  froni  lhe
GrccJAL`.  /o  /4c  Re"a;.f5.c7#ce  (both  published  by  W.W.  Nortoii,  2001 ).
Miller's   review,    which    appeared    in   S¢/o#   on    March   23,    2001,
compares   both   works  to   Russell's   monumental   f//..5/ory   o/.  JJ'e`7/erJ7
P/j/./o`9tj/?/7)t.    Miller   writes,   "Since    Riissell's   book   combines    great
erudition  witli  ample  amounts  of slieer reading pleasure,  and  since  the
iiumber  of readers  `ip  for  /tt;a  massive  works  of philosophical  history
caii't  be  large,  Gottleib  [whosc  work comprises the  first of a projected
two-voliimc   tomc]   certaiiily   has   his   work   cut   out   for   him."    At,
lELll|?;/i,''_!`_\y!v_.s{`l_{.I_l|..€pm,'''.books;''l`catllri`,'`''2()()I''03/23/+1hll_Q_Sap_lu£±j±lds=`.l`{

ml. tlic review can  still  be  fouiid.

Soul.ce:  Rilssell-I

•       Tl`e  ^pl.il  23,  2001  issue  ofthc lvcw  Rapwb/J.c featured  aliother review

by    Simon    Bltickbin.n,    tliis    time    or   Man fred    Kuehn`s    ^'t7;I/..    A
BJ.og/apdy    (Cambi.idgc     University     Press)    The     review,     entitled
"K6nigsberg Coiifidential," pithily sums up the difference between the

writing styles of Kant and  Russell  in the opening paragraph:

There   is   a   scene   ill   the   film   LSwpe;.»7cz#   ///   in   which   Loi.elei
Ambrosia,  tlie  blonde  bombshell,  is  secretly  reading  the  C'rj./i.qwe

q/`P" Rct7t.ow. "But how can he say that pure categories have no
objective  meaning  in  transcendental  logic?  What  about  synthetic
unity?"  she  squeaks, before hurriedly hiding the book and  pickilig
lip  a  traslly  magazine  as  her  gangster  boss  enters.  The  directoi.'s
choice  of  book  was  perfect:   no  other  single  work  could  be  so
improbable,  and  so  easily  recognizable  as  such  by  the  audience.
You   might  just  take  Bertralid  Russell  on  a  beach  holiday,  as  I
oilce   did;   but   Kant,   never.   (Incidentally,   although   she   has   not

quite mastered tlie jal.goii,  Lorelei's question is a good one.)

'l`hc  I.cvicw  is  tlt .I'tllll

Source:  Jack Clonlz.

•       On  May  30,  2001,  Random  House,  Inc.  agreed  to  settle  a  lawsuit  filed

by  Ralph  Schoenman,  Russell's  former  assistant  in  the  days  of the
Committee   of   loo   and    the   Bertrand    Russell    Peace   Foundation.
Random  I-louse  agreed  to  stop  pilblication  of an  American  editioii  of
13riaii   Magee's   C'o;?/es`Tj.o#.i   t?/  a   PA/./o5.apAer;   otlier   terms   of  the

28

settlement  were  not  disL`losed.  The  siiit  resulted  from  a  claim  Magee
made   against   Schoenman   in  the   chapter  of  the   book   dealing  with
Riissell.   An  earlier  lawsuit  Schoenman  had   filed  against  Orion,  the

piiblishers   of  tl`e   British   edition   of  Magee's   book,   was   similarly
settled.

Soul.ce:   R.issell-I

•        ,S'A6J/7/r.c.tt/    /nc/it/.rcJ;.    published    an    article    by    William    I-tare    entitled
"Bei.tra!id   Riissel[   and   the   Ideal   of  Ci.itical   Receptiveness"    in   its

May/June   2001     issue.    Of   course,    half   the    BRS    probably    reads
^`'4LJ/7//'t./7/  /nq/t/'i.LJr  alre{`dy,   with  the  other  half`  withht)lding  jiidgmeiit

on  the magazine  iinLil  all  the  facts  are  in. . .

Source:  Dave  I-lenehan

•       Tlie  July  9,  2001   issue  of the  Ivf7/i.t)r7  features  several  articles  dealing

with the movement against the U.S.  invasion of vietnain. Two of these
articles  mention  Russel['s  involvement  with  (he  movement.  An  article
called  "The  Vietnam  Syndrome,"  by  Richard  Falk,  briefly  describes
the  International  War Crimes  Tribunal  set  up  by  Riissell  and  Sartre  to

gather  evidence  against  the  U.S.   for  its  actions  in  Vietnam.  lie  also
quotes   French   President   Charles   de   Gaulle's   response   to   Sartre's
I.e(|iiest  to  hold  the  tribiinal  in  r``rance:  `.I  have  no  [`ecd  (o  tell  you  that

jiislicc   {)1`  {iny   sor(,   in   ii[incirili.   {is   in   cxcciitit7Ii,   cmiiii:i(i`s   I`i.i7m   the
state."   lt's   hal.d   to   think   ol`  all   expression   with   which   Russell   and
Sartre would more wholeheartedly disagree.

The  second  article  coiisists  of a  I.eview  of Gerald  Nicosia's  //r];#LJ  /a
Wilr:   A   llislory  Of` the   Vielniiili   Veleram'   Mt)vellielil  (Crowi`,  2001).

The  I.eview,  written  by  antiwar tictivist  Micliael  Uhl,  is entitled "l`ha('s

Vietnam,   Jake."  The  I.eview   discusses  the  Citizeiis'   C`ommission  of
Inquiry on  US  War Crimes (CCI) ^s follows:

As   for  Ccl,   the   New   Yoi.k-based   committee   was   founded
Ralph  Schoenman  in  November   ]`)69, `iiist  af`te[.  the  I.evelation
the   lJS  r)I-ess  (twenty  mt)n`hs  a``tei`  tlie   f`:ict)  t7l` tl`c   ii```amoiis  My

I,ai   iiiassacl.e.   Sc`hoeimian   hatl   ()eon  a  princip[c  oi.ganizei.  ol`  thi.

Bertrand   Russell   War  Crimes  Tribunal-an   unofficial   panel  of

proliiinent   world   figui.es   who   asseinbled   on   two   occasions   in
Eiirope,   heard   testimony   and   judged   as   "genocidal"   the   US
conduct of the wai. in Vietnam.

29



The  review  fuilher  melitions  that  "A  colorful  appreciation  of  Ralph
Schoenman`  onetime  kibit7.er extraordinaire  of the  American  left,  iiow

quite  forgotten,  is  offered  by  Tariq  Ali  in  his  lively  antiwar  memoir
S//.ee/  FJ.gfa//.#g  year,`'  (Collins)."  Mr.  Schoenman,  who  remains  active
ill      r.idical      politics.      would      presumably      disagree      with      being
chtlractcrizcd   as   "forgotteii."   The   review   provoked   a   hcatctl   lcttcr
exchange   between   Nicosia   and   Uhl   in   the   September   17/24   issiie
which also mentioned Russell and  Schoenman.

Stiili.cc.:   Pelel.  Sltlnc.

Wai.I.cii   Allen   Smith   has   written   a   brief  account   or  the   2001    13RS

Annual   Meetilig  for  Gc7}'  &   Lc``'6/.o»  ##;J?c7#;.s/  (Summer  2001).   I-Ierc

lie   recounts   his  participation   on   a  panel   (organized   by  the   Greater
Rochester  Russell  Set)  that  discussed  Ray  Monk's  Ber/rc7#cJ R%```,?L>//..
7./7e GT/7t7.`./  ?/.A/"c/#e,t`,s.  The contents of the  panel  discussion,  inclilding

Wtirrcn`s ctinti.ibi]tioii. will  ai)pear  in  a  forthcomirlg B/?LS£).

\S(ilil.ce:   Wtirl.en  AIIc>n  Smilh

Reviews  have  begun  to  appear  of  I/ie  Se/ec/ec7  £e//er5'  q/ Ber/rc7mc}
Russell:  The  Piiblic  Years,1914-1970, edited by  the T3R:S`s very  own
Nick  Grifflii  and  pilblished  by  Routledge.  Hywell  Williams  reviewed
it  for  the  (j'Ittt;.t//.";7  on  July   14,  2001,  under  the  appropriate  title  "A

Ratioiial  ^nimtil."  All  unsigned  review  appeared  in  the  July  21,  2001
Eco"a;jj;.s/,  promptilig  an  exchange  of letters  with  a  disgruntled  Lord
Lawson.  Lord  Lawson  claims that Griffin wrongly denies that Russell
advocated   preventative   nuclear   war   with   the   Soviet   Union.   The
exchaiige appeared on the  letters pages of the  August 4,11,18, and 25
issues of the  F,`co#o;j7j.,7/.

Other rcvicws  include one  in the  7/.#icJL7 on June 6 by  Ian  Mac[ntyrc ("I
Could  Not  Resist  Making  Love  to  Mademoiselle")  and  one  by  ^lan
Ryan  in  the  Jtlly  6  7';./jicLi.  4/./crcI;.); Swf?I?/c/77c#/  ("Dazzled  and  Bliilded

by the Lamp").

Source:  Ru`s`sell-I  & Pe[er Stone

A.C.   Grayling,   author   of  the   Oxford   "Past   Masters"   volumes   on
Russell   and   Wittgenstein,   has   published   a   new   book   entitled   777c
Meaning     o.i    Things:      Applying     Philosophy     lo     Life     (Londo_n_..
Weidenfeld,  2001).  Daiiicl  Johnsoii  has  reviewed  it  for tlie  August 26,
2001   issue  of the  r7.;7ze`7.  The  I.eview,  entitled  "rhe  Subtitle  Suggests
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Philosophy,  but Nobody  Need  Be  Frightened,"  takes  some  issiie  with
Grayling's  lil)eral  attitude  towards  sex.  Of Grayling's  stance  on  this
issue,   Johnson   writes,   "If  I   have   l`is   policy   right,   you   live   with   a
friend,  or friends,  and you  giiiltlessly  sleep  with  whomsoevei. you  can,
l`i.ee    as    air.    Such    jouissa]`cc    comes    strangely     I`i.I)in    a    veiierable

I)hilosopher,    although    Beilrand    Russell    experimeiited    in    similar
directioiis,  with discouraging colisequences."

Soul.ce:   Rli`ssell-I

Edward  Said  wrote a  long I.eview essay  I`ol. the  Sei)tember  17/24, 2001
issiie    of   the    Ivf7/;.or7,    elititled    "The    Public    Role    of   Writei.s    and

liitellectiia]s."  Said  lists  a  niimber  of Nobel  Prize  winners  ill  litel.aLiire,

notilig   that   each   mind   will   "t[.iggei.   in   the   mi[id   an   eiiiblematized
region,  which  in  turn can  be  seen  as  a  sort of platforin  orjumping-off

point for that writer's subsequent activity as an  interventioi`,  in debates
taking  place   very   far   from   tlie   world   of  litei.ature."   Among  these
winners  he  lists  "Nadine  Gordimei.,  Kenzaburo  Oe,   Derek   Walcott,
Wole   Soyinka,   Clabriel  Garcia   Marquez,   Octavio   Paz,   Elie   Wiesel,
Bertrand  Russell,  Gilnter  Grass,   Rigoberta  Mench`'i,  among  others."
Most  quotable   line  in  the  review?  ``Realism  and   its  close  associate,

pragmatism,  are  mobilized  from their real  I)hilosophical  context  in  the
woi.k  of  Peirce,   Dewey  and  James,  aiid  put  to   forced   labor   in  the
board[.oom  where,  as  Gore  Vidal  has  put  it,  the  real  decisions  about

government and presidential candidates are made."

St]ul.t:e:  Peter Slone

Tariq  Ali,  a  close  associate  ol`  Riissell  diiring  the  heady  days  of the
Berl[.2ind   Russell   Peace   I.`oilndation   and   the   fii.st   liiter[iatioiial   War

Crimes  Tribiinal,  ret`ently  experienced  firsthalid  the  ciil.rent  eft.ort  to
restrict  civil   liberties  in  response  to  September   11.   Ali  was  stopped
and  briefly  detained  at  Munich's  airport  for  carrying  a  book  by  that
noted  Islamic fundamentalist,  Karl  Marx.Ills description of this sordid
ei]isode  appeal.ed   ill   the  Octtibe[.  30,  2001    issiic  til`  the   /i/t/LJ/)LJnt/L.n/,

iilid  is online at 102144

Source:  Ken Blackwell

News  from  France!  Bertl.and  Riissell,  aloiig  with  Plato  and  Leibnitz,
will form part of the "agregatio[i"  in philosophy for the iiext two years.
'rlie  "agregation"  is  the  national  French  competitive  examinalion  that

determines  who  will  fill  univeL.sity  positions  in  each  field.  This  iTieans
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that  a  lot  or people  will  be  studyiiig  Russell;  perhaps  some  exciting
iiew  scholarsllip  will  come  out  of it,  tis  instructors  teach  ai`d  students
wt.ite aboilt  Bertie.

SoiN.ce:  Anlie-Franc(]ise Schliiid

Jeffrey  Toobin  has  written  an  alliclc  entitled  "Battle  for  tlic  Barncs"
on    the    state    of   the    Barnes    I-`oundation    and    its    magni`lccnt    art
collectioii.   The   Foundation's   creator,   millionaire   art   collectoi.   Dr.
Albert Bames,  hii.ed  Riissell to teach philosophy at the  Foundation  and
tlien  sacked him,  promptiiig a famous lawsuit.  Toobin's article appeal.s
in  the Jaii`iary  21,  2002  issue of the IVctiJ  yo;.Ae;..

Sotil.ce:  Tholii  Weidlich

News from the Humanist World

Tl`c  liiti`rmilioml   llimiaiiist  and  Ethictil  Union  (mEU),  or which  tlic

BRS  is  an  associate  member,  will  be  holding  its  15t"  World  Congl.css
on  July  3-6,  2002.  This  conference  will  mark  the  50th  anniversary  of
the  II-IEU.  Tlic  meeting  will  be  held  in the  Netherlands,  at  the  Golden
Tulip    Confci.ence    llotel,    Leeuwenhorst,        Noordwijkerhout    near
Amsterdam-Schipliol  airport,  the  seaside  and  The  Hague.  The  theme
of  the   conference   will   be   "Human   Diversity,   Human   Rights   and
[Iumaliism:  All  Different,  All  Equal."

Registration  as a full  participant costs 250 Euros, which  includes lunch
and dinner but excludes the cost of the hotel.  Rooms at the confereiice
hotel  I.angc  in  cost  from  84-120  Euros  per  night;  there  is  also  limited
accoiiimodalioli  available at a  local  bed  and  breakfast for 30  Euros I)cr
night,    aiid    there    will    bc    camping    facilities    as    well.    For    more
informatioii,   please   visit   the   lHEU's   website   at   h±±p:±±i±|cj|.Ql:g   or
contact   IHEU   Coiigress   Sccrctariat  2002,   Postbus  75490,   1070   AL
Amsterdam,  The Netherlands,  Phone:  003120  5219000,  Fax:  003120
5219080,E-mail:!±±£@£|l±±2±Lc=t=LIJ.

The  II-IEU   is  also  leading  a  campaigii  to  save  the  life  of` Dr.  Younis
Shaikh,  a  Pakistani  academic  who  was  sentenced  to  death  on  August
18,  2001   for  blasphemy.   A  report  on  the  case  can  be  found  at  the
IHEU's    website    at    I.I.fry)_:/_/i!iL±u=_{_)_rg/S.Ii4ikJi/.    The    IHEU     is    asking

humanists   to    write    Pakistani    President   Musharraf   protesting   the
sclitcncc  and  I.cqilcsting  I)r.  Shaikh's  rclcase.  Presidciit  Mush{irrar c{in
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be  I.Cached   via  e-mail  at  £;.±{Sp±±±;i;±!}apk.   Please  send  copies  of any
letters  sent to the  IHEU  at  camr]ai£"fr?iil`eii.or{I.

The  Center  for  Inquiry  Institute  is  pleased  to  announce  a  full  2-week
slimmer  session  of edilcaLional  programs  available  l`or  ulidergraduate
credit   through   the   Slate   University   ol`   New   York   (Empire   State
College).  The  sunitner  session  will  be  held  at  the  C`en(er,  in  Amherst,
New   York,   on   July    14-28,   2002.   The   summer  session   will   feflture
coiirses    on    critical    inquiry    and    (he    history    and    philosophy    ot
naturalism,   as   well   as   seminars,   guest   lectures,   and   other   special
events.  Some  scholarships  are  available.  The  registration  deadline  is
Jiine    15;   scholarship   application   deadline   is   May    15.    For   further
in formation,   contact   ±!£±j±.!±±:}¢±£:±±±£r±i±!:i±±fl!±jr}±±±±=.i   or   the   Center   for

liitiiiiry  Institute,  PO  Box  741,  Amherst,  New  York   14226,  Tel:  716-
6364869  x223,  Fax:  716-636-1733.

Updates on Awards and Honorflry Members

A  Turkish  publisher  recently  faced  criminal  charges  for  publishing  a
book by  BRS  Honorary  Member Noam  Chomsky.  Fatih Tas, editor of
Aram Publishing Co., was indicted by a Turkish prosecutor for issuing
a  collection  of Chomsky's  talks  entitled  A#ic';./.cti#  /+I/cnJc#/t.o#/.:r#7.  In
one   of  these   talks,   Chomsky   describes   Turkey's   treatment   of  its
Kurdish population as "one of the  most  severe  human rights  atrocities
of the   l990s."  The  prosecutor  charged  that  these  words  represented
"propaganda  against  the  indivisible  unity  of the  country,  nation,  and

State of the Republic of Turkey."

Appalled   by   this   attack   on   freedom   of  speech,   Chomsky   flew   to
Turkey   to   attend   the   l`as's   trial   (at   some   risk   to   himself,   as   the

prosecutor  could  well  have  issued  the  same  chal.ges  against  him).  On
February  13,  however,  a judge  acquitted  the  publisher  of the  charges.
Chomsky's   presence,   combined   with   an   international   cflinpaign   of
suppoil,   almost   certainly   had   an   impact   in   protecting   the   right   of
expression  in  Turkey.  More  information  about the affair can  be  found
at!]±!p;JL/stoDcensorshj|2p!:g.

BRS  Honorary  Member  Ibm   Warraq  has   issued  a  statement  on  the
terrible   attack   on   the   Woi.ld   Trade   Center,   and   the   relationship
between  Islam  and  the  mentality  that  produced  the  attack.  It  call  be
l`oiind  at  the  website  of the  ]iistitute    or  the  Seciilai.isation  of Islamic
Society at
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Warrtiq  also  used  the  att.ick  to  fiirther  his  own  polemics  against  those
he  regards  as  too  sympathetic  to  Islam,  including  Edward  Said.   Ilis

polemic against  Said and  other intellectuals appeared  in  the Novcmbei.
10.     2001      issue     or    the     Gltardi.o#.     The     piece     is     online     at

|i|tp_:.,.'±!!}Luigu€irdian.co.uk,.'^rl`hi\'c`j'^1.tic`lcJ''034_2_I..3.4.2.9`5.74.:).,.()_(_)..11.I_Ill.I.

Others  have  made  use  of Warraq  to  defeiid  secularism  ill  the  wake  ()I
September  I I .  Polly  Toynbee  wrote  an  article  against  anti-blasphemy
laws   in   the   UK   that   {ippeared   ill   the   October  5.   2001    issue   of  the
G'!t¢/.c7j.#;7  aiid  cited  Wal.raq's  similar  positioli.  The  al.ticle  is  oiilinc  at

ilk/^rc`liivc,'^I.tic`

Stlppoil   foi.   Warraq's   critiqiie   of  Islam   has   also   come   from   more
surprising   corners.   ^n   article   in   the   December   2001    issue   of  the
A7jie;I/.c`do   ,`T/7L.c/"k„    (written    by    Chris    Mooney)    poilits    oiit    that
Christiaii   fimdamentalists   have   taken   till   interest   in   Warraq's   book
JJ'/7jJ   /  A"   IVW   ¢   ^4it``./i./ji   (Pi.oiiietheus   Books,   ]995)   for  their   own

sect.irian  rcasoiis-I-oblivio`is ol`the  fact that the arguments  of the  book

(as  Wai.raq  points out) apply jiist as  readily to  Christianity as to  Islam.
Thearticleisat|ijife£/LmL+:±!±]2!:!±±|2£±2±±Q±:g±print/V12/22±n!QQLn¥-_CJ±±Ll±l.

•       Those  interested  in  Joseph  RotblaLwith  Russell  a  founding  member
of the  Pugw<ish  Coiifei.ences,  and  winner  of the  1983  BRS  Award~
shoilld  check  out  his  article,  "Tlic  Early  Days of Pugwash,"  publislicd
in  /'/7);.I./.c``.  '/'odt7)J  (August   1995).  The  article  appeal.ed  after  Pugwasli
and  Russell jointly  won  the  1995  Nobel  Peace  Prize.  The  article  is  at

!]j±pi±±ryny]2!±]!Lsj££i±QCJg]£±2Qp]!p±{±±Qli544±srfe!p5Q±±±!Ii!£!±ig2.

•       Jazz   musician   Dave   Douglas   recently   released   an   album   entitled
J47i.//7c`7.5  (BIuebird),   which  celebrates  a  number  of  cultural   activists,
iiiclilding Eqbal Ahmad,  Ken Saro-Wiwa, and BRS Honorary Member
Taslima  Nasrim   JJzi./t7cJs`.`.  is  reviewed  in  the  Deceinber   17,  2001   issiie

of tl,e  IV",,.c,".

Member News

ln  lhi.s  new  .|`ealill-e,   lhe  T3R`SQ  will   re|}()rl  on  the  qctivi.tie.s  a.i  lh^e   BR.5's

large  and  diverse  membershi|).   We  begi_n.with  a  _briof.` .report  .fi.rom   Ken
BI;ckwell   on   lhe   lalesl   book  publislied   by   our   Presidenl   and   an   e\_len
briefer   re|)ort  from   Warren   Allen  Sliiith.   Meinbers   are   encouraged   lo
.submil  siliiilal. rer)ol.Is for  the BR:SQ .
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Fi.esh  froln  securing  an  intel.view  with  Rep.  Neil  Abel.crombie  (BRsg
#112,  November  2001),   Chad  Trainer  wrote   last   siiiiiiner  to   retired
Sen.  Dariiel  Pall.ick  Moynihan  (D-NY).  [n  an  eat.]ier co[ivei.sation  with

Trainer,  Moynihan  had  indicated  that  he  had  met  Riissell  at  the  Rand
School  of Social  Science.  Trainer  had  also  heal.d  that  Moynihan  had
seen  oiie  of Russell's  books  on  ljenin's desk  at  the  Kremlin.  Needless
to   s:iy,   T[.ait`er   wanted   to   k]`ow   iiioi.i`.   Moy[iihiin   I.i.srit]ndcd   scvel.:`l

weeks  later with a  letter, the text of which reads as  follows:

Dear Mi.. Trainer:

Alack,  I  am  overwl`elined  jiist  now  with  jiist  too  many  pl.ojects
incailtiously  accepLed.  Besides  I  really  have  so  little  to  repoi.I  on

Bertrand   Russell.   I   went  to   hear  him   talk  about   1943   at,I   do
believe,  the  Rand  School.  I  had  broiight along a copy of J4/dy A4e#
F7.£JA/,  which  he  aLltographed  and  which  I  still  cherish.  As  he  gave
it  back  to  me,  he  said,  "Yoi]  know  I  nevi}r dill  tiiithorizc  that  title."
An  Amel.ican  pilblisher  had  piit   it  out,  'l`he  Bri(ish  origilial,  :is  I

recall,  was  called  Princii]Ies  Of` Siiciill   Recon.slnlclitin.  A  fellow
standil`g  next  to  me  asked  what  the  original  title  was,  but  at  the
time I had no idea.

Oiie  of his  books was  indeed  on the  shelf in  tlie  bookcase  behind
Leiiin's   desk   in   the   Kremlin.    Biit   I   don't   k]it)w   al`d    I   doii't

siippose   whether   it   was   put   there   by   Lenili   himself  or   some
functionary  years  later  intent  upon  impressing  western  visitors  in
the  1930s.  What a fascinating society you have created.

Best'

Daniel Patrick Moynihan

The  BRsg again  congratulates  Chad  on  his  efforts  and  looks  forward
to future  interviews.

The  University  or Rochester  P[.ess  has just  piiblished  Alan  Scl`weriii's
new   book,   Aparlheid's   Landscape   and   Ideas   ..    A   Scol.cheul   Soul.
There's a cover plioto at h|!pi4\L±±±i\:i+J2Q¥deLLeQ=ck/3906. IltM.  Here's
the blurb for the book-

Aiiilrlheid'.;    lj(In(I.scui)e    and    ldeils:     A    Scorched    Soiil    is    an
historical   and   artistic   exploration   of  the   culture   of  racism   that
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gave   I.ise   to   apartheid.   Tliis   work   represents   twelve   yctii.s   of
exteiisive circliiv.il  I.escarch  conducted througliout  South  ^l`rica.  A
mosaic  of iiitriguilig  first-haiid  hi`storical  accounts  of the  couiiti.y,

its      people,      significant      eveiits,      and      moral      and      political

predicaments,  these  accounts  have  been  culled  from  diaries  and
correspondence    from    early    missionaries,    soldiers,    politicians,
laborers,  and ordinary settlei.s.  These historical documents display
the   prejudices,   fears   aiid   character  of  the   sojourners   in   South
Africa.  The text presents a unique  view of the seeds of the  racism
that  would  later  constitute  the  lifeblood  of apartheid.  Ill  additioii
to tlie fasciiiating historical  accounts,  Alan  Schwerin  has compiled
a set of his own  black and  white photographs of the  Soutli  African
landsc.ipc---a  landscape that can be viewed  as the ciirrent physical
manil`cst.itioli   or  the   painful   past   racist   perceptions   that   wcrc
inflicted  on  the  indigeiioiis  people  of south  Africa.  These  striking

I)liotographs are artistic counterpoints to the sentiments articulated
by the docilmcnts.  Alan  Scliwerin completed  his doctorate at  Rice
Uiiivcrsity  {iiid   is  c`irreiitly  cliair  of  the  department  of  Political

Sciclicc  tind   I'hi]osopliy  tit   Moiimouth   University  (New  Jci.scy).
Born  in  Johannesburg,  South  Africa,  he  taught  philosophy  ill  the
impoverished     homeland     known     as     the     Transkei,     befoi.e
immigrating to  the United  States  with  his  family  in  ]985.  In  1978
he  woii   both   first  and  secoiid  prizes   in   South  Africa's  ntational

photogl.aphic competition  for uliiversity students.

BRS  members  may  order  this  book  for  the  discounted  price  of  US
$56.25.  (That's  $25  off the  regular  price  of $75.)  The  book  may  be
ordered  from  the  University  of Rochester  Press,  668  Mt.  Hope  Aye.,
Rochester,   NY    14620   USA,   (585)   273-5779,   and   purchased   iisilig
clicck,   Visa  or   M.istercard.   ^   iiote  of  thanks  to   Tim   Madigaii   for
art.aiiging tlic  discount.

Warren  Allen  Smith  had  a  letter  to  the  editor  in  the  November  25,
2001    issue  or  the   IVct+t   yo;.A   DH7./)/  IVc7wb'.   The   letter  responded   to  a

ratlicr ililcmpci.<itc cl.Tim  by a  fireman  tliat the Clintons  were somehow
I.cspoiisiblc   I`oi.   tl`c   Scptciiibci.    I  I    World   Trade   Cclitcr   atttick.   I`hc

letter    is   .ivailable   oiililic   at    htli):;'/www.Itv(lailyncws.c`ol±|42_(i(|1JJ=

_2=5LN_cws   and   Views/Opinion/ti-I 331 () I.asp.

In a related story,  Warren  Allen  Smith has also been active organizing
a memorial  service  for freethinkers killed  by the attacks on the  Woi.ld
Tr{ade  Center--a  group   much   neglected   in  days   wheii   "God   Bless
America"  is oil  every  public  figurc's  lips.  The  memorial  took  I)lace  oil
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December   14,  with  pailicipants  meeting  at  Fraiinces  Tavei.n  and  then

proceeding  to   a   spot  near  Ground  Zero.   (Repeated   reqilests  to  the
Mayor's    office    for    access    to    Groimd    Zero    went    iinanswered.)
Reiii.eseiitatives  fi.om  tlie  FI.eethoilght  Society  ol` Cirez`Ler  Phi]adelr7hia,

I.`i.i`i`thinkcrs    NY,    thi`    l`oi.Iiss     I.ait`oiit    t;liaptei.    t)``    the     ^mii.ican

llumaiiist   Association,    Staten    Island    Atheists,    the    Thomas   Paine
I-`oiindation  ,  and  the  Brooklyn  aiid  the  New  Yoi.k  l`:tliical   Societies,

f`Iiitiiig other g].oiii]s,  toi>k  ptii.(.

Iiooks & BR

'I`his  I.eg.iliir  j.ealure  will  pre.sent   informali(jn  (jn  Russell-rel(iled  bo(jks--

Iie'\`I  ht)(iks  iih()ul  Rli.s.sell,  ne\`'  e(Iiliom  (il.  collecli()in  i)./` Riisse'lI I.N  \`it)I.k,  elc.

I|.y(]il  knt)w  ().I. ii  I)i)ok  cJeserving  Illenlitlll  in  lhi.I  s|)ilce.  I)le'il.se  lel  il`s  kn()wl.

rle(Ise  nole  lhal  iJ` the  13RSQ  re|)t)rls  on  a  bookJ`or  sille.  Ilie  IIIijsl  ilili)til.lalll

I.ule  in  economics  a|)I)lies  in full-caveal  eliiplor.  The  BRSQ  assulnes  no
I.esponsibilily  for   [he   validily   Of  [he   claims   made   b)i   any   bookseller,

I)iibli.sher,  dealer,  etc.

'I`he   BRSQ  w()uld  welconie   re\JieVI.s   on   any   new   lilles   ili`scu.ssed   in   this

lc'(I,,,,.a.

•       Commonwealth  books  (Boston,   MA)  recently  offered  the  followilig
book  f`or sale at  its website, .hL±p:,`;'\\i'\vw.i`omliioi"'calthhtioLs.i`oii`:

Wittgenstein,   Liidwig.   With   an   ill(I.odLiction  by  Bet-tra[id   Riissell

Traclllllls  I.ogici)-Phil(NI)phicu`s.  New  York  ..  Ilrc*rcour\,13rt\ce  &
Company,  Inc.,1922.  I``il.st  American  edition.  8vo.  Cloth.189  i]p.

Parallel  German  and   English   langiiage  texts.   Book  enclosed   in
handsome custom-made clamshell  case, qiiarter calf over marbled

I)aper-covered  boards  with  cloth  edges,  four  raised  bands  ruled  in
gilt,  double  gilt  rule  at  head,  triple  gilt  I.ule  aL  tail,  burgundy  calf
spine    label   with   title   and   author   in   gilt,   date   in   gilt   at   tail,
backstrip   gilt   ruled.   Slight   fraying   to   head   and   heel   of  spine,
cornel.s     slightly     bumped     aiid     rubbed,     Waltei.     Lippmann's
bookplate   on   fl.ont   pastedown,   top   edges   dust   soiled,   glitter
exposed  between  pp.128  and   129,I.5"  tear  to  pp.189,  2"  from
top edge. Book is very good in a fine clamshell case with all faults
as   noted.    Bookseller   Inventory   #   407135    Price:    USS   `)50.00
convert   cui.rency   Presented   by   Cominonwealth   Books,   Boston,
MA'  |J.S.A.
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Wonder  ;I-:.!! jourilalists take sucli  care of their philosophy  books!

Source:  David l'l'hile

•       Dcccmbcr  2001   s.iw  the  pilblication  orBRs  iiicmber  ^nnc-F`i.an¢oisc

Schmid.s    edition    or    Bertraiid    Riissell's    Ct».;.e.`./7tw7d«;7c.cJ    ,„„    /ci

philosophic,   la   logiqile   el   la   I)olitic|tle   avec.  Lo¥is_Cowl.urat   (I.8?7-
/9/j/  (Paris:  Editions  Kim6,  2001).  The  work  is  in  French,  consistiiig
of 2  volumes  with  a  total  of 734  pages.  The  price  in  euros  is  68;  in
fi.ancs,   448`12.   There   will   be  an   additional   cliarge   for   intematiolicil

postage.    Most    of   the    correspoiidciicc    cont{iined    within    has    not
pi.eviously becii  published  elsewliere.

The  book  can  be  ordered  from  Editions  Kim6,  Beatrice  Charrie,  2,
impasse  des  Peintres,  F  -  75002  Paris,  France.  For more  information,
visit    Kime's     website    at    !it_tp.it:`4)_?.rjso.uJaiiadoo.rr;`'kimc    or    colitact

Bcatricc    Chtli.ric    .it    k,i.ii_iL`_.g.{!i.ti_!.)~Iis(w2w.'a.u.q€l.(?.!2J:1:.    Credit    c.1rd    oi.dcrs

caiiiiot bc acccptcd.

Soul.ce:  AIlne-FI.ancoi`se Schmid & .Ken  Blackwell

Russell-crypt
Gcrry Wildcnberg

This   is  another   in  a  series   of  simple   substitution   ciphers   based   oil   the
writings of Bertrand  Russell.

Below is tod.iy's codcd quote in which each  letter stands for another letter.
Foi.  cxnmi)lc   BERTR^ND   RUSSEl,lj  coiild  bc  coded  as  OREGENAQ
EIIFFRYY,
0=8, R=E, et cetcra.   The quote below uses a different code.

After yoii've solved  it, see  if you can  identify the source.

KVTI     WGI,    G    Cwl`XSWC,     WDP    YIDRDCYP    D    MGRP    TK
UTGHTRTXH  IGDHID, GRKYACGRS
OGCW    AVGIY    TV    IDPRYl-IH    TV    PGI-IDHCYV    D`lJ    GR    WG[I
RYGSWQTXVWTTP.

The solution will appear in the next  issue of the BRLsg.
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IIIts  BIisiness an(I Cha|)ter News..

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
4th Quarter Treasurcr's Report (Revis.`d)

Cash Flow,10/I/01  Through  12/31/01

( `ompilecl  1/7/02  by Dennis J.  Dai.land,

I)RSTrcasiH.er(±±i±±ala±±±±±€ji±iconline.com)

Category  Descriptioii
BALANCE 9/30/0 I
INFLOWS

Dues
New Members
Renewtils
TOTAL Diies

Meeting Income
Other Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

ouTr`i,ows
Library Expenses
Newsletter
Other Exp

TOTAL, OUTFl.OWS

OVERALlj TOTAL

BAl,ANCE   12/31/01

7'800.92*

198.00

268.81)**

466.8{)
-107.49***

70.00

429.40

29.32
886.36

7.45

923.13

-493.73

7,307. I 0
+   'I`his   was  erroiieously   rei)orted   at   $7,`)0().`)8   dilc   to     clerical   ci-roi-s   ol

S I 00.00 & 0.06
**   Priinarily  for 2001.  2002 dues will  be  reported  in 2002.  This  is to lnake

i( easier to see out financial sitiiation on an annual basis.
***  Partial  refilnds to some who couldn't attend.

BRS in Atlanta

'l`he   BRS   had   a   successful   presence   at   the   American   Philosophical

Association's  recent meeting  in  Atlanta.  Pictures of the  meeting are at the
GRRS'`  weh`site  at  lilln.//`ilitl   `if`t`  t?tlii,/z`Jtl\`Jhitt`z'{II.r`.  Check   it  nilt!

3()



Bertrand Russell Society, Inc
^nnufll Report

Cash Flow,I/I/0]  Through  12/31/01

Compi]cd  I /7/02 by Dennis `J.  Darland,
B R S  Tl.e as u re r  (did±!±I£±±±£±4:±2±|S;±2±±JjJIC:±±2±2±±l)

Categoiy Descriptioii
BALANCE  I 2/31/00 7,938.23

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contributioiis-BRS                    570.00
TOTAL Contributions             570.00

Dues
New Members                             734.86
Rciiewflls                                      4,046.29
TOTAL Dues                            4,781.15

Library Income
Meeting Income
Other liicome

TOT^l, INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
I,ibrary  13xpcliscs

Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
Other Expenses
RUSSELL Sub

TOT^lj OUTF`l,OWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE  12/31 /01

10.95

2,503.00
259.20

8,124.30

3.48
200.00

54.38

2,J6n.33
2,750.30

308.35
2,671.50

8,755.34

-63 I .04

7,307.19
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Greater Rochester Russell Set
(`i`lebrating Five Years of Monthly Russell

Meetings Open to the Public

GRRS Catches APA's Attention
11```   ^mcrican  Philosophical   Association  has  placed  a  copy  of  our  flyer
liiitiii   its   website,   citing   it   as  "an   example  of  the   kind   of  thing  that  we
witiiltl   like  to  encourage."  The   flyer  can   be  viewed  at  the  APA   site  at

Ill(ii:t'/w\±£±±£±pa.udel.edu/aDa/centermial/I00anniv.html.

Program, Spring 2002

Mlll..    21          Witlgenstein's  vienna
^|tr.      18         "Tom and vivand Bertie"
May     16        Theconquestof Happiness

Program, Summer & Fall 2002

J`ilii`                   "Russell and critical Thinking"
July                    "Russell tllc ^nti-Communist"
lIIIt',NI  Hi)e'ake>r:  Andrew  G.  Bone

^ugust              .`Russcll  on  T'ythagoras"
#i`plc]iil)cr      "The city college case"
tlll(I,NI  \Si)e'iiker.:  Tlitiln  Wc'iillicll

The Iguana Club (formerly Christian's Coffeehouse)
Vlll;igc  Gate  Square,  274  North  Goodman  St.,  Rochester,  NY.

rt)r information  call llm  Madigan at 585-424-3184 or write
llmothyMad@aol.com or visit

httD://sunl.sifc.edu/~dwhite/qrrs.
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I,Ill,:  ]3[,:[{,r,]{^NL,  ]{USS],:LL St,C[Hr,,V
'l'Iii`  I)i`i.Ii.!witl   R`issi`lI  Sttcii`ty  wtis  l`ouiidi`tl   in   I {)74  to  l`{isli`i.  i`  17i`t(i`I.

`iiitli`I.s({iliiliiig  til` Ilii`  lil`i`.  wtii.k  :iiitl  wi.itili8  t7r Bci.ti.aiid   RLlssi`Il  (  I  872-

I `)7())  :iiitl  (t7  iii.t.mtili`   itli`{is  €`iitl  ci``isi`s  hc  tht7ilght   iiiiiitil.t{iiil.    'l.hi`

Sticii`(y.s  iiit)tlti  is  Rils`scll`s  slatemeiit`  "l`lie  good  lil`e  is  oiie  ilispil.ctl  by

love  {iiid  giiitlcil  I)y  kiit7wletlge."  ( /I`'/7ti/  /  /Bc./i.cJ`'tJ,   1925)
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Fro''' 1l'e E(lit(''.:

Tall{ing Up tlic BRS

'I`hc  L)cili"id  Riissi`ll  Soi`ii`(y  providi`s  ii   l`oi`nl  pr)ii`l   l`or  I.i`or)li`  hotli  insitli.

and  outside of acadeiiii{i  wi(h  an  iiitercst  in  the  life  alid  tl`oiigl`t  or Beill.tii`d

Russell.  B`it  despite  the  excellcnt  work  tlie  Society  has  doiie  over  tlic  p.ist

28  years,  tliet.e  .ire  still  a  gi€at  ]iiany  people  oiil  tlierc  who  love  Riissell  bii(

don'(  know  liiiich  (it`anything)  aboiit  `is,  OIi  tlie  one  hand,  that  fact  shoilld

be  enco`iragiiig.   RLissell  {lii`d  30  yi.ars  .igt7,  .iliil  yet  llieri'  is  im  sli{illiigc  t7l

pr`opli`  wlm  .`h:`I.i`  {i`ir  i`iithilsiiislii   l``tr  l`iiii.  ()n  tlii`  till`i`r  h:n`{l,  il  sht7iiltl  :ilw
I.el``il`d   iis  tl`nt  wi`  doii`(   ii€ci`ssarily  i`izikc  all   lhi.  clT`oil  w€  coLild   (ti  I.i`acli

olil  lo llew prlci`ti:il  liiembi`rs and  li`ll  lhi`m  nhoiit  oiir Society.

I  wo`ild  like  ver}J  brielly  to  describe  scvci'til  cl`coLiiitcis  I  I`nd  over  lhi`  piisl

year   or  so   with   r)eople   inleres(ed   ill   Riissell   who   wei.e   `Iiiaw{il'e   or  oilr
Society.   ^11   occiliTcd   tl`anks  to   MCMaster   Uiiivcrsity's   cxccllciiL   I.ilsscll-I

lis(serv.   lil   addition   to   r{icilitatiiig  electronic   dialogiie   about   Riissell,   lliis

lis(  allows   for  tlie  rapid  disseiiiintition   about   Russell-related   i(ei`is   ill   (lii-

prin(   111edia  aiid  on  llie  web~iiiLlcli   like  this   liewslettei..  (To  siibsci.ibe   lo
russell-I,   visit  !±±±p://in:iilm€`Ii.mci"`stcL..c:1/im`illiiaii/Iistinlt)/I.iisscll-I.)  Two

of.these  items caLight  my eye  whel`  meiitioned  oli  "ssell-I.  Tlic  first  \v.is  an
announceiiieiit   describing   a   recelitly   published   novel   elititled   A/rc.A   fg.¥
B/irc.  The novel  .ipparent]y describes tlie story ora yoiing stildent caiiglit  in
the  middle  of a  battle  over the  preseiicc  of`evoliition  in  school  cuj.riciila.  (A

picture   or  tlie   cover  appeals   oil   tl`e   opi.osite   page.)   The   ai`iioiiiicemeiit
found  its  way to  riissell-I  throllgh  the  "hLmlaiiist  gI"irevil`e."

I   rarely  lmvi.  tiliie   1o   ri`atl   lii`(itm   (ilvi`n   gtit.tl   l'ii`lioii)  .ii`d   I   tlti`ihl   1`11   I.i`:itl

llli`  I`ttvi`l  :llly  {illli`  ``tw)ll.  (^vi{l  ii`ivi`l   i\`iitli`I`   lll:Iy  {ihli`il`   llii`  hti{ik   I`I.tii`i   ill

publislier,        l'rt.Iiicllieus        l}t7iiks.        ^         l`Lill        di`scrir)Lion        appr`zirs        :il
http://www.I)r{)iiii`thi`iisbooks.i`{2j±]{:±j±{={±;j±±,:ilo±;/popiili`i.35.Ii±j±±J.)  Sti I I,   I   \vns

intrigiied  eiioiigh   to  drop  tlie  aiillior,   I)clTick   Ncill,  a   few   liiics  aboiil   lhi`

BRS.   rlc  responded   eii(Iiusiaslically.  `.Riissell,"  I`e  wrote.  "is   lily   I`avorili`

philosopl`cr.   I   celltiiiily  aiii   iiiterestcd   in  yoiir  organizaLioii."   I Ic   has  siiicc
indicated  his  pltins  tojoin  tlie  BRS.

The  second   item  on   Riissell-I  coiiceiiicd  .1  wi-br]agc  coiittiiliiiig  .ioki.s  :iiitl

anecdotes  iiboilt   l`:`Ii`oiis  li"themtiticiaiis  i`iitl  pliysicists,  incliidiiig  Riissi`Il.

The      page      is      al     !!!!i!:!!!!+2±±£!g!}j±Ji!±±±:l±i±s±e£: i2£!l±2!nl!!£1u±!l!±11!±}':±±!1lI!I!.      I

recogilized   a   sii`all   ii`issttiteli`eiil   ol`  oi`c   ol`  tlie   iiioi.c   l`amoils   tiiiecdti(es

about  Russell  (ir you  want  to  know  wliich  olie,  check  oiit  the  ptige),  tiiid

Gii`iitcd,  iiot  till  my  atteii`pts  to  talk  lip  tlie  BRS  .ire  tliis  successful.  Several

Liiiics  I`ve  been  told  tliat  people  are  inlet.ested  but  do  iiot  have  the  time  to

gel   il`volved  with  ils.  This  I.esponse  perplexes  me.   I  admit;  the  only  time
tlcm,iiid  the   BRS  rcqLiircs  til`  its   iiicmbers   is  the  limc  reqiliired  to  write  a

check  cacli  yctir  aiid  shclvc  oiir  marvcloLis  giiwr/tJr/}..  Nevertheless,  some

people  do  feel  that  if they join  an  organization  they  should  "give  it  their
all."  I  ceil{iinly  don't  miiid  thnt,  unless  it  deters  them  froni  doing  anything
will'  l's.

I)ill  a   ri`w   l`ailiii.cs  ii`caii   liHli`  hcsitlc  ciijoy.ible  alid   protlLictive  excl`anges

liki`   thi`   oi`i`s   I   describi`(I   .ihovc,   WI`a(   thcsc   two   stt)rics   iiidicate   is  that

tlicrc  <irc  plciity  or people  who  woiild  be  liappy  to   leaiii   i`iore  about  the
T}RS~aiid  possibly join~iroiily  they  kiiew  about  it.  Tliey also  prove  that
t)pprrl`iiiilies   (o   t<ilk   lip   the   BRS   tii.ise   all   over   `lie   place.    How   many

meiiibers  have  seen  all  allicle.  or  I.eceived  an  e-iiltlil,  or  visited  a  website

tliat   `sccmed   ptiiliciilarly   Russellian?   lf  every   oi`e   or  `is   I.etiched   oiit   ill

sitLmtioi`s  like  tliat  to  sii`g  the  r]i"ises  or ll`e  I)RS.  membership  would  Ilo(

hc ti  r)roblcm.  Or coiii.se,  that  li"y  iiican  tliat  some  website owneis  become
boiiib{irdcd     with     iiiviltitioiis     lo    join     (he     BRS.     tis     oiir    enthusiastic

mciiibeishir>  reaches  oiit  .ici.oss  the  globe.  biit  I  wouldii`t  exactly  lose  ally
sleep over tliat.

rii`tilly`   or7i7ortuiiities   (o   promote   (hc   [}RS   c.iii   nrisc   rl.om   conversations

cvcn  ir the  interested  parly  is  iinlikely  to joili.  This  was  broiight  home  to
iiie  ill  llie  wake  of (he  annoiilicciiieiits  orthe  2001   Nobel  Priae  wiiiners.  At

tliat   tinie.   Associate   Editor  Tim   Madigan   dii€cted   nie   to   the   Nobel   E-
Museum.     oiiliiie     at     ht(L]://www.iiobel.se.      IIi     addition     to     providing

ilirol.Iiiation  on  tlie  lti(est  prize  wiiiliels.  I  discovered`  the  site  also  provides

a   chance   to   search   for   r]tisL   laureates.   A   setii.ch   for   "Berlraiid   Russell"

(wiiilicr ol`tlic   1950  l'i.i/.c  I`or  Literature.  ol`coursi`)  ti"icd  Lip  a  copy  orthe

r)ri`si`iilalion  given  him  at  lhc  awai.ds  cercii`ony,  a  brier biography.  a  copy
or liis  Nobel  Lectui'c  (siibseqiieii(ly  edited  aiid  repriiiled  as  a  chapter  in  his

book  //iir77trt7  L`ot-7.tJ/.i'  i.;7  A//77.t.,`'  tiw/ rt7/f./i.f.t).  aiid  a  list  of other  links.  This

list   iiiclildcd   tlie   Riisscll   ^rchivcs   at   Mi`Maslcr   Uiiivcrsity-t7iit   not   the

BRS!  I  alroi)r)cd  the  webiii.ister  r`or  the  site  {i  liiic,  {iiid  he  agreed  to  add  the

lil`k.  Now  everyone  who  cl`ecks  oLit  Beill"d  Russell's  Nobel  T'rize  entry
(7iililii`  will  view a  lil`k  directil`g  them  to  the  BRS.

So  tlie  liext  tiiiie  yo`I  read  sonlelhing,  and  Russell.s  ntlme  comes  to  mind,
coiisider rcachiiig oiit  and  talkiiig  ilp  the  BRS.  And  make  siii.e  you  I`ave the

4}A,`'9 hnlidy  wheli  yoil  do!



Sectioil  2,  Votiilg  b_y  Mail.  Vo(ing  i"`y  I)e  by  m{iil.  Btlllots  sh<ill  ()e  sent  to
all  eligible   iiii`iiibci.s,  eitlier  ill   (lie   BRS   iicwslcttel.  oi.  I.y  specitil   i"iililig.

The   detidliiic   l`oi.  Ihi-   I.i`liii.n   ol`  b:illols   shtill   bc   iiot   less   II`tili   tl`I.ci-   \\'i`i`ks

I`I.()in  tlii`  tltili`  h:ill{7ls  :`I.i`  i"iili`tl  17y  lii.sl  i`I:`ss  i"`il`  i`t>t   li`ss  lliim   l`t.\il.  \\Ji`i`k`

il`I"`ili`(I  lI`il.(I  i`l:`ss.13i`ll{)ls  l`1llst  go   lii.st  i`k`ss  to  Glll:`ili`  i`11(I   Mi`xic``),  :ill(I

by   ail.ilitiil   ti)   othei.   I`oi.cign   coiHitiies.   M{`il   ballots   sliall   be   tallie(I   by   tl`c

Electioiis  Coliimittee,  aiid  vi'I.iried  by  tlie  Secre(Ill.y.  Ballots  rol.  tlic  [3o{ii.tl's

voliilg   by   Ill.lil   shtill   be   lallied    I)y   lhe   Clitiil.mall.   all(I    veritli`(I    l)y   the

Seci`c(.il.y;  (lie  Chtiii.iiitiii  I"`y  dcsigii.iti.  i`  s`ibsli(Lite  rot.  Llie  Sec`i.c`I:`i.y.

^I.tii`lc  12.  ^Iiicii{I]iii`i`ls  tti  Tlicsi`  l}yl:```'``

Sectioi`   I .  Volil`g  to  ^mcii(I  .il  a  Meeting.  Tliese  Byk`ws  iiiay  bc  :iltii`iitletl

at   a   Society   Mci`liiig   l>y   ti   iiitijoi.it}I   voti-   or  tliose   ii`i`mbi-I.s   |]i.i`sc`i`(   :`iitl

vo,i,,g.

Seclioii  2.  Votilt_g  to  ^mei`(I  by  M{iil.  Tliese  Bylaws  in.iy  .ilso  bc`  aiiiencle(I

by   mtiil   l).illot.   I`lii-   pi.optised   clitiligcs.   with   siii)iioi.tiiig   til.giiiiiciils,   will

tipi)eai.   in   tlie   BRS   iiewslettei.  oi.  €i   si)ccitil   Ill.iiliiig.   [Ii   thi`   f`ollo\`iiiig   13RS

newslcttei.   Oi.   secoiitl    speci{il    iiitiiliiig.    Otliei.    views.    iiicliitliiig    Op|iosiii8

vle\\Js,  will  €iiiiieai.,  !tk7iig  with  :`  nitiil  li€`IIt>(.  To  r>tiss.  (lii`  ^iiiciitlliiiiit  i`i`isl

be  ti|7i]i.ovctl  I>y  :`  iii.ijtiri(y  ortlii-I.alltils  i`i`st.

BVLAws oF THn BOARD oF DiRECTORs oF
THn BERTRAND RussELL soclF.Ty, I-Nc.

Revised  .Iuiie  1984;  1.cviscd  Juiic  1999;  I.cviscd  Mi`y  2001

^i.lii`lc  I.  Rasp()iisil)ilitics iu`tl  Ohlig:iti()iis

'l`hi`   [3t7:`i.tl  {71` I)ii.ec`loi.s  (i`Iso  I.i`l`i`I.I.i`tl  lti  {is  "tlic   l}tii`i.il")  h:is  (licsi`

I.esiioiisiL.ilitii.s:  ( I  )  to  si.t  lit.licy  roi.  ihi`  st7cicty's  til`r{`il.s,  :iiitl  (2)  to  i`li`c{

oll`icei.s  ol'llii.  Society  {ilicl  ol`thi-Botii.(I.  'l`hi.13o{iril  has  (l`csi.  oL)Iig:`litii`s:

to  l]c govei.ned  by  lliesc  Byk`ws  .iiid  by  llie  Society.s  Byk`ws.

Ai.ticlc 2.  Meiiil)crsliii)

Meiiibei.ship  shtill  be  in  ticcoi.tl  witli  Ai.ticli-5  ol`tlie  Society's  [3yk`ws.

Article 3.  ()fficei.s

Section   I,  The  Clitiii.nitiii.  The  Clitiil.Iiitin  sh{ill  be  electetl  by  a  liitijoi.ity  ol`

tlie   Directors   I)I.esen(   .iiid    votiiig   tit    the    Botit.(l's   AiiiiLial    Mectiiig.    '[-Ill.

Last Ch:ince to Rcncw!

All  BRS  i`icliibci.sliii]s  (excel)t  Li``e  .iiid  llonorai.y  mei`ibel.ships)  expire  at

thi`   i`Iid    i>l.   Ihe   ctilciidiii.   ycai..    '1`he    13RS   selids   evei.yolie   wi(h   expired

li`eliibers]iips  tlie  fit.st  two  B/?L`'g  issues  of the  yea\.  (Febrilary  and  May),
biit  tliose  wlio  llave  ilot  I.eiiewed  by  Aiigilsl  will  not  I.eceive  the  third  issiie

ot` the  yeal..   Aiid  so   if` yoii  li{iveii`t  I.eliewed  already,   iiow   is  the  time!   If

yoil  doi`'t,  tlie  BRS  will  have  to  seiid  yoii  an  iiidividiialized  reminder,  and
tlitit  takes  time.  Iiioiiey.  till(I  eiiei.gy  tlie  BRS  coilld  better iise elsewhere.

'l.o coiilil.Ill  wliether oi.  iiot  yoii  li.ive  reiiewe(I  tis  of` tliis  issue,  please  check

lhc  liitiililig  label  oil  this  issiie.  It  will  h.ive  oiie  of the  followiiig  foitr-digit

I'llll'l)Cl.S  on   it:

2()(}1                                                          I`ii`tiiis  yoii  {ii.c  iiaitl  tl".oiigh  2001,  I)ill  still  need

lo  I.i`liew  l`oi. 2002.

2002                                                 iiiei`iis  you  have  iiideed  I.eiiewcd  for  2002,  aiid
so tii.e  till  set  for tlie year.

7777,8888,or9999              iiietilis    you    ai.e    a    Life    Member,    Honoral.y
Meml]e].sliip.     oi.    I.eceiviiig     tlie     BRL?g    as     a

coiii.tesy.  Ill  ally case,  yoii  lievei. need  to reiiew.

Chci`k  l`oi. yoiir  iiilliibei.,  aiid  yoii'll  always  kiiow  yoiii.  st.1tiis.

'T`t]   I.eiicw  yoiir  liiembei.sliii).  .iiist   use   tlie   liandy   liieiiibel.ship   foriii   in   tlle

ceiitci.   o``  this   issiie.   I'le<isi`   I.etLil.ii   it   to   oui.   li.e.isiii.ei..   Deiinis   Dtirland,   a(

14()(t   2(tlh   Sli.eel,   Rock   lslalid`   lL   61201-2837,   USA.   Yoii   can   pay   by

clieck  (ii{iyti(ile,  ill  U.S.  I)olltil.s.  to "BRS") oi. iiioiiey oi.der.

Y()ll    i`ill`    :`ls{l    |lily    ()y   i.I.i`(lil   i`{u.ll    ll`iillg    l'ily|):ll    oll    tl`l`    Wl`L).    Jllsl   go   to

!±j|!)://www.I)a_y!)ill.i`t)lii,   .ind   oi)c`n   a   l`i.ee   i`ci`oiiiil.   I`hi.n   pay   your   dues
Llsil`g    i.I._s:.pp_@qi`oi`Ii]ic.ctim     as     tlie     I.ecipieiit's     e-iiiail     addi.ess     when

lil.tili`iitetl.  'T`lici.e   is  Ilo  chai.gi'  1o   mtikc  ti   Ptiy|)til   I)i`yl`iciit,   which  (foreign
I`ii]iiihi`I.s  I,ikc  iit7te)  will  be  li:`iitllctl  ill   U.S.  tlolltii.s.   lil  tlic  c-m{iil  message

(li:`t   ['tiyp.il  will  seiid   ri.olii  yoii  (o  oiir  treasui.ei.  (Deniiis).  be  siire  to  state

(lii`   pill.pose  of  (he   pti}Jmelit.   Do   iiot   ilicliitlc   yoiir  ci.etlit   cat.d   iiiro   ill   the

mess:`ge  oi.  :`Iiy  cl`.iiige  ill  yoLlr  I`:`iiie  tilid  tiddi.ess.  De[1Iiis  will  seiid  yoii  an

e-Iiiail  I.eceii)t,  aiid  ilpdate  (he  membei.sliip  I.ecoi.ds  ticcoi.diiigly.

I l`y,,I,  I,i,vl.  i,,,y  (I,,l..`'it ,,,.i  :,h ,,,,,  ) ,,,,,,.,,, l,,,, hl,,..qhil).1`1,1.11`,.1,1,  ,,)  (I,.ol)  I)l` ,,,, is

tl  lillc  aL  did.a|.Laj|d&qc|:±2±±jj±|fcL:±2iu.  ^i`{1  il` thci.e's  tiiiythiiig  llic  B/t.9g  can
do to i"`ki' the  renewtll  process ctisici.,  I)lease  le(  iis know.



Mcct StLl{ls Ti`i.kcl!  Come. to  tlii` 20()2  ^ililLi:il  ML`i`ting (if.

tlic Bcrtr<ili(I  Russell Society
I.:Ike  F()rest C()IIcgc (Lake  Fo].i`st,  [1.),

May 3l-JLliiii 2. 2002

BRS   Awai`(ls   C()iiiiiiittee   Ch.lil.   Kcvii`    13i.{)die   lias   coiifil.nic(I   th€`t   SLil(ls

Tei.kel  will  .i«ciitl  the  2002   BRS  Aliiiilal   Mectiiig  to  .iccc[)I  (hi-S{7i`ii`ty's

^i`iiiial  ^wai.(I  in  pel.sot`.  'T`lii.  n`i`etiiig  will  l]e  l`eld  tit  Lake  Foi.est  Colli`ge.

in     Lake     Fol.est,     llliiiois     (.iboiit     30     niilcs     not.th     ol`    Cliictigo,     ne€`i.

Noi.tliwcstei.ii  Uliivel.si(y).

Stiids   Tei.kel    is   {`    I.cliowlietl    tiilthoi.   al`tl   joiii.ii.ilist    iiiost    I`:iiiioLls    ``oi.   l`is

inlei.views   with   pc()plc.    l`I.om   all    w:`Iks   o``   Iil`e.    ``i.om   I)tilitic.il    Ic{`tlel.s   lo

CIC`<lllillg  lil(lil`s---I()  I)hilos()I)hcl.s.   illclll(liilg  Bi`i.li.tinil   Riissi`Il.   rrci.ki`I   is   llii`

author  or  sucl\  t\ooks  'us   l1't]I.kills:   rcJt]i7lcJ   .l`illk   tiht]ill   ll''llili   'l`llcJ.\i   I)t7   ,Ill

Dtl)i   tllicl   I+ti\`i   Thei!.   Fee>l   ill>tlill   Whi|l   Tlici)I   Dti  (New   r'rcss`   lc)97).  'I`llci

Gtitjil   Will.:   Ali   ()I.ill   IIisltil.).   ti/.  llltil.Ill   ll'til.  T\`.ti  (New   r'ress`   1991).  I.`i\c)

l\nost  receutly   l1'ill   Ihe   Cil.cle   13eJ   Ulilil.t)ke>Ii..'    ReJ.|Iecli()ii.s   tlli   I)eillll.   13il.Ih.

{111(I  IJllnge'I. .|1)I.  (I  r(Iilll (New  Press. r_)_00|).

In    {i(ldition     to    l`ei.kel,     the     meetii`g    will     I`i`aliii.c     vtilit7`is     |i:ipi`I.s     aiitl

preseiita(ions,  iiicliltliiig the  ``ollowilig:

Pni`el    D.isc\iss.ioi`    oi`    Ray    l.c\.k.ii`s'     1't]III.s    I-.`tlilli|illl)I,     L}cJi.lI.tlliil    Rii,+.+cJll:

4L.//.>;..t'  /t.  //7L.  £t/i./tji.   /9()J-/969  (Paiielists:   Rosaliiid   Ctil.cy.   I'etci.  Stoiie,

and  David  Whi(e.  Respolidelit:  R.iy  T'cl.kills)

Davi(I  Blitz:  "Rilssell  tiiid  I'etice  in  tlie  Midtlle  I_.:ast"

Keviii  Kleiiieiit:    .`Riissell.s  ^iiticiii.itioii  ol`Ilic  L.iiiibda  Ctilcilliis"

Gi.cg     Lalidini:     "Riissell's     Distiiicti()Ii     betwecii     I,ogic:`l     :iild     Si`I"`Ii(ii`

Pal.ado,xes"

Tim  Madigtiii:  "Rilsse[l's  ]iiflileiice on  Mitsic  TI`eol.y"

Alan  Schwcl.ill:  "Riissell  and  lhe  F,ai.l}J  Witlgeiistein  oil  Scci]ticisn`"

Chad  Ti.aiiiei.:  ``F,ai.lh  to  Riissel]:  Tlie   Liitiits  or  Riissell.s  Views  oil   Siiai`e

Explo,.a,io,,"

Foi.  iiifor[iialion  .iboiit  the  ii[.ogi..ilii,  coli{z`ct  BRS  Presitleiit  Alaii  Schwelili

tit  llic      er)t.  of lnlerdisciplin.Try  Sliidies.  Monliioutl`  Universi(y.  West  Long

13i"icli`   NJ   07764   USA.   (732)   5714470.   asch\\'cri/ti)moi`mouth.cdu,   or
visit!`j}pr/Thlili.Iiawk.I`ioliliit)`iLh.cdu/aschwerifurs2002.hbij.

Rcgistira(i{.n  for  llie  mectilig~iiicludiiig  buITct,  banquet.  papeis,  alid  other

coiil`ci.eiice  liinteiials-costs $55. or $40  for students.  Accommodations are
available  on  campiis   for  $49.50   for  the  weekend  (plus  Slo   for  linens   if
iiccdcd).   Some  clieaper  acco]iiniod.itioiis  iiiay  he  availtible,  and  there  are
liotels  ill  the  ai.ea  for those  unin(Crested  in  tl`e  dorm  experience.  Checks  for

registration   aiid/or   liousing   shoilld    be   niade   oiil   to   "Bertlund   Russell
Society"   alid   sent   with   the   conference   registiii(ioii   fbl.in   (located   at   (he
cci`ler  of  tliis   issue  or  llie   BR,fJg)  lo  the  coiifereiice  orgaiiizer,   Rosalind

Ctirey.  Der).irlnieiit  or I'liilosophy.  Diiirand  llall`  Lake  Foi.est  College,  Lake
Forest,  lL 60045  USA,  (847)  735-5185`  cai.cy@!!£±:!±ies.Ife.eclu.  Registrants

may  also  pay  via  credi(  card  iisiiig  Paypal,  as  detailed  ill  "Last  Chance  to
Reiicw.  p.  4).  Anyone  r)aying  ili  this  way  mList s(ill  send  a  registii)tion  fomi

to  Rosiiliiid.   r'Ictise  direct  all  tiucstioi`s  ahoiit  tlie  coiirei€iice  uiirelated  Lo

tlic   progi.aiii   to   Rosaliiid   as   well.   Or  just   check   oiit   her   web   page   at

j!Lt|2;,4{JJ±j4|2ilge.Cam!)±[S|2jpclinc.ctw!±/!2±:sani2002/iiidexbi"ii2002.htiiil.

'rlic  Bwio eiicourages  every  iiiember to  attend  and  pallicipate  in  oilr  latest

liieetiiig!  See  you  ill  Lake  Foi.es(!

BRS T-S]iirts Continue to Attract ^t(cntion

Stories  relatiiig to  BRS  I-sliirts  conlinile  to  peiir  in.  B#,qo  Associate  Editor
l`im  Mtidigali  \v.is  we.iriiig  his  BRS  I-sliill  on  a  night   into  Rochester  last
siiiiiliicr  wlieii  tl`e  passcl`gcr  siltiiig  iicxt  1o  him  took  an  iiiterest  in  the  sl`irt.
'l`lii`  ptissi`Iigcr  tiliiic(I  oilt  (o  hc  a  mtithcm<itician  tiiid  physicist  iiitcrested  in

htill`  l{Li.`si`Il  ttiid  W.K.  (`lill`tird  ((hi`  sil`.ji`i`l  orl`ilii`s  doct{)I.il  disserlalion).

^iiollicr  p.isseiiger,  .1  coiiicly  I)liilosorihy  stiideiit,  also  <isked  abo(it  the  t-
sliir(   tilid   (lii`   t}RS.   .l`im   rir{7vitli`d   l`cr  with   llic   inroi.iiialioii   slie   rcqiiestcd:

slii`  di`clilical.   Iiowcvi`i.`   to  give  'l`im   her  phone   liuii`bi`i..   (Rcgretlably`   the

/3/{,`'£J  h.is  Ilo  phot{.gunrilis  {il`:`ny  o1` (l`csc  c.\(raol.dil`ary  cvei`ls.)

Stol.ics  like  tlicse  rciiiind  .ill  of iis  llltlt  weariilg  a  BRS  I-sliirt  is  a  balTel  of

riili.   So  wliy   I`ot  tii.dcr  yttiir  ti\vii   (oday?  'l`hc  shiils  arc  av.iilable   for  SI0

ctich  pliis  $  3  postage.  U.S.  I`imds  oiily,  please.  Please  iiiake  checks  oilt  to

the  BRS`  and  send  them  to  L}RS  Vice  Presideiit   Ray  l'erkins.  854   Battle
ST.   Websler.  NH  03303`   USA.   r'le.ise  specify  si7.c  (M.Ij.XL)  and  coloi..
Sliirts  ari`  av:`ilable  ill  black  t7r }Ji`llow.  (White  m{iy  also  be  av{`ilable:  check

u/ i ( h   Rtiy  at  p!±±:I;±:±{£4±2a±:±j±Jj±±±;,±!±:i. )



S|)eciill  Fe(I(itl.a:  P(Iill  KIIrtz. ill  R()cliester

P{]lII    Kill.I-..   I)liilt)s()I)lie>I.,   secilltil.   llilili(IIii,xl.   illitl   BRS   Ht)Iioi.iil.).   Mc>IIIhuJI..

I)(Ii¢I  (I  \ii.sit  lt)  Rti(li.'.`lci.  (Ill  ill)I.il   2().  'l`llc'  Tit+SQ  IIItll.A,x  llic]  t)c.(tl.sit)n  `i'illl  tl

shol.I  tll.Iiclu]  {les(I.il)ilig  llic]  vi`Nil.   iilt]Iig `i.illi  iiicllll.cix  tl.I. llicJ  il.|``/.tiil..   (3ill  .|`II.,xl,

\l'e  ``'()liltl   like   I()   lil.a.sclil   tl   I.ecelil   ill.licleJ   I)y   kill.I=   t»1   ,N()Iilc   i)./.  (he   lilt]sl

iliipt7I.tillil   isxilc]s  tj`|. Ilicl  ilil}i.11'e  (II.c  iilctisu]il  lt]  I.c]iil.inl   (hi.s  tll.liclc.  ./'I.t]Iii   llici

Si7I.ilig  2()()2  i.s.sNci  i].I.Free lnqu.lry.

Fat.cwc[]-Fail.I)lay
P!'ul  Kurtz

Something  awriil  seeiiis  to  l]e  li{`ppc[iiiig  (o  tlii.  ti.titlitiom`l  ^iiici.ic.in  sc`iisc

of ftiir  I)l{iy  <iiitl  g{.tttlwill.  I`hi`  I.`il7Iic  I.i`s|itilisi`   in  sLliiii(il.I  o`` thi`   vicliiiis  til

Si`i)tcilibei.    11    i`olwillisl:u`iliiig,   ill   gi`iii`i.:il   llii`i.i`   si`i`Ii`s   (o   hi`   :i   tli`clilii`   `71

emp<ithy  tiiid  alli.iiisi`i.  r'ei.Iitips  I  am  ovci.I.eticliiig,  biit  lliis  dellciciicy  seeiiis

to assil]iie  iiitiiiy  foi.Ills.

What  iniiiiedititely  coines  to  miiid  is  oiii.  ti.eatl`ient  or p[.isoiiei.s.  I  I.el`e[.  llI.st

to  the  gi.e.it   fltip  tlitil  ciiiei.ged  wol.ldwi(le  ovei.  the   B`isli  tidministi.titioli.s

I.erLis.il   to   iik`ce   the   rii.isoi`ci.s   01`  w:`I.   i`tii7t`ii.i.tl    in    ^1`gl`aiiist:`ii    ili`tlci.   (l`c

I.iiles ortl`e  Geiicvti  Coi`veiitioi`.  'rhey tii.e  "iiiiltiwl`iil  coliib.1(aiits."  \ve  \vci.e

told;  or  they  al.e  "(ltingeroiis  and  oiii.  giiards  iieed  to  be  protec(ed;"  ol.,   ill
still   another   stateillclit,   "They   do   iiot   dcsel.ve   {iiiy   bettei.."   l've   .ilways
thoiight     that     tlie     Gciieva     Coiivciition     pi.ovided     coiiiiiieiitlabl6     I.iiles

goveriiiii8  t]ie  ti.eatiiient  Or pi.isonei.s  Or wtii.,  rilles  tliat  all  civilized  iiatioiis
sholll(I   follow.  The  I)I.isollcl.s  al.c  l)ciiig  II.i`.ite(I  "l`iiiil.iliely."  \ve  wi`i.i`  lt7l(I.

Sul.ely,   \ve   woilltl   w,il`t   oi]i.   owii   soltlii`i.s,    i`.  ciii7liii.e(I   aiiywhi.I.i`    ill   lhi.

woi.I(I,  to  be  ti.i-.ite(1   ill  ticcol.d  with  tl`e  Geiievti  Coiiveii(ioii.   I low  c€ili   wc

demaiid  this  in  the   I`iitiii.e  ir we  violate  these  I.iiles  tocltiy?   l'i.esident   Biish

relented  aflei.  iiiiich  ci.iticislii  <it  holiie  aiid  .ibi.oa(I  .ind  griidgiiigly  declal.ecl

tllat  Talibtln  plisoi`el.s  woiild  c(7iiie  ilii(lei.  tlie  Geilevti  Coiivention,  bilt  i`ot

mellll)ei.s  ot` thi'  ^1  Qtieda.   M.any  c[.ilics  I.elievi-thtit  tliis  colicessit>n  tloi`s

no( 80  rtir eiioiigli.

"The Qii,ilily or Americnn  Mercy  ls  Not Sti.{`ii`cd"

This   cavalier   disiiiisstil    or   the   Geiieva   Coliventioii    lias   tlistiii.I.etl    civil

libertariaiis  in  the  Uliited  States  all(I  oiii.  allies  llii.oiigl`oiit  tlie  woi.ltl.  So  htis

the   ti.e<itmeiit   or  tl`o`isal`tls   o``  ^i'i`17s   tii`tl   Miisliiiis   ill   the   lJI`iti`{I   S(ii(cs,

receiitly  appl.eheiidetl  by  tlie  `IListii`e  Deptil.tment  {ilid  I`eld   iiiL`ommilliic:`tlo

and  withollt  bail.  They  al.e "tei.rotists,"  stiys  tlie  .idministratioii;  biit  liow  do

we  kiiow  iliiless  fliey  are  iiidicted  ai`d  put  oil  trial  all(I  processed  through

tlie   ^Ii`crican   systeiii   ot`jiisticc.?   Will   the   iiirtiiiioi]s   deed   of  September
I  I-wliich  we  till  ablioi.-<iiid  the  fear of` ftiture  tei.roi.ist  acts  so  erode  oiir
selisc    ot`   jilstice    tha(    \vc    will     al)alido]1    oili.    ti-aditiollal    adllei.ence    to

tli`Iiit7ci.a(ic  tl`ie  pl.Ocess?

['el.Ii.lps   Lhel.e   is   soiiietliilig  deeply  aiiiiss,   for  a  similar  vindictiveness   is

o(`ten     displayed     as     well     ill     oiir    tl.eatlllent    of    Americall     prisoners,
iiicai.i`erated    roi.   a   wide    range   of   inl`i.actioiis.    Tlie    Wal.   oli    Di.ugs    in

iitil.ticLilal.  has  t.ikeii  a  vast  toll  on  tlie  Aiiieiican  seiise  of balance,  and   its
I.esiilt  si`eiiis  close  to  the  (1evelopliielit  ol`a  police-state  liieiitality.  Bilrstiiig

iiilt7  hollies  {i(  till  hoilrs  to jail  alleged  d].iig  orf`cndci.s--eveii  for  possession

or     iise     or    iiiari.iilaiia,     fo[.     exaliiple-seems     like     all     extraordinary
ovci.I.c.ictioii.   Driig  ofl`eilders  al.e  coiisidered  "wicked."  Not  that  I  wisli  to

ciicoili..ige  (lrilg  iise.  biit  shiill  we  .ibalidon  oiii.  ri.ee  society  lo  rout  oiit  drug

ilsi`  while  wi`  iici-iiiit  cig.ii.clte  sliit>king  .iiitl  tlic  til]Llse  ol` .ilcohol,  the  two

ii`t]st    iioxioiis   drugs   availaL)le?    Fi.oiii   £`11    I.e])oi.ls,    briltality    in    Aiiierican

prisoiis  seeiiis  to  be  iTiteiisifyiiig.   [las  vindictive jiistice  gotten  the  best  of
iis?   I    was   iiitei.es(ed   to   see   Williaiii    Be[iiiett,   the   paragon   of  Clii.istian

vii.tile.     I.,iililig     clgaiilst     sill     I.ecelltly     at     a     Conventioii     of    Aiiierican

coiiscrv.it'ives,   defending  tlie   htii.sh   t.ictics   or  tlie   driig   police.   Wliatever
li.ipriciicd  to  tlie  qilalily  o`` mei.cy  €`ii`olig  tliose  who  expi.ess  the  Christian

r:\i(h?

^iiothci.  ptiinl`iil  sigii  oI` tlii-I.cti.ibiltive  ii`elittili(y  is  seen  in  (he  fact  that  we

still    extict    tlic    de{ith    peli{ilty:    ill(leed,    tlie    Uiiifed    States    is    (hc    only

dcmoci.<icy    thtit    does.    Oili.    Eili.oi)etiii    tillies    ai.e    ol```eiided    by    c.ipilal

i7uiiisliliii`iit.   €`iitl   i"`iiy   coiiiill.ii`s   liow  ai.c   I.i`'`iisiiig  (0   lit7i`Oi.  i`xti.titlition   to
lhi.  lJnitctl  St.iles  il` (hc  :`cciisi`tl  woiiltl  risk  sLlrreriiig  the  tle.ith  peiialty.  It  is

liigl`ly   tiLii`stit7"`l)Ii`   lhal   ci`iiittil   iiiii`isliiiiciit   sel.ves   .is   ti   di`tei.I.eiit.   S`ii.ely

wi`   iici`d   to  dc{`I   witli   those   wl`t7  coiiiiiiit   hciiioLis  ci.imes.   I   woilld   myself

I.ccomliieliil    lil`c    iiiiiil.ist]iiliiclil    l`i>I.    siicli    orf`eiidei.s    witlio`I(    (he    right    of

ii:`I.tili`.   BLlt   sl`t7iiltl   iiot   t7I`i`   or  the   aims   o(`  iiicai.col.tition   (ii-   I.el)abilitalioli.

i`I`tl    sht7illtl    ii{il    :`   .`ivili7.i`{l    s{ii`ii`ty   i`xi`i.(   i`I`I`oi.(s   lo   i`tliic.iti'   .intl    I.el`orm

{tl`l`cl`(lci.s  so  tli.it  they  iiitiy  I)c  I.ctiii.iietl  to  socicLy?  liistcz`d  \vc  seci`i  to  liave

.lil   i`x.iggcl.titc(I   sclise  th.it  pLiiiisliiiiciil   is  good   for  its  o\vii   s.ike  aiid  Ill.it

tlit7sc  wlio  coiiimit  cliiiies  desci.vi-I.e(I.ibiltion.

It  si`i`Iiis  t{i  ii`i`  tl`:il  wliat   is  li:ii]iii`iiilig  iii  llic  Uliilcd  States  is  (h{it  we  I`.ive

hi`cn  {ivi`I.l{`ki`n  hy  .i  I.i`Iigit7us  si`Iisi`  tir  I.i`IriI.`itivc  .iustici`  .ii`tl  th{`t  tliis  h.is

li,ll,"     (,,,     l,,\i,ggl.,.i,'l.(I     I,,.(,I ,,,,. 'i ,,,, s.     Sl,,.l,Iy     ,,,, 1.     ,,1`    11,1.     I ,,,,. I,osl.s     or

piii`islimciit  aiitl  ilicai.cei..itioii  is  to  pi.olcc(  society  I`I.om  criiiiii`.ils.  Granted,
hiil   hey()Iitl   that   do   wc   iiectl   tt7   I)I.(7vide   ci.iicl   til`d   uiiilsiiz`l   I)iil`islimci`t?
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Tlle  BIo!`ted  Dcfelisc  L}Li(Jget

I   tarn   .i[so   {1isl"`yi`tl   tlint   (hi`   i`i`tl   or  tlii`   C`t7ltl    Wtir   litis   li{7t   I.ctlLicctl   oiir

military  biidge(.   Wc  seem  so  ``I.iglileiie(I  l)y  i'iieliiies`  dollies(ic  ol.   I`oi.eigii.

tliat   \ve   are   williiig   to   speiid   vtist   siinis   on   tii.ni.iliieiits   aiid   I.edilce   oiii.

expeiiditili.e   on   doiiicstic   pl.ogi..iiiis.   silcli   :`s   it`cilical   ilisiil..ilice   l`oi.   those

wllo   I.ack   it.   Tlie   lJiiitcd   St{ites   h:`s   also   I.ediicetl    l`oi.eigii-tiitl   z`ssisti`Iicc

tl`i.oLIgho`il  tlii`  woi.Ill.  '[`lic  minisli`i.s  t)I`tl`i`  \`Jc:`Ill`y  Gi.oiir}  ol` Si`vi`ii  m`Iittns

I`i`vi`  I.i`i``)liiiiii`iitli`tl   (lii`t   tlii`si`  m`Ii{)iis  iltili:`ti`  ().7   i)i`I.i`i`iil   I)1` gi.I)ss   "`'it7"il

pi.odiii`t  I`oi.  il`tei.iialioii:`I-tii(1  pl.ogi.i`iiis  l`oi.  thi.  I)ool.est  liatioiis  ol` the  wol.ld.
The    Ui`ite(I    S(alcs   ciii.I.eiitly    pi.ovides   tlic    lowest    pei.ceiitage,    oiily    ().I

perceiit.  Sect.etai.y  o`` the  'T`i.e.isiiry  P€iill   I-I.  O'Neill   is  a  sti.olig  oppoi`eliL  ol
this   tlid,    ollc    I.i`i`st)n    wliy    tl`i`    lJliiti`(I    Sti`li`s    is    iiow    ki`own    :`s    ``lJiiclc

Sc,.oogc'„

Pi.esideiit    Bilsh's    I)I.oi)ose(I    iiiili(tii.y   biiild-lip    woiild    exceeil    tlial    ol`   Ihc

Retig.lil  ye.ii.s.  I`l`c  .idliiiliis(I.tition  pl.oposes  to  ilici.cz`sc  (Iel`eiisc  si.ciidiiig  by

S120   billion   ovei.   tlie   iiext   live   yeal.s-at   a   linie,   inci(leiitally,   wheli   i(

proposes  tlitit  ta,xes  be  I.ediicetl  tilid  the  dcricit   iiici.etised.   It   is   iiitei.cstiiig
tl`at   tlie   Ui`itctl   Stz`tcs   iiow   si)eii(ls   i`ii   cstiliialetl   50   |iei.ceiit   ol`  i`ll   tii.I``s

expeiiditiii.es  ill  tlie  woi.ld,  Tlie  Re]igioiis  Right  seeliis  to  neetl  (leiiiolis.  I.col

or  iiiiagiiitii.}J`  to  giiai.d  .igtiiiis(~``o[.I`iel.Iy  thc}J  wet.e  Bolslicviks,  soci!`lists,

left-wingers,   libel.tils.  seciilar  liililitlnists,   child  tibiisei.s,   di.ilg   `ielids;   tliere

are   iiow   tei.rorists    in   pl.lee   or   the   .iiiai.cliisls   of  etii.lier   epoclis.    I-I.    L.

Metickeii  wi.yly  ol>scl.ved:  "Tlie  wliole  aiiii  ol` i7i.i`ctic<il   riolitics   is  to  kci`|)

tlic     r7Oi.Lil.icil    €`k`i.ii`i`tl     (:`I`tl     hclici`    ckii`it7i't7Lis     i{7     L7i`     ic{I     tt]     s:`i`i`ty)     17y

men.icii`g  il  witl`  tin  ciiclless  seiies  o`` Iiobgobliiis,  till  of` them   iiiiagiii.ii.y."

Ilow tl.ile lliis  is orthe  ^mei.ictiii  politic.il  si`ciie  totltiy.

The  ^I11eric.1  ll`tit  \vc   I()vc  h<is  in  tlie  iias(  (li.I`i`ii(li`tl  (li`moci.zii`y  :`ii(I  liiHiiiin

rigllts   tiiid   ol```ei.ed   {iid   to   those   siil.I`elilig   tlis:isli`i.s   wol.ltlwitle.    I kis   tliis

Ameiica   l]ecoliie   a   swtislibiicklii`g   milit<iry   powci..   piil.siiiiig   a   iH`il:`tci.al

foreign    policy    iiiseiisitive    to    the    views    ot`   tl`e    world~sLich    as    tlic
abrogation   ol`  iiitemtitioiial   ti.eaties?   Ai.e   we   Ilo   loligei.   the   l`ope   ol`  tlie

world,   bilt   a   ilatioiialistic   s(ate   I)Lil.siiing   oLii.   o\vii    sel``-iiitcl.esls?   To(kiy

Arghaliistaii  is  tlefeatetl.  Will  we  I`ollow  tlie  lil.esitleiit  toiiioi.I.ow  liy  iiil«iiig

oiit  or coiiiiiiission   lI.till,   lI.aq,  aiid   Noi.th   Koreti?   I   l`eai.  that   ^Iiie[ica  will

lose   its   chei.ished   rrieiids   tiiid   allies   tlil.oughout   tlie   wo].ld.   :`iitl   lil-I.   si`l[`-

i.espect,  alid  I)lil.siie  iliii)ei.itilist  I)olicics  tli:`(  iiiay  I)e  till.]ic{l  :ig{iilisL  iis  ill  thi`

fiitiire by  new coalitioiis of advei.saiies.
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P:`ul  K`irtz in  Roclicster
^kln Bock

['.iill   Kiii.tz,  €`n  holiol.ai.y  iiieliibe[.  ol` the  Bei.ti.aiid   Riissel]  Society,  was  the

hoiioi.ed  gilest at a  limclieon  liosled  by  Tim  Madigaii  and  several  members
o[` llie  steerii]g  coiiiliiittee  of (he  Gi.eater  Rochester  Riissell  Set  (GRRS)  on
Sntiii.day`  ^pi.il  20, 2002.  Dr.  Kiii.tz  is Chnirm.in  of llie Coiiiicil  for Secular

I ]ui``iilijslii,    ``{7`iiidei.   o``   r'i.oiiictl`ciis    I)ooks   tiiid    the    Ceiitel.    for    liiqLliry,

pilblisliei.  or tlie  ,SACJ/7/i.c.t7/  /;7t/iii.;.t.;.  and  /`;.L.c'  /t7t/iti.;.,};  iiiagaziiies.  renowned

pliilosoplier.   tiiid   cellainly   olie   of  the   leading   seciilar   humanists   in   the
woi.ld    tt]d<iy.   Tlie    liiiicheoii,    hel(I   at    Mykonos   (a   Cjl.eek    restailralit   in

(lowliLowli  Rocliester  l`reqiieiited  by  the  GRRS).  was  a  vet.y  informal  affair
l`catill.iiig  a  wide-raiigiiig  disciission,  addl.essing  illatters  of  illterest  to  tl`e

13RS  :ts  well  tis  liiiii`ci.oils  othei.  iiiattei.s  (I)hilosopliictil   all(I  otherwise).   In

{`tl{Iitit7ii   to   I)I..    Kiii.tz   <iiid    Mti{ligaii,    Phil    Ebei.sole`   Dtivid    Wliite,    l'eter

Stolic.  D:`vid  I leiich.lil,  :iii(I  [':`t  tilid  ^l:`ii  [3ock  also  attei`ded.

Di.,  Kiii.t7.'s  visi(  to  Rocliestei. liad  beeii  lieralded  early  in  the  nioriiiiig by an

ctirll`tiiiake`  celitered  ill  ['l.it(sbiirgh,  N.Y.  alld  I.egisteliiig  5. I   oil  tlie  Ricliter

sctilc.     It    \v:`s    felt    tliroiiglioilt    all    ol`   iii]state    New    Yoi.k.    Tliere    was

widesprei`d  (Iistigi.eemeiit  on  whether  tliis  sigiiified  tlitit  tlie  tectonic  gods
wet.e  plc{ised  oi. displetised.

']`he    iiiain    retisoii    foI.   DI..    kill.tz's    visit   was   a   talk   givell   at   the    First

lJliivei.salis(  Chill.ch  eiititled  "The  Gi.eat  Divide:   Aiiieiic{in  Tlieocl.acy  vs.

Scciiltii.    Deliiocracy`"    co-spoi`soi.ed    by    tlie    Seciilar    I-lLimaiiists    of   the

Rt7chi`s(i`r  ^i.i`i`  (SI ]oR^)  :iii(I   lhc   RcligioLis   EdLic.ilion   Coiiii`iittee  ot` the

I.`il.st   Uiiivcl.salist  Cliiii.c`li  ^``ter  welcoiiiiiig  I.eliiai.ks  by  Geol.ge  Tiger,  tlie

yoilthfLil  p.istoi.  of tlie  cliill.cli,  alid  Rtilph  Reynolds  of SrloRA,  3  iiieiiibers
t7l`  llic  {iLi(lii`Iice   mtide  I)I.oliiotioii.il   sta(cnlcnls:   D.1vid   White   for  tlie   Mal.k

Twain  Socicly`  T:`tl  Clcmelits  I.til. tlii. GRRS,  .ii`d  Ed  Biilton  for llie CFI  TV

i7I.t7gi.:im  "I-lLil``ziliisl   l'ei.spectives"  I)I.oadc:`st  in  the  Rocl`cstci.  al.e.1.

^i   lhi`  tiiltsi`t  or his  t.ilk   I)I..   Kiii.i7.  t7bsiit.ved  tli.it  tl`c  Cciiti.I.  I`oi.   liiqiiii.y   is

lt]c:iletl   ill   ^mhei.st,   NY.   This   towii   htis   l`or  tlie   pi`st   5   to   8   yeai.s   beeii

I`al``tiils  as  the   ^iiielictili  city  (witli   a  por)iil<itioli  ot` ovei.100`000)  liaviiig

lhi`   l{t\\Ji`.`l   i`I.iiili`   I.:`(i`   ill   (lii`   ct)`il`1i.y.   I  li`   suggi`sli`tl`   l`:`i`i`titi`isly.   Ihat   tl`cl.i`

iiiigli(     Lii`    it    c{]Iiiicclit7ii.     Ili`     wi`i`l    tiii     ({7    iit7ii`I     out,     Iit7wi`vi.I..     Ihal    tlie

Religioiis   Right  thinks  otlici.wise  aiid  h.is  acciise(I  the  CFI   of` t.ikiiig  over

the  coiiiiti.y  cltiiliiiiig  llitit  lhcy  ct.Iili.ol  the  IvtJili   }'t;;.A  7T.iiit..`..  the  /l't7,`./7i.i7g/tjii

/'t;,`./.  (hc   LJliiti`cl   Natioiis`  the   Dcmoci.alic   l'{1i.ty,   Ytlle,   Piiilcetol`,   llarvard

iind   2,000   iliiivei.sities   aiiioiig   othcl-s.   (Thei.e   \v.is   {i(    leas(   one   aiidible



"Don't  \ve  wisl`"  l`i.om  the  all(lielice.)

Tl`ei.e   is   a   gI.etit   tlivitli-   ill   ^mi`iic{`   ((7tkiy   lictwi`cii   thi`   ctiiisi`I.v:I(ivi`   :`iitl

libel.:`l  sti.c:`i`is  ol.tl`o`ight,  s:lid  kill.lz,  .iiid  lI`is  tlivi(le  goes  b:`ck  to  llii`  vi`i'y

begiiii`ii`gs  ol` Aniei.ictiii   society.   Ilistoi.ic<illy`  the  i`olisei.vative  s(I.e<iiii   h:`s

beeii    I.ep[.eseiitetl    by    I)Col)Ie    like    Jo"i(litiii     Edw:il.ils.    the    cvtiiigi`lic`.il

miiiistei.  or (he  eighteeiith  ceiitili.y;  ^lcxtiiitlei.I laiiiillon;  John  C.  C€`lhoiiii,

tlle  del`elidei`  ol` sk`vi`I.y:  the  l'iii.ilaiis:  the  rreiiii)el.{`i`ce   I,etigiic:   thi.   Li`git7n

of. Decellcy:  :`ii(I  I()d€`y's  I.eligioils  I.iglil.  <illioi`g  otliel.s.  Tlie   lil)ei.al   stl.etiiii

caiiie   out   of`  Lhc   F,iiliglileiimcm   or  (he   i`iglileelith   ceiitili.y   tiiitl    ii`cliltlctl

Jeff`el.soil,   Madisoii.  {iiid   Paiiie  ali`oiig  tlie   f`oLili{ling   t`athei.s  aiicl   EliicL.soli,

Thoi.Call,  {iiid  tlie  tibolitioiiists  al`iolig  (he   lcatliiig   figiiL.cs  jiist  I.I.ioi.  to  the

civil  wal..

Aiiielicai`   liistol.y   is.   to   soiiie  extel`t.   .1   hislol.y   ol`  (he   tisccliil:iiicy   til`  ril`st

oiie  (lieii  tlie  othei. or these  two  s(I.etiliis  ol` thoilgl`t.  Today  tlie  coiisei.v{`tive

stretim   is   in   (he   tisceiitltai`cy`   {is   is   evitlel`ced   hy   "l`tiitli-I)zise(I   ch.ii.ities."

piiblic   iiicty   tiiitl   lil.tiyei.,   "God   Bli`ss   ^iiii`i.ii`z`,"   :iii(i-cvt7liilioii,   i`iid   :ill(i-
atheistriii`tltil`iciiltilisiiI.

Oil  llie  otlier  haild,   stiid   Kiii.tz.   we  seciik`r  liiililailists  del`elid   oiir  pt)il`t   ol

view  that this coiiiiti.y  slioiild  be  a  seciilai. democi.acy.  We  stalitl  foi. scieiicc

tind   reasoii.   iiot    faith   {ilid   obctliciice.    We   del`eiid   liiliii.iiiist    v:iliies   aiitl

educatioii  all(I  op|7t)se  tliscrimiii:`tioi`  {ig.iiiist  woiiicn  tind  gays.  Wc  bi`Iii`vi`

in   sep.il.titioli   ol`  cliiii.ch   aiid   stale.   Fiiitilly,   wc   htive   a   iititill.{`listic.  tiii(It]{ik

believiiig tha(  scieiice  is  the  I)est  mctlio(I  to  iiiterpi.e(  hLHiltiii  17ehavlo[..

Sevei.til  slides  wei.e  pl.esenled.  sliowilig  poll  I.esiilts  tli{it  iiie.isiii.e(I  tlie  (le|)th

{iiid  extent  ol` I.eligioiis  beliel` in  iiiiiiiei.oils  coiHiliies.   Kiii.t7.  poiliLed  oiit  tli[`l

two  Col`tillcI`ts,   Elll.o|)l-Z`I`(1  ^llstl.:`li<1.  {`|1|)1`:`1.  lo  l1:lvc  I`1oVC(I   illlo  lhl`  "I)()St-

l.eligioiis"    ei.i`.     [n     I)oll     .i[\ei.    poll.     howcvei.I     ^iiiei.ic:`     si`i`ii`ctl     to     l]c

iiitellectiltllly  iiioi.e  like  a  tl`ii.(I  woi.[d  coiHiti.y~~tiiid  iiot  olily   ill  :`11   nitltlcl.s

pertaitiilig   to   I.eligioii.    ]t   \vtis   tilso   the    le.isL    kiiowledge.iLile   {imoiig   till
coiil`tiies   aL)oiit   tlie   btisic   scieliLi`lc   l`tic(s   o(`  evtilLltioli.   In   [`act,   s€`itl   Kill.t7.

Amei.ica  w.is  siich  till  aiioi"Iy  tinioiig  lhc  westel.n   ilidils(iitilized   iiatitilis

tliat     it    alliiost     looked     like     slie     \v.is     sii``t`ei.ing     1`i.om     soliie     ``t7i.lil     or
"dis,empe,..„

[il  allalyzillg  the  aiiol`ialoLis  I)ositioii  o[` ^Iiiel.ica   in  tl`e  woi'I(I  to(I:`y,   Kill.tz

invoked   olie   of  liis   own   eai.liei.   woi.ks~71/jcJ   7't.trt7.I.c.t;;7t/cj;7/ti/   7't;iii/7/tt/i.tj;7

(['I.oiiietheiis,1991),  a  stildy  of tlie  deei7  aiitl  powei.l`iil   hiil"`n  teiitlciicy  lo
accept  trallsceildenttll/pal.aiioi.mal  accoiiiits  of reality.  Ile  was  iiot  cel.lain  if
this   was   a   geiletjc   clitli.actet.istic,   as   "we   skep(ics"   .ipi)eal.   lo   ltick   thi.
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`.I.eligioiis  gei`e."   llowevei.,  he  did  advalice  a  I`iiiiibel-o`` possible  reasolis

r`oi.   the   prevalence   of  the   rT`i.aiiscen(lental   l-`emr)tation   in   Aiiiei.ica   .1t   the

beginiiing ot`tlie twen(y-firs( cell(iiry,

I .       Amei.ica  w.is  ol`igin.illy  seltlcd  ill  I.ii.ge  p:`I.I  by  I.eligioiis  dissenters

fleeing  ri.oiii  pet.seciition  ill  Eiil.ope.  As  an  Aiistraliali  skeptic  once

told   him,   "Eiigl.ilid   sent   iis   tl`eii.   ci.iiiiinals   .ind   sent   yoii   their

pill.itaiis."  Thils,  1`i.om  llie  oLi(set,  we  htive  hiitl  i`  I.ii.ge  popilltition
o``religioiis  f`aiia(ics.

2.        F.vci.y   stl.eet   col.iicl.   in   ^iiici.ill:`   l`:1s   ii   chill.i`l`,   whi.`I`   lcil   :`illl`ol.

Rodi`cy    Stai.k    lo    o|)ii`c    tl`ii(    I.cligion    in    ^iiii-Iica    is    "i`ial.keL-

driven."   As   in   a   siipei.Iiiai.ke[   evci.y   I:iste   is   satisfied   ai`d   new

tastes     are     being     cons(tint]y     int].odiiced.     Accol.ding     (o     tlie
Ai7t:iit'/u/ji.t/i.ti  t?/.('7r//.``  tlli`I.e  :li.i.  :`t   li.:lsl    I,350  i`Lilts,  si`cls,  i`lc.   in

^mei.icii  l{)(lily-i"`ny ol`ll`cm  ol`thi. "i`illly"  v:iiie(y.

3.      Tliere  has  beeli  Ilo  established  chill.cli   in  An`ei.ica  (at  le.ist  since
tlie  I.atirlcation  of the  coiisti(iltion.)   Uiilike  Eiii.ope,  Amei.ica  has

not expel.ieiiced (l`e evils of "theocracy."

4.       Thel.e   is   vet.y   litlle  ci.itii`isiii   ol`  i`..Iigion   sillci-   it   is  col`si(li-I.cd   in

b:`(I  I.iste  (o  do  so.  'l`olci.{i(ion  ()``{`11   I.cligioi`s  li.is  beeli  the  I.iile  l`or

:`   loiig   time.   r[owever.   :`s   Volt:lil.e   pointed   oiit   "if  we   believe

<ibsilrdities  we  will  coli"iit  atl.oci(ies."

5.       Re[igioli   in  Amcl.ica  to(l<iy  is  combinecl   with   poli(ical  powel..   In

lhi.  I.ist  eleclion  (he  Ri`ligioiis  Rigl`l  cii|)Iiii.i'tl  lhi`  I.I.i`sitlciii`y  aiitl

I"ii`o(heism  h:`s  liioi.e  o1.  less  (.ecome  tlie  ol.lici{`l  I.eligioii.  We  ill...
"one     liatioii     ilndei.     Go(I"     wl`ich,     ol`    coiii.se,     exclildes     all

iilibelieve[.s.

6.      0ligopoly  tilid  the  conceii(I.ation  ol`power  in  the  iiiedia  blocks  oiit
{`I(ei.[i.ilive       alid        disseiitilig        viewpoiilts       .iiid        i`ial.gim`liz.es

`iiihi.lii`vel.s.   I.:i(i`ly,  h()wi`vci.,  (I`i`I.i`  I`:is  I)ci`n  :I  sl`il\  i`vi(I.`i`i`i`{l  by

liicdii`  :itli`cks  oil  Ca(ht]Ijc  pi.ies(s  l`or child  :`L7usi..

7.      Finally,   Kiirtz   alluded   to   the   "Iiieme"   hypo(l`esis   i`dvaliced   by
Ricliai.d  Dawkiiis al`d  Siisan  Blackmol.e-mii`cly  (hat  we hiiii`ans
<ii.e    ctii7able    ol`   iliiit{`(iiig    all(I    col)yilig    l`i.om    olie    {inolhei.    aiid

Lhel.eby   (I.ansiiiilliiig   oili.   cilltLii.c.   So    l`iil.,   {`1    li`:isl   I.eligioLisly,   we

litive  ``€iiled  to  develop  the  I)I.or)i-I.  memes.
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K`II.17.  coiicl`itlc{l  hy  sayilig  tli<it  lic  stiw  vci.y  g{7t7d  iic\vs  to  I.ci)tii.I   ill  I.ccciit

polls  <ii`tl  s`ii.vcys  slitwil`g  the  li`iliit7cl.s  {71` iicoplc  wlio  litive  tiii.iicd  .igtiiiist
I.eligioll,Ill  a  I.ecclll  sin.vey  coiiiiiiissioiie(I  by  (lie  City  Uiiivcrsity  ol`  New

York.    Ill{)sc    listillg    (I`cll`sclvcs    as    htivilig    "Ilo    I.cligioi`"    wci.c    lliii.(I    in

ll`Mllbci.  (2`)   iiiillit7Ii)`   I.igh(   I)cliiiitl   Catliolics   (50   iiiillioii)   ancl   I)ai)li`sLs   (33

lllillioii).  .I.litit  stiiiic  sui.vcy  sliowed  tlitit  betwceii   1990  aiid  2001   tlic  iioli-

I.eligioils  litid  alliiost  doiiblcd  in  niiiiibci.`  gi.owiiig  ri.om  8%  to   14%  or (hc

poiiLiltitioii.  'l.l`ils.  .it  tlie  elttl  Orliis  ttilk  l'tiiil  K`]i.tz  wtis  exiidiii8  Optiiiiisiii.

I'ictiii.cs ri.oiii  I'flul  K`il.t7,'s Visit to  Rochcstcr

Mist,1ll  Kill.t7,-hc ill  R()cllcstcl.!

Alnn  Bock Eiitliuscs ,it a Sale of Kurtz's Books

Kili.t/. with  tli.` M.`ml).`I.s ()I. B/tsg C()lllnlitt.`c
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Book Reviews:

R`isscll  and C].itic.il Tl`i[iki[ig:  A  Rcvicw
Ra.y Pcl.kins, Ji..

The   .Journal    liii|uil..`i:    CI.ilictll   Thilikin.g   ,Icl.tin.N    lhe>    Di.sci|ililiei.s   rccci`\ly

piiblisl`ed  {i  specitll   issiii`  tli`votetl  t{)  Riissi`Il  eiiti(Ie(I  "[3ei.ti..ii`tl   Riisscll  :`ntl
Cl.itic.1l   Thiilkii`g"   (Wii`lei.   2001    Vol.    20    No.    2).    Valioiis   .isi)ects   ol
Russell's  views  on  ci.itic<il  thiiikiiig .il.c  ably  set  rol.tli  I.y  seveii  coiiti.ibiitoi.s,

molly  of wl`om  al.e  coiiiiectc(1  with  dei.z`i.tiiiclits  ot` ediication  a(  C.lil:i(lion

Ullivel.sities.    (Nii`k    Giil`11I`.    ``or   i`.\:`l`ii)Ii``    has    :`n    ii```oi.i"ilivi`    iiii`i`i`    on

Rlissell  I.esi`.ii.ch  .it  MCMas(ci.  Ui`ivei.sity.)  l`l`e  si)ecial  issiie  is  gilest  etlitc(I

I)y  Willitlm  I-l{1l.i'`  wl`o  tllso  i`oilti.i()iited  a  shoi.L  esstly  of` his  own  ("Riisscll

•111dcl.ilic.1lTl`illkillg``).

OIie  oftlie  nicest  reiitiii.es  ot`tlie  issiie  is  its  iiicliisioli  ot`a  little-kliowii   1953

esstly  by  Riisscll  ctillc(I  "A   ['hilosoiil`y   l`t7i.  Oiil.  Tiiiic."  Wi.il(en  tliiliiig  llii`

Col(I  Wtii. shoi.(Iy  til`tei.  tl`e  titlvei)t  ol` lhi`  I I-b(iliil].  Riissel[  i`xi)k`ii`s  how  tl`i`

stiidy   of`   I)liilos(ipliy    can    i`Iihancc   oiii.   ciitic.il    thinkii`g    :`ii(I    iiiitlei.ii`iiic
"f`anatic.il  doglii.itislii."  Iiot  oiily  l]y  exi)tiiidiiig  oili.  iiii.igiiitilivc  pill.vii`w  t7l

the   woi.ld   alld   reiiiindiiig   iis   ol`  IiiLiiian   l`allibilily,   b`it   also   by   (leveloi)ilig

iliipel.soiial  t]iiiikjiig  and  impel.sonal  fee]iiig.  Tlie  stildy  or pliilosopliy,  i`ot

iiiilike  tlie  stiidy  or scie[ice,  c{in  letid  iis  f`I.o]ii  (he  pal.ticiilal.  Lo  tlie  iinivel.s{i];

away  fl.oiii  llie  "tyl.aiiiiy  of tlie  liei.e  .ilid  now"  of`oii[.  i].ii.ochial  exi`l.ilsiolizii.y

sensibilities  (o  a   liioi.e   Liiiive].stil   syiiip.ithetic   visioii   ol`  the   wol.ltl   tii`d   tlie

hiilii<an   race.    It's   a   woiide[.fill   pal)ei..   tintl    its   coliiiectioii   with    Riisscll`s

eat.liei.   views   I.egai.dilig   logictil    l`o[.lil/   tl.ii(h   is   evitli`iit   ill   his   simiilc   I.illi`:
"No  etliical   Ill.1xim   iiiiist  collttiiii  a  I)roi)ei.  iitiliie."  (^s  {i  ci.iidc  .it(cmi)I   to

tiscei.ttiiii   tlie   vnlitlity   or  Russell's   ide:`,    I   z`skcd   z`   gI.oili.   ol`  l`i.eshliicn   tti

agl.ee/distigi.ee   with   sevei..il   €`ssel`tioiis.   iliclLitlilig  the   ``ollowiiig   two:    I.1[

bin   Ltlden   killed  yoiii.  t`aniily   in   a   (ei.I.olis(   act.   it   woiild   be  .iiistili.al]li.   l`oL.

yoii  to  kill  his  ftiliiily;  2.   If` I)ei.son   A   mill.(lers  tlie  I.i`latives  o`` pci.soli   8.   it
woLild  be  illorally  pel.iliissible  foi.  L3  to  kill  lI`e  I.elatives  o``  A.  Al)oiit  twice

.is liitiiiy stii(leiils .igi.cod  with   I  tis  with  2.)

Oddly  e[`oiigh,  oiily  oiie  coliti.ibii(or.  Shei.yli.   Bet.gmtiiiii   DI.ewe,   rcl`el.s  to

tliis   1953   papei..   IIer  ai.ticle  ("Riissell   in  Conlext")  is  maiiily  coiiceL.i`ctl  to

sliow  that   Riissell's  collceptioli   of  critical   thilikiiig   is   I.elevalit   to  ciii.I.eiit

woi.k  on  critical  tliilikiiig.   As  slie  poiiits  oiit,  his  colicer)tion  (csi)eci{illy  iis

exi)lica(ed   L]y   Williiil``    Ilal.i`   ill   liis    lt)t)8   I):`i7i`i.   ili   tlic   /';.t;t.LJiJt/i.i7.i].`.   .?/`//7tJ

T``Ieiilielh  Wtil.Ill  C`tiiigl.eiss  ti|.  Pliilostli>li.\I)  conlt\.ins  n\t\ny  or  \l\e  elei\`.\\ls

spelled oiit by  pl.omii`ei`t ediicalion  tlieoi.ists  in  I.eceiit decades.

I()

I]aiil  HageL.'s  article,  '`Riissell's  C(]nception  of critical  Thilikil`g:  Its  Scope

z`iid   Limits,"   also   di.aws   heavily   oli   I-Iai.e's   p:ipei-,   i)ccoi.diiig   to   wliich

Riissell's   colic`eptioii   `.eii`bi.aces  a   wide   I.aiige   ot`  skills,   dispositions   and

:`IlilLiilcs."    Al\el.   i`iliiig   a    l`t)riiiitlii()le    list    I)l`   ill)ili(ills,    liiil)its,    loll(lciicies,

:I(Iiliiili.s   :iiid   cpisli-ii`ic   v:iliii.s,    lkig..I.   scull.s   on    I liii.i`'s   i7lil.:ise   "crilical

ili`tlogiiiatic      I.eceptiveness"      Io      sLIIiimai.ize      Rilssell's      col`ceptioii,      a

coi`ceptioii    th{`t    Riissell    l`imsell`   desci.ibes    vai.iously   as    "the    scientiric

oiitlook,"  "the  scieiitilic  spirit,"  ``the  pl`ilosoi)hic  si)ii.it,"  ``a  scientific  habit

t>I` iiiii`d,"  "the  libel.al  oiitlook,"  elc.  'l`he  rest  o`` I lagcl.'s  I)ar)ei.  Is  concel.ned

(o  iiiake  the  case  that  Russell's  idea  ot` ci.itical  thinkiiig.  as  coiiipi.ehensive
i`s   it   is,   is  lit]t  ``siif`ficieli("  as  eill`ei.  i`  rihilosopliic.il   melliod  oi.  ti  scieiiliric

iiii.thtid;   il  is  iilso  iiisiil`licieii(   l`t]I`  ci'e:`(jvi.  tl`ii`kiiig  tii.  iis  iin   ideal  by  which

to  live.  Bii(  tap:ii.I  f`I.om  his  iiiiciitic:il  accer](ance  ol.I li`i.c's  cxplicalion,  oi`e

woi`dei.s    jiist    who     I-Iagel.    is    al.giiilig    against     wl`cn     l`e     pi.eseiils    liis
"iiisiil`llcicncy"   cases.   Novel.ll`clcss,   hi-   (loos   sl`c(I   st)iiic   iisi-I`ill    ligl`(   on

Riissell`s  coiiceL]lioiis  ot` philosophiciil  metl`od  alid  si`ieiitil-ic  iiietliod  and

soiiie   impoi.taiit   di[`fei.ences   betweeti   the   (wo,   despi(e   sonie   R`issellian
statemelits seeiTiiiig to eqilate  theiii.

Biil  ,is  I Iagel.  points  oiit,  the  stai.ting  poiiits  ot` pl`ilosophical  aiialysis  and

scientiric  hypothesizing  :`i.e  geiiei.ally  di``1`ei.eii(,  as  zii.e  lheii.  end  pl.odLlcts.

IIi   pliilosophy   we  liiove   f`L.om  what  is  eel.laiii   bil(  viigile  to  what   is   iiiore

r)I.ecise  biit  less  cel.lain;  and  tlie  da(a  t`I.oiii  which  we  s(ai.I  til`e  complete.  In
scieltce  we  iiiove  t`t.om  whal  is  less  cei.Lain  to  what  is  illore  eel.lain  as  we

i`iovc    l`I.om    incoiiiplete   da(a    (o   hyi)oLlieses   that    al.e   con(inilally    being

niodifled  by  i`ew  obsei.vations  and  allowing  iis  to  be  less  uncertain  as  our
hypo(heses €ipproximate  (he  lrii(li.

A.I).   Ii.vilie's  ill.ticl..  ("Riisscll  on   liitl(i.`Ii.in:ilioli")  i"ikcs  the  c.1se  thal  tlle
``lil.ci.{il    oi-    scieiitil'ic    oiLllook"    is    Riissell's    gt7{il     l`oi.    (I.ile    i`tliic`:iti(in    as

{iiii.{.sctl    to    in(loclriiitili{in.   'I`Iii.   cssi.nco   o1.  siich   im    ()ii(Io{7k   coi`sisls   ol

LL.iiii`ed   il`Lclligeiicc  I.:`thci'  than  l]eliel`:

Ri]ssell   holds   th{it   geiiLiilie   ediication   I.e(iiiii.es   son`ethil`g   more

th[in   the   iiie].e   instillii`g   ol`  (ti.lie)   bcliel`.    Iiitlt)cti.in.ition    ii`volves

itselt`    wi(h     li`ell`otls     I)t`    (.elief`    l`oi.i"ilit)n     ti(hci.     tl`an     col.et`iil

I.easoiiii`g  and  the  weighilig  ol` evi{lciice.   In  siich  c.ises,11`..  I.esiil(

is  a  type  ot` beliet` whose  cel.taiiity  is  ol`ten  oil(  ot` all  pl.opol.lion  to

the  available  evidence...i(  I.esiil(s  ill  tl`e  kind  of belief` tha(  is  very

ot`teii  iiiimi]Iie  to  oi.dill.iry  pi.ocesses ol`r{`(ioi`:il  I.evisioii (I).  20).

Siiice  dogiiiatis[s  the  worl(I  ovei.  l]elieve  llial  li.1tioi`s  {`i.e  i"`(Ie  sli.ong  by

iii`il`oi.iiiity      ol`     o|7il`ioii      {`Ii(I      i)ction.      Ihe      lI'ile      c(l`i.`:1lol.~`--by      lI.aiiiilig
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iiitclligciicc  aiitl  l`ostci.iiig  olily  tl`ose  17clicrs  based  on  tlie  litibit  ot` il`i|.ai.titil

rc.lsol`illg,   tolcl..illcc   til`(I   .ibselicc   of`  dogmti-becoilics   tllc   glltll.di.in   o(I
civiliz<itioli    aiid    dciiloci.ticy.    As    lI.viiie    I.cliiilids   Lis,    Riissell    iilsists    tlitit

sciciice  tind  dclllocl.{icy  litive  liiilch  ill  comiiioii  with  the  elii|)il.ical  tl.ti(lition

Lii`giiil`ii`9  wi(Ii  I,tickc.  owiiig  to  the  lil.t>visioiial  iititiil.c  Or kiiowlctlgc`  litiih

ai.c  I.ecei)(ive  to  licw  iclcas;  both  tii.e  tolci.tii`t  o1. altel.iiative  r)oiiits  of` view,

aiid   I.olh   v.ilLlc   thc   lioltliiig  or  bcliers   in   pi.oportioii   to   cvitlciicc,   JList   <is

Scicllce  .iccci)ts  its  hyi)otlicscs  tclitatively  .ili(I  iioli-dogmatically,  so  too  ill

I)olitics    o`il.    liyi)olhescs    shoilld    I)e    accei)tetl    I)I.ovisioiially.    As    Rilsscll
idviscs,  "it  is  iiot  WOI.thwliilc  t{>  iiinict  ti  coliii]ai..itively  cci.t{iiii  I.I.cscli(  evil

roi.   tlic   stikc   or  i`   compal.ativcly   doLil7triil   riitili.e   good.   Siiice...the   disttiiit

coilseqLlcilces     of    tictioiis     ai.c     liioi.c     iilicel.taiii     tliail     the      immcdjate

coi`scqiiciiccs,   it   is   seldolii  jiis`ifitiblc   to   embtii.k   on   ally   I)olicy   oil   lhc

gl.olllld  tl`tll,  tl`t)iigh  hal.iii```Il   ill  tlic  pi.csciit,   it  will  bc  belleficial   ill  tlie   lolig
riHi"  ("T'hilost]riliy  .ilid   Politics,"   1947).   Ir adoi.tetl,  lliis  skciitical   r>i.iiicii.Ic

woilltl   tciid   to   tliscoiii.tigc.    foi.   c,xaiiii7Ic,    the   ci.tisliiiig   Or  tiii.I.ltiiics    ill(O

I.iiidi`1ai.ks  like  tlic  Woi.I{l  .I.I.titlc  C`cii(ci..

II.villc    pl.cscllts    Riisscll`s    iiiclhtid    tis    oilc    which    is    cssciitially    agtiillsL

cci.ttiiilty.  ^iitl  to  the  exaliiples  ol` sciciicc  all(I  T7olilics  hc  adds  pliilosoi)hy,

WIlicll    Ilo    says,    I).ii.a(loxic{illy    ciioiigli,    tidv.iiiccs    kilowlc(lgc    willi    tiii

ticcom|).111yillg  ilicl.etise  ill  iiiiccl.I.iiiity.  This  is  esseiitially  the  s{illle  I)oilit  tis

tlie  oile  bi.oiight  `)itt  by  I-I.igci.  tlitit  Riisscllian  I)liilosopliical  aiicilysis  gniiis

pi.ecisioii  a(  the  c,\i)eiise  orcci.ttiiliLy.  Yet  it  iiiilst  not  be  thoiight  that  "iiiel.e
skepticism"  is  tlic  goal  or I.hilosoi]Iiy.  ^s  Riissell  pi]ts  it,  "lr i7lii.loso|.liy  is

to  sei.ve  <i  positive  piirpose,  i(  Iiiiisl  liot  teach  iiiei.e  skepticisiii.  roi.  wliilc  tlic

d()giii.ilist  is  litii.iiil-lil.  tlic  skci)tic  is  ilsclcss.  Dogliiatisiii  tin(I  skepticism  :`i.c

I)()(h`   ill  .1  Sl`llsl`,  {`l)``()lllIC  I)llil()S(}|)hits:  {)1`1`   is  Ccl.I:`ill  ol`  kll()Willg`   lIIC  {)tlll`l.

ol` iit7t  kii{7wiiig.   Wli:`t. I)I`ilosoi)hy  sli{)`iltl  tlissiiititc   is  cci.I:till(y.   wliclhcr  t7l.

kl`Owli`tl9i`  t7I.  {71. i9i`t7I.:`i`i`c"  (``l'I`ilt7st7i)Iiy   l`Or  ll`i`   l,:`yiii:`n,"   I t)tl(7).

Ilowai.d   Wootlht>iisc   ("[ii   PI.tiisc   or  lillciicss:    Bcl.(I.tiiitl   Rilssi`lI`s   CI.i(ici`l
'T`Iiillkillg   .i`)oiit   tlic   Cjl()I)til   M:`i.kcl")   cxlcntls   R`isscll`s   idc:ts   t"   ciilic:il

(l`il`killg       il`tt7       1111`       St7Citll`Ct7llt7111ic       S|ll`l`l.l`.       IIC       lllltlcl.Sctll.l`S       I`lISscll`S
"c(7iiti`i`ii)lnlivi`   Ii{`L)it  t7l`  iiiiii(I"  €`s   llii`   ki`y   lt)   uii(Ii`I.st:`ii(Iiiig   llis   willii`gi`i`ss

(o  "oppose  tlic  sti.cani"  tii`tl  .is  i`ii  aiilidtilc  roi.  the  htirii`  doiic  17y  (hc  i``til.ki`t

pl.icc   aiitl   its  "iiisti.`iiiiciit.il"   view   ol.  kii(.wlc(lgc.   Witli   tlic   hi`li)   t7l`  I.i`i`i`iit
woi.k  by  John   MCMiii.II.y.   Woodlioiisc  biiiigs   Riisscll's  ci.ititiiic  ({7  L>i`:`I.  ol`

llie   gloL]til    Iiitil.kct   tiiid    its   i7ci.vci.sion   or  cdiicatioii   as   a    sci.v€iiit   ol`   the
"iiiolicy  code  Or v.iliie."  l]til.I  :`i`tl  iiai`ci`l  t7r ilic  ctiiitciiii7ltiLivc  h{`hii  0`` iiiiiitl

is  llic  ilicliisitin  (il`"`isi`lcss"  kli{7wli`tlgi`  wliich  .il`l`{ii.tls  t7i)I){.I.tiil`ily  t)l. I.i`Iii`I

1`1.(}111   tl`C   I)I.{1liI   Sl`l`kil`8  "Cllll   ()I. CI`licil`llc}'"   {`1`11   tlll()WS   lls   (111`   l'l`:`(lil`CSS   "({)

call  tlogl"is  ililt7  tiiicslitin  tiiitl  the  l`i.cctlt7m  or iiiiiid  to  dt7jilsticc  lo  the  iiiosL

18

divel.sc  poilits of view."

Woodlioiise  is  a  bit  heavy  on  MCMurti.y  alid  liglit  oil  RLissell,  at  least  with

I.eg.ii.tl   to   hell.iiig   iis   see`   I)cyon(I   social   di.igiiosis,     l`ow   coiiceptions  of
"usclcss  kiiowlcdgc,"  "itllciicss"  iii`tl  ``the  coiitciiii)I:I(ivc  l`i`l.it  of miiid"  do

liio[.e  (assiimiiig  (hey  do)  than   iiie[.ely  arl`oi.d  oppol.luiiity   for  questioning

the  mai.ke( sys(eiii.  And  tliei.c ai.e soiiie  minoi'  iiiacciii.acies.  For exaniple,  in

ti  scctioii  I.eviewiiig  Riissell's  opriosition  to  the  streaiii,  hc  s.iys  that  Riissell

wciit  to  I)iison  "for  leadiiig  a  sit-down  deiiioiistl.atioli  oiltside  the  Ministry

t]l`  Dereiise   ill   Wliiteliall   Loiidon   wheii   well   iiito   his   i`iiieties"   (p.   27).

^clilally  Riissell  was  89,  aiitl  it  \vcis  roi. addi.essiiig a  crowd  by  iiiicrophoiie

in   I-Iytle  T'.ii.k  (Ailgiist  6.   It)6l).  Ilo(  fo[.  sitting  down  oiitside  the  Defense

Miiiisti.y   (which   he   also   did.   on    Febi.ii.il.y    ]8.    1961).    Agaiii,   he   says.

I.i`g€`I.diiig  tlie  c{iLises  ol` WW I.  Ihtit  it  was  t]ie  "poteiil  mix  of the  power  of

tlic  St:`te  coliibilied  with  the  ovei.iidiiig  sell`-ill(ei.est  or C.ipittil   whicl`,   for

Riisscl],   lizid   lctl   (o   tlic   I.`ii.st   WoI.ltl   W.ii.   in   which   iiiillioiis   or  Eiiropeaiis

tlii`tl,  so  (litit  13rit.iiii  .lil(I  I.`i.{ii`i`i`  ct)iild  I"`ii`ttiin  coiiti.ol  over  tlie  wealth  of

^``iic.1"  (p.  32).  Despite  an  aiiLi-impel.ialist  colTipoiielit  ill  Riissell's  writings

on  tlie  war,  Woodlioilse's  statemeiit seeiiis  ex(I.ellie  as  a  Riissellian  accouiit

Or 13i.it.iiii's  motives.

I:`Ii   Wiiichester's  {ii.(icle  ("Rilsscll`s  r'I.actice  of Scieiice  vs.   I.]is  Pictiire  of

Scicncc   aiitl   Its   Plticc   in   I.,ibc`i.{`I   Etlilc<i(ioii")   ai.giies   tliat   (hei.e   is   a   gap

lietwcel`  Riissell's  pictui.e  ol` sciei`ce  alid  his  practice  of`  it.  Llis  iiiain  point

seeiiis    to    (7e    tha(    Rilssell's    desciiptioii    of   the    scieiitific    liietliod    as

esseiititilly  the  r>roccss  of iiidilctive  eliipiric.il  geiieraliz.itioii  is at  odds  witli

liis   I)ractice.   I-le   gives   tls   ex.iiiiples   of  Riissell.s   p[.actice   his   cl.itique   of

I,i`il)i`it7.  i`Iid  liis  theory  of` tlesciii)tioiis.   lil  botli  cases  Riissell's  method-

i`ot   illilike   tlitit   or`  Eilistein   in   I.elativity   lheol.y-esse]itially   iiivolves   the

iili`iitilii`:iiitiii  :iiitl  c.halli`iigii`g  til. il`c  lil.i.sili]r>tisi(ioiis  ti`` his  lil.i`tlcccssoi.s.

Wiiii`licsli`i.'s   ol)sii.vi`tj(il`s    i"`y    I)i`    Ii.(ii`    iindi`l.   cei.(:`in    ii`lcl.I)I.cl:`lioiis   of
"si`ii`iitilic  li`i`th(.d`"  :i  li`I'Iii  Lisi`tl  ill  si`vi`i.:il  sciises  in  Riissell's  lol`g  career.

^s   thi`    l`ti[.iiiillalioli   :ilid   ti`stiiig   {71`  i`iiiiiiiicz`l    hyiio(hi`si`s,    it    is   not    wlitit

Rilssell    has    ill    iiiiiid    wheli    lle    ttllks    a()oiit    "tl`e    scieiili`lc    method    in

iil`ilosopliy."  ^iitl  iieilliei.  or tl`ese  senses  of tl`e  tci.Ill  slioiild  be   ideiitified
wi`h   R`Isscll`s  i`t7Iii`ciition  01`  iihilt7sor7hic.il  till.ilysis-~itsclr` :`  coi``plex  i`iid

viii.icg:`tetl    Ilo(ioli.   as    Moi.I.is    Weilz   iii.ide   clc.ir   i"`i`y   years   ago   (71/7e

/'/7i./tj.`.o/j/7.i>  t?/`BCJr./;.t7;7t/  Aii,`..`'t.//,   1944).   I ]agei.  seeiils  lo  be  seiisitive  lo  tliis

I,,,i,,,.

Wlii`ii    Riisscll    spe.iks    :`bt7ilt    "scieii(ilic    mc(l`{)d    ill    i]hilt7sopliy,"    lie    is

ilsilally      I.ecomiiieridil`g      ti      cerltiili      set      or     tittitLldes      to      accolTipany
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philosophical     theoi.iziilg     .ind/or     <ilialysis-attitildes     that      will      lielp
philosophy    develop    theoiies    wi(h     a     bet(el.    cliailce    of    beiiig    tl.Lie.
Specifically,  lie  w.ints  philosopliy  to  be  scientific   in  the  sense  or  beiiig
sllom   of  etllical   .iltd   I.eligioils   motives;   it   is   to   be   value-iieiiti.:`l,   Iioii-

teleological,  noii-siibji.ctive,  moll-dogiii.itic  tiiid   iitii]el.soiial;  tiiid   i(   shoiild

proceed   in   its   solviiig   of  pl.oblems,   like   scieiice   does.   ill   ti   pieceiiie.il
fashion.  And  beyond  its  lessons  foi.  doing  bettei.  i]hi]osopliy,  sciei`ce  is  to
be,  positively   v.ililed   ill   a   libel.til   edilcatioii   roi.   its   "impel.soiitil   cosiiiic

outlook"   wllich   l`elps   to   satisf`y   "tlie   desil.e   l`ol'   a   lai.ger   lil`e   alid   witlei.
interests,   for  an   escape   fi.om   pi.ivate   cii.ciuiist{iiices.   alid   eveii   I`I.om   the

whole  reciii.ril`g  cycle  of bil.th  aiid  de.ith„."  ("The  T'Itice  of Scielice   ill  {i
Liberal   EdLic.itioii,"   1913).   Similal.  itli-as  c.in   I.e   l`oimtl   in  "On   Sciclitilii`

Method  in  Pllilosophy;" both  it tind "TI`e  Place of` Science" ai.e  I.epliii(etl  ill
RuSs\ell's  book   A(}J,`./i...i'.`';7/   fri76/  Ltj£J/.c`  ( 1018).   Bo(h   bapel.s   .ii.e   iiieii(iolicd

briefly   by   Wilicliestel..   b`it   iieithel.   Ill-   Iioi.   .iliy   ot`  the   othel.   coiili'il)iit{ti.s

(except  H.1gel.  bliefly)  i`ieiition   Riissel l's  (Jiii.  ^'i7t;iii/..t/&JtJ  t{/. //i.J  4`.\./L.i.i7ti/
War/d (1914,  subtitlecl  "As  a  Field  foi.  Scientific  Metliod  in  Pliilosopliy").
The  first  lectiire collected  in  (hat  woi.k, "Ciii.rent Teiidencies,"  is especitilly
relevant  for  ilnderstandilig  what   Riissell   Iiie{iiis  by  "scielitific   method   in

philosopl,y."

Overall,  tliis  special  issiie  of /i7./iii'7.)I gives  iis  a  lielpfiil  look  at  Russell  qiia
critical   tliinker.    ]t   also   allows   iis   to   see   miicli   of`   Russell's   woi.k    jn

philosopliy,  science,  politics  and  ediication  (li[.ough  the  imiryiiig  theiiie  of
critical  tliinkii`g.

Note:   lhe  GRRS  will  tleviile  il,s  Jilne  lilceling  ttj  cli.xcil,s,sion  ti.I.  Ihi,s  .si7cciill

/.ssi/eq/Inquiry.
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Itcgul(ti.  Fe]atltre.s:

Russcl]-Rclatcd Odds .in{]  Eii{ls

•        'I`Ile'    Ile'I.elic..s    IItlliilh()()k    t).|'   Q)u()Iillitili.s,   ed.l`ed   by    Chi\Tles   T3uFe,

oiigil`tilly  piiblished  in   1988,  :`ppeai.ed  ill  all  expande(I  editioii  in   1992;

both  wei.e  piiblished  by  See  Sl`ai.p  Pi.ess  (P.O.  Box   1731,  Tiicson,  AZ

85702).  I`his  eii(ci.taiiiii`g  collcclion  l`.is  oiie  obvioiis  t]vci'sighl-Ilo(  .i

siiigle  qiiotatioli   by   Bei.Ii.aiid   Russell   tippeai.s   in   the   book  (assiimlng
(hi`  iiidex  is  <icciii.i)te)!   Desr7ite  this  `iii|)ai.doiitible  ovei.sigl`t,  the  BR.Sg

\\roultl  wclcoii`c  i`  I.i`view  tirtliis  lit7{7k.

See    Shai.i]    I]i.ess    piiblislies   {i    liiiiiil>ei.   or   books   aiid    pali`plilets   on

:`tlicisiii,   i]icliidiilg  Clia7.   Biif.e's   2/)   /?cJti.`.t;i7,`'   /ti  Abtii7t/ti;7   C'/7i./..`./i.tii7r./.ii

(2()()())   :`1`(11.:.   I  k`llll`11"1-JllliLl`i'   '/`//i'   A/i't//I/.//.iJ  /I/I/l///i'/..`.///   (  I `)`)3).   '1`1`1`

Itilter  is  ot` liote  becaiise  of` its  <iiitlioi..  I-laldeman-Jiililis  was  oiie  ol` tlle

niost  iiiiporLaiit  I.tidical  piiblisliel.s  ill  lhe  Uiiited  States  duriiig  the  first

halr`   of   the    tweiitielh    centLii.y.    ^moiig    Ills    iiialiy    piiblications    ill

ptimphle(   foriii   was   Riissell's   faiiioiis   essay,   "Has   Religion   Made
Usefiil.Coiitribiitions  to  Civilization?"  (antliologized   in  the  collec(ioii

Why  I  Alii  Ntjl  ii  Clil.istitlii).

St)iil.ce:   I'elel.  Slone

•        Coiii.ad    Riissell,    Bet.tie.s   eldest   son   aiid   tlie    I)I.eselit    Eat.I    Russell,

piiblishe(I  a  sl`o[1   piece  entitled   "Religion   aiid  tlie   L,aw"   ill  the  IVcw
//7i;77tri7/.,`'/  (vol.   I  14,  Ilo.  2,  Jiilie   1999).  Tlie  piece  is  available  onliile  at

l`ttn://\`Jww.I-:`tioiialisl.or£.ilk/Iiewli`u`itii`ist/issue0906/I.iissellc.sli(iiil.

Arc YOLi oit  BRS-List?

l}RS-List  is  the  BRS's  ot`ricial  listserv,  usetl  to  seiid  meiiibers  inforiiiatioii

i`hoiit   Society   activities   aiid   (o   disciiss   Society   business.   The   listsel.v   is

tii.cii oiily to  meiiibers orthe  BRS, and .ill  meliibet.s al.e encoilr.iged tojoin.
'I`o  .ioiii   tlie   list,   visit  httD://iiitiilmaii.Iiicni.ister.ca/Iiitiilmaii/lis(info/brs-list:iiitlfilloilttheforiii.Alte].nativelysendthemessage

slll)Sclibe

(ol7I.s-list-I.etiiiestfri),iiiailmaii.Iiicmtistei..ca.

^I`y  qiiestioiis  regardiiig  BRS-List  ctan  be  dii.ected  to  the  listserv's  ow]iei.,
Kcii  BI:`ckwell.  at  bl:`ckwk/t7)iiii`i"`sti`i..cz`.
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coil(cliii)(]i.ai.y   Eiiglish   pl`ilosoplicr   Bet.ti-all(I   Russell.   [3`it   I    liiiist

ctilii`etli`  Ill.it  Rilssell--wlio`  tis  ti  lil`cloiig  I.atlical`  iiiight  liavi`  l)ce`ii

expei`le(I  to  take  a  i`eg.itive  view  ol` pall.iotisli+-was  bciiig  iiiol.c
liatiii..il    wheii    lie    saitl:    "Love    tir   F,i`gltiiid    is    vcl.y    I`c:`i.ly    'l`i`

Stl.I)I`gl`St  Cl`1()lioll   I   I)Ossl`SS."

Potlhoi.etz  goes  on  to  wi.ile:  `.Very   few`   ir  ally,   staleiiieiils  of`  simil€`i.

cast  ctiil   bc   l`oluid  ai`ioiig  ^Iiiei.icon   iiitcllectiitils-aiid  cei'taii`Iy  i`ttiic

call  I)e  I`oLiii(I  :iiiioiig  I.tidici`ls--in  lhi.  ii{ist   I ()0  ye€`i.s  o[.  so."

S()Ill.ce:  TIIt)In  H''e'iillich

'l.lle   May   2000-Octobci.   2()()I    issiic   or  A//t;t/cJ;.i7   Ltt.iJ7.c.   coiitains   two

ilcms  or  ilili`I.i`st  to  Riisscll  scht]l<ii.s.   Fit.st.  `laii   I)c.ino?.ka  litis  an  {`I.Iicli.

ciilillcd  "()iigil`  {]'`  Rilsscll`s   Etii.Iy  'l`lict7I.y  or  I_,ogii`al  Ti.iith  as   ]'iircly

G.`Iii`I..il   Ti.iitli:   Bolan7,o.   Pt`il..`c`   I.`I.i`gc.   Vt`iin`   ()I.   M:iccoll?"   See.on(l`

li.viiig    ^iicllis    rcvii`ws    ill    gi.i`:`l    tli`i)th    Voliliiics    3    :in(I    4    ()1`    ./'//tJ

Ctillc>cleil   I'iliicil..s  tl.I.13el.II.tillil   Ril.a.se>lI.  TBoth  or  the  volumes  rev.icvNe.J`

Ttj``.ill.ds     lhe     ..PI.ilici|ile.s     t>./`    ^iltllhe>Imllics".      19()()-()2     (edrled

Gi.egoi.y   [1.   Mool.e)   aiicl   /`t;/ri7c/(i//.rJii.`.   t?/  LtjiJt.c.,    /9/Jj-//i   (etlitcd

Alasdiiir   lJi.(i`iliart   witli   (lie   tissist.ilice   ol`  ^lbel.I   C.   I.,ewis).   I`ocils

Riissell's  coliliibiltiolis  to  liiathel"`tictil  lt>gic.

S()lN.Cc':   .11111   I)c'.illo..I.ho

•        A  i.ev.lew  oF  Al\\l`ol`y  Go\llieb`s  Tile.  DI.eiilli  t!|` Reil."i..   A   Ill.`l(il..\I  t!|

ll!e.slel.Ii    r'hilt)stj|ili)I   |`I.tim    lhc>   GI.eekx    lt)   llie    Relitli,s.sulice   (Nor\on`

2000)   <iiipi`{ii.c(I    in    the   Novi`mLicr    I,    2001     issiie   ol`   the    IviJiii    }'t;;.A

/?cJ`7i.tJii.  t?/./3t;r;A,`..   (^   I)I.cvioils   I.cvii`w   o``  tliis   I)ook   was   mentiollc(I   in

ll`i`    ..Otl{ls    iili{I    F,iitls"    si`i`(ion    ol`   llii`    I'`i`bl.ii:il.y    2002    /J/t,`'CJ.)    Thi`

I.cvicwi`i.`       M.I.`.       I}iil.Ityi`{`l,      i`t)i``i):`i.i`s      (`i()tllii`I)`s      wt)I.k      ({hi`       lil.st

inslallnlelit  ()`. :I   I)I.().iei`Ii.(I   two-v()l`IIi`i`  w{)I.k)  witll   Rllsscll.s  ///.,`'/t;;:i`  r?/

lv('.`./('/./7    /'/7/./M.U/)//.I'.     Ill     I)tlllicLll:`I..     Bul.Ilyc:`t     l10lcs    I1(W    Ci()I(licL)`S

tl.i`atl`ii`11(   I)I.  l'}Jtli.igt)I.as   lil)il:`tcs   (:`iitl   l':`ils   tt]   lil)(I:`ti`)   lh:il   t)I`  Riissi`Il.

Most  mei``ol.<ilile   lilic   in  the  I.i`vic'`w?  "l`I`c  sci`oli(I  voliimc  `sho`il(I  :`Iso

iiicliitle  all   apology   rol.  this   seiiteiicc   ill   lhe   lil.st:   `Aiiy   siil..iect   tlitit   is

I.esii{ilisibli`   l`()I.   I)I.titlucilig   I li`iili`ggi`I .... ()wcs   ll`i`   w{7rltl   tii`   :`|)t7ltigy."`

Tl`e    8/?.`.9   woiilcl    welcome   €`    I.evic`w   ol`   ll`is    book    thz`t    comi):`l.i`s

Gottlieb  aiid  R`isscll  ill  a  iiioi.e  i`{iliiiii.clii`iisivc  ii`aniiel..

`S('lII.(.('..   '''1''.I.{,11   ^llc''1  I;I''ill'
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'[`Iic   Novciiibcl.  21.   2001    issiic   ol`  tlii`   C;'/tf7;.c/i.t7;7   piiblislied   tiii   extrtict

rrom    lllillge>Ii.sleili..s    I't]kel.:    Tlie>    ,Slt]I.!i    o.|`   ti    .I`eli-Miliille    AI.giNiielil

/7cJ/tiJCJLJ;.     r`i.tj    (;';.tJtt/     P/it./tj``.r;/;/7cJ;..`..     by    Jolin     Eidiliow     aiid     David

Etlliioiitls,   This   L]ook   (r]iil.lishetl   oi.igilially   in   tlie   UK   by   Faber  and

17i`bc`I.  L7ilt  flow  €`v.lil.il)lc  in  Lhc  US  viti  Ecco  r'i.ess)  discil.sses  tlle  deba(e

ttvei.  tiii   iiicidci`t   ill   wliicli   I,iidwig   Wittgelisteili   allegedly  thi.eatelled

K{ii.I  T'()I)I)ci.  with  ti  pokct..  Tlie  (;`/if7/.t//.ww  had  I)I.evioiisly  excel.pled  tlie

book   ill   its  M.ii.ch  3 I   issiii-(see  8/?,`'0  Ilo.   I  12.  Novelllbel.  2001,  pp.

.32-33),   biit   the   iiai)ci.  .ii)I)til.ciitly   tlioiiglit   tlie   Raslioliion-like   dispiite

all(I   tlic   l){)()k   th.it   covcl.cd   it   clcsel.vc(I   1`iil.thel.   I)lil)Iicity.   Tlie   BRLsg

woiiltl    still    welcome    ci    I.cvicw    or   this    book.    Tlie    extract    is    at

Li!!i2i4J4b.Q_oLkeii€ii.dian.i`o.Ilk/fii.stbook200l/si_ol}'/0`10486.6o31oo`oo.lit
1111.

St]Iil.ce:   RII.xsell-I

^(lam    G(7i)nik    htis   €`lso    wriltcll    tin    .ii.licle    discLissilig    Eidillow   {111d

I,dliioii(Is'   I)ook.    I(   tii)I)c.ii.s   ill   tlic   April    I,   2002    issiie   of  the   IVc't4J

)'tj;.4cJ;..  'rlic  tii.tjcle,  clititli`tl  "The  l'ol.cilpiiie:  A  Pilgiinitige  to  Popi)er,"

is  `|t  lltt ://\\,ww.I'e\\, .com/ciitics/atkii.s!e/?02040 I ci.at   .itkirge.  In

the  tii.ticlc,  Col)llik  {lcscl.ibcs  liow  the  book  p[.onl|)ted  him  to  I.enlelllber

liis  I)ilglilTiagc  as  ii  yoiliig  liian  to  visit  tlic  ticel.bic  aiid  cui.Illudgeonly

ol(I  l'oi)I)ci..  .ill(I  wh£`t  lie  lcal.lied  I.I.om  (lie  expct.Ieiicc.

Stlill.cci:   11'(II.I.e>n   ^lle>n  Slililll

A  I..illii`i.  od(I  .ii.liclc  ciitillcd  "My  lloly  Wal.:   What  Do  a  Vie.ii.'s  Son

i`I`tl  i`  `iilicitlc  Btiliibi`i.I I:`vi`  ill  Coli`Iiit7Ii'.'"  tii)I)i`til.cd  ill  tlic  Febi.uary  4,

2()()2   issiic   ol`  the   rvcJn'    )'t;;.AtJ;..   'l.liis   tii.ticlc   \vas   wi.ittcli   by   Jon.itl`an

R:ibiiii`   :`   vi`(ci.:iii   (71`  llic   L}iitish   C{iliip{iigll    l`oi.   Niiclc{`i.   Disal.nianlei`t.
"C.N.I).`"    Rtibtii`    Iio{cs,   "was   tllcn    led    by   Jol`i`   Collills,   tl`c    `Red

c:`Ii{7Ii`'     :1     I.clic9iitlc     ^Iiglici`n     i7iicst    Or    wlioiii     my     fatlicr    richly

(lis:`|)I)I.{)Vl`(I.       i`I`(I       (111`      :`11Cil`Ilt.       S|)I.y.       I)ixicisll       Bl`l.tl.tllld       R`lsscIl,

:`lhi`i`"i`.i  t7\w   iiliilt7s{iiihi`I.  kiiig."  .l`l`i`  :`iiLhoi.  tlii`n   I.atlii`i.  oL]i`oxioiisly

ct)i`ii)i`i.i`s   liis   tli`v()ti{iii   to   tlii`   C:`Iiii)aigii   to   the   l`aiititical   zeal   of  (he

I.lll1(ltlllll`11ttllists  \\'11()  (lcs(I.()ycd  tlll`  Wol.ld  Tl.Z`(lc  Cclltcl.,

StiNI.t.e:   Slic.ilu  TIII.ctjli

TI`c  M{`i.cli   14,  2002   issiii`  ol` tlic  IVcJii.   )'ttj.A  /ttJ`.t.tJtl'  t?/Btx;A``.  colitaii`s  .1

rev.icw    t`r   S\.vci`    l'.ii`kcr`s    ll'til.Lh    illitl    RIIlcl.`..    TIIci    IIigl.a.ilicllil`s    ti.I

I";7.iJittttiJt.  (I Iai.I)ci.Pi`i.i`iiiii.il.  2()()()).  Tl`c  I.cvicw.  ciilillcd  ."Si`c.iked'  oi.
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`Snuck?"  is  by  John  R.  Seal.le.  In  the  I.eview,  Searle  desi`i.    es  Riissell

as  .`indeed  ll`e  greatest  twel`(ie(h-cciiLiiry  ei`ipii.icist  o1` (heni  iill."  'l`]ii`

I.eview  ol` Piiiker's  book  was  the  second  ot` lwo  reviews  by  Se{`rle  on

recelil   work   ill   lil`gilislii`s.   The   Ill.st`   i`i`tilli]tl   `.r.iiil   til`  (l`i`   l`i`vtilLI(i{7i`."

appei`red   in   11`¢   I.`ebriii`ry  28,  20()2   issiiii  :ii`d  {lisciissi`d   rvcJiiJ   //t;i.t.=tlii,`.

J.w   //„   ,?/w«t'   (?/`  i(//tiJiit/.tJt'   tiital   A/t.tit/  (Cambridge   Univei.sity   Press.

2000)~by BRS  Llonorary  Mciiiber No:im Chomsky.

stjill.ce>:   l'llil   I.Iieil..stile>

•        The          web-based          magaziiic          /t/t.i7/r./.i.          7l/7L.t;i..ii         (onlii`e          ill

I`ul.://www. idc|!titj±±J!±±Q!:}!£Ltue)  ciirriiil ly  inc liides  two  ii`te`i.viL`ws  with

Christor)l`er   Ill(cl`ens   col`ceriiing   l`is   lnlcst   two   b{ioks   '//7LJ   r;.r.ti/   f;/

[le|u..\I   Ki.+iiilgel.   (Verso`  r)_00l)   .."c}   I.c'llc'I..s   I()   il    Y{)IIIIH   (`l)IIII.ill.iilll

(Basic    Books,   2001).   The    intei.view   discussing   the    secontl    I)ook,
coiidiicted  by  Robeil  Birnbaum.  col`tai[is  (he  l`ollowilig excl`alige:

RB:  ls thel.e such  a  thiiig as  an  old  coiitrariali?

Cl-I:  Yes. . .

RB:  Woiild that be yoii?
Crl:    ]t's   a   cilrmiidgeoii.   it   [sic|   you   al'c   not   cat.c1`iil.   Thel.e   ill.c

people,  oiie  oL` whom  I  knew~ol` (he  (wo  1'11  liiei`(ioi+BcrtraL`d
Riissell  aiid  Jessica  Mitrord,  hath  people.  [who]   i(  seeii`s  to  liic,
succeeded   in   getting   iiiol.e   i"dic:il   as   tliey   got   oldei..    Withoiit

becoii`iiig   idiotic   figures,   wi(l`oilt   becoiiiing   cartoon   llgiires   or
making old  t`ools ot`(henisclves.

RB:  ln  the  case  of Riissell.  tha('s  iirgu:ihle.

Cll:   Well,   there   wcl.e   ``oolish   lI`iligs  hi.  did   ill   his   k`tei.  yciu.s.   I)Ill

tl`ey   wei.e  ai`alogoiis  to  lhi.   I`otilish   tl`iiigs   he   li:`d  doiie   wl`cli   he

Was yolln8.

R13:  Ah,  col`sistclicy  in  l`ot)lishi`i`ss.

C`ll:   I   woiildii'l   say   he   didii`t   hiivc   tl   l`oolish   sti.c:`k   ziiid   i`oiilaln'l

sometimes   be   taken    in   by   chni.latai`s   or   et`coiliaged   to   imke
sligh(Iy   ii)sh   sta(eiiieiits.   That   wasi`'L   a   problem   with   l`is   age.   I

remember  tl`iiikilig   it   was   very   iii`l`iiir.   Iiol   (o   si`y   graceless,   l`or

soliie   people   to   say,   "'l`ha(  jilst   proves   (he   old   boy's   mintl    is

sottening."  Tliei.c  seems  lo   me   no  (loilbl  that   he   was  exti.cii`ely
lucid  iintil  the  flnal  days  of` liis  92t`d  year.

Presumably,  Hitchens  niisreiiiembered  Riissell's  age  at  dciith  (07,  I`it(

92)-unless  l`e`s claimiiig that  Riisscll  lost  i(  siiddclily  ill   1965.

St)ul.cc.:   I.IIil  I:.hel.si)Ie
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K.   ^i`(holly  ^piii:`h,  ii  pi.ol`i-ssor  or i7liilt7soi]hy  :`Ii{l  ^l`rii`:ili-^Itiel.icaii

sliitlics   ill   IItii.v{il.tl.   hits   I.een   ill   thi-ni.\vs   .is   ol`  kiti-I.ectiLise   or  his

tli`i`isioli    to    ii`()ve    I(>    [7i.iiiceloli    (a    iiiove    I)I.oliii)(e(I.    Iiizil`y    be]icve,

bi`ciiiisc     ot`    the     well-pLlblicized     si)tit     bet\\Jeeii     llai.vat.(I     Pi.esideiit

lj<iwi.eiice    Silmmci.s   .ili{l   Col.nel    West,   oiie   ol`  tl`e    most    I.ei`owlled

iiicl`i(icl.s     or    I l{`i.vai.tl's     ^l`I.icon-^iiiei.ic:`n     sLiitlics     r)I.ogi.am).     The

( '/7;.tj;7t.t'/t.  t?/.//t.tiJ/ii.i.  /L`t/tit.ti/i'tj;7  I.:`n  {`n  ill.lii`Ii`  on   ^pr)i{`li   ill   its  ^iii.il   5,

20()2  issiii'.  'l`he  al.Iiclc,  <iilthol.eil  by  D.iiiiiy  l'ostel,  (Icsct.ibes  ^ppi.lli's

woi.k   ill   (wo   tii.ctis   ol`  I)liilt)sol)liy   th.it   l`cw   stii(Iy   siii`iil({ii`eoiisly.   Foi.

\\Jhili]   liis  ciii.I.i'iit  wol.k   I`ociisi-s  iilil"`I.ily  I)ii  tiLicsti{)Its  o1`  I.:ii`e,  cilltiii.e,

:`Iitl   itli`iitily,   liis   tl.:`ii`iiig  \v:is   in   ``highly   lechiiici`l   :`I.i`.is  t]I`  pi.ol]:`l]i[ily

lhi`ol.y,  coiitlitiolitils,  {ilitl  sei"`ntics."  I lis  (-i[.st  two  books  de{`l  with  the

I{iltcr  loiiics.  :ui(I  `.:`i.i-thi`  ``i'`iits  oI` his  aripl.eiiliceshii.  :`t  CtiliiL7[itlgc,  tl`e

nil.Ill|)klc`i`   {)[`  (Ili`   {`I`:`I}'lic   sCIWol   :`11(I   l1()I`1i`   tt)   S\Lch   giiu`ls   :ls   [}i`l.ll'i`11ll

Riissi`ll  :`Ii(I  L,Lldwig  Wit(gi`nslciii."

When     ['()slcl     intei.vicwe(I    ^i)I)i{`li,    hc    L`olll`esscil    Ihiit    he    liii(I    I.i.i`(I

lieithci.  o`` Aiipi.ili's  wo[.ks  ill  :il"lylic:`l   i]hilosophy,  "I-Ia!   lli{it  i`iakes

};ou  {`n(I jiist  tiboiit  evel.yoiie  c.Ise  ill  tlii-woi.ld"  \v{`s  ^iii.itili's  I.esi)oiise.
RLisscll  {`iid  ^i)I)ial`  lliiis  sliiii.e  iiioL.i.  lh{iii  z`  C:`iilbl.i(lge  I).ii`kgi.oiii`(I  an(I

{i  coiicei.Ii   l`or  coiiteiiipo[.ai.y  social   issiies;  the  mos(  (1emaildiiig  woi.ks

:iiithoi.e(I  l)y  ctich  of`(hem  g:itlieL.  iiiol.e  (Ills(  thtin  I.e:`del.s.

oni-   I`iori.   Riissclli.iti   coiilieclion   to  ^i)I)i:`l+T^i)I)i:`h   wiites  mystery

novels  (a  gciii.e  niiich  bclove(I  by  Riisscll)  :is  well  tis  I)hilosopl`y.  All(I

onL>    t7l`   l`is    liiys(ci.ills    :`[7iiiii.i`iitly     ``e:`tiii.I.s    €`    WilLgi.iislcin    schol:w.    at

Ci`nibl.i(lge  :is  ii  chill.i`ctci.!

St)Ill.cci:   Pc>lel.  Slt)Iie

The   oliliiie   ai.chives   ol`  (J;.cJtJt;t7   A/'/fi.LJtt:i./}LJ   cont<iiii   {1n   iiltei.view   with

Rtiy  BI.:`(ll)il].y  coli(Iilcti`d  liy  Li`i.I.y  I,coli<il.d.   [n  t]`is  il`Iei.view,   Leoilai-(I

wl.ilcs`  "^s  {iii  :`sitlc,   I)I.:`tlbiiry  sr]clit  :`ii  cvi.iiii`g  \\iith   ^Itloiis   I lu.\ley

in   I?I`gk`Ii(I,  z`ii(I   consi(li-I.etl   hilii,   {`l(7Iig  witl`   Bei.ti.{`il(I   Riissell   (who  Ill.

tilst7  k]icw)  to  (]e  oi`e  or the  sl"il.ti.st  nien  l`c  evcl.  met."  l`he  il`tei.view

is    :11    lutp±J4LJlegtjuELnLg±eni_/_13±i`dtJui..y I oQJJm.    ^i`(I    ol.   coiii.se,    in
/-.tt/w.c.i)/7cJ/./   Jj/,   Bi.a(lbili.y   {illiides   to   R`issell's   "complete   essays"   .1s

tiiiiolig (he  iiiany  cltissic  woi.ks  pi.esel.ved  fi.oni  (Ies(I.iictioli  .it tlie  hands

til` thi`   h()()k   I)lil.nci.s  ol` (I`L`   I``ItiiL.c.

Stiill.cci:   I:ell  BIilck\`'ell
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•         The   |1()tboilc`i.   /'/ti/n   tii7t/  //7tJ   /i7/LJ;.;7cJ/   (lcoii   Books   &   Totelll   [}ti(iks.

2()()2)  i`l.l`(lils   R`Isscll   wi(l`   hcillg  ()111`  (}1` tlll`  gl.C<1t   i`|1istl`I1`()l{)gists  I)1` tlll

tii`ic.    ()ii    ti    list    tliat    iiiclii(lcs    ^Iisto{Ic`    I)esc:`I.test    I-]LIIiie.    K{int`    zii\tl

Qllilli`.   'l-hi`   :`iltlit)I.   ()1`  tl`i`    ht)tik.    Kicl.ttli    ()'l ltii.a.    is   tli-scl.ibi`il    i`s   "{i

si`iiit)I.    I.i`si`:ii.i`Ii     l`i`llt7\\/.    ill    thi.     llitclligclii`i.`    ^geiits    til`tl    Miil(iliii`tli{`

Gi.(7ili)  tit  thi`   Uliivei.sil};  t7l`  Soiitlitiliiiittiii.   I  lc  co-wi.otc`  Lhi`  sci.ii)I  t]l` thi.

i`oliii)`Itei.  g:`ii`e   7.ti;7//)  /?ti7.t/iJ;.  J`  <ili{I   is  'hi`  <iil(h{)I.  t)(` Ihi`  oi`ly  schok`i.I,v

I,al,l`,.  `1l,o,,,  ( '` ,,., :,.  `,,,  ( '`,/,/ ,.,.. "

`S()lII.L'C':    l'C'IL'I.   SI()IIC'

•         ^n   ]ttili{`ii   st7i`iolt7gist   ii:`iiicil   I)oiiii`iiii`o   I)c   Mtisi   h.is   wl.it(i-n   :`   L7tit7k

cn\.il.IccJ     I:jc.()Ii()iliiil     (lc'lI.()=ii):      I}c'I.II.illi(I     Ril.NL'II     illi(I     I'ilill      I,(I.I.ill.xllL'

("`i.i`i`    r,i`tiii{iliiii`s   {i[.   itiii`iii`ss:    Iii`I.ti.:`Iitl    R`i``si.Ii   :`Iiti    i]:]LII    I ,:`i`iii.g`ii`").
•l`lii`   Iittt7k   c`t)i`Iii{`ri`s   Rilssi`Il.s   \\JI.itiligs   {7Ii   li`isiii.i``   csi)i`ci:`lI}J   /i7   /';.tii.w

t?/./t//t'itt'.`..`..   with   llii`   \\Jork   ol`  I'iiiil   I,:`l`:`i.giii`.   K.il.I   M.il.x`s   son-ill-I:iw`

\\;ho    \\ri.ttti`    i`    r:`i`it.iis    ii:iit`iilili`I    i`Iililli`tl    ';`/7tj    7tr.i]7i;    ru    t3t.   ;,w:.I..    'l`Ili`

/J/?,`'£J  \+'o`lI(I  \\'i`lcollll`  :I  I.l`vii`w  ( ill  I.:llglish )  ol` lh is  I)ook.

S()Ill.L'C':   (Ji()``lIIIIli   (lc  C`lII.Ytllll()

•        Professoi.    Rai`tl.ill    R.    Di|]ei.I.    C.S.    Peirce    Pi.orcssoi.    ol`   ^iiierii`ali

T'Iiilosopliy  .it   tlic   Uiiivci.si(y   ol`  l}Lil```:ilti`   Iitis   soiiic   iiice   Lhiiigs   to   s:`}J

tlLltlll(   I)i`I.til`  :`t  l`is  wl`L.sitl`.   I)i|li`I.(  wl.iti`s,

I     lhiiik     lli:`t     cvcl.y     I)hilosoiilii`i.    wt7i.lh     liis     t>i.     hci-salt---i`vi`i..v

ii`i(1ille-:`gi`(I      I)I.ol`ession:`l      in      iiliilt)stii)hy     i`l      :iiiy      I.:`li`---sht7ill(I

I)(issess   (li`vi`loi)i`(I   vic\\Js   al7oil(   cvi.I.y   iiitijt)I.   issiic   ill   [ihilostiiih}J.
I'liilosoiil`y    is    lit7(    {`    silli.ii`i`t    lliz`{    :illt)ws    (`01.   ctisy    siicci{`li7.:ititm:

1`\,,1` ,..,,,, 1`1`1`     :",` ,,,, :,.i`,,.     i``,,l`     i`     i,,,l` ,.,,,, 'i"l`lI     \vi,I ,,,, : ,,,,,,,, I,1`,.`.

(.()I`sl`(|tli`llll}'`     1{)    llt)     I()Sic     ()I.    I)llilt)S()I)hy    t)l`    I:111g11:1g1`     :`I()I`i``     ()I.

i`vi`ii    i`ii`t:`|ih}'sji`s`    is   (I.ill}J'    ili`|i()ssil)Ii`-      ini(I    (li`ILi(li`(I.    ]'liil()wiih.v

:`s    :`    I)I.()I`l`Ssi()l`    l`tls    tlll()Wl`(I     il`l`lI`   Io     1`:Ill     illl{)    h{`l)its    ()1`   {`l.lilil`iill

Spl`l`i:`Ii./i`li(lI1    :`11(I   j:`I.g{)l`    `11{11     (I()    :`    (lissl`l.Vicl`    10    'hl`     lll()(ll`IS    ()I

S()l`l.:I(l`S.   I'k`l().   i`I1(I   ^Iislt)'Il`        l`Vl`11   l(}   I{illll.

Wl`:`(l`\Jl`l.     Ilis      l`:`lllts     {`S     11`:111      i`11ll      I)llil()S()I)hl`l.     Ill:`}.'      11i`Vl`      hl`l`11`

[}l`I.tl.:`11(I     RIISsl`lI     S(i`l`(ls     tls     il     1`1()(11`1     ol`    lww     t()     (10     :Ill(I     \\'Iitl`

I)l`ilos()I)11}'   ill   Ellglisl1.

I)iiti`i.I.si.i`l"u.ks:`i.i`:`l!`tjp.:t:,J|\_`_\:}\'_...i!i`t!!ttgii`.ncl/I..I/i`hoiill`li`.hu`i.

Stjili.ce>:   I)tl\.ill  ll'hilc>
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•        Kciilictli   Rciid.Ill.   proprictor  ora    iiiisciilii   dcvotcd   to   World   War   [1

Mcmortibilia,   htis   I)ostcd   tllc   illltlge   of  a   let(er   ft.onl   Riissell   on   the

iiiilscLilii's  wcbsjtc.   lil   it.   Rilsscll  responds  to  all   inquiry  regarding  his

views   oli   aiiti-Scliiitism   alid   Ilitler.   The   two-ptige   letter   begins   at

litt[)://w\\J.\\;.miisciHiiof\`'oi.ldwarii.com/images/Toiil.Pic`tul.es/17___BRtiss

±:JIJ.grj!±aj±J]2g.     The     wcbsitc     also     contains     iniages    of    letters
col`cernilig    World    War    [l-all    apptirently    owned    by    Rendall's
iiiiiseuiii-by  W.Ill   Disney.  JrK.  and  Albeil  Einstein.  amoiig  others.
Rilsscll`s    lctlcr   also   ciripeais    in    Nick   Grimii's   .Sc/c.1/cJc/   Lc//ei..T   a/

13e>I.lI.iNiil    Ril.N,sell:    The>    I'illilic   Ye>til..s.     1914-197()   (T`outledge`  2001),

{ilial  tl`c  i]ilblic.ition  riglits  .ir)p.ireiitly  belolig  to  the  RLissell  Aichives  at

MCMtlstcr.

Stilll.tc>:   Kc>Il   l}Itltk\i`c>ll

•         Musicwi.h`   {i   [3i.ilish   i`lassii.HI   iiiiisic   site,    rctttLircs   a   siirvey   on   tl`e

syliir7Iioiiics    o1.   Giisttiv    M{`hlcr    b}J    1.oii}t    I)uggaii.     In    this    siirvey,

I)iigg+nil   iiicnLit7iis  ti  I'ccol.diiig  or  Mtililei.`s  Sympliony  No.   9   in   D   by

lhc   Viciili{i   r'hilli.ii.moiiic.   colltliiclcd   by   Sir  John   Barbirolli.   Duggail

claiiiis  tha'  Sir  Jolin  riosscsscd  a  "clari(y  or  rocils"  ill  coiidiic(ing  that

aiiioimlcd  to  "a  liviiig  cxtimplc  or .i  qiiotation  or Bcrtii`nd  Riissell  tliat

Micl"i`l  Kci`iicdy  roLilitl  ill  `Sir  Johii.s  r>apcis  aner  liis  detiLh:  `Nolhing

grctit   is   Hcliicvctl   witlit7ii(   i7tissioii,   biil   uiidcitlctitli   the   r7tission   there
slit.Lild   alwti}Js   be   tliat   I.irgc   iliir7cisoiitil   sill.vey   wliich   sets   liiiiits   (0

tlc(ioiis     llitiL     o`ir     ri.issitiiis      ilispirc."     The     siirvey      is     oliliiie     at

liui)://\\'u"'.musii`\\'i`b.I`ol.ci`t).cu.ilMmisii`/M.ilil.`r,''malili`i<J.lltlll.

S(''Il.C(,:   I)l'\.ill   ''.I'ilc,

SolLIli()Il  to  M:`.y  2()02  RLtssc]I-C].ypt

I.`I.oi`i  hilii.   I  thoiight`  Iititl  eiiitiiitited  ti  kiiid  of. poisoiioiis  iiiiasiiia,  iiirecting

wilh  ci.iliie  oi.  iiititliicss  tii.  tlisas(cr  till  ill  his  iieigllbolll.Ilood.

l}i`I.tl.i`Iitl  Ri]ssell,  ,S'fi/ti/7  /.//  //7.. ,`'/i/)/i7./).`..  Pt.  V I I.
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Ration{ilisl    li`tei.iiatiolial    ai"oiHicetl    in    its    lates(    l]Lillelin   (^i.I.il   28,

2002)   tl`at   a   I.<ipe   victim   in   l'akist:in   h:`s  L)ci.n   si>iiti`nceil   lo  (li`:ith   hy

stonil`g.   Zti``i.tin   Bi   Bi   w.is  aL.rcstc(I   (wo  yei`I.s  i`go  i`lolig  with   ^kl`i:`l

Khali,   tl`e   bi.otl`et.   ot`  l`ei.   hiisbi`i`d.    (3oth   wet.e   accilsed   t>1`  .idiillci.y,

puiiishable  by  s(oiiiiig  iilide[.  r'i`kistaii's  [slali`ic  I.z`w.  [n  police  cils(ocly
aiid  ill  coiil.t.  Zafl.all  Bi  Bi  (Ieclai.ed  tliat  she  hti(I  I)een  I`ai.ed  by  ^ki"il,

Biit  she  was  colivic{e(I  while  Akli`.il  Kh{`Ii  was  I.ele{`sed.

R.iliom`lis(     liitei.iiti(ion.il      is     :iskii`g     evi`I.yt>I`c     1o     i`-i"`il      l':ikis{{`iii

Pi.esi(lcii(    Gei`i`i..1l    l'ci.vczr.    Miislii`I.I.i`l`.    I.i`(iLii`stii`g    his    in(i.I.vi.iilit)n    I(t

stop   the   exei`ii(i()Ii.   Gcni.I.:il    Miishi`i.I.:t``  c{)ii   bc.   I.cac`hc(I   I)}J   c-I"iil   ill

CE@!Ji`k..±t)v.pji.  Copies  ot`i`i`y  I`ies.sages  si`Iit  to  I`ilii  sho`ilcl  be  sci`l  tt7
Rtltiolialisl   [iili`i.i`:`(i()m`l  ill  (`:ii`i|iiii&ii/f/\r:`Iit)n:`l

•        The   lntei.national   Hum.inist  alid   Etl`ical   Union  ([HEU),  ol`which  thi`

BRS  is  an  associate  iiiember.  will  be  l`olding  its   15"  World  C`oligress
on  July  3-6,  2002.  This  confei.elice  will   in.irk  the  50'h  ai`nivel.sary  ol

the  IHEU.  The  meeting  will  be  ]ield  in  ll`e  Netherla]ids,  at  the  Golden

Tiilip  Conl`erence  Llotel,   I.eeiiwciihorst`  NoordwijkerhoiiL.  I`lic  'hcliii`

or   llie    colircrencc    will    bc    "11iil`ini`    Diversity.    Ilill"`n    Righls    al`tl

L-[iimaliislii:   All   Difl`crclit,   All   EqLI.il."   A   hiHi"nist   yoLILh   coli``cri`Iici-,

with  the  theme  "Eliipowering  Yoilth  ill  the  Hiimaliist  Movemcn(,"  will

precede  and   pailitilly  overlap  wi(h  (he  iiiain  colit`erence,  takiiig  r>lacc
on   July   I-5.   (For   niore   inrormti(ioli   oil   tlic   yoiilh   conl`erence,   go   to

hup4beLu±.>
Rcgistl"lioi`  as  :1  [`ull  I.allicir]{ilit  costs  25()  I;Lil.t]s,  which   ilicliltlcs  liilicli

and  dil`Iier  biit  excliides  the  cost  ol`the  I`olcl.  Rooms  i`(  Llie  conl`crc[`cc

liotel  range  ii`  cost  from  84-120  Eiiros  iier  night;  tliei.e  is  also  liiiiited

accoliiniodation  available  at  a  local  bed  and  bi.eakrast  f`or 30  Eui.os  per.
Iiight,     and     there     will     I)e    c<inipilig     L`acilities     as     well.     Fol.    in()I|.

int`omiation.  please  visit  lhe  ll-IF.U's  wcbsili`  nt  I+,!t|2:/!!}!+±:!±:.:j!!.t;±!:t}rg  ol.

coiilttct    ]IIF.U   Coligri`ss   Si`i`i.i`liiriiil   2()02,    l't7s(I)iis   7540()`    107()   ^1,

Amsterdam,  Tlie  Netherlai`ds.  I'hoiie:  003120  5210000,  F.1.\:  003120

5219080,  E-i"il:  hv@ciii.onet.nl.

•        The  lHEu  isalsocontiiiilingacanipaign  tosavethe  lit`eol`Dr.  Yoilliis

Shaikh.  a   Pakistaiii  ac.iden`ic  senteni`ed   lo  all-atli   in   ^ilgiist  2001    I.or

blasphemy.  A  repoil on  the case can  be  t`oiil`tl  at  the  lllEU's  websile  :it

httr>://iheii.oralshaikh/,   The   lllEU   is   askiiig   oppoi`eiits   or  religioiis

28

``nl]i`(icism    (o    write     P.ikislalii     Presidem    MLisli<irl.ar   reqiies(iiig    Dr.

SI`:iikli`s   rcleiisc.    ['ri`sidi`iiI    Milsli:`I.r{il`  cm   bc   ri-tichcd   via   e-I"iil   at

±;.i:4;,{}j}±i±;.i;±2±£]2±Lor  viii  :iiiy   I?ii`b:`ssy  ol` []akisl.lil.   I'li`asi`  si.iial  cor>ii.s  of

:ui}J  li`I(cls  scll(  Io  tllc  11  I EU  :`1  i;±±.!JJ.|2i!j.8±!{[jljJJj±,±!J2±:8.

•        Tlie  Center  l`or  [iiquiry   [nstitiite  is  r)le.ised  to  aillio`IIice  a  full  2-week

siiiiiiiier  session  or ed`icatioiial  progi"iis  availtilile   ``or  illidergradilate

crctliL    lhro`Igh    tl`e    State    Uiiiversity    o1`   New    York    (Empire    Sta(e

College).  The  siimlller  session  will  be  held  at  the  Center,  in  Amherst,
New   York,   on   July   14-28.   2002.   The   siininier   session   will   feature
coilrses    on    critical     inqiiiry    tiiid    the    l`istory    aird     philosophy    of

iiatiiifllism,   as   well   as   seii`imrs,   giiest   lectures,   and   other   special

eveiits.   Some  scliolais]iips  tii.e  av.iiltible.  The  registrtltioil  deadline   is

JLiiie     15;    scl`olarsliip   applicatioii    deadliiic    is    May     15.    For    riiilheL.

ill rorni:`t it7ii,    coiittic[    i±±!±±±:±:}:4££±±.!±±±±±2±:|i2ri±ig.iiil.y.iicl    Or    the    ceiitcr    for

]]iqiHry  li`stit`Ite,   PO  Box   741,  Aiiilierst.  New  York   14226,  Tel:   716-

6364869      x223,       Fax:       7l(tJ;36-1733.      Or      clieck      onliiie      at

jlt!l,:!!l!!,l!t!!ti!:!!!!!!:i:!il!:i!!!u!j!:I:i!!!!!.

•        'l`IicL  Fourth  World  Sker>(ics  Conl`ci.elice,  spoi`sored  by  the  Committee

l`Or tlie  sciciitilic  liivesliga(ion  Orclaims Ortlie  r'airanoi.mal  (cslcop),

is to be held on Juiie 20-23, 2002  in  Burbank, CA.  Tlle col`ference will
tckc    pltlce   til   tlie    [lilton,    Biirbaiik    Ail.poll   as    well    as    Burbank's

Ctil`vcii(ioi`      Ci`I`ter.      rrhc      coiirerciice      (hen`c      is     "r'i.ospec(s      for

Skcptii`ism:     The    Nexl    Tweiity-I.`ive    Years."    Sessions    arc    beiiig

plniiiicd    oil    al(erii<itive    mediciiie,    ilnsill)st{in(iatc(I    psychoLherapies,
i`oli[itlclicc   .ii`d    rinaiicial    scaiiis,    in(elligeiit    desigii    <ii`d    attacks   on

evol`Ilioli,  ediictition  tliid  yoLiiig  skeptics,  ilrb.lil   lcgelids,  ti  liieeliilg  of

loctil     skeptic{il     orgtinizaLioiis.     aiitl     olller     (oL)ics.     For     registii`(ion,

hl.trohilrcs  t7r olhcr  ilirori"itii]ii,  ciill   I -800-634-I (710.

U]]tli`tcs on Awol.tis and  Honoi.any Mcml]crs

•        BRS    llonol.any    Meiiiber    No{im    Chomsky    will    be    a(    MCMaster

Uiiiveisi(y  on   Noveniber   11-14.   I-le   will   visi(   imder  tlie  tlegis  of  the

Celilre   for   Petice   Sludies,   the   Lnboiir   Studies   I'I.ogimmii`e-al`d,   of
course,  Llie  BerLi"`d  RLissell   Resetii.ch  Cclltrc.  Choi`1sky's  scliediile  is

ill   tlic   works,   biil    i[   sl`o`ild    il`cludc   botl`    I.irge   pLlblic    lectures   alid

smaller  semjntirs.   For  iiiore   i[iforniation,   coi`tact   Nick  Grifnn  .it  tl`e

Ber(i"`d   Rilsscll   Rcsctii.cli  Cel`tL.c.   MCMaster  Univeisi(y.   1280   Main

St  West,  Ilaiiiiltoii, ON,  LBS 4M2, Canada, ±]grjJ]in//I)mciiias(er.ca.
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•        Noam   Clioliisky   will   also  si)c.ik  <il   tlie  2002   ^iiliii.il   Mcclilig  ol`  tlie

^11`i`i.ii`illl   l'()litic:`l  Sciciii`c  ^ss()ci.ilion  (^I'S^)`  1o  I)c  hi`Iil   ill   l}(7sl(in

ovei.  Ltibor  Day  weekcii(I.  Clioltisky  lii]s bccii  invite(I  to  the  iiiectiiig by

the  Ca`iciis   l`tii.  a  New  l'olilici`l   Scieiii`e---tin  oi.gai`izetl  sei`ti{7Ii  or  the

^PS^   llitit   I)I.{7Iiiotes   I.atlical   apiil.t>ac`Iies   to   tlie   stiidy   or  i]olitics-~ili

colijiilictioli        witli        two       otliei.       secliol`s.        I-liiiiiali        Rights       aiitl

Traiisfoi.iiiatiolial   &    Ecological    Polilics.   Cliomsky's   talk   will   take

place  ti(  8  l'M  (iii  SalLii.tltiy`  ^ilgiis(  31.   T'`t7r  l`LH.tlici.  iiil`oi.n`alit.ii`  cont:`c(

Jt7lin    Mtil.till.    ^l'S^    T'i.ogl.tilii    C{7ol.tliiii`tt>I.    for    the    C.iLiciis`    :`(    Lhi`

Divisioii   or  Soci.il   Scietices.   I)owliiig  College.  Oakdale,   NY    117(]9.

ulij.erQL\yi_i..Ii8Lrfu.

The llunt for Rc(I Hacklc

I,ast   issue,  ll`i`  /)/t.`'g  I.c{itiii.i`tl  .in  .i|iiic:`I  to  tlic  iiicmbci.sl`ip.  c{`llilig  oi`  i`II

Rilssellians   cvel.ywlici.c   lo   liLil`l    I`:`i.   <iiitl   wi(li-l`ol.   I)(7tllcs   ol`   Rc(I    I I:icklc,

Bei.lie's  favoiitc  bi.zind  ot.scotch.  (See  "I.hc  lI`mt  I`oi.  Red  I-kickle,"  B/i,`'g

#113.   Febl.il.Try   2002).   The   I.esr)olise   thus   I`ai.   Ii<is   been   `mdei.whclmiiig.

^r)pal.eiitly.  it's  iiot  a  lliike  tl`tit  \ve  cz`ii't  gi-I  t]iil.  Iitilicls  oil  (lie  stiil`I`.

D.ive  lleiichan  or the  GRRS  I.crtoi.ted  <i  Red   ll{icklc  sighting  in  an  z`iic(ioii

catalog.  Robert  MCTear &  Co..  a  CHasgo\i'-based  conipaiiy  speci{iliziiig  ill
art.   tiiitiqLics.   aiitl   I.are   whisky`   listed   (lie   followilig   itelii    ill   its   ^piil    17

aLiction  catalogile:

ljot   #718:   Red   I1<ickle   Liqiiein.-Eai.ly  20''`  CelitiH.y.   ^n   exqiiisitc

I.lciid  or lliic  Sco'cli  Wliiskies,  I}lciitlctl  ,ii`tl  bo(tleil  1.y  I lciibill.i`  &

R()ss.    Gk`sgow.     I'c.Il.    sh{`|)c(I     I)(t«lc,      I"     I)I.i7.c     Illc(k`l     {`\w.ll.

Loiid(ill,    F,iigltiii(I     1928    priiited    oli    shoul(lei.    Ial)cl.    4/5    (iii.ii.I.

Stopi)i`i.  i`oi.k.   i`mbossi`(I   li`a{l   cai)siilc.   I,i`vcl:   5cm   l`i.om   b{`se   ol

c:`i.s`Ili`.  8(t  tli`gi.i`cs  pi.ool..   I   boltli`:  ,t 150-20().

The   l}RS   is  still   williiig  I(7   I.i`iliiLiin.sc   mi`mL.i`i's   who   cziii   ol)I:`in   I)t)tllcs   til

Rctl   I lncklc   I.ol.  Oii`   Socic`ty--iit   :I   iti.ii`i`  /tJ.`'.`.   lli{`ii   tl 50-200.   (Tlii`   Soc.ii`ly

will  pay  iip  to  $40  a  botoe.  4  bottles  i"ximiim.   I`oi.  tl`e  I)reiiiiiilii  l)Ieii(I  ol

the  scotcl`.)  ^iiy  liieiiibei-who  seciu.es   Re(I   I-l{`cklc   for  tlie   BRS   will   tilso

I.ci`i`ivi`    ii    I.`Rl.:I.`,    l}RS    I-shil.I.    (Si`i`    "BRS    T-Sl`ii.ls    ('ol`lii``ii`    lo    ^lli.:`i`l

^''|.'1'i()ll"  ill  ''li.+  i.\S\'|,.)

Foi.   those    wlio.tl    like    to   clicck    I`oi`    ``iitiii.c    wliisky    aiictioiis,    Mc.ri`{`I.`s

website  is  at  \\'\\'\\'.ii`ctci`I.s.i`(>.ilk.
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lilts  13iisiile],ss  itllil  Ch(t])te]I.  New,s:

l`Iic'   13!'lil\i.s  tl.I. llie   [}RS  illiil   ils   Btiill.il  t).I.  Dil.ecl("   Iitl\.ei  IItII   heeli  I.e.|N..Iiiletl

Ill   lllu'   L3L`SQ   in   tillile'   il   \`'II.Ile'.    Ill   Iliei   ililc'I.illi.   .sc'wll.ill   cllilllgc..N   liil\ie   hcleil

illtltlci.  'l`ti  liiilkcJ  ,xiil.e  llltil   tlll   IIIciliheJi..s  ill.e .|`illlliliitl.  \i'ilh  llie  I.ille.s  gi)veJI.ming

lllc'   13RS.   `i'ui   I.e>iil.ilil   li(ilh   sels   tj.I.13).I(i\`'.s   hell)\i'.   The   l}).Iil\i.s   c(in   (ilst)   be

|tNIIiiliNiline>illllll!1://`l.\nl'.II!!i:I:±i±I_I!:±±}:`!±±!||!|J!c.I1=/I}RS|))[Jj!l}:±±J1!111J.

13yLAws OF THn 13I]RTRAND RussF,LL soclETy,
INC.

Revisctl  June  l`J84;  I.cvisc(I  Jiinc  1985;  I.cvised  May 2001

Article   I.  Naliie

'I.Iii`  ii:iliic  t)l`ll`is  org:H`izi`(ion  sh:ill  I)c  'l`hi`  [it`i.(r:iiid  Rilssi`ll  S()cicly,   llli`.   It

I"iy €`lso  bi` refelTed to .is "the Society" or "the  BRS."

^rticlc 2.  Aiitis

'1  hi`  aims.ol`ll`is  Society  ai.e:  ( I )  to  t.roliiole  iiitel.est  in  (he  lire  .iiid  woi.k  of

l}i`rti.tilid   Riissi`Il;  (2)  (o  l>rilig  toge(Iier  persoiis  inlei.cs(i`d   in  any  iispect  of

llic  1`oregoiiig;  (3)  to  proiiiote  cailses  tliat  Russell  chamr)ioiied.

AI.ticle 3.  Motto

'l`l`c   Socii`(y`s   iiiotto   shall   he.   Riisscll's   si<itciiiilit:   "Tlii`   good   lil`c   is   oiie

ills|)il.i`(I  l)y  I()vl`  .111(I  glli(ll.(I  I)y  kll()wlc(lgc."

Article 4.  r'owcr aiitl  Autlioiity

(lliili`:I(i`    :iiltlit.I.ity     I.csitlcs     ill     tl`i.     Mciiibi`ts.1`hc     Mi`mbeis    i.Iccl     tl`e

I)ii.i`clt7rs.   'l`I`c   I)ircclo[s  cli.i`t   llii-Ollici-rs.   The  OHlci-is   i"ikc  dccisit.ns

:iiitl  mkc  ai`tioli,

^rticlc 5.  Mcliibcrsliip

i(,ll    I.   Gcllcrill. Mcii`L.ci.ship  ill  lhc  Socie(y  shtill  bc  oiii.I`  to  :Ill  I)el.soils

iHi(I     o].giiiiiz.z`tiolis      ilitei.estc(I      in      Bcrtl.{ind      Riissell     z`n(I     llie     Soc`iely's

i`i`tivilii.s.    .l`yiics    Or   mi-Iiibe[`sl`ip    slitill    L7i-:    llitlividLi:il,    coilpli..    stiitlciit,

I,iniili`(I    [Iic(>nii`,   Lil`e,   Oi.gi`Iiiz{itioi],   i`ii(I   I  ]{)]`()I.i`[.y.    I)ilL`s   sli.Ill   bc   set   by

`I`i-Boal.d  ol` Dii.ectol.s,  aiid  al.e  to  be  pai(I  a[iniially.  Life  meitibei.s  sllall  pay

(Iilcs  only  olicc  in  an  aiiioiliit  set  by  the  Bo.1t.d.  Iloiiol.al.y  iiieliibers  pay  Ilo
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dues.   Lire  and   Honorary  iiienibelsl`ips  are   Tor   life   `iiiless  tel.minated   row

caiisc,  as  si)ccifietl  licl.catlcr,

Sectioll     2.     Iiidividiml     Menibcrshi!).     IiidividLitll     Mcnibcrsliip    shtill     hi`
avaihblc  lti  till  r>cls{)iis.

Sectioll  3.  Cou!)le  Membership.  Couple  Membersliip  shall  be  .ivailable  to
two  persolis   sliariiig  tlie   saiiie   mail   tiddi.ess.   Each   person   shall   l`ave  olie

vote:   two  iiiail   ballols  slitill   bc   seiil,   biit   olily  oiie  copy  or  other  St.cicty

maili,,gs.

Section  4.  Stiidciit  Mi`Iiibci.ship.  Stiltlci`t  Meliilicrsliip  sl"ll  be  or>en  to  .iii}J

studellt  eiirolled  in  an  ediicatioiial   ii`slitiitioii  aiid  wl`o  is  less  than  25  yetirs

old.

Se{;lion    5.    I.iniitcd    lnconic    Mcmt)ci.shi!7.    I,iliiited    liicol`ie    Mciiibciihir)
sl`all   be   availtiblc   to   a   persoi`   wl`o`   as   (Iic   liaiiic   iiiiplics,   is   livilig   {in   :i

limitetl  incoliie.

Sectioii  6.   Life   Membei.ship.   Lire   Membership  can   be  coiil`erred  oli   <iny

person  wl`o  liicets  (lie  liiiiiimillii  dilcs  set  by  tlic  r}otird  or I)ii.ectois  I`or  Lire
Menibersl`ip.

Section     7.     IIoiiorarv     MeiiibershiD.     Ilt7iiorary     Menibership     i`iay     bi-
conferred  oil  a  pel.soil  wlio  has  beeii  iioiiiiii{itetl  by  a  iiicmber aiid  aiiprttved
by  two-thirds  of the  I)irectois  vo(ing,  a`1er  li.iving  liiet  oiie  or  iiiol.e  o]` tlie

following coiiditioiis:  ( I )  is  a  iiicliibcr  or l}ertralid  Riissell's  faliiily;  (2)  lititl

worke(I    clt)scly    wilh    Rilsscll     ill    all    ii`ii)ttiltiiit    w.iy;    (3)    hi`s    I"idi`    a

tlistinctivc  c{tiiti.ihLilit7ii  1o  R`isscll  scl`{7ltli.sltii.;  (4)  htis  tictcd   in  siir]iit7I.(  oI`{i

cflilsc   or   idi`ii    Ill.il    l{ussi`ll    clt:ii`tiiitii`i`tl:   (5)   l"s   I)r(7Iiiotcd   {i\vai.i`i`i`ss   t)r

Riissell  oi.  {71` R`Issi`lI`s  wt.rk:  (6)  l"s  e,`Iiil>ited  tiiitilitics  ol` chat.<icli`r  (sLich

as   iiiolml   coiirage)   reiiiiiiisceiit   or   Riisscll.   Il{7Iiortiry   Mciiibi`is   li.ivc   llii`

saiiie   rights   .iiid   I.csiitinsibilitics   as   liidividiitil   Mi`iiilreil.   L7iit   they   r)ay   lio

dl'cs.

Sectioii  8.  Oi.gaiiizatioii  Mciiibershi!].  Mciii(icl.ship  {7r orgtiiii7xitioiis~```ich

as  libraries`  associatitii`s`  corporatioiis-is  tivail.ible  iipon  payiiiclit  iir diii`s

alld   .ipt)roval   ol`  lhc   l'rcsi(1ci`t,   I)ili`s   slitill   he   liighcr   thtiii    l`or   a   C`t7iliilc.

orgal`i7^itit7iis  ii`ay  iitil   vt7tc  {7i.  I)c  tin  thi`   l}t)artl.  ()iily  t)Iic  ct7r)y  ttl` S()i`ii`Iy

mailil`gs  sli.ill  he  si`i`t.

Sectioii  9.  Conditiol`s or MeliibcrsliiD.  ^pr>lic.itioii  for  membelsl`iri sl`all  be

iiiade   in   writiiig.   s`iLiiiiitliiig   i"iiie`   <iildl.css`   tilid   col.I.ect   .iliioLilit   tir  ililcs.
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'l`l`c   Boi`I.d   lii{iy   I.efiisc   all   €`i]r]Iicatiol`.   ill   whicli   .`€`se   the    lJi.esidelit   mils[

iit)(il`)i  (hi.  €`pi)lie:`ilt  wi(hill  30  d{lys,  sl{itiiig  why  tlie  ti|)I)Iic`titioil   wtls  tLiriied

I(,wll.

Mi`Iiil7L`I.sliip  ti`i.ii`ilititi`s  when  {i  mi`Ii`bel.  l`ails  to  pay  diies.  I.esigns,  tlies,  oi.

is  e``l)clle`l.

^i`)J  I`ieml)el.--iiicliidiiig  Lil`c  ()r  I loll()I.Ill.y+iii`y  I)e  cxpi`lli'd   I`or  sel.iolisly

t)listi.iictilig  the  Sociely's  biisil`ess.  Iiiisap|)I.opl.ialiiig  thi-Society'S  iiallle  or

l``ii`(ls    oi.    .ictiiig    in    a    way    th€`t    discl.edits    tl`e    Socii`ly.    Tlle    expiilsion

lil.t)ci`tlilri.  i`olisists  of` live  steps:

I.1j±i2J   ^   I`ol.I"tl   exr>iilsioli   i7i.or)os:`l   shtill   be   L)I.esei`te(I   in   wi.iting  lo  the

l}t>i`i.tl  by  tilly  iiiei`iL7el..

ti(±;)2JL  '1`111`   13oitl.(I   sh:tll   c.\i`11`inc   thi-evidi`11i`i`.1``  :i   iiliijt)lily  ol`  the   [}oi`i.d

McniL.ei.s    votilig   tlecides,    eitliei.   by    mail    ballot    or   .it    :i    meeti]ig.    tliat

i`,\|.iilsioii  lil.iy  be  app[.opiiate.  tlie  i"`tter  will  be  siibmil(ed  to,  and  decided
17y,  tlic  iiieitibei.s.  This  shall   be  doiie  by  niail,  or  at  an   Aiiiiilal   Meetilig  if

I)i`c  ls  schediile(I  within  two  in()iitlis.

11` i'  is  ,o  I,c  (lonl.  (,y  ,",il:

.t+I|apJ   Tlie   case   :ig.iiiist   the   iiieiiibei.   shtill   be   pi.eseii(ed   in   tlie   iiext

iii`wsleLtei. or  ()y  :`  si)ccitil  mtlili]ig,

*L£(2=L   [11   (Ile   l`oll(.wil`g   iicwslcttei.,   oi.   ill   :`   secoiid   siieci:`l   i"iiliiig,   the

iiccii.`i.tl   mciii(ii`i.  shiill   r]i.i`si`Iit   :I  tliil`i`iisc  €`8:`ilisl   ll`c   ch{u.8i..   ^   I.:illo(   sh:ill

I.i`   iiicliltlcd   ill   the   secoiid   iiewsli`"i`i.  ol.  secoiid   specitil   mailiiig,   so   that

I``cliibc`i.s  ctiii  vote  on  wliethei. to  exi)el.

I l`tlie  exi]iilsion  pt.ocess  ttikes  r>ltice  {i(  an  ^nii`Ltil  Mee(iiig:

LJ_£|2=!|  'l`11i`  c(|iiiv:`lellt  of` S(eps  3  tlil(14  sh:ill  be  l`t7llowcd,  th{`t  is,  t]`e  ctise

{ig{iilisl    tl`c    iiii`iiibei.   shi`Il    be    pl`csei`ted,    til`ter    wliich    (he   ticciised    shall

I)I.i`si-I`t  liis  tli-[`cnsc;  €`ii(I  tl`en  tlic  mcml>ci.s  preseiit  shall  vote  on  whethel.  to
l.xl,el.

'[`he  l'i.esi(leiit  sliall  Ilotify  the  ticciise(I  mcn`be].  :`s  soon  as  the  resiilt  of the

voll`  is  kllowll.
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Article 6. Tlic  Bonr(I  of I)ircctoi.s

Section   I.  Resr>onsibilities.  Tl`e  Board  or Directois  (also  referred  to  as "tlie

Board``)  shall  he  rcspoiisible  for  Society  afl`airs  an(I  r)olicy,  tiiid  shall  clcct

tlic  Omcct.s.  '[.hc  [}otird  `shtill  hc  s`ib.icct  t{i  thi`sc  13ylaws  .ilitl  tt7  tlic  I)yl:`ws

orl`lie  Botii.d  or I)ircctois orTlic  13i-rtl.aiid  Rilsscll  Society.  Ii`c.

Sectioii  2.   Constitiilion.  Tl`e   Bo.ird  shtill   ctiiisist  or  not   less   (hall   six   iior

liioi.e  than  24  elected  ii`eii`beis.  Society  OITicers  are  ex-olticio  iiiembi`rs  or

tlie   Board.   Elected   and   ex-omcio   Board   mciiibeis   shall   htive   the   saiiic
rights  aiid  resr)olisibiljtics.

Meiiibers   liitiy   iiomiiialc   ctindidtitcs   for   IIie   Board,   or   voluli(cer   to   lic

iioiiiiliated  as  ctiiitlitl<ites.  I)ircclois  arc  elcctc{l  to  tl`rec-year  tci.Ills  th{i(  stall

on   Janiiary    I    or  tl`e   l`ollowiiig   year:   oiic-ll`ird   tire   elected   every   yctii..

Dii.ectols  i`i.iy  be  reelected.   Ir a  I)ii.ector  dies.  resigiis,  or  is  expellctl,  llic

13oard  mtiy  rill  (lic  Lilicxpircd  tciiii  witl`  :`iiy  iiicliiber.

^rliclc 7. ()ITiccrs

Sectioii    I.    Geilcral.    I`he    Society    slitill    lii`vc    all    Exccii(ive    Coliimi«ce

coliiposed   of   tl`e    rollowilig    rive    OHiccrs   of   tlie    Society   and    Board:
r'rcsidcl`t.   Vice-I'rcsideiit.  Sccrct,Try  or  lhc  Socic(y  {ilid   L}otird.  Tri`asill.cr.

and  Cli<iirlii.in   tir  the   13oard.   .l`hci.c   i`iay  be  otlier  Vice   Presidciits   whose

dii(ies  shtill   be  specirietl  by  tl`c   Botird:  these  will   liot   be  nieliibels  or  (hc

Execiitive  Coiiiii`iI(ee.  Oflicets  shall  be  tit  letist   I 8  yeais  old  tand  sliall  have

been  iiieiiibers  for  at  least  one  ye{ir.  They  sliall  bc  elected  by  a  niti.iorily  of
the    I)ircctt)rs    I)ri`scnt    nll(I    w'iiig   .il    tlic    I)(iar(1`s    ^iiiiii<il    Mi`ctiiig.    ^n

Oll-ii`cr`s    lcrm    tir   tinlcc    lasts    Lilitil    (l`c    iii`xt    clc`c(ion    ol`   OITici`rs`    thi`

I.(}lI()wil``q   yi`:ll..   N(i   (iiii`   sh:`ll    l`t)I(I   lt`()I.i`   Il`:in   {)lii`   ()[lici`   :11   i`   Iili`i`.   i`\i`i`iil

tl`n(  the  saiiic  iM`rst7n  slinll  17c  Si`cri`Iar}J  t7l` lhc  Society  tilitl  Sccri`l:Ivy  til. llii`

Boai.d.   ^ii   Ollli`i`r   lmy   ()i`   I.cii`t7vctl   t)r   susiii`iidi`tl   h}J   fl   i"`jorily   ol`  lhi`

[}oard   mciiibci`  vtiliiig.   ^n  Orliccr  Ill.iy  ri`sigii  hy  nt7lil`yiiig  Lhc  C`l`i`il.ii`:iii

or  Bt7tii.d   in   writilig.   Ir .iii  olTlci`  lii`i`t7i`ii`s  vicai`t`  the   Bo{il.tl  shiill  cli`ct  {i

s`icccss`tr  ({)   lill   lhc  ill`cxtiirctl   ti`rli`.11` all  ()Iliccr   is  tclii|i{il".ily   `ii`ttbli`   It)

serve,  tlic  L}t7{ard  iiiay  elect  a  teliir)oimry  rcphcei`ien(.

Scc(ion    2.    ']`hc    ['rcsitlclit.    `l.hi`    l'ri`sitli`iiL    slitill    hc    the    Cliicl`   [ixi`i`iilivi`

omcer.  coordilititiiig  tlie  wt7I.k   or  otl`er  omcels  tilid   Coiiiiiiittees.   Otlicr
Omceis  tiiid  Colimiit(ee  Cl`tiiliiien   slitill  colisiilt  tlic   T'i`esitli`iil   ahoilt   lhcit.

activities.  aiid   siihiiiit  a  wi.i«ell   ri`|)`1r(   {tn  tlli`ir  activities  to  him   £2±]±±+|1L{2|1J!|

beJinthc  ^iiiiii.il   Mi`i`tiiit!`   with  :i  ctiiiy  to  tl`c  chtiii.mall.  'l`hc  I]ri`siili`I`t
slitill    proiiiplly    inl'orm   tlie   Chtiil.Iiitiii   ol`  {iliy   iiitijor   (Iccisioiis.    ^Ilcr   Llii`
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l}ti:ii.tl   l`:`s   scli`cti`{l   tlii`   sill-:iiitl   liliii`   o1`  thi.   iicxt   ^iiiiili`l   MceLiiig,   oi.  o``  a

Siii`ci{il   Mi`ctilig.  (lii`  I'I.csitlciit  shiill  he  I.cspolisibli.  l`oi.  Iiiakiiig  till  Mee(iiig

:i[.I.:mgeliiciils,    iliclu(liiig   coiiiiiilil`g   lhe   Mi.cliiig's   :igcn(lzi.   I`l`e    T'i.esident

.`h{ill   ch:lil.   lhi`   Mi`clilig.   'l`lic`   I'I.csitli`iil   sli:Ill   I.i`iioi.I   I.i`giilzii.ly.   throiigh   (he

BRS  ncwsleltcl..

Section   3.   Tl`c   Vice-PI.esident.   The   Vii`e-Pi.esideilt   I)ecomes   Pi.esident   if

the  Pi.csi{lelil's  Ol.lice  becoiiies  v€`c.iiil;  {`i`(I  assilliies  tl`e  o``lice  temi]oi.arily

il`the  v.icancy  is  lcmpoi.ill.y.  Tlie  Vice-I'I.esideiit  shall  .issist  the  Pi.esideiit  as
.eq,,es,ed.

Section  4.   The   Seci.et.ir.y.   The   Sect.elai.y  slitlll:   (I)   I.ecord   llle  miniites  ot.

Si>ciety       nn(I       Bo{ii.d       mectiiigs;       (2)       h<1iidle       Society       aiid       13oard

col.I.es|.ondciicc;    (3)    Iiiaiiit{iin    {i    I.ei.malieiit    lilc    or   Socie{}J    .incl    Boai.d

l}yl:iw.i   :`Iitl   t7(licl.  ct7[.I)til.:ili`   tlt7i`iliiii`i`ls,   iiicluilin8   iiiiiiiili.s   01`  socii`Iy   :ii)(I

Bt>:ii.tl  mccliiigs,  Ollicei.s'  €ilid  Comiiiillce  CI`iiii.iiiel`'s  I.er)oi.ls,  iiewslettei.s,

c`ol.I.espoiidence;   (4)   maintaiii   ti   pei.I"iient   recol.d   or  Society   and   Boai.d

{lecisioiis,    I.ules,    motions    m!ide    all(I    cai.I.ied;    (5)    l`ave    ciistody    of   the

Socicly's col.poi.tile se:il.

Secti(in  5.   The  TI.c:isill.ei..  The  Ti.i.{ls`il.el.  shall:   ( I )  keel)  I.ecoi.ds  ol` moiiey

I.i`ccive(I   all(I   speiil;   (2)   sal`egual.(I   Soc.icly   l`unds;   (3)   illvesl    l`ui`(ls,   with

Bt7a[.tl   z`i]pi.oval;   (4)   silbiiiit   all   {`iiliiitil   biidget   to   the   Botii.d;   (5)   siibmit

qiitii.tel.Iy  iin(I  aiiiiiitil  I.epoi.ts.  I`()I.  I)LIL)Iictition  ill  tlie  BRS  iiewsletter.

Section  6.  0lhei.  Vice-Pi.esideiits.  Tl`e  OITice  of "Vice-Pi.esident/  .„"  lil.1y

l]e   ci.e<itc(I   {`Iid   filled   by   the   Bo.ii.(I.   Thei.c   is   no   conliection   between   lhis

Orlii`c  :`iiti  ihz`t  OI`thc  vici--i>[.i`siticiii.

^i.ticlc 8.  Coiti]iiitli`cs

±±±±2±i±2:n     I.    Genel.al.    Thel.c    sl`:lll    I)e    sl!`n(lilig    (I)ei.iii.inent)    .lil(I    .i{l    hoe

(temi)ol.:ii.y)  Coiiimioecs.  E€`ch  sh€`ll  have  .1  Chail.Iiiail,  .lil(I  i"iy  h.ive  a  Co-
Chniriiiali   tiiid   olhei.  meml)ei.s.   A   Iiiember   in.1y   sei.ve  oli,   oi.  chaii.,   nlol.e

lhtiii  olic  Coliiiiiittee.  Coiiiliiittee  Clii`irmcn  sliall  coiisiilt  with  the  r't.esideii(

•iboiit  tlieil.  ai`tivities,  .ilitl  desi`i.il)e  them  in  :`  wi.itten  I.i'poi.t  to  the  I'resideiit

t)lie  liioiilh  bc`[`ol.e  tl`i`  ^iiliiitil  Mei-(iing,  with  a  coi]}J  (o  lhe  CIIaii.i`itiii.

Section   2.   Comiiiittees.   Tlie   Boai.(I   shall   est{iblish   slaiiding   and   .1d   hoe

Coliiiiii(tees,  €`ii(I  ai)i7oiiit  their  Chaii.iiieii   wlio,   ill  (lil.i`.  appoiiit  Coiiiiiiittee

Meiiibel.s.    I..:{ich   Coiiimioee   sli{ill    lil.ovitle   the    Secrelai.y   with   .1   wiitten

slatLii`eiil  ol`Coillmittee  aims  and  I)I.ocediii.cs.
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^rticlc 9.  Mcctiiig,s

Section   I.  Aniiual  Meetings.  Tlle  Society  shall  Ilold  an  Anllual  Meetilig,  a`

a  time  .ind  silc  dclci.Iiiincd  by  (l`c  Botii.d  a±±d  ill  Liliic  to  fivc  the  liiciiibcrs  aj

lci`st   lwo   iiioiillis.   iioti.`c   Or  tlii`   Mi`i`tiiig±   ^s   to   time:    il   shoiiltl   silil   (Ilo

coiiveiiielice oras  iiiany  meliibeis as possiL7le.  ^s  to  site:  it  shoiild  be  either

(a)   Iiear   locatioiis   or  special   iiitei.es(   to   llie   BRS,   or   (b)   iiear   por>ulatioii
ceiiteis  liaving  iTiaiiy  iiieliibels.  ^iiy  liieliiber liiay  pt.opose agelida  iteliis,  in

writiiig.  to  the   Pi.esident.   in  tidvalicc  or  (he   Meeting.   ^t   Meetings.   itcliis

imy  be  atlded  (o  tlic  agenda  willi  at7prov.il  or tl`c  im.iorily  or the  iiiciiibi`il.s

pi€scl`t.  Six  liicn`L)ers  coiisliLiitc  a  (|u()rLlm.

Section   2.   SDeci.il   Meetiligs.   Ally   iiieiT`ber   iii<iy   write   to   the   Cli{iirm.in

reqilestillg  a  Special  Meeting.  claii`iing  tlitit  an  eliiei.gency  exists  rctiiliring

iiiiliic(Iiatc   actit)ii.   Tlic   Cli.iiriiiali   shtill   (lccitle   wlic(her   llie   reqiii`st   iiici.its

ct7i`sitlcimtioii  hy  tlii`  Bt7artl:  ir  it  dtres`  llic  clitiiriiian  shtill  rr{iliiplly   iiir{ii.in

thi`  [}titlril.  wl`ii.h  sl"Il  tlccidc.  will`in  tl`ri`c  wi`i`ks.  L)y  iii<iil  h{illt)t`  wlicllii`I..

when  and  whcrc  to  hold  ti  Sr7ecitil  Mcctiiig,  l`Iie  Special  Meetilig  sliall  bc

held   no   I.iter   than   six   weeks   tiner   (hc   Clitiir]iiaii's   iiiitial   receipt   ol`  tlic

reqiiest.  Tlie  Chaii.iiiaii  sliall  annoiilice  the  Si)ecial  Meeting  to  <ill  me]iil)ers

by   letter.   as   soon   {is   possible.   ^   qiloriiiii   sliall   coiisisL   of  the   meliibeLs

prese,,I.

Scction  3.   Board  ol`  Dil.ecto[-s'   Mectiiigs.  The   Board  shall  liold   its  ^i`IiLml
Mee(ing  dilriiig  (lie   Society`s  ^Iiiiual   Meetiiig  tiiid   at   llie   saiiie  site.   The

Board  iiiay .ilso  hold  Special  Mcc(ii`gs.  in  accortlalice  with  its  own  Bylaws.

Boai.d  Meetiiigs  sli{ill  bc  open  to  Society  iiiciiiL)cis.

^i.liclc  10.  I'uhlicnlittiis

iu=±|ion     I.    r±!±±±:isJ±±Li`iL   'l`l`i`   s{7i`ii`Iy   ``Ii:Ill    i7Lihli``Ii    z`    Iicwsli`«i`i`   i`t    I-i`9ilk`i.

iilterv.ils.

Section     2.     Other     Piiblications.     The     Society     in.iy     .i`i(hori/c     ollii`r

piiblicatioiis.

^r'iclc  11.  Vo'i,,g

Section   I.  General.  All  liicnibers.  otlier  than  Organization  Meiiibers.  shall
he  eiititlcd  to  vt)Ic.  ^11  votes  sliall  l`tivc  cqu<il  vtiliic.  Mciiibcrs  iiiny  volc  hy

I)r{}xy.   In   ct)i`Ii`*l``   t)I.  iii{)I.i`   Ili:`Ii   l\w  i`:uitli{l:`{i`.i   t7r  cl`{>ici`s.   :I   iiliir:`li`y   sli:`ll

be  siimciei`t.
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Chaiiiiiaii`s  term  or orficc  slrall  start  .is  soon  as  elected.  antl  sli.ill  riiii  lill

tl`c   iicxl   clcctit7ii.   til   (lie   ^iiiiiitil   Btitirtl   Mceliiig   tl`c   following   yctir.   'l`lic

Cliairm.lil   li`a}J   be   I.eclectcd.   The   Chail.liltin   prcsidcs   tit   Botird   Mceliiigs.

.iiid  iiilcs  on  r>r`icctliirc,

If tl`e  Chaillnall  is  absent,  tlie  Dii.ectors  in.iy  elect  an  Acting  Chairiiiali.   If

the  omce  of. Cliairman  is  vacalit.  tl`e  Directors  slitill  elect  a  new  Cliaii.Iiian

as  soon  as  possible,  at  an  ^nnii.il  or Sirecial  Meetiiig  or by  mail  I).1llot.  'I`he

votes sl`{ill  bc  I.illicd  by  llic  ^ctiiig Chairiiiali  fliid  vcriried  by  tlic  Si`crct:iry.
•l`lic   Chail.i`itiii   li"y   hc   rcim.vi`d   rr{iii`   tillicc   by   a   iiiti.i{irity   til`   Dii.i`clt7rs

prcsciil  aiitl  vtitiiig til  a  liici`liiig`  with  tlii.  Si`crclary  I)rcsidii`g.

Sectioii  2.  Tlie  Scci.etarv.  The  Secre(.iry  sli<ill  be  elected  by  a  rna.iorily  of

llic   Dii.ectors   r)rcsci`t   aiid    voliiig   .it    llie    [}o.ird's    Ai`iiiial    Mcctiiig.    Tlie

Sccretary's teriii  oromce  sh.ill  st.irt as  stroll  tis elected.  tiiid  sl`al[  I\in  till  the

llcxt   electioll`   tlt    tlle    Anlliial    Board    Meeting   the    followillg   yc.ir.    The

Sccrcttiry  it"y  lre  rcclcclctl.  i.lic  Sccrc(any  t7r tlii`  I}oai.d  tind  the  Si`i`rct:try

or lI`e  Society  shill  he  tlic  saiiic  perstiii,   lr tl`e  Sccrctary  is  {ibsi`Iit   I`i.om  a

Mcctiiig`  thi`  C`lmirm{ii`  sli:ill  tir>ptiiiit  an  ^ctilig  Sccrcttiry.

Article 4.  Vo'i,,g

Voting  shall  he  in  accord  witli  ^ilicle   11   orthe  Society.s  Bylaws,  cxcciil

as   follows:   tlic   Chairii`.iii's   vote   c{i`ii`ts   tis   olic   except   in   a   tic.   wlicn   it

co„nls (|s two.

^rtic]e 5.  Coniriiittecs

Coi`ii`iittees  iii{i.v  be  created  by  tlie  l}ottrd  ill  accordaiice  with  (hc  b}Jk`ws  tiL

llic  St7ciety.  I`lii`sc  coiiili`itlccs  i`i:iy  ticrrorm  Botird  ``iliictioi`s  hy  iii:ikii`g  t7r

iliit.lcmciitili9   tlic   st7cicty`s   r>Olicics.   alid   will    follow   [3t]tird   ills(rilclitiiis.

FLulcliolls  (Iclcgatcd  1o  ti  coi``iiiitlce  liitiy  bc  with(lr.iwii  by  tlie  [3o:irtl  at  €`ny

time.

^rticlc 6.  Mcctings

srfeii   I ,  ^Iiiiil.il  BO:`i.d  Mcctj±±{± 'rlic  [3Otii.d  sl"ii  liicet  tii"u.iily`  tit  stiiiiL`
time   diii.ing   a    S(veiety    ^iili`ml    Meetilig.   al`d    al    tlic   saliie    silo.    Stti`ii`ty

Meiiibels  lti.iy .ittelid  Boat.d  Meetiiigs.

Section   2.   SDecial   Bo{ird   Mectiiifs.   A   Spi.citil   Board   Mcetiiig   sh<ill   I)i`

called  hy  tl`c  Cliail.iiiaii  wlicn  at  lctist  (lii.ce  Dircctois  request  it`  statiiig  tlic

piirpose.   ]ii  clitrosiiig  tlie  tiiiie  tiiid  site.  the  Chairman  shall  taini  to  acliievc
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thi`  k`i.gi`st  possible  iiHen(k`[ici`  l)y  Dii.ei`tol.s.

S±±±±±ion   ....   ^gi`11cl:`.   The.   ^gcii(lil   l`(ii.  B(t.1i.(I   Meetiligs  sh{ill   I)e  pi.ei).1i.ed   by

lhi`  (`hi`il.i"`I`.   ^tltlitioi`s  1o  (hi`  ^gi`iitk`  i"iy  17i`  il`:`tli`  hy  :lily  I)ii.cc`loi.,  will)

ll`i`conciii.I.i`iici`ol.Hiecl`iiil.ii`im.

±s±±i!iL)n  4.  Qllol.lL!±±±  The  (|llol.lml  for ally  Bo.1I.(I  Meetiiig  is  six  Directors,

Arlicl.I  7.  ^[ili'[i(I[iic[its  to  I}():ii.{I  I}y[:i``'s

^ ,,,,  I,i,.I`l` ,,,,.,,, :,y  l`,.(,I),,sl`  :,,,  : ,,,, 1`,,( ,,,, 1,,I,.

^1  :in  ^i`ml.il  ol.  Si)eci€`l  Mcetii`g.  .1  i"`jol.ily  vote  ol`the  Dii.ectoi.s  pl.eseiil

:ilitl  vt>tii`g  sli{ill  c:i[.I.y  thi`  I)I.oi7(]si`tl  al``i`ii(1Iiii`Iit.

Wheli   an   .imen(liiieiit   is   I)I.opose(I   by   the   CI`.1irm.ill,   in   wi.itiiig,   betweei`

Mcc`tings,  lhc  Cliail.in.in  shall  tleci(le  wlielhci.  to  hold  llie  proi)osal   foi.  tl.e

ni`xl  Mc`cling  ol.  I)lit  it  to  an  eat.lief  vote  by  in.lil.   Foi.  votillg  by  in.lil,  the

Ch<iii.man  sli.ill  I)romi)tly  iiotil`y  the  Dii.ectoi.s  by  a  special   mailiiig  of the

lil.oposctl    i`iiicn(liiieiit.    with    sil|)i7oi.(iiig   tlrgiimelits`    I.eqiiestiiig   opposilig
:`rgimieiits  by  2 I   (I.iys  after  the  d.itc  ol` lil.iililig.  Thei.cal`tei.,  the  Ch.lil.in.in

``l`zill   iiitiil   the   oi)I)osiiig  til.giimciits,   .ilii]   a   l]tillot,   to   the   Dil.ectoi.s.   wi(I.   a

volil`g  tlendliiie  ol` 21   d:`ys  .il`lei.  the  tlate  of  in.iililig.   The  votes  shall   be

lallied  l)y  the  Clitlii.in.ill,  aiid  vei.ified  by  tl`e  Seci.ctai.y,  who  sli<ill  notify  tlle

I)ii.ecloi.s  ol` the  oiitcolllc.

RL]sscll-crypt
GL`ri.ywil(leiil)i`rg

I'l`Iiis    i``    :`I`{)lhi`i.    in    :`    si`i.ii``¢    {)I.   siliiiilc    sill)s(i(il(itm    lil)hi`i.s    b:isi`(I    ()n    lhi`

wi.itil`gs  {)1`  Bi`I.tl.i`I1(I   RIIssi`Il.

Below  is  lotl{iy's  coded  qiiotc,  ill  wliicli  e{icli  lellel.  st.iiids  l`oi.  {`iiotl`ei.  lettei..

I.`or  cxzim|)le,   BERTR^ND   RUSSELl_,  colild   be  code(I   as   OREGENAQ

I.:I II.`r.`RYY,   0=8,  R=E,  i`t  cc`lerti.   The  qilole  below  uses  :I  tlil`I.ei.elil  cotle.

^l`{i`I.  yti`i'vi`  st>lvi`tl  il.  si`i`  il`ytiii  c:wi  i(lciilil`y  tl`c  soili.i`e.

I)7.  NKWQQRN   VZB  Czl)GXSNI)YDXN   DZJQSOVYI)QZ  QJ   VRR
NQSYN    I-)N    RVBRXB    QCY,    IICY    7.Q    QZX    DN    YVCIWY    YQ
SXVNQZ,  QS  YQ  KQZNI_)BXS  MWVY  DN  XGDBXZKX JQS  MWVY.

•l`lii`  soliilit)ii  will  {`i)I)e:`i.  ill  Lhi`  ^ilg`ist  B/?,q£J.
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Greater Rochester Russell Set
Celebrating Five Years of Monthly Russell

Meetings Open to the Public

2002 Program

.Iuiie                    "Russell and critical Thinking"
July                    "Russcll  the Anti-Communist"
(`Iue,sl  S[)c>,uker:  AIlc]I.ew  G.  Bone

^lig.                   "Russell oli pythcigoras"
Sept.                 "The city college case"
Guest Si)eaker:  Thoin Weidlich

Yours  F(lithfully,  Bertl.alld Russell
Studs Terke]'s lntei.view with Russell
The ABC of Armageddon

Dates TBA

New Meeting Location!!!

Daily Perks Coffee House
389  Gregory ST,  Rochester,  NY

For information  contact Tim  Madigan at 585-424-3184 or
TimothyMad@aLOLLiojn,Orvisit

http://sunl.sifc.edu/~dwhite/grrs.

^mcric:`ii  Philoso|)llical Association
L``,:`sti`].n  I)ivisi()ii-2002  Annual  Mi`cting
Pliila(loll)hi:`,  PA.  I)cce]iiL)er 27-30, 2002.

I  lii`  [}RS  will  til`l`ei.  a  ii€`iiel  aL  tliis  evciit.   I.`oi.  Iiioi.e  iiil`oi.Iiiation  oil  the  BRS

€it  the  ^P^.  c()Iit€ict  Davi(I  Whiti`  at  \\'hitc((-(J,sil`c.edii.
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David White
Alan Schwerin
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Chad Trainer
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Peter Friedman

QUOTF.OFTIIF.gt/4#"`Hfy
"We study Communist tho`ight the saine way Ainericans study the Bil>le."

Xu  Lu,  a  student  at  Pekilig  Univei.sity,
z\s  quoted  .ln  `he    Chronicle  Of. lligher
I.`/!ic.w/f.fj#,  May  10, 2002, p. A56.

Russell would no altiubl tlgree.
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From tile Editor:

130 Years of I}crtrand Russ..ll

qn  Mil.y   18,  21)()2   -l}e>I.lI.ilnd  Rii.s.sell`.s   I 3(1'`   hirllwlil.\>     TxrRSIQ  I``.ililtll.   I.clcl.
Sl?ne~g.frye a public lecture al the Center j`or lnquil.y (Anlhel.st,  NY)  enlilled
"^A  Cel.ebr.alion  Of Berlrand  Russell."  The  remarks  below wel.e  excerpled

firom lhis  leclure.

Before   discussing   why   we   are   gathered   here   today,   I   would   like   to
acknowledge  some  of the  reasons  why  we  are  #o/  gathered  here.  We  are
not  here  to celebrate  lhe  birthday  ol` Bishop  Joseph  Butler,  tlie  eiglileelith-
cen(u[.y  I)hilosopher .ind  theologiai`,  allhoiigh  his  birthday  is  today.  I)csiiiti`

the  importance of Billler for the developlneiit  ol`ethical  theory,  he's not  the
sort  who  would  iiormally  dl.aw  a  crowd  {il  the  Centci.  for  lnqiliry.  We  iiri`
also  iiot  hei.e  to  celebrate  the  birlhday  ol` tlie  esteemed   logical  posiljvist
Riidolph  Camap,  also  born  on  May  18.  Ile's  a  somewhat  better candidale
I`{)r a  talk  here,  but  the dormitive powers of his  work  would  probably prove
lt)o  i"ich.  Wi`  €ire  not  even  galhere(I  here  lo  celebrate  the  birthday  of the
lnosl   l`!iiiloiis   Pol..  iilive   today,   Pope  Johii   Paul   11,   though   he   shares   liis

I)jl.Ih(l!`y  willi  l}lILlcr  aitd  Cat.iiap.  (Iiicidei)tally,  when  a  friend  (old  iiic  this

ii`ornilig  tl`i`I  il  was  tlie  poi)e's  bjrtliday,  I  was  a  bit  skeptical,  as  J'd  never
heard  it  bel`ori..  I)lit  bel`oi.e coming to  the Center  for  lnqLiiry today,  I  vjsi(ed
somi`  or l}Li]`l`alti's  liiie  iised  bookstores,  t>ne  of which  had  a  biography  of
Karol  Wojtyla  ()n  its  slielves.  So  I  was  able  to  confirm  that  the  Catholic
Church  is  indeed  impossible lo escape, even on  May  18.)

Instead,  we  ai.e  gatliered  here  to  celebi.ate  (he  life  of the  inost  importalit

person  born  on  May  18,13ertrand  Russell.  Russell  would  be  130  years  old
today,  and  we're  here to celebrate  jt.  Now to  many people  in  this  coiintry,
this  may  seein  like  an  odd  thing  to  do--precisely  because  he'd  be   13()

years  old  now.  This  means  that  even  though  Russell  was  famously  long-
lived-he lived to be 97-he's been dead for over 30 years. lie died in fact
about a year and  a half before  I  was  born.  And  so there  are  many  people
today who just don't know Russell.

Let me share  with yoii  two quick anecdotes that should remind  us  all  how
many  people  don't  know  Russen.   Two  years  ago,   I   traveled   with  the
Greater  Rochester  Russell  Set  (GRRS)  to  MCMaster  University,  to  attend
the  .opening  ceremonies  of  the   Bertrand   Russell   Research  Centre.   The
keynote  speaker  was  Ray  Monk,  author  of the  two-volume  biography  of
R;ussch,  Berlrand  Russell:  The  Spirit  Of St>lilude   1872-1921  (lire; I;Tess,

1996) iund  Berlrand  Russell :  The Gho.sl Of Madness  192 I -1970 (Free Pres,s,
2001).  The  second  volume  of Monk's  biography  was  available  in  Great
Britain  at  that  time  but  not  in  North  America.  However,  at  Monk's  talk  it
was annouiiced that  Monk would be at MCMaster's bookstore the next day
to  sign  copies  of the  second  volume.  Fifty  copies  of the  hefty  tome  had
been  brought  to  MCMaster  for  the  occasion.  As  my  traveling  companions
can  well  recall,  I  was  quite  insistent  t]iat  we  arrive  at  the  book  signing
eai.Iy.  After all,  I  reasoned,  fifty copies of a biography  like /A/.s will  go  like
hotcakes,   right?   Needless   to   say,   I   overestimated   both   the   size   of  the
reading  public  and  the  extent  of its  interest  in  Russell.  (I  did  get  a  signed
copy of the book, however.)

A  similar  experience  greeted  me  at  ti  guest  lecture  I  gave  several  months
ago   in   a   friend's   philosophy   class.   My   topic   was,   of  course,   Bertie.
Chastened by my experience at MCMaster,  I decided not to assume that the
students  would  bc  familiar  with  Russell.  So  I  decided  to  introduce  Russell
via  some of the  iiiteresting names  in  llis  life,  flames that the  students would
/7titJCJ to recognize.  Ilow  many  studelits,  I  began  by asking,  have ever heard
or l}ertrand  Russell?

The  response  did  not surprise  me.  Not a single  hand  was  raised.  So  I  tried
the  indirect tactic.  Well,  how  many  of you  have  ever heard of John  Stuart
Mill  (Russell's  godfather)?  Still  no  dice.  How  about Jean-Paul  Sartre  (co-
conveiier  with  Russell  of the  lnternational  War  Crimes  Tribunal)?  Nada.

(To  bc  fair,  one  student  did  tell  me  after  class  that  she  now  remembered
somcthiiig abou( the  faiiious existentialist from another class.)

OK,  so philosophy  is not tlie  forte of`tliis class.  Time to switcli to  litei.ature,
I  reasoned.  How  many of you  have  ever  heard  of T.S.  Eliot  (who  studied
witli   Russell   at  Harvard,   then   lived   with   him   while  getting  his   literary
ctirecr or the ground)?  Nothiiig yet.  I-low about Virginia  Woolf (who hung
out  witli  Russell  during  his  Bloomsbury  days)?  One  or  two  hands  were
I.{1iscd  (by  female  students,  natiirally).  One  more  time.  I+ow  aboilt  Joseph
Conrad  (artcr  wliom  Russell  named  bolli  of his  sons)?  Tlie  blank  slarcs  I
rcccivcd   in   response   reminded   me   of  nothing  so   much   as   Bailey,   my

girlfricnd's   sister's   dog  (a   lovable   animal,   but   not   as   well-schooled   in
western philosophy as she should be).

I think these stories constitute good evidence that Bertrand  Russell  is not a
household  iiame  today.  The  BRS,  to  be  sure,  has  its  work  cut  out  for  it.
This society was founded four years after Russell's death, and was honored
to   have   Russell's   oiily   daughter,   Katherine   Russell   Tail,   as   one   of  its
foullding  members.  (Both  Tail  and  Russell's  surviving  son,  Conrad,  are
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currently  Honorary  Members of` tlie  Soci¢ly.) 'l`IIi`  St>ci..ly  is  iiow  in  its 29`'`

year,  and  s(ill  going  strong.  Local  chaptel.s,  likc  thi.  (jRRS,  ol`r`ei.  f`urther
promise  of what  the  Society  could  accomplish,  but  also  make  |]lain  how
inuch work there  is to do.  And more members mean  lnore resource to help
this   work   along.   (This   is   your   ciie   lo   do   all   you   can   to   driim    lip
membership, of course.)

I'd   like   to   close   with   a   personal   observation   about   what   I    find   so
fascinating  about  Russell.  I  came  to  him,  like  many  people,  through  his
criticisms  of religion.  I  heard  a  talk  on  Russell  at  the  Unitarian  Church
while jn high  school,  and was  fascinated by the man  from the start.  Unlike
many  people,  however,  the first  book  by  Russell  I  read  was  not  /#/7}; / .4;tj
Not  a.Chl.islian gr  Marriage  and  Morals, or even Sceptical  E.s.says:, .n vvas
an   old   copy   of  Commo#   ,Sle#£c   oijd  Mic/L.#r   Wwr/Zire   upoi`   which   I
stumbled at a iised bookstore.  Not only did Russell speak to my adolescent
misgivings about religion;  he also had much  to say to my continuing  fears
about  the  U.S.  military-industrial  complex.  But  the  diversity  of interests  to
which  Russell  can  appeal  only  tells  half the  story.  Studying  Russell's  life
and thought  leads one  into the realms of philosophy,  mathelnatics, politics,
science,  ediication,   British  history,  American  history,   literature~the  list
seems endless.  And  lliat's the  reason  I  continue to devote so much  time to
Russell;  through  him,  a  person  can  get  quite  an  education  about  modem
civilization.   Russell's   own   life   demonstrates   that   such   an   education   is

possible;  and  studying  his  life  provides  an  excellent  starting  point  for  the
pursuit  of such  an  education  today.  IIumanists  and  liberal-minded  people
everywhere  thus  have  good  reason  to  pay  attention  to  the  not-so-long-
departed Bertrand Russell.

Erratum

The   May   2002   issue   of  the   BR^S'g   (#114),   while   exemplary   in   maiiy
respects,  suffered  from  two  small   layout  inistakes.   Pages  4  and  37  got
switched  around  (along  with  their page  numbers,  as  the  error  would  have
been   spotted   otherwise),   aild   a   text   box   iTieaiit   to   appear  on   page   20
somehow got shifted to page 21, obliterdtiltg some text.  The BRS£) has not

yet identified  those  responsible  for  the  mistakes;  current  suspects  inclLlde
Bishop Mannjng, Lyndon Johnson, and Dr. Albert C. Barnes.

Letter from the Chairman

Members  who  have  papers  or  presentations  to  give  on  Bertrand  Russell
have  at  least  four dates to keep  in  mind  in addition  to the  Annual  Meeting
of`the  BRS.

•       Eastern  Division,  American  pliilosophical  Association,  December 27-

30,  2002,   Philadelphia,   PA,   Philadelphia  Marriott.   Submissions   for
this  program  are  liow  past  due,  but  please  try  attend  if you  are  in  the
Philadelphia  ~South  Jersey  area  over  Christmas.  The  BRS  usually
hosts   a  table  at   the   evening  receptions.   You   do  not  have   to  be   a
member of the APA to attend the convention.

•       Pacific  Division,  American  Philosophical  Association,  March  26-30,

2003, Sam Francisco, CA, St. Francis Hotel, Union Square.
•       Central   Division,   April   24-26,   2003,   Cleveland,   OH,   Renaissance

Cleveland.

'l`hc   Eastern   Division   plans   to   meet   in   Washington,   DC   in   2003   and

Boston,  MA  in  2004,  always  during  tlie  week  after  Christmas.  Papers  or
detailed  abstracts  should  be  submitted  by  the  previous  April  I.  Papers  for
the  Pacific  and  the  Central  programs  may  be  submitted  anytime  before
October  I,  2002.  Session  chairs  and  commentators  are  needed  as  well  as

presenters.

•       May  l8.  The center  for  Inquiry  in  Buffalo will  again  host a "Bertie's
Birthday" event, on or about May  18, 2003. There was a great show of
iiitcrnational  support by members this year, and we look forward to an
even  bcttcr  turnout  next  year.  If you  cannot  make  the  Buffalo  event,
why not stage a birthday event in your area?

Finally, if you  know of other Russell related events, or if you would  like to

pcirticipate any of the above, by all means write or email:

David  E.  Wliite
Dcpai.tmcnt of I'liilosophy
St. John  Fislier College
3690 East Avenue
Rochester, NY  I 4618

.d_\.v+_ij!st@.sjjrdu



]}RS I}oard  Ele.`tx N..w ()l'Ii(...rN

At  the  2002  Annual  Meeting,  the  BRS  Board  ol. Directors  elected  David
White  as  its  new  Chairman.  It  also  reelected  as  Secretary  of the  Society
and  Board  Chad  Trainer,  who  was  appointed  to  the  position  enrlier  this

year  after  the  previous  officeholder,   Steve  Bayne,  resigned.   The  BA^`T£J
congratulates  David  and  Chad  and  also  thanks  Ken  BIackwell,  outgoing
Chair, and Steve Bayne for their service to the Society.

Ca]] for Nominations
BRS Board of Directors

This fall, the Bertrand  Russell  Society will  be holding elections to  fill eight
of  the  24  positions  on  its  Board  of  Dii.ectors.  The  time  has  come   for
nominations  for  those  positions.   Members  are  encouraged  to  send  their
nominations    to    Chad    Trainer,    BRS    Secretaiy,     1006    Davids    Riin,
Phoenixville, PA  19460, S±!:a!Qfla±±!psacus@aQLqu.

Please note  that the  deadline  for  nominations  is  October  I.  The  ballots
will  be  sent  out  in the November  issue of the  BRsg.  Any  member of the
BRS  may  run  for  a  seat  on  the  Board.  The  eight  members  of the  Board
with  expiring  terms  may  be  renominated  and  reelected.   Members  may
nominate themselves;  if you do this, please include a short (one-paragraph)
statement about yourself and why you shoiild be on the Board.  A complete
list  of current  Board  Members  is  included  below;  please  don't  liominate
any current Board member whose term does not expire this year.

Directors of the BRS
Officers of the BRS, elected annually. sei.ve c;x a/?jcf.o on the Board of

Directors.

3  Year  'I`erlil,  `Iiin.   I,  21)()()  -L)ec.  31,  2()()2:  S\evc  13`ayne,   J`t\n  l.oeb  l.`,.islei.,

Keith  Green,  Nicholas  Grif`fin,  Justin  Leiber,  Chandraka[a  Padia,  13ernard
Linsky, Peter Stone

3   year  rertm,  J4/#.   /,    2f7(J/-DL.c'.   3/,  2(/t/3..  Kenneth  Blackwell,  Dennis
Darland,  John  R.   Lenz,  Stephen  Rejnhardl,  David  Rodier,  Tom  Stanley,
Laurie Endicott l`homas, David Wlii(e

i  year  7eri",  J#".  /,  2002-Dcc.  i/,  2004.  Kevin  Brodie,  Rosalind  Cai`ey,
Tim  Madiga.`,  Ray  Perkins,  Alan  Schwerjn,   Warren  Allen  Slnith,  Chad
Trainer, Tliom  Weidlich

2003 BRS Award Search Begins
Proposals Welcome

The  BRS  Awards  Committee  will  soon  begin  its  search  for  a  person  or
orgtiiii7.ation  to receive the 2003  BRS  Award. This award  is given  annually
to one or more  people or organizations  for outstanding achievement in one
or  more  areas  of  concern   to  Bertrand  Russell.   The  award  may  reflect
achievements   in   either  the  academic  or  social   and  political   realm,   and
achievements  made  in  the  recent  past  or  over  a  lifetime.  The  award  may
also be given  for extraordinary  acts that, by the character they  display,  are

p.irticiilar[y rcminjsccnt or Russc]l at his bcsl

Members of the  BRS are  invited to propose  individuals or organizations to
the  BRS  Awards  Committee  to  be  considered  for  the  2003  BRS  Award.
Proposals  should  be  sent to  BRS  Awards Committee Cllair  Kevin  Brodie,
54 Cedar Swamp Road, Storrs, CT 06268, !s£Lvill.brodie(f-I)|eballonct.ore.

The  Committee  will  begin  deliberating  in the early fall,  so please get your

proposals to the Committee as soon as possible.

For   those   interested,   the   following   is   a   list   of  previous   BRS   Award
recipients:

1980 Paul Ailhur Schilpp
1981   Steve  Allen

1982  I-lenny Kendall
1983  Joseph  Rotblat
1984  Dora Black Russell
1985  Robert Jay Lifton and Lester Denoiin
1986 People for the American  Way
1987 John Somervi]le
1988  Paul  Kurtz
I 989  Paul  Edwards
1990 (none)

1992 Karl Popper
1993 Hany Ruja
1994 (none)
1995 Zero Population Growth
1996  W.V.O. Quine
1997 (none)
1998  Irving Copi
I 999 Henry Morgentaler
2000 Stephen Jay Gould
2001  Stephcn Toulmin
2002 Studs Terkel

1991  Planned  Parenthood  Federation of America

BRsg Expands!

To   accommodate   a   tremendous   flow   of  Russell-related   materials,   the
BRLsg  is  expanding to 48  pages  on  a  trial  basis.  We  are  pleased  to  see  so
much    iiitcrest   in   Bcrtic   and   tlie   BRLS'g.   Keep   those   articles,   pictures.
rcvicws,  all(I  Riisscll-rclatcd  storics  coiTiing!



Tlie BRS T-S]iirt Saga Continli.`s

Our latest I-shirt story arrives coilrtesy of BRS Vice President Ray Perkins,
who  not  coincidentally  is  also  in  charge  of t-shirt  production.  Plymouth
State College, at which Ray teaches,  recently  invited  veteran peace activist
Jonathan  Schell to campus as part of an endowed  lecture series on  war and

peace.  At  the  last  moment  Schell  informed  Ray  that  he  was  experiencing
drjver's  license problems and  would  not  be able to rent a car at the airport

(in  Manchestei.,  NH)  for  the  60-mile  drive  to  the  college.  As  chair  of the
lecture series,  Ray thus had to pick Schell  ilp. As neither man had ever met
the   other,   Ray  decided  that  he  needed  some   distinguishing   feature   for
which  Schell  could  keep an  eye oLit.  I]e decided  to use, of coiirse,  a yellow
Bertrand  Russell  t-shirt.  (Schell  has  great  respect  for  Russell  the  peace
activist,   and   so  the  choice  was  particularly  appropriate  in  this   case.)   It
worked  like  a  charm.  Ray  unfortunately  did  not  have  a  BRS  I-shiil  handy
to give Schell, although he did provide Schell with a copy of his new book
Yours  Failhfully,  Bertrand  Russell:   A  Lif`elong  Fighl  for  Peace,  Jusl.lce,
and Trulh in Lel[ers lo the Edilor (Open Court, 200\).

Don't  you  be  caLight  without  something  distinctive  to  wear!  BRS  t-shirts
always  make you  stand out  in  a crowd  (except  at  BRS  Annual  Meetings).
So why not order yours today? The shiils are available  fol. S 10 each plus $
3 postage.  U.S.  funds only, please.  Please make checks out to the BRS, and
send them to BRS Vice President Ray Perkins,  854 Battle Street,  Webster,
NH   03303,   USA.   Please   specify   size   (M,L,XL)   and   color.   Shirts   are
available  in  black,  yellow, or white.  Any questions  about the  shirts can  be
directed to  Ray at  pel.krk@eailhli!±!±±±±2±.

Are You on BRS-List?

BRS-List  is the BRS's official  listserv,  used to  send members  information
about  Society  activities  and  to  discuss   Society  biisiness.   The   listserv   js
open only to members of the BRS, and all members are encouraged to join.
To  join  the   list,   visit  h±!|2:±±!!1ailman.1nc`mastcl..c`a,'mailman/listinfo/l".s-li.s!

and fill oiit the form. Alternatively send the message

subscribe

tobrs-list-red.uest(/0,I"iliii<1ri.mi`ii`asti`I..ca.

Any  questions  regarding  BRS-List  can  be  directed  to  the  lis'tsei.v's  owner,
KenBlackwell,at!2!fl!.k.vy_h44!l!£`J!}aL±lt.rig;I.

TIle 2002 Annual Meeting Of the Bertrand Russell Society

Pictures from the Annual Meeting

Quotable Quotes from the Annual Meeting

"I-Ie's got universals going all over the place."

-Gregory Landini

"It mentions Socratizing."

-Edgar Boedegger

"Wittgenstein iiever elaborates."
-Alan Schwerin

... and the Editor's personal favol.ite ...

"There is no definitive `Froggy Went a Courtin'."

-Tim Madigan
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Minutes of the 2002 BRS Annual Meeting
Chfld Trainer, BRS Sccrctary

The Bertrand Russell  Society met for its 29`h annual meeting at Lake Forest
College  in  Lake  Forest,  Illiliois.  The  meeting  was  from  Friday,  May  31  to
Sunday J`Ine 2.  Lake  Forest College  is  located  in a community that is  very
upscale,    rather    dctachcd    aiid    quiet-ne    might    say    conducive    to
philosophic  contemplation.  In  attendance  were  Kenneth  Blackwell,  David
BIitz,   Alan   Bock,   Pat   Bock,   Edgar   Boedeker,   Rosalind   Carey,   Peter
Friedman,    David   Goldman,   Nick   Griffin,    David    L.    Henehan,    Keviii
Klemeiit,    Gregory    Landini,    Dean    Larson,    Lou    Lombardi,    Timothy
Madigan,  Steve  Maragides,  Edward  Mcclenathan,  Nancy  Mitchell,  John
Ongley,  Karen  Perkins,  Ray  Perkins,  Stephen  Reinhardt,  Alan  Schwerin,
Peter Stone, Chad Trainer,  David  White, and Linda White.

On  Friday,  there  was  registration  and  a  book  table  from  4  p.in.  to  6  p.in.
From 6 p.in. to 8:30 p.in.  there was a buffet and Ken Blackwell  gave a talk
•ibout "Notable Passages from  Recent Selections of Russell's Letters." This
was  followed  by the BRS board meeting from  8:30 p.in. to 9:30 p.in.  (See
"Minutes  of the  2002  Annual  Meeting  of the  BRS  Board  of Directors.")

and then the Greater Russell Rochester Set's hospitality suite/salon.

The  Saturday  moming  program  began  with  Greg  Landini  presenting  his

paper on "Russell's Distinction Between  Logical and Semantic Paradoxes,"
f`ollowed  by  David  BIitz's  ``Russell  and  Peace  in  tllc  Middle  East,"  and
Chad  Trainer's  "Earth  to  Russell:  The  Limits of R`issell's  Views on  Space
Exploratioii" was tlie  last paper orthc morning.

After lunch, the  BRS  held  its 2002 annual  Business Meeting from  I  p.in.  to
2  p.in.  Alan Schwerin  began the  meeting by informing the members of the

previous evcning's developments at the board meeting.

Then  the subject of fostering greater awareness of the BRS  was discussed.
I?dward  Mcclenathan  mentioiied  the  sci.vices  of Elderhostels  as  something
to  bc  coiisidered.   Steve   Reinhardt  mentioned  a  catalog  of  services  that

provide   lectures  for  senior  citizens  and  could  be  to  the  Society's  avail.
David  Blitz suggested paper contests, but Alan Schwerin countered that the
cffoi.ts  already  made along tliese  lines  had  not borne  results  in  spite  of the
lucrative  prizes.  Steve  Maragides  insisted  on  the  futility  of such  efforts.
Ray  Perkins stressed that people who liave  students need  to do more work
soliciting   Russell   papers.   And   Peter   Friedman,   while   concurring   with
Pcrkilis,  pointed  out  the  need  for  discovering  ways  and  means  ill  this  area
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and  cffcclivcly  gcltirig  on  vfirjtiiis "Iiiii`tlwiiHuli`"  I.il. i`xit{isLiri..

^S   a   p{)Ssihll.   wlly   I()   g.`1   Bri.i`Ii`i.   illtclllit)ii,   ^lan   Schwerin   mentioned

adverlisjlig  ill  ll`i`  ^Iiii`riciiii  l'liilosophical  Association  publications.  David

Blitz  proposed  having  a  spccil-ic  topic  designated  in  soliciting  papers.  Ed
Boedeker expressed concern that such designated topics might unduly limit
submissions.  Peter  Stone  and  Peter  Friedman  said  they  saw  no  problems
with   specified   topics   for  papers.   David   Goldman   siiggested   specifying
limited time periods for completing papers.

Alan   Schwerin   brought   up   for   consideration,   as   a   ineans   to   beltcr
attendance   and   exposure,   the   idea  of  having  the   BRS   annual   meeting
during  the  academic  year.   Tim   Madigan   poiiitcd  out   the  problem   with
available  dormitory space that  would result.  Schwerin  I.aised  the  option  of
using   hotels,   instead.   Peter   Stone   mentioned   that   the   Centei.   for   Free
Inquiry   site   in   Los   Angeles   (a   much   discussed   possible   place   for   a
meeting)    didn't   offer   dormitories   anyway   and    could    attract    UCI,A
students.   Alan  Schwerjn  said  that  off-college  sites  coiild  reduce  student
attendal`ce.  Tim  Madigan,  however,  saw  no practical  impact  resulting,  and
Ray  Perkins  agreed.  Ray  reiterated  that  paper  submissions  were  the  best
way to draw studeiits into the BRS.  David  White said an advertisement  for
a  spot  on  the  APA  programs  was  a  good  idea.  And  the  Greater  Russell
Rochester  Set  spoke  of how  they  could   invite  stildents  to  speak.   Peter
Stone said publication of papers in the gzmr/er/); was an option. There was
agreement that the  Russell  Prize Coininittee  would  be the  proper gi.oup  lo
address the matter.  Greg Landini  suggested  free  transportation to the  APA
conventions as a good incentive.

Peter  Stone  then   encouraged  the   weekend's  presenters   to   submit   their

papers  to  the  BRLS  gwar/cr/y.  He  also  explained  that  he  had  membership
forms and free copies of the BRsg to circulate and improve awareness and
scholarship  in  the  field  of Russell.  Alan  spoke  of how  membership  is  a

precondition  for deliveriiig a  paper to  the  BRS,  and  he  I.eqiiested  a  greater
number of submissions  for the  meetings,  which,  he  said,  would  I...lieve  the
burden on the professionals.

The topic of getting greater publicity for the BRS  was revisited,  with  Greg
Landini   focusing  on   the   merits  of  docuinentary   audio/visual   materials,

public access channels, and the like. Alali Schwerin mentioned the value of
"philosophical  corners"  in  student  newspapers  that  would  use  quotations

from Russell. Chad Trainer suggested that the BRS work more closely with
the  Bertrand  Russell  Peace  Foundation  by  reciprocally  promoting  each
other jn their respective publications.  Peter Stone  indicated his openness to
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the  idea,  and  Ray  Perkins  said  he  had  connections  with  the  Foundation's

publication,  714c ,SpoAc.f;,io#, that could be of avail.

Ray   Perkins   als-o   mentioned   that,   considering   developments   between
Pakistan  ai`d  India,  as well  as the new nuclear policy of Bush,  a statement
from  tlie  BRS  to  the  U.S.   is   in  order  urging  the  elimination  of  nuclear
weapons.  He moved that the Society endorse the following statement: "We
`irge tlle  US to  negotiate,  with  the  nations of the  world,  a treaty  leading to
the  abolition  of  nuclear  weapoi`s  under  strict  and  effective   intemational
control.  And,  in  order  to  reduce  the  danger  of accidental  nuclear  war,  we
also urge tlie  US forthwith  to:  ( I) pledge `no  first use'  of nuclear weapons,

(2) de-alert  its  ICBMs,  (3)  ratify  the  Comprehensive Test  Ban  Treaty,  and
(4) preserve the  I 972  Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty."

I'etcr  I``riedman  replied  that  otl`er  governments  should  be  similarly  urged.
Greg   Landini   disagreed   with   the   idea   of  the   U.S.   discarding   nuclear
weapons. Alan Schwerin asked if those present at the meeting were entitled
to  speak  on  behalf of the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  at  large.  Perkins  said
this  was  permissible  since  a  quorum  was  present,  and  he  emphasized  the
impoilance of acting promptly on the  issue rather than delaying the matter
indefinitely.  Peter  Stone  then  asked  what  exactly  would  be  done  with  the
re`solution.  Ray  Perkins  replied  that  the  resolution  would  be  given  to  the

press.  David  White  expressed  opposition  to  the  resolution  on  grounds that
it   was  disrespectful   to  the   American   military,   as   well   as   insensitive   to
opinions  Pakistan  has  publicized.  David  Blitz  proposed  perhaps  a  shorter
version of the resolutioli.  Peter Stone, while acknowledging the importance
or tlie  actual  wordiiig,  said  that,  as  a  practical  matter,  world  leaders  are
indifferent  to  what  Russell  thought,  let  alone  what the  BRS  thinks.  Much
debate ensued,  and  Alan  Schwerin raised the question of what to do on the
inattcr considering that the  meetjiig's allotted time  was running out.  David
Goldman  siiggested  votiiig oil  tlic  issue  and  repudiating the  verdict  should
the mcmbcrship at  large (lisaiiprovc orthc vote.

First, tlicre was a vote on "whether or not to vote on the matter of the  BRS
issuiiig  Ray  I'crkins'  resolutioii."  There  were  twelve  votes  for  proceeding
witli  a vote, and  four votes against.  Ray  Perkins then reread  his resolution.
There  were  fifteen  votes  in  support  of the  BRS  issuing  Ray's  resolution
and six votes against Ray's proposal. The meeting then concluded at 2 p.in.
with  ^lan Schwerin explaining that the exact recipients of Ray's resolution
would have to be addressed at a later time.

The  Satui.day  afteriioon   prcsciiltitioils  began   with   Ed   Boedeker's  paper:
"Russcll's   Distinctions   between   Pure   and   Applied    Logic."   This   was

13



followed  by  i`  r){wicl  discLI*#i`)n  {>ii   I{tiy   l'i'I'kili``   )`t.iir.`'  /+'tii.//(/ii//)/,   /PtJr/i.«wc/

Rz/sb`c//  witll   I)!`vi(I   Whiti.,   R()s{llillil  (.`(ii.i`y,  :iii{l   l'i`ter  Stone  as  presel]ters

and  Ray  Pei.kills us a rcspoi`dcnl.

After some  free time, the Red Hackle hoilr followed witli some Red  Hackle
courtesy  of Don  Jackanicz.  The  Red  I+ackle  hour  started  off with  a  bang
attended,  as  it was,  by no  less  than  the distinguished  author and journalist
Studs   Terkel,   recipient   of  the   Society's   Annilal   Award.   Studs   Tel.kel
regaled  everyone  with  anecdotes  regarding  his  personal  encoiinters  with
Russell.   Studs   Terkel.s   vim   and   verve,   combined   with   the   generous
amount  of time  he  talked,  certainly  set  a  positive  tone  for  the  eveniiig's
festivities.  A  full  interview of Russell  by Terkel  was I)]ayed, as well.  Tliere
was  the   banquet,   and   then  the  eveniiig  was  lopped  ol`f  again   wi(h   the
Greater Russell  Rochester Set's hospitality siiite/salon.

The   Sunday   morning   papers   began   with   Kevin   Klement's   "Russell's
anticipation   of  the   Lambda   Calculus,"   followed   by   Alan   Schweriri's
``Russell   and   the   Early   Wittgenstein   on    Scepticism,"   and   then   Tim

Madigan's "Russell's Influence on Music Theory."

Minutes of the 2002 Annual Meeting of the
Bertrand Russell Society Board of Directors

Chad Trainer
Secretary, BRS Board of Directors

At  8:30  p.in.,  on  Friday,  May  31,  the  BRS  Board  of  Directors  held  its
annual   meeting.   In   attendance   were   DirectoL.s   Ken   Blackwell,   Rosalind
Carey, Nicholas Griffin, Peter Friedman, Tim Madjgan, Ray Perkins,  Steve
Reinhardt,  Alan  Schwerin,  Peter  Stone,  Chad  Trainer,  and  David  White.
Steve  Maragides,  a  longtime  BRS  member  but  not  a  director,  was  also

present.  Ken  Blackwell  opened  the  meeting  witli  five  items:  next  year's
meeting  site,  the  question  of  whethei-  or  iiot  candidates  for  BRS  awar{ls
should  be  restricted  to  those  wiHing  to  appear  at  the  annual  meetilig,  a

possible new award  for editing, encouragement of poteiitial  new members
by a waiving of their dues, and elections for the coming year.

Before  delving  into  these  subjects,  the  subject  of "outreach"  was  bi-ouglit
up.  Peter Friedman  explained  his  visions  of promoting the  BRS  through  a
news  site  service  that,  while  charging  other  organizations  for  its  services,
would  not  charge  the  BRS.  The  BRS,  it  was  explained,  would  also  profit
from   building   relationships   with   related    links   and   workiiig   with   an
advertising   agency.   Peter   Friedman   explained,   however,   that   lack   of
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progress   on   this   front   was   attributable   to   insufficient   resources.   Ken
Blackwcll  then  suggested  that  the  BRS'   Web  page  be  examined  with  a
view   to   recommending   improvements,   and   Steve   Reinhardt   suggested
a,dve,ri\sjing .in the. Berlral.d Russell Society Qual.lerly.

Peter  Stolie  pointed  out  the  propriety  of addressing  last  year's  Treasurer
Report and  Minutes.  Alan  Schwerin  moved to accept  last year's  Treasurer
Report  and  Ray  Perkins  seconded the  motion.  Steve  Maragides  was  asked
to   send   thanks  to   Dennis   Darland   for  the   quality   of  Dermis'   work   as
Treasurer,  and  there  was  discussion  of  Dennis'   high  value  in  this  role,
especially  in adding stability to the  Society.  Ray Perkins made a motion to
accept last year's minutes and Peter Stone seconded it.

The  location  of next  year's  meeting  was  then  addressed.  Ken  BIackwell
expressed regret that planning  for a meeting at the Center for lnquiry's  Los
Angeles  site  had  not  come  to  fruition.  Peter  Stone  brought  up  the  Greater
Russell  Rochester Set`s relationship with the Center for Inquiry, and David
White  said  that  Paul   Kurtz  h{is  indicated  complete  support  for  the  BRS
ilsing the  Center.  Nevertheless,  the  lack of an active  member  in California
was  considered  a  stumbling  block.   Peter  Stone   mentioned  that  Charles
Weyand  could  be  useful  for outreach  in this  matter.  Alan  Schwerin  asked
how   strong  our  siipport  was   in   California.   Peter  Stone   mentioned  the
illcreasingly  aged  status  of the  people  in  California,  and  Ken  Blackwell

poiiited out that nobody from California atteiided last year's meeting.

Ray  Perkins  volunteered  Plymouth  State  College  of the  New  Hampshire
University as a fall-back  site  for the annual  meeting but said that he would
like to see the meeting in California come through.  David  White suggested
California as the  location  for the  meeting  in  two years  so  that there  would
be   more   preparation   time.   Alan   Schwerin   reminded   the   board   of  the
dirficulties  last time  in  getting California to work as the place.  Peter Stone

I)ointcd out tliat,  in any case, there arc advantages to having  iilformation on
tlie annual meeting's location as early as the November g"or/erly.

^lan  Schwerin  moved  to  accept  Ray  Pcrkins'  offer of Plymouth  State  for
next year's  meeting and  to  consider California as  a  further goal.  Rosalind
Carey  sllggested  tliat  Lake  Forest  could  be  used  again,  and  Peter  Stone
expressed  his  support  for this  idea,  saying that  Plymouth  State  or the  Los
^ngeles  Center  for  Inquiry  could  be  considered  for 2004.  Alan  Schwerin
then  withdrew  his  motion,  and  a  motion  was  made  by  Rosalind  Carey  for
Lake  Forest  College  as  the  location  for  next  year's  meeting,  which  Alan
Schwcrin  secoiided.  Concei.ming  future  meeting  locations,  Peter  Friedman
suggcstcd  Princeton  but Ken  Blackwell  said that we need someone on site.
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Brief  discussioii   ``t)llt)wi'd   til`  lwiviiig   !i   iiii..`liiig   ill   (`ily   (,`{>llcge   tif`  New

York  so  as  to  provide  the   instiliilit.ii   witli   i`   ii`c:ills  tt),  at   least,  partially

atoiiing   t`or   its   1`)40   tr..almciit   ol`  Riissell.   ^1   this   point,   Ken   Blackwell
indicated his unease with the /prcJ.e"/ officers taking charge of this matter.

The  silbject  of BRS  awards  was discussed,  first,  whether  the  BRS  awards
should   require   awardees  to   attend  the   meeting  at   which   the   award   is
announced.   Alan   Schwerin   mentioned   the   disappointment   involved   in
selecting  awardees  who  are  no-shows.  But  then  the  prospect  of the  BRS
locking itself out from many possible awardees as a result of a change here
was  considered,  and  no  motions  for  a  change  were  made.  Ken  Blackwell
clarified   that   it  was  only  the   main  award   of  the   BRS  that   was   under
consideration here.

The  possibility  of a  new  award  for editing  collections  of Russell's  papers
and   letters   was   brought  up.   Alan   Schwerin   stressed  the   importance   of

giving recognition to such editors. Tim Madigan  suggested calling such an
award the "Harry Ruja Award." Ken Blackwell, however, did not think this
appropriate, as Ruja was best known as a bibliographer, not an editor.  Peter
Friedman  then  suggested  calling  it  the  .`Russell   Scholar  Award."   Peter
Stone  noted  the  already  small  pool  of candidates  and  was  joined  in  this
observation by Nick Griffin.  Alan  Schwerin proposed an award for Riissell
editorial scholarship with a committee empowered to exercise discretion as
to   whethei.  or   not   to   issue   an   award.   Then   Ken   Blackwell   wondered
whether   a   foreign   language   award   would   be   in   order.   Alan   Schwerin
lnoved that the current book awards committee have the discretion to make
an occasional special award for editing. Ray Perkins seconded the motion.

Officer elections were considered next.  Ken BIackwell said he was  looking
forward  to  retiring  as  Chair of the  Board  but  would  certainly  stay  oil  as  a
director. The directors then elected the following officers by a.`clamation:

President-Alan Schwerin (nominated by White, seconded by Perkins)
Chair-David White (nominated by Schwerin, seconded by Perltins)
Vice President-Ray Perkins (nominated by Scliwerin, seconded by Stone)
SecretaryLJhad Trainer (nominated by Schwerin, seconded by Griffin)
Treasurer-Dermis Darland (nominated by Stone, seconded by Perkins)

The  directors  expressed  their  gratitude  to  Ken   Blackwell   for  his  years
chairing  the  Board  and  the  meeting  then  concluded  with  Alan  Schwerin
thanking,  on  behalf  of  the  Society,   David   White,   Tim  Madigan,   Peter
Stone, and Rachel Murray for the quality of their work with the BRsg.
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Studs Terkel at the 2002 BRS Annual Meeting
Peter Stone

On Salurday, Jirne  1,  2002,  Studs Terkel  came  lo  Lake  Forest College  to
acce|)I  the  2002  BRS  Award.  He  arrived  during  the  Society's  Red  Hackle
Hour,   aild   dl.allk   heartily   Of  Russell's  favorite   brand   Of  scotch.   Alan
Schwerin presented  him with  a  b()x  Of his favorite bl.and  Of cigars  as well
as   Boliibay  gin,   another  o.i  Terkel's  favorites.   Tel.kel  reminisced  aboul
Russell  wilh  those  assembled for  about  45  llIinutes  bof;ol.e  de|)arting for
aiiolher erigagemenl.

Pelel.  Stone   presented  the   award   lo  Terkel   on  behalf  Of  BRS  Awards
Committee  Chair  Kevin  Brodie,  who  could  not  attend  the  meeting.  The
`shorl  duration  Of Terkel's  stay  precluded  the  delivery  Of Slone's  formal
remarks.  These  I.emarks  are  re|)roduced  here,  however,  because  they  lay
oul  the justi`/`lca[ionfor giving Terkel  the c[ward.

Before   proceeding  with  toiiight's  award,   I'd   like  to  take   a  moment  to
acknowledge  the  loss  of a  past award  recipient.  As  you  all  know,  Stephen
Jay  Could,  famed  paleontologist  aiid  recipient  of the  2000  BRS  Annual
Award, died only a few short weeks ago, after losing his second battle with
calicer.  (I-Ie  survived  the  rirst,  alid  told  the  story  of  it  in  his  book  Fzt//
I+ouse:    The    Spread    Of    Excellence   firom    Plato    to    Darwin   to   the,
enlightenment  of  us  all.)  There  have  very  few  people  in  the  history  of
science  and  philosophy  who  could  write  both  brilliant technical  books  for
tlie  specialist  and  elegant  populari`zations  for  the  layperson.   Russell  was
one,  Could  was another,  there  haven't been too many,  and  so this  is a real
loss for both the  life sciences and the reading public.

And   now   for   toniglit's   main   eveiit.   I've   served   on   the   BRS   Awards
Committee  for  several  years  now,  including  a  stint  as  Committee  Chair,
aiid  I  can  tell  you that selecting a  recipieiit  for the  BRS  Award  every year
is  quite  a  challenge.  Despite  our  high  standards,  which  require  locating
someone  wlio  exemplifies  some  aspect  of Russell  at  his  best,  every  year
several   candidates   offer   themselves   to   the   committee's   attention-an
embarrassment of riches, one might say-necessitating a difficult choice.

'T`his  year,  however,  the  committee  had  a  wonderful  tool  for  focusing  its

attention-Location!  Location!  Location!  Once  the  decision  to  meet  near
Chicago was announced, one BRS member told the committee,  if you're in
Chicago you simply must honor Studs Terkel. And he was right.
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Studs  Terkel  has  many  qllalifications  f`or the  [}RS  Annual  Award.  For  one
thing,  he  had  the  excellellt jlldgmenl  and  g()t)d  t!`ste  to  show  lip and  accept
the  award   in  pi`r.ion.  (Many  ()1` ollr  (tis(illgiiislied  :`ward  recipients   in   (he

r"st   l`t`vi`   l`.il   17.`i.»  .`()  ri`I-mod.)  M()re  seliously,  there  is  a  narrow  and  a
I)r(ii`d  I.i.iis(in   l.ol.  I)I.esciltjng  'I`erkel  with  the  award.  The  narrow  reason   is

his   im|.t)I.mii(   p..rsoi`al  coi`Iiectjon  with   Bertie-he  conducted  a  famous
intcrvicw  with  the Good  Lord  in  1962.  In describing that  interview,  Terkel
famously  remarked  (hat  Russell  was  "The  Man  Who  Shook  the  I-land  (]f
the  Man  Who  Shook  the  Hand  of Napoleoli."  I  suppose  that  means  that
tonight  I  become  the  man  who  shook the  hand  of the  man  who  shook  the
hand  of the  man  who  shook  the  hand  of the  man  who  shook  the  hand  of
Napoleon.  I  leave  it to the logicians of the Society to sort that one oiit.

The  broad  reason,  like the  narrow  one,  concerns  interviews.  Interviewing,
after  all,  is  what  Studs  Terkel  does.   Iiite[.viewing  everyone  from  peace
activists  to  cleaning  ladies.  He  jn(erviews  people  to  show  us  what  people
think  about  siibjects  that  matteJ'  to  us,  al`d  then  pu(s  it  all  down  in  well-
written books just to make it all  easy for us to try to get a handle on.  Well,
maybe  not  easy~lhe  topics  he  discusses  are  rarely  easy-but  certainly  a
whole lot easier than it would have been without Terkel on the job.

These  books  have  focused  on  topics  like  working  (Work/.ng..  Peep/c  7c]/A
about  What  They  Do  All  Day  and  I-low  rl`hey  Feel  about  Whcll  They  Dti`
Parwheon,   1974).,  race  (Race..   How   Blacks   and   Whites   Think  anal   Feel
obow/  /Ae  Ai#er/.c¢#  Ods'ei.A./.o".  New  Press,   1992);  important  moinents  in
our  history,  such  as  Woi.ld  War  11  (The  Good  War:  An  Oral  History  dy
Wor/d  Wcrr  7'wo.  Pantheon,   1984);  and  most  recently  life  and  death  (W/.//
lhe  Circle   Be  Unbroken?   Refoeclions  Of  Death,   Birlh,  and  I-Iunger  f.or  u
Fc7/./A.   New   Press,   2001).   Given   Riissell's   own   ongoing   concern   with
religion  and  the  continuing  temptation  of people  towards  irrational  fai(hs,
I'm sure this last book will be of great interest to the members of the BRS.

Russell  made  expert  iise  of the  pen  to  advance  the  caiise  of a  liberal  and
enlightened  humanity,  a  cause  motivated  by  his  "unbearable  pity  for  the
sufferings   of  mankind."   Terkel   has  done   much   the   same,   but   he   has
incorporated  the  microphone  and  the  tape  recorder,  and  the  many  voices
they can capture,  into the process.  For this reason,  we are proud to present
the 2002 Aunual Award to Studs Terkel. The award reads,

Tlie 2002 Bertrand Russell Society Award to
Studs Terkel

for dedicating his life to the abolition of the suffering of
mankind in llie spirit of Bertrand Russell.
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My Memory of Russell
Studs Terkcl

Nole:   S[uds  Ter.kel  lold  ine .the  story  that  follow`s  over  the  phone,  and  1
Iran.scrihed il.  Since  il  is  a transcribed porlrail froln meniory, there mc[y be
soiiie  inconsistencies with  olher  acct)unts  Of the Terke[-Russell  lneeling.-
Kevin Brodie,  BRS Awards Conimillee Chair

One  or the  most  memorable  moments  in  my  life  was  visiting  Russell,  in
I 962,  in his cottage  in North  Wales, during the Cuban Missile crisis.  I  went
to  interview him, but the oiily  thing he  wanted to talk about was the crisis.
I  had  a  whole  list  of other  things  I  wanted  to  discuss  with  him,  but  he
wouldn't  have  it.  I  sat  down  before  him,  and  a  secretary  taps  me  on  the
slioulder and says "Only a half an hour." Meanwhile,  I am struggling to get
my tape recorder to work. The tape keeps popping out.  When  I  actually get
it   to   stay   and   I   press   the   record   button,   the   tape   won't   move.   I   am
incredibly embarrassed.  Riisscll  says  to  me,  "I  believe  you  have  problems
with   technology."    I    said,    "Lord    Russell,    technology    and    I    are    not
empathctic."  lie seemed to  like that remark, and commented, "Technology
is  problematic  in  a  number  of ways,"  and  I  knew  exactly  what  he  meant:
the atom bomb.

I  then  got  my tape  recorder to work,  and  we proceeded with  the  interview,
with  the  secretary tapping my  shoulder every ten  minutes to remind  me of
my  time  remaining.  I  wanted  to  ask  Russell  more  general  questions  about
war  ai`d  tlic  human  race,  so  I  broaclied  the  subject  again.  lie  said  to  me,
"Only  iryou  can  trick  me,"  so  I  reached  into  my  pocket to  find  a  poem  I

knew lie  loved,  one by  Shelley about youth and age.   Of course,  I  couldn't
find  it.  I can  find everything else-my lunch receipt, a Cubs ticket stub, but
not  the  poem.  While  I  am  searching,  the  secretary taps  me  again  and  says
"five  miiiutes."  Finally,  I  managed  to  locate  it,  and  read  it  to  him.  Russell

smiled,  and  said,  "Very  good,  young  man,  that  js  one  my  favorites.    You
may  ask  me  the  question."  I  then  asked  him  about  the  prospects  of the
humaii  race  at  this  poi,nt  in  liistory,  and  lie  quoted  Einsteiti  to  tlie:  "Since
tlic  spli(  of [lie  atom,  wc  need  to  find  new  ways  of thinking.    We  cannot
assume  that  bombs  will  solve  our  problems.  We  must  find  new  ways  of
soMlig our problems."

That  is  what  I  remember  most:  him  quoting  Einstein,  and  his  remarkable

patience  with  me.  rlere  he  is,  an  intellectual  giant,  in  his  nineties,  and  he
never  oiice   showed   tlie   slightest   irritation   witli   iTie.   His   intellectual   life

sp{iniied  longer  than  aiiyone  in  history.  I  mean,  he's  talking  about  nuclear
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war, and his grandfather shook hands with Napoleon.  That's quite amazing
when  you   think  about   it.   But  that`s   what   I   remember,      Me   bumbling
around, and his remarkable patience!

The 2002 BRS Book Award

BRS  Book Awards Cornmillee Chair  Ray  Perkins  presenled  the  2002  BRS
Book Award  lo  Nick Griffiln  and  Alison  Ri)berls  Miculan.  In  doing s(i,  he
made the following reinarks:

The  compe(ition   this   year   was   stiff.   I   read   all   (he  2001   entries   in   (he
New/Forthcoming  Books  section  of the  Riissell  Archives'  website  (except
mine,   which   should   have   a   2002   dale).   Jlowcve[.,   the   choici-   ol`   the
committee was  unanimous.  Nick Griff]n's brilliant epistolary  biography  of
Russell  is a delight to read and js an  important source of new biographical
detail about one of the world's most interesting and important thiickers.

The award plaque reads,

The 2002 Bertrand Russell Society Book Award to
Nicholas Griffin, assisted by Alison Roberts Miculali, for

TIIe Selected Letters of Berlrul.d Russell:
The Public Years,1914-1970,

whicli tias enhanced our understandiiig of Russell's lire.

Many members  may  not  be  aware  Of Ike  many prestigious  books  lhal  have
also won the award. To recljfy this, we reprint I)elow a complete list Of past
BRS  Bo()k Award winners.

2:00\-Appoinlmenl     Denied:     The     Inquisition     Of     13erlrand     Rtissell

(Prometheus, 2000), by Thorn Weidlich.

2f)00-Russell  on  Ethics:  Selections frt>iii  llie  Wrilings  o.I. Berlrtinul  Russell

(Routledge,1999), ed. by Charles Pigden.

\999-Russell's   Hidden  Substilulional  Theory  (Ox`ford  U.P..   1998),  by
Gregory Landini.

1998|ollecled Papers  Of Berlrand  Russell.  Volume  10:  A  Fresh  L()ok al
Empiricism.1927-42.  Volume  11 :   Lasl  Philosophical  Teslamenl.1943-68

(Routledge,1996,1997), ed. by John G. Slater and Peter Kollner.
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1997 ~-Berlrand  Russell:  The> Srliril  Q.i Solilude (Free Press, \996), by R:ay
Monk.

\996-C()nlinuiljJ  and  Change  in  the  Development  Of Bertrand  Russell's
/'/7/./tj.Tt)p/Jy (Kluwer,  1994), by P.i`il  Ilager.

\99S-A  Bibliography Of Bertrand Russell (R`out\edge,  \994), by Kermeth
BIackwell and Ilarry Ruja.

1994--Ber/rcr#d R#s,5e//.. A i(./a (Viking,1993), by Caroline Moorehead.

\993-The   Selected   Lelter`s   Of.  Berlrand   Russell,   Volume   1,   1894~1914

(I-Ioughton  Mifflin,  1992), by Nicholas Griffin.

1992-fi"ssc//'.T  /c/eo//.a/ Apprc#/j.cesAi.p  (Oxford  U.P.,1991 ),  by Nicholas
Griffln.

\99l-Rus`sell,    ldeali,sin   and   the   Emergence   Of   Analytic   Philosopky
(Oxford,1990), by Peter Hylton.

\990-Bertrand  Russell's  Dialogue  with  His  Contemporal.ies  (Southern
Illinois,1989), by Elizabeth Eames.

1989-Bcr/ro#d RWL`.sc//..  A  Po/j./;.ccr/  Li/c  (rlill  and  Wang,1988),  by  Alan
Ryan.

1988-Ber/rw#d Rw`7L7c// (Twayne,  1986), by Paul Kuntz.

1987-.The S|)inozislic  Flhics  Of Bei.[rand  Ru.s.sell  (A+len & UrNI.in,198S).
by Kelinetli  B]ackwell,

1985+ollecled  Papers Of 13erlrand Russell.  Volume I:  Cambridge E`ssays
/888-99   (Allen   &   Unwin,   ]983),   cd.   by   Kenneth   Blackwell,   Andrew
Brink, Nicholas Griffin,  Ricliard  A.  Rempel, and John G.  Slater.
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Articles:

Celebrating Russell's Birthday
Alan Bock

f3So:,V;jr,¥hBaRyso:nt;]'en::rb[tna°[]Wdsj](,:I;t:,ro°uus`i3ekr'tTr°a:i'AMrtahyu[.'8wii:I:a°r:TR'::s:'i`i:
In  celebratioii,  a   130th  birthday  party  was  held  at  the  C`enter  f`oi.  [n(iiiil.y

(CFI)  in  Amherst,  New  York  (across  the  I.oad  from  SuNY   Biiffalo.)  The
Center  for  lnqiiiry  is  the  headqiiartei.s  of CSIC`OP  (The  Committee  for  the
Scientiric  Investigation  orthe  Claims of the  P:ir{`normal) antl  its  i"ig:iriiie.

.`'A.J/;/t.t't7/  /;/t//i7.t.LJi.;   as   wi]ll   as   the   (`oiiiicil   ``t>i.   Si`ciil:ii.   I liil"`Iiisii)   ii[itl   i(s

magazii`e,    /`rtJLJ    //7(/w/./.+J.    CI``l    an(I     its    {il`lili€iled    organiz{ilions    are    the

brainchild   of`  I'aiil   Kiirtz,   an   honorary   mi`mbcr   ol`  the   Bet.Ii.anil   Riissell
Society,   who   was   prominently   ``catui.ed   in   the   May   2002   issiic   or  the
BRSQ.

About   ``()ily   I)eoplc   \vere   in   attendance  at   the   event   including  a   gi)odly
i`iiml)ei.  who  ti.aveled down  from  Canada.  Among the Canadian contingent
were  13RS  members  Ken  Blackwell  (then  Chairman  of lhe  BRS  Boai.d  of
Directors), Nick Griffin, and Andrew Bone.

rl`he   festivities   began   promptly   at   5:30   PM   with   the   presentation   (11`  :I

Beilrand  Russell  birthday cake  whicli  had  been  obtained  froin  Wegmans,  a
local  food  chain.   Wegmans  has  appareiitly  developed  a  pi`ocess  whereby
minute  amoLlnts  of colored  sugar  can   be  iipplie(I  to  a  cake  to  pi.t)duce  i`
fi.osting   in   the   foi.in   of  a   portrait-+n   this   case   a   portrait   o``  Bertrantl
Russell.  Soil  ol` a  digitally  remastel.ed  l`rosting  pot.tl.ail,  il` you  will.  I)ei.(ie

would   undoubtedly   have   been   impi.essed   that,   by  the   early   twenty-fii.st
century,  scieiice  would  have  progl.essed  to  the  I)oint  where  siigar  could  be
transubslantia(ed  into his pollrait!

r|`he   highlight   ol`  the   evening   was   a   lectiii.e   I)y   Petel.   Stolle,   a   l`()llnding

member  ttf the  Greater  Rochester  Russell  Set  (GRRS)  and  Editt]r  ttl`  lhl-
BR^`'g,  who  sr)oke  on  Russell's  conliniiilig  I.eli]vance  to  tlie  m{->dci.n  w(>rl(I

and  why,  although  he has  been gone  for moi.e  than  30 years,  he  remaiiis  a
figure of great interest both to those who remember hiln when he was alive
and  those  who  have  just  discovered  him.   Peter  was  introduced  by  Tim
Madigan, a GRRS member and Chair of the +-Tee /#qw/.ry Editorial Board.

In his talk,  Peter pointed out (hat soriie admire  Russell's work as orie or the
founding    fathers    of`   analytical    philosophy,    as    well    as    his    seminal
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contributions   to   the   philosopliy   of   mathematics.   But   most   remember
Russell  as  a  champion  of enlightened  social  ideals  in  face  of some  of the
darkest  moments  of the  twentieth  century.  He  stood  for  women's  rights,

peace,  civil  liberties,  and  many  other  causes.  Also,  he  was  not  afraid  to
denounce  the  principle  obstacles to  these  ideals  as  he  saw  them-namely,
tl`e  fanatical  creeds  preached  by  both  organized  religion  and  nationalistic

political  movements.  In the face of fanaticism, Russell  urged  iise of reason
and  resistance  to  claims  of dogmatic  authority  without  succumbing  to  a

paralyzing skepticism.

Tlie  Riissell  family  can  be  traced  back  to  the Tudors,  as  it  was  I-Ienry  VIII
who raised them to the nobility. One ancestor of Bertrand was executed for
conspiriiig  against  the   Stuarts   in  the   Rye   House   Plot.   Historically,  the
family  were  Whigs  and  very  liberal.  Bertrand's  grandfather,  Lord  John
Russell, was twice Prime Minister of Great Britain, and was probably most
famous  for  his  efforts  on  behalf of the  Reform  Bill.  Bertrand's  parents,
Lord and  Lady  Amberly,  were eccentrics and freethinkers.  His  father,  who
was  the  author  of Aw  A#o/);.g/.s  t7/ Rc//.g/.ow.g  Be//.e/  had  aspirations  for  a

r)olitical  career,  but these  were  ended  rather suddenly  when  he  announced
ill  favor of birth  control.  Tliis  was  nineteenth-century  England,  which  was
not yet ready for so radical a politician.

Tragedy struck when Bertrand was only four years old. I-lis mother died of
diphtheria.  Shortly  thereafter,  his  father  also  passed  away,  leaving  Bertie
aiid  his  brother  Frank  as  orphans.  Their  custody  became  an  issue.  Their

parents  had   wanted  the   boys   brought   up   by  a  family   friend,   Douglas
Spaulding, a freethinker, but the courts intervened and awarded custody to
the  grandparents.  Shortly  thereafter,  their  grandfather  died,  and  so  Frank
and  Bertrand  were  raised  by  their  grandmother,  who  was  definitely  not  a
freethinker.   She  had  maiiy  good  qualities,  however,  and   at  the  age  of
seventy    had    shockingly   converted    from    Scottish    Presbyterianism   to
Unitarianism.  At the age of 12,  Bertie was given a bible from lier inscribed
with   one   of   her   favorite   biblical   verses-"Thou   shalt   not   follow   a
multitude  to  do  evil"  (Exodus  23:2).  Bertrand  Russell  was  guided  by  this
biblical  phrase for tlic rest orhis  life.

^s  expected,   Russell   went  to  Cambridge   University,  where  he  studied
mathematics  but  later  decided  to  switch  to  philosophy.  Initially,  he  was
influenced  by  rlegel;  later,  Iiowever,  he  claimed  that  he  was  a  Hegelian
until  the  day  came  when  he  actually  sat  down  and  read  Hegel.  He  then
decided  to  return  to  mathematics,  which  he  now  found  quite  exciting.  It
was   in   applying  certain   matllematical   techniques  to   philosophy  that  he
became one of the founders of analytical  philosophy.  His expertise in math
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woiild  eventually  lead to  his collaboi.atioii  with  Alfred North  Whitehead  in
writing  his  magnum  opus,  Pr/.#cf.pi.c7  A//c7//iei;I¢/f.c.o.  Their  financial  reward
for  years  of work  on  this  vast  project  was  a  financial  loss  of 50  pounds
each!

About  (his  time,  Russell  married  the  rii.st  of his  four  wives,  Al};s  Pearsall
Smith,  but  the  marriage  ended  in  divorce.  He  would  go  on  to  marry  and
divorce   Dora   Black   and   Peter   Spence.   His   last   (and   most   successful)
marriage  was  to  Edith  Finch;  this  marriage  lasted  until  Russell's  death  in
1970.

Russell  bitterly  opposed  World  War  I  and  became  activ;  in  the  Union  for
Democratic  Control  and then  the No  Conscription  Fellowship.  As  a  resillt
of his anti-war activities he was fined, dismissed  from Cambridge and selit
to  prison  for  violating  the  Defense  of the  Realm  Act  (DORA).  Oil  the

positive   side,   however,   Russell   leaned   to   write   quickly   for   a   mass
audience.  I-Ie  was  always  a  clear writer and  had  prodiiced  a  popular  work
entitled  Prod/c»js  a/PA/./asapAy  in   1912.  But  now  he  was  prepared  for

popular  writing  on  a  grand  scale.  He  wrote  a  nuinber  of polemical  books
dun.mg the war, .mclud.mg Justice in  Warlifne, Pt]litical  Ideals. Principles oj
Socjul  Reconstructi(]n, arnd Roads lo Freedom.

After  the  "Great  War,"  Russell  visited  Russia,  where  he  had  a  personal
audience   with   Lenin.   lie   was   appalled   by   Lenin   aiid   the   commiinist
system,   which   he   thought   was   as   bad,   if  not   worse,   than   medieval
Christianity.  IIe then shocked  and alienated  many of his friends by writing
The Practice and Tl.et)ry Of Bolshevism.  Aner Russ.lz\ he wen\ \o Ch.lnz\ for
a  year  in   1922.  At  first  he  was  worried  al)out  the  off`er  of a job  in  China
because  jt  came  from  a  person  named  "Fii  I+ing  Yu,"  but  it  was  indeed  a
serious  offel..  lie  went  there  accompanied  by  his  futiire  wife  Dora  Black.
The    unmarried    couple    scandalized    the    foreign    delegations    and    the
missionaries  in the country but the Chinese  were enthralled by them.  While
in  China,  Do[.a  became  pregnant  with  Russell's  `irst  child.  On  their  I.cti«.n

to  England  they  were  married  (at  BR's  insistence)  so  the  child  would  L]c
legitimate.  lie  was  named  John  Conrad  after  the  author,  Joseph  Conrad,
whom  BR admired.  (In  fact,  both  of Bertrand  Russell's  sons  were  named
after Conrad.)

Dora and Bertie then  opened  Beacon  Hill  School,  a progressive  institution
by  which  they  hoped  to  test  Russell's  theories  regarding  education.  To
finance the school,  Russell  began popular writing and  lecturing on  a grand
scale. At this time he produced many of his popular works for the educated
reader.   Works   on   science   like   7lAe   ABC'   Q/  A/o#is   and   714e   ABC   o/
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/?e/ti//.v/./);.  Works  on  sex  like  A4arr/.age  c}#d A4oro/A..  Works  on  education
such a,s On Educalion and Education and the Social Order. Works on how
to   lead  a   better  life  like   7l#e  C'o#qwes/  o/ #appi.#es4'.  And  works  like
LScap/i.c¢/ Essays, which brought together many of his thoughts on life. One
of his most fainous lines comes from this book~"I wish to propose for the
reader's   favorable   consideration   a  doctrine   which   may,   I   fear,   appear
wildly  paradoxical  and  subversive.  The  doctrine  in  question  is this:  that  it
is  undesirable to  believe  a  proposition  when there  is  no ground  whatever
]`or siipposing it to be true."

Eventually  the  school  floundered,  and  Bertie's marriage to  Dora ended  in
divorce.   He   then   married   Peter   Spence.   Bertrand   Russell   had   three
children,  two  by  Dora  Black  Russell  and  one  by  Peter  Spence.  His  only
daughter,  Katherine Russell Tail,  is an honorary member of the BRS, as is
his younger son, Conrad Russell (the current Earl Russell).

]n  1940,  he  was  scheduled  to  take  up  an  appointment  at  City  College  of
New York, but the appointment was denied by the university due to a well-
orchestrated  campaign  by  the  clerical  fascist  set.  His  work  was  described
by an attorney who filed the case against Russell as "lecherous,  libidinous,
lustful,   venerous,   erotomaniac,   aphrodisiac,   irreverent,   narrow-minded,
untruthful,  and  bereft  of moral  fiber."  This  case  has  been  cluonicled  in  a
recent book entitled Appo/.#/ttle#/ DCH/.ed (Prometheus, 2000). The  book  is
by  BRS  member  Thorn  Weidlich,  who  will  be  addressiiig  the  GRRS  in
September.

AI]er    the    City    College    affair    Russell,    through     Dewey,     obtained
emplt>yment teaching at tlie  Bai.nes  I``oundation  but this,  too, eventually  fell
apart.  []owever,  using the time spent at the  Fouiida(ioli,  Russell  was able to

pi.oduce 4  +/f..`'/t7ry  o/ Wcs/er"  PAf./t)j'apA.y,  which  turned  out  to  be  a  huge
riiialicial success.

lil  his  later  years,  Russell  became  somewhat  more  respectable,  receiving
the  Order  of Merit  and  the  Nobel  I'rize  for  Literature  in   1950.  lie  then,
however, became active in the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament and the
]nore  radical   Committee  of  100.   lie  was  as  a  result  arrested   for  Civil
disobedience at the age of 89!  He died in  1970 at the age of 97.

A    lively   question-and-answer   period   followed   the   lecture;   numerous
inquirers  tested  Peter's  encyclopedic  knowledge  of matters  Russellian.  It
did  not  appear  that  anyone  left  disappointed  over  not  having  had  their

questions answered-usually extensively.  At the conclusion of the Q & A
period,  Paul  Kurtz recalled  that,  while  he  was  a student at  Columbia back
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in  1950  or  1952,  he  saw Russell  in  person  at a  Columbia-sponsored  event.
He  noted  that  Russell  received  a  standing  ovation  from  tlie  entire  student
body.  This, of course, was about ten years after the  infamous City College
case. It was a thrilling scene, Kurtz remembered.

At the conclusion of the question-and-answer period, everyone was  invited
to  tour  the  CFI   library-the   most  extensive   freethought   library   in  tlie
world.   Our   Canadian   visitors   seemed   to   be   especially   interested    jn
browsing through the stacks and marveling at the collection. A  five-or six-
volume   set   containing   the,   collected   works   of  Jeremy   Bentham   was
admired by  Ken  Blackwell,  who  informed  us that  it  was  an  expensive  set.
While  we  were  still  down  in  the  stacks  one  of our  visitors  from  Toronto
entertained  us  with  a  very  brief  but  masterful   impression   of  Bertrand
Russell.

The tour of the library concluded the formal  festivities at the Center.  Since
it   was   still   early,   a  dozen   or  so   people   decided   to   go   out  to   dinner.
However, since it was Saturday night in  Buffalo,  attempts to obtain a table
for  12  within  a  reasonable  time  at  either  Bennigans  or The  Olive  Garden
were  unavailing,  and so  the  group  had to  settle  for the  alcohol-free  IHOP
(International  House  of Pancakes).  Despite  the  absence  of a  wine  list,  a
very   lively   time   was   had   by   all.   At   the   end   of  dinner,   Paul   Kurtz

generously announced that the Center would  pick up the dinner check for
all  in  attendance.  And  so  a  celebration  that  began  with  cake  ended  with
dinner.

Alan Bock is an active member Of the Greater Rochester Russell Set.

Author Needed for Russell Reference Book

Scarecrow Press,  a leading publisher of reference  works,  is  looking  for an
author(s) to write a volume on  Bertrand  Russell's  Philosophy for  its series
of mstorical  Dictionaries of Religions,  Philosophies and  Movements.  Tlie
book    should    have    an    introduction,    chronology,    bibliography    and
"dictionary." The dictionary comprises entries  on  famous persons (family,

colleagues,   critics),   places,   events,   concepts,   seminal   works,   etc.   The
whole  book  should   run  some  250-300  pages.   Payment   is  by  royalties.
Prospective authors can write to the series editor, Jon Woronoff, 765  Ro`Ite
de Vesegnin, 01280 Prevessin, France.  Please enclose a brief c.v. For more
information      on      Scarecrow      Press,      please      visit      its      websitc      at
http://www.scarecrowpr_e_sis:en.
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End the Nuclear Danger: An Urgent Call
Jonathan Schell, Randall Caroline Forsberg,

and David Cortright

The mission Of the  BRS  is  in I)arl  lo chaliipion  lhe  catises  lo which  Rus.sell
was committed. And few causes absorbed as much Of Russell's allenlion  as
that  Of preventing  nuclear  war.  The  BRS  reaffilrmed  its  support for  this
cause at its last meeting, where il passed a resolution in support Of nuclear
disarmalnenl.   (See   "Minules   Of  the   2002   13RS   Annual   Meeling   in  [his
issue.)  11  is  in sup|)ort Of this  cause lllal lhe FIR:SQ reprints  the call  below,
which  appeared  in  the  June  24,   2002   issue  Of  the Nariior\  (along  with
commentary     by    Schell).     The    Na.riiom    version     appears     online     al
hlul)://\""s._I_I_1_ei.alion.colruldoc.mhlnil':'i.=2()020624&s__=sc_he||2=

A DECADE after the end of the cold war, the peril of nuclear destruction is
mounting.  The  great  powers  have  refused  to  give  up  nuclear  arms,  other
countries  are  producing  them  and  terrorist  groups  are  trying  to  acquire
them.

POORLY GUARDED warheads and nuclear material in the former Soviet
Union  may  fall  into  the  hands  of terrorists.  The  Bush  Administration  is
developing  nuclear  "bunker  busters"  and  threatening  to  use  them  against
nonnuclear countries.  The  risk  of nuclear war  between  India  and  Pakistan
is grave.

DESPITE THE END of the cold war, the United States plans to keep large
numbers  of  nuclear  weapons  indefinitely.  The  latest  US-Russian  treaty,
which  will  cut  deployed  strategic  warheads  to  2,200,  leaves  both  nations
facing  "assured  destruction"  and  lets  them  keep  total  arsenals  (active  and
inactive, strategic and tactical) of more than  10,000 warheads each.

THE  DANGERS  POSED  by  huge  arsenals,  threats  of use,  proliferatioii
and   terrorism   are   linked:   The   nuclear  powers'   refusal   to   disarm   fuels

proliferation,  and proliferation  makes nuclear materials  moi.e  accessible to
terrorists.

THE EVENTS of September I I  brought home to Americans what it means
to experience a catastrophic attack.  Yet the horrifying losses that day were
only a fraction of what any nation would suffer if a single nuclear weapon
were used on a city.

THE DRIFT TOWARD catastrophe must be reversed. Safety from iiuclear
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destruction  must  be  our  goal.  We  can  reach  it  only  by  reducing  and  then
eliminating iiuclear arms under binding agreements.

WE l`HEREFORE CALL ON  THE  IJNITED STATES AND RUSSIA TO
FULFILL  THEIR  COMMITMENTS  UNDER  THE  NONPROLIFERA-
TION    TREATY    TO    MOVE    TOGETHER    WITH    THE    OTHER
NUCLEAR   POWERS,   STEP   BY   CAREFULLY   INSPECTED   AND
vERIFiED sTEp, TO THE ABOLITION OF NucLEAR wEAroNs. As
KEY  STEPS  TOWARD  THIS  GOAL,  WE  CALL  ON  THE  UNITED
STATES TO:

§ RENOUNCE the first use of nuclear weapons.
§  l'13RMANl}NTLY   END   the   development,   testing   and   production   of
nuclear warheads.

§ SEEK AGREEMENT with Russia on the mutual and verified destruction
of nuclear  weapons  withdrawn  under  treaties,  and  increase  the  resources
available here  and  in the  former Soviet Union to secure nuclear warheads
and material and to implement destruction.

§ STRENGTHEN nonproliferation efforts  by ratifying the Comprehensive
Test Ban Treaty,  finalizing a missile ban  in North Korea, supporting U.N.
inspections  in  Iraq,  locating  and  reducing  fissile  material  worldwide  and
iiegolia(ing a ban on its production.

§   TAKE  nuclear  weapons  off haillrigger  alert  in  concert  with  the  other
nuclear  powers   (the   U.K.,   France,   Russia,   China,   India,   Pakistan   and
Israel) in order to reduce the risk of accidental or unauthorized use.
§  INITIATE talks on further nuclear cuts, begirming with U.S. and Russian
reductions to  I.000 warheads each.

'l`o  sign  tlie  statement,  go  to  ltlti)://www.ui.Pen(cnll.tirq  or scud  name,

organizatioii/profession   (for   ID   only)   and   colitact   information   to
Urgent  Call,  c/o  Fourth  Freedom  Forum,11  Dupont  Circle  NW,  9`h
Flcor, Washington, DC 20036. We also need taxrdeductible donations,
made to Urgent Call, to disseminate tliis call.

'l`his  cull  wus  drdy`led  by Jonathan  Schell,  Ilarold  Wilens  Peace  Fellow  dy

lhe  Nation   lnsli[ule   and  the  author  Of  The  Fate  Of  lhe   Earlh;   Randall
Caroline   (Randy)   Forsberg,   Direc[or   Of  lhe   lrrslilule  for   Drfense   and
Di.sarinainenl  Studies  and  aulhor  Of the  `Call  lo  Hall  lhe  Nuclear  Arms
R{ice..I  the  manifeslo  Of the  1980s  nuclear weapons fireeze  campaign;  and
David  Corlrighl,   President   Of  the   Fourlh   Freedom   Forum  and  f;ormer
Execulive  Director Of SANE.
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Russell "Beyond the Fringe"
Peter Stone

On March 27,  2002,  British comediali  Dudley  Moore passed away`  Moore
is  remembered  for,   among  other  roles,   his  part   in  the   Brilish  C?med.y
series  "Beyond-the  Fringe."  As  a  tribute  to  Moore,  lh_e _FIRJ_SQ  of ifl.s  lhe

fiollowing short article concerning Russell and `. Beyond the Fringe. "

In   the   1960s,   the   British   TV   comedy   series   "Beyond   the   Fringe"   (a

precursor   to   `.Monty   Python's   Flying   Circus")   once   ran   a   skit   about
Bertrand Russell. The skit has floated around an appeared at various times,
most recently  on  a January  14,  2001  broadcast of "The  Spirit  of Things,"
which   runs   on   Australian   Broadcasting   Corporation's   network   Radio
Nation.   That   episode   of  "The   Spirit   of  Things"   was   entitled   "The
Unexamined   Life   ls   Not   Worth   Living."   Its   transcript,   including   the
Russell  skit,  is  at !If±p://wvy±!r..abc. net±e!:ui.±rn/rel ig±spifi!£s!Q±.i es/s23 3447. ht 1.ij.

The brief but charming skit runs as follows:

We  have  in  the  studio  Berlrand  Russell,  who  talked  lo  u`s  in  the
series   `Seuse,   Perception   and   Nonsense:   Number   7,   Is   this   a
dagger I see bof;ore me? '  Bertrand Russell.

Bertrand  Russell:  One of the advantages of living  in  Great Court,
Trinity  I  seem to recall,  was the fact that one could  pop across at
any time of the day or night and trap the then young G.E.  Moore
into    a    logical    falsehood    by    means    of   a   cunning   semantic
subterfuge.  I  recall  one  occasion  with  particular vividness.  I  had

popped across and had knocked upon liis door.  `Come  in', he said.
I   decided   to   wait   awhile   in   order  to   test   the   validity   of  his

proposition.  `Come  in',  he said  once again.  `Very well',  I  replied,
`if that is in fact truly what you wisli'.

I  opened  the  door accordingly and  went  in,  and  there  was  Moore
seated  by  the  fire  witli  a  basket  upon  his  knees.  `Moorc',  I  sz`id,
`do  you  have  any  apples  in  that  basket?'   `No',  he  replied,  and

smiled  seraphically,  as  was  l`is  wont.  I  decided  to  try  a  difrcrclit
logical  tack.  `Moore',  I  said,  `do  you  then  have  some  apples  ill
that  basket?'  `No',  he  replied,  leaving  me  in  a  logical  cleft  stick
from  which  I  had  but one way  out.  `Moore',  I  said,  `do you  then
have apples  in that basket?'  `Yes',  he  replied.  And  from  that day
forth, we remained the very closest of friends.
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Library's William Ready Division of Archives and
Research Collections Division Receives AAO Award

Carl Spadoni

The  urlicle  below was  posled June  25,  2002  on the  .`Daily News"  page  al
MCMas[er    University`s    websile.    11    may   slill    be    available    online    at
I!tLI_P_:!!±11±jJr_n_gM!±n±C!:f ll£a!±!1±:1:i:1!!±!±il!:}:i:Ill:i!Ji!=±413|L        Given        lhe        central

ililpol.I(ince  dy. MCMasler's  Archives  lo  Russell  studies,  the FIR;SIQ  is  happy
lo  reproduce  il  here.  We  also  Off elfer  our  congralulalions  lo  Carl  Spadoni
and the Archives for receiving this honor.

'l`he  Archives  Association  of Ontario (AAO)  has presented  its  Institutional

Award  for 2002  to the  Library's  William  Ready  Division of Archives and
Research Collections.

The  award  js  for  outstanding  service  to  the  community  and  providing  an
exemplary model for other archival programs.

Carl  Spadoni,  research  collections  librarian,  accepted  the  award  on  behalf
of MCMaster University Library at AAO's almual conference on June 20.

The citation for the award praised the  William  Ready Division of Archives
and Research Collections for:

•       ac`qiiiring    lnajor    archives    and    building    collections    for    research

purposes;

•       fostering  the  Bertrand  Russell  archives  as  an  international  resource
base for Russell  scholai.ship;

•       making  fends  [6'f.c-cc/.I  and  collection  descriptions  and  finding  aids

available electronically;

•       pi.oviding quality reference service to the public;

•       the   work   of  the   conservators   and   MCMaster's   co-op   conservation

prograrm for other insti(ulions;

•      scholarly   commitment   of  the   djvision's   staff  to   academic   life   at
MCMaster;

•       and the staffs participation in archival organizations.
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Road Tripping with the GRRS
Pctcr Stone

GRRS   members  Phil   Ebersole,  Tim  Madigan,   Peter  Stone,   and   David
White  traveled  in  May to the  quarterly  meeting of the  Conference  for tlie
Study  of Political  Thought's  Upstate  New  York  Chapter,  held  at  Hobail
and  William  Smith  Colleges  in  Geneva,  NY.  (In  addition  to  editing  the
BRsg, Peter also coordinates meetings for this chapter.) David,  Peter,  and
Phil decided to take the scenic route and visit a number of used bookstores
along the way.

The trip tuned up a number of Russell-related references. One store had a
copy of 7lrfee Ameri.cam Revo/#/j.o#, by George Otto Trevelyan (Abbreviated
edition  of 6-volume  work.  Ed.  by  Richard  8.  Morris.  New  York:  David
MacKay,   1964).   George   Otto   Trevelyan   was   nephew   by   marriage   to
Thomas Babington Macaulay, one of Britain's most famous historians, and
father of George Macaulay Trevelyan, another historian and good friend of
Bertie.   Another   store   had   a   copy   of  Sex   /.#   C/.vj./i.z¢fj.o#,   ed.   by   V.F.
Calverton   and   S.D.    Schmalhausen   (Garden    City,   NY:    Garden    City
Publishing Company,1929).  This thick tome,  a collection  of liberal  essays
on sex, is

dedicated  to  these  women  who  have  led  in  the  struggle  for  sex
emancipation and a freer civilization.

Mary Wol lstonecraft
George Sand
Ellen Key
Olive Schreiner
Lilli Braun
lsadora Duncan
Aletta Jacobs
Alexandra Kollantai
Mary Stopes
Dora Russell

The  most  notable  Russell  references,  however,  appeared  in  Frcedo#i,  IVo/
A/.ce#Se,  by  education  reformer  A.S.  Neill  (New  York:  IIart,1966).  This
book contains a series of responses by Neill to letters written to him by the

general public.  In the course of it, Neill refers to Russell three times.  First,
when  answering  a  question  about  the  need  for  children  to  show  respect,
Neill  emphasizes that respect must be  earned,  by parents  like anyone else.
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Ile   writes,   "I   respect   Bertrand   Russell   because   of  his   philosophy,   his
hiimanitarianism,  but that  respect  has  no  fear or envy  in  it.  If you  want to
I)e   respected   by   your   child,   act   in   a   manner   that   the   respect   comes
natiirally-which   means  deservedly-and  not  because  your  child  fears
.cl),.isal" (p.  36).

Second, Neill  later writes that

According to  the  believers,  Bertrand  Russell  will  roast  forever  in
hell,   while   Billy   Graham   will   sit   at   the   right   hand   of  God.
Punishment  without  let  up  is  to  be  the  doom  of a  man  who  has
enriched   mankind   with   his   creative   mathematics.   Such   is   the
unfeeling God the young are supposed to believe jn-a God who
is cruel and unremittingly tortures a good man who never harmed
anyone  but  who just  didn't  pronounce  the  proper  mumbo-jumbo
(p.  84).

Neill  does,  however,  part  company  with  Russell  in  his  third  reference.  In
the course of explaining that "F`reedom Does Not Make Rebels," he writes
ll`at  "Free  children  are  not  propagandizing  rebels;  they  often  wear  anti-
nuclear  badges,   but   none  was  arrested  for  sitting  down   with  Bertrand
Russell  in Trafalgar Square" (p. 92).

Alid  tjl` coui.se,  several  books  by  Riissell  (notably  Comqweb'/  a///app/."eLgb`,
subject  of  the  GRRS's   May   meeting)  could   be   found  during  the  trip,
although nothing the GRRS had not seen before.

Solution to May 2002 Russell-Crypt
rl`his  quote  comes  from  a  September 28,1932  column  by  Russell,  entitled

"On Astrologers," written for the Hearst newspapers.  The entire essay is at

l!!tp:/4±¢!±¢{±±r£3±n!±±ft2±2!!±!£±ih£±li:£i4!l±!s±is2!J!H±2a rs L E s say s/O n   A st r!2!Qgs±±±i£!!!
ml

ln  schools  and  universities  information  of all  sorts  is  ladled  out,
but no one  is taught to reason,  or to consider what is evidence for
what.
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The Russell "clan"

The  BRSQ  reprints  with  permission  the  following  short  article  on   the
Russell  family   name.   The   article   appears   al   "Rampant   Scotland,"   a
websile devoted lo "everylhing about Scotland. " The site features an entire
seclion devoted lo helping people trace lheir Scottish ancestry. The websile
is  at  hu p : //"i'w. r apu2±±!i!±s£21!iindi::!i!ii!s:l!±ii!!!lI>ck£!iiii!:±u=s±i±!lJthlpni.  The FIR:SQ
thanks Alan Scolt ("Scotlie") for permis,sion lo reprint this article.

ClanAIamily Histories
- Russe]Alusse][

This name  is probably derived  from  "rous"  meaning red and early  bearers
of the  name  no  doubt  had  red  hair-and  were  probably  of Norman  or
French extraction.  While the name  is by no means confined to  Scotland,  it
is within the top 50 most frequently found names in the country.

The  name  is  one  of the  earliest  surnames  recorded  in  Scotland,  the  first
being  a  Walter  Russell  who  witnessed  a  charter  in  Paisley  Abbey  soine
time  between  1164  and  I ]77.  John,  son  of Robert  Russet  of Duncanlaw

granted land to found a Hospital between  1180 and  1220. Robert Russel of
Berwickshire  was  a  big  enough   landowner  to  be  required  to  sign  the
Ragman Roll and pay homage to Edward  I in  1296.

Russels can be fouiid in Aberdeenshire where Rozel, an English baron who
had  fought at the siege of Berwick and  the  Battle of Halidon  Hill  in  1333,
obtained  an  estate  at  Aden.  The  family  was  described  as  "Russel  of that
Ilk" implying that they were substantial landowners. As such, Russel  is one
of the clans and families of Scotland with  a coat of arms recognised by the
Lord Lyon.

Not  all  Russells  were  recorded  for  their  good  works.  Jerome  Russell,  a
monk,  was  burned  at  the  stake  in  the  liigh  Street,  Glasgow,  for heresy  in
1539.

There  was  a  signiflcant  family  of Russels  in  Selkirkshire  in  the  Scottish
Borders  and  many  entered  military  service  in  India  in  the  l8th  and   l9th
centuries.

In  England,  a  family which  began  with  a  Rufus  (another  form  of Russell)
rose  to  become  the  Dukes  of Bed ford.  The  3rd  son  of the  6th  Duke  of
Bed ford  studied  at  Edinburgh  University  where  he  was  greatly  influenced
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I)y  tl`e  inder)endent  and  democralic  I)hilosophy  taught  there.  lie  became  a

grezit  Refoi.mer  and  was  an  architect  of  extending  the  franchise  for  the
Westi]iinster  parliament.  His  gralidson,  the  3rd  Earl  Russell,  was  also  an
independent thinker, better known as the philosopher Bertrand Russell.

Russell  was the 47th most  frequent surname at the General  Register Office
ill   1995.

Russell-Related Book Sought for Archives
Peter Stone

[}cmai.d  Qilari(ch  Ltd.,  a  n(jled  anti(iuarian  bookseller  (with  a  website  at
l!|!Llj_/Av+vL4±±£=£|ilal`itch.com)  is  currently  offering  a  copy  of James  Harkness
•ni\d  Fro,nk  Morley's   lnlroaluclion   lo   the   Theory  Of  Analytic   Funclions

(London:   Macmillan,   1898)  in  its  summer  2002  catalog.  The  copy  was
ttnce  owned  by  Bertrand  Russell,  and  contains  his  extensive  marginalia.
Apparently,  Russell  gave  or  loaned  it  to  the  mathematician  G.H.  Hardy,
ai`d  it  was  by  way  of Oxford  University  (who  received  Hardy's  papers
iil`ter his dea(h) that (he book has found its way to market.

'I`he Dertrand Russell Archives at MCMaster University is anxious to obtain

the  book.  It  provides  the  first  known  evidence  of Russell's  discovery  of
Weierstrass,   whose   work   was   to   contribute   much   to   Russell's   own
mathematical  work.  (Russell's  debt  to  Weierstrass  is  discussed  in,  among
t>\I\er  works,  N.ick  Gritriin's  Russell 's  Idealist  Apprenticeship  (Clarendon,
l`)t)5).)    Unhappily,  the  Archives  are  in  no  position  to  handle  the  £8,500

price  tag attached  to the  book.  Any  BRS-ers  with  advice  on  acquiring the
17ot>k should  contact Carl  Spadoni at ap±±±!±L)±}@mci"stci..±;j±.

A Conversation with Nell Abercrombie-Update

Many   readers   enjoyed   Chad   Traii`er's   interview   with   longtime   BRS
member Rep.  Neil Abercrombie (D+ll) when it appeared  in the November
2001  issue of the BRsg. Unfortunately, Abercrombie was not one of them,
at  least  not  at  the  time.  Chad  subsequently  ran  into  the  congresslnan  at  a
legislative   conference   and   asked   him   what   he   thought   of  the   issue
containing   the   interview.   Abercrombie   informed   him   that   he   had   Ilot
received  jt;  because of the anthrax  scare that plagued Capitol  Hill at about
that   time,    it   never   reached   him.   Chad   therefore   personally   handed
Abercrombie   a  copy  the  next  time  the  two  men  met,  at  the  National
Democratic club on May 7. Fortunately, after all the storm and fury raised
by the delivery process the congressman liked what he saw.
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Regular Features:

Russell-Related Odds and Ends

•      F\ev.lows  o£ N.lck Gr.llfim's  The  Selec(ed  Leller`s  Of Bertl.and  Russell:
7lfre  Pwb/i.c  years,   /9/4-/970  (Routledge,  2001)  continue  to  appear.
The    I/am/.//o#    Spec/cr/or,.  newspaper    of   MCMaster    University's
hometown,  reviewed  t'he  book  in  its  December 22,  2001.  The  review,
by Andrew Vowles, contains a brief interview with Griffin.

Source:  Ken Blackwell

•      In  several  issues  in  April  and  May 2002,  the  Iva/j.o#  ran  an  ad  for  its
digital    archive,    access    to    which    is    available    for    purchase    by
individuals  and  public  librai.ies.  The  ad  featured  a  variety  of covers
from   past   issues   of  the   IVo/i.a;7-including   a   cover   featuring   the
following  headline:   "Soviet   Russia~1920,   by  Bertrand   Russell.   `1
went  to  Russia  believing  myself a  Communist,  but~"  Tl`is  cover
story,  accordi[ng to the  Bibliography  Of 13e_rlrand  Russell:  :an  .in the
July 31,1920 issue of the IVcr/f.o#, the first of a two-part article.

Source:  Peter Stone

•       The   April   14,   2002   issue   of  the   Ivew   york   r/.meg   contained   an
interesting article on library collections in its "Education Life" section.
The  article,  written  by  Lev  Grossman,  was  entitled  "Catalog  This:
Dante's   Dust,   Poets   Hair,   Taft's   Underwear.   Oh,   my.   What's   a
Librarian to Do?"  It detailed some of the odd items that get donated to
libraries  through   bequests  of  books  and   papers.   Among  the  topics
discussed  is  the  fact  that  "Carl  Sandoni  [sic]  of the  Bertrand  Russell
Archives  at  MCMaster  University  in  Ontario  is  the  uneasy  ciirator  of
two  Vietnam-era  cluster  bombs,  deactivated  but  perfectly  geiiuinc."
Carl   Spado#J.   is   presumably   grateful    for   the   attention   given   to
MCMaster's  most  important  collection,  though   no  doubt  he  wishes
tlley.d gotten his name right.

Source: Tim Madigan

•      Wimam H. Pritchard has reviewed carole seymour-Jones'  71fee 4i/c o/
y/.vi.e#we   E/i.a/   (London:    Constable   Robinson,   2001;   New   York:
Doubleday,  2002).  His  review,  which  appears  in  the  ^pril  21,  2002
issue  of  the  rvew   york   7l.#ics  Book  Revi.ew,  takes  exception  to  the
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volumilious  detail  Seymour-Jones  provides  about  the  Eliots  and  the

people   in  their  lives.   "Admilledly,"  he   writes,  "ol`e  needs  to  kilow
about the affair Vivierme had with  Bertrand  Russell not  long after she
married Eliot-an account that does Russell no credit. But do we need
to  hear all  about  Russell's relations with Constance Malleson,  another
of his mistresses?" Oddly, there appear to be people out there who do
in fact tire of hearing about Russell's many liaisons.

Pritchard's  review  is  largely  negative.  A  more  favorable  review  by
Robert  Craft  appeared  in the  Iven;  yorA Rev/.ew o/Books  on  May  23,
2002.  The  review  also  discusses  Vivienne's  affair  with  Bertie,  and
mei`tions his conclusion about the Eliots that "their troubles were what
they most enjoyed." The most memorable  line  from the review comes
from    Virginia    Woolf,    who    wrote    the    following    about    Eliot's
conversion   to   Anglicanism:   "There   is   something   obscene   about   a
living person sitting by the fireside and believing in God."

Stjiirces:  l'hil  Ebersole, Tim  Mcldigan,  &  Peler Slone

Tariq  Ali,  Russell's  former comrade-at-arms  in  the  movelnent against
the Vietnam  War, recently engaged  in a highly-publicized debate with
Christopher   Hitchens   over   the   question   of   U.S.    intervention   in
Afghanistan. A report of the debate appeared in the May 3, 2002  issue
ot the Chronicle Of` I-Iigher Education. 'The report .l\selt`, by Pel\n Sta.`e
English  Professor  Michael  86rub6,   is  rather  snotty,  and  should  be
taken wi(h a grain of salt.

St>urce:  Peter Stone

rl`l\e J\M\e 7 , 2002 iss\ie o[ the Chronicle Of Higher Education Couta.ms

an  article  entitled  "The  Life  and  the  Miiid."  The  article,  by  Danny
Postel,  discusses  the  recent  upsurge  in  philosophical  biographies  over
the   last   twenty  years.   "Since   1982,"   Postel   writes,   "more  than   30
biographies  of philosophers  have  appeared.  Of those,  20  have  been

published in the past decade, a dozen just since  1999.  And more are in
the works." The  article then  debates the relevance of biography to an
understanding and appreciation of philosophical work.

Russell,   of  course,   received  prominent  mention.   The  article  begins
with  the  famous  image  (taken  from  the  Aw/ob/.ograpAry  a/ Bcr/ro#d
Rwb`b.a//)    of    Russell's    mystical    experience    upon    seeing    Evelyn
Whitehead   in   intense   pain.   The  article  also  provides  a  list  of  key

philosophical   biographies   written   since   1980.   The   list   includes   of
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course Ali\n R`yan.s Berlrand Russell..  A  Polilical Lil;e (Hill and Wane.
1988)   as   well    as    Ray    Monk's   two-volume   biography,    /3cJr/rtt#c/
Russell:   The  Spirit  Of  Solitude,1872-1921   (Free  Press,199¢)  arid
Bertrand   Russell:   The  Ghost   Of  Madness,   1921-]970  (Free  Press.
2001).     It     conspicuously     fails,     however,     to     mention     Caroline
Moorehead's  excellent  Ber/ra#d Rwsse//..  A  i//e  (Viking,   1993).  Tlie
list     also     includes     such     Russell-related     biographies     as     Brian
MCGulmess`    Wittgenslein,   A    Life..    Young   Wittgenslein,    1889-1921

(University  of California  Press,  I 988);  Monk's  4wdwf.g  Wi.//gcits/ci.;i..
The  Duty  Of Genius  (Free Press,1990)., R`yan`s John  Dewey  and  llie
IIigh  Tide  Of American  Liberalism  (Norton.  199S)., Ben RLogers`  A.J.
A);cr,.  A  i//e (Grove  Press,1999);  and  Malachi  Haim  Hacohen's  Kcrr/
Por)I)er,  lhe  Forlnalive  Year`s,1902-1945:  Polilical  and  Philosophy  in
/#/a/";ar  yJ.e##a (Cambridge University Press, 2000).

The article  is at hitp://chi.oilicle.com,`t`ree,'`v48/i39/39ao I 601.hlm.

Source:  Phil  Ebersole & Tim Madigan

•      The   7l./iies  £J'/erary  Sapp/e;#e#/  recently  ran  a  review  of  Ludwig
Wittgenstein's    IVoch/ass,    a    new    electronic    version    of   "all    the
manuscripts,   typescripts   and   dictations   of  philosophical   work   tliat
Wittgenstein  bequeathed  to  his  rather  bemused  heirs."  ("Nachlass"
apparently  means  "literary  remains.")  Tlie  review appears  in  the  Jui`c
14,  2002  issue,  and  is  by  Wittgenstein  biographer Brian  MCGuiiiliess.
Russell  is  mentioned  only  in  passing  for  his  help  in  preparing  (with
G.E. Moore) some of Wittgenstein's pre-rr¢c/a/zfs notes on logic.

Source:  Ken Blackwell & Dan Kervick

•       Appointment      Denied:      The      Inquisition      Of     Berlrand      Russell

(Prometheus,    2000)    has    received    several    customer    reviews    at
Amazon.com's  website.  Among the  reviewers of this  book  is  Warren
AIlen  Smith,  who asks, "If the  Vatican  can  apologize  for Galileo,  one
wonders  when  will  the  Episcopalians  apologize  for  their  egregiously
narrow-minded   bishop?"   Smith,    like   Appo/.#/mc#/   De#7.cd   author
Thorn Weidlich,  is a BRS Board member who lives in New York City.
Members  may   wish  to  read  the   review  at  !±jfp://www.amazoli.com

Oust  search  for ``Appointment  Denied")  and  indicate  how  useful  they
found the review.

Source..  David While

Michael  Albert,  Founding Co-Editor of z Magazine,  has co-written an
essay  entitled  "Conspiracies  or  Institutions:  9-11   and  Beyond"  with
Stei)hen  R.  Shalom.  The  essay,  available  at  Z Magazine's  companion
website   at   |i|!p:/,`www.ziicl.org,   argues   against   the   significance   of
ci)nspiracy  theories  for  lel`tist  political  analysis.  (A  shor(er  version  of
the  article  appears   in  the  July/August  2002   issue  of`  Z.)  'l`he  essay
makes extended use of a story attributed to Russell as follows:

There   is  an  apocryphal   story  about  Bertrand  Russell  giving  a

public  talk  and  afterward  an  elderly  woman  walks  up  and  says,"You got a  lot right,  biit about the universe, you missed the point.

F,verything  we  see  is  on  the  back  of a  giant  turtle."  Ai`d  Russell

pondered a moment and says, "Well, okay, what's holding up the
turtle?"  And  she replies, "another larger turtle." And Russell asks
what  supports  that  one.  And  she  replies:  "It  is  turtles  all  the  way
down."

``Corispiracy  theorizing,"  Albert  and  Shalom  conclude,  "is  often  quite

like   that.   ]f  at   first   one   coiijured  claim  doesn't   work,   no   mattel.,
manufacture another."

Alber(  aiid  Shalom  take  issue  not  only  wi(h  contelnporary conspiracy
theories  concerning  Septembei.11,  but  also  with  more  "established"
conspiracy  theories,  such  as  those  surrounding  JFK's  assassination.
I Iere  their views  complemem  those of BRS  Ilonorary  Member Noam
Cholnsky,  who wrote a book downplaying the political significance of
the  JFK  assassination  entitled  Re/A/'«A/.ng Ca;7Ie/a/..  JFK,  /he  y/.c/now
W#t.,   cmcJ  A/#er/.c4"   Cw//wre  (South   End   Press,   1993).   (They   also
divei.ge   from   Russell's   own   pei.spective   on   the   assassination   as   a
member of the  Who  Killed  Kei`iiedy  Committee.)  This  should  I`ol  be
siirpi.isi[ig,  given  that  Albei.I  aiid  Chomsky  ai.e   loi)gtime  f`rielids  and
collaborators,

IncidentaHy,   the  apocryphal  "turtles  all  the   way   down"  appears   in
Stephen   Ilawking's  ,4   Brf.e/  //i.b`/or)/  a/.  7l.+"c   (Bantam   Doubleday,
1998),   as   well   as   numerous   places   online   (maliy   of  whom   cite
Jlawkjng  as  their  source).  While  a  less  colorful  version  of tl`e  story
appears  in  Russell's famous "Why I  Am Not a Christian," the origiiial
source  foi.  the  "turtles  all  the  way  down"  quote  remains  a  mystery.
Any Russellian who tracks down the source should inform the BRsg.

Source:  Peler Stone
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News from the Humanist World

•       The  Buddhiwadi  Foundation,  a  humanist  organization  in  India  (see
"News from the IIumanist World," BRsg # 112, November 2001), has

taken an  interest in the  BRS.  After receiving a complimentary copy of
the BRsg, the foundation expressed the desire to receive future issues,
and   offered    in   exchange   copies   of   their   own   English-language

publications.  It  also  translated  part  of a  letter  from  the  BRsg  editor
into  Hindi  and  published  it in their p`]blication Bztddfri.wadi..  A  number
of its  iiicmbers  will  be  receiving complimentary  copies  of the  B/is'g,
and   the    BR,Sg   has   received    a   copy   of   the    foundation's    latest

publication,   Dr.   Ramendra's   book  A/.IV.   Ro);'s  IV€w  /Jwtwcr#/.s;/I   ";Ic}
Mcr/cr7.a//..7m.    A    review   of   this   book   will   hopefully   appear   in   a
forthcoming    BR,Sg.    The    Foundation    next    plans    to    publish    Dr.
Kowaljee(s   bock    Total    Revolulitiii    aiid    Humanism.    For    more
informatioii  on  the  Buddhiwadi  Fouiid{ition,  check  out  its  websitc  at
l~._t|p://ww.I>uddliiwadjng.

•       Rationalist  lliternational's  campaigii  to  save  the  life  of Zafran  Bi  Bi

(see the May 2002 BRsg) has succeeded. Zafran Bi Bi is a rape victim
in  Pakistan  who  was  sentenced  to  death  by  stoning.  In  response  to
tremendous  public  pressure,  the  Federal  Shariat  Court  in  lslamabad
cleared   her  off  all   charges   on   June   8,   2002.   General   Musharraf,

president   of  Pakistan,   reportedly   received   over   3,000   e-mails   ill
opposition  to  the  death  sentence.  Moreover,  the  Council  of  Islamic
Ideology, Pakistan's highest authority on matters of religious faith, has
agreed to review the adultery law under which the conviction occurred
and see jf it is truly "in  accordance with the Koran." The campaign to
abolish  Pakistan's  barbaric  adultery  laws.  (Zafran  Bi  Bi  claimed  she
was   raped    by   her   brother-in-law,    but    Pakistan's   religio`Is    laws

governing  adultery  do  not  distinguish  between  consensual  and  non-
consensual sex) continue.

•       Also   continuing   is   the   International   Humanist   and   Ethical   Union

(IHEU)'s campaign  to  save the  life  of Dr.  Younis  Shaikh,  a Pakistani
academic  sentenced  to  death  on  August   18,  2001   for  blasphemy.  A
report   on    the    case    can    be    found    at    the    IHEU's    website    at
!xp://iheu.org/Sliaikn/.    The    IHEU    asks    opponents    of   religious
fanaticism to protest the sentence to Pakistani President Musharraf and
request Dr.  Shaikh's release.  President Musharraf can  be  reached  via
e-mail at ce@pak.gov_.pk_or via any Embassy of Pakistan.  Please send
copies of any letters sent to the  [IIEU at ELa_tneflign@illcll_,one.
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American  Atheists  has  called   for  a  "Godless  Americans  March  on
Washington," to take place on November 2, 2002. The march has been
endorsed    by   the   Council    for   Secular   Humanism,    among   other
humanist  organizations.  For more  information,  contact  D.J.  Grothe  at

(716) 636-7571  ext.  314  or !!ig!:!Lothg@£!2p±£!:!}2!:ing±±i±:}!±!±!.

Updates on Awards and Honorary Members

On  May 20,  2002, the BRS  lost one of its esteemed  award recipients.
Stephen  Jay  Could,  esteemed  paleontologist  and  2002  BRS  Award
recipient, died of lung cancer. He will be sorely missed. Obituaries and
tributes   devoted   to   Could   appeared   in   the   following.publications,
ilTong others.. the  New  York Tilnes, San  Francisco Chronicle, Seallle
I:i.Ires,  51.  _Pelersburg  Tilnes,  St.   Lou`Is  Posl-Dispalch,  Toronlo  Star,

ys4    To fray,  _Washington    Post,    imd    Newsday    (May    21).,    the
I:idei]enden_I, Gu_ardian a,nd Boston Globe (May 2\  ernd 22)., the Times.
S_c:?lsw:an, ~Pa:tf a_rd Couranl (a r"st-reaid), imd Daily Telegraph (May

??).,  t+e  ?I?in _Pealer  (May  2S).,  the   Washington  Post- (inay  265.,
IVcws'c/¢); (May 28); and the Iva//.o# (June  17).

Fortunately,  Gould  was  able  to  finish  his  magnum  opus  before  his
death.   Harvard   University   Press   has   just   published   Gould's    7lwhe
^S/rwc./wrc   a/ Evo/w//.oHar}J   7:4eor);.   This   book,    I,464   pages   in   aH,

presents   a   mature   statement   of  the   changes   Goiild   believed   have
become  necessary  in  Darwinian  theory  since  the  Modern  Synthesis
took place over half a century ago.

An ar(icle on Could and his new book appeared in the March  15, 2002
issiie  of  the  C4rt)#j.c/e  a/` ///.gAer  fdwow//.on.  The  article  contains  a
brief  interview  with  Could,  jn  which  he  declared,  `.I   never  write  a
second  draft.   I  almost  never  shift  a  paragraph.   I  add  something  if
something  new  comes   up.   But   I'm  a  believer  in  the  old-fashioned
technique of outlining~that is, you don't sit down and write until you

pi.etty  inuch  know  how  it  goes,  what  the  logical  structure  is."  Could
apparently shared his  method of writing,  in addition  to his devotion to
sclence and humanism, with Russell.

Another review of the  book appeared in the June  10, 2002  issue of the
IVcf//.o#. This rather odd review,  by David Hawkes, suggests that Could
was  fundamentally  anti-Darwinian,  which  is  somehow  good  because
ot` Daiwin's intellectual debt to Adain Smith.
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Also published  shortly before  Gould's death was / #avc Lo#dec/..  714c>
End  Of a  Beginning  in  Natural  l]islory (I-la,Imony  Books, 200Z). the
tenth  and  final  collection  of Gould's  columns  from  IVcr/wra/  I/j.s/ory
magazine.  Reviews discussing both  / #avc fcr#ded and  714e S/rwc/wrc
a/ Evo/w//.a/7ar};  "eoryJ  have  appeared  in  May   12   issue  of the  L?c"
D/.ego  u#/.ow  7t./.bw#c aild the May 25  issile of the G"ard/.c7H.

•       On  a  related  note,  the  Spring  2002   issue  of  the  Ga);  cr#d  Lcsbf.c"
I/wma#/.L7/ quotes Stephen Jay Could as follows:

We  are  here  because  one  odd  groiip  of fishes  had  a  pcculiai.  fill
anatomy  that  could  transform   iiito   legs  for  terrestrial  crcaturcs;
because the earth never froze entirely during an ice age; because a
small  and  tenuous species,  arising  in  Africa a quarter of a  million

years ago,  has managed,  so  far, to survive by hook and  by crook.
We may yearn for a "higher" answer-but none exists.

The quote appears in "Gossip from across the Pond," a regular columli
written  by the  BRS's own  Warren  Allen  Smith.  The column  is  onliiie
at    http://w+^±w.£±alh.a,£2ng//!z.Ih/213/£;ossip..!itm|    The    quote    originally

appeared  in  the  December  1988  issue  of LJ/e,  in  an  article  entitled
"The Meaning of Life," and seems an appropriately Russellian  line by

which BRS-ers can remember Professor Could.

•      Studs Terkel, recipient of the 2002 BRS Award, was recently honored
when  the  city  of Chicago  declared  May  ]6  to  be  Studs  Terkel  Day.

Jehsetot::0:;::ickhsru:Ssi::{:[r:dgophybrrtahyd°ar;.'&r:tce`atT::j°Tne'rk:I::
birthday  falls  two  days  before  Russell's.)  Fortunately,  the  event  took

place   before   the   BRS   Annual   Meeting;   otherwise,   it   would   have
doubtlessly  seemed  rather  anticlimactic.  (Once  you've  received  the
BRS   Award,   what   higher   honor   is   there   left   to   achieve?)    All
announcement of the award appeared  in the June  10, 2002  issue of tlic
Nalion.

Terkel,  however,  does  not  rest  on  his  laurels  any  more  than  Russell
did.  He recently wrote an  article promoting Rep.  Dennis  Kucinich  D-
OH)  as  a  possible  presidential  candidate  in  2004.  The  article,  which
appeared in May 6, 2002 issue of the IVcr//.o„, features excerpts from an
interview  Terkel  conducted  with  Kucinich  in   1978,  when  the  latter
was  mayor  of Cleveland.  The  article  has  provoked  some  controversy
withiii    the   pages   or   the    Ivd/r.t;w   {1Lic    to    Kilcinich's   oppositioii    tti

abortion rights, a position with wliich Terkel  himself disagrees.
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•       'l`hose  interested  in  learning more about Terkel  may wish to check out

the    iliterview    with    him    at    I.i!lp.;.//\!vy._v!'LLgLralldlillles.com/slllds2.html.

The  title  of the  interview,  "Studs  Terkel:  An  Interview  with  the  Man
Who  Interviews America," brings to mind Terkel's famous description
t]f Russell as "the man who shook the hand of the man who shook the
l`and   of   Napoleon."   The   interview,   slightly   dated   now   but   still
acciirate,  was  conducted  by  Kira  Albin  for  GTra#d  I/.mei',  a  "unique
weekly   Internet   magazine   for   seniors."   The   BRsg   thanks   BRS
Librarian Tom Stanley for locating this interview.

•      Terkel  also  put  in  an  appearance  in  the  May/June  2002  issue  of the
(//#L. Rood.Jr.  Terkel's picture  appears there,  along with a quote  from
an   article   on   him   in   the   March/April   2002   issue   of  So/.owr#erb'
magazine.  The  quote,  which  runs  as  follows,  demonstrates  well  why
Terkel received the 2002 Award:

I'm  interested in bottom-up history.  The stories of the people you
don't hear about in other books. There's a poem by Bertolt Brecht
that  says  "Who  built  Thebes  of the  seven  gates?"  ln  it  he  asks,
who  hauled  the  rocks  up  there?  When  they  were  building  the

pyramids, what did the workers eat for lunch?  ln  1588,  when the
Spanish Armada sank and the Queen of Spain cried, who cried the
other tears? That's what l'm interested in, the other tears.

•       BRS   Vice   President   for  Outreach   Peter  Friedman   found  a  highly
ttt]scure    appearance    by    Studs    'rerkel    in    a    1953    sholl   film    by
Liiicyclopedia  Britarmica  entitled  "Beginni[ig  to  Date."  The  film, just
under  11  I/2 minutes  long,  features Terkel  as a swimming coach trying
to inspire one of his students with the confidence to ask a girl oiit on a
date for the first time. Those with a high toleration level for saccharine
can find the fi lin on I ine at hifl2i4/_!¥\_vu'iacctriue=QEL/!nQLvjgs!by!j±Jch!Pal.

•       L3RS  IIonorary  Member  TasJima  Nasrin  visited  India  in  April  2002,

receiving  extensive  coverage  in  the  7l.meg  a/`/#ch.#.  On  April  4,  the
'/'f.»7c5' announced  tliat  she  would  be  visiting  for personal  reasons,  but

that  her  friends  were  reluctant  to  provide  further  information  or even
confirm that the visit was taking place (a sensible precaution, given the
death  sentence hanging over her head). The April 20 issue reported on
Nasrin's  attacks  on  efforts  to  rewrite  history  in  her  home  country  of
Bangladesh.  The next day,  an  article  by Nasrin appeared  in  which she
expressed   sorrow   at   her   inabiJjty   to   return   to   her   own   country.

(Bangladesh  has  refused  to  let  Nasrjn  retiim,  even  to  visit  her  own
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mother on her deathbed; Nasrin  had to sneak  into the country  in order
to bid  her mother farewell.) Nasrin  also expressed a desire to settle  in
India,    citing   the    gracious    hospitality    shourn   to   her.    The    r7.„7cs
discussed  this  desire  in  an  article  dated  April  28;   it  indicated  that
Nasrin  would  raise  the  matter  in  a  meeting with  the  chief minister of
WestBengal.Thearticlesareat!±±±p2/Aiminfindja.ind_iatLm£.si±£gLn..

•      £i/e  Ex/eusJ.o#  Magazine,  a  magazine  that  promotes  alternatives  to
traditional   medicines,   features   an   article   entitled   "Vindication   for
Linus  Pauling"  in  its  May 2002  issue.  The article,  written  by  William
Faloon, deals with Pauling's work on the dangers of radioactive falloiit
and  on  the  benefits  of Vitamin  C.  It  asks  how  Americans  can  "stop

persecuting  today's   Linus  Paulings"  because  of  their  controversial
claims.  The  award  notes  Linus  Pauling's  status  as  the  only  person  to
win   two   undivided   Nobel   prizes-Lbut   fails   to   note   his   honorary
membership in the BRS.

•       BRS   Honorary   Member   Noam   Chomsky   will   be   at   MCMaster
University on November  11-14.  He will  be visiting under the aegis of
the Centre for Peace Studies, the Labour Studies Programme-and of
course,  the  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre.  Chomsky's  schedule
has  not  yet  been  worked  out,  but  it  should  include  both  large  public
lectures  and  smaller  seminars.   For  more   information,  contact  Nick
Griffin at the Bertrand Russell Research Centre,  MCMaster University,
1280     Main     St     West,     Hamilton,     ON.     LBS     4M2,      Canada,ugriffin-.

•      Noam  Chomsky  will  also  speak  at  the  2002  Annual  Meeting  of the
American  Political  Science  Association (APSA), to be held  in  Boston
over Labor Day weekend. Chomsky has been invited to the meeting by
the  Caucus  for a New  Political  Science-an  organized  section  of the
APSA  that  promotes  radical  approaches  to  the  study  of politics-in
conjunction      with      two     other     sections.      Human      Rights      and
Transformational   &   Ecological   Politics.   Chomsky's   talk   will   take

place at 8 PM on Saturday, August 31. For further information, contacl
John   Martin,   APSA   Program   Coordinator   for   the   Caucus,   at   the
Division  of Social  Sciences,  Dowling  College,  Oakdale,  NY   I ]769,prarfi,ti-.
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BRS Member Reports

Shortly before his trip to Geneva (see "Road Tripping with the GRRS"
in   lhis   issue),   David   White   read   liis   poem   "Whereof  We   Cannot
Speak"  (BR,Sg  #110,  May  2001)  at  an  open  lnike  night  al  St.  John
Fisher   College.   David   admittedly   had   to   explain   to   the   crowd
beforehand who Bertrand  Russell was, but at least one member of the
audience enjoyed the spectacle.  "Hysterical," she told David, "I didn't
know Bertrand Russell had a sex life."  News apparently takes a while
to reach St. John Fisher College. . .

'I`he  May 2002  issue of sp/wb.A/, newsletter of the St.  Petersburg Largo

Ai.ea  Secular  Humanists  (SPLASH),  announced  a  SPLASH  speaker
session  on  May   18,  Bertie's  birthday.  The  meeting  featured  Diane
Wilkinson,  a  philosophy  graduate  student  at  the  University  of South
Florida, speaking on Russell's "Why I Am Not a Christian." SP4AS#./
is   edited   by   former   BRS   Vice   President   Jam   Loeb   Eisler,   and
subscriptions  can  be  obtained  by  sending  $40  ($20  for  students  and
low-income  persons)  to  SPLASH  treasurer,  P.O.  Box  8099,  Madeira
Beach, FL 33738-8099 USA.

Rustlings
Gerry Wildenberg

"Riistlings"  is  the  new  name  of my  column,  "Russell-Crypt,"  in  which  I

Ill.cscnl  a  simple  substitution  cipher  based  on  the   writings  of  Bertrand
l\'lssell.

Ili'low is today's coded quote in which each letter stands for another letter.
I..ttr  exainple   BERTRAND  RUSSELL  could  be  coded  as  OREGENAQ
I,:lI1.`FRYY,

()   1},  R=E, et cetera.   The qiiote below uses a different code.

^I`ter you've solved  it, see if you can  identify the sollrce.

`lli`MBGuli`MWTJ  UFO  PG  AGLWRGA  FJ  MBG  JKPXGTM  EBGVG
I.:G    RGQGV   DRHE   EBFM    EG    FVG   MFZDWRY    FPHKM,   RHV
l`:l}GMBGV EBFM EG FVG JFOWRY WJ MVKG.

'I`he solution will appear in the next issue of the BRsg,
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The Hunt for Red Hack]c

Undeterred by the  underwhelming societal  response to his recent call  for a

global  Red  Hackle  search,  BRsg  Editor  Peter  Stone  has  reaclied  out  to
others outside the BRS in hope of assistance at obtaining the devilishly rare
Scotch whisky brand  so near and  dear to  Bertie's heart. He mentioned,  foi.
example,  the  hunt  for  Red  Hackle  in  a  recent  exchange  with  Alan  Scott

("Scottie"),   proprietor  of  the   "Rampant   Scotland"   website.   (See   "The
Russell  `Clan"  in  this  issue.)  Scott  did  a  little  searching,  and  pointed  the
ed i tor to  b!!p:±±±!!!±!±}!.Lss2QLlctndisky.it2m±laleLsl/j2.hj±±jpsa!!!2±!Qnli±i±±li!!_I.  T h i s
webpage  offers  information  on  a  Scotch  whisky  auction  held  by  Philips
Auction  House  in  August  2000.  This  auction  featured,  among  others,  the
following lot for bids:

Lot 603  Four  Old  De  Luxe  Blends  Highland  Queen  `Grand   15';  26  2/3
fl.oz @ 70.  proof; a de luxe expression of this once-famous blend
bottled  in  the  ]960's.  Red  Hackle  reserve,12  Years  Old;  26  2/3
fl.oz   @   70.   proof;   a   de   luxe   expression   of  what   was   oiicc
Glasgow's   favourite   blend,   bottled   in   the   1960's.   Mackiiilay's
Legacy,  12  Years Old;  75cl  @  75;  an  early  1970s  bottling.  Bell's
Royal Reserve 20 Years old; 261/3  fl.oz @ 70. proof. (4)
£70-loo

lt's  good  to hear that  Russell's  favorite  Scotch  was  also  once "Glasgow's
favourite,"  and  while  this  particular  auction  may  be  over,  others  might
offer  future  purchasing  opportunities.  (Interested  parties  may  wish  to  get
on scotchwhisky.com's e-mail  list by visiting the site.)

The  BRS  is  still  willing to  reimburse  members  who  can  obtain  bottles  of
Red  Hackle  for the  Society at a reasonable price.  (The  Society will pay up
to $40  a bottle,  4  bottles  maximuln,  for tlie  premium  blend  of the  scotch.)
Any  member  who  secures  Red  [Iackle  for  the  BRS  will  also  receive  a
FREE  BRS  t-shirt.  (See  "The  BRS  T-Shirt  Saga  Continues"  ill  this  issue.)
And the BRsg continues its call  for volunteers tojoin  in this epic quest.
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Pose with Bertie!

/PRsg Associate Editor Tim  Madigan poses with the famed bust of Bertie
tit  Red  Lion  Square,  London.  Madigan took this photo diirjng a September
lot)9  visit to the British Isles.  The BRsg would  like to see the entire world

I)ose  with  Bertie,  so  if you're  in  London,  have  your  picture  taken  with
[}ertie,  and  send  us  a  copy!  (Tim  assures  us  that  there  are  usually  many

people at Red Lion Square who would be willing to take a picture of you if
you  have  a camera handy.  Some  of them  will  even give you your camera
back.)
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BRS Business and Chapter News:

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
2nd Qu?rter Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow, 4/I/02 Through 6/30/02

Compiled 7/9/02 by Dennis J. Darland,
BRS Treasurer (d_i darlaiid@qcoiil iiie.com)

Category Description

BALANCE 3/3 I /02

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contrib-BRS

8,519.36

350.00
TOTAL Contributions            3 50.00

Dues
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues

Other Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Meeting Expenses*
Newsletter
Other Expenses
RUSSELL Subscriptions

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 6/30/02

155.00

1,015.00

I,170.00
60.00

1,580.00

9.18

9.81

185.10

810.92
257.82

2,669.00

3,941.83

-2,36 I .83

6,157.53

* The Expense & Income for the Annual meeting are mostly not included.

They will be included jn the 3rd Quarter Treasurer's Report.
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Greater Rochester Russell Set

Celebrating Five Years of Monthly Russell
Meetings Open to the Public

GRRS Gets Recognition

/ '//.iJ Newspaper, Rochester's independent weekly, published a
tli*ciission  of the  Greater Rochester  Russell  Set  in  its  "Metro
liik" column. The article, by Jack Bradigan Spula, appeared in
llii.  May  29-June  4,  2002  issue  of the  paper,  and  features  of
|iii`tiire of GRRsrer Tim Madigan leaning against a tree.

Program, Fall 2002

^`ig. 8                "Russell the Anti-Communist"
( ;INI.sl  Speaker:  Andrew  Bone

8i`|tl.12             "The city college case"
( ;IIi'.NI  Speaker:  Thorn Weidlich

11.\`  10                 Celebrities  in llell
( ;II...NI  S|)eaker:  Warren Allen Smith

Ntiv.14              "Russell on pythagoras"
I)®c,12              The ABC o./.Armageddon
Jun. t)                   Yours Faithif `ully,  Berlrand Russell

N`ili.:  All dates and topics are subjecl lo change.

New Meeting Locationl!!

Daily Perks Coffee House
389 Gregory Street,  Rochester,  NY

For information,  contact llm  Madigan at 585424-3184 or
tmadiaan@rochester.rr.com.  Or visit
httD:7/sunl.sifc.edu/~dwhite/arrs.
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Fr''n' 'I'G Il'II'o,|'

l'lm®r 1''  I,''111,`'',

RI|l`l  l`I`ol'  I  I(lllletl  Ill.1111#  llfll`k   1'1   lul)(),I   litilit`l-lli`tl   l'i.{ilii  soiiie  a"izing

luck,  'l'lw  111`11  lllt#  ^lllllml  M®®lllli  ltt  lnLti  itlMt't.  ul\i`i.I  jttined  (1991)  was

held  nl   I.®1`1|1`   ulllv"lly,111  llly  ll(wllt`I`)wil   itl   lli`tl`li.l`.`m   (Peni`sylvania,

not   l#mol),I   win  nll  iillileflmillmlii   lil   I'i`iiii   *liili`   \`iiivi`i.sity  at   lhc  iimc,

alld  dldll`l  llwo  lllw.`ll  llf lt  ¢Illllbl'®n`'ii  ltiiili+.i`l,  Mi``l  `u  lliis  c()incidence  gave

mo ,he ,,I,p,,,' ,,,,, I,y ,,, " ,,.,,, I,

A   yciir   liil®r,   I   win  A   I«llwl).I   liil.ii`ii   lil   *^Nl`:/l'`Rl.;I:ZE:   Campaign   foi.

Global   S®cllrlly,   o   P.Io.  tlr|mil/nlli)ii   liii`ctl   in   W`shington,   DC   (later
renamed  l'®fl.`®  ^ollon),  ,qllll  lncklliu  iiiiii`Ii  ilii)Ill.)J  (in.v  internship  "paid"

the  prlllc®ly   lum  of  SI0  I  w.®k),   I   I`iiil   cii.j{}yi.tl   my   first   BRS   Annual
Mectln8  flntl  win Anxlom  lt) dll®ll(I  liiy  ,«I.`(iiitl.  I'`{>i.(imate]y,  the  BRS  made

it   cagy   l`t}r   lm   1|1111:   11`.    1002   ^1`1111111   Mi`i`lii`g   was   held   at   American

Unlvcrslly  lli  Wfl.llln|l(}I`  lllill  luiliiiicl`.

Admillcdly,  my  luck  mli  oiil  II`o  riilliiwlii#  yi`iil.;  tl`i.1993  Annual  Meeting,
held   in   Sull   I)l®i(},    1111`®   ()i`Iy   iiic¢llli#   l'vi.   Ii`issed   since   I  joined   the

Society.  SlllI,  my  l`lck  l"d  ll®Id  IIri)iiu  lii  iillttwii`g  a  poor  student  to  attend

two   annual   m®®llnii   ln   ®   r()w   tiii   ii   #hii..ill.ing.   But   I   think   the   most
valuable  plocc  or  load   I`t}rlul`®   I   oi\|tiyctl   ill  lhttse  days  took  place  even
before  I   altei`dcd  my   `1ml   ^nliiiiil   Mci`lii`g.   I``tir   in   the  spring  of  1991,   I

received an  lnvlmtlon lo nlloiid # Ipocli`l cvcnl  jn  l`onor of Russell, one that
made quite an  Impact  for II`o.

"PRAISE  TLlr.:  I.ORI)I"  rend  llic  ptillciii'd.  "I,ord  Russell,  of coiirse,"  it

went  on.  Tl`e  cfli.d  lnvllcd  me  lo  fluci`il  ii  ci.I.`lti.{ilioil  of Russell's  birthday,
to  be  held  in  ^llonlown  lhfll  Mtty,  (^ll..iilttwii.  I`or  those  unfamiliar  with
Pennsylvania  geograr)hy,  9jts  rlglil  ii.`xt  to  I)i`lhleliem.)  The  meeting  took

place  at  Loule`s,  a  qunlnl  Italian  ri.stt``ir{tnt  downtown,  and  was  organized
by   longtime   BRS   maliistay   I,a..   I:isler   and   his   new   wife,   Jan.   Also
attending were BRS members Glenn Moyer and his wife, along with a few
others that  Eisler and  Moyer had di.agged  alt7iig.  (Much  of dinnertime  was
taken up with explaining whose birthday wc were celebrating.) This was to
be the first of several yearly birthday i]arlies  for Riissell that I  would attend
at that restaurant, and I would always coine away with interesting stories to
tell, although  I also leaned to bc careful telling them. (Note to all  I 9-year-
old boys oiit there: never admit to other  I {J-year-olds that you've attended a
birthday celebration  for a dead  British philosophei..)

Tllel.c   hasn't   been   a   birthday   party   for   Russell   held   in   Bethlehem   for
several  years  now.  Lee  Eisler,  who  kept  the  BRS  running  smoothly  for

years  as  both  Vice President  for  Information (it was he  who responded to
my  initial  expression  of  interest  in  the  BRS)  and  editor  of the  BRsg's

predecessor,  the  fiwssc//  Soci.COJ  IVctt;s  (I  have  succeeded  him;  I  carmot
replace  him),  passed  away   in   1998.  Jam  Loeb  Eisler,  currently  a  Board
Member of the  BRS,  now resides  in  Florida.  But to this day,  I  retain a  lot
of fond  memories  of those  dinner parties.  They  surely helped  cement  my
commitment  to  the  BRS  as  much  as  the  Armual  Meetings  or  even  Lee's
fine newsletter.

And yet the fact remains that I was incredibly lucky to have such an annual
celebration   held   right   in   my   own   backyard.   Although   the   BRS   has
mcmbcrs scattered throughout the world,  it has provided few opportunities
outside  the  Annual   Meeting  for  members  to  interact.  Granted,  it  has  a

growing   presence    on    the    programs   of   the    American    Philosophical
Association.    But    these    programs    are    traditionally    oriented    towards

professional  philosophers;  events  aimed  at  the  Russellian-in-the-street  are
few and far between.

Tlie   situation   improved   dramatically   six   years   ago,   when   the   Greater
Rochester   Russell    Set   (GRRS)    was    formed.    Starting    from    humble
beginnings,  when meetings of four (three of whom were the organizers of
the group) were not uncommon, the group has grown to the point where its
local  gatherings  rival  the  BRS  Annual  Meeting  in  size.  It has also taken  a
leadei.ship  role  in  the  national  society,  with  one  of its  founding  members

(David  White)  currently  serving  as  Chairman  of the  Board  and  another
(yours  truly)  editing  the  BRsg.  It  has  even  begun  to  attract  emulators,
slowly but surely;  a New York City chapter has  formed, a Boston chapter
has been explored, and there lias been talk of a chapter in Indianapolis.

But while the GRRS  can do many things,  it cannot be everywhere at once.
Our  meetings  offer  regular  opportunities  only  to  the  denizens  of upstate
New  York.  In  order to  get  a  Russell  "fix"  between  Annual  Meetings,  one
either  llas  to  be  very  lucky  ill  where  one  resides-as  I  had  been  back  in
Bethlehemutr  willing  to  put  up  with  one  heck  of a  commute.  (At  least
olie   BRS  member  has  expressed  a  willingness  to  attend   GRRS  events

provided  we  can  pay  his  plane fare  froln  England.  His  request,  along  with
every other request made to the GRRS that would require  a budget,  is  still

pending.)



Ullll"loly,   lt   I(llmoll-l'olnloil   ovt`m   lui`   ln   t`tivi.I.   ll`i`   liM`{l   {ti`i`   ikiy,   they

Wlll   lllv.   Iii   iHiliio   nl)iiiil   ll`r(iiittl`   ll`i`   iiillliillv..   I)I`  llii`   i`ii`ml)crsl`ip.   If  yoii

WIl`llll   Ilk.   I.1   1®€   Illo   lll{H   l".`Iiiili`   Iiitil'i`   vi`ihli`   ill   yoiir   al.ea,   there   are

llmlly    lhlllpl    y(i`l    t!nll    (I(I,    You    tltwl`I    ltilvc    lt)    *Ii`i.I    i]    I`Lill-scale    chapter

(.llllllllBh  11` yllll'Il  llko  ln  Hlvo  11  lt  ll.y,  lllt.  ( il{l{t;  will  pl.ovide  all  the  advice

nl`(I  nlllllllllt!®  11  ¢1`11,}  ^rrliii#o  ii  w|```i`Lliitt  c`iigiigi`meiit  I.()r  a  distinguislied

l`lm.Ill«ll   Ill   yli`lr  lI)wli,   lllil.i't)w   lin   i`utlio  I)I-vi(I..o  I.ecordiiig  of  Russell

ll't)Ill  111®  lllt#  I,lllmry,  illl`l  wl  `i|l  «  I)`il.lie  vj¢wiltg.  Or,  if even these  events

llro  h®yiMl(I   y(iwl'  r®IIiurt`ei.   kcei`   il   litw  key.   'I`hrow  a  birthday  pal.ty   for

ll®nlo,    I.'ll`il   n   llli'®   Nilit`II'Iw`l   ({Iiii.`i``l    ht`vi`   I()   I)e    Italian),    invite   some

fTlolldN,  Illltl  lmvc  «  lmll,   11`  11  #I)a,i   wi`lI,  tl`ci.c  i`re  plenty  of other  Russell-

roll`lo(I  llllleNlillm  ll`l.(ltlpliti`il  tlii.  yi`iii.  tt)  i`elcl)rate.  You  may  discover  that

yo`l  hnvo  miiro  olwrBy   l't}r  lprci`tlii`g  tl`c  good  word  about  the  BRS  than
you  lnl,I"lly ,h ,,,,, h,'

One  more  lhln|,  ()l`co  y(t`l`vc  {lccitl..d  to  hold  a  Russell-related  event,  let
ils  know  «b(iiil  11,  'rlle  /)^,`'(/  w{iiiltl  love  to  piiblicize  your event,  and  will
happily piiblllh nrllcl®9 «nd r)l`ot()grtlplis dealing with them.  Consider it oiir
own sl"II wny {}l.kccr)InB fllive ll`c mi.mory ol`diimer at Louie's.

^bcrcrombie and Iraq

On October  10,  2002,  ll`e  U.S.  Iloiise  of Representatives  voted 296-133  to
authorize  Prcsidcnt  BLish  `o  curl.y  oill  military  action  against  Iraq.  (Three
House  members  did  iiot  vole,  i`I`d  three  House  seats  were  vacant  at  the
time.) The  following day, the  Scilate  approved the  same measure by a 77-
23  vote.  Among the courageoiis  minority opposing the President was  Rep.
Nell  Abercrombie  (D-lil),  tl`c  only  member  of Congress  to  belong  to  the
BRS.  The  BRsg  would  like  to  thank  Rep.  Abercrombie  for remembering
the words of Exodus 23:2--"rhoii slialt not  follow a multitude to do evil."
Bertrand Russell`s grandmother iliscribed those woi.ds on a Bible she gave
to him as a  birthday present  when  he  was  a  boy.  They are  as  sound  today
as they were then.  We salute  Rep.  Abercrombje's courage and good sense,
and hope he will continue to work for peace as best he can.

(These  views  reflect only  the  opinions  of the  BRsg  Editorial  Board.  The
BRS plays no role in partisan politics and endorses no candidates.)

Letter from the Chairman

Our  Society  is  a  strange  one,  as  special  interest  groups  go.  We  have  an
excellent mix of people with  different kinds of interests in Russell, and we
serve as a  link between the pulse-beat of popular culture and the most dry-
as-dust   scholarship.   The   membership   seems   pleased   with   the   revived
BRsg, and the Greater Rochester Russell Set (GRRS) continues to sponsor
Impressive programs month after month. Perhaps not everyone is aware of
the many other opportunities that come  with membership  in the BRS. Not
only  are   full   manuscripts  welcomed   by  the  editors  of  the  BRsg,   but
members may also care to submit ideas for a story or brief reports on local
events.  This  December we  have  a program at the American  Philosophical
Association (APA) meeting  in  Philadelphia.  Attendance by all members is
very  much  encouraged.  A  program  has  also  been  prepared  for  the  Sam
Francisco   meeting   of  the   APA,   March   26-30.   Please   consider,   also,
attending  a  birthday celebration  on  or about  May  18.  (See  the  editorial  in
this   issue.)   That   would   be   a   great   time   to   volunteer  to   lead   a  book
discussion  at your  local  school  or library.  "Nobel  Prize  Wirmer"  is often a

good  hook  for  getting  attention.  If you  plan  to  be  in  New  York,  by  all
means  get   in  touch   with   Warren   Allen   Smith  about  meeting  with  the
second   U.S.   Chapter  of  the   BRS.   (See  "The  Greater  New  York  City
Cliapter of the Bertrand Russell Society" in this issue.) The GRRS is full of
ideas for those who want to start their own  local chapter. Finally, there are
many  members  who  do  not  attend  the  Annual   Meeting.   This  year  the
ineeting will again be at Lake Forest College at the end of May.  So far as I
know.  everyone  who  has  attended  these  meetings  has  had  a  good  time.
Lake Forest (outside of Chicago) is a great location for a family vacation. I
hope to see many of you at these events.

David E.  White
Department of Philosophy
St. John Fisher College
3690  East Avenue
Rocllester, NY  14618

dulLc@,sjfc.edr

GRRS-cr Joins BRsg Staff

Phil  Ebersole,  an  active  member of the GRRS,  has joined the BRsg team
as   an   associate   editor.   Pliil   is   a   retired  joumalist   who   wrote   for   the
Rochester   Dc;#ocrcr/   &   CAro#;.c/c;   his   skills   should   thus   prove   very
valuable to us. Welcome aboard, Phil!
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Check for your number, and you'll always know your status.

If you  have  any  questions  about  yoiir  meinbership,  feel  free  to  write  to
Dermis at didarland(;i)aconline.com.

The  BRS  is  constantly  looking  for  ways  we  can  make  it  easier  for you  to
keep your membership current. We'd hate to lose any member becaiise of a
misunderstanding  over  the  timing  of  a  dues  payment.   If you  have  any
suggestions to help us improve the process, please drop the BRsg a line.

The 2003 Annual Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society
Lake. Forest College a.ake Forest, IL)

May 30-June 1, 2003

After  arranging  a  very  successful  BRS  Annual  Meeting  at  Lake  Forest
College  last year,  BRS  Board member Rosalind Carey has  agreed to host
the  2003  BRS  Annual  Meeting  at  Lake  Forest  as  well.  The  BRS  is  very
appreciative of her hard work, both this year and next.

BRS   President   Alan   Schwerin   is   currently   preparing   a   website   with
information  about  the  conference  and  a  call  for  papers.  In  the  meantime,
members  may  also  submit  paper  proposals  to  Alan  at  the  Department  of
Interdisciplinary  Studies,  Monmouth  University,  West  Long  Branch,  NJ
07764  USA,  (732)  5714470,  gschweri@monmouth.edu.  Please  direct  all
other  questions  about  the  conference  (concerning  housing,  food,  travel,
etc.)  to  Rosalind  Carey,  Department  of  Philosophy,  Durand  Hall,  Lake
Forest   College,    Lake   Forest,   IL   60045    USA,   carev@hemies.Ifc.edu.
Particulars will appear in the February 2003 BRsg, or on BRS-List if they
are available sooner. (See "Are You on BRS-List?" below.)

The   BRsg  encourages  every  member  to  attend  and  participate  in  our
second meeting at Lake Forest!  See you there!

Are You on BRS-List?

BRS-List is the BRS's official  listserve, used to send members information
about  Society  activities  and  to  discuss  Society  business.  The  listserve  is
open only to members of the BRS, and all members are encouraged to join.
To join  the  list,  visit  h±£p±/Aiiailman.mcmastei..ca/mailman/listinfothrs-list
and fill out the form. Altematively send the message

subscribe

to brs-I ist-rcqucst@mailmafi.mcmastci..ca.

Any questions regarding BRS-List can be directed to the listserve's owner,
Ken Blackwell, at blackwk@,mcmaster.ca.

Note  that  BRS-List  is  not  the  same  as  Russell-I,  a  listserve  run  out  of
MCMaster  for the  purpose  of discussing all  things  Russellian.  Please  keep
this distinction in mind when posting to one or the other list.
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II()wrd Cnndidflte Statements

^ndrcw  I)olle  19 Senior Research Associate at the Berti-and  Russell  Centre
at MCMaster Ui`ivorslly.  I le worked on an ad hoc basis for the old Bertrand
Russell  Edllorl8l   Pr{)jcct  before  joining  it  full  time  in  January   1997.  lie
first   seriously   engaged   Russell's   life   while   researching   the   elnergency
legislation  under  wl`ich  Russell  was  charged  in  the  First  World  War.  (He
conducted this research  for his  T'h.  D. thesis  in  Modern  British History.) I-Ie
was an assistant editor on Volume  15  of 714e Co//cc/ed Papers o/Bcr/rcz#d
Rwsse// and  is the editor of Volume 28, A4c7#'.I Per/./,  /9J4-Jj (currently at

press) and Volume 29, D¢/ew/c or Deb./rwc//.o#,  /955-J7 (in progress).

David  Goldman  has  been  a  member of the  BRS  for  nearly  20  years.  A

psychiatrist and psychoanalyst affiliated with the Department of Psychiatry
at  New  York   University   Medical   Center  and   the   Columbia   University
Psychoanalytic   Center,   respectively,   he   has   focused   on   dealing   with
depression   as   a   major   source   of  personal   unhappiness   and   with   the

psychiatric  consequences  of the  threat  of nuclear  war.  In  these  endeavors,
he  has  been   interested   in  the  effect  of  rigid   moral   systems,   dogmatic
religious   indoctrination,   and   political   strictures   on   the   development   of
healthy  personalities  and  socially  just  societies.   Jle   is  a  Director  of  the
National  Coalition  of Mental  Health  Professionals  and  Consumers,  which
fights against managed care abuses,  loss of patient rights of. confidentiality,
and  for the  preservation  of professionals'  decision-making  autonomy.  He
belongs  to   numerous   progressive   organizations,   and   once   organized   a

"Psychiatric Consequences of Nuclear War Conference" for the New York

Chapter of the Physicians for Social Responsibility in the early 80's, one of
the fii.st efforts to deal  with dangerous Reagan first-strike policies.  In  1987,
he   addressed   the   BRS   Annul   Meeting  on   the   inherent   tendencies   for

positive  and   life-enhancing  behavior  against  a  prevailing  psychological
theory that the depressive position was the more truthful basic framework
for perception and action.  He  is also currently preparing a talk for the BRS
2003  Annual  Meeting on Russell's  impact on psychiatry. As a Director, he
would  work  to  expand  membership  in  psychiatric  societies,  urge  greater
visibility  for  BRS  on  the  public  issues  of  to-day,  and  work  to  develop
cooperative ventures for public radio and TV informational programs with
the Center for Inquiry.

Nick Griffin  is a philosopher at MCMaster University who  is  interested in.
logic,  epistemology,  and  Bertrand  Russell.   He  has  edited  two  volumes  of
Russell's Sc/ec/ed fe//erg, co-edited two volumes of his Co//ec/ed Papers,
z\nd  .is  the  z\uthor  o£  Russell's  Idealist  Apprenticeship  as  well  as  many
articles  on  Russell's  life  and  work.   He  is  currently  general  editor  of 7lte
Collected  Papers  Of Bertl.and  Russell  a.nd the  Director  of  the  Ber+I:a,nd
Russell  Research  Centre  at  MCMaster,  where  he  is  working  on  an  online
edition of Russell's complete correspondence.

David   Henehan   has  been  a  practicing  lawyer  ("solicitor"   in  Russell's

parlance)   for   over   35   years.   He   has   been   a   secular   humanist   since
childhood,  and  currently  serves  on  the  Center  for  Inquiry,  Inc.  and  its
affiliated   corporate   boards   as   well   as   on   a   local   Rotary   handicapped
children's  camp  board. A  former  Unitarian,  he  has  also  served  the  First
Unitarian  Church  of  Rochester  as  a  board  member,  Vice-President  and
President.  lie  has  belonged  to  the  BRS  for  many  years,  attending  many
annual  meetings  of the  society  and  participating  actively  in  the  GRRS.  A

graduate  of  Hamilton  College  and  Comell  Law  School,  he  thinks  it  is
iinportant  for the  Board  of Directors to  consist not only of academies  but
other  interested  professionals  and  persons  with  business  experience.    He
further  believes  that  lawyers  are  uniquely  qualified  to  serve  on  non-proflt
boards.

Justin    Leiber   (B.Phil.,   Oxford;   Ph.D.,   University   of   Chicago)   is   a
Professor  of Philosophy  at  the  University  of Houston.  His  books  include
Noam Cholnsky..  A  Philosophic Overview., Structuralism., Can Animals  and
Machines   Be  Persons?..  An  lnvilalion  lo  Cognitive  Science.,  Paradoxes.,
Beyond  Rejection., Beyond  Humanity., and Beyond Gravity. (Most. Of these
works  are  also  available  in  translation.)  He  has  also  published  over  fifty

papers  in  philosophy  and  cognitive  science journals,  including  papers  on

9
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Ru8Xoll,    ullll®r   llel`    l€«{I®l'.lllii.    Ilit`    llHiiHI'iiw    ('l`tipter   organizes    its    own

flnnuol     t`l}llI'.l'®ll¢®     ®wl'.y     yt.ni,     wlung     with     many     other     talks     by

dlstllulllNll¢.I       ll'lllll«m,       llcl'       I}t)I)A,       .'llti(led       /./.berty      and      Socr.cr/

1`r.an`i|`Iinnnllull:   A  NIIIII)I  In  IIi.I.II.illlil  I{II.N.Nell '.s  I't>Illical  Thoughl, has been

widcly   «.`cl«lm€(I,   "lc   .`(iiii|}Icli`II   (Ills   I)ook   at   the   Russell   Archives   at

MCMl"Ii`l.    ulllwl]*lly.    Hllli`e    llli`ii    slti.    hiis    piiblished    many   papers    in

ronownod J()lil.IlnlM,  llwllltlliig  tilii.  iii  /tfi,`'.`...//.  Presently,  she  is  Professor  of

PolltlcAI   Sclenc®   «11(I   I)lrccl{}i.  ol`  Cen(er   for   Women   Studies   at   Banaras

lJlndu  l/nlw"lly.  Slic li()lds mqliy key positions in the academic world and
hag  bccn  mndo  li`cmber  ()r varjoils  national  bodies;  recently,  for  example,
she   wlls   mmotl   N"tioml   Fellow   at   the   Indian   Institute   of  Advanced
Studios,  Shlmlii.llcr most  recent  book  is entitled  /`c;#f.»7.L",  7had7./r'or7,  ond
Wo/crn//)J,  nntl  lms  been  published  by  the  Indian  Institute  of Advanced
Sludics,  Shimlli.

Cam   Rlce   was   brought. up   with   a   respectful   attitude   towards   secular
humanism.    Bertrand    Russell's    WAy    /   A;ii    IVo/   „    C4rj.b'/i.¢#    figured

prominelilly in the family library.  She has, however, always avoided taking
the   merits   of  her   iipbringing   for   granted.   She   attended   iindergraduate
school  at the  University of Wisconsin-Madison,  where  she  was politically
active.  She  is  currently  preparing  to  be  certified  for  teaching  high  school
English,  as  a  Masters  of Science  in  Education  caiididate at  the  Unjversjty
of Pennsylvania.  There  she  is  incorporating  Russell   into  her  stiidies  antl

plans  to  utilize  his thought  in  her student teachiiig as  well.  She  is  studying
Dewey  and   Russell's  philosophies  of education  aiid  has  completed  two

projects  this  year  based   largely  on  Russell's  Ed"c#/;.o#  ¢#d  /AL.  Soc;.a/

erder_ .and   the   History   Of   Western   Philosophy's   cr.itique   of   Plato's
Repwb//.c,  respectively.  In  addition,  she  is  planning  to  write  a  term  paper
that   will    discuss    Dora   and    Bertrand    Russell's    Beacon    I-Iill    School
experiences.  She originally got her husband, Chad  Trainer,  involved  in the
BRS by giving him a membership as a  1998 holiday present.  She an(I Cliatl
live in Pennsylvania several miles from Russell's World  War 11  residences,
which  they periodically  visit.  She  is  interested  in  continuing to  attend  the
Society's annual meetings and in presenting at some of them.
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Peter  Stone  is  an  Adjunct  Assistant  Professor  of Political  Science  at  the
University   of  Rochester.   His   research   includes   critical   and   democratic
theory  in  addition  to  Russell.  He  has  been  a  Board  Member  of the  BRS
since  1997,  and  was  Secretary  of the  Society  and  Board  from  1998-2001.
lie  has  also  chaired  the  BRS  Awards  Committee  from   1998-2001,  and
served  an  additional  year as  committee  member.  He  is  cuiTently  chairman
of the Ber/rc7#d RWJfc// Soci.edy gwcrr/er/y Committee, and  in that capacity
serves as editor of the Bfisg. He is also a founder and active participant in
the  GRRS.  He  hopes to  make  membership  outreach  a top  priority  for the
BRS.

Ruili  Ye received her Ph.D.  in Computer Science from the City University
of  New  York  (CUNY).    Her  dissertation  topic  was  a  flrst-order  logic
formalization  of belief with names. She  is currently an  assistant professor
at  CUNY  and  a  co-chair  of the  newly-founded  Greater  New  York  City
Chapter of the Bertrand Russell Society.

In Mcmoriam: Harry Ruja

On  February  28,  2002,  Hany  Ruja  died  of complications  from  a  stroke
suffered last December. He was 90. Hany was for years a mainstay of both
Russell   Studies   and   the   BRS.   He   co-edited   with   Ken   Blackwell   the
massive three-volume Bibliography Of Berlrand Russell (Routledge,1994),
and  chaired  the  BRS  Board  of  Directors.   He  will  be  sorely  missed.  A
tribute to HalTy will appear in a forthcoming BRsg.

BRS Receives Bequest

The BRS recently received a check for over Slooo from the  life  insurance

policy  of Arttie  Gomez,  a  longtime  member  of the  BRS.  An  obituary  of
Mr.  Gomez,  a resident  of Pittsfield,  MA,  appeared  on  March  27,  2002  at
littp://www.iberkshire+coln/coinmunity/ol)itiialir/obil.uary.php3?person=17
9(). The BRsg would like to acknowledge this generous gift and extend our
siiicerest best wishes to Mr. Gomez's family and friends.

A Russellian is Born-Update

The  I``ebruary 2002  issiie of the  BRsg carried  news of the birth  of Sophia
Russell  Spike,  named (of course) after Bertie.  It now appears that Sophia's
father,  Jeffrey  Spike,  has joined  the  BRS.  The  BRsg welcomes  him  into
the  BRS  and  trusts  that  he  will  read  to  Sophia  from  our  newsletter  at
bcdtimc.
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^ulliitr lI.iiiim w ,lliiit.klii# Ii:iit`itiiiil..r with I}R
l'„vl(I  W'lll,.

Worroll   ^llell   #1111111   I)ntl   N¢Ii   llhii'kwi`ll   ii{>Iic.`d   a   Russell   anecdote   in

Dorl!  (lrulllllll.`ll`I   '/'//p  /Wt/,`'///.t'  .i/  ///i.i.r  ( 't;iii/7wr7,)J  (Beacon  Press,  2001),

whlch  11`®  pllhllillor  llm  lwon  iitlvi.I.lisiitg  ii.`  "ii  shocking encounter."    Here

is the  l\ill  loxl  (wliliili  «i)iici`m  tiii  I)ilfi.I  83-84):

Ill  IIlc   `1l.Nt  yclil'  1`1  llli`  /''tii./iiii,  :iii(I  for  the  second  time  in

nly  .`ll(il'l  lll'c,I  i`iiiiii',  in  {`  hiniioroiis  sort of way,  close to

BrcllllloN#.    I'clcr   l}hke   h{`d   been   a   tutor   to   Bertrand
l`usscll's  young  son,  Coiirad,  in  England.  When  Russell
wu#  Invited  by  ^lbert  Bames  to  lecture  at  his  house  in
Mcrion,  I'..Iwisylvania,  Peter  and  I  oiice  met  liim  at  the
slqtion  on  his  return  to the  city and took  him  to his  hotel
in  New  Yol.k,  where  he  stayed  until  it  was  time  to  give
his Rfliid  lecture in the city.

Tl`e    manager   at   the    Lafayette,    at    Tenth    Street    in
Greenwich  Village,  seemed  delighted  to  welcome  Lord
Russell.  I  remember watching him  sign the  register with
a  flourish  and  wondei.ed  if he  were  being  accorded  fi-ee

privileges.   It   was   probably   not   so,   because   after   our
drinks  at  a  marble-lopped  table  in  the  coffee  shop,  we
went  upstairs  to  Russell's  room,  a  tiny  cell  of a  place
without a private bath.

When Peter went down the long hall to the men's rooin,  I
was    alone    with    Russell.    The    seventy-two-year-old

philosopher closed the door, pushed me down on the bed,
opened the buttons of his fly, and climbed atop of me.  He
was  a  small  but  amazingly  virile  chap.  Fortunately,  by
the time he had succeeded  in reaching through the layers
of  my  clothes,  Petel.  had  returned  and   interrupted  the

proceedings.

Russell  was  most  nonchalaiit  at  being  interrupted,  Peter

pretended   not  to   notice   as   the   great   man   closed   his
buttons  and  I,  much  relieved,  rearranged  my  skirt  and
sweater.  We said good night to Russell, he to us (I think I

]2

remeinber he  kissed  us  both  sedately  on  the  cheek),  and
we   left.   As   we   walked   down   the   stairs   I   thought,   I
remember clearly:   this  is  as  close  as  I  am ever  likely to
come to having sex with a Nobel Prize wirmer.

Intrigued and confused, the BRsg wrote to Ms Grumbach as follows:

Septeinber 30, 2002

Dear Ms. Grumbach,

An  article  submitted  to  our joumal  contains  a  reference
to   the   story   you   tell   about   Bertrand   Russell   in   77ie
P/easwre o/ 714e/.r C'o#jpcr#);.  Our fact checker has raised
some  Issues  about the  anecdote.  Our present  intention  is
to   include  an   editorial   note   pointing  out  the   apparent
discrepancies,  but  we  would  like  to  hear  from  you  or

your publisher if there is an explanation.

You  do not give  a  date  for the  alleged  incident,  but the
reference  to  your  first  year  at  the  For#m  (p.  83)  and  to
Russell  working  for  Barnes  and  giving  his  Rand  lecture
(p.  84) all  point to a date  late  in  1942.  You then mention
that Russell was seventy-two, but he was only seventy in
1942.   Far   more   significantly,   you   say   "I   remember
clearly:  this  is  as  close  as  I  am  ever  likely  to  come  to
having   sex   with   a   Nobel   Prize   winner."   (p.   84).  The
trouble  is  that  Russell`s  Nobel  Prize  was  not  until  1950,
so  you  could  not  have  had  that  thought  as  you  "walked
down the stairs"  in  1942.

Here is a transcription of the prompt reply we received:

Memory   is   a   slippery   slope.   I   erred   by   2   years   on
Russell's  age  (not  a  serious  error).  I  remember  thinking
of R's celebrity  as  I  left the hotel.  The thought about the
Nobel   Prize   must   have   come   later.   Mea   culpa...Sixty

years is a long,  long time to hold events fast in memory.

Doris

P.S.  All  else  is exact,  I  believe.
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On  ^ugtlNl    I(),   2()()2,   Il.vll`p  Miwiiiiv   ('Iiiil  tlii`tl  Ill   llic  iige  of 85.  A  retired

Univcr*lly   tiI'   Il«willl   I)lllli"uiili,y   iii.il`i.``tii.,   (`tiiij    is   L)est   knowii    for   his

I"lTlcl.ollN  I)()t)kN  on  I(iplt`      ii`il«l)I.y  /ii/;'i.i/n„w  /n  /,tj£Jr.L',  which  has  goi]e

through   11  otllllnm  lu  tl«It},  ln   l`)`)X,  (\ii)i  I.LIL.i.ivcd  (he  BRS  Anniial  Award
``in  rcco8l`lll`)ll  (11'  hlx  cx..liliili`i'y  ctiiili.ihiltjoiis  to   logic  and  philosophy   in

the  RusNolllllll  ti.i`(lllltMI"  (I.i  t|utili`  l`i.tiiii  his  award  plaque).

^t  the  tirllc  (`()I)i   wil*  givi`n  tl`i`  award,  I   was  chajrjng  the  BRS  Awards
CommiM.`c.   I  ll`cl.cl.{ii`i`  lmd  the  privilege  of both  offering  Copi  the  awal.d

and  lhel`  .Iciidiiig  liim  llie  plaque  once  he  had  accepted  it.  In  response,  I
received  fl   lovely  hnndwritten   postcard   which   I   still   have.   In   tribute   to
Professor Copi,  I reproduce the text from the postcard below.

August 4,1999

Dear Dr.  Stone,

Thank  you  and  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  for  the  beautiful  plaque
sent to me  last month.  I am  indeed honored!  I  was  very  lucky to have

participated in Russell's Seminar at the University of chicago in  I 938-
39.  He  was  indeed  an  inspiration  to  me,  and  to  many  others  who
attended  it.  They  included  Pro fs.  Rudolf Camap,  Charles  Morris,  Si..

(of the  Math  or Chemistry  Dept.)  and  others  in  that  enormous  lecture
hall to which the seminar was ultimately moved fi.om the tiny semiiiar
room for which it was originally scheduled.

Russell  was an easily approachable teacher who set aside one evening
a week at his apartment in Chicago for interested students to come and
discuss   philosophy   with   him.   I-Iis   beautiful   young   wife   "Petei.",   a
flirtatious  redhead,  was  a  charming  hostess.   One  night  he  perched
himself on the arm of a sofa and showed how he worked as coxswain
of the  boat that engaged  in  weekly racing  at  Cambridge.  He  shouted:
"By the  HOLY  left  leg  of the  rloLY  lamb  of God-STROKE!"  A

delicious memory now sixty years old!

I   saw  Russell  again  around  25  years   later  when   I   spent  part  of  a
sabbatical  in  England.  He  had  been  retired  for  some  time  and  spent

part of his  time  in  London  and  part  in  the  West  of England.  It  was  a
pleasant  visit.  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  find  liim  set  in  his  "super-
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empiricist"  convictions,  but we didn't really argue the  issues but were
satjsficd to make as  clear as we could  to each other what our different
convictions were.  I-Ic was a beautiful old man and I was sony not to be
able to agree with what he said.

These are old memories of a man much older and wiser than myself. I
think  of him  with  deep  affection  and  reverence.  I  think  it  fair to  say
that   I   did   and   still   do   love  him-as  a  teacher,   a  friend,   and  an
inspiration!

Yours Very Sincerely,

Irving M. Copj

Russell  is  an  inspiration  to  many  of  us,  but  there  are  increasingly  few

people alive who can claim to have derived that inspiration in person. Copi
will be dearly missed.

Stephen Jay Could
September 10,194l-May 20, 2002

Warren Allen Smith

R_e_:f nlly,  w? noted the  dealh Of Slephen Jay Gould,  recipient  Of the 2000
13PS  Award  (see  "Updates  on  Awards  and  Honorary  Members,"  FIRISQ
#115,  August  2002).   In  this  issue,  we  present  a  reporl  on  the  memorial
service held for Could in New York City by a longtime BRS-er.

Stepllen  Jay  Gould's  memorial  was  memorable  for  its  wit,  humor,  and
appreciation  of his  having  so  successfully  popularized  paleontology  and
evolutionary biology.

On May 30, 2002, the New York City Fire Department's Color Guard and
Pipes  and  Drums  commenced  the  memorial  by  performing  outside  New
Yoi.k  Univcrsity's  Vandcrbilt  I-Iall.  Then  to the  slow  beat of a  single  snare
drum,  Mrs.  Rhonda Could  along  with  members  and  friends  of the  Could
family marched solemnly into the auditorium.  Several hundred had already
assembled, filling the room to capacity.

The    first   to   speak   was   Philip   Furmanski,    chairman   of   New   York
University's  Biology  Department.  He  recalled  how  the  two  had  co-taught
biology, how Gould had been a cherished colleague with profound feelings
of the  responsibilities  a  scientist  has  both  to  his  science  and  to  the  public.
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l}ul   lic   win  litil  `|`iil   llftlmiimn   (`pilun   .iiiin`,   ltiwH`,   IIiltl   ilw   iiiiii.`(ilated

cqujllbrlum   lhotil`y     (liililil,   lie    iiiltl    *lilltlliv.   Iil`    ltwii`,   iilso    loved    W.    C.

Ficld.`,   M«e   Wml,  lMlil  lllo   Yiillh``c`  linii`linll   ti`iuil.   'l`t>w{ird  the  end  of his

life,  s`in`erlil«  Ill.iiii  llw  nieNlilht`ll.wnn  lliiil   wtiiilil  kill  lijm,  Could  valiantly

had   w«11lctl   lu   llvc   IIillp  olltiiii{li   lti   liilitili   lwti   I)(]oks   he   still   had   in   him.

Rcgrell\IIly,  llih  win iiitl  lit  lti`.

Nilcs  l':ldrctl#e.  iil' ll`c  ^iiici.iculi  Miiseum  of Natural  History  and  author of

Th_a_|rluNI|)h  11,I I:.\.IIIIIIItili  iillul  lhel  I:iiilure  Of. Crealionism, explalir\ed some

of  I)r.   (}{)`iltl`H   17Ii»li`   iuiil   qdmilledly   controversial   views.   The   two   had

suggcstcd  ll`iit  i.v()luli()"iry  change  does  not  jnvo[ve  a  steady  pi.ocess  of
slow  chftl`gc   biit,   I.qlhcr,   ``ossil   recol.ds   show   jt   came   in   fits   and   starts.

During  milli{]iis  of years,  for  example,  st]ecies  chtinged  little  or  not  at  all.
But intermitlei`tly species did change, and new forms appeared  in the fossil
record, punctuating the rapid change,  leading to their theory's  being called

pwwc/wa/cd  eqw/.//.br/.win.  Could,  he  said,  was  "arguably  the  most  fainous
scientist  of our  time"  and  his  passing  "will  leave  a  void  that  nobody  can
fill."   One   paleontologist   Gould   did   not   agi.ee   with,   said   Eldredge   to
everyone's  amusement,   was  the  paleontologist   and   Jesuit  priest,   Pierre
Teilhard de Chardin.

Richard  Burger,  a  childhood  chum,  told  tales  uf their  riding  the  "F"  train
together,  Gould  easily memorizing all  the  subway  stops.  At Jamaica  High
School,  in  the  city's  Borough  of Queens,  Could  had  sung  folksongs  with
the school's  leftists and, a sign of his genius,  had  declared joyfully that all
reasonable people Aad to be atheists, not believers.  I.ater in  life, Could had
a  habit  of carrying  twenty-seven  or  so  pens  in  his  shirt  pocket.  Burger
noted, adding with a smile that probably eighteen of theln were bone dry.

Gould's  stepson,  London  Shearer Allen,  related  what  an  inspiring  mentor
his step-father had  been and  how as a teenager he  had  been  encouraged  to
study  reptiles,  had  even  been  taken  on  a  memoi.able  trip  to  Costa  Rjca's

jungles to study  flora and fauna.  Mourners  uJere amused  when  he reported
that  his  stepfather had  been  a  great  help  and  an  ideal  person  to  proofread
some of his student research papers at NYU.

Oliver    Sacks,    a   neurologist   and    friend,    called    Could    a   polymath,
humanizing  him  by  saying  he  loved  hulnor,  parties,  Gilbert  and  Sullivan,
baseball, but, above all, dinosaurs.

One  of Stephen's  two  sons,  Ethan  Could,  said  he  and  his  father  bonded
with  their  interest  jn  baseball.  "I  r]romised   Dad   I   would  I.Cad  olic  t>f his
books,"  he  said,  admitting that  he  was  not  tlie  academic  genius  his  father
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was.  "I  never  did  read  oiie  of his  books.  But  I  will  now,"  he  added  to
everyone's amusement.

Alan  Dershowitz,  the  lawyer,  sent  a  message  that  was  read,  one  in  which
he detailed his own appreciation for Gould's many scientific findings.

Two    selections    were    then    sung    by   The    Boston   Cecilia-"Funeral
Sentences for the Funeral of Queen Mary" by Heny Purcell and "The Blue
Bird"  by  Charles  Villiers  Stan ford.  Over  the  years,  Gould  had  enjoyed
singing  with   the   group,   and   the   memorial   ended  with  the  two  songs,
following   which   the   single   snare   drummer   led   Mrs.   Gould   and   the
immediate family out of the auditorium.

"Why," tlie  musical  group's  conductor was  asked,  "was the  Purcell  music

with   its   theistic   overtones   chosen?   Why   not   something   like   Haydn's
`Creation,'  which Could once told reporter Alexander Star has a text right

out of the heart of the Enlightenment, one praising reason, knowledge, and
liberal  values."  Well,  replied  Barbara  Bruns,  the  family  had  agreed  to the
two  selections,  one  secular  and  one  religious,  and  Dr.  Could  himself had
suiig  the  Purcell   selection   with  the  group   in  the  past.   "But  he  was  a
naturalist,  a  non-believer!"  she  was  told.  The  musical  conductor  had  no
further  explanation  but  was  informed  that,  for many  who  had  assembled,
the  equilibrium  of the  memorial  had  been p"#c/wred by the choice  of the
one religious work, not pztHc/#c7/ed.

GRRS Visited by Distinguished Russellians
Alan Bock

The  late  summer  and  early  fall  of 2002  was  a  period  of unprecedented
activity  for the  Greater  Rochester Russell  Set (GRRS).  During this period
three  guest  speakers,  one  from  MCMaster  University  and  two  from  New
York City, journeyed to Rochester to address our local group, now housed
in new quarters at the Daily Perks Coffee House.

The  first to  arrive was  Andrew G.  Bone, who  motored  down to  Rochester
from Hamilton, Ontario  in August to talk on "Russell and the Communist-
Aljgned  Peace  Movement  in  the  Mid-1950s."  Russellians  will  recall  that
Andy  had  presented  a  paper with  this  title  at  the 2001  Annual  Meeting  at
MCMaster,  subsequently  published  in  Rwssc//..   714e  /o#r#a/  o/ Bcr/rcr#c}
Russell Studies (Summer 2001).
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AS  1"8  bcl`()lllo  culllMlllwy   lul   Inn   lilll  ul   l.iwn  w.iii``Iti,  «  |li.i`-li'cture  dinner

Party  Wq»  rlrovl(l¢tl  lly  wl.lii`m  iiwiiil.i`n  til` IliL.  `Ii'i`I.iiig  commi(tee.  Kim's
^Siq  ll{)utlc  I.cNl«IM.«iil  w  llm  I.`cni`  .il  tiul.  ^ugilsl  I.epast  attended  by  (jn

addltio»  Io  ^llLly)  I)Ilvlil   llciii`liliii,   l'i`Ici`  Sloiic,   Phil  Ebersole,  David  and

Linda  Wlillo,  iii`tl  l'iil  iwitl  ^liiii  I}ttck.

[n  a  well-l'c.`clii.i`hi.tl  I)I.i`s..Iitation,  Alidy  pointed  out  that  Russell's  outlook

on   intermli{}I"l  I.olilics  l`ad  been  greatly  altered  by  the  Soviet  Union's
successful  atom  bomb  lest  in   1949  but  that  there  was  considerable  delay
before  his anti-communisin  softened  perceptibly.  However,  by the  time of
his famous broadcast on "Man's Peril" just before Christmas  1954, Russell
had  Ions  since  passed  his  most  belligerent  anti-Communist  phase.  This
turnabout  came  mainly  through  external  factors:  a  crisis  within  western
Communism  and  the  emergence  of broadly  based  movements  for  peace
that could not easily be tainted by their critics as "pro-Soviet."

In an  exhaustive  historical  analysis,  Andy  went on  to discuss how  Russell
and  Russia  went  from  confrontation  to  coexistence;   Russell's  anti-anti-
communism  during  the  Mccarthy period;  and  finally  the  Russell-Einstein
manifesto that ultimately led to the Pugwash Conferences.

Russell,  Andy  concluded,  demonstrated  a  shrewd   understanding  of  the
delicate   balance   that   had   to   be   struck   between   accommodating   and
excluding   pro-Soviet   elements   in   the   wider   peace   movement.   This,
according   to   Ronald   Clark,   "was   a   tricky   operation   whicli   only   the
aristocrat   would   have   attempted   with   equanimity   and   which   Russell,
almost  alone  among  living  men,   had  the  backgi.ound  and  resolution  to
carry out with some chance of success."

September  saw  the  first  of  two  visitors  from  New   York  City~Thom
We.ldiieh,  author  of  Appoinlment   Denied..   The   lnquisilion  Of  Berlrarid
Rwsse//  (Prometheus,  2000).  This  book  discusses  the  famous  court  case
whereby  Russell  was  denied  a  teaching  appojntnielit  at  City  College  or
New York (CCNY).

A  week and a half before Thom's  arrival,  a  preview  of his  talk (of sorts)
was  provided   via  a   live  telephone   interview   on   Rochester's   PBS   AM
station  WXXI. On  Wednesday,  September 4, 2002, Thorn was  interviewed
from   NYC   by   local   radio   host   Bob   Smith   on   his   show   "The    1370
Connection."   The   interview   lasted   from   noon   to    I    PM.   Smith   had
obviously  read  4ppo/.#/mc#/  Dew/.ed recently  and  \vas  well-versed  on  the
facets and nuances of the case.  A  recurring theme throughout the program
was  the  relevance  of the  case  in  today's  world.  Thorn admitted  that  when
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he  first started researching for the book he thought the case  so bizarre that
it  was   uiiique;   ultimately,   however,   he  concluded  that  such   a  situation
could repeat  itself today given the right circumstances.  Smith, too, thought
it    was    astounding    and    deplorable    that    one    of   the    greatest    living

philosopliers,  a  future  Nobel  Prize  winner,  could  be  denied  a  teaching
appointment  because  his  radical  views  on  sex  and  other  matters  were
turned  into  a  political  football.  However,  Smith  thought  that  the  whole
thing   added   to   Russell's   luster   in   the   long   run   since   his   views   (e.g.
companionate marriage) which were so shocking in  1940 had by the  1960s
become common-place and "ho hum."

Smith's  probing  questions  throughout  the  interview  brought  out  all  the
major  facts  of the  case:  Bishop  Marming's  antagonism  toward  Russell's
sexual politics; the public outcry over Russell's radical views; his surprised
and   overwhelmed   defenders    in   academia;   the   political   chicanery   of
Tammany  Hall  politicians  itching to  get at their nemesis  LaGuardia (who,
in  tlie  end,  chose  to  drop  the  "hot  potato"  of academic  freedom);  and,
finally, the court fight brought about by the "purchase" of a plaintiff, Mrs.
Jean  Kay of Brooklyn,  who claimed that her daughter would  be corrupted
by   Russell's   teaching   even   though,   ironically,   this   would   have   been
impossible  given  that  the  day  sessions  at  CCNY  jn  which  Russell  would
have taught were at that time restricted to male students.

On Thursday, September  12, 2002, Thorn flew from JFK to Rochester for a
whirlwind  24-hour  visit.  lie  was  met  at  the  airport  by  Tim  Madigan;  the
two were then joined for lunch by BRS members Pat. and Alan Bock. After
luncli  Thorn  was  shown  oiie  of Rochester's  most  famous  landmarks-the
George   Eastman   House,   home  of  the   founder  of  the   Eastman   Kodak
Company.  In  addition  to  being  a  historic  site,  this  building  now  houses  a

photographic   museum.   Many   of  the   rooms   in   the   mansion   contained
plaques describing the  life and times of George Eastman. During a tour, we
learned,  among other things,  that Eastman  gave  much  of his great  fortune
to  charity;  that  he  instituted  one  of the  very  first  employee  profit-sharing

plans  anywhere;  and,  interestingly,  that  he  was  a  rationalist  who  did  not
belicvc  in the liereafter or in traditional  religion.

A  few  hours  later,  what  has  now become  the  traditional  "pre-talk"  dinner
was  held  at  the  Beale   Street  Cafe  and  was  attended  by  all  the  "usual
suspects"  of the  GRRS.  At  7  PM,  we  all  promptly trooped  over to  Daily
Perks,  where  a  "good  crowd"  of about  30  people  (including  many  new
faces) joined us.  Thorn was  introduced by Tim Madigan, who  informed us
that  hc  has  known  Thorn  for about  15  years.  On  the  occasion  of the  50th
anniversai.y of the famous case, Thorn published an article in CCNY on the
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Subjccl   ln   /''r.iti  ///f/////:iJ.    I'liii   M«tllpmn   iiiitl   tillii`i`.`   (11   (lic   magaziiic   at   the

tilnc  II`CIl  »llgxcwlcd  tlll`l  'I`li()Ill  wi'jli`  »  lit)()k  tin  llii`  siibject.  'J`hat  book  was

complctc(I  1111(I  I)`ihll#lic(I  17y  l'rtiiiii`lhi`iis  Books  Len years  later.

The  City  College  case,  in  Thom's  view,  was  an   incredible  story  wilh  a
fascinating   cast   of  characters.   First   of  all   there   was   Russell   hiiTiself,
viewing  the  proceedings  with  increasing  frustration  in  far-off Caljfomia.
While  his  writings  and  lifestyle  were  "what  the  case  was  all  about,"  he
himself would only play a bit part as the case unfolded. Next, there was the
Episcopal  Bishop  of New  York,  William  T.  Manitjng,  who  started  it  all
with  his  letter  to  New  York`s  major  newspapers  objecting  to  the  Russell
appointment.  He was a strange mixture of liberal altruism  in social welfare
matters  and  rigid,  uncompromising  conservatism  jn  all  matters  pertaining
to  sex.  He,  of course,  was  appalled  by  Russe]l's  lifestyle.  Thorn  thought
that    both    men    were    "preachers"-Manning    championed    dogmatic
theology,    Russell    twentieth-century    secularisin.    Thorn    also    artfully
introduced the  large cast of supporting players-Ordway  Tead,  Chairman
of the Board of Education govemjng CCNY; various other members of the
Board,   holding   widely   divergent   views;   Morris   Cohen,   John   Dewey,
Sidney  Hook  and  other  academies  who  came  to  Russell's  defense;  the
students,  almost  unanimous  in  support  of the  Russell  appointment,  who
were led by Robert Klein, president of the student council; James J.  Lyons,
the   flashy  Bronx  Borough   President  and  a   niimber  of  Tammany   Hall

politicians;   the   Catholic   diocese's   new   bishop.   Francis   Spellman,   who
worked  mainly  behind  the  scenes  (which  became  one  of his  trademai.ks);
Joseph  Goldstein,  the  lawyer who  brought  the  suit  on  behalf of Mrs.  Kay
and her daughter; the Honorable John  E.  MCGeehan,  the Tammany judge,
whose willingness to ignore proper legal procedure and rule  as  he did was
an    important    factor;    and,    finally,    the    "Litlle    Flower,"    Fjorello    H.
LaGuardia, Mayor of the City of New York who failed to stand behind his
own Board of Education.

Years  later,  in   1957,    Russell  would  recall  that  "In  New  York  Christian
churches,  Episcopalian  and  Roman  Catholic  accused  lne  of  offenses  of
which I was not guilty, and, when their libels were repeated  in a law coiirt,
succeeded in preventing me  from denying the accusations on the technical

ground that I  was not an interested party."  In taking exception  to a review
of  "Why   I  Am   Not  a  Christian"   in   which  the   reviewer  claimed  that
individual Christians often act with merit,  Russell agreed but said his main
concern was with  Christianity as  a  social  force and  wrote "Your reviewer
thinks that the kind  of Christianity  which  I  criticize ended  with the  end  of
the Regency, but George IV had been dead some time in  1940."
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Warren  Allen  Smith  made  his  second  visit  to  Rochester  in  October 2002.
Last  year,  he  discussed  his  monuinental   Wfro's   Wfoo  ;.#  fJe//  (Barricade
Books,  2000);  this  year  his  subject  was  his  new  paperback,  C'c/e6r/./J.es  i.#
//e//  (Barricade   Books,   2002).   Last  year  he  appeared  on  the  "Brother
Wease" I.adio show; this year, like Thorn Weidlich, he was interviewed live
from New York City by Bob Smith on the latter's "1370 Cormection."

I  tuned  in  a  little  early  and  was  pleasantly  surprised  to  catch  the  last  flve
minutes of an  interview  with  Salman  Rushdie on the preceding program.  I
could  iiot  help  thinking  how  appropriate  it  was  that  the  author  of  71fie
S#/c7ni.c  yer`gef should be a prelude (of sorts) to the author of J#fro 's  W4o j.#
//e//.  As  W.  C.  Fields  might  have  said:  "How  FORTOOITUS!"  Later  in
the  week,  Rushdie  gave  a  lecture  at  the  University  of Rochester attended
by  both  Warren  and  our  own  Tim  Madigan.  At  a  reception  afterward,
Warren gave Rushdie a copy of Taslima Nasrin's latest book.

Nasrin, who  is prominently featured  in  Wfeo 's  Wfro i.# #e//, has been called
the  "feinale  Salman  Rushdie,"  as  the  two  have  had  similar  experiences
with Islamic fatwas.  She is a physician  as well as a poet-novelist-journalist
and   was   recently   convicted   of  blasphemy   (in   absentia)   in   her   native
Bangladesh   and   sentenced   to   one   year   in  jail.   (See   "News   from   the
Humanist  World"  in  this  issue.)  Encouragingly,  Rushdie  told  Warren  that
he  did  not  think  that  Nasrin  would  have  any  security  problems  during  a
forthcoming book tour of North America and that he wished her well.

The  ``Smith  on   Smith"  program  proved  to  be  a  lively  one,  with  many
interested  callers representing diverse  points  of view.  Fred, the  first caller,
almost sounded  like a "set-up"  when  he dropped the plITase "no  atheists  in
foxholes" giving Warren the opportunity to describe his experience on one
of the world's most famous  foxhole  sites,  Omaha Beach,  in  1944.  Warren
also  noted  that  Sir  Arthur  C.  Clarke,  among  many  others,  was  a  famous
"atheist  in  a  foxhole."  Perhaps  Warren  might  consider doing  some  future

compilation   of  "Atheists   in   Foxholes."   The   second   caller,   "Jim   from
Canandaigua,"  proved  to  be  none  other  our  own  Jim  Judkins,  a  regular
attcndec  of GRRS  meetings.  lie  provided  some  rationalist  quotes  and  a
short poem by Barbara Smoker.  Warren gave him an A+ on his quotes and
infol.med  him  that  Barbara  Smoker  can  be  found  on  page  1027  of  W4o's
J4/4o  /.# fJe//.  Halfway through  the  program,  Smith and  Smith  broke  for a
commercial  from  the  program's  sole  sponsor-``Northeast  Seminary  of
Robel.ts  Wesleyan  College,  offering  masters  of  divinity  and  masters  of
theology  degrees."  The  next  caller,  Mary,  registered  some  surprise  at  the

program's sponsor and then went on to take Warren to task for making fun
of religion when he used the phrase "Holy Spook."  He explained that he  is

21



an   invctcrqlc   huilitii'hl   lilitl   wtiul{l   i`Iiiilin`ii`   I..   17i`   .iti.    What   js   humor  to

some  is  blesplicmy  lt)  ()llici'.1      wlijch  is  nt)  ltltigliiiig  matter.  Mailha  (from
Fairport)   had   li   l`riciidly   !ii`d   pl.-.isam   voice   and   articulated   numeroiis
concerns  slle  li{id,  as  a  Christian,  with  Warren`s  point  of view  which  she
thought  was  the  "flip side" of religion.  Originally  raised  as  a Catholic,  she
had  been  an  atheist  for a  while  but  had  been  brought  back  to  religion  by
reading the  works  of C.S.  Lewis  and  was  now  a  Methodist  (Warren's  old
religion).  However,  she  saved  her  most  effusive  praise  for  her  current
literary interest-Thomas Cahill, author of De.``t.„ tj//A.J Ever/a+t'/j.#g //i.//"
7ltie  Wor/d be/ore c7#d &//cr /cs#s.  Martha  obviously  likes  to read and,  no
doubt, will continue to evolve.  The whole hoiii. seeined to fly by.

Warren  flew into Rochester on Thursday, October  10, 2002.  Conveniently,
the  pre-lecture  dinner  was  held  at  Mcciregor's  Restaurant,  which  js  right
across  the  street  from  Daily  Perks.   For  the  third  lnonth   in  a  row,  our
meeting attracted  a  crowd  of more  than  25  people.  At the  outset,  Warren
reported that he  and Thorn  Weidlich  are  starting a  Bertrand  Russell  gi.oup
in  New  York  City  (see  "The  Greater  New  York  City  Chapter  of  the
Bertrand  Russell  Society"  in  this  issue),  and  that  they  have  been  much
encouraged  by  the  success  of the  Greater  Rochester  Russell  Set  (whose
sixth  anniversary  approaches).  He  recalled  that  he  had  begun  writing  to
celebrities  more  than  fifty  years  ago  and,  to  his  siirprise,  received  replies
from   many  of  them  (but  not  from  Einstein~perhaps  he   should  have
written in German). This, of course, was the genesis of JWo 'A'  W1#o /.# //e//.
Iie told us that he consulted the publisher Lyell  Stuart, who set the price at
S125, and that 300 copies have been sold to libralies,  including the Vaticali
Library. (Even the FBI has a copy.)

Warren  also  discussed  many  of the  figures  listed  in  Ce/ear;.//.es  f.#  /7c//,

providing surprising bits of new trivia. For example, the great actress Sarah
Bemhardt had  a  wooden  leg  and  was  once  asked  by  the  opera  composei.
Gounod  if she  prayed.  When  she  answered  "No,  I'm  an  atheist,"  Gounod

(who  vacillated  between  mysticism  and  voluptuousness)  fell  to  his  knees
and   prayed.   More   interesting   was  the   news   that  Charlie   Chaplin   was
inspired  by Robert  lngersoll  and that he  once  wanted  to  play the title role
in a movie about the life of christ. The movie mogul who tuned him down
said that "it  would  have  been  the  greatest  religious  picture  ever  made  but
he  would  have  been  run  out  of Indianapolis."  We  also  leaned  that  Isaac
Asimov  knew  all  the  lyrics  to  Tom  Lehrer's  "The  Vatican  Rag."  Warren
regaled   us   with   interesting   stories   of  many   other   celebrities   including
Marlon  Brando,  Jesse  Ventura,  George  Carlin,  Ted  TLil.ner  and  George
Clooney.  After Warren took questions,  Linda and  David  White  iiivited  all

present to a reception at their house; inany attended.
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Book Reviews:

The Continuing Influence of W{/Ij/ J4un IVof ¢ Crferisfi.fl[#

We hel.e rei)I.oduce a review if wky I  A,in Nat ti Chlisri\an that appeared in
/Ae BMJ  "or#ier/y British  Medical JoumalJ /wo }Jec!rf ago.  7l¢e rev/.ew wcrs
wrillen by  Dr.  Simon Chapnian,  an Associate Professor in the  Deparlmenl

Of Public Health and Cominunity Medicine at the University Of sydney and
(ironically  enough,  given  Russell's  devotion lo his pipe)  one Of Australia's
leading  anli-smoking advocates.  The FIKSQ would like  to  thank the FIMl
f;t)r I)ermission lo reproduce this  article.

ReprinledfromBMl  2000;  320:  1152  ( 22  April ).

A Book That Changed Me

Why I am not a Christian
l}crtrand Russell
Routledge, £9.99, pp 208
ISBN 0 415  07918 7

In  1969, at the age  of 17, and  after eight schooners of lager and  a night of
murderous  vomiting  to  celebrate  my  final  matriculation exam,  I  left  my
home   in   rural   New   South   Wales   and   moved   to   a   university  hall   of
residence  in  the  parental  Gomorrah  of Sydney.  In  the  room opposite  me
was an earnest man from llong Kong,  10 years my senior, who late at night
would tap on  my door to invite  me to play chess and drink jasmine tea.  He
was   studying   for   a   Ph.D.   on   the   mathematical  philosopher   Gottfried
Leibnitz, and his room was full of books with titles that both frightened and
excited me at the prospect of all I would need to know now that, overnight,
I was no  longera child. On the first night I entered his room the title of one
burnt into my brain-Bertrand Russell's  J#ky / am #o/ c7 CAr/.I/J.c]#.

Sucli  profaiiity promised to fit well  with other unwritten books that swirled
•m ray  ca,+low heed.. Why  I  No Longer Live with My Parents., Things  to Do

`yith  Naked  Girls.,  Mind  Altering  Drugs for Beginner.s. I  asked .[f I  could
+Cad   it,   and   I   recall   switching  off  my   light   at   3 30a.in.,   drunk   with
exciteinent at the eloquent defileinent that I'd just consumed.  Not since I'd
wolfed  down  fc7dry CAc7//er/e}7's  Lover  in  an  afternoon  at  the  age  of 13-
after being handed  it  by  a  conspiratorial  librarian  with  pearls  and  hair  in a
bun-had I had such joy from a book.
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I'd   been   brt}iiglil   li|i   `Ii   tlii.   liigh   ^iit;Iic«n   clitll.i`l`,   €wid   Gotl   had   been   a

problem  f`or  nlc  evi`r  silii`.`  I,  al  {iboLil  zige   10, had  asked  my  parents,  "If
God   made   the   world,   who   made   God?"-somethiiig   that  Russell   now
informed me  was the na.I.f's way of phrasing the argument from  first cause.
The  imperious  caiion  from  oiir  cathedral  was  invited h(jme  for  afternoon
tea  to  plug  the  dyke  of the  boy's  worrying scepticism:  staring  at  me  with
that   look,   he   said   there   was   simply  no   need   to   keep   on   asking   the

question-it all just started with God.  "Sure...right," I  thought.  Church  for
me had been the pageantry, the lusty singing on cold Sunday mornings, the
scented   mothers   fussing   with   scones   and   jam   after   the   service,   but
especially the  chance  to  pash  choirgirls  after practice  on  Thul.sday  nights.
I'd  had  little  truck  with  the  theology,  and  the  stilff about  heaven seemed

patent   anthropocentric   wish   fulfillment,   claspL`d   to   lhc`  bosoms   of  the
mostly aged parishioners who seemed determined to believe in it all.

The   shackles   of  the   afterworld   fell   off  that   night,   and   jn   rode   the
exhilarating awareness that my gut level scepticism  in fact had whole tribes
of authors  to  support  it.  RusseH's  book  was  soon  followed  by  Joachim
Kprlls The  Misery Of christianity: Or a plea I.tlr  a I-Iumanily  Without God.
This   catalogued   the   horrors  wrought   in   the   name   of  religion,   while
championing the  values that many religions  wanted  to  claim  as their own.
Jean Paul  Sartre's essay A/.s/e#/j'cr/j.5.in ct#d +/w;#oi7i.s;77  consolidated  the  rift
while securing  the  importance  of taking responsibility  for your  beliefs and
values.  It  also  gave  me  a  French  philosophical  badge  that  I  wore  as  an
undergraduate,  along  with  my  pretentious  Gitanes cigarettes  and  taste  jn
excruciating films by Bresson, Renoir, Resnais, al`d 1`niffaut.

Russell's  book,  and  much  of what  I  learnt about  his  life,  embodied  two  of
the   most   important   things   in   my   later   lire--passion   1`or   justice   and
intellectual  scepticism.  It'Il  be  in  my  own  17year old's  Christmas  stocking
thisyear.

Simon Chapman, assoc/.a/e pro/cLrsor.
Department Of Public  Health and Community  Mealicjne,  UniverLsi[y Of
Sydney, Australia

New in Russell Studies!

Would you  like  to  find out  what's  new  in  Russell  Studies?  Then  visit  the
"Forthcoming,  New  and  Recent  Works  in  Russell   Studies;'  page  at  the

website  of  the   Bertrand   Russell  Archives  at  MCMaster  University.   1`he

page  is at htt   ://www.mcmaster.ca/rilssdoc`s/ftti.lhnewJ.hlln.
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Regular Features..

Russell-Related Odds and Ends

•       [`:dmund     Blair     Bolles     has     edited     a     book     entitled     Ga//./eo'b'

Commandment:  2,500 Years Of Greal Science Writing (W .H. Freeman,
1999).  The  book  contains  essays  by  several  figures  associated  with
Russell,   such   as   Einstein,   Popper,   Could,   and   Chomsky.   It   also
contains  an  essay  by  Russell  entitled  "What  Einstein  Did."  The essay
consists of a selection from Russell's book 7lbe ABC o/Rc/a//.v/.fy.

St]urce:  Peler Stone

•       The september 200l  issue ofA/o#/W); Rev/.ew contains a review of the
second   edition   of  Morton   Sobell's   0#  Doj."g   r/.me  (Golden  Gate
National   Park   National   Parks   Association,   2001).   The   review,   by
Lawrence  Kaplan  (whose  wife  is  Sobell's  cousin)  mentions  Russell's
involvement with the campaign to free Sobell:

The  FBI  was  trojbled by the  existence of the  Sobell  Committee,
which tried t6 effect his release and educate people about the case.
The  agency  did  its  best  to  inriltrate  the Committee,  to  impede  its
work and to discredit famous people-such as Bertrand Russell~
who spoke out jn support of Sobell.

Thereviewisat.hj!EL/_/_\!'..\y.\¥=niii_n.i.b.I!r£L¥Iiw:£±gL02L1!jJsaphanJ!un.

Apparently,  the  book  itself contains  no  mention of Riissell,  although  it
does contain a photograph  of Russell  welcoming Sobell's wife,  Helen,
ilito  his  hoine  in  1963.  IIelen  Sobell,  incidentally,  died  in  April  2002.
An  April 25  obituary  in the  Gi/orc7/.q# mentioned the work  by Russell,
as  well  as  Pablo  Picasso,   in  support  of  Sobell.  The  obituary  is  by
Godfrey IIodgson.

Those  interested  in  leai.iiing  more  about  Sobell  (who  was  convicted
with the Rosenbergs of espionage  in the midst of the  worst hysteria of
the  Cold  War) might wish  to check out two of Russell's  public  letters
on   the   case   that   are   included   in   Ray   Perkins'    )'owrs   Fq/./A/#//y,
Berlrand  Russell:  A  ljj`elong  Flghl  i;or  Peace,  Justice,  and  Truth  in
ljellers lo the Editor (Open Court, 2001).

Source:  Ken  Blackwell &  Ray  Perkins
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•       Tllc   Ctllltldian   magaziiic   Wc£/war/c/  BC'   ran   a   travel   article   in   its
February  2002   issue  entitled  "Ode  to  an   Iguana."  The  author,   Iali
Hannington,  details  his  various  excursions  to  Puerto  Vallarta.  In  the
course of his musings,  he mentions his favorite sculpture  in the city,  a
recent work by Sergio Bustamante entitled  E# Bwsca de /cr Razo# ("In
Search of Reason).  The  statue depicts a "gownclad  being with  a  large
head  shaped  like an  inverted triangle" standing "with  arms and mouth
open,  giving  up  at  a  ladder  that  reaches  into  the  sky,  up  which  are
climbing  two  similar  but  smaller  characters."  "On  a  plaque  at  the
base"  of this  picturesque  work,  Hannington  notes,  "is  a  partial  quote
from   Bertrand   Russell's   71fre   Co#qwes/   o/  #apf};.#cs.7,   jn   Spanish,
which suggests:  `Rationality consists  in the main of internal  harmony.
The man who achieves it is freer in his contemplation of the world."

Source:  Peter Stone

•      The  February  9,  2002  issue  of the  ycr#cowvcr Sw#  featured  an  article
by  Annabel  Lyon  entitled  "The  Invention  of Love:  In  Shaping  Our
Understanding   of  Love,   Literature   Can   Be   as   Insidious   as   It   Is
Eloquent,  as Fickle as  lt Is  Sincere." Lyon  castigates the great writers•for  bamboozling the  public  with  so  much  advice  on  love,  much  of it

contradictory.    Great    literature    suggests    that    love    is    "essential,
unsatisfying,   portentous   and   exasperating.    It   provokes   cynicism,
defensiveness, joy and sincerity." To prove her point, she selects eight

quotes  from  great  writers,  and  invites  the  readers  to  match  them  to
their   authors.   One   of   them   comes   from   Russell's   Co#qwes/   o/
I/ap/7/.ness.  (Russellians  will  have  to  check  out the  article  to  discover
which  one,  although  it's  not  hard  to  guess  by  keeping  in  mind  that
Russell wasn't a poet.)

Source:  Peter Stone

•       Rabbi Dr. Chaim simons, ofKiryat Arba, Israel,.has published a book
out.me  erititled  A  Historical  Survey  Of  Pi.oposals  lo  Transfer  Arabs

firom   Palestine    1895   -   1947.   Among   the   proponents   of  trai\sfier
discussed  are   David .Ben-Gurion,   Franklin  Roosevelt-and,   at  one

point  at  least,  Bertrand  Russell.  The  discussion  of Russell  reads  as
follows:

Bertrand  Russell  was  an  English philosopher and  mathematician.
In  his  later years,  Russell  was  actively  engaged  in  the  campaign
for   nuclear   disarmament.   For   his   numerous   writings,   he   was
awarded the Nobel Prize for Literature.
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In   1943,   Bertrand   Russell   wrote   about   his   views   regarding  a
future   Jewish   State.    With   regard   to   the   Arab   question,   he
distinguished  between  the  theoretical  solution  and  the  practical
realities.

For the theoretical solution, he put forward the idea of transfer. He
wi.ote  that  "it  should  be  possible  to  offer adequate  compensation
for   any   disturbance,   and   to   cause   the   Arabs   voluntarily   to
suiTender  inconveniei`t rights  in  return  for perhaps  more  valuable
concessions elsewhei.e."

However,  in  practical  terms,  he  concluded  that  the  problem  was
much  more  complex.  This  was  not  because  he  felt  transfer  was
unethical  or wrong,  but  because  "the  question  is  inflamed  by  the
very-general     rise     of    Asiatic     self-consciousness,     and     a
deteirminatjon  to  asseil  the  rights  of  Asia  as  against  the  white
man." Even in the eyes of the most enlightened Indian inhabitants,
Russell  considered  tl`at  Zionism  appeared  as  an  ally  of  British
Imperialism.  He did  not feel that there was "the  faintist /.}'/.c-ed./

justification  for  this  view;"  however  since  it  was  widely  held,  it
was politically important.

In support of his claims, the author cites the following works: Bertrand
Russell, "Zionism and the PeaL`e Settlement."  7l#e rvew par/es//.#e (June
11,   1943);   Bertrand   Russell,   "Zionism   and  the   Peace   Settlement."
Palestine:  A  Jewish  Cornmonweallh  in  Our  Time  (\943).,  and  Dina
Porat, "Bertrand Russell oll the Jewish State:  1943," Z/.o#/.sin 3 (Spring
1981 ).

The  book,  which  offei.s  a  not-so-siibtle  defense of less-than-voluntary
transfers  (otherwise  known  as  "ethnic  cleansing")  by  Israel  today,  is
onlineath±±p:±!±±£!±!!±±g!2±2gifuei.£Q!]n/CapjtQ!|-Iill/Senate/7854/.

Source:  Ken Blackwell

Fpv.lews  o{__Cavole   Seymour-Jones'    Painted   Shadow:   The   1.ifie   dy
yf.v/.e##e   E//.o/   (London:    Constable   Robinson,   2001;   New   York:
Doubleday, 2002).continue to appear.  The  r/.meg C'o/o"/.I/ of Victoria,
British Columbia ran a review by Sheldon Goldfarb on June 23, 2002.
Goldfarb  bemoans  the  length  of the  book,  which  makes  for  a  rather
monolonoils   read   gjveli   how   little   of   note   actually   happened   in
Vjvjeniie    Eliot's    life.    Goldfarb    even    concludes    that    "somehow
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Seymour-Jollcs  mtlliagcs  to  make  even  tlie  sex  a  bit  tedious  after  a
while,  though  it  is  interesting  to  discover  that  Bertrand  Russell  step(
with just about  everybody;  it  makes  one  want to reread  his  book  rr4cJ
Conquest Of lla|)piness."

In another review that appeared in the September 30, 2002  issue of tlie
Ivew  yor4er,  Louis  Menand  takes  a  swipe  at  Russell  in  his  review  of
Ca;role   Seymour-Jones'    The   Life   Of   Vivienne   Eliot   (New   York..
Doubleday,  2002;  earlier  reviews  of this  book  are  discussed  in  the
"Odds and Ends" section of the August 2002 BRsg).  Menand,  whose

review  of Seymour-Jones'  book  is  largely  negative,  describes  Russell
as  "a  sexual  predator  who  permitted  himself to  become  temporarily
infatuated   with   the   women   he   seduced."    In    Russell's    defense,
however,  he  notes  that  Russell's  affair  with  Vivjenne  was  one  that
"her  husband  [T.S.  Eliot,  of course]  either  tacitly  condoned  or  was

remarkably  obtuse  about."   The  most  memorable  line,   however,   is

probably  the  opening  one,  which  asks  a  question  we've  all  asked
ourselves  as  least  once-"T.  S.  Eliot's  sex  life.  Do  we  really  waiit  to

go there?"

Source:  Peter Stone & Phil Ebersole

•       71fie  fJ/.S/or/.cr#,  magazine  of  the  mstorical   Association,   featured  an
article in its Summer 2002 issue on Russell's role jn the Cuban Missile
Crisis.  The  article  is  by  a  student named  Victoria  Martin.  The  article
reviews  varlous  perspectives  on  Russell's  role;  however,  it  generally
takes  for  granted  the  U.S.  position  on  the  Cold  War  and  the  missile
crisis, and so the overall judgment of Russell is negative.

Source:  Ken Blackwell

•       The   September  2002   edition   of  the  A//fl/7/7.c  features   a   review   by
Christopher Hitchens of Martin Amis'  Ko6cr /Ac Drecrd..  £c7#g4/er o#d
/4e   rwe#ty   W7.//i.o#   (Talk   Miramax   Books,   2002).   The   review   is
entitled   "Lightness   at   Midnight:   SLalinism   without   Irony."   ln   tlie
course  of  the  review,   mtchens  mentions  that  Amis  takes   George
Bemard  Shaw,  H.  G.  Wells,  Fabian  socialism,  and  the  Bloomsbury

group  all  to  task  for  their  "indulgence  shown  toward  Stalinism."  At
this point Hitchens, in turn, takes Amis to task as follows:

Amis,  who  briefly  mocks  the  gullibility  of the  Bloomsbury  and
Ivew    S/cJ/erma"    tradition...forgets    that    the    grand    prix    for

prescience    here    belongs    to    the    atheist,    socialist,    and    anti-
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imperialist  Bertrand  Russell,  whose  rtie Prac/;.ce  ##d  7l¢eory  o/
Bo/sAevi.s#j   (1920)   was  the   first  and   in   many   ways  the   most

penetrating critique.

Read this at !]ttn:±±ww'w.tliei`tlanl ic.com/issues/2002/09/hitc`hens.htm.

Source: Chad Trainer

•      The  September 2002  issue  of the  British  magazine  Proxpec/  features
an  article   by   Russell   scholar  A.C.   Grayling  entitled  "Lives  of  the
Mind." Grayling discusses the recent surge of interest in philosophical
biography   (and    takiiig   a    inoment    to    promote    his    follhcoming
biography  of Descartes).  His  article  has  several  interesting  things  to
say    about    Russell    and     Wittgenstein-two    prime    subjects    of
philosophical biography--including the following:

It must be admitted, however, that most philosophical biographies
suffer from one of two shortcomings.  Either they are well written,
because   written   by   professional   writers,   but   fail   to   give   an
adequate  accoum  of their  subjects'  thought;  or  they  succeed  in
doing the latter bec.ause written by philosophers, but reflect all too
well the latter's stock-in-trade-the dry academic paper. . .

By chance, the two biographies that spring to mind as examples of
success   on   both   fi.onts   are   about   Wittgenstein:   Ray   Monk's
excellerit   Ludwig   Wil{genslein:   The   Duty   Of  Genius   alnd   the

peerless   yow#g  A"c/wJ;.g  by  Brian   MCGuinness,  the  first  of  two
projected   volumes   whose   sequel,   alas,   seems   destined   not   to
appear.

Monk's   biography   of  Wittgenstein   is   deservedly   well   known.
Written with grace and clarity and buoyed by Monk's admiration
for  his  subject,  it  is  also  a  useful  introduction  to  Wittgenstein's
main   ideas.   It   is   better   for  a   biography   that   its   author   feels
sympathy    for    its    subject    (although    best   of   all    is    tolerant
objectivity) and Monk is a Wittgenstein sympathiser. One result is
that his  Wittgenstein,  who,  in  reality, was an egregiously difficult
character~arrogant,   resentful  and  egocentric-is  painted  as  a
tortured  genius  who  should,  in  Monk's  view,  be  forgiven  much.
Compare  Monk's  two-volume  account of Bertrand  Rilssell's  life.
Monk    self-confessedly    hates    Russell,    and    his    increasingly
hysterical distortions of the  life threaten to reduce his account to a
mountain of waste-paper.
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G0 to htl|2:£4±}£}^c!±+|2m±i|2±±£tu!±±g£±±j+i±±:£!2±i!;  for the article.

Soul.ce..  Dan  Kervick

•      On  September   ]7,  2002  the  CBC  rebroadcast  a  TV  interview  with
Russell  by  Elaine  Grand.  The  rebroadcast was  part of the  CBC`s  50th

•  birthday  celebrations.  The  interview  took  place  in  October  1958  and

was  originally   broadcast  the   following  January.   The  BRS   Library
owns a copy of the interview. (See ``The BRS Library" in this issue).

Source:  Nick Grif f iln & Ken Blackwell

•       On October  14, 2002, the Bo£/ow G/ode ran a review by Ed  Siegel  of
three    plays    currently   being    performed    in    the    Boston    area.    A
Berkshires-based   acting  troupe  called   Shakespeare  &   Company   js
putting  on  the  plays  as  part  of  ``The  Vierma  Project,"  a  series  of
cultural  events highlighting the contributions of Viermese  ailists.  One
of the  plays  is  entitled  "Wittgenstein  v.  Popper:  The  Main  Event."
The play describes the famous confrontation between Wittgenstein and

•Popper    that    also    provided    the    substance    to    the    recent    book

Jyf.//gens/e7.# 's  Poker  (see  "Odds  and  Ends,"  BRsg  #112,  November
2001  and #114,  May 2002).  Siegel  describes these events,  as depicted
in the play, with the following:

Standing  in  Karl  Popper's  comer  is  Bertrand  Russell,  who  has
watched Wittgenstein absorb everything he taught him.  But with a
mixture  of awe and  anger Russell  then  watched  Popper turn  that
knowledge on its head.

Much is debated in this hour, including the limits of philosophical
inquiry. But at the heart is the impossibility of using knowledge to
declare  a  thing  objectively  good  or evil.  Without  that,  the  world
becomes  an  unspeakably  awful  place  for  Russell  (and  for  us?).
But  Wittgenstein,  like  Undine  and  Fried[,  the  protagonist  in  the
first  piece,  is  determined  to  follow  what  he  sees  as  the  truth,  no
matter how lonely the path.

The   article   is   available   online   at   the   Bar/o#   G/obe's   websjte   at
http://www.boston.com/dailyglobe2/287/living/Works.+eflect+he_sas!
ness  or  a  centiirvp.shtml.

Source:  David While
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•       Bent  Soup,  a  rather  twisted  online  humor  magazine,  features  a  pnge
spoofing  efforts  to  ediicate  teens  about  sex  and  drugs.   The  article
discusses,  among  other  drugs,  marijuana,  which  it  indicates  js  "¢/so
known  as  grass,  suck weed.  naughty lipslicks,  Berlrand  Russell's  pipe

Of  peace.   retarded   dandelions,   Iechnicolour   tobacco."   The   trRSQ
would  welcome  speculation  (productive  or  otherwise)  as  to  how  the
cormection from  Russell to  marijuana was made.  The  Bent  Soup page
isat±±!pr/l£!±!!±!±±±bfn!sQup=cL±2±nLJ_tcel`.htm!.

Source: Gerry Wildenberg

•       Russell    Press    Limited,    established    in    Russell's    lifetime   by   the
Bertrand    Russell    Peace    Foundation,    has   recently    issued   a   new
brochure,  complete  with  a  photograph  of BR.  The  Press,  which  was
established to `t>rovide a supportive and costreffective printing service
to the voluntary sector," is on the web at httD://www.russe]lDress.com.

Source:  Ken BIackwell

•       An   international   or8ai`ization   known   as   the   Principia   Cybemetica
Project (PCP) has a website  at which  it declares  its mission  to `fackle
age-old   philosophical   questions   with   the   help   of  the   most   recent
cybemetic     theories     and     technologies."     The     website     is     at
!±,i,!r2:I/12£SE!n£|¥±±!2=a±±.b£/!2EI?jA.HLT.html.   The   website   contains   an
article  that  further  explains  its  mission  by  comparing  it  witl`  that  of
Russell  and  Whitehead's  Pr7.»c'f.p/c7  M4whema//cc7,  the  inspiration  for
the   project.   Russell   and   Whitehead,   the   article   explains,   "applied
mathematical    methods   to   the    foundation   of   mathematics    itself,
formulating the  laws of thought governing mathematical reasoning by
means    of    mathematical    axioms,    theorems    and    proofs."    "Our
contention,"   the   article   continues   on   behalf  of  the   PCP,   "is   that
something  similar  should  be  done  with  cybernetics:   integrating  and
founding cybernetics witli the help of cybemetical methods and tools."
The  article  on  Pr7.nc7.p7.cr W¢/hemc7/f.ca and  Principia  Cybemetica  js  at
]lttD://pesDmcl.vub.ac.be/PRMAT.html.

Source:  Peter  Friedman

The  website  Find  a  Grave  offers  information  on  Russell's  memorial

plot.   (Russell   was  cremated,   and  thus  has  no   literal  "grave.")  The
listing  for  Russell  features  a  brief  biography  and  pictures  and  is  at
!±!!p://wwvy.findagra`4e£Lo±n!s±gidei±i/fg.cfi?DageTfr&GRidT21104.
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TIIc  silc  also  flllows  visitors  to  leave  electronic  "flowers"  and  a  note
for lhc deceased described on the site.

Source:  Ken Blackwell & Dennis Darland

News from the Humanist World

•       Another   sentence   of   death   by   stonjng   requires   the   attention   of

humanists  everywhere.   According  to  the   Rationalist   lntemational's
September  19,  2002  bulletin,  a  woman  named  Amina  Lawal  Kurami
faces  becoming  the  first  person  to  be  executed  by  stoning  since  the
northern  states  of  Nigeria  have   implemented   Sharja  (Islamic   law).
Amina  is  an  unwed  mother-to-be  who  confessed  her  pregnancy  to
authorities  without  understanding the  consequences  under the  current
regime of holy fascism. (Needless to say, she had no attorney present.)
An  appeal  of the  decision  has  been  filed.  Other capital  cases  are  also
being entered in Sharja courts.

Sharia  is  i]lega]  under  the  constitution  of Nigeria,  an  ethnically  and
religiously  diverse  country.   However,  Nigerian  President  Olusegun
Obasanjo  is  reluctant  to  act.  He  needs  to  hear  from  rational  people
around  the  world  that  Nigeria  must  not  be  allowed  to  follow  in  the
footsteps of the Taliban. Rationalist lnternational is asking everyone to
contact President Obasanjo, urging him to stop the execution of Amina
and ban the Sharia courts of northern Nigeria. President Obasanjo can
be reached by e-mail at wcbmastcr@,nigeria.gov.ng or by regular mail
at  The  Presidency,  Federal  Secretariat,  Phase, II,  Shehu  Shagari  Way,
Abuja, Nigeria.  Copies of any messages sent to him  should  be sent to
Rationalist         International         at        HQ@,rationalistintemational.net.
Rationalist lntemational  is at http://www.rationaljstinternational.net.

•      The  Center  for  Inquiry  lnternational   (Amherst,  NY)   is   pleased  to
armounce the opening of a new Center for Inquiry in Florida (CFI FL).
The  center  is  the  fourth  of  its  kind, joining  others  in  Amherst,  Los
Angeles, and the New York metropolitan area.  Like its sisters, the CFI
FL  will  host  conferences,  seminars,   family-oriented  programs,  and

perform   secular   celebrations   such   as   marriages,   memorials,   and
namings,  as  well  as  generally  encourage  the  development  of critical
thinking.

For more  information, contact the CFI  FL at P.O.  Box 8099,  Madeira
Beach,  FL  33738-8099,  (727)  209-2902,  rd±@tepaba.y.rr.c_ojn.
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The   BRS'g   thanks   Paul   Kurtz   (BRS   Honorary   Member   and   CFI
International Chair) for announcing the opening of the new center, and
Jan   Loeb   Eisler  (past  BRS  Vice   President  and  CFI   FL  Chair)   for

passing the news along.

•       'l`he  BR^Sg continued  to  correspond  with  the  Buddhiwadi  Foundation

(See   BRsg   #112,    November   2001,   and   #115,   August   2002),   a
hilmanist   organization   based   in   India.   The   Foundation   attended   a
meeting  of  FIRA  (Federation  of  Indian  Rationalist  Associations)  in
September,   during   which   it   distributed   copies   of  the   BRsg   to
interested individuals and organiza(ions.  Further information about the
Foundation and its activities will appear in a forthcoming BRsg.

•      The campus Freethought  Alliance (CFA) has a new website featuring
an  online  forum  as  well  as  downloadable  flyers  and  other  resources
aimed    at    the    student    activist    for    humanism.    The    site    is    at
http://www.cainpusf`rectho`l&ht=Q[g.

•      Those with a suitably blasphemous sense of humor may enjoy Heresy
House,   which   offers   original   cards,   posters,   and   t-shirts   for   the
discriminating  atheist.  The  one-man  company,  which  bills  itself  as
"Funnier      than      Hell,      and      much      cooler..."      is      online      at

vyryutgres'bQuseQnl..  The site features numerous quotes by famous
freethinkers,  including the  following gem: "So far as I can remember,
there  is  not  one  word  in  the  Gospels  in  praise  of intelligence."  The
author of that line is well-known and loved by all of us.

•       Russellians  might  also  enjoy  Battleground  God,  an  online  computer

game  dealing  that  asks  participants  a  series  of questions  about  their
beliefs    about    God,    religion,    and    morality,    and    then    rates    the
consistency and palatability of the answers given.  The game  is located
at   TPM   Online,   "The   Philosopher's   Magazine   on   the   lnternet,   at
.h_!fr/_/.w_wiry.ph")`sopbir§..ce:u.k_/g{2|h.Lm_.

U|)dates on Awards and Honorary Members

•      On June  l4, 2002, the G"#rdj.a# announced that a group of prominent
writers,  academics,  and allists had endorsed a statement opposing the
U.S.   government's  ongoing  response  to  the   September   11   terrorist
attacks.  The  article  was  by Duncan  Campbell.  The statement,  entitled
"Not  in  O`ir  Name,"  condemned  the  U.S.  government  beca`ise  it  has
"(leclared  a  war withoii(  limi(s"  and  "instituted  stark  new  measlires  of
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oppression."   Sigmtories   of  the   statement   described   jn   the   article
jncludcd  Ed  ^slicr,  Martin  Luther  King  in,  Tony  Kushner,  Edward
Said,   Gloria   Stciiicm,   Alice   Walker-and   BRS   Honol.any  Membci.
No.1m  Chomsky.  The  statement,  with  an  expaiided  list  of signatories,
appeared subsequently in the Septeinber  I 9 IVcw york r;.#7cs.

I::tsst:ttee::snot;Son::i::n;`ycoa:ap`,I:tbe]e]j:tn[;nfesjagtnanga
provides    an    opportunity    for   additional    individuals    to    sign    the
statement.   (The   initiators   are   also   collecting   donations   for   further

promulgation    of   the   statement.)   Among   the   signatories   on   the
complete    list    is    Russell's    former    secretary    Ralph    Schoenman,
identified  (with  Mya  Shone)  as  part  of an  organization  entitled  the
Council on Human Needs.

On  June   19,  2002,  the  Ivew  yor*  ri.meg  ran  an  article  entitled  "A
Vigorous  Skeptic  of Everything  but  Fact."  The  subject?  BRS  Award
Recipient  and  Honorary  Member  Paul  Kurtz.  The  article,  by  Dinitia
Smith,  features  an  interview  with  Kurtz that  mentions  the  Center  for
Ion.q^u±E.>L^.:~kenp`_i=.F!   kquirer . an^d    Free    lnqui; --in:rizi==;,-' ;=i
Prometheus  Books.  The  article  focuses  on  Kurtz's  concern  that  the
medl.a  is uncritically promoting the paranormal~through sympathetic
depictions  of astrology  and  communing  with  the  dead,  for  example.
RusseH   puts   in   an   appearance   when   Smith   describes   a   "strange

painting"  gracing  the  Center  for  lnquiry's  walls.  The  painting,  Smith
reports,   is  "based  on   `The  Last  Supper,'   with   Susan  8.  Anthony,
Sidney  Hook,  Charles  Darwin,  Leonardo  da  Vinci,  Bertrand  Russell,
Voltaire   and   other  atheists   and   humanists   seated   al.ound   the   table
instead of the apostles."

Also  noteworthy  is  the  recent  two-part  interview  with  Kurtz  (entitled
"The  Bun  Fighter:  Skeptic  Paul  Kurtz  Leads  the  Struggle  to  Open

American Minds") in C/ty, the most prominent free weekly newspaper
in   Rochester,   NY.   The   interview  ran   in   the   September   18-24   and
September  25-October   I,   2002   issues   of  the   paper,   and   featured
Kurtz's  views  on  mediums,  crop  circles,  the  media,  the  pledge  of
AIIegiance,    and   numerous   other   subjects.    The    interviewer,    Ron
Netsky,    mentions    the    "strange    painting    as    well,"    but    without
mentioning  Russell's  presence  in  it.  Netsky  does,  however,  describe
theprominentdisplaycasesattheCenterforlnquiryhonoringRussell,
Carl Sagan, and Karl Popper.
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•       Speaking  of Popper,  the  July  26,  2002  issue  of C4ro#i.c/e  a/`#/.gAer
f.`c/#ca/i.o#  features  an  article  on  a  pair  of conferences  being  held  to
commemorate the  centenary  of his  birth.  The  article,  entitled "Giving
Karl Popper His Propers" and written by David Cohen, notes the slow
aiid  steady  rise   in  Popper's  reputation   in  recent  years.   The  review
iiotes the recent book  W/.//ge#£/a/.# 'b` Poker (discilssed  in several  recent
"RusseH-Related Odds and Ends" columns  in the BRsg) in discussing

the   relationship   between   Popper  and   Wittgenstein,   as   well   as  the
relationship of both to Russell.  Popper was both an Honorary Member
of the BRS and the winner of the BRS Award in  1992.

•       On August 29, 2002, the #/.#d#j`/¢#  r/."jeb' ran an editorial denouncing
the decision by the Bangladeshi government to ban  U/a/ Howq (Gusty
Wind), the latest book by BRS Honorary Member Tasljma Nasrin. The
///.#dws/4#    7t.meg    editorial    should    still    be    available    online    at

htJpi4ELv:±±L!l_industanlilnj2seen/j}£±±±s42riiileditiol`/290802/detED103.s
html.

More  recently,   BBC  News  reported  that  Nasrin   had  been  tried  /.#
¢dse#//.cr  by a Bangladeshi  court  for derogating  Islam  in  her writings.
(The  BBC  correspondent  in  Dhaka,  Moazzem  Hossain,  spelled  her
name "Nasreen.") The court sentenced her (i.cmu any ability to offer a
defense   on   her   part)   to   a   year   in   prison.   The   full   story   is   at
h±±pi£/!|ews.bl)c.co.uk/J±±!j±vyg±±( I/soiith   as ia/232424 5. stm.

•      The  September  I,  2002  issue  of the f/o#o/w/w S/¢r-Bw//e//.# noted the
death  of lrving Copi,  I.ecipicnt of the  1998  BRS  Award.  (See  "Irving
Copi  Remembered"  in  this  issue.)  His  obituary  quotes  a  colleague  of
Copi   as   follows:   ``1   doubt   that   any   philosopher   since   (Bertrand)
Russell,  and maybe not even  Russell,  has sold more books than  Irving
Copi." See it at !±±!p;±L/srarbulletjn.com/2002/09/0±Jngrs_/stor_y I _1_:hial.

•      The september 30, 2002  issue of the jvq//.o# ran a short piece on BRS
Honorary   Member  Nelson   Mandela's   September   9   interview   with
Ivewsweek.  In  the  interview,  Mandela  sharply  criticized  U.S.  foreign

policy and concluded that "the  United  States of America  is  a threat to
world    peace."    The    complete    IvewsweeA    interview    is    online    at
.hj!p:!!±±£!a±!±Lmsnbc.coir+!±±ws/806174.asp.

•      Also  appearing  in  the   September  30  jvc7/;.o"  was  a  review  of  7lfre
^S/r#c/"re a/Evo/#/j.o##ry 714eory (Harvard University Press, 2002) by
BRS  Award  Recipient  Stephen  Jay  Could.  The  review,  by  H.  Allen
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Orr,  attempts   to   measure  how  much   of  Could.s   radical   theory  of
"punctuated  cqujlibrjum"  still  stands  after 3  decades  of criticism.  Orr

makes an  interesting attempt to  link Gould's approach  to science with
his   admiration   of  Thomas   Kuhn's   classic   work,   7ljle  S/r"c/%re  q/
Scienl if ilc Revolutions.

Speaking  of reviews  of  Could,  David  Hawkes'  rather  idiosyncratic
review of 7lfoe S/r%c/"re  o/Evo/%/i.o#ny  714eory  in  the  June  10,  2002
Issue  of the  Iva//.o#  (see  the  "Updates"  section  of the  August  2002
Issue  of the  BRS9)  attracted  a  huge  number  of responses,  most  of
them  higlily critical.  Some of these responses appeared  in  the October
14  issue  of the  Iva/i.o#,  along  with  a  response,  by  Hawkes;  a  longer
version  of the  exchange  has  been  posted  to  the  Jva//.o#'s  website  at
http4HH±atioll._Qqu.

Who's New in Hell

D^::.::Jp.:,I::!::  d,:mard..!h:. PP:S.Q..will  ruf i  an  occasional  new f ealure
enlilled "vy.ho's .New .in Hell."  (Well,  actually there was no i-;;a:i=.i;I
no  one,.obje.:.led  to  lh.:  idea.)  This feature  viill  update  BRS-ers  o;  n;;Ii
r`:§:r!in.g`  y?r_ren . All.en _S_pe!th's  encyclopedia  dr  non-beiiis;r;, -irir;s

y+:.I.:He+I(Barricade,2000).Itwill-rep6rlonn;wpeo;I-;i-;i;;'";ii;;'i: _f i_e_l!_, ,:ew.s :cl::r:ge co?c:!ning lhe _jork, and otter ;n;iJhi-s-win;;-;ill

P?.p.Ofrl.Iy d^eli?ht..the nonb_eliever-in all Of us.  (Any  RussJlifi;;-;;.;;-;a;;..aI:::!e^.!ilD?!^u^:!e_lie_:::irlhem,.w,h.e!her6rno;sh'eprwiei;ii;;.;~;-riii;o;.

Y^h=f ~:,u.SS,:,Ills ,jailer learned. Of .his agn?slicism  durini hi;  i;;;is-;n°;;;;Ii:^%o;r.Id^.ya^:..I: .he_r:,p:r_i?dly sf irugi.:P and.:a^id.,  "wiell, we [alr;;rii;i
G_:!_i_n our own,yey."  Perhaps Rus;;Ilians all f aii to wo;shi; a:i.;; ;;:;r
own way as well..)

•       vy_ho'?  W.ho  !n_ _I_Jell. arnd its 8[bbrev.larked  successor, Celebrities  in  l]ell

(BalTicade,  2002)  have  each  attracted  media  attention.  For  example,
the February/March 2002  issue of /ri.fA A"eri.ca features a short piece
by Marilyn Cole Lownes entitled "Who's  Irish  in Hell?" The tva/i.oma/

En.qujrer,  _o_i  a_,,  p,aces,  ran  an  z\r`ic,e  o,\  ce,ebr,,jes  jn  ;]6,i.+;.i_`:
February   19,  2002  issue.   In  addition,  Greenwich  Village's   yj.//age;.

(not to be confused with the  I/J.//age  yo/.ce) mentioned Ce/ear/./J.es and
the E#q"j.i.er article the week the latter came out. (Warren AIlen Smith
is  a  longtime  fixture  in  the  Village.)  And  the  April   I,  2002  issue  of
ft.6ny  Revr.ow   featured   a   brief  review   of  the   work   by   Manya
Chyljnski. The review was largely favorable, though it found Warren's
reasons for including Bo Derek in the book to be "a bit questionable."

36

•       C'e/ebr/.//.cs  /.#  He//  has  also  received  attention  in  the  humanist  press.
7'Ae #w#7c7#f.`9/ ran a  favorable review of the book by  Fred  Edwords  in
its   September/October  2002   issue.   The   review   chides   Warren   for
failing to include a number of important humanist-oriented celebrities,
including  Leonard  Bemstein,   Phil   Donahue,  Theodore  "Dr.   Seuss"
Geisel,  Yoko  Ono,  and  Gene  Roddenberry.  Warren  promises  that  a
subsequent  edition  of the  book  will  right all  wrongs.  A  less  favorable
review  by  BRS  member  Tom  Flynn  appeared  the  fall  2002  issue  of
Frcc /#q.w'ry under the title "Gossip on the Half Shell."

•       Warren Allen  smith himselfhas also received his fair share of media
attention   as   of   late.   On   May    19,   2002-the   day   after   Bertie's
birthday~the Ivew  yoi.A  rj#jcs  ran a  short article  entitled  "A  Mentor
Shares  a  Secret that  Really  Wasn't."  The  article,  by  Charlie  LeDuff,
details a recent meeting between Warren, a retired high school teacher,
and   one   of  his   former  students,   a  photographer.   At  the  meeting,
Warren  learned  that his  efforts  to  conceal  his  gay  identity  during his
tenure as a teacher were less-than-completely-successful. (The student,
by the way, was Ed Kcatiiig, a photographer who won a Pulitzer Prize
for his pictures  of th`e  World  Trade  Center.  It was  Warren's  letter to
Keating   congratulating  him   on   his   work  that   led  to   the   meeting.
Keating supplied the pictures for the article.)

In addition,  Warren has a listing in the 2002 volume of Co#/emporar)J
A"/Aori'  (volume  195),  which  lists  among his many  life achievements
his membership on the BRS Board of Directors since  1973-no small
feat, given that the BRS w'as founded in  1974.

•       Ce/ebr/.//.cs  /.# #e// lists a  number of humanist-related organizations  in
its  directory  of "Organizations  of Interest  to  Freethinkers."  For each
organization,    Warren   also   includes   a   "representative   example   of
someone  associated  with  that  label,  although  not  especially  a  label  of
the  person's  choosing."  The  directory  lists  the  BRS  prominently,  and
includes BRsg Editor Peter Stone as a "representative example" of a
BRS  member.  It also provides  links to the BRS  I+omepage  as  well  as
the Russell Archives at MCMaster University.

Richard  Lingeman's new  l]jography Sj.Hc/a/.r Lew/.s..  Rebe//ram Ma/.#
L9/roe/   (New   York:   Random   I+ouse,   2002)   contains   the   following
reference to  Warren and his research project that culminated  in  WAo 's
Who  in Hell..
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When   a   writer   and   editor   named   Warren   Allen   Smith   sent

[Sinclajr   Lewis]   a   questionnaire   asking   him   to   choose   from
several  definitions  of A";tja#;.I"  the  one  most  congenial  to  him,
Lewis  selected  naturalistic  (scientific)  humanism.  To  an  earlier

query about  his  religion,  he  contended  that people raised  without
fell.gious  belief seemed  as  happy and  as  ethical  as those  who did
have a faith (p. 447).

•      The title of Warren's mag#%m  op",f appears to be more popular than
Warren could have imagined. An Englishman named Robert Chalmers
has just seen  his  first novel published-under the title  mfio 'S  m4o j.w
I/e// (Grove  Press,  2002).  The  novel  tells  of the  life  and  loves  of a
young man so obsessed with the darker side of the celebrity obits page
that he begins compiling a book entitled. . . m4o 's J%bo /.# He//.

Incasethatwasn'tconfusingenough,oneofWarren'sfriendsrecently
reminded  him  that Peter Ustinov wrote a play entitled  mfio 'S  m¢o i.„
I/e//.  The play debuted on Broadway  in  December  1974  at the  Lunt-
Fontanne  Theater,  but  closed  after  only  8  performances--despite  a
cast   that   included   Beau   Bridges,   olympia   Dukakis,   and   Ustinov
himself.  (Ustinov,  of course,  is  featured  prominently  in  both   Wtio'5
Who a;nd Celebrities in Hell.)

F_:r, :,urr:nl irformation on Who's Who in Her+ visit the author's websiie
al  hit )://wa`sln.`il.s.

On the Lighter Side. . .

Havingnothingbettertodowithitstime,theGRRShastakentocollecting
limericks about Russell as well as composing some of its own.  The best of
these  little  gems  will  appear  occasionally  in  the  BRS'g.  We  begin  with  a
little ditty by the BRsg's own Tim Madigan.

There once was a fellow named Bertje
Whose marmer was likeably flirty.
To L. Wittgenstein
He was just an old swine,
But WE love him.for being so dirty!

Any BRS-ers who think they can do better than this are welcome to submit
their own poems,  limericks,  haikus,  etc.  about BR.  Try-I repeat,  TRY-
tokeepthefilthtoanabsoluteminimum.Thanksforyourunderstanding.
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Pose with Bertie!

'l`he  last  issue presented a picture of BRsg Associate  Editor Tim  Madigan

|ttising with the renowned bust of Bertie at Red Lion Square, London. Tim,
lit]wever,  \vas  not  idle  on  his  visit.  He  invited  others  to join  in  the  newly-
i"ugurated  tradition  of  "posing  with   13ertie."  This  photo  depicts  Anja
`lcinbauer (left) and Rick I,ewjs, editors of the magazine PA/./orapky IVow,
in :`ppropriately reverential  poses  beside the Good Lord. The J}Rsg would
like to encourage other Russellians to help make this a tradition  by posing
with  this  renowned  bust  and  sending  us  pictures  of the  event.  There's  no
i`ilsier way for a tourist in London to break into the BRLS'g!
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BRS Business alial Cliapter News..

TIleGreaterNewYorkCityChapteroftlie
Bertrand Russell Society (GNYCCBRS)

Warren AIIen Smith

On  I  August 2002,  the  Greater New  York  City's  chapter of the  Bertrand
Russell   Society  became  the  second  such  chapter  in  the  United   States,
following the Iead of the one in Rochester, New York.

The  GNYCCBRS  was  founded  by  Mr.  Warren  AIIen  Smith,  Mr.  Thorn
Weidlich,   and  Ms.   Ruili   Ye   for  the  purpose  of  holding   informal  get-
togethers   for   those   interested   in   various   aspects   of   Lord   Russell's

philosophyincludinghisstatement,"Thegoodlifeisoneinspiredbylove
andguidedbyknowledge."(mta//Be/i.eve,1925).

The first meeting was held in Manhattan on 4  September 2002 at the New
York  Ethical  Culture  Society,  2  West  64th  Street.    An  overflow  crowd  in
Mortimer   Adler's   library   heard   Mr.   Smith   discuss   his  just-published
Ce/e6ri./j.esi.#"(BalricadeBooks,2002,paperback288pages,S14.95).
"Hell,"RusseHoncewrote,"isaplacewherethepoliceareGerman...the

motorists French  .  .  .  the cooks,  English."   Sml.th  added that HeH  also  is a
silly  theological  invention,  and  his  book  lists  from  A  to  Z  numbers  of
boldface  people  in  the  entertainment  and  show  business  world  who  have

gone  on  record  as  agreeing,  from  Larry  Adler,  Luis  Bufiuel,  and  George
Carlin to Bruce Wjms, Frank Zappa, and Nick Zedd.

Future   meetings   will    be   held   I.n   the    five   boroughs   and   nearby   in
Cormecticut and New Jersey.

InSeptemberMr.WeidlichspoketotheRochesterchapterabouthisbook,

fp3%jT:r.,e%np?:i?!:.:LhenJ:.jr_iS`iliondr.ir;.;;;i;;i.i;::%;;,'taeF|:nu±.::o°u:?hK=1940  incident  in  which  RusseH  was  denied  a  teaching  position  at  City
College   in  New   York  City  because  of  his  views   about  morality.      In
°cceti=Sre,:;;p¥;I:SEj`thDS^PL°k.6_=t.OLt_h.enR¢ih-iS!?;.'.-3;ipt"evrvuab:=tu`=:,I.ybooLkn,
Ce/e6r7.rfef  i.# #e//.   Boo  Smith,  of Radio  WXXI,  interviewed  both  about
their respective books.

Future  meetings  win  be  informal,  wiH  devise  activist  proj.ects,  and  win

provideawaytomeetotherphi]osophically-mJ.ndedindividuals.
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l`Iii`  cliapter  publicized  the  26  October  2002  Sidney  IIook  Conference  at
llii.  CUNY  Graduate  Center.  Also,  it  made  plans  to  entertain  Dr.  Taslima
N:isrin  when  she  arrives  from  Sweden  on  a  book-signing  tour  to  speak
Noveinber  7'h  at  Columbia  University  and  be  interviewed  by  CNN  and  a
rlly  I.adio  station,  after  which  she  will  travel  to  Yale,  the  University  of
(.t)ilnecticut,  Dartmouth,  I-Iarvard,  the  University  of Charleston  in  South
( '{irolina, and the University of califomia.

IIitlividuals  wishing to  become  members  or be on  the chapter's e-mail  list
nii`  invited to contact Warren AIIen Smith, 3 I  Jane Street (Box  lo-D), New
york, NY  I 0014, _vya±im@n~1a££QLn.

The BRS Library

N.I.t.I`r,l`in.€.wilh_.tp::  i?sue,  lhe  PTXSQ  will  run  semi-regular  updates  on  lhe
11.11: `l:.i:b~r:ry-.   We  begin  in  lhis   issue  with  a  calal;gue  Of: lhe  Liir-a;:s
(.(,lleclion.

I''itiilided   in   1975,  the  BRS  Library  comprises  donations  from  members,

iiiiltlishers  and  broadcast  6rganizatjons.  The  Society's  book  sales  program
ol.l`ers  a  selection of culTent  and  out-of-print titles at a discount.  A  lending
lil)rary~containing both  books by or about Russell and audio cassettes of
lt`issell's    speeches,    debates,    and    interviews-is   available   to    Society

.`mbers.

'1.o   inquire   about   sale   or   loan   of  a   book  or  tape,   please  contact  Tom

Sliinley,      BRS      Library,      Box      434,      Wilder      VT      05088      USA,
lllt)~lpas±&La..nJ§¥@raLhae!,    or    visit    the    BRS    Library    webpage    at
|iHp±//tt.:ty_wL=geLQciljes.c{)in/Athens/Obeums42ff+

lltioks for Sale:

'l,`lie.Berlra_nd Russell Dictionary Of Mind,  Maller and Morals   $ 5.in

hy Lester Denonn. Citadel Press. Paper.

I}clrirand Russell:  A Political  Life
I)y Alan  Ryan.  O.U.P.  Paper.

'I.he Selected Leuers Of Berlrand Russell,  V`ol.  I

lty Nicholas Griffin. Houghton-Mifflin. Cloth.
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$ 5.95

S 12.95



Berlrand Russell..  A  I.I.I.a

by Carolinc Moorchcnd.  Vikllig.1'1{711`.
S14.00

Rereading Russell:  Es.says on 13erlrand Rus,sell's Metaphysics $ 8.95
cJwd Ep/.s/c/#o/og); edited by Savage and Anderson.
University of Minliesota Press. C]oth.

Berlrand Russell
by John Slater. Thoemmes Press. Paper.

S I 9.00

The Life Of Berlrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words    SIO.9S
edited by Christopher Farley and David Hodgson. Spokesman. Paper.

History Of the World in Epitome
by Bertrand Russell. Gaberbocchus Press. Paper.

Authority and the Individual
by Bertrand Russell. Unwin-Hyman. Paper.

In Praise Of Idleness
by Bertrand Russell. Routledge. Paper.

Political Ideals
by Bertrand Russell. Unwin-Hyman. Paper.

S  I.25

$ 7.95

$ 8.95

$ 7.95

Prices are postpaid.  Please pay by check or money order to "The  Bertrand
Russell Society."

Books for Loaii:

Catalogs and Bibliographies of Russell's Works:

Blackwell,  K.  and  C.  Spadoni. A  De/¢/./ed Cc7/c7/og a//Ae Seco#c7 Arc./7;.veb'

Of Berlrand Russell
De;roan, L. The Berll.and Russell Collection Of Lester Denonn
Mfrrth, W . Berlrand Russell:  A Bibliography Of His Writings,1895-1976

Collections of Quotations from Russell:

Denonri.L. The Bertrand Russell Dictionary Of Mind, Matter & Morals
Egner,R. Berlrand Russell's Best
Ejrsha,L. The Quotable Berlrand Russell
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II`ittks  by  Riissell:

111`'  ^I}C  Of Atoms

1`11.`  /IBC  Of Relalivity

1'11`'  ^Iiiberly  Papers

I.11.'  Arialysis  Of Mind

IIIt`  Ar[  Of Philosophizing & O[her  Essays
.IIIIlii)rity and the lndividiial

1`11('  Atl[obiography Of Berlrand  Ru.ssell
ll`.rlrund  Russell  Speaks  His  Minal
I 'tlllillion Sense and Nuclear Warfare
I.llt' (:onque`sl Of Happiness
I:tlllcation and the Social OI.der (Education and the Modern World)
()11  Education  Especially  in  Early  Childhood  (Education  and  the  Good
/,//i,'
I.`,x.stiys  in Scepticism

l'.ii(I and Fiction
I.`I.eedom  Versus Organization
I Ills Man a Future?
( ;elrlnan Social Democraey
'I.lle Giood Citizen's Alphabcl

I I lslory of western philosophy
I IIiman Knowledge:  Its Scope and  Lilnils
I IIiliian Society in Ethics and Politics
I(tlrus or the Future Of science
'I'lle Impact Of science on Society

iln Inquiry lnlo Meaning and Truth

liilrodiiclion to Mathematical  Philosophy
New Hopes for a Changing World
'l`he Prospects Of Industrial Civilization

ln Praise Of Idleness
lil.slice  ln  Wartime

M(Irriage and Morals
Mysticism and Logic
My Philosophical Development
N ighlmares Of Eminent Persons
^n Outline Of Philosophy (Philosophy)
I'hilosophical Essays
l'olitical  Ideals
l'orlraits from Memory
l'tiwer:  A  New Social Analysis
'l`he  l'raclice and Theory Of l}()lshevism (13olshevism:  Theory and  Praclice)

I]rilicipia Malhemalica lo *56

43



The Princi|)les Of Malhematics
Principles Of social Reconstruc[ion (Why Men Fighl)
The Problem Of china
The Problems Of Philosophy
Religion and Science
Roads   lo   Freedoni:   Socialislii,   Anarchism   and   Syndicalism   (Proposed
Roads to Freedom)
Satan in lhe Suburbs
Sceptical Essays
The Scientific Outlook
Unarmed Victory
Understanding H islory
Unpopular Essays
War Crimes in Vietnam
Which Way lo Peace?
The Will lo Doubt
Wisdom Of the West
Why I am Not a Christian

Collections of Russell's Papers:

Blackwell, K., et al. Cainbrr.dge Essc7ys  /888-99
Eames, R. and K. Blerckwctl. Theory Of Knowledge: The  1913 Manuscrii]t
Egner, R. iLnd L. Denonr\ The Basic Wi.itings off Bertrand Russell
F.iehoerg,   8.   and   R.   Ka;sr.lls.    Bertrand   Russell...A   Selection   Of   His
Correspondencewilh the General public  J950-]968.     ,
Gr.lfFm,N. The Selected Letters Of Bertrand Russell, Volume I
Ma;Ish,R. Logic and Knowlledge:  Essays  1901-]950
Pe;ars,D. The Philosophy Of Logical Atomism
Ranpel, R., ct al. Conlemplalion and Action  1902-I 4
Rempct, R. Prophecy and Dissent  1914-16
R:ul];, H.  Mortals  aTnd  Others:   Bertrand  Russell's  American  Essays   ]931-
1935

i+"ssch,B. The Selected Papers Of Berlrand Russell
Secke\, A. Berlrand Russell on Ethics, Sex, and Marriage
SidteT,I. Logical Atomism and Other Essays  1914-19
Sla,tor, I. and 8. Frohmann.  Essays  on Language,  Mind and Matter  1919-
26

Books about Russell:

AVken, L. Berlrand Russell's Philosophy Of Morals

44

^i\horsson,   S.   1n   Quest   Of  Certainty:    Berlrand   Russell's   Search  fior
I `i'I.Itlirily in Religion and Mathematics

^v.r, A.I. Russell
l\lii.tweu, K. The Spinozisljc Ethics Of Ber[rand Russell
l\iiwh, A.. Berlrand Russell:  The  Psychobiography Of a Moralist
l`l\`\rnsky,N. Problems Of Knowledge:  The Russell 1.eclures
1' i`ii\es, F`. Bertrand Russell's Dialogue wilh his Contemporaries
(`.n[c.ioidireg;o,   A.   Berlrand   Russell   and   the  Origin  Of  lhe  'Sel~Theorelic`
I,'''.(Idoxes
` `.i.{`\`.an-Gu.\uness,I. Dear Russell-Dear Jourdain
I `ii..i[r\n, N . Russell's Idealist Apprenticeship
ll..\ger,   P.   Continuity   and   Change    in   the    Development   Of   Russell's
I,I,il(,s(,phy

11.111, C.  Word and Object  in l]usserl.  Frege,  and Russell
llyhon, P . Russell, Idealism and the Emergence Of Analytic Philosophy
lTor\stlde, P . ,The Social and Political Thought Of Bertrand Russell
^.D. a,nd a. Wedehiny Russell and Analylic Philosophy
Jnger,R. The Development Of Berlrand Russell's Philosopky
Jourdein,P . The Philosopky Of Mr.  B*rlr*and R*ss*ll
Kilmister, C.W. Rwsfc//     `
K\rfuz, P . Berlrand Russell
l.e;I+hanser, G.  Principles  and  Perplexilies:  studies  Of Dualism  in Selecled
I..it:lion Of Berlrand Russell
1.owis, I . Bertrand Russell:  Philosopher and Humanist
Meyer, S. Dewey and Russell:  An Exchange
Na;fh.R. The Ethical Philosophy Of Bertrand RMssell
['c\rk, I . Berlrand Russell on Educalion
r'a,"e[son. W . Berlrand Russell's Philosophy Of Logical Atomism
I.ears,D.I . Bertrand Russell {ind the British Tradilion in Philosophy
Rodr.iguez:Cousuegla,,   F.   The    Malhemalical    Philosophy   Of   Berlrand
Russell
V e+lalcot, I . Bertrand Russell and the Pacifilsts in the First World War
We;lrner,  D.  The   Rhetorical   Approach  Of  Berlrand  Russell:   A  Sludy.In
Melh()(I

Tribiites to Russell:

Coirfes, K.  Essays  on  Socialist  Humanism  in  Honor  Of the  Centenary  dy
Berlrand Russell
Klerr[ke. B.D. Essays on 13erlrand Russell
SaNiige, C. and C. A\nderson Rereading Russell
ScINlpp, P . The Philosophy Of` Berlrand Russell
Slater, I . Bertrand Russell
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Winchestcr,I.  and  K.  Blackwell A#/f.#o//I/.cs er#d Parcrdores

Biographies of Russell:

a8irk, R. The Life Of Berlrand Russell
aark, R. Berlrand Russell and His Woi.ld
Cooke, A. Six Men
Crawshay-Wi I I lams, R. RwSsc// Re#je#.bered
Da.mock, S. 0ltoline: The Life Of Lady Oltoline Morrell
Feihoerg, 8. and R. Kasr.ils Berlrand Russell 's America,  1945-1970
Gottschalk, H. Berlrand Russell.. A Life
Lirmout, C;. Yes To Life:  Memoirs Of corliss Lamont
Monk, R. Berlrand Russell: The Spirit Of solitude
Moorchend, C. Berlrand Russell.. A Life
T`ussch, D. The Tamarisk Tree:  My Quest fior Liberty and Love
Tai\t, K. My Father Berlrand Russell
Wood, A.13erlrand Russell: The Passionate Sceptic

Audio Tapes for Loan:

Nobel Prize Acceptance Speech  1950 45'
Mind and Matter 1950 52'
Bertrand Russell .in Australia  1950 55'
Living in an Atomic Age  195190'
Life Without Fear  1951  34'
Portrait from Memory: Whitehead  195215'
Leonardo's Day-And Our Own  1952 30'
Man's Peril  195415'
Russell Einstein Manifesto  1955 30'
The World and the Observer  1958 30'
Kalinga Prize Press Conference and Acceptance Speech  1958 4_8' ,
Address to the CND  1959 30'
The Influence and Thought of G.E. Moore  1959 42'
Address to the Vietnam Teach-In  196514'
Appeal to the American Conscience  1966 29'
Is Security Increasing?  1939 30'
Russell-Copleston Debate on the Existence of God  1948 20'
The Attack on Academic Freedom in Britain and America  1952 30'
Bertrand Russell  1952 30'
Face to Face  1959 30'
Bertrand Russell Speaking 1959 52'
Woodrow Wyatt Interviews, Series 21959 52'
Woodrow Wyatt Interviews, Series 31959 52'
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( `lttse-Up  CBC  1959  30'

`|)i.{`king Personally:  Bertrand  Russell  196190'
( )I)en  End  1962  90'

`luds Terkel  Interview  1962  39'
( )ii  Nticlear Morality  1962  32'

li`lcrview on  Vietnam  196510'
Mci'v Griffin Interview  1965  24'
Ili`i'trand  Russell   197515'

I)i.I.lrand  Riissell  as a  Philosttpher  198015'

Ili`rtrand  Russell  1986100'
l'ttilrait of the Philosopher as I-`ather  1980 30'
llcrtrand Russell's Philosophy of Education  199015'
I)ertrand Russell's Pacifist Stance  in  World  War 11992 30'
l{ussell  vs.  Dewey on Education  1992115'
'I`he Life and Times of Bertrand Russell  1962 40`

l}eatrice Webb on the Russells/Russell on the Webbs  1966 35'
Sound Portrait of Bertrand Russell  1980 60'
I)ertrand Russell: A Reassessment  1980 43'

Rustlings
Gerry Wildenberg

"Rustlings"  presents  a  simple  substitution  cipher based on the  writings  of

Bertrand Russell.  Below  is  today's coded quote in which each letter stands
for another letter.  For example BERTRAND RUSSELL could be coded as
OREGENAQ  EHFFRYY.  0=8,  R=E,  et  cetera.  The  quote  below  uses  a
different  code.  After  solving  the  cipher,  try  to  identify  the  source  of the

quote it conceals. The solution will appear in the next issue.

IIFD   HK  ZVD  NDGOUOZDFZ   MDYCOUHF0  HK   RQFTUFM   UO
ZVQZ OHRD ODXZUHFO I-IK ZVD  VCRQF GQXD QGD RIIGQYYP
SDZZDG ZVQF HZVDGO.

Solution to J[w§//j."gr Puzzle, August 2002
"[M]athematics may be defiiied as  the  subject where  we  never know what

we are talking about, nor whether what we are saying is true."

Berti.and  Russell,  in  "Recent   Work  in  the  Philosophy  of Mathematics."
/#/cr#o//.o#¢/ A/o#/A/y 4 (Jiily  1901 ):  p.83-101.  Reprinted as "Mathematics
and the Metaphysicians"  in  Ai{};j'//.c/.s#? ¢#d Log/.c Ovorton,1929), ch. V.
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Bertic cind the Bomb  1984 40'
Religion and  Science  1994132'

What I  Believe: 3  Complete Essays on  Religion  1995  ]45'
Bertrand Russell and  A.N.  Whitehead  1996150'

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
3rd Quarter Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow, 7/1/02 Through 9/30/02

Compiled  10/9/02 by Dermis J. Darland
BRS Treasurer ((I_idai.laiid@,qconl ine.con_I_)

Category Description

BALANCE 6/30/02 6,157.53

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contrib-BRS                            I,027.09
TOTAL Contributions         I,027.09

Dues
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues

Other Income

TOTAL INFLOWS+

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
Other Expenses

TOTAL EXPENSES

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 9/30/02
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loo.00
763.57
863.57

82.00

1,972.66

9.35

8.24
445.88
734.13

23.25

I,220.85

751.81

6,909.34

Greater Rochester Russell Set

(1clebrating Six Years of Monthly Russell
Meetings Open to the Public

( ; ItRS Receives Attention at MCMaster

^uHust,   the  GRRS's  monthly  meeting  featured  a  guest
nki`I.   r-Andrew  Bone,   Senior   Research  Associate   at   the
rll"`(I   Russell  Research  Centre  at  MCMaster  University.
c  "(iRRS   Visited  by   Distinguished  Russellians"  in  this
lli`.)   l}oiic's   highly   successful   appearance   has   received
ll`ttll`i`  coverage  at  the  Centre's  website.  Check  it  out  at
://\\Jw\_v.]1umanjties.mcmaster.ca/~russe]1/whatsnew.htm.

I'l.(}gram, Winter & Spring 2002-2003

.12              The ABC of Armageddon
0                  Yours Faithf ally, Berlrand Russell.
1`                Willgenslein's poker
I.1              Russell and the prisoner's Dilemma
I()              "An outline of lntellectual Rubbish"
#                 Russell on video (Celebration ofRussell's

Birthday)

|®:  ^11 dates and topics are subject to change.

Daily Perks Coffee House
389 Gregory Street,  Rochester,  NY

r lnfoi.mation call Tim  Madigan at 585-424-3184 or write
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Tl]I£ D[;RTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
The I)®rtmnd Ru8gcll Society was founded in 1974 to foster a better

undorimndlng ol` lho lif`c, work and writing of Bertrand Russell (1872-
1970) and I(i i7rt)mtilo i(lcfl.i and causes he thought important. The Society's

mo«o lN  R`lmcll`A MI(itomcnt, `.The good life is one inspired by love and

|uitlctl by kn{)wlcdgc." ( lJ'Zia/ / Be/j.eve,  1925)

TIl[: l}lcR'l`R^NI} RUSSELL SOCIETY HOMEPAGE
IIttpl//`Ar\Ar`Ar.uf.rs.drew.edu/~|[enzmrs.html

Wobmmtcr: Jtihn I,cnz, |lenz@drew.edu

THE HIIRTRANI) RUSSELL SOCIETY QUARTERLY
ljditor:  Pctcr Stone

^mocllllc Hdilors:  Pl`il  Ebersole, Tim Madigan,
Ruchcl M.  Murray, David White

Rochc@lcr (`orrcspondcnt: Alan Bock

I.ollem .nd u"tlllcilod nrticlc,v, bt)ok reviews, etc, are welcome. Editorial
corrolp{indcncc should be addressed to:

I)lvld Whlto. I)cpurlmcnl ol. Philosophy, St. John Fisher College,
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From. lIIe Editor:

Bcrtrand Russell & John Dewey

On Janllary 5,  2003. BR`SQ Editor Peter Stone gave a talk with this lille at
lhe  Unilarian  Universalisl  Church  Of  the  Lehigh  Valley,  in  Bethlehem.
Pennsylvania.  36 i}co|)Ie allended  lhe event. many Of whom took literature
about lhe  BRS as well as firee sample copies Of the FIR:SQ. The talk was a,
revised version  Of a  pro.;enlalion-Slone-gave-at  the  CFI  to  mark  the  50`h
anniversary Of Jolin Dewey's death. (See "Russell and De:wey at the CFI"
in this i.sslle.) Tlic ealilorial below of iers h.Ighligh[s from Slone's remark!s.

Today  I'd  like  to  compare  Bertrand  Russell  and  John  Dewey  and  make
their contrasting  atLitudcs  towards  religion clear.  It's worth  doing because
while  both  arc  considcrcd  icons  among  humanist/rationalist  types  (among
many  others),  they were very different  in  their approaches  to  these  issues
of concern  to  rationalists  and  humanists.  A  clear  example  of this  can  be
found   by   comparing   their  best-known   works   on  religion.   It   is   not  an
accident,  as  I  sha]]  show,  that  Russell  wrote  an  essay  entitled "Why  I  Am
Not a Christian," while Dewey wrote  a book entitled j4  Common Fa7./A.  (I
am  grateful  to  Michael  Rockler  and  John  Novak,  whose  debates  at  past
BRS   Annual   Meetings   helped   make   the   differences   between   the   two

philosophers clear (o mc.)

There's a lot of biography tl`at would be helpful in understanding these two
men.  Howcvcr,  covering  the  lil.c  and  work  of either Russell  or Dewey-
much  less  both-is  impossible  in  an  hour.  And  that's  a  good  thing;  after
all,  if all  the  merit  in  Russell.s  lif`e  could be  summed  up  in  an hour, what
room  would  that  leave  for  a  society  devoted  to  him?  So  rather  than  talk
about their ]ivcs  in  any dclail,  I  shall  confine myself to a few words about
their  respective  approaches  to  philosophy  and  religion,  and  how  these
approaches  rcflectcd  their very  diffcrcnt  temperaments  and  approaches  to
life.

Bertrand  Russell  was  one  of  the  founders  of  analytic  philosophy.  This
school  of  thought  advocated  the  use  of  rigorous  techniques  to  analyze
traditional  philosophical  problems-in  effect  breaking  them  down  into
smaller   components   in   order   to   solve   them.   Russell   was   particularly
concerned  lo  apply  these  techniques  to  the  foundations  of mathematics.
The  result  was  Pr/.wc/.p/.a  Mwwhe/wa//.cci,  a  massive  three-volume  /o#r  de

/orce  co-authorcd  with  friend  and  mentor  Alfred  North  Whitehead.  The
system laid out in this work was rigorous-so rigorous that the

"I+1=2"  could  not  be  proven  within   it  until  the  middle  of  the  second

volume.  Russell's goal, in mathematics as in all areas of philosophy within
which   he   worked,   was   to   clear   up   philosophical   difficulties   and   pu(
knowledge upon certain foundations.

John  Dewey  was  one  of the  founders  of pragmatism.  The  name  of this
school  is derived from the Greek word prc/gma, meaning "practice," or so
I 'm told by people who know more Grcck than I do. This school of thought
advocates    answering    philosophical    qiieslions    by    inquiring    into    the
difference  they  make  in  practice.  If they  make  no  difference  in  practice,
why  waste  time  thinking about  them?  Dewey  most  famously  applied  this

philosophy in his work on education, though it guided his work  in all areas
of philosophy.

With  these  different  approaches  to  philosophy  in  mind,  let's  move  on  to
Russell  and  Dewey as  critics  of religion.  The  two  men  agreed  completely
on  one  of  the  most  important  points  relating  to  this  issue-traditional
religion  is  false.  Where they differed  is  in the response they recommended
to  this  conclusion,  as  well  as  their more  personal  attitudes  towards  life  in
light of it.

First, consider their recommended responses.  Russell was characteristically
clear  and  succinct  in  stating  his.  "I  think  all  the  great  religions  of  the
world,"  he   wrote   in  "Why   I   Am   Not   a  Christian,"  "both  untrue  and
liarmfu]."  Religion  was  an   unmi(igated   bad   in   the   modem  world   that

people would do best to discard.  Dcwcy,  in contrast, took pains to separate
rc//.g/.o#    (which    made    factual    claims    about    the    world,    claims    not
supportable by intelligence) from the re//.g/.owl (a feeling that some aspects
of the world are deeply valuable, even "sacred" and worthy of reverence).
He hoped to reconstruct religious thinking so as tojettison the troublesome
claims of religion while saving religious  language for the values he wished
to salvage.

It   js   interesting   to   consider  these   different   responses   in   light   of  their
attitudes  toward  the  falsity of religious  claims,  to  which  I  shall  now  lum.
Some valuable insight can be gained by looking at another thinker who has
commented  on  both  Russell  and  Dcwey-Martin  Gardner,  noted  scicncc
writer and theist.

In his collection of essays 714e Ivf.gA/ /.s Large (St. Martin's,1996), Gardner
discussed  both  Dewey  and  Russell  a  number of times.  (I  should  mention
that  those  interested  in  the  philosophical  exchanges  between  these  two

philosophers  can  find  a  helpful  list  of the  most  important  references  in
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Gardncr.  See  7lfrc  Ivi.g4/  i.s  Lcirge,  p.  478,  n.  3.)  But  the  most  important
discussion of the (wo comes in the final essay, entitled "Sulprise."

To  undcrstilnd  this  essay,  it's  worth  explaining  that  the  title  of Gardncr`s
book  coincs  l`rom  a  line  by  Lord  Dunsany-"The  night  is  very  large  but
full   of  wonders."   In   the   last   chapter,   Gardner  elaborates   on   the   idea
expressed  in  this  phrase,  and  ailiculates  the  religious  argument  for  God
based  on   a   fccling   of  wonder  at   the  universe-an   emotion   Gardner,
following   Rudolf  Otto,  describes  as   "numinous."  "For  Otto,"  Gardner
continues,  "the  essence of the emotion  is  an  awareness of what he called
the mrs/er/.win /rc#iewc/I/in, the trenicndous mystery of the wholly other" (p.
556).

Gardncr  takes  both  Russell  and  Dewey  to  task  for their attitudes  towards
the numinous, but  in very different ways.  The "problems" he sees  in their
attitudes are very revealing.

According  to  Gardner,  Russell  was  keenly  aware  of  the  numinous.  He
quotes  Russell  as  expressing  this  awareness  as  follows:  "But  if there be a
world which  is  not physical,  or not  in  space-time,  it may  have a structure
which  we  can  never  hope  to  express  or  to  know."  However,  Russell  is

quick   to   add   that   in   sclting   down   such   thoughts   he   has   "lapsed   into
mystical  speculation"  and  left  the  realm  of serious  philosophy  (p.  558).
This  angcrs  Gardncr,  who  finds  that  far  too  quickly  the  atheistic  Russell
"dismisses the in);s/eri.Iim /ret#e#c/win as unworthy of worship or prolonged

contemplation" (p. 559).

In Russell, Gardner recognizes a man aware of the numinous but unwilling
to  draw  conclusions  about  religion  froin  it  (as  Gardner  himself does).  In
Dewey, Gardner discerns something much more alien, He writes,

Among  more  recent  philosophers  John  Dewey  seems  to  me  the
outstanding   example   of  an   atheist   for  whom   a   sense   of  the
numinous   was   minimal.   I   have  been   unable   to   find   a   single

passage in all of Dewcy's wri(ings that strikes me as a memorable
cxprcssion of wonder about the mystery of being. Nothing seems
ever to have mystifled Dcwcy. Never, so far as I can recall, did he
see anything tragic or comic or absurd about the human condition.
We arc all organisms interacting with our environment, and that's
that (pp.  559-560).

Speaking personally, I should add that this is the side of Dewey that I  have
always  admired  the  most.  Dcwey  simply  never felt tempted  to  draw  any
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conclusions (such as the belief that God exists) from his numinous feelings
because  he  never  Aad any  such  feelings.  Russell,  by  contrast,  was  quite

prone  to  such  feelings;  he  simply  resisted  their  siren  call,  and  refused  to
draw any conclusions about the human condition from them.

The  result  is  somewhat  ironic.  Russell  was  a  militant  agnostic,  author  of
"Why  I  Am  Not  a  Christian."  But  he  also  experienced  intense  numinous

feelings,  feelings that  lead many people (such  as Gardner)  to religion.  But
Russell  did  not  believe  that  any  religious  beliefs  not  congenial  to  reason
was worthy of worship. This firm dedication to truth led him to an attitude
towards  the human condition  that  could  be quite  despairing.  (This  despair
saw expression in such works as "A Free Man's Worship." The title is not
accidental, and the tone radically different  from that of "Why I  Am Not a
Christian.") One could quite reasonably  interpret his broader philosophical

project  as  an  effort  to  discover some sort of truth  about  the  universe  that
would be unshakeable by reason and worthy of veneration.

Dewey, by way of contrast, felt no such drive for something upon which to
bestow   awe   or  reverence.   Like   Russell,   he  was   a   strong   believer   in
intellectual  honesty,  and  so  would  not  worship  any god  that  reason  could
not recognize.  But while he saw no reason  to believe in  the god to whom
the numinous had driven others, he also felt no need for a substitute of any
kind.  He was quite  content to  make  do without  any  sort  of philosophical
certainty; and indeed, a lack of certain philosophical foundations  is one of
the distinguishing marks of pragmatism.  But at the same time,  Dewey was
much  more  tolerant of religious  language.  There was  never a  chance that
Dewey would find himself embracing unj.ustifiable  religious beliefs out of
a   desire   to   grasp   the   mrs/eri.win   /rcmc#dwm,   and   Dewey   knew   this.
Therefore, he saw nothing wrong with taking the terininology people often
associate    with    this    feeling,    and    putting    it    to    other,    more    gainful
employment,

Here,  I  think  Dewey  does  go  a  ljttlc  off the  mark.  He  lrics,  as  Gardncr

points out, to have the "religious" wilhoul the supernatural (p. 560).  It is all
well and good for Dewey to use terms that pose no temptation of abuse for
him.  What  he  fails  to  understand  js  that  those  same  terms c/a pose  such  a
temptation for many people drawn  by the numinous and  less  inte]]ectua]ly
respectable  than  the  old  pragmatist.   By  sanctioning  the  maintenance  of
religious    language,   he   provides   a   cover   behind   which    intellectually
bankrupt  ideas  can  flourish.  (Still,  Dewey  is  way  ahead  of Gardner,  who
has  no problem with  people drawing conclusions of fact  from  feelings of
awe-something  along  the  lines  of,  the  sky  is  lovely  (onigh(  tl)ere fore  I
should   go   beat   up   fags.   This   may   seem   ridiculous.   but   it   is   no   less
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ridiculous  lli,`n  many  conclusions  pcoplc  have  drawn  under  the  cloak  of
religion.)

To  sumi"ri7.c,  both  Russell  and  Dewcy  rejected  the  desire  to  believe  in
something supcmalural  for intcllcctually disreputable reasons.  (This dcsirc
has  quite  appropriately  been  dubbed  by  Paul  Kurtz  the  ``transcendental
templa(ion.") This rejection was easier for Dewey than  it was for Russell,
as  the  former  cxpericnced  no  such  desires,  unlike  the  latter.   How  this
should affect onc's relative j.udgmcnt of the two men 1'11 leave for others to
consider.

Letter from the Chairman

As Chairman of the Board of our Society, I would like to thank all who ran
for Board membership and  to congratulate the  winners.  I  look  forward to
seeing all Board members at the Annual Meeting this May. (See "The 2003
Annual  Meeting of the Bertrand Russell  Society" in this  issue.) There are
very  few  "special  interest  groups"  that  do  as  well  as  we  do  at  bringing
together academies  and non-academies  for meetings  that are  intellectually
serious and socially relevant. Board members, and indeed all members, are
invited  to  suggest  items  for  the  agenda  of our  next  Board  meeting.  My
main  concern  is  membership.  We  have  neither  recruited  nor  retained  as
many people as would benefit from membership  in the BRS.  The Annual
Meeting  is  fun,  but  it  would  be  more  fun  if more  people  attended.  The
APA sessions have gone well, but there have been some empty seats. The
Rochester chapter has put on terrific monthly programs, but there are still
some who attend those regularly withoutjoining the BRS. We have a lot of
talent  available  to  us  in  the  Society,  but  we  need  to  find  better  ways  to
serve the common good. Another matter of grave concern is russell-I, This
is  a  privately  owned  mailing  list,  but  many  of the  recent  exchanges  can
only serve to deter prospcctivc members.  One way or another, the society
needs  to  dcvclop  a  service  that  will  use  the  web  to  attract new  members
and retain old oncs,

David E, White
Department of Philosophy
St. John Fisher College
3690 East Avcnuc
Rochester, NY  14618
dwli]te@s|fc.edu

Letters to the Hditor

November 30, 2002

Editor:

In  the  November  issue  of the  BRsg on  page  27,  there  is  a  piece  on  the
issue  of transfer  of Arabs  from  Palestine.  AL  the  end,  (here  is  a  note  that
contains a reference to the present-day activities of Israel in moving Arabs
out.   I   find   the   parenthe(ical   comment,   "otherwise   known   as   `ethnic
cleansing," to be so far off the mark as to wonder if the person who wrote
it  thought  about  what  he  was  saying.   Is  he  saying  that  the  Israelis  are
methodically  killing  as  many  Arabs  as  possible  in  order  to  eradicate  all
Arabs from the face of the earth? Does he think it is the same situation as
in  WWII  or  in  Bosnia?  I  don't  think  anyone  would  say  that.  Transfer  is
very different from ethnic cleansing. There may be much discussion about
whether or  not  that  is  the  right  thing  to  do,  but  I  don't  think  any  rational

person,  of whatever persuasion, would seriously call  it "ethnic cleansing,"
particularly   if  they   knew   what   that   meant.   I   think   you   should   say
something about this in the next BJisg.

Teny Zaccone
Sara(oga, California

The BFrsQ  stands  by  its  choice  Of wording.  The  expression was  .isecl  in
conj.inction  with  the  proposal  (enjoying  dislilrbing  levels  Of su|)port  in
some sectors Of Israeli society today)  lhal Israel forcibly remove an entire
ethnic  group  (Paleslinians) from  lhe  occupied  territories.  If lhe  terms  Of
this proposal do not conslitu[e "elhrlic cleansing," then whal could?

New in RussLill Studies!

Would you  like to  find out what's  new  in  Russell  Studies?  Then  visit  the
"Forthcoming,  New  and  Recent  Works  in  Russell  Studies"  page  at  the

website  of  the  Bertrand  Russell  Archives  at  MCMasler  University.  The

page is at http://ww\A/.mcmaster.ca/russdoes/forthnew.Ii.in.



Have You Renewed Yet?

All  BRS mcmbcrships (except  Life and Honorary memberships) expire at
the cnd of the calendar year.  And so if you haven't renewed already,  now
is the tlme! Don't delay and risk missing a single issue of the BRsg!

Forgotten whcthcr or not you've renewed already? Just check the mailing
]abcl on this issue,  It will have one of the following 4-digit numbers on it:

2002                                          means you are paid through 2002, but still need
to renew for 2003.

2003                                         means  you  have  indeed  renewed  for 2003,  and
so are all set for the year.

7777,8888,or9999             means   you   are   a   Life   Member,    Honorary
Mcmbcrship,   or   receiving    the   BJtsg   as   a
courtesy. In any case, you never need to renew.

Check for your number, and you'll always know your status.

To  rcncw  your  membership, just  use  the  handy  membership  form  in  the
ccntcr  of this  issue.  Please  rctum  it  to  our  treasurer,  Dennis  Darland,  at
1406  26th  Strcct,  Rock  Island,  IL  61201-2837,  USA.  You  can  pay  by
check (payable, in U.S. Dollars, to "BRS") or money order.

You  can  also  pay  by  credit  card  using  Paypal  on  the  web.  Just  go  to
https://www.paypal.com and open a free account. Then pay your dues
using  bus-PP@qcohl]ne.Com  as  the  recipient's  e-mail  address  when
prompted.  Thcrc is no charge to make a Paypal payment, which (non-U.S.
members take note) will be handled in U.S. Dollars.   In the e-mail message
that  Paypal  will  send  from you  to  our treasurer (Dennis),  be  sure  to  state
the puxposc of the payment.    Includc any change of name or address,  but
do NOT include crcdi(  card  info.    Dcnnis will  send you an  c-mail  rcccipt,
and update the membership records accordingly.

If you have any questions about your mcinbcrship, feel free to drop Dcnnis
a line at djdarland@qconl!ne.com.

The BRS  is constantly  looking  for ways  we  can  make  it easer for you  to
keep your membership current. Wc'd hate to lose any member because of a
misunderstanding  over  the  timing  of  a  dues  payment.  If you  have  any
suggestions to help us improve the process, please drop the BRS8 a line.

The 2003 Annual Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society
Lake Forest College (Lake Forest, IL)

May 30-June 1, 2003

The BRS's 2002 Annual Meeting was held at Lake Forest College, in Lake
Forest,   Illinois   (about   30   miles   nollh   of  Chicago,   near   Northwes(em
University). That meeting went so well that the BRS will be returning there
for   its   2003   Annual   Meeting.   The   BRS   thanks   Rosalind   Carey,   an
Assistant    Professor    in    Philosophy    at    Lake    Forest    who    handled
arrangements  for the 2002  Annual  meeting,  for volunteering  to  play host

yet again.

The  BRS  encourages  everyone  to  submit  papers  and  register  to  attend
the  Annual  Meeting.  Paper submissions,  as  well  as  queries  regarding  the
submission   process,   can   be   sent   to   BRS    President   Alan   Schwerin,
Department of Interdisciplinary Studies, Monmouth University, West Long
Branch,  NJ  07764  USA,  (732)  571-4470,  aschwerl@monmouth.edu.
The paper submission deadline is May I, 2003.

Registration for the meeting-including buffet, banquet, papers, and other
conference materialsHosts $60 for members, $75  for non-members,  and
$40  for students.  Those  interested  in  skipping  the  meals  may  register  for
one day of the conference for $20 or both days for $35.  (This rate applies
to members, non-members, and students.) Dom]-s(yle accommodations are
available  on  campus  for  $49.50  for  the  weekend  (plus  Slo  for  linens  if
needed).  There  are  hotels  in  the  area  for  those  uninterested  in  the  dom
experience.  Checks for registration and/or housing should be made out  to
"Bertrand Russell Society" and sent with the conference registration  folm

(located   at   the   center  of  this   issue   of  the   J}Rsg)   to   the   conference
organizer,  Rosalind Carey, Department  of Philosophy,  Durand  Hall,  Lake
Forest  College,  Lake  Forest,  IL  60045  USA,  carey@llemes.Ifc.edu.
(Registrants  may  also  pay  via  credit  card  using  Paypal,  as  detailed   in
"Have  You  Renewed  Yet?"  p.  8.)  Anyone  paying  in  this  way  must  still

send  a  registration  form  to  Rosalind.  Please  direct  all  questions  about  the
conference  that  do  not  relate  to  the program  to  Rosalind  as  well.  Or visit
htt|)://www.Ifc.edu/ ~ carey/index2003.html,    the    conference's
webpage.

The BJ?Sg encourages every member (o a«end and participa(e in oiir latest
meeting! See you in Lake Forest!



Congratulations...

Tom  Stanlcy,  ac(ing  Chair  of  the  Elections  Committee,  has  tallied  the
ballots   from   the   Socicty's   rcccnt  election   for  the   Board  of  Directors.
Sccrctary Chad Trainer I`as confirmcd the results.

25  mcmbcrs  voted  in  this  clcction,  which  featured 9  candidates.  The  final
tallies arc  listed  below.  The  8  highest vote-getters, all  of whom have won
scats on the Board, arc in  italics.

Andrew  13onc  22,  Peler  Slone  22,  Nick  GriJjfiin  21,  Ruili  Ye   ]6,  David
Golalnlan   15,  Cara  Rice   15,  Juslin  Leiber   14,  Chandrakala  Padia   14,
David Hcnchan  13.

All 4 incumbcnts seeking rc-election won. So did Ruili Ye, who has served
the Society in tl`c past as a Board member as well. The BRsg congratulates
these    candidates,    and    wclcomcs    newcomers    Andrew    Bone,    David
Goldman,  and  Cara  Rice  to  the  Board.  The  BJisg  would  also  like  to
acknowlcdgc  outgoing  Board  members  Steve  Bayne,  Jam   Loeb  Eisler,
Keith Green, and Bemard Linsky for their service to the BRS.

...and a Note of Thanks

The  BRS  would   like  to  acknowledge  the  following  members,  each  of
whom   donated   money   to   the   Society   over   and   above   their   regular
membership dues in 2002:

•      Patron ($250 andup): David s. Goldmaln.

•      SpowSors     /a/00     awd     wp/..      Neil     Abercrombie,      Robert     A.
Ricmcnsclincidcr, Warren Allen Smith.

•      Sws/ai.#erf /$7J a#dwpJ.. James Bunton, Rich Guilfoyle.

•      Cow/r/.bw/ore  /Sjo  awd  wp/..   Jay  Aragona,  Dong-In  Bac,  Whit field

Cobb,   D.M.   Daugharty,   John   J.   Fitzgerald,   James   Cordon,   Earl
Hanscn,    Carol    A.    Kccnc,    Gregory   Landini,    Gladys    Leithauser,
Stcphen J. Rcinhardt, Michael A. Scqucira, Susan Berlin Vombrack.

•       O/Acr DOMors.I  David  Blitz,  Edgar  Bocdeker,  James  E.  Mcwilliams,
Bcnito Roy, Laurie Endicott Thomas.

The BRsg thanks thcsc mcmbcrs for supporting the BRS.
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The BRS Needs rot/...at the APA!

The Bertrand Russell Society is recognized by the Ainerican Philosophical
Association  and  allowed  to  participa(e  in  their  programs,  biit  the  BRS  is
responsible  for selecting  its  own  speakers.  Members  of the  BRS  who  are
also  members  of the  APA  are  urged  to  get  jn  touch  with  David  While

(dwhite@sjfc.edu). We need people lo give |tapers, to commenl, to chair
sessions,   and,   most   importantly,   lo   I-Ill   seals.      We  are   now   accepting

proposals  for  the  Eastern  Division  meeting  (Due  May   I,  2003)  at  the
Washington,   DC,   Hilton,  December  27-30,   2003,   and   for  the   Central
Division meeting at the Palmer House in Chicago, April 22-25, 2004.

All  members  who  can  are  asked  to  attend  the  following  sessions  already
scheduled with  the APA.  On  Saturday,  March  29,  Jane  Duran  (University
of California,  Santa  Barbara)  will  chair  a  session  at  which  Justin  Leiber
(University  of Huston)  will  speak  on  "Russell  and  Wiugenstein:  A  Study
in  Civility  and  Arrogance,"  with  comments  by  David  White  (S(.   John
Fisher College) at the  Westin  St.  Francis on  Union Square,  Sam  Francisco.
Then  on  Thursday,  April  24,  at  the  Renaissance  Cleveland,  Cleveland,
Derek  H.  Brown  (University  of  Western  Ontario)  will  give  a  paper  on
"Russell  and  Perceptual  Relativjty Argumen(s," with comments  by  David

White, and Rosalind Carey (Lake Forest College) will speak on "Russell's
Use  of Diagrams  for  the  Theory  of Judgment,"  with  comments  by  John
Ongley (Northwestern University).

Are You on BRS-List?

BRS-List is the BRS's official  listserv, used  to send members  information
about  Society  activities  and  to  discuss  Society  business.  The  lislserv  js
open only to members of the BRS, and all members are encouraged to join.
Just  go  to  http://mailman.mcmaster.ca/mallman/Ifstlnfo/brs-list
and fill out the form. Altematively, send the message

subscribe

to brs-list-request@mailman.mcmaster.ca.

Any questions  regarding BRS-List can  be  directed  to the  listserv's owner,
Ken Blackwell, at black`A/k@mcmas(er.ca.
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Bertrand Russe]l's Relevance Today
Judy Toth

Judy  Tolh,   leader   Of  lhe   Elhical   Society   Of  St.   Louts.   delivered   the

f;ollowlng lalk on March 28,  1999. Paul Doudna provided the BRSQ with a
transcriptioll, which the FIR:SQ reprints here with slight editing for length.
For rriore on the Elhicat Soc.ie(y, visit llttp://www.ethicalstl.or€/.

It's bccn a joy to read Bcrtrand Russell's ,4w/obj.ograpky and gain insights
into not only Russc]l's accomplishments, but who he was as a person.

At one point, Russell had been touring the U.S. and visited an amusement

park whcrc thcrc wcrc mechanical sharks. The reporters asked him, "What
should wc do with those who want to war?" Hc said:

I  think  every  big  town  should  contain  artificial  water-falls  that

people  could  dcsccnd  in  very  fragile  canoes,  and  they  should
contain   bathing  pools   full   of  mechanical   sharks.   Any  person
found   advocating  a  prevcntivc  war  [and   if  you  want  to  read
Kosovo  into  this,  go  right  ahead]  should  be  condemned  to  two
hours a day with thcsc ingenious monsters.

I  found  that  two  or  three  Nobel  prizewinners  listened  to  what  I
had to say and considered  it not without  importance.  Since then  I
have published  it  in  Part  11  of my book, Hzfman Soc7.e/}J 7.n E/Aj.es
awd Po//./i.cs...I  have heard  that  it has affected many people more
than I had thought, and I find that quite gratifying.

This  talk  is part of a scrics,  intcrcstingly enough.  Three years  ago I  spoke
about Albcrt Einstein, as one of my ethical heroes. What has evolved is an
"Ethical Heroes" series, and last year I did Albert Schweitzer, and this year

we have  Bcrtrand  Ru.ssell.  So  I  rind  it so  interesting  to go back  into these
folk's  lives  and  rind  out  not  only  what  they  think  about  life  and  their
achievements  in  terms of their world  view.  How do  they view the ethical
dimension of life and how that view speaks to us?

Rcccntly  my  friends  Lynn and Todd came  into town to  teach relationship
building. Todd said to mc. .`Did you know that Bcrtrand Russell  is in  7l.mc
magazine as one of the  loo most  influential people of this  century?" So  I
went thcrc and found a summary of Bcrtrand Russell in two paragraphs.
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Bertrand Russell:

In more than 50 books, penned over 74 years, Bertrand Russell set the
terms  of the  debate  in  logic  and  rtliilosophy  in  the  first  part  of this
cen(ury-mos(   notably   with   f'rt.ric.i.pi.ci   Wd/Aema/i.cd,   written   with

philosopher Albert North Whitehead.

I]e also married four times,  lost t!`ree elections to Parliament,  founded
a school and led the movement for nuclear disarmament. He was twice
jailed    and    dismissed    from    three   jobs    for    his    pacifism    and
unconventional views on sex. He won the Nobel Prize for Literature in
1950 and died two decades later at 97, a humane rationalist to the last.

So  with  that  kind  of framework,  I'm  going  to  spend  a  little  time  talking
about Bertrand Russell. Russell's personal life, as for all of us, shaped and
influenced who he was not only as a thinker, but as a feeler, as a father, and
as   a   husband.   He   was   orphaned   at   an   early   age   and   raised   by   his

grandparents, who were quite strict and Victorian.

He spent a very lonely childhood with governesses and nurses-with  little
contact   with   children   his   own   age-and   at   the   age   of  eleven   began
studying Euclid and he called this "one of the greatest moments of my life,
as dazzling as my  first love." From that  moment until  he was thirty-eight
years old  (and had  finished Pri.Hc7.pj.ci A4ci/Ae"Ia/i.ca),  mathematics  became
his  chief interest  and  source  of happiness.  As  an  adolescent  he  said  his
interest   was   divided   between,    malh,    religion,   and   sex.    He   studied
languages  and  literature and philosophy  and  in  one of the  most  profound

paragraphs  of his t4w/obJ.ogrclpdy,  he says  he  became  an  atheist  at  the  age
of fifteen, and abandoned the concept ot` God. "I found to my surprise that
I was quite glad to be done with the subject."

He went to Cambridge and said that upon entering it he was a shy prig but
by  the  fourth year he had  become  a gay  and  flippant  student.  He  leamed
the  virtue  of intellectual  honesty  and  absolute  freedom  lo  speculate  about
anything and everything.  He finished his fellowship jn  1897 and wrote the
Fow#do/I.our a/Gcomefry; in 1901  wrote yet another book on mathematics,
while  working  with  his  wife  on  suffragette  causes  (even  though  he  had
very mixed feelings about his wife at this point).

Russell's  humor was  always  present.  He  had  many  colleagues,  including
Whitehead at his  professorship  school.  Russell's  friend  a.H.  Hardy, who
was Professor of Mathematics at Cambridge, once told him that if he could
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find a i}roof lhal Russell would die in five minutes time, he would naturally
bc very sorry to lose him, but the sorrow would be quite worthwhile for the
plcasurc of tlic proof.  Russell, wise in the way of mathematics professors,
obscrvcd, "I cntirc]y sympathjzcd with him and was not at all offended."

The period  from  1910 to  1914 was a time of deep transition for Russell. He
said, "I  felt as sharply scparatcd from the people of England as Faust's life
bcforc and after hc met Mcphistophcles." The Great War made him think
afresh  on  the  fundamental  questions  of  life.  Back  in  Cambridge,  living
with high emotional  tension, hc could not emotionally face the disaster the
war would bring to his pcoplc. Hc was appalled that 90% of the population
were  excited  and  cncrgizcd  about  the  war  and  he  said,  "It  caused  me  to
rcvicw my own thougl`ls cibout hunian nature."

However,  love of England was his  strongest emotion.  He was  tortured by
wanting to bc a patriot but abhorred the violence of war. Ostracized for his

pacifist views, hc wrote in  1915  JWAy A/c» F7.gA/, and it was a huge success.
His pacifism,  howcvcr,  caused him  to  lose his job, and  he was  sent to jail
for writing antiwar articles.  Hc wrote in prison that he actually enjoyed the
cxpcricncc. It was a holiday from responsibility.

He emerged from that experience no longerjust an academic, deciding that
he needed to write a broad range of books.  He became less rigid and less

prudish,  remarried,  and  his  first  child  was  born  in  1921.  He  and  his  wife
decide  lo  found  their  own  school,  to  school  their  own  children  and  hc
found his ambition to write books revived.

In  1938  he became a  professor at UCLA  and subsequently completed  his
History  Of Western  Philosophy,  whieh  became  the  major  source  o[ his
income. Russell was to struggle throughout his life with financial troublc-
cspccially during the first half of his life.

He  would  often  travel  between  England  and  America  and  in  a  poignant
section called "Christmas at Sea," written in  1931, he says:

I  am  lcaming  much  about  growing  old.  Thirty-five  years  ago  I
was  lately  married,  childless, very happy,  and beginning  to  taste
the joys  of success.  Family appeared to me as an external  power
hampering   to   frccdom:   the   world,   to   me,   was   a   world   of
individual advcnturc. I wanted to think my own thoughts, find my
own friends .... I felt strong enough to stand alone .... Now, I realize,

[this was just due to my vitality and youth.]
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Time,  they  say,  makes  a  man  mellow.  I  do  not  believe  i(.  Time
makes a  man afraid,  and  fear makes  him conciliatory,  and  being
conciliatory  he  endeavours  to  appear  lo  others  what  they  will
think mellow. And with fear comes the need of affection, of some
human warmth to keep away the chill of the cold universe.  When
I speak of fear, I do not mean merely or mainly personal fear:  the
fear of death or decrepitude or penury .... I  am thinking of a  more
metaphysical  fear.  I  am  thinking  of  a  fear  that  enters  llie  soul
through experience of the major evils to which life is subject:  the
treachery  of  friends,   the   death  of  those  whom  we   love,   the
discovery of the cruelty that lurks in average human nature.

During   the   thirty-five   years   since   my   last   Christmas   on   the
Atlantic,   experience   of   these   major   evils   has   changed   the
character of my unconscious attitude  to  life.  To stand alone may
still be possible as a moral effort, but is  no longer pleasant as an
adventure.  I want the companionship of my children,  the warmth
of the family fire-side,  the  support of historic continuity, and the
membership  of a  great  nation.  These  are  ordinary  human joys,
which  most  middle-aged  persons  enjoy  at  Christmas.  There  is
nothing about them to distinguish the philosopher from other men;
on  the  contrary,  their  very  ordinariness  makes  them  the  more
effective in mitigating the sense of sombre solitude.

And  so  Christmas  at  sea,  which  was  once  a  pleasant  adven(ure,
has  become  painful.  I(  seems  to  symbolize  the  loneliness  of the
man who  chooses  to  stand alone,  using his own judgment rather
than the judgment of the herd. A mood of melancholy is, in these
circumstances, inevitable, and should not be shirked.

But there is something also to be said on the other side.  Domes(ic

joys,  like  all  the  softer  pleasures,  may  sap  the  will  and  destroy
coiirage.  The  indoor warmth of the traditional Christmas  js  good,
but so is the South wind, and the sun rising out of the sea, and lhe
freedom  of  the  watery  horizon.  The  beauty  of  these  things  is
undiminished  by  human  folly  and  wickedness,  and  remains  to

give strength to the faltering idealism of middle age.

He  went back  to  Cambridge  to  teach,  where  his  career  flourished.  But  he
was always beset by money problems that continued to pile up even as his
income  increased,  as  well  as  by  social  ostracism  for  his  radical  views.
Russell says that traditional religion is the source of much evil; he viewed
it  with  scorn  for its negative  effect.  Needless  to  say,  he was  attacked  for
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thcsc views and had to dcfci`d his position. Hc talked about fear in religion,

yet another thcmc in his writing.

Rcligion is based, I think, primarily and mainly on fear. It is partly
the  terror  of the  unknown,  and  partly  the  wish  to  feel  that  you
have  a  kind  of cldcr brother  who  will  stand  by  you  in  all  your
troubles and disputes. Fear is the basis of the whole thing-fear of
lhc myslcrious,  fear of dcfcat,  fear of death.  Fear is the parent of
cniclty,  and  thcrcforc  it  is  no  wonder  if cruelty  and  religion  go
hand in hand.

When asked about God's existence in  1947, Russell became sarcastic.

Thcrc is a rather repulsive smugness and self-complacency in the
argument  that  man  is  so  splendid  as  to  be  evidence  of infinite
wisdom and infinite power in his creator. Those who use this kind
of reasoning  always  try  to  concentrate  our  attention  on  the  few
saints and sages; they try to make us forget the Neros and Atillas
and Hitlers .... And even what is best in us is apt to lead to disaster.
Religions  that teach brotherly  love have been  used  as  an  excuse
for persecution, and our profoundest scientific insight is made into
a means of mass destruction.

I can imagine a sardonic demon producing us for his amusement,
but  I  cannot  attribute  to  a  being  who  is  wise,  beneficent,  and
omnipotent,  the  terrible  weight  of cruelty,  suffering,  and  ironic
degradation of what is best:  that has marred the history of man in
an Increasing measure as he has become more master of his fate.

His humor shows up in the area of religion too. "How would you describe
Hell,  Lord  Russell?"  hc  was  asked.  "Hell  is  a place  where  the  police  are
German, the motorists French, and the cooks English."

He was also asked, "Lord Russell, have you missed anything by not being
religious?" Russell replied as follows:

I don't feel I'vc missed anything through not believing in religion.
I  think,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  religious people  have  missed  a
very  great  deal.  They've  missed  the  kind  of pride  that  stands
upright and looks at the world, and says, "Well, you can kill me,
but anyway, here  I  am.  I  stand  firm." And they miss  that.  And  I
think that's a very valuable thing that a person should have.
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I shouldn't like at all  to go through life in sort of a creepy-crawly
way, full of terror, and being bolstered up all the time as if I were
a fainting lady being kept from sprawling on the ground...because
no  human  being  whom  I  can  respect  needs  the  consolation  of
things that are untrue. He can face the truth.

How, then, would you view death without a religious contex( for i(?

I  believe  tha(  when  I  die  I  shall  ro(,  and  nothing  of my  ego  will
survive.  I  am  not  yoiing  and  I  love  life.  But  I  should  scorn  to
shiver  with  terror  at  the  thoiight  of  annihila(ion.   Happiness   is
nonetheless true happiness because it must come to an end, nor do
thought and love lose their value because they are not everlasting.
Many a man has borne himself proudly on the scaffold; surely the
same pride should teach us to think truly about man's place in the
world. Even if the open windows of science at first make us shiver
after the cosy indoor warmth of tradi(ional  humanizing  myths,  in
the  end  the  fresh  air  brings  vigor,  and  the  great  spaces  have  a
splendor of their own.

Facing continued attacks for his pagan views and his failure lo subscribe to
traditional  religion,  Bertrand  Russell  wro(e  his  own  (en  comlllandments.
He  called  them  a  "Liberal  Decalogue,"  and  said,  "Perhaps  the  essence  ot`
the  liberal outlook could be summed up  in a new decalogue,  no( intended
to replace the old one but only to supplement  it. The Ten Commandments
that as a future I should wish to promulgate, might be set forth as follows:"

A Liberal Decalogue
I. Do not feel absolutely certain of anything.
2. Do not think it worth while to proceed by concealing evidence,
for the evidence is sure to come to light.
3. Never try to discourage thinking for you are sure to succeed.
4. When you meet with opposition, even if il should be from yoiir
husband  or your children,  endeavor  to overcome  it  by  argument
and  not  by  authority,  for  a  victory  dependent  upon  aulhorily  is
unreal and illusory.
5. Have no respect for the authority of others, for there are always
contrary authorities to be found.
6. Do not use power to suppress opinions you think pernicious, for
if you do the opinions will suppress you.
7.  Do not  fear to be eccentric  in opinion,  for every  opinion now
accepted was once eccentric.
8.   Find   more   pleasure   in   intelligent   dissent   than   in   passive
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agrccmcnt, for, if you value intelligence as you should, the former
im|}lics a dccpcr agrccment than the latter.
9.  Bc scrupulously truthful, even if the truth is inconvenient, for it
is niorc inconvcnicnt when you try to conceal it.
10.  Do  not  fccl  envious  of the  happiness  of those  who  live  in  a
fool's paradise, for only a fool will think that is happiness.

Tlicsc  lines  arc  taken  from  a  IVcw  yorA  r!.mcs  article  called  "The  Best
Answer to Fanaticism-Liberalism," in  1951.

If  Russell   was   so   anti-religious,   how   did   he   view   humanism?   It   is
interesting to consider his point of views on that subject.

Tllosc   who   attempt   to   make   a   religion   of  humanism,   which
rccognizcs nothing grcatcr than man, do not satisfy my emotions.
And yet I am unable to believe that, in the world as known, there
is  anytliing  I  can  value  outside  human  beings .... Not  the  starry
hcavcns, but their effects on human percipients, have cxcellcnce;
lo   admire   the   universe   for   its   size    is   slavish   and   absurd;
impersonal non-human truth appears to be an delusion. And so my
inte[lcct  goes  with  the  humanists,  though  my  emotions  violently
rcbcl.

Russell was subsequently asked to  comment on human beings, on human
nature, and character values. How does he view those kinds of things?

I  don't  know  what  human  nature  is  supposed  to  be.  But  your
nature   is   infinitely   malleable,   and   that   is   what   people   don't
rcaljzc.  If you compare a domestic dog with a wild wolf you will
see what training can do. The domestic dog is a nice comfortable
creature, barks occasionally, and he may bite the postman, but on
tl`c  whole,  hc's  all  right;  whcrcas  the  wolf  is  quite  a  different
thing.  You  can  do  exactly  the  same  thing  with  human  beings.
Human  beings,  according  lo  how  they're  treated,  will  turn  out
totally  diffcrcnt,  and   I   think  the  idea  you  can't  change  human
nature is silly.

What traits then would an ideal character have?

Four  characteristics  seem  to  me jointly  to  form  the  basis  of an
ideal  characlcr:  vitality,  courage,  scnsitivencss,  and  intelligcncc.  I
do  not suggest that  this  list  is complete, but I  think  it carries us  a

good  way.  Morcovcr,  I   rirmly  believe  that  by  proper  physical,
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emotional, and intellectual care of the young, these qualities could
all be made very common.

But   then,   since  you   are  a   rationalist,   Mr.   Russell,   how  can   love   and
rationality be reconciled?

I  regard  love  as  one  of the  most  important  things  in  human  life,
and  I  regard  any  syslcm  as  bad  which  interferes  unnecessarily
with its free devclopmcnt.  Love, when the word is properly used,
does not denote any and every relationship between the sexes, but
only  one  involving considerable  emotion,  and a  relation  which  is

psychological  as  well  as  physical.   It  may  reach  any  degree  of
intensity.  Such  emotions  as  are  expressed  in  rri.a/a#  #;]d /so/dc
and   in   accordance   with   the   experience  of  countless   men   and
women. The power of giving artistic expression to the emotion of
love is rare, but the emotion itself, at least in Europe, is not.

The three main extra-rational activities in modem life are religion,
war,  and  love;  all  of these  are  extra-rational,  but  love  is  not anti-
rational,  that  is  say,  a  reasonable  man  may  reasonably  rejoice  in
its existence.

As  mentioned  before,  Russell  was  a  pacifist.   He  founded  the  Bertrand
Russell  Foundation  for  the  purpose  of promoting  world  peace.  And  it  is
important to him that we look at war's destruction and find it unacceptable.
He once said the following about peace:

Our own planet,  in which philosophers are apt to take a parochial
and excessive interest, was once too hot to support life, and will  in
time become too cold. After ages diiring which the earth produced
harmless   trilobites   and   butterflies,   evolution  progressed   lo   the

point   at   which   it   has   generated   Neros,   Genghis   Khans,   and
Hitlers.  This,  however,  I  believe  is  a  passing  nightmare;  in  time
the  earth  will  become  again   incapable  of  supporting   life,   and

peace will return.

After   the    fomiation   of   Bcrtrand   Russell    Peace   Foundation,    Russell
received a letter from UN Secretary General U Thant, which said:

It  is  good  to know  that  it  is proposed  to  start  a  Foundation  in  the
name  of Lord  Russell,  1o  expan{l  and  continue  his  efforts  in  the
cause  of peace.  Lord  Russell  was  one  of the  first  to  perceive  the
folly and danger of unlimited accumulation of nuclear annamcnts.
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When  wc  look  at  Russcl]'s  life  and  what  he  strived  for,  what we  see  is  a
dcgrcc  of exccllcncc  which  he  endeavored  and  strived  for and  attained  in
so  iTiany  `'Iclds-whctl`cr  r]hilosorihy  or  mathematics  or  world  pcacc  or
looking  tlt  tlic  struclurc  of` religion  and  what  it  can  mean  lo  us  as  human
beings. So he was always looking at what is excellent. He once said:

It  would  bc  necessary  to  the  creation  of [a society  of excellence]
lo  secure  three  conditions:  first,  a  more  even  distribution  of the

produce  of labor;  second,  security  against  large-scale  wars;  and
third, a population which was stationary or very nearly so.

Until  these  conditions  are  secured,  industrialism  will  continue  to
be   used    feverishly,    to    increase    the   wealth    of   the   richest
individuals,    the    territory    of   the    greatest    empires,    and    the

population of the most populous nations, no one of which is of the
slightest   benefit   to   mankind.   These   three   considerations   have
inspired what I have written and said tin terms of how to strive for
excellence in our society.]

But then what would you, Lord Russell, hope to see the world achieve?

I think I should put first, security against extreme disaster such as
threatened  by modem  war.  I  should put  second,  the  abolition  of
abject poverty throughout the world. Third, as a result of security
and   economic   well-being,   a   general   growth   of  tolerance   and
kindly   feeling.   Fourth,   the   greatest   possible   opportunity   for

personal initiative in ways not harmful to the community.

All  these  things  are  possible,  and  all  would  come  about  if men
chose.   In  the  meantime,   the  human  race  lives  in  a  welter  of
organized  hatreds  and  threats  of mutual  extermination.  I  cannot
but  think  that  sooner or  later people  will  grow  tired of this  very
uncomfortable way of living.

He  received  the  Nobel  Prize  for  Literature  for  his  book  Marri.4gc  aHd
"ore/a, interestingly enough-in  1950. And what is the essence of a good
marriage? It only took Russell four wives to come to this conclusion.

The   essence   of  a   good   marriage   is   respect   for  each   other's
personality combined with a deep intimacy, physical, mental, and
spiritual,  which  makes  a  serious  love  between  man  and  woman
the most fructifying of all human experiences.
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Russell's  fame continued  to grow  throughout his  life.  He  lectured around
the  world.  He was constantly pursued  for interviews, especially  in his  last

years.  At  one  point  in  China,  he  had  a  serious  illness  and  he  refused  to
gran(  interviews.  A resentful press decided  (o carry  (he news  in Japan tlia(
he had died.  Russell appealed to tliem bu( they refused to re(racl the story.
On  his  way  home  he  stopped  in  Japan  and  the  press  again  sought  to
interview  him.  His  secretary  handed  out  a  printed  announcement  to  lhe
reporters that said, "Since Mr. Russell is dead, l`e cannot be interviewed."

He was once asked, "What has given you the greatest personal pleasure?"

That's   rather   a   difl'lcult   question,   isn'1   it?   Passionate   private
relations perhaps would come rirst of all.  I get  immense pleasure
from   natural   beauty.   And   intellectual   pleasure,   understanding
something  that  has  been  puzzling,  and  the  moment  comes  when
you understand it, that is a very deligh(ful momen(.

Russell's   relevance   today   I   think   is   quite   obvious.   He   continues   to
challenge us  to  face and destroy all  false beliefs and  illusions  that keep us
from being free in thought and action and capable of self-responsibility. He
challenges us to think about war, to stop nuclear proliferation, and create a
safe, peaceful world. He began his Aw/ob/.ograpky with a foreword, which I
think really sums up Bertrand Russell very well.

Three passions, simple but overwhelmingly strong, have governed
my   life:   the   longing   for  love,   the   search   for  knowledge,   the
unbearable pity for the suffering of mankind. These passions, like
great  winds,  have  blown  me  hither  and  thither,  in  a  wayward
course, over a deep ocean of anguish,  reaching lo the very verge
of despair.

I  have  sought  love,  first,  becaiise  it  brings  ecstasy-ecstasy  so

great that I would often have sacrificed all the rest of life for a few
hours of this joy.

I have sought it, next, because it relieves  loneliness-that terrible
loneliness  in  which  one  shivering  consciousness  looks  over  the
rim of the world into the cold unfathomable lifeless abyss.

I have sought it, finally, because in the union of love I have seen,
in  a  mystic  miniature,  the  prefiguring  vision  of the  heaven  that
saints and poets have imagined.  This is what I sought, and though
it may seem too good for human life, this is what-at last-I have
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found.

With  equal  passion  I  have  sought  knowledge.  I  have  wished  to
understand the hearts of men. I have wished to know why the stars
shine.  And  I  try  to  apprchcnd  the  Pythagorean  power  by  which
number holds sway above the flux. A little of this, but not much, I
have achieved.

Love  and  knowledge,  so  far  as  they  were  possible,  led  upward
toward  the  heavens.  But  always  pity  brought  me  back  to  earth.
Echoes  of  cries  of  pain  reverberate  in  my  heart.   Children   in
famine,   victims  tortured  by  oppressors,   helpless  old  people   a
hated  burden  to  their  sons,  and  the  whole  world  of  loneliness,

poverty, and pain make a mockery of what human life should bc. I
long to allcviatc the evil, but I cannot, and I too suffer.

This  has  been  my  life.  I  have  found  it  worth  living,  and  would

gladly live it again if the cliance were offered me.

My closing words are from R`ussell's New Hopesfior a Changing World.

Man,  in  the  long  ages  since  he  descended  from  the  trees,  has
passed   arduously  and   perilously   through   a   vast   dusty   desert,
surrounded by the whitening bones of those who have perished by
the way, maddened by hunger and thirst, by fear of wild beasts, by
dread of enemies, [and] at last he has emerged from the desert into
a smiling land, but in the long night he has forgotten how to smile.
Wc cannot believe  in  the brightness of the moming.  We  think  it
trivial and deceptive; we cling to old myths that allow us to go on
living with  fear and hate-above all, hate of ourselves, miserable
sinners. This is folly.

Man now nccds for his salvation only one thing:  to open his heart
to joy,  and  leave fear to gibber through the glimmering darkness
of a forgotten past. Hc must lift up his eyes and say: "No, I am not
a miscrablc sinner;  I  am a being who, by a long and arduous road,
liavc    discovcrcd    how    to    make    inte]ligencc    master    natural
obstacles,  how  to  live  in  frccdom  and joy,  at  peace  with  myself
and   thcrcforc   with   all   humankind."   This   will   happen   if  men
choose joy rather than sorrow.  If not, eternal death will bury man
in deserved oblivion.
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Russell and Dewey at the CFI
Alan Bock

John  Dewey,  one  of  the  most   influential  philosophers  of  the  twentieth
century,  was  the  subject  of  a  four-hour  discussion  and  luncheon  at  the
Center for Inquiry in Buffalo, New York on Sunday, November 10, 2002.

Two   BRS   members,   Tim   Madigan   and   Peter  Stone,   were   among   the
featured  speakers  at  the  event,  aptly  titled  "The  Legacy  of John  Dewey
(1859-1952)." Also discussing various aspects of Dewey's contributions to
twcnticth-century    thought    were    Paul    Kurtz,    Emeritus    Professor    of
Philosophy at lhe University of Buffalo, founder of the Center for Inquiry,
and   an   Honorary   Member   of  the   BRS;   Robert   Talisse,   Professor   of
Philosophy  at  the  University  of Tennessee;  Lee  Nisbet  of  the  Medaille
College Philosophy Department; and John Novak, Professor of Philosophy
at Brock University.

In  his  opening  remarks,  Kurtz  described  Dewey  as  the  most  important
humanist  philosopher  and   promoter  of  liberal   thought   in   the   nineteen
thirties  and  forties.   Charles  Darwin  was  an   iinportant  influence  on  his

philosophy  of  pragmatism,   and   led   Dewey   to   attempt   to   employ   the
scientific   method   to   all   human   cxpericncc.   I.Ie   was   a   naturalist   who
believed   that   we   must   abandon   lhc   theological/mystical   approach   to
knowledge  and  apply  scientific   inquiry  to  ethics.  This  led  Dewey  to  a
naturalistic  ethics  and  to  the  defense  of a  "naturalistic  religion"  in  his .4
Commo# Fai./A.  In  addition,  Dewcy  was  a  believer  in  fallibilism,  holding
that we  must always be willing  to change our opinion on  the basis of new
evidence.

The  primary  purpose  of education,  according  to  Dewey,  was  to  develop
intellectual  growth  and  critical   intelligence,  or,   in  other  words,   how  to
think.   This   could   be   done   by   the   development   of  habits   of  thought,
although  it  should  never  bc  done  in  such  a  manner  as  to  thwart  creative
impulses.  Unfortunately,  many  of Dewcy's  views  on  education  would,  in
later years, bc misinterpreted and distorted by his critics.

Professor   Kurtz   informed   us   all   that   hc   attended   Dewcy's   ninetieth
birthday  party  at  Columbia  University  and  actually  met  the  great  man  on
two or lhrce occasions. According to Kilrlz,  Dcwcy was lhc most  "saintly"
of   philosophers   who   rarely   uttered   an    unkind   word   about   anyone.
Interestingly,   the   most   acerbic   remark   he   ever   made   about   another

philosopher  was  directed  at  Bertrand  Russell,  who,  according  to  Dewey,
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misundcrslood     and     frequently     misrepresented     the     philosophy     of

pragma(ism  in  many  of his  writings.  In  exasperation  after  reading  one  of
these critiques, Dewey said of Russell, "He makes me sore."

Tim Madigan confcsscd that philosophy never made any sense to him w#/i./
he read John  Dewey.  That experience  led him to  the study of philosophy
and eventually to Paul Kurtz as a philosophical mentor. Madigan noted that
Sidney Hook had been a student of Dewey's and that Paul Kurtz had been
a student of Hook's and wryly observed that  if Hook could be considered
Dewey's   "philosophical   son"   and   Kurtz   his   "philosophical   grandson,"
lhcn,  by  cxlcnsion  and  keeping  it  "all  in  the  family",  Madigan  could  be  a
sort   of  "bastardized   philosophical   great-grandson"   of  the   great   John
Dewey.

Madigan observed that Dewey's classes at Columbia during the  1917-1918
academic year were audited by two people with whom he (Dewey) would
have  unusual   relationships-Anzia   Yezierska,   with  whom  the   "saintly

philosopher" would have his only  illicit (and unconsummated)  love affair;
and Albert  Bames,  an eccentric  millionaire  and the inventor of Argyrol  (a
cure  for infant blindness).  Years  later Bames  would  figure prominently  in
the life of another philosopher, Bertrand Russell.

It has  come  to  light  that  in  1918  Dewey (rather secretively) wrote a  lot of

poetry  which  he  kept  out  of sight  by  stufring  the  papers  in  his  desk  or
throwing  (hem  in  his  wastebasket  at  his  office  at  Columbia  University.
Some   of  these   works   were   discovered   by   a  junior  colleague   in   the
Philosophy  Department  who  inherited  Dcwey.s  office  and  desk.  0lhcrs
were   recovered   when  Columbia's   librarian,   aided  by  the  janitor,  went
through  Dewey's wastebasket and discovered some of these poems. These
eventually came  into  lhe possession of Dewey's widow after his death and
were  subsequently  published  by  Jo  Ann  Boydston  as  part  of  Dewey's
Co//cc/ec7   Worfu.   Interestingly,   Professor   Boydston   authenticated   the

poetry  by  researching  the  life  of Anzia  Yezierska,  a  novelist,  who  had
included some of these poems in her fictional works. While Yezierska was
attending his class, Dewey, who had been separated and estranged from his
wife  at   the   time,  apparently  became  quite  fond  of  her.   This  amorous
relationship    lasted    several    months    and    inspired    Dewey's    poetry.
Eventually,  the  relationship  with  Anzia  soured  and  Dewey,  who  found
marriage an  inescapable burden,  returned  to his  wife.  Boydston described
the relationship as a tragedy of two romantics.

Also  auditing  Dewey's  classes   in   1917-18   was  Albert  C.   Bames  with
whom   Dcwey,   rather   surprisingly,   would   have   a   life-long   friendship
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(surprisingly since Bames was an  uncommonly bad tempered  fellow who
ended up quarrelling with practically everyone who crossed his path.)

Bames, a self-made millionaire, was also an avid art collector, and in  1922
would establish the Bames Foundation to bring the blessings of his vast art
collection   to  those  he  deemed   worthy  of  viewing   it.   One   needed   his

permission   to   see   the   collection   and   this   was   apparently   given   very
selectively.  He appointed Dewey the Foundation's educational director and
encouraged him to study art and aesthetics.

I}ames  had  a  fondness  for cranks,  and  was  something  of a  crank  himself.
He  engaged  in  behavior  that  was  "way  out"  such  as  sending  out  letters
signed in his dog's name.  It is something of a mystery as to how a man like
Dewey could have tolerated such an oddball as  Bames, but it appears that
Dewey had  a taste  for oddballs of all  kinds.  Dewey  seems  to  have  found
him  more entertaining  than  disagreeable.  A]lhough  very  fomial  with  most

people,   Dewey  even  allowed   Bames   to  call   him  "Jack!"   In   the   final
analysis it seems that Bames merely added a needed spice to Dewey's life.

At the outset of his talk Peter Stone made the "usual pitch" for the Bertrand
Russell  Society.  It would be  interesting to de(ermine how many members
of BRS have resulted from his tireless proselytizing.

lie  informed  the group  that he wished  to discuss  Dewey  and  Russell  in a
rather  roundabout  fashion  by  talking  about  the  interrelationships  of these
two  great philosophers with  William  James,  Noam Chomsky,  and  Martin
Gardner.

William  James,  like  Dewey,  was  one  of the  founders  of I)ragmatism.  I-Ie
was  perhaps  more  widely  read  than  Dewey  because,  unlike  the  latter,  he
could  write  with  some  clarity  and  was  known  for  clever  turns  of phrase
such as the "cash value" of a proposition.  Of Dewey's writing  it was said
by James that, not only was it damnable, it was "God damnable."

James   was    also   known   for   apt)lying   pragmatism    to   religion,    mos(

prominently  in  his  "Will   lo  Believe"  where  he  seemed  to  suggest  that
making a "leap of faith" is the "virile" and "manly" thing to do. At the root
of this  argument,  it  seems,  was  the  idea  that  one  can  decide  to  treat  a

proposition   as   true   regarding   religion   if   not   believing   it   would   be
depressing.    Needless   to   say,   this   drove   a   lot   of   philosophers   and
freethinkers  up  the  wall-most  notably  Bertrand  Russell,  who  devoted
some of his earliest essays to attacking pragmatism as an obvious travesty
of truth. Russell thought that we should have a "desire to know" rather than
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a "will to believe;" he even entitled a short book 714e Jyi.// /a Dowb/.

Unfortunately,  James'   application  of  pragmatism  to  religion  seemed  lo
color Russell's  attitude  toward  the philosophy as  a  whole,  causing  him  to
caricature  it  relentlessly by suggesting  that  it argued  that a belief was  true
if  the  consequences  of  believing   it   are  pleasant.   Russell's   caricatures,
especially   when   coupled   with   his   razor-sharp   wit,   really   annoyed   the
normally  even-tcmpered  Dewey.  As  a  result  the  relationship between  two
of the twentieth century's grcatest philosophers was much less fruitful than
it could have been.

Noam Chomsky,  a seminal  linguist,  philosopher,  and radical activist,  is  an
admirer of both Bertrand Russell and John Dewey and,  in fact, has a large

poster of Russell  in his MIT office.  He is also an honorary member of the
Bertrand Russell Society.

Chomsky  was  well  aware  of  the  disagreements  between  the  two  great

philosophers,  but  he  still   saw  a   lot  of  common  ground  between  them,
especially   when   one   ventured   beyond   philosophy   into   politics.   Both
Dewey  and  Russell  were  in  agreement  in  defending  the  classical  ideas  of
the   Enlightcnmcnt;   both   saw   these   ideals   as   something   we   could   not
comfortably assume that we  had  already attained  today.  This  is especially
cvidcnt  right  now,  as  the  U.S.  appears  ready  to  attack  a  country  without
actually asserting anything like a crcdiblc reason for doing so.

It  is  particularly  interesting   the  Russell  and  Dewey  both  reached  such
radical     conclusions     in     their    politics     despite     their    differences     in

philosophies;     this    raises    questions    about    the    relationship    between
philosophy and politics.  Bertrand  Russell  was an emotivist,  but also  wrote
an   essay   enlitlcd    "Philosophy   and    Politics."   For   John    Dewey,    the
relationship was clcarcr-a more worked-out and clear version of the ideas
in  "Philosophy and  Politics."  (Of course,  with  Dewey,  "clear"  is  always  a
relative  term.)  Today  there  exist  some  pragmatists,  like  Richard  Rorty,
who  argue  for no  linkage  between  philosophy  and  any particular political

perspective.

Finally,  there  was  a  fundamental  similarity  in  the  attitudes  of Russell  and
Dewey  toward  religion,  although  they  differed  in  their  personal  attitude
towards  it and especially  in  their recommended  responses.  For Russell,  all
religion   was   false   as   well   as   harmful.    Dewey,   on   the   other   hand,
distinguished    between    "religion"    and    the    "religious"    and    tried    to
reconstruct religion so as to salvage the important part of it.
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Martin Gardner is a science writer perhaps  best known  for his book Fac/s
and Fallacies  in  the  Name  Of Science. He  is  atso  a theist and,  from this
standpoint, provides some insight into the religious attitudes of Dewey and
Russell.  In  his  book  7lJie  IV!.gA/  j.s  fc7rge,  Gardner  promotes  the  idea  that
nature justifies religious belief because  of the feeling of awe  and  wonder
that  overcomes  one  when  contemplating  the  universe.  Gardner  describes
this  feeling  as  "numinous"  and  takes  both  Dewcy  and  Russell  to  task for
their attitudes towards it.

Russell was not deaf to this kind of emotion-he simply resisted it. He was
•in  agnostic as well  as  the  author of "Why  I  Am Not a  Christian," but he
had  an   intense  desire  for  a  god  of  some  sort  to  justify  the   awe  and
rcvercnce traditionally assigned  to  the deity.  Hc  ncvcr found  it but he was
:`lways    troubled    by    it.    Fortunately,    lic    was    simply    loo    small    and
intcllcctually honest to believe something just because it would satisfy him
emotionally.  This  may  explain  his  vehement  reaction  to  James  as  well  as
l`ow   thoroughly   this   reaction   colored   his   thoughts   on   pragmatism   in

gcncral.

On the other hand, nothing ever mystified Dewcy, and hc had no need for
certainty, awe, or reverence.  He was quite content to do without them, and
hc debunked claims about them in such masterful works as Reco#5/"c/j.o#
in Philosophy alnd The Quest for Certainty. However, he wa,s much more
tolerant  of religious  language.  It  is  telling  that  Russell's  main  work  on
religion  was   "Why   I   Am  Not   a   Christian,"  whereas   Dcwey's   was  ,4
C()mmon Faith.

In summarizing, Stone observed that a discussion of william James reveals
tl`at Russell and Dewey were both intellectuals deeply committed to reason
dcspitc   serious   disagrccmcnts   as   to   how   reason   actually   worked.   A
tliscussion  of Chomsky  rcvcals  tliat  both  were  also  committed  to  radical
.social  action  dcrivcd  from  classical  liberal  jdcals,  though  both  diffcrcd  as
to  what  philosophical  foundations,  if any,  cxistcd  for  thcsc  ideals.  And  a
tliscussion  of  Gardner  brings  out  that  both  rejected  the  "transcendental
lcmptation"   and   the   desire   to   bclicvc   in   something   supcmatural    for
intcllcctually disreputable reasons.
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BRS Honorary Member on Tour
Warren Allen Smith & Peter Stone

Taslima  Nasrin,  fin  llonorary  Mcmbcr of the  BRS,  has  written »e};cbc/",
M/  Bci"gc7//.  Gi.r/#ood (Steerforlh  Press,  308  pages,  $26.00).    The  work
describes  her  Muslim  childhood  and,  although  there  is  a  word  for  the
childhood  of  boys  but  none  for  girls,  she  coined  the  word  "e)/cbc/a
(pronounced  MAY-bull-ah),  underlining  how  language plays  a part  in  the
oppression of women.

The  book  has  received  favorable  reviews  in  a  number  of quarters.  The
November  18,  2002  issue  of the IV4//.o#  carried a review by Meredith Tax
entitled    "Taslima's    Pilgrimage."   The    review    is    available    online    at
htti)://www.tlienation.com/doc.mhtm[?i = 20021 1 1 8GZs = tax.
Another review, entitled "One Woman  Lifts the Veil on Her Islamic  Life,"
appeared  in  the  November  17 Lob. 4tigc'/cis  71.mcs.  The review, by Gina 8.
Nahai, is a( http://www.calendar[ive.com/books/bookreview/c[-
bk-nahai I 7nov 17,0,5 78424.story?coll = cl%2 Dbookreview.

Nasrin's writings have received less favorable attention from other quarters
as of late.  In September, a magistrate  in Gopalganj,  Bangladesh, found Dr.
Nasrin guilty of offending the sentiments of Muslims through her writings.
She was sentenced to one year in prison.   Because of her imposed exile, the
trial was  in absentia and, because she was not  informed of trial  dates, she
was not defended by counsel.

In  October  2002,  Nasrin  started  a  book-signing  tour  at  the  Inlemational
Festival of Authors in Toronto. Her appearance there was publicized by an
article by Cristina Campbell  in the October 24, 2002  issue of the F)/e, one
of  Toronto's  numerous  free  weeklies.  The  article  featured  a  review  of
"c)Jcbc/a.    After   speaking   in   November   at   the   "godless   march   on
Washington, D.C.," During her tour, Nasrin spoke to various human rights

groups,  giving  an  interview  to  CNN  Inlemational  and  speeches  to  non-
believer  and  academic  groups  in  Cincinnati;  New  York  City;  Charleston,
SC;  Yale  University;  the  University  of Connecticut;  Dartmouth  College;
Boston  University;  Harvard  University;  University  of Califomia at  lrvine;
and  Los  Angeles.  In  Sam  Diego,  she  received  the  "Freethought  Heroine"
award given by  the  Freedom  from  Religion  Foundation.  And all  along the
way,  she  continued  lo  receive  publicity.  For  example,  an  article  on  her
appearance  in  New  York City  appeared  in  the  I//.//age  I/oi.ce's  November
13-19,   2002   issue.   The   article,   by   Thulani   Davis,   is  entitled   "Taslima
Nasrin      Speaks      (Still),"      and      can      still      be      found      online      at
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http://www.villagevoice.com/issues/0246/davis.php.     Nasrin's
visit  to New  York did  not  escape  the  attention of the  Indian  press,  either.
The IVcws /wc/i.a-7j.meg  covered  the  event  in  its  November  15,  2002  issue.
The  coverage appeared  in  an  article  by  Jyotirmoy  Datla  cntilled  "Taslima
Nasrin      Defends      Controversial       Works,"      which      is      online      at
littp://\A/ww.rlewsindia-times.com/2002/ 1 1 / 15/women-31 -
top.Iltml.  Upon  her  return  to  Europe  in  December,  Nasrin  received  in
Germany  the  Erwin  Fischer Award  from  the  IBKA  (Intemationaler  Bund
der   Konfessionlosen   und   Atheisten).   She   also   gave   a   speech   to   the
European  Parliament  in  Strasbourg,  France  on  December  17,  2002.  The
speech, entitled "I Will Never Be Silenced," was published in the February
2003    issue    o£    1nlernalional    Humanisl    News,    publical\ion    o[    the
lnternational  Humanist and  Ethical Union (]HEU). (Nasrin was a member
of the IHEU's UNESCO NCO delegation from 1999 to 2000.)

Those  interested  in  more  information  on  Nasrin  and  her  recent  activities
should consult her website at llttp://taslimanasrih.com/.  The website
is under construction but still up and running for BRS-ers to visit.

Reviews:

Jam DofITofzka. Bertrand Russell on Modality and Logical
Rc/cva"cc. Ashgate, 1999.

Dan Kervick

lt  is  widely  believed  that  Bertrand  Russell  was  no  friend  of modality.  In
one   well-known   study   of  the   subject,   Nicholas   Rescher   argued   that
Russell's  views  on  modality  were  both  highly  negative  and  "massively
influential,"   and   helped   to   bring   about   two   generations   of   "stunted
development"   in   modal   logic   (Nicholas   Rescher,   "Russell   and   Modal
Logic,"  in  George  W.  R:cher\s,  ed.,  Berlrand  Russell  Memorial  Volume
(George Allen and Unwin,  1979), pp.  146-48).  Jam  Dejnozka sums up  this
popular perception of Russell.s relationship with modal logic like this:

View  V:  Not  only  did  Russell  not  have  a  modal  logic,  he  ignored  modal
logic, and was even against modal logic.

The  irvowed  purpose  of  Dejr\oZ:ka`s  Berlrand  Russell  on   Modality  and
Logical Relevance is to refute view V .

Dejnozka  says  that although  "there  is  much  that  is  true  and  important  in
view  V," it is  still  "not the whole  truth" (p.  21).  Yet  the ultimate  thrust of
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his argument would appear to be that view V is not even part of the truth,
but just  dead  wrong.  For  according  to  Dejnozka,  Russell  "developed  his
own  modal  logic"  (p.  I),  based  upon  a  "rich  and  sophisticated  theory  of
modali,y" (p. 2).

These are surprising claims, and if true they are important ones. Yet it is no
easy  matter  to  determine  what  Dejnozka  means  by  them.  In  one  place,
Dejnozka  summarizes  Russell's  approach  to  modality and modal  logic  as
follows:

Russell.s   idea   is   simple:   to   use   notions   of  ordinary

quantificational  logic to define and analyze away modal
notions.  Modal  notions  are  eliminated  across  the  board.
The  individual  ("existential")  and  universal  quantifiers
are  used  to  simulate  and  replace  modal  notions.  These

quantiriers  are  interpreted  as  functioning  as  if they  had
modal  meanings-in-use.  They do not  in  fact have modal
meanings-in-use.      Literally      speaking,      Russell      has
banished modality from logic. Yet functionally speaking,
Russell  has  achieved  a  modal  logic  based  on  a rich  and
sopl`istica(ed theory  of modality.  And all  of this without
having   to   assume   any   modal   entities   or   even   modal
notions.  The modem  moral  is  that  a modal  logic  is  as  a
modal  logic  does.  This  is  modal   logic  without  modal
metaphysics (pp.  I-2).

Dejnozka claims Russell is engaged in "dialectical accommodation." While
Russell "refuses to allow ontological status to modal entities, and refuses to
admit  modal  notions  as  logically primitive," he  "finds  modality  important
enough  not  only  to  give  a  philosophical  theory  of modality,  but  also  to
sl`ow how lo formalize it as a modal logic" (p. 2).

These characterizations of Russell's approach to modality are provocative,
and raise  a host of questions.   How  is  it  that Russell  can  at  the  same  time
banish  modality  from  logic,  yet  possess  a  rich  and  sophisticated  theory of
modality?     Reconciling     this     conflict     would     seem     to     depend     on
understanding      the     difference      between      "literally      speaking"      and
"functionally  speaking."  What  do  tl`ese  expressions  mean  for  Dejnozka?

In  what  scnsc  arc  modal  notions  "climinaled"  yet  "simulated?"  What  is
involved    in   their   being   "replaced?"   And   what   does   the   previously
unrecognized Russelljan modal logic look like? Where is it formalized, and
what is the result?  What are its theorems and its fundamental principles?
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Unfortunately  Dejnozka  often  fails  to  provide  clear answers  to  these  and
other  important  quest.lens.   Bertrand  Russell   on   Modality   and  Logical
Rc/cva#ce is a confusing and difficult book, and not all of the difficulty is
tliic    to    the    difficulty    inhcrcnt    in    the    subject.    The    presentation    is
tlisorganized and unwieldy. Tangential or subsidiary issues are discussed at

groat  length,  while  crucial  matters  of fomiulation  of the  main  claims  and
i`rguments  for those claims arc often given amazingly scant attention.  This
I.cvicwer  often  found  it  difficult  to  determine  exactly  what  views  were
I)cing attributed to Russell.

In order to evaluate view V and the contrary view defended by Dejnozka,
one   needs   to   know   what,   for  the   purposes   of  this   study,   we   are   to
`indcrstand by the expressions  "modal  logic," "having a modal  logic," and
"developing  a  modal   logic."  Yet  jt   is  difficult  to  glean   from  J}cr/rand

Russell on Modalily and Logical Relevance any prec,ise sense Of how these
cxprcssions are being used.  At times,  Dcjnozka seems to suggest only that
Russell has an inp/7.ci./ modal  logic.  In other passages  it is asscrtcd that the
li`odal  logic  is explicit.  An  example  is  the passage quoted above  in  which
Russell   is  said  to  "find  modality   important  enough   ...to   show   how   to
I.()rmalize  it  as  a  modal  logic."  But  Dcjnozka  himself never presents  this
``ormalization.

Thcrc also appears to be some confusion bctwcen modal /ogi.es and modal
/4#gwc7gcs-that   is,   natural   or   artificial    languages   employing   modal
i(lioms.  Dejnozka  says  that  he  will  attribute  a  modal  logic  to  Russell  if
cithcr  "(i)  it  is  more  reasonable  than  not  to  paraphrase  Russell's  thinking
ii`to  the  modal  logic,  or (ii)  it  is  more  rcasonablc  than  not  to  suppose that
Russell    would   have   substantially   assented   to   the   modal    logic   as   a

iiaraphrase   of  his   thought"   (p.   61).   Yet   the   appropriate   medium   for
/)wrc7p4rc7ses  of Russell's  thinking or thoughts would presumably be  some
Sort of fully interpreted language, rather than a logic.

I..or a comparison, consider the  case of a  first-order set  theory  such  as ZF.
I.`()r a given philosopher, wc might ask whcthcr that phi]osophcr's  informal

|ironounccments  about  sets  can  bc  captured  by  the  language  of ZF.  Now
while ZF  is written  in a  first-order language,  it is not a first-order  logic.  It
is an intcrprcted first-order theory.  Of course,  there is some sense  in which
lhc  language  of that  theory  has  an  {t77c7cr/}w.;7g  first-order  logic.  Similarly,
the   thoughts   or  written  pronouncements   of  some  philosopher  may  be
cxprcssible  in  some  interprctcd  language  containing  modal  operators,  and
ll`iit ltinguagc may have a more-or-]css dcfinitc underlying modal  logic.

So,   is   it   the   case   that   some   of   Russcll's   cxplicjt   discourse   can   bc
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regimented    in    an    artificial    language    containing    modal    operators?
Presumably,   yes.   But   if  this   is   all   there   is   to   the   claim   that   Russell

possessed a  modal  logic,  then  Russell's possession of a modal  logic  is an
unsurprising   and   uncontroversial   fact.   Like   all   other  English   speakers,
Russell  used  a  whole  host  of modal  idioms  in  what  we  can  assume  is  a
coherent,  systematic  way,  and  one  may  attempt  to  recover an  underlying
modal  logic (or rather a family of underlying modal logics) from that mass
of modal  discourse.  Russell  may  be  said  in  this  sense  to possess  a  modal
logic.  In  the same sense, Oscar Wilde, Queen Victoria and at least three of
the Marx  bro.hers possessed modal  logics.  It is even possible for a strident

philosophical  oppo#c#/  of modality  and  modal  logic  to  "possess  a  modal
logic"  in  this  weak  sense,  for  il  may  well  be  that  the  philosopher  makes
free  and  systematic  use  of modal  idioms  such  as  "must,"  "can't,"  "may"
and "can" even while denouncing modality.

From a  logical and grammatical  point of` view,  "modality" denotes a broad
subject  area.  It  encompasses  temporal  and  epistemic  modalities,  deontic
modalities,  logical  modalities  and  others.  What  Rescher  and  others  have
found Russell  to be hostile toward is modality of a particular kind, the kind
involved in the typical philosophical use of expressions such as "necessary
truth"    and    "contingent    truth."   The    relevant    notion   of   necessity    is
sometimes   referred   to  as  brocic//y  /cig/.c`#/  7iecefs/./+J.   Russell   calls   it   the
"traditional" notion of a necessary proposition.

What   were   Russell's   explicit   views   on   the   traditional   modal   notions?
Perhaps  his  most  extended  and  direct  treatment  of the  topic  of modality
occurs  in  an  early,  unpublished paper entitled  "Necessity  and  Possibility"

(CPBR 4, pp.  508-520.) This paper plays a key role in Dejnozka's reading
of Russell.  He  calls  it  "Russell's  fundainental  paper  on  modality"  (p.   I),
and  finds  in  it  the  "first  and  main  appearance"  (p.  6)  of both  Russell's
theory of modality and the logic allegedly based upon it.  But I believe that
Dejnozka has not paid adequate attention to Russell's main conclusions.

In "Necessity and Possibility," Riissell considers "the characteristics which
ought to belong to a doctrine of necessity and possibility on the traditional
theory,"  along  with   various  suggested   definitions  of  the  concept  of  a
necessary  proposition.  Russell  concludes  that  while  each  of the  defined
distinctions   has   some   of   the   required   characteristics,   none   of  these
definitjons  marks  a  distinction  that  has  a// of the  required  characteristics.
Thus   each   of  them   fails   as   an   analysis  of  the   traditional   notion   of  a
necessary proposition.

After failing to  find an adequate definition  of necessity, one might expect
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Russell  to conclude only that either we must keep  looking for a better one,
or  acknowledge  the  traditional  modal  distinction  between  necessary  and
non-necessary  propositions   as   fundamental   and   indefinable.   Indeed,   he
s{iys:  "it is likely that there are other possible definitions of necessity which
;`rc  more  satisfactory  than  those  that  I  have  discussed."  But  ultimately,
Russell   draws  a  more  negative  conclusion.   He  believes  that  the  modal
tli`stinctions among propositions arc "based on error and confusion."   After
rcjccting each of the suggested definitions, Russell proposes tlie following:

. . .The feeling of necessity that we have is a complex and
rather muddled feeling, compounded of such elements as
the following:

(1)  The  feeling  that a proposition  can bc known  without
an appeal to perception;

(2) The feeling that a proposition can be proved;
(3)  The  feeling  that  a  proposition  can  bc  deduced  from
the laws of logic;

(4)  The  feeling  that  a  proposition  holds  not  only  of its
actual subject, but of all  subjects more or less resembling
its  actual  subject,  or,  as  an  extreme  case,  of all  subjects
absolutely.

Any one of these four may bc used to found a theory of
necessity.  The  first  gives  a  theory  whose  importance  is
not  logical,  but  epistemological;  the  second  makes  the
necessary coextensivc with the true. The third and fourth

glve important classes of propositions; but the third class
(propositions  deduciblc  from  the  laws  of logic)  is  better
described  as  the  class  of a#c7/);/7.c  propositions,  and  the
view  underlying  the  fourth  is  more  readily  applicable  to

prapasj./J.o»o/ /"»c//.o»,T   than   to   propositions   (ibid.,   p.
520).

"Ncccssity and Possibility" then closes with the following words:

I   conclude   that,   so   far   as   appears,   there   is   no   one
fundamental       logical       notion      of      necessity,       nor
conscqucntly  of possibility.   If  this  conclusion   is  valid,
the subject of modality ought to be banished from  logic,
since  propositions  are  simply  true  or  false,  and  there  js
no   such   comparative   and   superlative   of   truth   as   is
implied  jn  the  notions  of contingency  and  ncccssity  (p.
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520).

This   is   an   unmistakably  skeptical   conclusion.   Where  defenders  of  the
traditional  distinction  have  taken  their  uses  of "necessity,"  "necessarily,"
etc.    (o    ref`er    lo    some    important    logical    or   on(ological    attribute   ol`

propositions,  Russell   finds  only  a  complex,  muddled  feeling  springing
from a variety of psychological sources.

All  of  Russell's  later  statements  about  modality  echo  the  discussion  in
"Necessity  and  Possibility,"  and  sound  the  same disparaging  note  toward

the  traditional  modal distinctions among propositions.  He appears never to
have abandoned the view  that those traditional distinctions are based upon
confusion, although his account of the precise nature of the confusion does
change.  Dejnozka  cites  the  relevant  passages,  but  sees  them  as  further
elaborations    of   Russe]l's    theory    of   modality.        The    skepticism    is
downplayed or ignored.

According to Dejnozka, Russell's modal  logic is based on three definitions,
which Dejnozka refers to collectively as "MDL":

1. F(x) is necessary with respect to x = Df F(x) is always tnie
2. F(x) is possible with respect to x = Df F(x) is sometimes true
3. F(x) is impossible with respect to x = Df F(x) is never true

The MDL definitions appear to characterize a concept of rc/a/i.ve necessity,
applicable to prepositional  functions.  While  these definitions are supposed
by Dejnocka to provide the basis for Russell's modal  logic (pp. 2-3), so far
as  I  have been  able  to  determine  they  are  not  found  in  Russell's  writings.
What  can  be  found  instead  are  some  similar  but  significantly  different
definitions.  In  the  crucial  passages  cited  by  Dejnozka,  Russell  presents  a
set  of definitions  of certain  i7o»-re/f7//.vc  dis(inctions  said  to  hold  among

proposi(ional   f`unctions.   Sometimes   these   definitions   are   coupled   with
definitions of certain i.c/a/i.ve distinctions holding amongpraposf./i.o«£ (see,
e.g.,   Tlie    Philosophy   Of   Logical   A[orriisln,   p.   96).   The   nor\-relatirve
distinctions can be put as follows:

For any propositional function F:

I. F is necessary if and only if F is always true;
2. F is possible if and only if F is sometimes true;
3. F is impossible if and only ifF is never true.

The  expressions  "always  true,"  "sometimes  true"  and  "never  true"  are
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r!imiliar  from  "On  Denoting,"  7l*c  PAi./osapAy  a/ 4ogi.ca/  A/omi.,7m  and
ttlhcr works in which Russell presents his account of quantification. To say
lh{it  `x  is  mortal'  is  sometimes  true,  for  example,  is  just  to  say  that  for
`t)Inc  x,  x  is  mortal.  Call  the  three  definitions  in the above group the Se/ /
(lcf-initions.

'I`hc    Set    I    definitions    define    nob-relative    attributes    of   propositional

l'iiiictions.  They  entitle  us  to  say  of a  propositional  function  #o/  that  it  is
licccssary  or  possible  or  impossible  with  respect  to  this  or  that-as  the
tlcrinitions  in  MDL  seem  to  rcquirc-but  that  it  is  necessary  sJ.#ip/i.ci./cr.
Ilowcver,  in  "Necessity  and  Possibility,"  Russell  does  define  a  relative
tlislinction  holding  among  prapos7.//'o/7`q.   Though  a  proposjLion   may  not

iMopcrly  be  said   to  bc  ncccssary  .7t.wi/j/i.c`i./cr,   it  may  bc  necessary  wi./fr
i.t'.`./7cc/ /a  soinc constituent c  of that proposition (pp.  518-19).  Formalizing

i`ist a bit,  let  ®(c) be  any proposition  containing  the constituent  c,  and  let
®(v/c)  dcnotc  the  result  of replacing  the  constituent  c  in  the  proposition
®(c),  cvcrywherc  it  occurs,  with  some  variable  v  that  docs  not  already
lil)pear in ®(c). Then we have:

I'.or any proposition ®(c):

I.  ®(c) is necessary with respect to c if and only if ®(v/c) is always true
2.  ®(c) is possible with respect to c if and only if ®(v/c) is sometimes true
:I  ®(c) is impossible with rcspcct to c if and only if ®(v/c) is never true.

( ;:`11 these definitions the Se/ // definitions.

•l`hc Set I and Set 11 definitions arc both different from the set of dcflnitions

i:.illcd  `MDL'  by  Dejnozka.  The  Set  I  definitions  entitle  us  to  say  such
'liings  as  that  the  propositional  function     "if  x  is  a  bachelor,  then  x  is
immarricd"   is   necessary,   since   for  all   x,   if  x   is   a   bachelor  then   x   is
`iiimarried.  And  the  Set  11  definitions  liccnsc  the  claim  that  "If Tony  Blair
i.i  a  bachelor,  then  Tony  B]air  is  unmarried"  is  necessary  wj./A  7.es/7cc/  /o
'/'tj;I)/  B/ai.r,  since  the  propositional  function  derived  from  abstracting  on
"rony Blair", namely "if x is a bacliclor, then x is unmarried," is ncccssary

.`.i.wip/i.cj./cr.  But,  so  far  as  I   know,   Russell  gives  us  no  account  of  such
l{)cutions as "it is necessary with respect to x that if x  is a bachelor,  then x
js   unmarried."   I   could  find   no   such   account   in   the  passages   cited  by
I)cjnozka.

^lthough  Dejnozka never explicitly presents  Russell's  modal  logic, hc has

given  it a  name:  it  is  called  "FG-MDL." What  is  FG-MDL,  and  how  is  it
rclatcd to MDL?  In  fact, one can  find  two different accounts of Russcllian
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modal  logic  impl.icit  in  the  `exl  o[  Bertrand  Russell  on  Modality  and
Log/.c"/ Rc/evciHce, although Dejnozka does not clearly separate them.

One of the accounts is based Russell's definition of a"oly//.c/./}J. That notion
is  connected  with  Russell's  notion  of` logical  truth  (not  the  contemporary
notion).   A   logical   truth   is   a   fully   general   true   proposition,   a   true

proposition  containing  only  "logical   terms,"  and   an  analytic  truth   is  a
proposition   that   results   from   a   univcrsa[   fully   general   proposi(ion   via
universal   instantiation.   Thus   the   proposition   "Every   philosopher   who

quibbles  is a philosopher"  is an analytic  truth because  it is an  instantiation
of "For all F, for all G and for all x, if x is F and x is G then x is F," and the
latter is a  logical  truth. (Later, Russell added a further condition for logical
truth-to be  an analytic  truth  a  sentence  must also be a tautology,  true  in
virtue  of  its  form.   But  what  truth   in  virtue  of  fomi  amounted  to  was
something about which Russell confessed puzzlement.  See /#/rot/#c/i.o" /a
Mathemalical philosophy , pp. 2:04-20S .)

Dejnozka  cites  with  approval  Gregory  Landini's  formulation  of Russell's
notion of analyticity:

Analytically true (A) = Df (F/ ,...  F„ X/ ,... Jr„) A f/ ,... fin. I/ .... „

Here  the expressions Ft ....   F„  xi ,...  x„ are variables substituted  in A  for

predicate  and  individual  constants.  But  Dejno2ka  also  seems  to  be  aware
that  Russell   quite  definitely  rc/.c'c/I.   the   identification  of  the  traditional
concept  of  necessity  with  the  concept  of  analyticity.  In  "Necessity  and
Possibility" after considering the hypothesis that a necessary proposition  is
an analytic proposition, Russell says:

But   the /cc//.#g  of  necessity   does   not   answer  to   this
definition;   many  propositions  are   felt  to  be  necessary
which are not analytic. Such are:  "lf a thing is good, then
it  is not bad",  "If a  (hing  is  yellow,  it is not red", and so
on.   Bcic/  does   not   mean   the   same   as   #o/-good,   and
therefore  mere  logic will  never prove  that good and bad
are  any  more  incompatible  than  rowHc/ and  b/wc.  Hence,
though  the  class  of analytic  propositions  is  an  important
class,  it  does  not  seem  to  be  the  same  as  the  class  of
necessary  propositions  ("Necessity  and  Possibility,"  p.
517).

And  then  in  the 4nc7/ys/.i  a/ Ma//cr,  after claiming  that "It  was  generally
held  before  Kant  that  necessary  propositions  were  the  same  as  analytic
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I)I.opositions,"  Russell  says  that  "even  before  Kant  the  distinctions  were
tli``fcrcnt,  even  if they effected the  same  division of propositions." Russell
llicn repeats his negative view of modality, as applied to propositions:

I  do  not  think  that  much  can  bc  made  of modality,  the

plausibility of which seems to have come from confusing
propositions   with  prepositional   functions.   Propositions
may, it is true, be divided in a way corresponding to what
was   meant   by   analytic   and    synthetic;    this   will   bc
explained  in  a  moment.  But  propositions  which  are  not
analytic   can   only   be   true   or   false;   a   true   synthetic

proposition   cannot   have   a   further  property   of  being
necessary,  and  a  false  synthetic  proposition  cannot  have
the property of being possjblc (A# A#cz/)7s7.a a/A4c7//e/., pp.
169-170).

I   said   that  Dejnozka  fccms   to   bc   aware   that   Russell   did   not   identify
i`il:ilyticity   and   necessity.    In   a   discussion   of  an   argument   from   7l*e
l'liilosophyofLogicalAtomism,Dct]norkasays..

Naturally,  the  meaning  of  "necessary"  can  scarcely  bc
identified    with    the    meaning    of   "analytically    true."
Otherwise the theory that all  necessary truths arc analytic
would  not  be  significant  ...This  is  perhaps  why  Russell
does not explain  logical  #cce,fs/./j; in terms of analyticity,
tautology,   or  truth   in   virtue   of  form,  pocc   the   carly
Wittgenstejn (p. 26).

Yet  there  is  a  surprise  in  store  when  Dcjnozka  turns  in  Chapter  6  to  the
comparison of the alleged Russeman  modal  logic,  FG-MDL,  with  S5  and
ttthcr  well-known  modal  systems.  For  FG-MDL,  it  turns  out,  is  based  on
rci`ding "it is ncccssary that P" as i./ ;.`t. c7"a/y//.cc7//y /rite //jc7/ zl !

'l`hc  second  account  of Russellian  modal  logic  may  bc  called  the  »ioc7cJ/j./}J

fi.`.  qit4#///cc7//.o#  account.  It  can  bc  piit  simply:  With  MDL,  Russell  has
tlcrincd  certain  modal  concepts  purely  in  lcmis  of quantification.  In  fact,
ll`cse modal concepts just are quantirication by another name. The logic of
/'rf.#c/.pj.a is clearly a logic of quantification.  Thus,  the logic of pr/.77c7.p/.c7 js
i(sclf a modal  logic.

'l`hc    modality    as    quantiflcation    account    is    intermittently    prcscnt    in

I)cjnozka's  book,  particularly  in  the  Chapter  8  discussion  of the  motives
lind origins of Russell's modal  views,  where  it  is defended  against various
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objections.

But  if this  is  all  that  Russell's  "Inodal  logic"  amounts  to,  then  the  claim
that  Russell  possessed a  modal  logic  is  both  misleading and unilitercs(ing.
The term "modal  logic" has a f`airly  well defined use, according lo which  it
studies  and  formalizes  logical  relations  holding  among  (he  sentences  in  a
language   employing   certain   kinds   of   senlential   operators   and   verbal
auxiliaries.    Thcsc    loculions    are    used    lo    express    certain    lraditioml
distinctions among propositions, along with a  large family of other similar
and    related    notions.    The    idiosyncratic    usages    of   "necessity"    and
"possibility" understood according to MDL appear to have little to do with

modality.  (The  same  holds  for the  Set  I  and  Set  11  definitions  that  Russell
actually presents.)

One  cannot  turn  a  non-modal  notion  into  a  modal  notion  simply  by  re-
labeling  it  as  "necessity"  or "possibility."  Dejnozka  resists  this  claim.  He
says  that "to say  that MDL is not a  modal  theory  is exactly as absurd as  to
say that  Russell has  no theory of existence when he holds that existence  is
a property of propositional  function." But there  is an important difference.
Russell  uses  his  concept of existence  applicable  to propositional  functions
to   analyze   sentences   in   which   existence   appears   to   be   attributed   to
individuals.  But,  in my view,  the  Russellian "modal" notions applicable to

propositional  functions  do  not  provide  a  similar  favor  for  sentences  in
which    the    traditional    modal    notions    of   necessity,    possibility    and
impossibility are attributed to propositions. Nor do I believe that they were
intended by Russell to serve that purpose.

Dan  Kervick  is  an  Assistant  Professor  Of  Philosophy  at  Plymouth  Slale
College.

]i}r\  De.]nozkal.   Berlrand   Russell   on   Modalily   and   Logical   Relevance.
Aldershot:  Ashgate,1999. Pp. viii + 241.

Causal Republicanism
Sydney, Australia;  14-16 July 2003

This conference, organized by the Centre for Time and the Department of
Philosophy,  University of Sydney,  marks  the  90'h anniversary of Russell's
celebrated attack on causation in his paper "On the Notion of Cause." For
further details, go to llttp://www.usyd.edu.au/time/events.htm or
e-mail Richard Corry at Richard. Corry@plii[osophy.ueyd.edu.au.
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Itcgular Features..

Russell-Related Odds and Ends

•      Rw/ger5   Focws,   Rutgers   Univcrsity's   paper   for   faculty   and   staff,
recently published a biographical  article on Colin MCGinn.  MCGinn is
one  of Rutgers'  most well-known  philosophers  and  the  author of 14
books,  including  the  recent  memoir  7lbc  "c7Ai.#g  a/ a  PAj./osapAcr
(Harpercollins,  2002).  The  article,  by  Douglas  Frank,  described  one
stage of MCGinn's philosophical development as follows:

As he proceeded through his education, he encountered the works
of Bertrand  Russell,  who  "made  the  life  of the  mind  sccm  like  a
heroic  adventure,  not  the  monkish  confinement to  dusty  libraries,
It was  reading him that persuaded  me that  I  wanted to become  a
full-time, card-canying philosopher," recalls MCGinn.

The rcvicw may still bc online at http://ur.rutgers.edu/focus/.

Source:  Alan Sclowerin

•      On December 9, 2002, MCMastcr university's Iveus Da7./)/ published a
short  article  by  Rowena  Muhic-Day  on  the  ongoing  project  to  place
Russell's   correspondence   online.   The   article   quoted   Nick   Griffin,
Director of the  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre  at  MCMaster  and  a
longtime     mainstay     of    the     BRS.     The     article     js     online     at
http://dailynews.mcmaster.ca/story.cfm?id = 1739   and   can
also be accessed at the site of the MCMaster Faculty of Humanities at
http://www.humanities.mcmaster.ca/News/russe[[.htm[.

Source:  Ken Blaclcwell

•      The website  iafrica.com  recently  rcvicwed  the  fourth  edition  of Alcx
Comfort's  classic  714e JojJ  o/Sex  (Crown  Publishing  Group,  2002).
The  review,  entitled  "`Thc  Joy  of Sex,'  30  Years  on.''  appcarcd  on
December 10, 2002, and was written by Frederique Prise. It mentioned
Comfort's  association  with  Russell  twice,  both  times  in  terms  of the
Campaign   for   Nuclear   Disamiament.   (Comfort   and   Russell   once
shared  a jail  cell  because  of their work  for the  cause.)  Check  it out at
http://iafrica.com/Ioveandsex/features/157030.htm.

Source: Gerry Wildenberg
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•       A   somewhat   vacuous   article   on   atheism   appeared   in   the   online

magazine  S/a/c  on  Deceinber  23,  2002.  The  article,  by  Jim  Holt,  is
entitled   "The   Atheist   Christmas   Challenge:   Can   you   prove   God
doesn't exist?" It describes the views of several self-professed atheists,
such as Christopher Hilchens,  Katha  Pollitt, and Gore Vidal.  11  further
notes   that   "Bertrand   Russell,   who   occupied   the   same   ground   as
Hitchens,  was  careful  to  stress  that  he  was  agnostic,  not  atheist:  `An
atheist,  like  a Christian,  holds  that  we caw know  whether or not there
is a God ....  The agnostic suspends judgment, saying that there are not
sufficient  grounds  either  for  affirmation  or denial." The  article  is  at
http://slate.msn.com/id/2075653/.

Source:  Warren AIlen Smilh

•       On Dccember27, 2002, the website zNet published an article by Dave
Edwards  entitled  "Professional  Servility  and  How  to  Overcome  lt."
This  article,  the  first  in  a  two-part  series,  criticizes  the  mainstream
media lo task for uncritically accepting the political assumptions ot`the

powerful. This happens, Edwards writes, because journalists are

afraid of the implications of what we and our readers have to say
for  their  sense  of who  they  are.  13ertrand  Russell  explained  this
with great force in an essay published in  1916:

Men  fear  thought  more  than  they  fear  anything  else  on
earth -more than ruin, more even than death. Thought is
subversive   and   revolutionary,   destructive   and   terrible;
thought  is merciless to privilege, established  institutions,
and  comfortable  habits;  thought  is  anarchic  and  lawless,
indifferent to authority, careless of the well-tried wisdom
of the ages...

But  if thought  is  to  become  the possession  of many,  not
the privilege of the  few,  we must have done with  fear.  It
is  fear  that  holds  men  back  -  fear  lest  their  cherished
beliefs  should  prove  delusions,  fear  lest  the  institutions
by  which  they  live  should prove  harmful,  fear lest  they
themselves should prove less worthy of respect than they
have supposed themselves to be. (Bertrand Russell, from
Principles  Of Social  Reconstruction, 19\6. Quoted EI.ich
Fromm, On Disobedience and Olher Essays, Routhedge
& Kegan Paul,1984, pp.34-5)

Nothing is more fearsome to liberal joumalisls.

The         article         (Russell         quote         and         all)         appears         at
http://www.zmag.org/sustainers/content/200212/27edwa
rds.cfm.

Source: Peter Stone

•      On December 31, 2002, the Bertrand Russell peace Foundation wrote
to  U.N.  Secretary  General  Kofi  Annan,  inquiring  about  a  disturbing
report in the British press that the U.S. had intercepted Iraq's report on
weapons of mass destruction and removed over 8,000 pages (I) of the
approximately  I I,800-page report,  before passing  it along to  the U.N
Security Council. The Foundation also wrote to all the members of the
Security  Council  and  to  (BRS  Honorary  Member)  Nelson  Mandela,
attempting to solicit his intervention in the matter.  In an article by Ken
Coatcs,  the Foundation  expressed  grave  concern about  this  maneuver
by   the   U.S.    government,    which    appears    to    have   no   basis    in
international   law.   (How   the   U.S.   obtained   the   report   first   is   still
unclear.)     This     article      is      on      the     Foundation's     website     at
littp://www.russfound.org/uNseccouncil.htm.

Source:  Ken Blaclcwell

Rustlings
Geny Wildenberg

"Rustlings" presents  a  simple  substitution  cipher based  on  the writings  of

Bcrtrand Russell.  In  the  coded quote below,  each  letter stands  for another
lctlcr.     For    example    BERTRAND    RUSSELL    could    be    coded    as
OREGENAQ  EHFFRYY,  0=8,  R=E,  ct  cctcra.  The  quotes  below  use
diffcrcnt  codes.   In  the  cipher  below  I  have  made  the  puzzle  harder  by
(lisguising  the  word  separations  and  any  punctuation  and  capitalization.
The  grouping  into  5  Icttcr  "words"  is  meant  only  to  help  readability  and
docs not relate to the actual quote.

PDLTN  KPKED  VNLBK  EPKAH  UKEDL  BVWXA  HPDLA  VPKXA
EXZWX  BLNAL  UNXOL  XAPDL  XALDV  ABTQP  DLLFJ  LCCLA
JLXZP  DLKNO  DKCXE  XDLNE  VABXA  PDLXP  DLNDV  ABTQP
DLKNJ  XAPLW  OPZXN  ODKCX   EXODQ  KATXP  DNLEO   LJPEP
DLQED XIPDL KNIKE BXW
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News from the Humanist World

•      The  first  "Godless  March  on  Washington,"  organized  by  American
Atheists   and   endorsed  by   (among   others)   the  Council   for  Secular
Humanism,   at(racted   2,000-3,000   atheists,   agnostics,   and   secular
humanists to Washington on November 2, 2002-along with about 60
Christian    counterdemonstrators.    (An    announcement   of   the   event
appeiired  in  .`News  from  the  IIulmnist  World,"  BJisg #115,  August
2002.) The  WclfAi."g/o# Pow./'s report on the event, authored by Caryle
Murphy, appeared on November 3, 2002. It can be found on the web at
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/articles/A59379
-2002Nov2.html.  The  lnlemational  Humanist  and  Ethical  Union

(lHEU) also ran an article on lhe march by Larry Jones in the February
2003 .lssue o[ International I-Iilmiinisl News.

Updates on Awards and Honorary Members

•       BRS  Honorary Member Ibm warraq condemned a recent biographical
documentary  on  Mohammed   for  its   hagiographic  depiction   of  the
founder   of  Islam.   In   an   article   in   the   IVcw   york   Sw#   by   Jacob
Gershman     ("PBS     Documentary     Labeled     Islamic     Propaganda,"
December  18,  2002,  p.  3),    Warraq  takes  "oAammed..  £cgeHd a/a
PrapAc'/   to   task   for   its   generally   uncritical   attitude,   which   makes
refomi of Islam more difficult.

•      Tributes and obituaries to stephen Jay Could, winner of the 2000 BRS
Award,  continue  to  appear.  The  December 30,  2002-January  6,  2003
issue of 7/.„ic, which reviewed the past year, ran a tribute to Could in a
section  entitled  "The  People  Who  Left  Us  in  2002."  The  tribute,  by
Michael  D.  Lemonick,  was  entitled,  "A  Scientist  for  Everybody."  It
concludes   by   noting   that   Gould   "delighted   his   fans   and   set   his
enemies'  teeth  gnashing,  but  even  the  latter  had  to  admit  he  forced
them to think." (Much the same could be said of Russell, of course.)

BRS Member Reports

•       Ever  eager  to  further  the  Russellian  cause,  Thorn Weidlich  has  even
bronghi his bock, Appoinlment  Deliieal:  The  lnquisilion  Of Ber[rand
Jiwssc//  (Prometheus,  2000)  right  to  City  University  of  New  York
(CUNY),  the  institution  where  Russell's  appointment  was  famously
"denied." Thorn read excerpts  from  the book at a public  event  in  the

archives of the university's library on September 21, 2000.
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An article on the event appeared in Circwm Spi.ce, a publication of the
City  College  Library  of  CUNY.  The  article  was  featured  in  issue
number    61    (Fall    2000),    p.    3.    The    article    appears    online    at
http://w`A/w.ccny.cuny.edu/libraryAlews/Circumspice/cs6
I-3.html.   The  article  contains  a  picture  of  Thorn-although  the
caption  under the picture  reads  "Bertrand  Russell."  Whether  Circwm
fpJ.ce   was   trying   to   honor   or   slander   Thorn   is   still   a   point   of
contention.

Coincidentally,   the   article   describing   Thom's   appearance   appears
alongside an article on a  different  Russell-Russell  Banks, who gave
the  3'd  Annual   William  Matthews   Memorial   at  CUNY  earlier  that

year.

•       Warren  Allen  Smith's  column  in  Gal;  dz  fes6..cln #!/mc7n/.f/ has been
rctitled  "Stateside  Gossip"  as  of the  magazines  Autumn  2002  issue.
The      column      that      appeared      in      that      issue      is      online      at
littp://www.ga[ha.erg/glh/221/gossip,litml.

Russell on the Web

Tfiis.:.ol.urn will fealure briof reports on various Russell-relaled lidbils on
ihe Web that stumble across the edilor's computer screen.

•       Wikipedia,  a  free  online  open  source  encyclopedia  (i.e.,  one  that  can

be   updated   by   its   users)   has   an   entry   on   Bertrand   Russell   at
http://www.wikipedia.com/wjki/Bertrand  Russe[l. BRS Vice
President for Outreach found the site, past Chairm=n of the Board Ken
BIackwell updated  its content slightly-and BJisg Editor Peter stone
added a link to the BRS's website.

•       Russellians with a passion  for Harlcy-Davidsons  may enjoy checking

out          the          Bertrand          Russell          Motorcycle          Club          at
http://www.cpcug.org/user/ackerman/. The site is run by Bob
Ackerman, a longtime BRS member.

•       Past BRS C'hair Ken BIackwell recently decided to check ouUhe wed

address http://`A/ww.bertrandrvsse]l.com.  He discovered,  to his
considerable   amusement,   that   the   address   is   indeed   taken-by   a
website  featuring  the  computer game  "Asteroids"  (Version  I.2).  The
game is fully playable, and has been tested by the Editor of the BJisg.
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•      Those  with  access  to  the  web  might  consider  checking  out  some  of
Russell's works in e-book fomiat. For example, both A#a/ysi.a a/"J.#d
(1921)  and  Prapased Roac/s  /a  Frccc/om  (1918)  are  available  as  e-
books.   For  the   former,   there   are   actually   11   formats,   with  prices
ranging    from    $1.75    up    to    $7.95,    available    at    llttp://WwW.
ebookmll.com/alpha-titles/a-titles/Amlysis-Mind.htm.   For
the   latter,   there   are   10,   available   at   http://www.ebookmall.
com/alpha-titles/p-titles/Proposed-Roads-Freedom.Iltm. The
BRsg thanks Ken Blackwell  for this inforination.

Who's New in Hell

Warren  Allen  Smith,  author of Jy/io 's  Wfro  i.# I/c// (Barricade,  2000)  and
Ce/cbrj.//.es  I.# I/e// (Barricade,  2002)  rcccntly presented  the BRsg with  a
list of the  libraries  in  the  U.S.  that  currently  own  one  or both  books.  The
BRsg  reprints  the  list  of libraries  carrying  Ce/ebr/.//'es  i.# fJc// below;  the
list  of libraries  carrying  Wfro 's  J#4o  i.# I/c// will  appear  in  the  next  issue.
Members  should  consider  checking  to  see  if  their  local  library  is  listed
below.  If not,  ask  the  library  to  purchase  the  books-r,  if you're  in  a
generous moodHonsider donating copies.  (Of course, the BRsg assumes
that all  BRS-ers are making sure their local  libraries have all  the essentials
of Russell studies.)

The following 60 libraries currently have Ce/cbr/.//.es i.w fJe//:

Flagstaff Gty-Coconino County Public Library (Flagstaff, AZ)
Huntington Beach Public Library (Huntington Beach, CA)
Los Angeles Public Library (Los Angeles, CA)
Orange County Public Library (Orange County, CA)
Oxnard Public Library (Oxnard, CA)
Stanislaus County Library (Stanislaus County, CA)
Jefferson County Public Library (Lakewood, CO)
Pikes Peak Library District (Colorado Springs, CO)
Library of Congress (Washington, DC)
Brevard County Libraries (Brevard County, FL)
Jacksonville Public Library (Jacksonville, FL)
Leon County Public Library (Tallahassee, FL)
Oak Lawn Public Library (Oak Lawn, IL)
Robert Morris College (Chicago, IL)
William Rainey Harper College (Palaline, IL)
Elkhart Public Library (Elkhart, lN)
Valparaiso University (Va]paraiso, IN)
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I )iivcnport Public Library (Davenport, IA)
'l.ttitcka and Shawnee County Public Library (Topeka, KS)

lcll`i`rson Parish Library (Metairie, LA)
I I:irvard University, Divinity School (Cambridge, MA)
I,i`kcland Library Cooperative (Grand Rapids, Ml)
Mjnneapolis Public Library (Minneapolis, MN)
`t.  Paul Technical College (St. Paul, MN)
M itl-Continent Public Library (Independence, MO)
``t.  Louis University (St. Louis, MO)
Mcrcer County Library (Lawrencevjlle, NJ)
``tiinerset County Library (Somerset County, NJ)
A 13C News Research Center (New York, NY)
I}uf`falo and Erie County Public Library (Buffalo, NY)
Nz`ssau Library System (Uniondale, NY)
St. John Fisher College (Rochester, NY)
University of Rochester (Rochester, NY)
I.`ayetteville State University (Fayetteville, NC)
(,`leveland Public Library (Cleveland, OH)
Columbus Metropolitan Library (Columbus, OH)
Cuyahoga County Public Library (Cuyahoga County, OH)
I,akewood Public Library (Lakewood, OH)
Marion Public Library (Marion, OH)
Southwest Public Libraries (Grove Gty, OH)
Southwestern Ohio Regional Library Center (Fayetteville, OH)
State Library of ohio (Columbus, OH)
Wright Memorial Public Library (Dayton, OH)
Metropolitan Library System (Oklahoma City, OK)
Corvallis-Benton County Public Library (Corvallis, OR)
Multnomah County Library (Portland, OR)
Salem Public Library (Salem, OR)
South Dakota School of Mines and Technology (Rapid Gty, SD)
Nashville Public Library avashville, TN)
Montgomery County Memorial Library System (Conroe, TX)
University of Texas at Austin (Austin, TX)
Salt Lake City Public Liorary (Salt Lake City, UT)
University of Richmond (Richmond, VA)
Bellingham Public Library (Bellingham, WA)
Kitsap Regional Library (Kitsap County, WA)
MCNeil Island Correctional Center (Steilacoom, WA)
Seattle Public Library (Seattle, WA)
Washington Correctional Center (Gig Harbor, WA)
Ohio County Public Library (Wheeling, WV)
Milwaukee County Federated Library System (Milwaukee, WI)
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BRS Business and Chapter News:

The BRS Library

The catalog of the BRS  Library printed in the previous issue of the BJis8
failed  to  list  the  variety of film  and  video  recordings  owned  by  the  BRS
and available for loan to members. Thcsc recordings are listed below.

For further infomiation, or to inquire about sale or loan of a book or tape,

please  contact  Tom  Slanley,  BRS  Library,  Box  434,  Wilder  VT  05088,
thomas.stamley©/alley.net   or   visit   the   BRS   Library   webpage   at
http://\A/`^/\^r.geocities.com/Athens/olympus/4268/.

Dialogues with  Russell:

These  dialogues  with  Russell  were  rilmcd  for  television  during  four  and
one-half days in the spring of 1959. Transcripts were published in Ber/ra#d
J?wffe// I/)cofaf #i.S' Mf.#d (World Publishing,1960).  Each runs  14 minutes.

"Bertrand Russell discusses Philosophy" ( 16mm)
"Bertrand Russell discusses Religion" (VHS)
"Bertrand Russell discusses Taboo Morality" (VHS)
"Bertrand Russell discusses Great Britain" (VHS)
``Bcrtrand Russell discusses Fanaticism and Tolerance" (VHS)
"Bertrand Russell discusses Communism and Capitalism" (VHS)
"Bertrand Russell discusses the `H' Bomb" (VHS)
"Bertrand Russell discusses War and Pacifism" (VHS)
"Berlrand Russell discusses Happiness" (16mm)
"Bertrand Russell discusses Power" ( 16mm)
"Bcrtrand Russell discusses the Role of the Individual" (16mm)
"Bcrtrand Russell discusses Mankiiid's Future" (16mm)
"Bertrand Russell discusses Nationalism" (VHS)

Other Recordings Featuring Russell:

"The Life and Times of Bertrand Russell" (BBC,1962. 40 min.16mm)
"Bertie and the Bomb" (BBC,  1984. 40 min. VHS)
"Bcrtrand  Russell" (NBC,1952.  30  min.16  mm)  Interview with  Romney

Wheeler.
"Close Up" (CBC,1959 30 min. VHS) Interview with Elaine Grand.
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Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
4th Quarter 2002 Treasurer's Report

10/I/02 Through 12/31/02

( ``)mpiled  I/13/03 by Dennis J. Darland

lll{STreasurer(djdarlamd@qconline.com)

Category Description

BALANCE 9/30/02

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contrib-BRS

Dues

6,909.34

95.00
TOTAL Contributions              95.00

New Members                             72.18
Renewals*
TOTAL Dues

Other Income

TOTAL INCOME

OUTFLOWS
Advertising
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Newsletter

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE  12/31/02

* 2003 renewals will appear in 2003.
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479.70
551.88

10.00

656.88

57.78

7.85
16.37

742.05

824.05

-167.17

6,742.17



Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
2002 Annual Treasurer's Report

I/I/02 Through 12/31/02

Compiled  I/13/03 by Dennis J. Darland
BRS Treasurer (djdarland@qconline.com)

Category Description

BALANCE  12/31 /0 I

INFLOWS
Uncategorized
Contributions

Dues

7'307.19

0.42

Contrib-BRS                              I,705.31
Misc. Contributions                       0.67
TOTAL Contributions         I,705.98

New Members                             497.18

Greater Rochester Russell Set
Celebrating Six Years of Monthly Russell

Meetings Open to the Public

GRRS Member Speaks in Toronto
( )n  March  14,  GRRS  Member  Peter  Stone  will  address  the
I I`iiiiunist  Association  of  Toronto  (HAT).  His  talk,  entitled
''ltt`rtrand Russell's Politics & Humanism," will be held at the

( )IIliirio  Institute  for  Studies  in  Education  (OISE)  Building,
I.`2  Bloor Street West, Toronto. The talk will begin at 7 PM.
I''i)i'   iiiore   information,   contact  the   GRRS   or  visit   HAT's
wclit; i te at http://humanists. net/hat/index.Iitml.

Renewals*
TOTAL Dues

Library Income
Meeting Income
Other Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Advertising
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Meeting Expen`ses
Newsletter
Other Expenses
RUSSELL Subscriptions

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL
13ALANCE  12/31 /02

* 2003 renewals will appear in 2003.
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3,756.79
4,253.97

38.70
53.77

264.00

6,316.84

57.78
34.04
50.47

630.98
3,146.02

293.57
2,669.00

6,881.86

-565.02

6,742.17

Ml„..13

^l,r.I()

M,,y #

Jl„lc.12

Program, Winter & Spring 2003

Russell and the Prisoner's Dilemma
"An Outline of Intellectual Rubbish"

Russell on Audio (Celebration of Russell's
Birthday)
Practice and Theory Of Bolshevism

All  mi`etings are held at Daily  Perks  Coffee  House,  389 Gregory
8trf!et,  Rochester, NY, at 6:30 PM.  Note New Meeting Time!

All  dotes and topics are subject to  change.  For information  call Tim
M.dlgan at 585-424-3184 or write tmadigan@rocliester.rr.com or
Vlllthttp://sun1.sjfc.edu/~wildenbe/grrs/russell_poster.html.

Solution to jRws#i."gr Puzzle, November 2002

`ron®  of the persistent  delusions of mankind  is  that  some  sections  of the

||unlnn race are morally better than others."

I.rtrAnd  Russell,  in  "The  Superior  Virtue  of the  Oppressed",  an  essay
from lhc collection I/xpapw/ar Esscz}ry.
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]'`r''''' 'l'Q I['II'''r:

I,` ,,,,, l»''l'`I''''Il,"t  '1'1'1`11  :ln(I  Now

Itccclllly,   I   lmll   llit`   I)iiiitilluiiily   lu   «tl{lli`Sx   ti   mccting   of  the   Humanist

^m(icl«Il(Ill  iil. Ill.iiiilil.I,   My  l«lk   wiiH  i`iilitli`tl  "Bcrtrand  Russell's  Politics

lm(I   ll`lllllllllllM,"   (^n   il`.'u`lnl   {)1`  IIiiN   Iiilk   will   appear   in   a   forthcoming

lNN`lc   (11'  Ill(`   //M'(/,)   '1'11(`   t|`l(`NIl(ill-nii{l-i`i"wi`I.   I)criod   following   this   talk

gclll`rllli`(I   «   llvi`ly   .llx``I"lun   illi(nil   l{mi``i`ll.   ()nc   question   in   particular,
llowcver,   lI«lith   (i`il   ln   lny   ilillitl     ()ii`.   illti`iilivc   listener   was   genuinely

pcr|7lcxctl   liy   ii   .iulil«llnn   li`Mn   l{`iN,wll   (tiiii`   tir  my   favorites)  that  I  used
durillf  llly  mlk      "I   llllllk  iill  lllt`  »l``i`l  li`lixitms  {7f`the  world-Buddhism,

l]in{l`llMll,     (`Ilrlllllwllly,      INI«iii,      I`iitl     ('t)nwi``iiiism-both     untrue     and

llormf\Il"  (lllli"lll€ll`)ll  lti   Wi.)i  / Aiii  IV.//  w  ('/ii.i.,`'/rdii).  The  listener  had  no

doubt.  ul)()ul  Illo  lhhlly  (lr  llilrlll`\illli`NN  til` ri`ligion  (this  was  a  gathering  of

humlm`.I.,   «l\or  1111),   11`11   111®   u()`lltl   iitil   `Hitli`i'.`ttind   why  Russell   included

C,,,I ,,,,, ",l',,,I ,,,, h ,,I, ,,I,'`,,,Il,"".

The qucIIlon "lw.I lly lhlN  ll.lcl`cl. lx un  imi)t)rt{`Iit one, and  while I suspect
moat rc8tlorN til' Ilw in,`'P WHI  Iii`vc  Ntiiiii`  i{li`ii  of what Russell  meant,  it  is
worlli dllcu"lliu llio itiili`l  lii ltilno (lclliil  li..I..`.

Throu|IIolll  lllN  lll'tl,  l{\lmll  I()Iik  uli.i`I  iiiiiii.`  t{i  ``trcss that where  belief was

mvolvcd,  wl"I  mti«ol`i`II  wiw  ii{it  `i.//ti/  ytiu  hi`]icvcd  but /zow you  belicvcd
it.  Tllix  "  Irllc  l'cglw`(ll€m  ti'` Ilii`  Hul).ji'cl  Ill.c:i  iiivolving  belief,  whether  it

bc  rcli8lon,  I)llyllcl,  ol'  c¢()IIollllcN,   l'.(lr  i`xiimp]c,  hc  famously  began  the
fir8l   ou"y   t)l`  1111   ct)ll¢¢lltm   .`'t'¢/I//t`ti/   / .... ``,`.ti)J.`.   ( 1928)   with   the   following

inj,,nc,Ion:

I   WIxll   lt)   rlrop()lo   f`(lr   lllc   I.i`Ii(Ici`'s   f{ivourable   consideration   a

tl()CII.lllc    Wlll¢ll    lllI`y,     I     l.i`lw.,    lliii)c:lr    wildly    paradoxical    and

#`Il}Vo"lvo,  1'Ilo  tit)clrll`o  ill  t|llc*liun  i.`  this:  that  it  is  undesirable

to  bollcv€  a  prtlpt).ltltln   whci`   tl`cl.c   is  no  ground  whatever  for
I,,I,P,"l,,I I, ,"®,

Rue.all  clodrly  bollevod  11"1  lm  "iiiilivc"ivc"  doctrine  had  implications
for  whlt  on®  boll®v®d,  Ilo  .r|uo(I  in  "Wliy  I  ^m  Not  a  Christian'.  and
many  other  workl  Ih.I  Ih®re  w.I  n{}  8rti`wi(I  whatcvcr  for believing  in  the
cxi.tcnco  of God,  Thl.  dld  n{)I  pr()vc  {j(){l`S  iionexistence-this  is  why
Rul.all   conlld®r®d   hlml®lr  all   n8m)wlic   flli{I   not   an   atheist-but   when
tolkln8   lboul   ul`ltjtlrl",   mllltllll`m,   t)i'   ct)i`ii}ax.`itiiizitc   conscrvativcs,   one

docl  not  norl"Ily  llaw  to  |lrtlvo  lliclr  I`tilii`xistcncc;  the  mcrc  lack  of any

cvidcncc  of cxi`stencc  is  sufricjclit  rca`son  not  to  bclicvc  in  any  of thcni

(Incidentally,   2003   marks   the   75'''   anniversary   of  the   publication   a
Scep//.ccr/ E`7so)J`7,  one  of Russcll's  most  widely  read  collections  of essays
ln the next issue of the BRsg,  I  shall  liavc more to say on this book so a
mark its birthday with tlic pr()per amount of rcspcct.)

Russell   applies   this   conccm   with   the   methods   used   to   generate   a"
maintain beliefs to questions of politics.  In  his book Power.. A  Ivew Soc/.a
A/ia/ysJ.a  (1938),  hc  discusses  the  prcscncc  of fanatical  creeds,  and  thci
allcgcd  social  uscfulncss.  Unity  around  political  programs,  held  withou
thought  and  rcflcction,  is  often  thotlght  to  bc  ncccssary  if a  nation  is  ti
survive in this dog-cat-dog world.  Russell subjects this claim to a scarchin(
analysis, and finds it wanting.

The  dogmatic  approach  to  rcligioiis  belief that  Russell  decried  is  as  alivi
now as it was when "Why I  Am Not a Christian" was first published, evci
if  atheism  and  agnosticism  have  grown  marginally  more  respcctablc  i]

p`iblic  circles.  IIowcvcr,  now  more  than  ever  it  is  intertwined  with  othel
equally  unsavory  and  equally  dcstructivc  bclicf  systems  that  comman
assent  based  on  faith  rather  than  on  cvidencc.  For  example,  the  lndiai
feminist and political  activist Vandana  Shiva  recently observed  that "Tw
forms  of fundamentalism  sccm  to  be  converging  and  becoming  mutuall:
reinforcing  and  mutually  supportive"  in  many  parts  of the  world  toda}
One  is the  familiar "politics of cxcliision emerging in the  form of politica

parties    based    on    `rcljgious    fiindamcntalism'/xcno-I)hobia    [sic]/cthnii
cleansing  and   rcinforcciiicnt   of  patriarchics   and   castism."  This   sort   a
fanatical  creed  will  bc  familiar  to  traditional  opponents  of bigotry.  Th
second  is  the  ``markct  fundamentalism  of globalization  itself,"  or  at  leas
the   version  of  globalization   promoted   by   wc`stcm   clitcs   for   their  ow
advantage.   This   form   of   fundamentalism   holds,   dcspitc   all   availabl
cvidcnce, that the free market can do cvcrything better than both traditiom
social    nctworks   and   democratic   political    institutions    (Shiva's    cssa)
"Globalisation    and    Its    Fall    Out,"    is    at    http://www.Zmag.org,

sustainers/content/2003-04/02shiva.cfm.)

The convcrgencc of these two fundamcntalisms is not accidental. Countric
that  embrace  the   free   market  fundamentalism  offcrcd  by  corporate-lci

globalization  simply  cannot  guarantcc  their own  people  a  dcccnt  standari
of living.  If those  pcoplc  caniiot  mcct their basic nccds,  they will cmbrac
any  political  project,  no  matter  how  wild,  that  offers  them  some  hope  a
improving  their  lives.  This  includes  all  the  spccics  of religious  and  racia
bigott.y prcscntly swccpi]ig the globe.  It  is  Ilo accident that  ill  India the risi
of tlic  Bhartjya  Jaiiata  Party  (BJP),  a  far-rightist  party  whose  govcmmcn

.?,



liilN  I)ii`Nltlilil   liw    vn  nnm   nnn   MiiNIHn   |ini.,It)iii`,  ct)jlicidcs  aliiiost  exactly

wllll     lilillil'w    i'nlltliii'il     iil     Oiii     "Wlu`'lili,il     iitlj`istmi`iit"    I.rograms    of   the

lilli`Iiliill`nlill   M`ill`lli`l  y   l'IIii.I   «ii.I   W`ii  I.I   llHlik.   Nt»  i.i   it  a  coiiicidencc  tliat

lMI''.lit(l   I.``lllt'uunw   111   ('Il`it  illltiilnl   iiit(`iiililiii,   in   [`iikistan   led   maiiy   parents

1{)  Hi`lltl   lllllil   i`llllili``n   lu   llit`   liiii`lliiMim,   ,ii'li()I)ls  tlii`t  provided  an  education

in   M`iwlilii   l'iwiiHli.lMn     Tli.iH(`   M'lwMih:   wt`i..   liii:Hici`(I   by   the   CIA   (through

1111`   Muwllnl   t!loll|"   11   wlnll`il   ltl   I-ii!lw   11```   ,`ovii.I.`   iI.   A(.ghanistan)   and   rich

Slllldi   I`l`Illlll``N   Mtl  (illHu  ii(il   «  t'IHli``lil``Ii``(.)  (  )t`i`iiiii   L)in   Laden.

^I`tl  llli.It.  in  yi.I  iiiiiillliv   NIIlt`  Iil  111``  lnnnmwin  lliiit  swccps  the  globe  today.

Na()mi   Klt.lll,   n   lilil.llilp  `]illl``   iil   «lnl)Iili/nll{)i`,  tlcscribes  the  way  the  IMF

lii`N   li.ii.il   in   I'Iiit'i`   ^i«.iiilln«   lu   iiiiHiilnni   nl`tl   .`tri`Iigtl`cn   its  agreements  to

ilbitli.     Iiy      l`l`.i`   lillllli.I      I`lll.luilii'iililllxl      {Iut!I"i.      `.But     there     is     another

critcli(ln,"  wllli`N  KILllll,  llllil   ^l«t.iillii`.  I(`iitli`I.`  milst  meet  "to  merit  foreign

l`llT)itlll:   'I`ll.'y  lllllNI  Nllllw  111«1   lll``y  lw(`   williilg  to  use  force  to  control  those

Sl`Clo"   ll`ll`t   I)y   N`ll`Il   llNI¢ullllllllN"   (``Nu   l'i`{lci`   without   a   Fight,.'   Iva//.a/7,

Mqi.cll   .11,   2()0,I),   ln   tillwi'   w(M`lN,   lil.tLiiini`ki't   ``imdamcntalism   also   goes

l"n(I   ill   lllll`il   wllll   lllt`   `Icvtlltl|)Ini`lll   li`.  iiiililiii.y   f`()rce.   And   military   force

ji`viirilll)ly  I)rliipN  Iili.illli`I'  kliitl  .il'  Iniilillcimi  in  il.i  wake.

Nowl`Cl`c  1111111  nwo  t!vltlclll   llnni  ln  llii`   (J.S.'.i  current  war  on  terrorisni,

mo.`t    I`cci`I`Ily    llll`llllisNlo(I    llN    "()I)i`ii`liuli     [i.iitii    FI.eedom."    There    is    no

dcnyill8       1111`1       1111`       €`lllulll        tJ,*.       B.)vi`i`iimcnt       embraces       Christian

fund«Itlcl`IIlllm`,  «  lwlll'.(illmNNlvi`  i`tilii`i.I.ii  with  expanding the  reach  of the

i`orptiriil.`-l€.I     iiiiuLkul|iliicu,     Iiiitl     li     liiilitili'islic     jingoism     that     blithely

{lisrcgI`l'tlN  ul`y  ll`lwu«Ou  b`lI  111111  ()`` I..lI.i`i`.  .[`llc  ct)nncctions  among  the  three

r`ln   vcl'y   dcci);   |w()iilu   wlli)   c»n   lliiiik   cliliciilly   about   privatization   of

prist}I"  tlrc  iil.ti  llk€ly  lo  I)a  lil)lc  lti  N"  IIIruutili  lies about both  "faith-based
initjqtivi.I"  I`i`(I  llio  vli'liloN  I)`'tlLlcl  IIi|ic,

WIl8(  woul(I  l`uNllcll  lllll`k  111)`)`11  Ilii`  i`iirii`ii(  I.t)ljtical  situation  in  the  United

Stqtl`S'/    I    NUH|ll`l'l    lli`'tl    |lt)llIIill'    wlli'Illi`i.    llj.i    tli`.`cription    of  the   political

silLluti{)Il   in   lllc   lt)30N   lllirrt)i`i`(I   llii`  `iiit!uiiig   I.iicc-off  betwccn  George  W.

BL,a,1  a,,d  oHt ,,,, t,  I,I,,  f]«t,t,,,_.r

A   l`()lll.i`Il()ll   (11.  Illlllllii`H,   i`llcli   {11.  wli()in   thinks   he   is   God,   may

ll`llrn   lt)   I)l`llI`VC   pt)Iitcly   lti   ()lii`   iiiit)thor.   But   the   politeness   will

{)IIIy   lll#t  IIN   I(}1)B  uX  1`«1`11  (;()11   `ill(I.i   Ill.i  {)ltlni|)otcncc  not  tliwi].ted

l)y  ili`y  ol] llw  I)tlici`  tlMiihii`.`,   lr M[',  ^  tl`inks  hc  is  God,  hc  may
lt)lcrutl`  Ihc  Prl`lt!I"it)"  tll. tltl`i`i'*  #()  l{)Iig  as  their  acts  minister  to
lli»  I.ul`|)oHl`N,   I)111   H` Ml',   11   vi`iilill..`.`  tti  thwiil.t  him,  and  to  providc

l`Vitll`IIcl`  111«1  lli`  iN  lltlt  omlll|)uli`ii(,  MI'.  ^'.i  wrath  will  bc  kindled,

ul`d   l`i`  Will  rlcl'colvc  lliiit  Mi`.   1}   is  .i:iliin  o].  one  of  his  ministers.
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Mr.  8,  of course,  will  take  the  same  view  of Mr.  A.  Each  will
form a party, and thcrc will bc war-theological war, bitter, cruel,
and  mad.  For "Mr.  A"  read  Hitler,  for "Mr.  8"  read  Stalin,  and

you  have  a  picture  of  the  modern  word.  "I  am  Wotan!"  says
liitlcr.  "I  am  Dialectical  Matcrialism!"  says  Stalin.  And  since  the
clailn of each is supported by vast rcsourccs in the way of armies,
airplanes,  poison  gases,  and  innocent enthusiasts,  the  madness  of
both remains unnoticed (Power.. A Ivew Socr.a/ A#a/ysJ.s).

I also suspect hc'd ponder whcthcr the American attitude toward the "Axis
of   Evil"-three   countries   whose   ruling   ideologies   have   nothing   in
common,  two  of  which  arc  traditional  enemies-rescmblcs  a  scenario
described in "Outline of lntcllcctual Rubbish"-

Give  mc  an  adequate  army,  with  power  to  provide  it  with  more

pay and better food than  falls to the lot of the average man, and I
will   undertake,   within   30   years,   to  make  the   majority   of  the

population bclicve  that  two  and  two  are  three,  that water freczcs
when it gets hot and boils when it gets cold, or any other nonsense
that might seem  to  serve the  intcrcst of the state.  Of course,  even
when these beliefs  liad  bccn  generated, people would not put the
kcttlc  in  the  refrigerator  when  they  wanted  it  to  boil.  That  cold
makes water boil would bc a Sunday truth, sacred and mystical, to
be  profcsscd  in  awcd  tones,  biit  not  to  be  acted  on  in  daily  life.
What would happen woiild bc that ally verbal denial of the mystic
doctrine  would  bc  made  illegal,  and  obstinate  hcrctics  would  bc
`frozcn'   at  the   stake.   No   person   who   did   not   enthusiastically

accept  the  official  doctrine  would  be  allowed  to  teach  or to  have
any  position  of power.  Only  the  very  highest  officials,  in  their
cups, would whisper to each other what rubbish it all  is; then they
would  laugh  and  drink  again.  This  is  hardly  a  caricature  of what
happens under somc modcm governments (I/xpapw/aJ. Essays).

Above all, hc would probably wailt to ask hard questions about the reasons
for  attackiiig  Iraq  carlicr  this  year,  an  attack  for  which  the  justiflcation
changed week by wcck.

Russcllians   sliould   of  course   bc   mindful   of   Russcll's   cxccllcnt   and
entertaining     critiques     of    organized     religion     and     its     detrimental
conscqucnccs   for  human   life.   But  they  should  also  remember  that  the
lcssoiis  of  thcsc  critiques  apply  far  more  broadly.  When  the  bclicf  not
bascd  on  cvidciicc  prevails  in  other  areas  of life,  the  results  arc  no  less
devastating for the world wc sliarc.

5



I ,l'xl  ( '111''11.1,  'o  R|,Ill,w!

^11   llI{H   Iiit`iillw`INIIli"   (I.xt'``iil   I  ,il```   i`ntl   llt)i`t)I.:`ry   mcmberships)   expii'c   at

tlii`    i.Iltl    {il`   llit.    t'i`l.'IltlHi-y`'IuL    'I`lii`    lllts    si`iitls    everyone    with    cxpircd

liicmlii`INIIli"   IIm   liiHI   Iwn   /in,`'(J   i,`.`iii`s  I)1`  tl`c   yciir  (Febriiary  and  May),

l}`lt  tl`t"c  wll(I  llI`vt'  ntil  l'(`Ili'wi.(I  liy  ^ugLi,`t  will  iiot  receive  the  third  issue

of the  yclu.,   ^ii`l  in  H.  you  lw`vt`ii'l  ri`iicwi.tl  i`lrcady,  now  is  the  time!  If

yoii  (I(ln'l,111(`  111{,i  wlll  llilvi.  Iu  Ni.Il{l  yt)`I  {iii  ii`dividualized  reminder,  and
that  tliki.A  Iiiiii`,  iiiiiiii.y,  i`iitl  i.iit'iy,y  IIii`  lI[{S  cti`Iltl  I)etter use  elsewhere.

To  fin(1  ()tll  wlielllcl   ()1'  11()I  ytl`l  liiivc  I.i`iii`wi`(I  i`.i  tif this  issue,  please  check

the  "iiliiip,  lI`li{`l  on  llilH  INN`ii`,11   will   liiivt.  ()i`c  ()I.the  following  four-digit

numbc" ''111':

2002                                                     lllei`i"  y{)`I  iii`i`  I)i`itl  through  2002,  but  still  need
.,`,,|`w  ''',I.  2()(,.1'

2003                                                  1lli`ill"  yuu  l`i`vi.  ill(li.c{l  rcncwcd  for  2003,  an(I

" ,,,,, 'c  ,,11  `11`,  `'{ ,,.,,, 1`  year.

7777,8",(}I'q)000              lltcnm    yttu    iirc    €`    Life    Member,    Honorary
Mcllllii`i..1l`ii},     ()r    rccciving    the    BRsg    as    a
c(tui'lc#y.  Ill  i`i`y L`:isc,  you never need to renew.

Check  ft)r  yt)ilr  liuml}cr,  iintl  ytiLi'll  I`lwiiy``  kl`ttw  your status.

To  rcili`w  yt)Lii'  mi`ml)ci'xhli),  j`i#t  `i,ii`  thi.  h:`Iidy  membership  form  in  the
ccntcr  of  llliw   iHmlc.   I'Icl`Ic   I.cl`irn   11   ltt  (}iir  trc,isiirer,  Dennis  Darland,   at

1406   26th   Slrccl,   I{()ck   lxl(ll1(I,   lL,   (il2()I-2837,   USA.   You   can   pay   by

chci`k  (r}aynhlc,  ill  `J,S.  I)ollii",  l`i ``1)1{.i") tir  ]tioney order.

Yoii   con   also   riuy   l}y  cl.cdil   i`iii.tl   `i,`iiig   l'iiypzil   on   the   web.   Just   go   to

IIttp://WWW.P.yp.I.Com,  ni`{l tii7i`ii ii  ri.i`i` iiccoilnt.  Then pay your dues
using   brl.PP®qconlln..Com   ii#   tlic   rccipicnt's   e-mail   address   when

prompted,  T]lcrc  ix  1`.)  cl"r8c  I(i  lnilki`  i`  P{`y|.iil  payment,  which  (non-U.S.
mcmbc"  l«kc  ll()tc)  will  bc  IIoll{llctl  ill  LJ.S.  (lollars.  In  the  e-mail  message

that  Payplil  will  #ci`d  from  yo`I  lo  ti`w.  li.i`i`siircr  (Dennis),  be  sure  to  state
the purpo8c ortl`c puymci`t,  lliclLitlc iii`y ch:iiigc of name or address,  but do
NOT  include y{)llr crcdll car(I  ii`fo  ln  thi`  itii`ssiigc.  Dermis  will send  yoii an
e-moll rcccipt, IInd  upd«Ic lllc mcmbcr#hip ri`cords accordingly.

If you  have  ol`y  que#tlom  nbo`it  yt)`ir  liii`ml.cr.`hip  or  the  renewal  process,

fccl  frcc lo droi) I)i.i`i`li n lii`c i`l d|dlrl.nd@qconline.com.

The 2003 Annual Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society
Lake Forest College (Lake Forest, IL)

May 30-June I, 2003

The BRS's 2002 Aniiual Mccting was held at Lake Forest Collcgc, in Lake
Forest,  Illinois  (about  30  miles  north  of Chicago).  That  mccting  went  so
well that the BRS  will bc rctuming thcrc for its 2003  Armual Meeting. The
BRS  thanks  Rosalind  Carcy,  an  Assistant Profcssor in Philosophy at Lake
Forest   who   handled   arrangcmcnts   for   the   2002   Annual   Meeting,   for
volunteering to play host yet again.

The BRS  cncouragcs evcryonc to  register  to  attend the Annual  Meeting.
Registration  for the  mccting-including buffet, banquet, papers,  and other
confcrcncc  materials-osts  $60  for mcmbcrs,  $75  for non-mcmbcrs,  and
$40  for  students.  Those  intcrcstcd  in  skipping  the  meals  may  rcgistcr  for
one day of the confcrcncc  for $20 or both days for $35.  (This rate applies
to members, non-mcmbcrs, and students.) Dorm-style accommodations arc
available  on  campus  for  $49.50  for  tlic  wcckcnd  (plus  Slo  for  linens  if
nccded).  There  arc  hotels  in  the  area  for  those  unintcrcstcd  in  the  dorm
cxpcricncc.  Checks  for  registration  and/or housing should  be  made  out to
"Bcrtrand  Riisscll  Society"  and  sent  with  the  confcrencc  registration  form

(located   at  the   ccntcr  of  this   issue   of  the   BRsg)   to   Rosalind   Carcy,
Dcpartmcnt of Philosophy, Durand Hall, Lake Forest College, Lake Forest,
IL  60045  USA,  carey@hermes.Ifc.edu.  Rcgistrants  may  also  pay  via
credit  card  using  Paypal,  as  dctailcd  in  "Last  Chance  to  Rcncw!"  p.  6).
Anyone   paying   in   this   manner   must   still   send   a   registration   form   to
Rosalind.  Please  direct  all  quc`stioiis  about  the  conference  to  Rosalind  as
well.     There     is     also     a     wcbsitc     dcvotcd     to     the     confcrcncc     at
http://mypage.campuspipeline.com/l]rsam2002/indext)rsam20
03.html. See you in Lake Forcst!

2003 BRS Award to Be Given to Katha Pollitt

Kcvin  Brodic,  Chairman  of tlic  BRS  Awards  Committcc,  has  announced
tliat  the  2003  BRS  Award  has  bccn  offcrcd  to  Katha  Pollitt,  longtime
columnist  for  the  Ivai/i.oH  and  author  of Reasow4b/a  C/.ccr/w/.es..  Essays  o#
Womeii   alid   Feli.inism   (Vin`agc  Bocks`   1995)  and  SIIdyecl   lo   Debate..
Sense  alid   Dissents  on   Woliieli,   Politics,   and  Cullui.e  (Random  House,
2001).  Ms.  Pollitt  has  indicated  that  she  will  accept  the  award  but  will  be
unable  to  travel  to  the  2003  Annual  Mccting  for  this  purpose.  She  will
instead issue a statcmcnt of acccptancc to bc read at the mccting.



']`hi. [}RS Needs  you...at the APA!

The  L}ert"I`d  Rii.`si`ll  St)cii`(y  is  rccogiiizcd  by  the  American Philosophical
Associi`tion  {`]i(I   i`ll{)wi`{l  to  I)iirticii)iitc  ill  their  programs,  but  the  BRS   is

responsible  ``()r  si`Ii`ctillg  it``  ()wil  spi`i`kcrs.  Mcinbers  of the  BRS  who  arc
also  lnembcrs  ti``  thi`  ^1'^  ari`  lil.gi`tl  to  get  in  touch  with  David  White

(dwhlte@S|fc.edu).  Wc nccd ricti|ilc t{] give papers, to comment, to chair
sessions,   i]I`d,   most   importaiitly,   to   fill   sciits.      We   are   now   accepting

proposals  for thi`  E{l.`tcl.I`  I)ivision  nlcctiiig at the  Washington,  DC,  Hilton,
Deccmbcr 27-30,  2()()3,  i`i`d  f()r the  Cciitr:`l  I)ivision  meeting at the Palmer
House  in  Chic{ig(),  ^r}ril  22-25,  2()04.  The  deadline  for  proposals  for  the
Eastcm Mcclil`g is  M`y 31.

I}uy a BRS T-Shirt Today!

Don't  you  bc  caught  witllout  somctliiiig  (listinctive  to  wear!  BRS  t-shirts
always make yoil stal)d out  ill a cl.ow(I (cxccpt at BRS Annual Meetings, of
course).  So  why  not  ol.di`r  yoiirs  I()dtly?  The  shirts  are  available  for  Slo
each  plus  $3  I)ostagc,  U.S.  rim{ls  ol`ly,  please.  Please  make  checks  out  to
the  BRS,  and  si.i`(I  (hciii  to  BRS  VicL`  [`I.i`sidcnt  Ray  Perkins,  854  Battle
Street,  Wcbsti`r,  NIl  03303,  USA.  I'lctlsc  s|)ccify  size  (M,L,XL) and  color

(black,  yellow,  wllitc).   ^t`y  quc.itiolis  i`(7{7iit  the  shirts  can  be  directed  to
Ray at perkrk@.arthllnk.net.)

Are You oli BRS-List?

BRS-List  is the  BRS's t7mcial  listsi.rv,  iiscd  to  send  members  information
aboiit   Society   i`ctivitii.s   atid   t{}  di.tciis.`   S()cicty  business.   The   listscrv   is

open only to mclnbcrs of the BRS, i`iid €`11 lnembers are encouraged to join.

Just   visit   h(tp://mallman.mcmaster.ca/mailman/listinfo/brs-list
and  fill out thi`  ``orm.  Altcrnativcly scud the message

subsi`ribc

to brs-IIst-requ.st@mallmah. mcmaster.ca.

Any questions  regal.ding BRS-List  can  bc dirci`ted to  the  listscrv's owner,
Ken Blackwcll, at blackwk@mcmaster.ca.

Articles:

Reflections on Russell's Politics in the Light of
Editing His Letters

Nicholas Griffin

The  TIRSQ  is  very  pleased  lo  run  illis  brief article  by  Nicholas  Griffiln,
Director  Of the  Bel.lrand  Russell  Research  Centre.  in  which  he  disc.usses.
various   issues   raised   l]y   the  vol.uile   he   recently  edited,  The  Sctected
Letters   of  Bertrand   Russell:   The   Public   Years,   1914-1970   (Routledge,
2002).

For  me,  Russell's  last  political  campaigns  were  one  of the  glories  of his
life. I first got to know of him in the early sixties through the Campaign for
Nuclear  Disarmament  and  my  interest  in  his  philosophy  developed  from
my admiration for his political stan(I on iiiiclear weapons. Most of the large
final section of my book is dcvotcd to Russell's politics and I wondered, as
I started  work on  it,  whether my early,  youthful enthusiasm would survive
a  close  encounter  with  the  archival  record.  Well,  youthful  enthusiasm  is
hard to  sustain  in middle  age,  but on the  whole,  I thought  Russell  held up
rather  well-better,  overall,  than  I  was  expecting.  And  indeed  there  was
one   respect   in   which   my   middle-aged   weariness  and   political   despair
taught me an altogether new respect for him.

There's a marvelous letter in the book to Camel Brenan, written in  1945, in
which  he  says  that  as  he  gets  older  it  becomes  more  difficult  to  balance
hope against memory. That phrase stayed with me as I worked through the
thousands of letters which hc dcvotcd  to the perils of nuclear war over the
next  25   years.   Through  that   long  period-which  began   when  he  was
already past  normal  retirement  age-he  tried  one  means  after another to
tame the monster, placing his hopes in the neutral nations, direct appeals to
world  leaders,  the  nuclear  scientists,  the  Labour  Party,  the  Campaign  for
Nuclear Disarmament,  civil  disobedience.  Though  thwarted  at  every  turn,
he never gave up. As a youthful suppoiler of CND, having no experience, I
had  no  idea  how difficult  it  would  be  to  balance  hope  against  experience.
But  here  was  a  man  whose  hopes  had  survived-not  Margaret  Thatcher
and  Ronald  Reagan-but  two  world  wars,  the  great  slump  and  Hitler,
Stalin and Mussolini.

It  was  not that  he  was a  great optimist;  his assessment of the  dangers  and
of his cl`ances for success were as bleak as could be. But he simply refused
to  give  up.  He  clung  to  his  cause  through  every  setback,  through  illness,
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personal      tnigcdy,      Iii`tl      il`cl.ciisilig     r]liysical      frailty.      I      found     this
cxtraordiiial.ily   il`ipl.i`s#ivi`,   Ill   Ills  I`cl{iti(>ns   with  women,  one  might  think

tlial  hc  ullowcd  liopi`  1o  I)vi`i.-liiikuicc  liicmol.y  too  easily.  But  in  politics  it

was admirahlc,

t

Thcrc   was   a    1`)1    I    li`(irilt    I.oil   the    I-irst   time   about   Russell's   political

campaigns.  For  cxum|ilc,  I  l`{itl  Ilo  idcu  {)f the  sheer  size  of his  campaign
for political  pris()Ili`r#,  itlo.qtly  in  I?il.qtcm  Eilr{)pc.  In  the  book,  I  cover only
one of the cuscs  hc  I{tt)k  `iii  I.I.tilii  bcginl`iiig ttt  clid,  and even then  thcrc  was
not  enough  #|t{icc  I()  il`cl`i(li`  cvcl.ythiiig  :`Iid  thc  book  gives  no  impression

of the  variety  (ir wily.`  in  which  Kiisscll  imd  his  aides  brought  pressure  to
bear on tl`c  Roi"ii`iim govi`rliliici`t  l`or lhc rclcasc of the two men involved.

And   this   w{is   ()Iily   {)i`c   c{`si`   illii{)ng   liiiiiiy;   Russcll's   files   on   political

prisoners  jn  Rol"wii(`  illolii`  ilicl`Idc  well  ovc].loo  cases.  He  got  two  other
Romanian  oiipcul``  in  llic  Siiii`c  m{)iith  ils  lhc  one  I  covered.  Of course,  Iic
was   not  always   ."cc.`ssr`Il,   I)`it   lhcri`   wcrc   scores,   if  not  hundreds,   of

people in Enstcm E`Irt7pc wli{) owctl  their frccdom to him.

Russell  did  i`{)I  I)`iblicizc  this  w(]rk,  though  to  have  done  so  would  have
been  useful  to  him  ill  on,iwcring  the  frcqucntly  made  charge  that  he  was

pro-Soviet.  B`It  tl`i`  cf```cctivi`iic.i.i  {7`` his  i`ppciils  to  the  various  Soviet  bloc

govcrnlllclits  (li`|1cll{li`(I  `ii){m  tlicir  l}cilig  made  qiiictly.

*

I  find  myself,  thcrcf{irc,  in  totfll  disiigri`cmcnt  with  Ray Monk's  dismissal
of Russcll's political  wt)rk  ill ll`c sci`{)ntl  volume of his biography (Bar/ra/]d

Russell..  .T.Ile`  C;lI(!sl  iif Mudllc.`s.s).  I``s  i\o`  i\lways  easy  tG  I€piy  to  Mock,
because it's not nlwi`ys clcflr wliflt cxiiclly his complaints are.

Monk   com|)loins,    for   cxamitlc,    iitt{tiit   lhc   intellectual    shallowness   of
Russc]l's  political  ptiliiphlctccr;t`g.  BLit  it'.i  iiiir7oilant to realize that Riisscll

was  not  writing  political  philosoi)hy.  IIis  ct)nccm  here  was  to  change  the
world,  rather  ll"n  to  understand  it.   When  it  cainc  to  understanding  tlic
world,  Russell  I)ul  llis  ho|)cs  in physic`s.  I  doubt that hc ever found political
theory as  intcrcsting a8  physical  tl`cory,  alid  I'm  quite certain that he never
thollght  thflt  pro{lllcil`g  a  p()liticnl  thct)I.y  w,is  as  important  as  the  simpler,
but more dim.`ult ltisk, of stoii|ting pcoplc from killing one another.

At   one   I)oint,   M(}I`k   claim`1   thi`t   Riisscll   was   prepared   to   say   anything

I()

merely to keep in the public cyc.  But this  is ridiculous.  With his opposition
to  the  war  in  Vietnam,  Riissell   lost  whatcvcr  access  hc  had  had  to  the
mainstream  media.  Left-wing  news  sheets  would  publish  his  statements,
but   not   the   mainstream   press.   He   was   reduced   to   mass   mailing  press
releases in the hope that some small paper solnewhere might publish it.

If his  only  desire  had  been  for  publicity,  it  is  not  difficult  to  see  what  he
should  have  done.   He  should  have  declared  himself  in  support  of  the
Americans  in  Vietnam,  denied  that  tlicy  wcrc  committing  atrocities,  and
waned (as he had so often done in the past) about the miseries inflicted by
communism.   He   could   have   done   it.   It   would   have   confirmed   his
reputation  as  a  political  maverick.  It  would  have  got  huge  press  attention.
The op-cd pages of every major newspaper in  the  West  would  have  been
open  to  him.  And  he  would  have  found  himself  being  flattered  by  the
American ambassador, not the Cuban one.  (Monk  is never quite clear why
he thinks Russell was so anxious to be flattered by the Cuban ainbassador.)

In  part,  Monk seems  to  believe  that  it  was  absurd  for  Russell  to  think  he
might  influence  world  events.  As  I've  suggested,  Russell  was  under  no
illusions as to how difficult that would be, but he thought the dangers were
so great that he had to try anyway.  Moreover, on many smaller matters-
like  the  release of political  prisoners,  which Ray entirely ignores-he did
affect events and in an almost entirely good way.

Even on some of the big issues he was taken seriously by the principals. As
I  show in  the book,  both Nehru  and  Zhou  Enlai  took  him seriously on the
Sino-Indian  border  dispute.  Any peace  initiative  between  warring  nations
is  likely  to  emerge  out  of officially  deniable,  diplomatic  back  channels,
often  opened  by  the  use  of acadeinics  and  intellectuals.  The  1993  Middle
East peace  agreement,  now  in  ruins,  emerged  in just such  a  way.  And  not
long   after   Russell   sent   Ralph   Schoenman   and   Pat   Pottle   on   a   shuttle
diplomacy mission between New Delhi  and Beijing,  Henry Kissinger, then
a  mere  Harvard  professor  with  infinitely  less  moral  and  intellectual  clout
than   Russell,   shuttled   between   Washington   and   Paris   to   feel   out   the
Vietnamese. No one calls Kissinger's mission absurd.

If Russell's  involvement  in politics  was  as  absurd  as  Monk  pretends,  it  is
hard  to  understand  why  it  was  taken  so  seriously.  Not  just  among  the
thousands  of  ignorant  and  unwashed-like  myself-who  marched  and
demonstrated with him, but by people in power like Khrushchev and Nehru
and  Zhou  Enlai.  Would  Zhou  have  had  Uwarmcd  I//.c`/oty  translated  into
Chinese  for his  own  use,  sent  the  Chinese  charge  d'affaires  in  London  to
North  Wales  for discussions,  and  have  written  Russell  respectftll  six-page
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lcttcrs  explaining  h{)w,  in  U/ia/.//IL.t/  y/.c/tjiy,  hc  had  misconstrued  Chincsc
foreign   policy,    i``   hc    had   tlioilght   tliat   Russell    was   entirely   without
inflvcncc   or   ii)ipomincc?   ^Iid   given   that   both   public   and   politicians

granted   Rlisscll   st)rtic   i»flucncc,   don't   wc   have   to   admire   Russell   for
working s{7  ]i:`rtl  tti  `i.`c  it  rot. g{>als  tl`zit hc  thought  wcrc right?

*

It has oncn bccn claimed tl`at in old age  Russell was entirely taken over by
a  group of much  yollngcr flssisti`nts  w]io  used  liis  name  in  ways  of which
he had no knowlcdgc {ind di{l not appr()vc.  His secretary Ralph Schoenman
is  oflcn  citctl   in   tliis   regard.   In   view   t>f  all   tliis   talk,   I   was   somewhat
surpri.scd,  on  working  through  tlic  archival  materials,  to  find  how  close  a
control Ru.sscll  kcp( on tl`c political activi(ics carried out in his name.

Of course,  many lcttcrs  wcrc writtcii  ft7r his signature by other people.  I'Iis
corrcspondcncc ran at  loo  lctlcrs .1 tlny;  it would have been impossible for
anyone  to  kccp  up  such  a  pace  withoiit  tt`at  .sort  of help.  But  when  lcttcrs
wcrc  written  for  him  it  was  m`ich  liioi.c  t7f\cn  by  Edith,  his  wife,  than  by
Ralph Schocnmal`. (The two of them write quite differently, so you can tell
their work apart.  And  of course,  both  write  quite differently  from Russell,
who rctaincd his distinctive style cvcii  in cxtrcme old age.)

Morcovcr,  mai`y  {if tl`c  lcttcrs  wl`ich  wcrc  drafted  by  others  were  drafted
according  to  Russcll`s  instructions.  Wc  of\cn  have  the  notes  to  prove  it.
Russell  was  fur  too  pri`cticnl  a  I"m  in  I)olitical  matters  to  worry  much
about  style  ai`d   wording,  alid   hc   rrcqucntly  let  in felicities  pass  that  hc
would  l`cvcr have  bccn  rcsp()nsit)]c  for  himself.  He did,  however,  concern
himself,  of\cn  q`iitc  liiinLltcly,  with  ct)iitcl`t,  and  thcrc  is  evidence  of letters
being  clialigctl   t7y   hiln,   {)ncn   ill   qilitc   si"ill   tlctails,   when   they  did   not
cxprcss  exactly  wl`at  hc  wa»tcd.  Tlio`igh,  again,  as  a  practical  man,  he
rcalizcd   thflt   it   was   oncii   more   important   to   issue   a   crudely   drafted
statement  quickly,  than  (o  take  so  lolig prodiicing  timeless prose  in  which
no  one  was  intcrcstcd.  Ru.qscll  coultl  prodilcc  timclcss  prose  quickly,  but
not so qiiickly th!it ll`c r}rcss  lt}st  il`tcrcst  in a story.

I cannot, of course, n"intain that all  the lcttcrs he signed said exactly what
hc  would  I`t`vc  wi.qhcd,  or  tl`at  his  liiu`ic  w{is  never  used  for  purposes  of
which he would not  l"vc I`pprt}vctl.  I}ut  the I)apers in the Bertrand Russell
Arthivcs  make  it  clcqr  tllat  tliis  occiirrc(I  niuch  less  frequently  than  has
been ollcgcd.

The   most   conlrovcr#ii`l   of   {ill    Rilsscll`s   late   political   efforts   was   his
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International War Crimes Tribunal on Vietnam.   There were,  indeed, many
things   about   the   organization   of  the   Tribunal   which   could   have   been
improved.  But I persist in my view that the Tribunal  was an important and
well-conceived effort to make known the facts about the Vietnain War that
was systematically derailc(I  by a hostile press,  which tried and condemned
the Tribunal in advance of its taking place.

Comparisons  to  the  Nurembcrg  Trials  were,  I  suppose,  inevitable-but
they  were  unfortunate.  Nurcmbcrg  was  an  actual  trial  conducted  before

judges  with  the  defendants  and  their  lawyers.  No  such  trial  could  be  held
for  the  American  government.   The   Russell  Tribunal   was  essentially  a
citizens'  commission  of inquiry  to  discover the  facts  about the  American
conduct of the war. There is no general requirement that such commissions
be bipartisan or that they bc conducted by strict legal principles~let alone
those of a criminal trial.

The Tribunal did  assemble  a great deal  of scrupulously collected evidence
about  atrocities  in  Vietnam.  Press  reports  gave  no  indication  of the  high
standards  of evidence  rcquircd  by  the  Tribunal,  nor of the  overwhelming

quantity  of  evidence  that  it  assembled.   American  atrocities  in  Vietnam
were   not   widely   known   at   that   time   in   the   West   and   the   Tribunal's
evidence  deserved  much  more  attention  than  it  received.  Its  conclusions
were  essentially  validated  two  years  later,   when  details  of  the  My  Lai
massacre finally became public knowledge.

I can't help but admire Russcll's dctei-mination to do whatever he could to
make the truth about the Vietnam War known.  I-]e spent a  fortune creating
the Tribunal and assembliiig the cvidcncc for it to hear.  I-Ic cndurcd months
of   vilification   in   the   press.    I-]c   was   acciiscd   of   bciiig   senile   and   a
Communist; it's hard to judge which charge was the more farfetched.

Is  it absurd  for a 95-year-old philosophei-to take  it upon himself to charge
a nation  with war criincs?  Perhaps.  But  faced  with subscqucnt atrocities  in
Rwanda,   the   Balkans,   and   now   Palestine,   one   regrets   that   (counting
Chomsky  as  a  linguist)  no  contemporary  philosopher  has  the  will,  the
ability, or the courage to do likewise.
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Earth to Russell: The Limits of
Rtissc]l's Views on Space Exploration

Chad Trainer

. . .the  gcilcratioils of men. . .{)I)scrvcd  how the array of heaven and
the   various  sctlsons  of  the  yc€`r  come  round  in  due  order,  and
collld  not discover by  what ca`iscs  all  that came  about.  Therefore
their rcfugc  was to  leave  all  in  the  hands  of the gods .... And they

placed the gods'  habitation and abode in the sky. . .

•Lucrctius (99-55 BCE)

De Rei.urn Natura S.1170[[

In   the   first   ages   of  the   world,   the   islanders   either   thought
thcinsclvcs to bc the olily dwcllci.s  upon  the earth,  or else if there
wcrc  any  other,  yet  they  could  not  possibly  conceive  how  they
might  have any commerce  with  them,  being severed by the deep
and   broad  sea,   but   the   aflertimcs   found   out  the   invention   of
ships .... So, perhaps,  thcrc may bc some other means invented for
a  convcyancc  to  the  Moonc .... Wc  have  not  now  any  Drake  or
Colllmbus  to  lindcrtakc  this  voyage,  or any  Daedalus  to  invent  a
convcyiincc  through  lhc  airc.  I+owever  I  doubt  not  but  that  time
who  is  still  the  father  of new  truths,  and  hath  revealed  unto  us
i`iany   tl`iiigs   which   our   ancestors   were   ignorant   of,   will   also
manifest  to  our  posterity  that  which  we  now  desire  but  cannot
know.

•John Wilkins (1614-1672 CE)

Tile Disco\iel.y Of a World in the Moone.

Bertrand  Russell  has  bccn  one  of the  best  at  chronicling  and  lampooning
history's    opi)oncnts    or   scicncc.    Siirprisingly,    though,    he    expressed
opposition  to the  exploration  of `spacc.  Tliis paper details and critiques the
four lines of arg`imcnt Russell  cmr>loys  in a(tacl(ing the space program.

I. Introductlon:

Bcrtrand Russell  rcg`ilarly Ill)ted the dcnicrits of living in the past both as a
danger  in  old  age  al`d  as  an  obstacle  to  an  entire  culture's  progress.  In

gcncral,   Inuch   is   `swi(I   in   liis   writings   about   the   merits   of   scientific
exploration ttn{l  the  impom`ncc o`. I.ciilizii`g the planet Earth's minute place
in  the  cosmos.  In  tllc  light  of All  this,  it  iiiight  sccm  a  safe  conjcctitre  that
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Russell  would enthusiastically  support the space program.  He did not.  For
Russell  was  also  a  self-described  Cassaiidra  doomed  to  prophesy evil  and
not be believed.  As early as  1924, he speaks of how his  long experience of
statesmen  and  governments  has  made  him  skeptical:  "I  am  compelled  to
fear that  science  will  be  used  to  promote  the  power  of dominant  groups,
rather  than  to  make  men  happy.  Icarus,  having  been  taught  to  fly  by  his
father  Daedalus,  was  destroyed  by  his  rashness.  I  fear that  the  same  fate
may overtake the populations whom modem men of science have taught to
fly" (/carws, p.  5). It was in such a vein that Russell expressed his concerns
over space exploration.

Passing remarks  about exploring  space  are  scattered  throughout Russell's
writings,  but  the  bulk  of  his  proclamations  on  this  topic  can  be  found
concentrated  in  three  pieces:  a   1958  article  for  Mac/c¢;I.a  Magazine,  a
filmed   1965   interview   of  Russell   by  Ralph   Miliband,   and   some   1966
comments for Parf's Mo/cA. Russell had essentially four criticisms of space
exploration:

•       The   space   program   was   not   undertaken   in   a   spirit   of  scientific
ilnpartiality;

•       The   exploration   of   space   could   result   in   the   spread   of  human
foolishness;

•       It  would  be  better  to  expend  energy  addressing  terrestrial  probleius
before involving ourselves in celestial affairs; and

•       The  actual   increase  in  hiiman  understanding  that  could  result  was

questionable.

While I consider all of Russell's arguments here to be unacceptable, I view
them as unacceptable to considerably varying degrees.

11. An Absence of Scientific Impartiality:

Russell's    first    contention    is    that    space    exploration    was    not    being
undertaken  in a spirit  of scientific  dctachmcnt:  ``1  am afraid  that  it  is  from
baser  motives  that  Governments  are  willing  to  spend  the  enormous  sums
involved  in  making  space-travel  possible"  (Co/tlmow  ScHse  cJHd  IVwc/ear
War/are, p.  18).

In fairness to Russell, he  lived during the dawn of the nuclear age. Today,

people do not always appreciate the extent to  which space exploration was
associated  with  the  arms  race  during  the  Red  Scare.  In  its  time,  Sputnik
conjured  up  fears  of nuclear  annihilation.  Given  Russell's  concern  with
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li`ilii«ii   wt`ll.iili`   »iill   llit`  iMti`lunilniiiilly   lililililiy   iiiil`Iii`  ur  tlic  ii{is.`c]]t  s|7acc

Prt)«r«Ill'A   |l`Iliii)xtlN,1111   Hktii)III'lNni   lH   `iii{lt`mliiiitllllilc,   cvcn   if  kiiow]cdgc

rlcrtllillinw   In   N|lllI't`   tlx|llnlilllnll   lii"   nlH   nlwny.I   lici`n   glcancd   for  just   the

grnl`l""l   itlM|"m    I(MIIi   11'  .`wlly  .iitnt..`  i`xitloi.iition  has  been  thoroughly
mililiiry  «ii.I   tli`vtilil   ul=  «iiyll`lnp   in   llic   w:iy  t>r  ``cicntific   detachment,   the

Cnxllill8  {l.`lll«m  (11  tl»lI`  i«lll  cxi)i`rii`iici`  I)i`i`t>itic  available  to  all,  inc]udiiig

lllc   I."l.llt`ltiillly    lt.l"lllll`.iilly   tlcliichc.I.'.    When   Galileo,    for   example.

prcxclllc(I  lllN  N|lyxlllm  lli  llii` {loHi`,  "( ;{ilili`o  wzis. . .more concerned with the
rcwqrtlN    ln    lw    mil|i``.I    rnwu    llii`    i`ill.thly    atlvantages    of   an    improved

inxtrilllii.ill  lliiili  wllli  I«iy  i`t`lcH(ilil  iitlv!iiit{igi`"  (Van  Helden,  Introduction  to

6`"///..o  (i'i////.'/ ',`'  .``/I/../..M  Ivt//it`/'i/.`',  I).  `)).  Yet  l1`i.q  has  hardly prevented  the

lclt`scll|tc    ltliwn    t'vtlnlillllly    I)I.intt    i'iiii)loyi`{l    I`or   the   purest   and    loftiest

l'umo"a"'

In  any  clwe,   l{«Nloll   c()Liltl   wi`ll   hiivi`   l`c{L].ctl   the   human   race   destroying

itself bcrttro  i`iiy  iitlwi`cc#  or ii`ilili`i.y  lcchi`ology  could  accommodate  the
"8cicnlifl.'Iillyliiii`i`rlliil,"

111.  .I`lic Siir.`nil  tir lliiiimll  lriiiimlwi.i.ts:

RLlsscll'x Ni`i.(}Iltl  i`r#iiiilclil  il#I`ii"I  tli.`  s|):icc  r7rogram was that  it could  lead

to    the    #itrciiil    (ir   lililiiiili    l'{illic#.    ..l}c`.t>i.c    loiig,    if   we    do    not   destroy

oursclvcx,   ()`Ir  (lcNli.Lictlvc   NlrH`i`   will   lu`vc   ``iircad   to   those  planets'.  (7l/7c

A:Iolilt)ttr.u|.I.I!y  I!|  I!".IHUNI  Ilu.N.Nc.II,  v`.l.  Ill-,  i..   186).  "[W]i\en  1  re;a  or

plnl`s  lo  {lcrlli`  llic  l`i`i`vcm  tiy  tlii`  |ic«y  Sqiii`bblcs  of the  animated  lumps
that  disgriicc  n  i`crliiin  I.li`Iii`l.   I   ciHiiiot  I)ilt   fccl  that  the  men  who  make
the.sc  itlnns  lw..`  tt`iHly  tir n  kil`tl  or  iliiiticly"  (Co;tl#io"  Scwfe  a#d IVwc/caj.

Wa//aJ'(',  r7|i.   1`)-2()),  It  iiligl`t  hc  i`rgtli`tl  (7y  st)ITic  that  Russell  harbored  no

objc.`tion#   tt)   Npqcc   cxpl(}rllti()I`   ii.i   lt)iig   :i``   it   took   the   form   of  mere
astroii{)miciil   t)I)#i`rvilti()n   imtl   wiLq   i`t7t   mililiiri]y   oriented.   However,   1hc

cvidcllcc  .wlggi`#l#  llmt  Rlm#cll  w()ill(I  lii`vL`  I)ccn  wary even of astronomical

odse/.va//(J/I    ..l`iclly    I)ccllu#c    ()f   llic    iiiililary    missions    that    might   bc
conccalablc ulidcr lhc g`lixc ()f iTicri` ``cxploriition."

It   is   intcrc#ting  t{)   p()ndcl.  to   wl"t   tlcgrcc   Riisscll   thought   the  planct's
atmosphcrc   #hollltl   bo   off..limils.    Wo`Ild   hc   have   objected   to   Albert
Abraham  Micl`cl#oli's  intcrrcroiiictcr,  Iiotwillistanding  its  establishment  of
lighl's  s|.cod  l`s  a  `lllivcr8i`I  c{)Ii.`liilil'.)  Oi.  woiild  Fitzgcrald  and  Lorcntz's

cxpcrimcnls   with   ru(lio   wavc#   hc   tlci`mc{l   objectionable   in   spite   of  the
wirclcss  tclcgmpl`y  Such  cxpcrin`cnt.1  spawned-.)   How  about  Orvillc  and
Wilbur   Wrighl'8   ilcro"ulicnl   iiliiov{ili{m.s'.J   All   such   developments   arc
subjccl  lo  miml#l`.   Yet  Ru,q8cll  elm  bc  iiss`imc{l  to  have  apprcciatcd  siicli
advances  pr{}foiiiidly  im  oiily  I.crit.i  ii  I"m  who  both  sung  the  praises  of

I()

scientists  and  took  theologians  to  task  for  superstitious  behavior  ranging
anywhere    from    condemning    13cnjamin    Franklin's    lightning    rod    to

protesting advances in medicine.   It is against this backdrop that charges of
space exploration perpetrating "a kind of impiety" appear out of character.
Ncverthcless,  Russell  was  certainly  right  al)out the  intrusion  of militarily-
oriented missions into space.

IV. Prosperity of tlle Earth vs. the Space Program:

Russell's  third  argument  against  exploring  space  is  that  we  need  "a  little
more  wisdom  in  the  conduct  of  affairs  on  earth  before  we  extend  our
strident  and  deadly  disputes  to  other  parts"  ("Let.s  Stay  off the  Moon").
Russell seems guilty of a false disjunction here.  Substantial progress in the
space program is not necessarily a net setback for our terrestrial prosperity.
Space   exploration   has   helped   this   planet   and   could   well   have   been

predicted   to   do   as   much.   The   amount   of  money   required   by   NASA
amounts to  a small portion of the U.S.  budget.  In addition, space satellites
have   had   more   than   military   applications.   Many   military   enterprises
ultimately redound to civilians' economic and social benefit.

The  Topex/Poseidon  satellite   has   enabled   oceanography  researchers   to
observe major patterns of surface circulation.  Satellite radar measurements
were   able   to   inform   scientists   about   EI   Nifio   and   satellite   maps   are
expected to help us in comprehending the distribution of mineral resources
on  the  planet's  sea floor.  Nowadays  specialized  maps  can  be  used,  for
example,  to  "predict crop  yields,  model  optimal  lumber harvests,  or chart
ever  changing  wetlands"  (John  D.  Bossler,  "Mapmaking:  Redrawing  the
Boundaries"  in  the  /99J  Br/./aH#i.ca  Book  a//Ac  year,  p.154).  Satellites
have also aided in detecting ancient remains.

Satellite  technology  has  assisted  us  in  exploring  the  science  behind  the

planct's single ecosystem and  helped us comprehend global environmental
changes.  Satellites  have  given  meteorologists  enough  detail  to  foresee  big
storms   all   over  the   planet.   They   have   enabled   us   to  provide   disaster
warnings.   They   have   provided   navigational   aid   for   the   maritime   and
trucking  industries.  To  bring  matters  a  little  closer  to  home,  the  Global
Positioning   System   (GPS)   has   not   only   become   the   basis   of  modem
navigation  and  mapmaking  biit  GPS  devices  in  automobiles  significantly
assist  directionally-challenged  people  (like  the  present  writer)  in  finding
obscure locations such as those of pliilosophy conferences.

Thousands of communication  satcllitcs circling the Earth cnablc television
to broadcast between nations and continents and also provide long-distance
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ICIC|7ll(}llc    lcrvlt't`.    Ilul    |lL`ilmi"    i`{ilwl{ItvniH    Ilic    iHtiti`i[`t    o``   tiliic   pcoplc

spcn(I  wiili`Illn«  'l'V  (ii'  IIilkln»  un  t`t:ll  I)li(ilii`.`,  I.t)r(I  l{iissc]l  miglit  not  have

comi(lcrctl  lli``it`  im  iiilvnlit't`N.

While   lllcl`c   lnlly   lii`   li«lc   lt)   Ii{)   (Ii``ii{lviHit{igc   to   the   foregoing   cz.v/.//.ern

tcchli(ilt)gii`N,  IIit`  nt`I  i!I`in  tii.  l{iHS  `.t)I.  ]i`ii"m  wclrarc  would  sccm to  dcpcnd,

ultimiitcly,  nn  llw  l`Iiti`  (il. II`i`  //i/'/i./tiiy {ir7i7lications  of this  technology.  Some

of lhcflc  lcl'llll(lI(wlt`N  tln  Ni`rvi`  i`  f`lnction  in  the  realm of arms  control  when

it  coillc8  lu  vt`rll`ylnp  tn.  ill)i{lii`g  17y  iiiti`riiiitional  treaties.  But  whether  the

sclcncc  will  I)c`  wt!tl  lu  .`iiiiikc  ltii`n  har]py"  or  to  "promote  the  power  of
domilli]iil  tti'ti`i|""  rtwlilili"  Iti  17c  *i`cli.

v.  wlliloili  lii  IIi`  I)t`i.lvi`il  rl.{iiii .`iilit`i`  I`:xiilorfltion?

Rus8cll'#   l`{)`lrlh   1`11(I   liiii`l   t`rg`imi`nt   i`g!iiiisl   spticc   exploration   was   that
``Thcrc  iA  nt)  rcl`Ni)li  wlliilcvci.  lu  #\ii)I)tisc  tli.it  the  new possibilities  of travel

will  do  fll`ylllil`#  lt)  pr()ili{)ti.  wi#{lt)in"  (``l,ct's  Stay  off the  Moon").  That

Russell  ()I)jcctctl  I()  Api`cc  cxr)lt)rilli{)i`  i`t)I just  on  the  grounds  of prudence

but  also   licci``i#c   il   tli{l   ii{il   t7rrcr  {iiiylhilig  t7f ccrcbral   value  sccms  clear

cnoLigh  from  tlic  Mililil`iitl  ilitcrvii.w:

MIL]B^N[):  Y{)`l  wo`ll{lll'l  |lLlt  thi.i  I.`p(`cc  cxploration]  in  the  department
of the 8cnrcl` ft)r trutli'/
RUSSELL:  Oh ilo, ii().
MILIB^ND: The thirst  ftir kiit)wlc{lgc?
RUSSELL:  Ii  i# ju.it  fiiiim#y.

It  may not bc clc(`r wl"t  Ril»#cll  iiii`iiiit  by saying "It is just  fantasy." But,

given  his  rci"irk   ii`  the  »flmc  iiil.`rvii.w  that  "it's  quite  all  right  to  have
space sclcn.`c.  011ly  it (loo.qn`t  hi`ppcn t{) {`ppc{il  to me," it seems reasonable
to   conc]udi`   lliill.   Ill   lllc   very    lci`.`t,   Ru````cll   did   not   think   there   was
intcrcsling ii`foril"tion to bc di#c()vcrcd  in this realm.

Such  dcclaratiom  #ccm  in  complctc  c()ntrudiction  to  the  overall  tone  and
tcxturc  of R`isscll'8  philosoT)hy.  For  cxamr7lc,  Russell  criticizes  Hegel  as
cntircly too tcrrc8lriql  in his lhinkiiig !i]itl .ipcaks of how "if you want to get
a  sound  pl`ilosophy,   you   Illust   li!ivc   !i`stronomy  well   in  your  head  and
rcalizc that this philct i8 n very iinimpomnt iind trivial part of the universe.
And what happcn8 on it, from a co#mic point of view, isn't very important"
(Bcrtrand    Russell    intcrvicwc(I    by    Mike   Tigar;    broadcast   on   KPFA,
Novcmbcr   2,    1%2).   ^18o,   "Vitfllism ...,   an(I   cvolutionism ,... [o]ptimism
and      I)c`qsimi#il1,      iis      c()smic      pliilos{7i7l`ics,      sliow      the      s{a]iic      na.I.vc

hulllanjsm„.,All     sllch     f}l`ilosopllics...arc     best     corrected     by    a     little

1#

astronomy"  (W/I); /Am  IVo/ (j  C/I/./..T//.#/I,  p.  55).  To  be  sure,  Russell  credits
I-Ialley and Newton with  their rcspcctivc discoveries dispelling superstition
about    comets.     I-Ie    has     nothing    but    scorn    for    their    obscurantist
contemporaries (C/ /# Prcr/.se a//d/e;less, pp.168-170.). In saying that the
space program has nothing to offer when it comes to "the search for truth,"
Russell  himself seems  to  be  guilty  of an  obscurantism  of sorts.  Even  the
most  cursory  surveys  of the  space  program's  history  yield  insights  of the
highest order.

To take a few examples, in  1989 the European Space Agency launched the
Hipparchos  satellite,  the  results  of which  included  positions  of more  than
loo,000  stars  being  charted  with  a  precision  "loo  times  better  than  ever
before  achieved  on  Earth"  (See  Kenneth  Brecher's  articles  on  astronomy
for   E#c}Jc/apedi.a    Bri./aw#i.ca's    yearbooks).    Also,    the    Hubble    Space
Telescope has helped solve a variety of astronomical riddles. To name but
a  few  things,  Hubble  has  revealed  proof of black  holes,  given  us  a  direct
look  at  Pluto's  surface,  and  was  particularly  helpful   in  viewing  the  21
fragments of comet Shoemaker-Levy 9 that collided with Jupiter. A host of
extrasolar   planets   have   been   discovered   some   of  which   "raise   many

questions  about  the  late  stages  of  stellar  evolution,  not  to  mention  the
origin  of planets  around  old  pulsars"  (Brecher).  And  evidence  has  been
discovered  of conditions  for past or present life on Mars,  one of Jupiter's
moons, and extrasolar planets.

In    1998,   sightings   of  the   brightness   of  fairly   distant   exploding   stars
afforded   evidence   for  the   "cosmological   constant"  (a   kind  of  "cosmic
repulsion force" first postulated by Albert Einstein in  1917 in his equations
of general  relativity).  During 2001,  new studies  were reported of the  most
distant supernova found to date,  which yielded the best evidence ever that
the expansion of the universe is certainly accelerating.

In  1993,  a  U.S.-Australian  team  verified  Einstein's  prediction  that  gravity
bends  light.  By  the  end  of  1993,  there  had  been  four  reports  of massive
compact  halo  objects  in  outer  areas  of the  Milky  Way.  "Even  though  the
amount  of  matter  represented ...,   if  extrapolated  to  other  galaxies,  was
insufficient  to  close  the  universe,  the  observational  technique  did  open  a
new channel for detecting dark inatter in the universe" (Brecher).

The    case    is    becoming    increasingly    strong    that    the    universe    has
substantially more matter than can be seen in the way of stars and galaxies.
The  matter's  gravitational  effects  indicate  its  existence.   Astronomers  in
search  of  so-called  dark  matter  can  now  argue  more  cogently  that  the
`iniverse is closed.
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Fimlly,  Aiiilca  ittHt.iwi'li  lil"  .`i`illilt.tl  i"Iitilitunt.in  t{i  i`8tilii{itc  the  age  of the

unlvcr8C  llx  rilliglllf|  iii`ywlii`Iii  ll`tili`  I/  liillltiii  lo   Ill  hil[ion  years.

Wo`ild    R`imi`Il    l`i`vc    it`iilly    Ni`lll    IIi«t    lhcl.i`    i``    no    iiicrcase    in    wisdom

following  l'r(»n  "i'll  mvcliili{ii"'/  Wliilc  IIii`  Iict  worth of space exploration
for our tcrl'cNlrll`l  wi`l`-ill¢  Iiiliii`iliH  Iu  lic  .`i`ci`,  tlic  volume  of our knowledge

or  wisdom  {ill  llilN  Il.t»il  lN /i/Ii/ii/iJ  .i/it/ ,``/ii//;/.)J  i'iit`rcab'cd.  One  would  think

Ru8scll   w{)`lI(I   I`Ilvo   mliHlwtl   ll`c   incri.ii`iil`gly  more  inforined  accounts  of

the    co8lll{)»    111111    eiiiilllt'    `"    lo    iiitili`    Ilit)r(>iiglily    refute    the    misguided

mctapliy#ic#  {il` llio  i}Iml,

From  the  tli`yN  {11' tlltl,  «  tl¢I{.iJliiii`Iillnn  `{i  vii`w  cclcstial  phenomena  as  of an

inviolobly  (lilTcrcl`l  .}i.{ll`I.  Illiwi  li`i'I.cHli.iiil  I)hi`ilt)mcna  has  been  an  obstacle

to    scictltirlc    I)r()L!rcNN.    Imti`iitl,    (iiilili`{i'.i    a.`sLimption    that    the    laws    of

phy8ic8  orlplicul}lc  lti  ci`rth  ilrc  {)n  ii  ct7iiti]i`iL»n  of sorts  with  those  to  be
applied to lllc  hcllvcllA Nccll"  Iti  l`Ilvc  pt)iiili`(I  Lls  toward a proper approach.
And  for  Rumcll  1{1  ()a  (llxliilNNlvi`  I)r `v|"cc  cxploration's  merits  brings  to
mind  tllc  JCNLllIN  wlw  cl`Nli8iit.`tl  (jiilili`ti  l`tir  r7cciing through  his  tclcscopc.

In   fine,   1{)   {llNc{}ul`l   llli`   l'Iril`i`Iiicl`I   Ill   1`   *t)`Ircc   of  wisdom   seems   grimly

rcmil`isccl`t  (}r  (Iii`   vi`i.y  til}«c`iii`Iili``ni   l{IIst;cll   iicvcr  tired  of  deriding  ai]d

vilifying'

V[. Concluilon:

Overall,   Rus8cll'#   (li"|i|trtiviil   tir  #|}iicc   exploration   can   be   assessed   as
being  I)  un{Icr#tulldi`I)Ic  ill  lhc  i.()t`Ii`xl  t)I` thi`  carly  Cold  War arms  race;  2)

well-foulldcd  rcBur(lil`g  the  x|)ccti`r  t)I. Iiiilittlriziiig  space;  3)  an  open  issue
in  calculating  o`ir  `illiii"tc  i`uillily  wcm`rc;  and  4)  inaccurate  in  its  denial
that thcrc  is liliy  wi.i(lt)In  ({) I)c {lcrivc{I  rrt.in its discoveries.

Wc  should  ilcccr}l  Ru8#cll'B  #cc{)n{l  ui.giimcnt  to  the  cxtcnt of realizing  the
incrcascd cxtcnt  lo which 8|)ucl`  l»l.v bcc(in`L`  Itiilitarizcd but be prcparcd  for
a  possibili(y  hc   would  llot  occcpt,   mlmcly,   that  the  increased  extent  to
which  space  llus  b.`con`c  militul.izcd  c()iild  ncvcrthcless  be  a  price  worth

paying for ollr br()qtlcncd  holi7.uns.  Wc should accept his  first argument as
a rcspcctab]c one f{)r its lime but .just tlitit+) dated argument. While it may
bc  difric`IIt  to  I"`I.,vliLil  cvi{lcnci`  tt7  tliis  i`l.rcct,  my  hunch  is  that  anywhcrc

from,  say,  thirty  to  #cvclity  pcrccnt  or sp€`cc  exploration  these  days  could
be' crcdibly  dccmcd  ``8cicnlirlcally  imi)artial."    Wc  should  reject  the  third
argumcnl  if it  i8  I(i  hc  iindcr8t{tod  i`s  n:itly denying terrestrial  bcncrits  cvcr
coming  from  IIic  »r7i`cc  I.I.{igri`ii`.  If.,  l`tiwcvcr,  such  bcncrlts arc not doubted
but  said   I()  I)c   lI()I   wtll.(h   it,   Il`c   l"llti`r  llcct)mi`s  partially  valiiatioiial   (in
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which   case   I   don't   share   Russell's   values   in   this   area)   and   partially
empirical   (in   which   case   once   the   fraincwork   of  valilcs   is   given   an
objective   reference   the   matter   becomes   subject   to   the   ongoing   and
apparently  endless  findings  of science).  We  should  completely  reject  the
fourth  argument  becaiise  wisdom/knowledge  is  not  only  attainable  in  this
ai.ca but its attainment is qujtc di.sirablc and a calise for celcbratioli.

In  our  own  day  and  age,  we  are  faced  with  challenges  relating  to  such
uncharted  territory as electronic  surveillance,  genetic  testing,  and  the  like.
The  most helpful philosophers here would seem to be those proposing the
best  uses  to  which  new  technology  can  be  put  and  suggesting  specific
abuses against which  we  should be on our guard.  What arc not helpful are

philosophers simply dismissing new discoveries as "fantasy,'. or "impiety,"
and suggesting that we simply try to close Pandora.s Box, or put the genie
back in the bottle.

It   may   have   been   such   re'flections   combined   with   a   spirit   of  British
compromise that prompted Russell in  1966 to outline conditions that would
allay   his   misgivings   about   people   exploring   space   as   a   "sacrifice   to
science." He remarks in the Par/.a "a/cA piece that, first of all, "[t]he man
must be willing to take the risk.  In the second place, he miist be a scientist
able  to  report validly on his  new  environment.  In  the  third  place,  he  must
be unarmed and the expense of his journey must be shared, at any rate, by
America, Russia and China.  It is above all important that he [the astronaut]
should  not  be  the  advance  guard  of a  military  expedition  by  one  of the
existing powers."

Russell's denial that worthwhile information can be derived  from the space

program's  discoveries  are  particularly  striking  in  view  of the  fact  that  he
opens  his  autobiography  citing  "the  search  for  knowledge"  as  one  of his
lifc's   three   governing  passions.   But  another  of  the   thrcc   passions   was
"unbcarablc  pity   for  the   suffering  of  mankind."   When   it  came   to   the

exploration  of space  in  Russcll's  d:iy,  hc  must  have  cnvisioncd  these  two

passions   on  a  collision   course.   He  opted  to   side   with   the   welfare  of
mankind even at the cost of placing obstacles  in the  way  of man's search
for  knowledge.   In  the  twilight  of  his   life,  as  his  campaign   for  nuclear
disarmament  mounted,  Russell  took  a  different  perspeclivc  on  his  life's

greatest  achievements.  Regarding  cvcn  his  contributions  to  mathematical
logic,  which are typically viewed as  his greatest accomplishments,  Russell
reflected,  "What  is the  truth  on  logic  does  not  matter two  pins  if there  is
no-one alive  to know  it"  (CowipaJ's. otial F/cc/  interview,  December  1964).
The  same  can  safely  be  said  to  have  been  Russell's  view  concerning  "the
truth  on  astronomy."  "Material  progress  has  increased  men's  power  of
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injuring  ()Ilo   ilil()tllcl.,   i`iitl   tlii`i'i`   Ii(`#   hi`cn   no  correlative  moral  progress"

(The  Pro`s|i{.t`I.s  ii|`  IIIIIII.NII'Iiil  (`i\illizilliiill`  I..  74).  Hence  I+ussell;s  iri\erest
and  .suCcc.`#  in  lii`Ill.liiii#  tlic   I'ilt!wLi*Ii  M(>vciiicnt.  Ray  Monk  (a  man  not

exactly  kn{)wii   I't)r  liiN  cliiii`iliilili`  iiiti`i.I)I.ct:iti{]iis  of the  aged  Russell)  hails

the  Pugwu#h  Mtivi.Iiiciit  in {}Iic  wliicli  i`iijt)y``  "an  impeccable  reputation as
a  sober  {`1`{1   ri`N|}i`cliil)lc   I)t.tly   tliiil   gt7vi`riimciits  could  trust,   listen  to  and

learn  from,  im{l,. ,iN  wi{li.ly  t:ri.{lilc{I  willi  lii`vilig  bccn  responsible  for  the

partial    Tc#l-lllm    'l'rcilly    til'    1`)(]4"    (/Jt.i./;.tiiif/   ^!ts.Tc//..    7lhc    a/zos/   a/
Wad"c`'',',1}' .3«,,.

In   conclu.vi()ll,   |icl.liiii"    wc   ci`ii    I)ciil.    in    li`ili(I    Ray   Monk's   point   that
"Looked  tit  liki`  lliiN,  ill  the  liiNt  ten  yi`t`r#  {ir liis  life,  though  Russell  wrote

no   more   oll   I)llilt)N{i|illy+ii{lcctl,   I)I.i`cisi`ly   in   not   writing   any  more   on

philosophy-l`i`    wlm   ricrrcctly    I``Illilling   the   duties   of   a   philosopher"
(Berlrand  Ru`Nsc.II ..  T`II.. (}IIti.NI  Ii.|` Mililil...N.a. I.. 38]).
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http://wll/w.phllolophyn®w.org/10tralner.IItm.

CIIon»ky i`( MCMaster
Mich{icl  I'ottcr

Noam   Chol"ky'.I   vi#it   to   MCMiistcr   University   at   the   behcst   of  the
Bcrtrfind   R`I.v8cll   Rc#ciircli  Cclilrc   w{`*   mti#(  :`i7riropriatc,  as  Nick  Grimn

noted  wllcl`  intr()(l`lcil`g  thl`  Cclcl)I.llti`tl  lillguist  .ilid  pliilosophcr.  Aflcr  all,

Chomsky is one of fl #clccl grollp who can stand shoulder-to shoulder with
Russell  a8  both  a  lhinkcr  flnd  u  political  !ictivjst.  Russellians  also  like  to
think  of Chom#ky  os  fln  heir  of sort.i  to  Rii`ssell's  throne.  Chomsky  was
inspired  by  RLI##cll`8 philos()plly  qlld  I)y  his |7olitical  activism,  and  in  many

ways  Russcll`8 `orcll  in  lhc8c  urcas  wil#  p!issc(I  along to  him.  Wcrc  Russell
alive lodqy,  hc 1111(I Chomsky  I11igl`t  I"vc .`omc quibbles over language and
knowlcdgc,  but  lhcy would  L)c iiliitc{l  in  tl`cir i7ractical causes.
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In  town  for  the  week  of Novcmbcr   I lth-15th,  2002,  Chomsky  offered
semi-private   seminars   for   acatlcmics~~-"Language   and   the   Rest   of  the
World,"  "Anarchism  Today,"  and  "9-11   and  the  Future  of  Progressive
Social  Change"-and  two  public  lectures-"Is  There  Intelligent  Life  on
Earth?   The Role of Intellectual  Culture and  Institutions" and the Bertrand
Russell Peace Lecture, "The Emerging Framework of World Order."

Like  Russell,  Chomsky  is  famous  and  infamous  in  disparate  circles  and
attracts  a  diverse  audience.  Tickets  for  his  public  talks  in  I-Iamilton  were
snapped up minutes after being made available. Hundreds of people hoping
for a chance  to see Chomsky  went  home disappointed;  they  were too  late
for tickets,  some  having  arrived  only one  hour early.  Consequently,  I  was
only able  to  attend  one  of the  public  lectures,  "The  Emerging  Framework
of World  Order,"  and  the  seminar  on  language  given  to  the  folks  in  the
departments of modem languages and linguistics, and philosophy.

The   latter   half  ol`  "Language   alid   tlic   Rest   of  the   World"   dealt   with
language   and   intentionality.   In   the   1920s,   Chomsky   said,   a   confident
Russell asserted that tlie laws of chemistry had been reduced to the laws of

physics.  Chemistry  had  become  a  mere  "calculating  device..'  As  it  turned
out,  the  laws  of chemistry  could  not  be  reduced to  the  laws  of physics-
because  the  laws  of physics  were  wrong.  Eventually,  the  new,  radically-
revised physics that emerged  out of the  first  half of the  twentieth century
was reunited with its old friend chemistry.

At  present,  we  find  an  analogous  controversy  in  the  philosophy  of mind
over the attempt to reduce the "psychological" approach to the explanation
of  intentional   systems   to   terms   of  the   "neurophysiological..   approach.
Although  they  lnust  be  related   in  soine  way,  he  conceded,  the  proper
explanation may come not through attempts to reduce one approach to the
other, but rather through efforts to rethink one or both approaches.

Cholnsky   also   made    brief   mention   of   Russell's   principles   of   non-
demonstrative  inference,  noting  that  Russell  believed  they  were  uniquely
human  and  made  knowledge  possible.  Although  Chomsky  believes  such

principles  are  most  likely  unique  to  human  beings,  hc  insisted  that  we
might  find  counterparts  in  other spcciesHven  insects~that  are  adequate

given the needs of each spccics.  Each species-specific structure is likely to
have no more of these principles than  it needs.  The task of the "minimalist

program" is to discover such principles.

Those   who   attend   Chomsky.s   talks   do   so   for   a   variety   of  reasons.
Noiictheless,  attcndees  may  be  split  into  two  general  groups-those  who
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genuinely  w,ii`t  ttt  hciir  wl`i`l  hc  h,is  t{t  .say  antl  those  who  hope  to  upstage
him.  At "L{inguqgi` {ili(I tlic  Rc*t tif tlii`  World," rcprcsentativcs of the  latter

group   wcrc   ltl{)I.i`   |}I`t)Ii`iliciit -,{m   cugi`r   I)loodtliirst   in  their  cycs   as   they
asked  qLlcsti{)I1.I  tlii`y'd  #pcl`t  l`tiiil.s  I)).cparing.  only  to  endure  Chomsky's

calm  dcncctitiii.   ^t  "r`lic  I.:ii`cl.gins  I.`].:uncw{7rk  of World  Order,"  on  the

other   l"nd,   lli{isc   gi`Ii`iiiii`ly   iiiti`I.csti`tl   ill   Chomsky's   ideas   scemcd   to
dominate, fl dcligl`tr`il  pt]titttiirri  o``tl`c .tkcptical  and the credulous.

Those   attcl`dil`g   tllc   ``.]`lic   Eitii`I.gii`g   I.`i.i`iticwork   of  World   Order"   wcrc

forced  to  ll1{`kc  tl`cir  wny  througli  i`  throng  of  salespeople,  activists,  and

protcstcrs   (xulc#pc()I)Ic   {)I   ii   {Iil`I`i`rc]it   sort).   The    latter   were   primarily
rcprcsciita`ivcs  ()`` l}'n(ii  [3rith  Cii"`{l:i,  h<in{ling  out  pamphlets  and  making
the   same   cliargc#   Cl`oimky   hud   rcs|)ondcd   to   earlier   in   a   fJai7!!.//oil
Spec/a/or nrticlc~~thut  hc  ``lrivi{`li?,cs" gciiocidc  in  Cambodia, supports the
work  or fl  llolociiii%t  dcnicr,  alid  ljc.i  tll]tiut  Israel.  Indeed,  Chomsky  has
respolldcd  to  thcsc  chl`rgc.q  scvcriil  times  in  the  past.  But  the  B'nai  Brith
stands  its  grouiitl,  ri`ru8ing  (pcl.lii`ps  ttn  itrincjplc)  to  undertake  the  hour or
so  of rcscurch  nccdl`d  to  discover  whi`t  Chomsky  has  actually  said  about
matters near nl`{l dcur to them.

Among the  mcrcl"ndisc  and  pl.tipiig!w`{la  offered  for purchase at Hamilton
Place,  soinc  gems  could  bc  f`iiind.  The  activists  attracted  to  Chomsky's
ideas tend t{) bc yoiii`g, |"s.qiollqtc  idi`alists-as were the activists attracted
to Russcll'.i cru`qu(lc#  in  tlic  I(J(iosi.  Mfli`y pcacc  activists took advantage of
this  opport`lnity  to  rc»ch  lllori`  pcoi)Ic  i`(  one  cvcnt  than  they'd  normally
reach  in  a  ycni..-~thcy  b`isily  rccruitcd  attcndces,  spread  the  word  about
forthcomii`g   pr{)tc.its,   an(I   dispcl`sc{l   information   about   the   danger   not

posed by lmq.

The  inforl"`tion  tlislril)lltcd  by  tllc  pc!icc  nctivists  was prepared just as  the
world   calllc   I(}   the   fli}|"llil`g   rc{llir,iitioli   that   Bush   was   serious   about

waging  war  on  Sq(ldim`.  ^iid  it  is  Clionisky's  prescient  discussion  of the
causes  and  con.scquc]1cc8  {)1` possiL)lc  war  with  Iraq  that  is  now  the  most
relevant  aspect  of Cl`omsky  Wcck.  Hc  spent  most  of his  talk  discussing
Iraq,   oil,   qlld   the   tr8{litioml   8(uiicc   of  ^mcrican   govcmmcnts   towai.d
human rights violntiom--all in lhc wittily informative spirit best embodied
by Russell.

Aflcr  tl`c  cvciits  or Scptcmbi`r  I ltl`,  2001,  the  belief that  "nothing  would
6vcr  bc  tl`c  8amc"  bccumc  ct)mitionplacc.  The  same  sort  of  belief  was
common I`t  the cnd of the Col(I  War.  13iit then, as  now, events continued  as
they   prot)llt)ly   w{)`ll{l   I)Pvc   in   {`ny   cvcnt.   What   changed,   in   both   cases,
Cllom`sky   nrguctl,   wcrc   lllc   prctcxts,   doctrines,   and   tactics   used   in   the
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incvitablc  pursuit  of power.  At  best,  hc  predicted,  9/11  accelerated  trends
:ilready in  motion. The only thing that can keep a nation as powerful as the
Ui`itcd  States  from bullying the rest of the world is the deterrent effect of
tithcr nations in possession of weapons of mass destruction.

^t prcscnt, war against Iraq is jiistificd by appeal to the threat of Saddam's
(likely  imaginary)  "weapons  of mass  destruction"  and  the  terrible  human
I.ights violations fo.r which  his  regime  is responsible. Chomsky spent a fair
i`Itiount of time addressing the  latter,  moral justification.

There   is   a   significant   correlation   between   American   arms   transfers,
Chomsky  maintained,  and  human  rights  violations.  If  you  wish  to  find
tltrocities,  just  follow  the  arms  transfers;  that  those  "in  the  know"  don't
i`otice  the  trail  of bodies,  destruction,  and  terror  is,  at  best,  self-deceit.
When Turkey was the lcadilig recipient of American arms, in the  l990s, it
iised them to terrorize  its Kurdish populationulriving millions  from their
homes,  torturing  and  killing  tens  of thousands.  An  estimated  80%  of the
arms  used  in these activities  were provided  by the  Clinton  administration,
an   administration  that   doled   out   more   arms   in   eight   years  than  were
ti.ansferred during the entire Cold War.

In  1997,  when the IVcw  yowl  rf.;tles  claimed that  American  foreign policy
was   entering   its   "noble"   phase,   Turkey   was   praised   for   its   "counter-
tcrrorism"-that  is,  terrorism  approved  by  the  United  States.  A  similar
ciiphemism was used by the Nazis; whoever "we" may be, Chomsky wryly
insisted, "our" atrocities are always cow"/cr-terror.

Colombia, Turkey's  successor as  leading American arms recipient,  hasn't
yet succeeded in crushing its own people, though it managed to achieve the
worst  record  of  human  rights  violations  during  the   l990s,   with   10-20

political murders per day.

The  horrific  events of 9/11  niadc  no  difference  when  it came to the  noble
tradition   of   supporting   brutal    regimes.    But   it   did   affect   the   Bush
administration's    attitude    toward    Iraq.    Chomsky   recognized    back    in
Novcmbcr,  along  with  many  others  then  and  since,  that  Iraq  poses  no
major  threat  to  anyone.  Yet,  to  hear  Bush  tell  the  tale,  in  the  post-9/I I
world, Iraq poses an "imminent" threat to the existence of all decent people
on  this  planet.   So  the  mc§§age  was  sent:  Iraq  is  primarily  interested  in
killing  Americans,  and  it  may  do  so  at  any  time.    Presumably  he  wasn.t
intcrcstcd  in  killing his  neighbors,  since  they didn't  consider him a  threat.
But those  living  in the Middle  Fast do  live  in  fear,  Chomsky noted, of the
United  States.
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Like  Russell,  Choltisky  ai)pears  (o  bc  a  conscqucntialist;  what  we  shoiild
do  is,  rouglily,  wliiit   i.i  iti{7st  likely  to  ]c:id  to  the  best  conscqilences.  No

8dllc  r)i`r.ton  wili`ts  tlic  United  States,  or  any  other  coiintry,  to  suffer  more
terrorist  a«acks.  Wc  must  recognize,  Chomsky  urged,  that  certain  actions
arc likely to reduce the risk of further terrorist attacks, and others are likely
to increase  it.  War with Iraq practically guarantees an increase in terrorism
against  the  United  States.  He  referred  to  reports  that the  CIA warned  the
Bush  administration  that  an  attack  on  Iraq   would  lead   Saddam  to  ally
hiinself  with  terrorist  organizations,  would  lead  to  a  new  generation  of
Iraqis  bent  on  revenge,  and  accelerate  already-existing  plans  for  further
terrorist attacks.  We must conclude, Chomsky suggested, that the "radical
nationalist  leadership"  is  pursuing  ways  to  increase  the  risk  of  fuilhcr
terrorist attack with "vigor and determination."

One  course  of  action  almost  guaranteed   to  decrease  the   risk  of  more
terrorist  attacks   is  shut  out  of  the  debate  entirely.   And  that  is  to  stop

participating in it.  In the words of the head of Israeli  sccrct police, "Those
who want victory against terror want an unending war, unless they address
the    underlying    gricvanccs."    But,    Chomsky    pointed    out,    the    Bush
administration shows  little  interest  in doing this-since  it  would,  after all,
entail  admitting  that  the  United  States  has  supported,  and  continues  to
support, terrorlsm.

Sounding much  like Russell,  Chomsky declared that the  "aim of practical

politics" is to use imaginary hobgoblins to  frighten members of the public
until they beg you to lead them to sanctity. It's an old strategy-Hitler used
it-that manages to "transfom mass discontent into fervent nationalism by
inventing  an  external   enemy."   "All  of  this,"   Chomsky   explained,   "is
second nature to the recycled Reaganites" in power. The formula is simple:
flnd  a  weak  enemy,  inflate  the  danger  it  poses  to  a  monstrous  degree  to
scare  people,  then  quickly  and  decisively  crush  it.  The  public  feels  happy
and  secure  and  you  still  have  their support.  Problems  begin  to  arise  if the
hobgoblin won't die on schcdulc.

No  one  is  lcf`  to  watch  the  watchmen,  as  it  were.  The  United  Nations,  a

prototype  of  the   wol.ld  govcmment  Russell   insisted   we  must  one   day
create,  is  hclplcss  in  the   face  of  Bush's  military  superiority  and  open
disregard  for the  riilcs of lhc  international  game.  The U.N.  functions  "just
as far as the great powers allow it to function." The only "great power" left
is the United  States, and  it has no intcrcst in an intemati.onal democracy of
nations. ``How many U.N.  resolutions would Iraq be violating if it had veto

power?" Chomsky asked.  None at all. Those who violate the most security
resolutions  arc  those  wl`o  veto  tlicm-and  the  United  States  gets  the  gold
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in   this   regard.   Great   Britain   takes   silver.   In   fact,   three   weeks   before
Choinsky's  talk,  only  two  countries  opposed  United  Nations  resolutions
I):inning  chemical   weapons   and  the   militarization   of  space:   the   United
States and Israel. There was "zero coverage" of this event in the American

I)rcss.

'l`hat  his  talk  was  sponsorcd  by  the  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre  is

ill)propriate, Chomsky said, bccausc  Russell  is an exemplary model of the
committed   and   responsible   democratic   citizen.    In    fact,   he   told   the
ii.iscmblcd masses, "there could hardly be a more inspiring model  for what
can and must be done."

^skcd   to   state   his   message   for   today's   youth   in   one   sentence,   he
I.cspondcd,   "Be   like   those   people   who,   throughout   history,   worked   to
create a world that was better than tlic one before." Russell would no doubt
litlvc agreed.

Michael Potter is a PhD student at MCMasler Universily.

Buddhiwadi Foundation: Aims and Activities
Dr. Kawaljeet Kaur

Several  months  ago.  the  BRS  became  acquainted  willi  lhe  Buddhiwadi
r`tj.uidation.  a  humanist  organization  in  India.  Since  then,  they  have been
.sending oui. society copies  Of their Englisll-language publications.  and we
liave   reciprocated  with  copies  Of  the  FIKSQ  and  oll.er   literature.   We
I.t'celitly  asked  them to  send  .is  a I;ew words  about  their  organization.  and
llieir response is included below.

I}u(ldhiwadi  Foundation   is  a  rcgistcrcd,  non-profit,  educational  trust  for

I)I.omoting   rationalism-humanism   and   for   eradicating   blind    faith   and
superstition. It was established in Jimc  1996 by Dr. Ramcndra Nath, who is
:ilso  the  founder of Bihar Biiddhiwadi  Samaj,  or Bihar Rationalist  Society

(Iittp://bihar.humanists.net/).  I  h:`vc  l.ccn  wttrkiiig  i`s  its  Managing
'l'i.iistcc   since   its   iiiccptioii.   Dr.   Kiran   N:ith   Dum   is   tl)c   (hird   foundcr-

ti.`istee of the organization.

()vcr  the  last  six  years,  Buddhiwadi  Foundation  has  published  books  and
l>tioklets   in   Hindi   and   Ei{glish   for   achieving   its   aims.   Till   now,   the
l'`()undation   has   published   five   titles   in   Hindi   and   two   in   English.   In
I':nglish  it  has  published  /s  G`od  DctJd.?  and  M.IV.  Ro)J.j`  IVcw  I/I//)io/ii.s/)I
t/iit/   A4cr/er/.cr/i.sin,    both    written    by   Dr.    Ramendra.    This   October   the
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Foundation   will   bc   publishing  /.P. '.7   ro/cT/  Rcvo/w/i.o«   a«d  #!ii7zdi7i.,g;il,
written by mc.  In addition, tlie Foiindation has taken over maintcnancc and
distribution  of titles  p`iblishcd  carlicr  I)y  Bihar  Buddhiwadi  Samaj.  A  total
number   of   sixteen   titles,    including   foiir   in    English,   are   at   present
di.stributcd  by the  Foun(lation.  The  list  includes Dr Ramendra's  Wily / 4iil
Not  a  lliniJIi  & WIIy  I  I)o  Nol  Willll  Rulilriijya I.md The  Elhical  Philosoiiliy
a/Bc/.//.a/I/ Rlt6'sc//.  The  Foundation  is  also  distributing  Hindi  translation
o[  Pro[.   Paul   Kurlz.s   A   Secular   Humanist   Declaration,   which   was
published carlicr by the Bihar Buddhiwadi Sainaj.

BwddhJ.wad/., an eight-page Hindi quarterly, js also now being published by
the  Buddhiwadi  Foundation.  Earlier.  it  was  being  published  by  the  Bihar
Buddhiwadi  Samaj.  The journal  is  still  being  sent  free to  the  members  of
the  Society.  The Foundation has been bringing out BwddAi.wadi. in English
as an occasional publication. From May 2002, we have also been bringing
out an clcctroiiic version of the newsletter as well.

Buddhiwadi Foundation has also been maintaining a website since  1998; it
can   be   found   at   llttp://w\^/`^/.buddhi`^/adi.org.   The   site   contains
information  about   the   aims,   activities  and  publications   of  Buddhiwadi
Foundation.  The  site  also  contains  information  about  Bihar  Buddhiwadi
Samaj.  It also includes brief biographies of the trustees of the Buddhiwadi
Foundation,  and  links  to  several  national  and  international  organizations
with similar or complementary aims.  One of the highlights of the website
is  the  online  publications  of Dr.  Ramendra  and  as  well  as  iny  own.  In
addition  to   "ly  /  A"I  IVo/  a  fJJ.ndw  and  /a  God  Dead.?,  "The  Ethical
Philosophy of Bertrand Russell," a paper based on Dr. Ramendra's book of
the   same   title,   is   also   available   online.   My   own   "How   I   became   a
Rationalist" also  could  be  of interest to  readers.  Through the  website,  the
Foundation   has   been   able   to   establish   an   international   presence,   and
develop contacts with several organizations including the  Secular Web and
the Bertrand Russell Society.

Buddhiwadi   Foundation   has   also   established   a   Buddhiwadi   Study   and
Research  Centre  in  cooperation  with  the  Buddhiwadi  Samaj.  Rationalist
and   Humanist   literature-books,   booklets   and   journals   in   Hindi   and
English,   published   by   various  rationalist,   humanist,   atheist  and   secular
organizations-arc  available  at  the  centre  for  study  and  reference.   An
important    research-project    for    preparing    a    book   titled    Ra/f.o«a/i.s;77,
Huliianism   alid    Atheislli   in   Twenlielh   Cenltiry    Indian   Thought   wa\s
undertaken  by  Dr  Ramcndra  in  collaboration  with  me.  This  has  been  a
major prcoccurmtion  or tlic  Buddhiwadi  Foundation  for the  last  few years.
The  first  draft  or the  book  has  now  been  completed.  The  book  contains
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I)I.ief   life-sketches   and   philosophies   of  eight   twentieth-century   Indian
thinkers-Periyar,   M.   N.   Roy,   Ambedkar,   Gora,   Kovoor,   A.B.   Shah,
Narsingh Narain and Ramswaroop Vema. It also contains an introductory
cl`apter   on   "Rationalism,   Humanism   and   Atheism."   The   concluding
cliapter    contains    critical    comments    on    the    thinkers    discussed.    The
I.`tiiindation hopes to raise funds and to publish this important work soon.

tiii`ce its inception, the Buddhiwadi Foundation has been closely associated
with the Bihar Buddhiwadi Samaj, which is a membership-organization for

Ill.omoting    rationalism,     humanism,     atheism    and     secularism.     Bihar
l}iiddhiwadi   Samaj.    is   also   an   associate-member   of   the   International
I [`imanist and Ethical Union (IHEU).

Iii  the past, publishing was a major activity of the  Society.  However,  with
lI`is activity now being taken over by the Foundation, the  Society has been
ctinccntrating    on    increasing    membership    and    on    networking.    To
S`ii]plement    the    networking    effort    of    the    Buddhiwadi    Samaj,    the
[}iiddhiwadi  Foundation  published  in  the  year  2000  a  Hindi  directory  of
ii`lioiialist-humanist     organizatioiis     ill     India.     The     directory     contains
ilirormation  on   fifty   Indian   organizations,   including  Hindi   and   English
literature   published   by   some   of  theln.   We   have   been   exchanging   our

.j{>iirnal  and  literature  and  cooperating  in  different  ways  with  several  of
tl`cse organizations.  We have also been publishing introductory articles on
tlicm  in  the  Buddhiwadi.  In  the  October  issue,  we  will  be  publishing  an
iiili.oductory article on the Bertrand Russell Society.

()n  September  15,  the  Bihar  Biiddhiwadi  Samaj  hosted  a  meeting  of the
Ni`tional  Executive  of  the  Fcdcration  of  Indian  Rationalist  Associations

(I.`lRA).   Several   rationalist   and   humanist   organizations   from   different
liidian  states  are  associated  with  the  FIRA.  The  meeting  was  attended  by
1}.   I'remanand,   editor   of  /;idrd;I   Scap/i.c,   who   is   the   convener   of  the
tirganization,    and    reprcscntativcs    of    rationalist    organizations    from
'I'iunilnadu,  Kerala,  Karnataka,  Giij.arat,  W.  Bengal,  Haryana,  Jharkhand

iuitl  Bihar.  We took the  opportunity  to  di.stribute complimentary copies of
\l\c Bertrand Russell Society Qual.lerly \o those ir\torcs`cd. M[. Premanand
illso  pcrfonned  three  "Miracle  Exposure  Programs"  in  and  around  Patna,
ii`cluding one in Buddhiwadi  Seminar Hall.

']`lius,  Buddhiwadi  Foundation  and  Bihar  Buddhiwadi   Samaj   have  been

Liiidcrtaking  several  kinds  of activities,  including  publication,  organizing
mcctiiigs,   seminars,   confcrciiccs,   writing   ]cttcrs   in   ncwspapcrs,   issuing

|it.css  statcmcnts,  cii.c`ilatiiig  artii`lcs  all(I  )ictworking,  ctc.,   for  promoting
I.(itit)Iial  humanisiii.
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The Case of Dr. Yunis Shaikh
Phil Ebersole

The FIKSQ  has  already  pul)Iished  bl.ief Illentions  Of the  dire  pl.e4i_cam.e!1_I

facii.g   DI..   Yiilii.s   Sliuikh   (See   "News  fl.oiii   lhe   Hun}qpisl__World,"#l.13.
Feb"ary 2002.. #114. May 2002..  alld #115, August 2002). H?wever, given
lhe  seri-ouslless  Of lhe  issue  we  thought  lhal  q  inore  in-depth  lr_eatmen.i  Of
lhe issue wlas warranted. Bel.lrand Russell was. afiter all, denied a leaching
appointment  al  City College  Of New  York due  to  a  laysu_il from.a_ moth?r
;;ncemed   lhal   Iiel.  da.ighler  wotild   be   "corrupled''   by   studying  wilh
Russellndespile   tl.e  facl   lhal   her   daughter   could   not   possibly   liave.
allended oi16 Of R.lssell's classes.  (Courses al  the college were segreg?ted
by   sex   at   the   lime.)   The   parallels   with   Dr.   S_haik_fi's   c2.Se_  fire   Cleal.,
dllhougli Shaikh ftices a niucl. niore terrible fate than Russell did.

Bertrand   Russell   was   known   for   writing   letters  on  behalf  of  political

prisoners  and  victims  of persecution.  If he  were  alive  today,  he  would
surely   take   an   interest   in   the   case   of  Dr.   Yunis   Shaikh,   a   Pakistani
humanist   medical   lecturer   being   held   in   solitary   confinement   under
sentence of death on charges of blasphemy.

Dr.  Shaikh's alleged crime was to have stated, in answer to a question, that
neither  Mohammed  nor  his  parents  could   logically  have  been  Muslims

prior to Mohammed receiving his revelation from God. For this offense he
was arrested on Oct. 4, 2000, and placed in solitary confinement, then tried
and sentenced to death on Aug.18, 2001.  His appeal to the  High Court of
Pakistan  was  heard  late  last  year,  but,  as  of this  writing,  no  decision  has
been issued.  The  fact that the decision so  long in coming may indicate the
court has some doubt about the merit of the case against Dr. Shaikh. This is
a good sign, but nevertheless Dr.  Shaikh is  still  in solitary confinement.  If
the verdict and sentence are upheld, he has one more right of appeal, to the
Supreme Court of Pakistan, before the sentence can be carried oiit.

Thcrc   is   some   question   as   to   whether   Dr.   Shaikh   actually   made   the
statements  he  is  accused  of making.  It  has  been  proven  that  none  of the
accusers  or  witnesses  were  present  in  his  class  at  the  time  they  said  he
made  the  alleged  statement.  And  I  doubt  if any  intelligent  Muslim  would
consider   Dr.   Sl`aikli's   statement,   even   if  theologically   incorrect,   to   bc
disrcspcctful of Islam or its Prophet. But the larger issue is that at the dawn
of the  2lst  century,  a  respected  humanitarian  and  lecturer  is  to  be  put  to
death  for  the  peaceful   expression  of  his  religious  beliefs.   Nor  is  this,
unfortunately, a unique or isolated case.
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What  would  Bertrand  Russell  do?  As  the  record  in  Ray  Perkins'   yowrs
/''tj/.//I/w//y,  Bcr/ra#d Rwss`c// (Open  Court,  2001 ),  clearly shows,  he  would
li`akc  his  objections  known.  Courteously  worded  letters  of protest  should
lic  sent  to  (I)  Ambassador  Shamstad  Ahmad,  Pakistan  Mission  to  the
`Jnitcd Nations,  6  East 65th  Street,  New York, NY  10021  USA  or (2)  Dr.
Mi`Iccha   Lodhi,   Embassy   of  the   Islamic   Republic   of  Pakistan,   2315
Miissachusetts Avenue NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20008  USA.  Protest  letters
i`:`n  also  be  sent  tb  other  embassies  of Pakistan.  Letters  of concern  also
ii`ay  be  sent  to  (3)  Dr.  Abdul  Fatleh  Amor,  the  United  Nations  Special
l{{ipporteur  on  Freedom  of Religion  or  Belief,  8-14  Avenue  de  la  Paix,
1211   Geneva   10,   Switzerland,  or  (4)   Mr.   David  Abramson,  Officer  in
( `liiirge  of Pakistan,  Ofricc  or lntcimational  Religious  Frccdom,  DRL/RF,
l`ttoln 4829, U.S. Department of State, Washington, D.C. 20520.

'[`l`c  campaign  on  behalf of Dr.  Shaikh  is  being  led  by  the  lnternational

I liimanism and Ethical Union (IHEU), which is based  in  London.  Updates
tin      his      case      may      bc      found      on      the      IHEU      web      site      at
littp://www.iheu.org/Shaikh/.  It is helpful to e-mail copies of letters
.`cnt on behalf of Dr. Shaikh to the IHEU at campaign@iheu.org.

Ile,view..

Richard Mann. ``The Poker"
Warren Allen Smith

l{ichard   Mann's   one-act  play   "The   Poker"   was   presented   to   an   SR0
i``idience  at  Saint  Ann's  School  in  Brooklyn  Heights,  New  York,  on  10
March 2003.  The  play  is  loosely  based  on  the book  Wj.//ge/is/c/.n 's PoAcr,
liy David Edmonds and John Eidinow (Ecco, 2001).

I'`catured were Bertrand  Russell  (played adroitly with pipe by mathematics
tcachcr   and   playwright   Richard   Mann);   Ludwig   Wittgenstein   (played
i`musingly    by    fellow    mathematics    teacher    Paul    Lockhart);    Robert
Ill.aithwaitc  (played  convincingly  by  history  teacher  William  Evcrdell);
i`I`d  Karl  Popper  (played  tcmpcstuously  by  another  mathematics  teacher,
I)i`n Finkel). Mr. Everdell is a mcmbcr of the Ber(rand Russell Society.

'I`hc  plot,  as developed  by  Mann,  not only was  well-rescarched  but  also  is

i`rccisely what can entertain as well  as educate teenagcrs  and  adults.   That
u    I)rivatc    school's    faculty    and    scvcral    of   its    well-dircctcd    students

I)i`rl.ormcd the work so ciigdgingly  is rcfrcshingly rcmarkablc.
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At   issue   ill   the   play   is   the   1946   encounter  between   Wittgenstein   and
Popper.   Did   something   involving   a   fireplace   poker   occur?   The   play

provides several  answers.  Sufficc  it to say that each poked at the  other in
one  way or another.  Some of the stabs  were  intellectual, almost everyone

getting jabbed; some of Bcrtrand's ideas wcrc pierced by Ludwig; and one
student willingly thrust himself at Ludwig (a scene not even implied in past
high School presentations).

Memorable   lines:     "Popper  was  trying  to  ask  me  about  my  chicken"
(Russell);   "One   should   not   threaten   visiting  professors   with   a   poker"
(Popper); "Meaning is not fixed in any Platonic sense" (Wittgenstein).

S,?i::rfanrtn::;£r:u::-Y2ihr-g°r'addcp,r'::ttheasrco]:°n°d]'o:g:ij:ugsac:as§::d:rn°t:TP;e;
of  its  alumni  have  won  Academy  Awards  for  "A  Beautiful  Mind"-
screenplay writer Akiva Goldsman and actress Jennifer Connolly.

In  an  ideal  world,  the  cast  and  crew  would  find  it  profitable  to  perform
"The Poker" in schools around the country and abroad!

Warren  Allen  Sli.ill.  is  a  longtilne  BRS  mell.ber  and founding  member  Of
the   Sociely's    New   Yoi.k   City   Chaplei.,    the    GNYCCBRS.   _For_ "oi.e
inf;ormation on this play. conlact Williain Everdell at everdell@aol.com.

Regular Featiires:

Russell-Related Odds and Ends

•      Roger   Kimball,   author  of  the   left-bashing   rewwrcd  Radi.ca/I,   has
discussed   Russell   in   print   several   times.   (See,   e.g.,   Peter   Stone's
"Russell  and  Hegel"  in  BRsg  #110,  May  2001.)  The  lengthiest  of

these  discussions  is  probably  "Love,  Logic  &  Unbearable  Pity:  The
Private  Bcrtrand  Russell,"  which  appeared  in  September  1992  Ivew
Cri./er/.ow.  While  the  article  begins  with  the  line,  "It  must  have  been
extraordinary,  being  Bertrand  Russell,"  Kimball  is  quite  critical  of
Bertic.  Interestingly,  Kimball  takes  the  position  (rare  among  students
of Russell) that Russell had no mystical side-indeed, that many of his
failings stcmmcd from his totally anti-Inystical nature. The review is at
http://www.newcrlterlon.com/archive/ 11 /sept92/brussell.
htm.

Source:  I'eler Slone
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•      [n his bock  How  Are  We  lo  Live?  Ell.ics  in  an  Age  Of Segflnterest

(Promcthcus  Books,  1995).  Pctcr Singer discusses the problem (raised
by   fellow   I)hilosophcr   Richard   Taylor)   of  the   mortality   of  human
creations. Citing Shellcy's Oz};;7Id;id/.as, he asks how people could find
meaning  for their  lives  in  acts  of creation when  the  products  of those
acts invariably decay and crumble in time. He further notes that

Bertrand Russell was fond of making a similar point, emphasizing
oiir cosmic  insignificancc by pointing out that our entire world  is
only one planet circling around one  star  in  a galaxy  that contains
about  300,000   million  stars,   and  is  itself  only  one  of  several
million  galaxies.  The  sun  will  eventually  grow  cold,  and  life  on
earth  will  come  to  an  cnd,  but  the  universe  will  continue,  utterly
indifl`erent to our fate (pp. 216-217).

Quoting Bertie in response,  Singer then writes,  "while  `the realization
of the minuteness of man and all his concems' may at first strike us as
oppressive,  and even paralyzing,  `this effect js not rational and should
not bc lasting. Thcrc is no rcason to worship mcrc size" (p. 217).

Singer here quotes Russell's "The Expanding Mental Universe," from
Tile  Basic   Writings  Of  Berll.anil   Russell,  ed.  by  F`obert  Egner  a,nd
Lester Denonn (Allen & Unwin,1961). (Singer incorrectly spells BRS
Honorary  Member  Dcnonn's  name  as  "Dononn.")  Hc  also  mentions
"What I Belicvc," from same volume. Curiously, he does not mention
"A Free Man's Worship," despite its relevance to the theme.

Soul.ce:  Peter Stone

•       In   1996,  the  Ivq//.o#  piiblishcd  a  rcvicw  by  AIlhur  C.  Danto  entitled
"Picasso  and  the  Portrait."  This  review  discussed  an  exhibition  of

Picasso portraits  at the Museum of Modern Art that year.  The review
opens  with  an  insightful  comparison  of  Russell  and  Picasso.  Danto
was  provoked  into  finding  parallels  between  the  two  men  through
"reading  Ray  Monk's  forthcoming  biography  of Bertrand  Russell."

One  assumes  that  Danto  had  a  draft  copy  of  the  book;  otherwise,
reading a forthcoming book is a  little like being married to a bachelor.

(It also had to be Volume  I, as Volume 2  would have been little more
than  a  gleam  in  Ray,Monk's  eye  at  that  point.)  The  review  is  at
http://www.tamu.edu/moc[/picasso/news/nation.html.

Soiil.ce:  Pelei. Stone
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•      On January 20,  2003, S/ai/a magazine ran a crossword puzzle by Matt
Gaffney cntitlcd  "The Pcnn  ls Mightier than the Sword." (An ongoing
theme  throughout  many  of the  clues  was  Sean  Penn's  recent  trip  to
Baghdad, as well as his views on President Bush's war plans regarding
Iraq.) The clue  for entry 34 down read, "Bertrand Russell became one
in   1931."   The   answer,   of  course,   is   "EARL."   The   puzzle   is   at
http://Slate.msn.com/id/2077060/.

Source:  Peter Slolie

•      On March 27, 2003, the Dai./y pri.#ce/om.a# armounced that

Professor  John  Bahcall,  a   faculty  member  of  the  Institute   for
Advanced   Study   and   a   lecturer   at   the   University,   has   been
awarded  the  Dan  David  Prize  for  the  Future  of Cosmology  and
Astronomy     for     his     long-term     groundbreaking     work     in
astrophysics.  The  prize,  which  includes  a  Sl   million  award,   is
"granted  to  individuals  or  institutions  with  proven,  exceptional,

and  distinct  excellence  in  the  sciences,  arts,  and  humanities  that
have made an outstanding contribution to humanity," according to
the Dan David Prize website.

Most  impressive  of all  is  the  fact  that  Dr  Bahcall  indicated  in  the
article that "he was flrst inspired to study astrophysics by a quote from

philosopher  and  logician  Bertrand  Russell."  The  article,  written  by
Erie T.  Yanagi,  can  be  found  at http://www.dailyprincetonian.
com/arcllives/2003/03/27/news/7703.slitml.

Source.. Peter Friedman

•      The Iva/I.oHa/ Par/,  a prominent canadian newspaper, recently ran an
obituary for Donald Coxeter, a British-born mathematician best known
for  his  work  on  multidimensional  geometric  shapes.   Coxeter,   who
spent 60 years of his professional career at the University of Toronto,
was   taken   by   his   father   to   meet   Bertrand   Russell.   Russell   was
sufficiently  impressed  by  the  young  man's  abilities  as  to  put  him  in
contact     with    the     mathematician     E.H.     Neville,     who     in     turn
recommended private tutoring. The obituary ran on April 5, 2003  and
can be found at http://www.nationalpost.com/national/story.
html?Idi=4C3576E1-43E1-4297-8BD7-823BCF8842FE.

Intcrcstingly, according to another obituary of Coxeter-appearing in
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the   April   7,   2003   Ivew   yo;*   ri.;ilesloxeter  has   another,   more
indirect Russell  connection.  "^s  z`  .`til{lc(it  al  (.,`ainbii(1gi`,"  the  t)bitiiai.y

note```     (;oxctci.    "w€`s     one     (t{`    (i\'L`     st`idc`nts     si`Ic`clc``1     b}J     L`idwig

Wittgciis(cin   t`.  {ittcn(1   his  I)hilijs`iiih}.'  {tl.  mathci"itjc.i   cl:`ssc``."  (l.hc.

/?/tL`'(?  w()uld  lo\..c  to  hc`ai.  \\'ho  lhi`  otlici.  fo`ir  wcr(`.)  The  ^'<'w   )'t)/*
'/.i'i/?(?,`.  {)hitu€ii.y  cl()cS  ]`()t  n`cr`1it)n  F{iissi`ll,  h{)\\'i`v(`r.

Source: Peter Friedman

•      On April 7, I/SL4  rode)/ ran a brief article on the search for evidence of
the  weapons  of mass  destruction  in  Iraq  that  allegedly justified  the
attack on that country (evidence that still somehow remains "elusive").
The article included a sidebar on the origins of term "weapons of mass
destruction." (Its first known use appeared in the London  ri.»Ies.) The
sidebar goes on to I)oint out that

The  term  became  an  arms-control  catchphrase,  used  by Bertrand
Russell and Albert Einstein in  1955:  "In the tragic situation which
confronts  humanity,  wc  feel  that  scientists  should  assemble  in
conference to appraise the perils that have arisen as a result of the
dcvclopment of weapons of mass destruction."

This  quote  comes  from  the  first  paragraph  of  the  Russell-Einstein
manifesto. The conference mentioned there would, of course, turn into
the Nobel Prize-winning organization Pugwash.

The article is at http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/iraq/
2003-04-07-unmask-usat  x.htm.

Soul.ce:  Peter Friedlnan

•      The  online Dictionary of unitarian & Universalist Biography  features
an  entry  on  the  Russell  fainily.  The  article,  by  Wesley  Hromatko,
fociises  on  Bertie,  his  grandmother,  and  his  uncle  Francis  ("Rollo").
While noting that Bcrtrand Riisscl] was an agnostic throughollt most of
his  life,  it does point out that  hc did sign the membership register at a
Unitarian  church  as  a  boy,  and  continued  to  attend  until  he  was   18

(though  privately  he  had  abandoned  religion  at   15).  The  entry  is  at
littp://www.qua.org/uulis/duub/articles/russellfamlly.html.

Soul.ce:  Peter Fi.iedillan
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•      The  more  paranoid  among  the  ranks  of the  BRS  will  be  pleased  to
lcam that Lyndon LaRouchc's ckissic diatribe, "How Bertrand Russell
Became  an  Evil  Man,"  is  now  available  at  http://www.schillerin
stltute.org/fld_91 -96/943a_russell_lhl.html. The essay origin-
ally  appcarcd  in  the  Fall   1994  issue  of  Fidc/i.a,  a  house  organ  of
LaRouchc's political "empire." You can also find Russell-bashing in a
brief  biography  of  LaRouche  available  at  the  website  of  his  2004

presidential  campaign,  http://larouchein2004.net/.  If critics  of
LaRouchc arc  more your style, you can find a  list of LaRouchc quotes
at  the  Public  Eye,  website  of  Political  Research  Associates,  which
monitors  organizations  on  the  extreme  Right.   LaRouche   is  quoted
there   at   llttp://www.pul}Iiceye.org/Iarouche/nclc4.html   as
blaming the  legacy of Russell  and  H.G.  Wells (as well  as the Club  of
Rome,  and  the  World  Wildlife  Fiind)  for  "pushing  the  world  toward
war" in (he  l980s.

Source:  Peler Friedliian

News from the Humanist World

•       Humanists and human rights advocates have been asked to support the
case  of Srccni  Pattathanam.  Mr.  Pattathanam  is  General  Secretary  of
the   Bharateeya   Rationalist  Association,   the   Kcrala   affiliate   of  the
Rationalist Association of India.  (The Rationalist Association of India
is  a  meinbcr  of  the  lnternational  liumanist  and  Ethical  Union,   or
lHEU, to  which the BRS also belongs.)  He  also edits the Malayalam-
language  rationalist  monthly   y!iA//IJ.ra/.);am.  In  2002,  he  published  a
book     in     Malayalam     cntitlcd     A/a//ici     Ai"rw/Aawd¢niayJ.-Di.v}Jct
K4d/14ha/w;il     ya//iat./A/.awm    ("Matha    Amrithanandamayi:    Sacred
Stories  and  Realities").  The  book  is  an  effort  by Mr.  Pattathanam  to
debunk the claims of Mata  Amritanandamayi  (nee  Sudhamani,1953),
a   prominent   Kcrala-based   faith   licalcr   who   claims   to   heal   pcoplc
through her hugs.  (She  is known as the  "hugging mother.") The book
also proposes that the police investigate several  suspicious deaths that
have occurred around the faith healer's ashram.

Unfortunately,  this  "healer"  enjoys  the  favor  of the  BJP,  the  Hindu
fundamentalist  party  currently  governing  India,  as  well  as  powerful
ofricials in Kerala.  Instead of heeding calls to investigate the "hugging
mother."  the  govcrnmcnt  moved   to  prosecute  Mr.   Pattathanam   I`or
making   "objcctit)nablc   rcfcrcnccs"   to   a   spiritual    leader,   and    for
"hurting the religious sentiments of her devotees."
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A    public    outcry    against    the    proposed    prosecution    caused    the

govemmcnt to back off, but the danger of prosecution is still very real.
The  IHEU  is  asking  concerned  citizens  everywhere  to  write  to  the
following  officials  and  demand  that  they  keep  their  hands  off  Mr.
I'attathanam and rcspcct frcc spccch and skeptical inquiry:

-A.K.  Anthony,  Chief Minister  of Kerala  (Fax:  91-0471-2333489;  e-

mail: cmkerala@vsn[.net and chiefminister@kerala.gov.]n)
-The governor of Kerala (Fax: 91 -471-2720266)
-The  director  general  of the  Kerala  police  (Fax:  91471-2726560;  e-

mail: dgp@scrb.com)
-The    principal     home    secretary    (Fax:     91-471-2327582;    e-mail:

priseey@home.kera[a.gov.in)

Please send copies of any e-mails sent to humanism@iheu.org. For
more information, visit http://w\A/w.iheu.org.

•      The   Ccntcr   for   Inquiry-Florida   (CFI   Florida),   held   its   inaugural
conference  on  February  7-9  2003,  at  the  Radisson  Hotel  in  Pinellas
Park,  Florida.  Paul  Kurtz,  chairman  of the parent CFI  Amherst (NY)
and  an  Honorary  Member  of the  BRS,  spoke  at  the  event.  The  CFI
Florida,  wl)ich joins  sister  centers  in  Amherst,  Los  Angeles,  and  the
New  York  City  metropolitan  area,  is  chaired  by  Jan  Loeb  Eisler,  a
longtime BRS member and past Vice President.

The   CFI   Florida   replaces   the   St.   Petersburg-Largo   Area   Secular
IIilmanists  (SPLASH).  Those  interested  in  supporting the  new Center
may  become  a  friend  of  the  Center  for  $45/year  (or  $55/year  for
families),  a  supporting  friend  for  Sloo/year,  or a rcgcnt  of the Center
for $500/year. For more inforination, contact Toni Van Pelt, Exccutivc
Director  of the  CFI  Florida,  at  P0  Box  8099  Madeira  Beach,  FL
33738-8099,  (727)  209-290,  vanpelt@tampabay.rr.com.  Or  visit
the CFI Florida's wcbsitc at http://www.CFIF[orida.erg.

•       The  Center  for  Inquiry  Institute  will  once  again  hold  a  full  2-week

summer  session  of educational  programs  available  for  undergraduate
credit through the  State University of New York. The summer session
will be held at the Ccn,ter,  in Amherst, New York, on July 6-20, 2003.
The  summer session  will  feature  courses  on  the  Psychology of Belief
and  Reason  and  Etliics.  Assistantships  are  available.  The  registration
deadline        is       May       30.        For        further        information,        visit
www.centerforinquiry.net/summer2003.htm.
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Updates on Awards and Honorary Meml)ers

•      A  new  74-minute  documentary,  entitled  Power  a"d  rcrror..  IVoc"
C/lo/)Isky  /.w  01//.  7T.//ICJ,  presents  Chomsky's  critical  response  to  U.S.
foreign policy in the wake of the Scptcmbcr  11  attacks.  A selection of
reviews of this docu]Ticntary can be found at llttp://www.metacrit
ic.com/film/titles/powerandterror/.  Reviews  also  appeared  in
Spirituality  &   Health  (November),  tho'  Austin  American-Statesman

(hri\iz\ry  10), the London  Free  PI.ass (January 20), the Boston  Hei.altl
(January 31), the Chicago Sun-Times (February 7), the Melbourne Age
(February 27), and the S}Jd#c}J Mor#i.#g fJera/d (March 6).  (The BRS
would  welcome a review of this  film.)  Reviews also appeared  in  such
Left    periodicals    as    the    online    Di.ssj.dew/     yoi.ce    (December    2,
http://ww\A/.dissidentvoice.org/Articles/Mickeyz_Chomsky
.Iltm),  and Sac/.a/z's/  Jyowhcr (December  13,  http://www.socialist
worker.org/2002-2/433/43313  Cltomsky.shtml). An arti-
cle on the  making of the film appeaTed i-n a Japanese paper, the Dai./y
yo/)I/.«r/.,  on  September  26,  2002  under  the  title  "Filming  the  tRcbcl
without  a  Pause."  The  article  is  by  Asami  Nagai.  (This  paper  also
reviewed the  film on the same day.  The film was made  in Japan, and
features  what  the  Ivew   york  Dai./y  IVcus  describes  as  "really  bad
Japanese pop music.")

The  film,  released  on  November  22,  2002,  may  be  at  a  theater  near

you;  to  find  the  nearest  cinema  playing  it,  visit  its  distributor,  First
Run Fea(ures, at http://www.firstrunfeatures.com/.

•      A long article on chomsky appeared in the Ivew  yorferon March 3l,
2003. The article, by  Larissa  MacFarquhar,  was entitled  "The Devil's
Accountant."  (The  title  comes   from  a  phrase  used  by  philosopher
Avishai Margalit to describe Chomsky, and refers to his single-minded
focus  on  the  consequences-in  terms  of people  killed,  etc.uhf U.S.
foreign  policy.)  The  article  reviews  Chomsky's  politics,  but  devotes
much of its attention to Chomsky's work in linguistics and private life,
the latter being a topic Chomsky normally demands be kept off-limits.
(It describes, for example, the occupations of Chomsky's children.)

A  detailed  article  on  Dr.  Henry  Morgcntaler,  Canadian  champion  of
abortion  rights  and  winner  of the  1999  BRS  Award,  appeared  in  the
Toronto   G/obc  a#d  Ma/./  on   January   18,   2003.   The   article's   title
captures  the  general  approach  taken-"Why Docsn't This  Man  Have
the Order of canada?"
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•      The spring 2003 issue oflvew fJwwic".s/ included two features relating
to  BRS  Honorary  Members.  Noam  Chomsky  had  an  article  entitled
"The  People  in  Gravest  Danger" that dealt with the  perilous  situation

of Iraqi Kurds. And David Hall had a review of Wwha/ /Ac KOJ.o" Rea//y
.?a}J.``, cditcd by Ibm Warraq (Proincthciis, 2002).

•      Speaking  of  Warraq,  the  April  2003  issue  of the  A//a#/J.c  "o#/Aly
features  an  essay  by  Christopher  Hitchens  on  recent  books  dealing
with Islam-including Warraq's  Wly /,4m IVo/ a Mws/f."I (Prometheus,
1995). Hitchens describes this book as his "favorite book on Islam."

Russell on the Web

•     ^t    http://www.britannica.com/nol}el/    can    be    found    the
Britannica  Guide  to  the  Nobel  Prizes,  which  ncedlcss  to  say  features
Russell.   It  even  has  a  small   video  feature  whereby  one  can  view
Russell  briefly discussing the value of clear thinking.  Other video and
audio   features   involve   other  Nobel   laureates   with   ties   to   Russell,
iiicluding Einstein, Pauling, Eliot, and Shaw.

Source:  Ken Blackwell

•      Top   Telemedia,   Ltd.,   an   Indian   "Infotainment"   colnpany,   has   a
wcbsitc   fcaturing   biograr)hics   of  many   famous   persons,   including

I)hilosophers   like   Bcrti.aiid  Russell.   The  Russell   biography  features
some high-quality pictures of the good lord as well as quotable quotes
:ind downloadablc Russell scrccnsavcrs and wallpaper. Top Tclcmcdia
is at http://www.toptelemedia.com.

Soul.ce:  Russell-I

•       Those wanting to know more about tlic women in Russell.s life should
check out the  lnternational  Institute  for  Social  History  in  Amsterdam.
Its archives arc currently  home to the papers of Dora Russell,  Bertie's
``ccond    wifc.    The    lnstitiitc    h:ls    an    index    of   thcsc    papers    at
http://www.iisg,nl/archives/gias/r/10767897.Iitml.

Source:  Ken Blackwell   I

•       Those  wishing to  know even  /)Io/.c about  the  women  in  Russell's  life

``hould  visit  http://www.oilonlinen.com/essay_herworld.htm,
which  features  an  essay entitled  "Anne  Harvcy  and  llcr  World." The
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essay,  by  I-Icnry  Lcssore.  details  the  life  of the  daughter  of Dorothy
Dudlcy,  sister of Hclcn  Dudlcy.  Russell  had  a  brief affair with  Hclcn
that  cndcd  quite  badly,  and  the  Dudley  fainily  enj.oyed  a  number  of
close  ties  to  Russell,  his  first  wife  Alys,  his  second  wife  Dora,  and
Ottolinc  Morrell.  Many of these tics are discussed  in the essay,  which
was apparently written as promotiolial  material  for a show at the New
York  School  of Drawing Painting and  Sculpture.  (The  show,  entitled
"Family Tics,"  featured drawings and pa,intings by Anne,  her brother

Jason,  and Jason's son  Steven.  In another interesting tie-in,  Jason and

probably  Anne  attended  Beacon  Hill  school  at  the  time  when  both
Bcrtic and Dora were running the place.)

Source:  Keli BIackwell

•       There  is  a  wcblog  (an  internet  "diary"  containing the  musings  of its
creator as well as various links) entitled "Half the Sins of Mankind" at
http://www.bertrandrussell.I)logspot.com/.  Unfortunately,  the
creator of the wcblog (or "blogger`.) declined to place his or her name
on the site anywhere. The name of the magazine apparently refers to a
line  from  71/Ic  Coilgwes/ a/Happi."css-"Boredom is  a vital  problem
for the  moralist,  since  at least half the sins  of mankind are caused by
the fear of it."

Source: Thoin Weidlich

•      The  wcbsitc  BrainyQuote  lists  many  Russell  quotes  (though  without

documenting  the  sources  for  these  quotes)  at  http://www.brainy
quote.com/quotes/authors/b/a125713.html.

Source:  Keli  Blackwell

Who's New in Hell

The  last  issue of the J}Rsg (February 2003)  offered a  list of libraries that

presen`\y  own  a  copy  o[ Warren  A\\en  Smith's  Ce!?.brili.es  ip  Hell  (CH,
Barricade,   2002).   This   issue   includes   a   list   of  libraries   that   possess
Warren's  magnum  opus,  J7'Ho 's  777io  7.w  fJe// (WwfJ,  Barricade,  2000).  As
with Ce/cb/././/.cs, the BRsg urges BRS-ers to see if their own local libraries
are on this list and, if they are not, request that they obtain the book.

The  following  156  libraries  in  the United  States and  Canada are  known to
tiave Who's  Who in Hell..
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I lil.mingham Public Library (Birminghaln, AL)
( `jly of Mesa Library (Mesa, AZ)
Ntti-them Arizona University (Flagstaff, AZ)
I 'Ii`)cnix Public Library (Phoenix, AZ)
l``ic``on-Pima Public Library (Tucson, AZ)
I lHivcrsity of Arizona (Tucson, AZ)
I li.rkcley Public Library (Berkeley, CA)
lli.vcrly Hills Public Library (Beverly Hills, CA)
( `:11 i l`omia State University, Northridge (Northridge, CA)
I,tt# Angeles Public Library (Los Angeles, CA)
Niii)u Gty-County Library Ovapa, CA)
( )I:inge County Public Library (Orange County, CA)
t{ilcrdlnento Public Library (Sacramento. CA)
ti{m Jose Public Library (San Jose, CA)
I )niversity of san Francisco (San Francisco, CA)
l'lii. Webb Schools (Claremont, CA)
Y{ilo County Library (Yolo County, CA)
I )cliver Public Library (Denver, CO)
Ji``.``crson County Public Library (Lakewood, CO)
l'iki's Peak Library District (Colorado Springs, CO)
I liiivcrsity of Northern Colorado (Greeley, CO)
I )iiiicn Library (Darien, CT)
New Canaan Library Ovew Canaan, CT)
I ,il}I.ary of congress (Washington, DC)
( `lii`rlotte-Glades Library System (Charlotte County, FL)
I ':tlison Community College (Lee County, FL)
l'`lorida lnternational University, Biscayne Bay Campus Ovorth Miami, FL)
Jiicksonville Public Library (Jacksonville, FL)
l'iilm Beach County Library System (West Palm Beach, FL)
`nlita Fe Community College (Gainesville, FL)
`i.II`inole County Public Library (Seminole County, FL)
` /Iiivcrsity of West Florida (Pensacola, FL)
V{tliisia County Public Library (Volusia County, FL)
I Ji`iversity of Guam (Mangilao, GU)
^rlington Heights Memorial Library (Arlington Heights, IL)
I )i`I'aul University (Chicago, IL)
(){ik Park Public Library (Oak Park, IL)
l'I.!iiric Trails Public Library (Burbank, lL)
Sk{tkie Public Library (Skokie, IL)
I Jiiivcrsity of Illinois (Urbaria & Champaign, IL)
I.:v{insville Vanderburgh Public Library (Evansville, rN)
lll{Ii:iiia University (Bloomington,  IN)

lli(lidnapolis-Marion County Public Ljbrary (Indianapolis,  IN)
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Valparaiso University (Valparaiso, lN)
Wabash Collcgc (Crawfordsvillc, IN)
Cedar Rapids Public Library (Cedar Rapids, IA)
Davcnport Public Library (Davenport, 1^)
University of Northern Iowa (Cedar Falls, IA)
Bcncdictinc Col[cgc (^tchison, KS)
Kansas State University (Manhattan, KS)
Pittsburg State University (Pittsburg, KS)
Topeka and Shawncc County Public Library (Topeka, KS)
Jcffcrson Parish Library (Mctairie, LA)
Loyola University (New Orleans, LA)
Portland Public Library (Portland, ME)
Boston Public Library (Boston, MA)
C/W Mars, ]nc. (Paxton, M^)
Harvard University, Divinity School (Cambridge, MA)
Harvard     Univcr`sity,     Harvard    College     Library    Technical     Services

(Cambridge, MA)
Massachusetts lnstitiitc of Technology (Cambridge, MA)
Minuteman Library Network (Framingham, MA)
Noble, Inc. (Danvcrs, MA)
Old Colony Library Network (Braintree, MA)
Lakcland Library Coopcrativc (Grand Rapids, MI)
Michigan State University (East Lansing. MI)
Southficld Public Library (Southfield, MI)
University of Michigan (Ann Arbor, MI)
Western Michigan University (Kalamazoo, MI)
Minneapolis Public Library (Minneapolis, MN)
University of Minnesota (Minneapolis, MN)
Ozarks Technical Community Collcgc (Springficld, MO)
St. Louis University (St. Louis, MO)
Phillips Excter Academy (Exctcr, NH)
University of New Hampshire (Durham, NH)
Drew University (Madison, NJ)
Felician Collcgc (Lodi, NJ)
Princcton University (Princcton, NJ)
Somcrsct County Library (Somcrsct County, NJ)
Woodbridgc Public Library (Woodbridge, NJ)
San Juan Collcgc (Farmington, NM)
Buffalo and Erie county public Library (Buffalo, NY)     .
Center for Inquiry (^mhcrst, NY)
Columbia-Grccnc Community Collcgc (Hudson, NY)
Columbia UnivcTsity (New York, NY)
Fordham University (Bronx, NY)
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New York Law School (New York, NY)
Ni.w York Public Library-Research Libraries Ovew York, NY)
Ni.w York Public Library-Jcfl`erson Market Branch (New York, NY)
Ni:igcira Falls Public Library (Niagara l``alls, NY)
N i()ga Library (Lockport, NY)
l'I:itl Institute (Brooklyn, NY)
I{ttss School (East Hampton, NY)
`1. John Fisher College (Rochester, NY)
i:`i.iih Lawrence College (Bronxville, NY)
.``il`folk Cooperative Library System (Bellport, NY)
I liiiversity of Rochester (Rochester, NY)
Wliite Plains Public Library (White Plains, NY)
^|)I)alachian State University (Boone, NC)
I )like University (Durham, NC)
( iuilford Technical Comlnunity College (Jamestown, NC)
N{ii.lh Carolina Community College System (Raleigh, NC)
1 IIiiversity of North Carolina-Chapel  I-Iill  (Chiipcl  I-lill, NC)

^ ki.on-Summit County Public Library (Akron, OH)
( '(}lumbus Metropolitan Library (Columbus, OH)
( ``iyahoga County Public Library (Cuyahoga County, OH)
I,i`Iie Public Library (Hamilton, OH)
M:insfield/RIchland County Public Library (Mansfield, OH)
M:ition Public Library (Marion, Orl)
`tiilthcast Ohio Aiitomation Consortiuln (Caldwell, 01-I)
`ttiithwest Public Libraries (Grove City, OH)
*l:`lc Library of ohio (Columbus, OH)
'I`olL`do-Lucas County Public Library (Toledo, OH)

` lniversity of cincinnati (Cincinnati, OH)
l'liillips Theological  Seminary (Tulsa, OK)
'l`iilsa City-County Library (Tulsa, OK)

( 'orvams-Benton County Public Library (Corvallis, OR)
I .ii`field College (MCMinnville, OR)
Miiltnomah County Library (Portland, OR)
*t>iithem Oregon University (Ashland, OR)
Wiishington County Cooperative Library (mllsboro, OR)
( `iimegie Library of pittsburgh (Pittsburgh, PA)
I.n Salle University (Philadelphia, PA)
M!inor College (Jenkintown, PA)
Moravian College (Bethlehem, PA)
New Castle Public Library (New Castle, PA)
Wcstmoreland County Community College (Youngwood, PA)
lJiiiversity of Rhode Island (Kingston, RI)
( `t)llcge of Charleston (Charleston, SC)
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Pose witli Bertie!
Fuman University (Grccnvillc, SC)
Vanderbilt University (Nashville, TN)
Austin Public Library (Austin, TX)
Collin Co`Inty Community Collcgc (Plano, TX)
Dallas Public Library (Dallas, TX)
Houston Public Library (Houston, TX)
Irving Public Library (Irving, TX)
Montgomery County Memorial Library System (Conroe, TX)
Southwcstcm Univcr`sity (Gcorgctown, TX)
Texas A&M International University (Larcdo, TX)
University of Texas at Austin (Austin, TX)
University of utah (Salt Lake City, UT)
Webcr State University (Ogden, UT)
Central Rappahannock Regional Library (Fredericksburg, VA)
FBI Academy (Quantico, VA)
Library of Virginia (Richmond, VA)
Fort Vancouver Regional Library System (Vancouver, WA)
King County Library System (Issaquah, WA)
North Olympic Library System (Port Angcles, WA)
Seattle Public Library (Seattle, WA)
University of Washington (Seattle, WA)
Shepherd College (Shepherdstown, WV)
West Virginia Wesleyan College (Buckhannon, WV)
Hcdburg Public Library (Janesvillc, WI)
Milwaukcc County Fcdcratcd Library System (Milwaukcc, WI)
Outagamic Waupaca Library System (Applcton, WI)
University of British Columbia (Vancouver, BC)
MCMaster University (Hamilton, ON)

Libraries outside North ^mcrica known to have  WwlfJ include the Russian
Academy of Scicnccs  in Moscow; The  Atheist Ccntrc in India; the Ethical
Society  Library  in  London;  the  Vatican  Library  in  Vatican  City;  and  the
Alexandria Library in Egypt.

In  addition,  Warren  is  procccding  to  collect  new  information  relevant  to
the  two  books.  In  the  latest  installment  of his  "Gossip  across  the  Pond"
column (Ga); a#d Lc.tb/.a#  Hwmowl..t/,  Winter 2002-2003),  he  lists  some  of
the many individ`ials that rcadcrs of WWJJ and  Or have pointed out wcrc
omitted  from the  first two books. The list includes such diverse figures as
Anthony Blunt, Nadinc Gordimer,  Studs Terkel  (winner of the 2002  BRS
Award),  and  ldi  Amin.  Warren  has  promised  to  include  them  all  in  the
second edition of WW/J (should one cvcr appear). The complctc column  is
atlittp://wv`/`^/.galha.org/glh/222/gossip.html.
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()ur    latest    jiistallmciit    ill    this    scrii`.i    I`ciltilrcs    13RS    [I()Iiorary    Mcmbcr
'I`iislilna Nasrin posing with,the bust of Bcrtii. at Red Lion  Square,  London.
'I`lic  BRsg  thanks  WalTen  Allen  Smith  for  the  picture,  and  encourages

ollii`r  BRS-crs  visiting  Lomlt)n  to  get  tlicir  pictilres  t:ikcn  with  Riisscll  and
wi.I`tl copies to the BR£'g!
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BRS  BIisilless ai.d CI.apter Ncli.s:

The Greater New York City Chapter of the Bertrand
Russell Society (GNYCCBRS)

Warren Allen Smith

The  Greater  New  York  City  Chapter  of  the  Bcrtrand  Russell   Society
(GNYCCBRS, pronounced gun-NYKA-burrs b} members) held a planning
brunch  on  Sunday,  March   16th,  with  Tim  Madigan,   longtimc  steering
committcc mcmbcr of the Grcatcr Rochcstcr R`isscll Set (GRRS).

At  the  mccting,  it  was  disclosed  that  GNYCCBRS  has  increased  its  rolls
by  20%,  from  5  to  6  members.  Even  the  GRRS  cannot  claim  to  have
increased  its  mcmbcrship  by  that  phenomenal  percentage  over  the  same

period of timc!

Chapter  activist  projects  in  the  works  include  (a)  placing  an  Arthur  C.
Clarkc plaque  at  the  Hotel  Chelsca  on  23rd  Strcct,  where  he  wrote  200/
(Clarkc was not a dcvotec of Russell, however); (b) placing Sidney Hook's
name   on   the   Celebrity   Walk   at   the   Brooklyn   Botanical   Gardens;   (c)
working to devise new homcpagcs for Taslima Nasrin and ASIBEHU, the
Costa Rican-based  association  of Spanish-speaking ethical  humanists;  and

(d)  maintaining contact  with  BRS  Honorary  Members  Paul  Edwards,  Ibm
Warraq, and Taslima Nasrin.

On the latter subject, GNYCCBRS can make the following reports:

•      Dr.  Edwards,  now  rctircd  frohi  New  School  University,  continues  to
work on his book God o/id //ic P/Ii./o5apAers (Promcthcus).

•      Taslima Nasrin's father died on February 25, 2003. She has received a
Harvard  fcllowsliip  in  tllc  fall,  partially due  to the assistance rcccivcd
from Herb Silvcrman, Tom Fcrrick, Tim Madigan,  and Warren Allen
Smith.  In  March  sllc  spoke  in  Belgium  at  a  government  confercncc
about worncn aiid democracy, then attcndcd a poetry festival in Paris,
an authors'  festival  in Hong Kong, and a secular women's conference
in  Germany.  She  is  intcrvicwcd  and  pictured  in  the  Institute  for  the
Secularisation      of      Islamic      Society.      The      interview      is      at
littp://\^rww.secularfslam.erg/skeptics/taslirfua.htm.

Ibm Warraq lias rcccivcd a visa to stay in the United States. Hc was
met when hc art.ivcd from Europe in April by Warren Allen Smith.
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•      Britain's  Gay & £csbf.aw  fJw#Ia"i.a/,  for which warren is a columnist,
rcvicwcd Warraq's web site in its Winter 2001-2002 issue. The review
is   at   http://www.ga[ha.org/glh/212/webwatcli.html.   The
magazine  also  published an article about "Islam and Homosexuality";
it is at http://www.galha.org/briefing/ZOOS  03.html. Warren
asked  Warraq  to  comment  on  the  accuracy  of thi=  article;  the  latter
responded  by  e-mailing  the  article's  author,  Dr.  Stephen  Moreton  (a
mcmbcr  of the  Gay  and  Lesbian  Humanist  Association).  "You  have
{lonc  a  good  job,"  wrote  Warraq,   "It  sccms  accurate  to   mc.   Well
done."

Rustlings
Gerry Wildenberg

"l``istlings" presents  a  simple  substitution  cipher  based  on the  writings  of

lti`rtrand  Russell.  In  the coded  quote  below,  each  letter stands  for another
lcui`r.    For    cxamplc    BERTRAND    RUSSELL    could    be    coded    as
()l{13GENAQ  EHFFRYY,  0=8,  R=E,  et  cetcra.   The quote  below uses a
ilil``.crent  code.  Today's  quote  will  bc  familiar to  many  Russellians.   After
itilving the cipher, try to identify the source.

^Rri`pGB  CpUUATB  UTQN  BGPAIGA  PI  RFA  UMGR  RFMR  PRB
UJICMNAIRMV   CMRM   MTA   UAAVPIZB   MIC   ANQRPQIB,   IQR
I I^TGAHRB.

Solution to Riis//i.ngs Puzzle, February 2003

"'rhc British are distinguished among the nations of modem Europe, on the

tmc hand by the excellence of their philosophers, and on the other hand by
llii`ir contempt for philosophy.  In both respects they show their wisdom."

l}cllrand    Russell,    in    "Philosophy    and    Politics.',    an    essay    from   the
c,ollco\.\on Ulipopulal. Essays.
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Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
Ist Quarter 2003 Treasurer's Report

I/I/03 Through 3/31/03

Compiled 4/10/03 by Dennis J. Darland
BRS Treasurer (djdar[and@qconline.com)

Category Description

BALANCE  12/31/02

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contrib-BRS

6,742.17

437.75
TOTAL Contributions            437.75

Dues
New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Library Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Newsletter
Other Expenses

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 3/31/03

171.88

2,308.33
2,480.21

13.95

2,931.91

11.32

16.60

741.67
0.00

769.59

2,162.32

8,904.49

New in Russell Studies!

Would you  like to  find out what.s  new in Russell  Studies?  Then visit the
"Forthcoming,  New  and  Recent  Works  in  Russell  Studies"  page  at  the

website  of the  Bcrtrand  Russell  Archives  at  MCMaster  University.  The

page is at I.ttp://ww\^/.mcmaster.ca/russdocs/forthnevy. htm.
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Greater Rochester Russell Set
Celebrating Six Years of Monthly Russell

Meetings Open to the Public

May8

.'llne  12

•',,Iy  10

^ug.  14

Scpt.  11

2003 Program
Russell on Audio
(A Celebration of Russell 's Birthday)

T}e Practice and Theory Of Bolshevism (by
Bertrand Russell)
Ambrose  Bierce  Monologue,  Written  and
Performed by Ed Scutt.
Selected  Letters  Of  Bertrand  Russell:   The
Private Years,1884-1914
Selected  Letters  Of  Bertrand  Russell:   The
Public Years,1914-1970

( )ct. 9              The Bertrand Russell Research centre
(;Iiest Speaker: Nicholas Griffin

r,:cV.. 1113         :#T:i°ipieu';s(:LY Berirand Russell)

All  meetings are  held at Daily  Perks  Coffee  House,  389 Gregory
Slreet, Rochester, NY, at 6:30 PM. Note New Meeting Time!

All  dates and  topics are subject to change.  For information  call Tim
Madigan at 585-424-3184 or write tmadigan@rocliester.rr.com or
vl5lthttp://sun1.sjfc.edu/~wjfdenbe/grrs/russell_poster.html.

Causal Republicanism
Sydney, Australia; 14-16 July 2003

This conference, organized by the Centre for Time and the Department of
Philosophy, University of Sydney, marks the 90th amiversary of Russell's
c®lcbrated attack on causation in his paper "On the Notion of Cause." For
fu rt her          detai ls,           see           the           conference           website           at
http://www. ueyd.edu.au/time/events. htm or e-mail Richard Colry
|t Rlchard.Corry@phjlosophy. usyd.edu.au.
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THH llHRTR^ND RUSSELL SOCIETY
Th® I]®rt"l`(I Rulloll  S()clcty was founded in  1974 to foster a better

undemlAiitlln8 ()1' lh€ lll`c, wt)rk and writing ofBertrand Russell (1872-
1970) .nd 1{} I)ram(}lo ldcaw and causes he thought important. The Society's

mollo 11 Ru"oll'# Imtcmcnt. ..The good life is one inspired by love and

#llidc{l by kn{}wlcdge." ( lyz!a/ /Be/I.eve,1925)

THE BBRTR^ND RUSSELL SOCIETY HOMEPAGE
IIttpi//ww`A/.uf.rs.drew.edu/~Jlenz/brs.html

Wcbmastcr: John Lenz, |lenz@drew.edu

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY QUARTERLY
Editor: Peter Stone

Co-Editors-Elect: Rosalind Carey and Jolm Ongley
Associate Editors: Phil Ebersole, Tim Madigan,

Rachel M. MurTay, David White
Rochester Correspondent: Alan Bock

Letters and unsolicited articles, book reviews, etc. are welcome. Editorial
correspondence should be addressed to:

Rosalind Carey, Philosophy Department, 360 Carmen Hall, Lehrmn
College-CUNY, 250 Bed ford Park Blvd West, Bronx, NY   10468 USA.

Opinions expressed in the gwcrrfedy are entirely those of the authors and
should not be attributed to the Bertrand Russell Society or any other

individual or institution.

OFFICERS 0F THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

Chairman of the Board
President
Vice President
Vice President/Outreac h
Secretary
Treasurer

David Vthite
Alan Schwerin
Ray Perkius
Peter Friedman
Chad Trainer
Dermis J. Darland

QUOTE 0F THE gt/4J[7ERIy
Just in case anyone was still unisure Of Russell's views on the subject ...

"I don't see any ham in sex-I like it."

Bertrand  Russell,  in  "The  Life  and  Times  of Bertrand
Russell," BBC Interview with Robert Bolt, May 1964.
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From tl\e Lf dltlir:

The Contlnulng Vfllue or Skepticism

This   year   marks   the   75'''   t`niiivcr`qnry   t)f  the   publication   of  Bertrand
Russcll`s  classic  St'c/i//ct7/  Zi-.`..`'a}J.v.  (R`Isscll  accomplished  so  much  in  his
life  that thcrc's  always  some  momciitous  anniversary  associated  with  him
to   celebrate.)   In   recognition   of  the   occasion,   a   few   thoughts   on   the
continuing val`lc of skcp(icjsm in the modern world are in order.

The   quest   to   provi(lc   cnoiigh   intcllcctual   gymnastics   to   prove   God's
existence continues unabated  in  the modem  world.  Just last year,  as Emily
Eakin   reported   in   the   May   11,   2002   issue   of  the   Ivew   yor4   rz.mes,

philosopher  Richard   Swinbumc  attcmptcd  to  establish  the  truth  of  the
essential  claims  of Cliristian  faith  usiiig  probability  theory.  Armed  with
Baycs'  Thcorciii,  wliich  {lctails  how  to  calculate  conditional  probability
values  (i.c,,  the  probability that  X  is  true  given that Y  is  true),  Swinburne
calculates      that      the      probability      the      Resurrection      occurred      is
approximately  .97!  No doubt the I+indu,  Buddhist,  and atheist statisticians
of the world will want to double-check these calculations.

The article. cntitlcd ``So God.s Rca]ly  in the  Details?" provides a response
to  Swinburnc`s  argument  by  mcntioniiig  Russcll's  famous  retort  to  true
belicvcrs.  "Asked  what  hc  would  say  if God  appeared  to  him  after  his
death and dcmandcd to know why he had failed to believe," Eakin writes,
"the British philosopher and staunch evidentialist Bertrand  Russell  replied

that he would say, `Not enough evidence, God! Not enough evidence."

Actually,  Eakin  didn't  get  the  quote  exactly  right.   For  the  record,  the
source  of  this  line  attributed  to  Russell  comes  from  an  article  by  Leo
Rosten     published     ill     the     February     23,      1974     issue     of    Scz/w/.day
jievi.ew/W/or/d.  In  this  article,  Rosten  reminisces  about  meeting  Russell  in
hopes  that  he  would  agree  to  an  interview  about  his  agnosticism.  (The
interview  was  subsequently  published  as  "What  Is  an  Agnostic?"  in  the
November  3,   1953  issue  of Look,  and  is  included  in  Volume   11   of the
Collected  Pa|>el.s  o.r Bertrand  Russell  (CPBR) a.nd numerous a;uthologivies)
Rosten gives the following account of the exchange:

I  asked,  "Let  us  suppose,  `sir,  that  after  you  have  left  this  sorry
vale,  you  actually  found  yourself in  heaven,  standing  before  the
Throne.   There,   in   all   his   glory,   sat  the   Lord-Not  the   Lord
Russell, sir: God." Riisscll winced. "What would you think?"

"I would think I was dreaming."

"But  suppose  you  realized  you  were  not?  Suppose  that  there,

before  your  very  eyes,  beyond  a  shadow  of a  doubt,  was  God.
What would you say?"

The pixie wrinkled his nose. "I probably would ask,  `Sir, why did

you not give me better evidence?"

This  delicious  story  demonstrates  not  only  Russell's  razor-sharp  wit,  but
more   importantly,   his   fearless   skepticism,   his   unwillingness   to   accept
conventional  wisdom  when  there  was  no  good  reason  for  doing  so.  This
attitude  shines  forth throughout the Rosten interview,  but one particularly
choice  line from it is  worth repeating here.  "I/there  is,  in fact, a Supreme
Deity,"  Russell  informs  Rosten,  "which  I  doubt,  I  think  it  most  unlikely
that he. . .would possess so uneasy a vanity as to be offended by my views
about his existence."

In  "What  Is  an  Agnostic,"  Russell  demonstrates  further  this  skepticism
with regard to God's existence. He writes as follows:

I think that if I heard a voice from the sky predicting all that was
going   to   happen   to   me   during   the   next   twenty-four   hours,
including events that would have seemed highly  improbable, and
if all  these  events  then  produced  to  happen,  I  might  perhaps  be
convinced    at    least    of   the    existence    of   some    superhuman
intelligence.  I can imagine other evidence  of the  same sort which
might convince me, but so far as I know, no such evidence exists.

What  strikes  me  about  the  passage  is  the  colnlnonsensical  attitude  that
Russell  demonstrates  in  it.  If someone  made  a  claim  for  the  existence  of
anything   unrelated   to   matters   religious,   wouldn't   that   person   have   to

produce  evidence  for  that  claim,  at  about  the  level  Russell  would  require
here?  The  only  reason  this  standard  remains  controversial  with  regard  to
religion  is  the  continuation,  in  our  supposedly  secular  age,  of  a  taboo
against  subjecting  religious  authority  to  the  same  searching  criticism  to
which all  other areas of life of life are subject.  (If this taboo  were not still
so strong in so many people's  minds,  the Catholic  Church could probably
not have  gotten away for so  long with  the  lack of accountability  its recent
crises have made plain.)

Well,  almost  all  areas.   The  same  issue  of  the  S¢/wnday  Revj.cw/War/d
containing  Rosten's  reminisces  about  Russell  also  contains  a  review  of
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Berlralld  R.Issell 's  ^III.irlt`il..   Vtilllliit.  ()IIe  1896-1945  (Viking,1974). The
rcvlcw,  cnlitlcd  "lli  Scnrch  (il. !`  l'ccrlcss  I)cmocracy,"  is  by  well-known
right-wing pundit Norman  ['odliorct7„  l'odhorctz found little of value in the
volume, concluding thflt it ``for tlic most part gives us Russell at his village-
atheist worst." I `susr7cct Podliorctz's dislike of the book had less to do with
Russcll's   atheism   (in   villages   or  clscwhcrc)   and   more   to   do   with   thc
"vituperative   anti-^mcricanism"   to   which,   Podhoretz  declares,   Russell

surrendered   "almost   ecstatically"   in   the   last   years   of   his   life.   This
"vituperative anti-^mcricanism" was more often than not simply Russell's

skepticism   at   work   again,   demanding   that   the   actions   of  the   U.S.   in
Vietnam,  which  looked  surprisingly  like mass murder, be treated as moral
abominations  unless  a  compelling  argument against this  position could  be
articulated.  This  argument  was  never  produced,  only  bitter  denunciations
of anyone  unwilling to  respect the taboo  shielding American power from
close scrutiny.

One  can  lcam  much  about  Podhoretz's  own  views  from  an  October  30,
1983  editorial Podhorctz wrote for the Ivew  york ri.mes.  In it, he celebrates
the  U.S.  invasi{)n  of Grenada,  and bemoans  the  "sickly  inhibitions against
the  use  of military  force"  that  kept  the  U.S.  from  backing  then-General
Ariel  Sharon  more enthusiastically in his  depredations  in Lebanon.  (Given
Sharon's   current   position,   it   is   all   the   more   important  to   expose   his
apologists and what they stand for.) The phrase Podhoretz uses here brings
to mind Russell's exchange with `North Staffs" during World War One, in
which Russell  rcpcatcdly suggested that  his opponent simply enjoyed  war
for its own sake. This claim went unanswered by Russell's pseudonymous
opponent,  as  a  similar  claim  against  Podhoretz  almost  certainly  would.
(Russell's   contributions   to   the   exchange   appear   in   Volume   13   of  the
CPBR.)  In  the  cnd,  Russell  would  no  doubt  agree  with  Anthony  Lewis'
assessment  of Podhoretz,  which  took  the  form  of a  quote  from  Walter
Lippmann: "I don't agree with people who think that we have got to go out
and  shed  a  little  blood  to  prove  we're  virile  men...I  don't  think  old  men
ought  to  promote  wars  for  young  men  to  fight.  I  don't  like  warlike  old
men" (Quoted in the November 7,1983 issue of the Ivew yowl ri.mes).

In  politics,  philosophy,  and  of course  religion,  Russell  was  what  Eakin
describes  as  an  "evidcntialist."  Evidcntialists  "accept  the  Enlightenment
doctrine  that  a  belief is justified  only  when  evidence  can  be  found  for  it
outside the belicvcr's own mind." Or, to borrow another line from Russell,
they believe ``that it is undcsirablc to believe a proposition when there is no

ground  whatever  for supposing it true" (Scar/i.car/ Efsclys).  Oddly enough,
Swinbumc  also  coiisidcrs  himself an  cvidcntialist  as  well.  Personally,  1'11
take Ru,sscll's version any Clay of the wcck.
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One final note. This issue of the BRsg is my last as editor.  I have enjoyed
being editor,  but duty calls  (not to mention a tenure-track job,  which  will
soon  consume  all  my  spare  time).  Beginning  with the  next  issue,  the  co-
editors  will  be  Rosalind Carey and John  Ongley.  To  submit materials  for
the BRsg, or to make inquiries, please contact Rosalind Carey, Philosophy
Department, 360 Carmen Hall, Lehman College-CUNY, 250 Bed ford Park
Blvd West, Bronx, NY  10468 USA, 914-682-7439.

My  thanks  to  Alan  Bock,  Giovanni  de  Carvalho.  &  Thorn  Weidlich   i;or
directing my attention to the sources used in this editorial.

Letter to the Editor

15 May 2003

Dear Editor,

I  was  distressed  to  discover from reading the  latest  issue  of the Berfra#cJ
Rwsse// Soci.edy gwar/edy that I and my political friends are as non-existent
as  unicorns  and  minotaurs.    For  I  have  for  thirty  or  more  years  been  a
member of the Conservative Party (of the UK) and I do not see my self or
my  fellow  members  as  conspicuously  less  compassionate  than  my  fellow
members.

Yours,

Antony Flew

Professor Flew is an Honorary Member of the BRS.

Are You on BRS-List?

BRS-List is the BRS's official listserv,  used to send members information
about  Society  activities  and  to  discuss  Society  business.  The  listserv  is
open only to members of the BRS, and all members are encouraged to join.
Just   visit   http://mailman.mcmaster.ca/mailman/[istinfo/brs-list
and  fill  out the  form.  Altematively  send  the  message  "subscribe"  to  brs-
[ist-request@mailman.mcmaster.ca.

Any questions regarding BRS-List  can be directed to  the  listserv's owner,
Ken Blackwell, at blackwk@mcmaster.ca.



New and Improved BRS Membership Form

The hardwt)rking folk at the BRsg have dramatically revised anc| improvcd
the  Socicty's  membership  form.  We're  so  proud  of our  work  tliat  we're
including a copy of it at the center of this issue.

If  you're   a   member,   and   you're   receiving   this   issue,   you've   already
renewed  for  2003,  so  you  don't  need  to  send  us  the  form  at  this  time

(although  you'rc  certainly  welcome  to  renew  carly  for  2004-remember
that  all  contributions  to  the  BRS  are  tax-deductible,  so  give  generously).
Your mailing  label  should  say either 2003  (meaning  you've  paid through
this  year),  or  7777,  8888,  or 9999  (meaning  that  you're  a  Life  Member,
Honorary Member, or receiving the BRsg as a courtesy). If you don't have
a  mailing  label,  that  means  you're  not  yet  a  member.  So  why  not join
today?  Just fill  out the  membership  form and send it to  the  address  listed
on  it.  It's  that  casy!  Questions  can  bc  directed  to  our  treasurer,  Dennis
Darland, at djdarland@qconline.com.

As   our   diligent   efforts   on   the   membership   form   prove,   the   BRS   is
constantly  looking  for  ways  wc  can  make  it  easer  for  you  to  keep  your
membership current.  Weld  hate to lose any member because of confusion
or  misunderstanding  of any  sort.  If you  have  any  suggestions  to  help  us
improve the process, please drop the BRsg a line.

Wanna Bust of Bertie?

A sculptor named  V.M.  Hcyfron  has produced  a  bust  of Bcrtrand Russell.
It's    about    11    inches    (30    cm)    tall,    and    can    be    viewed    online    at
http://www.portraitsculptures.com/. At the moment, Heyfron does
not have any left in stock,  and would have to  recast the mould in order to
make more,  Howcvcr, he is willing to do this if there is sufficient interest.
That's where we come in.

The  price  for  a  single  bust  of Bcrtie  is  US  $550.  The  per-unit  price  of
multiple busts,  howcvcr,  will  be  lower.  The  more orders placed,  the  lower
the cost.

BRS   Vice   Prc,sitlcnt   Ray   Pcrkitls   is   currently   seeking   cxprcssions   of
interest  in  the  bust.  ^t  the  moment,  all  that  is  desired  is  an  expression  of
interest-thcrc's no obligation to buy.  Once Ray has a head count, he can
discover  what  the  cost  per bust  will  be.  Ray  can  be  reached  at  854  Battle
Street, Webstcr, Nl] 03303, US^, pel.krk@earthlink.net.

Call for Nominations
BRS Board of Directors

This  fall, the Bertrand Russell  Society will be holding elections to fill  8  of
the   24   positions   on   its   Board   of  Directors.   The   time   has   come   for
nominations  for  those  positions.  Members  are  encouraged  to  send  their
nominations   to   Chad   Trainer,   BRS   Secretary,    1006   Davids   Run,
Phoenixville, PA 19460, stratoflampsacus@aol.com.

Please note that the  deadline  for  nominations  is  October  I.  The ballots
will  be  sent out  in the November issue  of the BJisg.  Any  member of the
BRS  may run  for a  seat on  the  Board.  The  8  members  of the Board  with
expiring terms may be renominated and reelected. Members may nominate
themselves;  if you do this,  please  include a short (I  paragraph)  statement
about  yourself and  why  you  should  be  on  the  Board.  A  complete  list  of
ciirrent  Board  Members   is   included   below;  please  don't   nominate  any
current Board member whose term does not expire this year.

Directors of the BRS
Officers of the BRS, elected annually, serve cx oJj7?c/.o on the Board of

Directors.

3  year  rcrm,  /arH.  /,    ZOO/-  Dec.  3/,  2003..  Kenneth  Blackwell,  Dennis
Darland,  John  R.  Lenz,  Stephen  Reinhardt,  David  Rodier,  Tom  Stanley,
Laurie Endicott Thomas, David White

3  yccir  7e„M,  /o#.  /,  2002-Dcc`.  3/,  2004..  Kevin  Brodie,  Rosalind  Carey,
Tim  Madigan,  Ray  Pcrkins,  Alan  Schwerin,  Warren  Allen  Smith,  Chad
Trainer, Thorn Weidlich

i  year Term, /a".  /, 2003 -Dcc. 3/, 200j.. Andrew Bone, David Goldman,
Nicholas Griffin, Justin Leiber, Chandrakala Padia, Cara Rice, Peter Stone,
Ruili Ye

New in Russell Studies!

Would you like to  find out what's new in Russell  Studies? Then visit the
"Forthcoming,  New  and  Recent  Works  in  Russell  Studies"  page  at  the

website  of the  Bertrand  Russell  Archives  at  MCMaster  University.  The

page is at http://www. mcmaster.ca/russdocs/forthnew. htm.



2004 BRS Award Search Begins
Proposals Welcome

\

The  BRS  Awards  Committee  will  soon  begin  its  search  for  a  person  or
organization to rcccivc the 2004 BRS Award. This award is given annually
to one or more pcoplc or organizations for outstanding achievement in one
or  more  areas  of  concern  to  Bertrand  Russell.  The  award  may  reflect
achievements  in  either  the  academic  or  social  and  political  realm,  and
achievements  made  in  the  recent past  or over  a  lifetime.  The  award  may
also be given for extraordinary acts that, by the character they display, are

particularly reminiscent of Russell at his best.

Members of the BRS are invited to propose individuals or organizations to
the  BRS  Awards  Committee  to  be  considered  for the  2004  BRS  Award.
Anyone wishing to make a proposal should contact the Kevin Brodie, BRS
Awards Committcc Chair, 54 Cedar Swamp Road, Storrs, CT 06268 USA,
kev!n.brodie@lebanonct.org

The Committcc  will  bcgin deliberating in  the carly  fall,  so plcasc get your

proposals to the Colnmittec as soon as possible.

For   those   intercstcd,   the   following   is   a   list   of  previous   BRS   Award
recipients:

1980 Paul Arthur Schilpp
1981  Steve Allen
1982 Heny Kendall
1983 Joseph Rotblat
1984 Dora Black Russell
1985 Robert Jay Lifton and Lc`stcr Dcnonn
1986 People for the American Way
1987 John Somervillc
1988 Paul Kurtz
1989 Paul Edwards
1990 (none)
1991  Planned Parciltliood Fcdcration

ofAmcrica

1 992 Karl Popper
1993 Hany Ruja
1994 (none)
1995 Zero Population Growth
1996 W.V.O. Quine
1997 (none)
1998 Irving Copi
1999 Heny Morgentaler
2000 Stephen Jay Gould
2001  Stcphen Toulmin
2002 Studs Tcrkcl
2003 Katha Pollitt

The BRS Needs you...at the APA!

The Bertrand Russell  Society is recognized by the American Philosophical
Association  and  allowed  to  participate  in  their programs,  but  the  BRS  is
responsible  for selecting  its  own  speakers.  Members  of the  BRS  who  are
also  members  of the  APA  are  urged  to  get  in  touch  with  David  White

(dwhite@sjfc.edu). We need people to give papers, to comment, to chair
sessions,   and,   most   importantly,   to   fill   seats.     We  are  now  accepting

proposals for the Pacific Division meeting in Pasadena, CA, March 24-28,
2004, and the Central Division meeting in Chicago, IL, April 22-25, 2004.
The deadline for proposals is October 1.

Buy a BRS T-Sliirt Today!

Don't  you  be  caught  without  something distinctive  to  wear!  BRS  t-shirts
always make you stand out in a crowd (except at BRS Annual Meetings, of
course).  So  why  not  order  yours  today?  The  shirts  are  available  for  Slo
each plus  $  3  postage.  U.S.  funds  only,  please.  Please  make  checks out to
the  BRS,  and  send  them  to  BRS  Vice  President  Ray  Perkins,  854  Battle
ST,  Webster,  NH  03303,  USA.  Please  specify  size  (M,L,XL)  and  color.
Shirts  are  available  in  black,  yellow,  or  white.  Any  questions  about  the
shirts can be directed to Ray at perkl.k@earthlink.net.

Our Apologies

The  last two cover photographs of the BRsg were given to us courtesy of
David  Goldman-psychiatrist  by  day,  Russellian  photographer  by  night.
David  is  a member of the  BRS  Board of Directors  as  well  as the Greater
New  York  City  Chapter  of  the  BRS   (GNYCCBRS).   He  continues  to
provide  the  BRsg  with  a  variety  of pictures-including  those  from  the
2003  BRS Annual Meeting contained  in this issue. Unfortunately, the last
two cover photos were run without giving David credit for his pictures. We
regret our omission.

A Philosophical Tongue Twister

While  preparing  his  presentation  on   Wi.//gens/e;.# 's  Poker  for  the  2003
BRS Annual Meeting, the editor was moved to write the following:

Peter passively pandered to people pondering Popper's poker problem.

Try saying /Aa/ one five times fast.



Promotlng I}R on tlie Lecture Circuit

BRsg Editor Pctcr Stoiic has given a n`imber of public lectures this year on
the  topic  of Bertrand  Russell.  On  January  5,  he  presented  a  talk  entitled
"Bertrand  Russell  and  John  Dewey"  at  a  breakfast  forum  held  at  the

Unitarian  Univcrsalist  Church  of the  Lchigh  Valley,  in  Bethlehem,  PA.
This talk was a modiflcd version of the remarks Peter made at the "Legacy
of John Dewey" conference held at the Center for Inquiry (Amherst, NY)
last year. (See Alan Bock's report on this meeting, "Russell and Dewey at
the CFI," BRsg #117, February 2003.)

On March  14,  Peter addressed  a  meeting  of the  Humanist Association  of
Toronto.  He  followed  up  this  talk  by  addressing  the  Center  for  Inquiry-
Florida, in Tampa, on May  17 (the day before Russell's birthday). On both
occasions,    his    talk    was    entitled    ``Bertrand    Russell's    Politics    and
Humanism." He then gave a similar talk on June 22 during a return visit to
the  Unitarian  Universalist  Church  of  the  Lehigh  Valley.  This  talk  was
entitled "Bcrtrand Russell, Skeptic."

A picture of pctcr at the first talk in Bethlehem appears below. A report on
the Toronto talk by Alan Bock appears later in this issue. The BRsg would
welcome reports (with oi. without pictures) on other Russell-related events.
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Pictures from the Annual Meeting
(All photographs in this section courtesy of David Goldman)

Rosalind Carey kept the meeting running smoothly.



The favored beverage of the meeting.

"Russell's pipe was THIIIIS big!"
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Tim Madlgan explalns Russe]]'s views on the Warren
Report (shortly bcrore mysteriously disappearing).
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Quotable Quotes from the Annual Meeting
"How much did Russell weigh?"

"When?"

"Now!"

-Rosalind Carey & Peter Friedman

"Wow, philosophy is alive and well in Iowa."

-Warren Allen Smith

"What's going on with the n-operator?"

-Kevin Klement

"I'm  happy  that  if  I  talk  to   you  about  it  some  portion  of  it  can  be

understood."

-Gregory Landini

"2 times 3, we all know, is 6."

-Gregory Landini

"I want my infinity, doggonnit."

-Landini again

"You can charge a lot for syntactic therapy."

-Peter Friedman

"Yeah, I should stop. . .soon."

-Anthony Anderson

"Let's pick on Frege for a little while."

-Kevin Klement
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"I think I  have a que`stion,  but I  think I  have  to ramble  for a minute to get

to it."

-Thorn Weidlich

"Given thrcc minutes for a potty break, you know what Russell would do?"

-Dave Henehan

Minutes of the 2003 BRS Annual Meeting
Chad Trainer, BRS Secretary

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  rctumed  to  Lake  Forest  College  in  Illinois
for its 30`h annual meeting. The meeting was from Friday, May 30 2003 to
Sunday,  June  I.  In  attendance  were  Anthony  Anderson,  Alan  Bock,  Pat
Bock,  Rosalind  Carey,  Dennis  Darland,  Peter  Friedman,  Phil  Ebersole,
David  Goldman,  David  Henehan,  Alvin  Hofer,  Kevin  Klement,  Gregory
Landini, Tim Madigan, Steve Maragides, John Ongley, Stephen Reinhardt,
Cara Rice, Warren Allen Smith, Peter Stone, David Taylor, Chad Trainer,
Thorn Weidlich, David White, and Linda Wliite.

On Friday there was registration and a book table from 4 pin to 6 pin. From
6  pin tl  8  pin there  was  a  buffet.  This  was  followed by  the  BRS  board
meeting  from  8:30  pin  to  9:30  pin  (See  "Minutes  of the  2003  Annual
Meeting  of the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Board  of Directors.")  and  then
members    enjoyed    the    Greater    Rochester    Russell    Set's    hospitality
suite/salon.

The Saturday moming program began with Gregory Landini presenting his
paper  on  "Tractarian  Logicism,"  followed  by  Anthony  Anderson's  "The
Axiom  of Infinity  in  Russcllian  lntensional  Logic,"  and  Kevin  Klement's
"Russell and Wittgcnstein on Type-Theory and Russell's Paradox" was the

last paper of the moming.

After  lunch,  the  BRS  held  its  2003  annual  Business Meeting  from  lpm  to
2pm.  David  White  began  the  meeting  by  explaining  that  he  had  been
elected   to   `scrve   as   president  pro   /cm   as   a   result   of  President   Alan
Schwerin's  abscncc.  The  Trcasurcr's  report  was  mentioned,  as  well  as  its
having  already  bccn  reported  in  the  Ber/rflHd Rwsse// Soci.e/);  gwar/er/);.
The  current  balance  was  said  to  bc  $8,804.18.  Warren Allen  Smith  asked
for  a  clarification  of  mcmbcrship   loss.   Dennis  Darland  explained   that,
while   more   pcoplc   arc   rclicwing   their   memberships,   there   is   a   lower
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amount of new members joining. Presently, the Society has approximately
a  hundred  members  (discounting  about  fifty  people  who  are  probably
renewing); whereas there was once a high of three-hundred members.

Peter  Stone  mentioned  membership  forms  available  in  collections  of the
May BRS gwar/edy  (BRsg).  On  the  subject  of the BRsg,  he  asked  the
presenters to consider submitting to the BJisg versions of the papers being
presented that weekend.

David White brought up Ken Blackwell's interest in developing guidelines
for  the  "chapterization"  of  BRS  locals,  specifically,  the  advantages  of
coming   up   with   a   five-step   approach   that   could   be   of  use   for   those
interested  in  trying  to   form  local   chapters  of  the   Society.   There  was
discussion of the base of experienced people in attendance from Rochester
and New York City, the fate of the one-time Philippine chapter of the BRS,
and the like.

The five-step program then, as outlined and recommended by David White
Was:

I)   Stage   events   with   a   built-in   audience,   as   part   of  a  program   with
organizations that already have a following.
2)  Make  joining  as  easy  as  possible,  and  supply  new  members  with  a
membership kit. (This was done in the past.)
3) Keep a record of all activities of the BRS and its chapters in a form that
is easy to distribute.
4) Make clear to members what your main aims are, e.g„ humanitarianism,
anti-war    movement,    philosophical    clarity,    fellowship,    letter-writing,
Russell  studies,  teaching Russell,  social  drinking.   Each chapter should  be
built about the interests of its members and not try to take on everything at
once.      Likewise,   all   members   should   be   clear  on   what  resources   are
available to them,  e.g., Bertrand  Russell  Archives, Bertrand Russell  Peace
Foundation, BRS Library, other chapters, and other organizations.
5) Make as much use as possible of free publicity.   Certainly keep sending
material to BJisg, but also to bookstores, UU churches, and newspapers.

While no vote was taken, the consensus was that BRS members are free to
form   "autonomous"   chapters   and   that,   except   in   cases   of   express
permission  from the  BRS,  local  chapters  are  to  refrain  from  speaking on
behalf of the  Society  or  in  any  way  entangling  the  BRS  in  obligations.
David   Goldman   proposed   having   meetings   of  the   Greater   Rochester
Russell Set audio- or videotaped for general distribution.
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Next mentioned was the subject of recruiting members for the BRS via the
lnternet.   Thorn  Weidlich  explained  that,   with  different  people  wanting
different  things,  there  would  be  advantages  to  a  dedicated  e-mail  list  for
providing   a    weekly   e-mail    with   a    Russell    quote   and   membership
encouragement.  Tim  Madigan  and  David  White  spoke  of the  need  for  a
website  URL  simpler  than  John   Lcnz`s,  especially  considering  that  the
related  costs  of  such  reforms  are  well  within  what  the  President  could
authorize  without  further  action.  Peter  Friedman  said  that,  in  addition  to
making the BRS site more "user-friendly," provisions should be considered
for  both  an  automated  "sign-up"  procedure  for  would-be  BRS  members
and  a  regular  inclusion  of  BRS  related  news.   The  consensus  of  those

present  was  that  John  Lcnz  would  probably  not  be  averse  to  enabling
others to manage the site.

The meeting then concluded at 2 pin.

The  Saturday  afternoon  presentations  began  with  Chad  Trainer's  paper:
"Bertrand  Russell's  Assessments  of  Rene  Descartes'  Philosophy."  This

was    followed    by   this   year's    Prize   Paper,   David   Taylor's   "Causal
Processes:  A  Realist  Approach."  The  next presenter  was  Rosalind  Carey
with "Logic and Psychology in Russell's Doctrine of Belief:  An Overview
and a  Special  Case"  and then John  Ongley's  "Russell's  Slow Progress  to
Realism.„

After some  frce time, thcrc was the Rcd IIacklc hour with the eponymous
beverage provided courtesy of Don Jackanicz. There was then the banquet
where the Bertrand Russell Society's 2003 Award was given in absentia to
Katha Pollitt. The Book Award was given to Ray Perkins  for tlie book he
edited of Russell's letters to the editor,  yowrs Fa[./A/w/ly,  Ber/ra"d jiw`Tse//,
and  a  statement  from Ray Perkins  acknowledging the  award  was  read  by
Rosalind  Carey.  Warren  Allen  Smith  and  Tim  Madigan  provided  some
very entertaining "piano comedy" next with Warren Allen  Smith acting as
Ludwig  Wittgenstein  and  Tim  Madigan  acting  as  Bertrand  Russell.  The
evening was then topped off again with the Greater Rochester Russell Set's
hospitality suite/salon.

The Sunday moming papers began with Cara E. Rice's "The Beacon Light
of Beacon  Hill  Shines On," followed by Tim Madigan's "Warrant Report:
The  Philosophical  Analysis  of `Thc  Warren  Report'  by  Bertrand  Russell,
Jos'iah Thompson, and Richard Popkin." Finally, we concluded with a joint

presentation  by  Peter  Stone  and  David  White:  "Is  This  Game  Played?  A
Conversation on  Willgenstein 's Poker."
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Minutes of the 2002 Annual Meeting of the
Bertrand Russell Society Board of Directors

Chad Trainer
Secretary, BRS Board of Directors

The  annual  meeting  of  the  Society's  Board  of  Directors  was  held  on
Friday,  May  30  at  8  pin.  Directors  present  were  Rosalind  Carey,  Dennis
Darland, Peter Friedman, David Goldman, Tim Madigan, Steve Reinhardt,
Cara   Rice,   Warren   Allen   Smith,   Peter   Stone,   Chad   Trainer,   Thorn
Weidlich, and David White.  David White called the meeting to order and
reviewed  the  meeting's  agenda.  Members  present  who  are  not  Directors
were   Anthony  Anderson,   Alan  Bock,   Pat  Bock,  Phil   Ebersole,  David
Henehan, Alvin Hofer, Kevin Klement, Gregory Landini, Steve Maragides,
and David Taylor.

Election  of Officers  was  taken  up  first.  All  incumbents  were  elected  by
acclamation:

President:  Alan  Schwerin  (nominated  by  Chad  Trainer  and  seconded  by
Peter Stone);
Vice President:  Ray Perkins  (nominated by Thorn Weidlich and seconded
by Peter Friedman);
Vice President for Outreach:  Peter Friedman (nominated by Warren Allen
Smith and seconded by Cara Rice);
Secretary   of  the   Society   and   Secretary   of  the   Board:   Chad   Trainer
(nominated by Cara Rice and seconded by Thorn Weidlich);
Treasurer: Dennis Darland (seconded by Thorn Weidlich);
Chairman of the Board:  David  White  (nominated by Warren Allen  Smith
and seconded by Cara RIce).

The absence of Alan Schwerin from the meeting was noted along with the
consequent   need   to   nominate   a   temporary   president   for   Saturday's
"Business" meeting. Thorn Weidlich nominated David White who won by

acclamation.

After  the   election  of  officers,   the   American  Philosophical   Association
Committee   was   brought   up.   The   nature   and   procedures   of  the   APA
sessions  was  explained.  A  report  was  given  on  the  BRS's  sessions  at the
APA Eastern meetings (which have been occurring every year), as well as
its  sessions  at  the  APA's  Central,  and  Pacific  meetings  (which  have  not
occurred  quite  as  regularly).  Attendance  at the  sessions  was  described  as
"sailing  pretty  closely  to  the  wind"  but  "sufficient."  Success  in  people
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signing up  for the BRS at a Central Division meeting was also mentioned.
The   position   of  APA   Committee   Chairman   was   then   brought  up   for
consideration. Thorn Weidlich nominated David White for the position and
Peter Stone seconded it.

The    subject   of   the    Book    Award    Committee    was    addressed    next.
Specifically, the issue raised was whether there should be a third category
for books  written  in  languages  other than English (in addition  to the  first
category for authors  of books  written  in  English  and the  second category
for  edited  editions  of Russell's  writings).  Furthermore  the  question  was

posed whether it is necessary for the Committee to be empowered to apply
standards  to  such books different  from those  it applies  to  ones  written  in
English.  Steve  Maragides  said  that,  while  he  saw  no  problem  with  the
Committee  being   empowered   to   consider  books   according   to   several
categories,    it    would    be    presumptuous    to    assume    members    of   the
Committcc   would   be   in   a  position   to  judge   books   written   in   foreign
languages. Phil Ebersole explained that, as a member of this Committee, he
has  no  way  of judging  such  books  that  get  passed  over.  While  Ebersole
said that he was not "wedded" to the idea of a change here, he said it would
be "rude"  to expressly reserve  the  terms of the award to books  written  in
English  even  if that  is  the  nature  of the  situation  by  default.  There  was
discussion of whether the only way to be fair to books written in languages
other  than  English  is  to  have  a  separate  category  for  the  Book  Award
Committee's prize and whether this would simplify the Committee's work.
Ed  Boedeker  remarked  that  French,  German,  and  English  should  be  the
implicit   languages  of  books  under  consideration  and  that  this   implicit
criterion,  along  with  the  Committee's  competence  in  the  award  process,
should  be  made  as  explicit  as  possible.   Thorn  Weidlich   indicated   his
support for a Foreign  Language  Award,  and Gregory  Landini  said  it  was
bad public relations for the awarding criteria to be unabashedly confined to
books written  in  English.  David  White  mentioned  merits to  having ad  hoc
members   and   consultants   here   and   made   a   motion   to   empower   the
committee to have this third, "foreign languages" category, should it deem
itself competent to judge here. But then Thorn Weidlich moved to "shelve"
the issLic and Peter Stone seconded tliis motion.

Next on the agenda was the editorship of the BRS gwar/edy (Bjisg). This
was  a  matter  to  bc  addressed  as  a  result  of Peter  Stone's  desire  to  be
relieved  of this  position  as  a  rcsiilt  of  his  now  being  on  a  tenure-track

position at Stan ford  University.  It was announced that Rosalind Carey and
John  Ongley  have  come   forward  as  willing  candidates  to  co-chair  the
BRsg Committcc.  The  Board  procccdcd  to  appoint  Rosalind  and  John  to
these positions.  Pctcr Stone was thanked  for his excellent work as Editor of
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the BJtsg and getting the  whole cycle of the newsletter's release back on
track.    The   Chair   also   made   reference   to   a   forthcoming   three-day
celebration of peter Stone's work along these lines.

The  Chair  then  brought  up  Ray  Perkins'  suggestion  of a  "Promotional
Items Committee" of sorts charged with handling the sale and distribution
of BRS  t-shirts and  aided  by the  creation  of a  related URL,  but attention
was also drawn to potential copyright complications in Russell attire. Steve
Maragides encouraged the  Society to  look into Bertrand Russell calendars
as well. Peter Friedman moved to create such a committee. Thorn Weidlich
seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

The  locus  of the  2004  Annual  Meeting  was  the  following  topic  on  the
docket. Mention was made of Ray Perkins' willingness to host the meeting
at Plymouth State College in New Hampshire.  California was also cited as
a future possibility, especially  in light of Peter Stone's  upcoming move to
the state. However, Stone hastened to stress the busy personal schedule he
foresaw for at least the next couple of years.  Stephen Reinhardt then made
a motion to have New Hampshire as the site of next year's meeting. Peter
Stone seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.  The advisability of
seriously  considering  future  sites  at  least  a  couple  of  years  ahead  was
mentioned.  Gregory Landini offered the University of Iowa as a candidate
where  the  BRS  meeting  could  be  aiTanged  so  as  to  dovetail  with  the
university's    annual    Wittgenstein/Russell    Conference.    Chad    Trainer
countered that previous suggestions of the BRS meetings being held during
the academic year had typically eventuated in the specter of less affordable
rooming rates  for the  participants.    Rosalind  Carey encouraged  people  to
bear   in   mind   the   possible   perks   that   can   accompany   the   hosting   of
conferences  and  instanced  a  $5,000  donation  from  an  alumnus  to  Lake
Forest's Philosophy Department as a consequence of last year's meeting.

A  proposal  to  translate  Russell's  A  f7i.b`/ot.j;  a/  Wes/cm  PAl./ob'apky  into
Armenian  was  then  addressed.  The  would-be  translator  in  this  case  is  a
man  who  has  already translated  into Armenian  J7'7z); / Am  IVo/ a  CAri.sf;.cI"
and who has a publisher satisfied with and on board for this translation of
Russell's fJj.a/ory but who acknowledges  budgetary complications  in such
an undertaking.  David White explained that,  while the BRS  is hardly in a

position    to    provide    financial    assistance    for    this    endeavor,    genuine
possibilities  to  be  considered  by  the  BRS  are  a  letter  of support  for  the
translations, a commitment from the Society to purchase a given number of
copies,  and  a  donation  of space  in  the  Society's  quarterly  newsletter  to
advertising  the  translation.  After  explanations  by  Steve  Maragides  and
Dennis  Darland  of a  grant  previously  made  to  MCMaster  University  for
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Russell-related     work,     Peter     Friedman     suggested     the     utility     of
corresponding with whatever local  chapters of the BRS are to be found in
Armenia.   Friedman  made  a  motion  to  have  a  letter  of  commendation
drafted for the Armenian translation project.  Peter Stone then proposed as
an amendment to this motion that the Executive Committee be empowered
to promote the  Armenian translation project provided  it does not result  in  ;
any    financial   cost   to   the    Society.       This    amended    motion   passed
unanimously.

Concern   with   impressing   upon   the   Directors   the   crisis   of  declining
membership,  its  causes,  and  remedies  were  next  on  the  agenda.  David
White suggested as a partial solution to membership decline prolonging the
membership  of  those  who  have  not  paid   in  a  timely  fashion.   Dennis
Darland argued, instead, for such an approach quite possibly compounding
the problem. Peter Stone inquired about the repercussions for membership
volume  of  including  membership  forms  in  the  quarterly  newsletter  and
Darland indicated that such results were negligible. The possible merits of
free   memberships   were   discussed.   Friedman   stressed  the  propriety  of
distinguishing  between  a  financial  crisis  and  a  membership  crisis.  Chad
Trainer  encouraged  the  Society to  consider  membership  information  that
could  be  provided  on   soinething  the   size   of  a  business  card  and   so
presentable  to  potential   members   in   a   fashion   less  awkward   that  that
involved  in trying to  give them  standard  membership  forms.  Possible  new
designs for membership forms were considered and then, in response to an
inquiry from Thorn Weidlich, Darland  furnished the  Society with a report
on membership trends. Friedman pondered the possibilities of book inserts
for    BRS    membership    in    Routledge's    publications.    He    pointed    to
Routledge's   obviously   vested   interests   in   the   promotion   of  Bertrand
Russell, as well as the distinct possibility of their interest in Russell-related
events.  Peter Stone cited the hitherto negative reaction from Routledge on
these   fronts.   There   was,   however,   general   discussion   of  Routledge's
catalog possibly  including as  filler  ads  for the  BRS.  Cara  Rice  and  Chad
Trainer  asked  about  the  possibilities  of  BRS  members  volunteering  to
insert   promotional   material   for   the   Society   at   their   local   corporate
bookstores  in  the  storcs'  rclcvant  books.   David  White  an(I   Pctcr  Stone
countered that it was basically unheard of for stores to permit such a thing
and  White  said  that  opportunities  for  postings  on  such  storcs'  bulletin
boards  arc  a  more  realistic  area  to  explore.  Peter  Stone  explained  that,

generally   speaking,   `T/I.g/t/   changes   to   present   practices   in   promoting
membership  tend  to  be  more  realistic  and  practical  than  the  grandiose,
visionary approaches that, while abounding in ideas lack "people attached
to the  ideas."  David  Hcnchan  explained  what  he  saw  as  the  shortcomings
of  the   Socicty's   ncwslettcr  regularly   including  renewal   forms  vis-a-vis
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individually    mailed    dues    notices.    David    White    responded    that    a
modification  here  entails  a  whole  additional  realm  of activity  and  so  an
individual  willing  to  do  it.  The  possibility  of having  people  volunteer  to
contact those  whose  membership  has  lapsed  was  next discussed and  then
the advantages of readily reproducible membership  forms  in the  Society's
mailings.  It  was  then  discussed  how  extensions  of membership  for those
who are behind on their dues is most appropriately left for an "executive"
decision. Dermis Darland mentioned the possibility of advertising the BRS
in   the   IVcz//.o#   magazine   and   around   college   campuses.   Peter   Stone
explained that it was precisely by means of campus advertisements that he
himself got involved in the Society. Peter Friedman mentioned the possibly
cheap  rate  of  advertising  in  the  "far-right  column"  of  Google  but  the

possibly  minimal  rate  in  the  area  of $500  was  considered  as  well.  Peter
Stone  drew  attention  to  the  operative  role  of John  Lenz  and  while  not
foreseeing a  need  to  put  money  forth  on  website  developments  indicated
his   willingness  to  make  the  relevant  inquiries  along  these  lines.  Thorn
Weidlich  mentioned  the  value  generally  to  increased  Internet  activity  for
the BRS in making membership more attractive.

Peter Stone then moved to adjourn the meeting. Cara Rice seconded.

The 2003 BRS Award

This  year,  the  BRS  Awards  Committee  decided  lo  give  the  BRS  Award  to
Kalha  Pollitt.  Kevin  Brodie,  BRS  Awards  Coinmitlee  Chair,  offered  the

following remarks in support of this decision:

Katha Pollitt is an award-winningjoumalist, who is a regular columnist for
the  IVcr/I.o#.   She   is   the   author  of  several   books,   including  Rcaso"ab/e
Creatures:  Essays  on  Women  and  Feminism  (Vintage,199S)  and Subject
to  Debate:  Sense  and  Dissents  on  Women.  Polilics.  and  Culture (Rz+rrdom
House,   2001).   Throughout   her  career,   she   has   been  an   articulate   and
vociferous  champion  of  those   who   are  disenfranchised  and  oppressed
throughout    the    world.        She    has    also    been    one    of   the    foremost
spokespersons   for   feminism   and   reproductive   rights.       She   has   also
expressed   skepticism   regarding   religious   dogma,   and   has   frequently
criticized  religious  leaders  for  using  their  influence  to  repress  freedom,

particularly as it relates to women.

Upon leaning that she had received the award, Ms.  Pollitt proclaimed she
was  "thrilled  to  be  associated  with  Bertrand  Russell,  whom  she  admired,
and was a hero to her parents."
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The text of the award reads as follows:

Tlie 2003 Bertrand Russell Society Award presented to
Ms. Katha Pollitt

for intellectual courage and indubitable wit in the spirit of Bertrand
Russell.

The 2003 BRS Book Award

The  BRS  Book  Award  Committee  decided  lo  give  the  2003   BRS  Book
Award to  Ray  Perkins fior his edited collection Yours Fallthfu+ky, Bertrand
Russell: Lifelong Fight for Peace, Justice, and Truth in Letters to the Editor

(Open   Court,    2001).    (As   Awards   Committee   Chair,    Ray   abstained
completely from  the  decision-making process  this  year  because  his  book
was a candidate for the award.) Ray Perkins was unable to attend the 2003
Annual  Meeting lo accept the award in  person;  however,  he did send the
following remarks that were read at the meeting:

My collection  of Russell's  letters  to  the  editor  has  been  a  long  labor,  but
tnlly  one  of  love.  As  some  of you  may  know,  my  editorial  interest  in
Russell's letters began back in the early 70s soon after I became aware that
Ken Blackwell and Hany Ruja were collecting them for the Archives. But
in  fact  my  interest  in  Russell's  letters  really  goes  back  to  my  encounter
with his  1967 book  W¢r Cri.meg i.H  yl.a/wczm  which reprinted his passionate
exchange  with  the  editor  of the  Ivew  york  ri.meg  regarding  US  chemical
weapons in South East Asia.  What these letters show, and what I think his

public  letters  generally  reveal,  is  the  practical  wisdom  of a  great  intellect
come down from the  ivory tower of academia to do battle with the forces
of  ignorance  and  cruelty  and  to   infuse  public  policy  with  reason  and
compassion.  As  we  witness  the  unfolding of the  new Pax  Americana and
the  resurgence  of the  threat  of  weapons  of  mass  destruction,  Russcll's

public  letters,  especially  those  since  World  War  11,  take  on  a  renewed
relevance,   and  his  example  as  practical  philosopher  and  public  gadfly
continues today to teach and inspire us all.

I'd  like to thank the  Society for honoring me  with this prestigious award.
It's one of which I am very proud and one which I shall long cherish. And
I  want to add  a  special  "thank you" to  the  Bertrand  Russell  Archives and
especially  to  Ken  Blackwell  without  whose  as`siduous  work  over  nearly
three decades  these  letters  would  not  have  been  obtainable.  Again,  thank
you all very much.
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Sincerely (or should I say ``Yours faithfully"?),

Ray Perkins, Jr.

Tl.e  Award  plaque  that  Ray  will  receive  is  engraved  with  the following
words:

The 2003 Bertrand Russell Society Book Award to
tray Pe;rkins. Jr. tor Yours Faithf iully, Bertrand Russell..

A Lifelong Fight fior Peace, Justice, and Truth in Letters to tl.e Editor,
which has deepened our understanding of Russell's life and work.

Below follows a complete list of all previous BRS Book Award winners:

2002
The  Selected  Letters  of  Berti.and  Russell:   The  Public  Years.   1914-1970

(Routledge,  2001),  cd.  by  Nicholas  Griffin,  assisted  by  Alison  Roberts
Miculan.

2001

Appo!.#/mc"/ De#I.ec/ (Prometheus, 2000), by Thorn Weidlich.

2000
Russell   on   Ethics:   Selections   from   the   Writings   o.i   Bertl-and   Russell

(Routledge,1999), ed. by Charles Pigden.

1999

Russell's  Hidden  Substilutional  Theoiy  (OxLford U.P.,199&), by  Gregory
Landini.

1998

Collected Papers Of Bertrand Rus`sell. Volume  10:  A Fresh Look at
Em|)iricism,1927-42. Volume  11 :  Last Philosophical Testament,1943-68

(Routledge,1996,1997), ed. by John G.  Slater and Peter Kollncr.

1997

Bertrand Russell..   The Spirit Of solitude (Free Press,1996),by Rzry Monk.

1996

Continuity    and    Change    in    the    Development    of   Bertrand    Russell's
P/!J./osapdy (Kluwer,  1994), by Paul Hager.
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1995

A   Bibliography   Of   Berlrand   Russell   (Routledge.   \994),   by   Kenneth
Blackwell and Harry Ruja.

1994
Ber/raHd jiwssc//.. A fj/c (Viking,1993), by Caroline Moorehead.

1993
The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell, Volume  I,  1894-1914 (Hougivton
Mifflin,1992), by Nicholas Griffin.

1992
Russell's Idealist Apprenticeship (Oxt;ord U .P.,199\), by Nicholas Griffiin.

1991

Russell,   Idealism   and   the   Emergence   Of  Analy[ic   Philosophy  (Oy`ford,
1990), by Peter Hylton.

1990
Bertrand  Russell's  Dialogue  wilh  His  Contemporaries  (Southern "j\no.\s,
1989), by Elizabeth Eames.

1989
Bertrand Russell: A Political Life (m\l and Wane, \988), by Ala.n Tlyan.

1988

Ber/ra#d Rwssc// (Twayne,1986), by Paul Kuntz.

1987

The  Spinozislic  Ethics  Of  Bertrand  Russell  (AIlen  & Ur[win,  \985), dy
Kenneth Blackwell.

1985

Collected  Papers  Of Berlrand  Russell.  Volume  I:  Cambridge  Essays  1888-
99  (Allen  &  Unwin,   1983),  ed.  by  Kenneth  Blackwell,  Andrew  Brink,
Nicholas Griffin, Richard A. Rempel, and John G. Slater.
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Quiz on Bertrand Russell

The following quiz was offcrcd at the 2003 Annual Meeting of the BRS by
mccting  organizer   Rosalind   Carey.   The   person   scoring   highest   at   the
meeting  was  awarded  a  complimentary  lunch  at  the  dining  commons  at
Lake  Forest  College  (total  value:   $6.66).  The  prize  was  won  by  Edgar
Bocdecker.  (The  BRsg  Editor,  who  was  in  the  running,  is  a  very  poor
sport, and still has several protests lodged.)

Owes/J.o#  #/..  What  famous  statement  by  Quine  about  bci.#g  did  Russell
probably coin?

gwcs/!.o"  #2..  Where  does  Russell  say,  "Not  only  the  Bible  but  even  the
works  of  Marx  and  Engels  contain  demonstrably  false  statements.  The
Bible  says that the  hare  chews  the cud,  and  Engels  said that the  Austrians
would win the war of 1866."

gitcs/i.o#  #j..  What aspect of his  first wife  first repelled  Russell,  when he
saw her on a bicycle?

Owes/i.a/i #4.. In what year did Russell first read William James?

Owes/!.o#  #5..  What gifts did Wittgenstein occasionally bring Russell, when
they first knew each other?

ewes/I.ow #6.. Who published the first edition of pr/.#ci.pi.a?

g!tes/i.o#  #7..  Wllat did Russell say when asked about being rescued from a
plane crash?

r/.ebreaAe;-gwcs/i.o#  #/..  How old  was  Bertrand Russell  when he first read
John Stuart Mill.s fogj.c?

7l.cbreclkcr Owe,T/i.ow  #2..  Where  did  Bertrand  Russell  go  the  day  after the
iiight hc and Ottolinc Morrcll  I)ccamc  lovers?

Answers to the quiz can bc found ()n page 42.
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Articles..

Russell in Toronto
Alan Bock

More  than  one  hundred  people  attended  the  March  2003  meeting  of the
Humanist   Association   of  Toronto   to   hear   a   talk   by   Peter   Stone   on
"Bertrand Russell's Politics and Humanism."

Stone began his talk by noting that Russell was a prolific writer of English

prose, but there  are a few lines that really seem to capture  what he thinks"in   a   nutshell."   One   of  these   is   the   opening   line   of  his   (3-volume)

autobiography-``Three passions,  simple but overwhelmingly strong,  have
governed  my  life:  the  longing  for  love,  the  search  for  knowledge,  and
unbearable pity for the suffering of mankind." There is also the classic line
from Russell's essay "What I Believe"-"The good life is one  inspired by
love  and  guided  by  knowledge."  That  line  is  the  official  motto  of the
Bertrand  Russell  Society.  But  for  purposes  of the  talk,  Stone  concluded,
the most appropriate Russell quote summarizing his philosophy appears at
the   beginning   of  the   first   chapter   of  one   of   his   best-known   essay
coHeof\ous, Skaptical Essays..

I   wish  to   propose   for  the   reader's   favourable   consideration   a
doctrine   which   may,   I   fear,   appear   wildly   paradoxical   and
subversive.  The  doctrine  in question  is  this:  that  it  is  undesirable
to  believe  a  proposition  when  there  is  no  ground  whatever  for
supposing it true.

"I think that the philosophy embodied in this quote," Stone said, "is just as

wildly  subversive  now  as  it  was  when  he  wrote  it  75  years  ago.  [By  cI#
extraordinary  coincidence,  il`s  the  75lh  anniversary  of the  publication  Of
Skeptical Essays this year, as lhis issue.s editorial notes-ed.I A;nd it rcarty
summarizes BR's ideas on politics and humanism very well.  To say that he
lived by  it-which he  did, by and  large-is  one  of the best things that can be
said about him, either in his eyes or in our own."

Stone then examined Russell's humanism with this  quote  in mind.  Though
Russell did not consider himself a humanist, argued  Stone, "Nevertheless,
his  views  regarding  religion  and  the  good  life  are  classically  those  of a
humanist.   Through   those   ideas   Bertrand   Russell   expressed   his   core
conviction  not  to  believe  without  evidence   and  he  did  not  mince   any
words.„
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For example,  right at the  start of the  collection  W/ry / A/)I  IVo/ j4  CAris/i.a"
Russell announces that

I   think   that   all   the   great   religions   of  the   world-Buddhism,
Hinduisin, Christianity, Islam, and Communism-both untrue and
harmful.

^ccording to  Stone, the primary problem Russell  found  with religion was
that  it  required  faith,   and   an   abandonment  of  the   "wildly  subversive"
doctrine  of not believing without evidence.  Russell  thought that there  was
no reason for believing any of the things religions ask us to believe, but he
would  certainly  add  that there  were,  in  many  cases,  no  reasons  to  believe
the opposite either.  Just because wc have no evidence that God exists does
not  mean  we  have  evidence  that  God  does  not  exist.  Therefore,  Russell
considered   himself  tcclmically  an   agnostic,  not  an  atheist.   But  he  also
added  that  for  practical  piirposes,  hc  was  an  atheist.  For  those  who  think
that  agnosticism   is  some  sort  of  concession  to  the  religiously  minded,
Russell has the following words of advice in his essay ``What I Believe":

I  do  not  pretend  to  be  able  to  prove  there  is  no  God.  I  equally
cannot prove that Satan is a fiction.  The Christian God may exist;
so may the Gods of Olympus, or of ancient Egypt, or of Babylon.
But no  one of these  hypotheses  is  more probable  than any other:
they   lie   outside   the   region   of  even  probable   knowledge,   and
therefore there is no reason to consider any of them.

So  all  of  the  reasons  for  accepting  belief  in  God  (and  other  traditional
religious ideas, like an afterlife) are suspect.

It  should  be  pointed  out,  Stone  hastened  to  add, that "Russell  himself was
at  all  emotional   lcvcl  prcdisposcd  to  bclicf  in  something  like  God.   He
really wanted  some  kind of ccr/cli."/}J." When,  as a teenager,  he abandoned
belief  in  religion  he   did  seek  a  substitute   in  philosophy.   Much  of  his
reputation  stemmed  from  his  efforts  at  finding  a  rigorous  philosophical
foundation  for  mathematics,  but  ultimatcly,  hc  decided  that  mathematics
did  not offer  him absolute  truth about the  world.  This  was  a real  blow  for
him.  "Nevertheless,"  Stone  said.  "intellectual  honesty  was  too  important
for him to believe things simply bccausc they were comforting. Nowhere is
this clcarcr than  in  what  hc  has  to  say  about  life  after death."  Russell  was
blunt about this`in "What I Bclievc."

I  bclicvc  that  when  I  die  I  sliall  rot,  and  no(hing  of my  ego  will
survive.   I  am  not  young.  alld  I  love  life.  But  I  `should  scorn  to
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shiver  with  terror  at  the  thought  of  annihilation.   Happiness  is
nonetheless true happiness because it must come to an end, nor do
thought and love lose their value because they are not everlasting.
Many a man has borne hilnself proudly on the scaffold; surely the
same pride should teach us to think truly about man's place in the
world. Even if the open windows of science at first make us shiver
after the cosy  indoor warmth of traditional humanizing myths,  in
the  end  the  fresh  air  brings  vigor,  and  the  great  spaces  have  a
splendor of their own.

Turning to politics,  Stone noted that much of what Russell said is difficult
to square with his views about moral judgments.  Russell  was an emotivist,
meaning  that,  in  Stone's  words,  "statements  involving  ethics  or  morality
didn't literally say anything" but "simply expressed an emotion on the part
of the  person  speaking  them."  One  would  think that  this  would  preclude
much of a discussion about ethical and political questions. However, Stone
added,  "being  an  emotivist  never  stopped  Russell  from  expressing  moral
outrage  in the  world of politics,  from World War I  (during which he  was
imprisoned  for  an  antiwar  article  he  wrote)  to  the  crusade  for  nuclear
disarmament  (during  which  he  was  also  imprisoned,  this  time  for  civil
disobedience at the age of 89)."

But at other times, Russell displayed an attitude very much like that of Karl
Popper in  rrfee Opc# Socz.e/); aHd //.T E"emf.es,  a book Russell greatly  liked.
He  wrote  an  essay  on  a  similar  topic   himself  called  "Philosophy  and
Politics"  where  he  expressed  the  idea  that  the  enemy  in  politics,  as  in
religion,   is   the   holding   of  beliefs   without   evidence.   Russell   called   it
adhering to a fanatical creed.  He also saw,  in Stone's words, that "the idea
of refusing  belief without  evidence,  common  to  science  and  philosophy,
also  underlay  all   that  was  good  about  the   western  democracies."  This
skepticism,   Stone   concluded,   was   a   commodity   sorely   needed   in   the

present day.

The  Humanist  Association  of Toronto  has  become  a  popular  venue  for
BRS members.  Warren Allen  Smith has advised us that he had previously
spoken before this group and had the same large audience as Stone, two of
whom are  still  in e-mail  communication with him.  At the time of his  talk
Smith donated a copy of W7io 's  W7io i.# fJc// and  it was auctioned off.  The
winner,  said  Smith,  had  arrived  by  motorcycle  and  it  was  fun to  see  him
riding off with the "Good Book" strapped to his back.
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Poetry

'l`11e first FIKSQ published  out  o.|` Rochester fieatured an  original  poem  on

Ru`ssell.  (David  While,   "Whel.co.i  We  Cannot  Speak,"  fin(SQ  #110,  May
2()OJ)  11  seems fitting,1l.en,  Io  include  another  such  I)oem  in  the  last  (for
llic'  lime  I)eing) FIRSQ lo  l]c pulilislie>tl  IIiei.e.  May  llie FITrsQ always  pi.ove
siich an accommodating home to the j`ine arts.

Mlilightenment
Kathy Duggan

'I`his story is a little watery round the cdgcs.

It was a study weekend.
IIi a room, as it were, on his deathbed,
13crtrand Russell. He was naked. though
covered to some extent by a cloth,
kirgcr than life with his feet hanging over
the cdgc of an empty bath. His talk was in
I`illl  flow, as though nothing happcncd.

I  knelt down next to him to bc friendly,
take his hand, but ran out of things
to say, so hc kindly tried a bit of a joke,

iioscd a problem. Would it bc best
tt] fill the bath with an Archimcdcs Screw
t)I. the I-Iydraulic system, whicli  woiild bring
€`  very thin and cooling line of water.
I  chose the  latter.

Soon the bath, surprisingly, was full
to overflowing and warm. "It's O.K."
I  said, "You'll like this."  So Bcrtrand soaked,
tiimcd from monochrome to pink,
stcppcd oiit, said: "Death intcrruptcd mc,
I  havc  a  lot to  say,  so  1'11

scc you later, you can follow mc
into lccturc room A."

Wc]l, two students were having
z` spat at the back, it was embarrassing,
I  told them to put a sock in it,
I}crtic couldn.t cvcn begin to speak.
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I walked blindly down the theatre,
almost sat on someone's knee,
by mistake-stumbled on,
found myself in the front row where
people in long dresses and long coats
began duelling and dancing.

I wanted to join in, hold hands
with Madame de Stael,
Quesnay and La Rochefoucauld.
My Laura Ashley dress with burgundy                                           A
watered silk puff sleeves and
black velvet bodice would have been ideal.

The TI:RSQ thanks  Peter  FI-iedman for finding  this  poem.  His  story  Of its
discovery is entertaining enough to be worth reproducing below.

Finding "Enlightenment"
Peter Friedman

One of the UK's top poetry teachers runs an annual seminar, and for each
of these  seminars  he  organizes  a  reading  at  which  the  present  crop  of
students  could   present  their   work.   I   was   in  attendance   at  The   Poetry
Society  HQ  in  London  on  Saturday  the  2lst  of  June  for  one  of  these
readings.

With  me  was  my  mother,  a  professional  painter.  She  had  been  sketching
some portraits of Russell at home, and had met me at the reading in order
to give them to me for scanning.  Both of us were astonished to hear one of
the  seminar  students  read  a  poem  that  contained  an  amusingly  surreal
fantasy  about  Russell.  The  poem  generated  mirth  and  applause  from  a
notoriously subdued audience of regular Poetry Society devotees.

Iinmediately  after  the  reading  was  over,  my  mother  sprang  to  her  feet,
approached  the  poet,  and  negotiated  an  exchange  of one  of her  Russell

portraits  in  return  for  a  copy  of  a  transcript  of  the  poem,   which  she
promptly took home, photocopied, and mailed to me.
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Regular Features..

Russell-Related Odds and Ends

•       Ill   its   March/April   2003   issue,   Book  So!frce  magazine   ran   a   short
article  cntitlcd   "The  Lore  and  Lure  of  Manhattan's  Historic  Book
Row."  The  article,  by  Marvin  Mondlin  and  Roy  Meador,  contains
many anecdotes concerning the eclectic assortment of used bookstores
that  used  to  clutter  around  Manhattan's  Fourth  Avenue.  Among  the
stories assembled there is the following gem:

Sonja Mirsky, who bccamc a  librarian, began venturing to Fourth
Avenue    in    1939`   and   soon   was   spending   hours   every   day
browsing  at  the  Strand.  In  the  1940s,  when  she  was  majoring  in
mathematics  at  collcgc  and  with  no  funds  to  purchase  Bcrtrand
Russcll's   Prr.;ici.p!.¢   A/a//Ic;7]cz/i.cc,   she   began   taking   the   three
volumes down from the high shelf at the Strand and using them at
the store to do her homework.  This behavior was noticed,  and she
heard  a  clerk  tell  founder  Ben  Bass,  "She's  never  going  to  buy
those books."  Bass  said  leave  the  browser be:  "When  she  has  the
money   she'll   but   them."   [sic]   Buy   them   she   did   when   she

graduated  in  1948  from  City  College  of New  York and  received
$50 from an uncle. She offered the money directly to Ben Bass for
the  $35  set.  Bass  examined  the  books  and  said,  "They're  quite
shelf worn. Why don't wc make it $25."

Face  it~the anecdote j.ust wouldn't bc the same  if Mirsky had been a
stiidcnt anywhere but City Collcgc.

Source:  Peter Stone

•      The April 2003 journal off//".c"ontains a centenary symposium on
G.E.  Moore's Pr/.#cfp!.cz E//if.ccz.  Anyone  spotting Russell references  in
the symposium should send thcm to the BRsg.

Source:  Peter Stone

Another  review  of Carole  Scymour-Jones'  book  Pal.#/ed  S/.cicJow..  A
£{./a o/ y;.v;.e#;7e E/r.a/ has appeared, this time in the April 3, 2003  issue
of  the   fo"do#   Rcvi.ew  o/  Books.   The   review   is   entitled   "In   the
IIyacjnth  Garden,"  and  is  by  Richard  Poirier.  The  review  discusses
Bcrtic's relationship  with Viviennc cxtcnsively, and not too favorably.
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(Poirier   thinks   highly   of  Ray   Monk's   treatment   of  the   subject.)
Poirier's overall view of the relationship is expressed as follows:

If he  [Russell]  exploited  the  Eliots  and  allowed  them  to  exploit
him, it was in the hope that he might thereby repair the losses and
emotional  damages  that  had  resulted  not  only   from   [Ottoline]
Morrell's defection but from the loss of two others with whom he
had  forged  an   intense   intellectual  as   well   as  emotional  bond:
Wittgenstein,  who  had  repudiated  Russell's  work  in  philosophy,
and  D.H.  Lawrence,  who  had  become  contemptuous  both  of his
writing and of his character.

Source: Tim Madigan

•      On April  17, 2003, the Australian newspaper the Age ran an article by
Mark  Mordue  entitled  "The  Forgotten  Parent?"  The  article  refers  to
Ion  SiLmson's  book  The  Truth  about  Babies..  From  A   to  Z  (Gra.n\a
Books, 2002) and notes a reference by Samson to Russell as follows:

I   read   with   cautionary   distress   Sansom's   contrasting   use   of
Bertrand     Russell's     pleased     notes     on     fatherhood     in     his
4w/obJ.ogrqpdy   (1967-69)   with   his   daughter   Katherine   Tait's
observations  later  in  M}J  Fa/Aer  Bet./ra"d  Rwssc//  (1975):   "He

played at being a  father...and  he  acted  the  part to  perfection,  but
his heart was elsewhere and his combination of inner detachment
and outer affection caused me much muddled suffering."

The  article  is  at  http://www.theage.com.au/articles/2003/
04/ 17/ 1050172678763 .html.

Source:  David While

•       On  April  19,  2003,  Ivewb`  rodr};  (a  prominent  evening  newspaper  of
southern India) ran an article entitled "Crank's Comer" (apparently an
installment  of a  regular  feature)  by  K.  Balakumar.  The  article  dealt
with the phenomenon of Short Messenger Service (SMS), and opened
with the following grammatically-challenged anecdote:

"The good thing about this SMS is that you carmot read it on your

mobile,"    the    mobile     beeped    and    blinked     with     intriguing
insouciance.
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It sccmcd more paradoxical than Bertrand Russell's barber one.

The article is at http://newstodaynet.com/ 19apr/ss 1 .htm.

Soiirce:  David White

The  most  crcativc  rcccnt  use  of a  Russell  quote  probably  belongs  to
Monica  Anderson  in  an  article  she  wrote  for  the  For/   Woi./A  S/ar-
7e/eg7.czm   that  appeared   on   April   20,   2003.   In  the   article,   entitled
"Boys,  Boys,  Can  I  Have  My  Dreams  Back?"  Anderson  writes  the

following:

In   the    words    of   Bertrand    Russell,    "Ethical    metaphysics    is
fundamentally  an  attempt,  however  disguised,  to  give  legislative
force to our own wishes."

I  don't  have  the  slightest  idea  what  that  means,  cxccpt  maybe  I
need to go shopping by myself.

The    article    is    at    http://www.dfw.com/mld/starte[egram/
living/5663839.Iitm.

Source..  David White

At  http://www.rnw.nl/special/en/litm]/030423wmd2.Iitm]
there  is  an  article  (in  English)  about  a  program  on  the  Dutch  radio
Station "Radio Nederland" called "Weapons of Mass Destruction 2-
Russell   and  Einstein."  The  program,  the  second  in  a  series  on  the
history  of  the  very  worst  of  weapons,  focuses  on  Russell's  role  in
sparking the  antinuclear movement  in the  1950s.  It  includes extensive
interview scgmcnts from Josepli Rotblat, of the Pugwash Conferences,
and  Ken Coates,  of the Bcrtrand  Russell  Peace Foundation, as well  as
brief clips  of Russell  himself speaking on the  dangers  of nuclear war.
There  is  also  a  link  at  the  article  that  allows  access  to  the  program
itself. The article originally appeared on April 23, 2003.

Source:  Peter Friedman

The  Indian  website  mid-day.com  ran  an  article  in  which  Mahmood
Farooqui   cites   Russell   in   support   of  his   criticisms   of  the   lsrael's
continued  control  over  tlie  Occupied  Territories.  Russell  is  quoted  as
saying  the  following  about   Isi.acl:  "Thcrc  has  bccn  no  nation  which
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won world  support so quickly,  only to  lose  it as quickly." (No source
is given for the quote.) The article,  entitled,  "Why I Am Outraged by
this   Conflict,"   is   at   http://web.mid-day.com/news/world/
2003/april/51228.htm.  It originally appeared on April 27, 2003.

Of course, were Russell witness to the recent U.S. war against Iraq, hc
would probably revise his assessment as to who should hold the record
for squandering international goodwill.

Source:  David Wthite

The  May  5,  2003  issue  of the  Gitw;.t/f."w  fcaturcd  an  article  by  Stuart
Jeffries entitled "Oh, You Are Awful." The article reviews a recent 3-
part British TV program on the history of the sitcom.  In the course of
the review, Jeffries discusses a common theme in British sitcoms-the
"eternally   frustrated   desire"   on   the   part   of  working-class   folk   to
"better" themselves "through some nebulously conceived Culture." As

an  example  of this,  he  cites  a  moment  in  an  early  sitcom  entitled
"Hancock" "in which the eponymous, aspirant hero filled his pipe, put

on his smoking jacket and opened a book by Bertrand Russell but was
doomed  to  remain  baffled  on  its  first  page."  (Presumably,  the  book
wash.t   A   History   Of   the    World   in   Epitome.)   The   `wlcte   .is   .at
http://www.guardian.co.uk/tv_and_radio/story/O,3604,9
49488,OO.html.

Source..  David White

The  May  8,  2003  issue  of the /apa#  rj.;Hc``.  ran  an  article  by  Rowan
Hooper on rcccnt debates siirroiinding the moral status of stem cells~
debates situated in a  longer philosophical argument about the question
of ``what it means to be human." The  article,  entitled "Ethicists Bid to
Unscramble Egg Argument," opens as  follows:

It's often been  said that philosophy  lags behind  science.  Bertrand
Russell's  71fec  ABC  o/ Rc/a/j.vj.ty,  for  example,  was  published  in
1926,   21   years   after  Einstein  published   his   Special  Theory  of
Relativity.

We'll give them a break, those poor philosophers. It must be hard
to  come  up  with the  philosophical  implications  of,  say,  quantum
mechanics,    when    only    a    specialized    handful    of   physicists
themselves can understand it.
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Hooper  goes  on  to  suggest  that  philosophers  should  have  an  easier
time on the  stem cell  dcbatc,  as the  argument about "what  it means to
bc   human"   has   been   going   on   for   millennia.   It   is   still   doubtful,
liowever, that anyone will bc coming out with  71rfee ABC a/fJw»!ar# £i/e
any time soon.

The    article    is    online    at    http://www.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-
I)in/getarticle.pl5?fe20030508rh.htm.

Source..  David White

An  article  that  appeared  in  the  Gltard!.a#  on  May  26,  2003  contained
the following Russell reference:

Back in  the  1920s,  the  Guardian editor CP  Scott  feared  the  worst
when    he    heard    tlic    name    chosen    for    the    new    invention.
"Television?  No  good  will  come  of this  device.  The  word  is  half

Greek and half Latin." While  Bertrand Russell reportedly waned
Grace  Wyndham  Goldic,  a  radio  pioneer  who  was  preparing  to
move to television, "It will be of no importance in your lifetime or
mine."   She   survived   until    1986,   but   long   before   that   Russell
should have been eating his words.

The  article  was  entitled  "Get  a  Grip  on  Reality"  and  was  written  by
Nick  Clarke.  It  is  available  online  at  http://media.guardian.co.
uk/mediaguardian/story/O,7558,963361,00.html.

Source:  Peter Friedman

F/.a/I/Pcrgc  Magazine,   online  journal   of  lunatic   right-winger  David
Horowitz  (formerly   of  the   New   Left)   recently   featured   an   article
mentioning   Russell.   The   article,   a   rather   shrill   diatribe   by   Rafe
Champion,  is  entitled  "George  Orwell,  Economic  Illiterate."  Before

proceeding  to  attack  Orwcll,   Champion  begins  his   article   with  the
following paragraph:

As  wc  celebrate  the  aniiivcrsary  of one  of the  most  honest  and
courageous men  of thc  20th  century  it  is  important  to  tcmpcr our

praise  with  the recognition  that  he  had  a  very  serious  limitation.
Hc   was   an   cco]iomic illitcratc.   In   company   witli   many   other
intclligcnt  anti-totalitarians  of his  time,  like  Bertrand  Russell  (to
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the age of 90) and Leonard Woolf, he called himself a socialist. In
their eyes,  all that could be expected  of "unfettered  competition"
were   boom   and   bustcycles,   monopolies,   exploitation   of  the
workers  and  unemployment.  (In fairness  to  Bertrand  Russell,  his
first serious engagement in politics was to defend free trade from
opponents in the British Liberal Party, circa  1905.)

The  article  appeared  on  July  3,  2003,  and  is  available  at  http://
frontpagemag.com/articles/ReadArticle.asp?[D=8738.

Source:  Peter Friedlnan & Ken Blackwell

ln an interview for the Gwczrd;.¢", philosopher Bryan Magee described
Bertrand  Russell   as   "the   most   impressive   individual   he   met."   He
believed  this,  Magee  said,  "because  of his  extraordinary  intelligence.
Anything   you   say   about   it   will   sound   like   a   cliche,   but   it   was
extraordinary."   Karl   Popper,   BRS   Honorary   Member,   was   also
acknowledged  as  a  major  influence.  In  discussing  Popper,  however,
Magee adds that "I hugely valued my relationship with him, but to be
honest  I  never  really  liked  him."  The  interview,  entitled  "I  Think,
Therefore  I  Write,"  was  conducted  by Nicholas  Wroe,  and  appeared
on  June  7,  2003.  It  is  online  at  http://politics.guardian.co.uk/
interviews/story/0,11660,972650,00.htm[.

Source..  Peter Friedlnan

The  June  20,  2003  issue  of Forward  noted  that  the  2003  Jerusalem
Prize  had  been  awarded  to  playwright  Arthur  Miller.  The  Jerusalem
Prize,  notes  the  article,  is  "lsrael's  only  international  literary  award,"
and  "honors  an  author  whose   works  best  express  the   idea  of  the
freedom    of    the    individual    in    society."    The    article,    by    Elli
Wohlgelemter,   also   noted   several   previous   winners   of  the   prize,
including Bertrand Russell, who won in  1963. The article can be found
at    http://www.forward.com/issues/2003/03.06.20/news
13.html.

Source:  Peter Friedman

A  recent  two-part  radio   documentary   was   broadcast  by  the  BBC
entitled  "From  This   Moment  On."  The  documentary,   narrated  by
Nigel   Wrench,   "examines   two   seminal   moments   from   the   1960s
and  '70s"-the  shooting  of antiwar  demonstrators  at  Kent  State  and
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the forination of the Committcc of loo by Bertrand Russell and Ralph
Schoenman.  The  segment  on  the  second  event  bears  the  title  "When
the Philosopher Sat Down."  Included  in the documentary are excerpts
from  Russcll's  famous  "Man's  Peril"  speech  and  an  interview  with
Schoenman.  (He  claims  to  have  been  inspired  with  the  idea  for  the
Coinmittcc  by  reading  about  the  Guelphs  and  the  Ghibellines,  who
made     use     of    similar     committees.)     The     documentary     is     at
http://www.bl)c.co.uk/radio4/news/thismoment.shtml.

Source: Tom Stanley

•       Sadly,   the   recent   biogi-aphy   of   Nikita   Khrushchev   by   William
Ta.homz\r\, Khrushchev..  The Man and His Era (Norton, ZOOS) does not
mcntjon Russell in its index at all. (Any member who finds mention of
Russell in the text should send them to the BRsg.)

Source:  Peter Stone

•       Those   interested   in   Russcll's   formcr   secretary   Ralph   Schoenman

should  visit  llttp://w`A/w.wbaifree.org/takingaim/,  the  website
of the radio show  "Taking Aim." This show airs on WBAI  (99.5  FM)
in New  York  City  every  Tuesday  from  5-6  PM,  and  is  co-hosted  by
Schocnman  and  Mya  Shone.  The  site  provides  information  about  the
show as well as an archive of past shows. There is also an order form
through  which  one can order shows  as  well  as books by  Schoenman,
sock  as  Death  &  Pillage  in  the  Congo  irnd  The  Hiddei.  History  Of
Zi.o#i.L?in.  (The text of the  latter is also  available.)  Oddly,  Schoenman's
relationship with Russell  is mentioned only once in passing.

Source:  David Goldinan

•      For more on  schocnman,  visit the  wcbsite of"Cloak & Dagger:  Talk
Radio  for  SPIES!"  This  show  airs  on  Thursdays  at   11   PM  on  Mojo
Radio  (640  AM).  Schociiman  has  appeared  as  a  guest  on  the  show
numci.ous  times,  and  si]  tlic  show's  wcbsite  features  a brief biography
of him,  along  with  downloadablc  audio  files  for  the  shows  on  which
hc  appeared.  Along  with  the  biography,  the  site  features  a  picture  of
Schocnman  marching  with  Bcrtic  and  Edith  in  the   ]960  Hiroshima
Vigil  March held  in  London.  Tlic show's wcbsitc  is at  http://WWW.
cloakanddagger.ca/guests/ralph  sclioenman. asp.

S(iurce:  Toin Stanley
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•       Shakespeare  &  Company  (a  theatrical  troupe  based  in  Lenox,  MA)
recently performed a play entitled 7lrfee F/y Bo/f/e, by David Egan. This

play in seven scenes features an ongoing philosophical debate between
Karl  Popper,  Ludwig  Wittgenstein,  and  Bertrand  Russell.  It  begins
with the  famous  1946  encounter between Popper and  Wittgenstein-
the  one  chronicled  in  the  recent  book   Wi.//gensfe!.# 's  Poker  (Ecco,
200l)-and  proceeds  forwards  and  backwards  (through  flashbacks)
from  there.  The  play  ran  from  May  16  (two  days  before  Russell's
birthday) to August 24.

At least three reviews of the play have appeared. The first, by Frances
Benn  Hall,  claims  that  ``Russell  brings  a  welcome  note  of levity  into
the  play  with  his  assertions  concerning  the   importance   of  sex  in

philosophy."  It  appeared  in  newberkshire.com,  an  online  magazine
dealing with "arts, entertainment, & the Berkshires," at http://WwW.
newberkshire.com/reviews/03/Sco-fly.html.   The   second,   by
Elyse  Sormer,  claims  that  ``Russell  emotionally  abused  his  children
and grandchildren." It appeared in Curtainup", "The lnternet Theater
Magazine      of     Reviews,      Features,      Armotated      Listings,"      at
ltttp://www.curtainup.com/flybottle.htm[.  The  third  review,
by  James  Yeara,  bears  the  creative  title  "Philosophy  by  Force."  It
features the following exchange between Popper and Russell:

"I think a good book is worth several Panzer divisions if it gets to

the right people," Popper states, to  which Russell replies,  "Not if
the Panzer division gets there first."

Yeara's   review   appeared   in   Metroland   Online,   "The   Alternative
Newsweekly    of   New    York's    Capital    Region."    The    address    is
http://www.metroland.net/theater.html.

Source: Peter Friedman

•      A short story on the web entitled "Bringing down the House" features
the following exchange concerning Russell:

The evenin.g arrived, and everyone piled into Helen's SUV for the
ride to Temple.Ahavat Israel.

`Now  listen,  Daria...please  don't  make  wisecracks  through  the

service.  I  know  you  just  love  to  humiliate  me,  but  this  is  very
important to me." asked Quinn, a whine in her voice.
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"Don't  worry.  I  brought  rcadjng  material,  aiid  if worse  comes  to

worse 1'118et a flap  in."

"I  hope  you  didn't  bring  one  of your  books  on  serial  killers  to

read...that would bc so embarrassing..."

"Nope, I've got a book of essays by Bertrand Russell right here in

my bag.„

"That wouldn`t be  W/ry / Ai# IVo/ A  CA7.;.a/I.¢#, would it?"

"I'm silre that wouldn't be looked at askance amongst Jews, who

have  their  own  axe  to  grind  against  Christianity.  But  no,  it's  the
Portable Bertrand Russell.  Your new-found  interest  in philosophy
and other scholarly matters is intcrcsting to say the least."

The   story   is   at   http://www.msgeek.com/fanfic/bringdown
house.html. For the record, there is no known book with the title 7lfre
Portable Berli.and Russell (but there should be).

Source..  Omar Rumi & Russell-I

There  is a British online exhibition of documentary  sources on World
War  I  entitled  "The  First  World  War:  Sources  for  History."  It  is  at
http://www.pro.gov.uk/pathways/firstwor[dwar/index.ht
in.  The exhibition  is offered through a partnership between the Public
Record Office (the National Archives) and the Imperial War Museum,
and  funded  by  the  New  Opportunities  Fund.  Among  other  resources
available at the  site  is  a  collection  of materials relating to  the  antiwar
movement.  This  collection  includes  a  letter Bertrand  Russell  wrote  to
his brother Frank while imprisoned for his antiwar work. There is both
a reproduction of the original letter and a transcription.

S()ul.ce:  Ken  BIackwell

A    websitc    dcdicatcd    to   Graham   Whettam,    a    British   composer,
indicates    that    Whettam    dedicated    his    Si.;i/oHi.cz    CoH/ra    I/.more,
originally  kilowli  as  Symphony  No.  4,  "to  Bertrand  Russell  and  all
other   people   who   suffer   imprisonment   or   other   injustice   for   the
cxprcssion   of  their   beliefs   or   the   convenience   of  politicians   and
burcaiicracics."  The  dcdication   apt)arcntly  kept  the  symphony,   first
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Freethinkers in the New York City area may wish to check out "Equal
Time   for   Freethought,"   a   radio   show   aimed   at   getting   out   the
freethinker's point of view.  It airs on WBAI (99.5  FM) every  Sunday
at 6:30 PM for half an hour.  It features news, analysis, and interviews.
It's  online  at  http://www.foody.org/freethoughtradio.Iltml.
One can  listen to the show live online at this site, or listen to a variety
of past broadcasts. The BJ?Sg thanks David Goldman for bringing the
show to its attention.

Updates on Awards and Honorary Members

In June 2003, fJcxpcr 's A4lczgrz;.He ran a review of Stephen Jay Gould's
714e  S/"c/wrc  a/ Evo/w/!.oHclry   7lfrcory  (Belknap  Press,   2002).   The
reviewer,   David   Quammen,   began   his   review   with   the   following
Russell reference:

Not  long  before  publishing  his   first  book,  the  young  Bertrand
Russell  received  some  advice  about  literary  technique.  It  came
from his future brother-in-law, Logan Pearsall Smith, the aesthetic
and  slightly  loopy  brother  of Alys  Pearsall  Smith,  who  became
Russell's  first  wife.  Seven  years  older  than  Bertrand,  Logan  had
studied  the  classics  at  Balliol  and  hung  with  artists  in  Paris;  he
was   an   imposing  if  dubious   source   of  postures  and  opinions.
Years   afterward,   in  an  essay  entitled   "How  I  Write,"  Russell
recollected   that   Alys's   brother   "was   at   that   time   exclusively
interested in style as opposed to matter," and although Russell had
opposite   priorities,   he   was   impressionable.   Logan   confidently
offered  various  rules,  of  which  Russell   mentioned  only  a  few:
Place a comma after every four words;  never use "and" except at
the beginning of a  sentence.  "His  most emphatic advice  was that
one  must  always  rewrite,"  Russell  remembered.  "I  consciously
tried  this,  but  found  that  my  first  draft  was  almost  always  better
than my second. This discovery has saved me an immense amount
of  time."   With   experience,   Russell   found   his   own   congenial
literary  methods, partly grounded  in  his  devotion to  mathematics
and  his  early  determination  "to  say  everything  in  the  smallest
number of words in which it could be said clearly." Perfect clarity
was   the   ultimate   style.   A   sentence   should   be   as   lean   as   an
equation. He would correct mistakes of substance, recasting entire

passages,  but  never  second-guess  zi  first  draft  on  grounds  that
were   merely   stylistic.   In   1945,   after  half  a   century  of  steady
literary output,  he published A  fJi.s/ot.); a/ Wcs/em PAi./oj'apky,  his
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romping survey of thinkers  from Thales to himself,  a book that's
witty  aiid  tcrsc  at  836  pages.  Five  years  later  hc  won  the  Nobel
Prize for literature.  So much for a brother-in-law's advice.

Qiiainmen goes on to compare Russell's writing technique with that of
(}ould,    who    also    avoided    rcwritcs,    and    demonstrates    how    the
technique   scrvcd   Gould   well-at   first.   Unfortunately,   Quammen
irgues,  it  failed  Gould  by the  time  he  wrote  the  1433-page  S/rwc/wre.
13cst  line  of the  review,  which  is  entitled  "The  Man  Who  Knew  Too
Miich?"   "What  sort   of  person   writes   a   gigantic  book,   filled   with
l`istory  ancl  biology  and  cultural  arcane,  staking  his  personal  claim to
bc  the  Second  Comiiig  of  Charles  Darwin,  and  then  congratulates
/ii.77i,7e// in  the  dedication?   Well,   there  is  no  such   `sort'   of  person.
Stcphen  Jay  Gould  was  like  nobody  else."  Gould  received  the  2000
BRS  Award,  largely  because  of his  Russellian  ability  to  popularize
tcclmical ideas through writing.

Rustlings
Gerry Wildenberg

'`l{`istlings"  presents  a  simple  substitution  cipher based  on  the  writings  of

llcrtrand  Russell.  In  the  coded  quote  below,  each  letter stands  for another
li`llcr.    For    example    BERTRAND    RUSSELL    could    be    coded    as
()REGENAQ  EHFFRYY,  0=8,  R=E,  ct  cetera.    The  quotes  below  use
tlj lTcrcnt codes.

Iii  the  cipher below I  have  made  the puzzle  harder by disguising the  word
*.`|):`rations   and   removing  any  punctuation.   The   grouping   into   5   letter
`.words"  is  meant only to  help readability and does not relate to the  actual

(iiiote.    (I    have    had    to    change    one    hyphenated    word    to   the    more
cttiitcmporary, nonhyphenated spelling.)

1117.JB    ZPZZK   JKSZT    RNKJW    RXSBZ    EJABO   ZWATZ    IKJFM
I KMHR TMGZB RXXOZ
r|`ZBKT   FZFM|   KMNTR   SZBRX   XOZP|   ABJJA   MMAQK   LKJFM

IKMMI ZIZTA RJZKX
I}KLPW   KGXMX  ZPPXL  FTZPP  ZFRJP   QRMZA  WRINT  ZFROX
/,MTRO GXKMR AJPBR
XXZSZ TVZIK QQRXL MAXRW ZXAJV OXRPP BRMIM IZIZT A
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Russell on the Web

•       Those  interested  in  the  writings  of  Russell's  (first)   mother-in-law,
Hannah Whitall  Smith, can find some of them online at the "Christian
Classics Ethereal Library" at llttp://www.ccel.org/s/smith_hw/.
As the  site name  suggests,  Russell  and his  mother-in-law  did not see
eye to eye on matters of theology.

Source..  David VImite

•      Yet   another   attack   on   Bertrand   Russell   by   Lyndon   LaRouche's

political   machine   can  be   found   at  the   website   of  the   "American
Almanac."   This   site   features   articles   originally   published   in   the
"American   Almanac"   insert   of  the   IVcw  Federcz/z.s/,   a   LaRouche-

controlled  newspaper.  The  website  features  a  lengthy  piece  by  Carol
White  entitled  "H.  G.  Wells,  Bertrand Russell,  Mackinder,  Rhodes-
Britain's    Plot    to    Destroy    Civilization:    The    New    Dark    Ages
Conspiracy."  (Conspiracy  theorists   love   lengthy  titles.)   The   article
consists of excerpts of chapter one of White's book Br!./¢i.# 's P/o/  ro
Destroy  Civilization..  The  New  Dark Ages  Conspiracy  (Ben FTalnkin
Booksellers,   1980).   (Amazon.com  has  the  two  parts  of  the  title-
before  and after the  colon-switched,  but  does  it really matter?)  The
excerpts  were  published  on  June  20,   1994.  The  chapter  is  entitled
"Russell  Walks  Out,"  a  reference  to  Russell's  decision  to  leave  the
"Coefficients,"  a  liberal  British  political  club.  View  it  at  http://

members.tripod.com/ ~ american  almanac/newdark.htm.

Source:  Peter Friedman

•       There are a number of references online to the  1967 Indian filmj4;#c!„,
directed by Mohan Kumar and starring Rajinder Kumar, Saira Banu-
and Bertrand  Russell,  who plays  himself.  Kumar plays a doctor who,
horrified  by  the  health  dangers  of atomic  weapons,  asks  Russell  for
advice. .Russell provides  it. .4mcz#'s plot is  summarized at http://us.
imdl}.Com/Plot?0233193    and   its   director   is   interviewed   at
http://in.news.yahoo.com/020529/5 7/ 1 p3c 1.html.          A
DVD   version   of  the   film   was   apparently   put  out   by   Worldwide
Entertainment Group in  1999, although it is currently unavailable.

Source:  Peter Friedman

4()

III{S  13iisiness and CI.apter News:

'I`he Greater New York City Chapter of the Bertrand

Russell Society (GNYCCBRS)

'rlic GNYCCBRS's latest happening occurred at the Ben Ash & Roxy Deli

(857 Seventh Avenue) on Sunday, June 29.  At this meeting, out-of-towners
wcrc  fctcd with very  large  sandwiches.  The  gathering included  (clockwise
{ii.oiind   the   table,   from   left)   David   Goldman,   Tim  Madigan   (from  the
(;RRS),  John  Lcnz,  Peter  Stonc  (also  from  the  GRRS),  Thorn Weidlich,
Warren Allen Smith, and Frank Stone (Petcr's dad). The BJtsg thanks Tim
Madigan for this picture immortalizing the event.
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Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
2nd Quarter Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow, 4/1/03 Through 6/30/03

Compiled 7/10/03 by Dennis J. Darland,
BRS Treasurer (djdarland@qconline. com)

Category Description

BALANCE 3/31 /03

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contrib-BRS

8,904.49

70.00
TOTAL Contributions               70. 00

Dues
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues

Meeting Income
Other Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
Library Expenses
Mccting Expenses
Ncwslctter
Other Expenses

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 6/30/03
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200.90
719.85

920.75
50.00
10.00

I,050.75

10.93

223.44
16.66

58.30

785.72
15.00

1,Ilo.05

-59.30

8,845.19

Greater Rochester Russen Set
Celebrating Six Years of Monthly Russell

Meetings Open to the Public

GRRS Inspires Poetry (of a Sort)

li`t)r  several  months  now,  the  GRRS's  monthly  meeting  has
hi`cn  followed  by  a  poetry  forum  called  Pure  Kona  Poetry.
i;t)me of the poets  arrive early,  and have taken  an interest in
l{ussell. In fact, two of the poets were sufficiently inspired to
c{ill   their  new  act  the  Urknee   and  Bjtirton  Russell   Show.
'l`hcy've even produced a CD of their poetry set to music; it's

1'  lloot.

2003 Program

Selected   Letters    Of   Bertrand    Russell:    The
Private Years,1884-1914
Selected    Letters    Of   Bertrand   Russell:    The
Public Years,1914-1970

()ct. 9                The Bertrand Russell Research centre
(`Iiie>st Speaker: Nicholas Grif f in

Nt)v.13             "Nice people" (by Bertrand Russell)
I)cc.  I I              Lord John Russell

All  meetings are  held  at Daily  Perks  Coffee  House,  389 Gregory
Street,  Rochester,  NY, at 6:30 PM.  Note New Meeting Time!

All  dates and  topics are  subject to  change.  For  information  call llm
Medlgan at 585-424-3184 or write tmadigan@rochester.rr.com or
vlslt h(tp://sun 1.sjfc.edu/ ~wildenbe/grrs/russe[f ..poster.html.

Solution to Rwsf/I.#gr Puzzle, May 2003

"Ethics  differs  from  science   in  the  fact  that  its  fundamental  data  are

feelings and emotions, not percepts."

B®r\ra.nd F`ussct\, in Human Society in Ethics and Politics.
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IT'S TIME TO RENEW YOUR MEMBERSHIP
TO THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

All  BRS  regular meliiberships  expire. at the  end  of tlie year.  So  if

you  haven't renewed  your membership,  iiow  is the time to  do  it!
Just  fill  out  the  membersllip  form  in  the  center  of this  issue,  and
seiid   it,  with  a  clieck  or  iiioney  ord'er  payable  to   714L7  Bc'r/rc7#c}
R",`..`'Lp//  ,SocJ.e/y,   to  the'  BRS   Treasurer:   Dennis   Darland,   1406
26tli  Street,  Rock  Island,  IL 61201 -2837,  USA.

You  can  now  also  pay  by  credit  card,  using  Paypal  on  the  web.
Just  go  to  the  Paypal  website  at  http://www.paypal.com  and
opeii  a  free  account.  Then,  when  Paypal  prompts  you  for  the
recipient's  email  address,  Iiave  your dues  selit to  Dennis  at:  brs-

Pp@qconline.Com.  Be  sul.e  to  state  the  pui.pose  of the  paymeiit
~  Iiiembership  rellewal  -in  tlle  email  message  that  accompanies

tliis  payment to the  BRS  froiii  Paypal.  Do liot  include your credit
card  information  in  this  message,  but  do  include  any  clianges  in

your name or address.  Dennis will  send you  an email  receipt and
update your account accordingly.

To  determine  if you  need  to  renew, just check  the  mailing  label
on  tliis  issue.   It  will  have  one  of the  following  4-digit  iiumbers
on  it:

200j  meaiis  that  you  are  paid  up  through  tliis  year,  but  need  to
renew for 2004;
2()04 mealis tliat you  have  already  reiiewed  for 2004`  aiid  so are
set for the commg year;
7777,  8888,  oi.  9999 meaii  that you  ai.e a Life Meliiber,  Holiorary
Member,  or  receivilig the  BRSQ  as  a  courtesy,  and  that you  do
not need to renew.

If you  have  any  questions  about  your  membersliip,  please  feel
free to contact Dennis at: djdarland@qconline.com.

IN THIS ISSUE

In  1988,  an  old  file  in the storeroom of a Viennese  real-estate dealer was
found  to   contain   a  number  of  letters   written  to   Ludwig   Wittgenstein.
Among  them  were  some  written  to  Wittgenstein  by  Gottlob  Frege.  The
letters   from    Frege   to    Wittgenstein   were   published   in   German   the
following  year,  and   since  theii,   various  extracts   from  them  have   been

published  here  and  there  in  English.  In  this  issue  of the  Ber/rc7#c/ R!ts5.e'//
^Soc./.cfy     03i#r/L.r/};,      new     English     translations     of    the     four     most

philosophically   interestilig   of  these   letters   are   piiblished   in   full.   They
concerii  Frege's  comments  to  Wittgenstein  on  Wittgenstein's  rrc7c./c7/"s.

Richard  Schmitt,  the translator,  provides  an  introduction to the  letters that

includes   detailed   bibliographic   information   clearing   up   many   murky

references   to   them   that   have   occurred   in   earlier   standard   works   on
Wittgenstein.   The   letters  themselves  are  stunning  in  the  acuteness  and

sheel. mental  power that  Frege  displays  in  them.  It  is  a  pleasure  to  have  a

traiislation  that  brings  these  characters  back to  life  for  us  with  such  force

and  vividness.

Letters   of  a   different   kind   will   be   a   regular   featiire   in   the

gzfcfr/cr/)/  beginning  with  this   issue,  nainely,   Russell's  urgent  letters  to
the  world  in  the  form  of his  numerous  and  famoiis  Letters  to  the  Editor.
In   this   issue,   we   see   one   of  Russell's   early   letters   on   the   subject   of

lsrael's relations to the Arab world.  Ray Perkins, the general editor of this

series,    provides    an    introduction    to    the    letter,    giving    the    general

background to  its creation.
Did   Russell   have   a   modal   logic?   In   a   previous   issue   of  the

gwc7r/cr/y   (February    2003)    Dan    Kei.vick    reviewed    Jan    Dejnozka's
coITtroverstial book, Ber[rand Russell  on  Modalily and Logical  Relevayice,

in  which  Dejnozka  argues  in  the  affirmative.  In  his  review  of the  book,

Kervick   raised   some   questions   about   the   thesis   and   expressed   some

doubts  about  it.  The  subject  returns  in  this  issue with  Dejnozka's  reply  to

Kervick's  review.  It  is  not clear that we  have  yet  gotten  to the  bottom  ot
the matter, so the issue may return to these pages in future issues.

Kevin  Klement  reviews  an  anthology  of selections  from  Frege

and F`ussell on  Logicism  and  the  Philosophy Of` Language, a,nd along the
way,  provides  us  with  some  insight  into  the  nature  of  logic  itself.   We
hope the reader will take some time to look over this interesting   review.
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REMINISCENCE  OF  A   SVMl>[loNV  PERFORMANCE.   In   lhc   last  issue  of  the

gI/c7r/e7.ly,  KEN  BLACKWELI.  and  TOM  ST^NLEV  I.elated  the  story  of how
British  composer  GRAHAM  WHETT^M  had  dedicated  his  4th   symr)hony,

S;.#/o#/.c}  Co#/rc}   I;.more   "to   BERTRAND  RUSSELL  and   all   other  persons
who  suf`fer  imprisonment  and  other  injustice  for  tlie  expi.ession  ot` their

beliefs    or    the    convenience    of   politicians    and    biireaucracies."    This

dedication  had  apparently  kept  the  symphony  off the  BBC  until  pi.otests

by  Russell   and  other  public   figures   got   it  performed  on   that  network.
ROBERT  DAVIS.   one  of  the  original   founders  of  the   BRS   and   Society

President  from   1975-82,  writes  to  tell   us  iiioi.e  about  the  symphony.  as

well  as to col.rect some mistaken  rumors about his health:
Regardiiig  the   iiote   in   Issue   119   of  Graliam   Whettam   and   his

sympliony  #4  dedicated  to  Russell:  we  played  tliis  t`or  members

intei.esled    in    heal`ing   it   at   the    1978   Annual    Meeting.    I    had

learned  of  it  aiid  the  troubles  gettilig  it  aircd  on  the  BBC  and

contacted  Whettam.  I  met with  him  on  one o(` my visits to Britain

and   he  gave   us   a  liiaster  tape.   WARREN   SMITH,   at  tlie  time   a

recording  mogul  with  his  own  studio,  transcl.ibed  it to  a  tape  and
we   played   it  at   a   lunch   for  those   interested.   It  has   no  direct

coiinectioli   to   Riissell   other  than   the   dedication.   It  was  a  very
"moderii"   piece,   vei.y   dissonant.   I   usually   loathe   tlial   sol.t   of

thing  but  I  found  it  "interesting"  none  the  less.  DON  .IACKANICZ,

with  a  iiioi.e  sopliisticated  if masochistic  taste  ill  modem  music,

liked  it.  Unl`oi.tunately  no  one  else  did  and  I  had  people  colllplain

I    had    sub.iected   them    to    it   even   thougli    it   was   an    entirely

volunteer  experience.  In  a   ]978  letter  to  me  when  he  sent  the

tape  Warren  stated  that he  was keepiiig the  master until  directed
to send  it to either the BRS  Library or the Archives.  I  assume we

did  so  and  probably  to  the  Archives  which  is  where  I   think  it

belongs.   Ken   Blackwell   or  Tom   Stanley  may  know.   After  25

yeai.s. it may be of interest to be played at a meeting again.
On  a completely unrelated matter  I  wish  to report my health

is   OK.   Shortly   after   the   Annual   Meeting,   DENNIS   D^RLAND

called to check on  me.  Someone had told him  at the meeting that
I  had  cancer.  I  do  not.  The  confusion  probably  stems  from  the
fact that  I  had  a spinal  tumor and niany people assume all  tumors
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zire cancerous.  The tumor almost made me a quadriplegic;  almost
killed  me.  I  was  under the  knife  for 8  houi.s ~ with  LIZ TAyLOR's

surgeon,  "he  gets  the tough  ones" -in  March  2001.  Then  8  days
in   intensive   care   and  then   another  week   in  the   rehabilitation
center AKA  the "Snake  Pit".  I'm  OK  now  but  in  a certain  sense
still   recovering  at`ter  30  months  in  that  I  still   make  occasional

gains  in  energy  and  stamina  which  have  been  curtailed  by  the
operation."

_*_

HEAVEN AND IIELL.  Also  in  the  last  i)//cr//c/.4;,  PETER STONE  reminded  us

of LEo  ROSTEN's  intei.view  ot` Russell  concei.ning  Russell's  agnosticism.

Rosten   asked   Russell   what   he   would   think   il`,   upon   dying,   he   f()und

himsel`` in  Hefiven  and  befoi.e  The  Loi.d.  ANTlloNy  FLEW  writes  and  asks

why   Rosten   wondei.ed   about   Russell   findilig   himself   in   Lleaven,   for
`.surely    any    old-fashioned    Jew,    Christian    or    Muslim    would    expect

Russell,  like  the  I.est  of us,  to  find  ourselves  in  //e//."  Flew  also  writes  to

suggest   that   a   lettei.   t`rom   him   published   in   the   last   g./c7/./et.ly   was

mispriiited.  The  oi.iginal  letlei.  has  gone  missing,  and  the  editol.s  are  still

struggling   to   come   to   grips   with   all   the   details   of  this   typographical

mystei.y,  but  this  much  is  clear:   In  his  May  2003  editorial,  Peter  quoted

Russell's  famous  statement that  .lit  is  undesii.able to  believe  a pi.oposition

when there  is no ground whatever  f`or supposing that it is true." Peter then

went  on  lo  elaborate  on  this  doctrine  by  expl€`ining:  "when  talking  aboiit

unicorns,    minotaurs,    or    compassionate    consei`vatives,    one    does    not

normally    have   to    prove   theii`   non-existence;    the   mei`e    lack   of   any

evidence  is  suf`ficient  reason  not  to  believe  in  any  of them."  Flew  then

wrote to point out that  in  more than  thiily yeai`s experience as one,  he has

not    observed     his     f`ellow    Consei.vatives     to     be     conspicuously     less

compassionate  than  membei.s  of other  parties.   We  think  that  even  in  its

fii.st  foi.in,  Flew made his point with  his  usual  incisiveness.
_*_

MORE   FLEW   NEWS.    On   the    50th    annivei.sary    of   the    famous    1948

Copleston-Russell  debate  concei.ming the  existence ot` God,  William  Craig

and   Anthony   Flew   met   in   Madison,   Wisconsin   to   publicly   debate   the

issue  anew.  rl`hat  anniversai.y  debate  is  now  being  published  by  Ashgate

in  a  volume  entitled  Doeb'  Goc7 Exf.b`/..   7'he  CTt.c7/.g-F/cw  DCJb¢/e,  edited  by

Stan  Wallace.  The  volume,  as  well  as  containing  the  edited  ti.ansci.ipt  ot

the  debate,  also contains chapters critiquing the  debate  and discussing the
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issues   raised   by   it.   Tlie   volume   is   to   appear   in   2004.   The   original

Copleston-Russell  debate,  as well  as  occurring in tlie C'o//c'c/ed Papers a/
Ber/rc7wc7  Rw.9se//  (v.   11),  has  been  published   in   the   British,  but  not  tlie

American  edition  of  W/ky  / Am  IVo/  c7  C4ri.s//.c7#  (the  U.S.  Jesuits  would

not give  Father Copleston  permission to publish  it here),  Ber/ro#c7 Rw,5'L7e//

o# Goc7 c7#c7 Re//.g/.o# ( 1986), and numerous student anthologies.
_*_

RE-ORIENTALISM.   New   York   City   ROUE   and   BRS   Founding   Member
WARREN ALl,EN SMll`I I  sends  us this report on  two  Honorary Members  of

the   BRS.   TASLIMA  NASRIN,   he   tells   us,   is  now  a  Guest   Researclier  at

Harvard's JFK  School  of Government,  using the  University's  libraries  to

research  such  subjects  as  patriarclly,  Islamism,  aiid  rationalism.  Nasrill  is

also   featui.ed   in   a   new   documentary   film   Fc#r/c.7.T..   ^S/or/.c.7 .¢`o#7   A.77.c7#

Wowe#~7lfre   Pr7.cc   ?/ Freec/t7#7,   wliich   had   its   U.S.   premiere   Friday,
October   17th   at   tlie   7th   Annual   Hollywood   Film   Festival.   Her   new

webpage  is  at  :  http://taslimanasrin.com.  And  BRS  Honorary  Member
IBN   WARRAQ   had   an   article   on   the   editorial   page   of  7lfrc   Wc7//  S/rc>e/

./ow;-wc7/  (Monday,  September  29,  2003),   in  wliich,  following  tlie  recent

death  of Columbia  University's  EDWARD  SAID,  Warraq  acciised  Said  of
"having  practically  invented  tlie  intellectual  argument  for  Miislim  rage."

Warraq   goes   on   to   further  criticize   Said'S  classic   work   Or7.c?;7/c7/7.Lg;77,   in

which  Said first made tlie arguments to wliicli  Warraq takes exception.
_*_

SUPPoRT  ll-lE  SOCIETY  -ATTEND  THF,  APA!   There  will   of  course  be  a

Russell  Society  sessioii  again  this year at tlie  Eastern  Division  Meeting of

the  AMERIC`AN  P+lILOS()PHICAlj ASSOC`lATION.  Please  be  sure  and  attend  if

you   call.   This  year,   the   Eastern   APA   is  meeting  in   Washington   D.C.,
December 27-30,  at tlie  Washington  Hilton  aiid  Towers.  Tlie  BRS session

will  be  oil  Sunday.  December  28,  from  9-11   am.  Speakers  there  will  be

SoRIN   CoSTREIE   (University   of   Western   Ontario)   speaking   on   `The

Epistemological   Dif`ficulty  of  Russell's  Theory  of  Denoting  Concepts',

with  KEVIN  KLEMENT  (University  of` Massacllusetts,  Amherst)  giving the

commentary,  and  DF,REK H.  BROWN  speaking oil  `Russell  on  Appearance,

Reality,  and  Color',  witli  JIJSTIN  LEIBER  (Univei.sity  of  Houston)  giving

the commentary.  Derek Browii will chair the session.

Also  at this year's  Eastern  APA will  be a Colloquium  on  Russell

and  Frege.  This  will  be  on  Tuesday,  December  30,  from   11:15  to   I:15.

The  first  speaker,  at   11:15,  will   be   MATTHF,W  MCKEON  (University  of
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Massachusetts-Amherst)   speaking   on   `Russell   and   Logical   Ontology',
with    EDGAR    BOEDEKER    (University    of   Northern    Iowa)    giving   the

commentary,   and   at   12:15,   JOONOL   KIM   (University   of  Notre   Dame)

speaks  on  `Are  Numbers  Objects?  Part  11',  with  CHRISTOPHER  PINCOCK

(I'urdiie  University)  giving  the  commentary.  KEVIN  KLEMENT  will  chair
the first session and  STEVE GERRARD the second.

_*_

ANNUAL  MEETING  NEWS!   .
TIIE  2004  ANNUAL  MEETING  OF  TllE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY

will  be  hosted  by  long-time  BRS  Inember  RAy  PERKINS JR  and  Plymouth

State  University.  Ray  is  preparing  a  website  with  information  about  the

conference.   Qiiestions   about  the  conference  concerning  housing,   food,

travel,  etc.  can  be  directed  to  Ray  at:  perkrk@earthlink.net.  Details  of

the   conference   will   be   included   in   the   next   g#ctr/er/y,   posted   at  the
conference  website,   and   annoiinced  on  the   BRS-LIST   in  the  near  futiire.

We  hope  that  evei.yone  will  attend  this  meeting  in  the  beautiful  hill  ai`d

lake region of New Hampshire.
_*_

CALL  FOR  PAPERS:  Paper  proposals  for the  next Annual  Meeting  can
be           sent          to           BRS           Presidelit          ALAN           SCHWERIN           at:

aschweri@monmouth.edu.  The  deadline  for  submissions  is  one  month
before   the   Aiinual   Meeting.   (The   date   of  the   AM   has   not   yet   been
determined.)  Talks  should  be  about  20  minutes  in  length.  There  are  no
subject  limitations  other  than  the  need  to  deal  with  issues  that  relate  to

Riissell's  life  and  thoiight.  Fui.ther  details  for  siibmissions  will  be  posted

soon at the meeting website, the  BRS website, and on the  BRS-LIST.
_*_

BRS  BOARD ELECTIONS ~ BE SURE TO VOTE!

VOTING  HAS  BEEN  SIMPLIFIED  this  year -you  have  eight  votes  to  cast  and

seven  candidates  to  choose  from.  You  can't  go  wrong!  Originally,  there
had  been  eight  nominees,  but  LAURIE  ENDICOTT  THOMAS  withdrew  her

nomination, as she has not been feeling well for a while, and was not sure
that  she  would  be  able  to  serve  if elected.  However,  she  reports  that  she
has been  feeling much better recently due to a new treatment she has been
trying.  We  hope that she continues to  improve  and that we will  see  her at

the 2004 Annual  Meeting this summer in New Hampshire.
To    continue    with    election    news,    those    desiring    a    more

competitive  race  may  write-in  for  candidates  who  are  members  of the
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BRS   in  good  standing.   KEN  BI,ACKWELL  has  proposed   D^VID  B[,ITZ,  a

research  fellow  at the  Russell  Archives  at  MCMaster who  is on  leave this

year  from  Central  Connecticiit  State,  as  a  write-in  candidate.  David  lias
agreed to  serve  if elected.  His  biography  is  listed  below with  those of the
regular nominees.  Other write-in  candidates are similarly acceptable.

Ballots  are  located  in  tlle  center of this  issue.  Please  return tllem

to TOM STANLEy,  Box 434,  Wilder,  VT 05080  USA  or email your vote to
Tom  at tom.stanley@valley.net.  Tom  is  this  year's  election  committee.

Each  member  of a  couple  witll  joint  membership  is  entitled  to  vote.  All

ballots   must   include  tlie  name   and   (in  tlle  case  of  written   ballots)  tlie

sigiiature  of   the  membel.  votiiig,  and  must  be  received  by  December  31,

2003.

The  nominees   for  tlie  2004-2006  term  of  the   BRS   Board  of
Directors    are:    KEIVIVEm   B£Ar^rlvEL/.    (nominated    by    Cllad    Trainer).

DEIVIV/Lf    Dzlfi/,AIVD     (nominated     by     Chad     Trainer),     DAl,'/D    f7EIVE//AIV

(nominated  by  Warren  Allen  Smith),  S7TEP#EIV RE/IV#ARDr (nominated  by
Chad  Trainer),  DAJ,'/D  W/-//7-E (iiominated  by  Chad  Traiiier),  ro^/ ,S7.AIVLEy'

(nominated by  Peter Stone), JOHN  LENZ (nominated  by Peter Stone).

BOARD C^NDIDATE  BIOGRAPI-1IES  AND Sl`ATEMENTS:

KEIVIVE7`/7  BL4C'^1VE/jL,   a   fouiiding   meniber  of  tlie   BRS,   lias   sei.ved   as

Chairman   of  the   Boal.d   of`   Directors   and   has   liosted   several   Annual

Meetings  of the  Society  at  MCMaster  University.  He  edits  tlie  academic

joumal Rwsse//.

DEIVIV/L?   DARJjAIVD   graduated   from   Augustana   College   with   a   B.A.    in

matliematics,  physics,  aiid  pliilosophy.  Since  tlien,  he  has  spent  most  of

his    life   as   a   software   engineel.,    and    llas    indepelldently   pursued   tlle

academic    subjects    he    studied    at    Augustana.    In    philosophy,    he    is

particularly    interested    Russell,    Wittgenstein,    Quine,    Whitehead.    and
Dennett.  He  has  served  both  as  Board  member  and  as  Society Treasurer

for maiiy years.

D,4V/D   f7EIVEf74IV   llas   been   a   practicing   lawyer   for   over   36   years.   A

graduate  of  Hamilton  College  and  Comell   Law  School,  he  thinks  it  is
important for the  Board  of Directors to  consist not only of academics but
other interested  persons with business experience.  He further believes that
lawyers are  uniquely qualified to serve on non-profit boards.  He has been
a  BR  admirer  and  member  of` the  BR  Society  for  many  years  aiid  has
attended  many  aniiual  meetings.  He  is  a  longstanding  member of the  BR
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currently  set.ves  on  the Cenlei.  f`oi.  Inquiry,  lnc.  and  its  at`filiated col.poratc

boai.ds  as  well  as  on  a  local  Rotary  handicapped  children's  camp  board.

In  the  past,  when   he  was  zi  Unitarian-Universalist,  he  served  the  First
Unitzirian  Chui.ch  of Rochester  as  a  board  membei.,  Vice  President,  and
Pi.esident. He would be honored to serve if elected.

JCWIV   £EIVZ   is   Associate   Professor   and   Chair   of  the   Department   ol
Classics  at  Drew  University  in  Madison,  NJ.  A  former  President  of the
BRS  (1995-99),  host  of the   1996  Annual   Meeting,  presenter  of  papers
and  author  of a  little  article  in  R!/b`b'c//,  he  has  been  an  officer  oi.  boai.d

member  since  1984.  He  is  ciirrently  the  webmaster of the  BRS  webpage,

but  is  in  the  process  of turning  this  over  to  someone  else.  Although  he
w()uld  be williiig to serve,  hi` illso welcomes new blood.

5''/T£/'/i` /t£T/MA/{/)'/I is  the only  BRS  iiiember to  have attended every Anllual

Meeting  to  date.  lie  is  retii.ed  fi.om  tlie  legal  stafl` of Dupoiit.  He  is  a  long

time   Board  mcmbei.,  :ind  has  sei.ved  as  Ti.ei`surer  and  on  the  Society's

Bylaws  Revision C`ommittee.

'/'oA{/  S'/-AIVL4`y  has   been  the   Society   libi.arian  since   1984,   and  a  directoi`

since   1985.   I-le  aiid   his   wit`e  opei.all.  S'/c7#/L.)J  Bt)oAj`,   specializing   in   the

1-ine  arts.

DAY/D  W#/'/'E liolds  a  PhD  in  philosophy  from  Col.nell  University  and  has

been   teaching  philosophy   at   St.   .Iohn   Fisher   College   in   Rochester   for

twenty-rive yell.s.  Lle  has  been  reading  Russell  since the  fall  of  1966,  is  a

l`ounding  member  ot` the  Gi.eatei.  Rochester  Riissell  Set,  has  sei.ved  as  an

editor  (tl` the  BRS  gift7;./Lp;.ly,  and  is  now  Chair  of the  BRS  Board.  Most

I.ecently,   he   did   a   pi.omotion   ol`  the   BRS   at   the   Woi.ld   Congi.ess   ot

Philosophy   in   Istanbul,  and  over  the  past   few  years,   he  has  organized

sessions  on   Russell   for  the  Americ£`n   Philosophical   Association.   White

was the .`cover-boy" t`or the August 2()03  issue o[`1he BRSQ.

DAJ;/D  BL/7Z,  whose  name  has  been  put  forwai`d  by  Ken  Blackwell  as  a

pi.oposed  write-in  candidate  and  who  has  agreed  to  serve  il` elected,  is  a
Philosophy    I'rofessor    at    Central    Connecticut    State    University    who

focuses  on  Russell's  views  on  war  and  peace.  I-le  is  also  editoi.  of voliime

30   o[   the   Collec(ed   Papel.s   Of.   Bel.lI.tind   Riissell.   He   is   ourrendy   on

sabbatical     lefive    at    the    Russell     Reseai.ch    Centi.e    and    Ai.chives    ilt

MCMaslei.  Univei.sity.
_*_
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THE  guAR7ERLy'S  EDITORIAL  OFFICE  MOVES  Io  NYC.   After  two  and  a

half years  of  service,   PETER  STONE  has  stepped  down  as  editor  of  the

BRS   gwc7r/er/y  in  order  to  accept  a  teaching  position  at  StanfoI.d  and
concentrate  on  I.esearch.  The  new  editors  are  Rosalind  Carey  and  John

Ongley,  and  the  new  address  for  the  editorial  ot`fice,  located  at  Lehman
College-CUNY  in  the  Bronx,  is at the  f`I.ont of this  is.sue of the  gi/or/er/);.
The   Bertrand   Russell   Society  wishes   to  thank   Peter  for  the   excellent

service  he  provided the  Society  for so  long as  editor ot` the  g?/c7r/c/./y and
to  wish   him   much   luck  and   happiness   in   California.   The  Society  also
wishes to thank  Petel.`s  Rochester crew -PHIL EBERSoLE.  TIM  MADIGAN.

RACHEL  MURRAV,   DAVID  WlllTE,  aiid  ALAN  BONE  -  for  the  able  work

they did  for so long in  assisting Peter with  the g!/a/`/er/};. The new editors
especially  walit  to  thank  Petel.  and  David  White  ``or all  the  lielp they  ga\Je

with the transition oJ`the Quallel.ly`s editorship.

RUSSELL ON THE ISRAELI / PALESTINIAN CONFLICT

Selected, and with an Introduction by  RAY PERKINS JR

What follows  is  a  previously  unpublished  letter to the editor by Bertrand
Russell.  It was written for publication  in  714e Ivew O#//OOA, but either was

never sent to that journal, or else was sent but never published by them.
71foe Ivew  Ow//oo4,  known  simply as  7lfoe Ow//oo4 before  1932,  is

a  left  of center  Israeli  publication which  has been  around  since  1902.  At
the  time  of  Russell's  writing,  the  Arabs  and  the  Israelis  were  between
wars -between the  1956 Arab-Israeli war and the six day war of 1967 by
which  Israel  underwent  significant  de  facto  territorial  expansion.  Israel's

population  was  growing  fast  during  this  period,  and  the  Arab  territorial
"conviction",  referred to  by  Russell,  would  prove true  in the  wake of the
'67   war.   Russell   identifies   the   (Palestinian)   resettlement   problem   as

central  to the  Arab-Israeli  conflict,  and  he  recomlnends  a remedy  which,
as  he  says,  would  require  a "magnanimous  gesture"  on the part of Israel.

Of course,  Israel  has  long  been  sensitive  about  the  "demographics  prob-
lem",  and  it's no  surprise that  Russell's proposal  would fall  on deaf ears.
But  some,  like this editor,  might say that had the soll of suggestion made
by  Russell  been accepted  by  Israel  in  1963, the coming war -and all the

problems  of the  "occupied  territories"  which  that  war has  engendered  -
could have been avoided.

Russell's  writings  on  Palestine  and  the  Middle  East  are  rela-

tively thin compared to his main points of public focus in the 50s and 60s,
viz.  nuclear  weapons  and  the  war  in  Vietnam.  But  his  basic  position  was

clear.  Regarding  the  creation  of the  State  of Israel  he  wrote  on  June  15,
1960:  "I  think  it was a mistake to establish a Jewish  State  in  Palestine,  but

it would be a still greater mistake to try to get rid of it now that it exists."I
On  the  1956  Suez  War,  he  wrote  in  the  same  letter:  "I  thought the  Suez
War a  blunder  and  a crime,  and  said  so  publicly  at the time."2  His  views

on   the    1967   war   and   its   aftermath   are   recorded   in   his   last   public

I  8.  Feinberg and  R.  Kasils,  eds.  Deczr Ber/rc}#c/ R"b`b'e//...  (Houghton-Mif`flin,

1969),  p.  48
2 Ibid.  See also Russell's public letters at the time in my  yo#rs Fa/./A/i///};,

Ber//c!#c/ Rwsse// (Ol)en Court.  2002\.  DD.  248-51
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document  written  a  month  before  his  death.3   ln  it  he  agrees  with   I.F.
Stone's   description    of   the   Palestinian   refugee   issue   as   "the   moral
millstone   around   the   neck   of  world   Jewry."   And   he   concludes   that
"Justice requires that the first step towards a settlement must be an  Israeli

withdrawal from all the territories occupied in June,1967." RP

7lfre Ivew O"//ook, Karl Netter 8, Tel Aviv, Israel, (4th February,  1963)

Dear Sirs,
I  am  very  grateful  to  you  for  your  kind  cable  and  I  am  greatly

encouraged  by  the  effoils  you  make  to  bring  about  friendship  between
Israel and the Arab World.

I  consider  the  main  dif.ficulties  to  consist  of the  disposition  of

the  refugees  and  of  the  Arab  conviction  that  Israel  cannot  absorb  its
expanding  population  without  expanding  its  boundaries.  It  seems  to  me
that  if Israel  were  to make  a magnanimous  gesture, which  miglit take the
shape  of agreeing  to  accept  the  return  of all  Arabs  who  have  left  Israel
and to  finaiice the  re-settlement of all those refugees who  did not wish  to
return   -   then   it   might   be   possible   to   have   serious   talks   witli   Arab
Governments,  which  could  lead  to  the  normalisation  of relationsliips.  A
further  point  would  be  a  non-aggression  pact,  guaranteeiiig  that  Israel
accepts her present boundaries to be final.

I  am  writing  in  this  way,  because  I  believe  that  the  Arabs  feel
themselves  to  have  been  fundamentally  wronged  and  are,  therefore,  not
able  to  take  the  initiative.  It  is  in  lsrael's  fundamental  interest  quickly to

settle  her dispute  with  the  Arab  world.  It  is, therefore,  for  Israel  to  make
several  generous  steps  which  would  remove  the  major  source  of griev-
ance without endangering the basic Israeli requirement of acceptance.

I  accept the honour you  do me  in  identifying yourselves with my

remarks  in  your  recent  Symposium.  Please  keep  me  informed  of your

efforts.

With good wishes,
Yours sincerely,

Bertrand Russell

3  See  yowrs Fc]i.rfe/w//)/, pp.  411-12.



32
33

RUSSELL ON MODALITY: A REPLY TO KERVICK

JAN DEJNOZKA

Da,n Kervick, in his review of my  Bertrand Russell on Modality
c7#c7  I,ogJ.ccr/  Re/evc7#ce,   finds  the  book  "confusing  and  difflcult."  For
example,  Kervick  says,  "At  times,  Dejnozka  seems  to  suggest  only  that
Russell  has  an  implicit  modal  logic.  In  other passages  it  is  asserted  that
the modal  logic is explicit" (Kervick 2003: 31). However,  I  indicate many

times  in  the book  that the  logics  are  implicit  (my  1999:  16,17,  61  twice,

62,   66,   96),   and   there   is   an   entire   chapter  devoted   to   paraphrasing
Russell's   modal   texts   into   implicit   logics.    I   found   it   otiose   to   add
"implicit"  every  time  I  wrote  "logic."  Besides,  it  is  obvious  that  Russell

never  expressly  states  any  modal  logics.  I  never  thouglit  anyone  would
think  otherwise.   Take   it  from   me,   I   am   talking  about  implicit  modal

logics.

Kervick  does  not  understand  what  I  mean  when  I  say  Russell
rejects  modal  entities  and  modal  notions,  yet "functionally"  has  a  modal
logic ~ a  logic  which  "behaves  as  if it were"  based  on  modal  entities  or
modal  notions,  which "simulates"  a modal  logic which  is based on modal

entities or modal notions (Kervick 2003: 30).
The  idea  is  simple,  and  it  js  Russell's.   I  am  finding  implicit  in

Russell   logical  analyses  of the  same  sort  that  Russell  is  always  doing.

Namely,  Russell  finds  that  often,  "supposed  entities  can  be  rap/ocec/ by

purely   logical   structures   [which]   Lg»ds/j./w/c   [for  the   supposed   entities]
without   altering   [tlie   truth-value]   of  the   ...   propositions   in   question"

(Russell   1971:  326,  my  emphasis).  The  two  most  famous  examples  in
Russell  are  his  definition  of numbers  as  classes  of classes  in  Pr/.#c7.p;.cz
A4¢/Aemc7/7.cc7,  and  his  logical  analysis  eliminating  definite  descriptions  in
"On Denoting."

Russell's  greatest  achievement  was  to  develop  a  logic  which
"functions"  as, "substitutes"  for, or ``replaces," mathematics.  He analyzes

all  arithmetical  expressions  away,  and  uses  logical  expressions  in  their

place.  No  arithmetical  entities  are  assumed,  and  no  arithmetical  notions
are  involved.  Arithmetical  entities  and  notions  are  eliminated  across  the
board.  Yet  Russell  can  say  and  do  everything  in  his  logic  that  arith-
meticians can say and do in arithmetic. This is just how I describe Russell
as   analyzing   all   modal   expressions   away   and   using   quantificational
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expressions   in  their  place  (my   1999:   2).   Russell  does  not  alter  truth-
values  in  modal  logic  when  he  rejects  modal  entities  any  more  than  he
alters  truth-values  in  arithmetic  when  he  rejects  numbers.  He  expressly

preserves   arithmetic,   and   if  my   formalization   is   right,   he   implicitly
preserves  modal  logic,  though  I  believe  this  is  "surely  unintentional  on
Russell's part" (my  1999: 97).

Kervick  says  that   I   seem  "to  be  aware"  that  the  concept  of
logical   necessity  and  the   concept  of  analyticity  are  "quite  definitely"
different for Russell (Kervick 2003:  36-37). "Yet," he proclaims, "there is

a  surprise  in  store  when  Dejnozka turns  [to  define  the  implicit  necessity
operator  of iinplicit  FG-MDL].  For  FG-MDL,  it  turns  out,  is  based  on
reading "it  is  necessary that  pr  as  ;./  ;.s  cI#cr/)//i.ccr/ly /rz4c /4¢/ A./"  (Kervick

2003: 37,  Kervick's emphasis).
The  eliminative  analysis  of necessity  as  analyticity  is  Russell's

(1994:  519), not mine. And once again, his  idea is simple.  Far from being
a  problem,  such  a  difference  is  a  necessary  requirement  of a  successful
logical  analysis.  For a  logical  analysis to be  significant (informative),  the

analysans    and    analysandum    must    differ    in    connotative    meaning;
otherwise the analysis would  be circular.  In  Russellian analysis, the sense
in  which  they  must  be  the  same  is  extensional  scf/vcr  verz./¢/e,  and  the
sense  in  which  they  must  differ  (prior to  defining)  is  intensional.  This  is
known as the paradox of analysis.

Imagine noting that the concept of a number and the concept of a
class  are  "quite  definitely"  different  for  Russell,  and  then  proclaiming
"Yet  there  is  a  surprise  in  store  when  Russell  comes  to  define  number.

For  Pr/.#c/.p/.a,   it  turns  out,   is  based  on  reading  `number'   as  c/crss  o/
classesl."

Kervick   asks,   "And   what   does   the   previously   unrecognized
Russellian modal  logic  look  like?  Where  is  it foi.malized,  and what  is the

result?  What  are  its  theorems  and  its  fundamental  principles?"  (Kervick
2003:   30).  "But  Dejnozka  never  presents  this  formalization"  (Kervick
2003:  31).

I  state the formalization three times in chapter 6:
S1.  P  -OP

S2. 0(P & Q) -  OP
S3. (P -Q) -(OP +  OQ)
S4. 00P -  OP
S5.  OP -HOP

I  state  it  three  times  so  as  to  cover  seven  implicit  modal  logics  -  three
a]ethic,  one  causal,  one  epistemic,  and  two  deontic.  I  state that all  seven
implicit  logics  have  the  same  S5  formalization,  and  differ  only  as  to
interpretation  of  the  modal  operators  (my   1999:   80).   And  I   carefully
discuss  the  paraphrase  of  Russell   into  each  implicit  logic  one  formal
axiom at a time.

Kervick  also  says,  "There  also  appears  to  be  some  confusion
between modal  logics and modal  languages ....  [T]he appropriate medium
for paraphrases  of Russell's  thinking  would  presumably  be  some  sort  of
fully interpreted  language, rather than a logic" (Kervick 2003:  31 ). Not at
all.  I  say "logic" more times than  I would care to count-thirty-six times
in  chapter  6  alone.  Nor  are  the  logics  lacking  an  interpretation.  Strictly
speaking,  describing  Russell's  implicit  interpretation  is  not  necessary  to
my  task  of showing  an  S5  logic  implicit  in  Russell.  But  I  also  describe

Russell's  intended  model  for  his  quantified  logic  twice  (my   1999:   72,

101 ).

Kervick  goes  on  to  observe  that  everyone  uses  casual  modal
language,  even,  say,  the  Marx  Brothers,  and  that  it  would  be  otiose  to
delineate whatever modal  logic might be implicit in the casual modal  talk

of  the  Marx   Brothers  (Kervick  2003:   32).  This  is  disingenuous.   I   am

paraphrasing      a      great      logician's      technical      theories      concerning
philosophical  topics of modality,  including several  expressly stated semi-
formal logical analyses, not the comedy routines of a vaudeville act.

Kervick   says   that   modalities   in   MDL   are   not   "relative   to"
specific variables (my term  is "with  respect to"),  but apply non-relatively
or  s;.#7p/i.cf.fer  to  entire  propositional   functions  (Kervick  2003:  34).   He

says  our  interpretations  of  MDL  are  "significantly  different"  (Kervick
2003:  34), but does not explain why.

In  fact  Kervick's  interpretation  of MDL  is  definable  in  terms  of
mine.  For  a  propositional  function  is  MDL-necessary  s/."p/j.cJ./er just  in
case   it   is   MDL-necessary   with   respect  to   every   specific   variable   it
contains.  But  still  my  interpretation  of MDL  is  the  correct  one.  Russell
describes MDL possibility as follows:

When you take any propositional  function and assert of it that it
is   possible,    that    it    is    sometimes   true,    that   gives   you   the
fundamental   meaning   of  `existence'.   You   may   express   it  by
saying   that   there   is   at   least   one   value   o/I  /or  wAj.c4   that
propositional  function  is true.  Take  `x  is a man', there  is at least
one value  c?/x/or wfoj.cfe this  is true.  That  is what one means by



RUSSELL ON MODALITy 37
36 JAN  DEJNOZKA

saying  that  `There  are  men',  or that  `Men  exist'.  (Russell  1971 :
232, my emphasis)

Note  that  where  I  say  "with  respect  to  x",  Russell  twice  says "o/I/or
wfo;.cA".   This   is   a  "smoking  gun"  text   showing  that   MDL-possibility
always binds a speciflc variable. The text is semi-formal and is thus more

perspicuous  than  the  casual  talk  of "any  propositional  function"  in  the
same  passage.  Kervick's  repeated  reliance  on  casual  language  is  not  a

good   idea   for   reading   Russell.   Russell   is   not   an   ordinary   language
philosopher,  and  what  counts  is  how  he  formalizes  things.  Obviously,
Russell  would  formalize  this  text  as  existential  quantification,  and  as  we
know, the existential quantifier binds (``is relative to") specific variables.

Let us think about the  implications of this famous text.  The text
states  that  existence  and  MDL-possibility  are  defined  as  being  the  very
same  notion,  #o/  cr/ways /a/se.  Thus  existence  and  MDL-possibility  are
interchangeable  s#/va  vcr/./¢/e,  even  so/vo  o#o/yc'/./a/c.  Thus  Kervick's
account  implies  that  existence  is  predicated  of propositional  functions  as
b'/.xp/f.c/./er  as  MDL-possibility  is.  And  that  is  absul.d.  The  heart  of the
Frege-Russell   logical   revolution,  multiple  nested  quantifiers,  would  be
desti.oyed.   And   all   the   subtlety   of  MDL   as   I   interpret   it   would   be
correspondingly   lost,   since   the   corresponding   multiply   nested   modal
operators would be destroyed.

Many  modal  statements  are  not  even  expressible  on  Kervick's
interpretation  of  MDL.  For  example,  "Logical  analysis  is  endless,"  i.e.,
"Everything   is   a   logical   constituent  of  something",   or  "(Vx)(]y)Cxy"

(compare  Russell   1971:  202).  On  my  account  of  MDL,  this  is  synon-

ymous  with  "(Ex)(Oy)Cxy",  but  in  Kervick-MDL,  it  is  unwritable.  Due
to  Russell's  repeated  identification  of existence  and  MDL-possibility  as
the  same  "fundameiital  logical  idea"  (Russell   1971:  232;  254),  Kervick

cannot even write "(Vx)(]y)Cxy"!
We   may   now   distinguish   four   logical   stages.   Stage   I   is   my

version  of  MDL,  on  which  a  propositional  function   is  necessary  with
respect  to  a  variable  it  contains  if it  is  always  true  with  respect  to  that
variable.  This  stage  is  faithful  to  Russell's  equation  of possibility  with
existence,   and   of  necessity  with  universality,   since  his  existential   and
universal   quantifiers   are   applied   with   respect   to,   i.e.,   b/.#c7,   specific

variables.

Stage  2  is  Kervick's  version  of MDL,  on  which  a  propositional
function  is  necessary  sf.mp/f.c7./er  if  and  only  if  it  is  always  true  with

respect to  every variable  it contains.  The previous  sentence defines  stage
2  in terms of stage  I , thus showing how to get along without stage 2, the
only stage Russell never expressly defines.

Stage  3  is  Russell's definition  in ``Necessity and  Possibility" and
"On the Notion of a Cause" of a proposition as necessary with respect to

a determinate constituent if, when we replace that determinate constituent
with  a variable.  the  resulting propositional  function  is  always  true.  Stage

3  is  definable  in  terms  of either  stage  1  or  stage  2;  in  fact,  the  previous
sentence  states  the  definition,  which  may  be  taken  either  in  Kervick's
way or mine.

Stage   4   is   Russell's   analysis   of  a   necessary   proposition   as

analytic,  where  "Analytic  propositions  have  the  property  that  they  are
necessary wj./4 respcc/ /o all of their constituents except such as are what
I   call   logical  constants"  (1994:  519,  my  emphasis).  Clearly,  stage  4   is

definable in terms of any of the preceding stages. Thus all  four stages are
distinct only in reason.

We  may  also  speak  of a  mix-and-match  matrix.  Stages  I  and  2
apply  to  propositional  functions,  while  stages  3  and  4  apply  to  propo-
sitions.  Stages  I  and  3  make modalities "relative to"  specific variables or

determinate constitueiits, while stages 2 and 4 do not.
Kervick   calls   MDL,   or   associates   MDL   with,   my   "second

account   of   Russell's   modal    logic,"   my   "modality   as   quantification
account"  (Kervick 2003:  37).  He then  criticizes  MDL because  it applies,

and   is   intended   by   Russell   to   apply,   modal   notions   to   propositional
functions,  not  propositions,  and  thus  does  not  study  logical  relationships
among  propositions  prefixed  by  modal   operators  (Kervick  2003:   38).
Folks, MDL is not a modal  logic!  I  indicate that eight times (my  1999:  ix,

3,16,  62,  80,  96,194,196).  MDL  is  never  on  the  list  of seven  modal
logics  (my  1999:   16,  80).  "MDL  is not the  modal  logic"  (my  1999:  196),

but  the  "basic  element"  (my  1999:   16),  the  "building  block"  (my  1999:
96,194), the "stepping-stone"  (my  1999:  3).  MDL  is stage  1.  Only stage
4 is a modal  logic, the early alethic FG-MDL.  Kervick claims I give two
accounts  of FG-MDL,  one  analytic  and  one  MDL-quantificational.  But
FG-MDL-analyticjty  is  just  what  is  definable  (eliminable)  in  terms  of
MDL  quantificational  notions.  This  is just how  FG-MDL  functions as  a
modal logic without using modal notions. There is no second account.

Russell  describes  and  rejects  stages   I   (MDL),  3,  and  4  (FG-
MDL)   in   his   landmark   early   paper,   "Necessity   and   Possibility,"   ca.
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1903-1905.  In that paper,  Russell finds that no one theory captures all our
modal  intuitions,  and  concludes  that  the  topic  of modality  ought  to  be
banished from  logic  (my  1999:  112;  see 6).  But  if we stop there, we miss
the   big  picture.   Russell  basically  banishes  modal   entities  and  notions
from  then  on.  But  the  banishment  of the  topic  ends  the  very  next  year
when Russell  accepts eliminative  logical analysis MDL as his own theory
of modality.  Russell  accepts  MDL  in eight published works from  1906 to
1940,  a  period  of thirty-six  years.  Russell  evidently  accepts  MDL  from
1906  to the end of his  life.  And  FG-MDL  is definable  in terms of MDL
according  to   Russell's  own  definition  of "analytic"   in  "Necessity  and
Possibility."  Thus  Russell  implicitly  accepts  FG-MDL  from  1906  until
1914,  when  he  implicitly  modifies  FG~MDL  into  FG~MDL*  by  adding

the  requirement  of truth  in  virtue  of  logical  form  (my   1999:   8).  Thus
Russell  implicitly holds  matiire  logic  FG-MDL*  from  1914 to the end of

his life, a period of fifty-six years. That is the big story of the tenth of the
book  Kervick  reviewed.  The  FG~MDL*  necessity  operator  is  implicitly
the  Pr/.#ci.p/.c}  thesis  assertion  sign,  construed  as  iterable;  and  so  is  the
relevance   logic   entailment   operator,   implied   by   Russell's   repeatedly
stated   whole-part   "containment"   theory   of   logical   deduction,   which
Anderson-Belnap overlook.
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FREGE AND RUSSELL ON LOGIC AND LANGUAGE

KEVIN C.  KLEMENT

F¢ev.low  of  Logicism  and  lhe   Philosophy  Of  Language:   Selections  from

F/.egg  c}#d Riy`7,se//`  Arthur  Sullivan,  ed.  Toronto:  Broadview  Press.  2003.

298 pp. $24.95 paperback.

This   new   anthology   brings   together    15   pieces   by   the   niost

prominent  del`endei.s  of  logicism:   Russell,   and  his  German   pi.edecessoi.
Gottlob  Frege  (1848-1925).  Logicism  is  the  position  in  the  philosophy  o`

mathenlatics    that    mathematical    truth    is    a    species    of   logical    truth.

According to  logicists,  when  properly analyzed,  the truths of mathematics

reveal  themselves  to  be  expressible  in  the  vocabulary  of logic  alone,  and

deducible  from  purely  logical  pi.emises.  This  position  dates  back  to  the

17th  century,  and  was  first  championed  by  Leibniz,  but  prior  to  the  late
19th   century,  the  study  of  logic   had  not  advanced  sufficiently  for  this

thesis to be  fully  tested.  Frege.  one  of the  chief innovators  in the tui.n-of-
the-centui.y   advaiice   in   logic,   was   the   rirst   to   develop   a   tlioi.oughly

axlomatic calculus  for  logic.  Therein`  he  hoped  to  show that the trutlis  of
arithmetic   could    be   proved    using   axioms   of   logic   alone.    Working
independeiitly.   Russell   developed  views  remai.kably  similar  to  Frege's,

and   although   Russell    later   discovei`ed   problems   with   Frege's   logical

system`   he   went   on   to   develop   his   own   extensive   attempt   to   reduce
mathematics to logic.

Their   works   during   the   years    1879-1925   not   only   represcnl
contributions  to  logic  and  the  philosophy  of mathematics,  but  as  the  title
of  the  anthology  suggests,  have  also  had  a  considerable  impact  on  the

philosophy    o``   language.    Building    upon    what    they    had    learned    in
developing  their  logical  calculi  and  attempting  to  analyze  the  statements
of    arithmetic    therein,    both    Frege    and    Russell     faulted    traditional
Aristotelian  logic  foi.  taking  the  subject/pi.edicate  analysis  of grammai.  as

a  guide   in   understanding  logical   form.   Frege  went  on  to  ai.gue   for  a
sense/reference  dualism   in   meaning,   and   for  analyzing  all   language   in
terms  of the  notions  of function  and  argument  typically  only  applied  to
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mathematical   formulae.   Although   he   rejected   Frege's   sense/reference
distinction,   Russell   too  argued   that  the  apparent  grammatical   form  of
statements    was    systematically    misleading    about    logical    form.    For
instance,  with  his  influential  Theory  of Descriptions,  Russell  argued  that
statements  of the  form  "the  so-and-so  is  such-and-such"  must actually  be
analyzed as complicated existentially quantified propositions.

The   anthology   contains   nine   works   by   Frege.   They   include
firstly  an  excerpt  from  his   1879  classic  Co#cep/wc7/  IVo/c7//.o#,   in  which

Frege   first   presented   his   logical   system,   followed   by   two   additional

papers    from    the   early    1880s    in   which    he    informally   explains   the
advantages  to  his  function  calculus  over  rival  systems.  The  next  item  is

the  introduction  to  Frege's  1884  Fo##c/cz/;.o#b'  o/`4;.f./A#7L./;.c.,  in  which  he

lays   out   some    methodological    principles    used    in   his   philosophy   ot.

mathematics.   Next,   the  anthology   includes  thl.ee  pieces  fl.om   the  eat.ly

1890s,  together  considered  to  be  Fi.ege's  mi)st  important  contributions  to

metaphysics  and  philosophy  of  language:  "Function  and  Concept,"  "On
Concept   and   Object,"   and   "On   Sense   and   Reference."   Here   Fi.ege
describes   his   function/argument   analysis   ot`   both   natural   and   logical

languages,  and  describes  his  views  on  meaning.  The  last  two  pieces  by
Frege   are    1904's   "What   is   a   Function?",   in   which   he   clariries   his
understanding    of    the    nature    of    functions,     and     highlights     some
misunderstandings  in the work of some of his contemporaries,  and  l919's
"The Thought",  in which  Frege discusses his views on the natui.e of ti.iith,

and  argues  l`or  a  -`thii.d  realm"  of  abstract  senses  and  thoughts,  distinct

from both the physical and the mental  realms.
The  anthology  only  contains  six  woi.ks  by   Russell.   First  is  the

1901  essay "Mathematics and the  Metaphysicians,"  in which he desci.ibes
how    I.ecent    work    by    mathematicians    has    helped    to    solve    some
longstanding   philosophical    puzzles   about   the   nature   of   number   and

inrinity.  Next  is  the  classic  1905  paper "On  Denoting,"  in  which  Russell

fii.st   outlined   the   theory   of  descriptions   and   argued   against  the   rivul

positions  of  Frege   and  Meinong.  This   is   followed   by   the   1911   essay,
"Knowledge   by   Acquaintance   and   Knowledge   by   Description,"  which

describes   some   epistemological   and   othei.   philosophical   developments
related  to  the  the()ry  of descriptions.  The  next  entry  is  a  chapter  entitled
"Logic    and    the    Essence    of    Philosophy,"    taken    from    1914's    (Jji;.

K#ow/ec/ge  o/` /foL7  E*/cr#¢/   Wo7./c/,  in  which  Russell  explains  how  past
misunderstandings     in     logical     analysis    have     lead    to    philosophical
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mistakes.     The     final     two     contributions     are     from     Russell's     1919

Introduction     to     Mathematical     Philosophy..    Cirst.    the    chap+er     on
descriptions,   and   second,   the   final   chapter   in   which   Russell   explores

some still undecided questions about the nature of logic itself.
Although  all  the  works  in  the  anthology  have  been  published

before,  and most are readily available elsewhere, the anthology  is the first
of  its   kind   to   focus   exclusively   on   the   works   on   Frege   and   Russell
together,  and  therefore  may  serve  to  partly  fill   a  void   in   jnstructioilal
materials   for   courses   dedicated   to   these   figures.   Depending  on   one's

purposes,    however,    it   would    very   likely   need   supplementation.    For
undergraduate  students,  together  these   15  works  would  serve  as  a  good
introduction  to   Fi.ege's  and  Russell's  views  on  logical  analysis  and  the

philosophy  of  language.  When  it  comes  to  logicism  itself,  they  contain
very  little  information  about  the  details  of their  views  on  the  nature  of

numbers,  or their methodology for reducing mathematics to  logic.  In  fact,

many of the works  included are polemical  pieces  in which they attempt to

convince  readers  to  read  their  other  works,  and/or  compare  their  merits

with  those  of  otliers.  At  least  some  familiarity  with  tlie  details  of tlieir

programs   beyond   what  the   anthology  contains   would   be   necessary  to
draw  any  /.xp/ow77cc7 conclusions  about  tlie  virtues  and/or  shortcomings  ot

logicism.    For    beginners,    it    could    be    supplemented    with    relatively

informal    full-lengtli   treatments   such   as   (the   remainders   of)   Frege's

Foundations  Of  Arithmetic  and  I+ussen`s   Introduction  lo   Mathematical

PA7./o,sap/7);.  For advanced students  interested  in the details of their  logical

systems,  the  dif`ficulties  they  faced  (such  as  Russell's  paradox  of  sets),

their methods  of overcoming them  (e.g.,  Russell's  Theory of Types),  and

the  details  of their  logicist  arguments,  one  would  need  to  turn  to  more
technical  writings  such   as  Frege's  Bc7s;.c  Lc7ws  o/Ar/./Awe//.c,   Russell's
"Mathematical  Logic  As  Based  on  the  Theory  of Types,"  or  Russell  and

Whitehead's   Pr/.#c;.p7.cz  A4c7/foewcz/;.c¢.   Unfortunately,  nothing  from  these

technical writings is contained in the collection.
The   anthology   also   includes   a   75-page   introduction   by   the

editor, which aims to provide an overview to the historical  background of
their    writings,     their    main     philosophical     positions     and    points     of

disagreement.  While  the  introduction  may  be  helpful  to  many  students,
and  does  a  particularly  good job  at discussing  some  of the  shortcomings
of pi.e-Fregean  logic, a number of cautionary notes are in order.

Firstly,   certain  of  the  views  of  Frege,   Russell   and  others  al.e
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oversimplified.   For  example,  the  na.I.vet6  of  early  modern  philosophers
with  regard to  philosophical  logic  is  exaggerated;  Kant  is given too large
a  place,  and  also  portrayed  much  more  psychologistically than  he  in  fact
was.   Both   Russell's  and   Frege's  views  on  the  nature  o+`  logic  as  an  cz

pr;.orf.  science   are   distorted,   and   too   closely   tied   to   "inference".   The
changes  in the views of Frege and  Russell  over time are not mentioned or
clarified.  For  example,  both  Russell's  early  metaphysics  of propositions

and  his  later  fact-based  theory  are  discussed  at  different  points,  but  it  is
not  mentioned  that  tllese  views  are  incompatible,  and  that,  historically,

one was succeeded by the other.
A    llumber   of   the    issues    discussed    in    the    introduction    are

presented  somewhat  sloppily.   Distinctions  between   linguistic  items  and
their  meanings  are  often  not  kept  straight,  especially  in  the  discussion  of
Frege's  views  on  the  nature  of functions.  A  logical  form  is  defined  as  a
"seiitence-schema",  whereas  both  Russell  and  Frege  took  great  pains  to

distinguish  the  logical  fol.ms  of objective  propositions  and thoughts  from
anything   lingiiistic.   The   editor   often   talks   about   such   things   as   "the

meaning   of  a   proposition"   or   the   "meaning   ot`  a   concept,"   whereas

pi.opositions  and  concepts  ai.e  not  things  M;J./4  meanings;  they  themselves
cjrcJ the  meanings.

On  a  number of points, the  introduction  gets the  views of Frege,
Russell,  or  both  subtly  wrong.  For example,  it  makes  such  claims  as that
Frege's  quantifiers  are  limited  to  a  "contextually  relevant  domain",  and
that   Russell   believed  that   quantifiers   are   functions  from  predicates  to
truth-values,  neither of which  is true.  The editor claims that  Fi.ege thought

tliat   logical   operators  were   fiinctions  from  "sentences  to  sentences",  a
claim    Frege    never    made.    (For    Frege,    logical    connectives    refer   to
functions,  but  it  is  doubtful  that they themselves are  functions.)  He  claims
tliat both  Russell's and  Frege's  logical  systems were extensional,  when  in

actuality  only  Frege's  system  is  extensional  by  modern  standards.  The

editor  presents  the  Theory  of Types  as  a hierarchy  of different types  of
sets  with  dift`erent  types  of  members;  however,   Russell's  mature  logic
actually   eschewed   commitment  to   sets   as   entities   altogether,   and   the
Theory  of Types  was  actually  one  of different ranges  of significance for
what   Russell   called   "propositional   functions",   which   Russell   used   to

analyze away apparent commitment to classes or sets.
It  also  oddly  claims that  Russell,  contra  Kant,  wanted to  restore

tlie  "analyticity"  of arithmetical  claims,  whereas  Russell  actually  claimed
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that    bo/A    logic    aild    mathematics    were    s};w/foe/j.c    c7   pr/.or/..    In    the

Introduction,  the  editor  alleges  that  Frege's  theory  that  senses  exist  in  a

third  realm  apail  from  the  mental  and  physical  is  obscure,  and  not  fully
explained.  However, he neglects to mention  exactly what he finds  lacking
or  unclear  about  Frege's  position,  and  so  the  discussion  comes  off  as
iiothing  more  than  an  uncharitable  jab.  The  editor  also  insinuates  that
Russell  never fully engaged with dualistic theories of meaning (those that
draw    a    distinction    between    sense    or    meaning    and    reference    or
denotation),  which  is  easily  shown  false  by  a  study  of  his   1903-1905

manuscripts.

Finally,   he   wrongly   claims   that   there   is   a   consensus   among

expeils tliat  logicism  lias  been  refuted by G6del's  incompleteness results.
G6del  showed  that  not  all  arithmetical  trutlis  can  be  captured  in  a  single

deductive   system.   While   this   shows   that   the   Frege-Russell   form   of

logicism was perhaps somewhat naively strong,  it does not touch the core
of logicism.  Similar  results  show  that  not  all  higher-order  logical  truths

can  be  captured  in  a  single  deductive  system,  so  Godel's  results  do  not

point the way to any difference between  logical and mathematical truth.
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RUSSELL IN THE NEWS

ln   his   review   o+`  CoLIN   MCGINN's   new   autobiography   for   714e   Ivew

S/cz/esmc7#,  NICHOLAS  FEARNS  has  this  to  say  about  MCGinn  and  Russell.

While    an    undergraduate    in    philosophy    at    Manchester    University,
MCGinn,  whose  heroes  at  that  time  were  JOHN  LENNON  and  BERTRAND

RUSSELL,  began  smoking  Russell's  favorite  brand  of pipe  tobacco  in  the
hopes  that  it  would  make  him  as  brilliant  as  Russell.  We  find  it  hard  to
believe  that  MCGinn  actually  thought  that  it  was  smoking  a  particular

brand  of pipe  tobacco  that  made  Russell  brilliant,  when  everyone  knows
it was the  RED HACKLE that did it.

Fearns  also  says that  MCGinn  was  I.ecently  introduced to the  rilm

acti`ess    .IENNIFER    ANISTON    at    a    I-IOLLYWOOD    PARTY.    Aniston    was

apparently  quite   impressed  to  meet  a  professional  philosopher,  but  the
encounter  ended  in  embari.assment  when  she  pi.oved never  to  have  heal.d
of KANT,  DESCARTES,  or  Russell.  MCGinn  agonized  for  a  long time  over

the  "interpersonal   discomfort"  he  had  caused  the  pool.  multimillionaire

movie star to suffer. -IVcw S/cr/csmcz#, `Iune 9, 2()03
_*_

The   53i.d   Annual   PUGWASH   CONFERENCE   I.eturned   to   Pugwash,   Nova

Scotia  for  the  first  time  in  44  years  this  past  July.  The  original  Pugwash
Confei.eiice   had    been   called    into   being   by   the   multimillionaire   and
Pugwash   native   son   CyRUS  EATON.   Eaton  had  been   impressed   by  the
famous   1955   munifesto,   signed   by   EINSTEIN,   Russell,   and   others,   that

demanded  that  governments  on  both  sides  of  the  ii.on  curtain  I.enounce
nuclear  weapons,  so  he  wi.ote  to  Russell  ol`fei.ing  to  host  and  finance  a

conference   on   nuclear   disarmament,   and   the   famous    1957   Pugwash
Conference  on  Science  and  World  Affairs  was  born.  Thii.ty-eight  years
later,  it  received  the  Nobel  Peace  Pi.ize.  By   1959,  the  annual  conference

had   outgrown   Pugwash   and   it   moved   on   to   bigger   centers,   although
smaller  workshops  continued  to  be  held  there  over  the  years.  One  of the

original   Pugwash  participants,  and  last  surviving  signatory  of  the   1955

manifesto,     JOSEP[]     ROTBLAT9     attended     the     most     recent     Pugwash

Conference.  It  was  a  bittei.sweet  visit  for  him:  "It's  a  bit  lonely  now"  the

94   year-old   Polish-born   nucleai.   physicist   said.   Rotblat   was   the    lLJ83

I.ecipient ol`the BRS Annual Award. -A4c.C'/ecr#b`, July, 2003.
_*_

The  Cold  War  CIA  finding  of the  liberal  &nti-communist  CONGRESS  FOR

CULTURAL  FREEDOM  has  been  gone  over  again  by  the  press,  this  time  in

the  IvetiJ  )'ork  r7.meg.  CIA  funding  for  the  Congress  was  first  disclosed  ill
1967,  but  a  large  amount  of historical  evideiice  recently  made  available

allows    for    a    more    complete    understanding    of   the    events.    British
intellectuals   were   suspicious   of  the   Congress   from   the   start,   and   its

founding    conference   -    in    West    Berlin    in    1950   -    was    constantly
interrupted  by  interventions  from  Hugh  Trevor-Roper and  A.J.  Ayer, who
objected  to  the  organizers'  excessive  anti-communism.  Nevertheless,  the
Congress was soon a regular part of British intellectual  life.

The   author   of  the   r;.meg   article,   Hugh   Wilford,   asserts   that
Russell   was   one   among   "several   eminent   intellectuals   who   remained
mistrustful   of  the   CCF",   and   that   he   was   "at   the   center   of  sevci.al

embarrassing   public   rows   about   Mccai.thyism   with   the   CCF's   U.S.
affiliate,  the American  Committee  for Cultural  Freedom.  This culminated
in    1957   witli   his   noisy   resignation   from   one   of  tlie   CCF's   honoi.ai.y

chairs."    Wilford    also   asserts   that   "most   of`   the    British    intellectuals

involved  in  the CCF's operations  knew all  along about   the organization.s

links to the  U.S. government."

Along   with   recent   allegations   by   Timothy   Garton   Ash   that
Russell   published   three   books   (J#ky   Co#7#7i7#;.sw   A/#s/   Fc77./,    Who/   r.,7

FreecJom.7,  and  JW4c7/  /.I  De#7ocrczc};.?)  knowing  that  their  publication  was

financed   by  the   Bi.itisli   Foi.eign   Office,   such   allegations,   however  one

might   evaluate   and   interpret   them,   show   a   complexity   to   Cold   War

politics  that  was  much  more  difficult,  if not  impossible,  to  discern  while
we \Ivere .in .its midst. - Times Educalion Siipplemen[, July 4, 2003

_*_
Ill     7lfee    LSpec/#/a;..    Paul    `Johnson's    nostalgic    complaint    about    "old-

fashioned  Englishmen"  and  pipe  smoking  has  this  to  say  about  RusseH:
"In  my  IVcw LS/c7/eL7wc7w days  in  the  Fifties.  pipes  wel.e  common  among the

intelligentsia,  being  seen  as  'democratic'.  Did  not  Uncle  Joe  smoke  one?
Bertrand   Russell   certainly   did,   adding  another  dimension   to  the   com-

pound  aroma  of  sartorial   fustiness,  halitosis  and  cerebral  dandruff  he
carried  around  with  him.  The  most  technological   of  the  smokers  was
Ritchie  Calder,  appropriately  our  science  correspondent.   He  assembled
with  other  luminaries  every  Monday  at  10:30  a.  in.  for our editorial  con-
ference.   There  were  Dr  Balogh  and   Barbara  Castle,   PI.ofessor  Patrick
Blackett,  the  defence  expeil   ...   and  Gerald  Gardiner,   later  lord  chan-
cellor,  with  others   including  Russell   himself,  though  he  was  not  ofteii

asked as Kingsley Martin` the editor` thought him 'too disruptive'."
-The Speclalor , ALngnst 2.3 , 2003
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Traveler 's  Diary/Corference Report
ln  mid-August,  I  traveled  to  the  Annual  Meeting of the  Austrian  Ludwig
Wittgenstein  Society,  held  in  the  village  of Kirchberg  am  Wechsel.  The
conference  is held  in the  village  grade  school,  noteworthy for the gym on
its  top  floor  -a  large  hall  with  peaked  roof,  floor-to-ceiling  plate  glass
windows  opening  out  onto  the  Alps,  and  bars,  ladders,  ropes,  and  rings
for  the  children.   It   was   in  this   room  that  we   adults   crowded  for  the

plenary  lectures  (sweating  in  the  European  heat  wave),  while  other,  less
notable  speakers  met  in  the  smaller  but  cooler  classrooms  on  the  lower
floors.

Kirchberg    is    neighbor   to    Trattenberg,    the    town    in    which
Wittgenstein  retired to teach  school children, satisfied that he had cleaned
up  the  problems  of philosophy.  Perhaps  he  taught  them  in  a  school  not
unlike  that  in  Kirchberg;  a  bus  trip  to  Trattenbach~which  I  missed~
allows   one  to   learn   more.      But   Kirchberg   itself  was  quite   revealing:
bread,  butter,  cheese,  sausage (i.e.  franks) and beer; a culturally ingrained

Catholicism;  a  pronoiinced,  lilting  accent:  it  made  sense  of Wittgenstein

to me (no pun intended), or at least why he would wish to retire there.
As  for  the  confereiice  itself,  only  about  a  sixth  of the  hundred

papers   presented   during   the   week-long   conference   were   devoted   to
Wittgenstein,   the   others   addressing   the   general   theme   of  the   year,
knowledge  and  belief.  Patrick  Siippes  spoke  on  Bayesian  Epistemology,
Robert  Audi  on  Philosophy  of  Religion,  Crispin  Wright  on  Skepticism,
Certainty,  Moore,  and  Wittgenstein,  Hans-Johann  Clock  on  Wittgenstein
on  Truth,  and  Michael  Heller  on  whether  the  universe  can  explain  itselfl
For the  most  part,  I  attended  papers  on  Wittgenstein,  many of them quite

good,  and  to  my  relief,  most  of them  in  English.  Two  on  the  Trczc/c7/zts
that   especially   stood   oiit   were   Daniele-Moyal-Sharrock's   on  nonsense
and  Maija Aalto's on sense and substance.

I  was  on  a  budget;  the  taxis  from  my  GTclb`/4¢zfb'  high  in  the  Alps

to the valley and village of Kirchberg were expensive; the highlight of the

trip for me was an  early  morning meal  of bread and  butter (like the  lunch
Wittgenstein  is  said  to  have  eaten  in  his 40s,  with  chocolate),  and  a  long
hour and a half hike dowri breathtaking hills to the village and conference

below.      A   summer   slide   (like   a   /wge,   but   not   one)   winds   down   the
mountain,   and   a  summer   lift  (like   a  ski-lift,   but  not  one)  runs   up   it;
walking down the mountain  I  would  sometimes have day trippers passing
above, their feet dangling only yards from my head. -Rosalind Carey
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RL/S7`L/IVGS./ -Three Russell-Related Word Puzzles
By Gerry Wildenberg

Numbers  I   and  2  comprise  coded  quotes  in  which  each  letter  stands  for
another  letter.  (For  example  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  could  be  coded  as
OREGENAQ  EHFFRYY,  if 0=8,  R=E,  et  cetera.)  In  cipher  number  2
word`separations  are  disguised  and  punctuation  removed.  The  grouping
into  5  letter "words"  is meant only to  help readability and  does not relate
to    the    actual    quote.    These    two    quotes    will    be    familiar   to    some
Russel]ians; after solving them, try to  identify tlie source.

Puzzle  number  3  is  not  a  substitution  ciplier.  Instead,  this  quote  has  been

periiiuted  slightly by means of exchanging some of the letters with nearby
letters.    (For    example,    "Tlle    puzzle    below"    might    be    changed    to:
tuhepzlezbelwo.)  At  the  same  time,   spaces  and  punctuation  have  been
removed!

I.   YJI   YV  CAI   UYNC   WUZYFCPJC   IHIUIJCN   YV  NGLLINN   W.I

QILYUWJM   P   UPJ   YV   MIJWGN   WN   CY   HIPFJ   CAI   PFC   YV
RIJGJLWPCWYJ.

2.   PUXNA   NHRGW   KNLLP   WVXWJ   VHLLU   BHRUR   GWQEW
JWHRL    VFNHR    WVAGN    HXKWV    HRHUK    UEWRG    VHVJA
GUPVJ  RNAAU  PPWAR NUHUZ  RWAGH  NAVPR  WEKJV  HLECP
WJUZJ FPPUX NJRNA NHZWE WHAW

3.OENOFHTEODDEFEFSTCOFMHEITPOATRNCWEHACHEICOHF
USAATTCHTSEOHSMIESFILTTAHWEETNDTMIOAIGNEOORUW
NDOOGORLVIEFORUTBETONETEHPURPOESOFTOHERPEOPAE
SLTCIONS

Rut?rL/IVGs.J -sOLUTloNs TO LAST IssuE's puzzLEs

When we  see  an  Anlerican film,  we  know  beforehand  that virtue will  be
rewarded,  that  crime  will  be  shown  not  lo  pay,  and  that  the  heroine,
always faultlessly  dressed  in  spite  Of incredible  tribulations, will  emerge
4czpp;./);  /o   /{./e/o#g   b/i.ss   w7./4   /Ae  Aero.   -   BR,   `Political   and   Cultural
Influence  of` the  U.S.A.',  7lfre  Li.s/e#er,  December  8,1949.  Reprinted  in
Berfrcz#c7  Rw,SSL.//'s   A#7er/.cc7,   v.11,   1945-1970,   edited   by   Feinberg   and

Casrils.
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BALANCE 6/30/03

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contributions BRS
TOTAL Contributions

Dues
New Members
Renewals
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TOTAL INFLOWS
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Bank Charges
Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
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RUSSELLshostidy

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL
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Compiled  10/8/03  by Dermis Darland
BRS Treasurer, djdarland@qconline.com

8,845.19

230.00
230.00

187.36

291.66

479.02

709.02

13.50

653.74
653.16

5.00
2,601.00

3,926.40

-3,926.40

5,627.81

GREATER ROCHESTER RUSSELL SET

Celebrating Six Years of Monthly Russell Meetings
Open to the Public

2003-2004 PROGRAM

November 13
December  12
January 8
February  12
March  1 I
April 8
May  13

June  10
July 8
August  12
September 9
October 14
November  12
December 9

``Nice People" (by 8. Russell)

Lord John Russell
Humor in Russell
Problem of Continuity
The Scientific Outlook
Cheerful Pessimism
Portraits of Russell from Memory:

A Panel Discussion
Defenders of God
lnternational War Crimes Tribunal
Satan in the Suburbs
Lady Ottoline
D.H. Lawrence
Why I Am Not a Christian
Marriage and Morals

^11   meetings  are  held  at  Daily  Perks  Coffee  House,  389  Gregory  Street,
l{`ti`hester,  NY,  at  6:30  PM.  (Note  new meeting  time.)  For  information  call
l'iiii  Madigan at 585-424-3184,  email tmadigan@rochester.rr.com or visit
http//sunl.sjfc.edu/~wildenbe/grrs/Russell_poster.html.   All   dates   and
li)|iics are subject to change.
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ca
NEW!    CALL  FOR  RUSSELL  MASTF,R-CLASSES

THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY
31 ST  ANNUAL  MEETING

To present papers  or  lead  seminars on some aspect of Russel]'s
thought   or   life   at   the   forthcoming   Annual   Meeting,   send
abstracts  #o  /cr/er  f7!cr#  Apr;./  jo,  2004  to  BRS  President  Alan
Schwerin   at   aschweri@monmouth.edu.   Limit   papers   to   20
minutes  (roughlylo  pages).     Below  is  a  list  of papers  already
accepted:

Academic Papers

"Russell and Fiction"  Tim Madigan (U. of Rochester Press)
"Russell and the Stoics"    John Lenz (Drew University)

Ivew./ A  series   of "Master Classes" will be held   this year at the
Alinual    Meeting.    The    papers    and    seminars    accepted    for
presentation so far are:

A4c7srer C/cJsseJ (conducted by the scholars listed below)

c[ass[:„Russe,,,sGLrgg,;cSfffiLsjTua#]dvgrEfyr;cfj§g:;a,

Class 2:   ``Durant and Russell"
Peter Stone (Stan ford University)

Class 3:   "Russell  and the Soul"
Alan Schwerin (Monmouth University)

Jf  you  have  a  favorite  paper  or  chapter  by  Russell  that  you
would  like  to  explore  with  others  in  a seminar  setting,  let A]an
know what the text is and he will have copies made available in
advance -either online or in hardcopy -for those attending the
meeting.  The  session  will  involve  a  short  introduction  by you,
followed by contributions from the audience who will have done
their homework  before  the  seminar.  This  is  a great opportunity
to  share  research,  and  to  reach  out  to  others  who  might  be
interested in your Russell scholarship.
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IN THIS ISSUH:

In  the  last  issue  of the  BRSQ,  we  provided  some  historical  docu-
mentation  about  early  analytic  philosophy -  letters,  translated  from
the  Gernian  by  Richard  Schmitt,  in  which  Frege  put  hard  questions
to  Wittgenstein  about  the  77"c/c7/#s.  Richard  also  provided  a  thor-
ough  report  on  the  history  of the  letters  themselves.   In  this  issue,
our feature article moves away from the historical to engage in phil-
osophical  inquiry  itself;  with  a  light  and  lucid  exercise  in  linguistic

philosophy  by  Rui  Zhu,  whose  son,  Bertrand,  will  be  ten  months
old  in  March.

In the essay,  Rui  looks at a debate about  language between
Russell  and  Quine,  and  seeks  a  solution  that  lies  somewhere  in  be-

tween  them.  Both  accessible  and  original,  the essay shows how one
can  use  principles  from  transformational  grammar  to  suggest  new
ways of solving philosophical problems concerning language.

In the  second  major piece  in this  issue,  Kevin  Klement ap-

pears  again  with  a marathon  review of every Lq/."g/e es`gc7}; in  the new
Cambridge  Companion  f o  Bertrand  Russell. From thi:ls rev.low, you
can  begin  to get an  idea of whether the Cowpc7#;.o#,  long and  iiiipa-
tiently awaited by the  Russell woi.[d,  has been worth the wait.  Kevin

provides  a  highly  informative  report  on  every  aspect  of  Russell's
work covered  in the Co#7per#/.o#, and the reader,  specialist and non-

specialist alike,  is  likely to  learn  more than a few things about  Rus-

sell's  thought  in  reading  the  review.  Apart  from  one  lively  opinion

on  Amazon.com, this  is the first review of the Cowpcz#/.o# we know
of.  We  feel  that  Klement  has  gotten  its  critical  appraisal  off to  a
sharp and pet.ceptive start.

As  usual,  gossip,  Russell  news,  and  Society  business  are

to be found  in abundance in  `Society News'. This is followed by an-

other  in  our  series  of Russell's  letters  to  the  editor,  again  selected
and introduced by the  series editor,  Ray  Perkins Jr.  This  issue's  let-
ter gives  an  especially  comprehensive  statement  of Russell's  views
on  the  threat  of nuclear  weapons.  And  finally,  we  continue  to  pro-
vide historical documentation of Russell and those closely related to

him  in   `Russell   in  the  News',  which  reproduces  early  news  clip-

pings  about  Russell  and  his  first  wife,  Alys.  Here,  the  emphasis  is
on  Russell  the  public  man  and  public  intellectual.  Future  issues will
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take  a further turn towards the public  Russell, with articles on  Rus-
sell  and  the  Cold   War,  his  continuing  influence  in  China,  more
reviews  and  gossip,  and even further  stories  on  Russell's  affairs  of
the heart.

CORRECTIONS AND ELABORATIONS:  In  the  last  issue  of the  gwc}r/er-

/y (November 2003,  no.  120),  we erroneously stated the publication
history  of Russell's  February 4,  1963  letter to  the  editor  of the  Tel
ALviv   New  Outlook  (T+em  c63.lob  in  A  Bibliography  Of  Bertrand
A"s5'e//,  edited  by  Blackwell  and  Ruja).  Kenneth  Blackwell  points

out  that  that  letter  was  previously  published  as  `A  Message  from
Lord  Russell'  in  the  March-April  issue  (v.6,  no.3,  p.2)  of Ivew  Oz4/-

/ook,  and  was  reprinted  in  Hebrew  in  cj/-fJc7m/.b'Amc!r,  Tel  Aviv,  cir-

ca  March  8,1963.  The journal  in  which  it was  first published,  Ivew

Ow//ook,  was  not  the  same journal  which  changed  its  name  to  714e
IVct4J  Ow//oo4  in   1932,  but  rather  one  that  began  in  July   1957  and

was  in  its  sixth  volume  in   1963.  (Aubrey  Hodes,  an  editor  at Ivew

Oz///oo4,  had  been   in  touch  with  Russell  since   1959,  and  in  that

year,  informed  Russell  that  the journal  was  two  years  old.)  In  the
last  paragraph  of his  letter,  Russell  alludes  to  remarks  of his  that
were  published  in  "your  recent  Symposium".  This  is  a  reference to
another writing  by  Russell  (item c62.49a  in  Blackwell  and  Ruja)  in
the  November-December  issue  of  the  same  journal  to  which  the
1963  letter  was  a  follow-up.  We  thank  Kenneth  Blackwell  for this
information,  and  also  thank  the  Bertrand  Russell  Archive  for  per-
mission to  publish the  letter.  Peter  Stone points  out that the  item  in

the  `Russell  in  the  News'   section  of the  November  9%c7r/er/y  on
Russell  and  the  Cold  War  was  based  on  an  article  in  the  July  4,
2.DOS London (not Now York) Times  EdIAcational  Supplement. We
thank Peter for correcting this mistake.

Visit The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly Online
Contents of Past and Present Issues, Plus Selected

Replies by Readers to BRSQ Articles are at
http://www.1ehman.cuny.edu/philosophy/BRSQ.htm
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OUR MAN  rN  ISTANBUL.  Last  summer,  David  White,  BRS  Board  of

Directors  Chair,  traveled  to the  Bosphorus  Straits  to tell  the people
there about the Bertrand Russell Society. Here is his report:

My  travels  this  summer  were  in  two  parts.  I  first  spent
three  weeks  in  England,  doiiig  research  at  the  British  Library
and  preparing  for  my  presentation  on  Lord  John  Russell  by
hanging  out  at  the  Lord  John  Russell   Pub,  which   is  a  short
walk  from  the  library.   From  there  I  went  to  Istanbul  for  the

World  Congress  of Philosophy.  It  was  at  the  previous  World
Congress, five years ago  in Boston, that I  fil.st  learned the term
"conference  junkie."  A  "conference junkie"  is  someone  who

enjoys  attending  conferences,  and  especially  associating  with

other co]iference junkies.  I really didn't learn much about Lord

John  Russell  at  tlie  pub  named  for  him.  The  only  associatioii

item   I  could  find  was  a  picture,  admittedly  hung  I.ight  above

tlie celiter of the bar.

I  do  wish  tlie  BRS  could  have  made  more of a showing
at  the  World  Congress.  My  one  disappointment  was  that  not
one   colleague.   family   member,   or  Rochester   Russell   Setter
was willing to join  me  for the outing.  Terrorists have been do-

iiig  their  worst  for  a  long  time,  but  I  can't  see  making  plans
around  them  when  bathtubs  and  basement  stairs  are  so  much

greater hazards.  Of course,  I  ended up with plenty of company
in  London  and  in  Istanbul.  All  my  travel  plans  went  off with-

out a hitch.

I  was  lodged  in  a nice  enough  hotel,  but  in  a neighbor-
hood  where  other  establishments  took  advantage  of tourists.
The conference people had made sure we were clearly warned
about  them,  and  about  the  con  artists  in  the  area  who  would
buddy-up   to  take   advantage   of  tourists'   reluctance  to  glve
them  the  brush-off right away for fear they might be  an  inno-
cent citizen just trying to be friendly (they never were).

I  came  prepared  to  chair  a  round-table  on  Dewey's  4
Commo# Fc7;./A and to present my own paper in the Philosophy
of Religion section. However, someone dropped out of another

panel, so I was asked to do a presentation on the Bertrand Rus-
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sell  Society,  aimed  at  people  who  might  want  to  start  their
own philosophical club. Then there were some people who did
not  show  lip  at  all,  so  I  mounted  the  stage  and  gave  a  fourth

presentation.  Having gone that far by  myself,  I  was  determin-
ed  to  make  it  worthwhile.   My  talk  on  the  BRS  had  quite  a
large audience (100+), and was well received.

A  lot of my time at the Congress was spent hanging out
at  the  Pfoj./osapAy  IVow  booth  -  an  excellent  opportunity  to
coiinect  with  other  conference  junkies.   I  would  urge  anyone
who  enjoys  BRS  meetings  or  reading the  BRSQ  to  subscribe
to Pfoz./os'apAy IVow magazine, since  Rick Lewis, the editor, has

proved a great fi.iend to the Society.
As  usual,  the  press  made  light of philosophers  meeting,

but  truly  the  World  Congress  was  no  more  and  no  less  than
what  one  chose  to  make  of it.  After  I  returned  home,  I  gave
my  Lord John  Russell talk,  which turned out to  be the  last ses-
sion  of  the  GRRS  at  Daily  Perks.   We  have  now  moved  to
Writers & Books.

_*_

TI-lE  MYSTERY  OF THE  MISS[NG  SYMPHONY  (CONCLUDING  EPISODE).

BRSQ  readers  will  recall  that  in  the  August  BRSQ  (#119),   Ken

Blackwell   and   Tom   Stanley   informed   us   that   British   composer
Graham   Whettam   had   dedicated   his   Symphony  No.   4   (S/.#/i;#;.cz
Co#/rcz  I/.worc7)  to  BR  and  "all  other  people  who  suffer  imprison-
ment of other  injustice for the expression of their beliefs or the con-
venience  of politicians  and  bureaucracies",  and that this  dedication

apparently kept the  symphony off the  BBC  until  protests  by  Russell
and others got it performed by that network.

Robert  Davis  (fouiiding  member of the  BRS  and  pi.esident

of the  Society  from  1975-82) then  wrote  in and told  us,  in the Nov-
ember  BRSQ  (#120),  that  this  symphony  had  actually  been  played
during  lunch at the  Society's  Annual  Meeting  in  1978,  but that,  be-
ing  a  modem  piece,  there  were  some  complains  from the  member-
ship  in attendance about having been subjected to it.  Davis said that
he had heard of the symphony, contacted Whettam, and met him on
a  visit  to  England,  where  Whettam  gave  him  a  master tape  of the
symphony.   Davis  subsequently  turned  the  master  over  to  Warren
Allen  Smith,  who  had  a  recording  studio  at  the  time,  and  Warren
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transcribed  it to the tape they played during lunch at the  `78 Annual
Meeting.  Warren  meanwhile  notified  Davis  that  he  would  keep  the
master tape until  notified to send  it either to the BRS  Library or the
BR Archives.

And  that  is the  last  anyone  heard of it,  until  we received  a
communication  from  Warren just this week (mid-February).  In it he
says  that  Whettam,  who  was  born  in  1927  in  East  Germany,  sent a
stereo  tape  of his Lsj.#/o#7.a  C'o#/j.¢  r;.#?ore to the  BRS  in  1977,  and

that the  BRS  Librarian,  Don  Jackanizc  of Chicago  "sent the tape to
board  member  Warren  Allen  Smith,  who  had  the  facilities  in  his
New  York  City  recording  studio  -Variety  Recording  Studio  -to

play  the  tape  and  master  it  into  commercial  LPs  if  needed.   Heri.
Whettam,  however,  thought  the  Society  operated  much  as  a  label
and  also  a  distributor.  He  wanted  details  as  to  how  and  when  he

would  be  paid.  He was  informed that,  with  his  permission,  the  BRS
would  gladly make  a special  Bertrand  Russell  edition  of the  LP but

that any  profits after expenses would  be entirely for the Society.  He
could,  however,  arrange  for  a  different  edition  of the  same  work
elsewhei.e.  Whettam declined, and Smith still has the original tape."

Warren theii  says "the tape  itself is probably worthless and
is on a  10  1/2"  large reel that is playable only on professional  equip-

ment.  Any  suggestions  as  to  who  might  want  the  tape  or  where  it
should   be   sent?"   The   symphony   is   available   on   the   web   from
Crotchet  for  $8.99  or  from  Amazon.com  for  S16.97.  So  we  now
know  where  the  tape  is,  but  are  holding  our  breath  in  excitement
over what  will  finally  liappen  to  it,  and hope to  have  the  full  details

for you  ill the next  issue of the  BRSQ.
_*_

NEW  YORK  CITY  POWER  LUNC`[I.   The  most  receiit  meeting  of the

GNYCCBRS  (pronounced  guh-NYKA-burrs  by  the  acronymically

gifted)  took  place  over  lunch  at  Ben's  Kosher  Deli~at  W.  38th
Street   and   7th   Avenue-on   the   Saturday   afternoon   following
Thanksgiving.  At the very far end of its vast main room,  Ben's pos-
sesses   several   ]oiigish   tables   linked  together;   these   make  a  very

good  place to plot,  and talk.  The table included Tim Madigan,  Peter
Stone and  his father Frank, Thorn Weidlich,  Ruili Ye, John  Ongley,
David  Goldman,  Warren  Allen  Smith  (our  host),  Dennis  Middle-
brooks,  Peter Ross,  Taslima Nasrin,  Taslima's  sister and niece,  and
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myself.  At  one  end  sat  W.A.S,  presiding  in  style,  at the  other  end
sat Taslima,  guest of dishonor,  and her relatives.  (Ms.  Nasrin  is an
anti-Muslim dissident  in exile from Bangladesh and doing research
at Harvard.) I was closer to her end than the other and therefore able
to  spy,  or  at  least  eavesdrop  while  our  resident  psychiatrist,  David
Goldman,  probed  Ms.  Nasrin's  memories  of childhood.  What  in-
fluence  in  her  past caused her to  cast off the traditional  Muslim  fe-
male  role?  I  didn't  quite  make  out the  answer,  focused  as  I  was  on
the  menu.  While  those  among  the  cognoscenti  ate  some  soup-like
dish,  I  ordered  something  utterly  forgettable.  But we  were  there to
talk.  Peter  was  within  shouting  range,  and  managed  to  convey  his
satisfaction  with  his  new  position  at  Stan ford.  Weidlich  sat  across
from me and had to endure questions from me about writing books.
Being  profoundly  socially  inept  I  really  only  felt  comfortable  talk-

ing to  Taslima's  niece.  About  11  or  so,  she  goes to  school  in  New

York and  is  embarrassed  by  her name (which means something  like

pwb's.;.o#cz/e./ower  o//o#gj.#g).  Been  there  (age  11),  done that,  have
the t-shirt.

After  lunch,  after  coffee,  came  a  period  of fidgeting  and
shifting  about:  everyone  changed  places  or  stood,  a  phone-camera
appeared from  somewhere,  and Taslima was  invited to  speak.  As a
speaker,  Taslima  is  surprising rather than charismatic and powerful,
and she  managed to  assert some extraordinary things.  For example,
when  I  asked  her  to  discuss  her  attitude  towards  religiously  mod-
erate  Muslims  she  immediately  shot  back that no  Muslim  is  moder-
ate-or  rather,  that  to  be  a true  Muslim  is  to  be  an  extremist-be-
cause  the  true  Muslim  reads  and  follows  the  Koran,  and  the  Koran
is  irredeemably  extremist.   I  knew  what  she  meant,  but  wanted  to
ask  her  why  she  permits  the  extremist  Muslim  to  define  "I.eligion"

or "Muslim".  At one point during the  long,  pleasant afternoon, Tas-
lima  related  her  most  recent  collision  with the  government  of Ban-

gladesh.  The  current flap  is due to a memoir in which she describes
her  sexual  relationships  with  various  men,  who  she  identifies.  This
new  book  is  causing  great  consternation  among  most  Bangladesh
men,    who   have   either   been   "outed"    or   take    issue   with   any
expression of female sexuality. RC

(Society News is continued on page 54)
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ON NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT: A LETTER TO THE EDITOR
BY BERTRAND RUSSELL

Selected, and with an  Introduction, by RAY PERKINS, JR.

BR's  letter to the  Assistant  Editor of Wocrr/.v (S.  Rosenfeld,  spelled
`Rosenfield'   by   Russell),   a   Israeli   daily  newspaper,   is   published

here  for the  first time.  This  powerful  letter was written  January 26,
1963,  only  three  months  after the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis brought the
world  to  the  brink  of nuclear  holocaust.  It  is  one  of Russell's  most
forceful  public  condemnations  of the  immorality  of  nuclear  wea-

pons,  not  only  because  of what  H-bombs  are  likely to  do,  but  also
because of wliat their deployers are willing to do.

In  tlie  letter,  Russell  draws  some  sti.iking parallels  between
the  evils  of Nazism  and  the  East-West policy of nuclear deterrence
which,  he  says,  rests on the "willingness to commit genocide".   The
letter  is a stark reminder that the forces that produced anti-Semitism
and  its  hori.ors are still very much with  us and, when combined with
nationalism  and technology,  threaten to produce  even greater catas-
trophe.  His I.eference to "...  napalm, mass bombings and chemical  ...
weapons"  brings  to  mind  the  concurrent  American  oppi.ession   in
Vietnam,  a  matter  that  Russell  was  following  closely  in  the  press
and  would  soon  raise  his  voice  against  (See  yo2{rs  Fc7/./¢/w//);,  Ber-
/rc7#c7 A"`g,gc//, Open Court, 2002, pp.  360-95).

26 January  1963

S.  Rosenfleld,  Assistant  Editor
Maariv,  Israel

Dear Mr.  Rosenfield,

Thank  you  for  your  letter  which  my  work  has  prevented  being  an-
swered  earlier.  I  can  not  send  a  full  contribution  at  this  time  but  I
should wish to send to you the following:

"Nazism  and  Fascism  draw on  responses which  can  be  foulid  in  all

cultures  and  all  human  beings.  In  a  world  of napalm,  mass  bomb-
ings,  chemical  and  nuclear weapons we  see clearly enougli the cap-
acity for murderous aggression and the atrophy of conscience possi-
ble  in  men.  Every major  Government of East and  West tolerates  a
national  policy worse  in consequence than that of Adolf Hitler.  One
hydrogen  bomb  can  kill  more  people  than  perished  in  the  concen-
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tration camps.
The  cruelty  and  aggression  inherent  in  man  are  often  or-

ganised and directed towards victims who are easily attackable.  Par-
ticularly where no clear and rational  answer to complex problems  is
available  to  distraught   peoples,  the  scapegoat  is  a  convenient  psy-
chological  alternative.  This  phenomenon  exists  in  every  organised
society.  When  it  combines  with  nationalism  and technology  the  re-
sult is something such as the world saw under Hitler.

I  think  it  is  of absolute  importance  to  remember  that  the
same conditions which gave rise to  Hitler pertain  in organised states
today.   Individuals   feel   helpless  to   stop   barbarism   and   therefore

gradually  acquiesce  and  even justify  it.  Nuclear  policy  is  based  on
the  willingness  to  commit  genocide.  Every  individual  who  accepts
such a policy or allows  it to continue without personal protest  is as-
suming  the  role  of Adolf Eichmann.  Eichmann  is  becoming  a  eu-

phemism for Everyman.
I   have   little   patience   for  the   exploration   of  the   evil   of

Nazism which avoids recognising the conditions which made  it pos-
sible  and  the  extent  to  which  those  conditions  are  with   us  now.
Every  country  which  persecutes  a  minority  in  the  name  of national
security  is guilty.  The  guilt  is the  weakness and  blindness to cruelty
which, when widespread, permit every and any atrocity.

I  say that the  treatment of a  society's  worst  offenders  and
most hated  members  is  an  indication  of its own  moral  standard.  If a
society  can  in  all  conscience permit the cruel treatment of any man,
ultimately  it will allow it for all.

Anti-Semitism  focused  on  a  small  community  in  a  minor-
ity, easily attacked  because weak, and easily hated because cohesive
and  independent.  The Jews were the  example  but they were and are
when  persecuted  only  a  symbol  of  the  ease  with  which  mankind
sinks  into  barbarism  and  the  scarcity  of individuals who  truly  stand
out  against  it.  When  mass  incineration  of nuclear war descends  up-
on  us  it  will  be  too  late  to  learn  this  lesson.  The  time,  as  always,  is
now."

I  wish  this  to  be  used  in  its  entirety,  if it  is  used  at all,  and  I  should
be  most  gi.ateful  to  you  for  confirmation  of its  use.  I  hope  to  hear
from you.

Yours sincerely,

Bertrand Russell
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AMBIGUITY, DISSIMILARITY, AND
CONJUNCTION FAILURE

RIJI ZHU

When  a  general  term  is  used  to  describe  very  CJJ/Tere#/ /foJ.#gr,  may
we still treat it as the sc7me general term? This question has survived

centuries of debate  in ontology.  Plato's problem of the being of non-
being  is  a  product  of his  positive  answer  to  it.  Russell  thinks  that

Plato's  pi.oblem  can  be  avoided  by treating some key general  terms
as  ambiguous.  Although  the  ontological  context  is  no  longer  rele-

vant  today,  the  issue  remains  interesting,  for  it  still  challenges  our
intuition  concerning  what  counts  as  a  legitimate  sentence.   In  this

paper,  I  will  discuss  a  group  of sentences  such  as  "The  chair  and
question  are  hard"  that use  a general  term  to describe  (or subsume)
drastically  dif`ferent  objects.   While  there  is  an  obvious  quaintness

with  such  a sentence,  what shall we do with  it?  Shall  we disallow  it

for the  reason  that  its  general  term  is  ambiguous  (Bertrand  Russell
thinks  so),  oi.  shall  we  deem  jt permissible,  only  with  its  quaintness

atti.ibuted to the  dissimilarity of the  objects (Quine thinks so)?  I  will

argue that such  a conjunction  is not permissible, but Quine might be
right  tliat  there  is  no  ambiguity  involved  in  the  general  term  itself`.

Instead  of attributing the conjuiiction  failul.e to the ambiguity of the

term,   I  will   construct  a  rule  (based  on  the  rule  of  contractioii   in

ti.ansformational grammar) to bar such conjunctions.

I .  PLATO'S  PUZZLE,

In  714c ,Sap4/..7/,  plato compares

( I ) Tlie not-great is not-great,

(2) The not-beautiful  is not-beautiful,
(3) The not-being is not-being. I

The  trifling  innocence  of (I)  and  (2)  is  contrasted  with  the  horror

felt  by  the  Eleatic  stranger  over  (3),  for  it  contradicts  Parmenides'
teaching,  `Non-being never is.'  The indisputable truth of (1 ) and (2)
forces  both  the  stranger  and  his  interlocutor,  Theaetetus,  to  agree

\  Sophis(.2S8
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that

/# /fee sc7me mcz##er [a la ( I ) and (2)] not-being has been

found /o be and is not being. (Italics added) 2

Besides  his  reluctant  discovery  that  non-being  has  being,
the stranger verges on  saying that non-being  is assured  of the same
kind  of being  as  being  itself,  as the  not-great and the  not-beautiful
are  assured of the  same kind of being as their opposites.  It is appar-
ent that Plato sees no difference in the tokens of `is'  in ( I) -(3).  `ls'

has the same  meaning  in all three occurrences and ascribes being to
the subject of the sentence in which it is embedded.

2.  A  RUSSELLIAN AMBIGUITY

When  Russell  of  1912  considers  the  issue  of being,  he  is  not  ad-

dressing  the  puzzle  over  non-being.   Instead,  the  existence  of uni-
versals  in  contrast  with  the  existence  of particulars  occupies  his  at-

tention. Compare

(4) Chairs and rocks exist,
(5) Numbers exist.

According to  Russell,  the  word  `exist'  has  diffei.ent  mean-

ings  in  (4)  and  (5).  Numbers  as  universals  do  iiot exist  in the  same
way as particulars such as chairs and rocks do.  The existence of uni-

versals  is  timeless  and  belongs  to  a  realm  of b'zfbb'j.A./e#cc7,  while  the

existence of chairs and rocks  is fleeting and constitutes the ordinary

meaning of existence.3

Supposing that  Plato's  non-being  belongs to  Russell's  class

of universals,  the  being of non-being  would  be  taken  as the  subsis-
tence  of non-being  -  the  original  air  of absurdity  would  go  by  the
board. This is the benefit of Russell's ambiguity verdict.

3 .  NOT ABOUT ONTOLOGY

With  the  introduction  of quantification,  the  ontological  quirkiness
of`the occuri.ences of `is'  or `exist'  in a sentence ceases to be fascin-

ating.  But trouble  is  often a possessive  spirit -  it chooses to  appear

2  Ibid.

1  The  Problems  Of Philosophy, Dover Phol.lcat.lows.19999 p. 71.
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in  a  different  body  if the  original  fails  it.  Forget  ontology,  but  one
can  still  ask whether the  word  `existent'  means the  same  in  the  fol-
lowing equivalent renditions of (4) and (5):

(6) Chairs and rocks are existent,
(7) Numbers are existent.

At this  moment,  insistence  on the  fact that  `existent'  is not

a  predicate  (therefoi.e,  it  does  not  have  any  meaning)  only  delays
the problem.  For it shows up again in this example of Quine's

(8) Tlie chair is hard,

(9) The question  is hard.

Is  the  word  `hard'  ambiguous  in  (8)  and  (9)?  Could  one

claim,  in  the  way  Russell  does  with  `existeiit'   in  (6)  and  (7),  that
`hard'   has  different  meanings   in  (8)  and  (9)?  The  appareiit  awk-

wardness of

(10) The chair and question are hard

seems to support the ambiguity verdict.

4.  QUINE'S OBJEC`TIV^I. DISSIMILARITY

Quine  dismisses  the   Russellian   diagnosis  as  baseless.   In  his  own
words,  Quine  says  that  he  is  baffled  by  philosophers'  maintenance
that  `true'   said  of  logical   laws  and   `true'   said  of  confessions  (or
`hai.d'  said  of the  chair and  `hard'  said  of the  question,  ol.  `existelit'

said  of chairs and  I.ocks  and  `existent'  said  of numbers) are two us-
ages  of an  ambiguous  term  instead  of the  same  very  general  term.4
He  demands  evidence  for the  ambiguity  verdict.  With  regard to the

air of peculiarity of ( 10),  Quine attributes  it to the drastic dissilllilar-

ity  between  chairs  and  questions.  `Hard'  is the  same general  term  in

(8) and  (9),  and there  is nothiiig wrong with  (10)  itself.  What caiises
discomfort  is  not the  feared  illegitimacy  of (10),  but the  dissimilar-

ity in objects -which  is not a concern for logicians.

5.  FAILIJRE OF CONJUNCTION

Indeed,  Russell's  ambiguity explanation  of such  odd  sentences  does
not  apply  here.  But  Quine's  attitude  is  all  too  cavaliei..  Although  I

4  Worc7 cl"cJ 04/.ec/,  MIT Press,  1960.  p.  131.
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would like to agree that there  is no foundation for one to claim that
the  meaning  of `hard'  is  different  in  (8)  and  (9),  their conjunction

( 10) offends  us just  a  little  more than we  can  bear.  Compare  (10) ~
( 12) (call them `Group A')

( 10) The chair and question are hard,
(11 ) John's arthritis and punch are deadly,
(12) The ball and landing are soft

with

(13) Her eyes and the fountain are pure,
(14) The boy and monument are tall,
( 15) His personality and the mud are soft.

While (13) -(15) (Group  8) are also awkward and  involve

drastically  different  things,  they  do  not  abuse  our  linguistic  taste  to

the  salne  extent  as  do  (10)  ~  (12).  The  difference  between  the  two

groups  lies  not just  in  the  familiarity  of existing  similes  evidenced
by Group  a,  but also  in the  czbs'o/ai/e  incomparability of the  pairs of

things  in  Group  A.  Most  languages  allow  a  comparison  between  a

pair  of eyes  and  a  fountain,  and  some  languages  (e.g.  Chinese)  al-
low  comparing  an  individual's  character  to  mud.5  But  it  is  no  acci-

dent  that  no  language  allows  comparing  a  hard  question  to  a  hard
chair,  a punch to arthritis, or a landing to a ball.  An  English speaker
may   be   amused   by   some   unexpected   exotic   compai.isons   (like
Mencius'  comparing an  indolent  mind to  a weedy  road),  but a com-

pal.ison between a question and chair is far from amusing.
In   my   opinion,   Quine's   analysis   applies   to   sentences   of

Group 8, but not to those of Group A. Conjunctions of Group A af-
front  us  not just  in  the  dissimilarity  of their  conjuncts,  but  also  in

theii. semantic  propriety.  When an  English speaker decides against a

sentence  like  (10),  what  motivates  her  is  not  so  much  the  pragmat-
ics of English as a sense of semantic propriety that underlies all  lan-

guages.  As  a matter of principle,  conjunction  should  be  barred with
respect to a hard chair and a hard question, or a punch and arthritis.

How could Group A be disallowed,  if we agree that  `hard'
Ineans the same  in (8) and (9), or `deadly'  means the same (the very

general   term,   `deadly,'   meaning   `capable   of  causing   death')   in
`John's arthritis  is deadly'  and `John's punch  is deadly'?

5  Jia  Bao-yu,  the  playboy  from  I/ze  Drec!m  a/`/Ac  Rec/ CAc;r"bGr,  famously

compares men to mud and women to water.

EffiO
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6.  SEMANTIC FRAMES

Conjunction failure under the  same predicate presents such a dilem-
rna:  there are two things such that we can use the same general term
to  describe  them,  but  they  are  absolutely  incomparable  w;./A  rGgcJrc}

/o  /A/.a  /crm,  and  conjunction  fails  as  a  result.  Before  one  can  con-

join   the   two   terms,   one   has   to   see   if  one   sentence's   "semantic
frame"  clashes  with  tliat of the  other.  If the  semantic  frames  of. two
sentences clash, such conjunction shall be barred.

Unfortunately,  given  the  paucity  of our  knowledge  of se-
mantic   frames,   it  is   impossible  to  formalize  the  constraints  over
conjunction.  The  best  we  can  do  is  examine  the  concrete  examples
we  have  seen  above  in  order  to  illustrate  the  way  the  subject  and

predicate of a sentence  interact with each other wliich  leads to a for-
mation   of  a   semantic   frame.   Intuitively   speaking,   the   semantic
frame  of a  sentence  fulictions  like  a  box.  When  the  semantic  con-
tents  inside  the  boxes  of two  sentences  have  nothing  in  commoii,
conjunction  is  barred.  Before  we  get  bogged  down  in  a  swamp  of
speculation,  let us turn to the examples again:

(i) The subject imposes a referential frame on the
predicate.  For instance, compare,  `His punch  is deadly.
and  `His arthritis  is deadly.'  Because  `deadly'  said of the

punch refers to other people than the boxer himself,
whereas `deadly'  said of the arthritis refers the patient

himself but iiever to others, the conjunction  `His punch

and arthritis are deadly'  would cause violent semantic

Spasm.

(ii) The subject imposes a dynamic frame on the predicate.
Compare:  `The ball  is soft'  and `The  landiiig is soft.'

(iii) The subject imposes a strict mental or physical frame
on the predicate. Compare:  `The chair is hard'  and  `The

question  is  hard.'

Note  that the  whole  matter is  largely  intuitive and  frustrat-
ing]y vague  because  we do not have a working concept of semantic
frames.  Not  all  conjunctions  are  ruled  out  because  of the  clash  of
the  frames.  Sentences of Group  8 are examples  of. permissible con-

junctions.  It  seems  that  a term  can  still  be  used  to  describe  drastic-
ally different things as  long as there  is no clash of semantic  frames.
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Although this "whistle in the dark" approach helps nothing, we may
not take  flight and  refuse to  acknowledge possible  conjunction fail-
ure  under  the  same  predicate.  Healthy  greed  for  clarity  should  not
blind us to real problems.

7.  CONTRACTION

Since we do not really know what a semantic frame  is,  and whether
it  belongs  to  the  pragmatics  or  semantics  or  syntax  of a  language,
we  end   up  with   many  questions  and  no  clear  solutions   in  hand.
What  I  will  propose  in the following is to treat conjunction after the
model  of contraction  in  transformational  grammar and  form  a con-
straint  on  conjunction  which  our  intuition  about  semantic  frames
captures but fails to deliver.  It should not come as a surprise that we
treat conjunction  after the  model  of contraction  because  of the sim-
ilarity  in the two operations.  But I  must add the disclaimer that I  am
not treating conjunction as a particular case of contraction.

In transformational grammar,  a rule of deletion concerning
contraction says:

(Contraction-Rule) Contraction  is blocked if there is a
missing constituent after the item concerned.6

For  examples  of contraction,  we  have  in  the  following,  where  the
`is'  of (16)  is contracted  into the  "s'  of (17):

(16) lt ;.s ajolly good day,

( 17)  It's a jolly good day.

Or where  `had'  is contracted  into  `'d':

( 18) He had ajolly good day,
( 19)  He'c/ a jolly good day.

But a similar contraction would fail between (20) and (21 ):

(20) A jolly good day (that) it is,
(21 ) A jolly good day (that) it's.

Or between (22) and (23):

(22) A jolly good day (that) he had,

6 See rrc}#s/ormcr//.o#cl/ Sy#/czj*, by Andrew Radford, Cambridge University

Press,1981,  p.  263.
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(23) A jolly good day (that) he'c7.

While (17) and (19) are grammatical, (21) and (23) are not. The ex-

planation  from  transformational  grammar  points  out  the  fact  that
there  is  a  trace  of a  wh-pronoun  that  is  left  behind  after  the  wh-
movement  of the  constituent  following  `is/had'   in  (21)  and  (23).
The D-structure of (20) is

(24) A jolly good day (that) it is wfo;.cA

Now move the wh-phrase and get the S-structure:

(25) A jolly good day wAr.c4 (that) it is

Delete tlie wh-phrase and get the surface structure, which is (20):

(20) A jolly good day (that) it is

Because  `which'   is  the  missing  constituent  after  `it  is'   in  (20)  but

still  exists  in  the  D-structure,  (24),  contracting  `is'  to  "s'  is  blocked

according  to  tlie  contraction  rule.  The  same  account  applies  to  the

ungrammaticality of (23).

Out  of the  same  account,  Chomsky  explains  the  `waniia'
contraction fai lure of contracting

(26) Who do you want to die

into

(27)  Who do you wc7w#c7 die (ungrammatical)

in  virtue  of the  fact  that  there  is  a  missing  coiistituent  of `who'  in

between  `want'  and  `to'  in the D-structure of (26)

(28) (That) you want wfoo to die.

That  is  to  say,  the  trace  of `who'  in  between  `want'  and  `to'  blocks
the contraction of `want to'  into  `wanna.'7

8.  CON`IUNCTION RULE

I  suggest that  we  treat conjunction  failure  along the  similar line  of
contraction  failure.  Perhaps  we  might  want  to  say  something  like
this

7  See  Chomsky,   Rct/es  cz#d  Raprc`se#/c7/i.o#s,  Columbia  University  Press,

1980,  pp.158-'60.
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(Conjunction-Rule) Conjunction is blocked if there is a
missing constituent after the general term concerned.

If so, we must look for the missing constituents in sentences such as

(8) The chair is hard,
(9) The question is hard,

so that we can block

( 10) The chair and question are hard.

In  fact,  we  might have  what we  want here.  But first  let  us
compare

(29) John's arthritis  is deadly

and

(30) John's punch is deadly.

We  see that arthritis  is  deadly  olily to John  himself while  his  punch

is  deadly  to  someone  other  thaii  John.   When  an  English  speaker
hears (29) and (30),  she understands them  in the manner of (31 ) and

(32), respectively,

(31) John's arthritis  is deadly  [to John himselt|

(32) John's punch  is deadly [to someone other
than John]

Because of this tacit knowledge, she would not accept (33), the con-

junction of (29) and (30)

(33) John's artliritis and punch ai.e deadly.

The  parallel  between  the  failure  of contraction  and  that  of

conjunction  in  (33)  is  striking.  In  both  cases,  a  competent  speaker
see;  something  still  functioning  in  her  linguistic  understanding  (or
the  D-structure) but missing in the surface sti.ucture of the seiitences
coiicerned.  The  missing  constituents  are  often  uliconsciously  filled
up  by  the  competent  speaker whenever she  comes  upon  those  sen-
tences.  In  fact,  if we spell everything out,  it  is very easy to  see why
conjunction  in (33) fails.  Compare (31),  (32)  and (33) to (31 '),  (32')
and (33'):

(31') John's arthritis is deadly to him,
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(32') John's punch is deadly to him,
(33') John's arthritis and punch are deadly to him.

We can see that the pronominal  `him'  in (31') and (32') refers to dif-
ferent persons (to John himself in (31 '), to someone other than John,
say,   Fred   in   (32')).   And   (33')   is   blocked   because   the   two   oc-
currences of `Deadly to him'  are not the same type of general term,
for one is `Deadly to John' while the other is `Deadly to Fred.'

Conjunction  can  fail  as  long as  one  of the  sentences  has  a
missing  constituent.  (10),  `The  chair and  question  are  hard,'  is  ille-

gitimate  because  there  is  also  a  missing  constituent  in  (9).  When
one  reads  (9),  `The  question  is hard,'  she  must tacitly  understand  it

as an abbreviation of

(34) The question  is hard  [to solve].

Otherwise,  suppose  (9)  is  complete  as  it is,  it must allow a nominal
transformation such as

(35) The question's hardness

Or

(35') The hardness of the question

just as (8) allows

(36) The chair's hardness

Or

(36') The hardness of the chair,

so  tliat  a  question  like  `Does  the  chair  have  hardness?'   or  `What
about  the  hardness  of the  chair?'  can  be  posed.  But  (35)  and  (35')
are  unacceptable.   In  no  circumstance  can  one  make  sense  of the

question   `Does  the  question  have  hardness?'   or  `What  about  the
hardness  of the  question?'  This  shows  the  incompleteness  of the
term `hard'  in (9).  If we complete it as (to repeat (34))

(34) The question is hard [to solve],

its nominal transformation (37) and (37') would be acceptable, awk-
ward as it is,

(37) The question's hard-to-solveness,
(37') The hard-to-solveness of the question.
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Sometimes  the  incompleteness  of the term stems  from the
inseparable  bond  between  the  adjectival  and  nominal  phrases  be-
cause  of the  existence  of an  idiom-like  phrase.  Let  us  examine  (38)
and (39)

(38) The landing is soft,
(39) The moon is new.

The  particularity  of the  two  sentences  lies  in  the  fact that each  pre-
dicate  is  somehow  cz//c7c.feed  /o  the  nominal  phrase  in  the  subject

position.  The propriety of using  `soft'  to describe  `landing'  depends
on  the  presence  of the  idiom  `soft  landing,'  while  the  acceptability
of `The  moon  is  new'  presumes  the  idiom  or  quasi-idiom  or  `com-

plex noun-phrase'  `new moon.'  The evidence of this tight predicate-
subject bond  is the  insubstitutability of the general tei.ms  in question

by their exact synonyms. (38') and (39') are unacceptable,

(38') The  landing is  impressionable (or easily

yielding to pressure),
(39') The moon is novel.

In contrast, (40) and (41 ) allow such substitutions:

(40) The ball is soft,

(40') The ball  is  ilnpressionable (or easily yielding
to pressure),

(41 ) The garage is new,

(41 ') The garage  is novel.

As such,  (38) cannot be conjoined with (40),  foi.ming  `The

landing  and  ball  are  soft';  nor  can  (39)  with  (41),  forming  `The
moon  and  garage  are  new.'   A  native  speaker  always  uiidei.stands

(38)  and  (39)   under  the   influence  (often  subliminal)  of  complex
noiin  phrases  like  `a  soft  landing'  and  `a  new  moon.'  And  it  is  this

tacit  registration  of the  fact that terms  like  `soft'  and  `new'  in  such
contexts  cc7##o/  a/c7#cJ  dy  /feemb.e/vcs  the  prevents  substitutions  of

the kind shown  in (38') and (39').
The Conjunction Rule needs to be modified because of the

obvious counterexamples such as  `The first and second  landings are
soft,'  `January  15th's  and  February  15th's  moons  are  new,'  or  even
`John's punch and hepatitis are deadly.'  ln the last case, when John's

punch  and  hepatitis  are  both  deadly  to  Fred,  nothing  can  prevent
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such a conjunction.  So, the modified Conjunction Rule should be

(Conjunction-Rule)* Conjunction is blocked  if there is a
missing constituent after the general term concerned and
the general terms of the two sentences are not identical
after all the missing components are added on.

9.  CONCLUSION

Our  position  stands  between  Russell  and  Quine.  Russell  bars  con-

junctions  like  `The  chair  and  question  are  hard'  on  the  ground  that
`hard'   is  ambiguous,  whereas  Quine  acknowledges  the  identity  of

`hard'  in  its  two  occurrences  and  therefore  sanctions  the  conjunc-

tion.  We  agree  with  Quine  that  `hard'   is  indeed  the  same  general

term  meaning a certain  degree of impenetrability,  but with  Russell's
conclusion  that  the  conjunction  should  somehow  be  prohibited.  In
fact,  it  is  not  difficult  at  all  to  find  a  footilig  in  the  middle  ground.

One  could  say that,  although the different occurrences of predicates
like  `hard'  are  of the  same type  of a general  term,  they  have  differ-
ent   implicatioiis   ill   differeiit   colitexts   such   that   tlie   conjunctions

would   be   barred   because   of  the   divergence   in   implicature.   This

pragmatic  approacli  should  woi.k,  but  misses  the  importaiit  general
feature  shared  by  the  sentences  that  thwart  such  conjunctions.  We
have tried  to  capture this  general  featui.e  by offering a syntactic ex-

planation for an  intuitively semantic  impropriety.
We  do  not  fancy  that  our  explanation,  which  is  produced

after the  model  of contraction  failure  in  transformational  grammar,
must  be  correct  or  even  has  great  explanatory  power.  If it  has  any
success  at  all,  it  must  be  limited.  For  instance,  we  still  have  to  let

such  an  odd  conjuiiction,  `The  night  and  wooden  beam  are  long'

(from  `The  night  is  long'  and  `The  wooden  beam  is  long')  pass  as
legitimate.8 There  is  no ground  for us to object to this  sentence,  for

8  This  example  is  discussed  in  the  ancient  Chinese  Mohist  writings  dated

between the 4th and 3rd century Bc.  Similar examples discussed  by Mohists
include:   `His  wisdom  and  grains  are  plentiful',  and  `His  official  position
and the price are high'. According to Mohists, one should not compare wis-
dom  and  grains  (or title  and  price)  jn  this  way  because they do  not  belong
to  the  same  type.  Applying  our  Conjunction-Rule*  to  these  sentences,  we
would  legitimize  `ms wisdom and grains are plentiful'  but not  `I-Iis official

position  and  price  are  high'  due  to  the  fact  that  `high'  is  idiomatically  at-
tached to  `position'  in the sentence `Tlis position is high'.
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we   cannot  possibly  say  something   like  "The  predicate   `long'   in
`The  night  is  long'  is  somehow  incomplete."  This  might  be  a great

discomfort for us, for the sentence `The night and wooden beam ai.e
long'  is just as weird as `The chair and question ai.e hard.'  lt is up to
the  reader's  judgment  whether  or  not  to  deem  the  sentence  `The
night  and  wooden  beam  are  long'  as  a  decisive  counterexample  to
our Conjunction Rule*.

Our  best  case  is  the  example  of (33)  `John's  arthritis  and

punch  are  deadly'  out  of (29)  `John's  arthritis  is  deadly'  and  (30)
`John's  punch   is  deadly.'   It  is  very  clear  that  the  two  tokens  ot
`deadly'  are  of the  same general term,  meaning  `capable  of causing

death.'   But  it  is  equally  clear  that  (33)  `John`s  arthritis  and  punch

are deadly'  is  unacceptable.  We  inust come  up with a theory,  which
should  be  different  from  either  Quine's  or  Russell's,  to  explain  this

conjunction  failure.  Our  Conjunction  Rule*  is  the  first  attempt  to-
ward  of`fering  an  explanation.  Like  every  other  initial  experiment,
its  significance  is  fortunately  largely  independent of its  explanatory

success.
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We  can  at  last  release  our breath:  the  long-awaited  Russell  volume
in  the  popular  Cc7#?br/.c/ge  Co/"po#/.o#  series  has  finally  arrived.  It

contains   fifteen   cliapters   written   by  well-known   Russell   scholars
dealing with  a  wide  array  of Russelliana,  along with  a quite  exten-
sive introductory essay by the volume editor.  It is not difficult to see
what took  so  long.  Russell's  corpus,  even  considering only his  phil-

osophical  writings,  outstrips  in  both  breadth  and  volume  almost all
the  other  figures  covered   in  the  Cc7wbr/.c/g.7  Cormpcr#j.o#  series.   A

further  complication  in  Russell's  case  is  his  characteristic  habit  of

so   frequently   chaiigiiig  his   mind   even  about  fundamental   issues.
Dealing with  such  a vast amount of information must have required
a  tremendous   amount   of  sustained   collaboration.   Obviously,   the
volume  could  not cover everything; but the  editor and authors have
done a tremendous job selectively choosing topics and themes witli-
in  Russell's  philosophical  work  to  focus  on.  While  falling  short  of

perfection,  the  result  is  a  collection  of pieces  that together provide
the  sort of sophisticated  introduction to  a complex  philosopher that
is  able  to  make  his  work  accessible  to  relative  beginners  witliout
disguising  the  subtlety,  complexity  and  still  controversial  nature  of

his vlews.

Grifflii's   introductoiy   essay   provides   the   requisite   bio-

graphical  iiiformation  on  Russell,  along with  a summary of the evo-
1ution  of his  philosophical  views.  His  discussion  of those  views  is

terse,  but this  is understandable given that most are treated  in great-
er  length  in  the  pieces  that  follow.  The  value  of the  introduction  is
that  it  provides  an  overall  framework  and  chronology  in  which  to
situate the more detailed discussions that follow.

(1)  The  first  chapter  is  entitled  "Mathematics  ln  and  Be-
hind  Russell's  Logicism,  and  Its  Reception,"  written  by  Ivor  Grat-

tan-Guinness.  It describes how Russell first became interested in tlie
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foundations of mathematics in the  1890s, and how his interests were
transformed  in   1900  and  the  following  years  by  the  influence  of
Giuseppe  Peano,  his  associates,  and  others,  to  grow  into  Russell's
logicist  project.  It  also  describes  the  changes  in  Russell's  thinking

brought about by the discovery of the set-theoretic paradoxes plagu-
ing his  initial  formulations of logicism,  his realization that his earli-
er proofs of an actual infinity were fallacious, and the changes to his
treatment of mathematical  functions with the discovery of the theo-

ry  of  descriptions.   Grattan-Guinness  also  discusses  the  details  of
Russell's collaboration with Whitehead, the writing process of pr/.#-
ci.pj.cz  A4cz/fecmcz/;.cc7,  and  its  reception  and  influence  among  mathe-

maticians  in the decades following its  initial publication.

(2) This first chapter is nicely complemented by the second
chapter,  entitled  "Russell's  Philosophical  Background,"  by  Griffin.
Here  we find  discussion of Russell's  inculcation  into the mindset of
British  (lai.gely  neo-Hegelian)   idealism  during  his  study  at  Cam-

bridge,  and detailed treatment of Russell's positions during his early
idealist  phase.  The  essay  immediately  shows  the  subtlety  and  com-

plexity  of  Russell's  philosophical  thinking  even  during  this  early

period,  and helps counterbalance the tendency-promulgated  by la-
ter  Russell  himself-to think of this  early  idealist work as  simply a
host of confusions engendered by rejecting relations.  Russell's posi-
tions  on  such  matters  as  the  nature  of  relations,  the  debate  over
monism and  pliiralism, the dependency of mathematical and geome-
trical  truths  on  the  mind  or experience,  and  so  on,  are  far  more  so-

phisticated than  is generally acknowledged,  as  Griffin aptly demon-
strates.

(3)   The   next   piece,   by   Richard   Cartwright,   is   entitled
"Russell   and   Moore,   1898-1905."  This  entry  discusses  the   break

with  British  idealism  made  by  Russell  and  Moore  in the  late  l890s

and  their  adoption  of  a  robust  realism,   including  commitment  to

propositions  as  mind-independent objects of belief.  Russell credited
Moore  as  leading the  way  in the  development of this "new philoso-

phy"  (as  he  called  it  in  1903).  Cartwright discusses  how  furthei.  in-
vestigations  into  the  nature  and  make-up  of propositions  developed
into Russell's doctrines of philosophical logic exposited in the Pr/.#-

c'j.p/es  o/ A4c7/feemcJ/;.cs,  and  outlines  certain  major  features  of these
doctrines with regard to ontological commitment, the nature of rela-
tions, necessity and change.
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(4)  Michael  Beaney  follows  with  a  similarly  titled  entry,
"Russell  and  Frege."  Frege  and  Russell  are  together often  heralded

as the two primary founders of analytic philosophy, and the two pri-
mary  forces  behind  logicism  in  the  philosophy  of mathematics  and
the  "revolution  in  logic"  that  lead  to the  abandonment of Aristotel-
ian  syllogistic logic in  favor of modern quantificational  logic.  Bean-

ey  charts  Frege's  main  contributions  to  logic and the philosophy of
mathematics,   such   as  the  development  of  quantificational  theory
capable  of treating multiple  generality,  the  definitions  of hereditary

properties  and  ancestrals  of relations, the  analysis of equinumerosi-
ty  in  terms  of one-one  correspondence,  and  the  resulting  definition
of cardinal  number.  He  then  discusses their relationship to  Russell's

views,  and  compares  and  contrasts their views on the  importance of
relations  and  order,  Russell's  paradox,  the  unity  of propositions  or

thoughts,   and   the   nature   and   purpose   of  philosophical   analysis.
Beaney also discusses theirjoint influence on analytic philosophy.

Disappointingly,  the  entry  does  not  discuss  much  regard-
ing  the  influence  of the  two  philosophers  upon  one  another  (eveii
negatively),  nor does  it delve  into their very  interesting correspond-
ence  beyond  the  initial  letters  concerning  the  contradiction  in  Fre-

gets  logical  system.  In  the  first  chapter,  Grattan-Guinness  had  sug-

gested  that  many  commentators  exaggerate  the  influence  of Frege
on  Russell.  Perhaps  Beaney would agree  since  he  does not mention
a single way  in which  Russell's views changed due to his reading of
Frege.  While  it  is  no doubt correct that  Russell  did  not adopt many

views directly from  Frege,  and the most well  known points  of over-
lap   between  them   are  views  they  developed   independently,   Rus-

sell's  confrontation  with  Frege's  views  in  the  years  1902-1905  lead

him  to  rethink  many  of  his  own  views  on  the  nature  of  classes,
functions  and  meaning,  and  while  the  final  views  Russell  adopted

do  not  coincide  with  Fi.ege's,  it  is  unlikely  they  would  have  taken

the  form  they  did  without  Frege's   influence.   (See,  e.g.,   Klement
2003.)

(5) The fifth chapter bears the title "Bertrand Russell's Lo-
gicism,"  and  is co-authored  by  Martin Godwyn  and Andrew  lrvine.
It  begins  with  a  brief discussion  of earlier  logicist  theorists,  then
sketches  (what  the  authors  take  to  be)  Russell's  "new"  type-theor-
etic  form  of  logicism,  which  attempts  to  solve  the  contradictions

plaguing  Frege's  form,  moves  on  to  a  discussion  of Russell's  on-
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tological  commitments,  or  lack thereof,  to such entities as  numbers,

propositional  functions  and  classes,  and  ends  with  a  discussion  of
Russell's  epistemology  of mathematics.  For example,  while  Russell
thought that mathematical  claims  such as "2  + 2  = 4",  could,  when

properly   analyzed,   be   deduced   from   purely   logical   axioms,   he
thought  that,  epistemologically,  the  inathematical  truths  were  more
certain,   and   that   indeed,   non-self-evident   logical   priiiciples   are
sometimes  to  be justified  in  virtue  of the  epistemological  status  of
their  logical  conseqiiences.  Russell therefore  did not share the epis-

temological  goals  of those  other  logicists  who  hoped  to  seciire  the
epistemological  status  of mathematics  by showing  it to  be  reducible
to self-evident logical principles.

However,  much  of the  remainder  of the  essay  is  either  I.e-
dundant  or  out  of sorts  with  other  chapters  on  related  topics  in  the
volume.  The  chapter begins with  a discussion of Leibniz,  Frege and
Dedekind,  but  does  not  make  it  clear  to  what  extent  the  details  of
Russell's  logicism were  influenced by these figures,  and  in any case

the  discussion  seems  redundant  given  Grattan-Guinness's  more  so-

phisticated  look  at  the  historical  backgrouiid  to  Russell's  logicism.
The  desc[.iptions  of both  simple  and  ramified type  theory  are  unre-
cognizable when compared to  Russell's actual writings, and seem to
owe  more  to  later  formulations  of type-theory  by  logicians  such  as
Tarski  and  Church  than  to  Russell's  own  work.  Their  claim  that

Russell's   1908  "Mathematical   Logic  as   Based  on  the  Theory  of
Types,"  abandoned  Russell's  1905  "no-classes theory"  in favor of a
new  approach  directly  contradicts  Landini's  claim  later  in  the  C'o#7-

pc7#/.c7#  that   the   substitutional   theory   (a  direct  descendent   of  the
1905  "no-classes  theory")  undergirds  the  logical  system  of that  pa-

per.  Their acceptance of Quine's  criticism that Pr/.#cJ.p/.c} Mc}/ACJmw/-
;.cc7's  second-order  logic  is  based  on  a  confusion  of use  and  men-

tion,  and  therefore,  no  more  a  reduction  of  mathematics  to  logic
than  a reduction  of mathematics to set theory,  ignores the  responses
made  by  sympathetic  commentators  in  the  past  few  decades  (see,
e.g.,  Sainsbury   1979,  Chap.  8;  Hylton   1990,  pp.  217-218;  Landini

1998,  Chaps. 9-10,  Linsky  1999,  Chap.  6).

(6)  This  is  followed  by  a  chapter  written  by  Peter  Hylton
entitled  "The  Theory  of  Descriptions."  This  entry  begins  with  a
summary  of the  mechanics  of Russell's  influential  analysis  of des-
criptive phrases within first-order logic, then attempts to place  Rus-

--------           __LT
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sell's  1905  discovery  of this  theory within the context of his  devel-
oping  philosophical  views.  Rival  theories  such  as  Frege's  distinc-
tion   between  a;.##  and  bec7ew/2t#g  and  even  Russell's  own  earlier
theory  of denoting  concepts  involve  an  indirect  sort of representa-
tion  according  to  which  the  thoughts  or  propositions  we  entertain,
instead  of containing the  entities they  are  about,  contain  intermedi-
ate  entities  (senses  or  meanings) that  represent the  entities  they  are
about.  These theories are out of sorts with the direct realism Russell
had  adopted  in  his  rejection  of idealism,  and  according  to  Hylton,
this  is  Russell's  primary  motivation  for  adopting  the  theory  of. de-
scriptions  in  their  stead.  Perhaps  wisely,  however,  Hylton  devotes

only  a  paragraph's  worth  of. discussion  to  the  arguments  found  in
the  infamous  Gray's  Elegy  passage of "On  Denoting"  against theo-
ries  similar  to  the  theory  of denoting  concepts,  noting  that  space

constraints  rule  out  full  consideration  of the  argumentation  there.

Instead,  Hylton moves on to address the  importance of.the theory of
descriptions   for  Russell's  philosophy  after   1905,   and  finally  dis-

cusses  a number of influential  objections  to  Russell's  theory which

have  surfaced  since   1950.  Interestingly,  one  lesson  Hylton  conveys

is  a warning against the  traditional  interpretation  that  Russell's  pri-

mary motivation  for the theory of descriptions was the avoidance of

("Meinongian")   ontological   commitment   to   non-existent   entities
such  as  the  round-square,  the  present  King  of  France,  the  planet
Vulcaii,  and  so  on,  noting that this seems  like the  central motivation

only  in  retrospect.  This  lessoii  is  apparently  still  woi.thwhile,  giveii

that  even  other  authors  in  Compc7#z.o#  still  focus  on  this  aspect  of

the theory when presenting it (e.g.,  Beaney in Cliapter 4, p.  I 62).

(7)  The  seventli  chapter,   by  Gregory  Landini,   is  entitled
"Russell's  Substitutioiial  Theory,"  and  deals  with  the  highly  origl-

nal  and   interesting  logical  system  adopted  by  Russell  from   1905-

1907  to  solve  tlie  paradoxes  facing  logicism  in  wliich  the  notion  of

ontological   substitution  of  one  entity  for  another  within   proposi-
tions  as  objective  complexes  is  taken  as  fundamental.  Specifically,
it employs a four place relation written  "p/a;b!q",  which means that

a  results  from p  by  substituting  /7  for  a.  For  example,  this  relatioli
would  hold when p is the proposition LSocrc7/es  ;.s w.se,  cJ is  Socrates,

b  is  Plato,  and  q is the  pi.oposition  P/c7/o  7.a wj.se.  (Here  we  are deal-

ing  with  tlle  substitution   of  the  wow  Plato  for  the  "c7#  Socrates
within  a  mind-independeiit  proposition,  and  not  the  substitution  of
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one  name  for  another  within  a  sentence.)  This  logical  system  is
strictly speaking type-free and employs only one style of variable-
ranging over all entities whatever (including propositions)-and yet
is  able to proxy  or do all the work required of a higher-order logic
employing  a  simple  theory  of types,  including  providing  a  replace-
ment for talk about sets or classes.

Landini  sketches  in  some  detail  the  origin  and  nature  of

Russell's  substitutional  logic,  as  well the  changes  that  it  underwent
as he encountered certain problems: e.g., the abandonment of quant-
ified  propositions  as entities  in  his  1906 "On  `lnsolubi[ia'  and their

Solution  by  Symbolic  Logic,"  as  a  way  of resolving certain contra-
dictions  present  in  his   initial  formulations  of the  theory.   Landini

goes on to discuss that which eventually lead  Russell to abandon the
substitutional  theory.  However,  against  many  traditional  interpreta-
tions,  Landini  argues  contentiously that certain  key doctrines  expli-
citly  realized  in the substitutional theory,  such as the doctrine of the

unrestricted  variable,  are  maintained  in  a  disguised  foi.in  even  in

Pr/.#c';.p/.a  A4cr/¢L.mcz//.c¢  when  one  properly  understands  its  seman-

tics.  Landini  concludes that the substitutional theory  is the "concep-

tual  linchpin" connecting Russell's work in the Pr/.#c;P/L2s o/`Ma/foe-
;#c}//.c'i}`  with  his  mature  logical  system,  and  thus  any  proper  under-

standing of the  latter  must  involve  an  understanding of its  relation-
ship with the substitutional theoi.y.

(8)  Alasdair  Urquhart  t`ollows  with  a  contribution  entitled
"The  Theory  of` Types,"  which  aims  to  summarize  Russell's  type-

theory,  its  historical  roots  and  influence  within  logic,  mathematics

and computer science.  It begins with a short discussion  of Russell's

early  1903  theory of types found  in Appendix  8 of the Pr/.#c;.p/ej' o/
A4c!/Aemci//.cs'  and  its  demise,  mentions  briefly  Russell's  intermedi-

ate   non-type-theoretic   solutions   to   the   contradictions   attempted
from  1902-1907,  and  then  moves  on  to  a  discussion  of the  more
complicated ramified theory of types found in Pr;.#c;.pj.er Mci/Aemc7/I.-
cci.  Urquhart  notes  the  importance  of the  "vicious  circle  principle",
stated  by  Russell  as  the  principle  that  "whatever  involves  cz//  of a
collection  must  not  be  one  of the  collection,"  in  providing philoso-

phical support for ramification.  I think Urquhart perhaps gives it too
lai.ge  a  place  and  applies  it  too  sweepingly,  given  that  for  Russell
the  principle  was  not  thought  to  be  "itself the  solution  of the  vici-
ous-circle  paradoxes,  but  merely  the  result  which  a  theory  must
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yield  if it  is  to  afford  a  solution  of them"  (Russell  1906,  p.  205).
While  Russell accepts the  vicious-circle  principle,  it is not the  phil-
osophical rationale or explanation of ramification, but a result of it.

Urquhart  moves  on  to  a  summary  of the  technical  details
of ramified  type-theory,  but  explicitly  bases  his  exposition  not  on
Russell's  own,  but  instead  on  later  formulations  of ramified  type-
theory given by Church,  Myhill and others, explaining that the "ori-

ginal  presentation  in  Pri.#c./.p/.a  M¢/Aemc7//'cer  is  both  imprecise  and
notationally clumsy ,...  [and]  there  is no precise presentation of the

syntax  of the  system"  (p.  295).  Given  that  the  Comp¢w7.o#  is  sup-

posed to  provide  a philosophical  entree to  Russell's  own work, this
decision is disappointing.  Whitehead and Russell's exposition of the
details  of their  logical  language  is  lacking  when  compared  to  mo-
dern  standards,  but  this  does  not  mean  that  an  exact  statement  of
what they  had  in  mind  would be  impossible.  There  is  unfortunately
a long precedent ot` ignoring  Russell's own  presentation of his type-

theory, and an equally  long precedent of attributing to him views he
did  not  hold  on  the  basis  of  later  logicians'  formulations.  Thank-
fully,  in I.ecent years there has been a movement away fi.om the pre-
cedent.   However,   Urquhart   ignores  these  attempts  to  understand
Russell   on   Russell's   own  terms,   and  iieglects  to   mention   I.ecent

findings  and  debates  about  the  extent  to  which  P;./.#c/Pi.ci's  formal
systeln  can  be  assimilated  to  later  formulations  (see  e.g.,  Landini

1998;  Chap.10;  Linsky  1999).

Urquhart's   exposition  of  ramified  type-theory  also  weds

that theory to  precisely the sort of metaphysics of propositions  Rus-
sell held prior to  adopting the  multiple-relations theory of judgment
circa   1910.  His  rationale  is  that  Russell  still  describes  propositions

as  the  vcz/#cb'  ot` propositional  functions,  and  therefore  they  ai.e  re-

quired as  part of the very motivation of the system.  However, this  is
odd  given  that  Russell's  acceptance  of ramification  seems  to  coin-
cide chronologically a/"os/ e*cic//y with his eschewal of a metaphyL
sics   of  propositions.   Again,   Urquhart   ignores  recent  attempts  to
clarify   Russell's   seemingly-inconsistent  position  (see,   e.g„   Sains-

bury  1980; Cocchiarella  1987, Chap.  5; Rodriguez-Consuegra  1989;

Landini  1998, Chap.10).

Urquhart   then   discusses   the   simplifications   to   ramified

type-theory  that  were  developed  in  the  decades  following Pr;.#c;.p-
J.c7's  publication,  especially  the  simple  type-theories  developed  by
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Ramsey,  and  later,  by  Russell  himself for the  2nd  edition  of Pr7.#-
ci.pi.c7 (1925).  He  lastly discusses the  fate  of type-theory  in  more re-

cent mathematical  and  logical  work,  noting that while  axiomatic  set
theories, based on the work of zermelo others, are far more popular
in  contemporary  mathematics,  the  ideas  behind type-theory  contin-
ue  to  play  a role  in  inspiring certain  advances  in the  foundations of
set  theory,  as  well  as  in  the  theoretic  foundations  of programmmg
languages and study of algorithms.

(9) Next we  find  Paul  Hager's "Russell's  Method  of Anal-
ysis,"   which   describes   Russell's   self-conscious   methodology   for

philosophical research.  This methodology is a two phase process.  In
the  first  phase,  one  begins  with  a certain  body  of knowledge  or set
of "data",  conceived  of as  propositions  within  a  certain  domain  of
discourse   which   are   thought   to   be   obvious   or   self-evident,   but

somehow  vague,  in  need  of clariflcation  or unification.  The  bulk of
the first pliase, the phase of "analysis", consists  in attempting to dis-
covet. a number of logically more  simple,  but  less  self-evident,  pre-
misses or principles,  employing a smaller vocabulary,  in which a re-

construction of the original body of kliowledge is thought to be pos-
sible.  The second stage of method, the "synthetic"  stage, consists  in
building,   reconstructing   or   demonstrating   the   original   body   of
knowledge-or at  least the  indispensable  part of it-from  the  pre-
misses  and  concepts discovered  in the analytic phase.  Mathematical

examples  of this  methodology  are  easily  found  in  Russell's  early
work,  and  Hager  goes  on  to  describe  Russell's  much  later  f7#;77cz#

K#ow/ec/ge  as  an  example  of this  methodology  applied to  scientific
knowledge.  Hager argues that this methodology can  be  seen  as  rep-
resenting  the  strongest  continuous  thread  running  though  Russell's

philosophical  work.  Hager makes  note of certain misunderstandings
regarding the nature of analysis and  its relation to  language,  such as

the construal  of analysis as having solely to do with the  relationship
between  wholes  and  their  parts,  or  thinking  that  analysis  does  not
have  to  do  with  bo/A  language  cz#c7 the  world.  He  argues  that  such
misunderstandings  underlie  certain  misconceptions  about  Russell's

work,  most  recently  exemplified  in  Ray  Monk's  well-known  bio-

graphy.
(10)  The  tenth  chapter  is  entitled  "Russell's  Neutral  Mo-

nism,"  written  by  R.  E.  Tully.  Here  we  find  a  lengthy treatment  of
Russell's  consideration  of neutral  monism:  the  theory  that  there  is
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only  one  kind  of  stuf`f  making  up  reality,  which  is  itself  neither
fundamentally mental nor physical,  but out of which both mind and
matter  can  be  thought  of as  being  formed.  Tully  begins  with  some

philosophical  background to Russell's confrontation with the theory
as found  in the work of James and others,  followed by discussion of
Russell's initial reaction and arguments against it in the early  l910s,

stemming  inainly  from  worries  regarding  its  ability  to  explain  fully
the nature of first hand experience and its compatibility with the na-
ture  of acquaintance.  Tully then discusses  Russell's  gradual  accept-
ance  of the  theory,  at  flrst  provisionally  in the  late  1910s,  and  then
explicitly  in  his  writings  in the  1920s  and  1930s,  as  well  as the  ma-

turation and changes to the doctrine  in siich works as j4# A#cz/ys/.s a/
Mind, An  Outline Of` Philosophy a;rld An Analysis Of Matter. He goes

on to  describe the  role  the theory has,  even when  not  mentioned  by
name,  .in  later  works  such  as  An  Inquiry  Into  Meaning  and  Truth
a.Tid Human  Knowlealge.

There are a number of passages of the essay that are some-
what unclear,  and parts,  especially when discussing Russell's earlier

views,  in  which  Russell's  doctrines  are  misleadingly  stated.  To  fo-

cus  on  a  single  example,  on  p.  348,  Tully  suggests  that  Russell's

multiple  relations  theory  of judgment  was  a reaction  against  a doc-
trine  according to  which  "propositions  are  entities  occupying  an  In-

termediate  position  between  the  minds and  facts,"  a doctrine "asso-
ciated  with   Meinong."   ln  fact,  neither  Russell  nor  Meinong  ever
held  such  a  view.  Russell's  early  view of propositions  did  not  make

them out as  being intermediates between the mind and facts, and  in-
deed,  on  that  theory,   facts  and  true  propositions  were   identifled.

(This  point  is  aptly  made  in the Compc7#i.o#  itself by other contribu-
tors,  e.g.,  by Griffin  on  pp. 27-28,  by Cailwright on  pp.110-Ill,  by

Landini  on  pp.  253-255,  etc.).  The advance  of the  multiple  relations

theory  was  not that  it  allowed,  as  Tully  suggests,  "treating  proposi-
tions  as  objects  in  their  own  right  separate  from  facts."  Instead,  it
was  that  it  allowed  not  treating  propositions  as  singular  objects  ¢/
cJ//.  There  are  similai.  difficulties  elsewhere  in  the  essay;  but  such

small difficulties-given the aim of Tully's essay-are perhaps for-

givable.  However,  more  problematically,  nowhere  does  Tully  offer
the  non-specialist  a  simple  overall  statement  of  Russell's  neutral

monism, nor a simple explanation of how Russell or others believed
that  either  physical  objects  or  minds  should  be  conceived  on  this
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position.  (For this  the  reader  has  to  wait  until  Grayling's  contribu-
tion  later  in  the  Compo#z.o#,  pp.  46]-463.)  Tully  mainly  concerns
himself with  details  of` the theory,  problems  within  it,  or changes to
it without giving a simple description of the overall theory.

(11)  Next  we  find  a  chapter  called  "The  Metaphysics  of
Logical  Atomism,"  written  by  Bemard  Linsky.  Linsky  discusses  in

general  Russell's  characterization  of philosophy  as  an  "atomism,"
arguing  that  this  should  primarily  be  understood  as  commitment to
analysis  as  a method coupled with  a rejection  of idealistic monism,
rather than  a  pretense  to  have  discovered the  genuine  metaphysical
"atoms" making up the world of facts, or even the belief that such a

discovery  is  possible.  Linsky  also  discusses  the  epistemological  as-

pects  of Russell's  logical  atomism,  his  notion  of logical  construc-
tion,  as  well  as  a  number  of related  questions  regarding  the  nature
of   Russell's   metaphysical   views   on   propositions,   propositional
functions,  universa]s,  extensionality,  atomic  facts  and  the  relation-

ship  between  logical  constructions and  e]iminative metaphysics,  not
all  of which  can  be  discussed  in  detail  here.  I  will  restrict my com-

ments to two relatively  small  points.  First,  Linsky oddly claims that
Russell  introduces  the  name  "logical  atomism"  in  his   1918  lecture

series  7lfac P¢7./osapAy o/£ogf.cc7/ A/owj.sin. whereas in actuality, that

phrase  first  occurred  in  Russell's  writings  at  least  as  early  as  the
1911  "Analytic  Realism"  paper (see  Russell  1992,  p.135).  Second-

ly,   Linsky  seems  to  assume  that  giving  a  nominalistic  reading  of
Russell's  use  of higher-order propositional  function  variables  in  his
logic would  amount to ascribing to  Russell  a nominalism  about uni-

versals.  However,  these two  issues  are  unrelated.  On my own  inter-

pretation  of  Russell,  he  became  a  nominalist  about  "propositional
functions"  as  early  as  1905,  but was  never throughout the  period  in

question  a  nominalist  about  universals.  At  least  prior to  his  having
been  influenced by  Wittgenstein,  Russell  never equated  in  his mind

the propositional function "A is red" with the universal of rec7#ess-
as  Linsky  knows  full  well  (see  Linsky   1999,  chap.  2Land  so  a
realism  about the  later would not entail  a realism  about the  former.
Howevet.,  I cannot fully elaborate this point here.

(12) William  Demopoulos's contribution, "Russe]l's Struc-
turalism  and the Absolute  Description of the  World,"  appears next.
Demopoulos  sketches  Russell's  "structuralism",  i.e.,  his  view  that

perception  alone  provides  us  directly  at  most  with  knowledge  of
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structural features of the physical world-a view Russell held expli-
citly  from   1919  through   1948,  and  perhaps  implicitly  as  early  as
1912.  Demopoulos  discusses  its  relation to  Russell's theories about

propositional  understanding,  and  how  these  lead  him  to  considera-
tion  of difficulties  regarding  the  proper  interpretation  of scientific
theories,  as  well  as  Russell's  solution taken  from  the  standpoint  ot
the program of logical construction.  Demopoulos also discusses cer-
tain  questionable  assumptions  within  Russe[l's  position.  For  exam-

ple,  he sketches  Russell's  subjectivist treatment of color vocabulary
according to  which  color predicates  such as  "yellow"  or "blue"  are
to  be  understand as  first and  foremost representing qualities of sub-

jective   percepts   or  sensations,   upon  which   oiir  understanding  of
these  predicates  as  applied to  external  surfaces  is thought to  be  de-
rivative.  Demopoulos  contrasts this  with  a C`relativist"  view,  accord-

ing  to  which  while  it  is  admitted  that  our  initial  understanding  of

such  predicates  is  given  in  terins  of perceptual criteria,  with the ad-
vancement or our scientific  understanding of color, this  understand-
ing is replaced by an "absolute form" of description that abstracts a-
way  from  the  particularities  of  our  perceptual  systems.   The  pre-
theoretic  and  post-theoretic  understandings  can  nevertheless  be  co-
extensional.   Demopoulos   sketches   certain   other   difficulties   with
Russell's  position,  and  while  he  does  not  find  Russell's  position  to

be   incoherent,   he   suggests   that  his   rival   position   accommodates
much  of Russell's  insights  while  endiiig  up  as  less  revisionary  with

regard  to  our  ordinary  discourse   and  conception  of  the   physical
world.

(13)  The  thirteenth  chapter  is  written  by  Thomas  Baldwin
and  has  the title "From  Knowledge  by Acquaintance to  Knowledge
by  Description."  Baldwin  charts  over 35  years'  worth  of the  devel-

opment of Russell's epistemology,  beginning with  1912's  Prc;b/ems
o/`PAj./os'ap4y  and  the  distinction  between  knowledge  by  acquaint-
ance and knowledge by description.  He then proceeds to discuss the
changes  to  Russell's  conception  of a pr;.or;.  knowledge  first  made
explicit  in the  1918 P4f./o5'apAry o/.Log;.cc!/ 4/om;.sin  lectures brought

on  by  his  rejection  of logical  objects  due  to  the  influence  of Witt-

genstein,  and his  movement towards  a more  linguistic  notion  of an-
alyticity and  cJ prJ.or/.c/.fy.  Baldwin continues  on to discuss the more
radical  changes  to  Russell's  epistemology  from  1921 's .4#¢/ys/.I  c?/
A//.#cJ,   when   Russell   abandoned  his  former  understanding  of  ac-
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quaintance  as  a  relation  between  the  mind  and  non-mental  objects
in  line  with  his  newly  adopted  neutral  monism.  Baldwin  also  dis-
cusses  how  Russell's  epistemological  work  during this  period  anti-
cipates  later discussions  in the theory of knowledge  such  as the  de-
bate  between  intemalism and  externalism,  as well  as the  causal and
I.eliabilist theories  of knowledge.  Baldwin  continues  on  to  consider

further changes to Russell's epistemological doctrines in Aw O"///.#e

Of  Philosopky  (\928).  and  An   Inquiry   into   Meaning  and  Truth
(1940),  finally  coiicluding  with  a  discussion  of the  role  causation

plays   in   Russell's   fina]   epistemology   in   I/"mc7#   K#ow/edge..   //I
Scapc   cz#cJ  I,;.mj./s   (1948).   In   particular,   Baldwin   discusses   what

Russell calls "weakly cz prj.or;" truths such as the principle of induc-

tion.  Unlike  standard  a  priori  truths,  our  belief  in  tliese  principles

cannot  be justified  by  reason  alone;  however,  our  belief. in  them  is
at  least  amenable  to  a  sort  of causal  explanation  that  shows  it  to
have  a  kind  of validity  based  on  the  fact  that  it  reliably  leads  to
other true beliefs.

(14) The penultimate chapter, "Russell,  Experience and the
Roots  of  Science,"  contributed  by  A.  C.  Grayling,  sketches  Rus-

.sell's  long-running  project  of attempting  to  explicate  the  relation-
ship  between  sense  experience  and  scientific  knowledge.  Grayling
argues  that  it  should  be  understood  quite  differently  from  the  tradi-
tional  Cartesian  project  of attempting  to `/.ws/jrty  scientific  claims  on

the  basis  of experience.  Russell's task was  rather to  clarify how the
objects of the sensible world and of scientific discourse relate to the
data of immediate  experience.  He  first discusses  Russell's approach
to the  issue  in  Prod/ems Q/P4;./asapky and works of that period,  in
which  Russell  conceived the  problem  as  having to  do  with  how we

are able, beginning only with our direct acquaiiitance with  sense-da-
ta,  to  achieve  "knowledge  by  description"  of the  objects  of the  ex-
ternal  world.  He  then  proceeds  to  sketch  how  Russell  reconceived
the  project  after  initially  accepting  neutral  monism,  when  he  abaii-
cloned  both  the  distinction  between  the  act  of sensing  and  what  is
sensed, and the distinction between  sense-data or sensations and ob-

jects themselves.  Baldwin then discusses  Russell's  later return to an
inferential  view about our knowledge of physical objects in  7lfre 4#-
cJ/ys/.s  c!/ A4o//er,  and  finally  Russell's  naturalistic  epistemology  in
#"wc7# K#oMJ/ecJge.  The chapter overlaps heavily  in theme and sub-

stance   several  previous  chapters   in  the   Compc7wj.o#  (specifically,
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those  by  Hager,  Tully,   Demopoulos  and  Baldwin),   but  Grayling
does  an  admirable job  tying together the  various  themes  discussed
by  others  into  a  unified  account  of the  development  of  Russell's

philosophy from the  1910s through the  1940s.
( 15)  ln the final chapter, "Bertrand Russell:  Moral  Philoso-

pher or  Unphilosophical  Moralist?",  Charles  Pigden  switches gears
and  examines  Russell's  contributions  to  moral  philosophy.  Pigden

outlines  six  phases  in  the  development  of Russell's  ethical  theoriz-
ing,  challenging  the  views  of many  that  Russell's  writings  in  this

area were  mostly derivative  by  highlighting significant points  of or-
iginality,   including  influence  on  Moore's  ethical  work,  as  well  as

anticipations  of  both  Mackie's  error  theory  and  the  emotivism  of
Ayer   and   Stevenson.    Even    more   contentiously,    Pigden   argues
against  Russell's own  evaluation  of his popular writings on  political

and moral themes as  being unphilosophical,  noting by way of exam-

ple  that  Russell's  call  for  world  government  involved  a  number  of

philosophically interesting convictions and arguments.
Finally,  it  should  not  escape  mention that the  volume  also

contains   an   up-to-date  and  extensive  36   page  bibliography,   with
separate  listings  of Russell's  own  book-length works,  prominent ar-
ticles,  collections,  as  well  most  of the  important  monographs  and

articles  in the secondary  literature.  The bibliography of course is not
comprehensive-reinember that  the  extensive  bibliography  of Rus-
sell's own writings published by  Kenneth Blackwell and Harry Ruja
in the  mid-90s was  itselt` a three  volume  affair!  The  bibliography al-

so contains some minor mistakes:  for example,  in the  listing of Rus-

sell's  philosophical  articles,  those  that  actually  appear  in  Volume  4

of the Collected Papers  Of` Berlrand Russell a.re all erroneously I.ist-
ed  as  appearing  in  Volume  3.  Nevertheless,  the  bibliography  pro-
vides  an  invaluable  resource  for  anyone  wishing  to  pursue  fuilher
research on any aspect of RusselL's philosophy covered  in the Com-

panion.
In  summation,  the  Compc7#/.o#  consists  of four  essays  ad-

dressing  Russell's  logic  and  philosophy  of mathematics,  three  es-
says   primary  concerned   with   Russell's  philosophical  background
and   interactions  with   other  philosophers,  three  essays  concerned
with  Russell's  metaphysics  and  theory  of meaning,  four  essays  ad-
dressing  Russell's  epistemology,  philosophy  of science  and  theory
of philosophical methodology,  and one essay dealing with  Russell's
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ethics.IfPigdenisrightthatmuchofRussell'swritingsconcerning

political,  social  and  moral  affairs  constitute  philosophy,  then  much
of Russell's  philosophy  is  not  covered  in  the  Compo#;.o#,  from  his
early writings on German  Social  Democracy to his  later writings on
nuclear  warfare  and  disarmament.  No  doubt,  these  omissions  will
disappoint  certain  die-hard  RusseH  fans.  However,  I  think  by  and
large  the  choices  regarding  coverage  were  wise.  The  titles  in  the

Cc7m6H.dgeCompo#/.o#seriesareaimedprimarilyatworkingphilo-
sophers  and  philosophy  students.  The  topics  chosen  are  those  that
are  most  likely  to  be  of  use  to  that  audience.   While  in  a  perfect
world.  a  "companion"  volume  to  Berfrand  RusseH  would  have  co-
vered  all  of Russell's  work,  in  reality,  this  would  have  doubled  I.ts

size and  price and  left it without a single  identifiable market.

Even  if largely  restricted  to  woi.ks  easily and  uncontrover-
sially  "philosophical"   in  the   mainstream  sense,   the   Compo#/.o#'s

coverage   is   by   no   means   limited   to  the   "usual   suspects".   Wliile

Griffin  apologizes  in the  introduction  that  Russell's  later philosophy
is  given  "I.elatively  sketchy treatment"  (p.  46),  ill  fact  by  comparil

son   to  other  treatments   of  Russell's   philosophy,   the   C'ompc7#7.o#

contains  a number of chapters that contain  serious engagemel" with
Russell's  philosophical  writings  from  the   1920s,1930s  and   1940s.

Even  among  Russell's  earlier  philosophical  career,  the  C'o/"po".o#
covers areas of Russell's thought that are not widely known. such as
the works of his idealist period and the substitutional theory.

If I  were to give any criticism of.the coverage of the antho-
logy,  it would  t)e  a  small  complaint  about the  lack  of a single  piece

tracking tlie  development  of Russell's  thinking  about truth,  perhaps
in  connection  with his views on representation and judgment.  While

these  topics  are  covered  in  a  piecemeal  fashion  in  various  se]ec-
tions,  a  single  exposition  of the  changes  in  Russell's  views  would

have   served   to   reconcile   some   otherwise   contradictory-seeming
statements  found  in  chapters  dealing  with  different  phases  of RusL
sell's thought-and indeed, would also have shed  light on those few
instances  in  which  the  statements made  by the  authors  are  jn  fact at
odds  with  one  another.  Room  for this  might  have  come  from  elim-
iiiating  one  of,  or  amalgamating,  el.ther  the  two  chapters  on  Rus-

sell'slogicjsinorthetwochaptersonRussell'sepistemology.

With  regard  to  quality,  most  of the  entries  are  both  well-
written  and  show an  excellent grasp both  of Russell's  writings  and
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their  historical  situation.  Certainly,  some  of the  chapters  fare  better
than  others  in  this  regard.  I  have  noted  some  minor  difficulties  in
my  discussion  above,  and  with  one  or two  chapters  there  are  some
more   systemic   difficulties   which   space   limitations   preclude   me

from  elaborating  upon  here.  However,  such  problems  are  far  out-
weighed  by  the  strengths  of the  Compc7#/.o#  as  a whole.  Moreover,
while  there  are  some  disagreements  and  even  direct  contradictions
between the  various  authors on certain points-some of which  I've
noted above-I do not take this to be a fatal flaw of the Compcz#/.o#.
While  sometiines  the  disagreements  are  straightforwardly  due  to  a
misreading by one of the authors which could be cleared up by con-
sulting  the  primary  texts,  more  often  they  reveal  the  sort  of disa-

greements  about   interpi.etation  that  are   inevitable  when  engaging
with  a  highly  original  and  productive  philosopher  such  as  Russell.

A  good  introduction  to  a philosopher need  not and  should  not  hide
the  fact  that  there  remains  serious  contention  about  ceilain  aspects
of his  work.  Instead  it  should  highlight the  unresolved  disputes  in  a

way  that  invites  the  interested  reader to  investigate  them  for  her  or
himself.  This  is  the  spirit  of many  of the  more  controversial  pas-

sages  in  several ot` the chapters, though there are a few occasions  in
which  a  contentious  point  is  made without attention  being drawn to
it.

It should perhaps be noted that the Compcr#/.o# is not-nor
do  I  think  the  authoi.s  intended  it  to  be-an  anthology  containing
new  alid  cutting  edge  research.  Indeed,  there  is  remarkable  overlap

between  it and  previous  writiiigs  by the  same  authors.  The  chapters

by Gi.iffin and Landini are  largely just suinmaries of their respective
books  (Grit`fin   1991,  Landini   1998),  and  the  information  contained

in  the   chapters   by  Grattan-Guinness,   Hylton,   Hager,   Linsky  and

Pigden   overlap   heavily   with   their   previous   writings   (see   Hager
1994,   Hylton   1990,   Linsky   1999,   Grattan-Guiness   2000,   Pigden

1999).  Specialists  already  familiar with  these  authors'  works  won't
find  anything  remarkably  new  here,  but  it  is  certainly  convenient
and  useful  to  have  a  single  source-book  bringing all the  recent sec-
ondary  literature  together  in  a  summary  form.  As  it  reads  on  the

back cover of the book, the Compo#/.o# aims to be a "conspectus of
recent developments  in the  interpretation of Russell," and  in this re-

gard it certainly fulfills  its aim.
Yet  in the end,  it  is not specialists  for whom the collection
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will  be  most  useful.  Currently,  there  is  nothing  to  compare  to  it  in

providing an accessible but comprehensive introduction to Russell's
philosophy  for advanced students, particularly,  intelligent undergra-
duates and graduate students capable of doing work on  Russell  at a
high-level.  To  be  sure,  there  are  some  introductions  on  the  market,
but  most  are  usually  too  short  or  too  unsophisticated  to  give  stu-
dents a sense of the nuances and detailed rigor of Russell's philoso-

phy.  Most  of the  writings  in  the  Compcr#/.o#  are  pitched  at  a  level
that  make  them  accessible  to  someone  with  a  solid  background  in
analytic  philosophy  and  only  minimal  exposure  to  Russell's  own
writings.  Some  of the  contributions  are  pitched  higher  than  others

(e.g.,  those  by  Grattan-Guinness,  Landini,  Urquhart  and  Demopou-
los),  but in  general these are precisely those dealing with topics that

would  likely  only  be  tackled  by  relatively  more  advanced  students

and  specialists.  I  can  speak  from  first hand  experience  from  having
taught  a  graduate  seminar  on  Russell's  philosophy  in  the  most  re-
cent  term;   the   Co7#po#j.o#  had   appeared  just   in   time   foi.  me  to
recommend  it  to  my  students.  Their feedback was iiearly  uniformly

positive,  and  this,  perhaps  more  any  anything  else,  speaks  to  the
quality of Griffln's anthology.

Department of Philosophy
University of. Massachusetts
Amherst, Massachusetts
klement@philos.umass.edu
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Russell in the News-The First American News Reports

AT THE HOTELS

-`James  Coats  of  Providence  is  at
the Waldorf.

rrErt-a¥tahye°rH¥iaGn.dThompsonofDe.

#:fE..Gil:eBSo°npaj]Sda:ihdeTYi#°orir
of Boston are at the Plaza.
-Commander  E.  T.  Strong,  United

:F:aisgH¥§b;iltfht:tfhriioepfc:on£VGeunaur%s
-F.E. Warren of Boston and John 8.

gni::aLn#:B:,#:#i;#:TeoE:::e[tt::I
of` Vermont are staying at the  Mur-

#i;i;:n:i;::::;:;i;d,i:i;ij;:8::L#,;y
i?`[3#ro°efdeprhj:?dR[opchi:stae?da:e°hant

ifer'omvgefj.ai.ohnsonofsacramento,
W.B.   Gordon   of  Cleveland,   and
J.W.  Rudd  of  Riclimond,  Va.,  are

=tvi;|€.Mfar:Ps%:°u8f . sam    Francisco,
M.D.   Helm   and   G.W.   Ashley   of
Baltimore,  and  J.S.  Tolman  of Bos-
ton are at the Manhattali.

ii::aht35,,:ri::¥;sgoii%jr#:gid#E::onf:ai::;
Avenue.

fal¥:un#:ii::ig¥|;itio:|n;d#d;::i;::i:
and  Miss  Amos  of London  are  at
the Brevoort.

Dec  25,1896

A SUFFRAGIST CANDIDATE

Women at Wimbledon Put One
Up Against Harry Chaplin

:#efLfreoT¥:::;nNj:¥h3e¥cH2:_euEs:teoo¥p:p:o£:

rd:#ts8fThaenyLoccha?Pttn6v:¥:ELr:::
Board,   who   is  the   Unionist  can-
didate  for the  seat  for  Wimbledon

8££re,evsai?nriab#oe,rce:jngsne?tj:t|v%:
The   Liberals   are   not   contesting

Lheehsaedat;;naqk#6rF#tp!inetvheot:fahnt

::tnjis:#:adg8yi::£cetivewwa:in;:,day
SBueffrraagnj3tRCua!¥epii,`gbnro:Herb:#3`£e::

;jssiui¥§::p#j,i#;:rii%:ji:;i`!:f#,,;;
NYT  May 3,1907

RATS AS POLITICAL AGENTS
UsedsuooessfullytDBrcakupwo-
manSLlfhageCandidate'sMeeting

Special Cablegram

#e:i,i:?e:Y!':#fi;#ti:e;::n:e#e:ji
cient  in  the  line  of work  to  which
t#eE:#:eHoans.S{B#an°duk:tss¥i`i:

i:te:io;rifsp:jg;:ii#id:p:i:bii::d:i,ice:jn;e,;:-
women. The meeting was no sooner

t::pi;#?:;:!n::ipi:!i#t;i;:i;:,e:i::d:o;::
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"Really,"  exclaimed a man  in the

back of the hall, and then there were
guffaws,    shouts,    shrieks,   catcalls,
and toots on motorcar homs.

"I trust we will  have order in this

meeting," pleaded the Chairman.
"Will  you  please  sit  down?"  de-

manded  a  man  with  a  megaphone,
and then came a great uproar, which
lasted  five  minutes.  So  the  meeting
progressed,   until  candidate  Russell
rose  to  speak.   He  had  said  about
three words,  when the man  with the
megaphone shouted:

"Let 'em loose."

That was the signal for the rats to
make  their  debut  in  British  politics.
An  instant  later,  folly whopping big
fellows  were   scampering  over  the
floor,  terrorizing  the  audience,  and
especially  the  wolnen.  To  say  that
the  meeting  adjourned  in  great  dis-
order  is  an  extremely  conservative
statement.   In   subsequent   meetings
in  Mr.   Russell's  interest  it  was  no-
table that a small number of women
were present.

NYT  May  12,1907

CHAPLIN AN  M.P. AGAIN

Chamberlain.s Candidate Beats
Woman Suffragists' Candidate

LONDON,   Mayl5~At   the   bye-
election   at    Wimbledon    yesterday
the  Right  Hon.  Hany  Chaplin,  Un-
ionist,    ex-president    of   the    Local
Government  Board,  whose  candid-
acy was opposed by the woman suf-
fragists,   was   elected   by  the  great
majority of 6,964 out of a total vote
of   13,562.   Mr.   Chaplin   was   Mr.
Chain berlai n's         fi rst         lie utenant
throughout  Mr.  Chamberlain's  pro-
tectionist campaign.

Bertrand Russell, the candidate of
the  woman  suffi.agists,  was  heavily
handicapped   by   the   fact  that  the
Liberals declined officially to nom-

inate  a  candidate  for  the  vacancy
caused by the resignation of Charles
E.     Hambro,     Conservative,     and
many   liberals   declined  to   support
the nominee of the suffragists.

NYT  May  16,1907

YALE NAMES LECTURERS

stuGifi:I:Sf!;g'i66roa::opno*:33-

NEW HAVEN, Com., Oct. 20.~The
Rev.   Hastings  Rashall,  Canon  of
Here ford,     England,     the     Hon.
Bertrand Russell, a fellow of the
Royal  Society,  and  Prof.  Etienne
Boutroux,   of   the   University   of
Paris,  were  appointed  Woodward
Lecturers   at   Yale   at   the   regular
meeting  of  the   Yale   corporation
today.  Arthur  D.  Dewing,  of Bos-
ton,   was   also   appointed   lecturer
on Corporation  Economics

The  preliminary  list  of students
in  all  departments  shows  a  regls-
tration  of 3,263,  exactly  the  same
number  as   last  year.  A  consider-
able  gain  is  shown  in  the  college,
with    decreases    in   the   law   and
medical schools.

Gifts  aggregating  $89,000  were
reported    since    the    Commence-
ment meeting of the Corporation.

NYT  Oct  21,1913

Berhand Russell Here to Lecture.
The   Hon.   Bertrand   Russell   of

Trinity   College,   Cambridge,   one
of the  foremost  lecturers  on  phil-
osophy,  arrived  yesterday  on  the
Cunarder  Mauretania to  lecture  at
Harvard  University  under the  Lo-
well  trust.   This   work  will   cover
thirteen  months  he  said.  Mr.  Rus-
sell,   who   is  heir  presumptive  of
Earl  Russell,  married  Alys  Smith,
the second daughter of R.  Pearsall
Smith of Philadelphia, in  1894.

NYT Mar  14,1914
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OFF FOR EUROPE TODAY

¥sof#frHast#+is:.
day   and some of those booked to
leave on them are:

BgnRdtTMr.(NaanpJesM#°ou.ntM.C€i:|%:
Mrs.  Allen  Curtis.  Miss  Evelyn  Curtis,
Mr.  and  Mrs.  A.  8.  Emmons,  Dr.  and

(#r:o¥:;n:8#;i;i:¥:i:;iie'[si;:hr;L;S:;:
Mrs.    11.    M.    Tweed,    Mr.    and    M-r-;:

#;:#;ffYhjtney-  Dr.  and  Mrs.  p.  a.
DANUBE    (Southampton     via    West
lildies).-T.  I-I.  Bettys,  C.  H.  Buswell,
C.   C.   Carpenter,   H.   W.  Castle,   S.   G.
Farwell,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  I-I.  Hughes.  A.
I).   Irving,  Jr.;  R.   I-I.   Russell,   W.  Mur-
ray,  Mr.  and  Mrs.   F.  W.  Stillman.  W.
D.  Walcott,  C.  J.  Landon.  James  Wil-
Iis,  Mr.  and Mrs.  Herbert J.  Giddoiis.

S;tsYEORb?#`BAuc|g|gn:°#..Tn¥inrsa.n.i
A.   Doyle`  Miss  Kathleen  lrwin,  C.   L.
Mitchell.    Mrs.     F.     R.     Peters,    Miss
Marion  J.   Peters,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  E.  H.
Wllipple.

Transatlalitic   liners   arriving   yes-
terday.  and  some  of tlieir  passen-

gers, wet.e:
MAURETANIA    (Liverpool)-Mrs.

;e|±?o!9txe#r'::e;rlo#fus¥haF?:;8hB:u:!d%}
Miss  M.  L.  Cameron,  Mr.  and  Mrs.
L.   W.   Campbell,   Mrs.   H.   A.   Cush-
mg,   W.   C.   Davison,   H.   L.   Dudley,
Mr.  and  Mrs.  W.  H.  Fares,  Mr.  and
Mrs.  Albert  French,  John  C.  Goold,
Mrs.   H.   T.   I-Iarkness,   Mr.   and  Mrs.
Lewis    Iselin,    F.    Orr   Lewis,    J.    T.
Lenfisty.  J.  H.  MCFadden,  J.  A.  Nel-
`son,   Miss   G.   Moreland,   S.   R.   Par-
sons,  W.  J.  Paynter,  William  Prime,
Miss  M.  A.  Robb,  Dr.  and  Mrs.  .J.  T.
Rogers,   the   Hon.   Bertrand   Russell,
Mr.  and Mrs.  F.  Morse  Smith,  Mr.

and  Mrs.  Benjamin  Stein.  Mrs.  R.  E.
Strawbridge,   Mr.   and   Mrs.   H.   Van

Paaw,a:r:p*rE..:..Twi#,aerhn::,seFarwlfs:

5;nGd.,yK:unc:,r:jrEF,rag:jscr°outTs:huvi:
Woods,  C.  A.  Tillson.

F.L[Efo4eGnge,t#:;.reF,TFTo#::d,Fk:¥;
Hurd,  W.  Jamison,  Clement  Heaton,
C.  Furban,  M.  Wemer. Leon Thebaud.

NYT  Mar  14,1914

COLUMBIA TO GIVE METALS.

Recipients of the Bamard and
Butler Prizes Chosen.

It   was   announced   at   Columbi.a
University   yesterday   that   the   Bar-
nard gold medal  for meritorious  ser-
vice  to  science  and  the  Butler  gold
and   silver  medals   for  contributions
to  philosophy  and  education  would
be awarded at commencement.

The  Bamard gold  medal  for nierT-
toiious  service  to  science,  establish-
ed  and  endowed  by  the  will  of the
late   Pi.esident   Bamard,   is   awarded
every fifth year, on the recommenda-
tion of the National Academy of sci-
ences.  The  award  for  1915  is  made
ts?,¥:t]:nmdisHh.Br:fi¥'soP.oic.ih?.siB;

in the  University of Leeds, and to his
So^n2 W:  i..  Bra_gg  of the  University
of Cambridge, for their researches il`i

#£i:fi:eu|:;tf:e¥yd:`§]Sgcatif:i:,,t::fapba[:s'::

ed  by  an  anonymous  donor  a  year
ago, also is awai.ded every fifth year.
On  the  recommendation  of a  Com-
mittee of Advice, consisting of Deaii

yu#bDn:d£:i,R:rs°e|i,SSs°ursan[[£d::a
E.  L.  Thomdike,  the  medal  is  to  be
awarded  to  Bertrand  Russell,  F.  R.
S.,   Lecturer  and  Fellow  of `Thnity
College, Cambridge, for his contri-
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bution to  logical theory.  The contri-
butions   to   educational   administra-
tion.

The  Butler  silver  medal   is  to  be
awarded  to  Professor  Ellwood  Pat-
terson Cubberley of Leland Stanford,
Jr.,   University  for  his  contributions
to educational administration.

NYT  May  19,1915

English Suffragist to Speak
A    representative    English    suf-

fragist,   the   Honorable   Mrs.   Ber-
trand   Russell   of  London,   who   is
Chairman  of  the   Executive  Com-
mittee   of  the   Constitutional   Suf-
fragists  of  England  under  the  Na-
tional  Union  of Woinen's  Suffrage
Societies,    of   which    Mrs.    Henry
Fawcett  is  president,  is to  speak on
"Why   English   Women   Need   the

Vote  in  Time  of  War,"  tomorrow
at  4  o'clock,  at  Rum ford  Hall,  50
East  Forty-first  Street.  The  lecture
is  under the auspices of the  Educa-
tional   Section   of  the   New   York
State     Woman     Suffrage     Party,
whose  members  are  Mrs.  Winston
Churchill,    Chaii.inan:     Mrs.    John
W.   Alexander,    Mrs.   John   Blair,
Mrs.  Bourke  Cockran,  Mrs.  Magee
Ellsworth,   Mrs.   Reginald   Fincke,
Mrs.   Philip   Lydig,   Miss   Mal.jorie
Nott,  Mrs.   Ernest  Peele,   Mrs.  Jo-
seph  S.  Stevens,  Mrs.  Edgelton  L.
Winthrop, Jr.

NYT  Mai.14,   [91(t

Mrs. Bertrand Russell to Speak.
Mrs.  Bertrand  Russell  of England

is  to  speak  on  the  subject  of "Why
English   Women  Need  the  Vote  in
Time  of War"  in  Runford  Hall,  50
East Fortieth Street on Wednesday af-
ternoon  at  4  o'clock.  The  speaker,
who is known in England as the Hon.
Mrs. Russell, has come to Ainerica as
a  representative of the  National  Uni-
on, whose president is Mrs.  Henry

Fawcett,  wife  of the  late  Postmaster
General.
She  speaks  here  under  the  auspices
of  the   Educational   Section   of  the
New   York   State   Suffiage   Party.
Mrs.   Howard   Mansfield   is   Chair-
man of that  section.  Mrs.  Russell  is
an  American  by  birth,  the  daughter
of Mrs.  Hannah  Whittall  Smith,  A
Quakeress,   and  pioneer  suffiagist
here.  She  is the  cousin  of Miss  M.
Carey  Thomas,  President  of  Bryn
Mawr  College  and  of Mrs.  Simon
Flexner of New York.

NYT  Mar 20,1916

WANTS OLD MEN TO FIGHT.

Mrs. Bertrand Russell Favors
Armies Made Up of the Aged.

Mrs.   Bertrand   Russell,   suffrage
worker  and  philanthropist,  daugh-
ter of the pioneer suffiagist of Am-
erica,   Hannah  Whitall  Smith,  and
wife   of  the   English   philosopher,
Bertrand  Russell,  speaking  on  the
subject,    "Why    English    Women
Need the Vote in Time of War," at
Rum ford  Hall,  50  East  Forty-first
Street, yesterday afteriioon said she
did  not  believe  in  women  fighting
or  drilling  and  that  she  would  not
send  any  except  the  older  men  to
the battlefield.

It was at the close of the address
that  a  woman  in  the  audience  ask-
ed  Mrs.  Russell  if the  English  and
French   women   had   followed   the
example  of the  Slav women of go-
ing to the front with the men.

"Some   of  the   French   women

have  done  it,  but  I  am  thankful  to
say  no   Englishwomen  have  done
so,"  said   Mrs.   Russell.   "It  would
be  the  end  of all  things  if the  wo-
men were allowed to fight.  For the
women even to practice shooting is
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a  great mistake.  We  don't want to
increase   the   number   of  combat-
ants.   If  I   had   my   way,   I'd   say,
`don't let any of the men go to the

battlefield   before   they   are   60   or
70.'   We   don't   want  to   lose   our
liealthiest   and  youngest.   It  would
be   perfectly   fair,   wouldn't   it,   if
everyone did the same?"

Mrs.  Russell continued:
"The   women    in    England    are

very capable, and as we win battles
not  only with  the  men  in  the  field,
but  with  the  workers  at  home,  the
Englishwomen  have  answered  the
question   that    I    have    argued    so
many   times   with   ai.my   and   navy
men  that  women  should  riot  vote
because they cannot fight.  We can-
not  fight  and  I  am  glad
we    can    work."     Mrs.
Churchill presided.

NYT  Mar 23,1916

f  it.  but
instotl

CAMBRIDGE DROPS RUSSELL.

Rector, Who Married American,
Convicted Under Defense of

Realm Act.
SpecialcabletoTHENEWYORKTMES.

LONDON,    Friday,    July    14~
The   Times   says   the   Council   of
Trinity   College,    Cambridge,    has
I.emoved the  Hon.  Bertrand Russell
from   his   rectorate   in   logic   and
principles      of     mathematics      in
consequence     of    his     conviction
under  the   Defense   of  the   Realm
act.

Russell   was   fined   at   Mansion
House  on  June  5  for making state-
ments  in a  leaflet issued in the "No
Conscription    Fellowship"    which
were  intended  to  pi.ejudice  recruit-
i,,g.

Russell   manied   Alys   Smith   of
Philadelphia.

The Hon.  Bertrand Arthur William
Russell,   who   is   the   heir  of  Earl
Russell,  was  fined  $500  and  costs,
with   the   alternative   of  sixty-one
days'    imprisonment,    for   having
written    a    leaflet    defending    the
"Conscientious   Objector"   to   ser-

vice in the British Army,
He  is  well    known  in  this  coun-

try,  having  been  for  several  years
visiting    lecturer   on    mathematics
and  philosophy at  Harvard Univer-
sity,  while  his  wife  is  the  daughter
of a Quaker merchant and preacher
in  Philadelphia,  R.  Pearsall  Smith,
Her  mother  was  the  famous  Han-
nah   Whitall   Smith,   author  of  "A
Christian's    Secret    of`    a    Happy
Life,"   which   has   been   translated
into     many     languages     and    has
reached  a  circulation  of more than
I,000,000.  During  March  she  was
here  delivering  a  series  of lectures
on  behalf of the National  Union  of
Women Suffrage Societies.

The  Hon.  Bertrand  Russell  was
a  lecturer  and  late  Fellow  of Trin-
ity  College,  Cambridge,  and  had  a
most   distinguished   career   at   the
university.   While   a   studelit   there
he  took the  first  class  in  mathema-
tics   and   moral   scieiices,   and   has
since  wl.itten   a  number  of  widely
read  books,  the  last of` which,  pub-
lished   in   1914,   was   "Our   Know-
ledge  of the   External   World  as  a
Field for Scientific  Method  in  Phil-
osophy."

He  is  one  of several  of the  "in-
tellectuals"  of  England  who  have
gone  on  record  as opposed to con-
scription.  Others  of these  are  Pro-
fessors   Gilbert   Murray,    Regious
Professor of Greek at Oxford  Uni-
versity; C.  P. Trevelyan, M. P., son
of the  private  secretary  of` the  late
Queen Victoria.

NYT  .T`Il   14,1916
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COMMENTARY 0N RUSSELL'S FIRST AMERICAN
NEWS REPORTS

JOHN ONGLEY

The Problem Of History
These  newspaper articles  from tlie Ivew  york  rj.meg are that paper's
earliest reports  on  Bertrand  Russell.  They  cover both  mundane  and
important  events,  but even the  most  banal  clippings  provide  glimp-
ses  of Russell's  I-in-de-siecle  world  in  England  and  America before
the war.

The   first   article,   from   1896,   is   di.awn  from  the   society

pages   of  the   7l.mcJ5',   and   lists  the   notable   people  staying   in  New
York  hotels  that  day,  including  Russell  and  his  wife.  Note  that  as
well  as  listing tlie  people  themselves,  it also  lists /foe vcr); Ao/e'/ they

are  staying at.  Even  by today's celebrity media standards,  this care-
ful  attention  to  the  comings  and  goings  of "iiotables"  seems  to  re-
fute the idea that the cult of celebrity is a recent invention.

Leaping  ahead  eleven  years,  the  next  news  articles,  from

1907,  concern  Russell's  run  for  Parliament  that  year.  Russell  was

the  first person to  run  on  a women's suffrage ticket in  England,  and
the  event was a genuinely newsworthy one.  Following this are three
articles  concerning  Russell's   1914  visit  to  America  and  the  award

of  a  pl.ize  to  him  by  Columbia  University  in   1915.  At  this  time,

Russell  is  an  intellectual  celebrity  and  the  articles  appeared  mainly

for that reason.
The  next three articles  concern Alys  Russell's  1916  visit to

Amei.ica to  lecture  for the woman's suffrage movement.  As the arti-
cles  reproduced  hei.e  show,  Alys  possessed  a  bit of celebrity  status

in her own  right - there  seems to have been a real  interest  in her by
the  press  apart  from  her  position  as  Russell's  wife.  The  last article,
also   fi.om    1916,   announces   Russell's   dismissal   from   Cambridge

University  for  anti-wai.  activities.  It  is just  the  first  in  a  long  series

of press reports about Russell and the war.
One  of the  things  of interest  in  these  news  clippings  is the

fact that they are so full of (what are now known to be) obvious er-
rors,  and  even contradictions,  as well  as containing many assertions
that  beg  further  examination  and  explanation.  Such  news  clippings
are part of the historian's primary data, and these show clearly what
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the real  data of history are  like for most historians most of the time
- confused  and  confusing contradictory reports,  and other puzzling

anomalies.

In  most  cases,  one  can  tell  that  the  articles  contain  errors
only by comparing one questionable source with other equally ques-
tionable  ones.  Often,  looking  more  carefully  at the  record  will  only

produce  a  quagmire  of ever more  conflicting  information  and  you
just pick the  most  authoritative  looking  claims,  though  other times,
you  are  lucky  enough  to  find  one  version  that  fits  the  known  facts
better  than  the  other  versions,  and  that  becomes  the  "truth".  With
that  in  mind,  here  is  a  list  of what  seem  to  be  the  major  errors  or

questionable  claims  in these  newspaper articles,  as  nearly as can  be
determined.

The Rats

The  biggest  whopper  in  these  articles  mo)J  be  in  the  second  article
from  [907  (May  12th).  It tells a somewhat questioiiable  story of 40

live  rats  being  let  loose  at  Russell's  first public meeting at  Wimble-

don   in  his  campaign   for  Parliament  there  as  a  womaii's  suffrage
candidate.  According  to  this  report,  the  flood  of rats  terrorized  the
women  and  effectively  broke  up  the  meeting.  The  article  also  sug-

gests -with a broad wink to the "fellows" out there -that consider-
ably fewer women attended Russell's later campaign meetings.

Russell  himself supports this  version  of the  story by retell-

ing  it  in  his   1967  Aw/obJ.ograpky.  There,  he  not  only  repeats  the

story as told  in the papers -and  in  fact, publislies a news account of
it  in  the Az//ob;.ograpAry from  some  paper other than  the NYT -but
also elaborates  on  it a  little,  saying:  "At my  fit.st meeting,  rats were
let   loose  to  frigliten  the  ladies,   and   ladies  who  were   in  the  plot

scl.earned  in pretended terror with a view to disgracing their sex."  1

But  don't  close  the  case  yet,  because  Russell  tells  a  quite

different  story  in  a  letter written  to  Helen  F]exner on  June  7th, just
three  weeks  after the  incident -whatever it was.  In  that  letter,  Rus-
sell  says  "[The  cainpaign]  was  a  funny  time  ~ partly  horrid,  partly
amusing.  The  first  meeting  was  the  worst  -  a  huge  hall  absolutely

`   The  Autobiography  Of  Bertrand  Russell:   ]872~1914, Bertrtmd T`usse+1.

(Little, Brown and Company` Boston.  I 967, p. 246.)
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packed,  about half violently  hostile,  and come only to make a row,
whistling,  cat-calling,  getting  up  free  fights,  pretending to  have fits,
and  getting  carried  out  ~  everything  imaginable  to  make  speaking
inaudible.  The  papers  averred that  rats were  let  loose, and the  myth

grew  -  I  never  saw  them,  and  no  one  I  asked  did,  until  at  last  I
found a man who said two had been let loose at the very end, and he
had seen one dead." 2

Yet another vei.sion of the events comes  from Ray  Monk's
recent  biography  of  Russell.   While   Monk  siinply  repeats  the  rat
story as described  in the papers and Russell's A#/ob/.ograpky, he al-
so  asserts  that  Russell's  meetings  were  well  attended,  thus  contra-

dicting the  newspapei.  story  that attendance  at them,  at  least  by  wo-
men,  dwindled  after the  rat debacle.3  Since the  newspaper's  report-

ed  lower attendance  mid-campaign,  it  is  unreliable,  though  it  is  not
clear how  much  more  reliable  Monk's  assertion  of good attendance
at the meetings  is, as he does not give his evidence for the claim.

As for the rats, which story should be believed -the one  in

Russell's  1907  letter to  Helen  Flexner or the pi.ess accounts of 1907

and  Russell's  1967 A!t/obi.ograpky?  Had  Russell  simply come to re-

peat  the  press  accounts  by  1967  because  they  made  a  better  story,
although  the  more   modest   1907   version  he  gave   in  his   letter  to

Heleli  was  closer  to  the  truth?  Or  did  later  reflection  and  further
evidence  force  Russell  to  admit  that  the  press  accounts,  which  he

was not willing at that time to credit, were actually true?
ln  the  same  article  in  which  the  rat  story  appears  (May

12th),  Russell  is  referred to  as  a  "Liberal"  candidate.  But  as  Monk
tells  it  (p.189),  the  National  Union  of Women's  Suffrage  Societies

asked  Russell  to  stand  for  election  when  the  Liberals  had  declined

to even field a candidate at Wimbledon because it was such a sti.ong
Tory district. This is also the version told  in the  May 3rd newspaper
repoi.t.  Gi.iffm  elaborates  on this  view  (p.  313),  saying that the  Lib-

erals  gave  Russell  no official  recognition during the campaign.  And
this  last claim  is supported by the next newspaper clipping from the

2  The  letter  is  published  in  7l/2e  Se/cc/ecJ 4e//erg  a/Bcr/rc7#c/ fi#sb'e//,  vol.

one, Nicholas Griffin (ed.) (Houghton-Mifflin, Boston,1992, pp.  313-314.)
3  Berlrand  Russell:  The Splrlt Of solitude  1872-1921, Frty Monk. (The Free

Press, New  York,1996,  pp.189-190.)
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Times,  of  May   ]6th,  which  contradicts,  or  corrects,  the  previous
one,  but affirms  the  one  before  that,  by claiming that "the  Liberals
declined  officially  to  nominate  a  candidate  for  the  vacancy",  thus
supporting Monk's and Griffin's stories.  It doesn't appear as though
Russell was a Liberal candidate.

Russell 's American Tour
The  iiext three  articles  concern  Russell's  1914  trip to  America.  The
first  of these  (Oct  21,1913)  adds  some  information  to  what  is  al-

ready known about the trip, and raises new questions. The allicle re-

ports that Russell  was appointed a "Woodward Lecturer" at the Oc-
tober  20th  meeting  of Yale's  governing  board,  without  specifying
what  the  responsibilities  of  a  Woodward   Lecturer  ai.e.   Getting  a

position  to teach  one  or  several  coui.ses  for a term  or more  is  com-
monly  referred  to  as  an  "appointment",  so  that  it  sounds  as  though
Russell  is  being  hired  for  at  least  a  semester,  to  teach  a  course  ol.

two.

But  we  know  that  Russell  gave  only  one  lecture  at  Yale
while  in  America.  Moreover,  numerous  other  people  who  likewise
received   sucli   Woodward   Appointments   also   only  delivered  one
lecture  there  that year.  It  is  likely,  then,  that  the  Yale  appoiiitment

announced  in  the  paper  was just  for the  one  lecture  there  that  Rus-
sell  in fact gave.

In  a  discussion  of this  article,  Jack  Clontz  has  pointed  out

that  the  name  of one  of the  lecturers  referred  to  in  the  Yale  an-
nouncement  is  misspelled.  It  should  say that  Hastings  Rashdall  (not

Rashall)  will  also  lecture  there.  Kenneth  Blackwell  found  a copy of

the   yc7/L7  Dc7/./y  Ivews  for  May   15,   1914   in  the  Russell  Archive  at

MCMaster  University  which  reports  that  the  title  of Russell's  Yale
talk was  `The  World  of Physics  and the  World  of Sense'.  Nicholas
Griffin points out that the chronology of vol.  8 of 714e Co//ec/ec7 Pc7-

perJ   a/ Ber/rerJ?c7  Rwsse//  identifles  the   lecture   as   essentially  the
salme  as Chapter  4  of  Our  Knowledge  o.i the  External  World.  ALrid
Robert  Riemenschneider  adds  that  according  to  Victor  Lenzen's
notes from  Russell's  1914  Harvard  lectures,  Russell made some sig-

nificant  changes  in  his  views  on  the  construction  of time  (and  po-
tentially  of space)  from  those  expressed  in  Owr  A-#ow/ec7ge  a/ /foe
Ex/er#cr/  Wror/c7.  In particular, Russell no longer treated simultaneity

as  a  primitive  relation,   but  defined   it  in  terms  of  precedence  -
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roughly,  x  and  y  are  simultaneous  iff x  does  not  precede  y  and  y
does  not  precede  x  and  x  does  not  equal  y.  These  changes  were
made  prior to  his  Yale  lecture,  so  Russell  may  have  included them
in   the   Yale   talk   as   well.   However,   when   Russell   revised   Owr
K#ow/cc7ge  o/`/Ac  Ex/cr#c!/  Wor/c7,  for  the   1926  English  and  1929
American  editions,  he  did  not  incorporate  these  changes  into  the
text.4

The   next   of  these   articles,   from   May    14,   announces
Russell's   arrival   in   the   States   to   lecture   at   Harvard.   It   reports
Russell  saying  that  he  will  be  there  for  thirteen  months,  when  he
actually   planned  on  staying,  and  actually  did  stay,   for  just  three
months.   For   example,   he   writes   in   a   March   19,    1914   letter   to

Ottoline Morrell that he plans to depart for Europe on June 6th.5

0n   the   same   day  that  the   article   above   was   published

(Mai.ch   14th),   the   r;.mcs.   published   a   list   of  all   of  the   notables
depai.ting  for  or  arriving  from  Europe  and  includes  Russell  on  the
list   of  those   arriving   on   the   A4c7c#eJCJ#/.c7.   In   his   Ac//obJ.ograpky,

Russell  gives  this  account  of the  trip:  "I  sailed  on  the  A4c7"re/cz77/.cz

on  Mat.ch  7th.  Sir  Hugh  Bell  was  on  the  ship.  His  wife  spent  the

whole  voyage  looking  for  him,  or  finding  him  with  a  pretty  girl.
Whenever  I  met  him  after the  sinking  of the  fws/./c7#/.c7,  I  found  him

asserting  it  was  on  the  4cts/./c7#/.cz  he  had  sailed."  Besides  its  more

colorful   points  of  interest,  this  account  confii.ms  that  the   7;.wcs'
spelling of A4cr#rcJ/c7#/.ft was  likely the  correct one.6

Many   of  the   articles   here   make   reference   to   Russell's
"American  wife" and  indicate a certain fascination on the pall of the

press  with  this  fact.   Though  Alys'   family  was  itself  notable,  and
Alys  similarly  had  her  own  celebrity  status,  this  fascination  by  the

press  in  Russell  having  an  American  wife  is  no  doubt  also  due  to
the   great   interest   Americans   had   marrying   their   daughters   to
European  aristocrats.  Just  in  the  March  14  list  of notables  arriving

from  or  departing  for  Europe,  one  can  spot  three  pairs  of mothers
and daughters traveling together to or from that continent.

4  ln  the  internet  discussion  group  Russell-I.  See  Clontz,  Blackwell,  Gril`fin,

Rielnenschneider, and Ongley email messages,  Feb  14-16, 2004.
Griffin  1992, p. 497.

Russell  1967,  p.  346.
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The Ivew  york 7l.meg article from May  19,1915  announces
an  award to  Russell  from Columbia University for his  logical work.
Its appearance  indicates the extent to which  Russell had already be-
come  an  intellectual  celebrity  and  how  quickly  A4cz/foewcr/f.cc7  Pr;.#-

c;.p;.c7 was recognized as being a major intellectual achievement. The

previous three articles, about Russell  coming to America aiid  lectur-
ing  in   1914,  also  indicate  this,  as  the  trip  itself is  only  newsworthy

because  it was Russell who has come to lecture.

An  ln.i;amous  Rector

The  next  three  articles,  from  March   1916,  are  about  Alys'  visit  to
New York to  speak on  woman's  suf`frage.  The  first of these (March
14th)  seems  to  get the  date  she  was  to  speak wrong,  while  the  sec-
ond corrects tlie date but gets the address of the  Hall where she was
to  speak  wrong,  and  only  the  third  article  finally  gets  them  both
I.ight at once.

Cambridge  gave  Russell  the  boot  in   1916  for  his  anti-war

activity.  That notorious decision  is   reported  in the  last of these arti-

cles  from the Ivew  york I;.me,5 (July  14th). The article refers to Rus-
sell  as  a  "rector"  who  was  removed  from  his  "rectorate"  at  Cam-
bridge,  though  he  was  instead  a  lecturer  removed  from  his  lecture-
ship.  The  article  also  errs  in  claiming that  Russell  had  been  a visit-

ing  lecturer  oil  mathematics  and  philosophy  at  Harvard  for  several

years,  when  lie  had   in  fact  been  a  visiting  lecturer  on   logic  and
theory  of  knowledge  there  for  only  a  few  months,  though  in  the
same  paragraph,  the  writer  is  now  at  least calling  Russell  a  lecturer
rather than a rector.

So  much  for our adventures in reading primary data.  Read-
ers  who note  otlier errors,  contradictions,  or anomalies  ill these aili-

cles  are  welcome  to  write  to  the  gwc7r/cr/y  about  them.   We  will

print all  such corrections  in future issues.

Department of ph i losophy
Pace University
41  Park Row
NewYork,NY   10038
ongley@iit.edu
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Traveler's  Diary / Conf`erence Report

I'm not  afraid  of planes,  but  I  am sick of them.  Instead of flying to
the  Eastern  Division  of the  APA,  this  year  I  took  the  celebrated
Acela,  luxury  liner  of trains,  a  futuristic  beauty  with  clean,  comfy
seats,  and  all  the  stretching  and  walking  room  you  long  for  while
airborne.  I  reached  Washington  D.C„  where  the  conference  was  to
be  held,  three  hours  after leaving New York's  Penn  Station.  Wash-
ington  is  a  lovely city:  spacious,  clean,  and calm  compared to New
York's  thronging  masses,  dirt,  and  anxieties.  Our  hotel,  however,
was   like   every   other,   and   so   was   the   confei.ence-with   one
exception.   The   check-in:   What!   IVo   Co#/2?re#cL>   Progr#ms./   The
Confet.ence  Aide  explained that  a delivery  from  the  warehouse  was
overdue;  I  offered  to  get the  pi.ograms  from  the  warehouse  myself,
but  apparently  no  one  thought  I  was  serious.  Lacking  a  program,  I
felt aimless, out-of-it, deaf.  I huddled in my room.

Next moming - rise and shine, grab coffee, and rush to an
early  morning meeting on-Russell!  The session  was well  attended,
better than  recent years,  and  I  took the  opportunity to  display  Soci-
ety  I.elated  materials.   Though   David  White  couldn't  attend  (he'd
spent all his travel money on his trip to Istanbul),  I spotted other So-
ciety  members  in the  audience and among the  speakers.  The  papers
were  worth  hearing and the discussion sessions  especially  so:  Sorin

Costreie  (University  of Western  Ontario)  gave  the  first  talk,  "The
Epistemological   Difficulty   in  Russell's  Theory  of  Denoting  Con-
cepts";   Kevin   K[ement   (University   of  Massachusetts-Amherst)
was  cominentator.  Next  up  was  "Russell  on  Appearalice,   Reality

and Color",  delivered by Derek Brown (University of Western Ontar-
io) and with commentary by Justin Leiber (University of Houston).

At  the  APA,  days  tend  to  blend  into  one  anothei..  Was  it

the first or second day that  I heard the Joongal  Kim speak on  Frege

("Are  Numbers  Objects?"),  while  Christopher  Pincock  responded?
At  this   session,   Matthew   MCKeon's  paper  "Russell   and   Logical
Ontology"  prompted  a  longish  informal  conversation  on  Russell  in
which  Gregory  Landini  grabbed  the  floor,  patiently  but  urgently
demanding   the   disentangling   of  problems   bearing   on   Russell's
epistemology  from  those   belonging  to  his   logic,   and   in  general
adding   many   points   of   clarification.    The   papers   here   segued
interestingly  into  the   last  session  I  attended  at  the  conference:  a
symposium   between   Peter   Sullivan   (University   of  Stirling)   and
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Thomas  Ricketts  (University  of Pennsylvania),  with  Michael  Fried-
man  (Stan ford  University)  chairing  aiid  Michael  Kremer  (Univer-
sity  of Chicago)  commenting.  Both  speakers  at this  symposium  ad-
dressed  how to read  Frege~as a man  whose work is philosophical,
and who  is not simply a mathematician, or as a mathematician to be
understood only by looking at the history of mathematics~and nei-
ther quite got around to the topic of the symposium:  Analytic  Philo-
sophy:  Past  and  Future.  On  this,  the  last  day,  I  spent  considerable
time  (which,  we  all  know,  is  money)  at  the  book  booths,  returning
with  aching  arms  and  bursting  bundles  to  the  DC  terminal  for  the

quick and quiet,  civilized trip home.  RC

MORE SOCIETY NEWS (continued from page  I 0)

RIJSSELL  IN  ROCHESTER.  In  December,  the  Gi.eater  Rochester  Rus-

sell  Set  met  at  Daily  Perks  for  the  last  time.  As  of January,  it  has

been   meeting  at  Writers  &   Books   in   Rochester  (740   University
Ave,  ph:  585-473-2590).  Meetings are at 7 pin on the secoiid Tliurs-

day of each  month.  Admission  is  $3,  free to members of W&B  (for
those  who  attend  regularly,  basic  membership  in  W&B  costs  less
than  payillg  at  the  door).  David  White  says  that  W&Bs  is  Roch-
ester's   best-known   literary   institutioii   and   is   expected   to   be   an
excellent   venue   for  the   GRRS.   W&B   faculty   are   all   published
authors   or  university  professors,   but   since   W&B   does   not  give
"credit"   or  award   degrees,   the  tuition   charge   is   far   less  than  at

colleges and  uiiiversities.
_*_

As  indicated on the covei., the BRS  gwczr/er/); is now published with

tlie  support  from  the  Humanities  Division  at  Lehman  College,  Gty
University  of New  York.  Specifically,  it  has  received  a  grant  from
the  Dean  of  Humanities  at  Lehman  College,  Marlene  Gottieb,  for

$3000.  We  hope  to  use  the  extra  money  to  make  small  improve-
ments  in the g"c7r/erly throughout the following year.

_*_

The editors of the Bfisg would  like to thank BRS Treasurer Dennis
Darland  for all  the help he  has given  them  since they begaii  editing
the  g#czr/er/y  in  August.  Only  when  they  started  working  on  the

g„c7r/e;./y  did  they  discover  how  much  work  Dennis  does  for  the
Society,  and  how he  is  always there for people when help  is needed
with  Society  business.  We  feel  lucky  to  have  Dennis  managing the
Society's day-to-day business.
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SPECIAL   THANKS   TO   THE   CONTRIBUTORS   TO  THE   BRS   IN   2003.

Twenty  people  contributed  money  to  the  BRS  last  year  over  and
above their regular membership  fees.  We would like to thank them
for  the  concrete  and  substantial  support  that  have  given  the  BRS.
Such  contributions  are  essential  to  the  continued  vitality  of the  So-
ciety,  and  we  appreciate  this  support  very  much.  The  contributors
Were:

Pc7/row ($250 and up) David Goldman,
Spo#sorb' ($100 and  up) Congressman Neil Abercrombie,  Robert A.
Reimenschneider, Warren Allen Smith, and Yvonne Jonath,
Sws/a;.#er,`' ($65  and up) Fi.ed Bomberger and James A. Judkins,
Co#/r/.b"/ors`  ($50  and  up)  John  J.  Fitzgerald,  James  Cordon,  Earl
Hansen,   Justin   Leiber,   Gladys   Leithauser,   Stephen   J.   Reinhardt,

Michael   A.   Sequeira,   John   J.   Fitzgerald,   John   Philip   Ebersole,

Robert K.  Davis,  D.M.  Daugharty,  Bae Dong-In, and Jay Aragona,
O/Acr Do#or,  Ricard Flores.

~ A CALL FOR PAJ*ERS ~
THE 2004 MHETINGS OF THE EASTERN, CENTRAL, AND

PACIFIC l}lvISIONS OF THE APA

The Bertrand Russell Society  requests submissions for talks to
be given at the BRS session of the 2004 Eastern Division*

APA meeting in Boston next December.

Submissions should
1. fit within a 20-30 minute time frame

2` bear on any aspect of Russell's philosophy or related issues
3. be sent by email as a Word document to:

rcarey@lehman`cuny.edu
4. be received no later than:  May 21, 2004*

Suggestions for panel meetings and/or "author meets critics"
sessions are also welcome.

*Those wishing to present talks at the Central or Pacific
division meetings should submit abstracts  to

rcarey@lchman`cuny.edu no later than J`une 15, 2004.
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ELECTION RESULTS - A  PREORDAINED LANDSLIDE TAKES PljACE

ON  SCHEDULE.

With  only  seven  nominations  and  one well  announced  write-in  can-
didate   for  eight  three-year  term  positions  on  the  BRS  Board  of
Directors,  results  were  not  entirely  unforeseen.  Those  elected  for
the  2004-2006  term   are:   Ken   Blackwell,   Dennis   Darland,   David
Henehan,   John   Lenz,   Stephen   Reinhardt,   Tom   Stanley,   David
White, and David  Blitz.

Here are the votes for each:  Ken Blackwell: 29, Dennis Darland: 29,
David  Henehan:  25,  John  Lenz:  29,  Stephen  Reinhardt:  27,  Tom
Stanley:  29,  David  White:  23.  The  number  of write-in  votes  are  as

follows:  Edgar Boedeker:  2,  David  Blitz:   12,  Don Jackanicz:  1,  Ke-

vin  Klement:  2.

Congratulations  and  best  of luck  to  the  2004-06  Directors.  Thanks
also to Tom  Stanley for being the election committee alid collecting
aiid counting all the votes and to Chad Trainer for verifying them.

_*_

CURRENT SOCIETY OFFICERS AND MEMBERS OF  BOARD:

Officers of the Bertrand Russell Society:

President:  Alan  Schwerin

Vice  President:  Ray Perkins, Jr.

Treasurer:  Dennis Darland

Secretary:  Chad Trainer
Chairperson of the Board: David White.

Society Board of Directors:

(2002-2004) Kevin Brodie, Rosalind Carey, Tim  Madigan, Ray
Perkins, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen Smith, Chad Trainer, Thorn
Weidlich

(2003-2005) Andrew Bone, Peter Stone, Nick Griffin,  Ruili Ye,
David Goldman, Cara Rice, Justin Leiber, C. Padia

(2004-2006) Ken  Blackwell,  Dennis  Darland,  David  Henehan,  John
Lenz, Stephen Reinhardt, Tom Stanley, David White, David Bhtz
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
2003 ANNUAL TREASURER'S REPORT

Cash  Flow:    I/I/03  Through  12/31/03

Category Description

BALANCE  12/31/02

INFLOWS

Contributions
Contrib. BRS
Contrib. BRS gwc7r/er/);

TOTAL Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Library  lnc
Meeting lnc
Other lnc

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS

Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
Library Exp
Meeting Exp
Newsletter
Other Exp
RUSSELL Sub

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE  12/31/03

6,742. I 7

767.75
850.00

I,617.75

560.14

3,486.17

4,046.31

13.95

50.00
47.00

5.775.01

52.16

223.44
72.16

712.04

3,396.06
20.00

2,601.00

7,076.86

-I,301.85

5.440.32

TREASURER'S REPORT

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, lNC.

4TH QUARTER 2003 TREASURER'S REPORT
CASH  FLOW  10/I/03  -12/31/03

Category  Description

BALANCE 9/30/03

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contrib.  BRS
Contrib. BRS g£/c;r/cr/y
TOTAL Contributions

Dues
Renewals*
TOTAL Dues

Other Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Newsletter

'l`0'1`AI, OUTFLOWS

()V[!R^LL 'I`()TAL

BALANCE  12/31/03

* 2004 diies will  appear in 2004

Compiled  1/15/04 by Dennis Darland
BRS Treasurer, djdarland@qconline.com

5,627.81

30.00
850.00
880.00

166.33

166.33

37.00

I,083.33

16.41

38.90
I,215.51

1,270.82

-187.49

5,440.32
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GREATER ROCHESTER RUSSELL SET

CelebratingSixYearsofMonthlyRussellMeetjngs
Open to the Public

2003-2004  PROGRAM

January 8
February  12
March  I  I
April  8
May  13

June  10

July  8
August  12
September 9
October  14
November  12
Deceniber 9

Humor in  Russell
Problem of Continuity
The  Scientific Outlook
Cheerful  Pessimism
Portraits of Russell from  Memory:

A  Panel  Discussion
Defenders of God
Intematjonal  War Crimes Tribunal
Satan  in the  Subui.bs
Lady Ottoline
D.H.  Lawrence
Why I  Am Not a Christian
Marriage and Morals

Meetings   are   held   at   Writers   &   Books'   Verb   Cafe,   740   University
Avenue,  Rochester,  NY,  at  7  pin  (note  new  meeting  time  aiid  place).
Admission  is $3,  free to members of Writers & Books.  For infoi.mation,

please    call     Tim     Madigan    at    585-424-3184,    or    email     him    at:
tmadigan@rochester.rr.com.  Dates and topics are subject to change.

BUY   A   BRS   T   SHIRT   TODAY!

Don.t  be  caught  without  something  distinctive  to  wear!  BRS  t-shirts
always   make  you   stand   out   in   a  crowd   (except   at   BRS   Annual
Meetings,  of course).  So  why  not order yours  today?  The  shirts  are
available for S] 0 each plus $3  postage. U.S. funds only, please. Make
check  payable  to  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society,  and  send  it  to  BRS
Vice  PI`esident  Ray  Perkins,   854  Battle  ST,   Webster,  NH  03303,

(UMS,i.,xie)nadndqcuoe[rj:S(b::ck::::#9::=:::#£Lt.  Please  Speci fy  size

"'`'.,.   i''.xl  1''',I  ''  rl',I,'r',  I()  r',(I(I

I  ,,,   \1,I,I,  `,,,' ,,,...   i,..I  rr',IJ-y'  J`b-s,-r' ,,,,

N,w,", ( `-I,",,sk.v

r/i`e  yea's subscr\oton to  The  Spo4iesman {4 l§sues) costs £20

(£25.  -J40  oi  S40  ei  UK  )

Spokesman  Books.  (LRB)  Russell  House,  BuhtfE!l  Lane.

Nottirtgham.  NG6  0BT,  Ef`glaid

T.I:  0115  9708318  .  Fax:  0115  9420433

-mall:  cweuro@compu§erve.carl . www spotesmanbeor`s c.3m

Vl,`il  Tl`t`  l`t`l.tl.:`Iiil  Russi`ll  Society Qiiarterly Online
(  biilt.i`(``  o(. P:```t  :`ml  I'ri```i`nt  l`ssues,  Plus  Selected

l{i.I)1l``h  lty  Ri`i`ili`i.``  [o  BRSQ  Ai-ticles  are  at

liuii://www.It`I"i"i.i`iiiiy,i.ilu/philosophyreRSQ.htm
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THE BERTRAND Rl/SSELL SOCIETy Ql/ARTERLy is the official organ of the
Bertrand Russell  Society.  It publishes  Society News and Proceedings,
as well as essays and discussions pertaining to Russell's life and works,
including  historical  materials  and reviews  of recent work  on  Russell.
Scholarly articles appearing in the O#arfer/y are peer-reviewed.

EDITORS: Rosalind Carey and John Ongley.
ASSoCIATE EDITORS : Ray Perkins Jr and Laurie Endicott Thomas

EDITORIAL BOARD
Rosalind Carey, Lehman College-CUNY

John Ongley, Pace University
Raymond Perkins, Jr., Plymouth State University
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David Hyder, University of Ottawa
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gwarfer/y,  including  manuscripts,  book  reviews,  letters  to  the  editar„
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Russell  Society.  Society membership  is $35  a year for individuals,  $40
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Tne  BERTRAND  RussELL  SoclETy  was  founded  in   1974  to  foster  a
better understanding of the life, work, and writings of Bertrand Russell
(1872.1970)  and  to  promote  ideas  and  causes  he  thought  important.
The   Society's  motto   is  Russell's  statement:   "The  good  life   is  one
Inspired  by  love  and  guided  by  knowledge."  (W#af  J Be/I.eve,   1925)
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THE  BERTRAND  RuSSELL  SOCIETY
3 I Sl-ANNUAL  MEETING

ScLeclule of Events

FRIDAY

4-5:45   REGisTRAii5IjTRobert Frost House
6-7:00   BUFFEi.,  Prospect Hall

7: 15-8:45  Russellicin  SuT.pt.ise,  Robert  Frost  House
8:45-9:15  BRS  BOARD  MEETING,  Robert  Frost  House

SATURDAY
7:30   BREAKFAST,  Prospect  Hall

Pc,peT'S in  Rot,eT't Frost House
9-9:45 Alan Schwerin,  Monmouth  U,  "Russell  & the Soul"*

10-10:45   lrem  Kurtsal,  Syracuse  U,
``Russell  on Matter and  Our Knowledge of the  External World"

11 -11 :45  James  Connelly,  York  U,
"Russell and Wttgenstein  on  Propositions"

12-12:50  LUNcli,  Prospect  Hall
1 -1 :40  GE:NERAL  BRS  ME:I:TING

1 :50-2:30  David  Blitz, Central  Conn.  State  U,
"Russell and  Kant on War and  Peace"

2:40-3:20 Henrique  Ribeiro,  U  of Coimbra,
"Russell  and Wittgenstein  on   `A believes  "p"'

3:30-4:10   Jane  Duran,  U  California, Santa  Barbara
"Russell  on  History and  Intrinsic Value"

5:30-6:15  RED  HACKLE  HouR,  Robert Frost house
7:45-8:3o   Awat,I

SUNDAY
7:30   BREAKFAST,  Prospect  Hall

9-9:40 Peter Stone, Stan ford  U,  ``Durant and  Russell"  *
9:50-10:30 lva Apostolova, U of Ottawa,
''From Acquaintance to Neutral Monism"

10:40-11 :20 Chad Trainer,  Independent Scholar,
"Russell's  Pennsylvania"

11 :30-12: 10   Kevin  Klement,  U  Mass.,
"The Propositional  Functions Version of Russell's  Paradox"

12:20-2:00   CooKouT-LUNcl+,  Robert Frost House
*MASTEhRtt;.7/%::piy§in#the.r:ad'i/Err°pV:f#s°/n'jneat:

IN THIS ISSUE

The past two issues of the BRS gwar/edy have focused on
ideas - what did Frege think of Wittgenstein's rr¢c/cr/us, what are
we  to  think  of Russell's  and  Quine's  views  about  a  general  term
that subsumes wildly different kinds  of things,  did Russell have  a
modal logic, etc. In this issue, the focus shifts to personalities, with
Justin  Leiber  exploring  the   very  different   intellectual  styles  of
Russell  and  Wittgenstein.  Justin  takes  exception  to  Ray  Monk's
characterizations   of  these   two   outsized   individuals   in   Monk's
Russell and Wittgenstein biographies,  and argues for his own,  dif-
ferent view of their personalities. I By way of providing evidence for
his case, Justin relates a few stories about his own philosophical ed-
ucation  which  give  us  some  insight  into  how  analytic  philosophy
was practiced and understood in its heyday.

Moving back to philosophical issues, Jane Duran provides
an  illuminating  comparison  of  Russell's  arguments  against  both
nco-Hegelian   idealism   and   pragmatism.   She   demonstrates   that
Russell  viewed  the  two  schools  as  sharing  the  same  underlying
assumptions  and  weaknesses,  and  so  subjected  them  to  the  same
criticisms.

We continue our series of letters by Russell - this one is a
1942 letter to the editor of rj.me A4logcei.#e on Gandhi's demand at
that time for immediate Indian independence. Ray Perkins has writ-
ten an  introduction to  the  letter that  sheds  further  light onto  Rus-
sell's thinking on the issue. Also concerning India, Phil Ebersole re-
views  a biography  of the  Indian  intellectual  and adventurer  M.N.
Roy,  while  Chad  Trainer  reviews  Peter  Denton's  recent  exam-
ination  of Russell's  views  on science,  religion,  and  war.  Both re-
views are highly informative.

This issue's conference report is by Gregory Landini, who
covered  the  recent  History  of  Early  Analytic  Philosophy  Con-
ference at Purdue University for us. The conference seems to have
been packed with exciting work, and those of us who missed it hope

r Monk's Russell biography is the two volume 7lrfee fp[.rj.f a/So/j.fude.. /872-

1921  (L996) and The  Ghost Of Madness:  1921~1970 (2000)., his Wittgen-
stein biography is the 1990 7life Dwty a/Ge#j.as.



IN THIS ISSUE

that  these   papers  will   appear   in  print  sometime   soon.   Arthur
Sullivan  writes  about  logic  and  language  in  his  reply  to  Kevin
Klement's review of Arthur's recent anthology of writings by Frege
and Russell.

In  `Society News',  Tony Sinpson of the Bertrand Russell
Peace   Foundation  has   sent   an  account  of  a  recent  "citizen's"
tribunal  in  Brussels  modeled  on  Russell's  Vietnam  Tribunal  and
Phil Ebersole of the GRRS  reports on the recent resolution of Dr.
Tunis   Shaikh's  persecution   in  Pakistan  for  blasphemy.   Finally,
Geny Wildenberg, also of the GRRS, provides us with yet another
jzwsf/J.#gr./  crypto-cipher,  and  in  addition,  offers  some  advice  on
how  to  solve  them.  Note:  Of the  three  puzzles  Gerry  writes  for
jzwsf/;.ngs./ each month, the third is a kind recently devised by Geny,
who has not yet had an opportunity to try solving one hinself. He
wonders how "solvable" people find them.  Has anyone solved one
of these  sorts  of puzzles  yet?  Send us  an  email  and  let us  know.
Febmary's  Russell  letter to  the  editor was  reprinted with the  per-
mission of the Bertrand Russell Archive of MCMaster University.

Visit The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly Ch[ine
Contents of Past and Present Issues, Plus Selected

Replies by Readers to BRSQ Articles are at
http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophy/BRSQ
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WORLD TRIBUNAL ON IRAQ. A series of citizens'  tribunals on Iraq,
modeled on Bertrand Russell's Vietnam War Crimes Tribunal,  are
occurring  in cities  around the world now  and  in the  coming year.
One of them,  which   took place this April in Brussels,  was  in fact
called `The BRussells Tribunal' in honor of Russell's inspiration for
this form of public forum. The idea for the Iraq tribunals seems to
have  occured  spontaneously  in  a  number  of places  around  the
globe,  but  the  specific  details  for  them  were  worked  out  in  June
2003,  at  a  conference  of the  European  Network  for  Peace  and
Human  Rights  that  was  sponsored  by  the  Bertrand  Russell  Peace
Foundation. Tony Sinpson of the BRPF attended both the Brussel's
tribunal  and  another  BRPF  conference  of the  European  Network
held  in  Brussels  later  that  month.  Here  is  his  report  of the  two
conferences:

April proved to  be  a fine month to visit Brussels, twice.  The
sun shone, and people gathered outdoors  in the parks and the
squares. Meanwhile, far away in Iraq, the siege of Falluja was
claiming hundreds of lives, and in Baghdad the horrors of Abu
Ghraib  prison  were  already  well  known  to  General  Taguba,
the  Red  Cross,  and  Ambassador  Bremer,  even  if President
Bush,   Secretary   Rumsfeld,  and  Prime  Minister  Blair  were
trying to look the other way. But what was really happening in
Iraq?

My first journey to Belgium was to attend the BRussells
Tribunal. The organisers had deliberately wished to invoke the
tradition  of earlier  Russell  Tribunals  -  hence  the  pun.  The
organisers,  and  in  particular,  Lieven  de  Cauter,  himself an
independent    philosopher,     seemed    keenly    aware    of    a
responsibility to "prevent the crime of silence" with respect to
Iraq, as Russell had been with Vietnam a generation before.

The  subtitle  of their  Tribunal  was  `A  hearing  on  the
Project for the New American Century'.  It proved remarkably
faithful  to  its  purpose  in  probing  the  activities  of that  neo-
conservative  think-tank.  Jim  Lobe  and  Tom  Barry,  for  the
defence, manifested an encyclopaedic knowledge of the public
statements and backdoor cormections of this highly influential
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lobby.    Hens    von    Sponeck,    who    along    with    Tribunal
Commissioner Denis Halliday resigned his UN post in Iraq in
protest  at  the  severe  sanctions  regime  to  which  the  country
was subjected, provided candid testimony of the long gestation
of the wars on Iraq,  and the involvement of the United States
in aming the  country during its war with  Iran in the  l980s.
Frangois Houtart presided gently over the proceedings and the
Tribunal  Colnmission,  whose judgment can be  found on the
web   (www.brusselstribunal.org).   One   Commissioner,   the
Egyptian feminist writer Nawal EI Saadawi, recalled her visit
to Russell at his home in Wales long ago, in 1960.

One revelation of the Tribunal concerned what is really
happening in Iraq. Ghazwan A1-Mulchtar, an Iraqi scientist and
writer, testified that, contrary to claims, there is no appreciable
reconstruction to benefit the civilian population.  In fact, when
Iraqi engineers offered to help restore the electricity, water and
telephone  services,  their offer was tuned down  flat.  Instead,
workers  are  brought  in  from  abroad,   mainly  disappearmg
inside  the  stockades  and  garrisons  of the  occupymg  armies.
Living  conditions  are  desperate.   Meanwhile,  the  killing  at
Falluja  was  claiming  hundreds  of  lives.  Opposition  to  the
occupation was spreading throughout Iraqi society. Such well-
informed Iraqi testimony to the Tribunal threw a sharp light on
the true state of Iraq, and in so doing contributed to the wider
process of the World Tribunal on Iraq, of which the Brussels
hearing was one of a series of scheduled international sessions,
destined to conclude in Istanbul in 2005.

By the time I returned to Brussels at the end of April for
the conference of the European Network for Peace and Human
Rights,  the  death  toll  in  Falluja  was  reckoned  at  more  than
600.  Stark video evidence of the slaughter taking place there
had reached us just in time. AI Jazeera television had promptly
responded to a request from the Russell Foundation for film of
the siege of Falluja to show at the Network's conference in the
European  Parliament  in  Brussels.   This  was  a truly  shocking
documentary which troubled all those who saw it.  Opposition
to  the  war  is  clearly gathering  strength,  and we're bound to
wonder how long its perpetrators can continue in their chosen
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course.  Tony  Simpson,  Bertrand  Russell  Peace  Foundation,
www.russ found.org  28.05.04

Further infomation about the World Tribunals on Iraq can be found
at the following websites: www.worldtribunal. org
www.worldtribu nal-nyc. org and www. brusselstribunal.org

_*_
THE  ORDEAL  OF  DR.  SHAIKH.  Past  issues  of   the  BRS  gworferfy
have  reported  on  the  ordeal  of Dr.  Yunis  Shaikh,  who  was  tried,
convicted,  and jailed  for  blasphemy  in  Pakistan,  and members  of
the BRS have written letters in protest of his treatment. Dr. Shaikh's
ordeal  fmally  seems  to  be  at  an  end.  Phil  Ebersole  gives  us  this
report.

Dr.  Yunis  Shaikh,  a  humanist  who  was  under  sentence  of
death in Pakistan on charges of blasphemy, has been freed by
an appeals  court.  He had been imprisoned,  mostly in solitary
confinement,  for  three  years.  Appeals  for  his  release  were
made by humanist groups and publications all over the world,
including the Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly.

Dr.   Shaikh,   a  medical   lecturer,   was   a  controversial
figure  in Pakistan,  partly because  of his advocacy of a peace
settlement with India.   He was arrested in October, 2000, and
accused of stating in class, in response to a student's question,
that Mohammed could not logically have been a Muslin prior
to    his    receiving    his    revelation    from    God,    nor    could
Mohammed's   parents,   who   died   before   he   received   his
revelation.

The complaint was lodged by leaders of an organization
called the Committee for the Protection of the Prophethood, an
organization of fundamentalist Muslims who harass and attack
Muslims they believe to be unorthodox. None of his accusers
were present in the classroom when Dr. Shaikh allegedly made
his remarks. The threat of violence at his trial was so great that
the   court's   last  two   sittings   were   held   in   camera   in  the

premises of the Adiala Jail where Dr. Shai]ch was being held.
Dr.   Shaikh   was   convicted   and,   on   Aug.   18,   2001,

sentenced to death. He appealed to Pakistan's High Court, the
second highest court below the country's Supreme Court, and
was  tried  in  July,  2002.  No  decision  was  made  because  the
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judges could not agree.  A new trial was held and Dr.  Shailch
was acquitted on November 21, 2003.

This  decision  did  not  invalidate  Pakistan's  blasphemy
laws.  Rather  the  court  found  there  was  no  proof that  Dr.
Shaikh said what he was alleged to have said. Dr. Shai]ch said
his accusers were simply lying.

Dr.  Shaikh  was  released  from  jail  in  secret.  He  was
offered, but refused, a police bodyguard.  He went into hiding
for   several   weeks,   meeting   with   family   and   friends   and
participating  incognito  in  a  discussion  of human  rights.  His
release  was  not  generally  known  until  early  this  year.  He  is
now living in Europe.

His  case  is  not  an  isolated  one.  More  than  loo  other
Pakistanis are currently in prison on blasphemy charges and in
jeopardy   of   the   death   penalty.   They   include   not   only
humanists, but Christians, members of minority Muslim sects,
and members of other religions, as well as victims of personal
vendettas.  This  must  have  a  chilling  effect  on  any  honest
discussion of political or religious issues.

Bertrand Russell devoted much effort to interceding on
behalf  of  prisoners  of  conscience.   BRSQ  subscribers  who
wrote  letters  on behalf of Dr.  Shaikh were  acting in the best
Russellian tradition.  More  information about Dr.  Shaikh may
be found at www.iheu.org

_*_

OBITUARy.  Long  time  west  coast  member  of  the  BRS,   Shohig
Sherry Garine Terzian died in Los Angeles on July  12, 2002, at the
age of 86. Born in 1915 in Constantinople of Armenian parents, she
came to the United States with her parents at age six and grew up in
New  York City.  As  a student at  Radcliffe  College,  she  wrote  her
senior  thesis  on  `George  Santayana  and  the  Genteel  Tradition',
corresponded  with  Santayana,  compiled  the  bibliography  for  717ze
Phi/oropky a/ George Scz#/ey¢#¢ - volume two of Paul Schilpp's
I j.brcny a/£J.vJ.ng P#i./orap¢ers - and revised the bibliography for a
subsequent edition of the work.  A medical librarian by profession,
Ms.  Terzian  contributed  articles  to  the  Ber/ra#d Rwsse//  SocJ.edy

Quarterly,  The  Santayana  Society  Bulletin, the  Armeriain  Ararat
g#arfer/y, and numerous letters to the fas j4#ge/es rj.mes.
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BRS   MEMBERSHIP   REPORT.   Here   are   the   current   membership
figures for the BRS. As of June 5th, there were  115 members who
had   paid   for  2004,   with   another  30   ¢onorary  members,   life
members,  and  freebees)  in  the  database  who  also  get  the  BRS
gwcrr/erfy.  As well,  there are 37 members who paid for 2003  who
haven't yet paid for 2004.  Here is how these figures compare with
BRS membership at this time last year.

Year                                                         2003       2 004
Paid for the year:                                        97         115
Honorary, Life, or Freebees:                 28          30
Paid for previous year
but not present year:                                48          37

Dennis Darland, Treasurer, BRS

_*_
CALL  FOR  PAI]ERs.  The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  will  be  holding
sessions  at  the  American  Philosophical  Association  again  in  the
commg year.  The deadline  for submitting abstracts of talks for the
Eastern Division meeting  is  already past,  but anyone  interested in

giving a talk on any aspect of Russell's philosophy or related issues
at  either the  Central  meeting  of the  APA  (to  be  held  in Chicago
April 27-30, 2005  at the Palmer House) or the Pacific meeting (to
be  held  in  San  Francisco  March  23-27,  2005,  at  the  St.  Francis
Hotel in Union Square) should submit an abstract to Rosalind Carey
at rcarey@lehman.cuny.edu no later than November 1, 2004.

We hope everyone will plan on attending these sessions in
the coming year, but west coast members of the BRS are especially
encouraged to attend the Pacific meeting in San Francisco. We will
have a regional meeting of the BRS there, with lunch or dinner after
the talks and meeting. The west coast session promises to be a real

jamboree, so mark your calendars and be sure to attend.
_*_

NEW BRSQ WEBSITE ADDRESS. The BRS gwar/er/y has a new web
address.   It  is:   http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophyreRSQ
so please delete your old bookmarks for this site and bookmark the
new  page.  And  visit  it  often,  as  the  content  is  constantly  being
jrodated.
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RUSSELL AND WITTGENSTEIN
A STUDY IN CIVILITY AND AREOGANCE*

JUSTIN LEIBER

In  1956,  when  I  was  a  callow  sixteen-year-old  sophomore  early
entrant  to  the  University  of  Chicago,  I  read  my  first  twentieth
century  philosophical  book,  A.  J.  Ayer's  I,a#groge,   rrw/fe,   cr#d
fogr.c.  While  I  had already gorged  on  the  Russian novelists,  read
through  the  then  obligatory  Hemingway  and  Faulkner,  consumed
Freud and a raft of popular sociologists, and managed to get myself
expelled   from  my  tenth  grade   social   science   class   for   issuing
disparaging quotes  from Marx and Schopenhauer,  I was  only then
being   introduced  to   classical  philosophical   and   scientific   texts
through the marvelous and soon-to-be-by-stages-dismantled Robert
Hutchins'  three year great books cuniculum,  in which the Natural
Sciences sequence began with Aristotle's Pkysi.cL5,  Bk. 11, continued
with  Galileo's  Dz.a/ogwe,  selections  from Newton's  Prj.#c;Pj.a,  and
on  to  papers  by  Laplace,  Mach,  Jeans  and  Einstein.  Mathematics
ABC  was   a  simplified  version  of  whole   stretches  of  Pri.#cjz?J.a
A4cr/rfeema/7.ccz,  the  content  of Russell's  great  work  having  become
common collegial culture for logicians and mathematicians.

I  soon  read  some  of the  less  technical  works  of Russell,
whom  Ayer  cast  as  Hamlet  to  his  own  humble  Horatio,  and  of
David Hume,  whose  skeptical contentions Ayer claimed merely to
update and cast into a linguistic vein. With the further help of Hune
and Russell, I emended Rene Descartes's insufficiently skeptical "I
think, therefore I an" to the minimalist "There are experiences".  I
wryly  chuckled  in  agreement with  Russell's  saucy  contention that
the  only  materialists  in  the  world  were  Russian  corrmissars  and

*  An earlier draft of this paper was read at The Bertrand Russell  Society

session  of the  Pacific  Division  meeting  of the  American  Philosophical
Association,   San  Francisco,  March  2003,   with  Professor  David  White
cormenting.
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American   behavioral   scientists.   Common   sense   realism   about

physical  objects  leads  to  science,  which  inevitably  refutes  narve
realism.

Disaster   and   apostasy   loomed   in   my   first   concerted
encounter,  at  the  graduate  course  level,  with  20th  century Anglo-
American philosophy.  Young,  newly-appointed Vere Chappell - a
confident Yale acolyte of ordinary language philosophy - assigned
us two G. E. Moore essays that comfortably asserted common sense
realism, "proving" the existence of the external world of objects by
raising  one  hand,  and then,  to  make  it plural,  the  other,  and then
stoutly  insisting  that  he  was  surer  of their  existence  than  of any
dissenting  assertion.  Taking this to be  an argument comparable to
Samuel  Johnson's  here-to-fore   impossibly  crude  "refutation"  of
Berkeley, which consisted of kicking a stone, I submitted a scornful
and  confident  critique  of Moore  to  Professor Chappell,  who gave
me a failing grade of C and appended the comment "cavalier" in his
neat red script.

Next up we read Russell's  1918-19 PAz./asapky o/£ogJ.ca!/
4/omz.sin, which I soon realized was supposed to exemplify the very
worst sort of building houses out of cards, just the sort of language-
on-holiday  scientistic  popularizing  poppycock  that  Wittgenstein's
/#ves/j.grfj.our,  our final reading, righteously scourged, Wittgenstein
now  cast  in  the  role  of fully-realized  Savior to  Moore's  John the
Baptist.  Philosophy,  my  would-be  profession,  now had nothing to
do  with  science!  Rather,  "doing  philosophy"  had now become  an
esoteric   form   of  linguistic  psycho-analysis  that  fought  off  the
mind's bewitchment by language, and left everyday experience and
our  common  old  city  as  it  is,  undistorted  by  grand  card-house
illusions.  Indeed, it guarded the world of everyday experience from
the arrogant and inproper intrusions of science.

While the Jm;es/j.g¢/j.our and his lecture books make clear
Wittgenstein's    skepticism    about   set   theory    and   introspective

psychology,    we   must   be   grateful   for   Ray   Monk's   copious
demonstration,  in his  1990 biography of Wittgenstein,  77!e Dctfy o/
Ge#j.us, that in his more infomal comments, Wittgenstein came to
disparage,  despise,  and condemn science in general as perhaps the
chief  evil  of our  age.  Aside  from  mentioning  that  Wittgenstein
disdained  Russell's  attempts  to  write  philosophy  for  the  general
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reader,   Professor  Chappell  never  said  anything  about  Russell's
vlgorous   and  radical  political  and  moral  advocacy,   but  it  was
obvious   to   us   that   such  gadfly-on-the-body-of-the-state   activity
was,   conveniently,   neither   professional   nor   philosophical,   and
indeed the furthest thing from "doing philosophy.'.

While I had first understood my C grade rather as the third
grader  in  a  Catholic  school  understands  how  "three  can  be  one"
after the nun has suitably ministered to his knuckles with her mler, I
soon   leaned  to   do   linguistic   analysis   in   Professor  Chappell's
ordinary language manner. I received an A+ on my term paper, and
"paradigm  case  argument"  and  ``don't  look  for the  meaning,  look

for the use!" soon slipped as easily from my lips as "you can't get
an  ought  from  an  is".  Even  in the  full throes  of conversion,  I did
notice  a  few  incongruities.  Professor Chappell wore three-piece J.
Press  suits,  Wittgenstein,  scmffy  leather jackets  (although  Monk
tells  us  these  and  the  rest  of his  wardrobe  were  very  carefully
selected   in  shopping  expeditions).   And  when  I  briefly  took  to
following   Wittgenstein's   example   in   my   philosophical   prose,
writing  short  conversational  sentences,  addressing  my  reader  as
"you",   dropping   erudite   footnotes,   and   avoiding   all   technical,

scholarly,  or philosophical terminology,  the reaction was  far more
negative than the earlier "cavalier ''.

And   why   were   people   trying   to   extract   philosophical
theses,  theories,  arguments,  and  general  views,  from  a  text  that
relentlessly disavowed and railed against such activity - to ascribe a

pAJ'/asapky  o/ /cz#grcJgc  to  a  man  whose  unsystematic  sketches
displayed  our  linguistic,  perceptual,  and  cognitive  life  as  full  of
incoherence, families of resemblances, and illusions that tempt us to
specious  philosophical  card house  building?  Further,  Wittgenstein

perpetually  claimed,  from the  rr¢c/cr/as to  the J#vesfz.grJ;.our,  that
philosophy was  a trivial,  non-genuine,  deluding,  and deeply point-
less entelprise (except perhaps as practiced by himself). Going from
Hamlet  to  a  minor  Horatio,  I  am  reminded  of a  frustrated  1983
Oxford  graduate  student  who  remarked,  after hearing  another de-
molishing lecture from linguistics Professor Roy Harris, that it was
hard  to  study  a  subject -  linguistics  - that  her  professor  denied
existed. But Wittgenstein cast such a magnetic spell that those who
did not walk out generally fell under it.
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J. L. Austin claimed that a good motto for a philosopher is
"neither   a  be-all   or  an   end-all  be".   Wittgenstein's   remarkable

anogance is that he was always trying to do both. In the rrc7c/a/"s,
after confessing that perhaps his "expressive  craftsmanship" might
have occasionally faltered, Wittgenstein said:

On the other hand the fr"ffe of the thoughts communicated
here   seems   to   me   unassailable   and  definitive.   I   am,
therefore,   of  the   opinion   that   the   problems   have   in
essentials  been  finally  solved...  The  value  of this  work
secondly consists  in the  fact that it shows  how  little has
been   done   when   these   problems   have   been   solved.
(Wittgenstein 1922, p. 29)

Hard to be more be-all and be-endian than that. In the preface to the
J77ves/I.grfj.our, Wittgenstein says he has decided to publish because
his

results, variously misunderstood, more or less mangled or
watered down, were in circulation.  This stung my vanity.
(Wittgenstein 1953, p. v-vi)

Latterly, he adds,

if my remarks do not bear a stamp which marks them as
mine, ~ I do not wish to lay any further claim to them as
my property. (Wittgenstein 1953, p. vi)

This  is of course the proud statement of an artist or poet,  insisting
on  the   inimitable  trademark   of  his   style,   his   voice.   But   it   is
inappropriate to a common collegial enterprise.

Although  he  did  enjoy  having  students,  Wittgenstein,  as
the  quotes  above  from  the  J#ves/j.g¢fi.our  suggest,  did  not  want

philosophical disciples who would spread his views any more than
a  Jackson  Pollock  would  want  to  spawn  a  second  generation  of
Pollockians   or   a   Faulkner,   Faulknerian   novelists.   Nonetheless
Wittgeustein    did    get    disciples,    lots    of   them.    There    are
Wittgensteinians,  just  as  there  are  or  used  to  be  Whiteheadians,
Hegelians, Marxists, and so on.  But there are no Russellians in the
relevant  sense.  When  Ayer  said  he  was  happy  to  be  Horatio  to
Russell's Hamlet, he was speaking for the collective field of logical
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positivism or, better, analytic philosophy more generally.
It could be said that Russell originated analytic philosophy,

but the  collegial  and  civil  Russell  wouldn't  have  said  or  thought
this.  Russell,  in fact,  handsomely credited Gottlob Frege for much
of the initial work; indeed Frege might well have rested in obscurity
had  not  Russell  publicized  his   work.   And  through  the   1910s,
Russell frequently said that Wittgenstein was his natural successor
at Cambridge and would take the next great steps  in philosophical
logic. It is impossible to imagine Wittgeustein behaving in this way:

previous philosophy, of which he read little and found what little he
read  full  of errors,  was  hopeless;  and there  was  for him no  good
prospective for subsequent philosophy - at least in the near future.
While  Russell  might  enthusiastically  refer  to  Wittgenstein  as  his
natural successor in mathematical logic, it is impossible to imagine
Wittgenstein regarding  anyone  as  his  worthy successor.  Indeed he
clearly  did  not  feel  ne  was  engaged  in  a  coirmon  enterprise  to
which  one  or  another  might  make  contributions  to  a  collective
project.

Monk,  in  7lJ!e  D#fy  a/ Ge#7.#s',  quotes  a  poem  of I.  A.
Richards   about   Wittgenstein,   appropriately   titled   `The   Strayed
Poet',

Few could long withstand your haggard beauty,
Disdainful lips, wide eyes bright-lit with scorn,
Furrowed brow, square smile, sorrow-born
World-abandoning devotion to your duty. I

And Monk adds:

Wittgenstein's   lecturing   style,   and   indeed   his   writing
style,  was  curiously  at  odds  with  his  subject-matter,  as
though  a poet had somehow strayed  into the  analysis  of
the   foundations   of  mathematics   and   The   Theory   of
Meaning. He hiniself [Wittgenstein] once wrote: `1 think I
summed  up   my   attitude   to   philosophy  when   I   said:

I Monk 1990, p. 290; Richards  1990, pp.159-162.
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philosophy ought to be whtten as  a poe/j.c compasz./z.o#.'
(Monk 1990, pp. 290-91)

A keen example of this is Wittgenstein's relationship with
Friedrich  Waismarm,  an  Austrian  Jew  of the  Vienna  Circle  but
latterly  an  ally  in,   and  public  representative   of,   Wittgenstein's
attack  on  set  theory  and  formalism  in  mathematics.   Waismann
followed Wittgenstein to England and Cambridge,  and assiduously
worked  with  Wittgenstein  on  co-authoring  an  account  of his  new
philosophical views.  Wittgenstein  let him proceed with the project
for  some  time  but  eventually  detached  himself,  apparently  telling
Waismann that he must proceed on his own. The ensuing book, 77ze
Principles Of Linguistic Philosophy, was .i:n ga.I+ey proofs in the \zrte
1930s  when  Wittgenstein  fmally  put his  foot  (or jackboot)  down,
using his considerable influence on Waismann and the press to stop

publication.  (Waismann  continued  to  painstakingly  work,  rework,
and expand the galleys  until his  death  in  1959,  and the book was
fmally published in  1965.) Wittgenstein also made a passing effort
to,  unsuccessfully,  prevent  Waismann  from  getting  a  philosophy

post in England.
This  story may be profitably  compared to  the more well-

known case of Wittgenstein's attempt to get the rr¢c/¢/ws published
shortly  after  the  end  of  World  War  I.  After  several  rejections,
Wittgeustein pleaded with Russell to write an introduction so that a
publisher    micht    take    a    chance    on    publication,    given    the
endorsement   of  a   world   famous   philosopher.   Russell   dutifully
complied, only to have Wittgeustein thunder that he had completely
misunderstood the work.  Russell went on to ensure  its publication.
A decade later Russell also cooperated with G. E. Moore in helping
Wittgenstein get a teaching position in Cambridge.

For his long and intermittent philosophical career, Russell
worked within a common collegial community, respectfully reading
and referring to other philosophical work. There is a common myth,
abetted by Wittgenstein's disciples among others, and occasionally
by  Russell  himself,  that  Russell's  serious  philosophical  work,  as
opposed  to  popularizatious  and  political  and  social  commentary,
ceased shortly after World War I. Nonetheless,  Russell returned to
technical  philosophy  in  the  late   1930s  and  the   1940s  and  did
irmovative  and  important  work.   Monk  notes   incredulously  that
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W.V.  Quine opined that Russell's  1940 Jngwi.ry /#/a Afea#j.#g a#d
rrwffo  was  "Russell's  most  important book"  (Monk  1990,  p.  144).
Initial drafts  of J#qwz.ry were delivered to a University of Chicago
class  attended  by  Rudolph  Camap,  Charles  Morris,  and  others;
Camap later recalled, "Russell had the felicitous ability to create an
atmosphere in which every participant did his best to contribute to
the  common  task"  (Monk  1990,  p.  221).  /ngwj.ry was  followed  in
\948 by Human Knowledge.. Its Scope and Limits, in which F`ussell
emphasized the  importance of empirical science to philosophy - a
view that many then found hopelessly dated but which now appears
prescient.

Wittgenstein, by contrast, was not only a poetical artist, he
was  specifically an epigrarmist.  In perhaps the best essay written
on    Wittgenstein's    work,    Stanley    Cavell    likens    him    to    La
Rochefoucauld (Cavell  1962, p.  92).  That is decidedly the point of
Wittgenstein's  famous  comment  that  his  worthy  ``sketches"  were
trademarked  as  his  own.  Russell,  on  the  other hand,  occasionally
wrote idiosyncratically in his least philosophical pieces - and he did
whte short stories.  But his most philosophical writing, as Camap's
remark  suggests,  is  part  and  parcel  of  a  common  philosophical
tradition   (which   is   perhaps   why   my   University   of   Chicago
Mathematics ABC course contained no specific Russellian prose).

In  1955,  r7]e  Priso#er  appeared,  a movie  in which  Alec
Guinness    played    a    Polish    Cardinal    and   Jack    Hawkins    his
communist      inquisitor/confessor      (Grenville      1955).      Roughly
conforming  to  historical  fact,  the  Hawkins  interrogator,  through
sleeplessness  and  ingenious  questioning,  manages  to  convince  the
Cardinal that he is a proud and vain man who can only expiate his
sinfulness   to   a   working   class   populace   through   confessing   to
collaborating   with   fascists   during   and   after   World   War   11.
Captivated inquisitorially, caught by memories of his childhood and
distaste  for  his  humble  origins,  the  Cardinal  confesses  in  open
court. His suave confessor then has the best line in this remarkable,
and remarkably political, movie. He says of the Cardinal, "A proud
man would have been more skeptical."

The  same  might  be  said  respecting  Russell  in  Monk's
increasingly insistent indictment of him as  a monstrously vain and

prideful egotist.  To  invert Churchill's remark that modest Clement



18 JUSTIN LEIBER

Atlee had much to be modest about, Russell had much to be proud
of.  But what is extraordinary in Russell's history are the  instances
in which he humbly submitted to a younger and less accomplished
inquisitor who impressively insisted to Russell that he, Russell, was
fraudulent,  incapable  of serious  thought,  lacking  moral  or  person
integrity or genuineness. Russell fell for this gambit most famously
to Wittgenstein, but also to D. H. Lawrence and, to a lesser degree,
others.

After  Russell  completed Prz.#c;P!.a A4lcrffre"crJj.ccz,  his  next
substantial philosophical work was  77ze  7lJ]eory o/K#ow/edge,  but
Wittgeustein's  attack  in  1913  on this  and his  other work,  affected
Russell so deeply that he felt, for many years, that he was incapable
of serious  technical  philosophical  work  (the  manuscript  itself was
not published  until  years  after  Russell's  death).  Russell  tuned  to
writing  on  political  and  social  topics   and  fiction.   Through  the
Bloomsbury circle he came under the spell of D. H. Lawrence. For
a time Russell was inspired by Lawrence's wild, fascist talk and his
penchant   for  criticizing   Russell.   But  when  war  calne,   Russell
eventually tuned away from Lawrence's anti-democratic and blood
thirsty views. One of Lawrence's parting shots may have seriously
wounded  Russell,  "You  are  too  full  of devilish  repressions  to  be
anything  but  lustful  and  cruel.  I  would  rather  have  the  Geman
soldiers  with  rapine  and  cruelty,  that  you  with  your  words  of
goodness. . .It is #of the hatred of falsity which inspires you. It is the
hatred   of  people,   of  flesh   and   blood"   (Monk   1996,   p.   426).
Doubtless a proudly cruel man would have been more skeptical.

And presumably a proudly cruel man would have been less
engaged. While Monk might have found the suggestion for his title
in   Richards'   line,   "World-abandoning   devotion  to   your  duty,"
Monk  saws  off "world-abandoning"  part and  adds  "of genius" to
get his title  Zlfoe D#fy a/ Ge#I.zts.  We know  Wittgenstein deplored
Russell's  attempt to  write  about philosophy for the  general public
and  we  may  suspect  that  he  was  no  more  pleased  with  Russell's
attempts  to  address  the  general  public  about  moral  and  political
matters.  Familiarly, Russell vigorously campaigned for a quick and
equitable end to  World  War  I,  losing many of his  friends  and his
Cambridge    lectureship,    and   spending   six   months    in   prison.
Wittgeustein,   on   the   other   hand   dutifully  joined   the   Austro-
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Hungarian  army,  eventually  becoming  termed  the  "bible  soldier.'
because  of his  attempts  to  recommend  Tolstoy's  version  of the
Gospels.   Tolstoy's   version   avoids   attributing   any   supernatural
actions to Christ. Subsequently, Wittgenstein vigorously defended a
view of religion that made it irrefutable to any scientific discovery,
and his  scorn for science was matched by his respect for religion.
After his manifest failure as a schoolteacher, Wittgenstein sought to
become   a  monk  but  was   discouraged  in  this   venture.   "World-
abandoning" does seem appropriate.

When  Russell  visited  the  Soviet  Union  in  1920,  he  de-

plored the totalitarian regime long before Stalin's ascendancy. Witt-
genstein, however, held a rather romantic view of the Soviet Union
long into the Stalinist era, even seeking jobs there as common labor
for himself and one  of his student companions.  This was rather to
the  consternation  of the  Soviet  authorities,  who,  in  suspicion  and

puzzlement, were inclined to suggest an academic position to Witt-
8enstein.

Monk's remarks at the begirming of his second volume on
Russell  suggest  that  he   is  aware  that  someone   else  might  put
together the many facts he collected in a very different picture. That
is  certainly  true.  Yet  Monk  is  perplexed that  Russell's  apparently
rational and intelligent daughter Kate sees a near wholly admirable
Russell  while  more  in.tinately  contemplating  the  same  data  that
Monk  fmds  so  appalling.  Again  he reports  with  astonishment that
Russell's  first wife Alys retained a marked affection for Russell to
her death several decades after their separation.

What  seems  to  particularly  outrage  Monk  was  Russell's
involvement in the  Cuban missile  crisis  and his  subsequent highly

public anti-American activities. Or, even more, what enrages Monk
is his belief that Russell might think his actions had any influence
on  the  world's  events  and  that  a  professional  philosopher  should
disgrace  himself  and  the  profession  by  egotistically  engaging  in

public  affairs.  There  is  more  than  a  little  of Professor Chappell's
attitude  in  Monk's  screed  against  Russell.  Philosophers  shouldn't
address the general public, particularly about political matters, and
they should never have the gall to believe that they can ever have
any  effect on political  matters.  Just as  for Professor Chappell,  no

gadflies on the body of the state, please!
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When the Cuban missile crisis brewed up, with the USSR
clearly  trying  to  give  Cuba  some  protection  against  repeated  US
invasion  attempts,  JFK  produced  a  naval  blockade  of Cuba  and
demanded  the  removal  of  the  partially  installed  missiles.   Both
actions were acts of war and ones without the slightest support from
international   law   or  the   UN.   Russell   dispatched   telegrams   to
Kennedy  and  Khnishchev,   suggesting  what  in  fact  became  the
eventual   solution  -  namely,   that  the   US   should   forswear  the
invasion  of Cuba  and  that  the  USSR  should  in  turn  remove  its
missiles,   with  the  eventual  removal  of  US  missiles   in  Turkey.
Khrushchev responded with a telegram to Russell,  seemingly as an
informal way of announcing his sentinents to the world. Kennedy
did  not  address  Russell  directly,   aside  from  the`  response  to  a
reporter's  question that  Russell  did not speak for the Free  World.
Monk is quite right to insist that there  is no credible evidence that
Russell's intervention had an effect on the event. However, there is
no  obvious  evidence  that  it  had  no  positive  effect  whatsoever.  It
may not be the duty of genius but it is the duty of anyone to speak
out to the degree that they can for legality, morality,  and peace  in
human affairs.  Russell had a loud voice and took it as his duty to
make it as loud as he could and use it rationally and well. Surely, in
the Cuban missile crisis he did the best a man in his position could
do.  He  also  spoke  civilly  and  with  worldly  concern to  his  fellow
citizens about common concerns.

Wittgeustein's  reaction  to  the  atomic  bomb  was  rather
different.  Monk writes  "In  a curious  sense  he  even welcomed the
bomb" and he quotes Wittgenstein as saying:

The   hysterical   fear   over  the   atom   bomb   now  being
experienced,   or   at   any  rate   expressed,   by  the  public
almost suggests that at last something really salutary has
been invented. The fright at least gives the inpression of
a really effective bitter medicine. I can't help thinking:  if
this  didn't  have  something  good  about  it the  philistines
wouldn't be making an outcry.  But perhaps this  too  is a
childish  idea.  Because  really  all  I  can  mean  is  that  the
bomb offers a prospect of the end, the destruction, of an
evil,  -  our  disgusting  soapy  water  science ....   there  is
nothing good or desirable about scientific knowledge and
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that mankind,  in seeking it,  is  falling into a trap.  (Monk
1990, p. 485)

Monk goes on to remark, "Thus, his `dream' of the coming collapse
of science and industry was an anticipation of an age in which his
type of thinking would be more generally accepted and understood.
It is  linked with his remark to  Drury:  `My type of thinking  is not
wanted  in  this  present  age  ...  Perhaps  in  a  hundred years  people
will really want what I am writing."

Toward    tine    e;nd    o£    Introduction    to    Mathematical
PAJ./orapky  (1919)  Russell  committed  one  of  his  few  deviations
from  standard philosophical prose,  remarking that he would stress
the  ambiguity  of the  verb  "to  be"  even  if he  were  dead  from the
waist down and not "merely in prison." Much latter, in his eighties,
Russell was briefly jailed for his opposition to British possession of
nuclear  weapons.  This  led  to  an  immortal  cartoon  in  Pzt#c¢  in
which  we  see  gadfly  Russell  between  two  large  bozos  in  prison
uniform against  a prison wall with  a large hole  in  it.  Surounding
them are  several thick-headed policemen of whom one says "Now
who's   the  brains   behind  this?"  Arrogantly  "world-abandoning"
Russel.I was not. Socratic philosopher he was.

Phi lo sophy Department
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A LETTER To TIIE EDITOR oF rrA4]E Az4G4zINE*

by BERTRAND RUSSELL
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INTRODUCTION

by RAY PERKINS, JR.

Russell's   involvement   in   India's   struggle   for   civil   liberty   and
national independence has gone largely unnoticed by all his official
biographers, even though Russell was Chair of the India League in
London during the  1930s and permed five letters to the Ma#ches/er
G"crrc7j.¢#   in   support   of  Indian   social   reforms   and   in   general
sympathy with the aspirations of Gandhi' s National Congress Party.
While  in  the  US  during  World  War  Two  Russell  continued  to
concern himself with Indian politics and wrote five more letters to
the editor during the war. I

At  the  tine  of this  letter  to  rj.me  magazine,  the  Cripps'
mission had been initiated by Churchill to secure Indian cooperation
in the war  in  exchange  for Indian  independence  at the  war's end.
But negotiations broke down, and Gandhi's demand for immediate
independence and British withdrawal from India led to his arrest in
August.   Russell  had  already  expressed  disapproval  of  Gandhi's

position in a letter to the Ivew yor4 ri.meg in early August.2
In this  letter,  to my knowledge not published in full since

its   initial   appearance   in   I;.mc   magazine,   Russell   compliments
rj.me's  account  of  Indian  events,  explains  the  rationale  for  the
British position and expresses his hopes that a compromise may be

yet reached.

Reprinted with the permission of the Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation.
See Yours Faithf ally, Bertrand Russell, pp. 182-90.
Yours Faithf fully, pp.  182-83.
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PHILOSOPHER' S HOPE

Time Magazine
September 28,  1942

Sirs,  I have read with much interest the account of Indian
events and persons in T7.me, Aug. 24. I admire the impartiality with
which highly controversial matters are treated. I deplore the present
conflict  in  India,  but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  possible,  as  the
Congress  party  demanded,   to  hand  over  the   Government  to  a
professedly representative collection of Indians hastily assembled in
the middle of a war, and bitterly at odds among themselves on many
important    questions.    Apart    from    the    difficulties    necessarily
involved  in  a  change  while  a  Japanese  invasion  is  inminent,  the
replies to  Sir Stafford Cripps made clear that a British withdrawal
now would leave India in chaos and anarchy, if not actually in civil
war, which would result in an easy conquest of India by Japan.

I still hope that a compromise may be reached, perhaps by
the  British  Government  inviting  suggestions  from  commissioners
appointed  by the  Governments  of the  United  States,  the  U.S.S.R.
and  China,   such  suggestions  to  be  made  after  conference  with
Indian   leaders.   Such   articles   as   yours   are   extremely  useful   in
helping American readers to understand the very complex problems
involved.

Bertrand Russell

Malvem, Pa.
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RUSSELL ON MONISTIC THEORY

JANE DURAN

ABSTRACT:  In comparing Russell's two short essays,  `The Monistic
Theory  of Truth'  and  `Pragmatism',  it is shown that Russell  finds
sinilar problems with the notion of truth used both in neo-Hegelian
idealism  and  pragmatism,  and  that  he  also  fmds  an  unacceptable
murkiness in the ideas of each.

Two essays by Russell collected in his  1910 PAf./osapfoj.ca/ Essays,
`Pragmatism'  (1909)  and  `The  Monistic  Theory  of Truth'  (1906-

07), are remarkably united in a way that seems to ask for commen-
tary.I While `Pragmatism' has received extensive comment from an
enormous  range  of sources,  the  relatively  encapsulated  views  of
`The  Monistic  Theory  of  Truth'  have  not  been  given  the  same

amount  of attention.  Since  each piece  is  brief,  light  shone  on the
two of them simultaneously may help to elucidate some of the main

points of both.

I.

In  `The  Monistic  Theory  of Truth',  Russell  continues  his
lengthy project of tuning the tables on nco-Hegelianism by making
it clear that simply setting out what it is that H.H. Joachim and other
neo-Hegelians actually hold will destroy their argument. This is so,
Russell claims, because some sort of correspondence theory of tmth
-  even  if unacknowledged  -  is  required  in  order  to  make  even
mininal  sense  of the  "coherentist"  or "monistic"  position that the
neo-Hegelians  espouse.  For  example,  in  Part  I  of `The  Monistic
Theory of Truth',  Russell sums up his  larger argument against the

References  throughout  this  paper  are  to  the  1966  Simon  &  Schuster
edihiion o£ Philosophical Essays.
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cohering side with four brief points, the last of which is as follows:

In  order  to  prove  that  there  can  be  only  one  coherent
whole, the theory is compelled to appeal to "experience",
which must consist in knowing particular truths, and thus
requires a notion of truth that the monistic theory carmot
admit. (p.  139)

As  Russell  has  argued at  an  earlier point  in the  text,  the
proposition  "Bishop  Stubbs  was  hanged  for  murder"  carmot  be
meaningfully experienced unless  we can assign a truth-value to  it,
but the monistic theory, an earlier sort of super-holism, asks us not
to  assign  a  truth  value  to  isolated  propositions  because  such  an
assignlnent is "no help towards constructing the whole of truth". a.
138)  Because,  as  Russell  claims,  this  position  ultimately  under-
mines itself, it camot be maintained.

This  same  line  of argument  is  used  in  `Pragmatism'.  The
crux   of  both   essays,   though   this   is   perhaps   more   obvious   in
`Pragmatism',     revolves     around    the    notions     of    truth    and

correspondence  -  Russell  believes  in  correspondence  and  prag-
matists   don't,   or   in   Rortian   terminology,   Russell   believes   in
mirrors,  and  the  pragmatists  do  not.  Russell's  argument  here  is
similar  to  that  used  in   `The  Monistic  Theory  of  Truth'  -  the

pragmatists'  conception  of truth not only abuses natural  language,
Out must somehow be less than straightforward.  It would appear to
rest  on  a correspondence  notion  of what would count as true.  On
Russell's view, any anti-foundational theory of truth -such as those
espoused by both the pragmatists  and the nco-Hegelians - fails to
capture what modem logic has shorn, e.g., about the nature of truth
and of assertions of truth.

11.

Part of what Russell aims to do in `The Monistic Theory of
Truth'  is  to  show  -  by  establishing  the  incoherence  of what  the
monists are calling the "axiom of internal relations" - that no sense
whatsoevercanbemadeofthedoctrine.Thisiscomparativelyeasy
to  do;  Bradley,  Joachim  and  the  others  assume  that  since  all  is
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ultimately one, no meaningful predication can be made of the parts
of the  totality.  Russell  is  able  to  show  convincingly  that  without
meaningful predication at some lower level (such as that needed to
state the axiom),  no predication can be made of the whole, so that
the doctrine of internal relations is incoherent.

In typical close analysis, he exposes the inconsistencies of
the  doctrine  while  allowing  the  reader  to  wonder  how  it  is  that

grown adults ever came to formulate such a theory in the first place.
For example, he writes with respect to the "axiom":

A more searching argument against the axiom of internal
relations is derived from a consideration of what is meant
by  the  `nature'  of a  term.  Is  this  the  same  as  the  terin
itself, or is it different? If it is different, it must be related
to the term, and the relation of a temi to its nature cannot
without an endless regress be reduced to something other
than a relation.  Thus if the axiom is to be adhered to, we
must suppose  that  a term  is not  other than its nature.  In
that case, every true proposition attributing a predicate to
a  subject  is  purely  analytic,  since  the  subject  is  its  own
whole  nature,  and  the  predicate  is  part  of that  nature.
(pp.144-145)

Thus, contra the idealists and their axiom of intemal relations, there
I.s predication  between a term and  its  "nature"  (or really,  between
expressions  of them).  As  Russell goes  on to  explain,  this  analysis
also   destroys   the   notion   that   coherence   can   meaningfully   be

predicated  of the  collection  of propositions  as  a whole,  since  the
very notion of predication is under attack.

Again,  the  point  of Russell's  analysis  is  to  establish  that
which  is  now  taken  for  granted  philosophically,  and  that  is  that
predication and propositional content are relations, and that we can
characterize those relations. Because this notion is so familiar to us,
we find it difficult to distance ourselves from it sufficiently to come
to   grips   with   the   novelty   of   what   Russell   is   saying.   Both
`Pragmatism'  and  `The  Monistic  Theory  of Truth'  are  attacks  on

doctrines that inply that there is some meaning to `truth' other than
a  correspondence  relationship.  But  if truth  is  not  understood  as
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correspondence  with things,  no proposition can be  examined with
respect to  experience and assigned a truth-value,  and all doctrines
become unintelligible.  The Bradleyan system under examination in
`The Monistic  Theory of Truth'  is  incoherent and nonsensical; the

pragmatist tradition,  as presented  in Russell's examination of it,  is
probably slightly less nonsensical but carmot survive much scrutiny.

Russe'll  himself  sometimes   draws  the  two  doctrines   of
idealism and pragmatism together, as when he says,

I   do   not   observe   that   idealists   distinguish   these   two
meanings  [of the  notion  of `relation'];  indeed,  speaking
generally,  they  tend  to  identify  a  proposition  with  its
consequences,   thus   embodying   one   of  the   distinctive
tenets of pragmatism. (pp.  141)

If there is no correspondence notion of truth - no conception that
propositions  can be  examined with respect to experience and then
assigned  a  truth  value  -  there  can  be  no  intelligible  doctrine  of
either consequences or of the nature of things. But in order to come
to this conclusion, Russell must engage in a close analysis that has
devastating ends for his opponents.

Ill.

In addition to difficulties with theories of truth that do not
live up to their billing, Russell has an understandable difficulty with
what might charitably be termed philosophical vagueness, and both
`The  Monistic  Theory  of  Truth'   and   `Pragmatism'   attack  their

opponents on these grounds.
The   charge   of  vagueness   is   related   to   the   lack   of

development of any kind of view of truth,  but  it is possible to at
least mininally make some distinctions between the two. One of the
areas  that  Russell  fmds  the  least  praiseworthy  in  the  work  of
Joachim is the appeal to "organicity";  it is this very organicity,  as
Russell repeatedly maintains, that prevents the doctrine from being
comprcheusible  in such a way that it can be clearly articulated,  let
alone maintained.  a.  132) As  Russell hinself says,  his opponents
frequently  characterize  his  own  philosophical  work  as  "crude";
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what they must really dislike is that it is so clear that it can actually
be understood. (p.  132) On his view, a philosophical doctrine ought
to be able to be clearly grasped and articulated. Russell abhors any
sort of philosophical view that proceeds as  if it is so intellectually
sophisticated that  it cannot be understood.  As he  says  of the nco-
Hegelian   stance,   ``The   position   which   I   have   been   trying   to
represent is always considered, by those who hold it, a very difficult
one to apprehend .... " (p.  132)

Although  Russell  does  not  find the  pragmatists  guilty  of
the  same  degree  of imprecision,  he  does  find  it  difficult,  in many
cases, to delineate the precise claim being made. With the Jalnesian
version of pragmatism,  it is not clear,  Russell contends, whether it
is   the   actual   will   to   believe,   the   pragmatist   temper,   that   is
constitutive   of   the   doctrine,   or   whether   the   doctrine   stands
independently. As he notes,

[The]  essay on the will to believe is important, because it
has been widely read and much criticized, both adversely
and favorably, and beeause it affords a good introduction
to  the  pragmatist  temper  of mind.  Some  practice  in  the
will to believe  is  an almost  indispensable preliminary to
the     acceptance     of     pragmatism;     and     conversely

pragmatism, when once accepted, is found to give the full
justification of the will to believe. (p. 83)

In  each  case,  then,  part  of what  causes,  for  Russell,  the
lack  of appeal  of the  doctrine  in  question  is  that  it  is  very  hard,
ultimately,  to  come  clear  as  to just what that  doctrine  is.  For the
"monistic theory", there is apparently no such thing as an individual

truth,   even   though,   as   Russell   notes,   the   full-scale   "organic"
doctrine  would  require  such  a  notion  were  it  able  to  make  any

predication of any kind, including of its organic whole. In what the
"organicity" consists is left more or less to the reader's imagination,

in  the  same  way  that the  conclusion  of a  novel  or  literary  work
might not be fully set out. Although the pragmatists in general have
been   somewhat   more   specific,   it   is   not   clear   whether   some
emotional dynanic drives the establishme-nt of the epistemological
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portion   of   the   doctrine,    or   whether   it   can   be   maintained
independently of the emotional dynamic.

Russell quite rightly excoriates this lack of clarity, and the
more  scathing  parts  of his  rebuttal,  particularly  in  `The  Monistic
Theory',  are  actually  quite  humorous  and  fully  up  to  his  usual
standard. A good deal of levity informs the following part of `The
Monistic  Theory o'f Truth',  even though  it  is  employed to make a
philosophical point:

As for the deus ex machina, the ideal experience in which
the whole of tnrfu is actualized, I will merely observe that
he  is  in general  somewhat  discredited,  and that  idealists
themselves are rather ashamed of him,  as appears by the
fact that they never mention him when they can help  it,
and that when they do, they introduce hin with apologetic
words, such as  `what is true j.# /foe enc7,  - as though what
is true  `in the end'  were  anything different from what is
true. (p.  138)

Although  we   may  be   laughing   so   hard  that  we   lose  track  of
Russell's greater point here, the crux of the matter is, of course, that
there is no way to unpack the "monistic theory" that leaves it with
any credibility.

IV.

In  both  essays,  then,  Russell  makes  use  of the  modem
predicate   calculus,    ignored,   as   he   sees   it,   by   both   sets   of
philosophers, to make the point that the doctrines in question do not
make  sense.  Part of the pretentiousness  of the belief systems,  as  I
have indicated here, resides in their vagueness, and Russell is easily
able to criticize the vagueness since it appears early on given close
examination. The monistic view has a certain Leibnizian appeal, for
example, but unlike some pats of Leibniz'  views which can be at
least  set  out  explicitly,  the  monistic  view  carmot  be  adequately
stated,  since  any  attempt  to  state  it  clearly  undermines  it.  The
variety of views subsumed under pragmatism are not quite as easily
undermined, but as Russell is at pains to make clear, it is not at all
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obvious  what  motivates  them,  or  at  what  philosophical  goal  they
aim.

Russell is also clear on how it is that a philosophy should
hang together, if in fact it does hang together. As he says at the very
outset of `The Monistic Theory of Truth', logical monism is related
to ontological monism. (p.  131)

If it  is  indeed the case that it is the metaphysical monisin
that  is  the  driving  force  here  -  and  this,  apparently,  is  what  the
thinkers in question would like us to believe - then that part of the
view should be patently clear and susceptible of ready articulation.
But it should also be related to logical monism, and it is the attempt
to  set out the  logical monism that undoes the view.  Russell  is not
only  on  sure  ground  here;  the  clarity  and  brilliance  of the  essay
derive  from  the  fact  that  logical  monism  is  used  to  destroy  the
notion  of the  metaphysical  monism that  is,  allegedly,  the  heart of
the doctrine.

Insofar as pragmatism is concerned, Russell remarks that

[The  pragmatists]  point triumphantly to  the  influence  of
desire  upon  belief,  and  boast  that  their  theory  alone  is
based  upon  a  true  psychological  account  of how  belief
arises.  With  this  account  we  have  no  quarrel;  what  we
deny  is  its  relevance  to  the  question:  What  is  meant  by
`truth' and `falsehood'? ®p. 96-97)

In other words, it micht well be thought that the one set of questions

precedes the  other,  but as Russell makes  clear,  the pragmatists do
not seem to show that they have understood this.

I  have  argued  here  that  there  is  a  close  tie  between  the
comparatively brief essays  in  question.  But that argument has not
been  difficult  to  make.  The  clarity  of Russell's  work,  the  time

period, the development of logic, and a number of other features all
bring  the  writings   of  this  period  together.   Of  greater  interest,

perhaps,  is  a  feature  that  might  initially  be  thought  to  be  non-
philosophical.  There  is  a  great  humanism  behind  these  essays,  a
humanism  which  infomed  Russell's  life.  It  is  a  humanism  that
refuses  to  swallow  the  murky  and  superficially  palatable  for  the
sake  of some purported wondrous  goal.  Insofar as that clarity and
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concern  for  the  general  intellectual  welfare  dominated  most  of
Russell's  life, thoucht, and work, the two essays in question are -
and  one  hesitates  to  use  the  word - merely  "parts"  of the  great
driving   work   that   consumed   Russell   throughout   his   life   and
motivates our admiration to this day.
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M.N. ROY'S HUMANIST ODYSSEY

PHIL EBERSOLE

Dr. Ra:rmendra Na;th: .  M.N.  Roy's  New  Humanism  and Materialism.
Buddhiwadi  Foundation  (216-A,   Sri  Khrisnapuri,   Patna-800001,
India), 2001. Pp.144.100 rupeesrus $5.

Bertrand Russell is a fascinating subject for study because
he was not only a significant thinker in his own right, but was also
involved with  so many  of the controversies  and key people of his
time.  The  same  might  be  said  of the  Indian  thinker  M.N.  Roy
(1887-1954).

Roy's  intellectual  odyssey  took him  fi.om  militant  Hindu
nationalist to communist to humanist and radical democrat. He was
acquainted  with  Einstein  and  Gramsci,  collaborated  with  Lenin,
inspired Nehru, and was a political opponent of Stalin, Chiang Kai-
shek and Gandhi.  I confess  I was  ignorant of Roy's  life and ideas
until  I  read  Dr.   Ramendra  Nath's  new  book,  A4:IV.   jzo)/'s  Ivew
Hwmcr#/.sin    cr#d    A4l¢ferj.cz/I.s",    published    by    the    Buddhiwadi
Foundation.

M.N.  Ray's  New  Humanism  and  Materialism provides  a
succinct  and  clear  exposition  of  Roy's  thought  and  a  brief but
fascinating  sketch of his  life.  Roy became  an  active  nationalist  at
the  age of 14  and  left India  in  1915  in a quest to buy arms  for a

planned uprising against British rule. He wandered through most of
eastern  Asia   and   then   came   to   the   United   States,   where   he
discovered  the  thought  of  Karl  Marx  in  the  New  York  Public
Library. In 1919, he was in Mexico and participated in the founding
of the Mexican Communist Party.   He was invited to Russia in 1920
for   the    second   conference   of   the    Communist   International
(Comintem),  where  Lenin asked him to  present his  own thesis on
national liberation movements. By  1926, Roy was a member of all
four  policy-making  bodies  of the  Comintem-the  Presidium,  the
Political   Secretariat,   the   Executive   Committee,   and   the   World
Congress.
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The Comintem sent hin to China in  1927 with the mission
to  forge  an alliance between the communists and the Kuomintang
nationalists.   His   arrival   coincided   with   the   massacre   of   the
communists  by  the  Kuomintang  forces  of  Chiang  Kai-shek.  He
returned   to   Russia   in   disfavor,   and   was   expelled   from   the
Communist  International  in  1929.  He  said  the  real  reason  he  was
expelled was his claim to the right of independent thought.

He  retuned  to  India  in   1930,  and  was  jailed  in   1931.
While  in  prison,  he  VIote  some  of his  major works,  in  which  he
tried to work out a humanist and democratic philosophy appropriate
to Indian conditions. He joined the Indian National Congress when
he was released in  1936,  but resigned in  1940 because he opposed
Gandhi's Quit India campaign. Roy's view was that the war against
the  Axis  powers  temporarily  took  priority  over  the  independence
struggle.

In   1944,   Roy  prepared   a   draft   constitution   for   India,
emphasizing  decentralization,  devolution  of power  and  a  kind  of
syndicalism    or    Jeffersonian    democracy,    consistent    with    his
humanistic desire to restore sovereignty to the individual in society.
He founded the Indian Renaissance Institute in  1946, and published
Iven/ ff#mcr#;.sin.. ,4 "a#j/es/o,  whose  22 theses  are  included as an
appendix to Dr.  Ramendra's book. Roy rejected both Communism
and capitalism, and put forth a philosophy of decentralized "radical
democracy" as an alternative to parliamentary democracy.

In  1948,  he  launched the Radical  Humanist Movement,  a
nonpartisan political movement, to make India what he considered a
true   democracy.   He   was   a   founding   vice   president   of   the
International  Humanist  and  Ethical   Union  (IHEU);   the  Radical
Humanist   Movement   was   one   of  the   original   IHEU   member
organizations.  The  IHEU  has  in  his  honor  created  the  M.N  Roy
Human Development Campus in Munbai (Bombay).

Dr.  Ramendra  places  Roy's  ideas  in  the  context  of the
history  of  materialist  philosophy,   including  a  tantalizingly  brief
mention  of  Lokayat  or  Charvaka,  an  ancient  Indian  school  of
materialist thought.  While Roy opposed the glorification of India's
so-called spiritual heritage, he favored a rational and critical study
of ancient Indian philosophy. He thought it might do for India what
the  rediscovery  of ancient  Greek  thought  did  for  Europe  in  the
Renaissance.
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Roy's  version  of materialism  was  an  ethical  philosophy.
He  believed  that human beings  have  the  power to make  free  and
rational  choices,  and  that  they  have  a  duty  to  do  this  without
debasing themselves before inaginary supematural beings.

Dr.  Ramendra  explains  how  Roy's  thought differed  from
Marxian materialism.  According to  Roy,  Marxian determinism did
not allow for human freedom and it neglected ethics. Like Bertrand
Russell,   Roy  perceived  there   is  no   logical  connection  between
Marx's philosophical materialism (there  is  no  supernatural reality)
and  his historical materialism  (everything  in history has  economic
causes).

Roy  preferred  to  call  his  philosophy  "physical  realism,"
meaning  that  the  physical  world  comprises  all  of reality,  and  a
supposed supernatural or spiritual realm is not necessary to explain
the  world.  He  did  not  think  the  discoveries  of modem  physics
invalidate  physical  realism.  The  universe may not be  mechanistic,
but  it is  still understandable through rational  inquiry,  according to
Roy.

Dr.   Ramendra   points   out   there   is   the   same   logical
disjunction within  M.N.  Roy's  thought that  Roy  observed  in  Karl
Marx,   in  that  physical  realism  neither  contradicts  nor  supports
Roy's  new  humanist  political  philosophy.   While  this  is  true,   I
would add that there is a psychological, if not a logical, cormection
between the two aspects of Roy's ideas. The person who is able to
reject supernatural beliefs  and apply his  own understanding to the

physical world is a person likely to desire political freedom and the
right to apply his own understanding to society.

Dr. Ramendra deserves credit not only as a writer but as a
publisher.   He  and  his  wife,  Dr.   Kawaljeet  Kaur,  together  with
relatives  and  friends,  founded  the  Buddhiwadi  Samaj  (the  Bihar
Rationalist Society or BRS) in  1985,  following a wave of religious
riots  and  killings  sparked  by  the  assassination  of Prine  Minister
Indira  Gandhi  by her  Silch guards.  They have persevered through
the years to  give  a voice to humanism.  One can only guess at the
difficulty of their effort.

They launched the Buddhiwadi Foundation in  1996  as an
independent  affiliate  of the  BRS.  The  foundation publishes  books
and  newsletters  in  Hindi  and  English,  and  maintains  a  humanist
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library  and  research  center.  At  present  Dr.  Ramendra  and  Dr.
Kawaljeet are collaborating on a new work -Ra/;.o#cl//.s/, f7„ma#j.s/
and Atheistic Trends in Twentieth Century Indian Thought,  a srfudy
of seven leading Indian thinkers.

The        Buddhiwadi        Foundation        web        s ite        at
http://www.buddhiwadi.org is well worth a look. It contains, among
other  things,  10  online  essays  by  Dr.  Ranendra  and  two  by  Dr.
Kawaljeet in English.  Dr.  Ranendra is very much in the Bertrand
Russell tradition.  He  says  in his  online essay "Is God Dead?" that
Bertrand Russell is his favorite philosopher. His Ph.D. thesis was on
the ethics of Bertrand Russell, and is available from the Buddhiwadi
Foundation. A briefer essay on Russell's ethics is available online.
Another  online   essay,   "Why  I  Am  Not  a  Hindu,"   was  partly
inspired by Russell's "Why I Am Not a Christian."

I  would  particularly  recommend  the  essay,  "Why  I  Am
Not a Hindu," to North American hulnanists.  We North American
humanists sometimes think of Indian philosophy in tens of swamis
and yogis,  and to give them the benefit of the  doubt which we do
not extend to the Christian religion. Dr. Ramendra's book on M.N.
Roy reminds us that there is another tradition in Indian philosophy,
one which it would behoove us to learn about.
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DENTON ON SCIENCE AND RELIGION
AND IVor ON THE NEXT WAR

Clro TRAINER

Pcter H. DeritorL.  The  ABC  Of Armageddon:  Bertrand  Russell  on
Science,  Religion,  and  the  Next  War.  AIbzLny..  State  UrLiversky  o£
New York Press, 2001. pp. xxvi,174.

The British philosopher Bertrand Russell will probably be
remembered   most   through   the   ages   for   his   contributions   to
mathematical  logic  at  the  begiming  of the  20th  century.  But  the
First  World  War  proved  to  be  a  watershed  event  for  Russell
personally. He spoke of how one of the war's effects on him was to
render the  world  of abstract  ideas  "thin  and rather  trivial"  in  the
light of the suffering perpetrated by the prevailing havoc.

Peter  Denton  is  Assistant Professor in the  Department of
History,  Philosophy,  and  Religious  Studies  at  the  University  of
Winnjxpeg. Ln hits bock The ABC Of Armageddon:  Bertrand Russell
on Science, Religion, and the Next War, he treats Bert[and RLussell.s
interwar period relative  to the  problem that Denton never tires  of
describing as "the old savage in the new civilization".  To be sure,
Russell had brooded over how  science  liberated us  from needs  in
certain  areas,  on  the  one  hand,  while,  on  the  other,  fostering  an
industrial  culture  that  is  less  free.  Above  all,  Russell  had  waned
that "Material progress has  increased men's power of injuring one
another,  and there  has  been no  conelative moral progress."   And
Denton  explains  that,  however disinclined  Russell  had  become to
the "abstract world of ideas", he had hardly "become a disciple of
Henry Ford." Rather "[t]he misrepresentation of science as nothing
more   than   technique,   in   which   the   value   of  knowledge   was
measured  not  by  its  truth  but  by  its  utility,  aroused  Russell's  ire
throughout the interwar period."

Denton  begins  his  book  with  a  discussion  of  Russell's
contemporaries   who   also   addressed   science's   role   in   society.
Chapter   2   is   basically   a   synopsis   of  Russell's   Prospects  /or
Industrial Civilisation and The Scientiif iic Outlook. Chapter 3 c,overs
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Russell's views on religion and the inplications for religion of the
then  new  revelations  in  physics.  Chapters  4  and  5  are  about  the
philosophical implications of the advances in physics for the rivalry
between science and religion and how Russell saw the  differences
between  science  and religion  as  ultinately  irreconcilable.  Finally,
Chapters 6 and 7 are a discussion of how the endeavors of Russell
to cope with "the old savage in the new civilization" were doomed
to  failure  because  of  his  philosophy's  lack  of  an  "operational
metaphysic".

Zlte .4BC' a/Armcrgedao# is highly readable. The footnotes
are good,  and many helpful summaries  are provided.  This enables
the book to be used as a convenient guide for the relevant primary
source material.  In the book's preface,  Denton expresses his hope
that by concentrating on Russell ' s "largely neglected" contribution
to  the  public  discussion  of the  world's  state  between  the  world
wars,   as   well   as   the   assorted   notions   to   which   Russell   was
responding, he can contribute to "a similar conversation at the start
of our century".    The  book's  biggest  disappointment  however,  is
that  it  ultimately  fails  to  make  any  headway  in  providing  such  a
contribution.

Rather than propose  fresh insights  into  the  21st century's
counterparts   to   such  problems,   Denton   is   content  to   have   his
narrative    culminate    in    contentions    that    Russell's    irreligion

prevented a coherent context for checking the growl of science as
technique.  As  Denton  would  have  it,  "Russell's  support  of the
inevitable   conflict   between   science   and   religion...doomed   his
attempt  to  distinguish  science  as  the  pursuit  of knowledge  from
science  as  the  application  of technique."    Again,  "In  considering
religion  primarily  as  a  social  phenomenon,  and  in  criticizing  the
social   and   historical   role   of   Christianity   in   western   culture,

[Russell]   robbed   himself  of  a   basis   on   which   to   discuss   the
universal   character  of  `values' .... Russell   found  himself  without
defensible  reasons  for  maintaining  the  interests  of the  individual
against  the  organization  of the  State."    And,  fmally,  "Russell's
failure to articulate a functional social morality other than one based
on power may be attributed to his separation of facts from values, a
separation  of the  knowledge  proper  to  science  from  the  values

proper to ethics."
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While  it  is  one  thing  to  claim  (however  debatably)  that
Bertrand Russell's philosophy suffers from the foregoing defects, it
is    altogether   another   thing   to    suggest   that   Russell   himself
experienced any such misgivings about his own philosophy. Indeed,
Denton's narrative in this area is ambiguous enough that readers not
directly  familiar  with  Russell  are  easily  led  into  believing  that
Russell  himself experienced  misgivings  about  his  philosophy  that
are  in  reality  only  Denton's.  While  Denton's  reservations  about
Russell's   philosophy   are   enough   to   render   his   book   suspect,
Denton's tendency to imply that his own misgivings about Russell's

philosophy were  shared by no  less than Russell hinself make this
work all the more so.
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DISCUSSION

REPLY TO KLEMENT

ARTHUR SULLIVAIN

In his  review  of  ny  anthology  Logicism  and  the  Philosopky  dy
Language:   Selections  from   Frege   and  Russell,  TLevin  RTemeut
raises some fair criticisms.  For example,  he points out that the an-
thology does not contain nearly enough philosophy of mathematics
to   give   begirmers   grounds   for  informed  conclusions   about  the
logicist thesis. (p.41) I agree, and I did struggle with this point (see

p.  9  of my  Preface).  Given  the  constraints  I  was  working  under,
including  budget  restrictions,  I  chose  to  cover  the  philosophy  of
language as well as possible, rather than to cover some philosophy
of language and some philosophy of mathematics.

The main aim of this note is to briefly discuss two of Kle-
ment's  criticisms  of my  Introduction:  [1]  "It  ...  oddly  clains  that
Russell,  contra  Kant,  wanted  to  restore  the  `analyticity'  of arith-
metical claims, whereas Russell actually clained that bo/fo logic and
mathematics were synthetic cJ prz.or)" ®p. 42-3); and [2] ``The editor
...    insinuates   that   Russell   never   fully   engaged   with   dualistic
theories of meaning . . .  which is easily shown to be false by a study
of his 1903-1905 manuscripts." (p. 43)

[1] Klement is right that Russell (1903, p. 457) claims that
both  mathematics  and  logic  are  synthetic  ¢ pr;.orj..  However,  by
1919, Russell's view had evolved considerably: "It is clear that the
definition  of `logic'  or  `mathematics'  must be  sought by trying to

give a new definition of the old notion of `analytic'  propositions."
(Sullivan,  p.   296)  To  get  to  the  bottom  of  this  would  require
extensive  investigation  of such  matters  as  precisely  what  Russell
means by `synthetic'  in  1903, precisely what he means by `analytic'
in  1919, and precisely which factors lead to this change of doctrine.
In any case, in this short note, I respond to this charge of uttering a
falsehood by pleading guilty to the lesser charge of oversimplifying
this complex issue.
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The reason why I stress cormections between logicism and
analyticity in my Introduction is that I have found these connections
to  be  helpful  for  illuminating  and  clarifying  various  things.  For
instance, Russell's rejection of an idealist philosophy was one of the
crucial  factors  that  lead  him  to  the  logicist  thesis,  and,  on  many
questions concerning logic, mathematics, and their relation, Russell
sides with Frege contra Kant. Frege, of course, explicitly argues for
the   analyticity   of  the   truths   of  arithmetic   -   that   substantive
"conclusions  ...  are contained  in the  definitions,  but as  plants  are

contained  in  their  seeds,  not  as  beams  are  contained  in  a  house"
(1884,  p.  101).  I  see  much  in this  germane  metaphor  with which
Russell  would  agree,  both  in  1903  and  in  1919.  My  focus  in the
Introduction  is  on this  crux of agreement and  its relations to what
would become the philosophy of language.

[2]  It is true that Russell spent much time and effort from
1903  to   1905  working  on  theories  that  distinguish  between  two
semantic  notions,  such  as  meaning  and  denotation.  However,  this
per  se  is  not  negatively  relevant  to  my  clain  (p.   81)  that  the
arguments  in  `On  Denoting'  that  Russell directs  at Frege's  theory
do not succeed in engaging with Frege's brand of semantic dualism.

Following Coffa (1991,  p.  79),  I define semantic dualism
as  the  view  that  the  content  of what  we  say  is  distinct  from  the
objects, events, and states of affairs that we say it about. A semantic
dualist,    in   this   sense,   holds   that   every   significant   linguistic
expression  is  systematically  correlated  with  two  different  sorts  of
entity -something like Frege's senses (i.e., the content of what we
say) and references (i.e., what we say it about). Each term expresses
a  sense,  and  a  sense  is  a  way  of representing,  or  pointing  to,  a
reference.

The  arguments  in  `On  Denoting'  do not engage with this

type  of semantic  dunlism,  in  my  opinion,  because  the  arguments
rely on some  assumptions that this dualism explicitly rejects - for
instance,    that    co-referential    words    make    exactly    the    same
contribution to propositional content, or that if a term does not refer
to  anything actual, then sentences  in which it occurs must express
nonsense.   Indeed,   concerning   the   relevant   notion   of  semantic
dunlism,  Russell  made  his  position  perfectly  clear  in  the  famous
"Mont  Blanc"  letter  to  Frege:  "I  believe  that  in  spite  of all  its
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snowfields  Mont  Blanc  is  itself a  component  of what  is  actually
asserted in the proposition  `Mont Blanc  is more than 4000 meters
high' ....  If we do not admit this, then we get the conclusion that we
know nothing at all about Mont Blanc" (Frege  1980, p.169).

So, clearly, in the  1903-1905 manuscripts, Russell engages
with several views that deserve to be called `semantic dualism',  in
some sense or other.  However, by  1905 Russell considers the view
that  I,  following  Coffa,  call  `semantic  dunlism'  to  be  a total  non-
starter - on the questionable grounds that if what we say does not
literally consist of what we say it about, then we are cognitively cut
off from the worldly referents of our thought and talk. My claim is
that  no  arguments  in  `On  Denoting'  engage  with  this  notion  of
dualism,  I  do  not  see  how  this  clain  could  be  refuted  by  that
anything one might point to in the  1903-1905 manuscripts.
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Traveler's Diary / Corference Report

3RD  ANNUAL  EARLv  ANALVTlc  PHILosopHv  CoNFERENCE.  Brain
child of David Mccarty (Indiana University) and Gregory Landini
(University  of Iowa)  while  at  the  Munich  Conference  celebrating
loo  years  of  Russell's  Paradox,  the  Early  Analytic  Philosophy
Conference  convened  at  Purdue  University  this  year  for  its  third
annual  meeting.   The   conference  was  organized  by  Christopher
Pincock,  of  Purdue,  with  support  from  Rod  Bertolet  (Chair  of
Philosophy at Purdue) and Purdue's College of Arts and Sciences.
The  theme  of  the  conferences,  which  aim  to  include  talks  by
advanced graduate students, is early analytic philosophy.

It was  a full two  days.  David Taylor (University of Iowa

graduate  student)  opened  the  conference  with  a  talk  on  how  to
refurbish MCTaggart's often forgotten C-series, a series MCTaggart
invented  to  explain  the  nature  of  time.   Taylor  did  a  nice  job
explaining  why  MCTaggart's   admittedly   obscure   thesis   teaches
important  lessons  concerning time.  David Mccarty then discussed
Paul du Bois-Reymond's conception of "completeness". The histor-
ical development of these  ideas on formal systems of arithmetic  is
eye-opening;  Mccarty  never  ceases  to  amaze.  Next  was  William
Taschek's  thought provoking  paper  on Frege's  horizontal  and the
nature  of logic.  The paper inspired quite  a bit of debate  as  Frege
scholars lined up on different sides of the issues.

The  keynote  address,  which  followed these  three  papers,
was  `Quine and the t4c!;rtycr"' by Peter Hylton (University of Illinois,
Chicago).  The  paper generated  a wonderful  discussion of Quine's

philosophy   and   its   departure   from   Camap's   j4"¢crw.   I'm   still
thinking about the many issues that came out in that discussion.

The second day began with Christopher Pincock ¢urdue)
reading a paper on Russell's multiple relation theory of judgment.
Pincock offers an new interpretation that pulls together the work of
several current interpretations of the theory.  We are eager to learn
more of his many interesting ideas in the coming years. Following
Pincock, was Andr6 Canrs (University of Chicago) with an exciting
discussion of,  dare  I  say, Camap's "ontological" development.  In-
vestigating the historical papers left by Camap, Cants explained the
very  important,  and yet often unappreciated,  changes  occurring  in
Camap's philosophy.   Carus also heralded the appearance of a new
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thirteen  vohane  series,  The  Collected  Works  Of  Rudoif Carnap
(Open  Court),  as  well  as  a  companion  series  called  F#//  C;.rc/e..
Publications   Of  the   Archive   Of  Scientifilc   Philosopky,   Hillman
Library,  University Of pittsburgh.  The Eirst vo\unes in the compa]:+
Lan se;rfues are  Frege's  Lectures  on Logic:  Carnap's  Student  Notes
1910~1914 and Carnap  Brought  Home:  The Vie:w from Jena.  A;]so
in the series will be /H/e//ecf#cr/ ,4#/ob;.ogr¢pky,  by Rudolf Camap,
in its original, unabridged form.

Gary Ebbs (Illinois) gave an inspired presentation entitled
"Quine  and  Carnap  on  Truth  by  Convention."  Ebbs  holds  that  in

order  to  fit  logic  into  a naturalized  conception  of science,  Quine
developed  a  distorted  view  of  Carnap's  conception  of truth  by
convention. Correcting the distortion sheds iniportant new light on
Camap's philosophy.   In the afternoon sessions, the present author
offered a new perspective on the relevance of Russell's type-theory
to  Camap's  "Empiricism,  Semantics  and  Ontology"  and  Quine's
debate  with  Camap  on  ontology.    Finally,  Chris  Tillman  (Indiana
University  graduate  student)  awakened  the  audience  to  a  radical
new  view  of the  l9th  century  algebraic  tradition  in  logic  and  its
relevance to Wittgenstein' s tractarian conception of calculation.

The conference was run superbly and a very pleasant time
was had by all.   The open and friendly discussion of issues, despite
what are sometimes radical differences of opinion, is refreshing and
inspiring.      It   is   hoped  that  a  tradition   is   developing   and  the
conference on early analytic philosophy will continue next year. I

Gregory Landini
Department of Philosophy
University of Iowa
Iowa City, Iowa  52242
gregory-landini@uiowa.edu

I Details of the conference, including abstracts of the talks, can be

found at: http://web.ics.purdue.edu/~cpincock/eap2004.htm
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`THE PU-ZZLE BELOW' micht permute to:  `TUHEPZLEZBELWO'.
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~Ewf  ANSWEF§S ONLINE
Flummoxed by Geny's ciphers? Impatient to see the results?

Don't wait till next issue!
See the answers (or just hints) to cc{rre#f puzzles

at the BRSQ O#/j.77e, at
http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophyreRSQ

So/"/i.our to the February  RusTLINGs!  problems are below. They
come from Dear Bertrand Russell, George AILen & Un[win, \969.
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PuZZLED?
Geryy'S  [ipHER-§oLviNt=  TIFI§

HERE are a few techniques for solving simple substitution ciphers
with word divisions.   In the future 1'11 give some suggestions for the
variety without word divisions.

(I) IVo/i.ce the frequency of letters in English text is roughly: e
i  a  o  i  n  s  h  r  d  I  u.

That  is,  e is the most frequent letter and / and a are also
very  frequent.  Though  few  passages  follow  this  exactly,
this is a starting point.

(2) £oo4 o„f for these common letter positions:

Common first letters: The letters /, o and a.
Rare first letters: The letter e.
Common fmal letters: The letters e, f, d, and s.
Common letter pairs (in English): The pair /fo

(3)  £oo4 /or  three-  or  two-letter  words  (in  text  where  no
attempt has been made to make the solution difficult):

The common three-letter words: /fag, a#cJ, crre and/or.

The two-letter words are often suggestive:
For example,  if our code included AB and BC, we would
look for (2) two-letter words in which the  lst letter of one
was the 2nd letter of the other, as in these cases:  o#-/a or
am-rrry or to~it.

(4) £oo4/or words containing patterns:
For  example,  if the  pattern is  CDD,  trying  out  `all'  and
`off   is   a  good   way  to   proceed.   If  the   pattern  was

ABCDBB,  some  good  choices  are  `decree'  and  `degree'
(there are others).

(5) The  following websites  contain additional  information on
ciphers:

http://www.trincoll.edu/depts/cpsc/cryptography/substitution.html
http://deafandblind.com/word_frequency.htm

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

1 ST QUARTER 2004 TREASURER'S REPORT
CASH FLOW             1/1/04 -3/31/04

Category Description:

BALANCE 12/3l/03                                                  5,440.32

47

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contributions BRS    799.15
Uncategorized                0.00

Contributions IOTA;L..

Dues
New Members
Renewals

Owes TOTAL:

Meeting Income
INFLOWS TOTAL:

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charge
Newsletter

OUTFLOWS TOTAL:

OVERALL TOTAL

25.63
681.61

799.15

193.68
2,930.45
3,124.13

150.00
4.073.28

707.24

3£66.04

BALANCH 3roi;04                                                  8.806.+i

Compiled 4/8/04 by Dermis J. Darland

Demis J. Darland
djdariand@qconline.com



r#fGREATER
ROCHESTER
RUSSELL

-  i=-±

Celebrating Six years Of
Monthly Russell Meetings

Open to the Public

2003.2004
June  lo    Defenders of God

July8         lnternationalwar

Crimes  Tribunal

Aug.12      Satan  in thesuburbs

Sept.  9       Lady ottoline Morrell

Oct.14      D.H.  Lawrence

Nov.1l      WhylAmNota

Christian

Dec.  9       Marriage&Morals

*Topics & dates are subject to change*

Meetings are held at Wri.ters & Books' Verb Cof6,
740 University Avenue,  Rochester,  NY,  7  pin.

Admission  is $3 and free to members of Writers & Books.
For,nfoorrmea#:I,::,:::;a##:gcahne::e5r8r:.c4o2:.3]84ffi Visit The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly Cin!ine

Contents of Past and Present Issues, Plus Selected
Replies by Readers to BRSQ Articles are at

http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophy/BRSQ



THE BERTRAND RUSSELL
SOCIETY

QUARTERLY
Nulnber 123 / August 2004

I.'-SonRTRAIDwisselL

:itr \rj i                  REPORED DEAJ)+i;b¥sapHap-tok.ed"*
dtry EL a,.

ho¥¥T¥try:?¥¥¥:I.ra zo h . -.u -.l`.a- Ih-[- " thor ed a.h-`4i . -I..
=utninF*ho'=.*J==':
R-I td `tb.. ®`-n LL TRI.

•`J,;,.,,....:,-,.i...t'.,:.i.,..'..,L:

THE WORLD OF BERTRAND RUSSELL

Published by the Bertrand Russell Society with the
support of Lehman College-City University of New York



• 11 lli'  I)li.l{ I.l{^ND RUSSI?u~ SOCIETY Ql/ARTERLy  is  the official  organ of the

llt.I'lI.iilitl  Rus`qcll  Society.  It  publishes  Society News  and  Proceedings,
iili`l   urticlcs  on   the  history  of  analytic  philosophy,   especially  those

I.``r(Iiiiiii`g  to   Rus`sol]'s  life  and  works,  including  historical  materials
nn`l  r..vicwS ttl. rcccnt work  on  Russell.  Scholarly articles appearing in
I l`i` ()i.t7r/t.r/y arc pccr-reviewed.

EI)lT()RS:  Rosalind Carey and John Ongley.
A.SSoCIATE EDITOR:  Ray Perkins Jr.

EDITORIAL BOARD

Rosal ind Carey, Lehman College-CUNY
John Ongley, Edinboro University of pA

R£`ymond Perkins, Jr., Plymouth State University
Christopher Pincock, Purdue University

David Hyder, University of ottawa
Anat Biletzki, Tel Aviv University

t{llllMl.`*l()N.i:    All   communications   to   the   Berfra#d  J2c/ssc//   Socz.e/};

(J//t/r/{'r/y,  including  manuscripts,  book  reviews,  letters  to  the  editor,
i.tc.,   .ql`ttuld   hc   sent   to:   Rosalind   Carey,   Philosophy   Department,
I,clui`Iu`   (`t)llcgc-CUNY,  250  Bedford  Park  Blvd  West,  Bronx,  NY
I ()4(i#, `JS^. Or by email to: rcarey@lehman.cuny.edu.

t;` 111,`{ .l`ll''l`l()NS:  The BRS gwarfer/y is free to members of the Bertrand
l`\m.loll  St)cicty.  Society membership is $35  a year for individuals, $40
l`or   c{tuiilcs,   and   $20   for   students   and   those   on   limited   incomes.
Mon`lici.Hliip  ulst]  includes  a  subscription  to  jzwsse//..   7lfoe  /o#r"cz/  a/
/Jt.r/r't//it/ #ii.`'^`icJ// S/wd;.es, published biannually by the Bertrand Russell
l{c.`i`IM`cli (`cntrc at MCMaster University, and other Society privileges.

IN,`'l ll.`l.l'l()N^I,  ^ND  INDIVIDUAL  SUBSCRIPTIONS   to  the  BRS   gwczrfer/);

"  $2()  [i  yc{ir.  Send membership dues or subscription fee as check or
iii`)lib.y   t)r(lcr.   payable  to  the   `Bertrand  Russell   Society',   to:   Dennis
I)ilrli`iitl,   13RS  Treasurer,   1406  26th  Street,  Rock  Island,  IL,   61201-
2N.17`  \)S^.

SIN(H,I+  ISsul{:.i   may  be  obtained  for  $5  by  sending  check  or  money
(irtlcr,   |ti`yuhl.`  to  the   `Bertrand  Russell   Society'   and  addressed,   as
llhttvc  I.(tr  "bscriptions,  to  Dennis  Darland.  BACK ISSuES  are  also  $5
oilcl`.  I'.{lr  t`vuilability  of current  and  back  issues  query:  Tom  Stanley,
IJl`*  I ,lhr«ritin, at: tom.stanley@valley.net.
'rhp     n¢rlrtlnil     Russell     Society    Quarterly    is    +ndexed    in    The

M//tt.`'/ip/Ic'r'.`.  /#t/ar.   It  is  published  in  February,  May,  August,  and
Nitvomhor  witl`  Sur]port  from  Lehman  College,  and  can  be  viewed
til`l li`o ul :  http://www. Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophy/BRSQ

ISSN:   1547-()334

a 20()4. All rights remain with contributors.

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY QUARTERLY

Number 123 / August 2004

CONTENTS

In This Issue
Society News

Features

From Acquaintance to Neutral Monism: Russell's Theory of
Cognition  1 910-1921                                         IVA APoSTOLoVA

How the Russell Papers Came to MCMaster
NICHOLAS GRIFFIN

Review Essay

Bertrand Russell and the Cold War: Orwell's List
JACK M. CLONTZ

13

21

29

Letter to the (London) rj.mes                          BERTRAND RUSSELL       37
Introduction by RAY PERKINS, JR.

Review

Review of Bo;.se, David Folwell, Rattlestick Theater, NYC               39
THOM WEIDLICH

End Matter

Report from the BRPF, Minutes to the 2004 Meeting of the
BRS Board of Directors, Rustlings ! , Treasurer's Report,
GRRS

45



SEND  IN  YOUR  NOMINATIONS
FOR  THE

BRS  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS!

Email  tliem  to  Cliad  Trainer  at:
stratoflaml]sacus@aol.com

Or mail them to:
Chad Trainer, BRS Secretary

1006 Davids Run
Phoenixville, PA 19460

~ DEADLINE:   OCTOBER 1 ~

1.    Any BRs member may run fora seaton the Board.
2.    Members  who`  nominate  themselves  must  send  a

self-description/statement   on   why  they   should   be
elected.

3.    Ounooing      Board      members     are     eligible     for
nomination and reelection: they currentlyinclude:

Kevin Brodie,  Rosalind Carey,
Tim Madigan,  Ray Perkins,
Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen Smith,
Chad Trainer, Thorn Weidlich

4.     Non-out-going    Board    members   are   ineligible   for
nomination for re~election; they currently include:

Andrew Bone, David Goldman,
Nicholas Griffin, Justin  Leiber,
Chandrakala Padia, Cara Rice,
Peter Stone, Ruili Ye
Ken BIackwell,  Dennis Darland,
David Henehan, John Lenz,
Stephen Reinhardtt Tom Stanley,
David White,  David Blitz

ACT  NOW!

IN THIS ISSUE

AT THIS  VEAR'S ANNUAL MEETING of the Bertrand Russell Society,
held June  18-20  in Plymouth, New Hampshire, there were several
strong talks by scholars new tl the Russell community. Those who
missed  the  annual  meeting  will  be  pleased  to  know that  some  of
these   talks   will   be   published   in  this   and   future   issues  of  the

g#clr/er/y.  Iva Apostolova,  a graduate  student from the University
of  Ottawa,   one  of  these  new  Russell  scholars,  spoke  on  some

problems that drove Russell's shift  `From Acquaintance to Neutral
Monism'.  That  talk  appears  in this  issue  of the  g#crr/edy.  In her
essay,   Iva  argues  that  Russell's  problems  in  accounting  for  the
cognitive  faculties  of sensation,  memory,  and  imagination  within
his theory of acquaintance were important factors in his adoption of
neutral monism.  Look for more of these talks from the most recent
BRS armual meeting in future issues of the BRS g"crrfer/y.

MCMASTER UNIVERSITy  in  Hamilton,  Ontario  is  the  home  of the
Bertrand  Russell  Archives  and  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre.
Based on his talk from the 28th annual meeting of the Society (May
25-27,  2001,   at  MCMaster  University),  Nicholas  Griffin,   in  his
essay  `How the  Russell Papers  Came to MCMaster', tells the story
of how MCMaster University acquired Russell's papers and became
the  world  center  for  Bertrand  Russell  studies.  As  will  be  seen,  it
was   first   of  all   Russell's   involvement   in   Cold   War   political
struggles that led to the papers going to MCMaster.

SINCE  THE  END  oF  THE  COLD  WAR,  a  growing  number  of studies
have  appeared  describing  Cold  War politics  in greater detail than
has previously been available, telling the story with more complex-
ity than was admitted at the time. This has been particularly tnre in
recent discussions of the role of intellectuals  in the  Cold War and
the effects of the Cold War on them and their disciplines. This dis-
cussion begins with Ellen Schrecker's  1986 JVo Jvory rower, which
documents the  influence  of Mccarthyism on American academies,

particularly on the dismissal of many academics from their teaching
positions,  and the general political quiescence on campuses during
that period.

Following  in  Schrecker's  footsteps  is  John  Mccumber's
2001  rz.me  f.#  /foe Dj./ch,  which  considers  the  effects  of Mccarthy-
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ism   on   the   discipline   of  philosophy   in   the   1940s   and   1950s.
Mccumber  argues  that  not  only  were  philosophers  dismissed  and
politically silenced then, but that the philosophy of the period itself
became depoliticized and bereft of values and of the possibility of
taking  a moral  stand,  and .that this  accounts  for the  dominance  of
analytic philosophy in the  1950s and  1960s, though he admits that
the continental philosophy of that period had similar problems.

A  more  detailed  and  complex  view  of the  effects  of the
Cold War on logical positivists and logical positivism, as well as a
more  sympathetic  one  which  argues  that  analytic  philosophy  was
more  the  victim  than  the  villain  of the  story,  is  George  Reisch's
forthcoming book (in 2005, from Cambridge University Press) fJow
the Cold War Transformed Philosopky Of Science: To the Iay Slopes
a/Log;.c.  Other recent works have  documented the role that  intel-
lectunls themselves played in the  Cold War and the role that gov-
emments and government funding played in the lives of these intel-
lectuals.  Leading  this  list  is  Frances  Stonor  Saunder's  2000  7lfee
Cultural Cold War: The CIA and the World Of Arts and Letters,but
there have recently been many others of the same sort.

The question for this joumal,  of course,  is what Russell's
role  in  all  of this  was,  and  especially what  is  new and of interest
about Russell that we can learn from all of these new materials. The
BRS  gwcrr/edy hopes  to  review much of this  literature  in  coming
issues,  in  an  attempt to  work out  some  of the  details of Russell's

place  in  the  emerging  picture.  As  an  introduction  to  this  subject,
Jack Clontz has whtten a review for this  issue of the gwc}r/edy of
recent charges by Timothy Carton Ash about Russell's cooperation
with British government propaganda agencies during the Cold War.
In particular,  Garton Ash has  charged that the publication of three
books  by  Russell  was  not  only  financed  by  the  British  Foreign
Office, but that Russell knew of this at the tine. Jack considers the
details surrounding these allegations and enlarges on the story.

ALSo IN THIS ISSUE, Thorn Weidlich reviews a new play, Boz.se, by
David  Folwell,  which  is  centered  around  the  sayings  of Bertrand
Russell,  and  interviews the author.  Tony Simpson,  of the Bertrand
Russell Peace Foundation, sends us a report from the Boston Social
Forum and the plans discussed there to coordinate peace efforts  in
the U.S. with other such efforts around the world. Ray Perkins has

IN THIS ISSUE 5

selected another letter to the editor by Russell, this time, one written
to the  rj.mes  arguing for the  right to  stage an anti-nuclear rally in
Trafalgar  Square.  When  the  authorities  denied  permission  for the
rally,  it  was  held  anyway,  and  with  the  help  of a  forceful  police
response, a melee occurred. Meeting minutes by Chad Trainer from
the  Board  of Directors  and  General  Memberinip  meetings  held
during the BRS June Annual Meeting, and a Treasurer's Report by
BRS Treasurer Dermis round out this issue of the BRSQ.
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SOCIETY NEWS

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  celebrated  its  30th  anniversary  in
Plymouth New Hampshire this past June  18-20 when it held its 3 lst
Annual Meeting, hosted by Ray and Karen Perkins on `the campus
of Plymouth  State  University.  The  conference  was  well  attended,
with  50  Russellians  of various  stripes  there  from 4  or  5  different
countries.  The talks were excellent,  as was the  company.  It was  a
special affair.

The  conference began Friday night with a meeting of the
Society's  Board  of Directors,  which  passed  a  resolution  on  Iraq
condemning the U.S.  invasion and occupation of Iraq "as contrary
to  the  principles  of the U.N.  Charter which Bertrand Russell  long
advocated"  and calling for the "immediate withdrawal, under U.N.
auspices,   of  U.S.   forces   in  Iraq  and  for  the  concurrent  estab-
lishment, also under U.N. auspices, of a democratic secular state by
the Iraqi people themselves."

On Saturday and Sunday, papers of high quality and great
interest  were  read  and  discussed.  Talks  by  three  young  graduate
students  attending  the  meeting,  Irem  Kurtsal  of Syracuse  Univer-
sity, James Connelly of York University, and Tva Apostolova of the
University of Ottawa, were especially strong. Everyone was pleased
to have these new Russell scholars in attendance.

The talks began with a "master class", really an open dis-
cusslon,   on   Russell  and  the  soul,   led  by  BRS  President,  Alan
Schwerin. Materials for the session had previously been made avail-
able,  and a lively discussion ensued comparing Russell's views on
values,  especially on the value of philosophy, to certain aspects of
Buddhism.

Irem Kurtsal, one of two BRS Student Essay Prize winners
this  year  (James  Cormelly was  the  other)  followed with  a talk  on
`Russell on Matter and Our Knowledge of the External World',  in

which she argued that in the light of Russell's claims that he never
abandoned  either  a  causal  theory  of perception  or  realist  under-
standing of objects, his seemingly phenomenalistic use of the meth-
od of logical constructions in the 1914 0e/r K#ow/edge o//foe E*/er-

rosalind.carey@lehman.cuny.edu Knowlel

A~,         `                 (      (                              `                                                                  ==NI:TT7|-\r,     ,'T-..Lr..           __^,,,'( \  q555EEFT"    `

can be explained by the collapse of his  1913  77ieory o/

project.  James Cormelly, the other Student Essay Prize
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winner,   followed  with  a  talk  on   `Russell   and  Wittgenstein  on
Propositions',  in  which  he  argued  that  difficulties  with  Russell's
views  of propositions  in  his  1903  Pr;.#cJZ)/es  o/ A4c}/#em¢/I.es,  and
his attempts to solve them,  ultimately lead to the picture theory of

propositions in Wittgenstein's  1921  rracfcrfws.
After Saturday lunch, David Blitz cut short his own talk on

`Russell and Kant on War and Peace' to present a televised debate

between Edward Teller and Russell on the arms race. Blitz has been
working at MCMaster University this past year collecting such radio
and television appearances  of Russell and preserving them  for the
Russell Archives there in digital form.

Henrique   Ribiero,    of   the   University   of   Coimbra   in
Portugal, followed this with a talk on `Wittgenstein and Russell on
"A believes p",  which was concerned with the  rr¢c/c7/ws's impact

on   Russell's   views   on   prepositional   attitudes.   During   his   talk,
Ribiero  introduced  the  idea  of a  partial  semantic  holism  that  he
attributed to Russell,  and a syntactical holism that he attributed to
Wittgenstein. A lively debated ensued about the possible sense and
validity  of  these  views.   This  debate  continued  in  the  following
weeks  in the online discussion group, russell-1,  and a further expli-
cation  of these  ideas  will  appear  in  the  November  issue  of this

journal.   Jane   Duran,   from   the   University   of  Califomia,   Santa
Barbara, finished the session with a talk `On Russell on History and
Intrinsic  Value'  concerning  Russell's  anti-causal  view of historical
events.

Sunday's  talks  were  equally  enjoyable.  Iva Apostolova,  a

graduate  student from the University of Ottawa,  began the  session
with  a  talk  entitled  `From  Acquaintance  to  Neutral  Monism',  in
which she  argued that Russell's  shift from acquaintance to neutral
monism  was  driven  by  his  problems  in  describing  the  cognitive
faculties  of sensation,  memory,  and  imagination with his  acquain-
tance theory. Her talk is published in this issue of the BRSQ. Chad
Trainer   followed   with   a   delightful   talk   on   Russell's   stay   in
Pennsylvania,  based on his  own trips  to  the  places  Russell  stayed
whi.1e  there,  together  with  local  newspaper  accounts  of Russell's
stay  and  reminiscences  from  people  with  first  hand  accounts  that
Chad contacted on his visits to Russell's old haunts. Kevin Klement
finished  Sunday's  session  with  a  paper  on  `The  Origins  of the
Propositional   Functions   Versions   of   Russell's   Paradox'.    Less
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narrowly focused than the title might suggest, Klement's talk went a
long way to  explaining what Russell was doing between  1902  and
1904, when he claimed to have sat before a blank sheet of paper for
two years, unable to proceed.

Saturday  evening's  banquet  was  a  pleasure,  and  closed
with the presentation of awards, and delivery of memorable remarks
and  stories  by  the  Society's  special  guests  that  night.  Nicholas
Griffin   received   the   BRS   Book   Award   for   7lf!e   Ccrmbridge
Compcr#J.o#  /o  Berfra#d jtusse//,  which he  edited  [and  which was
reviewed  in  the  February  2004  issue  of  the  BRSQ].  Arguably,
Nick's  introduction  to  the  Compcr#r.o#  alone  qualifies  him  for the
award this  year,  for in that  introduction,  one  will  find as  succinct
and yet  accurate  and  insightful  a description  of Russell's  life  and
work  as  one  could  imagine.   Ronald  Jager,  author  of  an  early
authoritative  work  on Russell (the  1972  Deve/apme#/ a/ Ber/rcr#c!
R#sse// 's PfoJ./asapky)  that  is  still the most comprehensive  view  of
Russell's  entire  work,  won  a  special  book  award  this  year.   In
accepting the award, Jager entertained the audience with a story of
his visit to Russell in the early  1960s, where he found Russell to be
dauntingly   lucid.   Honorary   Russell   Society   member,   Taslina
Nasrin,  a  special  guest  at  the  dinner,  was  also  asked  to  speak
afterwards,  and  she told  of her  flight  from persecution  in Bangla-
desh, hidden under clothes in the back of a car and in a bare upstairs
room without food or water.

The wirmer of the Armual Bertrand Russell Society Award
this year was  Daniel Dennett.  While  Dennett  could not attend the
evening's  ceremonies,  he  sent  the  following  letter  of acceptance,
which was read aloud to the assembly after dinner:

To Members of the Bertrand Russell Society:

I  am  deeply  honored  to  receive  the  Bertrand  Russell
Society  Award  for  2004,  and  truly  regretful  that  I  carmot
attend your meeting in New Hampshire - one of my favorite
states, where I spent many boyhood summers.

Bertrand Russell was one of my heroes, and I even had
the  opportunity of corresponding with him once.  He  was the
"Patron"  of the  Voltaire  Society,  the  student  philosophical

society  in  Oxford  when  I  was  a graduate  student  in  1963-5,
and  it  fell  to the  President of the  Society to write  a  letter to
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Russell  each term,  informing him on the term's program and
inviting  him  to  attend.  He  never  attended,  but  usually  sent
back a suitably quotable note.

My  term  as  President  (Michaelmas  Term  of  1964)  I
wrote  him  the  official  letter,  including the  program  card  for
the  term.  (Our  speakers  were  Alan Anderson on  `Minds  and
Machines', Richard Hare on  `Searle on Promising', and Peter
Geach,  with Geoffrey Wamock responding,  on `The Perils of
Pauline'.)  Russell  had just  made  a  big  splash  in  the  British
press by supporting Mark Lane's book, RwsA fo J"c7gme#f, the
flrst  of the  books  criticizing the  Warren Commission Report
on the assassination of JFK.

I myself was deeply involved in researching the Warren
Commission   Report,   so   my   letter  raised  a   few  points   of
agreement    and    disagreement    with    Russell's    views.    He
responded   in   a   brief  message,   which   I   duly  read  to   the
assembled  members  at  our next meeting,  and then  placed  in
the  bulging  box  of Voltaire  Society  correspondence  that got
passed from President to President.  On the dissolution of the
society that box disappeared for many years, but I  found out
inadvertently  who  had  it,  and  asked  him  if I  might have  my
letter  to   Russell   and  his  reply  for  my  scrapbook,  but  he
informed me that those letters (and some others I mentioned to
him) were no longer in the collection. Alas.

I never met Russell  face to face, but saw him often on
British  telly  in  those  days,  and  Gilbert  Ryle  once  told  me  a
wonderful story about Russell. When Ryle publicly refused, as
Editor  of A4lz.#d,  to  review  Ernest  Gellner's  book,  Wrords  a#d
7lfe;.#gr,   which  was   viciously   critical   of  ordinary   language
philosophy and Austin's work in particular, there was a great
brouhaha in the papers  (this was in  1961  or  1962,  as I recall,
memorably recounted by Ved Mehta in 7lfre F/y cr#d £Ae F/y-
bo/f/e, which was first published in the Ivew yorfer). Ryle told
me  that   in  retrospect  he  realized  that  he'd  made  a  great
mistake,  and that  it was  Russell who had given him the best
retrospective advice - and Russell had written the foreword to
Gellner's  book!:  "When  you  get  such  a  hateful  book,  don't
publicly  refuse  to  review  it,  you  silly  man!  Wait a year and
then  publish  a  brief,  critical  review  with  the  author's  name
misspelled!"
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I   send  you   all   my  thanks   for  the  honor  you  have
bestowed on me, and best wishes,     -

Daniel Dermett
May 1 1 , 2004

The weather through the entire weekend of the annual meeting was
clear and temperate during the day and cold at night for good sleep-
mg,   and  the   surrounding   hills   were   covered   in   early   summer

greenery.  Driving  through  the  hills  on  the  way  to  and  from  the
conference  was  an  extra  scenic  bonus.  There  was  a  large  biker
convention  occuITing  in the  area on the  same weekend,  and those
driving up to the BRS conference had found themselves traveling in
the  middle  of a  seeming  endless  procession  of rumbling  Harleys,
ridden by bearded American romantics, come to meet together and
race their bikes  in the  state  whose  slogan  is  "live  free or die".The
Russell Society conference ended with a cookout lunch on Sunday
afternoon  from  12:30  to  2  pin.  Those  staying  to  the  end  of the
conference  and getting a late  start home were  again treated to the
exotic spectacle of traveling through an endless stream of bikes and
bikers,  who  were  heading home  from their own  conference  at the
sane time.

Sources: Chad Trainer, Ken Blackwell.
_*_

THE BRS gc/4R7ERIy is now indexed,  and its articles abstracted,  in
7lf!e  Pfoj./orapfeer's  J#c7ex,   including  back  issues  from  November
2003  on. Articles  from earlier issues of the BRSQ will be added to
The Philosopher 's Index in the cowirL8 mo"ths.
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FROM ACQUAINTANCE TO NEUTRAL MONISM
RUSSELL'S THEORY OF COGNITION 1910-1921

IVA APOSTOLOVA

The focus of my paper is the shift in Russell's view of sensation, memory
and   imagination   in  the  period   1910-1925   from  what  is  known  as  the
"acquaintance"  theory of knowledge  to  neutral  monism.  I  will  argue that

the  changes  in  Russell's  views  about  sensation,  memory  and  imagination
are  crucial  to  understanding  his  epistemology  in  this  period,   since  he
considered the theory of cognitive faculties to be the basis of the theory of
knowledge. Russell's interest in theory of knowledge after 1910 focused on
the  theory  of  acquaintance.  However,  in   1918  Russell  realized  that  the
theory of cognition based upon the acquaintance theory faced insuperable
difficulties in explaining how the cognitive faculties work. This resulted in
the  abandonment  of key  concepts  such  as the "subject of cognition",  the
"cognitive  relation  between  subject  and  object",  and  "sense-data"  which

eventually  led  to  the  adoption  of a  new  theory  of knowledge  altogether,
which he worked out in detail in the period 1918-1925. By investigating the
development of Russell's theory of cognition and the problems associated
with   it,   I  hope  to  show  its  importance  for  this  major  shift  from  the
acquaintance  to  the  neutral  monism  theories  that  his  later  views  of the
nature of knowledge, judgment, and philosophy were based on.

I.

In   1910   Bertrand   Russell's   philosophical   interest   was   directed
towards  an  epistemology based  on the  analysis  of experience.  Ex-

perience  comprises  our present  experience,  or  sensations,  our past
experience,  or  memories,  our  imaginings,  and  our  knowledge  of

properties  and  relations  such  as  those  of logic  and  mathematics.I
Our  present,  past  and  imaginary  experience  is  described  by  what
Russell called in  77Ieory o/K#ow/edge "acquaintance with particu-
lars",  while the  experience  of properties and relations  is  described
by the "acquaintance with predicates".

According  to  Russell,  certain  and  indubitable  knowledge

presupposes direct awareness of things without the  intermediary of

\  Demand E`ussctl, Theory  Of Knowledge.  The  1913  Manuscript (London

and New York: Routledge,1999), p. 33.
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images  or  of inferences  from  images to things.  Knowledge  by ac-

quaintance,  as  opposed to knowledge by description,  provides this
direct knowledge of things and is considered the foundation for all
other types  of knowledge.2  0f the two types  of knowledge  by ac-
quaintance,  acquaintance  with  particulars,  or  knowledge  of things
as  they  appear  to  us,  is  for  Russell  the  most  certain  knowledge
which underpins our knowledge of complex facts and truths.3 Three
cognitive   faculties,   sensation   (which   at  this   time   includes   per-
ception,   introspection,  attention,   and  anticipation),  memory,  and
imagination  (which  includes  hallucination  and  dreaming)  exhaust
the types of acquaintance with particulars.4

Russell  analyzed  acquaintance  as  a two-term  relation  be-
tween subject and object of cognition,  i.e.,  as  a direct relation be-
tween  the  mind  and  matter  (sense-data).  Although  Russell  later
abandoned the  acquaintance  theory and  its  subject-object structure
of knowledge  and  embraced  the  theory  which  states  that  there  is
only  "one  neutral  stuff',  he  did  not  give  up  the  idea  that  the
faculties  of sensation,  memory and  imagination are the  foundation
of knowledge, and he continued to explore how they relate to each
other  to  build  certainty.   I   believe  that  Russell's  theory  of  the
cognitive  faculties  from  1912-1913,  as  outlined  above,  helped him
realize  that  the  theory  of  knowledge  by  acquaintance  has  flaws
which  eventually  caused  its  replacement  with  a  theory  that  could
better explain cognition.

11.

As we saw earlier, acquaintance with particulars comprises
the three main cognitive  faculties of sensation,  memory and  imag-
ination.  Russell  defined  acquaintance with particulars  as  acquaint-
ance  with  objects which  are  "all present to me  at the time when I
experience   them".5   However,   the   sense   in   which   objects   are
"present",  Russell  admited,  is  troublesome.6 Not  all  objects  of ac-

quaintance are present in the temporal sense. Temporal presence ls
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problematic  for the faculties of memory and imagination.  It seems
that only the objects of sensation are both present to the mind and

present in the sense of being simultaneous with the act of sensation.
Objects of memory are in the past, yet somehow they are present to
the  mind that  is  acquainted  with them;  objects  of imagination are
neither in the present, nor in the past, being imaginary, yet they are
somehow present to the imagining mind too.

The  difficulty  is  that  the  acts  of sensation,  memory  and
imagination  are  all  happening  now,  and  so  in  some  sense  their
objects  are  all  present  to  them  at  that  moment.  But  according  to
Russell's theory, the objects of these acts are in different temporal
relations  with the  subject,  so while the objects  of sensation are  in
the present, the objects of memory are in the past, and those of the
imagination are in the inagined (not in the real-time) present, past
or  future.7  The  problem  is  that  Russell  insists  that  the  distinction
between the faculties is not based on the nature of their objects but
in the temporal relation between object and subject.8 But whenever
the  objects  relate  to  the  subject they  are  present to  it.  Objects  of
sensation, memory and imagination are all present to the subject of
acquaintance and so the temporal relation of subject and object does
not  account  for  the  distinction  between  sensations,  memories  and
imaginings.

Another  important  issue  concerns  the  faculty of memory.
According to the acquaintance theory of knowledge, memory plays
a   pivotal   role   in   extending   acquaintance   and   so   foundational
knowledge.9  Memory  extends  knowledge  by  acquaintance  beyond
the  "specious  present"  of sensation  and  thus  releases  the  subject
from  the  trap  of the  present  moment.  In other words,  the  role  of
memory, as Russell argued, is to connect our momentary awareness
with our past experience of things. [°

Apart from the general question of how it is possible to be
acquainted with the past at all, that is, how we can be directly aware
of past objects and events without the mediation of mental entities
such as images, the analysis of the faculty of memory which Russell

7 |bid., pp. 58, 64-66, 70-72.

Ibid. p.  79.

Ibid., pp.11-12. See also 8. Russell, Prob/e#rs a/PAz./asopky, p. 48.
Bertrand Russell, 7lfeeory a/K#ow/edge, p.  12.
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provides  in  77Ieory  a/ K#ow/edge  raises  other  difficulties  for  his
theory.  The three types of memory for Russell are "physiological",
"immediate",  and "remote"  memory.  Physiological  and  immediate

memory  are  memory  by  acquaintance,  while  remote  memory  is
knowledge  by  description.  Physiological  memory  deals  with  the
most recent past,  which nevertheless belongs to the specious pres-
ent.  Immediate  memory  is  also  memory  of the  recent past  but  its
objects do not belong to the specious present. There is something in
immediate  memory,  says  Russell,  which makes  us  believe  that  its
objects  are  in  the  past  and  thus  are  different  from  sensations  or
sense-data, even though we are acquainted with them the same way
we  are  acquainted  with  sensations  or  sense-data.  Unfortunately,
Russell does not elaborate on what the role of physiological mem-
ory  is  in  his  theory  of memory,  since  it  virtually  belongs  to  the
faculty  of  sensation.   Furthemore,  he  does  not  provide  a  clear
account  of what  distinguishes  physiological  memory  dealing  with
present  objects  from  immediate  memory  which  deals  with  recent
past  objects,  and  thus  does  not  answer  the  question  of how  the
objects of memory by acquaintance differ from the objects of sen-
sation  (whose  objects  are  in  the  specious  present  as  well)  and
imagination (whose objects could be in an imagined recent past).

Another difficulty that arises for the relations between the
three types of memory is that Russell does not address the issue of
how  the  objects  of the  three  types  of memory  differ  from  one
another.  If the difference  is only in their distance  in time, then the
objects  of physiological  and  immediate  memory  which  deal  with
the  specious  present  and  recent  past,  can  become  in  due  course
objects of remote memory. This leads to the conclusion that know-
ledge  by  acquaintance  could  become  knowledge  by  description,
which  is  a  far  from  desirable  outcome  for  Russell's  acquaintance
theory.

Yet another problem for Russell's theory of the cognitive
faculties  concerns  imagination.  According  to  Russell's  definition,
"imagination differs  from memory and sensation by the fact that it

does  not  imply  (though  it  does  not  exclude)  a  time-relation  of
subject and object"." It seems that what Russell has in mind is that
although any  imagined object  is  real,  it does  not exist  in physical

11  lbid.'  p.170.
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time, which means that its temporal status  is  imaginary.  The prob-
lem is how the  faculty of imagination is distinguished from sensa-
tion  and  memory.  Since  imagination  neither  implies  nor excludes
temporal relations,  there  is nothing in the nature of the relation of
subject and object to distinguish it from memory or sensation.

In  77ieory  o/K#ow/edge,  Russell  says  that the objects  of
inagination (which  include hallucinations and dreams) are usually
easily identified because they are unusual and strange compared to
the  ordinary  objects  of  sensation  and  memory.  Russell  acknow-
ledges,  however,  that  this  carmot  be  the  basis  of  distinguishing
imagination  from   sensation   and  memory  because  the  cognitive
faculties  are  defined  by the  difference  in the  relation between the
known object and the knowing subject, and not the difference in the
objects themselves. Applying Russell's criterion,  I will not be able,
for  example,  to  distinguish  between  a  memory  of my  deceased

grandmother and my imaginary vision of her, since both objects are
experienced as past.

One   conclusion   to   be   drawn   from   the   above   is   that
Russell's theory of acquaintance with particulars fails to provide a
criterion  of  distinction  between  the  cognitive  faculties  which  it
initially   ained   for,   because   it   cannot   explain   their   temporal
differences.

Ill.
The period  1918-1919 is one of change for Russell's epis-

temology.  He  realized  that  the  subject-object  structure  of know-
ledge which is essential for his acquaintance theory is probably not
the   steadiest   epistemological   structure,   and   certainly   not   the
simplest one.  The  first important consequence of the abandonment
of the acquaintance theory is that Russell no longer believes that we
are directly aware of the things around us. Images and inferences of
things  from images of them,  which were rejected as intermediaries
between  the  subject  and  the  object  of knowledge  in the  previous
theory, are now acknowledged to be "the only ingredients required
in  addition  to  seusation"  to  build  up  our  cognitive  picture  of
reality.`2

Secondly,  the  concepts  of ``subject"  and "object"  of cog-
nition which were regarded as separate entities in the acquaintance

'2 Bertrand Russell, .4#a/ysj.a a/"I.#c7 (London, Routledge,1997), p.144.
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theory, are now deemed dispensable for the analysis of knowledge.
And so, sensation, memory and imagination, with all other "mental
occurrences"  such as  introspection,  attention,  and anticipation,  are
no  longer  conceived  as  cognitive  relations  between  subject  and
object. The direct awareness of things provided by sensation is not
considered knowledge  per  se,  since  knowledge  requires  habit  and
the   association   of  images   which   involve   elements   foreign   to
sensation. However, it is important to note that the three faculties of
sensation,  memory,  and  imagination were  still believed by Russell
to be the basis of knowledge.  This  line of thought began with 7lJ}e
i4#cr/ysis   o/  A4lJ.#d   and   persisted   throughout   the   remainder   of
Russel|'s life.L3

IV.
In  Russell's  new  1921  ``neutral monism"  theory of know-

ledge, perceptual knowledge, which he still regarded as the basis of
knowledge,   is   now   explained  without  appeal  to  an   irreducible
duality  between  a  mental  subject  and  material  object.  The  first
consequence for the theory of the cognitive faculties of 1921, which
drops the theory of acquaintance, is that sensation is now conceived
as a part of perception and not as a separate cognitive faculty. Sen-
sation  is "extracted  [from perception]  by psychological analysis".L4
Perception constitutes the "actual experience" which involves "sen-
sation", ``biography", "perspective", "habit",  and application of the
so-called  "mnemic  laws"  which  connect  the  present  with  the  past
experience.

Perception now comprises the "momentary experience" of
things  as  well as the  different perspectives  from which each of us
experiences  them,  which  forms  what  Russell  calls  our  "integral
experience   of  things   in   the   environment".[5   The   core   of  the
epistemological   analysis,   experience,   now   also   includes   inter-

[3  In  his  article  "Russell's  Neutral  Monism"  (CambrJ.dgc  Compa#J.o#  /a

Ber/ra#d Russ'c//,  Ed. Nicholas  Griffin.  New York:  Cambridge University
Press,   2003,   pp.   332-371),   Robert  Tully  argues  that  Russell's  mature
neutral  monist  theory  was  developed  not  earlier  than   1940.  This  thesis
deserves serious consideration.  However,  for the  purposes of my paper,  I
will  accept Russell's  claim  in  7lfec .4ica/ys;.s  a/Afz.#d that his  theory  at the
time sided with the theory of neutral monism.

Ibid.' p.157.

Bertrand Russell, 7lf!e 47ca/ysz.s a/A4ind, p.157.
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pretation, expectation, habit, and belief, which were ascribed earlier
to  knowledge  by  description.  Sensation  is  indispensable  for  the
faculty  of perception,  but  it  is  not  the  bearer  of knowledge.  The
direct awareness of things provided by sensation is not knowledge,
since knowledge requires habit and association of images. The view
that sensations  are transformed  into  perceptions  is  not an  isolated
consequence  of the  shift,  it  actually  entails  a  change  of the  defi-
nition  of all  cognitive  faculties  and  in  this  way,  of the  nature  of
knowledge  in general.  77!e <4#a/ys/.a  o/Mz.#d is where  Russell  lays
out the  details of his new theory of knowledge inspired by neutral
monism to which,  with certain modifications,  he remained faithful
for the rest of his life.

The new theory of knowledge was adopted by Russell as a
better explanation of how the human cognitive apparatus works and
what the nature of knowledge is. However, Russell did not abandon
the search for certain knowledge. In the light of this search, the new
theory  proved  to  be  attractive  because,  Russell  says,  it  dispensed
with  the  epistemological  concepts  of "subject",  "object",  and  the
"dual relation between subject and object" which were at the center

of the  acquaintance  theory,  and  thus  offered  a  simpler  picture  of
knowledge.

I  argue  that  as  a result of the  failure  of the  acquaintance
theory  to  distinguish  between  the  cognitive  faculties  and  between
the  acts  and  objects  of sensing,  remembering,  and  imagining,  the
task  of Russell's  new  theory  was  rather  to  explain  the  common
features that make the faculties a part of the "integral experience" of
reality.  The  focus  in  the  new  theory  of cognition,  is  shifted  from

providing  a  criterion  of  distinction  to  exploring  the  causal  me-
chanisms of the faculties whose operation is explained by a general
theory of habit and association of images.

Russell thus changed his mind considerably concerning the
faculty of sensation in his shift from the theory of acquaintance to
neutral  monism.  His  conviction  that  having  a  sensation  of some-
thing does not mean being in a cognitive relation to an object grew
stronger  with  time.  In  7lfle  ,4#cr/ysis  a/ A4lj.#d Russell  argues  that
sensation  supplies  perception with "data"  from the  external  world
but  does  not  amount  to  knowledge,  since  knowledge  requires  an
association of images that sensation does not provide.16 Habit trans-
foms these sensational data into images which can be remembered,
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associated,  imagined,  or expected.  The "immediate"  and "remote"
types of memory work through habit, association, and three types of
"feeling".   Through   the   "feeling   of  familiarity"   images   of  past

events  are  recognized  as memories rather than mere  imaginations.
Memory  is  also  distinguished  from  imagination by the "feeling of
belief"  and  "feeling  of pastness"  which  accompany  our  memory-
images but not our imagination-images. Since all our memories are
images,  they  are  "wholly  analyzable  into  present  contents"."  In
other words, memories represent past events, but are not themselves
in the past, and thus the difficulty of having direct knowledge of the
past  which  the  acquaintance  theory  faced  is  avoided.  From  Rus-
sell's analysis it follows that what cormects the three faculties is the
concept  of "image".  Images  are  "occasioned,  through  association,
by a sensation or another image", and they are also believed to be
"copies of sensations which have occulTed earlier".]8 Thus, through

images  all  data  coming  from  sensation,  perception,  memory  and
imagination are turned into an "integral experience" of reality.

V.

I hope to have established two main points. First, the three
main  cognitive   faculties   of  sensation,  memory  and   imagination
shq}ild  be  analyzed  together,  as  elements  of  one  theory  of  the
cognitive  faculties  which  plays  a  crucial  role  both  for  Russell's
acquaintance theory and his post-acquaintance philosophy. Second,
overcoming the difficulties which the acquaintance theory faced in
deflning   and   distinguishing  the   three   cognitive   faculties,   while
keeping the basic epistemological project alive, was for Russell the
attraction of neutral monism.

Department of Philosophy
University of Ottawa
Ottawa, ON  KIN 6N5
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iapos022@uottawa.ca

16  |bid., p.  144.

17  Ibid.,  p.  ,6o.

18.  |bid.,  pp.150,155.

HOW THE RUSSELL PAPERS CAME TO MCMASTER.

NICHOLAS GRIFFIN

In  1967 Bertrand Russell needed money. To be more pre-
cise,  the  peace  foundation  that  Russell  had  established  in  1963
needed funds to establish an Intemational War Crimes Tribunal to
investigate  the  war  in  Vietnam.  Russell's  papers  would  be  highly

prized  possessions  and  most  likely  fetch  a  sizable  sum  from  li-
braries,  museums  and possibly private  collectors.  Perhaps  the  pa-

pers could serve as the primary source of the needed funds for the
tribunal.  Thus begins the intriguing story of a famous philosopher,
money, a buccaneering librarian, Iven;sweet, and last but not least, a
small university with Baptist roots.

MCMaster  University  acquired  the  papers  in   1968.  But
how  did  the  papers  of the  world's  most  famous  campaigner  for
nuclear disarmament come to be housed at a university that prided
itself on its  own nuclear reactor and  its  close association with the
nuclear research conducted by HaITy Thode, president of MCMaster
from  1961  to  1972, at Chalk RIver during the war?I Oddly enouch,
the nuclear reactor is part of the story. During the 1960s, humanities
at MCMaster,  then as now under-resourced and under-appreciated,
had been looking for something that would put it on the map in the
way the nuclear reactor had put the Faculty of Science on the map.
Quite what they had in mind before the Russell papers came on the
market, I don't know. But the Russell Archives, in the minds of sev-
eral  humanities  administrators,  was  the  institutional  equivalent  of
the nuclear reactor.

This,  of course,  only explains  why  MCMaster wanted the

papers. It does not explain how it came to get them, A large part of
the answer to that question lies in the fact that the University had, in

*  I  would  like to  thank  Alan  Schwerin  and  Kenneth  Blackwell  for their

comments on earlier drafts of this paper, which improved it greatly.
Thode had been a MCMaster professor since  1939, but during the war he

had  worked  at  the  Canadian  nuclear research  facility  at  Chalk River,  the
original purpose of which was to produce plutonium for nuclear weapons.
After  the  war,  largely  through  his  influence,  MCMaster  became  the  first
Canadian university to have an experimental nuclear reactor
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Will  Ready,  an  enterprising  and  imaginative  librarian.  Ready  had
barely been at MCMaster a year when the Russell papers came on
the market.  He had come to  MCMaster from Marquette University
in  Wisconsin,  where  he  had  already  had  considerable  experience
buying archives: he had bought J.R.R. Tolkien's papers and those of
Dorothy Day of the Catholic Worker movement for Marquette. To
describe Ready as enterprising, however, barely does justice to the
man.  It may seem like an oxymoron to describe a librarian as buc-
caneering, but such was Will Ready.  In his autobiography he takes

pride in what he called his "cavalier" and "headlong ways" - and in
the trouble they got hin into and which he always managed to get
out of.

Ready learned the Russell papers were up for sale by acci-
dent. He read of it in the newspaper when he was visiting Britain in
the  autumn of 1967.  Apparently with no more than the newspaper
article to go on, he returned to Canada and in November persuaded
the  Ontario  Council of University Libraries to  support an applica-
tion to the Canada Council for money to buy the papers. By Decem-
ber he had a promise of $150,000 from the Canada Council and by
the  end  of that  month  had  returned  to  Britain to  actually  see  the
papers  for  the  first  time.  However,  the  money  promised  by  the
Canadian Council was far short of the asking price.

The papers were not being sold by Russell himself. Indeed,
Russell himself did not own the  papers.  He had given them to the
Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation,  and a company,  Continuum  1,
had  been  set up  to  catalogue  and  sell  them.  Continuum  1  wanted
two hundred thousand British pounds Oust over half a million Cana-
dian  dollars).  Ready  returned  to  Canada  for  more  money.  Cyrus
Baton, a wealthy financier and MCMaster alumnus, and the Laidlaw
Foundation  contributed,  but  the  lion's  share  was  put  up  by  the
Atkinson  Foundation.  By the  end  of March  1968,  the  money was

pledged and Ready was  back  in  Britain to  sign the  contracts.  The
papers  arrived that  summer.  It had taken  Ready all  of six months
from  leaming  of the  papers'  existence  to  actually  completing  the
sale.

I don't know what support Ready got from inside the Uni-
versity to help acquire them, but sadly, he seems to have had little
from the philosophy department. One of my former colleagues told
the  press  at the time that  he  wouldn't have  paid two cents  for the
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papers.  These  varying estimates of the papers' worth notwithstand-
ing, it seems to me that at two hundred thousand pounds they were

quite a bargain. As Ready himself noted, dealers could have formed
a  cartel  to  buy  them  and  made  many  millions  selling  them  off

piecemeal.
The  conventional  wisdom  is  that the  price  was  kept  low

because Russell would not sell to the Americans, who would have

paid  more   for  them,   because   of  his   opposition  to  the  war   in
Vietnam.   Indeed,   I   have   told   this   story   myself.   It  turns   out,
however, not to be true, as I learned by going through the recently
acquired papers  of Anton  Felton,  Russell's  agent  in  the  sale.  The
truth is, in fact, much more interesting.

Russell  needed  to  sell  the  papers  to  support his  political
work. In  1963 he had set up the Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation
to continue his work after his death. And in 1967 the Peace Founda-
tion  was  in  urgent  need  of cash to  pay  for the  International  War
Crimes Tribunal that Russell was setting up to inquire into Ameri-
can conduct in Vietnam.  This was a hugely expensive undertaking
and, although there was some hope (never realized) that the Tribun-
al  would  be  able  to  raise  money  for  its  own  expenses,  the  Peace
Foundation   was   bankrolling   the   Tribunal   throughout   its   entire
existence.

Russell   had   already   given   the   Peace   Foundation   the

proceeds  from  his  ,4wfobJ.ogrczpky,  the  American  rights  to  which
were  sold  by  auction  (in  those  days,  a  rare  event).  The  4#fo-
bJ.ogrqpAry  had  been  mostly  written  much  earlier  and  Russell  had
intended it to be published after his death.  The urgent needs of the
Peace  Foundation,  however,  caused  him  to  change  his  mind.  His
other main asset at this time was his papers and these, as I've said,
he had given to the Peace Foundation to sell.

This,  in  itself,  ruled  out  certain  institutions.  The  British
Museum  couldn't  afford  them,  and  Cambridge  University,  which

probably could have, sat on the sidelines hoping that Russell would
leave  them  to   Cambridge   in  his   will.   There   was   considerable
irritation  at  Cambridge  that  this  didn't  happen.  Indeed,  there  was
considerable  irritation  in  Britain  that  the  papers  were  leaving  the
country. Questions about the sale were asked in Parliament, and the
hapless bookseller that MCMaster engaged to export the papers was
subsequently  flned  for  exporting  historical  manuscripts  without  a
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licence. This referred not to Russell's own papers, but to some of his
family papers,  especially those  of his grandfather,  Lord John Rus-
sell, which had been included in the sale and which were over  100

years old.  The laws concerning the export of historical manuscripts
were subsequently tightened.

Although the Peace Foundation wanted as much money as
it could  get  for them,  there were  limits  on how they would allow
them to be sold. I doubt that Russell would ever have allowed them
to be bought by a cartel of dealers and sold off individually to col-
lectors,  though  this  would  likely  have  been  the  most  profitable
option.  Russell  wanted them to  be  housed  in a publicly  accessible
institution, which would look after them and make them available to
researchers.  With a few exceptions, the sale stipulated that the pa-

pers were to be available to whoever wanted to see them. (The ex-
ceptions  concern  some  personal  documents  which were  to be em-
bargoed  until  five  years  after the  deaths  of the  people  concerned.
There  is  very  little  material  still  embargoed  -  most of it concerns
Russell's  children,  his  grandchildren,  and  his  third  wife,  who  are
still alive.)

Nonetheless,  American institutions would likely have paid
more  for the  papers  than MCMaster did,  and,  despite the Vietnam
war,  Russell  was  not  averse  to  selling  to  an  American  university.
This was hardly  inconsistent:  the American universities themselves
were,  by  this  time,  hotbeds  of opposition to  the  Vietnam war.  In-
deed  negotiations  with  American  universities  were  underway  in
1967,  before Ready even knew the papers were up for sale.  There
was one plan for them to be bought jointly by the University of Chi-
cago and Harvard. Russell had taught at both places. The social and

political papers would go to Chicago and the philosophical ones to
Harvard. (Given what happened to the Peirce papers at Harvard, as
a Russell scholar I am profoundly grateful that they didn't go there.)

But  the  big  player  here  was  the  University  of Texas  at
Austin.  Backed by Texas  oil revenues,  Austin would have had no
trouble  meeting  the  asking  price.  It  had,  moreover,  an  aggressive
acquisitions   policy   for   its   Humanities   Research   Centre,   which
already had a fabulously rich collection of papers, many of them of
direct  relevance  to  Russell.  By  any  objective  standards,  the  Hu-
inanities  Research  Centre  at  Austin  would  have  been  the  natural
home for the Russell collection.
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The   University  of  Texas   was  already  negotiating  with
Russell's agents before Ready even knew of the papers and would
no doubt have concluded the deal, but for a curious mischance. The
negotiations,  of course,  were  conducted  in private.  But news  that
they  were  going  on  was  announced  in  an  extraordinary  story  in
Ivewtwee*. This would have been bad enough, but Jvewsweek went
on to assert that Russell intended to send the proceeds from the sale
to North Vietnam to support the war effort. There was absolutely no
truth to this claim at all. Russell's lawyers went to work and got the
offending issue of the journal pulled from the newsstands in Britain.
But the damage had been done.  Texas withdrew from negotiations
and other potential American buyers backed off.

It  is hard to believe that IvewsweeA would publish a com-

pletely fabricated story, and it seems most likely that the magazine
was  set  up.  By  whom  is  not  clear.  It  could have  been  a patriotic
American,  perhaps  an  employee  of the  University  of Texas,  who
knew of the negotiations and objected to Texas oil revenues being
used to support the War Crimes Tribunal. Or it might have been the
American authorities.  They were going to extraordinary lengths to

prevent the  War Crimes  Tribunal  from taking place.  Pressure was
brought to bear on the French government to revoke perinission for
the Tribunal to be held in Paris.  And when it finally took place in
Stockholm,  Walt Rostow publicly berated the  Swedish prime min-
ister about it at Kourad Adenauer's funeral. Russell himself was the
subject of a campaign of vilification in the American press - some
of the worst of it, e.g. an article by Flora Lewis in foo4, under the
auspices  of the  American  embassy  in  London.  The  idea that they
would plant a false  story in Ivewswec4 is  certainly not beyond the
bounds of credibility.

The  result  of the  article  was  that the  papers  had become
unsaleable  in America.  The thinking at Continuum  I  was that they
should be withdrawn from sale until the fuss had died down. It was
at  this  point  that  Ready  entered  the  picture.  It  seems  altogether
likely that IvetM";eek cost the Peace Foundation many thousands of
dollars.  By the same token, MCMaster got one of the best bargains
in  its  history.   It  acquired,  not  only  the  papers  themselves,  but
copyright in most of Russell's unpublished writings.

MCMaster  was  not  unaware  of the  political  controversy
surrounding  the  papers.  As  Ready  forged  ahead  in  his  "cavalier"
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way,  more  timid  administrators  were   fearing  the  criticism  that
might  fall  on  MCMaster  for  buying  the  papers  of so  notorious  a
rebel.  There  was  no  fear that the  money would  be  channelled to
Hanoi, but it was known that it would go to furthering Russell's var-
ious  political  causes,  and  MCMaster  was  quite  anxious  not to  be
seen to be directly supporting those. For this reason, MCMaster was
not willing to  buy the  papers  directly  from the Peace  Foundation,
which owned them, but insisted instead that a company be set up to
take possession of the papers and sell them to the University. This
was done, and the money was then passed from the company to the
Foundation.

So   far  as   I   know,   MCMaster  ran   into  no  trouble   for
allegedly supporting Russell's political  causes.  It did, however, run
into  trouble  over  its  very  efforts  to  keep  a  safe  distance  between
itself and the Peace Foundation. The selling price was supposed to
be  kept  secret,   but  the   day  after  the  deal  was  completed,   7lfoe
Observer published an article speculating on the price and claiming
it was a world record sum. It also reported that the money had gone
to  Russell  and  not  the  Peace  Foundation.  Further  reports  along
similar lines appeared in the press over the next few days.

The  impression was given that Russell was only interested
in making money from the papers.  He was  furious.  He had, more-
over,  no  doubt that  Ready was the  source  of the  stories.  Whether
Ready  had  actually  revealed  the  price  is  unclear,  though  Russell
certainly thought that he had. But the University was so anxious not
to appear to be supporting Russell's politics, that it had gone out of
its way to  insist to  all who would listen that it had not boucht the

papers  from  the  Peace  Foundation.  The  press,  not  unreasonably,
concluded that it had bought them from Russell himself and that he
had made a personal fortune from the deal.

Russell wrote sternly to Ready about this:

I  have  complained  to  Mr.   Felton  about  the   story  in   7lfje
Observer  of March  31,  but  should point  out  to  you that  the
story   in   the   Dcrf./y   re/egrclpfa   of  2   April   emanated   from
Hamilton and is in direct breach of the agreement entered into
with you not to  reveal  the  price of the  archives.  This  failure
appears to  me to be  entirely your responsibility,  and there  is
nothing in your letter to suggest you recognise this fact.
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No  serious  harm  seems  to  have  been  done  by  this  last
controversy.  It  did  not  prevent  a  second  sale  to  MCMaster,  after
Russell's death, of private and current political papers that had been
held back from the first sale and those which had accumulated after
it. But it does seem that Ready - a bit like Russell - was unable to
keep out of trouble, even in his greatest triumph.
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BERTRAND RUSSELL AND THE COLD WAR
ORVILL'S LIST

JACK M. CLONTZ

Review  essay  of `Orwell's  List',  Timothy  Garton  Ash,  Iven;  yor4
RevJ.ew; a/Boots, September 25, 2003.

The embers of a forlorn hope have long smoldered in the breasts of
a  considerable  segment  of what  might  be  called  ``the  progressive
intelligentsia".  This  seldom realized hope  is  that  surely there must
have been inportant Western intellectuals who, during the long po-
litical  struggles  of the  Cold  War,  actually  belonged  to  the  inde-

pendent left. However, it is not as easy as it initially seems to give a
cogent characterization of what it would mean to be "independent"
in the appropriate fashion.

It  might  seem  obvious  that  an  independent  leftist  should
not be employed by government agencies, but this is too restrictive.
For  example,  should  we  condemn  Noam  Chomsky  for  accepting
grants from the U.S. Navy to fund some of his linguistic research?
Or should Gilbert Ryle be condemned for having been an officer in
the British army during World War 11?

A  more  interesting  case  is  that  of  the  Marxist  scholar
Herbert  Marcuse,  who  was  employed by the  U.S.  government for
about nine years (1942-51). Marcuse first worked for the Office of
War  Information,  then  for  the  Office  of Secret  Services  (the  im-
mediate predecessor of the Central Intelligence Agency), and fmally
for the U.S.  State Department's Eastern European Division, even at
last  becoming  Acting  Head  of  the  Eastern  European  Division.
Claiming to have become disenchanted by U.S. foreign policy at the
beginning of the Cold War, Marcuse resigned, though it is equally
true that this was at the time Senator Joseph Mccarthy was making
his assaults  on the U.S.  State Department.  Marcuse then took suc-
cessive  research  and  teaching  positions  at  Columbia  and  Harvard
and involved himself in the study of Soviet Marxism. He ended his
career in the midst of intense controversy in successive positions at
Brandeis University and the University of california, Sam Diego.
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What do these cases have in common? Only that the three
intellectuals were  somehow being funded or paid by agencies  of a
national government for certain services. But a crucial difference is
that  Chomsky  and  Marcuse  are  well-known  as  uncompromising
critics  of  the  U.S.   government,   especially  in  regard  to  foreign

policy, so that had it been their political writings that had been sub-
sidized by the government, their independence as leftist intellectuals
would have  at  least been  suspect.  But similar observations  do not

pertain to Ryle in the U.K., even apart from the fact that Ryle was
participating   in   a   war   against   the   odious   German   Nationalist
Socialist regime,  for he had no serious reputation as a critic of the
West to compromise.

On  the  other  hand,  what  should  we  say  in  the  case  of
Bertrand  Russell,  an  obvious  candidate  for the  role  of spokesman
for the independent left in the Cold War period? The issue is vexed
because there was an apparent radical shift in Russell's views on the
Cold  War between the  end of World War 11  and the  early  1960s,
when Russell went from being a zealous anti-communist to being a
critic  of the  West  some  of whose  writings  could  have  emanated
from   the   propaganda   machines   of  one   of  several   cormunist
countries.  But it is even more vexed by the fact that only recently
have we learned that Russell worked as an agent of propaganda for
a  secret  arm  of the  British  foreign  office  during  one  of the  most
dangerous  phases  of the  Cold War.  It appears,  then,  that our idol
had  at times  feet of clay that were  decidedly pointing  in different
directions, and that Russell had been at different times an abettor of
both anti- and pro-communist propaganda machines.  As such,  it is
difficult to maintain confidence in his political judgment. But these
are  larger  issues.  Here  I  shall  be  principally  concerned  with  the
context of Russell's  1953  anti-communist writings that were spon-
sored by a secret branch of the British Foreign Office.

Timothy Garton Ash,  who now has joint appointments  at
St.    Anthony's    College,    Oxford   University    and   the    Hoover
Institution  at  Stan ford University,  has  achieved  a wide  hearing as
the  polyglot  chronicler  of  the  Eastern  European  anti-communist
movements  that  led  to  the  collapse  of  communism  in  Eastern
Europe.   Much  of  his  commentary  on  these  drainatic  events   in
Eastern  Europe  was  published  in  such  venues  as  7lte  Ivew  york
Revj.en; a/Books prior to its appearance in book form.
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More  recently,  Garton  Ash  has  tuned  his  attention  to
George Orwell's last years when the desperately ill Orwell had just

gone  through  the  arduous  task  of getting i4#I.m¢/ Farm  published
and  /984  in  publishable  form.  Although the  author  of the  earlier
fJomcrge  fo   C4fcr/oHj.cr  had  become   a  strong  opponent  of  com-
munism,  these  last  major  works  represented  an  extremely  bitter
Orwell  who  had become the  prototypical  Cold  Warrior.  After all,
the  O]r/ord E#g//.sA  D7.ct7.o77cny  cites  Orwell  as  the  first to  use  the
term  `Cold  War',  in  1945  and  1946.  (Only  in  1947  did  the  term
come  into  common  usage,  when  Walter  Lippmann  used  the  ex-
pression  in  the  title  of his  book  7lfoe  Co/d  Wrar..  A  S/"dy  ;.#  U.S.
ForeJ.gr Po/J.ey, and the Iveii; yor4 rj.mes also began using the ten.
And  according  to  a  JSTOR  keyword  search,  only  in   1948  did
academies begin using the term in scholarly journals.) Nevertheless,
Orwell has also frequently been acclaimed as that rare specimen of
modem  humanity, the  genuinely  "virtuous  man",  the term used  by
the Cold War liberal Lionel Trilling to describe Orwell's character
in Trilling's  1952 Introduction to the American edition of Orwell's
fJomc}ge   /o   Ca/cr/o#z.a.   But   such   veritable   apotheosis   becomes
almost risible in view of what we now know.

In  7lrfee Iven/ york Revj.en/ o/Books of September 25, 2003,
Garton  Ash  published  an  article  called   `Orwell's  List'.   In  this
article,  Garton Ash gives an account of his research concerning an
astonishing list of thirty-eight names of joumalists, politicians,  and
others  compiled by  Orwell.  In  some  cases,  Orwell  appended  com-
ments,    some   being   anti-Semitic   or   homophobic,   as   well   as
vocational information.  Those on the list were generally labeled as
"crypto-communists"  or "fellow travelers".  Others were  said to be

merely  "appeasers"  (of  the  U.S.S.R.),  "reliably  pro-Russian"  or
"sympathizers only". Quite a few on the list are well known to those

in Russell studies, for they include such figures as E.H. Carr, Isaac
Deutscher, Kingsley Martin and J.B. Priestley.

Orwell  tuned this  list over to  a secret department of the
British  Foreign  Office  on  May  2,  1949  through  the  agency  of a
close  friend,  Celia  Kirwan,  an  employee  of the  department  and  a
woman to whom Orwell was emotionally bound in unrequited love.
Orwell  had met Celia  in  1945  when he  spent Christmas  in  Wales
with  his   friend  Arthur  Koestler  and  Koestler's  wife  Mamaine,
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Celia's twin sister. Ironically, Mamaine had once been the object of
unwelcome  anorous  advances  from  Russell.  As  a result,  relations
between  Koestler  and  Russell  became  strained  to  the  extent  that
their working together in the anti-communist cause was for a while
curtailed.

At  the  time  Orwell  sent his  list to  Celia  Kirwan  she  had
recently   been   employed   by   the   Foreign   Office's   Information
Research  Department  (IRD).  Among  other  tasks,  this  secret  de-

partment   was   officially   charged   with   conducting   what   Labor
foreign secretary Ernest Bevin,  its founder, called "antingommunist

publicity".   At   first   the   department   was   primarily   engaged   in
gathering  information  concerning  Soviet  and  communist misdeeds
and  sharing  this  infomation  with  sympathetic  journalists,  poli-
ticians and trade unionists.  It is therefore unsurprising that the de-

partment employed the now well-known historian of Stalinist terror,
Robert  Conquest,  who  at  one  point  shared  an  office  with  Celia
Kirwan.  In the course of events,  however, the department came to
sponsor  anti-communist  publications.  It  goes  without  saying  that
this sponsorship was hidden from public view.

In particular, the IRD was eager to sponsor publication of
anti-communist works by well-known and reputedly "independent"
leftists.  It  is  therefore  clear why the  IRD  would be  eager to have
Russell,  a well-known  anti-communist on the  political  left,  as  one
of their  authors.  At  the  same  time,  the  IRD  was  equally eager to
weed out prospective authors who were not politically reliable. This
is  a  major  reason  why  the  IRD  welcomed  Orwell's  list.  For,  as
Orwell  himself  said,  such  individuals  should  be  prevented  from
whting works under the aegis of the IRD.

But what  Garton Ash  does not mention  is that in case  of
need,  this  list  was  also  to  be  used  to  ferret  out  suspicious  intel-
lectuals and others, perhaps in a political crisis, though there is no
indication  Orwell  himself knew  this.  Accordingly,  in  a telephone
interview conducted by Francis Stonor Saunders, Adam  Watson, a
senior IRD  veteran and Celia Kirwan's supervisor,  would not cat-
egorically deny that the  list was to be used against those on it.  He
would  only  say  in  an  artfully  qualified  way  that  "Its  irmediate
usefulness was that these were not people who should write for us,"
but  went  on  to  add  that  "[their]  cormection  with  Soviet-backed
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organizations might have to be exposed at some later date".I It thus
seems  to  have  been  intended that the  list  could  be  concomitantly
used as  a tool  of ideological  suppression or even political control
under certain unspecified untoward circumstances.

Notice, moreover, that it has previously been thought that
the  U.K.  never  approximated  the  virulent  and  destructive  anti-
communism dominating American culture  and politics  at this very
time.  However,  this  new  information  concerning  the  IRD  would
suggest the  need to  slightly revise this received view.  In addition,
attention is called to the fact that anyone associated with the IRD at
this time would almost certainly have been looked upon askance or
otherwise considered suspect by those who prize civil liberties and
individual  human  rights.  Any  liberal-minded  observer  would  pay
close heed to the possibility that an individual running afoul of the
IRD would at the least run the risk of losing his or her livelihood, as
was not unusual in the U.S. in analogous circumstances.

Russell   had   three   short   political   books   published   by
Batchworth    Books    in   their    Background    Books    series,    Wlky
Communism Must Fail (\9S\), What is Freedom? (19S2), arld What
j.s  Democrcrey?  (1953).  And  we  now  know  that  their  publication
was  financed by the  IRD.  According to  Garton Ash,  IRD  insiders
told  him  that  Russell,   unlike  some  others,  knew  full  well  that
Background  Books  was  sureptitiously  funded  by  a  propaganda
wing  of the  Foreign  Office.  Presumably,  the  earnings  received by
Russell from the sale of these books were funneled through the IRD
as well. Even more disconcerting is the fact that Russell chose to re-

print two of these short booklets as component essays in his collec-
ti+on Fact and Fiction.

Fac/ fl#d Fj.c/I.o# was published in the U.K. by Allen and
Unwin in  1961  and in the U.S. by Simon and Schuster in 1962. It is
noted in both editions that the two pieces were revised in 1960. Ob-
viously, this revision was undertaken to take account of what Rus-
sell believed were positive changes in the U.S.S.R. in the early post-
Stalin period.  Nonetheless,  it  goes  without  saying that there  is no

' Frances Stonor SanndeTs, The Cultural Cold War: The CIA and the World

a/Arts a#d fe/{erS, The New Press, New York, 2000, p 299.
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mention  of  the  fact  that  the  original  publication  by  Batchworth
Press was subsidized by the IRD.

In   my   view,   the   upshot   is   that   Russell   compromised
himself in two  important respects.  The  first is that he  violated his
own belief in the paramount importance of the individual being able
to  make  judgments  on  their  merits  without  societal  or  political
pressure, in the full light of evidence that should be freely available
to  all.  By  hiding  the  fact  that  he  had  engaged  in  surreptitious

propaganda    Russell    deeply    compromised    himself.    He    also
compromised  himself by  presenting  himself as  a  detached,  inde-

pendent observer of political trends,  one who was not beholden to
hidden  or  special  interests.  In effect,  therefore,  Russell  lied to  his
readers  by  not  revealing  the  provenance  of the  writing  of these
works.

Some  historians  of the  IRD,  for  example,  Paul  Lashmar
and James Oliver in their book on the IRD entitled Brj./crj.j7's Secre/
Prapcgrmdcr    Wcrr   (1998),   and   Lyn   Smith   in   `Covert   British
Propaganda: The Information Research Department  1947-1977' (in
Millennium:  Journal Of International Studies,1980`, haNe asseated
that there  is no evidence that writers'  views were trimmed to fit a
particular  line,  but that Background  Books  sinply picked  authors
whose  independent opinions were congruent with its requirements.

(Lashmar and Oliver, p.  102.)
For  example,  Lashmar  and  Oliver  quote  Bryan  Magee,

who wrote a book for the IRD without knowing of their government
afflliation,  that  "No  one  had  attempted to  influence  what  I  wrote,
and  my  book  was  published just  as  I  wrote  it,  down  to  the  last
comma."   (Ibid.)  Nonetheless,  when  he  discovered  the  full  truth
about IRD Magee was outraged at being used for political ends of
which  he  knew  nothing.  I  shall  simply  observe  that  a  vast  moral
chasm opens  between Magee and Russell regarding what they had
done in writing for IRD, and pass on without even the suggestion of
an invidious comparison since the matter speaks for itself.

In  contrast  to  the  historians just  cited,  however,  Andrew
Bone,  of the  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre  at MCMaster Uni-
versity,  has  pointed out (in  an  email message  of 9/24/2003  to the
online Russell  Studies Discussion Group russell-I) that in Russell's
correspondence with his editors at Background Books, Colin Wintle
and  Stephen  Watts,  "the  ideological  thrust  of the  project  comes
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across  quite  clearly."  And,  moreover,  that  Russell  even  received
explicit  editorial  guidelines  from  Wintle  for  Wfzc7/  z.s  Freedom.?,
namely,  that  Russell  "should  accept  the  proposition  that  the  pro-
spects  of freedom  are  better  outside  Marxism-Leninism-Stalinism
and develop arguments to show why this is so."

Thus,   as   letters   in  the   Russell  Archives   at  MCMaster
University reveal, Russell clearly wrote anti-communist propaganda
on  explicit  instruction  from  the  anti-communist  propaganda  rna-
chine of a government agency.  In addition,  in these letters, Russell
indicates  that  he  well  understands  the  direct  ideological  nature  of
the  publications  he  was  to  prepare.  This  gives  some  reason  to
believe that what the IRD veterans have said is tine and that Russell
did know the function of Background Books and the identity of its
backers.

The  next  task  would  be  to  analyze   WIJ!of  /a  Freec7ow.?,
What  ls  Democraey?, a;nd Wh:y  Communism  Must  Fail in order to
determine  their  precise  ideological  content,  and  to  compare  the
results with what we now know of the policy of the IRD and other
contemporary propaganda agencies.  We  would thus  be  in a better

position  to  see  concretely  how  Russell  managed  the  task  he  was
given  and  to  see  how  strictly  he  conformed  to  official  policy  in
writing these three short works in  1951-1953, an ominous period in
the history of the Cold War. I hope to present such an analysis in a
future issue of the BRS gwar/er/)/.

To  anticipate,  perhaps  even  worse  to  say  is  that  further
analysis  will  reveal  that  the  three  works  are  mediocre  and  as  a
whole   detract   from   Russell's   reputation   on   purely   scholarly

grounds.  They  contribute  virtually  nothing  to  political  theory  or
analysis  when  compared  with  other  anti-communist  writers  like
Isaiah Berlin and Karl Popper, e'm7.gre' scholars in Great Britain with
at  least  broadly  comparable  political  views  who  wrote  on  similar
themes at about the same time. But then, Russell's purpose was not
to make a scholarly contribution to political theory or analysis.  On
the   contrary,   the   purpose   was   to   persuade   those   intellectually
incapable of grasping the limitations of the works they were reading
that the  views being expressed were both  cogent and correct.  But
the tools of persuasion were little more than the considerable grace
with  which  the  works  were  whtten  and  the  great  intellectual  and
social prestige enveloping their author.
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This   episode   in   Russell's   life   lamentably   once   again
illustrates  that the  greatest of figures  can yet be  guilty of Benda's
infamous frch;.so# c/es c/eras,  and this even in the midst of a world
situation redolent of impending cataclysmic.  At least Pugwash and
the Russell-Einstein Manifesto will fairly soon go far in redeeming
Russell's blemished reputation. Nonetheless,  it must be  said that it
would  have  been  much  better  had  Russell  at  least  frankly  ac-
knowledged  his   unsavory  association  with  the   IRD.   No   doubt
Russell  had his  own  reasons  for not broaching the  issue  when he
had ample opportunity to do so, but to scout such possible reasons
would  be   so  speculative  as  to  be  tangential  to  what  has  been
attempted here.

Maebashi Kyoai Gakuen College
Maebashi, Japan 379-2192
clontz@ct.kyoai.ac.jp

LETTER TO THE 7YMES, 4 AUGUST, 1961 *

by BERTRAND RUSSELL

INTRODUCTION

by RAY PERKINS, JR.

The Committee of 100, with Russell at its head,  came into being in
the autumn of 1960 as a means of incorporating civil disobedience
into   the   British   anti-nuclear   movement.   In   this   letter,   hitherto
unpublished,    Russell    speculates    on   the    British    govemment's
reasons for denying permission for an anti-nuclear rally in Trafalgar
Square  on September  17,1961.  A sit-down demonstration resulted
in  an  excessive  police  response  which  the  Committee  was  able to
use  to  gain  considerable  public  support  in  the  following  months.
Russell was not arrested in the September 17 melee because he and
Edith were  already  in prison for an action  in Hyde  Park on Hiro-
shima Day, just two days after this letter to the  rj.mes was written.
He  and Edith were sentenced to two months  in prison, reduced to
one week for reasons of health. They were released from prison on
September  18.

4 August,1961
To the Editor of the rj.meg: [in BR's handwriting -RP]

Some  months  ago  the  Committee  of  100,  of which  I  am

president,  applied  for  permission  to  hold  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar
Square on September 17.  No answer was received until a few days
ago,  and,  when  received,  it  was  a  refusal.  It  is  very  much  to  be
hoped that the Authorities will reconsider this refusal.

* This letter is reprinted with kind permission of the Bertrand Russell

Archives at MCMaster University.
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Perhaps    what    influenced    the    Authorities    was    the
knowledge  that  a  non-violent  demonstration  of civil  disobedience
was  likely  to  occur  later on the  same  day.  Such  a demonstration,
however,  would be  distinct from the meeting  in  Trafalgar Square.
Moreover,  if the  legitimate  outlets  for expressions  of opinion  are
refused, many, who might otherwise hesitate, will be driven to civil
disobedience as the only opening left for them.

Another thing  which may have  influenced the Authorities
is  that  September  17  is  Battle  of Britain Day.I  Perhaps they con-
sider it inappropriate that a meeting should be held on that day by
those who seek to persuade their countrymen not to permit further
suffering,  fiirther  death  -  perhaps  the  complete  extinction  of the
human  race  and  the  obliteration  of all  that  the  splendidly  brave

people  suffered and died for during that Battle. New times require
new methods:  and the salvation of Britain is as much our aim as it
was that of those, both fighters and civilians, who gallantly endured
the perils of that time.

Yours faithfully,

Bertrand Russell

The Battle of Britain Day is a national holiday commemorating the heroic
efforts of the British Royal Air Force against Hitler's Luftwaffe from July
to  November  of 1940  in  which  "Churchill's  few"  gave the Nazis  one  of
their first defeats of World War 11.

REVIEW

BOISE

TOM WEIDLICH

This summer, the Rattlestick Theater in New York City's West Vil-
lage  produced Boz.se,  by  David  Folwell.  The  play  liberally  quotes
Bertrand Russell  and raises  issues  he  was  concerned  with - mar-
riage,  truth,  and  Judeo-Christian  morals  versus  a  more  rational
code.  But  the  protagonist  takes  Russell's  ideas  further  than  they
want to 80.

(Interesting,   at  the   same  time,   and  further  uptown  on
Broadway, another play, a revival of Tom Stoppard's /a/mpers,  also
invoked Russell throughout.  The main character,  a moral philoso-

pher named George Moore - no, not ffoa/ one - ponders: "Do I say
`My  friend  the  late  Bertrand  Russell'  or  `My  late  friend  Bertrand

Russell'?   They  both  sound  furmy."  To  which  his  wife  retorts:
``Probably because he wasn't your friend.")

In   Bo7.se,    the   main   character,   Stewart,   is   a   married
thirtysomething  office worker  in the throes  of a mid-life crisis.  In
addition  to  being  dissatisfied  with  his  work,  he  has  lost  sexual
interest in his wife.

He meets and becomes intrigued with Tara from human re-
sources. He is partly attracted to her because she makes him think -
she  quotes  Bertrand  Russell.  When  Stewart  asks  who  Russell  is,
Tara replies, "Philosopher, mathematician. He's a cool guy."

Tara  and  Stewart  quote  Russell throughout the play.  The
first  invocation  is  from  Tara:  "Well,  Bertrand  Russell  said  that

public opinion is an unnecessary tyrant and we should respect it just
enough to avoid starvation and to keep out of prison."  She recites,
"One symptom of an approaching nervous breakdown is the belief

that one's work is terribly important."
Stewart goes out and buys a Russell book (it is not named

in the script but on stage he carries around the Liveright paperback
edition of A4lcrrrrdge & A4lorcr/I).  ``He's so funny," Stewart says, and

quotes, "Patriotism is the willingness to kill and be killed for trivial
reasons."
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Most relevantly to the play's theme,  at one point Stewart

quotes  Russell,  ``We  have,  in  fact,  two  kinds  of morality  side  by
side:  one which we preach but do not practice,  and another which
we practice but seldom preach."

Stewart   coaxes   Tara  out   for  a  drink.   ("We   both   like
Bertrand.") They discuss marriage and cheating. Stewart argues that
it's okay to cheat out of biological need. He says that, like Russell,
he is arguing/or marriage, though it seems more a ploy to get Tara
in bed.  Tara says she is opposed to marriage and instead argues in
favor of hedonism. Marriage makes people liars, she says.

Tara  and  Stewart  start  falling  for  each  other.   But  she
refuses  to  sleep  with  him  unless  he  informs  his  wife.  This  he  is
loathe to do.

Meantime,  Tara  hooks  up  with  Stewart's  friend  Owen.
Tara is evidently Russell's St. Paul, because Owen too is soon quot-
ing the philosopher. ("To fear love is to fear life, and those who fear
life are already three parts dead.")

At  one  point  Stewart  is  in  a  bar  with  his  wife  and  en-
courages  her  to  cruise  the  bar  ("This  is  what the  Judeo-Christian
ethic  doesn't  take  into  consideration,"  he  says.  "That  we  are  still
animals,  really.  These  are  all  strictures  enforced  on us by an out-
moded dogma").

Stewart becomes  increasingly unraveled to the point that,
in the climax, he makes a play for his unlucky-in-love sister, Jackie.
When he conjectures that ancient roaming tribes probably slept with
family members, Jackie says, "Those were  SAVAGES!" To which
Stewart  replies,  "YOU  HAVE  NO  RIGHT  TO  BE  SO  JUDGE-
MENTAL."

When  Jackie  cries,  Stewart  says,  "It's  hard.  It's  all  new.
We are in a new world."

After   smashing   a   computer   monitor   on   a   co-worker,
Stewart ends up in jail where he continues to read Russell. He says
he  is  happy there and quotes Russell,  "To be without some of the
things you want is an indispensable part of happiness."

Anita  Gates'  review  of the  play  in  7lfre Ivew  yor4  r7.meg
said,  "It's  not  clear whether Mr.  Folwell  simply  enjoys  the  ridic-
ulous  or  wants  to  say  something  about  contemporary  values,  the
limits  of rejecting  them  and the  semiquiet  desperation  of middle-
class white American men."
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In early August, David Folwell did a phone interview with the BRS

g#crrfer/y  about  his  play  and  Russell's  role  in  it.  Following  are
excerpts.

THOM  WEIDLICH:  When  did  you  first  become  aware  of Bertrand
Russell?

DAVID FOLWELL: I had my first experience with Bertrand Russell in
the back of a cab. I was in New York and somebody left Edctcaf;.o#
cr#d /foe Soc;.a/ Order in the cab. So I took it home and I just started
reading it and I thought it was really interesting. Like Stewart in the
script it made me  laugh.  Not derisive  of course.  The stuff he  said
was  so  commonsensical  and  logical  and  the  things  that  we  don't
like to think about every day.  And just for somebody,to  say it out
loud I really appreciated it.

TW: How long ago was that?

DF:  I  would say about three years  ago maybe.  It wasn't that long
ago.  In  college  I  studied  a  lot  of philosophy.  I  didn't  study  any
Bertrand   Russell   because   I   went   to   a   Catholic   school   [the
University of St. Thomas in Texas].  They didr't want to talk about
him.   It's   a   liberal   arts   school   in  Texas.   As  part  of  the   core
curriculum  you  have  to  study  philosophy  and  theology.  And  you
had  to  have  like  24  credit  hours,  which  is  a  lot.  So  I  took  more

philosophy   than   I   did  theology.   So   I've   got   a   little   bit   of  a
background in philosophy but it's one of those things. I don't even
acknowledge  it very much.  It's just kind  of there.  And then every
once in awhile I can say something that makes me sound intelligent
to people.

TW: How integral is Russell to the theme of the play?

DF:  Actually the Russell stuff came in very late.  I'd been working
on  the  play  for  maybe  three  years  and  it  started  off just  as  an
examination  of  sexuality.  I  just  wanted  to  write  a  dirty  play.  I
wanted  to  write  something  my mom would be  ashamed  of.  I  was
married  maybe  five,  six  years  at  the  time.  I  started  having  these
conversations with people. I guess when we get into our thirties we

just  have  these  very  frank  conversations  about  sex.  I  remember  I
met this one lady who was a poet and she started telling me about
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her don.  She  had just gotten  into  town  and she  had met this guy
from  the   yi.//age   7roj.ce.  And  she  was  really  excited  about  this
dominant-submissive relationship.  Which I thought was fascinating
and kind of funny too.  I tried to joke with her about it, you know,
once she finally broke up with the guy,  I said, "Can you do that?"
[There is such a character in the play. -TW] We were getting to this
point  in  our  lives  where  sex  is  something  I just really wanted  to
examine. It was becoming obsessive. And also a theme that I like to
think about a lot in my stuff is this  idea of people - who they are
and what they want to become and this idea that we're kind of just a
few steps out of the cave but we have these high ideals for ourselves
and we're  so disappointed and guilty when we can't achieve them.
In the  play,  it was  good but  I think most people's reaction was  it
was a play about a sex addict, which I didn't want. I didn't want it
to be about a disease or a disorder. I just wanted him to be a regular

guy.  I  started  working  with  [playwright]  Craig  Lucas  on  the  play
and  he  really  urged  me  to  broaden  it,  to  make  it  more  about  a
person's  mid-life  crisis  and  more  of an  existential  crisis  that he's
going through.  And I think that was right.  That's really what I was
trying  to  go  for.  Really  the  way  Russell  came  into  it  was  I  was
looking  for  something  clever  for  a  character  to  say.  So  I  started
looking  up  quotes  and  I  found  a  quote  and  I  put  it  into  Tara's
mouth. And then I was looking for other things, just random things
for people to  say.  I  kept on going back to the  Russell  quotes.  The
Russell stuff just worked so perfectly.  It's an appealing philosophy
to a guy like Stewart because it strips away all the superstitions and
what he would consider just bullshit about society. And Russell is
somebody  who  states  it  plainly  and  cleverly  and  I  think  it  really

appealed to Stewart. So it just really worked.

TW: But also I was thinking especially with the book, McrrrJ.age &
"oro/s,  that  Stewart was  canying  around on  stage,  that's a book
where  Russell  was  talking about  creating  a new morality.  Do you
see that as a big part of the play?

DF:  Yeah,  I  do.  I think that's what Stewart ultimately wanted.  All
of a sudden he  wakes  up and sees  the world in a new way.  In the
original version of the script I had him go off -y'know,   he makes
love  to  his  sister  and  he  goes  off and  he  starts  a  new  society  in
Boise. They start this whole cult. And people just thought that was
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too weird.  So when I got up to that point I just kind of changed it.
It's  actually  more  reasonable  if [Jackie  says],  "What  the  hell  are

you doing, you're trying to drag me down with you." I haven't read
A4drri.crge & A4oro/s,  I have to say. I've only read several essays and

parts of books and things like that.

TW:  I was wondering about that.  I'm not exactly sure where most
of the  quotes  come  from.  And  I  was  wondering  if most  of them
come from Marriage & Morals .

DF:   I'm  not  sure.  They're  random  quotes  that  I  found  on  the
Internet and things like that to tell you the truth.  So I am a bit of a
fraud.  But  I  think  a  lot  of them had to  do  with the  strictures  that
societies impose on us.  And I think that was appealing to Stewart.
But in the end it also was a cover for just bad behavior and having
him let his  id take over and justify anything by saying, "It's going
to  be  a new morality"  and  he's  going  to  create  something new.  I
think that's where it kind of goes awry for him.

TW: It's interesting that you say that because that goes further than
Russell would go. Do you agree with that?

DF: Oh, I do. And this was one of my concerns because I really like
what Russell had to say. I don't want people to think I was blaming
Bertrand  Russell  for  this  guy's  downfall.  Because  I  don't  think
that's the case. It's a case of a little knowledge is a dangerous thing.
What I suffer from as well as the character.

TW:  I think the main thing Russell was trying to do in A4crrr;.¢ge &
A4orcz/s  was  create  a  new  morality.   He  was  mostly  opposed  to
Christian  morality.   Which  didn't  mean  anything  goes.   Which  I
think is more where Stewart is heading.

DF:  Yes I think so.  I think he would have gotten there  if he could
have. If he could have just looked at it rationally.  I think there was
so much emotion involved and also guilt.  But he didn't really have
the mechanism for it. He couldn't really look at it rationally because
he  was  so  angry  and  bitter.  And  he  felt  entitled.  I  think  he  feels
entitled to a better life without having to really work for it. That was
a big part of the hubris too.
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TW: Right. And that's not something that Russell would agree with.

DF: Oh, no I don't think so at all.

TW: Any other thoughts?

DF:  I'm going to be better about reading more Russell.  Especially
now  with  all  that's  going  on.  I  mean,  I  was  watching  CNN  this
moming and it's all about terror alerts and Tom Ridge was on there.
This  kind  hysteria  that's  building  up  right  now,  I  think  Russell
might be a good person to turn to. He'd come up with some sort of
solution. Better than just creating this illogical superstition and fear.
I was reading in U#papa!/crr Essays about how the [clergy] came out
against the  lightening rod.  It was God's domain only to be able to
strike  people  down,  and  for  someone  to  thwart  that  is  morally
wrong. We tend to as human beings slip back into superstition. And
I  think  that's  what  Russell  was  trying  to  do,  to  strip  away  those
things and force us to look at things logically. We could use a little
Russell right this very minute.

thorn.weidlich@verizon.net

END MATTER

REPORT FROM THE BRPF:
BOSTON'S TEA-TIME PEACE PARTY

TONy SIMPSON, July 28, 2004

The keepers  of the  Peace  Vigil gather every Thursday tea-tine  in
Depot Square in the small town of Lexington, a dozen miles north
of Boston.  `End the Occupation - Bring the Troops Home Now'  is
inscribed on one banner;  `The US used to be  against Tyranny'  on
another.  The  banners are held up by a straggly group of residents
who exchange greetings with the passers-by. Drive-time commuters
on nearby Massachusetts Avenue honk their support.

`There is overwhelming sympathy for our position,' says a

local Democratic Party activist and vigil organiser. This is especial-
ly significant as we are on the eve of the Democratic National Con-
vention,  or  `DNC',  at  the  Fleet  Center  in  Boston.  KerryAldwards
bumper stickers sprout along Mass Ave.

Whether or not to vote  for Keny was the subject of long
debates across town, at the University of Massachusetts, or UMass,
where  the  Boston  Social  Forum  met  on the  weekend  prior to  the
Convention.  The prevailing view appeared to be that getting rid of
Bush   was   the   first   priority.   `Then   the   work   really   starts,   on
November 3rd', as Lesley Cagan, the carmy organiser of United for
Justice and Peace, put it. UJP want to fill the streets of New York
with protesters on 29th August, the eve of the Republican National
Convention.   That  will   pose   some   interesting  questions   for  the
authorities.

In  Boston,  UJP  and  others  refused  to  comply  with  the
`Free  Speech  Zone'  established by the  city authorities  near to the

Fleet  Center.  This  walled  cage,  allegedly  for  up  to  4,000  people

playing   `sardines',  was  the  subject  of  a  legal  challenge  by  the
American Council for Civil Liberties. The judge found that the cage
was certainly inimical to free speech, but nevertheless upheld that it
was necessary to put people in it if they wished to register a protest
during the Convention.  In response, the UCJ and others refused to
be complicit in their own muzzling and caging.
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Not   surprisingly,   Palestinian   groups   protesting   against
Israel's wall  and land-grab,  did decide that the wailed  cage was  a
fitting venue and symbol for their own protests. Otherwise, as long-
time  South  African  activist  Dermis  Brutus  told  the  Forum,  let's
declare  `Free-Speech  Zones'  all round the  city.  `After all,  isn't all
the US supposed to be a free-speech zone?'

`It's never been easier to talk to people about the war', ac-

cording  to  Jim  Caplan  of the  Somerville  Teachers'  Association,
during a workshop on `Organised Labour Against the War', which
receives  much  of its  funding  from  the  US  public  services  union,
SEIU.  `More and more people are against it.' Tony Donaghy, Presi-
dent of the RMT, spoke of a similar situation in Britain and Ireland.
Mention of Tony Blair elicited loud hisses from Forum audiences

The  `Peace Track' within the Forum was organised by the
American  Friends  Service  Committee,  a Quaker organisation.  The
impetus  for this  came  initially from Ken Coates  and the European
Network for Peace  and  Human  Rights  (ENPHR),  whose  meetings
in the European Parliament in Brussels were initiated by the Russell
Foundation.  The European Network had long wanted to strengthen
its contacts and establish a dialogue with peace movement organisa-
tions in the United States. AFSC picked up the ball and ran with it
at the Forum, broadening the participation to include activists from
Asia,  Africa and Europe,  as well as  from the United States,  under
the rubric of `A World Working Together for Peace'.

War and peace  will certainly be amongst the  issues to the
fore when the European Social Forum comes to London, from  14 to
17  October.  Thousands  are  expected to participate.  `We  are many,
they are few', as Rae Street of CND reminded the closing session of
the Boston Social Forum.

Meanwhile,  back  in Lexington,  where,  in  1775,  the  `shot'
that echoed round the world marked the beginning of the removal of
the British from their American colonies, Fczfere#¢e7./ 9// / continues
to  play  to  packed  houses  at  the  Lexington  Flick,  just  across  the
street from Depot Square. The US peace movement is becoming al-
together harder to ignore.

Tony  Simpson  works  at  the  Bertrand  Russell  Peace  Foundation

(www.russ found.org).

MINUTES OF THE 2004 BRS BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MEETING

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Board  of Directors  annual  meeting
took   place   Friday,   June   18   from   8:45-9:15   p.in.   Directors   in
attendance were Ken Blackwell, David Blitz, Rosalind Carey, Peter
Friedman,   David   Goldman,   Nick  Griffin,   Dave   Henehan,   Ray
Perkins,  Steve Reinhardt, Cara Rice, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen
Smith, Peter Stone, Chad Trainer, and Thorn Weidlich.

The Board's first item of business was the selection of an
interim  chair.  Ken  Blackwell  agreed  to  act  in  this  capacity.  Alan
Schwerin  then  moved  to  approve  the  Treasurer's  report  and  the
minutes from last year's meeting. Rosalind Carey seconded the mo-
tion, and they were approved unanimously. Nicholas Griffin moved
to  re-elect  the  current  members  of the  executive  committee.  Ray
Perkins seconded the motion, and it was approved by acclamation.

Nicholas Griffin nominated Peter Friedman to the position
of  vice-president  for  international  outreach.  Warren  Allen  Smith
seconded  the  nomination and  it was  unanimously  approved.  Peter
Friedman  indicated his  interest in John Ongley working as a vice-

president  of outreach  in  North  America.  Peter  Friedman  also  ex-
plained recent web-based developments and progress that had been
made as a result of access to other organizations' membership lists.

Still  on  the  issue  of outreach,  Alan  Schwerin  wished  to
know the  United Kingdom's  counterpart to the American Philoso-

phical Association,  and Nick Griffin answered that it was the Joint
Session of the Aristotelian Society and Mind Association. Schwerin
stressed the need to "tap  into this pool". Nicholas  Griffin detailed
the structural nature and limits of the Joint Session of the Aristotel-
ian  Society and Mind Association,  and Alan  Schwerin encouraged
Peter Friedman to take on the challenge to make some headway in
this area, with Ray Perkins noting the reverence Russell still enjoys
in Britain. Advertisements as a means of outreach were mentioned,
and ads in Britishjoumals were discussed.

Rosalind Carey nominated John Ongley for vice-president
of North  American  outreach.  WalTen  Allen  Smith  seconded  the
nomination and it passed with acclamation.

The site of next year's BRS annual meeting was discussed
next. Nicholas Griffin volunteered MCMaster University as the host
university so that the BRS could meet alongside the Russell versus
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Meinong  conference  (May  14-18,  2005)  commemorating the  cen-
tennial  of Russell's  essay  `On  Denoting'.  Ray  Perkins  expressed
concern  with  possible  scheduling  conflicts  between  the  timing  of
the proposed MCMaster meeting and university examination periods
in the U.S-

Rosalind  Carey  mentioned  Lehman  as  an  option  at  some
future  point,  and  also  mentioned  Pace  University  (John  Ongley's
school) as a possibility, that, unlike Lehman, possesses dormitories.

Attention  was  drawn  to  Gregory  Landini's  offer  at  the
2003 meeting to have the University of Iowa host the 2005 meeting.
David  Blitz  suggested  that  Nick  Griffin's  presence  at  the  2004
meeting, and Nick's express willingness to host the meeting, should

prevail. Peter Stone suggested that the merits to meeting at MCMas-
ter the same year they were commemorating the centermial of Rus-
sell's  `On  Denoting'  essay there  were  strong  and  obvious to  him,
and that Landini would probably  concur.  Alan  Schwerin indicated
his willingness to obtain a formal clarification from Landini.

Concern was expressed about excessively technical papers
resulting  from the Russell vs.  Meinong conference's  focus on  `On
Denoting'.  Alan  Schwerin  assured  those  concerned  that  the  BRS
meeting's papers would in no way be bound by the Russell vs. Mei-
nong conference's criteria. David Blitz moved to have MCMaster
University  designated  as  the  host  of the  BRS  2005  meeting.  Ros-
alind Carey seconded the motion, and it carried without opposition.

Rosalind  Carey  indicated  concern  for  the  funding  of the
Bertrand Russell  Society Quarterly. The edhors were given to \in-
derstand  that  the  BRS  would  contribute  about  $750/issue.  Fol-
lowing  the  editors'  procurement  of a  $3000  grant  from  Lehman
College  (received  last  fall  to  improve  the  g„or/erfy),  less  than
$750/issue  of BRS money was used by them on the past 3  issues.
The editors wished to clarify their assumption that BRS money, al-
located to the g"crr/edy for the year but not used,  could be drawn
on in the coming year if they wanted to spend upwards of $750 of
BRS money per issue.

An additional reason for thinking more than $750 of BRS
money could be spent in the  future was that when discussing how
much could be spent per issue David White had said that the editors
could  go  over  $750/issue  if it  made the  gwar/edy better  looking.
Right now there is a relative suxplus in the BRS account due to the
editors having spent less BRS money for the g#cJr/edy than usual.
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Rosalind Carey expressed her hope that the present surplus
of money  would  not  be  spent  in  other  ways  by  the  Society  but
would be saved for them in the coming year. She then indicated her
interest in a motion clarifying that residual monies from the produc-
tion of a given issue  of the  gwarfedy could accumulate,  or "carry
over",  to production of subsequent issues, as opposed to a "use  it-
or-lose it" scenario. Ken Blackwell assured Rosalind Carey that this
would not be controversial, Alan Schwerin assured Rosalind Carey
that a motion was not necessary, and Rosalind Carey requested that
this understanding be made part of the minutes.

The   g#cJr/er/y's   editors   had   expressed   their  desire   to
spread out the aforementioned grant because they had not had time
this year to look for further funding for next year. (It was explained
that such applications have to be made a year in advance.) They re-

ported that they will be  looking this summer for more  funding for
the year after next. They suggested the possibility of a general BRS
fundraising drive of which their own efforts to find money for the
gwczr/crfy would be a part - with perhaps the partial goal of creating
an endowment for the BRS. Nick Griffin seconded the motion, and
it passed by acclamation.

In  order that he  could  introduce  a motion  of his  own,  at
this  point,  Ken  Blackwell  temporarily  removed  himself as  acting
chairman  and  was  replaced  by  Alan   Schwerin.   Ken  Blackwell
explained that it had been 4 years since the BRS last agreed to an
increaise  in the  spec.ia,1 r8rfe  for  Russell..  The  Journal  Of Bertrand
R#sse// S/#dz.es.  The BRS has been paying $17 postpaid per mem-
ber,  including most honorary members,  and in 2000 that was 63%
of the  regular  individual rate  of $27.  In  common with  many  aca-
demic journals  in the electronic age, Rasse// has  lost subscriptions
while  printing  and  mailing  costs  have  increased.  In  2003  the  rate
went up to $32 and in 2004 to $35. An increase to $21  would main-
tain the BRS rate at 60% of the regular rate.

Additional costs include creating an electronic version for
direct  library reference,  and putting all the  back  issues  since  1971
on the web and making them searchable. Ken Blackwell said he is
investigating means of doing this, and he further said that it would
surely assist the study of Russell, given that very few Society mem-
bers  have journal  sets  extending back that far.  The electronic ver-
sion may bring new revenue, but that remains to be seen.
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Ken Blackwell moved to raise the BRS's special subscrip-
tion rate  for Rc4rse// to  $21  starting this year.  Thorn Weidlich  see-
onded the motion, and it passed unanimously.

The  issue of declining membership was raised next.  Peter
Friedman  mentioned  that  the  Russell  Society's  culTent  Web  site
(http://www.users.drew.edu/~jlenz/brs.html)  is  out  of date.  To
reach  "critical  mass",  regular  assistance  with  his  own  BRS  site,

(http://www.bertrandrussellsociety.org/default.asp?STID=1),
he said, will be necessary.

The  overall  indication  from the Board was that investiga-
tion and evaluation of this new site was of genuine  interest.  Fried-
man  was  careful  to  stress  that  volunteers  would  be  crucial  to  the
site' s maintenance.

Ken Blackwell made a motion to assist Peter Friedman in
"creating a new BRS Web site by disclosing the URL to the Board

of Directors with the intent that the Board will vote on replacing the
current  Web  site  in  due  course."  Peter  Friedman  seconded  the
motion, and it passed unanimously.

Finally, Ray Perkins and Peter Stone made a motion to in-
troduce a motion proposing a resolution from the BRS conderming
the U.S. invasion and occupation of Iraq. The resolution read:

The Bertrand Russell Society condemns the U.S. invasion and
occupation of Iraq as contrary to the principles of international
law,  which  Bertrand  Russell  advocated  throughout  his  long
life.  Given the  shameful role the U.S.  government has played
in the region - from its years of support for Saddam Hussein
to  its  contemptuous  refusal  to  submit  to  U.N. jurisdiction  in
matters  of war  and peace - the  Society  is  suspicious  of any
U.S.   effort   to   maintain   control   of  the   destiny   of  Iraq.
Accordingly,  the  Society  calls  for  an  immediate  withdrawal,
under   UN   auspices,   of  U.S.   forces   in   Iraq   and   for   the
concurrent   establishment,   also   under   UN   auspices,   of  a
democratic secular state by the Iraqi people themselves.

David Blitz seconded the motion, and it passed by a vote of 13 to 2.
Peter   Stone   moved  to   end  the  Board  meeting,   Alan  Schwerin
seconded the motion, and it carried without opposition.

Chad Trainer, BRS Secretary
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SLING*STUR !

These quotes will be familiar to some Russell fans.  After solving
the ciphers, try to identify the source.

I . In this puzzle - and number 2 below - each letter stands for
another letter. (For example, if o=B, R=E,' etc., BERTRAND
RUSSELL becomes OREGENAQ EHFFRYY.)

VOZGJPLXB   GAO   VAZPHGPJL   ZOXPEPYL   RJH
OHGJQXPHAOK   OLGPZOXB    RPGAYIG   GAO   AOXS    YM
OPGAOZ   OVYLYUPV   YZ    UPXPGJZB    SYROZ.

2. I have made this puzzle harder by disguising word separations
and removing punctuation. The letter grouping help readability;
they don't relate to the actual quote.

QVMQB    RVMWJ   XAWGX   CFWGV   KQBGW   HQXBN   QBVMW
TQEED   WWKNV   VXAQV   MMXDE   XQDQC    VMWZD   QRWQN
BXVKV   KDDKE   WNQGK   LDWRQ   BEXCV   MQBH

3.  The puzzle below is not a substitution cipher.  Spaces and
punctuation have been removed and the quote has been permuted
slightly by exchanging some letters with nearby letters.  As an
example, `the puzzle below" appears: tuhep z le zbelwo .

BGINEINTREESTEDLNREIOGIINELDMEOTLOOOINTKQHE
TUTSEIOHOFWNETEHRTHEREWASERASNOTIBELOEVIET

NOTE:   Solutions to Rt4at€¢g¢/ may be found in this issue
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BRS 2004 GENERAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING MINUTES

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  held  its  2004  general  membership
meeting  after  lunch  from  I:10-1:30  p.in.  (An abbreviated business
meeting as a result of making time for the audio-visual presentation
of the broadcasted debate between Russell and Teller.) The meeting
began  with Ken Blackwell asking  about the  status of membership
and the measures being taken to improve it. John Ongley's new po-
sition as Vice President of North American Outreach was cited as a
factor that  could  improve membership,  and Ongley  explained that
membership  figures  are  featured  at the  end of the  Russell  Society

gwc)r/er/y. These figures indicate that as of June 5th, there were 115
paid up members of the BRS, up from 97 on June 5th, 2003. Ongley
also  explained  that  personalized  letters  encouraging  renewal  had
been sent to ex-members, as well as members.

Alan Schwerin encouraged the membership to reflect upon
why decline  in membership was really a problem.  David Henehan
expressed his view that the size of the Society is crucial to getting
Russell's  ideas  out  there  for  society  in  general.  Peter  Friedman
stressed  the  propriety  of the  BRS  doing  what the  historic  Russell
would  want  it  to  do.  He  stressed  the  advantages  of people  being
able  to  become  members  over  the  Internet,  but  he  explained  his
need for volunteers in this area.

Thorn Weidlich expressed pleasant surprise at the number
of current members  while  Ken  Blackwell pointed to  the  Society's
312  members  in  1990  as  grounds  for  concern  regarding  current
membership  levels.  Ken  did  express  optimism,  though,  about  the

potential  of Peter  Friedman's  new web  site  and the  creation  of a
second  vice  president  for  outreach.   Phil  Ebersole   implied  that

apathy about membership levels could spell the end of the Society.
Friedman  also  mentioned  meetup.com  as  having  encouraging  po-
tential, but Peter Stone noted that only 21 people have signed up on
meetup.com  for the  purposes  of "meeting up" to discuss  Bertrand
Russell.  David Goldman proposed, as a means of increasing mem-
bership, a quota system for professors wherein they would strive to
sign up, say, three new members a year.

Next,  John  Ongley  raised  the  subject  of contributions  to
the  Society.  Specifically,  Ongley  thought  that  greater  recognition
should  be  given  to  those  who  give  the  Society  money  over  and
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above the cost of the dues. Robert Riemenschneider, a member who
had made such contributions, assured Ongley that no such recogni-
tion was necessary, or in order.I But it was agreed upon by all that
the Society should be clear about its gratitude to such contributors.

Peter Stone raised the subject of preserving Russell-related
recordings  and cited  Graham  Whettam's S[.#/o#;.a Co#/r¢  I/.more,
which was dedicated to Bertrand Russell.  Warren Allen Smith had
obtained a master copy of it for use at his recording studio and the
possible worth of producing copies of it was noted.

Ray Perkins announced the resolution passed at the Board
meeting Friday night condemning U.S.  invasion and occupation of
Iraq. He expressed interest in having the resolution put on the BRS
web site and was assured that this was feasible.

Thorn Weidlich asked  for a clarification of whether there
had indeed been a vote at Friday night's Board meeting on the site
of next year's armual meeting.  Chad Trainer explained that,  at the
Friday night  Board meeting,  David  Blitz had moved to have  Mc-
Master University designated as the host of the BRS's 2005 meet-
ing.  Rosalind Carey had seconded the motion,  and that it had car-
ried without opposition.

Chad Trainer, BRS Secretary

At that same meeting, after hearing that John Ongley had received 2 thank

you letters for contributing $50 to the Lehman College library, David Gold-
man said that he would contribute $250 for his 2004 membership fees if he
was written  5  thank you  letters.  The BRS officers accepted this condition
and  Goldman  wrote the  Society a $250  check on  the spot.  This is at least
the 3rd year in a row David Goldman has contributed $250 to the BRS.
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Solutions to the August Rtw*C€*g4./ puzzles by Gerry Wildenberg

All of these quotes were taken from "Bertrand Russell Speaks His
Mind", the transcripts of a series of interviews on British television.

1.     Certainly the christian religion was established entirely
without the help of either economic or military power. (p. 66)

2.     I think the power of certain regions in the Middle East to
withhold oil if they like is not at all a desirable kind of thing.
(p. 66)

3 .... [B]eing interested in religion led me . . . to look into the

question of whether there was reason to believe it. (p.  19)

Visit The Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly Online
Contents of Past and Present Issues, Plus Selected

Replies by Readers to BRSQ Articles are at
http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophyroRSQ

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
2nd Quarter 2004 Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow
4/1/04 - 6/30/04
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BALANCE 3/3 I/04                                                              8,806.36

INFLOWS
Contributions

BRS
BRS Quarterlyt
TOTAL Contributions

Dues
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues

Meeting Incomett

INFLOWS TOTAL

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
BRSQ
RUSSELL Subscriptions

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

15.00
950.00
965.00

184.12

403.68
587.80

2,840.65

4,393.45

22.06
400.00
950.00

2,312.00

3'684.06

709.39

BALANCE 6/30/04                                                              9,515.75

t   These were for the lst Quarter BRSQ.
tt From advance registrations. There will be both more income, and

expense, for the meeting.

Dennis J. DarLand, Treasurer
djdarland@qconline.com
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BERTRAND RUSSELL IS ALIVE 

Reports of His Death Are Denied by 
a Japanese Paper. 

Recent issues of the Japan Advertiser. 
arriving yesterday, set at rest the ru-
mors of the death of Bertrand Russell, 
the English pacifist, mathematician and 
sociologist. The same paper, which had 
previously published an account of his 
death in Peking on March 28, now gives 
an account of his recovery from the 
supposedly fatal attack of pneumonia. 

Mr. Russell's wife. who was Miss 
Alys Pearsall Smith of Philadelphia, 
obtained a divorce In England last 
Thursday. The Japan Advertiser states 
that he had arranged to marry. on the 
termination of this English action, his 
secretary. Miss Belloc, who was with 
him In China during his lecture tour 
and had nursed him in his illness there. 
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IN THIS ISSUE 

BERTRAND RUSSELL is often viewed as having been a 
phenomenalist in, as well as after, his 1914 work Our Knowledge of 
the External World. Yet in an interview with Elisabeth Ramsden 
Eames, Russell declared that he had never given up either realism 
or the causal theory of perception. IREM KURTSAL STEEN explains 
how these two facts can be reconciled in her article 'Russell on 
Matter and Our Knowledge of the External World', which she first 
presented at the BRS annual meeting this past June in Plymouth, 
New Hampshire. The article carefully disentangles several of the 
threads running through Russell's work in those years to clarify 
what Russell was up to in his 1914 work. Whether this is your first 
reading of Our Knowledge of the External World or your fiftieth, 
you will find this article useful for understanding what is going on 
in this text. 

While Ms. Steen debunks the charge of phenomenalism in Russell's 
1914 work, RAY PERKINS selects and introduces another of 
RUSSELL'S LETTERS TO THE EDITOR—this one, a previously 
unpublished letter to the London Times written in May 1960. The 
letter contains one of Russell's earliest proposals that Britain 
unilaterally give up its nuclear weapons. Some scholars—for 
example, Ray Monk—have said that Russell advocated 
unilateralism only under the "pernicious" influence of Ralph 
Schoenman. But Russell wrote this letter before he had met 
Schoenman, a fact that tells against the view that without 
Schoenman's influence, Russell would not have adopted 
unilateralism. As an added bonus, Russell's devastating wit is on 
full display in this letter. 

LUDWIG WITTGENSTEIN'S VIEWS ON ART have in the past been a 
small sideshow in the long-running Wittgenstein circus—little-
studied, and poorly understood. Several recent anthologies on 
Wittgenstein and aesthetics have attempted to rectify this situation 
and move the sideshow closer to the main ring in the Big Top. In 
this issue, ERAN GUTER reviews one of those recent anthologies, 
Wittgenstein, Aesthetics, and Philosophy (edited by Peter Lewis), 
clarifies some of the reasons why scholars have tended to mishandle 
the notion of aesthetics in Wittgenstein's early and late works, gives 
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6 	 IN THIS ISSUE 

us a good survey of the articles in the anthology, and points us in 
the direction he feels the field needs to go next. 

IS THE INTELLECTUALISM AND RATIONALITY that characterizes 
Russell's familiar objections to religious and Christian belief 
necessarily hostile to a treatment of religious belief styled after 
William James? This is the question that lies behind 'At Cross 
Purposes: Atheism and Christianity', a review of Michael Martin's 
recent book Atheism, Morality, and Meaning. In this review, 
ROSALIND CAREY muses over the role of meta-beliefs----beliefs 
about believing—in shaping the seemingly peculiar way beliefs are 
sometimes held by religious believers as she reflects on the current 
state of the dialogue between theists and atheists. 

Finally, CHAD TRAINER REVIEWS ALAN SCHWERIN'S RECENT 
COLLECTION OF ESSAYS ON RUSSELL, Bertrand Russell on Nuclear 
War, Peace, and Language. Those who have not yet seen Alan's 
book will get a very clear picture of its content in Chad's survey of 
its articles here. And rounding out this issue of the Quarterly is 
information on next spring's BRS Annual Meeting, news of the 
recent Society election for BRS Board of Directors, Nick Griffin's 
`On Denoting' conference report on the centennial celebration con-
ference for 'On Denoting', the Traveler's Diary/Conference Report, 
Treasurer's Reports, and other Society News. 

SOCIETY NEWS 

There is much Society News this issue—details of the 2005 BRS 
Annual Meeting, a call for papers for the Annual Meeting, election 
results for BRS Board of Directors, details of the conference 
celebrating the centenary anniversary of 'On Denoting' that is to be 
held in conjunction with this year's BRS Annual Meeting, a list of 
donors to the BRS this year, an end-of-the-year membership report, 
sad news of recently deceased friends of the BRS, and information 
on BRS sessions at the APA—but first we need to say: 

IT'S TIME TO RENEW 

REGULAR MEMBERSHIPS IN THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY EX-
PIRE AT YEAR'S END. For those who have not yet done so, now is the 
time to renew your membership. Instructions are on page 4. 

BRS 2005 ANNUAL MEETING NEWS 

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY will hold its 32nd Annual Meet-
ing this coming May 13-15, 2005, at McMaster University in Ham-
ilton Ontario—home of the Bertrand Russell Archives and Bertrand 
Russell Research Centre. BRS members and their friends are urged 
not to miss this year's BRS Annual Meeting, as it promises to be an 
extra special one. The meeting will take place in conjunction with a 
second conference at McMaster University celebrating the centen-
ary anniversary of Russell's landmark paper 'On Denoting'. Organ-
ized by Nicholas Griffin and Dale Jacquette, this second conference 
will take place May 14-18, 2005, allowing those who attend the 
BRS Annual Meeting to attend the 'On Denoting' conference as 
well. To encourage conference crossover attendance, there will be a 
special reduced registration fee for those wishing to attend both 
conferences, and those registered for the BRS meeting will be able 
to attend papers at the 'On Denoting' conference for free prior to 
the BRS farewell luncheon on Sunday afternoon. Registration de-
tails for the annual meeting can be found on pages 2 and 3, and also 
on the web at URL http://russell.mcmaster.ca/brsmeeting.htm. 
Nick Griffin provides details of the centenary conference in his 
conference report for the BRSQ, to be found in the back of this 
issue. Details of that conference can also be found online at 
http://denoting.mcmaster.ca. 
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us a good survey of the articles  in the anthology, and points us in
the direction he feels the field needs to go next.
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Russell's   familiar   objections   to   religious   and   Christian   belief
necessarily  hostile  to  a  treatment  of  religious  belief  styled  after
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Purposes:   Atheism and Christianity', a review of Michael Martin's
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ROSALIND  CARET  muses  over  the  role  of  meta-beliefs~beliefs
about believing-in shaping the seemingly peculiar way beliefs are
sometimes held by religious believers as she reflects on the current
state of the dialogue between theists and atheists.
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BRS 2005 ANNUAL MEETING NEWS

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETy will hold its 32nd Annual Meet-
ing this coming May  13-15, 2005, at MCMaster University in Ham-
ilton Ontaric+home of the Bertrand Russell Archives and Bertrand
Russell Research Centre. BRS members and their friends are urged
not to miss this year's BRS Armual Meeting, as it promises to be an
extra special one. The meeting will take place in conjunction with a
second conference at MCMaster University celebrating the centen-
any anniversary of Russell's landmark paper `On Denoting'. Organ-
ized by Nicholas Griffin and Dale Jacquette, this second conference
will  take  place  May  14-18,  2005,  allowing  those  who  attend  the
BRS  Armual  Meeting  to  attend  the  `On  Denoting'  conference  as
well. To encourage conference crossover attendance, there will be a
special  reduced  registration  fee  for  those  wishing  to  attend  both
conferences, and those registered for the BRS meeting will be able
to  attend papers  at  the  `On Denoting'  conference  for free prior to
the BRS  farewell luncheon on Sunday afternoon.  Registration de-
tails for the annual meeting can be found on pages 2 and 3, and also
on the  web  at URL  http://russell.mcmaster.ca/brsmeeting.htm.
Nick  Griffin  provides  details  of the  centenary  conference  in  his
conference  report  for  the  BRSQ,  to  be  found  in the  back of this
issue.   Details  of  that  conference   can  also  be   found  online   at
http://denoting.mcmaster.ca.
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CALL FOR PAPERS. You can't have a BRS Annual Meeting without 
a lot of good talks on Russell. If you are working on, or planning to 
work on a paper on Russell's thought or his life, please submit an 
abstract of around 150 words to BRS President, Dr Alan Schwerin, 
at: aschweri@monmouth.edu. 

At the last annual meeting, the Society held "master's 
classes"—seminars for which members had read material before 
hand. If you would like to lead such a master's class at the next 
annual meeting, send Alan Schwerin an email expressing your 
interest. 

BRS BOARD OF DIRECTORS ELECTION RESULTS. The 2004 election 
for three year positions on the BRS Board of Directors was a lively 
one, with 11 nominees for 8 seats. Fifty members cast votes in this 
election, more than have voted in a BRS Board election in recent 
years. The nominees, with the votes each received, were: Kevin 
Brodie-32, Rosalind Carey-44, Tim Madigan-39, Ray Perkins-40, 
Alan Schwerin-37, Warren Allen Smith-33, Chad Trainer-39, Thom 
Weidlich-36, John Fitzgerald-10, Kevin Klement-1, Marvin Kohl-
23, Gregory Landini-23 

The eight winners were: Kevin Brodie, Rosalind Carey, 
Tim Madigan, Ray Perkins, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen Smith, 
Chad Trainer, and Thom Weidlich. We thank all who voted in the 
election this year, and especially all who ran as candidates. 

SPECIAL THANKS TO BRS SUPPORTERS. The following people made 
donations to the Bertrand Russell Society in 2004 beyond their 
regular membership fees. The Russell Society gratefully thanks 
them for their generosity and support. (Members please note: 
though dues are not tax-deductible, contributions are.) The donors 
were: 
PATRONS ($250 and up) David S. Goldman, Frank Jenkins 
SPONSORS ($100 and up) Congressman Neil Abercrombie, 
Congressman Neil Abercrombie (yes, twice), John J. Fitzgerald, 
Yvonne Jonath, Gregory Landini, Robert A. Riemenschneider, and 
Benjamin A. Wade 
SUSTAINERS ($65 and up) William M. Calder, Stephen J. Reinhardt, 
James Bunton 
CONTRIBUTORS ($50 and up) Jane Duran, Robert K. Davis, Linda 
Egendorf, Mark Fuller, Justin Leiber, Michael A. Sequeira, Warren 
Allen Smith, Gladys Leithahuser, Basil Fadipe 
OTHER DONORS Jay Aragona, Aidha S. Barakat  

SOCIETY NEWS 	 9 

END-OF-THE-YEAR MEMBERSHIP REPORT, by BRS Treasurer, Den-
nis Darland. At the end of 2004, the BRS had 165 members, up 
from 150 members at the end of 2003. For this report, couples were 
counted as 2 people (in some reports, including the mid-year report, 
couples have been counted as 1). Honorary members (13) are in-
cluded in these numbers as well. The number of donors to the BRS 
also increased this year, from 20 donors in 2003 to 24 in 2004. 

THE BRS AT THE APA. The BRS sponsors sessions at each of the 
division meetings of the American Philosophical Association. This 
past December, the BRS met at the Eastern division meeting of the 
APA in Boston with good talks and discussions (see the Traveler's 
Diary in the back for details). 

This spring, the BRS, in conjunction with HEAPS (the 
new History of Early Analytic Philosophy Society), will be spon-
soring talks at the Pacific and Central division meetings of the 
APA. The Pacific division will meet in San Francisco this year, 
March 22-27, 2005 at the Westin St. Francis Hotel, Union Square. 
(The Pacific APA program only calls it a HEAPS session rather 
than the joint BRS and HEAPS session that it actually is. Neverthe-
less, the BRS will be there!) Bay Area BRSer Peter Stone will chair 
the session at the Pacific, Jane Duran will deliver her Annual 
Meeting talk on Russell on History and Intrinsic Value, with 
comments by Rosalind Carey, Bruce Frazier will speak on How 
Analytic Philosophy Inspired the Chomskian Revolution, with 
comments by Robert Riemenschneider, and finally, Sandra 
Lapointe will speak on Bolzano On Axioms, 'Grounding', and 
Synthetic a priori Knowledge (commentator TBA). The Bay Area 
Russell Society (BARS) will meet there at the same time. If you are 
in the area, please show your support for the BRS by attending. 

The Central APA will meet in Chicago this year, April 27-
30, 2005, at the Palmer House Hilton Hotel, and the BRS will be 
sponsoring talks there as well. Details will be provided in the next 
issue of the Quarterly. 
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a lot of good taHcs on Russell. If you are working on, or planning to
work on a paper on Russell's  thought or his  life,  please  submit an
abstract of around  150 words to BRS President, Dr Alan Schwerin,
at: aschweri@monmouth.edu.

At  the  last  armual  meeting,  the   Society  held  "master's
classes"-seminars  for  which  members  had  read  material  before
hand.  If you  would  like  to  lead  such  a  master's  class  at  the  next
armual  meeting,   send  Alan  Schwerin  an  email  expressing  your
interest.

BRS BOARD OF DIRECTORS ELECTION RESULTS.  The  2004  election
for three year positions on the BRS Board of Directors was a lively
one, with  11  nominees for 8  seats.  Fifty members cast votes in this
election,  more  than have voted in a BRS  Board election in recent
years.  The  nominees,  with  the  votes  each  received,  were:  Kevin
Brodie-32,  Rosalind  Carey-44,  Tim  Madigan-39,  Ray  Perkins-40,
Alan Schwerin-37, Warren Allen Smith-33, Chad Trainer-39, Thorn
Weidlich-36,  John  Fitzgerald-10,  Kevin Klement-I ,  Marvin Kohl-
23 , Gregory Landini-23

The  eight  winners  were:  Kevin  Brodie,  Rosalind  Carey,
Tim Madigan,  Ray Perkius,  Alan  Schwerin,  Warren Allen Smith,
Chad Trainer, and Thorn Weidlich. We thank all who voted in the
election this year, and especially all who ran as candidates.

SPECIAL THANKS TO BRS SUPPORTERS. The following people made
donations  to  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  in  2004  beyond  their
regular  membership  fees.  The  Russell  Society  gratefully  thanks
them   for  their   generosity  and   support.   (Members   please   note:
though dues  are  not tax-deductible,  contributions  are.)  The  donors
Were:

PArtiolv5 ($250 and up) David S. Goldman, Frank Jenkins
SPOIV50RS    ($100     and    up)     Congressman    Neil    Abercrombie,
Congressman  Neil  Abercrombie  (yes,  twz.ce),  John  J.  Fitzgerald,
Yvonne Jonath, Gregory Landini, Robert A. Riemenschneider, and
Benjamin A. Wade
SUS7HAVERI ($65 and up) William M. Calder,  Stephen J. Reinhardt,
Janes Bunton
CO^/7RIBC/roes  ($50  and up)  Jane  Duran,  Robert K.  Davis,  Linda
Egendorf, Mark Fuller, Justin Leiber, Michael A. Sequeira, Warren
Allen Smith, Gladys Leithahuser, Basil Fadipe
Orr/ER Bow()AI Jay Aragona, Aidha S. Barakat

SOCIETY NEWS 9

ENDOF-THE-YEAR MEMBERSHIP REPORT,  by BRS  Treasurer,  Den-
nis  Darland.  At  the  end  of 2004,  the  BRS  had  165  members,  up
from 150 members at the end of 2003. For this report, couples were
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cluded in these numbers as well. The number of donors to the BRS
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THE BRS AT THE APA.  The  BRS  sponsors  sessions  at each of the
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past December, the BRS met at the Eastern division meeting of the
APA in Boston with good talks and discussions (see the Traveler's
Diary in the back for details).
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IN MEMORIAM 

We note with sadness the recent passing of three very good friends 
of the Bertrand Russell Society: OMAR RUM! in Kuala Lumpur, 
PAUL EDWARDS in New York City, and CONRAD RUSSELL in 
London. 

OMAR RUM[, earlier known as Ralph Gainey, a frequent and 
welcome contributor to the online Bertrand Russell discussion 
group russell-1, died of a heart attack on October 6, 2004 in Kuala 
Lumpur, where he lived in retirement. He was 67 years old. Omar 
stood out in the Russell discussion group as reasonable, skeptical 
and open-minded, always willing to examine the rationale for any 
claim until a clear and satisfactory understanding of it had been 
reached. He was a true Russellian. He is survived by his wife, 
Somsiah Parman, and his five year old son, Latyn Gainey. Omar is 
said to be buried in a grove of trees on a hill overlooking a valley. 
He is missed on the Russell list. 

DR. PAUL EDWARDS, editor of The Encyclopedia of Philosophy and 
honorary member of the Bertrand Russell Society, died in his 
Manhattan home early in the morning of December 9, 2004. He was 
81 years old. With nearly 1,500 entries by over 500 contributors, 
The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, published in 1967 by Macmillan, 
is one of the monumental works of twentieth century philosophy. 
Published when analytic philosophy was at its peak, it exhibits all 
the robust muscularity of a great work created at the highpoint of a 
movement. Edwards' editing, especially his famous intolerance of 
"confused thinking", contributed much to the power of the work. 

The greatness of the Encyclopedia became especially ap-
parent after 1998, Routledge published its own Routledge 
Encyclopedia of Philosophy. The only good way to judge an ency-
clopedia or dictionary is by comparing its entries with those of a 
competitor. (Try this for yourself next time you go to Borders to 
buy a translating dictionary and you will see what I mean.) Though 
the Routledge Encyclopedia is a larger work (10 volumes instead of 
8; 2000 entries instead of 1500) on which a great deal of money was 
spent, and though it sold at a magisterial price ($3,775.00), it soon 
became clear, after one compared a few dozen entries in the two en- 
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cyclopedias, that despite all its efforts to replace Edwards' 
Macmillan Encyclopedia, the Routledge Encyclopedia is an 
ordinary work and the Edwards' Encyclopedia is not. The 
Routledge Encyclopedia simply had the effect of increasing the 
appreciation of Edwards' Encyclopedia among philosophers. 

Dr. Edwards was a critic of religion, and as well as editing 
the Macmillan Encyclopedia of Philosophy, he wrote several entries 
related to religion for it, including 'Atheism', `Atheismusstreit', 
`Common Consent Arguments for the Existence of God', 'Why', 
parts of the entry on Russell, and, most intriguingly, an entry 
entitled 'My Death'. In that last essay, Edwards examined the 
common view that one cannot imagine or conceive of one's own 
death though one can imagine and conceive of the death of others, 
and after careful analysis found the idea "confused" and wanting. 
He concluded: 

It seems quite plain that human beings not infrequently ima-
gine and conceive of their own deaths without the least diffi-
culty, as, for example, when they take out life insurance or 
when they admonish themselves to drive more carefully. Nor 
is it at all difficult to explain what a person imagines when 
he thinks of his own death. "When I die," wrote Bertrand 
Russell in a famous passage (in What I Believe), "I shall rot 
and nothing of my ego will survive"; and it is surely this that 
people wish to avoid or put off. A person thinking of his 
own death is thinking of the destruction or disintegration of 
his body and the cessation of his experiences. 

As well as editing The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Edwards was 
the author of several books, including Reincarnation: A Critical 
Examination, The Logic of Moral Discourse, Heidegger's 
Confusions, and numerous articles. Additionally, he is responsible 
for having collected a number of Russell's writings on religion and 
publishing them under the title Why I Am Not a Christian. In so 
doing, he changed the lives of thousands of people around the 
world, including the lives of many in the BRS. 

Born in Vienna on September 2, 1923 to Jewish parents, 
Edwards' family fled to Australia with Hitler's rise to power. 
Edwards received his B.A. and M.A. from the University of 
Melbourne, and then moved to Manhattan and received a Ph.D. in 

1 

IN MEMORIAM

We note with sadness the recent passing of three very good friends
of  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society:  OMAR  RUMI  in  Kuala  Lumpur,
PAUL   EDWARDS   in   New   York   City,   and   CONRAD   RUSSELL   in
London.

OMAR  RUMI,   earlier   klrown   as   Ralph   Gainey,   a   frequent   and
welcome   contributor   to   the   online   Bertrand   Russell   discussion
group russell-I,  died of a heart attack on October 6,  2004  in Kuala
Lumpur,  where he  lived  in retirement.  He  was 67  years old.  Omar
stood  out  in  the  Russell  discussion  group  as  reasonable,  skeptical
and open-minded,  always  willing  to  examine  the  rationale  for any
claim  until  a  clear  and  satisfactory  understanding  of it  had  been
reached.  He  was  a  true  Russellian.  He  is  survived  by  his  wife,
Somsiah Parman, and his five year old son,  Latyn Gainey.  Omar is
said to be buried in a grove of trees on a hill overlooking a valley.
He is missed on the Russell list.

DR.. P A\ULEDWALR:DS, editor o£ The Encyclopedia Of Philosophy imd
honorary  member  of  the  Bertrand  Russell   Society,   died  in  his
Manhattan home early in the moming of December 9, 2004. He was
81  years  old.  With nearly  1,500  entries  by over  500  contributors,
rfee E#cyc/aped!.cz o/PfoI./osapky, published in  1967  by Macmillan,
is one  of the  monumental works  of twentieth century philosophy.
Published  when analytic  philosophy was  at its  peak,  it exhibits  all
the robust muscularity of a great work created at the highpoint of a
movement.  Edwards'  editing,  especially his  famous  intolerance  of
"confused thinking", contributed much to the power of the work.

The  greatness  of the E#c}7c/aped!.a  became  especially  ap-
parent    after    1998,    Routledge    published    its    own    J2ow//ec7gc
E#c);c/aped!.a a/PWosapky. The only good way to judge an ency-
clopedia  or dictionary  is  by  comparing  its  entries  with  those  of a
competitor.  (Try this  for yourself next time  you  go  to  Borders  to
buy a translating dictionary and you will see what I mean.) Though
the JZow//edge E#c};c/opedz.cr is a larger work (10 volumes instead of
8; 2000 entries instead of 1500) on which a great deal of money was
spent, and though it sold at a magisterial price ($3,775.00),  it soon
became clear, after one compared a few dozen entries in the two en-
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cyclopedias,    that   despite   all   its   efforts   to   replace   Edwards'
Mac"i:Iha.n   Encyclopedia,   the   Routledge    Encyclopedia   is   a.n
ordinary   work   and   the   Edwards'    Encj/c/apedi.a   is   not.   The
jzow//edge  E#cj;c/apedz.cz  simply  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the
appreciation of Edwards' E#c}Jc/opedz.cz among philosophers.

Dr. Edwards was a critic of religion, and as well as editing
the Macmillan E#c);c/apedz.a a/Pfe!./o6'apky, he wrote several entries
related  to  religion  for  it,  including  `Atheism',   `Atheismusstreit',
`Common  Consent Arguments  for  the  Existence  of God',  `Why',

parts  of  the  entry  on  Russell,  and,  most  intriguingly,   an  entry
entitled   `My  Death'.   In  that   last  essay,   Edwards  examined  the
common view  that one  cannot imagine  or conceive  of one's  own
death though one can imagine and conceive of the death of others,
and  after careful  analysis  found  the  idea  "confused"  and  wanting.
He concluded:

It seems quite plain that human beings not infrequently ima-
gine and conceive of their own deaths without the least diffi-
culty, as,  for example, when they take out life  insurance or
when they admonish themselves to drive more carefully. Nor
is  it at all difficult to explain what a person imagines when
he  thiliks  of his  own death.  "When  I  die,"  wrote  Bertrand
Russell in a famous passage (in  W'7zcz/ / Be/I.eve),  "I shall rot
and nothing of my ego will survive"; and it is surely this that
people  wish  to  avoid  or put  off.  A  person  thinking  of his
own death is thinking of the destruction or disintegration of
his body and the cessation of his experiences.

As well as editing The Encyclopedia  Of Philosophy, Edwalds wits
the  author  of  several  books,  including  Jze!.#c¢r#o/z.oH..  4   Cri.fz.ccz/
Exanination,    The    Logic    Of    Moral    Discourse,    Heidegger's
Co#/ws!.o#s,  and numerous  articles.  Additionally,  he  is  responsible
for having collected a number of Russell's writings on religion and
publishing  them  under  the  title   W7z};  I 4m  IVof  cz  CAri.sfz.cz77.  In  so
doing,  he  changed  the  lives  of  thousands  of people  around  the
world, including the lives of many in the BRS.

Born in Vienna  on  September  2,  1923  to  Jewish parents,
Edwards'   family  fled  to  Australia  with  Hitler's  rise  to  power.
Edwards   received   his   B.A.   and  M.A.   from  the   University  of
Melbourne, and then moved to Manhattan and received a Ph.D.  in
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philosophy from Columbia University in 1951. He was a professor 
at New York University in the 1960s and Brooklyn College from 
1966 to 1986, and lecturer at the New School for Social Research 
from the 1960s to the late 1990s. He also taught at the University of 
Melbourne, Columbia University, City College of New York, and 
the University of California, Berkeley. 

CONRAD RUSSELL, son of Bertrand Russell and Patricia Spence, and 
great grandson of Lord John Russell, Liberal Prime Minister of 
England 1846-52 and 1865-66, died on October 10, 2004 at the age 
of 67. He had been ill for some time. A professor, author, and 
member of the House of Lords, the fifth Earl Russell published 
numerous books and was active in politics as a Liberal Democrat 
leader. His field of study was primarily 17th century English 
political and parliamentary history. His publications include The 
Crisis of Parliaments: English History 1509 — 1660 (1971), The 
Causes of the English Civil War (1990), and The Fall of the British 
Monarchies (1991). As a revisionist historian of the English civil 
war, he tended to be skeptical of accounts that explained the civil 
war in terms of grand sweeping forces. Conrad Russell is survived 
by his sons Nicholas and John Russell. 

FEATURES 

RUSSELL ON MATTER AND OUR KNOWLEDGE OF THE 
EXTERNAL WORLD * 

IREM KURTSAL STEEN 

Bertrand Russell's philosophy around 1914 is often interpreted as 
phenomenalism, the view that sensations are not caused by but 
rather constitute ordinary objects. Indeed, prima facie, his 1914 Our 
Knowledge of the External World reduces objects to sense-data. 
However, Russell did not think his view was phenomenalist, and he 
said that he never gave up either the causal theory of perception or a 
realist understanding of objects.' In this paper I offer an explanation 
of why Russell might have undertaken the constructionist project of 
his 1914 work while not considering the resulting position that 
objects can be constructed out of sense-data to be phenomenalist. 

In Our Knowledge of the External World, Russell calls all 
the sense-data of a given subject at a given time a perspective. At 
any point of view which is not occupied by a subject, there still is a 
perspective such that had some subject been there, she would have 
been given that aspect of the world. A momentary state of a 
common sense thing is a similarity class of sensibilia belonging to 
different perspectives. Russell tells us that although these sensibilia 
are real, the momentary object they are supposed to constitute is 
just a logical construction. (Russell 1914a, pp. 95-96) 

I am thankful to Dean Zimmerman for his substantial comments on an 
ancestor of this paper. Ishani Maitra and my fellow graduate students at 
Syracuse University have given me helpful comments on earlier drafts. 
And I thank the Bertrand Russell Society both for the opportunity to 
discuss the ideas presented here with the participants of the society's 31st 
Annual Meeting in Plymouth State University, NH, and for the award 
which made it possible for me to travel there. 

i Elisabeth Ramsden Eames (1967) describes her interview with Russell, 
where he told Eames that he never gave up realism or the causal theory of 
perception. 
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philosophy from Columbia University in  1951.  He was a professor
at New York University in  the  1960s  and Brooklyn College from
1966  to  1986,  and  lecturer at the New School  for Social Research
from the  1960s to the late  1990s. He also taught at the University of
Melbourne,  Columbia University,  City College  of New York,  and
the University of California, Berkeley.

CoNRAD RUSSELL, son of Bertrand Russell and Patricia Spence, and

great  grandson  of Lord  John  Russell,  Liberal  Prime  Minister  of
England  1846-52 and  1865-66, died on October  10, 2004  at the age
of 67.  He  had  been  ill  for  some  time.  A  professor,  author,  and
member  of the  House  of Lords,  the  fifth  Earl  Russell  published
numerous  books  and  was  active  in  politics  as  a  Liberal  Democrat
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war,  he tended to be skeptical of accounts  that explained the civil
war in terms of grand sweeping  forces.  Courad Russell is survived
by his sons Nicholas and John Russell.
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EXTERNAL WORLD *

IREM KURTSAL STEEN

Bertrand  Russell's  philosophy  around  1914  is  often  interpreted  as

phenomenalism,  the  view  that  sensations  are  not  caused  by  but
rather constitute ordinary objects.  Indeed, pr!.mcz/czcj.e, his  1914 0wr
Knowledge  Of the  External  World  reduces  objects  to  seITse~data..
However, Russell did not think his view was phenomenalist, and he
said that he never gave up either the causal theory of perception or a
realist understanding of objects.I  In this paper I offer an explanation
of why Russell might have undertaken the constructionist project of
his   1914  work  while  not  considering  the  resulting  position  that
objects can be constructed out of sense-data to be phenomenalist.

Ir\ Our Knowledge Of the External  World, R`usse\l cahis all
the  sense-data of a given subject at a given time  a perspcc/!.ve.  At
any point of view which is not occupied by a subject, there still is a

perspective such that had some subject been there, she would have
been  given  that  aspect  of  the  world.   A  momentary  state  of  a
common sense thing  is a similarity class of sensibilia belonging to
different perspectives. Russell tells us that although these sensibilia
are  real,  the  momentary  object  they  are  supposed  to  constitute  is

/."sj a /ogz.ccz/ co#s/rwc/I.o#. (Russell  1914a, pp. 95-96)

I  am  thankful  to  Dean  Zimmerman  for  his  substantial  comments  on  an
ancestor  of this  paper.  Ishani  Maitra  and  my  fellow  graduate  students  at
Syracuse  University  have  given  me  helpful  comments  on  earlier  drafts.
And  I  thank  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  both  for  the  opportunity  to
discuss the ideas presented here with the participants of the society's 31st
Annual  Meeting  in  Plymouth  State  University,  NH,  and  for  the  award
which made it possible for me to travel there.

I  Elisabeth  Ramsden  Eames  (1967)  describes  her  interview  with  Russell,

where he told Eames that he never gave up realism or the causal theory of
perception.
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But then, Russell asks: "This hypothetical picture of the 
world is free from logical impossibility, and it doesn't conflict with 
any known facts, but is there any reason to suppose it is real?" 
(Russell 1914a, p. 101) This is a strange question when asked of a 
construction. Constructions need only to replicate the logical 
relations between the elements of the system they are substituted 
for, and those that can do that are all equally good. There is no 
question as to their reality, as long as the building blocks are real. 

Space, on this view, comes in two kinds. Each perspective 

has its own private space. There is also one all-embracing perspec-

tive space where each perspective is located in a configuration 
determined by the similarities between perspectives. A momentary 
thing is likewise located in perspective space, at the intersection of 
different similarity-series of perspectives. A penny, for example, 
looks like a thick line in some perspectives, and it looks circular in 
others. These two kinds of perspectives form two distinct similarity-
series. Where these two series intersect in perspective space is the 
place where the penny is. (Russell 1914a, p. 98) 

We are familiar with the sense in which a penny appears 
circular in some perspective. In Russell's terms, a particular circular 
appearance of a penny in a particular perspective is an aspect of the 

penny. For every aspect of a thing, two places in perspective space 

are salient: the place at which the aspect appears (the place of the 

thing in perspective space), and the place from which it appears (the 

place of the perspective of which the aspect is a part). (Russell 
1914a, p. 100) Each aspect is a member of two classes: the various 
aspects of the thing it is an aspect of, and the perspective it belongs 
to. Physics is occupied with the first kind of classification of 
aspects, and psychology is occupied with the second kind. Physics 
and psychology do not have different substances as their subjects, 
but different organizations of the same substance. (Ibid, p. 100) 

Persistence and change are treated in a manner similar to 
contemporary four-dimensionalist views. A persisting thing is de-
fined as "a certain series of appearances, connected with each other 
by continuity and by certain causal laws." (Russell 1914a, p. 111) 

Soon after the publication of Problems of Philosophy, in 

May 1912, Russell delivered a paper titled 'On Matter'. 'On Matter' 
is concerned with the question of whether (and how) we can know 
the existence of matter even though we are not acquainted with it. 

(Russell 1912a, p. 81) The view Russell defends in this paper is 
strikingly similar to his view in Our Knowledge of the External 
World. 

Matter is to be understood as that which physics is about. 
So, matter must be such that the physicist can know its existence. In 
other words, what physical science is concerned with and makes 
discoveries about must be a function of the physicist's sense-data. 
What could that function be? There are only two ways in which we 
can know the existence of something. "(1) immediate acquaintance, 
which assures us of the existence of our thoughts, feelings, and 
sense-data,... (2) general principles according to which the exis-
tence of one thing can be inferred from that of another." (Russell 
1912a, p. 80) 

The bridge which relates the physicist's sense-data to 
matter must correspond to one of these ways of knowing that some-
thing exists. If our knowledge of matter can be reduced to what we 
know by acquaintance, then matter should be understood as a logi-
cal construction out of sense-data. Otherwise, it must be by infer-
ence that we know the existence of matter. So, according to Russell, 
the bridge between sense-data and matter is either inference or logi-
cal construction. (Russell 1912a, pp. 84-85) 

Russell thinks that there is a fact of the matter here, as to 
what type of bridge really exists between sense-data and matter, and 
that we can discover what that bridge is. In order to discover what 
kind of function relates sense-data to the matter of physics, we must 
examine the ontological commitments of physics, i.e., the entities or 
values physics endorses as real. If some of those entities or values 
are not given in our experience, but nevertheless are necessary for 
the truth of physical hypotheses, then we cannot know the existence 
of matter by acquaintance alone, and so, inference must be the 
function that relates physics to matter. If physics is not committed 
to anything beyond what we are acquainted with, then matter can be 
constructed from sense-data, and no inference is needed. 

Russell explains that physics does attribute to matter 
qualities which are not given in our experience, for example, the 
distance of a star from the observer. Since the visual sense-datum as 
of observing a star in the sky does not contain an element 
corresponding to a distance, distance is not a sensible coordinate. 
(Russell 1912a, pp. 88-89) 
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But  then,  Russell  asks:  "This  hypothetical  picture  of the
world is free from logical impossibility, and it doesn't conflict with
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(Russell  1914a,  p.101)  This  is a strange  question  when asked of a
construction.   Constructions   need   only   to   replicate   the   logical
relations  between  the  elements  of the  system  they  are  substituted
for,  and  those  that  can  do  that  are  all  equally  good.  There  is  no

question as to their reality, as long as the building blocks are real.
Space, on this view, comes in two kinds.  Each perspective
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determined by the  similarities between perspectives.  A momentary
thing is likewise located in perspective space, at the  intersection of
different  similarity-series  of perspectives.  A  penny,  for  example,
looks like a thick line in some perspectives, and it looks circular in
others. These two kinds of perspectives form two distinct similarity-
series.  Where  these  two  series  intersect in perspective  space  is  the

place where the permy is. (Russell  1914a, p. 98)
We are  familiar with the  sense  in which a permy appears

circular in some perspective. In Russell's terms, a particular circular

appearance of a penny in a particular perspective is an aspecf of the
permy.  For every aspect of a thing,  two places in perspective space
are  salient:  the place czf which the  aspect appears  (the place  of the
thing in perspective space), and the place/ro/7! which it appears (the

place  of the  perspective  of which  the  aspect  is  a  part).  (Russell
1914a, p.100) Each aspect is a member of two classes:  the various
aspects of the thing it is an aspect of, and the perspective it belongs
to.   Physics   is   occupied  with  the   first  kind  of  classification  of
aspects,  and psychology is occupied with the  second kind.  Physics
and psychology do  not have  different  substances  as  their subjects,
but different organizations of the same substance. (Ibid, p.  100)

Persistence  and change are  treated  in a  manner similar to
contemporary  four-dimensionalist  views.  A  persisting  thing  is  de-
fined as "a certain series of appearances, connected with each other
by continuity and by certain causal laws." (Russell 1914a, p.111)

Soon after the  publication of Prod/ems  o/ PfeJ./osapky,  in
May 1912, Russell delivered a paper titled `On Matter'.  `On Matter'
is concerned with the question of whether (and how) we can know
the existence of matter even though we are not acquninted with it.
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(Russell  1912a,  p.  81)  The  view  Russell  defends  in  this  paper  is
strikingly  similar  to  his  view  in  Okr K#ow/edge  a/ /Ae  Ex/er#¢/
World.

Matter is to be understood as that which physics is about.
So, matter must be such that the physicist can know its existence. In
other  words,  what  physical  science  is  concerned  with  and  makes
discoveries  about must be a  function of the physicist's  sense-data.
What could that function be? There are only two ways in which we
can know the existence of something. "( I) immediate acquaintance,
which  assures  us  of the  existence  of our  thoughts,  feelings,  and
sense-data ,...   (2)  general  principles  according  to  which  the  exis-
tence  of one  thing  can be  inferred  from  that of another."  (Russell
1912a, p.  80)

The  bridge   which   relates   the  physicist's   sense-data   to
matter must correspond to one of these ways of knowing that some-
thing exists. If our knowledge of matter can be reduced to what we
know by acquaintance, then matter should be understood as a logi-
cal  construction out of sense-data.  Otherwise,  it must be  by  infer-
ence that we know the existence of matter. So, according to Russell,
the bridge between sense-data and matter is either inference or logi-
cal construction. (Russell  1912a, pp. 84-85)

Russell thinks that there is a fact of the matter here, as to
what type of bridge really exists between sense-data and matter, and
that we can discover what that bridge is.  In order to discover what
kind of function relates sense-data to the matter of physics, we must
examine the ontological commitments of physics, i.e., the entities or
values physics endorses as real.  If some of those entities or values
are not given in our experience, but nevertheless are necessary for
the truth of physical hypotheses, then we cannot know the existence
of  matter  by  acquaintance  alone,  and  so,  inference  must  be  the
function that relates physics  to matter.  If physics  is  not committed
to anything beyond what we are acquainted with, then matter can be
constructed from sense-data, and no inference is needed.

Russell   explains   that  physics   does   attribute   to   matter

qualities  which  are  not  given  in our experience,  for example,  the
distance of a star from the observer. Since the visual sense-datum as
of  observing   a   star   in   the   sky   does   not   contain   an   element
corresponding  to  a distance,  distance  is  not a sensible  coordinate.

(Russell  1912a, pp. 88-89)
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What then is the self-evident principle based on which this 
coordinate is postulated? Russell thinks that, vaguely put, that 
principle seems to be different effects, different causes. Suppose the 
physicist were to observe two discs, one red and one yellow, 
moving on a straight line backwards and forwards from each other, 
with periodically changing velocities. When they reach the same 
line of sight, sometimes the red disc disappears and sometimes the 
yellow one does. The physicist would most likely hypothesize that 
these sense-data are of two spheres moving in ellipses about their 
common center of gravity in the same plane as the observer. The 
observable difference between the case where the red disc dis-
appears and the case where the yellow one does is explained by an 
unobserved difference in their causes. Russell thinks that a precise 
version of the different effects, different causes principle may just 
be the principle which justifies the inference from sense-data to 
matter. (Russell 1912a, pp. 90-91) 

All this entails that matter cannot be logically constructed 
out of our sense-data in a way which would make physics true. 
"Matter, if it is to be known to exist at all, must be known through 
some a priori principle assuring us that our sensations in some way 
`correspond' with things which can exist without our sensations." 
(Russell 1912a, p. 92) This means that the gap between sense-data 
and physics is bridged by inference. But we still need a theory 
which explains the sense in which our sensations "correspond" with 
things independent from them. This requires a certain kind of un-
derstanding about sense-data. 

The first question for Russell is: Can sense-data exist when 
they are not perceived? Russell never held that for sense-data, to be 
is to be perceived. In his 1910 essay 'On the Nature of Truth and 
Falsehood' he states that there is logical room to regard sense-data 
as mind-independent entities. If a sense-datum is perceived, neces-
sarily it exists, but if a sense-datum exists, it is not necessarily per-
ceived. In his 1911 essay `Analytic Realism', he holds that, as a 
matter of fact, sense-data never exist when they are not perceived, 
because their existence seems to require them to be in a causal 
relationship of acquaintance with a subject. Finally, in `On Matter' 
he considers a sense-datum to be an existent in its own right, as an 
entity that, at a given time, may or may not be causally related to a 
subject. To become data, they need to be causally related to a 
subject; but to exist, they need not. (Russell 1912a, p. 85) 
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Since sense-data give conflicting information about 
objects, matter cannot be simply identified with sense-data. Neither 
can we hope to infer the existence of matter as the cause of our 
sense-data by appeal to the simplicity argument of Problems of 
Philosophy, which relied on the fact that realism is the simplest 
explanation of the coherence and unity of our sense-data. Russell 
now thinks that since the principle that simpler hypotheses are more 
likely to be true is not self-evident or a priori, the simplicity 
argument has no force against skepticism. (Russell 1912a, p. 86) 

Next, to understand how our sensations "correspond" with 
things independent of them, Russell considers naive realism, which 
is the direct realist theory of perception. According to this view, 
experience puts us in direct contact with the external world, instead 
of providing us with "representations" which mediate between the 
external world and our knowledge of it. Most epistemology liter-
ature identifies naive realism as the denouncement of "sense-data", 
where sense-data are commonly understood as being mental and 
subjective representations of a mind-independent reality. A very 
clear indication that Russell does not think of sense-data as mind-
dependent is the way in which he describes naive realism. 

Both in `Analytic Realism' and here in `On Matter' Rus-
sell says that naïve realism is the view which identifies matter with 
collections of sense-data. Now, no naive realist would describe her 
view in this way. The view which identifies matter with collections 
of mind-dependent sense-data is phenomenalism, which is as far 
from naive realism as any position can be. But Russell did not con-
fuse naive realism with phenomenalism, because by 'sense-data' he 
does not mean necessarily mind-dependent things. Russellian sense-
data are the real qualities of real things which we directly know. 

Sensation appears to be a relation between a subject 
and a sense-datum, which is the same thing as a 
"quality"; we know that the subject can exist at times 
when it is not sensating the particular quality in 
question, and we naturally assume that the quality can 
exist at times when the subject is not sensating it. This 
is the essential axiom of naive realism. Its difficulties 
come chiefly, I think, from an assumption which is not 
essential to it, namely that two qualities of the same 
kind—e.g. two colours cannot coexist in the same 
thing at the same time. (Russell 1912a, p. 94) 
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What then is the self-evident principle based on which this
coordinate   is  postulated?   Russell   thinks   that,   vaguely  put,   that

principle seems to be dififejiferent ef f iects,  dif f lierent causes. Suppose the
physicist   were  to  observe   two  discs,   one  red  and   one   yellow,
moving on a straight line backwards and forwards from each other,
with  periodically  changing  velocities.  When  they  reach  the  same
line of sight,  sometimes the red disc disappears and sometimes  the

yellow one does.  The physicist would most likely hypothesize that
these  sense-data are  of two  spheres  moving  in ellipses  about their
common  center of gravity  in  the  same  plane  as  the  observer.  The
observable  difference  between  the  case  where  the  red  disc  dis-
appears and the case where the yellow one does is explained by an
unobserved difference  in their causes.  Russell  thinks  that a precise
version of the dififejiferent  ef f iects,  diif iif erent causes  principle  may just
be  the  principle  which justifies  the  inference  from  sense-data  to
matter. (Russell  1912a, pp. 90-91)

All this entails that matter cannot be  logically constructed
out  of our  sense-data  in  a  way  which  would  make  physics  true.
"Matter, if it is to be known to exist at all, must be known through

some a priori principle assuring us that our sensations  in some way
`colTespond'  with  things  which can exist  without  our  sensations."

(Russell  1912a, p.  92) This means that the gap between sense-data
and  physics  is  bridged  by  inference.  But  we  still  need  a  theory
which explains the serrse in which our sensations "correspond" with
things  independent from them.  This requires  a certain kind of un-
derstanding about sense-data.

The first question for Russell is: Can sense-data exist when
they are not perceived? Russell never held that for sense~data, to be
is to be perceived.  In his  1910  essay  `On  the Nature  of Truth and
Falsehood'  he states that there is logical room to  regard sense-data
as mind-independent entities.  If a sense-datum is perceived,  neces-
sarily it exists, but if a sense-datum exists,  it is not necessarily per-
ceived.  In  his  1911   essay  `Analytic  Realism',  he  holds  that,  czs  cl
mafjer a//¢c/, sense-data never exist when they are not perceived,
because  their  existence  seems  to  require  them  to  be  in  a  causal
relationship of acquaintance with a subject.  Finally,  in `On Matter'
he considers a sense-datum to be an existent in its own right, as an
entity that, at a given time, may or may not be causally related to a
subject.  To  become  data,  they  need  to  be  causally  related  to  a
subject; but to exist, they need not. (Russell  1912a, p. 85)

OUR KNOWLEDGE OF THE EXTEENAL WORLD                    17

Since    sense-data    give    conflicting    information    about
objects, matter cannot be simply identified with sense-data. Neither
can  we  hope  to  infer  the  existence  of matter as  the  cause  of our
sense-data  by  appeal  to  the  simplicity  argument  of Prod/ems  a/
P#z./osapky,  which  relied  on  the  fact  that  realism  is  the  simplest
explanation  of the  coherence  and  unity  of our  sense-data.  Russell
now thinks that since the principle that simpler hypotheses are more
likely  to   be   true   is   not  self-evident  or  cz  pr!.orj.,   the   simplicity
argument has no force against skepticism. (Russell  1912a, p. 86)

Next, to understand how our sensations "correspond" with
things independent of them, Russell considers na.I.ve realism, which
is  the  direct  realist  theory  of perception.  According  to  this  view,
experience puts us in direct contact with the external world, instead
of providing us with "representations" which mediate between the
external  world  and  our  knowledge  of it.  Most  epistemology  liter-
ature identifies na.1.ve realism as the denouncement of "sense-data",
where  sense-data  are  commonly  understood  as  being  mental  and
subjective  representations  of a  mind-independent  reality.  A  very
clear  indication that Russell  does not think of sense-data as  mind-
dependent is the way in which he describes nat.ve realism.

Both in  `Analytic  Realism'  and here  in  `On Matter'  Rus-
sell says that na:ive Tea.1ism is the view which  identifiies matter with
co//cc/I.o#s o/se#sc~do/¢. Now, no na.I.ve realist would describe her
view in this way. The view which identifies matter with collections
of mind-dependent  sense-data  is  phenomenalism,  which  is  as  far
from na.I.ve realism as any position can be. But Russell did not con-
fuse na.I.ve realism with phenomenalism, because by `sense-data'  he
does not mean necessarily mind-dependent things. Russellian sense-
data are the real qualities of real things which we directly know.

Sensation  appears  to  be  a  relation  between  a  subject
and   a   sense-datum,   which   is   the   same   thing   as   a
"quality";  we know that the subject can exist at times

when   it   is   not   sensating   the   particular   quality   in
question, and we naturally assume that the quality can
exist at times when the subject is not seusating it. This
is the essential axiom of nat.ve realism.  Its difficulties
come chiefly, I think, from an assumption which is #of
essential  to  it,  namely that two  qualities  of the  same
kind-.g.   two  colours  carmot  coexist  in  the  same
thing at the same time. (Russell 1912a, p. 94)
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So a tenable naive realism would be one which affirms both that 
sense-data are mind-independent qualities of objects, and that con-
flicting qualities may be at the same place at the same time. (Russell 
1912a, p. 93) Such a naive realism would be "a theory which 
regards a piece of matter as consisting entirely of constituents of the 
nature of sense-data, by including everything that could be a sense-
datum to any possible observer." (Russell 1912a, p. 85-86) 

The similarities to Our Knowledge of the External World 
are obvious. Although many have regarded the position in Our 
Knowledge of the External World as a form of phenomenalism, 
surely its precursor, 'On Matter', defends a realist, in fact a naive 
realist position. In 'On Matter', matter is constituted by sense-data 
and unsensed sensibilia, which are not mind-dependent phenomenal 
entities. That is, even though Russell reduces the objects of com-
mon sense and science to entities like sense-data, he does that not 
by phenomenalizing the objects, but by objectifying the phenom-
ena. Furthermore, matter is not understood as a mere logical fiction 
constructed out of sense-data and unsensed sensibilia, but rather is 
composed of and constituted by them. The mind-independent exist-
ence of matter is known by inference, and perception relates us to 
matter directly. 

Before writing his posthumously published 1913 manu-
script Theory of Knowledge, Russell continued his work on the 
"problem of matter". Some of the extant manuscripts of this brief 
period describe logical constructions very similar to the ones in Our 
Knowledge of the External World. In these manuscripts though, his 
account of our knowledge of the things of common sense and the 
matter of physics involve both constructions and inferences. 

Letters Russell wrote after he finished 'On Matter' show 
that he worked on the subject for a while, but eventually decided to 
first work on theory of knowledge. He thought that an adequate 
treatment of matter requires the treatment of knowledge. Russell 
might have planned Theory of Knowledge to ground the amended 
naive realism of 'On Matter', the inference of physical objects from 
sense-data. On the other hand, he also wanted to construct the phy-
sical world out of sense-data in order to make physical hypotheses 
verifiable. The problem of matter had become two-fold: that of ex-
plaining how sense-data give us knowledge of mind-independent 
objects, and that of defining "matter" as a function of sense-data so  

that physical hypotheses would be verifiable. Inference is more suit-
able for the first, and constructions are more suitable for the second. 

This hypothesis, that Russell wanted to employ the 
technique of inference to explain our knowledge of the external 
world and the technique of construction to explain the physicist's 
ability to verify her hypotheses, fits Russell's descriptions of the 
Theory of Knowledge project. Originally, the book was supposed to 
have two sections, an analytic section on acquaintance, judgment, 
and inference; and a constructive section where Russell would 
explain the construction of the world of physics. 

Shortly after he described the book project this way, he de-
cided that Theory of Knowledge would consist only of the analytic 
section. However, after he wrote the sections on acquaintance and 
judgment, and before he began the section on inference, Russell 
dropped the project because of the criticisms of his theory of judg-
ment made by Ludwig Wittgenstein. He published the chapters 
about acquaintance in various journals, he never published the 
chapters on judgment, and he never wrote the chapters about infer-
ence. It is most likely that in the face of the failure of his theory of 
judgment, Russell was unable to give an account of inference.2  

It is generally held that the constructionist view which 
Russell originally planned Theory of Knowledge to include later 
became Our Knowledge of the External World. The failure of 
Theory of Knowledge to explain judgment, and thus inference, did 
not pose a threat to his project of constructing the "world of 
physics" out of sensed and unsensed particulars, simply because 
constructions are not inferences. These constructions were origin-
ally meant only to be substitutes for the hypothetical objects of 
physics, so that the hypotheses about these objects would be 
translated into propositions which are in principle verifiable. When 
he had to give up the project of showing how we can infer the 
existence of matter, the constructions had to also take the place of 
the inferences. That is, the constructions had to explain not just the 
verifiability of the physicist's hypotheses but also our knowledge of 
the external world. 

2 For a detailed description of the Theory of Knowledge project and its col-
lapse, see E.R. Eames' "Introduction" to The Collected Papers of Bertrand 
Russell, Vol. 7. 
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`So  a  tenable  nat.ve  realism  would  be  one  which  affirms  both  that
sense-data are mind-independent qualities of objects, and that con-
flicting qualities may be at the same place at the same time. (Russell
1912a,  p.   93)   Such  a  na.1.ve  realism  would  be  "a  theory  which
regards a piece of matter as consisting entirely of constituents of the
#¢/wre of sense-data, by including everything that could be a sense-
datum to any possible observer." (Russell  1912a, p. 85-86)

The s-miila.rities to  Our  Knowledge  Of the  External  World
are  obvious.  Although  many  have  regarded  the  position  in  Owr
Knowledge  Of the  External  World  a.s  a  Form  of  phenomenalism.
surely its precursor,  `On Matter',  defends  a  realist,  in  fact a na.I.ve
realist position.  In  `On Matter',  matter is constituted by sense-data
and unsensed sensibilia, which are not mind-dependent phenomenal
entities.  That  is,  even  though  Russell  reduces  the  objects  of com-
mon sense and  science  to  entities  like  sense-data,  he does  that not
by  phenomenalizing  the  objects,  but  by  objectifying  the  phenom-
ena. Furthermore, matter is not understood as a mere logical fiction
constructed out of sense-data and unsensed sensibilia,  but rather is
composed of and constituted by them. The mind-independent exist-
ence of matter is  known by inference,  and perception relates us  to
matter directly.

Before  writing  his  posthumously  published   1913  manu-
script  7lfeeory  a/ K#ow/ecJge,  Russell  continued  his  work  on  the
"problem of matter".  Some  of the  extant manuscripts  of this  brief

period describe logical constmctions very similar to the ones in Oz/r
K#oM;/edge o//fee Ejr/er#cr/  War/cJ.  In these manuscripts though, his
account of our knowledge  of the  things  of common  sense  and  the
matter of physics involve both constructions and inferences.

Letters  Russell  wrote  after  he  finished  `On  Matter'  show
that he worked on the subject for a while, but eventually decided to
first  work  on  theory  of knowledge.  He  thought  that  an  adequate
treatment  of matter  requires  the  treatment  of knowledge.  Russell
might  have  planned  7lfeeory  a/K#ow/ec7ge  to  ground  the  amended
na.1.ve realism of `On Matter', the inference of physical objects from
sense-data. On the other hand, he also wanted to construct the phy-
sical world out of sense-data in order to make physical hypotheses
verifiable. The problem of matter had become two-fold:  that of ex-

plaining  how  sense-data  give  us  knowledge  of mind-independent
objects, and that of defining "matter" as a function of sense-data so
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that physical hypotheses would be verifiable. Inference is more suit-
able for the first, and constructions are more suitable for the second.

This   hypothesis,    that   Russell   wanted`  to   employ   the
technique  of inference  to  explain  owr  knowledge  of the  external
world  and  the  technique  of construction  to  explain  the pkys!.c!.a/ 's
ability  to  verify  her  hypotheses,  fits  Russell's  descriptions  of the
Zlfecory o/K#ow/edge project. Originally, the book was supposed to
have  two  sections,  an  analytic  section on  acquaintance, judgment,
and   inference;   and  a  constructive  section  where  Russell   would
explain the construction of the world of physics.

Shortly after he described the book project this way, he de-
cided that  Zlrfecory o/K#ow/edge would consist only of the analytic
section.  However,  after he  wrote  the  sections  on acquaintance  and

judgment,  and  before  he  began  the  section  on  inference,  Russell
dropped the project because of the criticisms of his theory of judg-
ment  made  by  Ludwig  Wittgenstein.  He  published  the  chapters
about  acquaintance   in  various  journals,  he  never  published  the
chapters on judgment, and he never wrote the chapters about infer-
ence. It is most likely that in the face of the failure of his theory of

judgment, Russell was unable to give an account of inference.2
It  is  generally  held  that  the  constructionist  view  which

Russell  originally  planned  27!eory  a/ K7!ow/edge  to  include  later
becarme  Our  Knowledge   Of  the  External   World.  The  falLlure  o£
7lfeeory a/K"ow/edge to explain judgment, and thus inference, did
not  pose  a  threat  to  his  project  of  constructing  the  "world  of

physics"  out  of sensed  and  unsensed  particulars,  simply  because
constructions  are  not  inferences.  These  constructions  were  origin-
ally  meant  only  to  be  substitutes  for  the  hypothetical  objects  of

physics,   so   that   the   hypotheses   about   these   objects   would   be
translated into propositions which are in principle veriflable.  When
he  had  to  give  up  the  project  of showing  how  we  can  infer  the
existence of matter,  the  constructions  had to also  take the place of
the inferences.  That is,  the constructions had to explain not just the
veriflability of the physicist's hypotheses but also our knowledge of
the external world.

2  For a detailed description of the rfeeory a/KHow/edge project and its col-

lapse, see B.R. Balmes' C`Introductior\" to The Collected Papers Of Bertrand
Russell,  Vol. 7 .
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In Our Knowledge of the External World, Russell says: 

[C]an we know that other objects, inferable from 
objects of sense but not necessarily resembling them, 
exist either when we are perceiving the objects of sense 
or at any other time? This latter problem arises in 
philosophy as the problem of the "thing in itself," and 
in science as the problem of matter as assumed in 
physics. (Russell 1914a, pp. 82-83) 

He has now come to identify the problem of "thing in itself' with 
the problem of what physics is committed to when it puts forth hy-
potheses about matter. The thing-in-itself (if there is such a thing) is 
"something quite unlike [the sensible object we perceive], some-
thing which, together with us, and our sense-organs, causes our sen-
sations, but is never itself given in sensation." (Ibid, p. 92) 

Identifying the reasons for believing in the existence of a 
thing-in-itself thus described would fall under the project of 
providing an explanation for our knowledge of the external world. 
The inferred naive realism Russell defended in 'On Matter' was a 
candidate for such an explanation. But in Our Knowledge of the 
External World, the problems of matter and thing-in-itself are 
addressed all at once, with the method of logical construction. "The 
supreme maxim in scientific philosophizing" is born: "Wherever 
possible, logical constructions are to be substituted for inferred 
entities." (Russell 1914b, p. 155) 

This new dual role for constructions gives rise to the 
phenomenalist feel of Our Knowledge of the External World, 
stemming from the reduction of physical objects into sensed and 
unsensed sensibilia which, in parts of the text, appear to be merely 
phenomenal. But in the book, Russell also says that although we 
must admit that the existence of sense-data depend upon the 
physiology of their subject, and the colored surfaces we see cease to 
exist when we close our eyes, we should not jump to the conclusion 
that sense-data are mind-dependent. (Russell 1914a, p. 71) 

Again, in writings of the same period Russell says that 
sense-data are not only mind-independent, but also physical. (Rus-
sell 1914b, p. 151) They are among the constituents of the external 
world of which we happen to be immediately aware. They are not 
mental except in the sense that we are aware of them. (Russell  

1915, p. 143) In 'The Relation of Sense-Data to Physics' Russell 
states that because sense-data are data, they are important to epis-
temology. But from the point of metaphysics, sensed and unsensed 
particulars are all on a par with each other. (Russell 1914b, p. 148) 

Our Knowledge of the External World contains a passage 
where Russell says that there is a sense in which unsensed 
appearances are merely ideal. (Russell 1914a, p. 117) This claim 
would seem to entail that a large part of the constructed world is 
ideal and mind-dependent, and Russell here seems to paint a 
phenomenalist picture of the world. However, "ideal" turns out not 
to mean mind-dependent or even mental. Unsensed appearances are 
"ideal" only in the sense that they are calculated as functions of the 
sensed appearances. Russell grants this only to secure the 
verifiability of physics, that is, to show that knowing causal laws 
does not require knowledge of anything but sense-data. But the 
world which those laws are about, the world they describe truly 
need not contain anything ideal. (Russell 1914b, p. 157) 

My thesis explains why Russell goes back and forth, call-
ing the logical constructions fictional on one page and talking about 
them as real entities on another. The pieces of matter that science 
needed in order to be verifiable could afford to be fictional, in the 
sense that they were only logically constructed, because the objects 
for which they were substitutes were also going to be inferred, in 
the manner suggested in 'On Matter'. When the inferences could 
not be provided, the constructions were left in a limbo between the 
real world and the logical space. Our Knowledge of the External 
World is Russell's attempt to have the constructions do the job of 
both the inference-based project of 'On Matter' and the construc-
tionist project that was originally designed only to supply physics 
with knowable objects. Rereading Our Knowledge of the External 
World with this mind, we should be able to dispel the thesis that 
when Russell wrote it, he was trying on phenomenalism. 
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rn Our Knowledge Of the External World. T`"ssofl says..

[C]an   we   know   that   other   objects,   inferable   from
objects  of sense  but  not  necessarily  resembling  them,
exist either when we are perceiving the objects of sense
or  at  any  other  time?   This   latter  problem  arises   in
philosophy as  the problem of the "thing  in  itself,"  and
in  science  as   the  problem  of  matter  as  assumed  in
physics.  (Russell  1914a, pp.  82-83)

He  has  now come to  identify the problem of "thing  in itself"  with
the problem of what physics is committed to when it puts forth hy-

potheses about matter. The thing-in-itself (if there is such a thing) is
"something  quite  unlike  [the  sensible  object  we  perceive],  some-

thing which, together with us, and our sense-organs, causes our sen-
sations, but is never itself given in sensation." (Ibid, p. 92)

Identifying  the  reasons  for believing  in the existence  of a
thing-in-itself  thus   described   would   fall   under   the   project   of

providing an explanation for our knowledge  of the  external world.
The  I.#/erred na.1.ve realism Russell defended  in  `On Matter'  was a
candidate  for  such  an  explanation.  But  in  Owr  K#ow/edge  a//fee
Ejx./er#a/   Wor/d,   the   problems   of  matter  and  thing-in-itself  are
addressed all at once, with the method of logical construction. "The
supreme  maxim  in  scientific  philosophizing"  is  born:  "Wherever

possible,   logical  constructions  are  to  be  substituted  for  inferred
entities." (Russell  1914b, p.155)

This  new  dual  role   for  constructions   gives  rise  to   the

phenomenalist   flect   o£  Our   Knowledge   Of  the   External   World,
stemming  from  the  reduction  of physical  objects  into  sensed  and
unsensed sensibilia which,  in parts of the text,  appear to be merely

phenomenal.  But  in  the  book,  Russell  also  says  that  although  we
must   admit   that   the   existence   of  sense-data   depend   upon   the

physiology of their subject, and the colored surfaces we see cease to
exist when we close our eyes, we should notjump to the conclusion
that sense-data are mind-dependent. (Russell 1914a, p. 71)

Again,  in  writings  of the  same  period  Russell  says  that
sense-data are not only mind-independent, but also physical.  (Rus-
sell  1914b, p.  151) They are among the constituents of the external
world of which we happen to be immediately aware. They are not
mental  except  in  the  sense  that  we  are  aware  of them.  (Russell
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1915,  p.  143)  In  `The  Relation  of Sense-Data  to  Physics'  Russell
states that because  sense-data are data,  they are important to epis-
temology.  But from the point of metaphysics, sensed and unsensed

particulars are all on a par with each other. (Russell  1914b, p.  148)
Our Knowledge Of the External  World coutai"s a passage

where   Russell   says   that   there   is   a   sense   in   which   unsensed
appearances  are  merely  ideal.  (Russell   1914a,  p.117)  This  claim
would  seem  to  entail  that  a  large  part of the  constructed  world  is
ideal   and   mind-dependent,   and   Russell   here   seems   to   paint   a

phenomenalist picture of the world.  However, "ideal" turns out not
to mean mind-dependent or even mental. Unsensed appearances are
"ideal" only in the sense that they are calculated as functions of the

sensed   appearances.    Russell    grants    this    only   to    secure    the
verifiability  of physics,  that  is,  to  show  that  knowing  causal  laws
does  not  require  knowledge  of anything  but  sense-data.  But  the
world  which  those  laws  are  about,  the  world  they  describe  tnily
need not contain anything ideal. (Russell  1914b, p.157)

My thesis explains why Russell goes back and forth,  call-
ing the logical constructions fictional on one page and talking about
them as  real  entities  on another.  The pieces  of matter that science
needed in order to  be verifiable could afford to be fictional,  in the
sense that they were only /ogi.co//y constructed, because the objects
for which they were substitutes were also  going  to be  inferred,  in
the  manner  suggested  in  `On  Matter'.  When  the  inferences  could
not be provided, the constructions were left in a limbo between the
real  world  and  the  logical  space.  Owr K#ow/edge  a/ /fee  Ex/er#¢/
War/d is  Russell's  attempt  to  have  the  constructions  do  the job  of
both the  inference-based project of `On  Matter'  and  the  construc-
tionist project  that was  originally designed  only  to  supply physics
with  knowable  objects.  Rereading  Owr K#ow/edge  o/ ffee Ejrfcr7t¢/
Wror/d  with  this  mind,  we  should  be  able  to  dispel  the  thesis  that
when Russell wrote it, he was trying on phenomenalism.
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"HYSTERICAL EMOTIONALISM" 

LETTER TO THE LONDON TIMES, 8 MAY 1960 

by BERTRAND RUSSELL 

INTRODUCTION 

By RAY PERKINS, JR. 

The unpublished letter that follows (in Edith's hand, dated 8 May 
1960), from Russell to the London Times, is interesting in several 
respects. It is one of Russell's earliest public proposals of what 
came to be known as 'unilateralism', i.e., the idea that Britain 
should unilaterally give up its nuclear weapons and its membership 
in NATO as a way to stimulate an agreement on nuclear abolition 
between the super powers. Unilateralism was an idea that Russell 
vigorously defended later that year (1960) against both Prime 
Minister Macmillan and the British Labour Party leader, Hugh 
Gaitskell (see Yours Faithfully, Bertrand Russell, pp. 227-29, 235-
37). The timing of the letter is also significant, because it was 
written two months before Russell met Ralph Schoenman, the 
young American radical whom some Russell scholars see as filling 
the great old man's head with radical mush. For example, Ray 
Monk, noticing that there were no signs of unilateralism in 
Russell's 1959 Common Sense and Nuclear Warfare, concludes 
(post hoc, ergo propter hoc) that the idea which appeared in 
Russell's writings the next year must have come from Schoenman, 
who entered Russell's life in the summer of 1960 (see The Ghost of 
Madness, Cape, 2000, p. 406). Another reason that this letter is 
noteworthy is that Russell's Swiftian wit is much in evidence as he 
responds to the all too common charge that his antinuclear ideas 
were riddled with hysteria and emotionalism. (Come on, if one 
can't get emotional over nuclear war, then when and over what can 
one get emotional? For a more extended discussion of the place of 
emotion in nuclear politics, see Russell's 1963 letter to the Times 
"Sense and Sensibility" in Yours Faithfully, p. 339.) 
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8 May 1960 
To the Editor of The Times: 

Sir—I find that a desire for one's children to live out the normal 
span of human life is regarded as hysterical emotionalism. For the 
purposes of the present letter I shall, therefore, assume that I am 
devoid of human affection and consequently worthy to be listened 
to. Two policies are open to the Powers of NATO and the Warsaw 
Pact: one is to go on with present policies and thereby ensure, 
sooner or later, the extinction of the human race; the other is to seek 
enforceable agreements for the abolition of nuclear weapons. Both 
groups of Powers profess to adopt the second policy, but, in fact, 
whenever there is a prospect of agreement, one side or the other 
injects some new matter of disagreement as to which it is convinced 
that agreement is impossible. This shows that both groups of 
Powers are, in fact, in favour of the first policy, which gets the 
name of "realism". Some people think that if one important nation 
were to abandon the alliance to which it belongs and decide neither 
to have nuclear weapons nor to seek the protection of other Powers 
which have them, this might induce, among the Powers of the side 
which is being deserted, a greater readiness to enter into genuine 
negotiations for disarmament. This is called hysterical 
emotionalism. As a person devoid of emotion, I am for the present 
expressing no preference among these policies. I merely ask myself 
what motive, other than emotion, can induce anybody to prefer 
anything to anything else. In making a choice, cold reason offers no 
help. 

Russell 
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AT CROSS-PURPOSES: ATHEISM AND CHRISTIANITY 

ROSALIND CAREY 

Review of Michael Martin, Atheism, Morality, and Meaning 
(Prometheus Lecture Series). Buffalo: Prometheus Books, 2003. Pp. 
330. US $21.00 

I 
In On Liberty, having observed that people tend to abort a chain of 
thought whose consequences they fear, John Stuart Mill claims that 
to be genuinely intellectual a person must be willing "to follow his 
intellect to whatever conclusions it may lead."I  Michael Martin no 
doubt agrees with Mill's conception of the qualities of an 
intellectual, and his new book gives ample occasion to reflect on 
exactly what is involved in pursuing the consequences of a chain of 
thought, come what may. These are issues of method, however, and 
any discussion of them presupposes a grasp on the thesis of his 
book, which can be summed up as follows. 

First, Martin presents atheism as (1) able to provide a theo-
retical basis for a belief in the existence of objective standards of 
morality, and (2) able to give good grounds for the possibility of 
living a life that, though finite, has genuine purpose and meaning. 
Facing him is the contrary Christian claim that atheists—because 
they deny an almighty Lawgiver whose authority establishes judg-
ments as true or false and a future life which gives their lives mean-
ing—are in danger of becoming ethical relativists and nihilists, 
people who admit no objective moral standards and for whom life 
has no purpose or meaning, people for whom nothing matters. Sec-
ond, Martin upends this Christian argument by saying that it is the 
Christian who is unable to support, and in danger of losing her grip 
on the notion of an objective morality, and it is the Christian who is 
incapable of explaining how an infinite life has purpose or meaning. 

These are strong claims—bound to irritate many believers 
in the unlikely case that any take up this book and read it—and they 
need a strong defense. Martin gives one, always exonerating the 

J. S. Mill, On Liberty, (New York: Penguin, 1975), pp. 81-82, 95. 
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atheist and incriminating the theist, first on the issue of morality 
(Part I of his book) and then on the matter of life's purpose or 
meaning (Part II). 

II 
In Part I, Martin defends non-theistic morality by means of an Ideal 
Observer theory. This doctrine refers moral decisions (e.g. "Shall I 
cheat on my taxes?") to the actions of an imaginary or hypothetical 
moral agent whose moral emotions and reactions (e.g. disapproval) 
are trustworthy guides to right and wrong because we have 
supposed her to possess all of the properties (rationality, objectivity, 
empathy, relevant knowledge and so forth) of a perfect moral agent. 
Martin denies that his account involves reasoning in a circle. 
Though that would be the case if moral beliefs were explained in 
terms of an Ideal Observer's moral beliefs, his theory explains 
moral beliefs in terms of an Ideal Observer's moral feelings, and is 
therefore immune to the charge of circularity. 

Martin holds up divine command theory as the main 
Christian alternative to his atheistic account of what grounds the 
objectivity of moral beliefs. According to divine command theory, 
"cheating is wrong" is true because God has commanded us not to 
cheat. Putting aside for now the difficulty of understanding how a 
non-spatial, non-temporal deity can give commands, Martin objects 
that a theist cannot avoid the snare of voluntarism: Is cheating 
wrong because God commands it, or does God command us not to 
cheat because it is wrong? 

If a Christian chooses the former alternative, Martin says, 
she leaves open the possibility that God might command what we 
think is wrong, e.g. to kill our children. Presumably we would then 
not be able to endorse the view that what God commands us to do is 
right. The other alternative leaves us unable to explain why God has 
moral authority or is conceived of as the source of moral law, since 
it places laws above and prior to God, who is reduced to the role of 
a messenger. Readers who doubt whether Christians really 
emphasize divine command theory as much as Martin seems to 
think should ask themselves whether Christians can provide any 
other equally clear account on which to base their claim that only 
they possess the keys to a moral life. 

III 
The possibility of living a life that has purpose and meaning is the 
topic of the second portion of the book. Martin begins by asking, 
what do we mean by saying life has no meaning? In an attempt to 
get a grasp on this elusive idea, Martin analyzes the notion of life's 
meaningfulness into one of purpose and one of value. He proceeds 
to define the idea, the meaning of life, either to signify a life of 
purpose, or to signify a life of value (he accepts both definitions). 

To begin with, purposes must be significant, non-arbitrary, 
and gratifying, but need not be lasting or even completed in one's 
lifetime. (Martin does not explain the concept of value so carefully 
as that of purpose.) Despite disbelief in eternal life, an atheist can 
live a meaningful life, he argues, if she has a purpose in the above 
sense. For example, a palliative care nurse, on this view, may have 
a life of purpose, hence a meaningful life, even if she believes 
neither in her own nor her patients' eternal life. 

The Christian supposes that only belief in an afterlife 
makes life meaningful, but on Martin's analysis, extension of life is 
irrelevant to the purpose (or value) of a life, since an eternal life 
could be without purpose. Indeed, since religious concepts of 
eternal life do not stand up well under scrutiny, Martin believes that 
a truly meaningful life is possible only when such ideas are 
excluded from our system of beliefs. He thus rejects Richard 
Taylor's analysis (in "The Meaning of Life") of Camus"Myth of 
Sisyphus' that life is meaningful only if it results in something of 
never-ending value, or alternatively, only if it consists in creative 
activity. Martin asks, is a chef's life without meaning because her 
products are not lasting? Is a mother's life without meaning? 

Moreover, he argues that part of what gives meaning to a 
Christian is dedication to living a Christ-like life; and in a portion of 
the book that may make even some atheists wince, Martin argues 
that it is impossible to derive meaning this way, one, because it is 
impossible to determine exactly what Christ's standards of behavior 
are, and two, because his behavior often seems unworthy of 
imitation. (Martin has in mind indications that Jesus indulged in fits 
of rage, was dismissive of his mother, and so on.) Any conceit that 
only as a Christian can life can have meaning, he concludes, 
evaporates upon examination of the grounds—eternal life, a Christ-
like life—on which it is based. 
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38 	 ROSALIND CAREY ATHEISM AND CHRISTIANITY 
	

39 

IV 
J. S. Mill, I remarked above, advocates following a line of 
reasoning to its conclusion, no matter what the consequences may 
turn out to be. If we judge by his method in this book, Martin, like 
Mill, also places a high value on fearless rationality. Yet some 
readers may see his approach in a less flattering light, as a 
relentless, pitiless, rational process paired with obtuse literalism. 
One of Martin's most frequent strategies is to nail down the 
emptiness of a religious notion by strenuously attempting to make it 
clear. For example, he points out that a command, divine or 
otherwise, is a speech act, and speech implies a mouth. But God 
can't actually give commands since he isn't in space/time, doesn't 
have a mouth, and can't engage in or make another engage in 
speech acts. This difficulty applies to any supposed transmission of 
God's commands to a prophet, and so the Divine Command theory 
has no way of getting going. 

At such points in Martin's text even a hard-core atheist 
may feel inclined to shout, "Oh come on!" Even Socrates irritates 
us after awhile with his pursuit of clarity and his stating of the 
obvious, and, in time, Martin's arguments begin to read as 
disingenuous, and at fault for being grossly, indeed deliberately, 
insensitive to symbolic meaning. A religious reader will be even 
less charitable, and she will, more than likely, take Martin's 
arguments as evidence of colossal stupidity. "Of course", such a 
believer might say, "If you think of commands as literally as you 
do, you'll find the whole idea puzzling. But when I say that God 
issues commands I for heaven's sake don't mean that God opens a 
big mouth, with teeth behind and so on!" But to take Martin's side 
again, what exactly is meant by the notion (say) of a divine 
command? And if, at the end of the day, the Christian can't say 
what she means by it, so much the worse for Christianity and for 
her claims about it. 

What exactly do you mean, Martin asks over and over, for 
he knows that the demand for clarity is a powerful strategy. By 
insisting on clarity and exactness, Martin wins his case against the 
Christian every time. On the other hand, despite impeccable 
reasoning and indubitable evidence, he has not won his case where 
it counts most, for before we open his book we know—and he 
knows—that it has absolutely no persuasive power for a theist. 

V 

Then I'm walking in Memphis 
Walking with my feet ten feet off of Beale 
Walking in Memphis 
But do I really feel the way I feel? 

Now Muriel plays piano 
Every Friday at the Hollywood 
And they brought me down to see her 
And they asked me if I would— 
Do a little number 
And I sang with all my might 
And she said— 
"Tell me are you a Christian child?" 
And I said "Ma'am I am tonight" 

Walking in Memphis, Marc Cohn-1991 

Recall Mill's observation that people often cut short a chain of 
reasoning if they fear the conclusion to which it may lead. Freud 
makes a related point when he raises the suspicion that tactics, such 
as being forbidden "to raise the question of ... [a religious beliefs] 
authenticity" are reserved for beliefs that one suspects will not 

withstand scrutiny.2  Such behavior implies that the believer is in the 
curious epistemic position of believing that what she sincerely 
believes is true is very likely false. That she has external reasons for 
refusing to question her religious beliefs—out of concern for social 
welfare in the absence of religious belief, or perhaps because life 
seems disappointing without them—makes the matter worse for 
Freud, since to justify religious belief in this fashion underscores 
how little genuine belief is involved in the first place. 

2 Sigmund Freud, Future of an Illusion (New York: Norton, 1989), p. 33. 
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speech acts. This difficulty applies to any supposed transmission of

God's commands to a prophet, and so the Divine Command theory

has no way of getting going.

At  such  points  in  Martin's  text  even  a  hard-core  atheist

may  feel  inclined  to  shout,  "Oh come  on!"  Even  Socrates  irritates

us  after  awhile  with  his  pursuit  of clarity  and  his  stating  of the

obvious,   and,   in   time,   Martin's   arguments   begin   to   read   as

disingenuous,  and  at  fault  for  being  grossly,  indeed  deliberately,

insensitive  to  symbolic  meaning.  A  religious  reader  will  be  even

less   charitable,   and   she   will,   more   than   likely,   take   Martin's

arguments  as  evidence  of colossal  stupidity.  "Of course",  such  a

believer might say,  "If you think of commands as /I.fer"y as you

do,  you'll  find  the  whole  idea puzzling.  But when I  say that  God

!jrs%es commo#ds I for heaven's sake don't mean that God opens a

big yioutp, with teeth behind and so onl." But to take Mwl:;-=ii:e

again,   what  exactly   i.s   meant  by  the   notion   (say)   of  a  dz.v!.#e

commo#d?  cud  if,  at  the  end  of the  day,  the  Christian  can't  say

what she  means by it,  so  much the  worse  for Christianity and  for

her claims about it.

What ex.ac//ry do you mean, Martin asks over and over, for

he  knows  that  the  demand  for  clarity  is  a  powerful  strategy.  By

insisting on clarity and exactness, Martin wins his case against the

Christian  every  time.     On   the   other  hand,   despite   impeccable

reasoning and indubitable evidence, he has #of won his case where

it  counts  most,  for  before  we  open  his  book  we  know-and  Ae

knows-thatithasabsolutelynopersuasivepowerforatheist.
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Then I'm walking in Memphis

Walking with my feet ten feet off of Beale

Walking in Memphis
But do I really feel the way I feel?

Now Muriel plays piano

Every Friday at the Hollywood

And they brought me down to see her

And they asked me if I would~
Do a little number

And I sang with all my might

And she said-
"Tell me are you a Christian child?"

And I said "Ma'am I am tonight"

Walking in Memphis, Malrc CofLrL-1991

Recall  Mill's  observation  that  people  often  cut  short  a  chain  of

reasoning  if they fear the conclusion to  which  it may lead.  Freud

makes a related point when he raises the suspicion that tactics, such

as being forbidden "to raise the question of . . .  [a religious belief's]

authenticity"  are  reserved  for  beliefs  that  one  suspects  will  #of

withstand scrutiny.2 Such behavior implies that the believer is in the

curious  epistemic  position  of  believing  that  what  she  sincerely

believes is true is very likely false. That she has external reasons for

refusing to question her religious beliefs-ut of concern for social

welfare  in  the  absence  of religious  belief,  or perhaps  because  life

seems  disappointing  without  them-makes  the  matter  worse  for

Freud,  since  to justify religious  belief in  this  fashion underscores

how little genuine belief is involved in the flrst place.

2SigmundFreud,F%/%reo/a#/J/%si.o„(NewYork:Norton,1989),p.33.
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Mill and Freud seem puzzled, incredulous, and more than a 
little disgusted by this sort of behavior. Though they are right to 
notice this behavior as typical of religious believers, its very fre-
quency makes me hesitate to applaud their dismissive reaction to it. 
The fact that many people behave in a certain way does nothing to 
commend that behavior to us, but it does mean that we should look 
very carefully at what they are doing. And this we do not find in 
Freud and Mill. 

Many atheists might attribute this peculiar quality of relig-
ious belief to weakness in character, irrationality, stupidity, lack of 
education, or to tradition, culture, and family. But this doesn't 
match up with the qualities possessed by many of the believers 
whose beliefs—and whose way of believing—seems utterly foreign 
to one's own. On the contrary, one often finds behind their pas-
sionate defense of particular religious beliefs an equally strong 
conviction about the value of the way in which they believe. What 
one finds, I suggest, is a moral stance about belief, a belief about 
the way belief should be exercised. 

What Freud and Mill have noticed is behavior that is 
explicable in terms of how differing value judgments about the use 
of belief shape the nature of our particular beliefs in different ways. 
William James' discussion of the will to believe comes closest to 
articulating this point. James' examples of two such divergent value 
judgments about belief are "believe truth" and "shun error":3  

"Believe truth! Shun error!—These, we see, are two 
materially different laws; and by choosing between them we 
may end by coloring differently our whole intellectual life. 
We may regard the chase for truth as paramount, and the 
avoidance of error as secondary; or we may, on the other 
hand, treat the avoidance of error as more imperative, and 
let truth take its chance." 

I would expand on James' point in the following way. What people 
judge to be of value about belief comes to the surface when some of 
their particular beliefs are under attack. Many of my religious 

William James, The Will to Belief and Other Essays (Dover, 1956), p. 18.  

students, for example, under pressure to defend their religious 
beliefs, identify allowing that some things are impossible with 
close-mindedness and value being conceptually open to all 
possibilities. 

Though my students are mature adults, something not 
unlike this attitude is vividly displayed by the young child who 
resists the idea that something (an infinite universe, a square circle) 
is impossible: "But maybe it could happen, you don't know!" What 
this type of thinker believes is both that there is value in thinking of 
all things as possibilities and that when setting limits to human 
knowledge it is wise to be extremely skeptical. Their mantra might 
be, "we can't know for sure". 

To dismiss such attitudes as indulgent or irrational is to fail 
to see, or to ignore, exactly how believing is ethically constrained 
for the religious person. It's not that "anything goes" in their 
intellectual life, but the very opposite is true: their conception of 
belief is highly constrained by, say, the intellectual value of wonder 
and humility. If you want to address them successfully, I suggest 
that you address their beliefs about reasoning and do so without 
condescension or moral superiority, for otherwise you might simply 
fail to understand what goes on in the mind of the theist and fail to 
address them at all. 
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explicable in terms of how differing value judgments about the use
of belief shape the nature of our particular beliefs in different ways.
William James'  discussion of the  will  to  believe  comes  closest to
articulating this point. James' examples of two such divergent value
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"Believe   truth!    Shun   error!-These,   we   see,   are   two

materially different laws; and by choosing between them we
may end by coloring differently our whole intellectual  life.
We  may regard  the  chase  for truth  as  paramount,  and  the
avoidance of error as  secondary;  or  we  may,  on the  other
hand,  treat the  avoidance of error as more imperative,  and
let truth take its chance."

I would expand on James' point in the following way. What people

judge to be of value about belief comes to the surface when some of
their  particular  beliefs  are  under  attack.  Many  of  my  religious

3 Wil.Iiam la.mos, The Will to Beliof and Other Essays (Dover,1956). p. \8.
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students,   for  example,   under  pressure   to  defend  their  religious
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possibilities.
Though  my  students  are  mature  adults,   something   not

unlike  this  attitude  is  vividly  displayed  by  the  young  child  who
resists the idea that something (an infinite universe, a square circle)
is impossible: "But maybe it cow/d feappeH, you don't know!" What
this type of thinker believes is boffe that there is value in thinking of
all  things  as  possibilities  a#d  that  when  setting  limits  to  human
knowledge it is wise to be extremely skeptical. Their mantra might
be, "we can't know for sure".

To dismiss such attitudes as indulgent or irrational is to fail
to  see,  or to  ignore,  exactly how believing  is  ethically constrained
for  the  religious  person.   It's  not  that  "anything  goes"   in  their
intellectual  life,  but  the  very  opposite  is  true:  their  conception  of
belief is highly constrained by, say, the intellectual value of wonder
and  humility.  If you  want  to  address  them  successfully,  I  suggest
that  you  address  their beliefs  about  reasoning  and  do  so  without
condescension or moral superiority, for otherwise you might simply
fail to understand what goes on in the mind of the theist and fail to
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BOOK REVIEW 

FROM PACIFISM TO LOGICISM: SAMPLES OF RUSSELL'S 
DIVERSE AREAS OF INTEREST AND INFLUENCE 

CHAD TRAINER 

Review of Bertrand Russell on Nuclear War, Peace, and Language. 
Alan Schwerin. Westport: Praeger 2002. Pp. xxv, 144 

This book is a compilation of papers from two Bertrand 
Russell Society annual meetings, and a Russell/Wittgenstein confer-
ence. The book's editor, Alan Schwerin, harbors no illusions about 
the general quality of such work: "Papers presented at academic 
conferences are notoriously dull, tedious and sordid affairs." It is 
Schwerin's express hope, however, that "the reader will not say the 
same about the contributions to this volume." And as its title 
implies, the range of topics addressed is indeed diverse and the 
papers engaging. 

Ray Perkins' piece discusses 'Bertrand Russell and 
Preventive War'. Perkins concedes that Russell publicly advocated 
preventive war in early post-World War II years, but hastens to 
attribute to him a more benign policy than that conventionally 
ascribed, by emphasizing the conditional nature of Russell's pre-
ventive war policy. Perkins argues that Russell, unlike other advo-
cates of preventive war, believed the Soviets would probably 
accede to international controls of weaponry, thereby rendering 
preventive war unnecessary to actually conduct (a point overlooked 
by Alan Ryan, Perkins claims, in Ryan's book Bertrand Russell: A 
Political Life). However, a private 1954 letter is mentioned by 
Perkins in which Russell certainly sounds as though he was advo-
cating a more extremist policy, and there is the acknowledgement 
that "Russell's embarrassment concerning his ... letter and its harsh 
recommendation may have caused him to obscure the record re-
garding its content in his later years." 

The Russell Society annual meetings were both held at Monmouth Uni-
versity, NJ, June 4-6, 1999 and June 2-4, 2000. The Russell-Wittgenstein 
conference was held at Oxford University, UK, March 25-26, 2000. 
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This  book  is  a  compilation  of papers  from two  Bertrand
Russell Society annual meetings, and a Russell/Wittgenstein confer-
ence. I The book's editor, Alan Schwerin, harbors no illusions about
the  general  quality  of such  work:  "Papers  presented  at  academic
conferences  are  notoriously  dull,  tedious  and  sordid  affairs."  It  is
Schwerin's express hope, however, that "the reader will not say the
same  about  the  contributions   to   this   volume."   And  as   its   title
implies,  the  range  of topics  addressed  is  indeed  diverse  and  the
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Ray   Perkins'    piece    discusses    `Bertrand    Russell    and
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cates   of  preventive   war,   believed   the   Soviets   would   probably
accede  to   international  controls  of  weaponry,  thereby  rendering

preventive war unnecessary to actually conduct (a point overlooked
by Alan Ryan,  Perkins claims,  in Ryan's book Berfrcz#d Rws5e//.. 4
Po/I.f!.ccr/  £i/e).   However,   a  private   1954  letter  is  mentioned  by
Perkins  in which Russell  certainly sounds as  though he  was advo-
cating  a  more  extremist policy,  and  there  is  the  acknowledgement
that "Russell's embarrassment concerning his  . . .  letter and its harsh
recommendation  may  have  caused  him  to  obscure  the  record  re-

garding its content in his later years."
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After the Soviet rejection of the Baruch Plan in 1946 (the 
American proposal at the UN for international control of atomic 
energy), the fate of world peace was anyone's guess, especially as 
long as more effort was being channeled into propaganda than 
good-natured resolution of the problems. Andrew Bone, in 'Russell 
and the Communist-aligned Peace Movement in the Mid-1950s', 
explains how the organizers of the 1957 Pugwash conference 
(founded to support the 1955 Russell-Einstein manifesto to promote 
nuclear disarmament as a first step towards ending war) knew that, 
in order to have credibility, they would have to preserve an appear-
ance of being impartial and above the fray. As the author of the 
1920 anti-communist work, The Practice and Theory of Bolshe-
vism, Russell was better situated than many and had "no embar-
rassing record of fellow traveling to disavow." For example, Russell 
was careful to rebuff certain overtures of the communist Frederic 
Joliot-Curie's World Peace Council. Still, this did not prevent the 
likes of Sidney Hook, one of America's more aggressive intel-
lectual cold warriors, from thinking that the communists manip-
ulated Russell. Russell's political acumen is apparent from his 
sensitivity to the need for ensuring that no peace pact be perceived 
as being in the pocket of predominantly Western or Soviet interests. 

In 'Russell on Happiness', Jose Idler-Acosta notes some 
parallels between Russell and John Stuart Mill, such as their 
commitment to individuality and their common conviction that 
unhappiness is located in "selfishness and the lack of a cultivated 
mind." This contribution is basically an overview of the relevant 
portions of Russell's Conquest of Happiness and Authority and the 
Individual. Idler-Acosta also appropriately draws attention to the 
latter work's prescience in appreciating the merits of environ-
mentalism. 

The latter half of the book is concerned with the subject of 
language. In Antony Flew's essay, 'Russell, Wittgenstein, and 
Cogito ergo sum', Russell is said to have exaggerated the influence 
of Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investigations on Oxford linguistic 
philosophy. What is more, he claims that Russell's criticisms of that 
movement are partially due to Russell having taken Ernest Gellner's 
Words and Things (a famous diatribe against linguistic philosophy 
to which Russell contributed a foreword) "as if that polemic actual-
ly provides both a faithful representation and a devastating critique 
of what it purported to represent and to criticize." (p.60)  

Far from dealing with trivial matters, Flew argues that the 
Oxford linguistic philosophy school made relevant contributions to 
the handling of Kant's "three great questions of philosophy," 
namely, God, Freedom, and Immortality. The Socratic Club at 
Oxford, originally founded and chaired by C.S. Lewis, is cited as 
the catalyst for many pieces in the New Essays in Philosophical 
Theology collection that Flew published in 1955 with Alasdair 
Macintyre. The basic thesis of Gilbert Ryle's The Concept of Mind 
is hailed as "crucially relevant to the question of a future life." Then 
an apparently ill-tempered quip from Wittgenstein about the pecul-
iarity of the sentence "Cogito ergo sum" is proposed by Flew for 
analysis as a possibly "radical and totally devastating objection to 
the position that Descartes had reached in the second paragraph of 
Part IV of his Discourse on the Method." 

Rom Harre's 'Reference Revisited' is more technical. Os-
tension had a crucial role in Russell's philosophy of knowledge by 
acquaintance and knowledge by description. While Harre agrees 
about ostension's importance, his concern here is to stress the vital 
function demonstratives (pronouns like 'this' or 'that' which point 
to an intended referent) serve as "indexicals" (words whose 
meaning is determined by the context of their utterance, such as 'I', 
`you', 'here', 'now', 'this', 'that', etc.) in existence demonstrations. 
As Harre will have it, Russell not only failed to grasp the 
importance of the statement/sentence distinction, but the very type 
of issue that was an impetus for Russell's attempt to "outflank 
Alexius Meinong's ontologizing" arises in the realm of statements 
only. And yet "[i]f...we were to follow Russell in restricting 
genuine pure acts of reference to those that can be performed by the 
use of 'this', noting the shift in article as we moved from 'This 
is...' to 'There are...', we would land ourselves in a positivism of 
the most extreme sort." 

For guidance here, Harre cites the work of Czeslaw 
Lejewski based on the insights of Stanislaw Lesniewski according 
to which an overhauling of scientific realism is recommended in 
which genuine instances of certain types of entities are initially 
ascertained and then symbols, or variables, to stand for them are 
concocted. In such a scheme, "the question of the truth-values of 
any given sentence arises only when a sentence is used to make a 
statement about the world. And this is how it should be." 
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In 'Our Statements Are Likely to Be Wrong: On Russell's 
Big Thesis', Alan Schwerin takes Russell to task for his statement 
toward the very beginning of his 1912 Problems of Philosophy that 
"In our search for certainty, it is natural to begin with our present 
experiences, and in some sense, no doubt, knowledge is to be 
derived from them. But any statement as to what it is that our 
immediate experiences make us know is very likely to be wrong." 
Schwerin argues that the discussion following Russell's mention of 
this view makes it "abundantly clear" that Russell is committed to 
what Schwerin calls (with "deliberate irreverence") "Russell's Big 
Thesis," namely, that "Any ordinary language statement as to what 
it is that our immediate experiences make us know is very likely to 
be wrong." Schwerin thinks that this introductory statement is 
either unimportant as "mere complaints, not to be taken too 
seriously," or misguided as too dismissive of the possibility that at 
least some of our ordinary assertions can be correct. 

Schwerin not only thinks it significant that the "Big 
Thesis" is neither repeated nor referred to in the rest of the book but 
notes how "Russell is clearly impressed by the prospect that multi-
ple observation reports are possible in any observation instance." 
But "Nis argument does not preclude the possibility that at least 
one ordinary language observation report can be true. Ironically, the 
stress in his argument on the multiplicity of the possibilities ought to 
have alerted him to this distinct possibility." 

Schwerin also cites Ken Blackwell's research on the 
"intimacy" between the ideas expounded in Wittgenstein's Trac-
tatus and Russell's Problems of Philosophy, and how the dismissive 
treatment of skepticism in paragraph 6.51 of the Tractatus quite 
likely has Russell as its target.2  

The fmal paper featured is Nicholas Griffin's 'Russell, 
Logicism, and "If-thenism".' "If-thenism" is the doctrine that "all 
mathematical statements are conditional in form", a view asserted 
by Russell in the very first sentence of his 1903 Principles of 
Mathematics, when he says: "Pure mathematics is the class of all 
propositions of the form `p implies q'." (Russell 1903, p.3) While a 

2 Ken Blackwell, 'The Early Wittgenstein and the Middle Russell', in Per- 
spectives on the Philosophy of Wittgenstein, pp. 1-30, Irving Block (ed.). 
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1981. 

step in the direction of logicism, "if-thenism" is to be understood as 
quite distinct from it. Griffin acknowledges that there are indeed 
elements of "if-thenism" in Russell's Principles of Mathematics. He 
contends, however, that such elements are (i) narrower in scope 
than supposed by the "if-thenist" interpretation proponents, (ii) re-
main present in Principia Mathematica, and (iii) are evidence of 
Russell's failed hopes for the logicist project. Griffin argues that, 
while Russell's Principles of Mathematics views all mathematical 
statements as taking conditional form, this was not derived from "if-
thenism." 

Griffin criticizes Hilary Putnam's interpretations of 
Russell in this matter as being wholly destitute of a textual basis 
and utterly alien to anything Russell ever intended. Griffin also 
criticizes Alberto Coffa's attribution to Russell of "if-thenism," 
saying that there are no logistically significant differences in 
doctrine between The Principles of Mathematics and Principia 
Mathematica as Coffa supposes. In any case, "It defies belief that 
his (Russell's) thinking about the nature of mathematics should 
have undergone so striking a change without his having commented 
upon it." 

The contributions to this volume vary in readability, which 
is to be expected in any attempt at surveying the thought of an 
author like Russell who involved himself in subjects of such vastly 
varying levels of accessibility. Overall, the diversity of topics 
addressed in this book is one of its assets, and it better reflects the 
range of Russell's interests than something more specialized in 
scope. 

1006 Davids Run 
Phoenixville, PA 19460, USA 
stratoflamsacus@aol.com  
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In `Our Statements Are Likely to Be Wrong:  On Russell's
Big Thesis', Alan Schwerin takes Russell to task for his statement
toward the very beginning of his  1912 Prod/ems a/Pfe!./os.apfry that
"In our search  for certainty,  it  is  natural to  begin with our present

experiences,  and  in  some  sense,  no  doubt,  knowledge  is  to  be
derived  from  them.  But  any  statement  as  to  what  it  is  that  our
immediate experiences make us know is very likely to be wrong."
Schwerin argues that the discussion following Russell's mention of
this  view makes it "abundantly clear"  that Russell  is  committed to
what Schwerin calls  (with "deliberate  irreverence")  "Russell's  Big
Thesis," namely, that "Any ordz.#czry /cz7!gwczge statement as to what
it is that our immediate experiences make us know is very likely to
be  wrong."     Schwerin  thinks  that  this  introductory  statement  is
either   unimportant   as   "mere   complaints,   not   to   be   taken   too
seriously," or misguided as too dismissive of the possibility that at
least some of our ordinary assertions can be correct.

Schwerin   not   only   thinks   it   significant   that   the   "Big
Thesis" is neither repeated nor referred to in the rest of the book but
notes how "Russell is clearly impressed by the prospect that multi-

ple  observation  reports  are  possible  in  any  observation  instance."
But  "[h]is  argument  does  not  preclude  the  possibility  that  at  least
one ordinary language observation report can be true. Ironically, the
stress in his argument on the mw//ip/I.cz.ty of the possibilities ought to
have alerted him to this distinct possibility."

Schwerin   also   cites   Ken   Blackwell's   research   on   the
"intimacy"  between  the  ideas  expounded  in  Wittgenstein's  rrczc-

/cz/ws and Russell's Prob/ems o/P4J./osapky, and how the dismissive
treatment  of skepticism  in  paragraph  6.51  of the  rrczc/cz/ws  quite
likely has Russell as its target.2

The  fmal  paper  featured  is  Nicholas  Griffin's   `Russell,
Logicism,  and  "If-thenism".'  "If-thenism"  is  the  doctrine  that "cz//
mathematical  statements are  conditional  in  form",  a  view asserted
by  Russell  in  the  very  first  sentence  of  his   1903  Prj#c!Z7/es  o/
A4la/Aencz/i.cs,  when  he  says:  "Pure  mathematics  is  the  class  of all

propositions of the form `p implies q'." (Russell  1903, p.3) While a

2 Ken Blackwell,  `The Early Wittgenstein and the Middle Russell', in Per~

spectives on  the Philosophy Of Wittgeustein, pp.  \-30, lrving Block (ed).
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press,  1981.
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Russell's  failed  hopes  for  the  logicist project.  Griffin  argues  that,
while  Russell's Prz.#c!.p/es  o/A4ajfeema/I.cs  views  c!// mathematical
statements as taking conditional form, this was not derived from "if-
thenism.„

Griffin    criticizes    Hilary    Putnam's    interpretations    of
Russell  in  this  matter  as  being  wholly  destitute  of a  textual  basis
and  utterly  alien  to  anything  Russell  ever  intended.  Griffin  also
criticizes  Alberto  Coffa's  attribution  to  Russell  of  "if-thenism,"
saying   that   there   are   no   logistically   significant   differences   in
doctrine  bctween  The  Principles  Of  Mathematics  elnd  Principia
A4lcz/fecmcz/I.ca  as  Coffa  supposes.  In any  case,  "It  defies  belief that
his  (Russell's)  thinking  about  the  nature  of  mathematics  should
have undergone so striking a change without his having commented
upon it."

The contributions to this volume vary in readability, which
is  to  be  expected  in  any  attempt  at  surveying  the  thought  of an
author like Russell who  involved himself in subjects of such vastly
varying   levels   of  accessibility.   Overall,   the   diversity  of  topics
addressed in this book is one of its assets, and it better reflects the
range  of  Russell's  interests  than  something  more  specialized  in
SCope.
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END MATTER 

100 YEARS OF DENOTING 

In 1905 Bertrand Russell published 'On Denoting' in the journal 
Mind. To state its topic as starkly as possible, the paper proposed a 
way of treating definite descriptions (singular referential 
expressions beginning with 'the') within the resources of what is 
now known as classical predicate logic (a branch of logic created by 
Gottlob Frege in 1879 which Russell had discovered in 1902) 
without treating them as names. In the course of doing so Russell 
provided an answer to the question he made famous: Is it true that 
the present king of France is bald? And, if it is not, do we conclude 
that he has a full head of hair? This may seem at best like an 
arcanely technical topic in formal logic and, at worse, the sort of 
concern with mere puzzles that can get philosophy a bad name, but 
the ramifications of Russell's theory of definite descriptions—in 
logic, philosophy of language, metaphysics and epistemology, even 
in the way it was thought philosophy ought to be conducted—were 
enormous. Some people see the paper as inaugurating analytic 
philosophy; others as the paper in which analytic philosophy came 
of age; almost everyone would list it as one of the five most 
important philosophy papers written in the twentieth century. 

The centenary of Russell's paper is being widely recogniz-
ed: by a special issue of Mind; by a conference in Spain; by a new 
collection of articles on the theory; but above all by a major interna-
tional conference at The Bertrand Russell Research Centre at Mc-
Master University—home of the Bertrand Russell Archives. When 
Russell's theory was published, among its many achievements one 
of the most definitive was taken to be its demolition of an alterna-
tive treatment of definite descriptions, the theory of objects of the 
Austrian philosopher and psychologist, Alexius Meinong. If Russell 
became notorious for suggesting that it was false both that the 
present king of France was bald and that he was not bald; Meinong 
became notorious for suggesting that it was true both that the round 
square was round and also that it was square. For many decades 
after 1905, Meinong's theory of objects was widely held to have 
been completely discredited by Russell. Since the 1970's, however, 
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Meinong's theory has staged a comeback, so that it (or some variant 
of it) is now quite widely regarded as a serious competitor to 
Russell's theory. The Russell Centre decided, therefore, to focus its 
conference on the Russell-Meinong debate and to invite both 
Russellians and Meinongians to the Centre to hash it out. 

The conference, 'Russell v Meinong: 100 Years after On 
Denoting', is being jointly organized by Dale Jacquette, a promi-
nent contributor to the Meinong revival at Pennsylvania State Uni-
versity, and myself, another Meinongian I hesitate to confess in this 
journal. We have a stellar line-up of speakers from both sides of the 
debate, including Alasdair Urquhart, who edited Volume 4 of The 
Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell (1994) which includes 'On 
Denoting' as well as Russell's much more extensive pre-'0n Denot-
ing' manuscripts. On the other side, we have Rudolf Haller, one of 
the editors of Meinong's collected works, the 7 volume Gesamtaus-
gabe (1969-73), and one of the leading interpreters of Meinong's 
philosophy. The publication of the collected works of both philoso-
phers has played an important role in framing the recent debate be-
tween their respective proponents. In particular, the pre-'0n De-
noting' manuscripts make it clear that Russell's motivation in 
creating the theory and his view of the theory's importance were 
quite different from what they had been supposed to be. There can 
be few theories in the history of philosophy that have been so 
widely accepted and so evidently misunderstood. No one has made 
this clearer than another speaker at the conference, Gideon Makin in 
his wonderfully revisionary book, The Metaphysicians of Meaning: 
Russell and Frege on Sense and Denotation (2000). And lest 
readers fear that two cunning Meinongians have contrived to bring 
only Russell exegetes to a contest about the current value of the 2 
theories, we also have Stephen Neale, the author of Descriptions 
(1990), for my money the best book on contemporary description 
theory and a tour de force from the Russellian point of view. 

The conference's objectives are thus both systematic and 
historical. It will review what has been learnt in the last few decades 
about the origins of Russell's theory, as well as reassessing the rela-
tive merits of Russellian and Meinongian approaches. But, because 
the impact of Russell's theory of descriptions was felt so widely 
throughout analytic philosophy, the conference will take a wider 
view as well. For example, Russell's initial engagement with defin- 
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Meinong's theory has staged a comeback, so that it (or some variant
of  it)   is  now  quite  widely  regarded  as  a  serious  competitor  to
Russell's theory. The Russell Centre decided, therefore, to focus its
conference   on   the   Russell-Meinong   debate   and   to   invite   both
Russellians and Meinongians to the Centre to hash it out.

The  conference,  `Russell  v Meinong:  100  Years  after  0#
De#o/i.#g',  is  being jointly organized  by  Dale  Jacquette,  a  promi-
nent contributor to the Meinong revival at Pennsylvania State Uni-
versity, and myself, another Meinongian I hesitate to confess in this

journal. We have a stellar line-up of speakers from both sides of the
debate,  including  Alasdair Urquhart,  who  edited Volume 4  of Z7!e
Collected  Papers  Of Bertrand  Russell  (1994)  which inatndes  .On
Denoting' as well as Russell's much more extensive pre-`On Denot-
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the editors of Meinong's collected works, the 7 volume Ges¢mfczws-
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philosophy. The publication of the collected works of both philoso-
phers has played an important role in framing the recent debate be-
tween  their  respective  proponents.  In  particular,  the  pre-`On  De-
noting'   manuscripts   make   it   clear   that   Russell's   motivation   in
creating  the  theory and  his  view of the  theory's  importance  were

quite different from what they had been supposed to be. There can
be  few  theories  in  the  history  of philosophy  that  have  been  so
widely accepted and so evidently misunderstood. No one has made
this clearer than another speaker at the conference, Gideon Makin in
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Russell   and   Frege   on  Sense   and   Denotation   (2000).   And  lest
readers fear that two cunning Meinongians have contrived to bring
only Russell exegetes  to  a contest about the current value  of the  2
theories,  we  also  have  Stephen  Neale,  the  author  of Descr!.p/I.o#s

(1990),  for my  money the  best  book  on contemporary description
theory and a /owr de/orce from the Russellian point of view.

The conference's  objectives  are  thus both systematic  and
historical. It will review what has been leant in the last few decades
about the origins of Russell's theory, as well as reassessing the rela-
tive merits of Russellian and Meinongian approaches. But, because
the  impact  of Russell's  theory  of descriptions  was  felt  so  widely
throughout  analytic  philosophy,  the  conference  will  take  a  wider
view as well. For example, Russell's initial engagement with defin-
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ite descriptions was in many ways just a preliminary to a hoped-for 
paradox-free analysis of classes which would thus remove the last 
blockage on the road to a logicist analysis of number. David Bos-
tock, the author of a 2 volume work on Logic and Arithmetic (1973, 
1979), will speak on the development of Russell's views on classes 
before and after the theory of descriptions. Ruth Barcan Marcus, the 
creator of quantified modal logic which is now seen as the obvious 
theory for dealing with some of the puzzles Russell attempted to 
solve by means of the theory of descriptions, will consider whether 
Russell remained as faithful as he claimed to the theory of descrip-
tions in his later philosophy. Again, in 'On Denoting' Russell not 
only criticized Meinong's theory of objects but also Frege's theory 
of sense and reference. Jeffry Pelletier and Bernard Linsky in a joint 
paper will discuss Frege's theory, and Nathan Salmon will discuss 
Russell's main argument against that theory. The conference will 
thus explore some of the wider issues associated with the theory of 
descriptions. The ramifications of Russell's theory are so extensive 
that it will be impossible for all of them to be addressed in the 
conference. We hope we will be able to achieve a good balance 
between specialized topics of current research on the theory, and 
papers on broader, related issues which will attract an audience 
beyond those working directly on the theory. 

Many other philosophers from around the world have also 
agreed to give papers. It has been thirty-two years since a 
conference of this size and importance was held in conjunction with 
the Russell Archives, the last one was to celebrate the centenary of 
Russell's birth. The conference will be held on 14-18 May 2005, 
starting the same weekend that the Bertrand Russell Society holds 
its annual meeting at McMaster. It's hoped that even the non-
philosophers in the BRS will drop in for at least session or two to 
see what all the fuss is about. For further details of the centenary 
conference, see http://denoting.mcmaster.ca  

—Nicholas Griffin 
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Traveler's Diary / Conference Report 

When a big snowstorm hits Boston as it often does in December, 
narrow streets become medieval footpaths and traffic laws are aban-
doned. When, in addition, the air is so cold that grey cracks appear 
in the pavement and it hurts to breath, then it must be time for the 
Eastern APA to come to town. The event took place this year within 
the Boston Copley Marriot, a hotel housed inside an up-up-up-
market indoor mall. Not that I was there to shop: I was expected to 
be responsible for three groups sessions, two by HEAPS, the new 
History of Early Analytic Philosophy Society, and one by our own 
BRS. As host of the party, so to speak, I was especially pleased at 
the turn out for the BRS group session. 

The Bertrand Russell Society met on Tuesday evening and 
was attended by about 15 people, who remained for all three talks. 
This was a good turnout for a group session at the Eastern APA, 
especially given the last minute withdrawal of one speaker 
(Henrique Ribeiro) and a mistake in the program that led some to 
expect Nick Griffin (McMaster University), who was in Australia, 
to put in an appearance. The first paper of the evening, 
`Psychologism and the Development of Russell's Theory of 
Propositions', delivered by David Godden (University of Winnipeg) 
and co-written with Nick, concerned the evolution of Russell's 
thought towards psychologism in the teens and early twenties. Gary 
Hardcastle (Bloomsburg University), who had served as moderator 
of an earlier HEAPS session, gave a largely sympathetic response; 
and because this subject is of particular interest to me, I shamelessly 
abused my power as Chair to hog the question and answer period. 

In the next talk, titled 'The Significance of Moore's 
Theory of Judgment for an Understanding of the Analytic-Synthetic 
Distinction', Consuelo Preti (College of New Jersey) outlined what 
she sees as important anticipations in the early G. E. Moore of ex-
ternalist views of semantic content (where a part of the meaning of 
a belief is a function of the believer's physical environment). In his 
commentary, John Ongley (Edinboro University of PA) discussed 
Consuelo's evidence for this view and presented evidence for an al-
ternative interpretation of Moore. The two of them then engaged in 
a brief debate over the nature of Moore's extra-mental objects. 
Standing in for the absent Henrique Ribeiro, David White (St. John 
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the  Boston  Copley  Marriot,  a  hotel  housed  inside  an  up-up-up-
market indoor mall. Not that I was there to shop:  I was expected to
be  responsible  for three  groups  sessions,  two by HEAPS,  the  new
History of Early Analytic Philosophy Society, and one by our own
BRS.  As host of the party,  so to speak,  I was especially pleased at
the turn out for the BRS group session.

The Bertrand Russell Society met on Tuesday evening and
was attended by about  15 people, who remained for all three talks.
This  was  a  good  turnout  for  a  group  session  at  the  Eastern APA,
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(Heurique Ribeiro) and a mistake in the program that led  some to
expect Nick Griffin (MCMaster University),  who  was  in Australia,
to    put   in    an    appearance.    The   first   paper   of   the    evening,
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commentary,  John Ongley (Edinboro  University of PA)  discussed
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Fisher College) delivered the final talk on Russell's work of fiction 
Satan in the Suburbs, after wisely distributing copies of the little 
known piece to the audience to peruse. The session was attended by 
some of the audience from the two HEAPS sessions that met earlier 
that day, confirming my belief that the two groups will benefit each 
other. 

The first HEAPS group took place in the morning and 
addressed the theme, Frege, Husserl, and Analysis. Sanford Shieh 
(Wesleyan University) chaired as Michael Beaney (Open 
University—U.K.) spoke on `Frege and the Paradox of Analysis', 
Sandra LaPointe (Concordia University) discussed `Frege and 
Husserl on Signs and Linguistic Behavior', and Matthew Morgan 
(Duquesne University) explored 'A Graphic Display of Sinn: Frege 
and Husserl on Sense and Meaning'. In commentary, Sanford Shieh 
raised several objections to Beaney's talk, Ed Boedecker 
(University of Northern Iowa) used symbolic logic to address 
LaPointe, and Mirja Hartimo (Boston University) doubted the 
wisdom of Morgan's emphasis on Frege's theory of sinn. 

The second HEAPS session, chaired by Gary Hardcastle, 
turned to the theme of Logical Positivism. Michael Stoelzner 
(University of Bielefeld) presented 'Quantum Mechanics without 
Indeterminism: On the Surprising Strength of Verificationism 
within Schlick's 2nd Theory of Causality', Uljana Feest (Max 
Planck Institute—History of Science) spoke on 'Meaningful 
Structures: Placing the Aufbau in the Context of Holistic Science', 
and Mazi Allen (Binghamton University—SUNY) concluded with 
`A Road Less Traveled: The Lasting Significance of Waismann's 
"How I See Philosophy'. Melanie Frappier (University of Western 
Ontario), Chris Pincock (Purdue University), and David Godden 
delivered comments. Though with an audience of 10, this session of 
HEAPS drew fewer than the 22 people attending the morning one, 
the turnout was nevertheless fair to good for the vastly over-booked 
Eastern APA. 

—Rosalind Carey 

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. 
3rd Quarter 2004 Treasurer's Report 

Cash Flow 
7/1/04 - 9/30/04 

BALANCE 6/30/04 9,515.75 

INFLOWS 
Contributions 

BRS 430.00 

TOTAL Contributions 430.00 
Dues 

New Members 59.28 

Renewals 430.00 

TOTAL Dues 489.28 

Meeting Income* 1,578.00 

TOTAL INFLOWS 2,497.28 

OUTFLOWS 
Bank Charges 19.71 

Library Expenses 5.30 
Meeting Expenses 3,564.22 
BRSQ 356.60 
Other Expenses 5.00 

TOTAL OUTFLOWS 3,950.83 

TOTAL OVERALL -1,453.55 

BALANCE 9/30/04 8,062.20 

*Some of the meeting income was in the 2nd Quarter 

Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer 
djdarland@qconline.com  
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Fisher College) delivered the final talk on Russell's work of fiction
ScI/a#  j.#  fAe  Sz/bwrds,  after wisely  distributing  copies  of the  little
known piece to the audience to peruse. The session was attended by
some of the audience from the two HEAPS sessions that met earlier
that day, confirming my belief that the two groups will benefit each
other.

The  first  HEAPS  group  took  place  in  the  moming  and
addressed the theme, Frege,  Hwsscr/,  ¢#d 4#cz/ysz.s.  Sanford Shieh
(Wesleyan    University)     chaired    as    Michael     Beaney    (Open
University~U.K.)  spoke  on  `Frege  and  the  Paradox  of Analysis',
Sandra   Lapointe   (Concordia   University)   discussed   `Frege   and
Husserl  on  Signs  and  Linguistic  Behavior',  and  Matthew  Morgan

(Duquesne University) explored `A Graphic Display of Sinn: Frege
and Husserl on Sense and Meaning'. In commentary, Sanford Shieh
raised    several    objections    to    Beaney's    talk,    Ed    Boedecker

(University  of  Northern  Iowa)   used  symbolic   logic   to   address
Lapointe,   and   Mirja   Hartimo   (Boston   University)   doubted   the
wisdom of Morgan's emphasis on Frege's theory of s!.H#.

The  second  HEAPS  session,  chaired by Gary Hardcastle,
tuned  to   the  theme  of  Logical  Positivism.     Michael  Stoelzner

(University  of Bielefeld)  presented  `Quantum  Mechanics  without
Indeterminism:   On   the   Surprising   Strength   of  Verificationism
within  Schlick's  2nd  Theory  of  Causality',   Uljana  Feest  (Max
Planck   Institute~History   of   Science)    spoke   on    `Meaningful
Structures:  Placing  the 4w;ftyczw  in the  Context of Holistic  Science',
and  Mazi  Allen  (Binghamton  University~SUNY)  concluded  with
`A  Road  Less  Traveled:  The  Lasting  Significance  of Waismann's
"How I  See Philosophy'.  Melanie Frappier (University of Western

Ontario),  Chris  Pincock  (Purdue  University),  and  David  Godden
delivered comments. Though with an audience of 10, this session of
HEAPS drew fewer than the 22 people attending the morning one,
the turnout was nevertheless fair to good for the vastly over-booked
Eastern APA.

-Rosalind Carey

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
3rd Quarter 2004 Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow
7/I/04 - 9/30/04
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INFLOWS
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BRS
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Renewals
TOTAL Dues
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59.28
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Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. 
4th Quarter 2004 Treasurer's Report 

Cash Flow 
10/1/04 - 12/31/04 

BALANCE 9/30/04 8,062.20 

INFLOWS 
Contributions 

BRS 100.00 
TOTAL Contributions 100.00 

Dues 
New Members 101.86 
Renewals 41.68* 
TOTAL Dues 143.54 

TOTAL INFLOWS 243.54 

OUTFLOWS 
Bank Charges 16.70 

TOTAL OUTFLOWS 16.70 

TOTAL OVERALL -1,453.55 

BALANCE 12/31/04 8,289.04 

* Renewals for 2005 will mostly appear in 2005 

Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer 
djdarland@qconline.com  

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. 
2004 Annual Treasurer's Report 

Cash Flow 
10/1/04 - 12/31/04 

BALANCE 12/31/03 5,440.32 

INFLOWS 
Contributions 

BRS 1,344.15 
BRS Quarterly 950.00 
TOTAL Contributions 2,294.15 

Dues 
New Members 538.94 
Renewals 3,805.81 
TOTAL Dues 4,344.75 

Meeting Income a  4,568.65 

TOTAL INFLOWS 11,207.55 

OUTFLOWS 
Bank Charges 84.10 
BRS Paper Award 400.00 
Library Expenses 5.30 
Meeting Expenses 3,564.22 
BRS Quarterly 1,988.21 
Other Expenses 5.00 
RUSSELL Sub 2,312.00 

TOTAL OUTFLOWS 8,358.83 

TOTAL OVERALL 2,848.72 

BALANCE 12/31/04 8,289.04 

Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer 
djdarland@qconline.com  
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JUST WEEKS AFTER TLIE F,ND oF TILE COLD WAR,  in  1989,  a  frenzy  of

activity began among historians in cold war studies. The reason for
this activity, wbich has only intensified in the subsequent  16 years,
is simple:  after every major world event, history must be rewritten,
for we then know things we didn't know before. For example, only
when an event is over do we know its outcome and can then prop-
erly judge  it.  With the  fall  of the wall,  historians were  in a unique

position  to  understand  the  cold  war  and  they  were  not  about  to
waste time in taking advantage of it.

Ever  since  this  activity began,  increasingly  complex,  and  in-
creasingly  interesting pictures  of the  cold  war have  emerged.  One
subject-the  study  of the  so-called "cultural"  cold  war,  that  is,  of
the role played by intellectuals in the cold war, and the influence the
cold war had upon them-has raised the question of the effects and

propriety   of  covert  government  support  for   intellectual   activity
during the cold war. It is that question that concerns us here.

In its August 2003  issue, the BRSQ published a brief report on
allegations by Timothy Garton Ash that Bertrand Russell had not only
been paid by  secret  British government  agencies  to  write  anti-com-
munist tracts that were then published and distributed with funds by
the  same  government  agencies,  but  that  Russell  had  known  at  the
time that it was government agencies that were paying him and pub-
hshing the pamphlets. After a lengthy and intense discussion of these
changes  by  a  wide  variety  of Russell  scholars  in  the  online  Russell
discussion group, russell-1,  JACK CLONTZ wrote a systematic account
of them for the BRSQ that was published in its August 2004 issue. I

In this issue, ANDREW BONE,  Senior Research Associate at the
Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre  at  MCMaster  University,  exam-
ines Clontz's claims in greater detail and with further evidence, and
essentially  agrees  that  Russell  not  only  wrote  his  anti-communist
tracts  knowing that he was being paid by the British government,

I  Jack  Clontz,  "Bertrand  Russell  and  the  Cold  War:  Orwell's  List",  Ber-

givcz#cJ  f2z4,sLT€//   Socz.edy   g#czrfcr/,v   no.123   (August   2004),   29-38;   Timothy
Garton Ash, "Orwell's List", Ivew yor4' jz€vz.ew a/`Boods.,  Sept.  25, 2003.
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but that he took very specific instructions from his publishers about
what he should say. But more importantly than this, Bone goes on
to  provide  a  comprehensive  survey  of Russell's  entire  anti-com-
munist  work  for  the  British  government  and  supplies  a  richer
context  for  Russell's  activities  and  writings  in  the  early  cold  war
than we have previously had.

This is the first comprehensive discussion of Russell's work for
the  British  government  as  an  anti-communist  cold  warrior.  It  is,  I
think, significant both for Russell studies and cold war studies, for the
story Andy tells is not yet standard even among Russell scholars and
certainly not among cold war historians. For example, Francis Stonor
Saunders has written the most widely read book on the cultural cold
war, and yet, as David Blitz has pointed out, she did not even consult
the Bertrand Russell Archives when writing her book.2

And if one were to  look for a picture  depicting Russell  as an
anti-communist cold warrior,  one would look in vain.  Every photo-

graph of Russell and the cold war in any book on Russell this editor
knows  of either depicts hin as  an anti-nuclear campaigner or anti-
Vietnam War activist, but none as a cold war anti-communist.  Since

photographs in such books serve mainly as icons of various aspects of
the subject's life, it seems that the idea of Russell as an anti-commun-
ist cold warrior working closely with his government in the conflict is
not  yet  a  part  of the  standard  view  of him,  even  among  Russell
scholars, and so is still in need of emphasis and exploration.

Also  in this  issue,  NIKOLAy MILKov writes  about RussELL STUDIEs
IN GERMANy-past and present~in his review of Guido Imaguire's
recent book on Russell 's early philosophy jzusse//s Fro.4pfe;./osap4i.e.-
Propositionen, Reallsmus uncl die sprachontologische Wende. 0£ s.pe-
cial interest is information Milkov provides about the roles played by
Kurt Grelling and Leonard Nelson in early German studies of Russell.

Milkov, the author of two books on the history of 20th c. Eng-
lish philosophy,  several detailed studies of the influence of Rudolf
Hermann Lotze on Russell and Moore, and several other articles on
early  Geman  influences  on  analytic  philosophy,  will  spend  the

2  Frances S. S`aundeTs, The  Cultural  Cold War:  The  CIA  and  the  World  o`|

4r/b' cj#c/ LeJJe7~bT (New York:  New Press, 2000); David Blitz, "Cultural Cold
War",  Jictsse//, n.s.  21  (Winter 2001 -02):  176-80.

[N  THIS ISSUE

2005-2006 academic year in the United States as a Research Fellow
at the University of Pittsburgh's Center for the History and Philoso-

phy  of Science.  This  coming  December,  he  will  speak at the  BRS
session of the Eastern APA meeting in NYC on Lotze and Russell.
David  Sullivan,  who  has  written  an  excellent  article  on  Lotze  for
the  orll:inn  Stanf.ord  Encyclopedici  tif Philosophy, WTJ:i corrirri!erut  orL
Milkov's talk. Everyone is encouraged to attend. It promises to be a
significant session.

Tins YEAR is both the  I ooth anniversary of Russell's groundbreaking
study, con Denoting', and the 50th anniversary of the equally ground-
breaking  anti-nuclear statement, THE RUSSF:I,L-E[NSTEIN  MANIFESTo.
`On  Denoting'  was  celebrated  at  a  conference  this  past  May  at

MCMaster University in conjunction with the Russell Society's own
annual meeting. The next issue of gz"zrfer/); will report on both the
`On  Denoting'  conference  and  the  BRS  annual   meeting.   In  this

issue,  we  have  a  report  from  R^V PERKTNS,  JR.  on  the  continuing
relevance   of  the   Russell-Einstein   Manifesto.   As  Joseph  Rotblat
reminded us in a recent New York Times editorial (May  17,  2005),
today we face the possibility of nuclear terrorism, the former super-

powers still hold enormous nuclear arsenals, North Korea and Iran
are  advancing  in  their  capacities  to  build  nuclear  weapons,  and
other nations  are  increasingly likely to  acquire them on the excuse
that they are needed for their own security. The work of Russell and
Einstein 50 years ago indeed continues to be relevant.

CHRISTOPHER  PINC`oC`K„   of  Purdue   University,   discusses   another

article  from a past issue  of the BRSQ  when he  questions  some  ot`
the  claims  made  by  JUSTIN  LIEBER  in  Lieber's  May  2004  BRSQ
essay on Russell and Wittgenstein. Those questions have provoked
Justin to dig deeper into the story and provide further evidence for
his  claims.  Finally,  RoS^LIND  CAREy's  Conference  Report  of the
BRS  session  at the  Pacific  APA and  DHNNIS  DARLAND's Treasurer

Report   of  the   Society's   presently   healthy   finances,   which   are

pubhshed in the back,  round out this issue of the  Ber/rtz#c7 Rwsse//
Society Quarterly.
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REPRESENTING PEACF„  On June  16,  2005, Representative Neil Aber-
crombie, Democrat of Hawaii, BRS member since  1989, and man of

peace,  and Walter Jones  (R-NC)  introduced a Joint Resolution into
the House calling for an end to the Iraq war. If put into effect, the bill
would require  President Bush to  draft a plan for the withdrawal  of
troops  from  Iraq  starting  October  2006.  The  resolution  now  has  a
total  of 30 co-sponsors, both Democrats and Republicans.  It will be
recalled  that  the  Bertrand  Russell  Society,  at  its  June  2004  BRS
Annual Meeting, passed it's own resolution calling for an end to the
Iraqi war and withdrawal  of the troops,  with the establishment of a
secular   democratic   state   by   the   Iraqi's   themselves   under   U.N.
auspices.  Both  resolutions  seem  clearly  representative  of the  Rus-
sellian tradition of peace.

-*~

T[l,I, DEATI[ Do  US  PARrr.  Since  the  start  of year,  two  more  names
have  been  added  to  the  list  of BRS  life  members:  Warren  Allen
Smith, Humanist, BRS founding member, BRS Vice President from
1977-1980,   and   decades-long   member   of   the   BRS   board   of
directors,   and   William   Calder  Ill,   professor  of  classics   at   the
University of Illinois in Urbana-Champaign and BRS member since
1996.   Not  since   1992,  when  Don  Jackanicz  and  Jim  Reid  both
became life members, have two people become life members of the
Russell Society in a single year. We would like to thank our new life
members, Warren  and William,  for their generous  contributions to
the Society and its activities.

Prior to Warren and William, the Society's life members were:
Dennis   Darland   of  Rock   Island   IL   (BRS   since    1977),   Don
Jackanicz,   of  Chicago   Illinois   (BRS   founding   member-since
1974-and  rumored  owner of the  last stock of Red Hackle  in the
world),  Jim Reid of Wellesley MA (BRS  member since  1991),  and
Charles Weyland of Fountain Valley CA (BRS since  1977). Dennis
thinks  there  was  previously  a  fifth  life  member-a  friend,  now
deceased, of founding member Peter Cranford-but can't remember
his name. Warren and William are welcome additions to this special

group of friends of the BRS.

NEXT YEAR,  IOWA CITY.  The  BRS  Board of Directors  met twice  at
this year's BRS annual meeting and elected the following members
as  officers:  President,  Alan  Schwerin:  Vice  President,  Raymond
Perkins,  Jr.;  Secretary,  David Henehan; Treasurer, Dennis Darland;
Board  Chair,  Chad Trainer.  It  was  decided that next  year's  annual
meeting with be hosted by Gregory Landini and held at the Univer-
sity of Iowa. Located in Iowa City, the University of Iowa is readily
accessible by  plane and public transportation. The  date has  not yet
been  set, but the  g#czrfer/,v will be  sure to convey this  information
to  you  when  it  becomes  known.  The  minutes  of this  year's  board
meeting will be published in the next issue of the gw¢rfL>r/,v.

~*~

HURR¥!  SPAC`E [S LIMITED!  Warren Allen Smith is revising his mag-

num opus  Who :t'  Wfetj /# fJeJ// (Barricade Books,  2000,  S125.00)  in
order to put it on the web.  If you didn't make the cut the first time7
here's your chance. The deadline, as it were, is November 15, 2005.

~*~

NEW YORK, NEW YORK.  The  BRS  will  host a group  session  at the
forthcorfung meeting  of the  Eastern APA,  which will take place  at
the Hilton in New York City December 27 -30, 2005. Speakers and
titles  include  Gary  Cesarz  on "MCTaggart  and Broad on Leibniz's
Law",  Nikolay  Milkov  on  "Lotze's  Influence  on  Russell"  (David
Sullivan commenting), and John Ongley on "Lotze at Cambridge".

Related talks at the  Eastern APA will be hosted by the His-
tory  of  Early  Analytic  Philosophy  Society  (HEAPS)  and  include
Sandra Lapointe on "Husserl and Frege on Formal Meaning",  Chris
Pincock  on  "An  Overlapping  Consensus  Model  of the  Origins  of
Analytic Philosophy" (Aaron Preston commenting), and Karen Green
on  "Fregean  Existence  and  Non-Existence"  (Kevin  Klement  com-
menting). BRS members are urged to attend for a great time and great
talks in a great city.

-*-
BRS AWARD:  CALL FOR NOMINATIONS. Each year, the BRS bestows

an annual award to an individual or organization whose work best
furthers  the  interests  and  colnlnitments  of Bertrand  Russell.  Any
member of the  Society can nominate a person or organization that
meets these criteria.
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If you have someone you would like to nominate, please submit
the nomination, with a short paragraph on why they should be con-
sidered for the award, to Kevin Brodie at kevin.brodie@lebanonct.org
or mail them to: Kevin Brodie Chair. Awards Committee,  147 Dunn
Rd, Coventry, CT 06238. The deadline is September 15th.

If you submitted in the past, but your choice did not win, feel
free  to resubmit your nominee.   Nominations not accompanied by
reasons for the nomination-in other words, a submitted name and
nothing else~will not be considered.

Previous  winners  include:  Paul Arthur  Schlipp  (1980),  Steve
Allen ( 1981 ), Harry Kendall, Union of Concerned Scientists ( 1982).
Joseph   Rodblat,   1995   Nobel   Peace  Prize  Winner  (1983),   Dora
Black Russell (1984), Robert Jay Lifton and Lester Denonn ( 1985),
People for the American Way ( 1986), John Somerville (1987), Paul
Kurtz (1988), Paul Edwards ( 1989), Planned Parenthood Federation
of America  (1991),  Karl  Popper  (1992),  Harry  Ruja  (1993),  Zero
Population   Growth   (1995),   Willard   Van   Orman   Quine   (1996),
Irving  Copt  (1998),  Dr.  Henry  Morgentaler  (1999),  Stephen  Jay
Could (2000),  Stephen Toulmin (2001 ), Studs Terkel (2002), Katha
Pollitt (2003), Daniel Dermett (2004)

~*~

THE  BENEFITS  OF  THEFT  OVER  HONEST  TOIL.   Delete  all  email  re-

quests for information ostensibly from Paypal: Paypal does not send
requests  for  information  to  its  members,  and  the  people  sending
these requests are not your pals.

_*_

NEW HELP AT THF, Q. It is our pleasure to introduce Cony Hotnit, our
new editorial  assistant,  to  the Russell  Society.  Cony is  a student at
Lehman College and the recipient of a $2,000 work-study grant to
work at  the  g#"rfer/}j.  Special  bonus:  Cony  fa7ows fJ7:A4[.  Please
visit the BRSQ's newly updated website to see the fruits of his labor
at:  http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophy/BRSQ/.

FHATURE

BERTRAND RUSSELL AS COLD WAR PROPAGANDIST

ANDREW Cj.  BONE

Jack  Clontz's  review  essay  in the August 2004 BRS  gwczrfcr/y in-
cludes  a  harsh  indictment  of propaganda  activities  engaged  in  by
Bertrand Russell at the height of the Cold War. I  Specifically, Clontz
condemns  Russell's  writing  for  a  series  of  publications  (Back-

ground  Books)  subsidized  clandestinely  by  the  Information  Re-
search Department (IRD), a shadowy branch of the British Foreign
Offlce  entrusted  since  1948  with the  covert  dissemination  of anti-
Communist  propaganda  at  home  and  abroad.  In  preparing  these

publications,  Clontz  argues,  "Russell  compromised himself in two
important respects":

The  first is that he violated his  own belief in the paramount
importance  of the  individual  being  able  to  make judgments
on  their merits  without  societal  or political  pressure.  in  the
full light of evidence that should be freely available to all.  By
hiding the fact that he had engaged in surreptitious propagan-
da  Russell  deeply  compromised  himself.  He  also  compro-
mjsed himself by presenting himself as a detached,  indepen-
dent observer of political trends,  one who was  not beholden
to hidden or special interests.  In effect, therefore, Russell lied

;°fE:sreeawd::#yn°trevealingtheprovenanceofthewriting

These are serious charges which, if possible, warrant corrobor-
ation  for readers  of the  gctc!rrer/)/ with evidence  from the Russell
Archives. This  will be  assayed in the  first two parts of this article.
Part One will try to shed some light on  Russell's involvement with
the Background Books enterprise, while Part Two will probe further
into his association with the IRD. Not all Russell's anti-Communist

"Bertrand  Russell  and the Cold War:  Orwell's  List".  Ber/rc"d Rwssc/J So-

c`z.cty gwczrzcr/); no.123  (August 2004), 29-38.

lbid., 34.
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activities, however, were carried out in the rather cloak-and-dagger
fashion  associated  with  the  intelligence  and  security  community.  In
his ,4wfobj.ogr¢pfe,v he was  perfectly candid about acting as an unof-
ficial  spokesman  for the  Foreign Office  in the  late  1940s  and  early
1950s.3 This more transparent side to Russell the Cold War propagan-
dist will be examined in the third part of the article. The fmal part will
review  Russell's  troubled relationship  with  another  secretly  finded
Cold War project, the  Congress for Cultural Freedom (CCF).  It will
offset  any  negative  portrait that may have  emenged of Russell  as  a
dupe or agent of powerful forces beyond his control, by showing him
to  be  a  far  from pliant  or passive  honorary  chaiman  of this  CIA-
backed onganization of the international anti-Communist Left.

I . RUSSELL'S  BACKGROUND BOOKS

According  to  Clontz,  Russell  was  at  fault  less  for the  sometimes
strident anti-Communist arguments employed in his contributions to
Background Books and more for failing to disclose that these publi-
cations were  sponsored by a  secret propaganda arm of the British
Government.  Moreover,  Russell  did not even take  advantage  of a

perfect opportunity to set the record straight when he decided to re-
prirLt two  of these  works,  Whcit ls  Freedom?  and  What ls  Demo-
crtzc};?,   in  his   1961   collection  of  essays,   Fczc./  ¢#cJ  F;.crl.o#.   But
exactly  how  aware  was  Russell  of the  connection  between  Back-

ground  Books  and the  IRD?  Clontz  cites  anecdotal  evidence  used
by Timothy Carton Ash to suggest that Russell was fully cognizant
of the sources of funding for the Background Books series.4

The publishing correspondence  for " W%czt /a FreccJom?,  Wfecj£
j.b`  De"oc.rcic.)/?  and  Russell's  other  contributions  to  Background
Books was not conducted through the IRD (not surprisingly), but by
the "I.oumalist and literary agent" (the description is from his letter-
head) Colin Wintle. As a wartime officer in the  Special Operations
Executive, Wintle  had been involved with the conduct of political

3   The  Autobiography  Of  Bertrand   Russell.  Vof.  3..   1944-]967  (London..

George Allen &  Unwin,1969), pp.19-21.
4 See Timothy  Garton Ash, "Orwell's  List",  Ivew yorfr Rev/.ew t7/Books, 25

Sept. 2003; referred to by Clontz, "Bertrand Russell and the Cold War", 33.
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warfare  in Nazi-occupied Europe.  In  1946  he  co-founded a public
relations firm that would be called upon by M16 to conduct clandes-
tine   media   operations.5   Meanwhile,   the   editor   of  Background
Books,  Stephen Watts,  also  had  an intelligence  and  security back-

ground, having served in M15 during the Second World War.
In his  letter of approach to Russell,  dated  12  December  1951,

Wintle reported that Watts was "interested in obtaining an authorita-
tively written contribution for a booklet under the title  77lfecz/ Js Fn€e-
chm?".6 There is nothing odd about this correspondence. Russell  re-
ceived numerous solicitations of this kind, some of which he accepted
and rather more of which he declined. The handsome fee of £262.10

(or US $734 at  1951  exchange  rates) no doubt had some bearing on
his acceptance of this particular commission. More unusual is the fol-
lowing memorandum which Wintle enclosed with his letter:

Inherent in the discussion would be the contrasts between the
freedoms enjoyed outside and those enjoyed inside the Com-
munist world.

While the writer should not assume that his readers will have
more than a layman's knowledge of politics  and philosophy,
it would of course be inappropriate to deal with the theme in
unmodified blacks and whites, or by an emotional approach.

Full  allowance  should be made  for the  imperfections  of the
non-Communist world, but a firm stand taken about absolute
standards  of individual  freedom-a  point  upon  which  one
could well afford to dogmatise.

Education  perhaps  provides  the  most  telling  contrasts  be-
tween  the  two  worlds.  However  deplorable  the  quality  of
education  may  be  in  large  regions  of the  non-Communist
world,  it  can  claim to  be  free  from  the  explicit  aim  of the
Soviet system to confine the mind within the limits of a doc-
trine which is philosophically untenable.

Briefly, the editor envisages an essay which would accept the
proposition that  the  prospects  of human freedom are  better

5  See  P.  Lashmar  and  J.  Oliver,  B/i./czi.# .'s  LSccre/  P#op¢ger#c7a  W¢r (Stroud:

Sutton,1998), 31.  I am grateful to Amanda White of the BRRC  for supply-
ing me with this reference.

RAl  410  (Wintle),  the  archival  location  for  all  correspondence  between
Russell and Wintle referred to in this section.
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outside Marxism-Leninism-Stalinism, and would develop ar-
guments to show why this is so.

While Russell was often asked to write on particular topics, he
was  not used to  following  such precise  editorial  or ideological  di-
rections. After the manuscript of W72czf Js Freedom? had been sub-
mitted early in  1952, Wintle sent Russell  a long and detailed letter
asking him to  tone  down his  criticisms  of American anti-Commu-
nism. He made this request with a certain diffidence but also by re-
ference  to  the  opinion  of "a  very  intelligent  publisher's  reader",
who thought that "both the effectiveness and, in some quarters, the
commercial  acceptability  of  the  booklet  would  be  increased  by
these  slight  modifications"  (21   March   1952).  Russell's  marginal
notations convey his compliance with each of wintle's suggestions.7

The next letter from Wintle in the Russell Archives,  dated  17
February  1953,  contains an offer to undertake on the same terms a
"companion booklet"  to  Wfe#f /s' FreecJom?.  The  editorial  instruc-

tions  for  this  book,   Wfeczf  /s  Democrczc,v?,  were  less  detailed  than
those  for its  predecessor,  although  Stephen Watts (the Background
Books editor) had asked Wintle to suggest "two things":

I ) that a start might be made from the point that two opposed
systems are now being called by the same name-an extreme

7  The  lcttcrs  and  enclosures  pertaining  to   Wfea/  /s  FreecJom?  were  not

Wintle's  earliest contacts with Russell.  The first correspondence  from  him
in  the  Russell  Archives  is dated  3  May  1951.  From that letter  it  is  apparent
that  Wintle  had  also  shepherded  to publication  Russell's  first contribution
to  Background  Books,  the  essay  "Dictatorship  Breeds  Corruption"  in  the
symposium  J4/dy Co7»mw#z.b.in A4#s`Z Fczz./ (London:  Batchworth Press,  1951 ).
Wintle  then   wanted   I,200   words   from   Russell   on   "What   Communists
Really Think of Christian (or Islamic)  Socialists". Wintle explained further
that he had in mind something with a strong anti-Communist flavour:  "As I
view it, one of the points is the essential dishonesty of present Communist
attempts  to  encourage the  establishment of `popular front' govemments-
especially in the East-in which Communists and various brands of Social-
ists are supposed to combine, and the  Socialists' unawareness that they are
being invited to sup with their Communist `brothers' in order that the latter
shall  eat  them!"  The  notation  on  Wintle's  letter  indicates  that  Russell  re-
sponded affirmatively to this suggestion, although it is not known whether
the  typescript  "Communism  and  Christian  Socialism"  (RA1  220.019220)
ever appeared in print.
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example of the corruption of words-so that in certain con-
texts (e.g.  `People's Democracy' in Eastern Europe) it stands
for the  opposite  of what  is  meant  in  the  West.  This  might
clear the way for explaining that neither meaning is the ori-
ginal one-and then giving an historical review of the word
and the idea.

2) that the conclusion might be, in effect, that however faulty
Western democracy  is,  it  is  in practice  at least not the  nega-
tion of everything we mean by the word, as is the Communist
version.

Again,  this  advice  was  far  more  explicit  than  that  which  Russell
customarily received from his editors. The proposed thrust of the new
Background Book,  however,  would have been congenial to  Russell,
for he had frequently lambasted the political hypocrisy of Soviet-style
democracy  from  the  earliest  days  of the  Cold  War,  such  as  in  his
essay "What Is Democracy?",  published   in  77!e A4l¢#cAcs/er Gw¢rt/-
z.cJ# seven years before his Background Book of the same title.8

Shortly  after  the  arrangements  for  W7zcz/  I.bT  Dcmoc.rczey.?  had
been  settled,  Wintle  had  asked  Russell  for  a   1,250-word  article
using  as  a "topical  starting-point" the  forthcorfung  Moscow show-
trial  of the  Jewish  doctors  implicated  in  a  fabricated  anti-Soviet
conspiracy.  "You  will,  of course,  know  best  how  to  elaborate  the
theme", he continued in his letter of 24 February  1953,  "but if you
feel  so disposed, I would like you to take a  `high line' and pour as
much  scorn as  you please  upon a political,  social  and philosophic
system  which  produces   manifestations   of  such  barbarity   while
simultaneously  expecting  the  societies  of the  West  to  admire  and
imitate them".  Russell's  acceptance  of this  request  is  indicated  by
his customary "Ans. Yes" in the upper-left comer of wintle's letter
of 24  February.  As  it  tuned  out,  Stalin's  death provided  Russell
with  an  even  more  dramatic  point  of departure  for this  rhetorical
attack on the  Soviet  Union.  Wintle had intended the typescript9 for
overseas  circulation  only,  but  he  told  Russell  in  his  letter  of ac-
knowledgement that  "it would be  a pity not to  sublnit it to  one  of
the   more   serious-minded   provincial   publications   in  the   United

8 4 May  1946, p. 4 (B&R C46.05).
9 "Stalin's Legacy", RA2 220.148003.
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Kingdom  as  well"  (7  April  1953).  However,  no  record  has  been
found  of its  appearance  in  print  either  in  Britain  or  abroad.  The
typescript is not to be confused with a similar one used by Russell
for a broadcast on the late Soviet dictator which the BBC's Central
European Service supposedly decided not to air. "

Russell's  last  known  assignment  for  Background Books  ap-

peared in another symposium, entitled 7y%y / Ozzpos'c Comm"#j.j'm. I I
Noteworthy among the other contributors were the historian Hugh
Trevor-Roper and the poet Stephen Spender, the ex-Communist co-
editor of E#cow#/er whose apostasy had been recounted in that Cold
War  classic   772e  God  77!cz/  F¢i./ed  (1950).  Russell  was  asked  by
Wintle  "to  write  as an internationalist" (26 March  1954),  although
his  contribution  eventually  appeared  under  the  heading  of "The
Philosopher".  Commissioned  in  March   1954,  publication  of  the

pamphlet was delayed for two years, when Russell's piece was run
more  or less  simultaneously  as  "The  Marxist  Fraud"  by the  Ivews
Cfem#!.c/c.[2  Later  in  the  year  the  essay  was  reprinted  again,  as
"Wlry I Am Not a Communist", in Porfr¢/./s/ron Memory ( 1956).

Prior  to  its  appearance  in  this  collection  of  essays,  Russell
transfomed some of its harsh and blanket criticism of Soviet polit-
ical practice  into retrospective  censure  of a bygone  Stalinist dicta-
torship.]3  Similar changes would be made on a larger scale  for the
repririt.lug o£  What  Is  Freedom?  a.nd  What  ls  Democracy?  in Fact
cz#c/ Fi.cfz.o#.L4  Russell  was  prepared  to  soften  the  anti-Communist
content of his Background Books as his own views changed and as
a thaw in the  Cold War set in  later in the  1950s.  He was  arguably
remiss,  however,  in  failing  to  reveal  the rather dubious publishing
history of these works, although Russell himself may have regarded
the involvement of the lRD as irrelevant to the writings in question
since they merely reiterated long-held political opinions of his own.

10 "A New Russian Policy?'', RA2 220.148004;  see 4%Jo6z.ograp4y 3 :  20.

"  London:  Phoenix House,1956 (B&R 8117).

26 March  1956, p. 4 ( B&R C56.03).
\3   D6tente  or  Destruction,  ]955  -1957  (The  Collected  Papers  Of Bertrand

Rif.7L7c/J 29), edited by Andrew a  Bone (London and New York,  Routledge,
2005)' pp.  55-6.
"  See  Stephen  Hayhurst,  "Russell's Anti-Communist Rhetoric  before  and

after Stalin's Death", R%sse/J, n.s.11  (summer  1991 ):  67-82.
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Some  forty Background Books were  in print five years  after
the series started in  1951. Roughly 300,000 copies in all were in cir-
culation in English by this date,  and a number of foreign-language
editions had been produced as well. The literature for export would
be dispatched to British diplomatic posts, and consular and other of-
ficials  were  encouraged,  irrespective  of  costs  incuITed,  to  enlist
local publishers to further assist with the  distribution. 15 The hdian
impression of 7774,v Commw#z.sin A4lw.g/ Fczz./, 16 for example,  may have

been printed on such terns.
Aside  from  its  anonymous  authorship,  the  inaugural  Back-

ground Book,  W7!cz/ Js Commc/„/.sin.?, set the tone for much of what
followed. Many of the subsequent publications-including the two

pamphlets  of which Russell  was  sole  author-offered  condensed,
laymen's  guides  to  large  or  controversial  questions.  Among  titles
available  when  77ldy / Oppob'e  Commc/7cz.s#j  appeared in  1956  were
Leonard Schapiro's fJow S/ro#g /`g  Comm##ism?,  Edward Atiyah's
What [s  Imperialism?. a.nd Ftotoert BTuce Lockhart's What Happen-
ec} /o /Ae Czecfes?.'7 The hterature was pitched at a mass rather than
elite audience. As explained by Batchworth Press-one of the pub-
lishers of Background Books-each work was intended "to provide
ordinary people,  interested in what is going on in the  world today,
with  some  background  infomiation  about  events,  institutions  and
ideas".`8  They  were  also  econorfucally  packaged  and  sold.  Most
Background  Books  ran to  no  more  than  forty  pages  and  were  for
sale  at a  shilling  or one  shilling  and  six  pence  (US  $0.14 to  $0.21 ),

although  a  smaller number of book-length  studies retailed  for five
or ten times these modest sums.

The  IRD  also  arranged  for  the  dissemination  of a  few  pre-
viously  existing  and  independently  created  works,  such  as  R.N.
Carow-H:urrt's  The  Theory  and  Practic.e  Of  Communism  and  Or-
well's ,4#j.mcz/ F¢r772 and /984.  But securing copyright over books in

See  A\T\drow  Deity,  Britain.  America  and  Anli-Communist  Propaganda,
1945-1953:   The   lrformation  Research   Department  (London  a.nd  Now
York:  Routledge, 2004), p.166.

Bombay:  Democratic Research Service,  1951  (B&R Blot. I b).
See the list of titles on the back cover of 777!); I Oppose Commw#z.sin.

'8 Quoted in Hayhurst, "Russell's Anti-Communist Rhetoric", 71.
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print could be problematical, and it made more sense, therefore, for
the IRD to act as its own commissioning editor.  Sometimes the de-

partment  would  solicit  contributions  from  trusted  authors  (like
Bruce  Lockhart)  with  Foreign  Office  or  intelligence  credentials.
Whenever possible, however, they preferred to enlist authors or in-
tellectuals whose views, like Russell's, just happened to be more or
less congruent with those of the British Government.]9

2. RUSSELL AND THE INFORMATION RESEARCH DEPARTMENT

The very foundation of the IRD in 1948 had been a reflection of the
Labour  Govemment's  anxiety  that  recent  setbacks  in  the  Cold
War-the Berlin Blockade and the Communist coup in Prague most
notably~required  Britain to  pursue  a  more  aggressive  anti-Com-
munist  strategy.  Some  permanent  officials  at  the  Foreign  Office
wanted to turn the new department into a full-fledged instrument of

political  warfare,  aimed  at  destabilizing  the  Communist  bloc  as
much  as   shoring  up   domestic,   allied  and  neutral   opinion.   The
Labour  Foreign  Secretary  Ernest  Bevin  tried  to  resist  these  pres-
sures exerted by his departmental hard-liners,  but after the Conser-
vatives  regained power  in  1951  the  "offensive"  orientation  of the
IRD became rather more pronounced-a reflection in part of Prime
Minister Churchill's  fascination with propaganda as  a tool  of poli-
tics and diplomacy,  together with his "well-known appetite for co-
vert operations".20 Most routine work of the IRD, however, remain-
ed focused on the Western side of the Cold War divide.

Unlike the more conspicuous and overt approach characteristic
of American  propaganda,  the  British  preferred  to  wage  the  Cold
War by more discreet means. This is not to suggest that the IRD was
half-hearted or genteel, merely that it tended to dwell less than did
American agencies on the threat posed by a powerful and belliger-
ent Soviet Union, and more on the defects of Communism and the
manifest superiority of Western democratic institutions and ideals.2 I
The Background Books series certainly conformed with this general

See  Defty, t7p.  c!./.,165.
20 /6z.d.,182. and (more generally) 246-9.
2]  See  Philip  M.  Taylor,  "The  Projection  of Britain Abroad,1945~51",  in

Brz.fz.i.fe Fo7ie!.g# Po/I.ey,  /94jJ6,  edited by  Michael  Dockrill  and John  W.
Young (New York: St. Martin's Press,1989), p. 23.
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approach to propaganda of the IRD, as did its other line of approach

(indeed, its main one) to people such as Russell-namely, the circu-
lation  of (presumably)  factually  accurate  but  ideologically  slanted
information  in  sub-classified reports  for unattributed use  by  those

privy to them.
It is highly likely that Russell would have been regarded as a

prize  asset by  the  IRD,  whether an   independent  author of works
such as What ls Freedom`? aLnd What ls Democracy? o[ al t"sted re-
cipient  of the  semi-confidential  intelligence  documents  described
above.  By the late-1940s Russell commanded world-wide  recogni-
tion and respect.  Many of his  shorter political writings were  com-
missioned  by  or  reprinted  in  newspapers  overseas,  and  he  also
reached a wide and varied international audience from his broadcast
work for the BBC 's external services.

One revealing gauge of the esteem in which Russell was held
by the  IRD  is that even routine correspondence with him was con-
ducted  by   successive   departmental   chiefs,   John  Peck  and  John
Rennie.  A close  confidant of and former wartime private  secretary
to  Churchill, Peck had taken  over as head of the IRD  from Ralph
Murray  after  the  Conservative  Party's  general  election  victory  in
October 1951. Peck, in turn, was succeeded by Remie late in 1953.
Rennie  held  the  office  until  1958  and  subsequently  (1968-1973)
served as director of M16. Although  it  is not clear whether Russell
knew Peck and Rennie headed the IRD. they conducted their corre-
spondence with Russell on stationary with Foreign Office letterhead
or  bearing  the  address  of  the  IRD's  headquarters  at   12  Carlton
House Terrace in south-west London.

On  15  November  1951  Russell thanked Peck for sending him
some documents on "Rural Life in Russia", which he promised "to
study with care".22 Unfortunately, neither this report nor a compan-
ion investigation of "Town Life in the Soviet Union"23 appear to be
in   the    Russell   Archives.   Among   the   substantial   holdings   of
typescripts, manuscripts and off-prints by other authors, however, is
a  cache  of  Foreign  Office  documents  from  the  early  Cold  War

years, containing among other things two other reports in the same

RAI  710.054249.

Sent to  Russell  14 Nov.1951.  Peck's  letter 7 Aug.1952  (RA2  910  F 14b).
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series  of  critical  exposes   of  Soviet  tyranny  and  backwardness:
"Education   in   the   Soviet   Union"   and   "Religion   in  the   Soviet

Union".24  (Both  sets  of  mimeographed  documents  seem  to  have
been based mainly on the testimony of former Soviet citizens who
had found refuge in the West.) On at least two separate occasions,
Russell also received documents from the IRD detailing the ideology,
activities and objectives of the Colrmunist-aligned peace movement.
The second of these enclosures, Peck promised, would "explain the
true  nature  of the  [World]  Peace  Congress to be  held  in Vienna  in
December [|952]» .25

0n  14 July  1952 Peck had dispatched to Russell a copy of the
"Interpreter",  an obviously official  study which "purposes to show

the  salient facts  of Soviet policy during the month and to  demon-
strate how Soviet diplomatic activity and propaganda and the activi-
ties  of the  Soviet political  warfare  network throughout  the  world
forni a coherent whole".26 Peck also asked if Russell right be inter-
ested in receiving this briefing paper every month. (Russell accept-
ed  the  offer  but,  rather  innocently  perhaps,  wondered  whether  a
subscription fee  would be  required.)  Further correspondence  from
Russell, dated  15  May  1953,  suggests that Peck had also  sent Rus-
sell some material on the political persecution or "brainwashing" of
Chinese intellectuals by the Communist regime.27

In  his  letter to  Russell  of  14  July  1952,  Peck  had  alluded  to
translations  from  Soviet  sources  which he had been  forwarding to
Russell "from time to time". There is a considerable quantity of such
material   at  the  Russell  Archives.   These  translated  items   include
several  polemical  attacks  on  Russell  in  the  Soviet  press,  where  he
was frequently pilloried in the decade after the Second World War.28
0n  1  September  1951,  for  example,  Peck  sent  Russell  the  "latest
bouquet  from  Prc"c/cl",  a  piece  entitled  "The  Prophecies  of  an
Obscurantist" from the issue of  20 August 195 I. Beginning in April

24  See  Peck 7 Aug.1952 & 29 Dcc.1953,  RA2  910 F14b &  14c.

25   20  Nov.   1952,  RA2  910   F14b.  See  also  T.S.  Tull  to  Russell,15  Aug.

1951,  I.bi.c/,  F 14a.

RAl  710.054250.

RA2 750.
See RA2 910 F14a.
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1950, Russell would also receive from the IRD every few months or
so a batch of translations from Soviet joumals and newspapers illus-
trating  the  relationship  between  science  and  the  state  behind  the
Iron Curtain. This was a topic of particular interest to Russell, and,
as  one  IRD  official  promised,  the  translations  would  reveal  "the
exact nature of the Kremlin's assault on freedom in science".29

The last batches of material on Soviet science (Russell seems
to have received nothing more after early  1956) also contained tram-
slated  reports  of  Soviet  nrilitary  thinking  about  nuclear  weapons
which Russell referred to anecdotally in a couple of his anti-nuclear
writings.3t'  All  of these  enclosures  were  accompanied  by  instruc-
tions from the IRD that recipients were "free to use the information
contained in these translations, but we should be grateful if you did
not refer to the Foreign Office as your source".3'  From the point of
view of attribution the same guidelines were applied by the IRD to
the intelligence reports and notes which were sent to Russell on oc-
casion  and distributed  fairly  widely  on the  same  serri-confidential
basis.

Although  the  evidence  in  the  Russell  Archives  pertaining  to
the  IRD   is   somewhat  fragmentary,   it  reinforces  what  historical
accounts have  said about the department's  cultivation of such pro-
minent public  intellectuals  as  Russell.  Sponsored  book publishing
became one of its "favoured methods of disserfunating information
as the  Foreign  Office believed that the  public  would  more  readily
accept  information  which  did  not  emanate  from  official  sources,
and that the  most  effective propaganda  was  attributable  to  author-
itative  or prominent authors".32 The  IRD  obviously hoped  that the
reasoned anti-Communist argiiments of its Background Books (not
to  mention  the  other  publishing  fronts  used  by  the  lRD)  would
reach a wide audience. But its overall strategy was perhaps better il-
lustrated by the premium attached by the IRD to its distribution to a
wide range of public figures of material such as that sent to Russell

29 I.H.A.  Watson to  Russell, 25 April  I 950,  RA2  910  Fl 4a.

See  "The  Road  to  Peace",  Papers  28:  359  and  "Science  and  Humfln
Life",  Pcfpc'r5' 29:  16.
3'  See Peck to Russell 29 June  1952, i.6z.c7., F14b.

Defty, op.  cit.,  165.
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by Peck and Rennie. This indirect mocJws aper¢#dz. clearly reflected
a  Foreign  Office  preference  (which the  post-war Labour Govern-
ment tried unsuccessfully to challenge) for targeting the shapers of
opinion  at  home  and  abroad-joumalists,  academics,  politicians,
trade  unionists,  student  and  youth  leaders-rather than  appealing
directly to the masses.`"

As Lynn Smith has written of these IRD briefing papers:

All  of this was energetically reproduced and distributed to a
great variety of recipients. These included: British Ministers,
M.P.'s  and  trade  unionists,  the  Intemational  Department  of
the   Labour  Party   and   UN   delegates,   British  media   and
opinion formers  including the  BBC  World  Service,  selected
joumalists  and  writers.  It  was  also  directed at the media  all
over the non-communist world, information offlcers in Brit-
ish Embassies of the Third World and communist countries,
and the Foreign Offices of western European countries.34

By such means,  the most critical  accounts of post-war British pro-

paganda  have  alleged,  Labour  politicians,  leftist  intellectuals  and
institutions such as the BBC were co-opted into a titanic ideological
struggle being directed by some of the most reactionary elements in
British public life.35

Such interpretations perhaps over-estimate the influence of the
IRD and the credulity and pliability of the joumalists and others, in-
cluding Russell, who were privy to the IRD's reports. According to
the then head of the BBC's Eastern European Service, the IRD was
regarded as "just another source of factual information" to be taken
or left alone as desired.36 lt is difficult to conceive of him being en-
tirely  credulous  of these  official  documents,  especially  since  his
assessments of the international situation tended to draw on a range
of sources.

Yet,  it  seems that,  on occasion,  Russell's published work did
draw on information supplied to him by the IRD. His critical com-

33see|bid.,248.
34  Quoted  in  Defty,  op.  cz./.,  6,  from  Smith,  "Covert  British  Propaganda:

The  Information Research Department,1947-1977",  A4z.//€#7?I.c4".. /o%r7icz/

Qf [nternationial Studies, 9 (\980).. 67 -83 .
35 The literature is reviewed by Defty in his introduction.
36  Quoted  in  Defty, op.  C/`/., 6.
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mentary  on the Lysenko  affair,  for example,  was  based upon two

pages  of notes  in Russell's hand taken from a himeograph that is
not  present  among  the  Foreign  Office  documents  in  the  Russell
Archives but is  similar both in physical  appearance  and  content to
some  of the  other IRD  material.37  Interestingly,  when  his relation-
ship with the IRD was petering out in the mid-1950s, Russell used
translations from the Soviet amed forces j.ournal JzecJ SZczr to bolster
an  anti-nuclear  case  that  was  definitely  at  odds  with  policies  pur-
sued or approved by the British Government.38 A meticulous analy-
sis of Russell's political writing between, say,1948 and  1955 would
be necessary to determine the precise nature and extent of his use of
IRD material. Nevertheless.  at the very least,  it is  disconcerting to
think  that  Russell  felt  at  all  comfortable  in  using  non-attributable
material to which he was privy only because of a covert propaganda
agency's desire to influence (perhaps even deceive) opinion-shapers
such as himself.

3.  ``G[,OBEll`RO'ITTING  FOR  Tl-IE  FOREIGN  OFF.ICE,''

If Russell was conscripted,  either unwittingly or (as the balance of
evidence presented here  suggests)  knowingly,  into  Britain's  covert
Cold War propaganda campaign, he was only a small cog in a very
large  machine.  As Andrew Defty has written in his recent study of
the   IRD,   propaganda  in  the  post-war  era  was  employed  on  an
unprecedentedly   grand   scale  by  peacetime   standards   and   for  a
variety   of  purposes   besides   combatting   Communism,   however
central that pohtical objective was to the overall effort.

The Labour Governments of 1945-51 presided over perhaps
the  greatest  expansion  of the  British  Govemment's  propa-
ganda apparatus until the election of the Labour Government
in  1997. Propaganda was used widely by the Labour Govern-

I  am gratefu to  Kenneth  Blackwell  for drawing my attention to  Russell.s
notes,  which  are  filed  with  his  typescript  carbon  version  ("Scientists  in
Slavery",  RAl   220.018840)  of. the  article  published  as  "First  Sign  of De-
cay",   Ivew,7   Jiev.i.ew,   London,   27,   no.11    (17   Mar.1949)    10-11    (B&R

C49.07).  The  anonymous  mimeograph  is  entitled  "The  Conflict  between
Science and State in the  U.S.S.R." (RA2 910 C20).
38 See above note 30.
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ments:  to  explain  their  policies  at  home  and  abroad;  to  re-
assure Britain's allies, most notably the USA, about Labour's
socialist policies; to promote trade; to counter colonial insur-

g:Foc¥;e:::::Toot:g:£rnee[a:i:tnasinvy:t:nt:=ne:::y[ndependent
In addition to his clandestine cooperation with the IRD, Rus-

sell  was  also part  of the public  face  of British propaganda during
the early Cold War. The IRD was merely one of several Foreign Of-
flee branches  concerned with propaganda work;  other government
departments  engaged  in  sinrilar  activities-openly  as  well  as  in
secret.  The  more  benign  and  transparent  (yet  sometimes  indistin-

guishable) counterpart of covert government propaganda operations
was official publicity.

At the apex of the institutional structure for the production and
dissemination of material in this category, both at home and abroad,
stood the Central Office of Information (COT). Established in  1946,
the Col was a successor organization of sorts to the  much-derided
wartime Ministry of Information.40 The new agency lost the depart-
mental ranking that had been enjoyed by the Ministry of lnforma-
tion,  but  it  remained  independent~notwithstanding  the  strenuous
efforts of the Foreign Office to subordinate the COI's overseas role
to its departmental control.

Rather than  directing  information  policy  across  the  board-
this  remained the  preserve  of each  Cabinet-level  department~the
mandate of the COT was more of a coordinating one, to ensure pub-
licity for material produced in other official circles. Additionally, an
Overseas   Press   Services   Division   was   responsible   for  keeping
foreign news  sources  informed about government policy,  for pro-
moting  balance  in their coverage  of British affairs,  and for publi-
cizing British accomplishments in industry, science, technology and
culture.  In tandem with these functions, this Division also commis-
sioned  feature  articles  about  current  events-ideally  from promi-
nent  authors  like  Russell-and  the  Col  regularly  acquired  the
overseas  rights  to  a  range  of  articles  from  the  British  national,

Dcfty, op.  ci./„  I 7.

See  Mariel  Grant,  `.Towards a Central  Office of Information:  Continuity
and Change in British Government Information Policy,1939-51", /o%r#cz/
of Contemporary History, 34 (lc)99)-. 4C) -6] .
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weekly  and  periodical  press.  The  Col  operated  from the  prerfuse
that "every British newspaper or book sold abroad, every film show,
and  every  photograph  or  article  published  helps  to  determine  the
way in which the peoples of the world think and feel about Britain;
and it is the way in which the world thinks and feels about Britain
that is  the  basic  concern of the Information Services".4`  The  over-
seas representatives of the British CounciLset up by the Foreign
Office  in the  1930s to  foster a positive  image of Britain abroad-
performed  a  complementary  role  by  sponsoring  a  wide  variety  of
"British" cultural activities all over the world.

In the  fulfilment of these  essentially  cultural  and  educational
objectives, Russell made  a small but not insignificant contribution.
A number of his  writings were reissued by the COI in the marmer
described above, including his series of BBC talks on "Living in an
Atoniic Age" (reprinted in Ivew fropej` ./i)r &  Cfe¢72g;.#g  Wtjr/cD,  his
1956  radio broadcast on  "The  Story of Colonization",  and the  last
of his  contributions  to  Background  Books,  the  essay  "Why  I  Am
Not  a  Communist".  An  article  entitled  "British  Opinion  on  Hun-

gary" was  specially  commissioned  by the  Overseas Press  Services
Division in response to the  Soviet suppression of the anti-Corrmu-
mist  uprising in that country in  1956.  But this seems never to have
been  circulated,  perhaps   because  Russell  took  aim  not  only  at
Soviet  actions  in  Hungary but  also  those  of Britain  and  France  in
Suez.42  If Russell's  earlier  attractiveness  to  the  Col  reflected  the
convergence of his political outlook with that of the British Govern-
ment, the waves created by his Hungary piece suggest that the offic-
ial mind was beginning to grasp that his views were becoring, by
this time, increasingly antithetical to their own.

In  addition  to  this  miscellany  of  contributions  to  the  more
indirect side of Britain's Cold War propaganda efforts, Russell also
worked  more  directly  for the  British  Government.  By his  own ad-
inssion,   for  example,   he   was   sent   to   Berhn   during  the   1948
Blockade "by the Government . . .  to help to persuade the people ot`
Berlin that it was  worthwhile  to  resist Russian  attempts  to  get the

Quoted in Taylor, "Projection of Britain Abroad",  17.
See Pap6>r,9 29:  I 23 -4.
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AIlies  out  of Berlin".43  Reinforcing the  "official"  character of this
mission in  1948, Russell was given a military passport and tempor-
ary  standing  in  Britain's  armed  forces,  allowing  him,  he  recalled
with amusement, for his "first and only time  . . .  to parade as a mili-
tary man".44 Russell 's .4 w/ob/.ogrczpdy placed a similar interpretation
on  his  visit  earlier  the  same  month  (October  1948)  to  Norway,
where "the Government sent me . . . in the hope of inducing Norwe-

gians to j.oin an alliance against Russia".45
More  than  two  years  previously,  in  June  1946,  Russell  had

undertaken  a  lecture  tour  of Switzerland  arranged  by  the  British
Council.  He  also  visited  Holland  and  Belgium  in  September  and
October  1947 and Sweden in May  1948, although his  speaking en-

gagements on these trips abroad do not seem to have been carried
out under official auspices. The tour of the Low Countries had been
spousored  by  the  New  Commonwealth  Society,  a  political  move-
ment which,  like Russell,  was dedicated to promoting intemational
control of atomic energy-by coercive means if necessary.4`' On re-
turning to Britain Russell was alerted by C.R.A. Rae of the Foreign
Office to the "homet's nest in Moscow" which his lectures on world

government and atomic energy had stirred.47 Enclosed with this let-
ter were  some  translated copies  of Soviet  newspaper criticisms  of
Russell, including a piece from the journal  rrwc/ deriding him as a
"Philosopher Bomb-Thrower".  Russell's  reply  is  missing  from the

Russell Archives but Rae's next communication acknowledged with
thanks "your letter about your tour in the Low Countries".48

Autol)iography 3..19-20.
Ibid..20.

Ibid., 21.
46   Founded   in   1932   by  the  wealthy  Liberal   businessman   and  politician

David  Davies  (Baron  Davies  of Llandinam), the New  Commonwealth  So-
ciety  had  always  stood for a tough-minded  internationalism.  Dismayed by
the  ambivalence  towards  sanctions  of the  League of Nations Union  in the
early  1930s,  the  rival  organization  patronized by  Davies  had  campaigned
for  international  arbitration  by  a  tribunal  whose  decisions  would  be  en-
forced by an International Police Force.
47  5  Nov.  1947,  RA2  910  F14a.

48   |9  Nov.   1947,  7.bz.c/.  Enclosed  with  this  letter was  a  confidential  assess-

ment  made  by  Britain's  Charge  d'Affaires  in  Moscow of the  latest  ideo-
logical  offensive  launched  by  the  high  priest  of Stalinist  cultural  policy,
Andrei Zhdanov.
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The  correspondence  is  interesting because  it shows that  Rus-
sell was privy to Foreign Office  material even before the inception
of the  IRD,  and suggests that he already enjoyed a close  and com-
fortable  association  with  the  department.  Russell  may  also  have
been in contact with senior figures in Britain's armed forces at this
time.  In private  correspondence  he  alludes  to  "conversations  with

professional  strategists".49  Among  other  things,  such  discussions
may  have  been  responsible  for  one  of the  most  intriguing  public
speaking engagements that Russell was asked to take on during the
early  Cold  War-namely,  the  annual  lecture  on  "The  Future  of
Mankind"  which  he  gave  to  the  Imperial  Defence  College  each
December  from  1947  to   1952.50  In  his  £4w/ob/.ogrczp4v  Russell  re-
called how the invitations to speak here eventually "stopped coming
after the  lecture  in  which  I remarked  that,  knowing  that they  be-
lieved you could not be victorious in war without the help of relig-
ion, I had read the Sermon on the Mount, but, to my surprise, could
find no mention of H-bombs in it".5[

In  their respective  biographies  of Russell,  Ronald  Clark  and
Ray Monk both imply that Russell's autobiographical recollections
exaggerated his role as a roving emissary for the Foreign Office in
the late  1940s and early 1950s.52 Yet, Clark especially uses evidence
that conveys a contrary impression.  On 28 December  1949, Russell
told his friend Irina Wragge-Morley that his impending visit to Paris

(to lecture at the Sorbonne and at the Centre d'Etudes de Politiques
Etrangeres)  was  "for  the  Foreign  Office".  The  following  March,
three months before embarking on tours of Australia and the United

To  Walter  Marseille,  5  May  1948.  Six  years  later this  letter was publish-
ed  (see  Pc!pcrb`  28:   72),  adding  to  the  controversy  that  dogged  Russell
throughout the  1950S-not to  mention  posthumously  (scc below,  n.  57L
and arising from his alleged prior advocacy of preventive war.

See  Ronald Clark,  r4c' Lj/2' o/`Be7./rc;7?c/ JZw6'sc// ( London:  Jonathan  Cape
and  Weidenfeld  &  Nicolson,1`)75),  p.  523.  Only  the  first  of Russell's  six
annual  lectures  to  the  Imperial  Defence  College  was  published;  it was re-
printed   subsequently   in   I/xpapw/czr   EfLsays   (London:   George   Allen   &
Unwin,1950), Chap.  3.
51

52
Autobiography 3.. +9.

C+AIR.  I,ife  Of  Bertrand  Russell.  5034..  Ivl:orlk`  Bertrand  Russell:  The
Gfeof/ o/.A4czcJ#c7s's (London:  Jonathan Cape, 2000), 304.
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States,   Russell  told  the   same  correspondent  that  he  was  "busy

globe-trotting for the  Foreign Office".53 The Russell Archives also
contains  letters  from  the  Foreign  Office  itself,  deepening  the  im-

pression  left  by  the  personal  correspondence  quoted  by  Russell's
biographer Clark (and referenced to "private sources") that Russell
indeed made trips for the Foreign Office.

On 2 October 1951 Angus Malcolm of the Information Policy
Department-a "purely propaganda section" of the Foreign Office
according to Philip Taylor54~thanked Russell for informing him of
his  intention  to  visit  France  early  the  following  year  en  route  to
England from Germany. Malcolm had already "written to our Em-
bassy in Paris and asked them what subjects they would like you to
speak on".55 A couple of weeks later Malcolm again wrote Russell,
asking if he  would be  willing to  visit Brussels  as  well  as Paris on
the  same trip to the continent,  "particularly as the Ambassador [to
Belgium]  is  so  keen  on the  project".56 As  it tuned  out,  these  lec-
turing plans were  scuttled by Russell's cancellation of his German
trip. but the correspondence suggests that the Foreign Office regard-
ed  nothing  unusual  about  the  arrangements  that  were  planned.
Moreover,  the  initiative  for them,  on  this  occasion,  had not  come
from the department but from Russell himself.

4. RUSSELL AND THE CONGRESS  FOR CULTURAL FREEDOM

This  article  has  so  far  presented  Russell  as  a  public  intellectual
whose  reputation  for  independence  and  integrity  was  at  best  tar-
nished by overly cozy relations with various official agencies and at
worst much more  seriously  damaged by his participation in covert

propaganda work. As seen in Part Three, however, Russell's actions
were broadly consistent with the energetic and ape'# support which
he extended to the anti-Communist foreign policies of the post-war
Labour Governments and of the last Churchill administration in its
early years.

53  aa,rk. Li`f ;e Of Bertrand Ru.ssell, 504.
54 "projection of Britain Abroad",16.

RA1710.052346.
56  |9 oct.  |951,  RAl  710.052347.
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Recent contributions to Russell studies have debated the extent
of Russell's  belligerence  towards  the  Soviet  Union  during  his  so-
called preventive war phase, when he had seemed willing, at the very
least, to threaten Russia with atomic weapons to force its acceptance
ot` a system of international governance more binding than that of the
United Nations.57 Regardless of its degree, the mere fact of this bel-
ligerence  is  worthy  of comment,  for it  separated Russell  from sec-
tions of the Left with whom he would have been comfortable in asso-
ciation at previous and subsequent points of his political life. This is
not to  suggest,  however,  that anti-Communist tendencies  were  alien
to the democratic socialist movement in Britain (or elsewhere for that
matter). The Labour Party was steeped in anti-Communism, owing in
large part to the determined resistance mounted during the inter-war

period by people such as Ernest Bevin (Foreign Secretary from 1945
to  1951)  to  Communist  encroachment  in  the  trade  unions.  But  for
Russell,  as  is  well known, the  formative  influence  on his anti-Com-
munist political thinking was rather different:  namely, the disillusion-
ing  experience  of his journey to revolutionary Russia in  1920,  from
which  the  highly  critical  account,   77!e  Prtzc/j.ce  ¢#c7  77!eory a/Bo/-
sfeev/.sin,  emerged later the same year. And nothing in the political de-
velopment of the Soviet Union prior to the death of Stalin had caused
Russell to soften the stand taken in his book.

It is not difficult, therefore, to fathom the attractiveness to Rus-
sell  of the  Congress  for Cultural Freedom.  This  international  move-
ment of anti-Communist leftist intellectuals was founded in  1950; the
following year Russell  agreed to  serve as one of its honorary chair-
men,  along  with  Benedetto  Croce,  Karl  Jaspers,  Reinhold  Niebuhr,
John  Dewey,  Jacques  Maritain,  and  Salvador  de  Madariaga.58  The

See  Ray  Perkins,  Jr„  "Bertrand  Riissell  and  Preventive  War",  ji4£sb.c//,
n.s.14 (winter  1994-95):  135-53.; David Blitz, "Did Russell Advocate Pre-
ventive  Atomic  War  against  the  USSR`.J",  A"b'b`c//,  n.s.  22  (summer  2002):
545;  and the exchange between  Perkins and  Blitz in  Rz/b'b.c//,  n.s.  22  (win-
ter2002-03):   161-72.
58

See the contrasting accounts of Peter Coleman,  7lrfee L!.bc7'¢/ Co#b.pz.rczc.,v.
The Congress for Cultural Freedom and the Struggle for the Mind Of Post-
wczr E'w7iope (New York: The Free  Press;  London:  Collier Macmillan,1989)
land Fr'ances S. S'aundeTs3 The Cultural Colcl War:  The CIA and the morld Of

Ar/.s ¢"cJ /,6J//c>r.q  (New York:  New  Press,  2000),  as  well  as  reviews of these
two works by, respectively,  Louis Greenspan ("Liberal Conspirators", #if.7-
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founders  and  sponsors  of the  CCF,  including  Russell,  believed that
culture no less than politics was a critical arena of Cold War conflict
and that  it was  imperative to challenge the perceived domination of
the  arts  and  letters by Communists  and fellow-travellers.  This  intel-
lectual struggle was to be waged through academic conferences and
seminars, writers' congresses,  and literary and political journals. The
institutional base of the CCF was in Paris, but a number of national
affiliates were created and operated with considerable autonomy.

Both the CCF and the journals which were published under its
auspices-E#cow#/er in Britain, Pre"veg in France, and Cwc]cJemor in
Latin  America-received  clandestine  subsidies  via  fake  charitable
foundations  set up by the  CIA.  It is apparent,  however,  that Russell

(and many other CCF luminaries) were genuinely unaware of their or-
ganization's sources of financial support, which were exposed in 1967.

Russell regarded the CCF as a liberal bulwark not only against
Communism but also against the excesses of right-wing anti-Commu-
nism. When the organization appeared to Russell to be insufficiently
vigilant in the face of this second threat, he became alienated from it
and eventually resigned  in  1957.  By the  latter date,  Russell's views
on the Soviet Union had undergone some modification, at least to the
extent that he no longer saw any good in placing on record his funda-
mental objections to Soviet-style dictatorship.59 He even exhibited on
occasion a modicum of optimism about the prospects for internal re-
form being carried out by the post-Stalin leadership,  as  indicated by
some  revealing  revisions that were  introduced to the  reprint  in Par-
/rtzj./s/ron Memory of "Why I Am Not a Communist". When Russell
had written this essay for a Background Book in  1954 he thought that
it was merely "possible that in the course of time Russia may become
more liberal". Two years later he altered this passage to suggest that
there were "signs" that it .`will" proceed in this direction.60

+5e//  n.s.   10   [winter   1990~91]:   180-3)  and  David  Blitz  ("Cultural  Cold
War",  fzw6`5`e//, n.s.  21  [winter 2001 -02]:  176).
59  `.I have taken a great deal of time to sift truth from propaganda in regard

to Communist countries", he had told a Mr. Beer on  I  February  1955, "and
I am left with a conviction that Communist regimes are very bad.  But I no
longer think that much purpose is served by saying so in public" (quoted in
Papers T9.. 54).

See Papers 29.. 58.
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At  the  same  time  that  Russell's  hitherto  staunch  anti-Soviet

posture was beginning to soften somewhat in the mid-1950s, he was
growing  increasingly  disturbed  by  the  reactionary  side-effects  of
Cold  War anti-Communism  on American political  and  intellectual
life. Ever since the outbreak of the Korean War in  1950 (if not be-
fore) he had regarded the threats to civil liberties and academic free-
dom  posed  by  the  phenomenon  of Mccarthyism  as  intrinsically
bad.  But he  also came to harbour a deeper fear~namely, that any
further escalation  of the  Senator's brand of strident anti-Commun-
ism,  would be  ruinous  of the  (already  attenuated)  prospects  for  a
stable peace. He felt that it was particularly irresponsible and repre-
hensible, therefore, for an ostensibly liberal organization such as the
CCF to be complicit in promoting this fomi of anti-Communism in
the highly charged atmosphere of American domestic politics.

Russell's first challenge to what he regarded as the lnisdirected
anti-Communism of the CCF arose in  1953 after he discovered that
its   U.S.  branch,  the  American  Committee  for  Cultural   Freedom

(ACCF),  had  smeared as pro-Communist (with  classic guilt-by-as-
sociation tactics)  a  symposium on the Bill  of Rights  hosted by the

purportedly  fellow-travelling  Emergency  Civil  Liberties  Commit-
tee.  Russell  asked his  name  to  be  removed  from the  CCF's  letter-
head list of honorary chairmen and was dissuaded from this course
only  by  assurances  that  the  fractious  American  affiliate  had  been
acting independently of the parent body of which he was a sponsor.
He again reacted angrily the following year, when the ACCF asked
him to withdraw his endorsement of a seventy-fifth birthday tribute
to  Einstein  that  was  being  staged  at  Princeton  by  the  Emergency
Civil Liberties Committee.6'

Two  years  later,  in  1956,  Russell  drew  the  ire  of the ACCF
once more when he publicly (and polemically) protested the convic-
tion  and continuing  imprisonment  of Morton  Sobell,  a  co-accused
of the executed Julius  and Ethel Rosenberg.  What especially  irked
critics such as Sidney Hook and Norman Thomas (both directors of
the ACCF) were Russell's  sweeping condemnation of criminal jus-
tice in the United States and the bolstering of this critique by refer-
ence  to  a  book  on American  civil  liberties  by  Corliss  Lamont,  a

6' See Papers 28:  179.
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notorious fellow-traveller. After Russell's opening salvo in Sobell's
defence  provocatively  compared  "Nazi  atrocities"  with  "atrocities
committed  by  the  FBI",62  he  opened  himself up~neither  for the
first nor the last time in his public life-to charges of anti-Ameri-
canism.  Given Russell's  impeccable  anti-Soviet credentials,  it was
more  difficult to  smear him as pro-Communist,  but  after his  cam-

paign  for  Sobell  was  publicized  in  the  IVcz}z.o73¢/  G#c!ntJz.cz#  (a  pro-
gressive New York weekly),  Sidney Hook accused Russell  of "be-
ing used~and effectively used-as a weapon in the Communists'
political   war   against  the   United   States".63   The  ACCF   objected
strenuously to  the manner in which Russell  had defended Morton
Sobell.64 Russell took their open letter to him as an inexcusable  czd
¢t?mj.#c'm  attack and as  a  cue,  at last,  to resign the honorary chair-
manship of the parent body which he had been holding with some
reluctance  for the past three years.  This decision was  deferred for
almost  a  year  as  the  executive  of  the  international  organization
strove  desperately  to  deter  one  of their "biggest  attractions"  from
taking such a regrettable step. This  characterization of Russell was
made by the CIA's most highly placed operative in the CCF, the lat-
ter organization's executive director, Michael Josselson.65

Russell's break with the Congress for Cultural Freedom is sig-
nificant  in  two  respects.  First,  it  reveals  how  seriously  the  non-
Communist left was divided over the types of anti-Communism that
were desirable. The controversy had pitted Russell against liberal or
social  democratic  intellectuals  for  whom he  might  otherwise  have
felt a certain affinity. As he told the American Socialist Party leader,

62    "The  Sobell  Case",   7lfec  Mcz#c'4cb.fcr  Gz{¢rc/I.¢#,  26   March   1956,  p.   6

(B&R C56.04);  Papers  29:  153.
63   |8   June   1956;   quoted   in   8.   Feinberg   and   R.   Kasrils,   eds.,   Bcr/ra"cZ

RIA9`?e//;s Amer/.ccz. Vol. 2:  /94J-/970 (Boston:  South  End Press,1983), p.  8(i.
64 See  "Bertrand  Russell  Taken  to  Task",    7%€  A4cz#cfeesfer  Gifandz.cz#,  6
April, p. 6.
65  See  Hugh  Wilford,  "Unwitting  Assets?':  British  Intellectuals  and  the

Congress   for  Cultural   Freedom",   rwc#Jz.e/fe   Ce#Jafry  Brz.fz.b`4  I/z.b./c)ry,   11

(2000):   58.  Russell's  final  breach  with  the  Congress  is  also  covered  in
Papers   2f)..   xxxv.l.`.\-xJ.l.`   Bertrand   Russell's   America,  2-.   78-81.  97-8.,
CoLeman,  Liberal  Conspiracy,  L6S-]..  a,nd Sannders,  Cultural  Cold  VIar,
231 -2.

RUSSELL AS COLD WAR PROPAGANDIST                              31

Norman Thomas:  "You and I are on the same side in most matters,
and  I  have  every  wish  to  avoid  magnifying  our  differences".66
Where Thomas (and Sidney Hook) differed from Russell was in the
enduring  intensity  of their anti-Communism and  especially  in  the

persistence of their determination to avoid all political contact with
Communists and fellow-travellers. Russell was far from na.I.ve about
the risks of such associations but had decided by the mid-1950s that
the  pressing  need for an  ideologically diverse  peace  initiative  out-
weighed the risk of such an enterprise being tarnished as pro-Soviet
or captured by the Communist-aligned peace  movement.67  Second,
and  of more  direct  relevance  to  the  present  article,  Russell  main-
tained a vigorous independence throughout his troubled association
with the CCF. Indeed, his relations with the organization grew pro-

gressively more  combative.  While  his  future  in the  CCF  remained
in doubt in the fall of 1956-n account of his still unresolved dis-
pute  with the American  Committee-Russell  took umbrage  at the
failure   of  the   intemational   Congress   to   denounce   the   Franco-
British-Israeli attack on Egypt with the same vigour that it had cen-
sured Soviet military intervention in Hungary.68

Clearly Russell was not following a script that the  CCF's pay-
masters  in the  CIA (and  IRI)69) may have  expected him act  to  out.

"The  State  of U.S.  Civil  Liberties",  rJ4c  IVcw  /,cczder,  40,  no.  7  ( 18  Feb.

1957):  16-18  ( B&R C57.04);  Paperj' 29:   175.  Before  long,  as it turned out,
the  passionate  commitment  of` both  Thomas  and  Russell  to  the  cause  of. nu-
clcar disarmament had revived a .`basis for cooperation  . . .  which tramcended
their sharp disagreement about the impact of the Cold War on American civil
liberties"  (James  Duram,  "From  Conflict  to  Cooperation:  Bertrand  Russell,
Norman Thomas, and the Cold War", R!/s,gc>//, mos. 25 -8  [ 1977]: 66 ).

See  the  present  author's  "Russell  and  the  Communist-Aligned  Peace
Movement  in  the mid-1950s",  RWL?L?c//,  n.s.  2 I  (summer 2001 ):  31 -57.
68 See Pczpcr5`  29:  xxxvii-XXxviii.

69 For example,  the  British CCF publication E#t,.OWH/e'r received a  small  and

secret  stipend  from  the  IRD,  which  also  bought  up  copies  of the  monthly
magazine for overseas distribution (see Defty, op.  t,.z`r., 205). Other ties existed
between  the  TRD  and  the  British  Society  for  Cultural  Freedom  (the  CCF.s
British  affiliate).  Two  of its  executive  officers,  secretary  Michael  Goodwin
and national organizer John Clews, had connections to the  Foreign Office or
lRD,  while  a  third.  chairman  Malcolm  Muggeridge,  helped  set  up  a  covert
subsidy  to  the  British  organization  from  MT6  (see  Wilford,  "British   Intel-
lectuals and the Congress for Cultural Freedom", 49, 56~7).
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Like  other  British  intellectuals  in  the  Congress,  Russell  evidently
"favoured a definition of cultural freedom that was more expansive

than,  and therefore,  sometimes  in  conflict  with,  that  of the  CCF".
Far  from  accepting  the  guiding  hand  of the  CIA,  their behaviour
"often  confounded  and  frustrated  the  intentions  of their  secretive

American  patrons".70  Russell's  truculence  was  a  source  of acute
consternation  to   the   parent   body   in  Paris   which,   as   indicated
already,  regarded Russell as an invaluable patron-especially of its
work  in  Europe  and Asia.  Michael  Josselson  rfught  privately  dis-
miss Russell as an "old fool", but he was nevertheless furious with
the CCF's American af`filiate for provoking the dispute which led to
the latter's relinquishment of his honorary chairmanship.7[  Favour-
ing a more subtle approach to the cultural Cold War than the liberal
anti-Communists  in the American Committee,  the  CIA's Josselson
believed that it was imperative for the CCF to find room for those
who wished to criticize the United States.

But perhaps Russell's breach with the Congress could not have
been averted. His departure was, in a sense, a telling reflection of a
sea change in outlook on the Cold War that had taken place since he
agreed   to   sponsor   the   organization   some   six   years   previously

(around   the   same   time  that  he   embarked   upon  the  publishing
venture  with  Background  Books).  The  most  succinct  appraisal  of
this transformation has been supplied by Russell himself:

I  was brought around to being  more  favourable to  Commu-
nism by the death of Stalin in  1953  and by the Bikini test in
1954;  and I came gradually to  attribute, more and more, the
danger  of nuclear war to  the  West,  to  the  United  States  of
America,  and less  to  Russia.  This  change  was  supported by
developments inside the  United States, such as Mccarthyism
and the restriction of civil |iberties.72

When  Russell  tendered  his  resignation  from  the  CCF  for  a  final
time in January  1957,  he  had already embarked on an anti-nuclear

70 Wilford,  `.British  Intellectuals  and the  Congress  for  Cultural  Freedom",

58, 42-
7\ See Co\eman. Ijiberal Conspiracy.166.

72 Autobiography 3.. 20.
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quest which led first to the inauguration of the Pugwash movement
and  then  to  the  Campaign  for  Nuclear  Disarmament.  The  heroic

years of public protest which followed are of course integral to Rus-
sell's biography.  But they may also  have  served to  divert attention
from some murkier activities engaged in by Russell the  Cold War

propagandist.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  present  article  has  added
some clarity to this earlier phase of Russell's political life simply by
laying  out  some  of the  pertinent  evidence  in a  systematic  fashion.
For a still clearer picture to emerge, however, it will be necessary to
scrutinize  more  closely  all  of Russell's  Cold War associations  and
contacts,  perhaps  from  other  as  yet  untapped  sources  of archival
information.

Bertrand Russell Research Centre
MCMaster University
Hamilton, ON
bone@mcmaster.ca
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I . OPENING:  ONE  HUNDRED YEARS OF RUSSELL, STUDIES  IN  GF,RMANY

German philosophers were  among the  first to  creatively  assimilate
Bertrand  Russell's  philosophy.  In  1908  Kurt Gre]1ing  and  Leonard
Nelson, two pupils of David Hilbert and Edmund Husserl in G6ttin-

gen, published the paper "Remarks on the Ideas of Paradox by Rus-
sell  and Burali-Forti" in which the  so-called Grelling paradox was
first formulated. (Grelling and Nelson  1908) Hilbert made many ef-
forts to establish a chair in exact scientific philosophy based on the
model of the program for exact philosophy put forward by Russell. I
Eventually  he  succeeded,  and  the  newly  founded  chair  was  occu-

pied  by  his  prot696  and  friend  Nelson  in  1919.  Soon  after  he  re-
ceived  the  chair,  however,  Nelson  became  obsessed  with political
activity  against  the  rise  of the  right  radicalism in  Germany which
absorbed all his powers -this to such an extent that he died of phys-
ical exhaustion in 1927 at the age of 45. (Torbov 2005)

Grelling was  estranged by the political strivings of his  friend
Nelson and soon moved to Berlin to work with Hans Reichenbach.
Among  other things,  in  1929  he  published the  well-informed  and
insightful  paper "Realism and Logic:  An Investigation of Russell's
Metaphysics" in  Z7!e A4o#;.a/ and in  1936  "The Logical Paradoxes"
in   Mj.#c7.   At   the   same   time,   Grelling   translated   Russell's   714e
Analysis  Of Miml  .+r[to  Gerrun.I+ in  192] `  The  ABC  Of. Relutivity  in

I On  Russcll's  influence on Hilbert in the years  1910-14 see Mancosu 2003.

35
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+928` The Analysis Of Matter in \929 . and An Outline Of Philosophy
in  1930. It is highly probable that Grelling's intensive work on Rus-
sell  acquainted the other members of the Berlin Society for Empir-
ical Philosophy, Reichenbach in particular, with Russell's work and
with philosophical realism in general.2

Another example  of the  creative reception of Russell's philo-
sophy in Germany during this period is that of Rudolf Camap. We
know  from  his  "Autobiography"  that  Russell's  influence  on  him
was formative. Indeed, Camap's Dcr Rac/rm ( 1922) and Der /ogz.sc4e
Aw¢czil  der  Wrc//  (1928)  were,  pace  altemative  claims  by  Michael
Friedman  and  Alan  RIchardson,  decisively  inspired  by  Russell's
ideas.3 Unfortunately, this tradition of productive reception of Rus-
sell's  philosophy  in  Germany  was  soon  ended.  Camap  moved  in
1926 to Vienna and then to Prague, only to imlnigrate to the United
States in  1936. After Hitler came to power in  1933, Grelling immi-

grated to Belgium but was subsequently captured by the Nazis and
sent to Auschwitz where he died in September 1942.

The situation in Germany today with regard to Russell studies is
different from that of the early years of the twentieth century. It is true
that for decades now, serious efforts have been made to revive analy-
tic philosophy in the country. Unfortunately, Russell is not among the
authors who are seriously investigated; he is used lminly for didacti-
cal purposes as propaedeutic.  In line with these developments,  many
of Russell's books have been translated into German. (So well devel-
oped  were  Russell  studies  in  the   1920s  and  the  beginning  of the
1930s in Germany that many Russell translations today simply remix
translations of these years.4) Some of them.  especially  77!e P"ob/ems
tj/.Pfez./oLs'apky',  are regularly  discussed in undergraduate  seminars  of

philosophy  departments.  This,  however,  scarcely  promotes  a  pro-
found knowledge of his philosophy.

Evidence  for  Reichenbach's   substantial   knowledge  of  Russell   in  these

years is provided by his early paper (Reichenbach  1967), first published in
German  as  "Bertrand  Russell",  yoL5'Lg/.`7c`fec> Zcp£./if#g,  December 2,  1928.

Richardson  and  Friedman  claim,  in  contrast,  that  Camap  was  primarily
influenced   by  the  German  neo-Kantians  of  the  period.   (cf.   Richardson
1998, Freedman 2000) For a critique on their thesis see Milkov 2004.
4 See Russell 2002, 2004.
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This state of Russell studies in Germany is reflected in the follow-
ing two  facts:  (1) There are several publishing houses in the  country
which  issue  series  on  C`Past Masters"  in  philosophy:  Campus  Verlag

(Frankfurt), Julus Verlag (Hamburg), Beck Verlag (Muliich), Herder
Verlag (Freiburg),  and Fischer Verlag (Frankfurt),  among others. But
there is no book on Russell in any of these series. The only introductory
book on Russell in Geman today is the Ernst Sandvoss volume (Sand-
voss  1980)  published by  Rowolt  Verlag  that  appeared  in the  "Bild-
monographien" series in which biographical data (with pictures), at the
cost of philosophical analysis, have prominence.

(2)  Indeed.  there  are  some  good  investigations  conducted  by
German authors on early analytic philosophers. These early analytic

philosophers  are,  however,  all  German-speaking  authors.  Such in-
vestigations  are  Wolfgang  Carl's  book  on  Frege  (Carl  1994)  and
Joachim  Schulte's  books  on  Wittgenstein  (Schulte   1992,   1993),
which were both translated into English. Thomas Mormann's book
on Camap (Mormann 2000)  is also of good quality.  Unfortunately,
there  is  no  book  on  Russell  of a  similar  standing.  The  books  on
Russell published in Germany in the last decades are typically dis-
sertations  which  demonstrate  that  the  post-graduate   student  has
reached a certain level  of knowledge  of parts  of Russell's philoso-

phy  (e.g.,  Bomet  1991,5  Rheinwald  1988,  and Tatievskaya  2005).
They are anything but mature achievements in Russell studies. Even
the newly published book 07ce fJz47?dred  yeczrs a/RWLSLTc// i Pczrac/(jLx;,

edited by  Imaguire's  dissertation  supervisor,  Godehard  Link (Link
2004), does not disprove this claim. There are few German authors
in it who discuss Russell's paradox in the context of his philosophy.

2. MY OVERALL IMPRESSION  OL` [MAGUIRE'S  BOOK

Gut+do lmagivlre's receutbook` Russell 's Early Philosophy:  Proposi-
tions,  Realism,  and  the  Linguistic-Onttllogical  Turn,  is  a  typical
example in this respect. It is the work of a young scholar who is fa-
miliar with Quine,  David Lewis,  and other recent analytic philoso-

phers. He apparently sees his task as that of putting the philosophy

5 Gerard Bomet's dissertation was actually written and published not in

Germany but in the German-speaking part of Switzerland.
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of Russell in the scheme of analytic philosophy as he understands it.
The knowledgeable student of Russell, however, can easily see that
the author is entering the realm of Russell studies for the first time.
Imaguire's endeavor is apparently to outline and deliver a unifyng

picture  of Russell's  philosophy.  As  we  will  see  in  the  pages  to
come,  he  succeeds  in  this,  though  only  at  the  cost  of a  series  of
oversimplifications.

The  author claims,  in  particular,  that the  whole  philosophy  of
Russell  is  divided  into two  parts:  before  and after July  1905  and the
composition  of  "On  Denoting".   His  philosophy  before  "On  De-
noting"  is  called  by  Imaguire  "Russell's  early philosophy",  and  his

philosophy after this paper is called "Russell's later philosophy". Ac-
cording  to  lmaguire,  Russell's  early  philosophy  was  radically  real-
istic, and his later philosophy moderately realistic. This moderateness
is  claimed  to  be  a  consequence  of the  use  of Occam's  razor which
does not tolerate the assumption of superfluous existences. (p.188)

Few  readers  will  welcome  these  claims.  (1)  The  mainstream
inteipretation of Russell, with which I agree, is that his philosophy
can be divided most instructively in four periods:  early, till his real-
istic    turn    and    his    acquaintance    with    the    works    of   Peano

(1898/1900);  early  middle,  until  he  met  Wittgenstein  (November
1912); mature (1913-1919); later, which started with his embrace of
neutral  monism in  1919.  (2)  Russell  started using the term Occam's
razor in print only in  1914.  (Russell  1914,  p.112)

The  book  profits  from  the  newly  published  manuscripts  in
Volumes 2,  3  and 4 of Russell's Co//c>c/ed Papers; it is actually the
first  book in  German  in  which this  new material  is used.  Further-
more,   the   book  is   strongly  influenced  by  Peter  Hylton.s   1990
R:ussell,1detllism, ancl the Emergence Of Aniilytic Philos()phy, a;nd is
also  influenced  by Paul Hager's  1994 book,  Co#/z.7€4£z.ty CZHCJ Cfeci#ge'

in the Develt)pment of Russell's Philosophy.
RWLgse// :s  Eczr/,v  Pfez./oL5ap4y has  four  chapters:  Chapter  1,  Pro-

positional Realism - Chapter 2, Theory of Relations and Pluralism -
Chapter 3, Foundations of Mathematics -Chapter 4,  Critical Real-
ism:  Russell's  Linguistic-Ontological  Turn.  My  impression  is  that
Chapters  1  and  4  are  organically  connected  and  together state  the
main thesis  of the book,  while the  other two chapters  only deliver
additional  information  about what the  author calls  "Russell's  early

philosophy".  This  point  determines  the  order  of  my  exposition  of
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Imaguire's book. After some general comments, I shall review Chap-
ters 1 and 4 of the book, after which I shall go to Chapters 2 and 3.

3.  IMAGUTRE'S GENER^I. CTIARACTERIZATION OIi` RUSSELL'S  PHTLOSOPI-TY

According to lmaguire, the principal metaphysical pob'f./;.tj77 of Rus-
sell's philosophy was that of realism. Russell started with a Platonic
realism, and transformed it in 1905 into a kind of critical, or reduc-
tionist realism.  (Only a few will  find this claim of Imaguire's  con-
vincing.  Russell's   1912  7lfee  P;lob/e77cs  a/ PAz./osapdy  was  still  in-

formed with a kind of Platonic realism.) This was a turn from na.1.ve
and extreme realism to a critical fomi of realism. (p. 216)

The  author further claims that the most important co#cep/ in
Russell's philosophy is that of a proposition. (p. 3) Russell changed
the term "judgment" to "proposition" in his  1899 paper "The Clas-
sification of Relations" (Russell  1899)  after his and Moore's realis-
tic turn of the summer of 1898. It is not by accident that in the same

paper Russell introduced the logic of relations: the two conceptions
are intrinsically connected.

Russell's mczfeocJ in philosophy is, according to Imaguire, that
of analysis of propositions.  (p. 2) This method constitutes the unity
of Russell's  philosophy.  to.  3)  This  reflects  the  influence  on  lma-

guire of Paul Hager's book, in which Hager asserts that the unity of
Russell's philosophy results  from the  method of analysis (as  such)
and the  role  of relations  in this  analysis.  There  is  not only  unity  in
Russell's philosophy,  there  are  many changes as well.  But a single
method runs through all of these changes, and this is the method of
analysis of propositions. The claim also holds true for all other as-

pects  of  his  philosophy.  Russell's  realism,  his  pluralism,  and  as
well, his philosophy of mathematics are all run through with a cer-
tain kind of analysis of propositions. (p. 217)

4.  C[lAPTER  I :  PROPOSTTTONAL REAljlsM

The  task of Chapter  1  is  to  show that the  central  concept  of Rus-
sell's  investigation  is  that  of a proposition.  For  this  purpose  lma-

guire first reviews Moore's and Bradley's notions of a proposition.
Russell  introduced  propositions  into  his  ontology,  following these
two authors, in the summer of 1898 with his turn towards realism.
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My impression is that lmaguire primarily treats Russell's pro-

positions like those  of the Austrian realists,  in  particular Meinong.
Indeed, to  lmaguire,  Russell's propositions are  Meinong's possible
objects  of judgments  (p.  38)  or  his  objective  complex  objects  of

judgments  (p.   120);  Imaguire  compares  them  expressly  with  the
concept of "states of affairs" of Reinach, Stumpf and Marty. (p. 34)
This  explains  why  Russell's   1904  paper  "Meinong's  Theory  of
Complexes  and  Assumptions",  and  its  critical   1905  pendant  "On
Denoting", occupy such a prominent place in Imaguire's book.

Imaguire  argues  that  Russell,  in  his  early  pre-1905  theory  of

propositions, accepts the view that there are entities which exist and
other entities which  subsist;  objects  in space  and time  exist, while
abstract  entities,  such  as  propositions,  subsist.  Only  contradictory
objects,  such  as  round  squares,  do  not  exist.  Russell's  attitude  to-
wards  contradictory  objects  distinguishes  him  from  Meinong  in
1904:  Meinong  embraces  even  them.  Thus,  Imaguire  notes,  exist-
ence and subsistence are primitive concepts for Russell. The objects
in the world obtain their metaphysical status (as non-existing, exist-
ing, or subsisting) through their relation to these two primitive con-
cepts. Further, a fact is an existing proposition. This means that it is
not  the  facts  (the  world)  which  determine  which propositions  are
true  or false,  but the  other way round:  the  true propositions deter-
mine what exists in the world.  Imaguire notes further that Russell's
identification of the sum of all true propositions with existence, also
accepted  in  Wittgenstein's  rrc!c./tj/ctL`',  paves  the  way  for  the  onto-
logy  of possible  worlds.  (p.  58)  It  remains  unclear why Wittgen-
stein's logical atomism was closer to the Russell  of 1898-1903 than
to Russell after 1905 (and especially to Russell from 1912-1918).

Unfortunately,  Imaguire  fails to mention in his  discussion of
Russell's  propositions  that  these  disappear  from his  writings  with
the  introduction of the multiple  relation theory of j.udgment around
1910. Another criticism of Imaguire's treatment of Russell's theory
of propositions  from  1898-1904 is that in the  Pr!.#c/.p/es,  e.g.  in  §§
43 and 65, Russell often speaks as if propositions consist of words.
It is  thus  far from clear that his propositions  are  only  ontological

(non-linguistic) entities. It is also frustrating that the author is silent
about  the  "Russellian propositions"  introduced  into  recent  discus-
sion of propositional attitudes by David Kaplan as a way of explain-
ing his notion of "direct reference".
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5. CHAPTER 4: CRITICAL REALISM:
RUSSELL'S LINGUISTIC-ONTOLOGICAL TURN

This chapter treats the most important turn in Russell's philosophy,
according to Imaguire -that of 1905. In "On Denoting", Russell al-
legedly introduced the principle of ontological reduction, also called
by Russell "Occam's razor".6 The idea of logical construction plays
a central role in the principle of reduction: indeed, only constructed
entities can be reduced.  (p.  201) That  interpretation of Imaguire  is
certainly  incorrect.  Russell  started  to  speak  of "logical  construc-
tions" only in Princlpia Mathematica.

Imaguire's interpretation of "On Denoting" is made wholly in
(Dummett's interpretation of) Fregean terms. On the differences be-
tween Russell and Frege, so widely discussed in the literature, Ima-

guire says nothing. Here is his story:
Until   1905  Russell  believed  that  language  is  a  "transparent

medium" which gives us an unprob[ematic access to ontology. That
is  why  he  claimed  that  "the  study  of  grammar  ...   is  capable  of
throwing far more light on philosophical questions than is common-
ly  supposed  by  philosophers."  (Russell   1903,  §  46)  Russell jetti-
soned this belief in "On Denoting"  when he  argued that there  are
defects in ordinary language. In particular, he showed that the form
of a sentence hides and disguises the form of the proposition. That
is why philosophers must concentrate their efforts on criticizing lan-

guage. To be more specific, language must be purified in the direc-
tion of an ideal language. This was a real hnguistic tum!

In  connection  with  these  ideas  of Russell,  Imaguire  sees  the
theory of descriptions as the beginning of a new critical realism.  It
critically  views  assumptions  of existence  which  are  suggested  by
the  form of our particular language.  (p.  194) This  disproves nai.ve
realism  and  establishes  a  much  more  consistent  and  moderate  real-
ism. This is due to the fact that "On Denoting" eliminates Meinong's

presupposition  that  there  is  a  real  object  corresponding  to  every
meaningful expression. (p.  185)

This may  be  a  fair appraisal  of Russell,  but calling  Russell's

post-1905  realism  a  "critical"  realism  is  at  least  a  bad  choice  of

6 For criticism  of.this view,  scc  §  2, (2) above.
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words,  since  the  expression  has  been  used  at  least  since  1916  to
refer to American realists such as Roy Wood Sellars, George Santa-

yana,  and A.  0.  Lovejoy,  who  had  little  in common with  Russell.
The expression "critical realism" has also commonly been opposed
to "direct realism",7  and as long as Russell had a theory of acquain-
tance, even after  1905, he is probably more of a direct realism than
a critical realist in this latter sense of the term.

In the  last pages  of his book,  Imaguire  claims that this  inter-

pretation  also  explains  Russell's  philosophy  from  1912-1918.  The
main change in his philosophy of these years was that Russell now
eliminated  the  physical  objects  he  accepted  in   77}e  P#ob/ems  a/
P¢;-/osapky and replaced them with logical constmctions. According
to Imaguire, all these developments were a consequence of ideas ar-
ticulated in "On Denoting".  Finally,  Imaguire takes the main claim
of the theory of descriptions to be that denoting phrases never have
meaning  in themselves.  (p.183)  With this  claim,  Russell  accepted
the context principle.

I have three criticisms of this interpretation of "On Denoting":

(I)  I  do  not  believe  that we  can  explain the  changes  in Rus-
sell's  philosophy  of  1912-1918  in  terms  of his  ideas  expressed  in
"On  Denoting".  There  were  other  considerations  (other  tasks)  in

play now, some of them suggested by Wittgenstein.
(2) Something similar to the context principle was already ac-

cepted  in the Prz.#cz.p/es with the theory of denoting phrases which
Russell  elaborated  after  he  became  acquainted  with  the  works  of
Peano. (There, he claimed that the terms in denoting phrases do not
have  meaning  in  isolation;  their  meaning  is  contextually  deter-
mined.8)

(3) Russell was always uncertain about the correctness of the
context principle.  So  his  logical atomism,  as  we  find it in "On the
Relations  of Universals  and  Particulars",  O#r  K#ow/edge  o/ /4e
External  VIorld. iind .\n some pa.pets o£ Mysticism and  Knowledge,
accepts as atoms some individuals (particulars and universals). Only
in The Philosophy Qf Logical Atomlsm did he accept facts as \og±cal

7 This sense of "critical realism" that was opposed to "direct realism" was wide-

ly used in German philosophy of the late nineteenth century as referring, e.g., to
the realisms of Eduard von Hartmam, Alois Rjehl, and Wilhelm Wundt.
8 Cf.  Milkov 2003, p.  52.
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atoms. All this is evidence for the fact that Russell did not become
an  ardent  supporter  of the  context  principle  in  1905.t'  Rather,  his

position on this point was ambiguous,

6. CHAPTER 2: THEORY OF RELATIONS AND PLURALISM

As already noted, Chapters 2 and 3 of lmaguire's book are not a part of
the main story which it tells. Here is the content of Chapter 2 in short:

Russell used his thesis of irreducibility and hence thesis of the
reality of relations  in  order to  disprove  idealism and to j.ustify his

propositional  realism.  (p.  61)  In the Fow#d¢fJ.a"a  a/ Geome/ry,  he
claims that the  objects  of cognition  are  complex:  in order to know
them, we must be able to differentiate them, and in order to differ-
entiate them, they must be external (divergent) to one another. This
is  the  principle  of differentiation,  which  is  based  on  the  form  of
extemality  of  individuals  (i.e.,   "terms").  There  are  at  least  two
forms of extemality,  space and time,  which are most important for
humans:  indeed,  two  time-points  can  be  different  only when they
are mutually external; in contrast, two events can happen together in
time. This is our most fundamental a priori knowledge about space
and so is the first axiom of geometry.

Russell claims further that points are the main category of geome-
try; geometry is understood by him as investigating relations between

points.  top.  67 f.) This conception identifies geometrical and physical
points.  In  his  early  philosophy  of time[°  Russell  criticizes  people's
inclination to accept the view that time is a property, whereas space is a
relation: This belief in the asymmetry between space and time is a pre-

judice. In fact,  space and time have the  same re/c!#tj#cz/ stnicture.  a.
70) At the end of this chapter lmaguire emphasizes that even before his
anti-idealistic  turn,  Russell was convinced of the importance  of rela-
tions and believed that they cannot be reduced to properties.

7. CIIAPTER 3:  FOUNDATIONS OF MATHEMATICS

Chapter  3  of  Imaguire's  book  discusses  Russell's  philosophy  of
mathematics  in  relation  to  his  realism  and  his  method  of proposi-
tional analysis. Imaguire's (nco-Fregean) thesis is that "the analysis

9 Scc  ibid.  pp.81  f.

[° See Milkov 2005.
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of propositions is the methodological basis of Russell's philosophy
of  mathematics"  as  well  (p.   120).  Indeed,  Russell's  fundamental
concepts  of logic and mathematics originated and were founded in
connection with the analysis of propositions.

Imaguire   substantiates   his   interpretation   of  Russell's  phil-
osophy of mathematics  with the  fact that in the Prz.#c.zP/cs Russell
defines mathematics  as  the  set  of all absolute  general propositions
with the form of implication "p  implies g".  Further, the essence of
the  proposition  is the  propositional  function with a variable.  Only
when all constants except logical ones are replaced with a variable
can a proposition reach the realm of mathematics.  This means that
only the introduction of variables,  and the method of generalizing
mathematics,  which  Russell  accepted  after  he  became  acquainted
with  the  work  of Peano,  made  possible  the  transition  from  the
theory of propositions to the theory of mathematical propositions.

In a generalization typical of him, Imaguire claims that "English
analytic philosophy initially came into being (and similarly in Germany
for  Frege)  within  the  framework  of  the  procedure  of  analysis  of
mathematical  propositions."  (p.  121)  In truth,  Russell  introduced the
concept of "analytic philosophy"  only in March  1911  (Russell  1911 ).

Three  years  later,  in  Our  Kn(]wleclge  tiif` the  Extermtll  Wlorld.  It  was
characterized  as  being  apart  from other  sciences  and mathematics,  a
discipline which typically starts from complex and vague data, which
are  analyzed  to  simple  but  most  general  items.  In  contrast,  science
starts  from what  is  simple,  and  its  results  are  complex.  (see  Russell
1914,  pp.  240  ff.) This  description of analytic philosophy  surely has
little to do with the procedure of analysis of mathematical propositions.

8. SOME QUF,STIONS OF STYl,F,

The style of the book is worse then the book itself. Above all, there
is  a  problem  with  the  system  of reference;  in  particular,  Imaguire
uses  two  different  systems  of  reference.  In  some  cases,  he  lists
sources cited in the book in a six-page Bibliography printed at the
end of the book. When a work from this list is cited, Imaguire puts
the name of the author and the year of publication together with the

page number of the cited material in brackets immediately after the
citation.  The  problem  is  that he  uses  another  method  of reference
along with this one, which places the references in footnotes.
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This  confusion  of two  methods  of reference  in  one  book  is
annoying  enough.  Unfortunately,  it  is  not  the  whole  story.  More
than this, the author often mixes the two methods of reference into
one. Then, he often cites sources according to the first method, but
does not list the source in the bibliography. For example, on p.  198
he refers to a passage from "Smith  1985:  385" despite the fact that
there is no "Smith" in the bibliography. The same failure is repeated
on the  next  page,  where  he  speaks  of "Makin  (1995)"  despite the
fact that there is no "Makin" in the bibliography. Only on p. 203 do
we  find  the  source  "Janet  F.  Smith  7lfee  Rwsse//-A4lez.#o#g  Deb¢/e

(1985)" in a footnote,  though without the  specification of where  it
was published.  (In fact,  it was published in Pfoi./osapfry cz#c7 P¢c#-
o"e#o/og/.cci/ Jzesecjrc;.fe, vol. 45, pp. 305-350.) Even worse, in some

places  the  author  simply  gives  false  bibliographical  information.
For  example,  Gideon  Makin  is  referred  to  on  p.   195  n.   143  as
"Gideon Making" and his paper "Making Sense of On Denoting" is

claimed  to   have   been   published   in   1985   when  in   fact,   it  was

published in  1995 in vol.105 of sy#f¢ese on pages 383-412.
There  are  also problems with hyphenation:  In several places,

the first vowel is divided from the rest of the word, e.g., "E-xistenz"

(pp.  34,  206).  That  kind  of hyphenation  is  not  acceptable  in  any
European language. At other times, the words are not hyphenated at
all (for example, "Propos!./j.o#sswdy.e4'/e7?  [subjects of propositions]"
on  p.188),  so that the  words  in the  line  above  are  separated with
enormous spaces between themselves. And with quotation marks, a

passage is often started with German quotation marks only to  end
with English quotation marks. (see, e.g., p.  147)

The  index,  shorter than  two  pages,  is  also  strikingly  poor.  It
combines, unusual for German standards, the index of names and of
concepts  into  one.  I  have  already  mentioned  that  lmaguire  often
appeals  to  the  authority  of Peter  Hylton,  and  occasionally  also  to
that of Paul Hager.  Unfoitunately, we do not find these two names
in the index nor the names of approximately two-thirds of the other
authors referred to in the book. The concepts are even more badly
indexed than the proper names.
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9. EPILOGUE

In my comments above,  I made a number of critical remarks about
Imaguire's  book.  In  this  last  section  of my review,  I  want  also  to
emphasize  that the  author's  exposition of Russell's thought is  for
long stretches clear and persuasive. Especially well written are parts
of Chapter 2, an extract of which was recently published in Ghozer
Pfez./ob'apfez.j'cfee S/#c/;.eJ#.  (Imaguire 2001 )  Students of Russell's phil-

osophy will find these fragments of Imaguire's narrative interesting,
even  stimulating.  Imaguire's  overall  picture  of  Russell,  however,
has little to do with the real Russell.

My guess is that Imaguire's failure to give a true picture of the
whole of "Russell's early philosophy" is due only to the fact that his
theme  is  too  far  flung  for  him  at  this  stage.  However,  I  can  not

preclude that after further study of Russell, he will deliver a more
precise treatment of a part of Russell's philosophy.  His momentary
failure  shows  only that Russell  studies  is  a  rather difficult  field of
investigation,  in  which  academic  excellence  is  only  possible  after
many years of continuing efforts.
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OPINION

BERTRAND RUSSELL AND
THE RUS SELL-EINSTEIN MANIFESTO

RAYMOND PERKINS,  JR.

Bertrand Russell, the great 20th century philosopher and peace
activist, has been gone for 35 years. Russell wrote widely and made
many  contributions to  our understanding  of the  world,  but he  was
especially concerned with the human problem of war and peace in
the nuclear age. His internationalist message-today as relevant as
ever-is one which we ignore at our peril.

The  great  evil  of his  time,  no  less  than  today,  was  what  he
called "fanatical dogmatism".  Its  main manifestations  were  in pol-
itics and religion.  Its causes were  rooted  in a certain narrowness of
intellect  and  emotion  which  he  believed  the  study  of philosophy
could remedy by the cultivation of impersonal thinking and general-
ized sympathy, and by the practice of rational skepticism-suspend-
ing  j.udgment  where  lack  of  evidence  precluded  knowledge.  His

philosophy was an antidote to dogmatic "certainty".  with its inevit-
able intoleranc`e,  cruelty and violence,  and it was an affirmation of
the importance of reason in pursuit of world peace.

This  July  marks  the  50th  anniversary  of the  Russell-Einstein
Manifesto.  With  the  growing  intensity  of the  Cold  War  and  the
advent  of the  H-bomb,  Russell  came  to  believe  that the  continued
existence  of the  human race was in doubt.  With the support of Al-
bert  Einstein  (who  died  soon  after  he  signed  the  Manifesto)  and
other eminent scientists on both sides of the Iron Curtain,  an inter-
national plea  was  issued to renounce  war  and nuclear weapons  as
instruments   of  national   policy.   The   essence   of  the   Manifesto,
fashioned after Russell's  1954 BBC  Christmas talk,  "Man's Peril",
was  as powerful  as it was  simple:  "We  appeal as  human beings to
human beings: Remember your humanity and forget the rest. If you
can do  so, the way lies open to a new Paradise;  if you cannot,  no-
thing lies  before  you but  universal  death." The  Manifesto  stopped
short  of advocating  the  remedy  Russell  and  Einstein  favored~a
system of world governance with a monopoly on weapons  of war
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and the democratic machinery to make, interpret and enforce world
law.  But  it  did  call  on  the  intemational  scientific  community  to
work to publicize the perils of nuclear annihilation. The Manifesto
led  directly  to  the  international  Pugwash  Conferences  first  con-
vened in Pugwash, Nova Scotia in  1957. The Pugwash Movement
was a prime mover in nuclear arlns control, helping to establish Nu-
clear Free  Zones,  the  Partial Test Ban Treaty  (1963)  which  ended
atonric testing in the atmosphere, and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty (1968), now ratified by  189 nations, which has done much to

prevent the  spread of nuclear weapons.  In  recognition of its work,
the Pugwash Conference received the Nobel Peace Prize in  1995.

Russell died in  1970, when the SALT process was just getting
underway, and never saw the great progress in ams control and the
end of the cold war. But he did live to see the advent of the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty by which the nuclear weapons states share
nuclear   technology   with   the   non-nuclear   states   who   forswear
nuclear weapons. And the Treaty requires that the nuclear weapons
states too must eventually abolish their nuclear weapons: they must
seek "...  the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and
... nuclear disarmament, and ... a treaty on general and complete dis-
armament .... "  And most heartening for Russell must have been the
Treaty's insistence that the disarmament be "under strict and effective
intemational  control"-a phrase  suggestive  of the  world  authority
that Russell and Einstein had long felt necessary for world peace.

What would Russell say about the state of the world were he
alive  today?  Certainly  he  would  have  been  amazed  and  greatly
uphfted by the end of the Cold War. But he would see the world as
having squandered the opportunity of the last decade to abolish nu-
clear weapons, what Jonathan Schell has poignantly called our "gift
of time". No doubt, he would rightly assign much of the blame for
this  political  waste  to  the  unilateralist  policies  of the  sole  super-

power  whose  leadership  could  have  fostered  a  truly  international
turn in world history and put us on the way to the "new Paradise"
that  the  Manifesto  envisages.  Indeed,  the  world  since  9/11  has  in
some  ways  slipped back into  the  perils  of nuclear madness  stim-
ulated  by  the  Pentagon's  new  doctrines  of usable  nukes  and pre-
emptive  war.  And  the  unsolved problem of nuclear war has been
compounded by the problem of nuclear terrorism. This is a develop-
ment that Russell  right have predicted for a lawless world where
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"might  makes  right"-a  world  ultimately  incapable  of providing

eitherjustice or security. If he was right, the solution for our nuclear
nightmares will require a new way of thinking based on open minds
and open hearts-and a genuine  commitment to the idea of world
peace based on world law. This is the legacy and lesson of Russell
and the Manifesto for the 21 st century.

Philosophy Department
Plymouth State University
Plymouth, New. Hampshire
perkrk@earthlink.net

DISCUSSION

COMMENTS ON LIEBER'S
"RUSSELL AND WITTGENSTEIN" a

CHRISTOPHER PINCOCK

I  very  much  enjoyed Justin Lieber's  account  of his  philosophical
education at the University of Chicago  in the  1950s and the differ-
ences between  Russell  and Wittgenstein  in his  essay  "Russell  and
Wittgenstein:  A  Study  in  Civility  and  Arrogance'',I  but  he  makes
two remarks in passing which I believe should be corrected. These
corrections  do  not  affect his  main  interpretative  claim  about  Rus-
sell's and Wittgenstein's personalities.

First,   Lieber   claims   that   the   result   of  the   Wittgenstein-
Wdr+s"a;rin cdrLftoorwiior\,  The  Principles  of Linguistic  Philosophy,
"was  in  galley  proofs  in the  late  1930s  when Wittgenstein  finally

put his foot (or jackboot) down, using his considerable influence on
Waismann and the press to stop publication" ( 16). However, one of
the  foremost  experts  on  the  Waismann-Wittgenstein  relationship,
Gordon Baker, has recently claimed "The German invasion of Hol-
land scuppered the publication of the German text of the book. For
unknown reasons the scheme for publishing the English translation
was  aborted."2 There  is  no  evidence that  I  am aware  of that Witt-

genstein's  misgivings  about Waismann's  manuscript  were  the  rea-
son for its failure to appear as planned.

Second,   Lieber   repeats   a   common   misunderstanding   of
Russell's  reactions  to  Wittgenstein's   criticism  of  the   77ze'tjry  tj/
K#ow/ccJge manuscript in the spring of 1913, stating that it "affect-
ed Russell so deeply that he felt, for many years, that he was incap-
able  of serious technical  philosophical  work (the  manuscript  itself

Received January  17, 2005.
\ Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly I+o. \22 (May 2004)..  I +-22
2 L. Wittger+stair+ & F.  Wa.is"nr\`  The  Voices  Of` Wittgenstein..  The  Vienna

Cz.rc./e', G.  Baker (ed.).  New York: Routledge, 2003, p. ;rxz..
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was not published until years after Russell's death). Russell turned
to writing on political and social topics and fiction" (18). This view
of how Russell reacted can most likely be traced to Russell's infam-
ous  1916  letter to Ottoline MOITell, reprinted in his ,4#robJ.ogr¢pky,
where he laments that "I saw that I could not hope ever again to do
fundamental work in philosophy. My impulse was shattered, like a
wave  dashed to pieces  against a breakwater."3  Even the hyperbole
of this letter should not lead us to ignore the fact that Russell wrote
some  of his  most  interesting  and  influential  material  in the  period
between June  1913 and the composition of this letter. These include
the Lectures qub\ished as Our Knowledge Qf the External Wzorld as a
Field for Scienti`ftc Method in Phllosopky ernd The papers "The I+ctar
tion  of  Sense-Data  to  Physics",  "On  Scientific  Method  in  Phil-
osophy" and "The Ultimate Constituents of Matter".4 While perhaps
it is possible that Russell did not view this as "fundamental work in

philosophy",  we  should  certainly  classify  it  as  "serious  technical
philosophical work".

Department of Philosophy
Purdue University
West Lafayette, IN
pincock@cla.purdue.edu

J  8.  Russell, Aw/ob;.ograpky.  New  York:  Routledge,  1998, 282, quoted at J.

Si)ater (ed.), The Collected  Papers  Of Bertrarid  Ru.ssell, vofune 8. London..
Allen  &  Unwin,1986,  pp.  ,ri.,\.-.I;,t.  Scc  also  N.  Griffin  (ed.),   'r7!e  Lslcp/c.c/.>cJ
Letters  Of  Bertrand  Russell:   The  Public  Years,   1914-1970.  Now  York:.
Routledge, 2001, p.114.

8.   Russell,   O"r  K"ow/edge.   Chicago:   Open  Court,1914.  The  papers
mentioned have been reprinted  in J.  Slater (ed.), op.  c!./.

REPLY TO PINCOCK *

JUSTIN  LETBER

I am delighted and encouraged that Christopher Pincock agrees
with the main thrust of my essay, "Russell and Wittgenstein: A Study
in   Civility   and  Arrogance."   Still,   respecting   the   withdrawal   of
Waismann's  book  from  Oxford  Press  in  the  late   1930s,   I  think
Pincock's  comments  may  stand  in  need  of correction  or,  perhaps,
amplification.  On  the  issue  of Wittgenstein's  negative  influence  on
Russell,  however,  there  is  certainly  some justice  in  his  rejection  of
what  may  be  my  overreliance  on  Russell's  almost  certainly  exag-

gerated clain that due to Wittgenstein's criticisms he "could not hope
ever again to do fundamental work in philosophy." I probably should
have  emphasized  that  Russell /e/f that  he  was  incapable  of serious
technical philosophical work and not that he was I.# /czcf incapable of
it,  although he still came to devote much of his time to political and
social matters rather than to technical philosophy after his encounter
with Wittgenstein. Still. as usual, there is more to be said.

Pincock   quotes   Gordon  Baker's   comment   that   a   German
language  version  of  Waismann's  book  was  "scuppered"  by  the
German  invasion  of  Holland,  while  "For  unknown  reasons  the
scheme    for   publishing   the    English   version   was    aborted    [it
eventually appeared, much emended, as 7lfee Pri7tc;.p/eLg a/i;.#gt#.s/j.c
P4z./(Jsapdy,I  in  1965]." Pincock adds that he knows of no evidence
that  Wittgenstein's   "misgivings"   caused  this   failure   to  publish.
However, we do have the following reports about the publication of
the book.

First, Rom Harre, editor of prz.#czP/es, writes in its preface:

The original version of this book was written and prepared for
publication before the Second World War, but was withdrawn
by Waismann on the eve of publication. Thereafter he worked
over  and  over the  galleys  adding  to  and  developing  the  rna-
terial, and compiling hundreds of sheets of inserts. a. xz.z.)

Received January 23, 2005.
`  F . Wdrls"ann, The Principles  Of Linguistic  Philosophy. Rlorn I+zrrre (ed.).

London:  Macmillan,1965.
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And  Marie  MCGinn  writes  in  her  review  of the  Baker-edited  714e
Voices  Of Wittgenstein:  The Viienna Circles..

Waismann  eventually  conceded  that the  whole  [collaborative]
scheme was unworkable [because at each meeting, Wittgenstein
would  passionately  demolish  ideas  he  had  expressed  at  the
previous meeting], and he and Schlick persuaded Wittgenstein to
abandon the idea of co-authorship and authorize the two of them
to write the text. After Schlick's murder in June 1936, Waismann
felt he owed it to his fomer mentor to see the project through to
completion,  although  it  seems  clear that  Wittgenstein  became
increasingly hostile to Waismann's use of his ideas. The hostility
is  not  altogether  impossible  to  understand.  The  thoughts  that
Wittgenstein expresses  in  'Dictation for  Schlick' are  ones that
form  the  basis  of  many  of  the  themes  of  the  Pfez./oj'apfez.c`c!/
/#vesf7.gw/z.o#bT,  and  it  must  have  been  extremely  difficult  to
watch someone else give a presentation of them in which they
can  still   be  recognized  but  in  which  they  have   also  been
completely transformed. Cordon Baker concedes that Waismann
is almost certainly one of the people Wittgenstein has in mind
when he speaks, in the Preface to the J#v.>s//.grf/.o„s, of his ideas
being   "variously  misunderstood,   more   or   less   mangled   or
watered  down".  In  the  circumstances,  it  may  seem  an  act  of
exceptional generosity by Baker - prompted in part, perhaps, by
t#goe,fsnt::i,:t:o?c:finwvii:::nanLf,:i::xi.!osuggestthatwehear

So we cJo seem indeed to know the reason why the book, which was
already  in galley proofs and so already, expensively,  set in type, was
withdrawn: Waismann withdrew it. We also have some evidence as to
why  Walsmarm   might   have   withdrawn   it.   Moreover.   Waismann
continued vigorous philosophical publication until his death in  1959.
while  at the  same time  working away at the galleys but making no
attempt to publish it, which he easily could have done. In the  1970s, I
was  told  by  a  scholar  in  a  position  to  be  quite  sure  about  it  that
Wittgenstein   demanded  that  Waismann  withdraw  the  book  from

publication.  Although  this  individual  did  not  purport  to  say  this  in
confidence, I am unable now to get permission to identify him.

2 Marie MCGinn, "Review of L.  Wittgenstein and F.  Waismann.  71fec  I/oi.t,'es'

Of` Wittgenstein:  The Vienna Circle,"  Notre Dame Phil.  Rev.. 2004.06.06.
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Russell's  case  is  more  complex.  Respecting  the   772eory  a/
K#ow/edge..  7lfee  /9/i  A4lcz#z45crz.p/,3  its  editor,  Elizabeth  Ramsden
Eames, comments:

It is strange that Russell, who seldom retreated from recount-
ing his  own failures  or faults,  should have not reported the
fact that he had written a large part of a major work on the
theory of knowledge which had been intended as his first im-
portant  philosophical  work  after Prz.73c!.p;.a  A4lc}/4emaczJz.ccz  and
which he was forced to abandon under circumstances which
constituted an "event of first-rate  importance  in  my life." In
fact,  the  existence  of the  partial  book  manuscript  was  not
known until the Bertrand Russell  papers  were  catalogued in
1967, prior to their sale, and, at that time Russell did not re-
spond to inquiries about it (I.bz.cJ„ vz.I.I.).

Eames  also  tells  us  that  Russell  "leapt  over"  the  theory  of know-
ledge   in   the   immediately   following   work   that   Pincock   cites.
Respecting  "On  Scientific  Method  in  Philosophy,"  which  Russell
delivered  as  a  lecture  prior  to  pubhcation  in  1914,  Eames  quotes
Russell to Ottoline Morrell:

It  worries  me,  because  I  can't  get  interested,  or  feel  that  it
matters  ...It will  bring me  20  but it will  be  a miserable pot
boiler (p.  55)

Throughout this period, Eames suggests, Russell's pressing need to
earn what money he can forces him to put together the lectures that
become Our Knowledge Of the External VIorld, and the three essays
that Pincock cites, which she suggests derive from the lectures, and
thus  also  from  his  financial  circumstances.  Furthermore,  it  is  not
absurd to suppose that Russell regarded all this work to derive from
the  thinking  he  had done before Wittgenstein's criticisms  of 1913;
Our Knowledge Of the External Wzorld is cornrnonly thought to have
been  what  Russell  intended  to  write  as  a  part  of the  1913  manu-
script,  had he  finished it.  In any case,  with the exception of "The
Relation of Sense  Data to  Physics," he  may  well have  thought of
this work as popularization.

3   Bertr{tmd  F`ussctl,  Theory  o`f  Knowledge..   The   1913   Manuscript,  E.  F\.

Eames (ed.) in collaboration with K. Blackwell, London:  Routledge,1984.
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Still, in keeping with his civility and his modesty, Russell had,
even  before   1913,  made  it  clear  to  a  number  of  people  that  he
supposed Wittgenstein to be his successor, who would take the next
important  steps  in  philosophy.   It  is  surely  in  keeping  with  the
Socratic tradition that the man who was the greatest philosopher of
the Twentieth Century should have,  again in his  civility and mod-
esty, under-estimated his own achievements and capacities.

Philosophy Department,
University of Houston
Houston TX 77004
jleiber@uh.edu

END MATTER

Traveler's Diary /  Conference Report

Right  up  until  the  last  moment,  whether  the  Paciflc  APA  would
actually occur in  San Francisco  was an open question.  Rumors of
striking  hotel  workers  flew  back  and  forth,  causing  many  to  ask
whether  the  APA  could  in  good  conscience  break  faith  with  the
workers  of the world (who have nothing to  lose but their jobs)  or
whether it perhaps ought to meet in Sam Diego.

I  hear from a colleague that the conference did come off,  but

you can't blame it on me.
When I departed New York for the conference the weather was

clear and fine and I was excited. Big hills, blue sky, and the sun set-
ting  over  the  ocean  were  in  my  future.  Though  I  would  drive  7
hours  to  Erie,  PA  and  fly to  San  Francisco  in the  moming  I  was
carefree: work was over, the Easter weekend was imminent, and life
was good. My optimism remained untouched by the snow and rain
that   worsened   as   trafflc   crept   towards   Pennsylvania's   Pocono
mountains; and after driving several hours along I-80 my principle
concern was simply to find a place to stop. I was to get my wish.

Around  6  pin our painful  stop-and-go  slowed to  a  stop.  Like
well-trained  dogs  that both  sit  and  stay,  we  were  immovable.  An
hour passed, two, then three:  I ate raisins, read a book, cleaned out
my car in the center of a ring of diesels, back-lit by towering klieg
lights. Outside the circle was snow and ice and black night.

By  midnight  a  tiny  amount  of shuffling  forward  and  sliding
managed to open a gap next to me through which I could squeeze,

perpendicular to my by now good friends. Having done so, I turned
my car onto the breakdown lane  and limped off in a snit.  I passed
alongside  an  endless  queue  of trucks  and  cars,  leaming  that  I-80
was "closed", that I should abandon all hope. But I was defiant. My
options being what they were  (slim),  I took a side-road,  driving in
righteous  wrath the  road and into  a  ditch,  where  I  stuck,  blinkers
blinking, like a candle in a birthday cake.

[Fade to black]
On the road again around  1 :00 am, I crept ever so cleverly and

stubbomly  along  an  unfamiliar  road  in the  wake  of a  number  of
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colossal  plows.  Turns  out  they  were  going  my  way,  since  I  was
eventually brought past the mountains and back to I-80.

Even  out  of the  mountains the  scene  was  apocalyptic.  Every-
where  cars  lay  strewn:  belly up  on the  meridian,  on the  shoulder,
snow-covered and abandoned,  or fallen to a terrifying doom in the
depths beyond the guardrails. Like Cerebus guarding Hell's gate,  a

police car blocked the entrance to the interstate. Perhaps it too was
stranded.  In  any event,  I  slipped by  it undeterred.  Conceding that I
had missed my flight -it was 3:30 am, the airport was still 6 hours
away,  and  I  was  exhausted -  I  found  a  motel.  There  I  slept,  rose,
and rushed to the highway by 7:00 am, driving to the Erie airport in
hopes of a later mght only to discover that no seats were to be had
on any plane going anywhere. Ah, Easter:  symbol of the Resurrec-
tion, of the spirit traveling from death to life, no doubt by plane.

I  wasn't  the  only  casualty  of the  BRS  session.  One  speaker
dropped  out  early;  fortunately,  Bob  Riemenschneider  was  able  to
step  in to replace him.  Jane Duran,  another speaker, became ill and
missed  the  session  altogether.   A  similar  fate  must  have  hit  the
audience, who, according to Sandra Lapointe, the third speaker, was
also missing from the session.-ROSALIN D C`AREy

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY,  INC.

1st Quarter 2005 Treasurer's Report
Cash Flow

1/1/2005  -3/31/2005
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BALANCE 12/31/04                                 8,289.04

INCOME
Contributions

BRS 475.00
TOTAL Contributions                  475.00

Dues
New Members
Renewals
TOTAL Dues

Meeting lncome* *

TOTAL INCOME

EXPENSES
Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Paypal Fees

TOTAL EXPENSFIS

TOTAL OVERALL

140.00
5,182.55

5,322.55
234.00

6,031.55

31.19

94.37
31.03

156.59

5,874.96

BALANCE 3/31/05                                  14,164.00

*   Includes two members who renewed as Life Members. We

recommend they take professional advice on the tax status of their
dues.

**    We still haven't paid about $500 for the g#ctr/er/y for the 3rd & 4th

quarters, 2004, &  1st quarter, 2005. This is after Lehman College's
contribution of about $800. This will be paid shortly. We haven't yet
paid for the 2004 JZ#b`b'e//. This runs about $2500 to $3000 a year.

Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer
djdarland@qconline.com



GREATER  RUSSELL  ROCHERSTER  SET

Coll  (585)  424-3184          7  pin.,  $3/FreetowBVMembers

Visit The Bertrand Russell S()ciety Quarterly Onlz7i€
Ivew/y Updated Content of Past and Present Issues at:
http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophyroRSQ/



THE BERTRAND RUSSELL
SOC|Err¥

QUARTERLY
Number 127 / August 2005

WHAT IS ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY?

Published by The Bertrand Russell Society with the
Support of Lehman College ~ City University of New York



:::rgiE:TR¥uRsUoS::e;.S]?:I:bTs8e:¥::iReL;£et*:,`;:t'|`¢|!:i'w`:#|1':;,'#
articles on the history of analytic philosophy, especially lli("® p®mlltl||| to
Russell's  life  and  works,  including  historical  matorii`l#  Miiil  i'®vl.wl  o|
recent  work  on  Russell.  Scholarly  articles  appearing  ill  tllo  (/I/il/I/®rly  lfil

peer-reviewed.
EDITORs:  Rosalind Carey and John Ongloy

ASSoCIATE EDITOR:  Ray Perkins Jr.
EDITORIAL AsslsTANT: Cony Hotnit

EDITORIAL BOARD
Rosalind Carey, Lehman College-CUNY
John Ongley, Edinboro University of 1'^

Raymond Perkins, Jr., Plymouth State University
Christopher Pincock, Purdue University

David Hyder, University of Ottawa
Anat Biletzki, Tel Aviv University

SUBMISsloNS:    All    communications    to    the   Bcr/ra#d   #l/,`'.W//   iYltll/IO/

g#arrc'dy,  including manuscripts,  book reviews,  letters  ttt  11`o oitllit|,  tl¢,,
should   be   sent  to:   Rosalind   Carey,   Philosophy   Dcpiutiiioill,   l*hmm
College-CUNY, 250 Bedford Park Blvd. West, Bronx, NY  I ()46W, UI^, #
by enail to: rosalind.carey@lehman.cuny.edu.

SuBscRIPTloNs:  The  BRS  g#clrfer/j;  is  free  to  membc"  `tl' llw  Hnd
#0*Russen Society.  Society membership is $35  a year for ill(livl{lunll,

couples, and  $20  for students and those on linited inctiii`ol.  Man
a,lsd  incindes  a. s,ubscriptin to  Russell:  The  Journal  ti|` Il®Hrand
S}wdj.es, published biannually by the  Bertrand Russell  RomnNh (3"
MCMaster Uliiversity, and other Society privileges.

INSTITUTIONAL AND  INDlvlDUAL  suBscRIPTIONs  to  the   i}l`S  {giviwrfdy
$20  a year.  Send membership  dues or subscription  l`eo lm ®l`ouk Or
order, bayable to `The Bertrind Russell Society', to:  Donl`il I)lllundi
Treasurer,1406 26th Street, Rock Island, IL, 61201 -2837. US^,

SINGLE IssuEs  may be obtained  for $5  by  sending chock  I)I money
payable  to  `The  Bertrand  Russell  Society'  and  nddrcdro(I.  "  rty
;ubscriptions,  to   Dennis   Darland.   BACK  IsSUES   are  alm  $5
availability of current and back issues query: Tom St!inloy, HRa
at:  tom.stanley@valley.net.

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Quarterly  is indexed in  I.h.  PM
/7tdex.  It is published in February, May, August, and Nov.mb.
port from Lehman College. Full text of past issues can b® vl.wed
hfty/^M^M/.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophyreRSQ

ISSN:  1547-0334

© 2005. All rights remain with contributor..

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIErrY QUARTERLY

Number 127 / August 2005

WHAT IS ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY?

CONTENTS

In This Issue
Society News

Features

Implications of Recent work on Analytic philosophy                        11
AARON PRESTON

Letterto theIvew yorfr r!."es, 25 May 1955, Introductionby         31
RAY PERKINS JR.                                                  BERTRAND RUSSELL

Review Essay

What is Analysis? Review of Michael Beaney, ``Analysis",
Stariford Encyclopedia of philosopky                ]oEN CINGLEX

End Matter

Minutes of the Bertrand Russell Society Annual Board of
Governors Meeting, May 14, 2005

In Memoriam: Joseph Rotblat, Whitfield Cobb

33

53

56

Trove/cr 's D!.czry, Treasurer's Report, GRRS, BARS                         57

Cover: Bertrand Russell lecturing at UCLA, 1939.
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THE HISTORy oF ANALyTIC PHILOSOPHy MoVEMENT exploded onto
the philosophic scene in 1990 with the publication of Peter Hylton's
stJldy Russell, Idealism, and the Emergence Of Analytic Philosopky.
Though the  movement had existed at least a decade before that,  it
was then that it reached critical mass. A flood of works in the sub-

].ect  quickly  followed Hylton's  1990  book,  and history of analytic
philosophy emerged as a prominent part of contemporary philoso-
phy. One problem with the early work in this new field was that it
did not often ask what  analytic philosophy itself was, but assumed
that this was already well known. As a result, these works frequent-
ly  ended  up  uncritically  fleshing  out  old  stories  about  the  history
and nature of analytic philosophy with new details, rather than re-
vising  our pictures  of what  analytic philosophy is  and  was.  How-
ever, this shortcoming of much of the new history soon became ap-

parent, and toward the end of the 90s, historians of analytic philoso-
phy increasingly began asking the  question:  What is  analytic phil-
osophy? Today there are a respectable number of studies onjust this

question and interest in the subject is still growing.

THE PRESTON CHALLENGE:  In this issue of the Berzrcz7tc7 j2#Sse// So-

c!.edy gwcrr/erJy, AARON PRESTON surveys the recent historical work
on the nature of analytic philosophy and draws the controversial but

plausible conclusion that there is not now, nor has there ever been
any such school, movement, or tradition of thought as analytic phil-
osophy, and that the idea that any such philosophy ever existed is an
i+1usiorL. Call this  ``The Preston Challenge " .1£ you thir\k there was
one  particular  kind  of philosophy  that  was  analytic  philosophy,
Aaron Preston would like you to please tell him what it was, prefer-
ably defining the entity in terms of necessary and sufficient condi-
tions. He says it can't be done.

ALSo IN THIS ISSUE,  we  review  MICHAEL BEANEy's  study of phil-
osophical  analysis. Beaney is writing a lengthy and ambitious sur-
vey of the various ideas  of philosophical analysis that have existed
from Plato to Quine and beyond. A first report of his study exists as
a long entry by him on "Analysis" in the S'fcz#/ord E#c)/c/oj7edj.cz o/
P#l./osapky,  and a book by him on the subject is near completion.
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While Beaney's Slfcz#/ord article on analysis surveys the idea from
Plato to the present, it focuses  on analysis as it was conceived by
20th century analytic philosophy,  and so has attracted much atten-
tion among historians of analytic philosophy. Beaney's work is one
of the most ambitious attempts in the field to date to say what ana-
lysis is. In it, he describes the various types of philosophical analy-
sis that have existed throughout the history of philosophy using des-
criptions of his own design of these different types of philosophical
analysis. According to our review, sometimes his descriptions work
and sometimes they don't.

ONCE AGAIN, RAY PERKINS SELECTS AND INTRODUCES a letter to the

editor by Russell.  This  issue's  letter  was  written to  the Ivew  york
r!.meg  6  weeks  before  the   1955   announcement  of  the  Russell-
Einstein Manifesto. Though unpublished at the time, the letter has
recently been published in Russell's C'o//eczed Pczpers.1 In the letter,
Russell   reaffirms   his   commitment   not  just   to   the   abolition   of
nuclear weapons but more broadly to the abolition of war.

In  Society  News,  TIM  MADIGAN  shares  his  memories   of  PAUL
EDWARDS,  recently  deceased  honorary  member  of  the  Bertrand
Russell  Society and editor of the  1967 Macmillan E#eycJoped!.a o/
Pfti./osap7i);,  which is  one of the monuments of 20th c. philosophy.
Also   in   Society  News,   PETER  STONE   reviews   WARREN   ALLEN
SMITH's new book GoSJJP/roJ# ,4cross f7!c Po7!d. And rounding out
the   9wczr/err);,   this   issue's   installment   of  the   Traveler's   Diary
reports  on the BRS  session at the  last Central Division meeting  of
the American Philosophical Association.

i  CPBR Vol. 28, Ma7!'s Perl./, ed. Andrew Bone, Routledge 2003, p. 289.

SOCIETY NEWS

THE  32ND ANNUAL MEETING OF  THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY

convened  May  13-15 at MCMASTER UNIVERSITy, as it has in 2001,
1990,1983,1981,  and  1978.  This year's  meeting,  hosted by Ken-
neth  Blackwell  and Nicholas  Griffin,  overlapped with the  confer-
ence  `Russell v Meinong:  100 Years after 0# De#of!.#g', which was
organized by Griffin and Dale Jacquette to celebrate the centenary
of Russell's  landmark essay  `On  Denoting'.  The  two  conferences
attracted  an  interesting  mix  of Russellians  and  Meinongians,  63

people in all.   As always, the talks were excellent, the company en-
j oyable, and the conversation stimulating.

MCMaster  University,  home  of the  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  AR-
CHIVES  and BERTRAND RUSSELL RESEARCH CENTRE,  and epicenter

of Bertrand Russell studies, takes up a substantial portion of real es-
tate on the southwest comer of Hamilton. Located in the vicinity of
NIagara  Falls,  Hamilton  is  easy to  reach from Toronto  by  driving
alongside shimmering Lake Ontario on the QEW. But within Ham-
ilton, streets become willful, seemingly intent on turning you back
downtown,  away from MCMaster.  Once  arrived, however,  there is
always much to do-parking, dithering, checking in and registering,
meeting others,  and, especially,  nosing about the Russell Archives.
Later, a crowd of Russellians enjoyed a buffet of lasagna and listen-
ed to  a recording of the  July 91955  Russell-Einstein Peace  Mani-
festo press conference. Ken Blackwell, Andy Bone and David Blitz
also  engaged  in  a  panel   discussion,   Zlfec  jzwsse///Ej.#s/e!.#  Pecrce
Manif esto :  5 0th Anniversary Ref lections.

Both  the  BRS  AM  and  the  OD  conferences  tuned  out  to  be
located  in  the  vast  basement  of a  complex  of buildings  near the
library and student center. In some ways the venue was ideal, with
large and small classrooms, a big room for gathering between talks
for snacks and coffee. But the rooms might as well have been in a
maze, a fact adding much to the disorientation and mass confusion
of latecomers arriving minutes before  curtain call.  Meanwhile, the

appearance  of new blood-the Meinongians!-added a frisson of
excitement. What strange, pale breed was this, come to share space
with us Russellians? What would the day hold?

If titles  of talks  are  any  indication  of intellectual  sensibilities,
compared to the Meinongians, who fixed their minds' eyes chastely
on ffte and cz, Russellians are intellectually wanton, ogling any sub-

5
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ject that comes along. This was apparent on the first moming. Chad
Trainer  began  the  day  with  ``Solitary,  Poor,  Nasty,  Brutish  and
Short:  Russell's  View of Life Without World-Government",  a talk
in which he compared Thomas Hobbes' views on national govern-
ments  with  Russell's  views   on  world  governments.  Chad  sees
Russell  adopting  Hobbesian views  on  world  government,  despite
Russell's disapproval of Hobbes' views on government.

With the discovery that Ed Boedeker's scheduled discussion of
Logical  Platonism  and  the  Theory  of Types  had  been  cancelled,
Cara RIce took the stand.   Speaking  on "Who  Stole the  Future?",
Cara  discussed the  allegations  that  Aldous  Huxley's  novel  B#czve
Ivei^;  7yor/cJ is based on the penultimate chapters of Russell's earlier

philosophical   work   7lfoe  Slc!.e#f!#c   OwJ/oo4.   Throughout  his   life
Russell  claimed that  Huxley borrowed heavily from  Zlrfee S:cz.e#fi#c
OwJ/oo4;  Cara,  who  carefully scrutinized his claim,  came  down on
Russell's side, along the way giving us insight  into Russell's views
on science.

Andrew Bone,  of the Bertrand Russell Research Center,  deliv-
ered the final talk before lunch. In "What Russell Got Wrong in the
1930s", he discussed Russell's pacifism leading up to World War 11
in  the  1930s,  suggesting  that  Russell's  acceptance  of the  need  to
stand up to Germany militarily was reluctant and slow in coming.

Lunch break meant work for Board members:  deciding the loca-
tion  of next  year's  meeting  (Iowa City)  and the  like:  readers  may
consult the meeting minutes at the back of this issue for further de-
tails of the meeting. After lunch, BRS President Alan Schwerin led
a master class in a debate on Russell's essay "On Vagueness", ask-
ing whether objects and not merely our knowledge of them can be
vague. The debate was animated in its inability to agree as to what
Russell thought was  or wasn't vague.  Howard Blair followed with
"Russell on the  Structure of Spaces (and Times)". A mathematician

at  Syracuse  University,  Blaire  explained  in lay terms  how  Russell
constructed  concepts  such  as  number,  continuity,  space,  and time
from  structures  of relations,  while  demonstrating  some  problems
with  Russell's  views;  it  was  a pleasure  to  have  a  mathematician
share his point of view with us, as he did during his own talk and in
later discussions.

When  Andrew   Lugg   addressed  the   Society  with   a  talk  on
``Russell  as a Precursor of Quine, Quine as a Follower of Russell",
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he  emphasized  the  similarities  between the  philosophies  of W.O.

Quine and Russell; he maintains that it makes more sense to view
Quine as the last Russellian rather than as the last Logical Empiri-
cist.  Bemard Linsky followed with a description of his current re-
search at the Russell Archives into the second edition of Whitehead
and   Russell's   Pr!.J7czZ7!.cz   Mczjfoe"czZz.ccz,   suggesting,   among   other
things,  that  Russell  merely  experimented  with  the  Wittgenstein-
Ramsey views he is commonly thought to have embraced there.

As the  day progressed  a mysterious  television crew  appeared,
and began to interview Chad and others-about/. '#e Sczi.s qwo!../ The
afternoon  saw  a gradual ebbing  of shyness,  an impulse to mingle,
and ties began to be forged between the `Others'  and us. The even-
1ng commenced,  as custom demands, by imbibing thimbles of Red
Hackle  and  chattering  over  supper,  this  time  with  several  of the
cerebral  Meinongians  as  guests.  Over dessert  Tim Madigan enter-
tained us with "What a Character -Bertrand Russell in Fiction."

On  Sunday,  Michael Potter  began  the  session  with  a  talk  on
``Impulse  and  Desire  in Russell's  Emotivism",  in  which  he  exam-

ined  the  emotivism  in  Russell's  1916  Pri.#c!Z7/es  o/Slocz.¢/ Reco7t-
sZ"cfi.o#.  David  Goldman,  psychiatrist  and  BRS  board  member,
then shared his discipline's perspective on Russell in `A Psychiatrist
Looks at 77!e CoJtqwesf o/Hczj?i?!.#ess'. Following this,  a panel con-
sisting  of  Tim  Madigan,  Bob  RIemenschneider,  and  Peter  Stone
came  together to  discuss  "Harriet  Ward's .4  A4cz73  o/Slmcz// Jmpor-
fcz#ce".  Harriet  Ward,  it  will  be  remembered,  is  the  daughter  of
Dora Russell  and Barry Griffin-Griffin is the "man of small  im-
portance" referred to in the title of the book. In the book, Ward dis-
cusses  the  relations  between  Dora  Russell,  Bertrand  Russell,  and
Griffin.  A  review  of the  discussion  will  be  published  in  a  future
Issue of the 8t/czrfer/y.

Concluding  the  conference  with  a  bang,  Stephen  Heathom,  a
historian  at  MCMaster  University,  spoke  on  `The  Eugerical  Dis-
course in Russell's A4cz„I.czge cz7!d Mor¢/S'. Heathom stated that his
talk  would  show  Russell's  thinking  on  eugerics  up  to  the   1930
j\4lcz77'!.czge  ¢#d  A4lorcz/s,  but  it  delivered  even  more  than  was  pro-
mised, giving us, in fact, a furly comprehensive survey of the state
of eugenic thought,  along with Russell's place in, it up to  1930.  It
was a delightful history lesson and a delightful note on which to end
the  conference.  All in all, the weekend was  a pleasant one indeed
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and made  a strong  case for combining BRS  annual meetings with
those of other groups in the future.

OuR FRIENDs AT MIND, the premier British journal of analytic phil-
osophy, report that this October they are celebrating the centenary
of Russell's landmark article "On Denoting", which they call `the
most famous paper in analytical philosophy in the first half of the
twentieth  century",  with  a special  centenary issue  of Mi.#d.  Their
October 2005  Centenary Issue of Mz.7!d is edited by Stephen Neale
and contains articles by Ray Buchanan and Gary Ostertag (`Has the
Problem of Incompleteness Rested on a Mistake?'), David Kaplan

(`Russell  on Denoting'),  RIchard L.  Cartwright (`Remarks  on Pro-
positional Functions'), David Kaplan, Saul Kripke (Russell's Notion
of Scope and the Hydra Problem), Alex Oliver and Timothy Smiley

(`Plural Descriptions and Many-valued Functions'), Nathan Salmon
(`On Designating'),  Stephen Schiffer (`Russell's Theory of Definite
Descriptions'),  and  Zoltin  Gendler  Szab6  (`The  Loss  of Unique-
ness'). To order, visit www.mind.oxfordjournals.org

Do  TELL!  Warren  Allen  Smith  has  a  collection  of essays  out-
Goss!Z7 /Jiom ,4cross  jfee Po7icJ.  (chelcpress,  P.O.  Box  30196,  New
York,  NY  10011,  chelcpress@nyc.rr.com).  Peter  Stone  sends  us
this report of it:

Who says philosophers can't enjoy gossip? That, in a nutshell, is
the message of Gos5zP /ro" j4cross' f7!e Po7!d, by longtime BRS
member Warren Allen Smith.  GOSs!Z7 /ron j4c#osS ffoe PoJtd col-
lects a decade's worth of Warren's regular column from the Brit-
ish  magazine  G¢);  cz7tcz I,esbz.cz7t  fJ#"cr#!.sZ.  The  articles  included

cover a wide variety of topics,  but  all relate to two eternal  sub-

jects of gossip-who's gay and who doesn't believe in God. The
reader encounters the "gay mafia" (p. 79), gay penguins (pp.  102,
106), Elton John checking into hotels under the name ``Sir Colin
Chihuahua"  (p.  19),  as  well  as  plenty  of humanist  philosophy.
Some is serious, as when Gore Vidal states, "I'm really interested
now in tr)ring to destroy monotheism in the United States. That is
the source of all of the problems" (p. 8). Some is less so, as when
mocking the idea that ``the Good Lord works in mysterious ways"

(pp. 42-43).  There's even the occasional reference to philosophy
more traditionally conceived,  although always spun in Warren's
inimical    way.    One    involves    Gore    Vidal,    Paul    Newman,

SOCIETY NEWS 9

Nietzsche, and a homy army chaplain (p. 8). And what discussion
of philosophy (gossipy or otherwise) would be complete without
at least  one reference to Russell?  Warren tells of taking a house
tour   in   which   he   met   renowned   architect   Philip   Johnson.
``Johnson,"  he  writes,  ``asked  me  my  occupation,  and  I  replied

that at the  moment I  was teaching Bertrand Russell's  77%y Jj4"
IVoJ cz Cforz.SZz.cz# ....  He knew Russell's work well,  so  I  asked if he
was  a naturalist.  He  sald something to  the  effect that the  word
had many meanings but that he was no super-naturalist" (p.121).
It's  always  good  to  know  how  successful  Russell  is  as  an  ice-
breaker during house tours. All in all, this little book is an enter-
taining and refreshing journey into topics of interest to philoso-

phers from an angle often pursued though seldom admitted.

TIM MADIGAN REMEMBERS PAUL EDWARDS ( 1923-2004):  A mem-

ber of the editorial board of Free J7!qw!.ry magazine and the Intema-
tional  Academy of Humanism,  Paul Edwards was born in Vierma,
Austria. A gifted student, he was admitted to the prestigious Aka-
demische Gymnasium. But after the Nazi annexation of Austria his
family  sent  him to  stay with  friends in  Scotland.  He  later went to
Melbourne,  Australia,  where  he  studied philosophy at the Univer-
sity of Melboume and was influenced by the analytic tradition that
held  sway there.  After the  war he  came  to  Columbia  University,
where he completed a doctorate in philosophy. He was to spend the
rest  of his  life  in New  York City,  teaching  at  such  institutions  as
New  York  University,  the  New  School  for  Social  Research,  and
Brooklyn College.

Edwards is best known for editing the monumental E#c);c/ape-
d!.cz a/P„i.Josoptry, which originally appeared in 1967 and has never
since been  out  of print.  It remains the essential  reference work for
the  field  of philosophy.  Using  his  editorial  prerogative,  Edwards
made sure that there were plentiful entries on atheism, materialism,
and critiques of God's existence,  and he himself wrote the long en-
try  on  his  own philosophical  hero,  Bertrand Russell.  In  1959,  Ed-
wards edited a collection of Russell's previously scattered writings
dealing with rctlgion, titled Wky I Am Not a  Christian  and  Other
Esscz)/s, which became a seminal work in the promotion of unbelief.

Those who knew Edwards will  always remember his erudition
and his wicked sense of humor. An admirer of Voltaire and Russell
for their great wit, Edwards had a special fondness for the life and
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works of David Hume, the man he considered to be the best exem-

plar  of a learned  individual  who  lived life  to the  fullest  and who
remained to the day of his death a cheerful nonbeliever.

Shortly  before  his  death,  Edwards  published  a  collection  of
essays  entitled Hei.c7egger's  Co#/ttsi.o#s,  dedicated to  demolishing
the legacy of the man whom Edwards considered to have done the

greatest damage to the field of philosophy in the twentieth century.
He  particularly  abhomed  Heidegger's  confusing  writings  on  the
nature of death and his cryptic comment that, "Only a God can save
us now." For Edwards, such an expression was beneath contempt.

Edwards  also  wrote  a biting critique  of reincarnation, Jzel.#cczr-
#¢/!.o#..   4   Crz.rl.ccz/  Exczmi.#czfjo#.   The   volume   he   co-edited   with
Art:hal Pap, A Modern Introduction to Philosophy, was one of the
most influential textbooks ever published in the field, and contained
copious  selections  from  such unbelievers  as Paul  R6e,  John Stuart
Mill,   Clarence   Darrow,  Bertrand  Russell,   David  Hume,   Ernest
Nagel, and A. J. Ayer, as well as Edwards' own insightful introduc-
tions and annotations. Never one to hide his own unbelief, Edwards
often commented that his two main goals were to demolish the in-
fluence of Heidegger and keep alive the memory of Wilhelm Reich,
the  much-reviled  psychoanalyst  whose  critiques  of  religion  Ed-
wards felt remained valid. Edwards final book,  Goc7 cz#c7 ffoe Pft!./o-
sopfoers,  a summation of the views of all the major Western philo-
sophers on the subject of the deity, will be published posthumously.

I was privileged to get to know Paul as a person. For many years
no visit of mine to New York City was complete without stopping
at Paul's huge apartment on Broadway and 72nd Street.  He would
regale me with stories about his teaching career, his various battles
with his nemesis Sidney Hook, and the adventures he had in editing
Tl.e Eneyclopedia  Of philosaphy.  Given Paul's own biting wit, it's
not surprising that he so  admired Voltaire and Russell. He also had
a great fondness for Benjamin Franklin, whose own wit is often un-

appreciated.  Shortly before  his  death I told him about a television
program devoted to Franklin-I hope that he was able to view it be-
fore his untimely demise. Paul was one of the last living links to the
world of the Vienna Circle, and I miss him greatly.

FEATURE

THE IMPLICATIONS OF RECENT WORK
IN THE HISTORY OF ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY*

AARON PRE STON

0 . Introduction

Though the genre has existed since the middle of the twentieth
century,  reflection on analytic philosophy's  history and nature  has
come into its own as a field of inquiry only in the last fifteen years.
In this essay, I aim, first, to survey some of the main ways in which
analytic  philosophy  has  been  represented  in  historical  work  con-
ceming it,  and second, to discuss the implications of certain incon-
sistencies in these representations.  Specifically, I will argue that (1 )
historical work on analytic philosophy has undergone an evolution
that can be parsed roughly into three main phases,  (2) work in the
first phase helped to solidify a received view of analytic philosophy
which,  though  erroneous,  was  crucial  to  the  movement's  success,

(3)  work in the second and third phases have  a shared tendency to
define analytic philosophy in ways that fail to do justice to the facts
sunounding the rise of analytic philosophy, especially as concerns
the  historical  significance  of the  erroneous  received view,  and  (4)
all of this points to the conclusion that analytic philosophy is some-
thing of an illusion.

1. The 3-Stage Evolution Of Historical Work on Analytic Philosophy

On my view, historical work on analytic philosophy falls rough-
ly into three categories, which I prefer to characterize as three evol-
utionary stages of its development.1 The first stage consists of con-
temporaneous first-hand accounts of analytic philosophy in its early

* This essay is based on a talk entitled "Current Work on the History and

Nature of Analytic  Philosophy",  given at a joint session of the  Bertrand
Russell  Society  and  the  History  of  Early  Analytic  Philosophy  Society,
APA-Central Division Conference, Chicago, April 28, 2005.
I  Some works may occur out of sequence and others may not fit precisely

into  a  category  but  be  transitional  stages  with  characteristics  of several
stages. These are exceptions, however; the general trend of development is
well represented by this three stage schema.
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and middle stages (approximately 1900-1950), and near-contempor-
aneous, memoir-like accounts of the same. Gilbert Ryle, himself an
important contributor to this category,  once  observed that "history
begins  only when memory's  dust  has  settled"  (Ryle  1963,1).  The
defining  characteristic  of work in this category is that it came  into
being  while  memory's  dust was  still  loose in the  air:  the ``analytic

philosophy" of which its authors speak is, for them, either a living
reality  or  at least  one  retained  in living  memory;  the  observations
are  largely first-hand  even  if retrospective,  as  opposed to  current
work which reconstructs the early history of analytic philosophy on
the basis of written records.

Given its memoir-like status, we may call work in this category
"proto-history".  Proto-historical  works  on  analytic  philosophy  in-

clude  J.O.  Urmson's  1956 PfoJ./osap¢!.c¢/ ,4#cr/ysJ.s,  G.J.  Warnock's
19S8  English Philosophy  Since  1900, and the  1963  collection The
RevoJ#J!.o#  I.#  PAJ./osopky,  which  includes  essays  by such  analytic
luminaries as A. J. Ayer, P. F. Strawson, and Gilbert Ryle.2

One notable feature of work in this proto-historical  stage is the
tendency  of its  authorsutspecially those  writing  from  within the
analytic tradition-to act as if the "essence" of analytic philosophy
was relatively easy to pick out. They seem to take it for granted that
analytic philosophy originated around the turn of the twentieth cen-
tury  in  a radical  break  with philosophy  in the  great  tradition,  and
that this revolution in philosophy was founded primarily on a novel
method-the analysis of language-and the novel metaphilosophi-
cal view it inspired, namely, that philosophers should conduct their
business by analyzing language because analyzing language  is the
only business that philosophy can legitimately claim as its own. The
tendency among proto-historical authors is to treat this metaphiloso-

phical view as the central doctrine of analytic philosophy. They take

2 One can also include in this category Nagel  1936a-b, Pap  1949, scattered

reflections  made  in  prefaces  or  introductions  to  works  not  otherwise
historiographical (see, for example, the introduction to each volume of Ryle
1971), and critical observations made by opponents of analytic philosophy
(such as Collingwood  1933,1939,1940, Gelher 1959, and Mundle  1970).
Though not intended as history, all of these give us  snapshots of analytic
philosophy  at  various  stages  of development,  and  thus  provide  data  for
history in the same way that other proto-historical works do.
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it for granted that analytic philosophy' s other characteristic features,
such   as   its   anti-historical   and   anti-metaphysical   tendencies,   all
derive from its core belief that the right way to do philosophy had
been discovered,  and that it was the  analysis of language.  Finally,
they  take  it  for  granted  that  the  main  figures  responsible  for the
revolution  were,  first,  Moore  and  Russell  (and  Frege,  insofar  as
Russell  appropriated  his  techniques  in  mathematical  logic),  and,
later, Wittgenstein.

Works about  analytic philosophy written during this early per-
iod were guided largely by this received view.  It is true that they
frequently  mention  the  fact  that  there  were   differences  among
analytic  philosophers,  and they note  the  confusion this  sometimes
caused  for  people  (usually  characterized  as  ``outsiders")  trying  to
understand the movement. However, in the usual case, these differ-
ences are quickly dismissed as inconsequential in light of the deeper
unity to be found in the analysts' common acceptance of the analy-
sis of language as the sole legitimate, or at least the most important,
mode of philosophical activity.

For example, Arthur Pap claimed that, though there were signi-
ficant  differences  among   analytic  philosophers,   `the  unanimous

practice  of the  analytic  method  as  a powerful  instrument  of criti-
cism tends to  blur these  differences..."  (Pap  1949,  ix).  What  was
this unanimously-practiced analytic method? Pap preferred to call it
`1ogical analysis', but it is clear that he had in mind the analysis of

language, broadly construed:
in  general,  all  the  typically philosophical  questions  of the  form
`what is the nature oLY' can be interpreted as questions of logical

analysis,  of the form `what is the meaning of the word  `X'  or of
any  synonym  thereof,'   or   `what  is  the  meaning  of  sentences
containing the word `X'. (Pap  1949, vii).

Thus, for Pap, analytic philosophers were united in their practice of
the analytic method understood as the analysis of language.

Similarly,  though Urmson notes that "the  analytic practice had
no clearly defined dogmatic background at all" concerning the ob-

jects of philosophical analysis, he goes on to say that analytic philo-
sophers

were united at least in the view that alialysis was at least one of
the most important tasks of the philosopher; and by analysis, they
meant  something  which,  whatever precise  description of it they
chose, at least involved the attempt to rewrite in different and in
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some  way  more  appropriate  terms  those  statements  which  they
found philosophically puzzling. (Urmson 195 6, vii)

By emphasizing  its  linguistic  aspects  while  simultaneously dimin-
ishing  the  significance   of  any  theoretical  disagreements  among
analytic philosophers that rfught have undermined the linguistic in-
terpretation of philosophical analysis, Urmson's description reveals
the  centrality of that interpretation for the  ndd-century conception
of analytic philosophy.

This  pattern  of emphasis  and  diminution  is  even  clearer  in  a
similar statement  from Peter  Strawson's  1963  essay ``Construction
and Analysis".  Strawson was aware that there was considerable di-
vergence  of  opinion  over just  what  the  objects  of philosophical
analyses were, even noting that this seemed to have an effect on the
kind  of enterprise  a  philosopher  is  engaged  in-if they  are  sen-
tences or statements, then philosophy is like grammar or linguistics,
if they are thoughts  or beliefs, then philosophy is like psychology.
Nonetheless, Strawson affirms that the unity of analytic philosophy
is grounded in the unanimous practice of the analysis of language:

It  does  not  matter  much  ...  [what  we  say the  objects  of analysis
are] ,...  Maybe  it  is  best  to  say,  as  Moore  always  said,  that  the
objects  of analysis  were  propositions.  This  answer,  whatever  its
shortcomings,      emphasizes,      without      over-emphasizing,      /fee
linguistic nature Of the entexprise, the preoccupation with meaning.
For,   however   we   describe   the   objects   of  analysis,   particular
analyses    ...    always    looked    much    the    same.    A    sentence,
representative of a class  of sentences belonging to the same topic,
was supposed to be elucidated by the framing of another sentence.
(Strawson 1963, 98; my emphasis)

Again   we   see   an   insistence  upon  the   view   that   philosophical
analysis is the analysis of language; any Jfoeoref!.cczJ differences that
might  have  suggested  otherwise  are  shrugged  off as  unimportant
relative to  overwhelming  similarity in the  linguistic  aspects  of the

prczc#.ce of analysis.
In  sum,  then,  what  we  see  coming  out  of the  proto-historical

stage of historical work on analytic philosophy is a record of what
was then,  and what by and large has continued to be, the received
view of analytic philosophy.  On this received view,  analytic philo-
sophy  is  a school  of philosophy that  originated  in  a revolutionary
break with philosophy-in-the-great-tradition around the turn of the
twentieth century. The break was fueled by the perception that the
correct method of philosophical inquiry had finally been discover-
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ed,  and that it was the  analysis of language (hereafter, I  shall  call
this view the linguistic thesis).

The   second   half  of  the   twentieth-century   saw   astonishing
changes in the analytic world, changes that would ultimately make
it impossible for the received view to persist. In the  1960s and 70s,
analytic  philosophy's  linguistic  character  began  to  fall  away,  and
metaphysics reemerged as a legitimate enterprise.  In the  1970s and
80s,  analytic  philosophy's  anti-historical  attitude  began  to  loosen
up,  and space was made  within the  social  scope  of the movement
for people to do more purely historical work on the history of phil-
osophy (cf.  Schneewind (ed.)  2004).  By the  early  1990s,  this new
historical   approach   was   adopted   by  philosophers   interested   in

applying it to the history of analytic philosophy itself.
Thus  emerged a second  stage  in the  historiography  of analytic

philosophy,  which I  call "new wave" history. New wave history is
exemplified by such figures as Nicholas Griffin, Peter Hacker, Ray
Monk,  Peter Hylton,  and Michael Beaney,  among others. The title
"new  wave"  signifies  not  only  the  use  of the  new  historical  ap-

proach, but also the fact that the results of their studies frequently
challenge  the  received  view  of the  proto-historical  period,  which

persists  today in  a  somewhat  altered  form,  expanded  so  as  to  ac-
commodate the developments within analytic philosophy during the
latter  half of the  twentieth  century-it  is  ot/r  received  view  (cf.
Preston 2004, 2005).

In  my  estimation,  the  most  important  finding  of  new  wave
scholarship  is  that  #o  view  traditionally  connected  with  analytic

philosophy was actually shared by all and only canonical analysts-
not even the  linguistic thesis,  which,  as  we  have  seen,  seemed  ab-
solutely central to the analytic self-image in the proto-historical per-
iod.3  This  lack  of a  common view  does  not  result merely  or even

primarily from the fact that more recent analytic philosophers have
abandoned  the  views  of earlier  analytic  philosophers,  so  that,  as
RIchard  Rorty  has  observed,  "most  of those  who  call  themselves
`analytic philosophers' would now reject the epithet `linguistic phil-

osophers'  and would not describe themselves as `applying linguistic
methods"  (Rorty   1992,  374  n.  9).  Rather,  the  deeper  problem,

3Cf. Hacker 1998, 4-14; Monk 1997; Hylton 1996,1998; Beney 2003.
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which the new wave scholars have rooted out, is that the traditional
defining doctrines of analytic philosophy never achieved universal
acceptance  even  among  core,  canonical  analysts  in  the  early  and
middle periods of the movement.

By reading the main works of canonical analytic figures in light
of each  one's  broader  coxpus  and their respective  intellectual  and
social contexts, the new wavers have discovered what some  of the

proto-historians  already knew:  there were  deep  differences  among
the central movers and shakers in early analytic philosophy over is-
sues so fundamental  as what philosophical  analysis was,  and what
the  objects  of analysis  were.  At  least  one  canonical  analyst,  G.E.
Moore,  did not conceive of the objects of philosophical analysis as
linguistic at all.4 Others did-such as Wittgenstein (in both his early
and late phases),  the  Logical  Positivists,  and the Oxford  `ordinary
language ' philosophers-but they had different conceptions of what
it meant to be a linguistic entity,  what language was, how it func-
tioned (i.e., how it meo7!f, re/e"ed, etc.), and what the significance
of all this might be for philosophy-at-large.5

Though  this  has  the  status  of newly  acquired  knowledge  for
many  of the new wavers  and their generation,  those  in the proto-
historical period were not unaware of these differences;  as we have
seen,  they  acknowledged them  quite  explicitly.  The  crucial  differ-
ence  is that,  whereas  the  proto-historians  saw these  differences  as
trivial,  at least some of the new wavers have taken them to be sig-
nificant enough to undermine the received view  and to  send them
searching for new ways of conceptualizing  analytic philosophy.   I
will have more to  say about this shortly, but we must first turn to

For example, Ray Monk has argued that Russell's "linguistic turn" in lo-
gic  and mathematics  (around  1912, at the hands of Wittgenstein) did not
lead him to adopt a linguistic metaphilosophy; rather "the lesson he took
from this is not that philosophers should now seek to analyze sentences, but
rather that  logic  did not have,  after all,  the philosophical  significance he
had earlier attached to it" (Monk 1996, 56).
5  See  Moore's  rejection  of the linguistic  interpretation of his own work in

Moore  1942,  660  ff.  It  is noteworthy  that this  comes  several years before
Pap's 1949 claims about the unity of analytic philosophy. In light of Moore's
protestations, it seems that it should have been impossible to say that Moor-
ean analysis was ffec ¢77cz/ysis a//¢73g`!/age;  and yet, this is exactly what was
asserted repeatedly by Pap and other proto-historians of analytic philosophy.
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the third stage  of development in historical writing  about  analytic

philosophy.
We may characterize work of the third stage or type as ``analytic

history" for several reasons. First, it tends to be written by philoso-

phers  who  work  mainly  in  what  are  now  called  "core  analytic"
areas-philosophy of language,  metaphysics,  and epistemology-
"hard-core" analytic philosophers we might call them, or to borrow

John Ongley's clever tern, ``high church" analytic philosophers. As
one  might  expect  from  people  who  have  their  understanding  of
analytic philosophy as well as their general intellectual habits form-
ed in these contexts, they exemplify a mentality and a method very
different from the new wavers. In fact, it is much closer to what was
standard in analytic circles prior to the historical movement of the
1970s. At that time, if the history of philosophy was studied at all, it
was studied in the fomi of rational reconstructions of the views of
historical figures, usually taken out of context and anachronistically
assimilated to current interests and approaches. Thus, a second rea-
son to call this "analytic history" is that it can be characterized as an

application  of the  traditional  analytic  approach  to  the  history  of
philosophy-the  one  against  which  the  historical  movement  re-
belled-to the history of analytic philosophy itself.

What  is most  characteristic  of analytic  history is  a tendency to
work within the parameters of the received view, in some cases de-
spite the fact that it has been severely shaken by the findings of new
wave  history.  An  early,  paradigmatic  case  of  analytic  history  is
Mchael   Dummett's   Or!.gz.7!S   o/  ,4#czlyfJ.c   P¢z./osapky   (Dummett
1993).  The influence  of the  received view  can be  discerned in his
choice to define analytic philosophy in terms of a metaphilosophical
view involving the analysis of language:

What  distinguishes  analytic  philosophy,   in  its   diverse  manifest-
tations,  from  other  schools  is  the  belief,  first,  that  a  philosophical
account of thought can be obtained through a philosophical account
of language,  and,  secondly,  that a comprehensive account can  only
be so obtained (Dummett 1993, 4 f.)

Or, as he also puts it, the "fundamental axiom of analytical philoso-

phy [is] that the only route to the analysis of thought goes through
the analysis of language" (Dummett 1993,128).

Dummett's book was written after the historical movement but
largely before the new wavers arrived on the scene. When they did,
they  quickly  made  Dummett's  definition  their whipping-boy.  For
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example,  Ray Monk  has  argued that,  on Dummett's  characteriza-
tion,  even Bertrand Russell falls to  qualify as an analytic philoso-

pher (Monk  1997).  Iusofar as Russell is widely considered to be a
Patriarch of analytic philosophy, Monk's argument amounts to a re-
c7#cfJ.o  oc7 czbsw#t7#m  of Ifummett's  definition.  A  similar  argument
could be made putting G. E. Moore in the place of Russell. Beyond
this, Dummett's interpretation of Frege has been challenged (Hack-
er  1997,  52 f.; cf. Baker & Hacker  1983,1984,1987,1989), so that

perhaps even Frege falls to meet the  criteria Dummett purports to
draw from Frege's own work. Given the utter untenability of Dum-
mett's definition in light of the historical  and textual facts,  where,
we may wonder, did he get the idea for it? The only reasonable an-
swer, it seems to me, is that he was guided by the received view.

A  similar influence  is  discemable  in  what  is  arguably the best
and  most  important  example   of  analytic   history  to   date:   Scott
So&"es' mo"rmerital Philosophical Analysis in the Twentieth Cen-
fwry (Soames 2003). Unlike Dummett, Soames had the advantage of
writing  after  new  wave  history  had  begun  to  make  a  noticeable
mark.6 Consistent with new wave findings,  Soames eschews a doc-
trinal definition of analytic philosophy, instead characterizing it as a
"trail  of influence"  beginning  with  Moore,  Russell,  and  Wittgen-

stein (Soames 2003a, xii f.). But this cannot recz/fy be Soames'  con-
ception of analytic  philosophy,  for it  cannot justify the principled
selectivity  Soames exhibits in tracing what he presents  as the  cen-
tral storyline of analytic philosophy's development. Trails of influ-
ence can easily be traced beyond the canonical domain of analytic

phiosophy,  whether  we  understand  that  in  historical  or  thematic
terms.  For instance,  Frege  and  Peano  influenced  Russell  in  ways
that  helped  him  make  significant  strides  toward Pr!.#c!Pj.cz Mcz/fte-
"¢Z!.ccz.  And  yet,  neither  of them  is  included  as  a  key  player  in
Soames'  history-Frege  is  merely  mentioned  several  times,  and
Peano  not  at  all.  Either these limitations  are  arbitrary,  or  Soames'
"trall of influence" is circumscribed by something more substantial,

Both  Soames'  indices  and his  treatment of canonical early  figures  like
Russell and Wittgenstein suggest that he is langely unaware of new wave
history (cf. Kremer 2005). Still, "ideas are in the air", and Soames does ex-
hibit a much greater degree of caution than Ihimmett about offering defin-
ing doctrines for analytic philosophy.
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by a c7i:orerenJ conception of analytic philosophy according to which
something other than influence holds it together and sets its bound-
aries.  And here,  again,  I  suggest that the best candidate is the  re-
ceived view, for Soames focuses on just the figures and exactly the
issues !.I designates as being central to the rise and development of
analytic philosophy.

Indeed,   Soames  comes  close  to  acknowledging  the  received
view  in  at  least  one  place.  By neglecting  Frege,  Soames  is  aware
that he is leaving "an undeniable gap in the story" of analytic philo-
sophy  (Soames  2004b,   462).   However,  he  excuses  this  on  the

ground  that  most  of  Frege's  work,  which  was  done  in  the  last
quarter of the nineteenth century, "falls outside our official period"
(Soames 2004b, 461). Given the scope of his history, it is clear that
Soames' official period begins around the turn of the twentieth cen-
tury,  with the  work of G.E.  Mooreutxactly  as the received view
has it.

2,. Current Def ii nitions Of Analytic Philosopky

So much,  then,  for the evolution of historical  work on analytic

philosophy. What has come of it? Despite the flourishing of work in
this  genre,  little  light  has  been  shed  on analytic  philosophy's true
nature, or on the historical and intellectual factors most responsible
for its  advent  and  quickly-gained  ascendancy  in  certain  circles  of
academic  philosophy.  In  fact,  much  current  work  in  this  genre  is
driving us further away from achieving this kind of understanding.
This is because the inadequacy of traditional definitions of analytic

philosophy, brought to light by the new wavers, has driven philoso-
phical  historians  of all  stripes to  suggest a host  of new  definitions
which  diverge  in  sighificant  ways  from the  received view.  These
definitions  differ not only in respect  of the particular features pro-

posed as definitive of analytic philosophy, but also in respect of the
apes of features proposed as definitive.

Hans-Johann Glock (Glock 2004) has recently provided a help-
ful taxonomy of the definitional types currently in circulation. His
categories are:

1.  doctrinal (in terms of the views analytic philosophers espouse)
2.  topical (in terms of which topics analytic philosophers tend to be

interested in)
3.  methodological (in terms of the methods they use)
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4.  stylistic (in terms of the style of their philosophizing)
5.  genetic (in terns of who influenced whom)
6.  family   resemblance   (in   terms   of   some   set   of  overlapping

features,  none  of which is  necessary and sufficient for analytic
philosophy)

Glock's  taxonomy  adequately  captures  the  range  of  definitional
types  currently  in  circulation.  However,  most  are  flawed in  ways
that warrant their rejection. Some authors, including Glock himself,
have marshaled arguments against some one or more of these defin-
itional  types,  or,  more  frequently,  against  particular  cases  falling
under them. Important as many of these arguments are, I am going
to ignore them in order to focus on a general  argument against all
but the  doctrinal type  of definition.  My claim is that all  the  other
types fail gw¢ types precisely because their generic content is not of
the right sort to pick out a group of the sort usually called a philoso-

phical  school,  movement,  or tradition.  In  what  follows,  I  will  use
these  terms  synonymously,   and  will  frequently  use  ``school"  to
stand for them all.

It seems to have gone completely overlooked in the cuITent de-
finitional  controversy  over  analytic  philosophy  that  the  way  we
define  a  philosophical  school  has  metaphilosophical  implications.
There  are  different  kinds  of definition,  but  the  kind  traditionally
aimed for in philosophy-and the kind needed in the case of analy-
tic philosophy-is called "real definition". Real definitions are sup-

posed to pick a thing out according to its most fundamental, or es-
sential,  features,  its  necessary  and  sufficient  conditions.  With  the
exception  of those  in the  family resemblance  category,  most other
current attempts at defining analytic philosophy seem to be attempts
at  real  definition-at  least their proponents make  no  effort to  ex-
plain that they are trying to provide  something  different.  Thus,  in
proposing  to   define  analytic  philosophy  topically,   methodologi-
cally,  or  stylistically,  genetically,  or  however,  one  implicitly  pro-

poses  that  topics,  methods,  styles,  lineage,  or  whatever,  are  most
fundamental to something' s nature as a pfoj./osoj7¢z.ccz/ school.

But this  is  at variance  with  what most philosophers,  both  cur-
rently and historically,  take to be true of the philosophical  schools
with which they affiliate. With the exception of a few dyed-in-the-
wool Wittgensteinians of a certain variety, few in the contemporary
analytic  world  would  deny  that  philosophy  is  a  theoretical  disci-
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pline. Its business is, minimally, the production and critical assess-
ment  of theories by means  of reasoning.  Theories,  minimally,  are
sets of views (propositions) about the way things are, or what is the
case,  in  some  region or other-or possibly the whole-of reality.
And,  agaln minimally,  in order for philosophers to  deal with such
views. corporately, they must be verbally articulated in a relatively
straightforward way, in the form of a sufficiently clear declarative
sentence.  I trust it will be recognized that this minimal  conception
of what philosophy is and what it involves has been widely held, at
least implicitly, throughout the history of the discipline.

Now, this minimal metaphilosophical view has implications for
how the emergent social world of philosophers (academic or other-
wise) owgfof to take shape.  On this view,  what is most fundamental
to philosophy is reasoning, on the one hand, and the objects of rea-
sohing-ideas, views,  and so forth-on the  other. The constant in
this pair is reason, and the variables are the particular ideas or views
to  which  reason  is  applied.  Thus,  insofar  as  there  are j7„j./osap¢z.-
ccz//y relevant divisions to be made within the social world of phil-
osophy, they will be made along ideological lines.

This suggests that there is a minimum standard, a necessary con-
dition, for the initial fomation and the retrospective demarcation of

groups that, like schools,  movements or traditions, purport to mark
out not merely a region of Socj.cz/ space, but ofpfti./osap„j.ccr/ space:
such groups must rely for their cohesion, and hence also their exis-
tence, on a kind of unity that is constituted by agreement in theoret-
ical matters. That is, a group is most properly called a philosophical
school (etc.) only when it has come together on the basis of a shared

philosophical view (or some set of them).
With this in mind, I shall say that a group counts as j7¢j./osapft!.-

ccz/ in the most proper, primary, or focal sense if and only if its cri-
terion for membership  is  acceptance  of some  set  of views  on the
basis of rational understanding. I will say of any group which meets
this requirement that it is pfez./osapAz.ccz/J}; w#i#ec7,  or that it possess-

es pft!./osop„!.ccz/ w#!.fy.  And,  when a view  actually functions in this
way to ground the unity of a group, I shall call it a cze/7".#g cZocJr;.#e
of that group.

What is fundamental, then, to the sort of group commonly called
a philosophical school, is its defining doctrines. And, since a defini-
tion is supposed to pick something out according to its most funda-
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mental features, the  doctrinal  approach to  definition is the  only le-

gitimate  one  for  a philosophical  school.  Looking to  styles,  topics,
methods, or anything other than defining doctrines is either to mis-
take the accidental for the essential or to misunderstand the nature
of a philosophical school.

3 . An Evaluative Taxonomy

The position described in  Section 2  provides the foundation for a
larger taxonomy that runs somewhat skew to Glock's:

DEFINITIONS OF ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

I. NON-DOCTRINAL                           II. DOCTRINAL

1  Stylistic

2 Genetic
3 Family Resemblance
4 Topical
5 Methodological

1 Traditional
2 Revisionist

a Benighted
b Illusionist

The categories in this taxonomy are not merely descriptive but eval-
uative; for, as I shall argue, falling into one of the left-hand options
at any fork marks a definition as defective.   The remainder of this
essay will be given to explaining and systematically rejecting each
of those left-hand categories until the I.//#si.o#I.sf variety is the only
option left on the table.

In  fact,  we  have  already taken  a first  step  toward this  conclu-
sion.  The  first  division in this new taxonomy is between docfrj.#aJ
and #o#-docJrl.#cz/ definitions. A  doctrinal  definition is  one  framed
in terms of a school's defining doctrines, in accordance with the po-
sition laid out in Section 2. A non-doctrinal definition is one framed
in terms  of anything else.  We  have  already  seen  an example  of a
non-doctrinal   definition  in   Soames'   characterization  of  analytic

philosophy  as  a  trail  of  influence.  Here  are  two  other  examples.
Brian Leiter gives a stylistic definition, saying:

`Analytic' philosophy today names a sfyJe of doing philosophy, not a

philosophical   program   or   a   set   of  substantive   views.   Analytic
philosophers,  crudely  speaking,  aim  for  argumentative  clarity  and
precision;  draw  freely  on  the  tools   of  logic;  and  often  identify,
professionally and intellectually, more closely with the sciences and
mathematics, than with the humanities. (Leiter 2000).

Avrun Stroll gives what is perhaps best characterized as a fanrily-
resemblance definition: "it is difficult to give a precise definition of
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`analytic philosophy' since it is not so much a specific doctrine as a

loose  concatenation  of approaches  to  problems"  (Stroll  2000,  5).
According to the position of Section 2, non-doctrinal definitions are
inadequate to define a philosophical school and should be rejected.

Focusing  only on the  doctrinal  definitions  currently in circula-
tion, we can make a further division:  some  doctrinal  definitions of
analytic  philosophy  are  Zrcrc7j.fz.o#a/,  others  revz.s'!.o7!!.sf.  Traditional

definitions are  doctrinal  definitions that keep to the received view,
such as Dummett's. Other, more recent characterizatious fit the re-
ceived view just as well. For instance, John Searle describes analy-
tic  philosophy  as  the  dominant  school  in  contemporary  academic

philosophy  in  the  English  speaking  world  and  in  Scandinavia,  as
"primarily  concerned  with the  analysis  of meaning"  (Searle  1996,

2), as originating with Frege, Wittgenstein, Russell, and Moore, and
as perpetuated by the logical positivists of the Vienna Circle and by
the Oxford ordinary language movement.  Similarly, Louis Pojman
has recently claimed that "Analytic Philosophy is  centered on lan-

guage  and  logic,  analyzing  the  meanings  of words  and  sentences
even  as  it  analyzes  arguments  and  builds  comparatively  modest
epistemological and metaphysical theories" (Pojman 2001,1 ). This,
he  says,  constitutes  a  "simplistic  but  meaningful"  characterization
of analytic philosophy.

Now these are exactly the sorts of definitions that, in Section  1,
I  claimed had been undermined by new  wave  scholarship.  Indeed,
this  is  why  the  perplexing  variety  of new  definitions  exists-be-
cause  it  has  been  shown  that  definitions  involving  traditional  de-
fining doctrines, in line with the received view, are not accurate. In
the wake of this discovery, some have chosen to  abandon the stra-
tegy of defining analytic philosophy according to doctrines, thereby
implicitly rejecting the  view that  analytic philosophy is  a philoso-

phical school. This is a departure from the received view, but it is a
subtle  one.  Prj."cz /czcz.e,  it  allows  us  to  preserve  much  of the  re-
ceived view, especially as concerns the extension of "analytic phil-
osophy".  For instance,  we  saw  earlier how  defining  analytic  phil-
osophy in non-doctrinal terms allowed Soames to focus on just the
figures  and thought-trends  picked  out  as  central  and canonical  on
the received view, despite the fact that his canonical figures held no
common  views.  Others,  though,  have  departed  from  the  received
view  in  more  conspicuous  ways,  ways  that  force  the  extensional
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scope  of "analytic philosophy"  well  beyond its  canonical  domain.
Definitions formed along these lines I call revj.s!.o"!.Sf.

Perhaps the most striking case  of revisionism comes from Ray
Monk. Taking a vague conception of analysis as the defining fea-
ture  of analytic  philosophy,  Monk  suggests  that  we  carve  up  the

philosophical world in such a way that Frege, Russell, Meinong and
Husserl  count as analytic philosophers while Wittgenstein does not

(Monk  1996).7 To  count Meinong  and Husserl among the  analysts
while  excluding  Wittgenstein  is  unquestionably  contrary to  tradi-
tion-in fact, it is hard to imagine a definition more at odds with the
canon derived from the received view of analytic philosophy.

Another  respect  in  which  Monk's  view  conflicts  with  the  re-
ceived view is that,  since plenty of earlier philosophers used cz7icz/y-
sz.s  in Monk's  sense,  it  detaches  analytic  philosophy  from  its  cus-
tomary  turn-of-the-twentieth-century  origin.  Some  revisionists  ac-
knowledge and accept this consequence.  L.  J. Cohen,  for example,
has argued that the analytic philosophers are united in that the prob-
lems they are  interested in "are  all, in one way or another, norma-
tive problems about reasons and reasoning ,... " (Cohen 1986,  10 f.).
But certainly interest in normative problems about reasons and rea-
soning is not unique to those who are commonly taken to be analy-
tic philosophers. Cohen himself admits that,  on his definition,  ana-
lytic philosophy turns  out to be  ``...a strand in the  total history of
western philosophy from Socrates onwards rather than just a mod-
em movement" (Cohen  1986, 49).  Similarly, Dagfirm Follesdal has
defined  analytic  philosophy  as  philosophy  with  a  strong  commit-
ment to  argument and justification (as opposed to the kind of phil-
osophy  done by,  e.g.,  Heidegger and Derrida,  which relies  mainly
on  rhetoric  rather than  clear  argument),  admitting that this  makes
Aristotle,  Descartes,  and  perhaps  even  Thomas  Aquinas  count  as
analytic philosophers (Follesdal  1997).8

7  Mock is one of the few new wavers who, like Strawson in the protohis-

torical  period,  rejects  the  notion that  differences  over the  nature. of the
objects of analysis should make a difference to how we group philosophers
together as "analysts".
8  It will be noted that Monk's definition can be taken as methodological,

while  Cohen's  is  topical and  Follesdal's  stylistic.  Given my views  about
non-doctrinal definitions, these would be non-starters. However, to allow
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It  seems  to  me that revisionism is misguided,  for two  reasons.
First, it is self-undermining. The authors who end up proposing re-
visionist definitions do so only after using the received view to pro-
vide  them  with  an  initial  orientation  toward  their  subject  matter.
Starting off from the received view, they look for the defining doc-
trines  of analytic philosophy.  Finding none,  they revise their con-
ception of analytic philosophy in ways that utterly obliterate the re-
ceived view, but then they carry on as if they had simply refined it.
However, this involves what Putnam calls ``excessive charity" in in-
terpretation,  similar  to  what  would  be  required  (borrowing  Put-
nam's example) to regard the concept of oxygen as a mere revision
of the  concept  of phlogiston,  rather  than  as  a  total  replacement.
Thus,  on  analogy  with  the  phlogiston  case,  the  original  c7e#7!j.e#-
cJ#w,  analytic  philosophy  on  the  received  view,  doesn't  exist  any
more than phlogiston does. And, thus, it is clearly a mistake to carry
on as if one has offered an improved definition of analytic philoso-

phy,  as  the  revisionists  do.  Moreover,  this  calls  into  question  the
whole  line  of thought  involved in  revisionism,  since the  first  step
taken  in  that  line  is  guided  by  a  conception  that  is  not  merely
flawed, but false to the very core.

Perhaps  a  more  worrisome  problem  with  revisionism  is  this

practical one: by shifting the traditional boundaries of analytic phil-
osophy  both  extensionally  (in  terms  of who  gets  included  or  ex-
eluded) and temporally (in terms of when the school originated),  it
draws our attention away from the locus of the phenomena that ex-

plain analytic philosophy's meteoric rise to power and prominence
during the twentieth century-and this, I think, is what most needs
to be explained by work in the history of analytic philosophy.  As I
have argued elsewhere (Preston 2005), and as can be gleaned from
the proto-historical  citations  given  earlier,  this  involved the  wide-
spread I.wprcssi.o77, itself originating and flourishing in the early-to-
mid twentieth  century,  that there  had been a philosophical  revolu-
tion,  complete  with the  emergence  of a new,  united philosophical
regime.  Assurfung  that  analytic  philosophy's  phenomenal   social

such definitions as much mileage as possible, it is my policy to treat topi-
cal, methodological, stylistic, and (insofar as is practicable) other types of
non-doctrinal definitions as containing implicit doctrinal definitions, and to
take their doctrinal import as supplying their real significance.
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success in the twentieth century was to an appreciable extent due to
the impression (which,  from the standpoint of current scholarship,
must be seen as a mz.s!.mpressi.o#) that it was a united, revolutionary
force  armed  with  a  powerful  philosophical  method  (namely,  the
analysis of language), the problem with the revisionist strategy be-
comes clear: by detaching analytic philosophy from its turn-of-the-
twentieth-century origins, it deprives us of any reasonable explana-
tion for,  first,  analytic  philosophy's  meteoric  rise  to  power in the
twentieth century, and, second, the fact that, even if there never was
any real philosophical unity in analytic philosophy, it was for a long
time thought that there was, and that it consisted in a metaphiloso-

phical  view  according  to  which  the  nature  of  the  philosophical
enterprise was linguistic.

The foregoing would seem to recommend the rejection of revi-
sionist definitions.  In doing so, however, it may seem that we have
exhausted all our definitional options, with each type turning out to
be a dead-end. Indeed those working in the history of analytic phil-
osophy are presently confronted with a surprising quandary (though
few, I think, have realized it, allowing themselves to escape from it
too  easily  and  before  it  fully  emerges).  The  quandary  can be  ex-

pressed as follows. Contemporary historians begin their work with
the following two assumptions:

(1)   Analytic philosophy is a philosophical school.
(2)   Analytic philosophy originated in the early twentieth century.
Both these assumptions are grounded in the received view of analy-
tic  philosophy  as  I  have  described  it,  and  as  represented  by  the

proto-historians.  However,  recent  scholarship  has  led many to  the
observation that:

(3)   There is no set of views accepted by all and only those figures
ord!.#cr!7y  taken  to  be  analytic  philosophers  (i.e.,  on  the  re-
ceived view).

Clearly,  these  propositions  form  an  inconsistent  triad,  and  one  of
them must be  rejected.  However,  given that  (3)  is  well  supported,
we cannot reject lt; thus, the inconsistent triad reduces to a dilemma
between ( 1 ) and (2). Rejecting ( 1 ) is the mark of a non-doctrinal de-
finition; rejecting (2) is the mark of revisionism. But now, if (as per
the arguments presented earlier) both these options are to be reject-
ed, and if (3) demands the rejection of traditional definitions, what
is left?
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What  is  left  is  the  approach  I  call  i./JwS!.o#z.s/.  On  the  illusionist
view, we accept that the received view does not correspond and never
has  corresponded to  anything  in reality.  Consequently,  iusofar as  it
has ever seemed to anyone that it did, that "seeming" was an illusion.
More  completely, the illusionist takes current work in the history of
analytic philosophy to  indicate that the  received view was  simply a

guise that enabled a non-doctrinal and so non-philosophical group of
some  sort  to   come  to   dominate  academic  philosophy  in  various

geographic regions by masquerading as a philosophical school.9
In this  respect,  the  illusionist view  can be  characterized  as  re-

jecting (1 ): if analytic philosophy as ordinarily conceived is an illu-
sion, then it is not a philosophical school, and (1) is false. And yet,
the illusionist rejection of (1 ) does not qualify it as a variety of non-
doctrinal  definition;  for  the  illusionist  does  not  pretend,  as  those
who  offer  non-doctrinal  definitions  do,  that  the  lack  of defining
doctrines  doesn't matter to  analytic philosophy's  nature  as  a phil-
osophical  school,  and  that  the  group  represented  by  the  received
view can be recast as something lacking philosophical unity without
destroying its philosophical  nature  and  legitimacy.  Instead,  recog-
nizing the centrality of the received view to the actual, historical de-
velopments  associated  with  the  name  "analytic  philosophy"  (and
vj.ce-verscz),  illusionists  allow  it  to  exercise  total  control  over  the
definition  of analytic  philosophy:  for the  illusionist,  analytic phil-
osophy is exactly what the received view says it is.

In this  respect,  the  illusionist view endorses  a traditional  defihi-
tion.  However,  while  other  traditional  definitions  conflict  with  (3),
the illusionist is saved from this precisely by treating analytic philo-
sophy as an illusion. Thus, the illusionist is a traditionalist concerning
wfeczf analytic philosophy is supposed to be, but differs from other tra-
ditionalists concerning wie£7!er analytic philosophy exists at all.

This gives rise to a subordinate division in the category of tradi-
tional  definitions:   !.//#Si.o#!.sr  and  be#!.g¢rec7.   Both  adhere  to  the
received view, but they differ in how they make use of it. Illusion-
ism makes an enlightened use of the received view; it is  analogous
to the use that Wittgenstein made, and wanted his readers to make,

Just what sort of group was behind the guise, and just how it carried off
its masquerade, carmot be dealt with here. Preliminary answers are given in
Preston 2005 .
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of the  propositions  of the  rr¢cfczz%s:  it  is  a  ladder  to  be  used  to
ascend to a higher plane of understanding, upon which one is freed
from a kind of delusion concerning the meaningfulness of what one
was doing previously-in this case, trying to unearth the true nature
of analytic philosophy.  Editing  rroc/¢rfus  6.54 to  fit  our topic,  we
might say that

The received view elucidates the true nature  of analytic philosophy
in this way: he who understands analytic philosophy according to the
received  view  fmally  recognizes  analytic  philosophy  as  illusory,
when he has  climbed  out through the  received view,  on it,  over it.
(He must so to speak throw away the ladder, after he has climbed up
on it.)  . . .  He must surmount the received view; then he sees analytic
phiios ophy rightly.

Those who attain this elevated vantage point enj.oy an illumination
that  frees  them  from the  spell  of the  received view.  They  are  no
longer convinced that they are  dealing with a type  of philosophy.
Consequently  they  feel  no  need  to  salvage  something  of the  re-
ceived  view  by  searching,  as  the  revisionists  do,  for  some  set  of
views to pull its raveling threads together into some really-existing

philosophical  school.  Thus,  illusionism  is  enlightened  traditional-
ism.

The   alternative,   unenlightened   or   be#!.g7!Jed   traditionalism,
would be traditionalism which has not taken sufficient stock of the
current  state  of research  on  analytic  philosophy and  its  disturbing
findings,  and which, failing to climb out through, on, and over the
received view, continues to operate under it.
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LETTER TO THE NEW YORK TIMES, 25 MALY 1955

BERTRAND RUS SELL

INTRODUCTION

RAY PERKINS JR.

In this letter to  77!e Ivew  yor* r!.meg, written six weeks before the

press  conference announcing the  Russell-Einstein Manifesto,  Rus-
sell  underscores the paramount importance  of the abolition of war.
The Manifesto, essentially completed in April, was fashioned from
his earlier BBC Christmas address, ``Man's Peril." There too Russell
emphasizes  the  need  for  abolishing  war  and  says  that  those  who
hope to solve the problem of nuclear annihilation by (merely) pro-
hibiting nuclear weapons are espousing  a hope which "is illusory".
In his February letter to Einstein, Russell had said that an agreement
to  prohibit  nuclear  weapons  would  be  "wholly  futile".    But  the
Manifesto   concedes   some  positive  value  to   such  an  agreement
which ``we should ... welcome ..., though only as a first step". Here,
in this May 25  letter,  Russell's tone is slightly less positive,  claim-
ing that such a ban "would do very little good".

Ray  Monk  (77!e  Gftosf o/Mczc7HeLrs',  p.  377)  speculates  that the
Manifesto's positive tone  regarding a ban on nuclear weapons was
due  to  Russell's  giving  way to  Communist  opinion  and  interests.
This  may be  partly true.  Russell  at the time  was trving to  include

perspectives on peace  from both sides  of the Iron Curtain.  But an-
other point seems at least as weighty. The value of a ban on nuclear
weapons depends on how the ban is to be undertaken. If it is merely
a substitute for the  abolition of war, rather than an ingredient in a
larger movement to rid the world of the institution of war, it is not
likely to be very effective for the reasons that Russell states. But as

part of a more radical abolition of war itself, it could be an initiating
and reinforcing component of a general movement towards enforce-
able world law, i.e., world government.

31



32 BERTRAND RUSSELL

25 May 1955
41 Queen's Road
RIchmond, Surrey

To the Editor of 7%e Ivew yorfe r!.meg

Sir,
It has just come to my notice that in your issue of May  19 you say
that I celebrate my birthday "by renewing his demand for a ban on
the  hydrogen  bomb".  This  is  not  quite  accurate.  I  consider that  a
ban on the hydrogen bomb would do very little good since it would
be  disregarded  in the  event  of a  major  war.  What  I  demand  is  a
more  difficult thing:  a ban  on war.  The  world has to  realize that,
whatever  agreements  may  be  concluded,  a  serious  war  probably
means the end of the human race. Is it worth it?

Yours etc„

Bertrand Russell

REVIEW ESSAY

WHAT IS ANALYSIS?

JOHN ONGLEY

Review  of Michael  Beaney,  `Analysis',  SJc7#/ord E#eyc/apedj.cz  o/
Pfe!./osapky, 2003 , http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/analysis/

Michael Beaney is writing a survey of philosophical analysis from
ancient Greek philosophy through the 20th century. He has posted a
first report of that work on the internet-in the fom of an entry on
analysis in the online Startord Encyclopedia Of philosophy-and he
will publish a book on the  subject soon.  Though Beaney's  survey
covers the idea of philosophical  analysis from Socrates to  Soames,
its  main  focus  is  on the types  of analysis  characteristic  of 20th c.
analytic philosophy.  It  is  thus  a part  of the  recent  history  of early
analytic philosophy movement that emerged in the  late  1980s  and
early  1990s and is  a major force on the philosophical  scene today.
That movement has only recently focused on the nature of analytic

philosophy  itself,  that  is,  on  the  question  of  what  analytic  phil-
osophy  is,  and  in  particular,  on  what  philosophical   analysis  is.
Beaney's  SIJcz#/ord essay  on  ``Analysis"  is  at  the  forefront  of this
recent turn towards examining the nature of analytic philosophy his-
torically, and has consequently drawn a great deal of attention from
the  members  of the  new  historical  movement  and is  a frequently
cited  work  among  them  on  the  sut)ject.  This  review  of Beaney's
online article will consider his account of philosophical analysis in
each major historical period in philosophy.

I.  SOME BASIC DEFINITIONS OF PHILOSOPHICAL ANALYSIS

Beaney groups the methods of analysis found throughout the history
of philosophy  into  three  major types:  decompositional,  regressive
and intexpretive.  In  general,  he  says,  cz#oJysj.s' breaks  a  concept  or

proposition down into elements that are used in ry#ftiesz.s to justify
or explain it. Deco"posz.Jz.o#cz/ cz#¢/ys!.a breaks a concept or proposi-
tion down and resolves it into its components. Regressi.ve cz7}cz/ys!.s,
which was invented by the ancient Greeks who modeled it on geo-
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metric  methods  of problem-solving,  works back to first principles
which  can then  be used j.#  nyvy!ffeesj.S to  demonstrate the  truth of a

proposition or meaning of a concept.  Finally,  i.#Jerz7J'ef!.ve cz#cz/ysjs',
which Beaney claims was used by Frege and Russell, first translates
a statement or concept into correct logical form before resolving it
into  simple  components.  He  claims  that  this  intelpretive  form  of
analysis   also   has   its   roots   in   ancient   Greek  geometry   and   in
medieval philosophy.

Beaney  points  out  that  several  kinds  of analysis  are  typically

going on at  once in any actual  analysis;  for example,  a regressive
analysis can also be a kind of decomposition and at the same time a
kind  of intelpretive analysis. He  also notes that philosophers often

practiced some form of analysis without ever using the term, as in
the case of Socratic analysis though the term `analysis' never occurs
in  a Platonic  dialogue,  and that  fields  outside  of philosophy have
their own different notions of analysis, such as cost-benefit analysis,
functional  analysis,  systems  analysis,  and  psychoanalysis,  though
he  does  not  rule  out  the  possibility  that  these  may  be  related  to

philosophical analysis is some way.

11. GREEK AND MEDIEVAL PHILOSOPHICAL ANALYSIS

Among the ancient Greeks, the term `analysis' was first used in the
regreSs}ve sense to refer to the method of working backwards from
a desired conclusion to first causes and principles. This method was
modeled on the geometric method of solving problems  or arriving
at  conclusions  by  breaking  them  down  to  known  principles  by
which  they  can  then be  proved.  Note  that  such  analysis  is  also  a
c7ecoJ%poS;.f!.o# into simpler parts, as well as a kind of I.#fexpreJczJJ.o#
that transfoms what is being analyzed into different kinds of parts
and   concepts.    Such   geometric   analysis   influenced   Plato    and
Aristotle, but Socrates' concern with real definitions and essences is
thought to have t)een a separate influence on Plato and Aristotle. In
this latter method,  Socrates typically asks for the definition of some
concept,  and then analyzes attempted definitions or examples of it
or  beliefs  about  it  with  a  method  of dialogue  and  questioning  in
order to arrive at its meaning. It is here, Beaney says, that the roots
of modem conceptual analysis are to be found.

It  is  commonly  claimed  that  philosophy  has  for  most  of its
history been armchair theorizing -that it is apriori reasoning about
the  world.  On  this  assumption,  it  is  sometimes  claimed  without
further argument  or examination that metbods of analysis used by
tliese  philosophers  must  likewise  be  apriori.  Thus,  analytic  phil-
osophers,  who  usually claim that their own method is  apriori,  will
often also claim that what they are doing in analysis is simply what
the  ancient  Greeks  and  all  good  philosophers  since  have  done,
namely,  analyzing  concepts  with  an  apriori  method.  Plato  himself
helped foster this image of the Socratic method as apriori when he
had  Socrates  say about the  dialectical method in the jzej7%G/I.c that
"a person  starts  on  the  discovery  of the  absolute  by  the  ligbt  of

reason  only,  and  without  any  assistance  of sense,  and  perseveres
until  by pure  intellect  he  arrives  at the perception  of the  absolute

good....„1

To judge  these  claims  that  analysis  is  an  apriori  method,  we
must   consider   how   those   methods   work   in   detail.   Take,   for
example,   the   following   argument   from   the   E%ffr)+f7fero   where
Socrates uses his  dialectical method of analysis with Euthyphro to
find a definition of `piety':

SoCRATES:   ...what  soft  of  difference  creates  enmity  and  anger?
Suppose, for example, that you and I, my good ffiend, differ about a
number;  do  differences  of this  sort make  us enemies  and  set us  at
vanance with one another? Do we not go at once to calculation and
end them by a sum?
EUTHypHRo: True.
SoCRATES:  Or suppose that we differ about magnitudes,  do we not

quickly put an end to that difference by measuring?
EUTHypHRo: That is true.

[. . .]

SoCRATES:   But  what  differences  are  those  which,  because  they
camot be  decided,  make  us  angry  and  set us  at enmity with  one
another?  ...  I  will  suggest  that  this  happens  when  the  matters  of
difference  are  the just  and  unjust,  good  and  evil,  honorable  and
dishonorable. Are not these the points about which, when differing,

\  Republic, 532.
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and unable satisfactorily to decide our differences, we quarrel, when
we do quarrel, as you and I and all men exper!.once?
EUTH¥PHRo:  Yes,  Socrates,  that  is  the  nature  of the  differences
about which we quarrel.2

Here, contrary to the common view, and even to Plato's own stated
view, we can see that Socrates uses many empirical assumptions in

philosophical  analysis,  as  when he  appeals to  experience to  know
which differences do and do not cause us to be angry; he even scz)/s
that he knows these things by experience, so his method carmot be

apriori. By applying the same scrutiny to 20th c. methods, when we
get there, we can test similar claims made for them.

Beaney   does   not   claim   that   any   philosophical   method   is

apriori~in fact,  he  does  not  consider whether they  are  apriori  or
not. What he does, for the most part, is describe various instances of
analysis as `regressive',  `decompositional', or `intexpretive'. But by
simply attaching one of these labels to a method of analysis, we do
not leam the details of how the method works, and it is the details
that will tell us such things as whether it is empirical or apriori, that
is, whether or not empirical propositions must be assumed in order
to analyze  some  concept or proposition. With his own approach to
analysis,  Beaney  cannot  answer  such  questions.  This  is the  major
limitation of his approach.

While  methods  of  analysis  in  the  medieval   and  renaissance

periods tended to be mixes of earlier forms, with an emphasis on the
geometrical  concept  of analysis  and  synthesis,  Beaney  claims  that
an  original  conception  of an  I.#fexprefz.ve  analysis  emerged  in the
late  medieval  period  that  anticipated  20th  c.  forms  of  analysis.3
Beaney takes the  process  of minimizing,  or at  least  revealing,  our
ontological commitments by transforming one concept into a set of
other  concepts  to  be  a  central  form  of 20th  c.  analysis.  It  is  this
method that  was  anticipated by  medieval  scholastics,  in particular

2 Plato, ZJc/fkypforo, my emphasis.
3 This is reminiscent of Michael Dunmett' s claim that analytic philosophy

made a linguistic tun that set aside the epistemological concerns and meth-
ods of modem philosophy and retuned to scholastic concerns and methods
where philosophical logic is foundational rather than apistemology. (Dun-
rr+ctf,irege:PhilosopkyOfLanguage,19]3,p.xxxi:ii)
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by Ockham, with his eponymous razor, and by Buridan, who prac-
ticed philosophy with Ockham's razor.

Buridan's  notion  of nominal  definition,  where  expressions  are
clarified by explaining what the expression means, is one such an-
ticipation of modem analysis. Medievals especially used this notion
to  explicate  the  logic  of statements  containing  ambiguous  quanti-
fiers. The middle ages were thus both a reworking of ancient ideas
and  an  anticipation  of modem  ones.  During  the  renaissance,  the

general inclination was to repudiate scholastic logic, which led to a
reduction of clarity  among renaissance philosophers  about the no-
tion of analysis.

Ill. EARLY MODERN NOTIONS OF ANALYSIS

The  major  inspiration  for  early  modem  ideas  of analysis  was
again  the  ancients'  geometrical  notion  of analysis,  especially  the
Aristotelian version  of it,  which  assimilated  the  process  of going
from theorems to axioms with the process of going from effects to
causes.  The  early  modems  thus  viewed  analysis  "as  a method  of
discovery,  a  working  back  from  what  is  ordinarily  known  to  the
underlying  reasons  (demonstrating  ``the  fact"),  and  synthesis  as  a
method of proof,  working forwards again from what is discovered
to  what  needed  explanation  (demonstrating  `the  reason  why')."4

(Note the conflation of explanation and justification or proof in the
account  of syntnesis;  to  some  extent,  this  was typical  of the  early
modem  era,  but Beaney  also  regularly  conflates the two  ideas  of
synthesis  as  proof and  synthesis  as  explanation.)  The  Port  Royal
I,og!.c, published in 1662 and probably the most influential work on
methodology from then to the middle of the  19th c., supported this
basic  view  of analysis  as  discovery  and  of  synthesis  as  proof or
explanation.

The authors of the Port Royal I,ogj.c claimed that their views on
method were principally derived from Descartes' jzw/es/or ffre Dz.-
/ecr!.o# o/Z¢e „I.7!d. Beaney thus devotes much of the discussion in
the section on early modem philosophy to Descartes. Descartes re-
lied mostly on the geometrical regressive model, with its emphasis

4 Beaney 2003.
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on discovery and proof of principles  and causes, but he  also used
decompositional analysis in his work, reducing something, especial-
ly a concept,  to  its  simplest terms  and  dividing it into  its  smallest

possible  parts;  this  is  then  expressed  in  the  form  of a  definition.
Beaney  sees  a  shift  occurring  during  the  early  modem period  of

philosophy in general from the regressive model of analysis of find-
ing principles and causes to the  decompositional one  6f analyzing
concepts and finding definitions.

Beaney devotes just one paragraph to Locke and does not men-
tion  Hone  at  all.  This  is  unforrmate,  because  one  of the  major
dramas in philosophy and psychology in the  19th century was the
struggle between British associationists and Kantians over the  cor-
rect nature of the analysis of concepts,  with associationists follow-
ing  Locke  and Hume  in holding  that  all  concepts  are  constructed
from observations and experiences and can be analyzed entirely into
these units, while Kantians argued that there are concepts that can-
not be  discovered in experience and that are necessary for the con-
struction  and  definition  of most  other  concepts  (i.e.,  Kant's  cate-

gories, or Whewell's "fundamental ideas").
What  Beaney  does  say  about  Locke  is  that  Locke  viewed  all

ideas  as  resolvable  into  simple  ones  that  are  copies  of sense  im-

pressions,  so that Locke's method of analysis is  `decompositional':
its  aim is  to  provide  an  account  of ideas  by  explaining  how  they
arise,  showing  what  simple  ideas  make up  our complex  ones,  and
distinguishing the various mental operations perfomed on them in

generating what knowledge  and beliefs we have.  But again,  we do
not get the  details  of how  this method is  supposed to  work.  If we
knew this,  we  could compare  Lockean analysis to  20th c.  analysis
and see if they really are the same, or even sihilar, and thus test the
claim of analytic philosophers such as A.J. Ayer and RIchard Rorty
that analytic philosophy is just a type of British empiricism. Bean-
ey's account does not go deep enough to answer such questions.

Leibniz, whose method of analysis Beaney also calls `decompo-
sitional', is a major figure in Beaney's history of analysis. Leibniz's
method  of analysis  rests  on  his j7J'i.#c!Z7Je o/co#fo!.7Ime7!f,  the view
that the predicate of every true affirmative proposition is contained
in the sut)ject whether the proposition is necessary, contingent, uni-
versal, or particular. Given this, the task of analysis for Leibniz is to
make explicit the containment of the predicate in the subject of any
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proposed proposition.  With  such  an  analysis,  the  proposition  can
then be proved, by synthesis, to be true.

More   specifically,   Leibnizian   analysis  proceeds   by  using   a
series of definitions to  analyze the sut)ject of a proposition and re-
duce the proposition to an identity. Identities  are, for Leibhiz,  self-
evident truths.  But  again,  we  are  not told how  Leibhiz thinks  we
know  these  definitions  that  reduce  the  proposition  to  an  identity.
Are they,  at least in some cases, known empirically?  For example,
do we know the definition `a goose is a bird' is true, while `a goose
is  a  reptile'  is  false,  by  examining  geese?  If  so,  then  Leibniz's
method  of analysis  is  an empirical  one,  at  least  sometimes,  and  a
theory of meaning where  we  know the  meanings  of at least some
concepts a posteriori is being presupposed.  Are  definitions of con-
cepts  all  known  apriori?  If  so,  then  the  method  is  apriori  and  a
theory of meaning where we know the meaning of terms apriori, as
some  philosophers   claim,   is  being  presupposed.   Knowing  how
analysis  works  would  in this  way show us  some  of the  presuppo-
sitions  about language  and  meaning  assumed by a philosopher or

philosophical movement.

IV. KANT AND ANALYSIS

Kant's method of analysis is likewise  `decompositional' accord-
ing to  Beaney.  I hope it is becoming apparent how limited the use
of these metaphorical labels to describe types of analysis is. Locke,
Leibniz  and Kant are  all  called  `decompositional'  analysts,  yet the
differences in their methods  of analysis are  at the center of major
debates  in philosophy throughout the  19th  century  and  are  impor-
tant for understanding twentieth century analysis.

Kant,  Beaney tells us,  takes  over Leibniz's  method of analysis
with its principle of containment, but rejects Leibniz's view that the

predicates  of cz// true  affirmative  propositions  are  contained  in  its
sut]ject, so that all truths are analytic. For Kant, like Leibniz, "ana-
lytic"  propositions  have  subjects  that  contain  their predicates,  but
unlike  Leibniz,  Kant  also  recognizes  a  class  of synthetic  proposi-
tions whose subjects do #of contain their predicates.

IrLhis Critique Of Pure Reason and Prolegomena to Any Future

4A150-1,8189-91;ProJego7%e7i4,Hackett,1977,p.12.
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MeJczpkys!.cs,  Kant  identifies  analytic  propositions  as  those  whose
negations   are   self-contradictory.5   Kantian   analysis   would   thus
show,  according to Beaney, that a proposition is analytic by show-
ing that its denial is self-contradictory, and this would show that the

predicate of the proposition is contained in the subject, and so clar-
ify the meaning of the  subject.  For Kant, Beaney tells us,  analysis
can at most clarify our concepts but cannot extend our knowledge.

It  is  odd,  however,  that  Beaney  assumes  that  the  results  of
Kantian analysis are analytic statements. After all, Kant refers to the
entire ProJego"e#cz as a work of analysis, while calling the Cr!ti.q#e
a/Pwre jze¢so# a "synthetic" work, and the results of the ProJego-
"e#cz's analysis are famously synthetic apriori statements, not ana-
lytic ones. Like most philosophers of the early modem period, what
Kant meant by `analysis' and `synthesis' is that analysis is a method
of discovery that uncovers the self-evident presuppositions of some
desired conclusion and that synthesis is a chain of reasoning in the
reverse direction, that is, a proof or explanation of the conclusion in
terms of the self-evident presuppositions discovered by analysis.

For example, Kant says of the Pro/ego"e7!¢: ". . .I offer here [an
outline of the first Crj.J!.q#e] which is sketched out after an analytic-
al  method,  while the  Cri.ft.awe itself had to be executed in the  syn-
thetical  style,  in  order that the  science may present all its articula-
tions  [in  this  analytical  sketch,  i.e.,  in  the  Pro/ego"e#cz],  as  the
structure  of a peculiar  cognitive  faculty,  in  all  their  natural  com-
bination."  (Kant,1977,  p.  8)  So  for  Kant,  the Pro/egome#cz  is  an
analysis and the first C7`z'rz.g%e is a synthesis.

Moreover,  Kant's  analytic  propositions  are  not to  be  confused
with his method of analysis or the results of such analysis. As Kant
says:   ``The   analytical   method,   insofar   as   it   is   opposed  to   the
synthetical,   is   very   different   from   an   aggregate   of  analytical
propositions. It signifles only that we start from what is sought, as if
it were given,  and ascend to  the  only conditions under which it is

possible  [that  is,  show  what  is  necessary for it to be  true].  In this
method,  we  often  use  nothing  but  synthetical  propositions,  as  in
mathematical analysis. . ." (Ibid., p. 21.)

5 A150-1, 8189-91; Pro/ego7„e#a, Hackett,1977, p.12.
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Kant's  analytical method  of the Pro/ego"e7tfl  is thus meant to
articulate the ideas  of the first  Cr!.rj.awe, that is,  show the  synthetic

apriori ideas that are necessary for knowledge.  So the results of the
analysis of the Pro/ego"e#cz are, for Kant, synthetic apriori proposi-
tions,  not  analytic  ones.  In  Beaney's  terminology,  Kant's  analytic
method  is  regressive  (finding  the  necessary  presuppositions  for
something to be known), not decompositional.

Why then  does  Beaney  think  that  Kant's  method  of analysis

yields  only  analytic  apriori propositions?  Perhaps because  analytic
philosophers have frequently asserted that in doing analysis, analy-
tic  philosophers  are just  doing  what  all  great philosophers  of the

past have done in analysis,  and they further assume that the results
of their own  analyses  are  analytic  apriori,  so  that the  results  of all

philosophical  analyses  must be  analytic  apriori.  But  for Kant  (and
for Plato,  Locke,  Hume  and probably Leibniz as  well),  this is  not
true.

For Kant,  then,  the Pro/ego7"e#cz  is  an  analysis  while the  first
Cr!t!.qwe  is  a  synthesis.  But  what  does  Kant  think  a s)#.!fftesj.S  is?
Either a proof or an explanation, but which? Beaney is carelessness
in  distinguishing  between  synthesis  as proof and  synthesis  as  ex-

planation throughout his  essay on analysis.  Here,  a correct answer
to  this  question  is  crucial  for  a proper understanding  of the  first
Critique.

Most  Kant  scholars  today view the  argument  in the  first  Cri.-
fj.ewe,  put  forth  in the  Transcendental  Deduction,  as purporting  to
establish that objective and valid apriori categories are necessary for
knowledge; that is,  they view the  argument of the  first  Cr!.Zz.gwe as
an  analysis  in  Kant's  sense  of the  term.  Beaney  himself assumes
that the  first  Cr!.Z!.gwe  is  such  an  analysis  when  he  says that  Kant
"recognizes a . . .  class of . . .  synthetic apriori truths, which it is the

main task of the Cr!./I.g#e o/P#re jzeczso7! to elucidate".
From the  above  discussion,  however,  we know that elucidation

for Kant is what analysis  does-in fact,  this particular elucidation

(establishing that  objective  and valid  apriori  categories  are  neces-
sary for knowledge ) is exactly the analysis that Kant says that the
Pro/ego"e7icz perfoms-and that according to  Kant, the first Cr!.-
Jz.ewe is not an analysis, but a synthesis. Therefore, the argument of
the first Crj.fj.q#e cannot be an analysis of knowledge showing that it

presupposes  (valid  and  objective)  categories.  Instead,  Kant  must
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think  the   first   CrjJ!.gwe   is   an   argument  that   either  justifies   or
explains  knowledge  based  on  self-evident  principles  found  out
through analysis.

Understanding how the first  Cr!.f!.awe can be  a synthesis,  rather
than the  analysis  it  is  now  standardly viewed  as being,  is,  by my
view,  the  fundamental  problem  of  Kant   scholarship-one  that
comes before all others. If Kant is explaining how categories can be
objective  and valid  apriori,  he  needn't prove this pointHxplana-
tions assume the truth of what they are explaining. In that case, the
standard view of the first C/i.fz.awe is not particularly threatened, be-
cause an analysis doesn't prove that the categories are apriori ot>jec-
tive and valid either, except in a question-begging way.  (If there is
objective and valid knowledge, there are objective and valid apriori
categories. But is there ot>jective and valid knowledge? This is just
what we want the first  Cri.fi.g#e to tell us.) But if Kant thinks he is

justifying the apriori objectivity and validity of the categories with a
view  to  eventually justifying  knowledge,  this  calls  for  a  radically
different reading of the first Crz.rz.gwe from the way we read it today.

V. THE 19TH CENTURY

Beaney   devotes   just   one   brief  paragraph   to    19th   century

philosophical  analysis.  He  claims  that  many  19th  c.  concepts  of
analysis were responses to Kant's so-called ``decompositional" me-
thod of analysis, for example, those of German or British idealists,
who viewed such analysis as trivial and "destructive and life-limit-
ing" and thus took a negative attitude toward it. He claims that later
Kantians,  such  as  the  nco-Kantians,  took  a  more  positive  attitude
toward analysis and used it to disclose the essential synthetic apriori
structure of science. (Due to his abovementioned confusion between
Kant's analytic propositions and Kantian analysis, Beaney does not
see that Kant used analysis to do this same thing.)

But it was the British empiricist forms of analysis, not Kantian
analysis,  that  19th century Kantians  and  other idealists  took to  be
trivial and incapable of correctly analyzing concepts. British empiri-
cists (``associationists") followed Locke and Hume in claiming that
concepts are constructed from and can be entirely analyzed in terms
of associations of sense impressions.  For Kantiaus and other ideal-
ists,  Hume  had  shown that  concepts  such  as  `causality'  cannot be

WHAT IS ANALYSIS? 43

defined/.%Sf in terns of sense impressions. They felt that Kant had
then shown,  on the basis  of Hume's  arguments, that we  must add
metaphysical  concepts  (the  transcendental  categories)  to  our  im-

pressions in order to construct the concepts of science and everyday
life, and that these categories can only be found in the hind, not in
experience.

However, the kind of Kantian analysis preferred by the German-
ic opponents of empiricism was one revised in the light of romanti-
cism, which relied heavily upon intuition. For example, among the
neo-Kantians, Wilhelm Windelband and Emst Cassirer held a more
romantic view that we come to these ideas that cannot be found in
experience  by  a  kind  of  artistic  intuition,  though  some,  such  as
Heinrich Rickert, rejected this romantic view and stuck to the more
strictly Kantian one that it is by pure reason that we know of these
categories. Husserl, of course, came down firmly on the side of in-
tellectual intuitions of concepts.

There was, however,  a more holistic straln in Gerinan and Brit-
ish  idealism  that  c7i.c7 view  analysis  not just  as  trivial,  but  as  ``de-
structive and life-limiting", as Beaney puts it,  and also as a kind of
falsification. The roots of this holism can be found in Goethe, parts
of Kant, and of course in Hegel, among other places. It is this latter
more holistic strain of idealism that early 20th century analysts like
Russell  and  Moore  attacked  with  their  insistence  that  analysis  is

possible. But again, much of Russell  and Moore's attack was actu-
ally focused on Kant, who did not deny that analysis is possible, but
only  that  empiricist  analysis  is.  But  Russell  and  Moore  were  not
defending an empiricist form of analysis!  So why attack Kant?  As
Peter Hylton has noted, this is a purzle that needs solving.6

Though each of the other historical  sections of Beaney's essay
have  lengthy  supplements  linked  to  them  which  elaborate  on the
ideas of analysis characteristic of that period, there is no supplement
linked to Beaney's one paragraph section on the  19th century. The
text says that it is not yet available.  But without a carefiul study of
19th  century analysis,  basic  questions  such as  "How much is 20th
century  analysis  like   19th  century  analysis?"  and  "What  in  the

6PeterHylton,`HegelandAnalyticPhilosophy',C¢mz)rz.dgeCompa7?j.o#fo

fregeJ, Cambridge University Press, 1993 .
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world  were  the  20th  century  analysts  rebelling  against  anyway?"
cannot be answered. Beaney's strategy of writing the history of 20th
century analysis before  doing the  19th  century is unwise.  As  it  is,
we must now leap into a discussion of 20th century analysis without
first understanding its background in the 19th century.

V. ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY AND PHILOSOPHICAL ANALYSIS

We   often   hear   that   what   characterizes   20th   century   analytic

philosophy is a kind of decompositional analysis, where we clarify
concepts by breaking them down into more basic concepts. Because
Kant  played  down  this  sort  of  analysis,  and  Kantians  and  other
idealists  after  him  explicitly  attacked  it,  one  might  expect  that  if
analytic  philosophy  is  a  reaction to  idealist  claims  that  empiricist
analysis  is  impossible,  it  would be  a  swing  back to  the  empirical
analysis  that  preceded  it.  This  would  support to  A.J.  Ayer's  story
that analytic philosophy is just "British empiricism plus logic"-a
return to the methods of Locke and Hume.

In Brazil, after the bossa nova movement, which can crudely be
described as a combination of samba and jazz, there was a `tturist"
reaction (the "tropical" movement) where the jazz was taken back
out.  But what was left was not, as you might expect, samba again,
but something quite different, and thus MPB,  or modem Brazilian
pop, was born.  Similarly, the turn back to analysis by early 20th c.
analytic philosophers  did not yield anything like earlier,  empiricist
forms  of it.  The  analytic philosophers  were  doing  something  quite
different. But what was it? If we could get clear on this question, we
would understand this philosophy better.

Examining the twentieth century, Beaney begins with a general
characterization of 20th century philosophical analysis. ``What char-
acterizes   analytic  philosophy  as  it  was  founded  by  Frege  and
Russell,"  he  says,  "is  the  role  played  by  /ogl.ccz/  analysis,  which
depended on the development of modem logic. Although other and
subsequent forms of analysis, such as linguistic analysis, were less
wedded to systems of formal analysis, the central insight motivating
logical analysis remained." Beaney admits that this characterization
does not fit Moore or one strand of analytic philosophy, but thinks
that the tradition founded by Russell and Frege is analytic philoso-

phy' s central strand.
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What is characteristic of Russell  and Frege's sense of analysis,
and thus of 20th century logical analysis in general, Beaney tells us,
is that it is intelpretive-we first interpret what we wish to analyze
by transforming  it  according  to  some  system  of intelpretation,  so
that we may then solve a particular problem. Analytic geometry, for
example,  trausfoms geometric  problems  into  algebraic  ones  so  it
may then solve them.  Similarly, Frege, Russell, and 20th c. analytic

philosophers in general  attempted to  solve philosophical problems
by translating  natural  language  sentences  into  predicate  logic,  so
that   a  possibly  rfusleading   grammatical   forin,   which   a  purely
decompositional  analysis would take as given, is replaced with the
sentence's true logical form. If the sentence is  decomposed into its
components a/Jer we have translated it into its correct logical fom,
we will not then be misled by grammar as to what its components
are.  `On Denoting' is thus Beaney's model of 20th c. analysis.

This sort of analysis is the key to reducing mathematics to logic,
and many would argue that the primary motive for the development
of it was to make explicit the sort of analysis necessary for reducing
mathematics   to   logic.   We   translate   mathematical   concepts   like
`number'  into  logical  ones,  so  that  we  can  derive  mathematical

truths  from  logical  truths  and  show mathematics  to  be pure  logic.
The method applied to language more generally may similarly solve
many  philosophical  problems.  For  example,  the  statement  `Uni-
coms  do  not exist'  can be understood as  saying that  `The  concept
##!.com  has  no  instances'  (`The  class  of unicorns is empty',  or  `~

(]x) Fx'). The sut)ject is no longer unicorns by the new translation,
but the concept `unicom'. In this way, we do not need to think that
non-existing  ot>jects  like  uricoms  have  some  reality  or  "subsis-
tence"  in  order for statements  about them to  be  meaningful.  This
analysis  is  a strategy used by Russell  in his theory of descriptions
and Wittgenstein in the rrczcJczJws.

What  is  crucial  to  this  sort  of analysis  is  the  development  of
modem quantification logic.  For Frege and Russell, it is predicate
logic that statements are to be translated into. As Beaney notes, this
introduced a divergence between grammatical and logical form, so
that  "the process of translation itself became an issue of philosophi-
cal concern". Hence, the need for articles like `On Denoting' arose.

But  what  of subsequent  analysts  in the  20th  century?  Beaney
asserts  that  though  later  ordinary  linguistic  analysts  questioned
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whether there  could ever be  a definitive  logical  analysis  of typical
statements,  they  retained  the  idea  that  ordinary  language  could
mislead.  For example,  in his essay  `Systematically Misleading Ex-

pressions', Gilbert Ryle used such analysis to avoid attributing exis-
tence to concepts, and he retained this concept of analysis to solve

problems  in  his  later  years  as  an  ordinary  language  philosopher.
This, then, is what Beaney finds common to 20th century analytic

philosophy-a method of analysis  that translates  ordinary expres-
sions  into  more  philosophically  and  logically  respectable  expres-
sions.

There  are,  however,  important questions that Beaney's charac-
terization of 20th century analysis does not address.  One-already
touched upon in this review-is that of the presuppositions of the
method  in  question.  In  the  case  of the  analysis  of mathematical
concepts  in  terms  of  logical  ones,  we  know  we  have  correctly
analyzed  a  mathematical  concept  when  the  logical   construction
does  everything  the  mathematical  one  does.  But  then  we  must

presuppose mathematical theory in order to  know that  our logical
constructions   adequately  replace  mathematics.   Similarly,   logical
theorems meant to replace mathematical truths can only known to
be   equivalent   to   the   mathematical   ones   by  the   same   sort   of
comparison

Cases outside of mathematics and pure logic proceed similarly;
when we reduce non-logical concepts to other non-logical concepts

(for nowhere except in mathematics and logic itself are we going to
reduce  concepts  to  logical  ones),  we  again  know  that  we  have
correctly   defined   our   concept   when   the   definition   functions
identically  to  the  original  concept.  But  non-logical  concepts  are
typically about the world and occur in theories about the world,  so
we  can only know that  a logical  construction of such a concept is
equivalent to the original one when it agrees with our best theories
about the world. Such logical analysis would thus be a posteriori.

The  important  question,  then,  of  whether  or  not  analysis  is

apriori or a posteriori  seems answered. Though commonly claimed
to  be  apriori  (though  not  by  Beaney;  his  own  interpretation  of
analysis  into  decompositional,   regressive,   and  inteapretive  types
does  not  ask  such  questions),  analysis  of empirical  concepts  and

propositions  must presuppose  empirical theories  in order for us to
know that the analysis is correct.
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What,  then,  can people be thinking when they claim that phil-
osophical  analysis is  apriori?  Many  of them seem to  be  assuming
this:  we  know  the  meahings  of words  apriori,  and thus  can know

apriori that the reconstruction of some original concept is correct by
companng  it  to  meahings  that  we  "just  know".  (One  way  it  is
thought that we know the meanings of words  apriori is by having
apriori "intuitions" of meanings.) It seems to me that this idea, that
meanings are the sorts of things we know apriori, is the major un-
stated presupposition of 20th c. ideas of philosophical  analysis and
20th c. analytic philosophy.

But  it  is  unlikely  that  we  can  know  the  meanings  of words
apriori, except perhaps in the  case of stipulative definitions,  which
clearly do not represent the majority of cases. For example, the dic-
tionary tells us that a whale is an ocean-going mammal that suckles
its young.  But for `mammal' to be part of the meaning of `whale'
required people  to  go  out  and  look  at  whales  to  see  this,  for for-
merly whales were thought to be fish and only when people looked
more  closely  and  saw,  e.g.,  that  they  had  no  gills,  were  warm-
blooded, had lungs, had breasts that gave milk,  etc.,  did the mean-
ing  of the  word  change  and  `whale'  come to  include the  concept
`mammal'.   Words   signifying   empirical   concepts  thus   get   their

meaning  empirically.  When  we  try to  determine  if an  analysis  of
them is correct, we must look to the world to determine that the new
definition functions the same as the original term.

Analytic philosophy presents  itself as  apriori  but is not;  it pre-
sents itself as an innocent method of logical analysis that makes no
controversial metaphysical  assumptions when in fact it  does  make
such  assumptions;  and  it  is  likely that  it  makes  such  assumptions
due to  19th century influences on it. Again,  however, these are not
Issues addressed by Beaney.

VI . GOTI`LOB FREGE AND THE ELEPHANT IN THE PARLOR

Fregean analysis translates a proposition into argument-function
form  rather  than  the  subject-predicate  form  that  decompositional

(whole-parts)  analyses  provide.  Thus,  Frege  analyzes  `Socrates  is
mortal' into an argument `Socrates' and function `_ is mortal'  ra-
ther than into the grammatical form  `S is P'. By developing a logic
of functions  and  arguments,  Frege  was  able  to  logically  analyze
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complex  mathematical  statements  and  achieve  much  (if not  com-

plete) success in the logical analysis of mathematics. This was then
taken as a model for the logical analysis of sentences and concepts
in other domains of knowledge and common sense. However, what
makes the new logic so suitable for analyzing mathematics, namely,
mathematics'   own  essentially   argument-function   structure,   may
well make it unsuitable for analyzing natural languages.

Take for example the statement  `All horses are mammals'. Pre-
dicate logic would analyze this as  `For all objects x, if x is a horse
then x is a mammal'. Where is the copula, the verb "to be", in this
analysis, and how well does the analysis explain the copula's mean-
ing?  Well, first  of all the conditional connective  `if-then'  connects
the  concepts  `horse'  and  `mammal'  instead of the  copula.  Here  of
course we already have a problem, since modem logic uses the ma-
terial  conditional  in  this  analysis,  and  the  material  conditional  of
modem logic does not really capture the sense of `if-then'. We will
return to this problem of the conditional in a moment.

In any case, the conditional connective does not entirely replace
the copula, for we need the quantifier to specify that the same thing
that  is  a horse  is  a mammal.  Since the  two  quantifiers  of modem
logic,  `all'  and  `some',  can be  defined in terms of each other (`All
x's are F'  =  `It is not the  case that some x's are not F')  and so re-
duced to one concept, let us take the existential quantifier (``some",
or  ``there  exists  an  x  such that")  as  the  primitive  concept.  So  the

quantifier (and the variables and apparatus of the scope of the quan-
tifier), which is roughly the concept of `existence',  also does some
of the work of the copula in our analysis.

But of course, the idea of a logical (not grammatical) predicate-
as-function itself contains  a copula,  as  when we say "x is  a horse'
and `x is a mammal', so it too does some of the work of the original

grammatical copula.7 Rather than explaining and giving us some in-
sight into this most basic concept of natural language, modem logic
seems to spread the work of the copula around in a careless, unex-
amined way.

An even more  serious  shortcoming  of predicate  logic is that it
doesn't provide an analysis of conditional, "if-then" reasoning that
works outside of mathematics. When modem logic uses the mater-

Jaakko  Hintikka,  from  whom  I  first heard this  analysis,  has  made  this
sane point in print.
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ial conditional, where  `if p then q'  is taken to mean  `either not p or

q',  to  analyze  mathematics,  no  problems  arise  for  it.  Outside  of
mathematics,   however-in  ordinary  language   or  empirical   sci-
ence-numerous problems arise for the material conditional, espec-
ially in counterfactual  cases, but there is to  date no analysis of `if-
then'  that works better. In other words,  modem logic does  not yet
have an adequate translation of the conditional, although condition-
al reasoning is the backbone of all reasoning.

The ineptness of quantification logic at analyzing English gram-
mar  or  conditional  reasoning  as  it  occurs  outside  of mathematics
suggests that other logics would better serve us in analyzing English
sentences and describing everyday logic. And this suggests that the
logic we now have is not J¢e logic of our language or everyday rea-
somng, not a fundamental part of the universe or of our minds, but
merely a convenient calculus that is especially good for describing
mathematical logic. This provides us with further reason for caution
about  clalms  that  a  logical  analysis  of  language  can  solve  phil-
osophical problems. If our current logic is not the last word in the
subject  but  merely  a  conventionally  convenient  one  that  could be
Improved upon or even radically altered for the better, there is no
reason to believe that in translating English sentences into this logic
we are reducing them to a more fundamental, truer form.

VII. BEANEY ON RUSSELL, MOORE, WITTGENSTEIN, CARNAP,

CAMBRIDGE ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY, AND OXFORD ORDINARY

LANGUAGE PHILOSOPHY

Although Beaney sees logical analysis the maj.or and unifying form
of analysis  for 20th  century  analytic philosophy,  he  acknowledges
other   kinds   of   analysis.   However,   Beaney   sees   the   idea   of
interpretation that  lies  behind  logical  analysis  as  motivating these
other kinds of analysis as well, and thus being what is common to
20th c. philosophical analysis in general.

Bertrand Russell was never entirely clear on what he meant by
`analysis', his practice often did not match his words, and his clear-

est  statement  on  the  subject,  in  his   1913   manuscript  7lfeeory  o/
K#ow/edge, defines  `analysis'  in a decompositional sense as a "dis-
covery of the constituents and the manner of combination of a given
complex"  (TK,119).  Beaney  acknowledges  all  of this,  but  still
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thinks logical analysis of language into the new logic best exempli-
fied the analytic philosophy that emerged from his work. This, for
example,  is  the  characteristic  form  of analysis  in  Russell's  essay
`On Denoting', where problems that emerge from a decomposition-

al  analysis  of  English  sentences  such  as   `The  present  King  of
France is bald' disappear upon a logical analysis of them. However,
as Beaney himself admits,  Russell's  idea of analysis is not  clearly
or entirely inteapretive.

Beaney finds G.E.  Moore's notion of analysis to be  of a tradi-
tional  decompositional  sort,  where  complex  concepts  are  analyzed
into  their  constituents.  This  puzzles  Beaney:  while  he  admits  that
Moore  influenced conceptions  of analysis among  analytic philoso-

phers,  Beaney  does  not  address  the  fact  that  this  means  that  his
theory that  20th  c.  analysis  as  Fregean/Russellian logical  analysis
does not seem to work even for the major analysts. He simply ig-
nores this problem and goes on to Wittgenstein.

Because Wittgenstein accepted Frege's assumption that quanti-
fication  logic  was  f7!e  logic  of language,  and  because  he  utilized
Russell's  method  of logical  analysis  from  `On  Denoting',  Beaney

places the early Wittgenstein in the Frege/Russell tradition of logi-
cal  analysis.  At the same time, Wittgenstein's method was also de-
compositional, because he  claimed that an analysis of language re-
duced it to it's simple constituents. Beaney thus sees Wittgenstein's
notion of analysis as a combination of logical  and decompositional
methods.  And  although  the  emphasis  in  later  Wittgenstein  is  on
decompositional   methods,   Beaney  claims  that   a  role  is   left  by
Wittgenstein for logical analysis as well.

The Cambridge school-of Susan Stebbing, John Wisdom, and
Max   Black,   and   including   Oxfordians   Gilbert   Ryle   and   C.C.
Mace-who  founded  the journal  j4#o/ysj.s,  based their  notions  of
analysis  on  Russell,  Moore  and  Wittgenstein.  While  taking  Rus-
sell's theory of definite  descriptions in  `On Denoting'  as a "para-
digm" of analysis, they emphasized the logical analysis found in the
article and de-emphasized the metaphysical reduction of concepts to
other ones.

Russell,  Moore,  and Wittgenstein  similarly influenced Carnap,
who developed a method of construction reminiscent of Russell that
he   first   called   quasi-analysis   and   later   called  logical   analysis.
Carnap used quasi-analysis in his  1928 ,4w¢crw to  construct simple
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qualities  from  individual  experiences.  At  the  same  time  Camap
developed   a   notion   of   explication   he   called   `rational   recon-
struction'.  This  is  a  different  kind  of  translation,  where  vague
everyday concepts are replaced with more precise "scientific" ones.

Beaney  finds  Oxford  linguistic  "ordinary  language"  philoso-

phers to be less like Frege  and Russell  and more like Wittgenstein
in believing that the analysis of language can tell us about thought.
Russell  and  Frege  were  dismissive  of ordinary  language  as  mis-

guided  and  rfusguiding.  Oxfordians  believed that  language  pretty
clearly  reflects  our  concepts.  Ryle  and  Austin  are  discussed  as
examples  of this  view,  as  are  Strawson's  more  Kantian  analyses.
Though Beaney recognizes that they are  straying from the  logical
analysis he thinks unifies analytic philosophy, he thinks that like the
earlier forms of analysis, they all seek to clarify concepts.

This may seem to be a rather thin comparison, but perhaps after
reviewing 26 centuries of philosophical  analysis, Beaney is  simply
running out of steam. However, it should be obvious even from this
brief description of Beaney's survey of the 20th c. that his model of
20th c. analysis as based on logical analysis does not fair well even
on his own terms. In the end, Beaney changes tack and defines ana-
lytic philosophy as being a set of interlocking subtraditions unified
by a shared repertoire of conceptions of analysis that different phil-
osophers  drew  on  in  different  ways.  But  it  is  not  clear  that  this
definition is  adequate to  distinguish  analytic  philosophy from any
other philosophy, for as Beaney himself has shown, all philosophies
seem to  draw  on this  shared repertoire  of conceptions  of analysis,
each in its own way.

VIII. ASKING THE RIGHT QUESTIONS

Beaney's  essay on analysis is  a historical  one,  a part  of the recent
history of early analytic philosophy movement.  Early work in this
new  field seldom  asked what  analytic philosophy is,  but  assured
that  we  already know  this  and  simply  elaborated  on the  standard

picture of analytic philosophy with new facts and greater detail but
without  presenting  us  with  a  different  overall  picture  of it.1  Re-
cently, there has been a revisionist turn in the field, a turn towards
asking the initial questions of what analytic philosophy and analysis
are.  This  new  trend  threatens  to  reject  conventional  answers  and
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provide us with new ones, and Michael Beaney is out ahead of this
pack,  and to  some  extent  leading it in this  direction.  His entry  on
analysts irL the Startord Encyclopedia Of philosophy has itself stirr+
ulated some of this activity, the April 2005 conference on 7rczr!.eJ!.es
o/,4#czfys!.S that he organized was the big event in the field for the

year, and it is hoped that the publication of his book on analysis will
push the field even further in this direction, and so push historians
of analytic philosophy to a better understanding of their subject. For
this reason alone  `Analysis' is a significant work. It is also signify-
cant for its ambition and scope, and, I must say, for its depth of ana-
lysis. Although I have criticized Beaney here for not digging deeply
enough  into  methods  of  analysis  to  answer  important  questions
about them, the amount of analysis he feczs done is impressive. Also
impressive is his bibliography,  which is  an extensive survey of the
literature on this subject. Anyone who likes books and has an inter-
est in the history of philosophy, and especially in the history of ana-
lytic  philosophy,  will  enjoy  reading  through  it  nearly  as  much  as
they will enjoy reading the article itself.

Philosophy Department
Edinboro University of PA
Edinboro, PA   16444

jongley@edinboro.edu

7  This work in the history  of analytic philosophy  should not be confused

with the parallel but separate movement in the history of philosophy of sci-
ence, which has been exuberantly revisionist.

END NATTER

MINUTES TO THE BRS
ANNUAL BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Board  of Directors  armual  meeting
was scheduled for Saturday,  May  14 from  12:30pm to  1:30pm. At
1 :30pm, the meeting was recessed and then resumed at 2:3apm, and
concluded at 3:15pm.  Directors in attendance were Ken Blackwell,
Andy  Bone,  Rosalind  Carey,  David  Henehan,  Tim  Madigan,  Ray
Perkins,  Steve Reinhardt, Cara RIce, Alan Schwerin, Warren Allen
Smith, Peter Stone, and Chad Trainer.

The  Board's  first  item  of business  was  the  selection  of an  in-
terim chair. Peter Stone agreed to act in this capacity. Warren Allen
Smith then moved to approve the minutes from last year's meeting.
Alan  Schwerin  seconded the  motion,  and they were  approved un-
animously.   Ken  Blackwell  then  made  a  motion  to  approve  the
e-mailed  versions   of  the  Treasurer's  report,   and  Warren  Allen
Smith seconded the motion.

The directors then elected the following officers by acclamation:
President:  Alan  Schwerin  (norfunated  by  Ken  Blackwell  and  sec-
onded by Rosalind Carey);Vice President:  Ray Perkins (nominated
by  Alan  Schwerin  and  seconded  by  David  Henehan);  Secretary:
David Henehan (nominated by Alan Schwerin and seconded by Ken
Blackwell);Treasurer: Dennis Darland (nominated by Alan Schwer-
in and seconded by Chad Trainer;  and Chair:  Chad Tralner (nomi-
mated by Ken Blackwell and seconded by Cara RIce);

The  subject  of outreach  for the  Bertrand Russell  Society  was
next  discussed.  Specifically,  the worth  of positions established for
these pulposes was revisited. Rosalind Carey indicated her support
for this type of position and cited the work that John Ongley is al-
ready doing in this area. Tim Madigan moved to have the positions
that  were  divided  (at  the  2004 board  meeting)  into  vice-president
for international  outreach  and vice president of outreach in North
America  combined  into  one  position to  be  occupied  by  John On-

91ey.  Cara RIce  seconded the motion,  and it passed with eleven to
one votes.
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The place and time of next year's annual meeting was the next
item  on the  agenda.  It  was  agreed by  all to  accept  Gregory  Lan-
dini's offer to host next year's annual meeting at the University of
Iowa. There was less agreement about the exact weekend the meet-
ing should occur. Cara Rlce supported the idea of holding the meet-
ing as late in June as possible. John Ongley, on the other hand, sup-

ported the idea of the meeting occurring around the end of May, or
beginning of June. Peter Stone suggested taking a "straw pole" on
the matter.  One  person voted for mid-May, three people for early
June, and twelve people for mid-June. Cara Rice moved to have the
next annual meeting held at the University of Iowa, Warren Allen
Smith seconded the motion, and it passed unanimously.

On the  subject  of the  site  for  2007's  meeting,  Alan  Schwerin
mentioned Monmouth University as a candidate. John Ongley men-
tioned  the  possibility  of  Drew  University.  Peter  Stone  noted  the

good attendance  at Drew's  last meeting, but it was  agreed that the
availability of John Lenz as a host needed to be determined. Rosa-
lind Carey volunteered Lehman as a candidate with the caveat that
it lacked dormitories.

Next on the agenda was the  subject of honorary memberships.
Peter  Stone  read  aloud the  conditions  for honorary members.  Ken
Blackwell  moved  to  make  Joseph  Rotblat  an  honorary  member,
alluding to the  well-known Nobel Prize-winning work Rotblat had
done  with  Russell  and  continues  to  do  with the  Pugwash  confer-
ences. Ken also reminded the directors that Rotblat is 97 years old.
Ray Perkins seconded the motion, and it carried unanimously. Peter
Stone brought up the proposal that Tariq Ali be made an honorary
member, citing the work he did for the Russell War Crimes Tribu-
nal along with other related work, his correspondences with Russell,
and his memorandum on Russell's secretary Ralph Schoenman. Ray
Perkins  moved  to  make  Tariq  Ali  an  honorary  member.  Warren
Allen  Smith  seconded  the  motion,  and  it  carried  with  eleven  yes
votes and one abstension.

Steve  Reinhardt then asked whether there  was  any method  on
the Society's Web site for briefing members on what sort of topics
the annual meetings' papers will concern and what sort of prepara-
tory reading members can do to get the  most out of the meetings'
talks.  He referred specifically to  a couple of papers  delivered that
Saturday moming based largely on books with which he could eas-
ily have become reacquainted (and so derive more out of the talks)
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if only he  had had  a way of knowing  about these papers'  subject
matter in advance. Alan Schwerin responded that the papers accept-
ed for the meeting are indeed listed on the Society's Web site with
accompanying abstracts. Chad Trainer claimed that, on his computer
at least, only the titles of papers could be accessed and not any of the
abstracts. Rosalind Carey then suggested the possibility of a ``recom-
mended reading" list that could be compiled for each meeting.

The  next matter  addressed  was  that  of funding  students  inter-
ested in presenting papers on Russell at academic conferences. Alan
Schwerin explained that Nicholas Griffin had approached him with
the idea of the  Society helping to fund a student interested in de-
1ivering a paper at a conference in Portugal. The Directors consider-
ed  the  problems  of  setting  such  a  precedent,  especially  in  cases
where students do not yet belong to the BRS.  There was common
agreement that a pledge,  at least, to join the BRS should be a pre-
condition for receipt of such funding, and Peter Stone reminded the
directors that a student prize was already in existence.

There was then a digression about the perermial problem of how
to expand membership.  Peter Stone and Rosalind Carey suggested
the   value   of   membership   drives,   especially   advertising.   Alan
Schwerin  explalned  his  disappointment  after  his  experience  with
writing  to  forty-five  universities  inviting  people  to  submit papers
and/or become members and having had nothing to show for it as a
result.  Rosalind  Carey  supported  the  idea  of  the  editors  of  the
Society's    quarterly   jounal   printing   ``free   year's   membership
tickets". Dennis would give recipients interested in redeeming these
tickets a free membership and they would be sent a "welcome pack-
age" of sorts. David Henehan encouraged people to think along the
lines of using World Wide Web options, and he asked for a clarifi-
cation of exactly how flush with money the BRS is.

Ken  Blackwell  cited recent  payments  for a  couple  of lifetime
memberships and university funding for printing the BRSQ as some
reasons for the surplus, and he made reference to Denris Darland's
records of ten or eleven-thousand dollars currently at the Society's
disposal.  Ken Blackwell then introduced  a motion to empower the
executive  committee  to  fund  students  attending  conferences  who
are members of the BRS up to  $200. Alan Schwerin seconded the
motion. The motion passed with six of the seven directors present at
this point voting in its favor and one director voting against it.
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Finally, Ken Blackwell suggested coming up with an automatic
method for selecting a substitute Chair for meetings such as this one
when  the  Chairman  of the  Board  is  not  in  attendance.  Ken  sug-

gested, as an example, that such a role could automatically devolve
upon the former Chairman.  Dave Henehan wondered whether the

position of substitute chair could automatically go to the President,
but Alan  Schwerin replied that that would empower the President
excessively. Peter Stone mentioned the option of mailing out ballots
for   such   cases.   David   Henehan   questioned   the   propriety   of
conducting such an election by mail,  and Ken Blackwell made the

point that this has been the settled manner in which Directors have
been  elected.   Dave   Henehan  then  suggested  that   a  Vice-Chair

position might be worth considering. Alan Schwerin replied that the
Chairman should have to appoint a substitute or proxy.

Cara Rice made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Dave Henehan
seconded the motion, and it passed by acclamation.
CHAD TRAINER

_*_

IN MEMORIAM

JoSEPH ROTBLAT,  96,  died in London  on 31  August 2005.  A  1995
Nobel  Peace  Prize  recipient  (with Hans Bethe),  knighted  in  1998,
and  member  of the  Royal  Society,  Dr.  Rotblat,  a  physicist,  was
among   those   scientists   who   signed   the    1955   Russell-Einstein
Manifesto. A long time Secretary General of the Pugwash initiative,
which  is  credited  with being  instrumental  in  decelerating  the  cold
war nuclear  arms  race,  Rotblat  was the  only  scientist to  leave  the
Manhattan Project  on moral  grounds.  For this  act,  he  was banned
from the US for several years.

WHITFIELD CoBB died in Blacksburg,  Virginia on 31  July 2005.  A
member of the BRS, and a statistician with a doctorate from UNC,
Cobb first studied philosophy, receiving a BA and MA from UNC
in that field before turning to  mathematics.  A longtime teacher of
mathematics, Cobb taught at Virginia Polytechnic Institute and was
retired  as  emeritus  at  State  University.  He  is  remembered  for his
social conscience and his willingness to defend unpopular positions
in  the  face  of threats  to  his  person,  as  in  his  defense  of school
integration.

Traveler ' s Diary / Conf ;erence Report

To those who identify the meetings of the APA with its Eastern
incamation, the Central division conference is a surprise. Compared
to  the  Eastern conference,  it's  small - though not  as  small  as the
Pacific - and it moves at a leisurely, dignified pace: each speaker is

given a full  hour in a group  session at the Central;  at the Eastern,
each  speaker  has  a  breathless  40  minutes.  Moreover,  the  Central
conference rotates on the axis of Chicago, returning each year to the
Palmer House (ffoe Palmer House, if you please, and "Palmer" as in

p¢/w)/);  in contrast the  Eastern careens   through the  orbit  of New
York, Boston, Washington, New York, Boston, Washington.

Satisfaction, as everyone knows, is measured in the units of time
one gets to spend talking about or listening to pet ideas. This year's
crop   of  BRS   talks   (combined   with   sessions   of  HEAPS)   was
especially  satisfying.   Moving  backwards,   the   afternoon   session
heard  first  from  Ahti-Veikko  Pietarinen  on  "Significs  and  Early
Analytic    Philosophy".    S'j.g#z#cS    is    the    branch    of   linguistics
mothered by Lady Welby.  Prof. Pietarinen revealed in the course of
his talk the existence  of correspondence between Lady Welby and
Russell,  and  this  exciting  tidbit  led  me  to  read  these  instructive
letters  during  a  later  visit  to  the  Archives.    In  my  opinion,  they
reveal Russell's skill in giving the brush-off, though he later seems
to have changed his assessment of the value of Welby's work, and it
is  perhaps  mostly  through  Russell's  intellectual  honesty in  attrib-
uting certain ideas to Welby that most of us know of her work at all.

In "Russell, Wittgenstein, and Logical Atomism" Prof. Paul Los
argued  against  the  view  that  atomism  arose  under  Wittgenstein's
influence,   giving   evidence   of  an   earlier   date   and   a   different

provenance  for  that  theory  by  referring  us,  in  part,  to  Russell's
baldly  explicit  realism  in  his  1911  French  paper  "Analytic  Real-
ism". Fellow Russellian James Comelly spoke on "Wittgenstein On
Proper Names  and Logical Truth"  arguing for the presence in the
rrczc/oJws of an interesting and important theory of proper names. In
taking this line James perhaps places himself in the overdue back-
lash to  the  current  fashion  of denying that  Wittgenstein ever  had
any theories, meant to express theories - or heck!  - even knew what
a theory was.
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In the moming session, Prof. David Martens gave an exquisitely
crafted argument in  a paper called ``MCTaggart On the Conditions
for  Knowledge".    I  have  since  come  to  realize  exactly how  rare
MCTaggart  scholars  are,  so this  was  a unique  treat.  Prof.  Stefanie
Rocknak of Hartnack College in New York spoke on "Russell's Im-

pact  on Quine".  Her paper  (and those  of the  other  speakers)  was
well received by a healthy audience of about 12 souls.

Aaron Preston's paper "Curent Work on the History and Nature
of Analytic Philosophy" created sufficient flap and high feeling that
it was  necessary for the  group to  continue  the  conversation  after-
ward in the calming presence of food and drink. His talk describes
analytic philosophy as a will o' the wisp, a/zzco7! depczrJer with no
common feature or language game uniting its supposed representa-
tives. What is interesting about Aaron's treatment of the topic -for
me anyway -is what it reveals about his conceptions of philosophy
in  general.  Not  everyone  will  agree  with  me  that  philosophy  is
essentially meta-philosophy; this is a matter of taste. And so, too, is
the Central APA. -Rosalind Carey

Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.
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WAS RUSSELL A  SECULAR HUMANIST?  Many  members  of the  Rus-

sell Society seem to think so; others disagree.  Francis Mortyn of the
American  Humanist  Association  reports  that  the  terin  `secular hu-
manism' was first used by the Moral Majority in the 60s and 70s as
a  form  of disparagement and  only gained  currency among human-
ists when Paul  Kurtz  adopted the term  in  1979  or  1980 to  refer to
his own humanist group, which today is the Council for Secular Hu-
manism.  Mortyn  further claims that the concept of secular human-
ism "offers  no philosophical  advance" over that of humanism,  that
is, there is no theoretical difference between the two terms.I

.    There  is  some justice to the claim that there  is  no philosophical
difference between humanists  and  secular humanists.  What  Amer-
ican  humanists  have  meant  by  `humanism'  from  at  least  1933  on
can  be   seen   in  their   1933   f7wwc7#/.j`/  Wc7#//e5'Jo.   Comparing   this
document to the description of secular humanism at the website of
the  Council  of Secular  Humanism  shows  that  both  humanists  and
secular humanists reject theism (belief in  a  supernatural  being)  and
accept naturalism  (the  view  that  it  is  only  within  science  itself that
reality can be described).  Both reject a supernatural  creation of the
earth,   both  accept   evolution  theory   as   best   accounting   for   the
creation  of human  beings,  both  seek  moral  values  that  will  make

people's  lives better,  and both think it  is  by reason and experience
that such values will be found.2

The difference between humanists and secular humanists, if any,
seems to be an emotional one. Though rejecting theism and accept-
ing naturalism, the humanists of the  1933  manifesto quite astonish-
ingly called themselves  `religious  humanists'  -the  majority of the
signatories of the manifesto were in fact Unitarian clergy! Essential-
ly,  they  were  naturalists  committed  to  using  reason  to  improve

people's lives wAo //.4cc7 re//.g/.o# and so wanted to call this view re-
ligion  too.  In  contrast,  secular  humanists  are  naturalists  committed
to  using  reason  to  improve  people's  lives  who,  according  to  their
website,   are  people  who  "typically  describe  themselves  as  non-
religious", that is, they are people who c7o# '/ like religion.

Francis Mortyn, private email to John Ongley, July  16, 2006.

The  1933  Humanist Manifesto and Council of Secular Humanism des-
cription of secular humanism can both be found on the web.
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So  where  does  Russell  belong  in  all  of this?  While  he  was  a
member of the  British  Humanist Association (at one time presided
over by A.J. Ayer), he tended to call himself either a rationalist or a
skeptic.  Still, it seems fair to say that he was some sort of humanist.
But  what  kind?  He  valued  what  he  called  "personal  religion"  by
which  he  seems  to  have  meant  ecstatic  religions  experiences  and
strong  moral   intuitions,   though  he   refused  to   infer  from  these
experiences to belief in a supernatural being, much like the religious
humanists,  and  so  would  have  fit  well  among  them.  At  the  same
time,  he never passed up  an opportunity to kick organized religion
and so would have also fit in well among the secular humanists.

Then  again,  humanists  are  naturalists,  so  if Russell  was  not  a
naturalist it would not be right to call him a humanist of any kind.
Was Russell, then, a naturalist?

IN THIS ISSUE,  AN[)REW LUGG ARGUES,  in  `Russell  as  a Precursor of

Quine',  that yes,  Russell  was  indeed a naturalist  in his philosophy
from  at  least  1914  on.  Lugg  argues  this  point by  comparing  Rus-
sell's  views  on  philosophy  with  Quine's  naturalism,  showing  that
Russell and Quine agree on most fundamental issues, and concludes
that  the  best  way  of viewing  Russell  is  as  a precursor  of Quine's
naturalism  and  the  best  way  of viewing  Quine  is  as  a  follower of
Russell.  And  if Lugg  is  correct,  then  given  Russell's  other  like-
messes   with   humanism,   perhaps   it   is   most   fair  to   say   that   on
Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays Russell was a religious human-
ist and on Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays a secular one. I leave
it to the reader to decide what Russell was on Sundays.

The  nature  of Russell's  views  on` naturalism  are  not  all  that  are
examined in this  issue.  Alongside these matters, CHAD TRAINER ex-

plores  THE  NOOKS  AND  CRANNIES  OF  RUSSELL'S  VIEWS  ON  WORLD
GoVERNMENT in his essay `Solitary, Poor, Nasty, Brutish and Short:
Russell's   Views   of  Life   without   World   Govemment'.   Trainer
begins  by  noting  that  Russell's  views  on  world  government  were
nearly  the   same  as  Hobbes's  views  on  national  ones  and  then
fleshes    this    observation    out,    exploring    the    details    of   their
similarities   and   differences,   ending   with   an   assessment   of  the

pertinence  of  Russell's  views  on  world  government  for  today's
world.

SOCIETY NEWS

TIME  To  RENEW.  The  BRS  exists  to  serve  you  by  providing  you
with annual and other meetings, various publications and an online
community, and the membership dues of the society enable the BRS
to fulfill its function, so if you have not already paid your dues, we
hope that you will do so now.

IoWA CITy, IoWA. The weekend of June  1 -3 marked the occasion of
the 33rd Annual Meeting of the BRS, convening for the first time at
the University of Iowa in Iowa City,  Iowa.  The  Society extends its
thanks to Gregory Landini, convener, for making the event possible
and  for seeing to  it that the weekend went  smoothly.  This was the
first time that the BRS annual meeting has made it to this part of the
US, and a general sense of excitement about the venue accompanied
the many fine talks.  A complete report of the Annual Meeting will
be published in the next issue of the BRS g#czr/er/);.

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Dear Editors:
I  was  saddened  to  learn in  the  August  2005  Bcr/rcz#d RwsLTe//

SocJ.edy  g#cJr/er/);  of the  death  of Whit field  Cobb.  He  was  an
extremely  warm  and  engaging  man  who  I  met  at  several  BRS
annual  meetings  in  the  early   l990s.  I  was  new  to  the  Society
then, and Cobb was one of the several people who helped me feel
at home  and convinced me that I was  in the right place  (despite
being   perhaps   20   years   younger   than   most   of  the   meeting
attendees). He will be missed.

Yours very sincerely,

Peter Stone.

A  BRS  LIFE  MEMBERSHIP  COUPLE!  The  Bertrand  Russell  Society

gained two new life members this past spring cz#c/ /./a/rs/ /j/a mem-
bcrsfojp  cowp/e  when  Eberhard  and  Yvonne  Jonath  of Volketswil
Switzerland became life members of the Society in March. Yvonne
says that it was from reading his #J.s/or}J o/. WeLq/cr# PA/./osapAy that
she  first became  impressed  by  Russell -  for his  rationalism,  cour-
age,  humor,  and  personality.  Eberhard  says  he  admires  Russell's
willingness  to  give  up  his  scientific  opinions  when  they  were  no
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longer well-grounded.  Yvonne  suggests  a  BRS  meeting  in  Europe
sometime,  something  that  has  been  discussed now  and then  in the
BRS  but  never  acted  on.  We  are  grateful  to  the  Jonaths  for  their

generous gift and are delighted to have them as life members.

AND YET  ANOTHER  LIFE  MEMBER.  Michael  Berumen  has  also  be-

come  a life member of the  Russell  Society.  Michael  is  a business-
man  and  philosopher  who  lives  in  Southern  Califomia  (Laguna
Niguel) who has written a book on ethics called Do IVo Ev/./..  £/Az.cs
with  Application  to  Economics  Theory  and  Business. Micha€A hels
wondered about a BRS meeting in California, another prospect that
has been discussed now and again in the BRS. As with the Jonaths,
we are grateful to Michael for his generous gift and pleased to have
him as a life member of the BRS.

NEW  SOCIETY  HONORARY  MEMBER.   David  Henehan  reports  that

after  months  of searching  for  Tariq  Ali,  David  finally  found  him
and notified him of the Society's offer of an honorary membership.
Ali has accepted the offer and so is the newest honorary member of
the  Society.  Tariq Ali  is a noted author,  filmmaker, BBC commen-
tator   and   historian   who   regularly   contributes   to   the   Gwczrc//.cz#,
Counterpunch, a.nd the London Review Of Books. We fect pin.ileged
to have him as an honorary member of the BRS.

GET ON THE MAP!  Curious where other BRS members live?  Thanks
to  Bob  Riemenschneider,  you  can now  find out!  To  find  the  BRS
map   site,   go   online   to   http://frapper.com/bertrandrussellsociety.
Once  there  and enrolled,  you can add your name-and a photo  if

you  like-to  the  BRS  map  along `with  the  29  members  who  are
already on it.  A tiny balloon marks your spot on the map.  (It marks

your  movements  too,  if you  travel.)  Clicking  on  your  balloon  ex-
pands  it  and  displays  your  name,  photo,  and  message  to  the  BRS
community.  Clicking  on  any  area  of the  map  allows  you  to  zoom
into  a  location  almost  to   street  level.   Besides  being  useful,  the
website  contains  such  moving  tributes  to  intellectualism  and  free
thought  as  "Philosophy  is  mathematics",  "Mathematics  is  philo-
sophy"  and  "WaITen,  move  your  balloon.  you're  crowding  me!"
APROPOS  OF  THE   MAP,   a  pipe-smoking   Bertie  was   spotted  in  the

(Frappr) vicinity of Pembroke Road, East of Ham and Northwest of
London.   The   same  Bertie  was   subsequently  reported  wandering
around Utah in an empty field West of Route 50.  According to our
sources, Bertie appears to be lost and resorting to strong language.

SOCIETY NEWS 7

EASTERN AND CENTRAL DIVISION ANNUAL MEETINGS OF THE APA.

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  hosted  sessions  of talks  at  both  the
Eastern and Central APA meetings this past year. An account of the
sessions  at the Eastern meeting (December 27-30)  can be  found in
the  Traveler's  Diary  in  the  back  of this  issue.  This  year's  Central
meeting  (April  26-29),  housed  within  the  gilt  walls  of the  Palmer
Hotel  in  Chicago,  included  a  broad  mix  of  talks,  with  Stephen
Mum ford   (University   of   Nottingham)   speaking   on   "Russell's
Defense  of  Idleness",  Nikolay  Milkov  (Bielefeld  University)  on
"The Joint Program of Russell and Wittgenstein:  March-November

1912",   and   Erie   Wielenberg   (Depauw   University)   speaking   on
"Bertrand  Russell  and  C.   S.   Lewis:   Two  Peas  in  a  Pod",   with

Nikolay  Milkov  responding.  Our  friends  in  HEAPS  (History  of
Early  Analytic  Philosophy  Society)  sponsored  a related  session  of
talks  there,  with  Paul  Pojman  (Towson  University)  speaking  on
"From  Mach  to  Camap:   A  Tale  of  Confusion",  Aaron  Preston

(Malone  College)  speaking  on  "Scientism  and  the  Emergence  of
Analytic Philosophy", and Giancarlo Zanet (University of Palermo)
speaking on "Pragmatism, the A Priori and Analyticity:  C.  I. Lewis
and Quine".

THIS  ISSUE'S  TREASURER'S  REPORTS.  In  order  to  correct  for  some

past inaccuracies,  we are republishing  several past BRS treasurer's
reports.
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RUSSELL AS A PRECURSOR OF QUINE *

ANDREW LIJGG

AT  THE  END  OF  HIS  CONTRIBUTION  to  a panel  on  Bertrand
Russell's  philosophy  at  the  American  Philosophical  Association  in
Philadelphia  in  1966,  W.V.  Quine  draws  attention  to  Russell's  "in-
creasing  naturalism". I  Unsurprisingly  given  Quine's  belief that  "it
is  within  science  itself.  and not  in  some prior philosophy,  that real-
ity  is  to  be  identified  and  described",2  he  applauds  Russell's  move
to.  neutral  monism  and  the  subsequent  "drift"  in  his  thinking  to-
wards a more comprehensive naturalism.  He only regrets that Rus-
sell's ..neutral particulars are on the side of sense data" and his later
epistemology  falls  short  of `.the  physicalistic  pole,  even  in  #wmcz#
K#ow/ec/ge".  On his interpretation.  "Russell had stated the basis for

[the naturalistic]  attitude already  in  1914  [in  Oz„ K#ow/cc7ge cj//Ae
Ex./e>r#cz/    Wor/c/,   one   of   Russell's   earliest   forays   into   epistem-
ology]".3  He  observes  that  in  Ozir K#ow/c'c/ge  Russell  says:  "There
is  not  any  super fine  brand  of knowledge,  obtainable  by  the  phil-
osopher, which can give us a standpoint from which to criticize the
whole  of knowledge  of daily  life.  The  most  that  can  be  done  is  to
examine and purify our common knowledge by an internal scrutiny,
assuming the canons by which it has been obtained".4

Quine's  account of Russell's  developing philosophical  views  is
not  uncontroversial.  It  is  questionable  whether  Russell  advanced  a
"frankly phenomenalistic  form" of "logical  atomism" and develop-

ed his more naturalistic version of neutral monism by ..warping" his

* The main  ideas of this paper were presented at the  Annual  Meeting of the

Bertrand  Russell  Society  held  at  MCMaster  University.  Hamilton`  Ontario`
May  2005.  Thanks  to  Lynne  Cohen.  as  always.  for  her  help  and  to  Paul
Forster  for detailed  comments  on  an  earlier draft  of the  paper and  frequent
discussion.

`Russell's Ontological  Development'`  p.  85.

`Tllings  and  Their  Place  in  Theories'`  p.  21.

•Russell's Ontological  Developmcnt',  p.  85.

p.  71   in  the  edition  of  (Jw;.  K#ow'/cc/ge  that  Quine  quotes.  pp.  73-74  in
later editions.
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atomism.5  And  questionable  too  whether  he  came  to  favour  the
naturalism  Quine  attributes  to  him  only  in  1928  and  whether  his

philosophy  became  increasingly  naturalistic  in  the  years  that  fol-
lowed.  Naturalism makes an appearance  in the  1914  lecture Quine
refers to, and Russell's epistemology of the  1940s is not significant-
ly  more  naturalistic  than  his  epistemology  of the  1920s.  Quine  is
surely right, however, about the naturalistic cast of Russell's think-
ing. Early and late, Russell rejected the possibility of justifying our
knowledge  of the  external world without assuming anything what-
soever  about  the  world   itself  and  never  attempted  to   seek  out
"superfine   ...   knowledge".t`  However  much  Russell  changed  his

views between the early  1910s and the late  1950s, he took the meth-
ods of epistemology to be the methods of science and everyday life.
He  shunned  the  idea  of  a  first  philosophy  and  demonstrated,  as

Quine notes, "a readiness to see philosophy as natural science train-
ed on itself and permitted free use of scientific findings".

In  what  follows  I  take  up  Quine's  hint and defend his  concep-
tion of Russell as a naturalistic epistemologist.  I argue that Russell
approaches the problem of our knowledge of the  external world in
much the  same way as  Quine approaches the problem and the  dif-
ference between them regarding the  relationship of our knowledge
to the  evidence  on  which  it  is  based,  though  important,  is  one be-
tween philosophers  in the  same naturalist camp.  Nobody needs re-
minding  that  Russell  does  not  agree  with  Quine  on  everything  -
that,  for instance, he has a different view of the nature of necessity
and the c] pr/.or/. and thinks of analysis as getting at hidden meanings
rather than as a clarificatory enterp`rise.  My  contention is that Rus-
sell   advances   his   epistemological   speculations   in  as   scientific   a
spirit  as  Quine,  occasional  appearances  to  the  contrary  notwith-
standing. He intends his discussion of our knowledge of the external
world to be understood as a contribution to science and is far better
viewed  as  a  precursor  of Quine  than  as  the  traditionally-minded

philosopher he  is usually taken to be - and Quine correspondingly
better viewed as a follower of Russell than as a lapsed logical pos-
itivist.  I  start  by  noting  some  important  similarities  between  Rus-
sell's thinking and Quine's.

`Russel]'s Ontological  Development',  p.  85.

]bid.
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IT  NEEDS  NOTICING  RIGHT  AWAY  that  Russell  is  as  antipa-
thetic as Quine to the dream of a foundation for scientific and com-
monsense knowledge firmer than and prior to science and common-
sense. He does not discuss our knowledge from a standpoint beyond
what  we  know  but  scrutinises  it  given  what  we  know.  It  is,  he
thinks, no part of the philosopher's task to demonstrate once and for
all that belief in the existence of the external world is justified, and
he devotes his efforts to critically examining and organising our be-
liefs to reveal their relative strengths and how they are interrelated.
Thus  in  1927  in  O!f///.#e  o/PA/./osapky he  writes:  "Philosophy  in-
volves a criticism of scientific knowledge, not from a point of view
ultimately different from science, but from a point of view less con-
c6med  with  details  and  more  concerned  with  the  harmony  of the
whole body of special sciences" (p.  2). And still earlier,  in  1912, he
writes in Prod/ews o/Pfej./osapky, his first major work in epistemol-
ogy:  "Philosophical  knowledge  ...  does  not  differ  essentially  from
scientific knowledge; there is no special source of wisdom which is
open to philosophy but  not to  science,  and the  results  obtained by

philosophy  are  not  radically  different  from  those  obtained  from
science" (p.  149).7

Time  and  again  Russell  declares  that he  takes  epistemology  to
be a science combining logic and psychology.  In  7lfeeor); o/K#ow-
/edge,  for instance,  he  avers  that  "it  is  impossible  to  assign  to  the
theory of knowledge a province distinct from that of logic and psy-
chology"  (p.  46)  and  in A#  /#qi{j.ny  ;.#/o  i`4ecr#;.#g cz#cJ  rrz{/fe  he  un-

derlines that "[e]pistemology involves both logical and psychologi-
cal  elements"  (p.18).  On  his  reckoning,  as  he  explains  in /#q»/.ny,
epistemology is psychological insofar as it concerns "the relation of
basic propositions  to  experiences,  the  degree  of doubt  or certainty
that we feel in regard to any of them, and the methods of diminish-
ing the  former and  increasing the  latter",  logical  insofar as  it con-
cerns  "the  inferential  relation  ...  between  basic  propositions  and
those we believe because of them;  also the  logical  relations  which
often subsist between different basic propositions ,... also the logical
character of the  basic  propositions  themselves".  For all  the  differ-

Also corrxpare  Problems of Philosopky, I)p. 25-26, Our  Knowledge of the
Ex/er#a/  Wor/c7,   p.  74,  and  Qujne's  quotation  from  the  same  work  cited
earlier.
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ences between  Russell  and Quine  regarding experience,  basic pro-

positions and the character of the "inferential relation", their general
stances  are  much  the  same.  Both  are  concerned  with  "the  central
logical structure of empirical evidence" and both persuaded that the
"essentials" of "the relation of evidential  support ...  can be schema-

tized by little more than logical analysis".8
When  Russell  turns  to  the   specific  problem  of  the  external

world,  moreover,  he  states without qualification that he  is engaged
in  a  scientific  endeavour.  Thus  in  `Professor  Dewey's  "Essays  in
Experimental  Logic",  a review he  wrote  for the Jo#r#cz/ o/PAJ./o-
sapAy in  1919, he says: "The chief thing that I wish to make clear is
that in discussing the world as a  logical problem,  I am dealing in a
scientific spirit with a genuine scientific question, in fact a question
of physics" (p. 21 ). (The reason Russell refers to the problem of the
external world as  a "logical problem" is that he takes it to concern
the  question of "[w]hat,  apart from argument and inference  ...  sur-
viv[es]  a  critical  scrutiny  [and]  what  inferences  will  then be possi-
ble?" (pp. 20-21 ).)9 Here Russell not only anticipates Quine's ques-
tion:  "Whence then the strength of our notion that there is a physi-
cal world?", he also anticipates his view of the question as one ``for
the natural  science of the external world,  in particular,  for the psy-
chology  of  human  animals".'°  (Incidentally,   Russell   also  agrees
with Dewey regarding the nature  of the problem.  He  is not,  as  fol-
lowers of Dewey frequently assume, committed to the idea of a first

philosophy.)"
Russell avails himself of scientific results whenever he can.  He

would have had no quarrel with Quine's claim that "it is a flnding
of natural science itself, however fallible, that our information about
the world comes only through impacts on our sensory receptors" or
with  his  conception  of "the  relation  of science  to  its  sensory  data

8 Quine, Pwrs#j./ o/rrzt/A, p.  18 and pp.  I -2.

Also  compare  Owr K#ow/cc7ge o//Ac Ex/cr#cz/  Wor/d,  Lecture  111.  In  this
lecture  Russell  speaks  of himself as  "apply[ing]  the  logical-analytic  meth-
od" to the problem (p.  72).

Quine,  `The Scope and Language of Science'. p. 230.
In  `Professor  Dewey's  "Essays  in  Experimental  Logic",  Russell  writes:

"I   suppose   [Dewey]   would   say.   what   I   should   agree   to   in   a   certaili

fundamental  sense,  that knowledge  must be  accepted as a  fact,  and cannot
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[as]  a  relation  open  to  inquiry  as  a  chapter  of the  science  of [an
antecedently acknowledged extemal]  world". `2 As  Russell  explicit-
ly notes  in his review of Dewey,  in observing that "the conception
of a  `datum' becomes, as it were, a limiting conception of what we
may call  scientific  common-sense",  he  is  "proceeding along ordin-
any  scientific  lines"  (p.  21).  And  as  he  explicitly  says  in  his  1923

article on  `Vagueness' he thinks that "if you are going to allow any
inferences from what you directly experience to other entities, then

physics supplies the safest form of such inferences" (p.  154). '3
More striking still, Russell's picture of those doing the knowing

is reminiscent of nothing so much as Quine's picture of them.  Like

Quine, he conceives the knowing subject as a physical object acted
o.n by extemal  forces  and reacting  from time to time by disturbing
his or her immediate surroundings.  It was Quine who said:  "I am a

physical  object  sitting  in  a  physical  world.  Some  of the  forces  of
this physical world impinge on my surface. Light rays strike my re-
tinas; molecules bombard my eardrums and fingertips.  I strike back
emanating concentric airwaves. These waves take the form of a tor-
rent of discourse about tables, people, molecules, retinas, air waves,

prime  numbers,  infinite  classes, joy  and  sorrow,  good  and  evil".'4
But it could have been Russell.  Certainly Russell had no compunc-
tion  about  writing  in  714e ,4#cz/ysj.a  o/Mcz//er:  "In  the  last  analysis,
all our knowledge of matter is derived from perceptions, which are
themselves causally dependent on effects on our bodies .... What we
hear,  and  what  we  read  in  books,  comes  to  us  entirely  through  a
flow of energy across the boundaries of our bodies" (pp. 27, 28). ]5

To picture knowers  as  surfaces across  which energy travels,  as
Russell - and following him Quine ~ does,  is to  opt  for the physi-
cist's view of them and to refrain from describing them in intention-

Pursuit of Truth` p . \9 .
Also compille Our Knowledge Of the External World. rap. 7S-80.
These  are  the  opening  sentences  of  `The  Scope  and  Language  of Sci-

ence', the paper in which Quine  lays out his epistemological  project for the
first time.

Burton  Dreben,  perhaps  Quine's  closest associate,  told  me that when  he
asked  Qujne  about  the  similarity  of his  view  to  Russell's,  Quine  assured
him  -  much  to  Dreben's  surprise  -  that  he  had  not  read  rfie A#c7/ysf.s  o/
I   /_  JJ  _       L  _J`_  _._    __     _.I.               £m,           -

in                                    beprovedfromtheouts]de   tp   ,7,                                                                                              EL                              „a,,e,before\^,r,t.ng  ThescopeandLangungeofsc]ence
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al or mentalistic terms. The thought is that each of us comes up with
our knowledge of the world from the slenderest of data, specifically

physical,  sensory  data,  and  it  falls  to the  epistemologist to  explain
how we  can know  about the world beyond our surfaces  given that
we  only  have  (according  to  natural  science)  what  crosses  our  sur-
faces to go on.  Though it is hard to imagine Russell declaring in so
many words: `.All I am or ever can hope to be is due to irritations of
my surface, together with such latent tendencies to response as may
have been present in my original germ plasm",'6 he is as committed
as Quine to regarding the knowing subject as a system governed by
the laws of physics. In his  1927 book 7lfoc A#cz/ys!.I o/Wc}//er, for in-
stance, he stresses the "physical significance" of his conception and
treats the  individual  knower as "an oval  surface,  which is  liable to
continuous  motion  and  change  of  shape,  but  persists  throughout
time",  a  surface  across  which  energy  flows,  "sometimes  inward,
sometimes  outward"  (pp.  27-28).  He  even  writes  in  `Vagueness':
"People  do  not  say  that  a  barometer  "knows"  when  it  is  going  to

rain;  but  I  doubt that there  is  any  essential  difference  between the
barometer and the meteorologist, who observes it" (p.  154).

HAVING DRAWN ATTENTION to important similarities between
Russell and Quine,  I turn now to what may be thought to be stum-
bling blocks to grouping them together, starting with the seemingly
awkward fact that Russell avails himself of the method of Cartesian
doubt,  something Quine never does.  It is tempting to object that no
naturalistic philosopher would appeal as brazenly as Russell to such
doubt,  never  mind  invoke  it  as  he  does  in  Ozjr  K#ow/edge  o//Ac
Ex/cr#cz/  Wor/cJ to  isolate  data  "which  resist  the  solvent  of critical
reflection" (pp. 77-78). `7 This objection, however, labours under the
difficulty that Russell does not invoke the method of doubt to deter-
mine what is "completely indubitable", only deploys it in the course
of his  logico-psychological  investigations,  as he says  in A# /#qwJ.r};
/.#/o  A4ccz#;.#g  cz#c/  rr2f /fo,  to  determine  a  set  of propositions  "not
wholly derived from their logical relations to other propositions" (p.
125).  It is no coincidence that he emphasises  in I/!/mc}# K#ow/cc/ge

]6 Quine,  `The  Scope and  Language of science'. p.  228.

"  Russell  also  describes  his  task  in  this  work  as  one  of "discovering  what

sort of world can be constructed by  ...  means [of hard data] alone" (p.  79).
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that he js "expounding part of Descartes'  argument", not the whole
of  it,  and  troubles  to  note  that  Cartesian  doubt  has  "value  as  a
means of articulating our knowledge and showing what depends on
what" (pp.  188,  196).

Russell   does,   it  is  true,   say   in  A#  /#gztj.ry  !.#/o   A4ec7#j.#g  cz#c/

rrit/A that "the whole subject [of epistemology]  is a product of Car-
tesian doubt" (p.  16; also p.  I 17).  But Quine, a naturalistic thinker if

ever there  was  one,  believes  the  same  thing,  his  view  being,  as  he

puts  it  in  `The  Nature  of Natural  Knowledge',  that  "the  theory  of
knowledge  has  its  origin  in   doubt"  (p.   67).   Moreover,  as  Quine
immediately  goes  on  to  note,  the  crucial  question  is  not  whether
"[d]oubt  prompts  the  theory  of  knowledge"  but  whether  "know-

ledge,  also,  was  what prompted the  doubt",  i.e.  whether the  doubts
are  "scientific"  rather  than  independent  philosophical  doubts  (pp.
67, 68). And in any case Russell  himself is motivated by doubts that
arise  within  science,  not by  ones  imported  from  the  outside.  To  his
way of thinking,  epistemology  would be an  idle pastime were it not
for the  fact  that,  as  he  says  in  A#  /#qwj.ry  ;.#/o  A/ecz#z.#g cz#c7  rrw/A,
science  undermines  "the  doctrine  that  things  are  what  they  seem",
indeed  is "at war with  itself" (p.  15).  He takes  our knowledge to  be
worth scrutinising, criticising and reorganising for the simple reason
that whenever he ponders the external world from within the frame-
work of science  he  finds  himself "full  of hitherto  unquestioned  as-
sumptions, for many of which [he has] as yet no adequate reason"."
In other words for him the method of doubt js a method of science,
one that scientists help themselves to from time to time, for instance
when they submit their own scientific beliefs to "internal scrutiny".

Nor is it a problem for the interpretation of Russell's philosophy
I  am  defending that he stands foursquare against the Quinean view
that behaviourism  is  mandatory  for a properly  scientific  epistemol-
ogy.  Russell  does, to be sure, criticise behaviourism  by arguing that

psychologists  may  be  deceived  in  much  the  same  way  as  "the  ani-
mals  [they  are  studying]  are deceived  by  mirrors" and that ``[w]hen
the  behaviourist  observes  the  doings  of animals,  and  decides  whe-
ther these show knowledge or error, he is not thinking of himself as
an  animal, but at least as a hypothetically  inerrant recorder of what

'8  `Professor Dewey's "Essays in Experimental  Logic", p. 20.
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actually  happens"."  For  Russell  the  behavioural  scientist  "gives  a
false  sense  of objectivity  to  the  results  of his  observation[s]"  be-
cause he "omit[s] the  fact that Ae-an organism like any other-is
observing".20  None  of this,  however,  shows  Russell  to  have  been
less than fully consistent in regarding the problem of our knowledge
of the  external  world  as  a  scientific  problem.  To  the  contrary,  far
from repudiating naturalism and opting for first philosophy, he sim-

ply draws what he takes to be a consequence of our present-day sci-
entific  knowledge.  His  attack  on  behaviourism  is  an  attack  from
within the naturalist's framework, not from outside it.

Russell's  central point about behaviourism is,  as  he put it in A#
/#qw!.r}; ;.#/o  A4ec7#;.#g cz#cJ rrw/fo, that it  fails to acknowledge an im-

portant item of scientific scripture, "scripture [that], in its most can-
onical form, is embodied in physics (including physiology)" (p.  15).
He holds that a "serpent  [has been introduced]  into the behaviour-
ist's paradise" once "the fallibility of the observer" is noticed, a ser-

pent that "has no difficulty in quoting scientific scripture [to prompt
doubts  about  the  external  world]".  It  is,  he  would  have  us  appre-
ciate,  a  consequence  of science  itself that we  must  start  from  sen-
sory  data  rather  than  from  overt  behaviour  and  consider  how  we
manage to obtain our knowledge of the world from our perceptions.
The epistemological problem concerns our knowledge of human be-
haviour  (and  human physiology)  as  well  as  our knowledge  of the

physical  world,  and  only by considering the  antecedents of behav-
iour and what goes on in our heads from a scientific standpoint can
we hope to clarify how human knowers know anything at all.

In  this  context  it  is  also  important  to  notice  that  Russell's  re-
rr[zrlk:s  Etooul  accTwilrfuzTr\ce  in  Problems  Of  Philosopky,  Theory  dy
K#ow/ecJge  and  other  early  epistemological  writings  do  not  cause
trouble  for  my  line  of  interpretation.  Though  his  conception  of
knowledge by direct, unmediated acquaintance is foreign to Quine,
his epistemological project, early and late, is not fundamentally dif-
ferent.  There  is  for one  thing  more  than a  slight echo  of Russell's
view that "the meaning we attach to our words must be  something
with which we are acquainted" in Quine's view that "all inculcation

An Inquiry into  Meaning and Truth, pp.14-ls. AIso compare An Outline
of philosophy, p. \05 .
20 An Inquiry into  Meaning and Truth, p. \S .
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of meanings  of words must rest ultimately on sensory evidence".2'
And for another the principle of acquaintance - "Every praposJ./z.o#
which we  can understand must  be  composed wholly  Of constituents
w/tfo wA;.c4 we czre czcq#oj.#fec7"22 - is not in and of itself antithetical

to naturalism.  Nor,  contrary to what is  often supposed,  did Russell
himself regard the principle as an independent constraint on analy-
sis, one that precedes scientiflc investigation. In good Quinean fash-
ion,  he  took  it  to  stand  and  fall  with  his  theory  of the  world  and
treated  the  question  of what  we  are  (directly)  acquainted  with,  if
anything, as a scientific question.23

Again it is no objection to the present line of thought that Rus-
sell  contrasts his brand of "`theory of knowledge'  ...  or  `epistemol-
ogy', as it is also called", with "theory of knowledge [that] accept[s]
the  scientific  account  of the  world  ...  as  the  best  at  present  avail-
able".24  To  insist,  as  Russell  does,  that  the  first  kind  of theory  of
knowledge  is  "deeper and  [ofl  much  greater  importance" than  the
second  kind  of theory  is  not  to  come  down  on  the  non-naturalist
side  of the  fence.  The  distinction  in  question  is  a  distinction  be-
tween two types of naturalistic  theory  of knowledge,  the  sort Rus-
sell aims to develop and the sort a psychologist or sociologist might
attempt  to  provide,  i.e.  one  that  recognises  that  "the  world  ...  con-
tains  a phenomenon  called  `knowing',  and  ...  consider[s]  what  sort
of phenomenon this is". In fact there is no discernible difference be-
tween  the  sort  of "theory  of knowledge"  Russell  favours  and  the
sort Quine envisions  in point of depth and importance.  Both philo-
sophers are occupied with what in PwrswJ./ o/ rrzffA Quine character-
ises as "central to traditional epistemology", namely the job of clar-

21 Russell,    Prod/ems    a/   PA/./osapky,    p.    58;    Quine,    `Epistemology
Naturalized', p.  75.

Russell, Prod/ems' a/Prfej./osapky, p.  58 (Russell's  italics).

A  full  discussion of this point is out of the question  here.  I  shall  only  say
that  I  believe  Russell  is  best read as revising  his  views  about acquaintance
along  with  his  understanding of the  deliverances  of natural  science  (in  this
connection  see  the  references  in  footnote  7  and  the  accompanying  text).
Also  I  would  argue  that  Russell  eventually  dispensed  with  the  notion  of
acquaintance  because  he  came  to  think   it  scientifically  problematic  and
superfluous.

A#  /#qzt;.ry z.#/o  Wccz#i.#g c7#c/  rr2t/fo,  pp  I 5,  I 4.  The  following  quotations
are from p.14 and pp.12-13.
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ifying the relation of our knowledge as a whole to the sensory infor-
matlon on which it is based (p.19). And both philosophers take the
epistemologist's   main   task,   as   Russell   says   in   A#   /#qw/.ry   /.#/o
^4ecz#j.#g cz#c7 rr2{/fo, to be one of arranging ``what we think we know
in  a  certain  order  in  which  what  comes  later  is  known  (if  it  is
known) because of what comes earlier" (p.16).

Finally to  allay another possible wolTy,  I  should stress that no-
thing I have been suggesting runs counter to Russell's conception of
log:lc in Our  Knowledge  Of the  External  World  as "the esse;nee of

philosophy"  (  Lecture  11)  or his  view  in  `On the  Scientific  Method-in phiihosaprty'  that "philosophy  is  the  science  Of the  possible"  (D.

84,  italics in the original).  These remarks, as Russell intends them,
are  perfectly  compatible  with  the  naturalistic  attitude  Quine  dis-
cerns in his thinking, even required by it. He takes logic to be at the
heart of philosophy because, as he says in Lecture 11, it "enlarg[es]
our abstract imagination" and "provides a method which enables us
to  obtain  results  that  do  not  merely  embody  personal  idiosyncra-
sies"   (pp.   68,   69).   And  he  takes  philosophy  to   deal  with  "the

possible"  because,  as  he  immediately  goes  on  to  note  in  `On  the
Scientific  Method  in  Philosophy',  it  deals  with  "the  general",  the

possible  and the  general  being  "indistinguishable"  (p.  84).25  More-
over I  am persuaded that when considered in context,  other seem-
ingly  troublesome   remarks  -   e.g.   Russell's   claim   in   7lfeeor);  o/
Knowledge (hal " [a]  knowledge Of physics and pkysiology must not
be czssz/Wed /.# /Aeor); a/k#ow/cc/ge" (p.  50; italics in the original) -
are  no  less  readily  accommodated  within  the  framework  of  the
interpretation I am promoting.

MY ARGUMENT HAS  BEEN that however much Russell differs
from Quine about the nature  of natural knowledge, he agrees with
him in taking epistemology to be a branch of natural science and in
regarding the problem of our knowledge of the external world as a
scientific  problem.  He  is  an  empiricist  in  the  Quinean  mode,  one
who  takes  the  doctrine  that there  is  nothing  in  the  mind about the

Compare  Quine,  Pztrsw;.f o/rrwfA,  p.18.  It  is,  I  fancy,  hardly  accidental
that   Quine   writes:   "In   the   fused   phrases   of  Kant   and   Russell,   [1   am
concerned with]  a question  of how our knowledge of the external  world is
possible."
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world not first in the  senses to be a  finding of science (as opposed
to  a result of pure  inquiry prior to  scientific  research).  His  empiri-
cism is integral to his naturalism and he intends his claims about the
evidence of the  senses and our knowledge of the external world to
be understood  as  hypotheses  open to  criticism  and  improvement.2('
Where he disagrees with Quine is over what science tells us regard-
ing the  data and how the  rest of our knowledge  is related to them,
his  epistemological  naturalism  being  one  of  sense  and  sensibilia,

Quine's  one  of neural  receptors  and  their  stimulation.27  One  can
summarise how Russell differs from Quine, not too misleadingly, as
stemming  from  the  fact  that  whereas  Quine  takes  the  epistemolo-

gist's task to be one of shedding light on the transition "from stimu-
lus to science", as the title of his last book has  it, Russell takes it to
be,  as  he  puts  it  in  his  final  important  philosophical  work,  one  of
clarifying "the transition from sense to science"

The picture  I've been sketching of Russell  as a naturalistically-
minded epistemologist in the Quinean mould is very different from
the usual picture of him. He is not engaged in a none too successful

quest   for  certainty   (over   and   above   the   certainty  provided   by
science) or trying to answer the  sceptic who  aims to put the whole
of science  into question.  The  object  of the  exercise,  as Russell un-
derstands  it,  is to  develop  a  genuinely  scientific  account  of "hard"
and  "soft"  data  and  the  relationship  between  them,  and  nobody
should be fooled by the question he raises at the beginning of Prob-
/ems o/PA/./osapky, his most widely read book: "Is there any know-
ledge in the world which is so certain that no reasonable man could
doubt  it?"  (p.  7).  The  reasonable  people  he  has  in  mind  are  scien-
tifically-informed  thinkers,  not  sceptics,  and  he  does  not  mean  to
suggest his  conclusions  are  immune  to  sceptical  doubt.  Rather the
opposite. He allocates to philosophy "the more modest function" of

providing  "an  orderly  systematic  organisation  of our  knowledge"
and  allows  "it  is  ... possz.b/e  that  all  our  beliefs  may  be  mistaken"

2('  See  es,pee.ia+ly  Our  Knowledge  Of the  External  World,  p.  94,  and  My

Philosophical Development. p . 20 .
27  Compare Quine. Pursuit Of Truth. P.19.
28   My  Philosophical  Development, p.  \53.  See  also  ibid. p. 80.  and CThe

Relation of Sense-Data to  Physics', pp.111 -113.
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(pp.  26,  25;  italics  in  the  original).  In  fact  he  thinks  "the  sceptical

Philosophy is so short as to be uninteresting".29
I hope I have said enough to show that Russell's post-1912 epis-

temological  writings  deserve  more  attention  than  they  are  usually
accorded and it is a mistake to dismiss them as dull,  lacking in sub-
stance  or  without  lasting  importance.  Russell  pioneered  an  impor-
tant  approach  to  the  subject,  one  that  is  nowadays  commonly  en-
dorsed,  not  least  by  Quine  and  philosophers  influenced  by  him.
Though perhaps not the first to turn his back on c7 pr/.or/. philosophi-
cal  speculation about our knowledge of the external world,  Russell
is  one  of only  a  few  philosophers  to  have  attempted,  using  all  the
resources of modem logic and modem psychology, to provide a de-
tailed,  scientific account of what we know and how we know it.  In
resisting the lure of c7 pr/.or/. (non-scientific) conceptual analysis, he

can be  seen  in retrospect at least as attempting to rescue  epistemol-
ogy  from what  in  `Things  and their  Place  in  Theories'  Quine  calls
"the abyss  of the transcendental"  (p.  23),  indeed as paving the way

for Quine's own naturalistic epistemology.  One can debate whether
Russell succeeded in reconstructing epistemology as a branch of na-
tural  science  and  whether  he  proceeded  in  a  genuinely  scientific
fashion just as  one  can  debate  whether Quine  managed to pull  off
the  trick.  But  there  can  be  no  denying  his  exceptional  contribution
to  naturalistic  epistemology  as  a  going  concern  in  the  twentieth
century.
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SOLITARY, POOR, NASTY, BRUTISH, AND SHORT
RUSSELL'S VIEW OF LIFE WITHOUT

WORLD GOVERNMENT*

CHAD TRAINER

THE  JUDGMENTS  PASSED  BY  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  in his
#!.I/or)J   o/  Wes/er#   PA!./osapAy   on   the   philosophy   of  Thomas
Hobbes   are   primarily   negative.   However,   the   type   of  politics
Hobbes  advocated that  countries  adopt  domestically  Russell  advo-
cated that countries adopt intemationally. Though others have noted
this  analogy,  including  Russell  himself,  more  needs to  be  made  of
the  Hobbesian that  Russell  was  capable  of being  when  it  came  to
international   relations,   especially   since   Russell   was   the   sort   of
rebellious  reformer  who  probably  would  not  be  tolerated  by  the
sovereign of a Hobbesian state.

I.

THE  FOUNDATION  OF  HOBBES'  POLITICAL  THINKING  is
that "the natural state of men, before they entered into society, was
...  a  war  of all  men  against  all  men",  with  Hobbes  citing  native
Americans as an example of this principle.I  Justice does not exist in
such  circumstances,  and  "the  time...wherein  men  live  without  ...
security  [is]  . . .  solitary, poor,  nasty, brutish,  and  short".  Lamenting
this  "war  with  every  other  man"  as  "the  greatest  evil  that  can
happen  in  this  life",  Hobbes  envisioned  our  refuge  in  a  governed
and   legal   society   where   we   would   have   a   greater   chance   of
achieving our interests than in a state of nature.2

Hobbes  advocated  a  complete  concentration  of power  in  the
sovereign  both  because  the   separation   of  powers   is   thought   to
diminish   power's   efficacy   and   because,   however   much   power
corrupts and is subject to abuse, such cormption and abuse only in-

An   earlier   version   of  this   paper  was   presented   at   the   32nd   Annual
Meeting of the  Bertrand Russell  Society at MCMaster University,  Hamilton
Ontario,  May  14. 2005.

E/eme#/s  o/Lcn4;  Pt.I,  Ch.14,  §   11 :  De  C/.ve  VIII,  3;  £ev/.cz/focz#  I,13,  at

De C/.ve  I,13;  De C/.ve VIIl,10.
2  Lev/.cr/foc7#  I,  13;  2,  30;  De  C'/.ve  I,  2  and  Lev/.czfAcz#  I,  I  I.
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crease  in  proportion  to  the  number  of parties  empowered.  More-
over,  for Hobbes  it is  inconceivable that the  interests  of the  sover-
eign  and  interests  of  the  subjects  diverge.3  The  interests  of  the

people are best served by their having an absolute sovereign.
The sovereign's absolute rights include "the absolute use of the

sword  in  peace  and  war,  the  making  and  abrogating  of laws,  su-

preme judicature  and  decision  in  all  debates judicial  and  delibera-
tive, the nomination of all magistrates and ministers, with the rights
contained in the same", and they ought to re-enforce each other and
not be divided. For example, the power of the judiciary is vain with-
out the power of executing the  laws.  Hobbes  thought democracy's
supposed  superior liberty  is really just  its proximity to the  state  of
nature and war of all against all.  If supporters of democracy would
only  grasp  this,  they  would  abhor  the  liberty  of  democracy  as
"worse than all kinds of civil subjection whatsoever".4

In his fJ/.s/or); o/ Wes/cr# PAi./osapky, Russell was persuaded by
few of Hobbes' points and took him to task, observing that:

[Hobbes]  always  considers  the  national  interest  as  a  whole,  and  as-
sumes tacitly,  that the major interests of all  citizens are the same.  He
does not realize the importance of the clash between different classes,
which  Marx makes the chief cause of social  change ....  In time of war
there  is a unification of interests, especially  if the war is fierce; but in
time  of peace  the  clash  may  be  very  great  between  the  interests  of
one  class  and  those  of another.  It  is  not  by  any  means  always  true
that,  in such a situation, the best way to avert anarchy is to preach the
absolute  power  of  the  sovereign.   Some  concession  in  the  way  of
sharing power may  be  the only  way to prevent civil  war.  This should
have  been  obvious  to  Hobbes  from  the  recent  history  of  England

(1945  pp.  556-7).

Russell  believed  that  the  gravest  danger  of the  state  is  that  its

paramount objective  is power for its own sake.  Given this priority,
he says: "It is of the essence of the State to suppress violence within
and facilitate it without", maintaining that "The tyranny of the hold-
ers  of power  is  a  source  of needless  suffering  and  misfortune  to
very  large  sections  of  mankind".  Democracy,  by  preventing  the

3  Lev/.c7/focz# 2,  30; E/emc#/s o/£czw  Pt.11, Ch.  5,  §§  4-8.

4 E/emenfs  a/£czw  Pt.11,  Ch.1   §  8-13.  De  C/.ve  X,  8.  E/eme#/S o/Lczw  Pt.

11,  Ch.   I   §   16.

RUSSELL'S VIEW OF  LIFE WITHOUTWORLJ)GOVERNMENT     25

concentration of power in the hands of the few, has "  . . .  in addition
to stability  . . . has the merit of making governments pay some atten-
tion to the welfare of their subjects -not, perhaps, as much as might
be  wished,  but  very  much  more  than  is  shown  by  absolute  mon-
archies,  oligarchies,  or  dictatorships."  In  response  to  the  BBC's
Woodrow Wyatt's query about the quality of the West's democratic
systems,  Russell touted the  checks  on their power as their primary
merit.5

Moreover,  while  he  agreed with Hobbes that the  earlier sort of
anarchic  existence is worse than legally governed societies, Russell

preferred  even  anarchy  to  efficient  fascism,  arguing  that  "A  state
may  ...  be  so  bad  that  temporary  anarchy  seems  preferable  to  its
continuance,  as  in  France  in   1789  and  Russia  in   1917".  And  the

perils that accompany the exercise of power can only be compound-
ed by a minority's incompetent approaches to governing.6

Within  the  realm  of  Russell's  own  thinking,  though,  a  sharp
contrast  can  be  found  between  his  political  thinking  on  domestic
and foreign policy. In domestic matters, Russell expressly preferred
erring on the side of anarchy rather than tyranny, but when it came
to  international  politics,  Russell  believed  that  "only  one  thing  can
make  world peace  secure,  and that  is  the  establishment  of a world

government  with  a  monopoly  of all  the  more  serious  weapons  of
war" (1952, p.  277).

A Utopian vision? Not to Russell. He saw the idea of world gov-
ernment as being no less fantastic than the idea of national govern-
ments  had  been  during  the  Middle  Ages.  In  Comm(j"  Sc#,`'e  c7#c}
IVwc/eczr  War/czre, Russell says:

All  this,  however  utopian  it  may  appear.  is  only  a  close  parallel  to

what happened  in  national  States  as  a  result of the  invention  of gun-

powder.   In  the  Middle  Ages  throughout  Western  Europe  powerful
barons in their castles could defy the central Government.  It was only
when  artillery became able to destroy castles that the central  Govern-
ment  was  able  to  control  feudal  barons.  What  gunpowder  did  in  the
late  Middle  Ages,  nuclear  weapons  have  to  do  in  our  time.  I  do  not

5   Russell    1916,   pp.   43,   45;   Russell    1917b.   p.   23;   Russell    1938.   p.132;

Russell   1960.  pp.  81-2.
6  Russell  1916,  p.  34;  Russell   1945,  p.  556;  Russell   1938,  p.  71.
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mean  that  they  have  to  be  actually  employed.  Gunpowder  does  not
often  have  to  be  employed to  enforce  the  authority  of national  Gov-
emments  against  internal  criminals ....  Submission  to  a  Central  Au-
thority  may  be  as  distasteful  as  submission  to  the  king  was  to  med-
ieval  barons,  but it  is  in  the  long run  equally  necessary" (pp.  69,  71 ).

Nor did he think because a world government was most likely to be
a tyranny,  at  least  at  first,  that this  made the  idea  unacceptable.  In
Unpopular Essays .he wrote..

In   the  history   of  social   evolution   it  will   bc   found  that  almost  in-

variably the establishment of some sort of government has come first
and  attempts  to  make  government  compatible  with  personal  liberty
have  come  later.  In  international  affairs  we  have  not yet reached  the
first stage. although  it is now evident that international  government is

at least as important to mankind as national  government (p.142).

Russell's  political  activism  ranged  from  supporting  the  West's
Cold  War priorities  to  campaigning  for  nuclear  disarmament.  The
fixed   stars   in   this   ever-changing   constellation   of  his   political
stances,  though,  were  his  support  for  world  government  and  his
view that "The  only legitimate use of force  is to diminish the total
amount of force exercised in the world" ( 1917b, p.  70).

During  the  1920s,  30s  and  40s,  Russell  believed  that  "Far  the
easiest  road to  international  government would be  the  unquestion-
able preponderance of some one State.  That State would then be so
strong  that  no  other would venture  to  quarrel  with  it,  and  it  might
for   its   own   purposes   forbid   the   others   to   fight   among   them-
selves .... "  And  in  a  1945  article  for  Cczvc7/cczc/e,  he  more  specific-

ally  remarked:  "I  would  rather  see  the  United  States  conquer  the
whole world and rule it by force than see a prolongation of the pre-
sent  multiplicity  of  independent  Great  Powers."  However,  when
Russia acquired nuclear weapons, Russell retreated from the idea of
establishing a world government by  force  and began looking more
and  more  to  the  United  Nations  to  serve  the  function  of a  world

government with "sole possession of the major weapons of war".7
For example,  in a  July  14,19601etter to  7lfee  Gz{czrd!.cz#,  Russell

declared:  "The  road to  World  Government,  if it  is  to  become pos-
sible,  must  be  through  the  United  Nations,  enlarged  and  strength-

7  Russell  1923, p.75;  Russell  1983  Vol.  2,  p.313;  Pigden 2003, p.492.
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ened,  and  not  through  rival  military  alliances"  (Perkins  2002,  pp.
223-5). And in his Az4/ob;.ograpAy he said:

The  ultimate  goal  will  be  a world  in  which  national  armed forces are
limited  to  what  is  necessary  for  internal  stability  and  in  which  the

only forces capable of acting outside national  limits will be those of a
reformed United Nations.  The approach to this ultimate solution must
be  piecemeal  and must  involve  a  gradual  increase  in  the  authority  of
the   United  Nations  or,   possibly,   of  some  new   international   body
which  should have  sole possession  of the major weapons of war.  It is
difficult  to  see  any  other  way   in  which   mankind  can   survive  the
invention of weapons of mass extinction" ( 1969, p.  268.).

But  whether  advocating  world  government  via  the  US  or  the
UN,  Russell's  view  was  that  "Every  argument  that  [Hobbes]  ad-
duces in favour of government, in so far as it is valid at all, is valid
in  favour  of international  government.  So  long  as  national  States
exist and fight each other, only inefficiency can preserve the human
race. To improve the fighting quality of separate States without hav-
ing  any  means  of preventing  war  is  the  road  to  universal  destruc-
tion"  (1945,  p.  557).  Hobbes'  reasons  for replacing the  state  of na-
ture  with  the  sovereign  were  Russell's  reasons  for  replacing  this

planet's individual autonomous states with world government.
Interestingly though,  it  is  at just this  level  of international  rela-

tions  that Hobbes  despaired of a  legal  society with power concen-
trated in a sovereign; whereas it is precisely at such a level that Rus-
sell  seemed  particularly  sanguine  about  seeing  power  so  concen-
trated.  True, the whole notion of international  law was not as com-
mon  in  Hobbes'  time  as  it  is  in  our  own.  But  Hobbes'  despair  on
this front is more attributable to the darkness of his overall outlook
than to the conventional wisdom of his day.  Over a century earlier,
the  University  of Salamanca's  Francis  of Vitoria  (1480-1546)  had
composed his landmark tract defending the native Americans in the
light  of the  /.z/I  ge#/!.win,  or  law  of nations.  Francis  Suarez  (1548-
1617) further developed the concept of international law, and Hugo
Grotius  (1583-1645) remains  renowned  to  this  day  for his  De Jwre
Be//i. crc Pczcz's's contribution to the field.

11.

WERE  RUSSELL  ALIVE  TODAY,  it  is  interesting  to  consider
how he would respond to charges that, while he may have been duly
cynical regarding authority figures when it comes to countries'  do-
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mestic matters, he was unduly optimistic regarding a world govem-
ment's authority figures, especially considering that he would have
a world government enjoying a monopoly on military power.

I  suspect that Russell would have  encouraged us to understand
the  contrast  as  being  not  so  much  between  domestic  politics  and
foreign policy as between civil  and military power.  Russell was in
favor of this dissociation of civil and military power on the grounds
that "The greater modem States are already too large for most civil

pulposes, but for military purposes they are not large enough, since
they  are  not  world-wide"  (1916,  pp.  71-2).  I  think  Russell  would
also have hastened in directing us to understand that for Hobbes the

power of the sovereign is absolute,8 whereas Russell saw himself as
preferring  the  establishment  of  a  world  government  by  consent
rather  than  by  force  (1948).  He  further  advocated  much  narrower

powers for a world government than anything involved in Hobbes'
sovelctgn. For  exalmple, in Common  Sense  and  Nuclear  Warfare,
Russell spoke of how "There will need to be, as in any Federation, a
well-defined Constitution, deciding which powers are to be federal.
It should be understood that these powers must be only such as are
involved in the prevention of war. There must be no interference by
the  Federal  Authority  with  religion  or  economic  structure  or  the

political system" (1959, p.  68).
At  the  beginning  of World  War  I,  Russell's  view  was  that  an

international  council  charged  with  arbitrating  all  disputes  between
nations  should  rely on moral  force alone,  for fear that if it tried to
enforce  its  verdicts  with  armed  force,  the  world was  likely  to  be-
come  embroiled in warfare as a result.  In taking this  view, Russell
assumed that such a  council  would be armed with the  forces of its
member  nations  rather  than  with  an  international  force  directly
under its  control.  Such a  situation,  he thought,  would lead to  coal-
itions of belligerents defying the council and neutral states refusing
to take part  in opposing them so the result was more  likely to be a
world-wide   war   than   to   any   other   outcome.   However,   by   the
following  year,  he  had  come  to  the  view that  a truly  intemational
force assembled under the direct control of the council would be the
best way to maintain peace.9

8  E/eme#rs o/Lczw  Pt.11, Cli.  I   §§  8-13;  De C;.ve VI,13;  Lev/.clffoan  XVIII.
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But what assured Russell that a world government with a mono-

poly on military power, whether it is the United States or the United
Nations,  would not  seek power  for  its  own  sake  much  as  national

governments do? Russell's faith in a world govemment's police po-
wer  seems  to  contrast  quite  sharply  with  his  grim  assessments  of

police power within a country.  In Po/;.rj.ccz/ /decz/a, Russell  made the
issue seem as simple as "Just as the police are necessary to prevent
the use of force by private citizens, so an international police will be
necessary  to  prevent  the  lawless  use  of force  by  separate  states"

(1917b, p.  71).  And yet,  in his  1938 work Power,  Russell made the

point   that,   even   in   democracies,   "individuals   and   organisations
which  are   intended  to  have  only  certain  well-defined  executive
functions are likely,  if unchecked, to acquire a very undesirable in-
dependent power.  This  is especially true of the police" (p.192).  So
why would this not be equally true of an international police?

In  the  ninth  chapter  of  Commo#  SeHse  cz#c/  IVz/c/eczr   Wczr/czre,
Russell addressed this issue when he said:

Whenever an  international  armed  force  is  suggested,  many  people  at
once  raise  objections  which  are  equally  applicable  to  municipal  po-
lice forces. They suggest that such an armed force might make a mill-
tary  revolution  and  establish  a  tyranny  over  the  civil  authorities.   In

theory this  is possible  in the case of. national  armed forces, and  in the

less settled parts of the world it sometimes occurs.  But there are well-
established   methods,   both   in   Communist   and   in   non-Communist
countries,  by  which,  not only  in  Russia  and  in  the  United  States,  but

even  in  Nazi  Germany, the civil  authorities have maintained their su-

premacy.  I  see no reason to doubt that these methods would be equal-
ly effective in the  international  sphere  ( 1959,  p.  70;  see also  196 I a,  p.

264 and  196lb, pp.  86-87).

And in "Ideas That Have Helped Mankind". Russell stated:

I  find  it  often  urged  that  an  international  government  would  be  op-

pressive, and  I  do not deny that this  might be the case,  at any  rate for
a  time,  but  national  governments  were  oppressive  when  they  were
new  and  are  still  oppressive  in  most  countries,  and  yet  hardly  any-

body would on this ground advocate anarchy  within a nation  . . .  as  in
the  course  of. the  past  5,000  years  men  have  climbed  gradually  from

9  Russell   1915,1916;  Lippincott  1990.

1
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the   despotism   of  the   Pharaohs   to   the   glories   of  the   American
Constitution, so perhaps in the next 5,000 they may climb from a bad
international government to a good one ( 1950, pp.  I 42-3).

In  1945, Russell expressed his preference for "all the chaos and
destruction of a war conducted by means of the atomic bomb to the
universal  domination  of a  government  having  the  evil  characteris-
tics of the Nazis".'° Yet in the  1950s and 60s, Russell was horrified
by claims like those of Eleanor Roosevelt and Sidney Hook that the
extinction of the human race would be better than life under Soviet
rule, I I

For example,  in the  early  1960s  Russell  inveighed against anti-
Communists who invoked Patrick Henry's "Give me liberty, or give
me  death!"  to  support  their  claims  that  "a  world  without  human
beings  would be preferable to  a  Communist world".  Russell  coun-
tered that Patrick Henry's words were "right and proper" in his day
because a loss of American lives was an inevitable price to be paid
for triumph over British hostility, so "his death might promote liber-
ty".  However,  Russell  contended,  "ordered  liberty  such  as  Patrick
Henry wanted" would never result from a nuclear war. "

Significantly, then,  if forced to choose between "peace under a
tyranny"  and  "bloodshed under a democracy," Russell would have
opted  for  the  former.  In  "World  Government:  By  Force  or  Con-
sent?" in the September 4,1948 edition of 7lfoe Ivew Leczc/er, Russell
acknowledged  that "I  should wish  the  advocates  of world  govern-
ment to realize that its greatest merit, namely the prevention of war,
does not depend upon its being established by general consent, but
upon  its  possession  of obviously  irresistible  armed  force."  And
besides,  he viewed history's most horrific regimes as having had a
sufficiently brief duration so as to make the long-term preservation
of the human race worthwhile.  For example, he noted that Genghiz
Khan and Kublai Khan were only a generation apart. '4

10 "Humanity's  Last Chance".  in  Cc7vc7/cc7c/e.  October 20  1945,  See  1983, p.

312.
I '  Russell  1969.  pp.146-7.

'2  Russell  196lb, pp.  42,43.

T3  I am indebted to Ray  Perkins for bringing this source to my attention.
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This  preference  has  been  aptly  characterized  by  J.C.A.  Gaskin
as  "pure  Hobbes"."  Predictably,  Russell  would  have  retorted  that
"peace under a tyranny" and "bloodshed under a democracy" do not

exhaust  the  options.  Rather  there  is  the  third  option,  which  he  in
fact favored, wherein a world body governs countries federally and
voluntarily.

The present writer's reservation about Russell's imaginary retort
here is that even Hobbes would have been quite fine with voluntary
and democratic institutions, provided they acted as a "unitary" sov-
ereign that did not share power with some other governmental unit
such as a monarch or other assembly. It is, however, precisely when
ideal  choices  are #o/ available that the  resulting tough choices pro-
vide an index to a person's true politics. In that context, Russell was

prepared,  with  Hobbes,  to  make  the  pragmatic  choice  of tyranny
over anarchy.

Ill.

SINCE RUSSELL WROTE ON THESE SUBJECTS, many chang-
es  have  taken  place   in  the  world,   including   some   international
agreement  on  limiting  nuclear weapons,  the  most  important  being
the  1968  Nuclear Non-Proliferation  Treaty  (NNPT).  However,  the
UN has not proven to be the force for world government many had
hoped it would, much less has it become the "sole possessor of the
major  weapons  of  war"  that  Russell   envisioned.   When  playing

peacekeeper  in  world trouble  spots,  it  frequently  has  only  enough
authority to  defend itself,  and hardly even has the power to collect
dues from its members, most notoriously, from the US. Nor has the
US,  now  that  it is  once  again  the  dominant world  power,  fulfilled
Russell's early hopes that it would create a world government with
its unique position in the world.

As noted above, the US is reluctant even to pay its UN dues, and
especially  during  the  Bush  administration,  has  withdrawn  from  or
declined  to  participate  in  international  treaties  at  an  alarming  and
unprecedented rate,  in particular from treaties that aim to make the
world  safer  from  war.  Among  others,  it  has  withdrawn  from  the

Russell   1959,  p.  74-6,  Russell  196lb,  p.  43,  Russell   1969,  p.  59;  Russell
1969,  pp.146-7.
'5  Gaskin  1994,  p.  xlii.
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1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, refused to ratify the Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty, rejected the Landmine Treaty of 1997, oppos-
ed a UN agreement to restrict international trade in small arms (the
only UN member to do so), rejected the Kyoto Agreement on Glo-
bal  Warming,  and  opposed  the  international  criminal  court,  de-
manding immunity of all US citizens from prosecution by it. And in
threatening to deny Iran (which is an NNPT signatory) civilian nu-
clear technology  while  agreeing  to  provide  India  (which  is  not  an
NNPT signatory) with civilian nuclear technology, both in defiance
of the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty,  the  US  threatens  to  des-
troy, or at least leave that treaty agreement as well.  If anything, the
US is kicking to pieces whatever international agreements on limit-
ing war there once were. [6

At  the  end  of the  Cold  War,  the  world  seemed  suddenly  safer
than it had at anytime since the end of WWII, but that greater safety
is not  so  apparent today.  While the  Cold Warts  strategy of Mutual
Assured  Destruction  (MAD)  has  receded  into  the  background  of
intemational  relations,  the  threat  of nuclear,  chemical,  and biolog-
ical  weapons  has not,  especially with  the  chance  that North  Korea
and  Iran  might  soon  have  such  weapons  (along  with  Israel,  India,
Pakistan,  China,  Russia,  France,  Britain,  and the  US,  who  already
have them). In fact, just before his death, Joseph Rotblat argued that
the  threat  of a  new  nuclear  arms  race  is  more  possible  now  than
ever before given the relaxation about arms control after the end of
the Cold War, the Bush administration's 2002 Nuclear Posture Re-
view,  which  declared  that  nuclear weapons  should now  be  treated
like  any  other weapons  in the  military arsenal,  that  is,  used when-
ever militarily appropriate, and the fact that the US  is now building
new  nuclear  weapons  that  will  need  to  be  tested.   Similarly,  the
Bulletin   Of  the   Atomic   Scientists`  w.rth  their   famous  Doomsday
Clock  set  to just  a  few  minutes  before  midnight  to  represent  the
threat of nuclear holocaust, moved the minute hand back to  10 min-
utes  to  midnight  in  1990  from  3  minutes  to  midnight  in  1984,  and
then  back  again  in  1991  to  an  unprecedented  17  minutes  to  mid-
night,  in the  same  sense of safety others  felt at the end of the Cold
War.   Since  then,  however,  citing  circumstances  similar  to  those

16  coates 2003,  P. 42.
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cited by Rotblat, they have moved the minute hand steadily forward
again  until  it  now  stands  at  7  minutes  to  midnight,  in  the  same

position  at  which  it  began  when  the  clock  first  appeared  on  the
Bulletin' s cover in 194] .

Russell's disappointment with the ability of the United States or
United  Nations  to  effectively  serve  as  a  world  government,  com-
bined  especially  with  what  Joseph  Rotblat  and  the  Bw//e//.#  o/ /fec7
A/om/.c  ScJ.e#/I.s/I  see  as  a  recent  heightened  threat  of nuclear war,
would  probably  have  prompted  Russell,  were  he  alive  today,  to
contend  that  now,  more  than  ever,  even  with  its  attendant  risks,
efforts  should  be  directed  toward  power  being  concentrated  in  a
world government.
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Book Review

A COPIOUS HARVEST: FREGE AND CARNAP AT JENA

JAMES CONNELLY

Review  of Erich  H.  Reck,  Steve  Awodey,  Gottfried  Gabriel,  and
Gottlch F[ege, Frege's  Lectures on Logic:  Carnap.s Student Notes,
/9/0-/9/4, Open Court Publishing, 2004.

PRIOR TO  HIS  EMERGENCE  as  one  of the  most  significant fig-
ures in analytic philosophy, Rudolf Camap attended several courses
offered  between  1910-1914  by  an  aging  Gottlob  Frege  at the  Uni-
versity  of Jena,  where  the  latter had  been a professor of logic  and
mathematics  since  1874.  The  recent publication  of Camap's  notes
fro"thf3se courses, a+s Frege's  Lectures on Logic..  Carnap.s Student
IVo/es,  /9/0-/9/4, is a significant event in Frege scholarship in par-
ticular and the history of analytic philosophy in general.  In addition
to  being  of intrinsic  interest  as  a  documented  philosophical  inter-
action between  these  two  seminal  thinkers,  the  notes  also  provide
extensive  insight  into  the  evolution  of Frege's  logical  system  and
the content of his teaching following Russell's  1902  discovery and
communication of his eponymous paradox to Frege.

As  the  editors  of Cczr#ap 's  IVo/cs  point  out,  the  volume  sheds
valuable light on those aspects of Frege's thought that he felt could
be retained despite the failure of his logicist project, thus indicating
what he saw as the harvest of his life's work (p. 4). The volume also
illuminates an important source of Frege's influence within the ana-
lytic tradition, namely, Camap's absorption and subsequent dispen-
sation of Frege's ideas as he encountered them in these lectures.

I

IN  ADDITION  TO  THE  TRANSCRIPTIONS  of Carnap's  notes
from three  separate  lecture  courses,  BcgrJj7sscfor/// I,  Winter  1910-
1L,  Begriffsschrift  I1,  Summer  19\3.  and  Logic   in   Mathematics,
Summer 1914, the volume contains two appendices meant to be part
of either Bcgr!rTsscferz// I or 11 (it is not clear in which  lecture they
belong).  The  transcriptions  are  accompanied  by  two  introductory
essays, which provide key historical, biographical, logical and phil-
osophical background.

35
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The  first introductory essay  is written by Gottfried Gabriel, the
editor  of the  original  German  version  of these  lecture  notes.'  Ga-
briel  compares the  exposition  found  in the notes with those  occur-
ring in Frege.s  Begriffsschrift  (+879) a:nd Grundgesetze  der  Arith-
"e/;.k  (773e  Bczs/.c  fczw5  o/zlrJ.JAme/;.c),  Vols.  I  (1893)  and 11  (1903).

He  finds  that  while  the  exposition  is  by  and  large  congruous  with
that offered in  Grw#c7gese/ze - right down,  for instance, to the  em-

ployment of identical code numbers for the relevant laws and theor-
ems -there are some important differences.

As  in  the  Bczsz.c  Lc7ws,  Frege  employs  additional  rules  of infer-
ence beyond the Begr//orsscfor!//'s single modz„ po#e#5, and there is
a corresponding reduction in the number of the BcgrJJj7rsscforJ//'s ba-
sic  laws.   In fact, the number of basic laws  is reduced even further
in the  notes than in the  Grw#c/gese/ze;  here  Basic  Laws  IV,  V and
VI  are  all  eliminated.  While  there  is  "no  obvious reason"  (p.  3) to
dispense  with  Basic  Law  IV,  Gabriel  notes  that the  elimination  of
Basic  Laws  V  and  VI  corresponds  to  Frege's  eliminating  value
ranges  and  the  description  operator,  reflecting  his  retreat  from the
more  constructionist ambitions  of his  logicism  following  Russell's
identification of the contradiction inherent in it.

Further evidence of Frege.s retreat from the logic of the Grw#cJ-

gese/ze  can be  found  in his  analysis  of the notion  of ordering  in a
series,  which  dispenses with value  ranges.  Other such  instances  in-
clude his use of the term  `content-stroke', as he had in the Begr/£/s-
scAr!//,  in  lieu  of  his   later  phrase,   `the  horizontal'.   Despite  this
change in terminology, however, "in substance  . . . the conception of
the  Bc7s/.c  Lczws  dominates",  the  content-stroke  being  characterized
as  "a  special  function  of first-level,  whose  value  for the  argument
`the true' is the true and for all other arguments is the false" (p. 4).

Other highlights of Gabriel's essay include a discussion of how
the  notes  support but also belie  Camap's  later and  somewhat con-
troversial insistence that Frege defended the viability of logicism in
these lectures.   Gabriel notes that though Frege had "quietly drawn

I  The  English  version,  unlike  its German  counterpart,  contains the material

included  under the  title  Logi.c  ;.#  Wc7/Aemczf;.cs,  which  is the first publication
of this material  in any  language (p.  I ), although it "is related to the IVczcfoge-
/¢sscz#e Scfer;//e#  (Frege  1983)  item by the  same  name and should be com-

pared to it" (p.  34).
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the   consequences"   of  Russell's   paradox   by   eliminating   value-
ranges,  he  is  nevertheless  silent  about  the  antinomy,  a  fact  which
may have "led Camap to the premature conclusion that it presented
no problem for him" (p.  7).  His "casting doubt" at the outset of the
third lecture course "on the representability of mathematical  induc-
tion  ...  in  purely  logical  terms"  (p.  6)  confirms  that though  Frege
treated the me/feoc/s o/proo/in mathematics and geometry as logi-
cal, he did not in these lectures defend the stronger thesis that arith-
metic (or geometry) is reducible to logic.   Despite his evident aban-
donment of logicism, Frege nevertheless seems to have continued to
conceive  of  numbers  as  non-logical  objects  and  "attributions  of
number as statements about concepts" (p. 7).

The  second  introductory  essay,   by  Eric   H.   Reck  and   Steve
Awodey, explicates key ideas and notation prominent in the logical
system developed in the notes and provides  sketches  of Frege  as  a

person  and  lecturer  by  people  who  came  into  contact  with  him
while Camap studied at Jena. Camap's own reflections are included
as well as Wittgenstein's. Frege appears as a somewhat frail and un-
approachable   older   gentleman,   possessed   of  an   unquestionable
charisma, perhaps as a result of the keen intellect and immense pas-
sion for logical and scientific work he continued to display despite
his advancing years.

11

THE  FIRST  LECTURE  COURSE,  Begr;JjTSL5cfor£// I,  resembles  the
sort  of introduction  to  Frege's  key  logical  and  semantic  contribu-
tions  one  might get in any contemporary North American philoso-

phy   department.   Frege   begins   by   explaining   such   rudimentary
elements of his notation as the content-, judgment-, conditional-and
negation-strokes,  showing how these operate as  functions  from the
truth values of the component sentences they take  as arguments to
the truth values of the compound statements formed from them, and
how other truth-functions, such as conjunction and disjunction, may
be built up in turn out of these more primitive ones.

Frege presents  several key rules of inference, the most basic of
which is transportation (or contraposition (p.160)), in which an up-

per term negated takes the place of a lower term, and the lower term
negated  takes  the  place  of the  upper  term.  Other  more  intricate
forms  of inference,  like  `cut'  and  `negation',  are  also  introduced
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(pp.  33,  60-63).  Frege  then  analyzes  rules  of  inference  involving
generality, culminating in the classical square of opposition present-
ed in his own function-theoretic and quantificational notation.

Frege notes that the propositions displayed in the  square of op-

position are identified only for the purposes of showing the connec-
tion  between  his  own  system  and  that  of traditional  logic  and that
the  distinction  between  subject  and  predicate,  characteristic  of the
traditional  Aristotelian  analysis  of these  forms  of judgment,  "does
violence to the nature of things" (p.  71).   The course concludes with
a discussion of such semantic distinctions as that between meaning
and sense as it applies in the cases of proper names, sentences, con-
cepts,  and  indirect discourse,  as well as  such  logical distinctions  as
that between  first and second order functions.   Interestingly,  Frege
insists on treating concept words as names of certain sorts of quasi-
objects,  i.e.,  concepts  (p.  74),  despite  continuing to adhere to a rig-
orous  distinction  between  concepts  and  objects  and  despite  elimi-
nating concept-extensions.

Following  Begrjj/jsscAr///  I  are  two  appendices.   In  the  first,
Frege analyzes the ontological proof of the existence of God, noting
that  existence  is  a  `feature'  (BescfoczJTjTe#fec!./)  rather than  a  `charac-
teristic'  (A4er4mczo  of a  concept;  in  the  second  he  analyzes  state-
ments of number as  statements about concepts.  The appendices are
followed  by  Begr{.#+sscAr€.//  11.  It  begins  by  recapitulating  some  of
the  basic  logical  and  semantic  notions  covered  in  BegrJJjTJsc4rJ// I,
building on these notions to present a more  systemic and advanced
treatment of formal deduction.

Frege  first  shows  how  his  notation  can  be  used  to  define  two
key  mathematical  notions,  namely,  the  continuity  of  an  analytic
function at a particular point and the hmit of a function for positive
arguments increasing towards infinity (pp.  88, 91 ). Following a four

page  gap  in the  notes,  which the editors  conjecture  is where Frege
introduced Axioms I and 11,  he then introduces Axiom Ill, using  it
to  derive  such  properties  of identity  as  Leibniz's  law,  reflexivity,
and symmetry (pp.  37,  93-97).  This  is  followed by two proofs, the
first  that  two  numbers  are  equal  if each  is  greater  than  the  other
when  increased by an arbitrarily small amount and the  second that
limits are unique.  These examples are provided, Frege says, for the

purpose   of  showing   "how   one   can   conduct   proofs   with   our
notation" (p. 98).
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Frege  rounds  out BcgrJ/TJscferJ// 11 by stressing the  importance
of rigour in mathematical proof, along with relevant distinctions be-
tween the psychological and the logical,  functions and their values,
real  and  apparent  variables,  as  well  as  signs  and what  those  signs
signify.  He  considers  several  examples  from  differential  and  inte-

gral  calculus,  employing  them to  show that  failure to maintain the
requisite philosophical distinctions leads to the result that "one con-
tradicts oneself continually" (p.133).  He then concludes by recom-
mending the various questions considered to the student "for further
reflection" (ibid.).

Log;.c  z.#  A4cz/Aemcz/z.cs,  the  third  lecture  course,  picks  up  where
Begwjorsscferi//  11  leaves  off,  that  is,  in  a  more  philosophical  vein
than the  earlier material, which consists, by and large,  of a techni-
cal,  if rudimentary,  exposition  of Frege's  logical  system.     Frege
opens the course asking:  "Are the inferences in mathematics purely
logical?  Or are  there  specifically  mathematical  inferences  that  are
not governed by general laws of logic?" (p.135) He then examines
a proof of the proposition `(c7 + b) + # = cz + (b + #)' via mathemati-
cal induction, which he identifies as an inference of the later, specif-
ically  mathematical  sort  (ibid.).  After  a  discussion  of this  proof,
Frege concludes that "every mathematical inference is analyzed into
a general mathematical theorem or axiom and a purely logical infer-
ence"  (p.  134),  thus  rendering  questionable  Carnap's  claim that  at
the time of these lectures Frege adhered to the logicist program.

Frege goes on to detail the role played by logical inference with-
in  the  sort  foundational  project  which  he  c7oes  intend  to  endorse,
which  involves  supplementing  purely  logical  laws  with  "axioms,

postulates,  and perhaps  definitions"  (p.138).  These,  he  maintains,
should be  limited to as  few a number as possible  in the  interest of
discovering  "that  kernel  out  of which  all  of mathematics  can  be
developed" (p.137).

Following  cursory  remarks  on  postulates  and  axioms,   Frege
shifts to a detailed discussion of definitions, which he characterizes
as  "stipulations  that  a  group  of signs  can  be  replaced  by  simple
signs" (p.139), and which he argues are "logically superfluous, but

psychologically valuable" (p.140). The discussion leads him to con-
sider  some  contemporary  views  of definition  and  to  a  critical  dis-
cussion of various putative definitions of the concept of number re-
miniscent  of that  undertaken  in  the  Foz"c7o//.o#s  a/ Ar/./femc'//.c.  In
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particular. Weirstrass's definition that "a number is a group of simi-
lar things . . . (and) a numerical magnitude results from the repeated

positing of similar elements." comes up for consideration,  leading
Frege  to  remark  that  `.(a)ccording  to  Weierstrass  a  railroad  train
would be a number. . .(which) now comes racing along from Berlin"
(pp.  139-144)-

In  the  remainder of the  course,  Frege  develops  some  familiar
themes in an extended discussion of distinctions between the psy-
chological and the logical` the sense and meaning of proper names
and sentences, concepts and objects, as well as first and second or-
der functions.   Frege also repeats ideas developed in Begrzjorsschrf/3
11  on the  importance of distinguishing between a  function and  its
valuee paricularly when one seeks to identify a complex function as
comprised  of two  simpler  component  functions,  e.g.,  `(I  +  2ry.
from `(I+ 2x)' and `#'  tr.154).

Some important ideas intrnduced here include Frege's insistence
on the importance of clear and sharp boundaries for concepts, and
on the philosophically essential role played by elucidations: `lwhat a
function  is  cannot  be  defined.  it  cannot  be  reduced  logically  to
something  more  simple;  one  can  only  hint at  it,  elucidate  it" a.
152). The course concludes with reflections on the distinction be-
tween direct and indirect proof, with Frege giving examples from
geometry which show that false propositions can be employed in
coustrueting sound proofs, provided those propositions are never as-
serted but are rather explicitly taken throughout the proof as antece-
dents of conditional statements.

Ill
I HAVE TRIED T0 GIVE A SENSE of the quality and content of
the volume by mcing a path through iL hichlighting some of the
elements which seem to me most interesting and relevant. Special-
ists in Frege's logical and mathematical work are likely to discover
much of value in the volume which has not been touched on here at
all. or else very briefty - for example, Fregees discussion of indirect
proof vis-a-vis Don-Euclidean geometry in the lattr portions of the
course on Legzc and A4lczthemafjds.  By contrast apeeialists in philor
sophy of language are likely to be intrigued try the irarious discusr
sions of key themes in Fregean semantics develaped thmuchout the
volume. which are worth examining both in connection with their
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reception by Camap and in light of developments in Frege's system
after  the  failure  of  his  logicist  program.   For  example,  Camap's
claim  in  A/ccz#/.#g cz#c7 Ivece6's/./}J that Frege  held  concept-extensions

to  be  meanings  of concepts  is  contradicted  in the  notes  and exam-
ined by the editors.   Even a non-specialist will benefit from the edi-
tors'  and Frege's  own presentation  of key  logical  and  semantic  in-
novations and from the wealth of historical and biographical  infor-
mation  concerning  both  Camap  and  Frege.    The  volume  is  a  first
rate piece of scholarship which I recommend to anyone working on
or  interested  in  Frege  in  particular or the  history  of analytic  philo-
sophy in general regardless of their specific level of expertise.
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DISCUSSION NOTES

APPRECIATING THE VARIETIES OF ANALYSIS
A REPLY TO ONGLEY

MICHAEL BEANEY

In  `What  is  Analysis?'  (2005),  John  Ongley  reviews  my  entry  on
a:"lysis in Che Sf anf ord Encyclopedia of Philosophy. On thf3 whole,
he gives a fair summary of the survey of conceptions of analysis in
the history of philosophy that I offered, and his criticisms raise im-

portant issues.  However, he fails to do justice to my account in one
fundamental respect, and this gives those criticisms an inappropriate
edge.  As  I  state explicitly at the beginning of my entry,  one of my
main  aims  was  to  give  a  sense  of the  varieties  of analysis  that can
be found in the history of philosophy. It was not my aim to pigeon-
hole philosophers into particular categories, which is what many of
Ongley's  criticisms  seem to  suggest.  Of course,  some kind of con-
ceptual   framework  must  be   developed  to   elucidate  the  various
forms  of analysis  and their interconnections,  but it was  not my in-
tention  to  impose  a  rigid  taxonomy.  Analytic  methodology  in  the
history  of philosophy  is  a  dense  and tangled  forest,  and  it has  too
often been assumed that the trees are more  or less the  same.  In re-
cent years there  have been  fine  studies  of individual philosophers'
conceptions  and  practices  of analysis,  but  few  attempts  to  see  the
wood as a whole.  Ongley makes pertinent points in relation to indi-
vidual philosophers, but in offering them up as criticisms of my ac-
count, mischaracterizes my project.

In  section  1  of his  review,  Ongley  notes  correctly that  I  distin-

guish  three  main  modes  of analysis  -  decompositional,  regressive
and  interpretive.  But  he  then  remarks  that  `.In  general,  [Beaney]
says,  cz#c7/);,s!.L9  breaks  a  concept  or  proposition  down  into  elements
that are used in s}Jw/fecs!.a to justify or explain it" (p.  33). This is not
well expressed, and is not what I say; at best, it just reflects the de-
compositional conception. One of my aims in writing about analysis
has  been  to  try  to  break  the  stranglehold  that the  decompositional
conception  has  had  on  philosophical  methodology  in  the  modem

period, and in discussions of twentieth-century analytic philosophy,
in  particular.  What  I  call  `regressive'  analysis,  understood  as  the

42

process  of working  back  to  first  principles  (by  means  of which
something can then be justified or explained in a corresponding pro-
cess of `synthesis'), was the dominant conception in the pre-modem

period,  and  is  still  influential  today.  (Such  a  conception  is  illustra-
ted,  for example, in Russell's  1907 paper,  `The Regressive Method
of Discovering the Premises of Mathematics'.) Inteapretive analysis,
too,  I argue,  is an important mode  of analysis, which came to pro-
minence  in  early  analytic  philosophy  in  the  emphasis  placed  on
translating propositions  into  `correct'  logical  form,  but which  also
has been implicitly involved in practices of analysis throughout the
history  of philosophy  and  science.  Although  he  recognizes  these
three  modes,  Ongley  fails  to  appreciate  that  the  assumption  that
`analysis' essentially means conceptual decomposition is what most

needs to be questioned in understanding the nature of analytic phil-
osophy  (in my view).  In  his  final  section,  he  talks  of a  `revisionist
tum'  in the recent history of early analytic philosophy movement, a
turn which my work has helped foster. But it is my attack on this as-
sumption  that  I  would  want  to  single  out  as  fundamental  in  my
work.

This is not to say, however, that the decompositional conception
is  not  important,   or  even  central,   in  many  projects  of  analysis.
Rather,  when  we  look  at  actual  practices  of analysis,  we  must  re-
cognize that other conceptions may also be  involved.  Ongley notes
this, too,  in the first section of his review and in the first paragraph
of the  second  section  (p.  34).  But he then  seems to  forget  it in the
rest of his essay.  In the light of his  criticisms,  I can see now that I
should  have  stressed  it  more  throughout  my  entry,  but  as  I  have
said, my main aim was to clarify some of the key forms of analysis
and not to do justice to any individual philosopher's conception or

practice.  For example,  in my discussion  of Kant  (which  I  admit  is
far too brief),  I was  mainly concerned  to  illustrate  the  decomposi-
tional conception that reached a highpoint in the Leibnizian/Kantian
conception  of an  `analytic'  truth  as  one  in  which  the  predicate  is
`contained' in the subject. I had not meant to imply that this was the

only  conception  of analysis  in  Kant's  philosophy.  Indeed,  on  the
contrary,  I  have  elsewhere  indicated  some  of the  complexities  in-
volved in Kant's actual talk of `analysis'  and the  `analytic'  method

(Beaney 2002). As Ongley quite rightly says (p. 41), Kant also has a
regressive conception of analysis.  I also agree with  Ongley (p.  42)
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that sorting out the  sense  in which the  Cr/.//.qi/e o/P#re Reczso# is a
`synthesis'  and  the  Pro/egome#cz  is  an  `analysis'  is  a  key  question

for Kant scholarship.
Another issue that Ongley raises in his discussion of Kant is that

of whether any analytic method is apriori or not.  In fact, my failure
to address this  issue  is the main complaint that he makes  in his re-
view. In section 2 he writes:

Beaney does not claim that any philosophical  method is apriori-in fact`
he  does  not  consider  whether  they  are  apriori  or not.  What  he  does,  for
the  most  part,  is  describe  various  instances  of analysis  as  `regressive',
`decompositional', or `interpretive'.  But by simply attaching one of these

labels  to  a  method  of analysis`  we  do  not  lean  the  details  of how  the
method works, and it is the details that will tell  us such things as whether

it  is  empirical  or  apriori,  that  is,  whether  or  not  empirical  propositions
must be  assumed  in  order to  analyze  some  concept  or proposition.  With
his  own   approach  to  analysis,   Beaney  cannot  answer  such  questions.
This is the major ljmitation of his approach. (p.  36)

Ongley  is  right  that  I  do  not  adequately  address  the  issue  of the
apriority  of analytic  methodology,  and  he  has  persuaded  me that I
need to  say  more  about  it  in  my  subsequent work.  But part of my
target  in  attacking  the  assumption  that  analysis  is  essentially  con-
ceptual  decomposition  is  indeed  the  idea  that  analysis  consists  in
uncovering the meanings of terms by some apriori method.  Ongley
comments  on the  issue  at various points  in his  review,  and I  found
his remarks pertinent and helpful.

Nevertheless,  this concession aside,  Ongley is bizarrely unchar-
itable  in the passage just cited.  For the  impression is given that my
`approach'  is  simply  to  label  different  instances  of analysis  as  `re-

gressive',  `decompositional'  or `intexpretive..  This is a caricature of
the  crudest kind,  which  is  reflected elsewhere  in  Ongley's  review.
In  opening  section  4,  for  example,  he  writes  (p.  39):  "Kant's  me-
thod of analysis is likewise  `decompositional'  according to Beaney.
I  hope  it  is  becoming  apparent how  limited the use  of these meta-

phorical  labels to  describe  types  of analysis  is."  Fortunately,  how-
ever,  this  caricature  is  contradicted by  Ongley's  own  summary  of
my survey,  a summary which provides at least some details of spe-
cific  methods  of analysis;  and  many  more  details  are  provided  in
my  survey  itself.  Ongley  makes  use  of my  terminology,  too,  in

pointing out (correctly,  as just noted) that Kant has a regressive as
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well  as a decompositional  conception of analysis:  expressing  it like
this  neatly  encapsulates  a  feature  of Kant's  work  which  has  not
been  sufficiently  recognized.  Of course,  `regressive',  `decomposi-
tional'  and  `intelpretive'  are only terms that represent the  first step
in going beyond simple talk of `analysis', and one needs to look at
the details of how any given method works to understand it proper-
ly. I find it baffling that someone could have read my entry on ana-
lysis and thought that all I was doing was offering a tripartite taxon-
omy,  not  least  because  of my  emphasis  on  the  way  that  all  three
modes  are  typically  implicated  in  any  actual  practice  of analysis.
The  conceptions  of analysis  I  distinguish  are  intended  as  tools  to
open  up  our  thinking  about  analysis,  and  not  as  a  classificatory
device to block further understanding.

In  fact,  in elaborating my account,  I draw all  sorts of other dis-
tinctions  (which  can  be  found  in  the  hterature)  -  between  whole-

part (decompositional) analysis and function-argument analysis, be-
tween   `logical'   or   `same-1evel'   analysis   and   `metaphysical'   or
`new-1evel'   analysis,  between   `analysis'   and  `quasi-analysis',  be-

tween reductive analysis  and connective  analysis,  and  so  on.  I  also
discuss  related conceptions  such as  that  of Plato's method of divi-
sion and Camap's notion of explication, and issues such as the para-
dox  of analysis  and  Ryle's  idea  of a  `category-mistake'.  Ongley
mentions some of this (pp. 47, 50-1 ), which makes it even more sur-

prising  that  he   should  think  that  I  am  essentially  engaged   in  a
pigeonholing exercise.
Ongley and I share an interest in the history of early analytic philo-
sophy,  and  it is here,  in particular,  that Ongley's assumption that I
am  essentially  pigeonholing  distorts  his  discussion  of my  account,
and motivates some unwarranted complaints.  In section 5  of his re-
view, he writes:

Examining    the    twentieth    century.    Beaney    begins    with    a    general
characterization     of    20th     century     philosophical     analysis.     "What
characterizes   analytic   philosophy   as   it   was   founded   by   Frege   and
Russell,"   he   says,    "is   the   role   played   by   /og7.cc7/   analysis,   which

depended  on   the   development   of  modem   logic.   Although   other  and
subsequent   forms   of  analysis,   such   as   linguistic   analysis,   were   less
wedded  to  systems  of  formal   analysis,  the  central   insight  motivating
logical  analysis remained." Beaney admits that this characterization does

not  fit  Moore  or  one  strand  of analytic  philosophy,  but  tliinks  that  the
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tradition  founded  by  Russell  and  Frege  is  analytic  philosophy's  central

strand. (p. 44)

At the level  of conversational  implicature,  this  is misleading.  For it
makes it look as if I am offering a general definition, but then find-
ing myself forced to admit an important exception. What I actually
do  in  beginning  my  section  on  conceptions  of analysis  in  analytic

philosophy (note the use of the plural here) is criticize the assump-
tion  that  decompositional  analysis  is  what  characterizes  analytic

philosophy (since decompositional analysis was around long before
analytic philosophy emerged).  I remark that "This might be true of
Moore's  early work,  and of one  strand within analytic philosophy;
but  it  is  not  generally  true".  It  is  c7/ /fe!.I poz.#/ that  I  then  say  what
Ongley quotes me as  saying.  The "as  it was  founded by Frege and
Russell" makes clear that I am just referring to one ~ albeit central -
strand  in  analytic  philosophy,  and  not  to  analytic  philosophy  as  a
whole.  Ongley  gets  the  dialectic  of my  argument wrong.  I  am not
forced to `admit' that my characterization does not fit Moore. It was
never intended to do so in the first place.

As  I  said above,  one  of my targets  in writing about analysis  is
the  view  that  philosophical  analysis  is  essentially  conceptual  de-
composition, and that this is therefore what characterizes  `analytic'

philosophy.  But this view does no justice at all to the actual meth-
odologies employed by those who are generally regarded as analytic

philosophers (understood as  including Frege and Russell, as well as
later philosophers  such  as  Wittgenstein,  Carnap,  Ryle,  etc.).  So  in
focusing  on  logical  analysis,  and the  Frege-Russell  strand,  my aim
is  to  correct  this  mistaken  view.  Ongley  seems  to  think  that  I  am
merely replacing  one  crude  definition of analysis  in analytic philo-
sophy with another, whereas my main concern is to show just what
a rich variety of conceptions of analysis there are even within analy-
tic philosophy.  In fact,  we have  only to consider the Frege-Russell
strand itself to see that there are important differences here, too. As
I point  out  in my entry,  and have  argued  in more  detail  elsewhere

(2003b,  §6),  for  Frege  function-argument  analysis  is  fundamental,
whereas for Russell decompositional analysis remains at the core of
his  thinking.  (Cf.  also  Levine  2002;  Hylton  2005b;  Griffin  forth-
coming.)  The  case  of Russell  is  instructive  here.  For it  shows just
how  complex  a  particular  philosopher's  practice  or  conception  of
analysis can be. Russell may engage in logical analysis, in showing,
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for  example,   how   definite   descriptions   can  be   `analysed  away'
when sentences  in which they appear are recast into their  `correct'
logical  form.  But  decompositional  analysis  is  still  assumed  to  be
required in identifying the ultimate constituents of a proposition.

Ongley's  failure  to  appreciate  all  this  leads  him  to  make  some

quite unjustified criticisms of my account. He writes, for example:

Beaney finds G.  E.  Moore's notion of analysis to be of a traditional de-
compositional  sort,  where  complex  concepts  are  analyzed  into  their
constituents.  This  puLzzles  Beaney:  while  he  admits  that  Moore  in flu-

enced  conceptions  of  analysis  among  analytic  philosophers,   Beaney
does  not  address  the  fact  that  this  means  that  his  theory  that  20th  c.
analysis  as  Fregean/Russellian  logical  analysis  does  not  seem  to  work
•even  for  the  major  analysts.  He  simply  ignores  this  problem  and  goes

on to Wittgenstein. (p.  50)

This is a travesty of my account. There is much to be puzzled about
in  Moore's  philosophy.  (Indeed,  Moore  would  hardly  approve  if
one did not feel puzzlement.) But I am not puzzled that he had a de-
compositional  conception  of analysis.  I say  it is "surprisingly tradi-
tional", given his status as one of the founders of `analytic' philoso-

phy,  but  that just  shows  that  the  use  of decompositional  analysis
cannot be the hallmark of `analytic'  philosophy.  More  importantly,
I do not have a  `theory'  that twentieth-century analysis  is  Fregean/
Russellian   logical   analysis,   and   so   do  not   feel   flummoxed  that
Moore  does  not  fit this  straitjacket.  On the  contrary,  I  pointed  out
from the very start that Moore represents one genuine strand in ana-
lytic  philosophy.  So  there  is  no problem that  I  ignore  and  quickly
cover up by turning to Wittgenstein.

Am  I just  being  overly  sensitive  to  the  rhetorical  flourishes  of
Ongley's   exposition?   As   I   said  at  the   beginning   of  this   reply,
Ongley  gives  a  fair  summary  of the  main  elements  of my  survey.
However, it is to some of his connecting critical patter that I object.
The   impression   is   given   at  numerous   points   that   I   am   simply

pigeonholing philosophers and offering a crude generalization as to
what  `analytic'  philosophy is,  which does not do justice to my aim
of showing the  variety of conceptions  of analysis  in the  history of

philosophy.  In  concluding  his  account  of my  survey  of twentieth-
century analytic philosophy, Ongley remarks:  "it should be obvious
even  from this  brief description  of Beaney's  survey  of the  20th  c.
that his  model  of 20th  c.  analysis  as  based on  logical analysis  does
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not  fair  well  even  on  his  own  terms.  In  the  end,  Beaney  changes
tack  and defines  analytic  philosophy as being  a  set of interlocking
subtraditions  unified  by a  shared  repertoire  of conceptions  of ana-
lysis that different philosophers drew on in different ways." (p. 51 ) I
do  indeed  suggest  that  analytic  philosophy  should  be  seen  in  this
latter way (but not  `defined'  like this,  which  is not how I put it).  I
am not changing tack, however, since I was never in the game of of-
fering a  `theory'  (or  `definition')  of analytic philosophy.  As  I  have
stressed, I was concerned all along to indicate the richness and com-

plexity of conceptions of analysis throughout the history of philoso-
phy, and not least, within analytic philosophy itself.

Let  me  end,  though,  by  thanking  John  Ongley  for  his  detailed
review.  As  he  notes  at  the  beginning  of his  essay,  I  am  currently
writing a book on analysis,  and my entry  in the S/cz#/ond E#c);c/o-

pcc7/.cr was a first report on the work I have been doing. The hyper-
text  format  of the  S/cz#/ond E#c};c/apec/z.cz,  and the  fact  that  entries
can be updated  in the  light  of criticism and  further research,  made
wrlting such an entry the ideal way to proceed. I could offer an out-
line  of conceptions  of analysis  in  the  history  of philosophy  in the
main  document,  while  reserving  further details  for the  linked  sub-
sections.  I  could  also  make  available  the  extensive  bibliography  I
had  been  compiling,  to  help  and  encourage  others  to  explore  the
topic  of analysis.  Of course,  even with the  subsections,  attempting
to  cover  twenty-six  centuries  of history  of philosophy  in just  one
entry  is  asking  for trouble,  and  as  Ongley notes  at  various points,
there are  significant gaps (not least concerning conceptions of ana-
lysis in the nineteenth century), sonie of which I am hoping to fill in
soon.  But I am grateful  for the  generous remarks Ongley makes in
the  concluding  section  of his  review.  I  have  concentrated  in  this
reply on the main (and only real) grumble that I have with Ongley's
review, but as indicated above, I accept his key criticism, about the
need to  address the  issue  of the apriority  of analytic methodology.
Ongley  also  makes  other,  more  specific  comments  in  his  review,
such as those concerning Kant mentioned above.  I know that these,
too,  will  be  helpful  to  me  both  in  revising  my  S/c7#/orc/  Enc};c/o-

pcc7/.c7 entry and in completing my forthcoming book on analysis.
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PROPERTIES OF ANALYSIS: REPLY TO BEANEY

JOHN ONGLEY

In my review of Michael Beaney's entry on analysis  for the online
Stanf ord  Encyclopedia Of Philosopky,1 T"ade several stzlke;m!eats to
which he takes exception. His main criticism is that my review fails
to  appreciate  the  rich  varieties  of analysis  that  he  was  trying  to
show exist in philosophy. Instead, it focuses on only three types dis-
cussed by him - regressive, decompositional and inteapretive analy-
sis - and ignores the other kinds he mentioned and also ignores the
complex interrelations between these various methods.

I  am  glad  that  Beaney  has  taken  the  opportunity  to  stress  this

point in his reply to my review.  I agree that it is much more  inter-
esting to look at the various periods in the history of philosophy as a
rich complex of methods rather than as consisting of a few methods
that can be categorized as belonging to one of three types, and it is
true  that  he  mentions  and  describes  many  more  than  these  three
kinds of analysis.  Still, it is decompositional, regressive or intexpre-
tive analysis that Beaney mainly discusses,  and he most often says
of some method of analysis, after describing it, that it is like one or
more of these three major types, which is why I focused on them.

What other types of analysis does he mention?  One that he dis-
cusses throughout the text is "reductive" analysis.  In it, a concept is
said to be "reduced" to others when one can eliminate it in favor of
the other concepts,  for example,  in  one's  description of the world,
in  which  case  one  has  discovered `a  metaphysical  fact  about  the
world.  Beaney principally describes  reductive analysis  as  a kind of
intexpretive  analysis  that  interprets  talk using the  concept  into  talk
without it, though I suppose decompositional analyses can be equal-
ly reductive.

Beaney  discusses  reductive  analysis  at  length  in  the  case  of
Gilbert Ryle and other Oxford analysts, making the point that Ryle
shifted from this principal method of analytic philosophy to a kind
of non-reductive  interpretive  analysis  that  Beaney  calls  "connec-
tive" analysis.  Where one cannot eliminate a term without circular-
ity, so that it is in some metaphysical sense irreducible, one can still

(circularly) clarify it's meaning by interpretating it in terms of other
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concepts that can only be defined in terms of it. Such an interpretive
analysis is a connective one, one that shows the logical connections
between  these  basic  irreducible  concepts.  Though  I  did  not  quite

gather what claims are made  for such analysis, that is, what its sig-
nificance  is  supposed  to  be  (are  these  the  "true  meanings"  of the
analyzed  concepts  or  are  they  something  more  arbitrary),  Beaney
makes  the  intriguing  suggestion  that  `.connective  analysis  would
seem to be particularly appropriate  . . .  in the case of analysis  itself"

(that is, I think, in analyzing analysis itself).
It needs to be  emphasized however that my point  in discussing

the three kinds of analysis I saw Beaney spending most of his time
on was not to  say that they are  inadequate to describe the varieties
of analysis in philosophy and that we need a richer taxonomy than
he  provides,   but  that  there  are   certain  questions  about  analysis
which Beaney's  explication of even these three types  does  not an-
swer for me.  Nor do  I take this  as an  inadequacy  of Beaney's  dis-
cussion,  since his purposes are not to answer my questions, but his
Own.

Beaney refers  to  some  of my  concerns  when  he  says  that  I  am
right in saying that he needs to address the issue of the apriority of
these and other methods of analysis. My point, though, is more gen-
eral than this. What puzzles me whenever I hear people talk of ana-
lysis  or  see  such  ideas  in  print  is  how  exactly  the  analysis  is  sup-

posed  to  work.  What  are  the  specific  steps  that  one  takes  in  each
kind of analysis, and most important, how does one justify each of
these  steps?  (It would also be interesting to learn how it is thought
that we psychologically move from step to step, how we are thought
to discover the various steps in an analysis.)

When asking how a step in an analysis is justified, the question
of whether the justification is supposed to be a priori or a posteriori
does arise, but so do other questions such as what metaphysical as-
sumptions are being made in each case, and since it is usually con-
cepts  that  are  being  analyzed,  what theories  of meaning  are  being

presupposed.  (These questions might also  arise when trying to  say
how the various steps of an analysis are arrived at, that is, discover-
ed.) But these are my questions. This being the case, perhaps it is up
to me and no one else to answer them. Beaney has done an impres-
sive job  of answering his  own questions,  one  that that I  think will
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inspire others to try to push the subject even further.
To  move  back  to  Beaney's  criticisms  of my  review,  he  points

out that right at the start of it I attribute to him a general characteri-
zation  of analysis  as  being  decompositional  when  that  is  not  what
he  says,  and  I  am  chagrined  to  see  that  I  do  make  this  error.  His
most general  characterization  of analysis  comes  in the  second sen-
tence of the piece and is that "in its broadest sense,  [analysis] might
be  defined  as  disclosing  or  working  back  to  what  is  more  funda-
mental by means of which something can be explained (which is of-
ten then  exhibited  in  a  corresponding  process  of synthesis) .... "  As
he notes, he then goes on to emphasize that decompositional analy-
sis (breaking a concept down into more simple parts) is not the only
sort of analysis that philosophers have practiced, and is arguably not
the most important one.

Beaney also points out that I suggest that he tries to give a single
characterization  of analytic philosophy and must then  immediately
admit  Moore  as  an  exception.  I  did  erroneously  suggest  this  and  I
withdraw the  suggestion.  Beaney emphasizes that there are several
major strands of analysis to be found in analytic philosophy and that
Moore's is one of them.  (He also points out that the "knowledge is
or isn'tjustified true belief" discussion in analytic philosophy is an-
other instance of decompositional analysis.)

A final quibble with Beaney though.  He says in his reply to me
that  it  is  not  his  aim  to  pigeonhole  philosophers  into  various  cate-

gories  or  impose  a  rigid  taxonomy.  I  hope  this  is just  a  matter  of
emphasis and that he will not wholly dismiss taxonomic tasks in his
further work on the subject, and I suspect that he won't, for he also
says  that  "of course,  some  kind  of conceptual  framework  must be
developed to elucidate the various forms of analysis and their inter-
connections".  For my part,  I do not think that any historical period
can be accurately discussed or even clearly thought about without a

good taxonomy and genealogy of its  ideas,  and the game of taking
someone's   taxonomy   (even   one's   own)   and  trying  to   refine   or
modify  it  or  elaborate  on  it  is  an  important  and  probably  essential
way of moving the understanding of a period forward.
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Traveler's Diary / Corference Report

The Annual Meeting of the Eastern APA (December 27-30)  shares
in the emotional angst of the holiday season in which it occurs. Like
the extended visits with extended family these holidays involve, the
normal person approaches the Eastern with mingled excitement, re-
sentment and dread. This year's conference location, Times Square.
being what it is, is unlikely to sooth these feelings.  This  is especial-
ly true  if,  like me,  you're  ignorant  of the  fact that the  Square con-
tains  two  Hilton  Hotels.  Yes,  my  unplanned  run-walk  from Hilton
A to Hilton 8 was a "special" joy, as was my subsequent disheveled
Grand Entrance to the APA, gripping tatty plastic bags stuffed with

Q.uarterlies and flyers in each sweaty hand.
Hilton 8,  though grander than  Hilton  A,  is  something  of a dis-

appointment:  what  on  earth  did they  do  with  the  chairs?  Are  they
outlawed  in  New  York  along  with  cigarettes,  or  are  the  hoteliers
trying to prevent riffraff from settling down for a rest?   There were
some chairs, to be  sure, but they were  fiercely guarded,  and whole
stretches  of hallway,  vast  acres  of registration  area,  and  echoing
chambers  of bookseller space were  chair-free  zones.  I  did notice  a
father and his three children sitting on the floor in front of the ATM

(and thereby inconveniently blocking access to  it),  but none  of the
gilt-tongued concierges  seemed to notice.   After locating the room
in  which  the  BRS  session  was  to  occur,  I  therefore  laid  out  my
Society trifolds and other wares and had a seat. But what a sitting it
was!

The first session of the day, hosted by the History of Early Ana-
lytic  Philosophy  Society,  and  chaired  by  Stefanie  Rocknak  (Hart-
wick College), boasted Sandra Lapointe (Kansas State) speaking on
"Husserl  and  Frege  on  Formal  Meaning",  Karen  Green  (Monash

University,  Melbourne,  Australia)  speaking  on  "Fregean  Existence
and   Non-Existence"   with   commentary   by   Kevin   Klement   (U
Mass/Amherst), and Chris Pincock (Purdue University) speaking on
"An Overlapping Consensus Model of the Origins of Analytic Phil-

osophy"  with  commentary  by  Aaron  Preston  (Malone  College).
Sandra  Lapointe's  paper remains  an  unknown  to  me,  as  I  stepped
out at for a bit to get money from the ATM (where  I found the en-
campment  mentioned  above)  and  to  register  for  the  conference.  I
returned  in  time  to  hear  Karen  Greene  deliver  a  very  persuasive
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paper that received high praise from Kevin Klement,  followed by a
debate  between  Chris  Pincock  and  Aaron  Preston,  on  the  topic  of
whether we analytic philosophers have a topic, to a large and some-
times electrified audience.  As convener of these events, it behooves
me to count heads: I counted 24.

The   BRS   group   session   immediately   followed   the   HEAPS
session with three speakers of its own: Gary Cesarz (Southeast Mis-
souri  State  University),   speaking  on  "MCTaggart  and  Broad  on
Leibniz's   Law",   Nikolay  Milkov  (Bielefeld  University),   with  a

paper titled "Lotze's Influence on Russell" and John Ongley (Edin-
boro University of Pennsylvania), with a paper on "Lotze and Anti-
Psychologism".   John Symons (The University of Texas at EI Paso)
served  as  Chair  and   as  commentator  of Gary  Cesarz'  talk,  while
David  Sullivan  (Metropolitan  College  of Denver)  commented  on
Nikolay   Milkov's   paper.   The   lack   of  a   respondent   for   John
Ongley's  paper turned  out to  be  fortunate,  as  each  speaker ran  so
overtime that no commenting would have been possible in any case,
and John's talk was written as a follow-up commentary to Milkov's

paper anyway. Milkov argued that Russell's turn from idealism and
monism actually preceded Moore's,  despite Russell's own story to
the  contrary,  and  that  in  tuning  this  way,  Russell  exhibited  the
influence  of Hermann  Lotze,  a  forgotten  but  influential  philoso-

phical  muse  of the  19th  century.  Some  historians  in  the  audience
argued  for  a  broader  view,  and  Sullivan  began  to  summarize  his
own objections, which were based on his claim that Russell studied
Lotze's  A4e/apkys!.cs  and not his  4ogj.c  so that the  influences  from
Lotze that Milkov claimed to  find  in Russell  and Moore (from the
Log;.c) could not have been from Lbtze, but Ongley's analysis of the
historical   influence   of  Lotze   in   at   least   some   ways   supported
Milkov's  general  point.   Counting  heads  was  interrupted  by  the
sudden  appearance  of Warren Allen  Smith,  Peter  Stone  and other
BRS regulars, crashing into our midst with their boys like gangsters
before  a  shootout.  Even  after the  dust  settled,  I  still  counted two-
dozen heads.

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

3RD QUARTER TREASURER'S REPORT 2005

Cash Flow July  I, 2005 - September 30, 2005

Category Description

BALANCE 6/30/05 11,059.49

INCOME

Contributions
BRS Quarterly

TOTAL Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Library Income

TOTAL INCOME

EXPENSES

Bank Charges
Library Expenses
Other Expenses
Paypal Fees

TOTAL EXPENSES

286.00
286.00

215.00

675.72
890.72
69.10

1,245.82

-16.31

-15.64

10.00
-3.53

-25.48

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 9/30/05

Dennis J. Darland
BRS Treasurer

dennis.darland@yahoo.com

1,220.34
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Cash Flow October I, 2005 - December 31, 2005

Category Description

BALANCE 9/30/05 12,279.83

INFLOWS
Contributions

Contributions BRS gz/c7rfer/y
Total Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

Total Dues
From Deposit Interest
TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
Library Expenses
Newsletter
Other Expenses
Paypal Fees
To Checking

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

408.00
408.00

95.00
35.00

130.00
20.00

558.00

8.99
200.00

56.88
408.00

0.00
4.40

20.00
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

2003  ANNUAL TREASURER'S REPORT

Cash Flow January  I, 2003 ~ December 31, 2003

Category Description
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Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
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Russell Subscription
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Dennis J. Darland
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dennis.darland@yahoo.com
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6.742.17

767.75
850.00

I,617.75

560.14
3 ,486.17
4,046.31

13.95

50.00
47.00

5,775.01

52.16

223.44
72.16

712 .04

3,396.06
20.00

2,601.00

7,076.86

-1,301.85

5,440.32
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Cash Flow January  1, 2004 - December 31, 2004

Category Description I/I/04 -12/31/04

BALANCE  12/31/03

INFLOWS
Uncategorized
Contributions

BRS
BRS gwczr/er/y

TOTAL Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Meeting Income

TOTAL INFLOWS

OUTFLOWS
Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
Library Expenses
Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
Other Expenses
J2wssc// Subscriptions

TOTAL OUTFLOWS

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE  12/31/04

* There is an unknown liability for the gwc/r/cr/,v.

Dennis J. Darland
BRS Treasurer

dennis.darland@yahoo.com

5,440.32

0.00

I,344.15

950.00
2,294.15

538.94
3,805.81

4,344.75
4,568.65

11,207.55

84.10
400.00

5.30

3,564.22
1 '988.21 *

5.00
2,312.00

8,358.83

2,848.72

8,289.04

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
2005  ANNUAL TREASURER'S REPORT
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Category Description
BALANCE  12/3 I /04

INCOME
Contributions

BRS
BRS gwczr/cr/);

TOTAL Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Library Income
Meeting Income
Other Income

TOTAL INCOME
EXPENSES

Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
Library Expenses
Meeting Expenses
Newsletter
Other Expenses
Paypal Fees
J2wsse// Subscriptions

TOTAL EXPENSES
TRANSFERS

FROM Paypal
FROM Deposit Intra
TO Checking

TOTAL TRANSFERS
OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE  12/31/05

I/1/05 -12/31/05
8,289.04

1,009.24
408.00

1,417.24

692.00
6,J98.2:J
7,490.27

75.10

1,832.92

38.82

10,854.35

98.00
200.00
181.81

2,104.69
925.45*
259.40

63.48
3.171.00

7,003.83

I,538.27

9,328.65
10,866.92

0.00
3,850.52

12,139.56

* The BRS has a hability for the 2005 gwczrfer/y of $2444.08

Dennis J. Darland, BRS Treasurer
dennis.darland@yahoo.com
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NATURALISM RETURNS

IN THls IssuE oF THE BRS gc/4RrEjif y

IN  OUR LAST ISSUE of the g#o7./er/y, Andrew Lugg argued for
the  controversial thesis that Russell  was a naturalist (one who pre-
supposes  scientific  theories  to  answer  philosophical  questions,  so
that  philosophy  is  a  part  of science)  from  at  least  1912  on.  Most
Russell  scholars  would  disagree  and  respond  to  Russell's  claims
that his philosophy is  scientific  by saying:  "Well, yes, he ,7crys that,
but you have to understand that what he 77?ccz#s by `scientific philo-
sophy'  is not at all what we would call science, but something wild-
ly  metaphysical  and  purely  philosophical."  In  contrast,  Lugg  has
taken seriously Russell's claims to have been doing scientific philo-
sophy,  and has  constructed a systematic  interpretation of Russell's

philosophy from them that seems to be an accurate account of Rus-
sell's views.

Several  people besides  Lugg have taken  Russell's  claims to have
been doing scientific philosophy seriously:  these are Thomas Bald-
win, Graham Stevens, Paul O'Grady, and the recently deceased Ned
Garvin.  But each has viewed Russell's naturalism differently, with
each emphasizing different aspects of it.  In this issue, Graham  Ste-
vens  responds  to  Lugg's  views,  agreeing  with  parts,  disagreeing
with others and presenting an alternative view of Russell's natural-
ism.  Lugg replies  to  Stevens with an elaboration of his  own views
of the matter.

FRIEDRICH  WAISMANN was a student of Wittgenstein's philo-
sophy for most of his adult life, but because Wittgenstein repeatedly
insisted that Waismann did not understand him, Waismann's philo-
sophy, especially his views on Wittgenstein's philosophy and ordin-
ary  language  philosophy,  is  not  highly  regarded  by  most philoso-

phers  today.  In this  issue's  feature  essay,  `A  Road  Less  Traveled',
Mazi Allen gives us a detailed sketch of waismann's philosophy on
the way to  correcting Richard Rorty's  misrepresentation  of it.  The

picture of Waismann's philosophy that Mazi presents us with is one
that makes Waismann sound much more interesting than the stand-
ard view has it.
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Waismann was one of the original members of the Vienna Circle
and  a  student  of  Moritz  Schlick  -  it  was  in  fact  Schlick  who
assigned  Waismann  the  project  of speaking  with  Wittgenstein  in
Vienna and writing a systematic exposition of Wittgenstein's philo-
sophy.  However, Wittgenstein's philosophy was in constant transi-
tion and the project soon evolved from   providing a systematic ex-

position  of the  rrczc/c7/z{s  to  one  of recording  Wittgenstein's  post-
Tractarian thought and then to one of describing his philosophy that
emerged  still  later.  Waismann  worked  at  this  task  from  1927  to
1939,  but  in  1936  Wittgenstein  withdrew  from  the  project  com-

pletely. Waismann continued with the project alone and his book on
Wittgenstein was set for publication in  1939, only to be withdrawn
by Waismann  at the  last minute.  It was  finally published  in  1965,
six years after Waismann's death.

Because of all this, Waismann is often thought of as having been a
mere expositor of Wittgenstein and a poor one at that, one who in
the end simply failed to appreciate Wittgenstein's thought. After all,
the  master himself had made this judgment,  hadn't he?  Moreover,
A.J. Ayer, in his anthology of the Vienna Circle philosophers, £og-
z.cc}/ Posz./I.w.sin,  includes just one  article by Waismann,  `How  I  See
Philosophy', and h`e puts that at the very end of the book, as though
including the essay out of a sense obligation or as an afterthought,
as if to say:  "Well, Waismann wczs a member of the Vienna Circle,
so I guess we should include something by him; but let's stick it in
the  back  out  of the  way;  we'11  put  Schlick  and  Camap  up  front;
theirs are the important essays." However, after reading Allen's es-
say on Waismann,  and I hope after also going back and reading or
rereading one or more of Waismann's own essays, the reader may
well  come  away with  a  new  appreciation  of Waismann.  I  know  I
have.   It  now  seems  to  me  that  his  later  philosophy  is  the  most
mature of the analytic philosophers of the period -the most grown-
up and subtlest. Perhaps, then, Ayer didn't put Waismann's essay in
the  back of his  book as  an  afterthought and because he thought  it
the  least  important  of the  essays  in  that  volume,  but  because  he
thought it the aptest conclusion for Logical Positivism, the best end-
ing  for his  book  and  for  analytic  philosophy  as  well.  If this  is  so.

perhaps  Ayer's philosophy  itself had more  subtly than  it's  usually
given  credit  for having.  It's  possible.  I  may go  back  and  take  an-
other look soon.

IN THIS ISSUE

ALSO  IN  THIS  ISSUE, we include a  1946 review by George Or-
well  of Russell  book Power,  with  an  introduction  by  Peter  Stone

(and a thanks to Phil Ebersole  for suggesting the review  for inclu-
sion  in  the  BRSQ),  and  a  new  review  by  Chad  Trainer  of Chris
Shuhe's bock Bertrand Russell:  "Education as the Power Of lnde-

pe#c7c#/   77zoc4gfo/".   Chad   provides   us   with   a   detailed   view   of
Shute's book.  And finally, we have  at the back of the  issue,  in the
traveler's  diary,  report  of the  2006  BRS  Annual  Meeting  held  in
Iowa City and the minutes for the BRS Board of Directors meeting
held there.

472  I N V I TAT I 0 N

To a relaxing, learned weekend

TH E  34TH ANNUAL  MEETI NG  OF  TH E
BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY

JUNE  8-10, 2007
MONMOUTH  UNIVERSITY,  NEW JERSEY

472c7cz  CALL   FOR   PAPERS

TH E ANNUAL MEETING  WANTS  YOUR  PAPERS  AND  I DEA5!

SEND  PAPERS  OR  I DEAS  FOR  MASTER  CLASSES  ON  ANY
SUBJECT  RELATED  TO   BERTRAND   RUSSELL'S   LIFE  AND

WORK TO  BRS  PRESI DENT ALAN  SCHWERIN  AT
aschweri@monmouth.edu
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SOCIETY NEWS

AFTER 27 YEARS OF REMARKABLE SERVICE TO THE BRS,
our  treasurer,  DENNIS  DARLAND,  has  resigned  from  that  position.
More  than  anyone  else,  Dennis  is  responsible  for having kept this
Society on a steady keel and functioning reliably from one year to
the  next.  77zc7#4 };o2/,  De#;?I.s.  We  are  grateful  for  everything  you
have done for us and won't soon forget it.

AS  OF  THIS  WRITING,  the  Society  is  looking  for  someone  re-

place Dennis as its treasurer.  The only requirement for being treas-
urer that  is  stated  in the  Society bylaws  is  that you must have  be-
longed to the Society for at least one year. If you fit that description
and  are  interested  in  being  the  Society's  treasurer,  please  contact
any BRS executive officer or board member at once. For the interim

(until  the  BRS  June  Annual  Meeting),  KEN  BLACKWELL  will  be
acting treasurer of the Society.

IT'S  TIME TO RENEW YOUR MEMBERSHIP to the Bertrand
Russell  Society!  If you  have  not  yet  done  so,  we  hope  you  will
renew  your  membership  now,  using  the  form  enclosed  with  this
issue  of the  BRS  g#czr/e7'/};.  For  those  wishing  to  pay  their  dues
online using a credit card, you can now pay via Paypal.  Just go to
https://www.paypal.com  and  open  a  free  account.  When  prompted
for the recipient's email address, enter brs-pp@sbcglobal.net.  There
is no  charge to  make  Paypal  payments,  which - foreign members
take  note  -  will  be  handled  in  US  dollars.  When  prompted  for  a
message to  send to  our treasurer,  state the purpose  of the payment
and  any  change  of  address  but  do  not  include  your  credit  card
information.   Our  treasurer  will   send  you   an   email   receipt  and
update the membership records accordingly.

CURIOUS TO KNOW
WHO'S NEW ON THE BOARD OF THE BRS?

The  fall  election results  for the Russell  Society Board of Directors
are  as  follows:  Ken  Blackwell  (28  votes),  David  Blitz  (28  votes),
Philip   Ebersole   (26   votes),   David   Henehan   (27   votes),   Kevin
Klement  (28  votes),  Tom  Stanley  (29  votes),  Russell  Wahl  (27
votes) and David White (26 votes).
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The  election  results  were  not  much  of a  surprise  -  eight people
were  elected  from  a  slate  of eight  candidates.  But  two  of those
elected, Kevin Klement and Russell Wahl,  are new to the board.  It
is healthy for the Society to have fresh voices on its executive board
and a quick look at the recent past shows a reassuring regularity to
this influx of new people on the board.  In the 2005  election, Greg-
ory Landini and John Ongley were elected to the board both for the
first time, and Marvin Kohl (board chair from  1989 to  1995) was re-
elected  to  it  after  a  long  absence.  In  2003  David  Blitz  and  David
Henehan were both  elected to the board  for the  first time,  in  2002
Andrew  Bone  and  Cara  Rice  were  new  board  members,  in  2002
Rosalind Carey was  elected for the  first time,  and the  pattern  con-
tinues back to the founding of the Society in  1974.

A list of Society Board members going back to  1995 can be found
at:   http://www.user.drew.edu/~jlenz/BRS_Officers_past.htm.   If  you
have  any  information  as  to  who  was  on  the  Society's  board  of
directors  before  that,  please  contact the  editors  of this journal  and
those names will be added to this list at the Society's website.

COMING  SOON!
THE 34TH  ANNUAL  MEETING OF THE BRS!

This happy event, hosted by BRS President Alan Schwerin, returns
to Monmouth University in New Jersey June 8-10, 2007. Rooms are
available  on  campus  for the  event,  but  space  is  limited,  so  contact
Alan  at  aschweri@monmouth.edu  soon  with  your requests.  Details
of the  meeting  will  follow,  but  if the  future  resembles  the  past  it
will be a weekend of engaging talks, good company and an overall

good time. We hope to see all of you there.

A CALL FOR ANNUAL  MEETING  PAPERS.  The  annual meet-
ing's  success turns  in large part on  its papers, and for this we #eec7

};oc/.  Are you working on a paper or presentation? Do you have an
idea that would be a hot topic for the annual meeting?  Share it with
us!  How about running a seminar on readings from Russell that you
have  found  interesting?   The  master  classes  have   all   been  well
attended in the past and generate a good deal  of response from the
floor.  So be  sure to contact BRS  President Alan  Schwerin  soon (at
aschweri@monmouth.edu)  with  your  ideas  and  contributions   on
Russell's thought and his life. They will be most welcome.
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CALL FOR APA PAPERS. If you're interested in reading a paper
on  Russell  at  the  BRS  session  or  on  the  history  of early  analytic

philosophy  at the  HEAPS  session  of the  Eastern or Central  meet-
ings  of the  APA  (in  Baltimore  December  27-30,  2007  and  at  the
Palmer House in Chicago April  14-20, 2008 respectively), please be
sure  to  contact  Rosalind  Carey  (rosalind.carey@lehman.cuny.edu)
about it soon.  (HEAPS  is the History of Early Analytic Philosophy
Society that often co-hosts APA sessions with the BRS.)

RUSSELL  SPEECH  ON  THE  INTERNET.  The  Bertrand  Russell
Society  Librarian,  TOM  STANLEV,  reports  that  Russell's   1959  ad-
dress to the CND is available for download as  `Bertrand Russell on
the Ams Race'  from the website of the Talking History Project at:
http://www.albany.edu/talkinghistory/arch2006july-december.html.

Here is their description of the speech: "Bertrand Russell, the Nobel

prize-winning  philosopher,  mathematician,  and  author,  became  a
vocal critic of the arms race in the post-WWII Cold War era. In this
selection  of  a  speech  on  nuclear  disarmament,  first  recorded  in
Manchester England on May Day of 1959, Russell expressed some
of his concerns about the fate of humanity in the face of the grow-
ing arms race." The  speech  is approximately  12 minutes  in length.
Tom  also  reports  that there  are  a  large  number  of speeches,  inter-
views and other recordings by Russell that are available for down-
1oading  from  SVEINBJORN  THORDARSON's  excellent  Russell  web-

pages at:  http://www.sveinbjorn.org/russell. These recordings include
many of the Woodrow Wyatt interviews with Russell, and an audio
book of readings from Russell's jze/I.gz.o# c}77c7 Scz.e#ce.

ALAN SCHWERIN, PRESIDENT OF THE RUSSELL SOCIETY,
has recently had a new collection of papers on Russell accepted for

publication.  It is  scheduled to be published January 2008  by Cam-
bridge  Scholars  Publishing  and  will  be  called  Rcvz'sz./z.#g  R2{sse//..

Critical  Refoections  on  the  Thought  of  Bertrand  RIAssell.  It  w.Ill
include papers from the past two annual meetings of the BRS. This

SOCIETY NEWS

ETHAN  HOUSER,  AN  AMERICAN  SCULPTOR  now  living  in
Mexico   City,   has  just  completed   a   sculpture   bust  of  Bertrand
Russell.  He describes it as depicting "a younger Russell with a sup-

pressed smile at the height of his productive life" and says that it is
a  piece  he  has  wanted  to  do  for  a  long  time.  The  piece  is  31  cm.
high (slightly over  12") and will be cast in bronze, given a deep rich
19th   century   type   patina,   and   mounted   on   a   base   of  black

granite.   The base will bring the total  height of the piece to around
17".   It  will  be  a  signed,  hand  numbered  limited  edition  piece  and
no  more  than  forty  will  ever  be  cast,  with  a  price  "under  $2,000
USD". Ethan Houser can be contacted at ethantaliesin@yahoo.com.

FINALLY,  BRS MEMBER MIKE  BEANEY will be publishing a
collection of essays on analysis sometime next year with Routledge.
It w{+lbe ca.++ed The Analytic Turn..  Analysis in Early Analytic Phil-
osapky  c777c7 Pfee77o777c77o/og}/  and  will  include  the  following  essays

on Russell, along with a host of essays on a wide variety of related
analysts  and  topics:   `Frege-Russell  Numbers:   Analysis  or  Expli-
cation?' by ERICH H.  RECK,  `Analysis and Abstraction Principles in
Russell  and Frege'  by JAMES LEVINE,  `Some  Remarks  on Russell's
Early  Decompositional  Style  of Analysis'  by  NICHOLAS  GRIFFIN,
"`On  Denoting"  and the  Idea  of a Logically  Perfect  Language'  by

PETER H¥LTON and `Logical Analysis and Logical Construction' by
BERNARD LINSKY.

volume  follows  an  earlier  collection  of essays  edited by  Schwerin
from  Bertrand  Russell   Society  annual  meetings   called  Bertrcwcc7
RIAssell   on   Nuclear   War,   Peace,   and   Language:   Critical   and
f7is/o7.z.cc7/ Essq)+s. There is an online review by DAvlD BLITz of this

ir                                earhervo[umeathftyJJrusselimonasterchiife_schwennndf                                i
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A ROAD LESS TRAVELED: THE LASTING SIGNIFICANCE

OF WAISMANN'S  `HOW I SEE PHILOSOPHY'*

MAZI ALLEN

In his  introduction to  7lfoe I I.77grtz.a/I.c  r24r72, the anthology that estab-

lished  him  as  an  authority  on  the  history  of analytic  philosophy,
Richard Rorty makes several questionable claims regarding various
major  philosophers  -  dismissing  J.  L.  Austin  as  a  lexicographer,
Ludwig Wittgenstein as a self-styled therapist for philosophers and
Martin Heidegger as a poet.I  However, his most questionable claim
concerns  Friedrich  Waismann,  member  of the  Vienna  Circle  and
later  (after  1939)  lecturer  at  Oxford.  Of Waismann's  later  philo-
sophy, Rorty says:

[For  Waismann]  methodological  nominalism  would  be  retained  [the  as-
sumption that universals  and concepts  themselves  do  not exist and  can  be
explained  scientifically  in  terms  of observations  of particulars  or  else  as
misuses of language], but  . . .  the demand for clear-cut criteria of agreement
about  the  truth  of  philosophical  theses  would  be  dropped.   Philosophers
could  then  turn  towards  creating  Ideal  Languages,  but  the  criterion  for
being  "Ideal"  would  no  longer  be  the  dissolution  of philosophical  prob-
lems, but rather the creation of new and fruitful ways of thinking of things
in  general.  This  would  amount  to  a  return  to  the  great  tradition  of philo-
sophy as system-building - the only difference being that the systems built
would  no  longer  be  considered  c7escr/.p/I.o#s  of the  nature  of things  or  of
human  consciousness,  but  rather prapo5cz/5:  about  how  to  talk.  By  such  a
move,  the  "creative"  and  "constructive"  function  of philosophy would  be
retained.  Philosophers  would be,  as they  have traditionally  been  supposed

to be, the men who gave one a  WeJ/cz"LTcfoczz"#g.2

An  earlier version  of this  essay was  read  at  a  History  of Early  Analytic
Philosophy Society session of the December 2004 eastern division meeting
of the American Philosophical Association.

i                                                                                                                                  ft                    £,;d:#3t;£o#m:::rs#fjc[a:g„ompr:sesce[„9,67;s;T3Z; Pfo,,os,apfo,cc,,
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This account of Waismann's aims and methods, though correct
in some respects, is quite flawed in others. Is it true that Waismann
no  longer  aimed  for the  "dissolution  of philosophical  questions"?
Did  Waismann  really propose  "creating  Ideal  Languages"  and  re-
turning "to the great tradition of . . .  system-building"?  Can we real-
ly say that Waismann conceived of philosophers as being "the men
who gave one a. Weltanschauung'?

In order to support his claims, Rorty refers to Waismann's essay
`How I see Philosophy'3 -a work which I will reengage in order to

place Waismann's views in their proper perspective.  In doing so, I
will show that Waismann's method and aims are not exactly what
Rorty presents them as being. Waismann's method does not consist
in  system-building  in the traditional  sense,  nor in  giving  a  We//c777-
s¢czz4z4#g,  nor even in constructing  an  ideal  language,  but in  funda-
mentally questioning all of the above endeavors in open dialogue.

1.

The essay `How I See Philosophy', originally written for the anthol-
ogy  Co#/emporczry Brz./z.s¢  P¢z./osapky,  begins  with  the  claim  that

philosophy is not like science at all.4 Given the influence of the later
Camap  and  Quine,5  most  analytic  philosophers  today  would  find
this  view  shocking ~  but  this  in  fact  was  the  view  held  by  many
members  of the  Vienna  Circle,  including  Moritz  Schlick.6  Wais-
mann further claims that philosophy offers no proofs nor admits of
theorems nor even asks questions that can be decided decisively by
arguments. "Philosophy" he says,

is very unlike science; and this in three respects:  in philosophy there are no

proofs;  there  are  no  theorems;   and  there  are  no  questions  that  can  be
decided, Yes or No.

Nor for Waismann does philosophy engage in the tradition of

casting  ...  ideas  into  deductive  moulds,  in  the  grand  style  of Spinoza.7

3  |bid.,  36, n.66.

4 H. D. Lewis, Contemporary British Philosophy (London.. AILen & Ur+win,

1956).

D.S. Clfrndje, Philosophy's  Second Revolution:  Early and Recent Analytic

f£Z::Sy°#e(::„[:::s°,;.c°f„ern„:5°ou_:i.1997)>P.110HO,n.7.
7 Friedrich Waismarm, f7ow J See Pfez./osapky (London: Macmillan,1968),  1 -2.
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Hence, just two pages into the article, Waismann has denied one of
the first views Rorty attributes to him, namely, the seeking of a re-
turn to the philosophical  system-building of early modem rational-
ism.  But  if Waismann  says philosophy  should not try to  construct
deductive  systems  that  conclusively  establish  truths  through  argu-
ments, isn't he also saying that philosophy -as a ``quest for truth" -
has  come to  an end? Fortunately not.  What philosophy does  offer,
according  to  Waismann,  are  not  answers  but  questions.  If we  are
lucky,  he  contends,  dialogues  about these  questions would lead us
to new and interesting ways of speaking about and so observing the
world.  As an example of this way of doing philosophy, Waismann
reexamines   the   paradox   of  Achilles   and   the   tortoise   (Zeno's

paradox).
In considering whether Achilles  could ever catch the tortoise a

few feet away from him if he had to cross an infinite series of inter-
vals  to  do  so,  Waismann  first notes  that the  common  objection  to
Zeno's  paradox - that  "of course"  a  finite  end  exists  between  the
supposedly  infinite  series  between two points  (namely,  the  second

point)  -  entirely  misses  Zeno's  point.  The  paradox  is  really  con-
cerned with the infinite series itself and how one could come to the
end of it if it were possible to prolong the  series merely by adding
another term. Yet looked at another way, the problem is easily dealt
with -for if we take the same principle of Zeno's paradox (that an
infinite series can be extended "forever") and apply it to a temporal

phenomenon such as a minute, we find that the paradox falls apart.
Zeno would be forced to say that "at no time" would a minute come
to an end, since a half-minute, quarter-minute, and so on, would all
have to end in turn.8 Hence there could be no time whatsoever.

Thus,  merely placing Zeno's paradox  in  a different context re-
veals  that the  notion  of sequence  upon  which  it  depends  may  be
described in two different senses - temporally and atemporally. The

paradox of Achilles and the tortoise merely confuses these senses.9
As  Waismann  put  it,  the  question  of Zeno's  paradox  was  never
solved but "dissolved"  as  a question arising  from the  confusion of
different  senses  of the  same  term.[°  In  clarifying  the  terms  of the

8  Ibid.,  7.

9 Ibid.,  7-8.

10  Ibid.,1o.
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tlisi`iis*i`m      und  not merely answering the questions put before it -

iihilttsttphy  would  find  its  use.  But this  is  an  example  of the  very
thing Rorty says Waismann rejects -the "dissolution of philosophi-
cal  problems".  Indeed,  it  is  this  possibility  of "dissolving  philoso-

phical problems" that is essential to the method Waismann proposes
for philosophical  discussion.  In fact,  the method of questioning he

proposes  depends  upon  it.  Therefore,  we  need  to  examine  Wais-
mann's  method  of questioning  in  order  to  understand his  view  of

philosophy.  Here too, his proposal is quite interesting.
First, according to Waismann, one should never force the inter-

locutor -if the use of unusual terms is the only way in which a per-
son can express an idea, such usages must be permitted. Further, the
speaker should even be free to use the same term in widely differing
-even contradictory - senses: the only requirement for such usage

is that the speaker be aware of what he or she is doing and the con-
sequences  of doing  it.  At  every  phase  of the  account the  speaker
would be questioned, when necessary, as to the usefulness of terms
that arise.  If the terms are found necessary, the speaker would con-
tinue,  if not,  the  questioner might propose  a  different  set  of terms
and possibly even a different account.[]  Again, we see that the goal
of such discussion is not to prove the correctness of a system, nor to

provide  anyone  with  a  complete,  much  less  completed,   We//cz77-
scfecz"z{#g,  but to  engage  in  discussing  and  describing  one's  exper-
iences in dialogue with others.

In keeping with this  dialogical  method,  Waismann further sug-

gests that arguments to prove or disprove the view under examina-
tion in such a philosophical  dialogue should not be used - the goal
of such dialogue, and really philosophy itself, is to clarify the views
in question, not to solve problems or derive proofs. Instead of argu-
ment and proof, the experience being spoken of would be discussed
by  all  precisely as  it presented  itself to  each  of the  discussants.  In
this way, through providing differing perspectives on the same sub-

ject,  all of the discussants would aide  in truly addressing the ques-
tion.  This  would  lead  either to  the  clarification  of the  meaning  of
the  terms  used  to  describe  such  experience  or  dissolution  of the
worldview  initially  proposed.]2  In  this  way,  Waismann  sought  to

Ibid.,12.
12  Ibid.

WAISMANN' S PHILOSOPHY 15

strengthen philosophical debate ~ by moving it away from the rigid
systemization of philosophers like Spinoza, and even away from the
stiff formalism of present-day analytic philosophy, towards a more
open method of analysis.

Finally, according to Waismann, what is sought in philosophy is
a new way of describing the world, especially a new vocabulary and

grammar with which to describe  it.  But note that this new way of
describing the world would be neither a universal explanation nor a
deductive one beyond which nothing more could be added. Instead,
it would be a worldview constructed through dialogue and the clari-
fication of language - continually open to modification by the same
means."  Waismann's  way  of constructing  a worldview,  or rather
world  conception,  through  dialogue  would  affect  the  vocabularies
and  grammars  of both  the  discussant  and  interlocutors  - creating
new problems for each in speaking about experiences, and so stimu-
lating  further discussions  on the  subject and further growth  in vo-
cabularies, grammars, and modes of thought.

Thus, Waismann's later method presents a means of examining
our most fundamental and deeply held views - either to clarify them
through dialogue  or eventually  dissolve them if indefensible.  Phil-
osophy, then,  is not merely a debunking of theories for Waismann,
but a process  of leaming how  and why  certain  descriptions  of ex-

perience are used in the first place. In doing so, the practice of phil-
osophy serves as a liberating force not only from the rigid bounds of
language  (both  formal  and  ordinary)  but  even  from the  modes  of
thought  and  prejudices  accompanying  them."  Take  for  instance
Waismann's  criticisms  of the then-current uses  of language within

philosophy.
Regarding the insistence on the ordinary use of language in phil-

osophy, Waismann states in his article `Ordinary Language' that,

even  if there  were  such  a  thing  as  a  stock-use  [of language],  it  need  not
matter much to the philosopher  . . .  I  should say that,  sooner or later,  he  is
bound to commit the crime and depart from it - that is, if he has something
new to say.15

Ibid.,12-13.

Ibid.,13,  21.

Ibid.,187.
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And in his article `Verifiability', he claims that new ways of speak-
ing even affect the way people perceive their environments, as was
also  supposed  by the  Sapir-Whorf hypothesis  in  linguistic  anthro-

pology.[6  Waismann  also  asserts  this  view  in  `How  I  See  Philoso-
phy' and approvingly quotes Nietzsche as saying:

It is  quite possible that philosophers within the  domain  of the Ural-Altaic
languages  . . .  will  look differently "into the world" and be found on paths
of thought quite different from those of the lndo-European ....

And he further elaborates on these views later in the article, arguing
that Frege could not ask "What is a number?" - with number being
an ideal, even Platonic entity, as opposed to a symbol used in count-
ing - if his language did not allowed for Platonizing (which, appar-
ently, Waismann believed the Chinese language did not allow for).
However,  such  relativity  -  even  in  the  conceptualizing  of  such
things as number -need not be denied or seen as obstacles to under-
standing  in  Waismann's  view  but  rather  seen  as  opportunities  to
understand differently, to "swim up-stream . . .  against the current of
clich6s.""  Hence,  far  from  the  position  of  Quine  and  others,[8
Waismann  might  have  been  expected  to  defend  the  usage  of ob-
scure  terms  even  by  thinkers  such  as  Derrida - that  is,  if Derrida
actually had "something new" to say.

2.

But  what  does  all  this  say  about  Rorty's  claim  that  Waismann's

philosophy consists in creating  ideal  languages?  Rorty uses Gustav
Bergmann's  account  of language  as  an  example  of an  ideal  lan-

guage.  According to the view Rorty lays out, analytic philosophers
who  advocate  constructing  an  ideal  language  do  so  as  a means  of
dissolving philosophical problems.  Thus Bergmann, Rorty's  exem-

plar of such a view, states that an ideal language must serve to both
(a)  dissolve  "philosophical  puzzles"  (b)  "show,  in  principle,  the
structure   and   systematic   arrangement  of  all   major  areas   of  ..
experience."'9

Ibid.,  59-60.

Ibid.
`Open  Letter  Against  Derrida  Receiving  an  Honorary  Doctorate  from

Cambridge University'  7lrfee 7TJ.mcs (London), May 9,1992.

Ftorty, The Linguistic Turn,132-134.

WAISMAI`IN ' S PHILOSOPHY 17

Although this  view  of an ideal  language  seems  similar to what
Waismann has  said about the aim of his philosophy, there are im-

portant differences.  Bergmann,  among others, believed that such a
language could be established once and for all.  However, this type
of ideal language - single,  final and universal - is not what Wais-
mann was proposing.  Waismann would have  considered such  lan-

guage  a hindrance to philosophy ~ in fact,  in  `How I  See Philoso-
phy', he compares such formalized language to "an axe of glass that
breaks  the  moment  you  use  it ....  ''2°  More  importantly,  for Wais-
mann,  the  creation  of such  an  `ideal  language,'  or  even  a  slightly
improved  one,  could  only  occur  through  dialogue.  Such  dialogue
would seek to test the supposed "ideal" (or at least adequate) nature
of pre-existing  language(s)  used  by  participants  in  terns  of how
adequate  they  were  for  dissolving  philosophical  puzzles  and  pre-
senting  new  insights  into  various  sorts  of experience.  Only  when
these were found inadequate would the task of clarifying language
and hence creating an "ideal"  language  (or really,  a somewhat im-

proved  language)  begin.  Regarding the  role  of dialogue,  however,
Bergman was silent.

For Waismann, what was sought was to create language(s) ade-

quate to the experience being described and hence to remove certain
linguistic practices  as well as the long-held prejudices accompany-
ing them. This would be accomplished through an on-going, collec-
tive  undertaking  to  create  a  fundamental  change  in  our "angle  of
vision" as philosophers. Waismann thus proposed that "cases" for a
certain view or other would be built up and dialogically contested as
to  their  descriptive  adequacy  instead  of  a  single  ideal  language
being created to encompass every aspect of experience.2 1

It  seems  that  Waismann  was   on  to   something:   language   is
"plastic",  shaped both by its use  and the material  conditions  of its

users.22 The particular linguistic turn made by Waismann was signi-
ficant  in  going  beyond  Bergmann  and  others  in  conceiving  of the
use of language as being one which was contested in an open-ended

(indeed   "open   textured")   dialogue,   rather   than   being   firmly,

r:Wds;in:ann,Howlseephilosophy,2.3.

Ibid., 30.

Ibid., 23.
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deflnitively,   set  in  rigid  conventions.   Thus  his  method,   instead
being  of a return to  rationalist metaphysics,  was  really  a return to
the  older tradition  of Socratic  dialogue.  This  rediscovery  of ques-
tion and dialogue as a philosophical method is perhaps Waismann's
most overlooked as well as most important achievement.

3.

In  a  discussion  of an  earlier version  of this  paper,  David  Godden
brought  up   an   interesting  point  regarding  Waismann  in  asking
"whether  any employment of language  (whether this  involves  the

introduction of new vocabularies, or new uses to which an existing
vocabulary might be  put)  would be  either  encouraged  or accepted
by Waismann" and whether "Waismann [would] really sanction the
use  of  obscure  terms  by  certain  postmodemist  thinkers   ...   as  a
matter of general principal?"23 For his example, Godden used Alan
Sokal's   book  Fc7s¢z.o7?czb/e  IVo77se7!se   and   its   account  of  Sokal's

well-known hoax perpetrated on the "postmodemist" editors of the

joumal Socz.c7/ rex/.  If Waismann were to  allow the use of unusual
senses unqualifiedly, Godden would indeed be correct in saying that
this  would  be  "certainly  more  permissive  than  we  [philosophers]
ought to be." However,  as  Godden himself noted,  Waismann does
not. Instead he says:

we merely remind him of how these words have always been used by him,
in non-philosophical contexts that is, and then point out that, to say what he
wanted to say lands him in an absurdity. All we do is to make him aware of
his  own  practice.  We  abstain  from  any  assertion.  It  is  for  him  to  explain

What he means.24

Unlike Waismann, however, Godden was pessimistic as to whether
the  interlocutor  could  in  fact  "explain what he  [or  she]  means"  in
such  a  situation  where  he  or  she  was  seemingly  talking  nonsense.
Waismann, I contend, was far more of an optimist.

For  Waismann,  whether  or  not  a  point being  argued wczs  non-
sense was an open question to be decided in discussion. If the ideas
being  presented  were  sheer  nonsense  -  as  was  Sokal's  "physical

23 Godden, now at the University of Windsor in Ontario, made these comments

at my presentation of this paper at the December 2004 meeting of the APA.
24  |bid.,  11.
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reality is a social  . . .  construction" article25 - a well executed philo-
sophical dialogue would surely have brought this to the fore, allow-
ing the "Sokal" figure to be caught in the linguistic trap he had laid
for his  audience.  However if a person truly had something new to

propose for which the terminology was not presently available, this
too  would  become  apparent.  Indeed,  the  type  of discussion  pro-

posed by Waismann would even help the philosophical interlocutor
find the terminology needed to express the new idea. Hence, unlike
the  former  editors  of Socz.c7/  rex/,  who  seemed  to  have  accepted
Sokal's  propositions  uncritically,  the  philosophers  engaged  in  dis-
cussion structured along Waismann's lines would be  in little  if any
danger of embarrassments like the Sokal Hoax.

4.

Whether Waismann was really trying to build a system of philoso-

phy or not would depend on the way we  conceive  of `a system of
philosophy'.  If we  mean that he  was  trying to  find  one,  complete,
final  system of meaning, the  answer would be that Waismann was
not engaged in this sort of thing, whereas Spinoza certainly was. In-
deed, given the various factors that go into creating a philosophical
system, Waismann would have probably thought such a system im-

possible.  However,  if constructing  systems  means  clarifying  pre-
existing or emerging systems of thought, comparing their merits, or
tentatively  introducing  new  concepts  into  our vocabularies  and  so
new ways of looking at the world into our languages, then for Wais-
mann  too  philosophy  works  at  system-building  -  though  through
open-ended  discussion  and  an  ongoing  search  for  language  ade-

quate to  everyday experience  in the more modest style  of Socrates
as  opposed  to  Spinoza.  The  Spinozist  project  described  by  Rorty
was not a part of Waismann's own conception of philosophy.
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DISCUSSION

ON RUSSELL'S NATURALISM

GRAHAM STEVENS

ln an article published recently in this journal,I  Andrew Lugg con-
tends  that  Quine's  naturalized  epistemology  was  pre-empted  in
most  important respects  by  Russell's  epistemological  project from
roughly 1912 onwards. Contrary to the (arguably) standard interpre-
tation  of  Russell  as  a  Cartesian  foundationalist  in  epistemology,
Lugg presents the following portrait of Russell the epistemologist:

He  is  an  empiricist  in the  Quinean mode,  one who  takes  the  doctrine  that
there  is nothing in the  mind about the  world not first in the  senses to be  a
finding of science (as opposed to a result of pure inquiry prior to scientific
research).  His  empiricism  is  integral  to  his  naturalism  and  he  intends  his
claims about the evidence of the senses and our knowledge of the external
world to be understood as hypotheses open to criticism and improvement.2

I share Lugg's conviction that the naturalistic elements of Russell's

philosophy  are  important.  The  subject  is  one  deserving  of further
attention.  In the  following paper,  I  will  offer a somewhat different
slant on Russell's naturalism to the  one Lugg presents.  Although  I
am  in  agreement with  Lugg's  general theses  that (1)  Russell's  na-
turalism  is  an  important  element  of his  philosophy  that  has  been
overly neglected  in  studies  of him,  and  (2)  Russell's  naturalism is
an important precursor to Quine's, I will take issue with the details
of his take on each thesis. With regard to (1) I will argue that natur-
alism of the Quinean variety cannot be accurately attributed to Rus-
sell  in  as  neat and  simple  a  fashion as  Lugg  does.  One  reason  for
this is that Russell cannot be accurately characterized as an empiri-
cist,  even  if the  characterization is a qualified one  of an empiricist
"in  the  Quinean  mode".  With  regard to  (2)  I  will  argue  that  Rus-

sell's greatest influence on Quine's naturalistic project did not stem
from his epistemology but from his semantics. In criticizing Lugg's

(2), I will therefore simultaneously be defending my own inteapreta-

Andrew  Lugg,   `Russell  as  Precursor  Quine'  Ber/rcz#c7 R„ssc//  Sac/.edy

gz/or/edy  128-129, 9-21.
Ibid., pp.18-19.
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tion  of Russell's  naturalism  as  given  in  detail  elsewhere.3  0n that
interpretation,  Russell took the naturalistic turn when he  looked to

psychology to provide a new home for propositional content.  Once
located   in   empirical  psychology,   Russell   then  took  the   further
natural  step  of seeking  to  explain  content  in  purely  causal  terms.
Russell's  greatest  contribution  to  philosophical  naturalism  was  his
attempt  to  naturalize  co#/c77Z  via  a  causal  theory  of meaning.  It  is
not,  as  Lugg  claims,  Russell's  cmp;.rz.cf.sin  that  is  integral  to  his
naturalism;  it  is  his pst;cfoo/ogz.sin.  The  point  is  important  for  two
reasons:   first,   Russell's  attitude  to  empiricism  was  variable  and
rarely resulted in unconditional  subscription;4 second,  it means that
Russell  was  only  really  engaged  in  a  project  that  can  be  usefully
labelled  "naturalistic"  after  he  abandoned  the  anti-psychologism
that was central to his early philosophy.

There is, as Lugg notes, plenty of evidence against the picture of
Russell  as  a  naturalized  epistemologist.   Russell  repeatedly  talks
about the  importance of establishing certainty  in philosophy and  it
seems that the quest for such certainty was the original  motivation
for his interest in philosophy and, more particularly, for his desire to
establish the truth of logicism in mathematics.5 But these issues are
only apparent obstacles to Lugg's thesis. For one thing, he does not
attribute  any  commitment  to  epistemological  naturalism  prior  to
1912.  (Lugg  does  not  explicitly  date  the  emergence  of Russell's
naturalism but he  does  cite  1912's Prob/eJ77s  o/P¢z./ofapky as  evi-
dence of it, so I will assume that he holds Russell's naturalism to be
an active component of his philosophy from then onwards.) For an-
other, even had he done so, it would be feasible to assume that one
must tell a different epistemological story with regard to mathemati-
cal  knowledge  to  that  told  about  empirical  knowledge.  Whatever

problems  Russell's  philosophy  of mathematics  might  face  when  it

Stevens,  `Russell's Re-Psychologising of the Proposition', in  7lfoe jI#sse//-
lan Origins of Analytical Philosophy, ch. 5 .

See Anthony Grayling's  `Russell,  Experience,  and the Roots  of Science'
for detailed discussion of Russell's attitude towards empiricism and pp.  38-
41  of Nicholas Griffin's introduction to  7lfoe Cczmbrj.cJge Co777pcr#z.o# /o Ber-
fro77c7 jizAssie// for  an  overview  of the  exegetical  dispute regarding that atti-
tude.
S See, e.g.. Ftry Mock' s Ber{rand Russell: The Spirit Of Solitude.
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comes to explaining how we access the logical truths that mathema-
tical  truths  are  taken  to  be,  these  problems  may  be  safely  kept  in

quarantine,leaving the rest of Russell's epistemology uninfected by
them.6  Empiricists  (of which,  it will  be  recalled,  Lugg  thinks  Rus-
sell is one) have always had to make a special case  for logical and
mathematical knowledge.  If the influence of Wittgenstein's  rrc7c/cz-
rws  on  Russell  was  as  great  as  some  maintain,  it  may  have  con-
vinced Russell, as it did the Vienna Circle, that mathematical know-
ledge is a special case because, being trivial knowledge of analytic
truths,  it  scarcely  counts  as  knowledge  at  all.  It  is  knowledge  of
truths which are "all of the same nature as the `great truth' that there
are three feet in a yard".7

Furthermore,  there  is  evidence  for  Lugg's  claim  that  Russell
was  a  naturalistic  epistemologist.  Aside  from  the  Russell  texts  he
cites,  the  portrait  of Russell  as  an  early  proponent  of naturalized
epistemology  fits  well  with  Russell's  own  characterisation  of his

philosophy  as  a  "a gradual  retreat  from Pythagoras"  (that  is,  from
the  view  that  mathematical  objects  and  the  truths  about  them  are
wholly  independent of the  minds that grasp them).  If Russell once
believed that secure foundations for knowledge could be uncovered

prior to (and distinct from) the gathering of scientific knowledge, he
appears  to  have  rejected  it  by  the  time  he  parted  company  with
Pythagoras.8 It is no easy task, though, to determine just when Rus-
sell  really did turn his back on  Pythagoreanism,  as  he preferred to
call  the  doctrine  that  most philosophers  of mathematics  nowadays
would not distinguish from Platonism.  Some rough location of that

6 This might be thought to be difficult due to  Russell's use of set-theoretic

constructions in his analyses of the alleged denizens of the external world.
E.g.  physical objects  are  defined as  series  of classes of sense-data in Rus-
sell's  logical  atomist  period.  But  there  is  no  need  to  appeal  here  to  our
knowledge of the raw logical materials out of which classes and series  are
constructed according to the doctrines of prz.7?c/I".cz A4cz/Aewcz/I.cc] in order to
explain  our knowledge  of objects.  Rather objects  "in themselves"  (insofar
as  it is  admissible to use  such  a locution  at all)  are  constructed  out of the
immediately  available  empirical  information  we  already  do  have  (sense-
data).
7  Russell,  j4  fJz.s/ory  o/ Wes/er77  Pfoj./osapky,  p.  860.  See  pp.  54-58  of my
`From  Russell's  Paradox  to  the  Theory  of Judgement'  for  discussion  of

Wittgenstein's influence on Russell on this point.
See, e.g., My Philosophical Development, p. \7 .
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point in Russell's philosophy is surely required, however, if Lugg is
to  establish  his  claim that the  Russell  of 7lfec Proz7/e777s  o/P¢z./oso-

phy,  Theory  of  Knowledge,  a;md  Our  Knowledge  of  the  External
Wor/d is  seeking  to  naturalize  epistemology.  It  is  doubtful,  to  say
the least, that the class of Quinean naturalists and the class of Pytha-

gorean realists intersect.
Russell's  memory,  I  believe,  had  a tendency to both accelerate

and overstate his retreat from Pythagoras in his later recollections of
it.  This  has  encouraged  some  commentators  to  see  Russell  as  one
who, on discovering the theory of descriptions in  1905, wielded Oc-
cam's Razor with all the fury of a demented axe-murderer, slaugh-
tering  all  but the  most  indispensable  members  of his  ontology  in  a
violent  bloodbath  that  left  reality  as  he  envisioned  it  by  the  time
Prz.#c/I)z.a was completed,  if slightly more populated than that envi-
sioned  by  the  nominalist,  then  nonetheless  comparable  in  taste  to
the  "desert  landscapes"  relished by Quine.9  This  version of events,

propagated in no small measure by Quine himself, has been severe-
ly challenged -arguably refuted -in recent years.t° As an account
of Russell's ontological development it is no more than a crude car-
icature.  Russell's  retreat  from  Pythagoras  was  more  complicated
and  drawn  out than this.  For one  thing,  the  theory  of descriptions

played  a  somewhat different role  in  Russell's  philosophy  than  the
one it played when  absorbed into Quine's.  For Quine the theory of
descriptions  was  a  method  of ontological  pruning.  For  Russell  it
was something more:  it was a method of logical construction.

It is not my intention to get drawn here into well-known debates
about the ontological status of Russellian logical constructions.  I do
however want to point out that whatever the theory is employed in
constructing, and whatever the ontological status of those construc-
tions, the raw materials of construction are essential to the process.
It is here that Russell's  epistemology famously infiltrates his  logic,
his  semantics,  and  even  his  metaphysics:  the  raw  materials  from

9 Quine,  `On What There Is', p. 4.

This  applies  not just to  the  immediate  motivations  behind  the  develop-
ment of the theory of descriptions, but also to Russell's general ontological
development,  including  the  ontological  status  of the  theory  of types.  See
ray  Russellian  Origins  Of Analytical  Philosophy  (eapecta,+ly  chapters  I-4)
for a  detailed  discussion  of these  points,  including  an  overview  of the re-
cent exegetical disputes surrounding them.
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which  logical  constructions  are  constructed  must  be  items  with
which  the  constructor  has  immediate  acquaintance.  The  paradigm
case,  of course,  is  the  case  of definite  descriptions.  As  sentences
containing  them  contain  no  corresponding  constituent  when  re-

parsed into their correct logical form,  definite descriptions are  "in-
complete  symbols"  and  their  apparent  referents  are  "logical  con-
structions"   the   existence   of  which   we   need   neither   deny   nor
affirm.I I Note that the things we are going to have to be acquainted
with  in  order to understand the propositions  expressed by  descrip-
tive sentences according to Russell's principle of acquaintance ("in
every proposition that we  can  apprehend  . . .  all the constituents  are
really entities with which we have  immediate  acquaintance")'2  are

going to have to  be just the kinds of things that one would not ex-
pect  to  find  obscuring  the  elegant view  provided  by  any  Quinean
desert landscape: namely universals or attributes in intension.  Since,
on analysis, the descriptive sentence `G[the F] '  has the logical form

]x((Fx & V};(F}; I x = )/)) &  Gx.),

acquaintance with the  universals F and  G  is  needed  for  its  proper
understanding.`3 Now for the most part, these universals are not of
the  kind  where  the  problem  of explaining  our  epistemic  access  to
them can be conveniently restricted to the philosophy of mathema-
tics  in  the  way  outlined  above.  When  invoking  the  epistemic  rela-
tion  of acquaintance  to  explain  my  understanding  of  `the  present
King  of  France  is  bald',  no  presumed  privileged  access  to  an  c}

prz.orz.  realm  of  mathematical  truths  will  be  relevant.   Bearing   in
mind,  then,  the  centrality  of the  acquaintance  relation  to  Russell's
epistemology, how is it to be explained as a constituent of a #c7/z„
c7/z.s/z.c epistem0108y?

I I  See, e.g.,  `The Philosophy of Logical Atomism', p.  273.

`On Denoting', p.  56.

I am deliberately giving Russell the benefit of the doubt by ignoring the

questions of whether the existential quantifier, the conjunction and implica-
tion relations and even suitably ontologized variables must also be constitu-
ents with which we are acquainted in order to understand `G[the F] '  on his
account  as  given  in  `On  Denoting'.  (Russell  did not  take  the  logical  con-
stants to be truth  functions  in  1905  but  still  maintained his view that they
we;re  rota,hous.  See,  chLzxpteTs  \-3  Of  The  Russellian  Origins  o`f Analytical
P7"./os'apfry for arguments in support of this claim.)
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According  to  Lugg  (p.   16),  Russell's  obsession  with  acquain-
tance,  while  alien to  Quine,  is  not fundamentally  at  odds  with  his
epistemological  project.  Lugg thinks that the two  following quota-
tions, the  first  from Russell,  the  second from Quine,  are so  similar
that Quine's remark contains "more than a slight echo" of the view
expressed in Russell's remark:

The meaning we attach to our words must be something with which we are
acquainted. (Russell) ]4

All  inculcation of meanings  of words must rest ultimately on  sensory evi-
dence.  (Quine)]5

Contrary to what Lugg says, I do not think there is the slightest hint
of an echo here.  Quine might not have disapproved of the intrusion
of an epistemological principle into a semantic doctrine such as we
find  here  in  Russell's  comment.  After  all,  Quine  thinks  that  once
naturalized,  "epistemology  now  becomes  semantics".`6  But the  se-
mantic   theory   Russell's   epistemological   principle   is   associating
with  is  one that Quine  holds to be very bad  company.  To  say that
the meanings we  attach to  our words  are things we are acquainted
with  is  to  say that the  meanings  we  attach to  our words  are  /fez.77gr
we attach to our words.  This is just the semantic theory that Quine
dismissed  as  "the  myth  of a  museum".'7  The  view  that  Quine  is
offering in the above quote is antithetical to such a semantic theory.
The inculcation of meanings of words rests on sensory evidence for

Quine,  because  of his  commitment  to  a  behaviouristic  account  of
how  languages  are  first  ingested  by  their  speakers.  The  semantic
theory associated with Quine's behaviourism does not assign to our
words   "something  with   which   we   are   acquainted".   On  Quine's
semantic theory, there  is nothing more to the "meaning" of a word
than  the  systematic  contribution  it  makes  to  determining  the  con-
ditions  under  which  sentences  containing  it  are  true.]8  The  assign-
ment  of truth-values  to  observation  sentences  is  then bestowed  on
them by the "tribunal of sense-experience" not as individuals but as

The problems of philosophy, p . 58 .
`Epistemology Naturalized', p.  75.

16  Ibid.,  p.  89.

"  Crtymf3, Ontological relativity and Other Essays, p. Z] .
\8 See Qwir\e, Word and Object, ch. 2.
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holistically united portions of the "web of belief" . There is no place
for Russell's atomistic principle of acquaintance with the meanings
of individual words in Quine's landscape.

The principle of acquaintance,  it seems,  is a greater obstacle to
Lugg's  thesis  than  he  thinks.  This  is  partly  because  the  principle
captures the complexity of Russell's attitude towards empiricism. It
is  easy to  mistake  the principle  as nothing  more than  an elaborate
statement of empiricism.  But it would be mistaken to  see the prin-
ciple this way because it devalues the principle.  Russell's principle
is not a recycled relic  of early modem philosophy;  it is  a truly in-
sightful and original contribution to contemporary analytical philo-
sophy.  But its proper home is in the philosophy of language, not in
epistemology.  It places a restriction on what counts as understand-
ing in order to gain a better insight into what the things that we un-
derstand  are.  (At  the  time  the  principle  is  first  enunciated  these
things  are Russellian propositions.)  Obviously it is an epistemic re-
mark, but it is intended to motivate a semantic theory.  That seman-
tic theory is hard to square with an epistemology that "simply falls
into  place  as  a  chapter  of psychology  and  hence  of natural  sci-
ence",19 as it is a semantic theory that relegates psychology to a po-
sition where it is unable to contribute anything to semantic matters.

Russell's naturalism,  in  my view,  emerges  only after the rejec-
tion of his anti-psychologism.  But this change of heart on Russell's

part was not the result of any epistemological  considerations.  Nor,
for that matter, did it have much to do with his often self-advertised
commitment to a scientific method in philosophy. Rather, as Russell
made  plain  in  later  discussion  of this  development  in  his  thought,
the motivations again stemmed from reflection on semantics:  "The

problem of meaning is one which seems to me to have been unduly
neglected by logicians; it was this problem which first led me, about
twenty  years  ago,  to  abandon  the  anti-psychological  opinions  in
which I had previously believed".20

`Epistemology Naturalized', p. 82.
`The  Relevance  of` Psychology to  Logic',  p.  362.  It  is  also  worth  noting

the explicitly semantic flavour of the title of the paper in which Russell first
sets  out  his  new  commitment  to  psychologism:   `On  Propositions:  What
They Are and How They Mean'.
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Having  abandoned  those  opinions,  Russell  became  persuaded
that propositions, far from being mind-independent abstract objects,
are  mental  occurrences  of some kind.  This  is  a dramatic  alteration
in Russell's thought:  the robust mind-independent reality of propo-
sitions was  central to his  and Moore's rejection of Hegelian ideal-
ism  and  their  development  of analytical  philosophy.  In  rejecting
Russellian propositions, Russell was rejecting the very doctrine that
most of us  who  are  happy to be  called "Russellians"  subscribe to.
Of course,  Russellian propositions  had been  officially rejected  for
around  a  decade  by  the  time  Russell  endorsed  a  psychological
theory  of propositional  content.  Throughout this  period,  however,
Russell  had  seemingly  nurtured  the  hope  of replacing  Russellian

propositions with some altemative truth-bearers, such as the judge-
ment-complexes of the multiple-relation theory, that would be com-

patible with his anti-psychologism.  The psychologising of proposi-
tional content marks the moment when Russell conceded defeat for
his semantic theory.2`

Along with many others, I think that Russell was overly hasty in
abandoning that semantic project and take  it to be the most impor-
tant of his many lasting contributions to philosophy.22 One philoso-

pher  who  would  certainly  not  have  shared  my  view,  however,  is
Quine.  The psychologised theory of content, in contrast to its more
famous   Russellian  predecessor,   quickly  took   shape   in   Russell's
writings from  1919  onwards as  a theory that is much  more  in tune
with  Quinean   intuitions.  Having  located  propositions  within  the
domain of psychology, Russell embarked on an extensive attempt to
"reconcile  the  materialistic  tendency  of psychology  with  the  anti-

materialistic tendency of physics".23 I will not here enter into debate
over the  degree  of   success  this  project,  carried  out  rather  fitfully
over  several  years  and  published  in  77zc .4#cz/ysz.s  o/Mz.#c7 and  773e
477c7/ysz.f a/A4cz/fc7., had.  What is  of interest to this discussion is the
form  that  Russell's  psychological  analysis  of propositions  took  in

21  This  is  not  to  say  that  there  weren't  benefits  to  be  had  from  Russell's

psychologistic  turn.  See  my  `Russell's  Re-Psychologising  of the  Proposi-
tion'  for details.
22 I am not claiming that naturalism is incompatible with what we now call
"Russellian" semantics. I am claiming that psychologism is.
2.3  The Analysis of Mind,P. \14.
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that  project.  What  emerges  is  a  causal  theory  of meaning  which
substitutes   for   the   principle   of  acquaintance   a   causal   relation
between  a word  and  its  meaning.  In  short,  Russell  offers  an  early
naturalized semantic theory.

Very early in Russell's philosophical career he wrote:  "That all
sound philosophy should begin with an analysis of propositions, is a
truth too evident, perhaps, to demand proof".24 By the time he was
endorsing  a  causal  theory  of meaning,  he  clearly  could  not  have
held to this view anymore. For now philosophy is surely entitled to
help  itself to  scientific  theory  in  explaining  propositional  content:
meaning is just an object of study for empirical psychology (or per-
haps other branches of empirical science) and is not something that
can be explained in advance of scientific findings.  It is just another
element of the causal order. No doubt Quine approved. No doubt he
saw similarities with his proposed revamping of epistemology.  But
the key to Russell's naturalism is to be found in his theory of mean-
ing, not his theory of knowledge.

I  have  argued that  Russell's naturalism cannot be present quite
so  early in his work  as Lugg alleges.  More  importantly,  I have ar-

gued that this  is  because the  catalyst for Russell's naturalistic turn
was  his  psychologising  of propositional  content  in  1919.  I  do  not
doubt that a naturalistic approach to epistemology is present in Rus-
sell's  work  after  this  time.  But  to  present  Russell's  epistemology
rather than his account of propositional content as the source of his
naturalism is to paint a distorted portrait of Russell's philosophical
development.
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MORE ON RUSSELL AND QUINE

A REPLY TO  STEVENS*

ANDREW LUGG

In `Russell as a Precursor of Quine', I argued that from 1912, if not
earlier, Russell was "a naturalistically-minded epistemologist in the

Quinean mould".I  I drew attention to Quine's view of Russell as a
kindred  spirit and expanded on  a remark from  O"r K#ow/ec7ge o/
Jfoe  Ex/e7-#c7/  Wro7./c7,  which  Quine  quotes  at  the  end  of  `Russell's

Ontological  Development',  his  most  important  discussion  of Rus-
sell's philosophy:  "There is not any superfine brand of knowledge,
obtainable by the philosopher, which can give us a standpoint from
which  to  criticize  the  whole  of daily  life".2  My  central  point  was
that though differing from Quine in many ways, Russell hewed to a
similar philosophical  line  and was  no  less  concerned to  develop  a
system of the world from within the framework of scientific theory.
I was of the opinion then, as now, that an appreciation of the natur-
alistic  cast  of Russell's  thought  is  essential  for  understanding  his

philosophical views,  and I wrote the paper in the belief that this  is
all too often overlooked.

Graham  Stevens  agrees  that  "the  naturalistic  elements  of Rus-
sell's philosophy are important" and "Russell's naturalism is an im-

portant  precursor  of Quine's".  But  he  believes  I  go  astray  since
"Russell cannot be accurately characterised as an empiricist", even

a Quinean empiricist,  and "Russell's greatest influence on Quine's
naturalistic project did not stem from his epistemology but from his
semantics".  In  Stevens's view,  Russell's  change of heart regarding

propositions  in  1919  prompted  him  to  adopt  a  naturalistic  stand-
point  and he  was  not a naturalist,  Quinean or otherwise,  earlier in

I am grateful to Graham Stevens for writing up his thoughts about my pa-
per.  He has helped me to get clearer - at least in my own mind - about the
complex relationship between Russell and Quine.  In addition I  should like
to thank to Paul Forster and Peter Hylton for helpful comments.

Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly +28-L2:9 , 9-2\ .
Cited in context in the first paragraph of my paper.
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the  decade.3  The  trouble  with  this,  as  I  see  it,  is  that  it  assumes  I

place Russell  in the  empiricist camp as well  as the naturalist camp
and neglects that I reckon the empiricist elements of Russell's phil-
osophy to be secondary to his naturalism.

Like  Stevens  I think it wrong to read  77ze Proz)/ems o/£J'foz./oso-

phy a,rid Our Knowledge Of the External World, as rr[frny co:mrneattr
tors do, as empiricist works. No doubt in these works Russell takes
there to be much in the mind that is not first in the senses - for one
thing he thinks we apprehend relationships among universals. What
I dispute  is only the  further suggestion that this excludes him from
the  ranks  of the  naturalist.  There  is  a world  of difference  between
holding that Russell's thinking was empiricist in thrust or intent and
holding, as I do, that it was naturalistic in inspiration and execution.

When considered without the surrounding text, my remark about
Russell being "an empiricist in the Quinean mode" is doubtless mis-
leading.  But I think it fairly clear that I was emphasising that Rus-
sell  construes the  problem of the  extemal world  in much the  same
way as Quine, i.e.,  as a scientific problem about the relationship of
scientific  knowledge  to  its  sensory basis.  (Russell  deemed the  sen-
sory basis  of knowledge to  be  part of the physical  world and took
this to be revealed by scientific inquiry.) In the offending passage I
was summarising how I read Russell.  I was out to stress, as I put it
in the preceding sentence, that "however much Russell differs from

Quine about the nature of natural knowledge, he agrees with him in
taking epistemology to be a branch of natural science and in regard-
ing the problem of our knowledge of the extemal world as a scienti-
fie problem".

Similarly  in  the  only  other remark  I  in  which  mention  empiri-
cism -"[Russell's] empiricism is integral to his naturalism" -I was
not  implying  that  Russell  was  an  empiricist  pure  and  simple,  still
less equating his naturalism with empiricism.  I was noting that, like

Quine,  he  took  the  picture  of knowers  as  surfaces  across  which
energy travels  to  be  a  finding  of empirical  science.  I  did  not,  and
would not,  dispute that "Russell's  attitude to  empiricism was  vari-
able and rarely resulted in unconditional subscription". I would only

3  For more  on  Russell  on  propositions  I'd recommend  Stevens's  773e Rws-

sellian  Origins  Of Analytical  Philosophy  a.nd  .Russel\'s Repsycho+ogisir\g
oftheproposition'.
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add that Russell revised his views about what people know and how
they know it in accordance with his understanding of the findings of
natural  science.  My main contention was that in the  1910s, as well
as  later, he regarded his  speculations as contributions to our theory
of the world as a going concern.

Nor would I want to be thought of as believing the principle of
acquaintance is "nothing more than an elaborate statement of empir-
icism". I believe -and would attempt to show if pressed -that Rus-
sell  took his  view that we  are  directly acquainted with  sense  data,
universals,  and maybe  ourselves to  be,  if not  a  clear-cut  scientific
result,  a  reasonable  inference  given  what  is  known  about  human
knowledge.4  Indeed,  as  I remarked  in  a footnote,  I  take  Russell to
have  revised  "his  views  about  acquaintance  along  with  his  under-
standing  of the  deliverances  of natural  science"  (p.   17).  On  my
reading of the relevant texts Russell regarded acquaintance as a sci-
entific notion comparable to absolute simultaneity and later discard-
ed the idea because he came to think of it - as Einstein thought of ab-
solute simultaneity -as scientifically problematic and superfluous.

In this  connection  I  would take  exception too  to  Stevens's  ob-

jection that I  am wrong to  discern an  echo  of Russell  on meaning
and acquaintance in Quine's view of meaning as resting on sensory
evidence. What I was after was the idea that there is a similarity be-
tween  Russell's  conception  of immediate  knowledge  and  Quine's
conception  of an  observation  sentence  (as  expressed  in  Wo7-cJ cz77cJ
OZ7y.ec/).  It  was  not  my  intention  to  deny the  obvious  - that  Quine
and  Russell  differ  regarding  meaning.  Rather  I  was  pouring  cold
water on the common assumption that acquaintance is antithetical to
naturalism and pointing out that science is reasonably thought of as
revealing  the   existence   of  two   sorts   of  knowledge,   direct   and
indirect.

This  is  perhaps  clearest  in  Russell's  discussion  of the  (epistemological)

problem  of "mixed  psychology  and  logic"  (`Professor  Dewey's  E,5scz};5'  ;.77
Experimental Logic' , p. 234). See also Theory Of Knowledge, especttllly p.
46, a,nd Our Knowledge Of the External  World, pp. 72-80. In his review o£
Dewey, Russell notes that he "agree[s] entirely" with Dewey when he says:
"To make sure that a given fact I.s just and such a shade of red is, one may

say,  a final triumph of scientific method" but disagrees with him when he
adds: "To turn around and treat it as something naturally or psychologically

given is a monstrous superstition" (p. 235).
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Stevens  also  intimates  (see his  note  6  and discussion of Russell
on  descriptions)  that  I  fail  to  notice  that  Russell  made  significant
use of set theory in the constructions in O"r K77ow/ec7ge o//fee Ex-
/er#c7/ Wor/c7 and related works. In particular Stevens seems to think
that  I  believe  that  during  the  years  in  question  Russell's  universe
was,  "if slightly more  populated than that envisioned by the nomi-
nalist,  then  nonetheless  comparable  to  the  `desert  landscapes'  re-
lished by Quine".  This doubly misses the mark.  I take both Russell
and  Quine  to  be  robustly  Platonist  in  their  thinking,  and  I  do  not

presume that nominalism, or something close to it, is a prerequisite
for naturalism - after all  Quine,  a naturalist if ever there was  one,

posits  abstract objects  and appeals to  resources of set theory in his
own Constructions.5

In any event,  I wonder how Stevens is able to square his picture
of Russell's taking  "the  naturalist turn"  in  1919 with the remarks  I

quote florr\ The Problems of Philosopky. Theory of Knowledge, Our
K#ow/ec7ge  a/ /fee  Ej;/er72cz/   7yo7./c7,  and  Russell's   1919  review  of

Dewey's  Esb'cz}Js  I.#  Experz`77?e#Zc7/ £ogz.c,  a  paper  in  which  Russell

restates his earlier thinking about empirical knowledge in an espec-
ially uncompromising fashion. In these works Russell commits him-
self unequivocally to naturalism, and there is,  I would argue, every
reason to regard him as developing his new view of propositions in
1919  within  the  context  of his  naturalism.  Even  if "overly hasty",
the shift in his thinking  is one that would have come naturally to a
naturalistic philosopher.

As  for  Stevens's  insistence  that  "Russell  took  the  naturalistic
turn when he looked to psychology to provide a new home for pro-

positional  content",  I  think  I  see  what  he  is  suggesting  and  why.
Taking  Russell's  post-1919  "psychologised  theory  of  content  [to
be]  much  more  in  tune  with  Quinean  intuitions  [than  his  earlier
thinking]",  he  concludes,  none  too  surprisingly,  that  Russell  "was
only really engaged in a project that can be usefully labelled as "na-
turalistic"  after he  abandoned the  anti-psychologism that was  cen-
tral  to  his  early philosophy".  For  Stevens,  Russell  was  antipathetic

5  As  an  aside,  I  might  mention  that  in  7lfee  jI#s'se//I.cz#  Orz.gz.#f  a/.4#cr/);/z.c

Pfo/./osapky, Stevens speaks of Russell's pre-1919 philosophy as having "an
empiricist flavour  in the  sense that  [his] justification for admitting univer-
sals is that we have acquaintance with them" (p.109).
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to  psychologism  from  early  on  and  he  embraced  a  naturalistic

(Quinean) line only after he had made a place for psychology in his
philosophy.

This  is  an  attractive  story  but  I  remain  unpersuaded.  As  I  ar-

gued,  before  1919  Russell  treated  epistemology  as  "contained  in
natural  science"  (to  borrow  a phrase  from  Quine)  and viewed the

problem of the extemal world as "a question of physics" (to put it as
he does in a passage in his review of Dewey's Esscrys I.# Experz."e#-
/c7/ £ogz.c,  quoted  in  my  article).  Moreover,  and more  importantly,
Russell's  anti-psychologism prior to  1919  did not extend as  far as
Stevens suggests.

In Our Knowledge Of the External World, a, work composed .[n
1913/1914,  for instance,  Russell not only  observes  that "psycholo-

gists  . . .  have made us aware that what is actually given in sense is
much  less  than  most people  would  naturally  suppose"  (p.  75),  he
also stresses that the distinction between hard and soft data, crucial
to  his  discussion,  is  "psychological  and  subjective"  (p.   79)  and
speaks  of his  "hypothetical  construction"  as  effecting  a  "reconcil-
iation of psychology and physics" (p.104). Furthermore he avers in
772eory o/K/?ow/ec7ge, as I noted in my paper, that "it is impossible
to assign to the theory of knowledge a province distinct from that of
logic  and psychology"  and  he  devotes  the  first part  of his  Dewey
review to ``Logical and Psychological Data".6

Neither Russell nor Quine pay much attention to the distinctions
and categories of contemporary philosophy, and it is important that
they not be read as  if they do.  Stevens is right that "Russell's epis-
temology  . . .  infiltrates his  logic,  his  semantics,  and even his meta-

pkysies" - in Our Knowledge  Of the External  World, for instance,
he  candidly  acknowledges  a  "somewhat puzzling  entanglement  of
logic  and  psychology"  (p.  76).  And  Quine  is  equally  cavalier  re-

garding  the  divisions  among  subjects  that  good  philosophers  are

6 Nor,  incidentally,  is  it entirely  obvious what Quine means when he  says

epistemology is "a chapter of psychology" (`Epistemology Naturalized', p.
83).  While he  sees the problem of the  external world as  a problem for the
psychology  of human animals, he  also treats  it as  one  of rationally recon-
structing how we manage to get from the  stimulations  of our neurorecep-
tors to  scientific  discourse,  something that can be  "schematized by means
of little more than logical analysis" (P"7`s#z./ a/rr2j/fo, p. 2).
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supposed  never to  transgress  -in  `Epistemology Naturalized',  for
instance,  he  declares  that  "epistemology  . . .  becomes  semantics"
and "merges with psychology,  as well  as with linguistics" (pp.  89-
90). This may or may not be as deplorable as Stevens implies. But it
is,   I   think,   pretty   uncontroversial   that   Russell   would   applaud

Quine's  addendum that the  "rubbing  out of boundaries  could con-
tribute  to  progress  . . .  in  philosophically  interesting  inquiries  of a
scientific nature" (p. 90).

Finally   regarding    Stevens's    claim   that   Russell's    "greatest
influence  on  Quine's  naturalistic  project  . . .   stem[s]   . . .  from  his
semantics",  I  shall  only  say  this  does  not  seem  to  be  how  Quine
himself saw  things.  As  far  as  I  am  aware,  Quine  never  spoke  of
being  influenced  by  Russell's  "semantics",  never  mind  extolled
Russell's   "psychologising   of  propositional   content".   Rather   he
dwelt on the problem  of our knowledge  of the  external world,  the
theme  I  focused  on  in  my  paper.  Thus  in  `Russell's  Ontological
Development'  he refers to Russell's attempt to construct the world
from sense  data (using the resources  of logic  and  set theory) as "a

great idea" (p.  83) and in  `Homage to Rudolf Camap'  refers to the
task    of    "deriving    the    world    from    experience    by    logical
construction" that Russell "talked of" and Camap "undertook .  .  . in
earnest" as "a grand project" (p. 40).7
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BOOK REVIEWS

REIVTEW  OF POWER: A NEW SOCIAL ANALYSIS BY

BERTRAND RUSSELL, zlDE£PfJ/,1939

GEORGE ORWELL

Introduction by Peter Stone

First published in  1938, Power.. .4 IVcw SocJ.c7/ £4#c7/ysz.5' is one of the

few books by Russell deahng with political affairs that did not focus
on questions of war and peace. Alongside a handful of other works
-rLcta.bly  Human Society in Ethics  and Politics (\954) -it a.iso re-

presents  one of his  few attempts to talk about politics in a system-
atic and theoretical  way. And like f7#"cz# Socz.cfy, Power is gener-
ally not judged  a  success  in terms  of its  theoretical  ambitions.  "In
the  course  of this  book,"  Russell  writes  in the  first chapter of Po-
wer, "I shall be concerned to prove that the fundamental concept in
social  science  is  Power,  in  the  same  sense  in  which  Energy  is  the
fundamental  concept  in  physics."  Few  would  say that  Russell  ful-
filled  this  ambition.  He  was  always  more  successful  as  a  political

polemicist than as  a political theorist, and Power reflects this.  In  it,
Russell reflects on  some of the most important issues of the time -
most  critically,  the  rise  of Stalinism  and  fascism  -  with  his  usual
clarity,  intellectual  independence,  courage,  and wit.  It is this  virtue
of Power  that  George  Orwell  noted  in  his  review  of the  book.
Orwell's review was first published in .4c7c/pfe7. in January  1939 and
is reprinted below.

George Orwell review of Russell's Power; 4 Ivew Socj.cz/ 4#c7/ys;.s

lf there  are  certain  pages  of Mr.  Bertrand  Russell's  book,  Powc7.,
which  seem rather  empty,  that  is  merely to  say that we  have  now
sunk to a depth  at which the restatement of the  obvious  is the  first
duty  of intelligent men.  It  is  not merely that at present the  rule  of
naked  force  obtains  almost  everywhere.  Probably  that  has  always
been the  case.  Where this  age  differs  from those  immediately pre-
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ceding it is that a liberal intelligentsia is lacking. Bully-worship, un-
der  various  disguises,  has  become  a  universal  religion,  and  such
truism  as  that  a  machine-gun  is  still  a  machine-gun  even  when  a
"good" man is squeezing the trigger-and that in effect is what Mr.

Russell is saying-have turned into heresies which is it actually be-
coming dangerous to utter.

The  most  interesting  part  of Mr.  Russell's  book  is  the  earlier
chapters in which he analyses the various types of power-priestly,
oligarchical,  dictatorial,  and  so  forth.  1n  dealing  with  the  contem-

porary situation he is less satisfactory, because like all liberals he is
better  at  pointing  out  what  is  desirable  than  at  explaining  how  to
achieve it.  He  sees clearly enough that the essential problem of to-
day is "the taming of power" and that no system except democracy
can be trusted to save us from unspeakable horrors. Also that demo-
cracy has very little meaning without approximate economic equal-
ity  and  an  educational  system  tending  to  promote  tolerance  and
tough-mindedness. But unfortunately he does not tell us how we are
to set about getting these things; he merely utter what amounts to a

pious hope that the present state of things will not endure. He is in-
clined  to  point to  the  past;  all  tyrannies  have  collapsed  sooner  or
later,  and  "there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  (Hitler)  more  permanent
than his predecessors."

Underlying this  is the  idea that common  sense  always wins  in
the  end.  And yet the peculiar horror of the present moment is that
we cannot be sure that this is so. It is quite possible that we are des-
cending into an age in which two and two will make five when the
Leader says  so.  Mr.  Russell points  out that the huge  system of or-

ganized lying upon which the dictators depend keeps their followers
out of contact with reality and therefore tends to put them at a dis-
advantage as against those who know the facts. This is true so far as
it goes, but it does not prove that the slave-society at which the dic-
tator is aiming will be unstable. It is quite easy to imagine a state in
which  the  ruling  caste  deceive  their  followers  without  deceiving
themselves.  Dare  anyone be  sure that something of the kind is not
coming into existence already? One has only to think of the sinister

possibilities of the radio, state-controlled education and so forth, to
realize  that  "the  truth  is  great  and  will  prevail"  is  a prayer rather
than an axiom.
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Mr.  Russell is one of the most readable of living writers, and it
is  very reassuring to  know that he  exists.  So  long as he and a few
others  like him are alive and out of jail, we know that the world is
still  sane  in parts.  He has rather an  eclectic  mind,  his  is  capable  of
saying shallow things and profoundly interesting things in altemate
sentences,  and sometimes,  even in this book, he is less  serious than
his  subject  deserves.  But  he  has  an  essentially  c7ece#/  intellect,  a
kind of intellectual chivalry which is far rarer than mere cleverness.
Few  people  during  the  past  thirty  years  have  been  so  consistently
impervious  to  the  fashionable  bunk  of the  moment.  In  a  time  of
universal panic and lying he is a good person to make contact with.
For that reason this  book, though it is not as good as Freec7o" c7#c7
0rgcI77jzc7/I.o#,  is very well worth reading.

4c7e/pfoz., January  1939

By
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WHEN SCHOOL INTERFERES WITH EDUCATION

CHAD TRAINER

Txeview of Ouris Skrule, Bertrand Russell..  "Education as the Power
o/ /7cdepe#c7e#/   Zlfoo24gfef.   Chris   Shute.   Nottingham:   Educational
Heretics Press 2002. Pp. viii, 71

Schools  have  not  necessarily  much  to  do  with  education .... [T]hey  are
mainly institutions of control where certain basic habits must be inculcated
in the young. Education is quite different and has little place in school.

WINSTON CHURCHILL

The  man  who  does  not read  good  books  has  no  advantage  over the  man
who cannot read them.

MARK TWAIN

Bertrand Russell had not attended school until he was  a student at
Cambridge.  But  he,  along  with  his  wife  Dora,  ran  a  school  for

young children and he authored two books on the subject of educa-
tion. Chris Shute, self-described "cog in the machine of state educa-
tion" for twenty-five years in Britain, explains that, some time after
leaving his career, he attained a sufficiently detached perspective to

appreciate  the  accuracy  of  Russell's  insight  that  "children  need
teaching far less than they need exposure to interesting new know-
ledge, and the opportunity to interact with it freely."

A  professional  schoolteacher  taking  the  trouble  to  study  Rus-
sell's philosophy of education is remarkable enough. But the marvel
is compounded by the fact that Shute is "a Christian of the evangelu
ical  variety" who  is not afraid to  concede  his  sympathy with Rus-
sell's  approach  to  religion  and who  sides  with  Russell  against the
strict application of religion's "old-fashioned', harsh attitudes."

Skeute' s rrlission .rr\ Bertrand Russell:  "Education  as  the  Power
o/J#c7epe77c7e#/ 77zo"gfe/ " is not so much to provide an exposition of
Russell's philosophy of education. Rather, it is to show that Russell,
notwithstanding  the  standard  image  of him  as  a  "utopian  leftie",
was  a penetrating and lucid analyst of the human race's true needs
as well as a master at presenting such analyses in an accessible and
enduring way.  Shute defends Russell's analysis of the defects in the
education system with many examples of its inadequacies. As such,
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the book is a lamentation of formal education peppered with anec-
dotes  and  examples  substantiating  Russell's  insights.  It  makes  a
compelling  case  that  significant  improvements  of  schools  are  in
order. The biggest disappointment with the book, though, is its lack
of advice  on how  to  go  about  instituting  such  enhancements.  The

present writer was  himself a victim of compulsory  schooling  who
has yet to  outgrow his pre-pubescent convictions that it is possible
to lean things z.#/or77qc7/fy and in a fashion much more nearly resem-
bling  recreation  than  regimen.  Consequently,   Shute's  disparage-
ment of compulsory schooling resounded for me and was of special
interest.

While Shute exhibits a competent grasp of Russell's philosophy
of education, he is not one to subscribe to it uncritically. Toward the
beginning  of jtoczc7s  /o Freec7o77e's  final  chapter,  Russell  comes  out
in  favor of compulsory schooling to,  at least,  age  16.  And Russell
deems the argument for compulsory education "irresistible" toward
the  close  o£ Principles  Of Social  Reconstruction's second chapter.
For  Shute,  by  contrast,  compulsory  education  is  to  be  opposed
categorically.  He  is  willing  to  take  libertarianism  to  extremes  not
dreamt of by Russell.

Russell had certainly been  interested in children's freedom and
having  their well  being  as  the  primary  focus  of education,  but he
disapproved of the lengths to which the likes of A.S. Neill went to

grant  children  autonomy.    Russell  believed,  instead,  that  children
should  be  compelled  to  lean  the  fundamentals  in  subjects  like
mathematics and English, geography and history.  As Shute sees the
matter,  though,  there  is  plainly  and  simply  no  traditional  school
subject that is to be considered "essential":  "[W]e British have still
a long way to go before we feel really safe with a curriculum which
is a catalogue and not a prescription."

Shute  and  Russell  are  at  one,  however,  in  the  conviction  that
"the  grim-faced,  repetitive,  lackluster  rote-leaming  so  common  in

the early days of state schooling, and the heavy-handed, competitive
driving of knowledge  into young minds which is  still promoted by
the government through its League Table and ceaseless testing was
an offence against the very soul of our youth, and should be elimin-
ated  at  all  costs."  Shute  speaks  of how  "the  State  system  ...limits
its vision to the nineteenth century idea that all children need to be
dragged into classrooms and stuffed with undigested and disjointed
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knowledge. It cannot allow teachers and pupils to pursue leaning in
their own chosen rhythm, because to do so would interrupt the  `de-
1ivery'  of the curriculum, the whole curriculum and nothing but the
curriculum  which  has  become  the  sole  purpose  of  schooling,  as
much now as it was in the late  1800s."

While  Shute  decries  "repetitive,  lackluster rote-1eaming",  he  is
not one to  lose  sight of memorization's  genuine value  in authentic
education. In an era when computer literacy is celebrated more than
traditional literacy, Shute makes an observation that cannot be over-
emphasized in our so-called Information Age:

We have, perhaps, lost our taste for knowing things well enough to be able
to recite them  from memory.  We  can  easily recall  information  from  data-
bases, without even the inconvenience of looking it up in books. We tend to
see  memorization  as  `rote-leaming',  and  less  valuable  to  youngsters  than
being able to flnd information from  established sources when and where it
is needed.  There is a lot to be said for our adaptation to an information-rich
environment, but to lose entirely the mechanisms by which we furnish our
minds with permanent resources in the form of memorable ideas and beau-
tiful words would be a sad loss of intellectual independence.

Shute speaks of how Russell "would not have had much time for
our present school system in which the only imperatives are smooth
organization, efficient control and the certainty that if anything goes
wrong no adult in the school can be blamed for it". Such a defective
culture  can  hardly  be  expected  to  foster  progressive  thought,  let
alone progressive action.

For Shute, education, as currently practiced, amounts to no more
than the oppression of children by coercing them to conform uncrit-
ically to "our tribal mores", and he cites as ample evidence the phil-
istines that are the products  of the  last century's  educational prac-
tices. "Critical thought in children is not valued, despite the fact that
the aim  of all  education is to produce  adults who,  supposedly,  can
`think  for  themselves'."  Rather,  for  all  too  many  "educators",  "if

school pupils  decide  for themselves to take  an independent line of
some  question  of school  policy  they  become  on  the  instant  bad,
rebellious, dangerous and subject to severe punishment."

Shute  explains  that  "Since  most  people,  even  in  21st  century
Britain,  think that the  main purpose  of `good'  teachers  is  to  show
children that life  is often unpleasant, and that they must not expect
everything to happen as they wish it to, the education system which
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adults  will  vote  for  is  unlikely  to  correspond  very  closely  to  that
which reason suggests is best."

In a day and age when parents say with straight faces that they
are happy with their children's education because their children are
on  the  honor  roll,  are  excelling  on  standardized  multiple-choice
tests,   and/or  being   accepted  to  "gifted  and  talented  programs",
Shute,  like  Russell,  is bound to sound utopian.  Both men are to be
respected  for  believing  that  accreditation  is  worth  much  less  than
actual  education  and  that  education  is  to  be  valued  primarily  as
leisure  rather  than   as  regimen.   But  their  writings  here  tend  to
assume these tenets rather than provide reasoned defenses of them.

As critical as Shute is about British schooling, the mind reels at
what  Shute would have to  say of the American system.  According
to E77c);c/apec7z.cz Brz./o##z.cc7, the United Kingdom has  100%  literacy

while only 25% of the population has more than secondary school-
ing.  What does  it say about the United  States when it boasts  a full
50%  having  at  least  some  post-secondary  schooling  but  a  literacy
rate of 85%?

Shute,  like  Russell,  does  not  address  the  substantial  problems

posed for youngsters who might very well be in wholehearted agree-
ment with their philosophies of education but find themselves trap-

ped  in the  one-size-fits-all  Simon-says  approach  of mass-produced
compulsory "education". These youths live in an establishment that
is all too eager to punish those who have exhibited the effiontery to
simply not play the game.  Such budding contrarians regularly have
their prospects  of attaining  a  self-supporting  livelihood threatened
because of their "audacious" irreverence toward the system.

Shute's  book  is  at  its  best when  it  comes  to  criticizing  current

practices.  It is  short,  however,  on concrete  suggestions  for reform,
unlike  his  earlier  book  Compz4/gory  Scfeoo/I.#g  Dz.scczse  which  de-
votes its eighth chapter to such improvements. The present reviewer
is in full agreement with  Shute's criticisms of formal education but
is not optimistic that Shute can sell them to the establishment. Over-
all, though,  Shute's book, while not quite the roadmap to improve-
ment for which one may have been hoped, is exquisite in its expres-
sions of indignation and criticism.

Phoenixville, Pennsylvania
stratoflampsacus@aol.com

DOUGLAS ADAMS' LAST BOOK

PETER STONE

I+ev.row  Of Dongrds ALha.rue, The Salmon of Doubt:  Hitchhiking the
Gcr/czx}; 077e fcrsf rz.7#c (Ballantine  Books, 2003):

Douglas Adams, a radical atheist who passed away in 2001, is best
known  for  creating  the  humorous  science  fiction  masterpiece  7lfec
fJj./cfofoz.4er's   Gctz.c7e  /o  /fee   Gcz/czx};,  which  has  been  incamated  in

books,  radio  and  television  series,  and  recently  film.  Though  Sc7/-
777o#  o/ Do24b/  shamelessly  capitalizes  on  publicity  generated  by
Adam's  death  to  pubhcize  a  film  well  worth  avoiding,  the  book
contains  much of value.  Besides  a collection of Adam's published
fiction and nonfiction, Scr/mo# contains chapters of his last unfinish-
ed novel  from which the  collection gets  its name.  Much additional
unpublished  material  was  fished  from  Adams'  fleet  of Macintosh
computers  in  which  lie  some  2,579  pieces  of writing.  Monty  Py-
thon's Terry Jones thoughtfully provides an introduction to the new
edition  as  well  as  an  introduction  to  his  introduction  (to  the  new
edition).  Naturalist  Richard  Dawkins  gives  a  tribute  in  which  he
describes  finishing  an  Adams'  novel  only to  flip  to  page  one  and
read it all over again.

772e Sc}/mo77  is  a fitting tribute to Adams's views.  Worth noting
is  an  interview  conducted  by  American  Atheists  in  which  Adams
discusses his views in no uncertain temis.  Some memorable lines in
the book are these:

The  agenda of life's important issues has moved from novelists to  science
writers, because they know more. (p.160)

The   whole  business   of  religion  is  profoundly  interesting.   But   it  does
mystify me that otherwise intelligent people take it seriously. (p. xxvii)

America  is  like  a  belligerent  boy;  Canada  is  like  an  intelligent  woman.
Australia is Jack Nicholson. (p. 45)

In  England  it is  considered  socially  incorrect to know  stuff or think about
things. It's worth bearing this in mind when visiting. (p. 69)
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Traveler's Diary / Annual Meeting Report

THE  33RD  ANNUAL  MEETING  OF  THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY

convened this past May 26-28 at the University of Iowa, at the invi-
tation  of Gregory  Landini.  The  University  of Iowa  spreads  across
several blocks of pleasantly wide streets with the Iowa River flow-
ing  through   its   center  and   several  bridges   connecting  the  two
halves.  The  river  and  a  narrow  footbridge  across  it  lie  behind the
Iowa  House  Hotel,  where  some  of the  Russell  Society  members
stayed.  Between the  hotel  and the  bridge  stands  a beautiful,  futur-
istic  early building by the California architect Frank 0.  Gehry, the

prosaically named Iowa Advanced Tech Lab (see cover). Going out
the front door of the Iowa House and through the park in front of it
and  along  the  river  beside  it  bought  us  to  the  English  and  Phil-
osophy building,  where  the  conference  was  held.  The  Old Capital
Building, which is now part of the university, stands across the road
from the park facing the river, and its gold dome, which rises above
the campus, serves as a marker for the area as well as point at which
the university and its life passes into that of the town. And the town
does have a life.  Iowa city is energetic and eclectic, with an indis-

putable  college-town feel,  a fabulous bookstore,  and  streets tightly
packed with pubs, stores, open squares, street music, deadbeats and
out-of-town gawkers - such as myself.

Though  I  arrived  too  late  for  it,  the  Russell  Society's  Friday
evening  dinner was  at  77ze  Co#c7ge,  a  restaurant  in  the  middle  of
town  (and  hence  in  the  middle  of a  small  music  festival)  and  the
first  of two  BRS  board  meetings,  which  I  also  missed,  was  held
there  after dinner.  Some  of the  business  requires  explanation.  The
Board needs to be  able to vote  on  issues  by  email  and postal mail
between annual meetings, and prior to the meeting a committee had
been  appointed  to  propose  bylaws  allowing  for this,  but after  dis-
covering that laws for non-profits prohibit just this thing, the com-
mittee found itself at an impasse on this issue, but proposed bylaws
concerning  several  other issues,  which  the  Board approved.  These
included  creating  the  position  of Board  Vice-President  so  Board
meetings can run more smoothly when the Chair is absent, creating
a membership category of life couple membership and rewriting the
bylaws in gender-neutral language.

However, the real business of the annual meeting - which I did
attend - began  later that evening  in the  auditorium  of the  English
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and Philosophy building, when Gregory Landini kicked off the talks
with  `Solving  the  Russell  Paradoxes'  to  an  audience  comprising
regular BRS members as well as new faces, including two very ad-
vanced undergraduates. In his talk, Landini (University of Iowa) de-
fended the controversial thesis that Russell's paradoxes of attributes
and classes did not refute logicism (the view that arithmetic truth is
logical truth),  because, though not well known, Russell had  in fact
solved the  paradoxes,  and  there  is  an  available  for the  solution  of
them within  Frege's  early  system  as well.  Thus  Fregean  and Rus-
sellian  logicism  is  successful,  Landini  concluded,  "relative  to  their
respective ontologies".

On Saturday, Peter Stone (Stan ford University) opened the mor-
ning session with `Russell, Mathematics and the Popular Mind', ad-
dressing Russell's views  on the value  of a mathematical  education
and using those views to critique misperceptions of mathematics in
such recent movies about mathematics as  `Good Will Hunting',  `A
Beautiful Mind',  `Pi',  and most recently,  `Proof'.  Following Peter,
Tim Madigan (St John Fisher College) spoke on `Arthur James Bal-
four:  The  Anti-Russell',  describing  Balfour -who  authored books
on philosophy of rehgion and the paranormal and ran as Conserva-
tive   Prime   Minister  of  Great   Britain   from   1902-1905   and  was
Foreign Secretary in  1917 when he wrote the famous `Balfour Dec-
1aration'  -as  Russell's  "bete  noir".    Emilio  Reyes  Le  Blanc  (Uni-
versity of Toronto) then spoke  on  `Russell  on Acquaintance and c/e
re belief'  in which he  developed a Russellian analysis  of c7c7 re be-
lief. Before breaking for lunch, Dorothea Lotter (University of Cen-
tral Arkansas) spoke on `Frege and Russell on the Justification of a
Logical Theory', in which she gave a fascinating account of the dif-
ferences in Frege's and Russell's views on logic that are suggested
by  Frege's  assertion  that  arithmetic  is  a branch  of logic  and  Rus-
sell's assertion that logic is a branch of mathematics.

Lunch was downtown, and for many meant a long table in an In-
dian restaurant, with quite delicious food served buffet style.  After
lunch,  a second Board meeting was held to discuss the  location of
the next Annual Meeting,  and the talks resumed at 2 pin with Matt
MCKeon (Michigan State University) reading a paper titled `A Plea
for Logical  Objects'.  MCKeon  looked  at  a problem  first raised  by
John  Etchemendy  for  the  modem  Tarskian  semantic  account  of
logical truth:   that the Tarskian account cannot be correct because it
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makes  the  extension  of logical truth  turn on  the  cardinality  of the
world, which is claimed to be a non-logical fact. MCKeon appealed
to  Russell's  early  conception  of logical  objects  to  respond  to  this
objection.   Following his  discussion,  Christopher Pincock  (Purdue
University)  spoke  on  `The  Scientiflc  Basis  for  Russell's  External
World  Program',  arguing  that  in  Oc/r  K77ow/ec7gc  o/ ffoe  Ex/e;'77c}/
Wor/c7, rather than attempting to reconcile physics with his views on
acquaintance,  Russell  was  trying  to  remove  conflicts  between  the
sciences  of psychology  and  physics.  After  Pincock,  Max  Belaise

(University of Martinique) spoke on  `Russell on Science and Relig-
ion',  using  Russell's  essay Jze/z.g;'o7?  c777c7 Scz.e7€ce as  his point of de-

parture to explore the relation between science and religion. In `07t
De;7o/I.77g with  Denoting  Concepts'  Francesco  Orilia (Universita di
Macerata),  the  final  speaker  of the  afternoon,  defended  Russell's
`On  Denoting'  approach  to  semantics  and  ontology  against  neo-

Meinongian obj ections.
The Society met for dinner on the second floor of a local bistro

- the  O#e  rwe#ty Sz.x  -  filling  it to  the  bursting point with people

and conversation.  It is the first time  in my memory that the society
ate  dinner in public, but this detail seemed to have little  impact on
its members' pleasure in good food and company.  After dinner, the

party trooped back to campus to enjoy a presentation by David Blitz
(Central Connecticut State University) on `Bertrand Russell Audio-
Visual Project:  the Andrew Wyatt lnterviews'.  In  his presentation,
David  showed recent  digitalizations  of old televison  interviews  of
Russell by Andrew Wyatt.

On  Sunday,  Chad  Trainer  (Independent  Scholar)  gave  a  talk
called `In F#r/fecr Praise of ldleness', in which he argued that Rus-
sell,  who  insisted  that  "there  is  far  too  much  work  done  in  the
world, [and] that immense harm is caused by the belief that work is
virtuous" in his  1935 book /77 Prczz.sc o/Jd/e#ess, if he were alive to-
day,  would have  even  greater  cause  for concern about our  current
lack of idleness than he did for the lack of idleness in the world of
1935.    After  Chad's  talk,  Allan  Hillman  (Purdue  University)  dis-
cussed  `Russell on Leibniz and Substance'.   Concluding the week-
end came a master class hosted by Alan Schwerin (Monmouth Uni-
versity) on `Russell, Hume and the Idea of Self'. -RC

MEETING MINUTES, BRS  BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MAY 26 AND  27,  2006

The  Friday, May 26,  2006  Board of Directors meeting  of the  BRS
began  at  7  pin at  The  Cottage  in  Iowa  City.  BRS  President  Alan
Schwerinofficiated.

Attending  were  Alan  Schwerin,  Chad  Trainer,  Cara  Rice,  David
White,   Tim  Madigan,   Phil  Ebersole,   Peter   Stone,   David  Blitz,
Gregory   Landini,   Warren  Allen   Smith,   John   Ongley,   Rosalind
Carey and David Henehan.

Minutes from the 2005  Board of Directors meeting were approved.
The  Treasurer's  Report  was  approved.  Reports  from  the  various
committees,  especially  the  Bylaw  Review  Committee,  vice-pres-
idents and the gttczrzer/);'s editors were heard.

The Bylaw Review Committee introduced their proposed revisions
to  the  BRS  Bylaws  and  the  remainder  of the  meeting  was  spent
discussing  and  voting  on  these  revisions  to  the  bylaws.  The  com-
mittee had been established to devise a system for the board to vote
on  issues  by  email  and  postal  mail  between  annual  meetings,  but
did not address the issue since they had discovered that Illinois Not-
for-Profit Colporation Law requires unanimous written consent for
an action to be valid, which would be virtually impossible with a 24
member board.  (The BRS is incorporated in Illinois.) The proposed
amendments  to  the  bylaws  were  all  approved.  Revisions  adopted
included  the  use  of  gender-neutral  language  in  the  bylaws  and

provisions for conducting Board meeting when the Chair is absent.

The meeting adjourned at 8:30 pin.

THE SATURDAY, MAY 27, 2006 CONTINUATION of the BRS
Board of directors meeting began at 1  pin at the English-Philosophy
building on the University of Iowa main campus, where the annual
meeting  took  place,  in  Iowa  City.  BRS  President  Alan  Schwerin
officiated.

Attending  were  Alan  Schwerin,  Chad  Trainer,  Cara  Rice,  David
Goldman,   Thorn   Weidlich,   David   White,   Tim   Madigan,   Peter
Stone,  David  Blitz,  Gregory  Landini,  Warren  Allen  Smith,  John
Ongley, Rosalind Carey and David Henehan.
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Business  of the  meeting  included:  election of officers,  choice  of a
site   for  the  2007   annual  meeting,   a  discussion  of  whether  the
Society's bank balance, or a significant part of it, should be invested
in  a  reasonably  secure  but  interest-earning  account  (this  was  Ken
Blackwell's   suggestion),   whether   a   Nominating   Committee   for
Board positions should be created (Peter Stone, Ken Blackwell, and
Dave  White's  suggestion),  whether  a  statement  to  Iran  (Dennis
Darland)  should  be  adopted  and whether the  BRS  position  on the
U.S.   invasion   of  Iraq  should  be  reaffirmed  (Ray  Perkins'   sug-

gestion). due to lack of time, the last four issues were not voted on.

The    following    officers   were    duly   nominated,    seconded    and
unanimously   elected   for   the   2006-2007   year:   President:   Alan
Schwerin;    Vice-President:    Ray   Perkins,    Jr.;    Secretary:    David
Henehan;  Treasurer:  Dennis  Darland;  Chair:  Chad  Trainer;  Vice-
Chair: David White.

For the site of the 2007 annual meeting, it was decided that it would
be either hosted by David White in Rochester or by Alan Schwerin
at Monmouth University with the other person hosting the meeting
for 2008. David and Alan were to decide between themselves which
of them  would  host  the  meeting  first.  (They  later  decided  that  it
would  be  Alan  who  hosted  it  at  Monmouth  in  2007  with  David
hosting it in Rochester in 2008.)

The meeting adjourned at 2 pin.

David Henehan, Secretary, BRS

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
2006  ANNUAL TREASURER'S REPORT

Cash Flow January  1, 2006 -December 31, 2006

BALANCE  1/1/06

INCOME
Contributions

BRS
TOTAL Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Library Income
Other Income

TOTAL INCOME
EXPENSES

Bank Charges
BRS Paper Award
Library Expenses
Meeting Expenses
BRS gz/c7r/cr/y
Other Expenses
Paypal Fees
Rc/ssc// Subscriptions

TOTAL EXPENSES
TRANSFERS

FROM Paypal
FROM Deposit Intra
TO Checking

TOTAL TRANSFERS
OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE  12/31/06

12,139.56

760.00
760.00

563.00
6808.54
7371.54

69.00
6.00

8206.54

32.93
425.90
276.90

64.69
2444.08*

112.23

88.85

3444.00
6889.58

2441.50
5780.00

-8221.50

0.00
1316.96

13,456.52

*  Some a"czr/cr/y expenses were not turned in by the end of the

year.

Dennis J. Darland, BRS Treasurer
dennis.darland@yahoo.com



Tt]e Greater Rochester Russell Set

Writers and Books' Verb Cafe
740 University Avenue,  Rochester,  NY

7pm
$3 to Public - Free to Members

Apr.12         Alan Bockon Russell's essay`ThevalueofFree
Thought,

May  10          Howard  BIair on Bertrand  Russell and quantum
physics

June  14         John  Belli on advice from  Bertrand  Russell

July 12          George MCDade on Russell's essays `ldeas That
Have Helped  Mankind' and `ldeas That Have
Harmed  Mankind'

Aug. 09          Phil  Ebersole on  Russell as a guild socialist

Sept.13        Gerry wildenberg on sam Harris's book Lefferfo
a Christian Nation

BARS
The  Bay Area  Russell  Set

The next meeting will  be in celebration of
Bertrand  Russell's birthday (May 18)

Time and place - TBA

The Carnage Continues
.„ and now for Trident!

Edited  by Ken Coates
`No'  in  Colour -David  Gentleman

Apocalypse  Near - Noam  Chomsky
Unseen Outrage -John  Berger,
Harold  Pinter & Jos6 Saramago

There Are  No Safe  Nukes - Hans  Blix
Making  Britain's  Nukes  `usable'?

Paul  Rogers
Nuclear Dependency -John Ainslie

Fates Worse than  DEATH
Kurt Vonnegut

Crisis of Greed   -Gabriel  Kolko
Whose Century?

lmmanuel Wallerstein
Issue  92

Genocide old and New
Edited  by Ken Coates

Genocide -  Raphael  Lemkin
On Genocide  -Jean-Paul Sartre
The  First Holocaust -Robert Fisk

Where the  Bombs Are
Robert Norris & Hans Kristensen

Nuclear weapons: A disarmament deficit
Hans  Blix

Woe unto Trident
Rt.  Rev. Alan  MCDonald

Blessed are the Peacemakers
Cardinal  Keith  O'Brien

From  Suez to  Iraq
Adam  Price Mp, Margaret Beckett Mp,
Jeremy Corbyn Mp, Alex Salmond Mp
Issue 93                                                                               £5.00

REEHlif

Spokesman  Books,  Russell  House,  Nottingham,  NG6 0BT,  England
Tel:  0115  9708318 -Fax:  0115  9420433 -e-mail:  elfeuro@compuserve.com

Order online at www.spokesmanbooks.com



COMING  IN  MAY  .  .  .

ANALYTIC  PHILOSOPHY:  THE  HISTORY  0F  AN  ILLUsloN

Aaron  Preston
"Aaron  Preston's  book  is  an  insightful  study  of what  he  rightly

describes as  ''the  peculiar career"  of Analytic  Philosophy.

Preston's views  are  original  and  iconoclastic,  going  beyond

the  received  view  of analytic  philosophy's  history to  link  it

to  broader  developments  in  the  history of thought.  His  book

makes  an  important  contribution  to  the  growing  literature

on  analytic  phi.losophy,  and  especially  its  history  in  the  past

century,  one  that  will  be  of value  to  specialists and  non-specialists alike
-Kevin  Robb,  Professor of Philosophy,  University  of Southern  California

HC  I  978-0-8264-9003-2  I    $110

COMING  IN  JULY  .  .  .

RUSSELL AND  WllTGENSTEIN  0N  THE  NATURE  0F JUDGEMENT

Rosalind  Cclrey

Russell  and  Wittgenstein  on  the  Nature  of Judgement  is

the  first  book-length  treatment  of Russell's  decisive  1913

exchanges  with  Wittgenstein.  Rosalind  Carey  incorporates

little-known  notes  and  diagrams  into  a  new  analysis  of the

problems  Russell  was  facing.  She  also  evaluates the  numerous
interpretations of Russell's  positions  and  Wittgenstein's  objec-

tions  to  them. The  result  is a  new  perspective  on  both  these  great  thinkers,  at a

crucial  point  in  the  development  of twentieth-century  philosophy.

HC  I  978-0-8264-8811-4  I    $110

AVAILJ\BLE  NOW  .  .  .

BERTRAND  RUSSELL'S  ETHICS

Michael  K.  Potter
'Potter  is the  first to  bring,  in  any serious way,  Russell's  well-known  distinction

between  impulse  and  desire  into  an  account  of his  ethics.  Potter's  book  is  well

written  in  an  informal,  often  amusing  style.  It  makes  a  useful  contribution  to

our  understanding  of  F{ussell's  ethical  views,  and  will  I  hope  contribute  to  our

appreciation  of him  as  an  important  moral  philosopher.`

-Nicholas  Griffin,  Canada  Research  Chair  in  Philosophy,

The  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre,  MCMaster  University

HC  I    978-0-8264-8810-7  I  $120

1.800.561.7704
www.continuumbooks.com



THE BERTRAND RUSSELL
SOCIETY

QUARTERLY
Quadruple Issue

Numbers  132  -135  / November 2006  -August  2007

NOAM  CHOMSKY  AND  BERTRAND  RUSSELL

Published by The Bertrand Russell Society with the
support of Lehman College-City University of New York



THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY  QUARTER1,y  is  the  official  organ  ttl.  lht`
Bertrand  Russell  Society.  It  publishes  Society  News  and  Proceedingl.  iiiiil
articles on the history of analytic philosophy,  especially those  perlqlnlii| l`i
Russell's  life   and  works,   including   historical   materials   and   rcvlcwi  ttl`
recent  work  on  Russell.  Scholarly  articles  appearing  in  the  C)wt/M/./.v  nl'``

peer-reviewed.

EDITORs: Rosalind Carey and John Ongley
ASSoclATE EDITOR: Ray Perkins Jr.

BooK REvlEw EDITOR: Thomas Riggins

EDITORIAL B OARD

Rosalind Carey, Lehman College-CUNY
John Ongley, Youngstown State University

Raymond Perkins, Jr., Plymouth State University
Christopher Pincock, Purdue University

David Hyder, University of Ottawa
Anat Biletzki, Tel Aviv University

SUBMISsloNS:    AIl    communications    to    the    Bcrfrcz#d    #l/.``,w//    .`'f/i'/./,V

Owczr/cr/y,  including  manuscripts,  book  reviews,  letters  to  the  cdll`tl',  olil„
should   be   sent   to:   Rosalind   Carey,   Philosophy   Depflrtmci`l.   I®l`l"n
College-CUNY,  250 Bedford Park Blvd. West, Bronx,  NY  I (W01,  `1``^, ltr
by email to:  rosalind.carey@lehman.cuny.edu.

SuBscRlpTloNs:  The  BRS  Owc]r/cr/y  is  free  to  members  ttl'  lhc  llormllu
Russell  Society.  Society  membership  is  $35  a year for individuuh,  *4()  Itlf

::suoP::Sc'[:::ssa2°sufb°src:t;t:::tstoanRd„::%:gfe'£,¥:er#o;I,C;S;„Y,:,I,"*„':,h;r,
Sfwdl.cs,  published  biannually  by  the  Bertrand  Russell  Rcscur.`h  ('olllr.  |1
MCMaster University, and other Society privileges.

INSTITUTloNAL AND  INDlvlDUAL  suBscRlpTloNs  to  the  BRS  owtir/ir/,y  11.

i:doer:¥:;r;bi:nt:TTehmeb:res:i:n€ueRSu::e:rbssoc:i:tt;?,nt::eKa:nc;hc:£k,;::;F`;n.i,I
BRS  Treasurer,  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre,  MCMaStcr  Unlv®"lly,
Hamilton, ON, Canada LBS 4M2.

SINGLE IssuEs  may  be  obtained  for  $5  by  sending  check  or  in(tn®y  `}rd.r,

payable  to   `The  Bertrand  Russell  Society'  and  addressed.  u#  uhov.  for
subscriptions,  to  Kenneth  Blackwell.  BACK  IssuEs  are  also  S.1  ®ut'h.  For
availability of current and back issues query: Tom Stanley.  HRS  I.Ih"riun,
at:  tjstanley@ verizon. net.

The  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Quarterly  ±s  indexed  .in  The  I'IllI(}so|lherl
/"dcx.  It is  published  in  February,  May, August,  and  Novemhcr  wllh  .uP.
port from Lehman College. Full text of past issues can be viewed ol`Illl. fl|
http://www.Iehman.edu/deanhum/philosophy/BPISQ

ISSN:  1547-0334

© 2008. All rights remain with contributors.

THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY
QUARTERLY

Quadruple Issue

Numbers  132-135 / November 2006 -August 2007

NOAM CHOMSKY AND BERTRAND RUSSELL

CONTENTS

In This Issue
Society News

lntervich

On the Russell Tribunal: An Interview with Noam Chomsky
8 RAN roN YouNG

I

Review Essay

Chomsky and Russell Revisited. Review of Three Recent
Works by Noam chomsky                                    PETER STONE          13

Book Review

FLewiew c>£ Ma,tthew Stewa,ut. The Courtier and the Heretic
WILLIAM EVERDELL          23

Discussion

Is Analytic Philosophy an Illusion? A Reply to Preston
MICHAEL BEANEY          27

Reply to Beaney                                                      AARON PRESTON         35

End Matter

rrovc/cr 's DI.any, Treasurer's Report, GRRsreARS

Cover Noan Chomsky

44



lT'S TIME TO

RENEW

YOUR MEMBERSHIP

TO THE

BERTRAND RUSSELL

SOCIETY

If you  haven't  renewed  your  membership,  now  is
the  time  to  do  it!   Fill  out  form  enclosed  in  this
Issue and  send  it, with a check (in US or Canadian
dollars)  payable  to  The  Bertrand  F¢ussell  Society,
to  Ken  Blackwell,  BRS  Treasurer,  at  the  address
on the form.

IN THIS ISSUE

. THE  EDITORS'  PREoCCUPATloN  with  writing  a  Russell  book  has
resulted, as you may have noticed, in a certain amount of procras-
tination in the production of the gwarferly over the past year. The
heed has therefore arisen for a quadruple issue. We expect.the issue's
quadruplicity to drink up,  it might t>e said, the backlog in the pro-
duction of the gz4ar7er/ry, relying, that is, on. the editorial truism that

quadrup licity drinks procrastination.

NOAM  CHOMSKV,  honorary  member  of the  Russell  S.ociety,  well
known  admirer  of Russell,  and  author of the  sentence  `Colorless
green ideas sleep furiously',  is the featured subject i.n this issue of
the gwar/edy. Not only is Chomsky, like Russell, a linguistic theor-
ist, he is also, like Russell, a political polemicist of the Left, a pan-

phleteer, a speaker and an activist for causes promoting greater hop-
piness  and decency for humanity.  In this  issue,  we have an inter-
view with Chomsky by Russell Society member Brandon. Young. In
russell-I,. the  internet  discussion  group  devoted  to  Russell .studies,

questions recently arose about comments attributed to Chomsky by
a political journal concerning Russell's Vietnam War Criines Tribu-
nal.  Brandon contacted Chomsky to  clarify  the  matter;  Chomsky,
himself an early critic of the Vietnam War, replied with some inter-
esting observations about the Russell Tribunal and similar tribunals,
setting the record straight about his views on them. We are glad to
be  able  to  publish  his  comments.  Peter  Stone's  review  essay  on
some .recently published political  works  by Chomsky  follows  this
interview. Peter compares Chomsky's ideas on socialism and anar-
chy with Russell's in an enlightening discussion of their respective
views.

WILLIAM EVERDELL, author of 27!e Firs/ Moderus and member of the
BRS,  reviews Matthew Stewart's  new book,  7lJ!e  Cowr[.er a#d /fie
Heretic:  Leibniz, Spinoza, and the Fate Of God in the Modern World
in this  issue of the  BRSQ.  Russell's own study of Leibniz  is  first
rate  history  of philosophy  that  influenced  several  generations  of
Leibniz  scholars.  Stewart's  account elaborates  on  Russell's  in the
light of 100 years of Leibniz and Spinoza research and pubhshing,
with a fresh retelling of the tale of Spinoza and Leibniz's meetings
in  1676.  Not  only  did  Russell  respect  Leibniz's  work  in  mathe-
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matics  and  mathoniatical  logic,  he  also  claims,  in  his J7is/ory a/
Wres/em  P4i-/asapky,  that  the  A4lo#adoJog]/  is  a  useful  picture  of
subjective and objective space and of the relation between peroap-
tion and physics,  if one rejects the view that monads are window-
less, for then each monad is a subjective perspeetive and the totality
of their points of view is objgctive space. This, of course, sounds
suspiciously like .Russell's  own construction of space and time in
his \9\4 bock Our Knowledge Of the External W7;orld. In fact, F\us-
sell begins his coustniction of the external world in OKEW by say-
ing: "Let us .imagine that each mind looks out upon the world, as in
Leibniz's  monadology,  from a point of view peculiar to  itself.... "
(94)  and then broceeds to  construct his own "monadology". Con-
cerning  Russell's  views on Spino2a,  it can be simply be said that
Russell found Leibniz.s best work, which he admired, to be largely
Spinozistic. Ken Blackwell has further argued that there is a strong
Spinozistic aspect to Some of Russell's ethics. Everdell's review of
Stewart's book is thus .on a most Russellian subject.

WHAT IS ANALYTIC PHII.OSOPHY? -TAKE TWO. In a previous issue
of the  gwar/er/}J,  Aaron  Preston  argued  that  analytic  philosophy
was not a single school of philosophy because there is no set of doc-
trines  that  all  analytic  philosophers  ever  shared  that  can  thus be
taken to define  `analytic philosophy'. This presupposes, of course,
that to be a school of philosophy, all or almost all of the people in it
must share a set of common philosophical doctrines. Several people
have protested Aaron's claim,  for example, in the internet Russell
studies discussion group, russelll, though they have not done.so by
arguing that there are /oo unifying doctrines shared by most ana-
lytic philosophers.  Rather, they have protested that Aaron's criter-
ion unfairly  limits  what might be  called a "philosophical school"
and that philosophical schools can also be unified, and so defined,
by nonrdoctrinal criteria, such as a shared method or shared prob-
lens or shared influences. In this issue, BRS member Mike Bcaney
also  objects  to  this idea in Aaron's thesis, but more than that, he
argues that Aaron tries to go beyond that view to claim that there is
no such thing as analytic philosophy at all. Beaney tries to clarify
what that might mean, while also arguing that Aaron has unwarrant-
edly limited the -Idea of what may count as a philosophical school.
But read Mike's comments for yourself. Aaron's reply follows.

SOCIETY NEWS

IT'S TIME T0 RENEW YOUR MEMBERSHIP to the Bertrand Russell So-
ciety!  If you have not yet done so, we hope you will renew your
membership  now,  using  the  fomi enclosed  with this  issue of the
ewar/er/);. For those wishing to pay their dues online using a credit
card, you can now pay via Paypal. at https://www.paypal.com. New
users may open a free account at that page. Then, after entering the
amount being sent,  and,  when prompted  for the recipient's  email
address, enter b.rs-pp@hotmail.com. Paypal is free of charge, and -
foreign members take. note -transactions are handled in US dollars.
When prompted  for a message  to  send  to  our treasurer,  Kenneth
Blackwell,  state  the  purpose  of the  payment  and.any  change  of
address but do  not include your credit card information.  Ken will
send  you  an  email  receipt  and  update  the  membership  records
accordingly.

WHo KNEW? The Bertrand Russell Society has a /I.brt7ry.  If you're
not familiar with it, you can acquaint yourself with its holdings by
going  to  its  website  at http:/^^ww2.webng.com/brslibrary.  Click on
any of the  links there to visit a section of the library.  Current and
out-of-print books by and on Russell are offered at a significant dis-
count - sets of Russell postcards, available at US$6 per dozen, are
currently on sale. There is also a lending library for members with a
full list of books for loan at the website. But books are only the be-

ginning: cassettes of speeches, debates and interviews by Russell are
also available for lending. Finally, there is a members'  area where
audio and video files of Russell's speeches, debates, and interviews
are  available  for download.  This  can  make  for  a  pleasant Friday
evening - pour a glass. of wine, sit back, and click on a particular
speeeh or interview: it's a great way to relax and enjoy yourself after
a long and busy week. Righi now, there are about fifty audios and a
few video clips,  including  `Reflectious on my Eightieth Birthday',
`The Humanist Approach' , an interview of Russell by Studs Terkel,

Russell on Einstein,  AJ.  Ayer on Russell, and much more.  Email
Tom Stanley, the Russell Society librarian, at tistanley@verizon.net
for a user name and password to obtain access to the members area
of the library.  Similarly, you should contact Tom to bonow from
the lending library and to obtain cassettes or purchase the discount
books and postcards.
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REPORT ON THE 2007 BRS ANNUAL MEETING

While much of northeastern America can be a little too wami for
comfort in June, the proximity of Monmouth New Jersey to the At-
lantic Ocean provides it with cool breezes and a pleasantly moder-
ate climate in that month. With Monmouth University allcady closed
for the summ.er,. twe had the campus to ourselves, and the availabil-
ity of pleasant walks around its attractive surroundings was .condu-
cive to both solitary and social reflection. It was in this environment
that the Bertrand Russell Society held its 34th annual meeting  last
year  from  June  8  to  June  10,  thanks  to  the  hospitality  of Alan
Schwerin, President of the Bertrand Russell Society, and his wife,
Helen Schwerin.  (Alan and Helen  also  hosted anriual  meetings  at
Monmouth iri  1999 and 2000.) The Turrell boardroom in Bey Hall
served  as  the  Society's  home  base  that  weekend,  with  dormitory
space for its members available just several buildings away.

Following registration .late Friday afternoon, the Society met for
dinner on campus at "The Club", after which they returned to Bey.
Hall for a board meeting of the Society. Following the business meet-
ing,  we  relaxed  in  the  boardroom  while  David Blitz  updated  the
Society on the progress the Bertrand Russell Audio-Visual Project
is  maldng.  David  and  four  of his  students  (Sotzing,  Rutkowski,
CavaLlo and Notaro)  then provided us with some quite  interesting
audio-visual   samples   of  Russell.   Friday  closed  with   members
enjoying the Greater Rochester Russell Set's hospitality suite/salon.

The  first  presentation  Saturday  moming  was  Marvin  Kohl's
"Bertrand Russell on Feaf' (to be published in the next issue of the

gz<czrJedy). Kohl discussed Russell' s idea that a// fear, whether it be
uncouscious, conscious, or attitudinal, is bad and ought to be elim-
inated.  Contra Russell,  Marvin argued that the deserving target is
not fear per se, but panic fear and those human ideas and practices
that tend to produce it. Tim Madigan then gave a talk on "The Ber-
tzand Russell Case Revisited". As all Russellians .Imow, after being
denied a position at the College of the City of New York, Russell
taught for a time at the Bames Foundation in Philadelphia. How-
ever, Russell and Bames had a bitter falling out a few years later,
and in 1943, Bames selfpublished a pamphlet entitled "The Case of
Bertrand Russell versus Democracy and Education." In that pan-
phlet, Bames argued that Russell had nothing but derision and con-
tempt for democracy and education, and had betrayed the ideals of

6

SOCIETY NEWS 7

Bames. friend and associate John Dewey. In his talk, Tim critiqued
Bames's claims and arguments.

Russell  archivist  Kenneth  Blackwell  of MCMaster  University
followed with a presentation on Russell'§ Electronic Texts. Ken ex-
plained that many of Russell's texts are now available electronical-
ly, some freely on the web, sollte at l9gin websites, and others pur-
chasable through e-publishers. Details of sites were offered. He then

pointed out that .cue availability of the e-texts raises the prospect of
being able to search theni perhaps altogether in a "federated" search.
MCMaster's  Digital  Commons,  where  the  back  issues  of JZzuse//
now reside.(and are accessible in their entirety to BRS members on
theintemctatdigitalcommons.mcmaster.ca/russelljoumalo,maypro-
vide an approach to accomplishing this. The last presentation before
lunch was by Ilmari Kortelainen on "The Compositional Method of
Analysis". Kortelainen used Russell's philosophy to demonstrate the
relationship between the method of analysis and contextuality by ad-
dressing the question:  how can the principle according to which a
sentence gets it meaning frori its context be understood when one
also accepts the principle of compositionality, that the meaning of a
sentence is determined by the meanings of its constituent elements?
From the viewpoint of contemporary theory of meaning these two
semantic principles seem to be incompatible.

After lunch, there was a general meeting of the Society, follow-
ed by a panel discussion by Alan Bock, Tim Madigan, Thomas Rig-
gius, and Peter Stone on Russell's book " I/#dersfcz"d!.#g ffis/ory, 50
years later". Following the panel discussion, Phil Ebersole present-
ed a paper for David White, who was unable to attend the meeting.
David's paper was entitled "Russell and Horace Liveright" and de-
scribed how the publishing fim of Boni & Liveright was founded
in  1916 to bring modem and controversial literature to the Ameri-
can readers, and how it went out of business in 1930. The company
specialized  in  authors  whose  material  was  considered  improper,
immoral and indecent. Boni & Liveright are less well remembered
today, but the Modern Library series,  which evolved out of their
publishing program, is universally known. Russell became involved
with Boni & Liveright through three books, Edzfcofz.on and f4e Good
Life (\9Z6), Marriage  and Morals  (192;9),  and The  Conquest  Of
Happi-7fess (1930), all published in the later years of the fim's his-
tory. White's main focus was on Russell's personal and professional
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dealings with Horace Liveright ( 1884-1933), in particular, Russell's
difficulties  with the  fast and  loose  lifestyle  of drinlL  women  and
song associated with the firm. The last speaker of the day was David
Blitz, on "Russell's Little Books", a series of pamphlets by Russell
that were published in Girard Kansas by Emanuel Haldeman-Julius.

Dinner consisted of a banquet (from 8:30 to 10:cO pin) at a local
Japanese Restaurant The evening was then topped off again.with the
G eater Rochester Russell Set.s hospitality suite.

Sunday.s talks opened with Gregory I.andini on "The Number of
Numbers". Gregory argued that though Frege's later work offered a
theory of numbers as objects, what is shared by Frege and Russell is
a conception of numbers in terms one-one correspondence relations,
and that on this view natural numbers are not objects and the in fin-
ity of the  natural  numbers  may well  not be  necessary.  Following
this was a talk by Michael Garrall on ``Russell: Between Deism and
Atheism".  Chad Trainer then read.a paper entitled "Russell's  Em-

piricist Propensities:  Empiricism's Survival of Russell's `I,ast Sub-
•stantial Change".  Trainer began by pointing out that according fo

Nick Griffin,  the  years  in which Russell came closest to being an
"empiricist" are the years  1912 to  1914. Trainer then discussed the

limits  to  Russell's  empiricism  during  the  same  period,  and  con-
cluded by proposing  an alternative  view that,  regardless of where
one  places  Russell  on  this  sliding  scale  between  rationalism  and
empiricism,  we  should  see  Russell  as  more  empiricist  after  1914
than during the  1912-14 period.

The  final  paper  of the  annual  meeting  was  Chris  Russell  on
"Kant and Russell's Logicism".  Chris argued that what appears to

be a change in view for Russell on the question of whether arith-
metic is analytic or synthetic a priori was actually more simply due
to a change in the meanings of the terms. Concluding the meeting
was a fine lunch at the home of Alan and Helen Schwerin.
- Chad Trainer, RC

HUMANIST NOTE. Marc Carrier, Canadian humanist, has written on
the religious agenda behind the fapade of intelligent design and the
Discovery Institute.  Based on exclusive  interviews,  his essay will
a.ppcar .in The American Atheist in luly.

INTERVIEW

ON THE RUSSELL TRIBUNAL
AN INTERVIEW VITH NOAM CHOMSKY

BRANroN youNG

Lastyearmark;dthe40thAnniversaryofthecommencementofthe
InternationaL  War  Crime;  Tribunal,  initiated  by  Bertrand  Russell
and known popularly as the Russell Tribunal. It was an organization
of civiLiaris acting to hold world leaders accountable for what they
viewed as grave violations of international law in the conduct of the
Vietnam war. The Russell Tribunal further aimed at gathering testi-
mony and documents showing the massive violence perpetrated by
the United States against the Vietnamese people. Not an actual jur-
isprudential  undertaking,  it was rather an exclamation intended to
break the silence, and an affirmation 6f the responsibility that peo-

ple 6f free democracies have to be liable when international and na-
tional institutions fail.

Nearly forty years later, the legacy of the Russell Tribunal con-
tinues to be an influence in world affairs, most recently by the for-
mation of the World Tribunal on Iraq (WTI), another citizeus'  tri-
bunal set up to assert international law by making clear the disparity
between world citizens'  opinion and the action of international in-
stitutions regarding the 2003 invasion of Iraq. Like the Russell Tri-
bunal, it chal.lenges the justificationist orthodoxy of western govern-
ments and media alike by condemning preventative war as nothing
more  than a euphemism for a crime of aggression.  But unlike the
Russell Tribunal,  which at least received ridicule in the press,  the
WTI has been ignored by the Western media where it could have its
most effect. Interestingly, many of its participants and leading organ-
izers are women, a striking contrast to the Russell Tribunal, which
the WTI acknowledges as its model.

In the last chapter of 4/ J7ar w!./fe j4s!.c! (1970), Noam Chomsky
addresses the subject of war crimes and the Russell Tribunal. Prompt-
ed by a discussion in the Russell studies group, russelll, of a pur-
ported account of his  views,  I recently asked Chomsky about his
thoughts on the Russell Tribunal, its legacy, and the new WIT. The
following is an edited transcript of that correspondence.
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BY.. In ai [eee"t issue of the Radical Philosopky Review (v. 8. no. I),
you are quoted as saying that you refused to take part in the tribunal
and that it engaged in "self promotion" on the part of elite intelleet-
tuals, of which. I presume you are including Russell.  You are also
quoted as saying that ``...it had virtually no effect. It was just mangin-
alized and vilified." C-an you give some comment on this, on how
the tribunal was perceived at the time, and on various pcople's ad-
hererice to its legacy since then?

NC:  I admire Russell very greatly.  One of the  main organizers of
the Tribunal, Vlado Dedijer, was a close personal fr'iend, also a per-
son I admired greatly, as I did many of the participants and witness-
es.  The Tribunal  itself was,  in fact,  marginalized and vilified and
that is not .contested to my knowledge. Just take a look at the press
and journal coverage at the time, and since. You'll find out the ex-
tent to which it was vilified - to the extent that it was mentioned at
all. If you are interested in the vicious treatment of Russell himself
in the American press, particularly the Avow yorfe r!.met, have a look
at the South End book JZusse;/ i.H 4mert.ca.

The people's tribunals and others since that time, including now,
vary in character. Some involve small groups of intellectuals; others
have a more popular base.  Some are hailed by elite opinion - spe-
cifically,  the People's Tribunal on Russian Crimes in Afghanistan.
It even got a report in the Ivew york ri.met, if I recall correctly. Elite
opinion is always very eager to focus on someone else's crimes. par-
ticularly when we can do little about them. so there is no potential
cost associated with posturing before the cameras. Those that focus
attention "the wrong way" - namely, on crimes for which we are re-
sponsible and can definitely do something about - continue be ig-
nored or vilified.  These are  simply aspects of intellectual culture,
and the reaction to principled dissent, that trace back to the earliest
recorded history and are close to historical universals, to my lmow-
ledge.

There are very well-publicized international tribunals today, some
condemned as not being harsh enough in their judgment of the criln-
inals, some praised for creating a larger audience for their crimes.
Their crimes, not ours. That's crucial. In a typical case, the ICJ [In-
ternational Court of Justice] just a few days ago condemned Ser-
bians for not doing enough to stop the lnassacres in Bosnia, with a

INTERVIEW WITH CHOMSKY 11

toll of 70,000 Muslims killed according to the most respected recent
analyses. But there is no judgmerit condemning Americans for pro-
viding crucial support for and direction of massacres in EI Salvador
at about the same time, with al]out the same toll:  perhaps  75,000.
Obviously that is vastly more serious than not doing enough to stop
them, and it was Only oho part of the. Central American slaughters
(themselves .only one part of huge crimes around the  world.at the
time) for which responsibility lies in the hands of the. preserit 'incum-
bents in Washington or their immediate mentors, and the president
who  has since been deified.in one of the most vulgar and embar-
rassing propaganda campaigns I can recall this side of Kin ilTSung,
reaching as far as left-liberal opinion (recently the Ivew york JZcw.en;
a/Boots). In fact, such a judgment, which would be unimaginable,
unthinkable, at other times, is another sign of the moral depravity of
the reigning intellectual culture.

I   As  for the legacy of the Russell Tribunal,  I  wish it had tuned
out to be an important step in history. I doubt that it did.

BY:  Why did you decide not  fo  take part in the Russell Tribunal
when asked?

NC: It's true that I rejected the invitation to be one of the "judges,"
for the same reasons I have in all other such cases. Worthiness of a
cause depends on assessment of likely consequences. My judgment
at the time - and since - is that for me at Least, continued active par-
ticipation in resistance and other popular efforts against the war was
more important than participating in the Tribunal, which would have
meant teminating these efforts  for a considerable time, right at a
critical period. Of course it all gets vilified, but that's not the criter-
ion: tit is], rather, [wliat are the] Likely consequences of this as com-

pared with other efforts that it naturally displaces.

BY: And the World Tribunal on Iraq ?

NC: I did not accept requests to participate in that either. I felt, and
feel, that my time could be more effectively spent. Others have to
make their own calculatious. But although, to its credit, it acknow-
ledges the privatization of the economic resources as a crime, there
is no mention in its declaration of that of the use of private mercen-
aries, e.g., Blackwater USA and others, who are accountable to no
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one and are roughly 40,OcO personnel, according to the Government
Accountability Office. People are quite right to be concened about
the creation of a mercenary army. It is somewhat surprising that it
has taken the US this long to adopt the standard imperial patterm
French foreign legion, drkhas and sepoys, Hessians, etc.

REVIEW HSSAY

CHOMSKY AND RUSSELL REVISITED

PETER sroNE

NoaimChomsky.ProblemsOfKnowledgeandFreedom.RTeirYo[k:.
The New Press, 2003, pp. xi,Ill. USS 12.95.
Noam Chomsky, C4omsky orz 4/IaroAjsm. Ed. By Bany Pateman.
Oakland, CA: AK Press, 2005, pp. 241. USS16.95.
Noam Chomsky, GottemmeH/ I.# /Ac Fw/wre. New York: Seven
Stories Press, 2005, pp. 73. US$7.95.

The  recent publication of three books  by BRS  honorary member
Nc)alm Chomsky ~ Problems  Of Knowledge  and  Freedom  (2003),
Chomsky  on  Anarchism  (2005).  an!d  Government  in  Our  Future

(2005)I  - provides  an excellent opportunity to  revisit the  relation
between his ideas and those of Bertrand Russell. The reason for thi-;
is  not  that Chomsky says  something  fundamentally  new  in these
works.  Indeed,  virtually  all  the  content of these  three  books  has
been available in one fom or another for some time.2 But together,
they collect most of Chomsky's writings relevant to an assessment
of the relation of his ideas with Russell's.

The  relation between Chomsky's  and Russell's  ideas  is  worth
exploring because of their similar reputatious. Both are leading in-
tellectuals who earned their reputatious through their work in highly
technical  fields.  Both became  radical critics of the existing social
order and made use of their raputatious to help get their criticisms
before a wider audience. As a result, both have had to face the accu-
sation that they are nosing around in areas outside their areas of ex-
pertise. Why should their social criticisms be regarded as anything

These three works will be cited here as PKF, C4 and GF, [especttively
Problems Of Knowledge and Freedom was originally quhiist\ed l.y Pan-

thcon Books in 1971 and C»ousky on i4narchism is a collection of previous
essays and interviews that includes both welllcnown classics and more re-
cent and lesser-known pieces. Only Govemmenf ..n Chfr F«givre is available
here for the first time, but it is based on a talk given at the Potryr Center in
New Yoric City  1970, being the first complete published transcription of
that lecture.

13
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but mere carping? Is there something more to their ideas than that? 3
In these  three  works,  Chomsky displays a keen awareness  of

wliat meaningful social criticism, as opposed to mere carping, re-
quires. "Social action," he writes,

must be arimated by a vision of a future society, and by explicit
judgments of value concerning the character of this future so-
ciety. These judgments must derive. from some concept of the
nature of man, and one may seek empirical foundatiois by in-
vestigating man's nature as it is revealed by his behavior and
his creations, material, intellectual, and social (C4,113-114).

Social criticism - or, for that matter, a defense of the status quo, or
any kind of social  action  in between - thus rests ultimately upon
some conception of human nature, a conception that "is usually tacit
and inchoate, but it is always there, perhaps implicitly, whether one
chooses to leave things as they are and cultivate one's garden, or to
work for small changes, or for revolutionary ones" (C4  190). It is
the development of a meaningful and defensible- account of human
nature - and through it the development of a compelling social vi-
sion - that distinguishes positive social criticism from merely nega-
tive hectoring.

Inallthreebooksundercoisideration,Chomskylaysouthisvi-
sion of a better society along with the conception of human nature
that he believes underlies it. The most concise statement of both the
vision  and  the  conception  appears  in  Govemme"f  i.H  OLfr Fw/wre.
Here,  Chomsky contrasts  four visions  of what .goverrment in the
future might look like - classical liberal,  Libertarian socialist, state
socialist, and state capitalist, the last of which is meant to represent
the  American political system at present.  The core of Chomsky's
argument is twofold.  First,  the classical  liberal and libertarian so-
cialist visions each have the same basic conception of human nature
at their core,  and  libertarian socialism is the vision that would do
most justice to that conception in complex and technologically ad-

3  See, e.&. RIc;drard  A+ Pona,  Public  Intellectuals:  A  Snidy  Of Decline

(Cambridge,  MA:   Harvard  University  Press,  2003)  and  Paul  Johnson,
/Hfe/fectods (New  York:  Harper &  Row,  1988)  for such  criticisms.  For
responses to Posner and Jchnson, respectively, see Russell Jacoby, "Cor-
nering the Market in Chutzpah," £os i4wge/es ri-met, January 27, 2002 and
Christopher Hitchens, "The Life of Johnson," in For fAe Slalie a/,4rgz.men/
Qvew York: Verso, 1993).
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vanced societies  such as  our owli.  Second,  the  state socialist and
state capitalist visions - represented by V.I.  Lenin in the first case
and  Robert  MCNamara  in  the  second  -  share  fundamentally  the
same conception of human nature, a conception that is markedly in-
ferior to, and less inspiring than, the conception underling libertar-
lan socialism

The c6nception of human nature that Chomsky sees underlying
both classical liberalism and libertarian socialism is coriiplex.. Hiinran
beings have a natural need to control their own lives, an "instinct for
freedom," as Bakunin famously put it.4 This  need expresses itself
individually through the need for meaningful work and collectively
through the need for democratic association. Healthy people leading
healthy lives are free people, and free people both engage in crea-
tive work and relate to each other as equals. People are not free to
the extent that they must obey the orders.of others; when people re-
late to one another as master and servant,  especially in the work-
place,  they are both alienated  from their powers of creativity and
denied   the   meaningful  connection   with .others   that  democrac-y
makes possible.5

To derive a vision of modem society from this conception of hu-
man nature requires some understanding of how society works, of
how people who act in accordance to the conception will be affect-
ed by different forms of social organization at a given time. Here,
Chomsky argues, classical liberalism did not so much go wrong as
become outdated; social conditions changed, and with them changed
the nature of the fundamental threat to human freedom. In the past,
state power could reasonably be described as the gravest threat to
freedom; in the modem era, private power poses just as big a threat,
if not a bigger one. The classical liberal vision is thus antiquated,

Quoted in CH,  155.
Or course,  not all master-servant relations are alike.  In capitalist work-

places, but not authoritarian regimes. workers have the right of erz.f, even if
they lack a voice in how both sorts of organizations are run. Chomstry does
not believe that the existence of an exit option can meaningfully compen-
sate for the lack of a free and equal voice in the government of any organi-
zation.  For an interesting effort to contrast exit and voice in organizations
of all Sorts, see Albert 0. Hirschman, I:rz.f,  I/oz.ce,  and fo}Ialg/.. Responses
to  Decline in  Firms,  Organizations,  and  Stoles, [ewised end. ¢C8ualDndg€,
MA: Harvard Univasity Press, 1972).
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and requires updating. Chomsky's argument on this point is worth
quoting at length:

To summarize, the first concept of the state that I want to estab-
lish as a point of reference is classical liberalism. Its doctrine
is that state functions should be drastically limited. But this fa-
miliar characterization is a very superficial one. More deeply,
the classical  liberal  view develops  from a certain concept of
human riature, one that stresses the importance of diversity and
free creation, and therefore this view is in fundamental opposi-
lion to industrial capitalism with its wage slavery, its alienated
labor, and its hierarchic and authoritarian principles of social
and economic organization. At least in its ideal fomL, classical
liberal thought is opposed to the concepts of possessive indi-
vidualism, that are intrinsic to capitalist ideology. For this rea-
son,  classical  Liberal  thought seeks  to  eliminate  social  fetters
and replace them with social bonds, and not with competitive
greed, predatory individualism, and not, of course, with corpor-
ate empires - state or private.

"Classical libertarian thought seems to me," he concludes, "to lead

directly to libertarian socialism, or anarchism if you like, when com-
bined with an understanding of industrial capitalism (22-3 ).

The collection CAomsky o# 4#archz.sin covers much of the Same

ground as  Gover#me#! i." /*e Fw/#re.  It does, however, stress  two
other points that are worth noting.  First,  his argument depends on
the assumption that human nature is not a /flbw/a rus¢, that is has cer-
tain fixed features that it brings to the table in interacting with the
world.  Second,  the  state  and  capitalism  are  not  the  only  threats

posed today to human freedom. Indeed, it is impossible to compile a
List of possible threats that will be valid and relevant for all time.
Rather, the conception of human nature that he endorses prescribes
a  method  for  formulating  social  vision,  the  results  of which will
change  as  social  conditions  change  and  as  social  knowledge  ad-
vances.  Chomsky  relates  both  points  together  in  the  following

Passage:

Looked at in this way, the empty organism view is conserva-
tive,  in that it tends to legitimate structures of hierarchy and
domination.  At  least  in  its  Humboldtian  version  [Chomsky
relies hcavily on Wilhelm von Humboldt's work,  especially
his book Z7zc ft.mz.ts a/Srofe i4c/I-o«], the classical liberal view,
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with  its  strong  innatist  roots,  is  radical  in  that,  consistently
pursued,  it challenges  the  legitimacy of estal]lished coercive
institutions. Such iustitutious face a hcavy burden of proof:  it
must be shown that under existing conditions, perhaps because
of  some  overnding  consideration  of deprivation  or  threat,
some form of authority, hierarchy, and domination is justified,  .
despite the prima facie case against it - a burden that can rare-
ly be met. One can understand why there is Such a persistent
attack on Enlightenment ideals, with their fundamentally sub-
versive convent (C4174).

The ilmatist view of human nature that Chomsky endorses implies
that  all  possible  threats  of human  freedom  should  be  challenged
and,  if possible,  overcome.  Note  that while  in  Goverr.mc«f I.»  /Ae
Fwj"re Chomsky uses `anarchism' and ` libertarian socialism'  inter-
changeably, in CAomsky o» ,4/.arcAism he restricts the Latter to the
specific social vision he has in mind for modem societies, while the
former refers to the general method of challenging threats to human
freedom that he  recommends.  Chomsky  is  thus  both  an anarchist
and a libertarian socialist; the latter commitment depends heavily on
his understanding of social conditions, whereas the former commit-
ment depends only on his conception of human nature itself.

The social criticisms made by Russell and Chomsky are similar
in many ways. Does that mean that Chomsky's social vision is Rus-
sell's as well? And do they share the same conception of human na-
ture? Chomsky greatly admires Russell and discusses his ideas fre-

quently.6  "To  several  generations,  mine  among  them,"  he  whtes,
"Russell has been an inspiring figure, in the problems he posed and

the causes he championed, in his iusights as well as what is left un-
finished" (PIKF, x). It is his concern with what Russell has left un-
finished or unsatisfactorily resolved that motivates Chomsky's views
on Russell.  Chomsky does not approach Russell as an intellectual
historian, determined in getting precise about what Russell had in
mind. Rather, he approaches Russell as a source for intellectual in-
spiration, for ideas that may be of use in fomulating his own posi-
tions. Thus, the similarities between Chomsky's and Russell's ideas
about human nature and social vision are there, but the differences
are there as well.

6 See, e.g., C#,156,194-195, 205.
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Chomsky's most systematic engagement with Russell's thought
is .in Problems  Of Kpowledge and irreedom. Based on the R:us=Ou
Lectures  delivered  by  Chomsky  at Cambridge  University  a  year
after Russell's death, this book takes up Russell's rmture views on
knowledge and freedom with an eye for their relevance to contem-
porary concerns. One of the lectures is devoted.to questions of know-
ledge  and  the  other  to  questions  of froedom.  Chomsky perceives
some unifying threads in Russell's writings on the two topics and
draws them out, not coincidentally relating Russell's conception of
human nature and his social ideals to Chomsky's own (P:KF, x-xi).

Chomsky takes Russell's  1948 Hwma# K#ow/edge as represent-
tative of Russell's  mature (in  fact,  final) position on questions  of
epistemology.7 He sees the mature Russell as redognizing that pure
empiricism alone could not account for the knowledge human be-
ings  obtain.  Both  prescientific  knowledge,  the  knowledge  people
obtain naturally without scientific .reflection, and the philosophical
study of the relationship betvyeen knowledge and experience require
specific  fixed cognitive  inechahisris  for knowledge acquisition.  It
cannot just be bald induction from experience plus generalized rea-
soning capacity, not least because the principle of induction itself,
which is necessary to derive cr#)/frfeing from experience, seems hard
to ground in reason alone. In Russell's words, "Either, therefore, we
know something independently of experience, or science is moon-
shine"  (PKF|  4).  Chomsky believes  that  this  insight  suggests  the
existence of a human nature with certain fixed capacities that it uses
to derive working knowledge from a relatively infomation-poor en-
vironment (although he concedes that Russell might not have agreed
with him on this). Chomsky sees his own work on the nature of hu-
man language as providing insight into how one particular human
capacity works; this insight might be used as a starting point for the
study of other, less accessible human cognitive systems.

This  view of human nature  as having certain fixed capacities
that determine how we are capable of interacting with the world has
certain implications.  It suggests,  for example,  that there  might be
limits to the kinds of knowledge that human beings can have. "We
might say," Chomsky whtes,

Bcfrond E\+issct\, Human Knowledge:  Its Scope and Limits Qlow Yock:.
Simon and Schuster, 1948).
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that our mental constitution permits us to arrive at knowledge
of the world insofar as our innate capacity to create theories
happens to match some aspect of the structure of the world.
By exploring various faculties of the mind, we might, in prin-
ciple, come to understand what theories are more readily ac-
cessible to us than others, or what potential thcories are acces-
sible to us at all, what forms of scientific knowledge.can be at-
tained, if the world is kind enough. to. have the required proper-
ties. Where it is not, we may be able to develop a hind of "intel-
lectual technology" - say, a technique of prediction that will,

.   for some reason, work within  limits - but not to attain what
might properly be called 'scientific understanding or common-
sense knowledge (PKF, 20).

There might,  for example, be languages that from. a purely logical
standpoint do not seem more demanding to lean than English, but
that the cognitive capacities of humaus do not allow them to "pick
up"  as  easily  as  virtually every American or British child  leans
English. Similar constraints might app.Iy to noulinguistic knowledge
systems. Chomsky further suggests that by this view. the principles
demonstrated by human  knowledge  patterns  "are a priori  for the
species - they provide the framework for interpretation of experi-
ence  and  the construction of specific  forms of knowledge on the
basis of experience - but are not necessary or even natural proper-
ties of all imaginable systems that might serve the functions of hu-
man language" (PKF, 44-5).

While rejecting the /abc//a ras¢ thus has many philosophical im-
plications, it is the political implications that attract Chomsky's at-
teathon  .in Problems  Of Knowledge  and  Freedom.  Chormsky  sees
Russell's admission of a fixed human nature with certain definite
capacities as supportive of Russell's political vision The political
ideals that Russell held, according to Chomsky, cannot be sustained
if human beings are as malleable as the /czbzt/a rusa conception of
human nature is accurate. Why demand that the political system be
molded to fit human needs, if human beings can be molded to fit the
political system? The recognition that human nature is richer than
that is the necessary foundation for any social vision based on hu-
man freedom. something that both Russell and Chomsky tried to
construct.

As for Russell's own social vision and conception of human na-
ture, they are lielnahably similar to Chomsky.s. With regard to the



20 PETER sroNE

latter, Russell views humans as free agents whose natural develop-
ment requires opportunities for individual creativity and selfexpres-
sion along with egalitarian and democratic relationships with others.
Chomsky describes this as "a humanistic conception of man. with
due respect  for man's  intrinsic  nature  and the admirable  fom  it
might achieve" (PKF, 54). With regard to the fomer, Russell en-
dorses a fom of social organization similar to those advocated by
anarohists Mikhail Bakunin and Peter Kropotkin.8 These two anar-
chist thinkers, whtes Chomsky,

had in mind a highly organized form of society, but a society
that was organized on the basis of organic units, organic com-
munities. And generally they meant by that the workylace and
the neighborhood, and from those two basic units there could
derive through federal amngements a highly integrated kind
of Social organization, which might be national or even inter-
national in scope (C4 133).

The social vision offered by Russell is appropriate to the modem
age - grounded in his "humanistic conception of man" - also turns
out to be strikingly similar to the libertarian socialism advocated by
Chomsky, a social vision infomed by a conception of human nature
very similar to Russell's.

Any attempt to assimilate Russell's political vision to Chomsky's,
however, must deal with two potential stumbling blcoks. First, there
is  the  matter  of the  rationalist  model of human beings,  in  which

people are born with certain cognitive abilities that do far more than
simply compile data from the environment. Chomsky endorses this
model, identifies elements of it in Russell, and linlrs it to his vision
of human beings as  free creatures  that require both creative self-
expression and  egalitarian social  relations.  But the  link  is  not  as
clear as Chomsky would have it.9 Granted, a coneaption of human
beings  as  totally  malleable  could  not support a vision  of a  free
society,  or  any other  social  vision  for  that matter.  But  the  basic
insight that people have inhom capacities  of one sort or another
could be developed in many different directions, some humane and
enlightened,  some not.  It could be used,  for example, to justify a

8 For e.cample, in B\ussctrs Roads to Freedom: Socialism Ararclism, and

gyF##%£#\nc£=tF\%%y+srtye£#.todchvedighienedpo\±tiied
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patriarchal society on grounds that women  are "built"  differently
than  men.  0leedless  to  say,  this  is  not  a  hypothetical  scenario.)
Indeed, the unenlightened uses of the idea of a fixed human nature
throughout  history  have  arguably  outhumberod  the  enlightened
ones.  It was  recognition  of this  fact,  I  suspect  that led  Russell
himself  to  perceive  a  relationship  between  empiricism  (i.e.,   a
conception of human  nature. that  attributed  much  more  to  social
environment than -to  inborn capacity) and liberal democracy -  for
example, in his essay "Philosophy and Politics." '° This  fact does
not  demolish  Chomsky's  case,  but  it  does  suggest  that  the  Link
between Chomsky's philosophical work on language and the mind
and  the  conception  of  human  nature  he  needs  to  sustain  his
libertarian  socialism  is  even  more  tentative  than  he  has  so  far
admitted.''

Second,  there  is  the  matter  of  anarchism.  As  noted  before,
Chomsky's vision of the appropriate fom of social organization for
a modem industrial society is very similar to that advocated by Rus-
sell. But while Chomsky elriploys the iem `anarehism'  to describe
his approach to social vision, Russell's relationship to the ten  is
ambiguous. On the one hand, he once described anarchism as "the
ultimate idcal to which society should approximate" (cited in PKF,

implications from rationalism and nefarious political implications from em-
piricism, see John Searle, "The Rules of the Language Game," rfroes fz./ertzry
Sapp/emen/, Septeniber 10,  1976 and Bemard Williams, "Where Chomsky
Stands," Ivei(; york Revt.cw a/Boots, November I I , 1976.

Bertland Russell, "Philosophy and Politics," in I/qupf{/ar Essays (New
Yolk: Simon and Schuster,  1950),  I-20.
11 Chomsky is on firmer ground when he links the possibility of creativity
and selfLexpression with a mind fixed within certain limits. "The principles
of mind," he whtes, "provide the scope as well as the limits of human crea-
tivity.  Without such principles, scientific understanding and creative acts
would not be possiblcL [f all h]potheses are initially on a par, then no scien-
tific understanding can possibly be achieved, since there will be no way to
sdect among the vast array of theories compatible with our limited evidence
and, by hypothesis, equally accessible to the mind. One who abandons all
forms, all conditions and constraints, and merely acts in some random and
entirely willful manner is surely not engrged in artistic creation, whatever
else he may be doing" (PKF, 49-50).  A completely uncoustrained  mind,
then, `rmild have difficulty creating or learning anything.  For further dis-
cussion of the link betveen constraints (sdf-imposed or otherwise) and cre-
ative expression, see Ton Elster, «/ysfes I/hooetnd (New York: Cambridge
Univesity Press, 2000), ch. 3.
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59-60). On the other hand, he perceived the social system he advo-
cated - a decentralized, federated system of democratically organ-
ized communities and workplaces - as an alternative to, and not an
embodiment of, anaiehism. (`Guild socialism' was his ten for it, as
Chomsky acknowledges; see PKF, 60.) The difference may be more
or less  terminological;  still,  Russell's  complex  relationship  to  the

. word should make one pause before equating.his political position
withthatofanavdwedanaLchist.likeChomsky.L2

Neither of these stimbling blocks, however, need prove fatal t-o
Chomsky's endeavor. His goal, after all,  is less to assimilate Rus-
sell's political position to his own than to identify political ideas in
Russell's writings that may be of use to social critics today. These
ideas have been developed by Chomsky  in ways  that would seem
strange to Russell, and they certainly require further development in
light of the questions and difficulties posed by them. In the end, how-
ever,  anyone  interested  in  understanding  Russell  the  social  critic
would do well to consult these three books. In doing so, one might
not only lean ;omething about the ideals underlying Russell's so-
cial criticism, one might also lean something about which elements
of those ideals are worth preserving for use by today's social critics.

Political Science Department
Stan ford University
Stanford, CA 94305-6044 USA
peter.stone@stanford.edu

L2 To some extent, the word `socialism. plays a role in Russell.s thought sim-

ilar to that played in Chomsky.s by `anarchism' - designating less a concrete
political system and more a way of formulating social ideals. Indeed, Russell
takes anarchism to be a concrete political system while Chomsky takes it to
be a way of formulating social ideals, and Russell  takes socialism to be a
way of formulating social ideals while Chomsky takes it to be a concrete po-
litical  system.  "Russell bdieved."  Chomsky  writes,  "that  `socialism,  like
ever)thing else that is  vital,  is rather a tendency than a strictly definable
body of doctrine. '  [t shoukL therefore, undergo constant change as society
evolves" (PKF, 58). This fact goes a long way toward explaining why they
agree on so much but have different assessments of anarchism.

BOOK RHVIEW

THEMES SPINOZISTIC, LEIBNIZIAN, AND RUSSELLIAN

WILLIAM EVERDELL

M:awh!ow Stowact.. The Courtier and the Heretic: Leibniz, Spinoza,
and the Fate Of God in the Moder.n irorld,NY.. "orton, 2.006

How can a book on two sevente;nth century rationalists by a busi-
nessman who retired early to study philosophy be important for Rus-
sell studies? Let's begin by recognizing that it is an excellent intro-
duction to  the  history of philosophy,  nearly as  enticing  -  though
hardly as comprehensive -as Russell's own. A longer answer would
have  two  parts:  first,  that  Russell's  mast notorious  legacy  to  the
non-philosophical  reader  has  been  arguments  for  atheism  antici-.
`pated first by Baruch Spinoza and later by the "Spinozists" of the

radical Enlighteninent. Second, Russell's greatest intellectual break-
through, his refounding of ontology on mathematical set theory and
logic, followed immediately on his thorough revaluation of seven-
teenth century philosophy in general and particularly of the philo-
sophy of Gottffied Leibniz, which was a major inspiration for.him.
Indeed,  two  other  early  influences,  Ijouis  Couturat  and  Charles
Sanders Peirce, were Leibniz editors.

Russell's  first book was  about Geman Democratic  Socialism,
his second about Geometry, but his thud was about Leibniz, written
after he took over J. M. E. MCTaggart's introductory historical lec-
tures on philosophy in 1899. ("Accident led me to read Leibniz, be-
cause he had to  be  lecdired upon.")I  The whtings of the  prolific,

polymathic  German  rationalist  were  scattered,  many  unpublished,
and in three  languages,  but Russell knew all three and became  a
good editor. (They are less scattered now; the first real attempt at a
complete edition, begun in  1923  in eight series,  reaches the twen-
tieth printed volume of Series One, the second of Series Seven, and
soon begins going direct to the internet.) Russell was excited to find
in the available texts a sort of Rorschach for his own emerging in-
tellectLral concerns,  especially on the foundations  of mathematics.

t Bettrand Rlussct\, The Autobiograpky Of Bertrand Russell (London.. Etout-

ledge, 2000),  p.136
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In Leibniz he saw, first, an extreme example of the seventeenth cen-
tury's faith - almost an alternative religion i in the apodeictic cer-
tainty of mathematics, and the hope that it could be applied in ways
that would bring all intellectual conflict to an end.

The other aspect of Leibniz's thought that seems to have fasci-
nated Russell was the Geman.s lifeldng struggle with what Leibniz
called "the labyrinth" I- the antinomy of continuity/discontinuity -
and the  fact,  which. is  reinforced by the calculus .that  Leibniz co-
invented, that the numbers on the real number line, and possibly ire
parts of anything (but never the integers), succeed each other with-
out any "between." 2  So arbitrarily small was the separation from .a
real nuniber's predecessor and successor that Leibniz and his con-
temporaries baptized it "infinitesimal." Much of analysis, or the post-
calculus study of functions, has depended on proofs that some sets
with an infinite number of elements sum to a finite number - espec-
ially those whose elements are infinitesimal. The acceptance of this
continuity of number,  and perhaps of sp.ace,  was unavoidable;  but
did that imply that the material universe was sindlarly `composed of
inseparable parts? Or were there places in space that were empty of
matter?

Much of physics since  Leibniz's time has depended on the as-
sumption, as old as Leucippus and Democritus, that the universe is
composed only of matter and void. We -scientists, philosophers and
twenty-first century laypersons alike - still believe that all matter is
made of separable particles, small but never infinitesimal, called mol-
ecules or atoms (later split, to the confusion of Democriteahs, into yet
more integral and separable particles like hadrous or leptous), wliich
have  nothing  at all  between  them.  That doctrine,  called  atomism,
was an obvious threat to religion as far back as Epicurus, and seven-
teenth century European thinkers wrestled continually with the on-

Leibniz's remarks on continuity which are cited by  Russell  in his PA!-/a-
sophy Of Leibniz (\9Ourty come from Lcthri\z. Die philosophische Schrif iten
(ed„  Gerhardt,  Berlin,1875-90):  vl,  pp338, 403,  416;  v2,  pp77,  98,  261,
278, 279, 282, 300, 304, 305, 315, 379, 475, 515, 517;  v3, pp583, 591; v4,

pp91-93, 394, 491; v5, ppl42,144,145, 209; v6, p629; v7, ppl8, 404, 552.
Repeated, in the order Russell took them up in his PAi./asapky a/dei.b#i.z,
1900:  v2, p98, 77;  vl,p403;  v5, pl44,145;  v6, p629;  vl, p338;  v5, p209;
v2,  p305,  315;  v4,  p9l-93,  394;  v2,  p379,  475,  278,  282;  v3,  p583;  v4,
p49l; v5, pl42; vl, p416; v3, p591; v2, p279; v7, pl8; v2, p515, 300, 304;
v7, p404, 552; v2, p261, 517, 304.

SPINOZA AND LEIBNHZ 25

tology of atoms and of void, or empty space, and its atheistic impli-
catious. If gods or God were not made of atoms, their existence was
less likely, and if the void was truly empty, there might be no place
for them. More crucially, if all the carises of change could be reduced
to the consequences of encounters of atoms, and if; as Epicums and
I,ucretius had argued, there was a random element, or "swerve," in
atomic motions, there was no necessity for God or gods to intervene
in the cosmos at all. On' this- great question Pascal went one way,
Spinoza the other, and Leibniz clung to the middle of the road.

For Matthew Stewart, the great issue in Leibniz.s life is neither
mathematical logic nor continuity, but whether he is capable of ac- .
knowledging  the  atheistic  implications  of virtually  all  his  philo-
sophical work. Matthew sets up Spinoza as the lone climber defend-
ing  the  heretical proposition (nearly unthinkable  in  his  time)  that
there is no God separate from the material universe, nor any scrip-
ture or other supernatural self-revelation of its being or activities.
Leibniz he suits up for this bout as "the courtier," a paradigmatic
compromiser of truth for community - eveh conviviality - trying to
negotiate a theist peace among the warring thedlogiaus and the dis-
dainful  atheists.  The only meetings  between  Spinoza  and  Leibniz
were  in  November  1676,  when  Leibniz  visited  Spinoza  in  The
Hague;  during  that month  the  two  had  frequently discussions  to-
gether. These meetings serves Stewart as the fulcrum of his narra-
tive, and what the two said to each other, which is almost complete-
ly undocumented, is teased out of other sources and woven into a

paradigmatic confrontation between the  lonely courage of atheism
and the busy hypocrisy of religious diplomacy.

In the process, the reader gets a good introduction to the philo-
sophical interests and achievements of both men,  as  Stewart skill-
fully  attaches  them  to  their  memorably  described  characters.  For
Leibniz, in Chapter 5, "God's Attorney," Stewart gives a summary
of the  aims set forth by the  25-yearold Leibniz  in his  ultimately
successful attempt to secure the lifetime patronage of the Elector of
Harmover. He had aheady achieved some of them: a universal math-
ematical language, proof of the existence of the vacuum, a mathe-
matical account of motion, a calculating machine, three new optical
devices, a means of measuring longitude, a submarine, an air com-
pressor pump, a summary of natural law jurisprudence, a solution to
the mind-body problem, t`ro arguments for the Catholic do6trine of
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transubstantiation, and proof of the two principles . that everything
has a sufficient reason for.being, and that the ultimate reason for all
things is God ®p 89-90).

Spino2a's philosophical career is to be found largely in the even~
numbered chapters. He began it by publishing a laudatory critical
summary of Descades. He then followed the modest success of this
work with a book that was to resonate through the next centny- and
a.haif as the first comprehensive and thoroughgoing attack on scrip-
turalism, or what Americans would call the fundamentalist reading
of the Brbhe.. The Tractatus Theologo-Politicus |Theological-Politi-
ca/ rrcafise,  1670]. Discussed at length in Chapter 6, "The Hero of
the People," the  rrtzctafus maintains that the Bible, especially the
Hebrew Bible,  is <to be read as history - the  fragmentary history,
corrupted by nyth and wishful thinking, of a people foolishly con-
vinced that they were favorites of God. The E/rfe!.cs, published post-
humously in  1678,  escapes the careful attention Stewart. gives the
rrtzcfajus,  but it  is  not misrepresented,  least of all  its  remarkable
materialist pantheism, -expressed in the famous phrase, "Dezrs, sz.ve
Ivafwrtz."  ("God or Nature.")  The  poet Novalis  may have thought
Spinoza, "a man dnmk with God," and Einstein may have `foelieve[d]
in Spinoza's God who  reveals himself in the orderly hamony of
what exists, not in a God who concerns himself with the fates and
actions of human beings,"3  but for the "Spinozists" of the French
and  later Enlightenments,  Spinoza  was  simply  the  first  thorough-

going scientific athofst.
For  Bertrand  Russell  both  Leibniz  and  Spinoza  were  monu-

ments of Western Philosophy. For Matthew Stewart, they are just as
monumental, but Spinoza, who influenced Russell less, is a perse-
cuted hero in Stewart's story, and Leibniz, who influenced Russell
much more, is a convivial, compromising coward. I doubt Russell
was either of those, and I think Stewart exaggerates his characteri-
2atious; but the reader will enjoy the argument and should judge for
him- or herself, as my high-school juniors and seniors have this year.

William R. Everdell teaches History at St. Ann's School, Brooklyn,
NY, and is working on a book on the evangelical countercenlighien-
ment.

Einstein to  Rabbi Hefoert S.  Goldstein (1929)  in  answer to Goldstein's
telegraphed question .whether he believed in God

DISCUSSION

IS ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY AN ILLUSION?
A REPLY TO PRESTON

MICHAEL BEANEY

In his paper on `The Implications of Recent Work in the History of•Analytic.Philosophy',I  Aaron Preston offers a sketch of the history

of conceptualizatious of analytic philosophy and argues that the genre
of "analytic philosophy" is an illusion. Preston is right to point out
some of the problems that face attempts to define `analyti6 philoso-
phy', but he draws the wrong conclusion from his historiographical
investigations.  Indeed, that conclusion undermines the value of his
investigations. There may be no set of views accepted by all and only
those who.have traditionally been regarded as analytic philosophers,
but that does not mean that analytic philosop.hy does not exist; it just
means that we need to conceptualize it more carefully. Preston's pa-

per has three sections. I shall comment on each in turn.

I  APPROACHES TO THE HISTORY OF ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

In the first section of his paper, Preston distinguishes three stages in
the history of conceptualizations of analytic philosophy. The first he
calls "proto-history", involving first-hand accounts by those working
in the fomative period of analytic philosophy. The second is "new
wave histoly' (seen as pursued by Nicholas Griffin, Peter Hacker,
Peter Hylton, and me, among others), which challenges the received
views, and seeks to offer accounts more faithful to the actual history
of analytic philosophy. The third is "analytic histoly' (exemplified,
most notably, by Michael Dummett and Scott Soames), which pro-
vides rational reconstructions of the history of analytic philosophy.

Preston is right to identify a "proto-historical" stage, since first-
hand accounts do  indeed coustrfute important data without adding
up to an historical story in themselves. But Preston fails to stress the
multifarious and often inconsistent nature of this data. The period
Preston has in mind runs from roughly 1900 to 1950, but there were

I Preston 2005. [n what follows, page references are to this paper.
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significant developments within this period, mostly notably, in rela-
tion to the linguistic turn, which was atguably only properly taken by
Wittgeustein in the  rrac/at«s. According to Preston, the "tendency
among proto-histbrical authors" was to treat the view that the analy-
sis of language was the method of philosophy as "the central doc-
trine of analytic philosophy" ®.  12). But as Preston later recognizes

®.  16), this was not the view of R-ussell and Moore in the carly phase
of'an;lytic philosophy, and indeed, even in his  later 'work, Mobre
rejected the view. Yet in talking of this as the ``received view", Pres-
ton persists in regarding the proto-historical stage as being far more
unified than it actually was,

I also find it surprising that Preston treats "analytic -histoly' as a
third stage, suggesting as it does that it is a response to "new wave
history..  A,dmittediy. Dummett. s Origins Of Analytical Philosopky
(1993)  was  published a/fer the  pioneering  work of Hylton (1990)
and Griffin (1991) on Russell, and Soames'  two volumes on P4i./o-
sophical Analysis in the Twentieth Century (2003) heIve only rece"+
ly appeared.  Yet these are retrograde works,  taking us back to the
historiographically  primiti.ve  days  of "rational  recoustructious"  of
the kind illustrated .by Dummett's first book, Frege.. P^J./osopky a/
£angc/czge (1973).  Preston acknowledges the deficiencies of Dum-
mett's and Soames' contributions to the history of analytic philoso-

phy, but provides no justification for regarding them as in any way
evolving  ow/  a/ new  wave  history.  If anything,  I  would  have  re-
versed the order:  the geure of analytic history came into being be-
fore new wave history. At the very least, it would have been better
to have seen analytic history and new wave history as just two ap-

proaches  to  the  history of analytic philosophy.  The  former has  its
merits, but in my view, the latter is far more sophisticated, historio-
graphically, and takes seriously the aim of getting the history rz'gAf.2
2 Preston admits in fn.  I  that "Some works may occur out of sequence and

others may not fit precisely into a category but be transitional stages with
charactedstics of several stages".  Nevertheless,  he claims, "These are ex-
ceptions  ...  the general  trend of development  is  well  represented by this
three stage schema".  As far as his second and third stages are concerned,
however,  I think he is  mistaken.  Most of those working on the history of
analytic philosophy today want to go beyond mere "rational reconstruction".
Dummett and  Soames have been widely criticized for getting the history
wrong.  For criticism of Soames,  for example,  see Kremer 2005,  Beaney
2006.
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2  DEFINING `ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY'

In the second section of his paper, Preston takes the taxonomy of
definitious  of analytic  philosophy offered by Haus-Johann Glock
(2004),  and claims  that only doctrinal  definitions are of the  right
kind to identify a philosophical school.  Preston dismisses,. in other
words, topical, methodoLogical, stylistic, genetic, and family resem-
blance characterizatious of analytic philosophy.  But I find his rea-
s;us for this dismissal unconvincing. Even if we allow that philoso-

phical schools are individuated by their doctrines, this does not ex-
clude consideration of other features, since, for any characterization
in terms of some other feature, a corresponding doctrine can always
be formulated. Assume, for example, that a certain method of analy-
sis is dis.tinctive of analytic philosophy. Then a corresponding doc-
trine can be  formulated to  the  effect that  this  method is  a central
method of philosophy. Even in the case of genetic or family resem-
blance characterizatious, colTesponding doctrines can be formulated.
Analiric philosophy might be (partly) defined, say, by the view that
Frege's and Russell's work is an essential point of reference in dis-
cussions of fundamental issues in the philosophy of language, logic
and mathematics.3

Preston suggests that what -unites a pAz./asapAj.ca/ scAoo/ is its set
of defining doctrines. But if this is how `philosophical school'  is to
be understood, then analytic philosophy should not be thought of as
a philosophical school. There have been periods in the history of ana-
1ytic philosophy when philosophical schools (in something like the
sense Preston has in mind) were important parts of it - most notably,
during the late  1920s and early  1930s, when the Cambridge School
of Analysis (so-called at the time) and the Vienna Circle were active.4
But as `analytic philosophy' has come to be used today, it has a far
broader sense,  encompassing  a  range of subtraditious,  as  I  would
describe it. This is precisely what makes it appropriate to consider
topical,  methodological,  stylistic,  genetic,  and  family resemblance
features in characterizing analytic philosophy. In this respect, analy-
tic philosophy might be compared to the religious movement we call

Again, in a footnote later on, Preston admits that we can see "non-doctrin-
aL definitions as containing implicit doctrinal definitions" (fu. 8).  But then I
am baffled as to why he didn't make this point in the section where he dis-
cLLsses definitions of analytic philosophy.

Cf. Bcaney 2003, §§ 6.6, 6.7.
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`Christianity', regarded as composed of the Roman Catholic Church,

the  Anglican Church,  the  Methodist Churoh;  and so  on.  Analytic
philosophy is no more a single school than Christianity is a single
church. Of course, we might say that Christianity is united in its be-
lief in the divinity of Jesus Christ, but this is manifested in so many
different ways  that a full characterization requires specification of
the different conceptions, creeds, pracdees, etc., that define the con-
stituent chuehes. h assu.ming that analytic philosophy must be con-
stnred as a philosophical scho.ol, Preston has misunderstood the na-
ture of what it is he is attempting to explain.

3 pRESTON's ILLusroN[sM

Having rejected "non-doctrinal" (descriptive) definitions of analytic

philosophy, Preston offers an altemative (evaluntive) taxonomy in the
third and fmal section of his paper. Under the general heading of doc-
trinal definitions, he first distinguishes between "traditional" and "re-
visionist" definitions, and then divides the .former into "benighted"
and "illusionist" definitions.5 Traditional definitions he simply char-
acterizes as "doctrinal definitions that keep to the received view'., that
is, the view that analytic philosophy is prindly concerned with the
analysis of language (p. 23). He takes these definitions to have been
undemined  by  new  wave  history.  This  leaves  revisionist  defini-
tions,  which reclassify philosophers  according to  some  alternative
definition. Ray Monk, L. J. Cohen and Dagfinn Fgllesdal are given
as examples of revisionist historians of analytic philosophy. But by
reclassifying, Preston argues, revisionism fails to explain "first, ana-
lytic philosophy's meteoric rise to power in the twentieth century,
and, second, the fact that, even if there never was any real philoso-
phical unity in analytic philosophy,  it was for a long time thought
that there was, and that it consisted in a metaphilosophical view ac-
cording to which the nature of the philosophical enterprise was lin-
guistic" (p. 26).

I agree that an account of analytic philosophy must explain its
rise and the various conceptualizatious of it (including its own seLf-
images). But I was puzzled by the comer that Preston seems to have

5 The diagram that Preston offers on p.  22 in introducing his ta}¢onomy is

misleading,  for  it suggests  that  the  final  subdivision  is a division  within
"revisionist" definitions, whereas Preston says on p. 27 that the subdivision

is within "traditional" definitions.
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painted himself into.  For in rejecting both non-doctrinal  and revi-
sionist definitions, all Preston finds himself left with is the tradition-.
al doctrinal definition - the "received view", as he altematively calls
it. But this, too, he describes as "not accurate" ®. 23).. So where are
we left? This is where his distinction between "benighted" and "illu-
sionist" definitions comes in. According to Preston, benighted tradi-
tiQnalists accept the reeeived view, but fail to realize its inadequacy, .
illusionists, however, do realize its inadequacy, brit still manage to
"accept" it. What the illusionist rejects is the following assumption:

(I) Analytic philosophy is a philosophical school.

But in rejecting (I), he claims, the illusionist is not thereby commit-
ted to finding a nondoctrinal definition. Preston intes:

the illusionist does not pretend, as those who offer nonrdoctrinal
definitions do, that the lack of defining doctrines doesn't matter
to a.nalytic philosophy's nature as a philosophical school, and
that the group represented by the received view can be recast
as  something  lacking  philosophical  unity  without  destroying  .
its  philosophical  nature  and  legitimacy.  Instead,  recognizing
the centrality of the received view to the actual, historical devel-
opments associated with the name "analytic philosophy" (and
vz.ce-ve7:Sa),  illusionists  allow  it to  exercise  total  control over
the definition of analytic philosophy:  for the illusionist, analy-
tic philosophy is exactly what the received view says it is.

In this respect,  the  illusionist view endorses  a traditional
definition.  However,  while  other  traditional  definitio.ns  con-
flict  with [the  results  of new  wave  history],  the  illusionist  is
saved from this precisely by treating analytic philosophy as an
illusion. Thus, the illusionist is a traditionalist concerning whaf
analytic philosophy is supposed to be,  but differs  from other
traditionalists  concerning  who/Aer  analytic  philosophy  exists
at all. ®. 27)

According  to  Preston,  then,  `analytic  philosophy'  does  indeed
mean what the received view says it means;  it is just that there is
nothing answering to that description. Denying the existence of an-
alytic philosophy, however, cannot be the right conclusion to draw
from new wave history, and is inconsistent with Preston's own talk
of analytic philosophy in his paper. For if analytic philosophy does
not exist, then what is Preston doing in whting about the history of
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analytic philosophy? He stresses the need - quite rightly - to explain
the rise of analytic philosophy and the various conceptualizatious of
it; but what, then. is being explained? Clearly, there must be some-
thing that is the object of all the ®r-oductive and legitimate) work
that is currently being done on the history of analytic philosophy.
That ot.ject may not constitute a "philosophical school", as Preston
understands it, but there are certain figures widely regarded as ana-
lytic philosophers, such is Frege, Russell, Moore, Wittgeustein and
Camap, whose work is the source of the variety of interconnected
approaches and subtraditious that fall under the general umbrella of
`analytic philosophy' .

The inconsistency in Preston's position is reflected in a crucial
ambiguity in his talk of rejecting (1). That ambiguity can be brought
out if we construe `analytic philosophy' as a definite description and
interpret ( I ) along the lines of Russell's theory of descriptions:

(1*)     There is one and onlyone thing that is analytic philosophy
and whatever is analytic philosophy is a philosophical
school.

This can be false in three different ways, if either of the following is
true;

(a)  there is no such thing as analytic philosophy, i.e., analytic
philosophy does not exist at all;

(b)  there is more than one thing that is analytic philosophy;

(c)  whatever is analytic philosophy is not a philosophical school.

Preston fails to distinguish the three different ways in which (I)
might be regarded as false - ironically, given the status of Russell's
theory of descriptions as a paradigm of analytic philosophy. There
may be  grounds  for rejecting (I) because a))  is true,  i.e., because
there is more than one thing denoted by `analytic philosophy'. But
the key contrast, as far as Preston's paper is concerned, is betwreen
rejecting (1) because (a) is true and rejecting (I) because (c) is true.
On Preston's view, new wave historians reject (1) by takiiig (c) as
true. But Preston himself seems to slide between rejeeting it by taking
(c) as true and rejecting it by taking (a) as froe. Or rather, what seeius
to be happening is that he takes the liejection of (1) because (c) is
true to imply rejection of (1) because (a) is tine. But this is clearly a
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»o« segztt./zfr. Analytic philosophy may not be a philosophical school,
but that does not mean that it does not exist at all.

Preston would presumably reply that what is really doing the work
here  is  his definitional argument.  Once one accepts the `.`reeeived
view" as the definition of analytic philosophy, one seems forced to
conclude that there is nothing answering to it (or nothing like what
one. wanted). But in my view, given the widespread use of `anal`ytic

philosophy'  today,  any such  implication constitutes  a  redz¢cfz.o ¢d
abszfndztm of the definition. Preston himself talks freely of analytic

philosophy in his paper,  and provides no reason for accepting the
received view,  other than that it is the received view.  This makes
me suspect that he is also relying on new wave history to  support
his rejection of (I). But as I have shown, one can reject (I) without
denying  the  existence  of analytic  philosophy  altogether.  What  is
illusory is the received view itself.

The main metaphilosophical argument of Preston. s paper seems
to boil down to this.  `Analytic philosophy', if it means anything at
all, must refer to a philosophical school; and the only candidate i-s a
school defined by its endorsement of the doctrine that the method of
philosophy is linguistic analysis. But there is no such school. There-
fore there is no such thing as analytic philosophy. The objcotion to
this argument can be stated with equal brevity. There is no reason to
accept the assumption that analytic philosophy must be a school, just
as there is no reason to accept the received view as the definition of
analytic philosophy.  Analytic philosophy,  as  it has developed and
ramified from its sources in the work of Frege, Russell, Moore and
Wittgeustein, is a complex movement; and the task is to make sense
of this with the help of all the conceptualizatious - doctrinal, topical,
methodological, and so on - that have been offered throughout its
history. Dismissing all but doctrinal definitions, and then endorsing
just the "received  viewl'  -  in effect,  defining analytic  philosophy
away - is a perverse way to understand such a complex historical
movement.

Of course, this is not to say that there are no illusions about the
nature of analytic philosophy lurking in its history. On the contrary,
there are all sorts of misconceptions and confused self-images, not
least aha-ut its supposed unity, and Preston is quite right to draw our
attention to  these.  But an exposition of these  misconceptions  can
proceed alongside a satisfying account of the history of analytic phil-
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osophy which does not undemine itself by denying tlie existence of
analytic philosophy.  Fortunately, Preston's own practice belies his
theory. In his paper, and no doubt in his ongoing wolk, Preston pre-
supposes that there is a movement worth exploring. I ;in sure that
his historiographical investigations will make a useful contribution
to our understanding of the history of ana.Iytic philosophy.. But I am
even more sure that this can be pursued without talcing analytic phil-
osophy itself to be an illusion.6
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REPLY TO BEAVEY .

AARON PRESTON

I. BEANEY 0N MY HISTORY 0F
CONCEPTIONS 0F ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY

In my article .`Implica.tions of Recent Work in the History of Analy-
tic Philosophy', I arg.ue that among histories of analytic philosop.hy
we shoulld recognize an initial stage of "proto-history" made up of
"contelnporaneous first-hand accounts of analytic philosophy in its

early and middle stages (approximately  1900-1950),  and hear-con-
temporaneous,  memoir-like accounts of the same."I  A notable fea-
ture of this work is the convergence of opinion in a "received view"
of analgivic philosophy, according to which it originated around the
turn of the 20th century, in the work of Moore and Russell, in a re-
volutionary break not only from British Idealism but from tradition-
al  philosophy on  the  whole,  all  because  of the  metaphilosophical
view that philosophy just is the analysis of language.

While Michael Beaney agrees tha.t we should recognize a proto-
historical stage in histories of analytic philosophy, he disagrees with
me about the existence of a received view.  Beaney objects that "in
talking of this as the  `received view', Preston persists in regarding
the proto-historical stage as being  far more unified than it actually
was", and that I "fail to stress the multifarious and often incousis-
tent nature" of the proto-historical data. As a counterexample to my
claing Beaney cites the fact that, whereas I claim that ``the `tenden-
cy among  proto-historical  authors'  was  to  treat  the  view  that  the
analysis of language was the method of philosophy as  `the central
doctrine of analytic philosophy'  . . . this was not the view of Russell
and Moore  in the  early phase of analytic  philosophy,  and  indeed,
even in his later work, Moore rejected the view" - facts that I my-
self acknowledge.

However,  this  is  not a counterexample  to  my claim -  though
neither Moore nor Russell accepted the linguistic view of philoso-

• Considerations of space have required that I cut my reply to about half its

original I-ength. The full version is available at
blogs.valpo.edu/apreston/files/2008/01/reply-to-beaney.doc.
I  Aaron Preston,  `Implications of Recent Work in the History of Analytic

Ph.\\osapky..  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Quarterly  no.  \27  (ALugust  200S),
1 I -30.
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phy and Moore explicitly disavowed having ever held that view,
these facts do not count as proto-historical data on my view. Again,
proto-history  consists  in  contemporaneous  first-hand  accounts  o/
a7zafyde PAI./osapAy in its early and middle stages, and ridareontem-

poraneous, memoir-like accounts of the same. The texts from which
the current, nonlinguistic understanding of Moorean and Russellian
analysis are derived, texts like `The Nature of Judgment', `The Re-
futation of ldealism', `On Denoting., and. 7l['e Prl.ncf.p/es a/A4la/Ae-
mafi.cs, are not accounts of analytic philosophy, nor is Moore's dis-
avowal in the Library Of Living Philosophers siroh zin accoiut.  AIL
of these are data for histories of analytic philosophy, of cou.ise, but
they are not themselves histories of analytic philosophy.

In order to qualify as proto-history as I use the terng a text must
involve explicit reflection on analytic philosophy as swch, concep-
tualized as a movement attached to some philosophical views. That
is, to count as a reflection upon analytic philosophy as sacft, a reflec-
tion.must have to do with either the movement or the views of the
movement cap/I.ci.//y rccog#i.zed as swcA. And so, not even Mbbre's
1942 disavowal counts;  for while it is a reflection on philosophic.al
views and methods, these are presented only as Moore's owrL not as
the views and methods of a movement, let alone the movement then
dominating  academic  philosophy  in  the  English  speaking  world.
Though Moore acknowledges that his metaphilosophical and meth-
odological views had been widely misunderstood, the notion that a
movement  had  been  founded  on  this  misunderstanding  is  hardly
even adumbrated in Moore' s disavowal.

Even less do the early works of Moore and Russell (1898-1915,
say),  in which they developed their views about ~ or at least their
techniques of -philosophical analysis, count as proto-history in my
sense.  While there are plenty of reflections on philosophical views
and methods to be found in these early works, these are not reflec-
tious  on  analytic  philosophy  as  such.  Indeed,  they  could  not  be,
since  the  category  `analytic  philosophy'  seems  to  have  emerged
only around  1930. To treat these early works as containing reflec-
tious o# a#a/y/I.c pAj./asapAy in any sense at all requires that we read
them anachronistically, in light of the fact that, several decades after
they were written, they came to be understood as belonging to the
textual canon  of a school  called  `analytic  philosophy',  and  as  in-
volving reflections on /Aa/ sc4oo/ 's views and methods.
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To sum up, the sources which reveal diversity I." analytic philo-
sophy in its early to  middle  stages do  not also  reveal diversity of
opinion abowf analytic philosophy during those stages, for the simple
reason that they do not contain any reflection about analytic philo-
sophy 4s swcA. On the other hand, every text prior to  1970 -and a
great many thereafter - that does contain reflection on analytic phil-
osophy as swch represents it along the lines of the received view.

•Beaney also finds it ".surprising that Preston should have tre.ate.d
`analytic-history' as a third stage, suggesting as it does that it is a re-

sponse to `new-wave history' ....  If anything," he objects, "I would
have reversed the order: the gene of analytic history came into be-
ing before new-wave history. At the very least, it would have been
better to have seen analytic history and new-wave history as just two

approaches to th.e history of anal.ytic philosophy."
This is a legitimate objection. The proper sequence of these two

types of history is difficult to detemine, and there are good reasons
for prefe.rring either of Beaney's suggested alternatives. However, I
think there are also good reasons for thinking that the new-wavers
conditioned the emergence of analytic history - for instance,  with-
out the challenge to the traditional analytic self-conception brought
al)out by the new-wave historians, there would have been little mo-
tive for hard-core analytic philosophers to chronicle the  history of
their own movement - and that is why I placed analytic philosophy
third.  Ultimately,  however, I don't think that much of significance
hangs in the balance between my way of characterizing the relation-
ship between these two types of historiography and either of those
suggested by Beaney. All three perspectives allow us to pick out an-
alytic history as a distinct type in order to highlight its deficiencies,
and that, I take it, is the most important reason for making the dis-
tinction between it and new-wave history.

11. WORRIES ABOUT DOCTRINAL DEFINITION

In the second section of my paper, I offered a metaphilosophical ar-

gument for the  view that philosophical schools  should be defined
doctrinally,  to  which  Beaney  objects  that  nonrdoctrinal  criteria
should be allowed as  well.  I agree.  My view is  that doctrines are
necessary  but  not  always  sufficient  for  defining  a  philosophical
school, so that nonrdoctrinal features caH fomi part of the content
of a school's definition. However, this may have been obscured by
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the rigid delineation of the taxonomic categories employed  in my
article. The taxonomy served the purpose of framing a concise dis-.
cussion of the varieties of definition that have been proposed, but it
did not allow for the possibility of hybrid.definitions containing both
doctrinal and non-doctrinal elements. Consequently, by arguing for
doctrinal definitions over against all other "pure" types, I'm afiaid it
may have seemed that I was arguing that nothing but doctrines shouk]
show up in a definition for a philosophical school. T9 the contrary, I
think that nonrdcotrinal features may be helpful, even indispensable,
in discerning what a given figure or group's doctrines (views) really
were, and also that they may themselves serve as part of a sch.ool's
definition. However, among the "pure" categories of the taxonomy,
I still think that only doctrinal definitions are suited to pick out phil-
osophical  schools,  because  philosophy  is  essentially  a  theoretical
enterprise. Even in a hybrid definition, doctrinal elements will count
as more fundamental than non-docrinal ones, since the doctrinal ele-
ments are necessary (though perhaps not sufficient) for the school to
be a. philosophical one.

Beaney also offers a second objection, saying that, if a philosol
phical school is to be a thing of doctrines, ``then analytic philosophy
should not be thought of as a philosophical school". His argument is
based on the current use of `analytic philosophy' :

as `analytic philosophy' has come to be used today, it has a far broad-
er sense, encompassing a range of subtraditious, as I would describe
it.  This  is  precisely what  makes  it appropriate  to  consider topical,
methodological, stylistic, genetic, and family resemblance features
in characterizing analytic philosophy

I will put off commenting upon this "argument from current use" un-
til the next section, for it reappears in Beaney's argument against il-
lusionism.

Ill.  WORRIES ABOUT THE ILLUSIONIST THESIS

Beaney points out that there is "a crucial ambiguity" in my claim that
on the illusionist view analytic philosophy is not a real philosophi-
cal school, and he does a nice job of disambiguating the claim by
applying  Russell's  theory  of descriptions.  Rephrasing  the  view  I
claim is false as,

(I *)   There is one and only one thing that is analytic philosophy and
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whatever is analytic philosophy is a philosophical school.

Beaney explains that it can be false in three different ways:

(a) there is no such thing as analytic philosophy, i.e., analytic philo-
sophy does not exist at all;

a)) there is more than.one thing that is analytic philosophy;

(c) whatever is analytic philos6phy is not a philosophical school.

Now, Beaney is correct to note that I did not distinguish these
three ways in which the claim could be false. And he is also correct
to say that my Own talk of analytic philosophy seems to oscillate be-
tween (a) and something like (c). On the one hand, in the context of
presenting the illusionist view, I claim (a); but, as Beaney notes, in
setting up the argument that leads 'me to the illusionist view, "Pres-
ton hius.elf talks freely of analytic philosophy," in such a way that I
seem to presuppose the existence of some reality designated by the
name. And, of course, lots of people talk about analytic philosophy
in this way. Thus, he concludes, "there must be something that is the
object of all the ®roductive and legitimate)  work that is currently
being done on the history of analytic philosophy."  But if there  is
soriething that is the object of all this work, and it is not, as I claim,
a philosophical school,  then  the "analytic philosophy"  of which  I
speak must be something other than a philosophical school, just as

(c) has it.
I agree with Beaney that there is something that is the object of

all the productive and legitimate work that is cunently being done
on the history of analytic philosophy, in the sense that claims made
about "analytic philosophy" in the context of this research frequent-
ly have referents, and sometimes even a common referent. I take it
that the referent of `analytic philosophy'  is some subset of the vast
network of persons,  ideas,  and events in philosophy from the  late
l9th through (so far) the early 21 st centuries (hereafter "the subset").
For example, wolk in the history of analytic philosophy investigates
the relationships among Moore, Russell, and the British Idealists; it
traces the development of Russell's or Wittgeustein's thought, or the
relationships betveen their thought and Frege's; it reconsiders the na-
ture and aims of logical positivism; and so on. These figures, their
thoughts, the lchtiouships of influence among them, the events in
which they were involved ~ all of these are real and a great many of
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them, by convention and by tradition, fall under the heeding `analy-
tic philosophy' .

However, while I grant that the subset can serve as the objectl
referent of `analytic philosophy' when the ten is used in the con-
text of productive and legitimate historical work, I would not want
to.define `analytic philosophy' in terms of it, as Beaney seems pre-
pared to do when he says:

Once one accepts the "received view" as the definition of ang-
lytic philosophy, one seems forced to conclude that there is no-
thing answering to it (or nothing like what one wanted). But in
my view, given the widespread use of `analytic philosophy' to-
day, any such implication constitutes a redwcfz.a nd absetrdiow
of the definition.

Here again we are confronted with an "argument from current use".
This type of argument first confronted us in section 11, where Beaney
was prepared to deny the peed for doctrinal definition on the grounds
that (i)  current use  is sufflcient to define analytic philosopdy, and
(ii) current use revcals `analytic philosophy' to be an umbrella-term
designating "a range of subtraditious" exhibiting no thoroughgoing
doctrinal unity, but only a "family resemblance" of belief and prac-
tice. Now he argues that current use nullifies the illusionist approach
on the basis of the additional assumption that (iii) since people talk
so  much  about ``analytic  philosophy"  today,  there  must be some-
thing non-illusory answering to this talk.

But there are problems with this approach to defining `analytic

philosophy'. By way of explanation, let me first note that (iii) is by
no means clearly true. Contra Beaney, it is far from clear that there
mz4sf be an object answering to all the current talk of, and work on,
analytic philosophy. As the later Wittgeustein showed us, discourse
about a nonexistent object might easily be carriedron in the context
of an established "language game" without anyone expressly realiz-
ing that the object under discussion is non-existent (e.g., the "beetle
in the box"). So long as `analytic philosophy' has a use in some lan-
guage game - which it does - it  is possible (in prineiple) to  talk
about analytic philosophy till the cows come home without here
actually being any such thing. In such a case, the question to ask is
not  "what  is  analytic  philosophy?",  but  "why  did  peaple  start
speaking of analytic philosoply?", that is, "why does this langtlage-
game exist in the first place?"

REPLY T0 BEANEY 41

Still, it makes good sense to suppose that all the contemporary
talk about analytic  philosophy corresponds to something  non-illu-
sory, as Beaney's (iii) has it. I am happy to affirm this and to say
that this is the subset. However, only the correct subset will do, and
correetness here can only be judged in light of a prefeITed way of
carving up the socio-historical landscape .of philosophy.  Indeed, by
limiting the relevant portion of that landscape to the late  l9th cen-
tury and after, .I have already inrtyorted part of this preferred way in-
to my description of the sub.set. But this preferred way will in turn
depend upon a prior. conceptualization of analytic philosophy:  it is
because I take analytic philosophy to be ffeis and not /4a/ that I asso-
ciate it with just /4ese bits of the socio-historical landscape of philo-
sophy.

Because demarcating the correct subset requires a prior concept-
tion of analytic philosophy, our ultimate sense of what analytic phil-
osophy is-, our definition of ahaLytic philosophy, cannot be framed
solely in terms of the subset. Nor can we  let current use caITy the
weight of demarcation, for several reasons. First, if Beaney's sense
of current use is correct, the tern picks out ``a range of subtraditious";
but this is just another way of saying that it picks out the subset (or
several subsets of the subset). Thus, just as we cannot define analytic

philosophy in terms of the subset, we cannot define it in terms of "a
range of subtraditious",  since we will have  to justify our selection
of some range as the correct range.

To this, Beaney may reply that current use itself is what justifies
the selection:  since /#!.a is what everyone today means by `analytic

philosophy', /Az.s just is what the tern means today. However, sec-
ond, current use is not sufficiently unifomi to demarcate a common
conception of analytic philosophy. This is demonstrated most vivid-
ly by the existence of radical revisionist deflnitious of analytic phil-
osophy that make Aquinas or Husserl analytic philosophers. Unless
we exclude these from current use, we will not be able to find a com-
mon conception of analytic philosophy in culTent use. But we can't
simply choose to exclude these definitions without begging the ques-
tion against them. So, Beaney's assumption (ii) seems to be false as
well.

Third, even if current use was sufficient to provide a common
conception, it would still be legitimate - and historically necessary
- to  ask  why  and  how  the  "analytic  philosophy"  language-game
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began and why it is as it is. This is a question about the history of
analytic 'philosophy that Cannot be answered just by looking to the
term's current use.  Rather, the question has a historical answer.  In
my book, I outli.ne the answer as follows:

...the'  very   fact   that   AP   [analytic   phiLosophy]   exists   as
something to be discussed under a single name is historically
and  hence  unalterably -  I  am  tempted  to  say  necessarily -•conneete-d to  .. .  the early success of a particular philosophied

outlook in-securing both (I) the attention and (2) the loyalty of
academic philosophers both (3) in places that mattered (and so
at pres/t.gz.oar  intuitions)  and  (4)  in numbers  Large  enough  to
generate  the  kind  of regular  and  widespread  discussion  that
would  both  (5)  require  the  coining  of a  new  term  and  (6)
explain  that  term's  subsequent  entrenchment  as  one  of the
most familial in the philosophical lexicon .... 2

And, so far as the historical record is concerned, the philosophical
outlook in question was the linguistic thesis, the metaphiLosophical
view that philosophy just is the analysis of language, and its corol-
Laries -just as the "received view" or "traditional conception" has it.

Fourth,  and  finally,  since  the  origins  of the  "analytic  philo-
sophy" language-game can be traced back to around 1930, and since
the rules of the game have developed and been modifled over time
(indeed,  current  use  simply  represents  the  most  recent  modifica-
tions), a definition based on current use alone would not be histori-
cally illuminating and could easily be historically misleading.
•    So, it seems that a definition framed in terms of current use will

not be adequate  for saying what analytic  philosophy is sI-mpi.c!fer,
since it is a historically extended entity whose status as a subject of
conversation depends in various ways upon the received view. Nor
will such a definition be  legitimate  for guiding historical work on
analytic philosophy. Consequently, Beaney's assumption (i) is false,
and his arguments from common use fail to undermine my views.

Let us return now to Beaney's main chjection, raised at the be-
ginning of this section: namely, that I failed to disanbiguate (1*) by
not saying which of (a), (b), or (c) I meant. Earlier, I clarified that I
meant(a) in the context of presenting the illusionist view. and that I
meant some/fa!.#g /I.ke (c) in setting up the argument that leads to it.

2  Analytic Philosopky: The History Of an Illusion. Ilondon andNow Yck:.

Continuum, 2007, pp.  1-2

REPLY TO BEANEY 43

Beaney suggested that my meaning (c) was necessary since, other-
wise,  there would be no object for the talk of analytic philosophy
that I engaged in. Though an object is not required for meaningful
talk, but only an established language-game in which the term has a
use, I nonetheless agree that there is an object of such talk: "the sub-
set". However, I would not call this "analytic philosophy" 5z..mp/jcz./er,
br say that analytic  philosophy /.I"j z's this.subset.  Consequently,  I
am going  to  resist acceding to  Beaney's  (c), "virhatever is  analytic

philosophy  is  not a  philosophical .school".  This  might be  taken  to
mean ``there is something that is analytic philosophy, and it .is not a

philosophical school", but, given my reluctance to define  `analytic
philosophy' in terms of the subset, I take this to be false, historical-
ly misleading,  and explanatorily inadequate.  Instead,  I  submit that
the following is sufficient to justify t?lk of analytic philosophy both
in setting up the case for illusionism, and in all other legitimate and

productive 'work on analytic philosophy:

(c*)   there is something that `analytic philosophy' refers to, and
it is not a philosophical school.

Beaney's claim, that "analytic philosophy may not be a philosoph-
ical school but that does not mean that z./ does not exist at all" (my
emphasis) is misleading. Instead, what we should say is that the fact
that analytic philosophy never was what it was originally thought to
be docs mean that !t doesn't exist at all, but this fact doesn't imply
that  there's  nothing  to  which  the  term  `analytic  philosophy'  can
legitimately be taken to refer.

Department of Philosophy
Valparaiso University
aaron.preston@valpo.edu
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END MATTER

Traveler ' s Diary / Coiference Report

THE CENTRAL APA is as predictable as a spring cold - almost every

year it meets in April in Chicago at the PaLmer House. This year, I
roped ? colleague, Michael-GapaL, into attending, and made my way
through the .old-mom.ey ambience of the hotel as if a proud home-
owner show.ing off her property. But to do so Itd first had to get to
Chicago,  which I did by flying to Pittsburgh, then renting a car to
drive to Chicago. I had reserved an economy car, but they were out
when I got there, so they charged me the economy rate for a steroi-
dal monster SUV they did have. Not a novice to driving, my "car"
was all the same a challenge to drive, especially in Chicago, where I
could  have  squashed pedestrians  flat  without being  any the  wiser
and where threading the nearby parking garage required the concen-
tration of Buddha.

But, still, I got there - hungry.  Sad to say, the APA bulletin's
section on dining in downtown Chicago is outdated, a fact my friends
and I only discovered after walking many, many blocks. Achieving
a meal nevertheless and moving along Maslow's hierarchy of needs,
I subsequently desired sleep, which I accomplished in a room in the
Palmer House  somewhat smaller and  less  well appointed than my
vehicle. Still, I chose the hotel room over the SUV, and woke in the
morning looking forward to the quartet of talks ahead of me at the
combined session of the Russell Society and History of Early Ana-
lytic Philosophy Society.

James Connelly,  the  first speaker of the day, spoke  to  the ap-

proximately  16 people there on a new, and to his mind simplified,
reading of Wittgeustein's private  language argument.  At the heart
of that argument, he sees a rejection of Leibniz's principles of iden-
tity. FOLlowing this was a talk by Joongol Kim comparing Wittgen-
stein  and  Frege  on the concept  `object'.  Frege  rejected the possi-
bility of a concept of `concept' because he found it to be paradox-
ical, but retained a concept of `object'.  Wittgeustein rejected both.
Joongol explained why they diverged in their thinking on this.

Another  talk on  Wittgeustein  followed,  this  time  by Tuomas
Manninen, on "A Bipartisan Interpretation of the rrtzc/¢/as". While
Wittgenstein acknowledged his  debt to both Russell and Frege  in
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the rmcfaft¢s, interpreters of that work tend to read it either as influ-
enced primarily by one  or the other of these  two  men.  Manninen
finds elements of both in the rrac/czfzas, to wit, Russell's eliminative

program and Frege's notion of elucidation.  Viewing  the  rrtzc/a/%s
in these terms provides Manninen with what he takes to be a deci-
sive argument against the "new Wittgeusteiniaus" who view the prop-
ositions of the r7itzcja/ws as nonsense. Finally, Sandra Lapointe. gav.e
a talk on Bolzano's conception Qf scientific  proof,' arguing  that  it
rested upon epistemological and pragmatic principles .overlooked by
Bolzano's successors, including Alfred Tarski.

During the discussion that followed these talks, an elderly lady
across the aisle from me caused an awkwardness by thumping her
cane and demanding an account of Russell's  substitutional theory,
wlrich we were discussing.  claiming that some had even called her
"the last Russellian", she said she had never heard of Russell hold-

ing such a theory.  Chris  Pinbock obliged her  with an explanation
and she seemed satisfied as well as. totally indifferent to the possi-
bility of having  committed  an .intellectual /czz+)i par.  My  curiosity
was aroused: who was this person who claimed to have been called
"the last Russellian"?  What a thought!  If that were true, then what

the hell were we? As the session came to an end,  I popped over to
her chair and peered at the words `Ruth Barcan Marcus' on her name-
tag, greeting a lady as dignified as the queen of England, but a good
deal more interesting. I gave her BRS flyers and pumped her hand -
she was one of the first logicians I read as a.graduate student under
Jaakko Hintikka and I was thrilled to meet her.  I provided her with
more details about Russell's  substitutional theory and promised to
send her some articles about it. Perhaps she might come to the an-
nunl meeting if invited!

After the excitement of meeting RBM, I returned home feeling
a certain malaise that devolved into a cold as the day wore on. Mis-
fortune followed misery, as it came to pass that Jet Blue misplaced
my bag. I waited all day in JFK, sick as a dog, only to go home bag-
less and defeated. Delivery came slowly. Days later a chagrined Jet
BLue representative came to my door with bag in hand for a weak
and slightly wobbly claimant.-RC
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BALLOTS COMING SOON! 

IN THIS ISSUE 

THOUGH MOST FAMOUS for his work on technical issues in profess-
sional philosophy and popular ones in social and political thought, 
Bertrand Russell also wrote extensively on human emotion and the 
habits of mind and behavior that lead towards or away from a joy-
filled life. With articles on Russell, psychiatry, and happiness by 
David Goldman, Russell, psychology, and fear by Marvin Kohl, and 
a review of recent work in psychology on happiness, this issue of 
the Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly focuses on Russell and hu-
man nature. 

DAVID GOLDMAN, in his essay "A Psychiatrist Looks at Russell's 
Conquest of Happiness" considers Russell's relevance for psychia-
try today. He finds the views on human happiness expressed by 
Russell in his 1930 book, The Conquest of Happiness, to be not 
only of value for many people unhappy in their lives, but to also 
contain important lessons for psychiatric theory today. It is a view of 
human nature, Goldman says, that has important lessons for us all. 

BERTRAND RUSSELL had strong views on fear, which Marvin Kohl 
surveys and critiques in his essay "Bertrand Russell on Fear: A Pro-
legomena." Kohl finds Russell's view important, though at times 
unrealistic, with Russell holding what he argues is an overly sim-
plistic idea of fear that ignores some kinds of fear that cannot be 
confronted in the way Russell thinks all fears should be faced. This 
is due, Kohl claims, to an inadequate view of human nature on 
Russell's part. 

ROUNDING OUT the theme of human emotion is Brandon Young's 
review of the psychiatrist Daniel Gilbert's book, Stumbling on Hap-
piness, which pursues a theme not unlike Russell's own: that happi-
ness is possible, if we would only get out of our own way. How it is 
that we stand in our own way, according to Gilbert, raises issues of 
human abilities at prediction and choice Russell would have found 
fascinating. 

WE HAVE STILL NOT YET determined what analytic philosophy is or 
isn't, so Gary Hardcastle and Chris Pincock provide further elucida-
tion on this point by way of criticizing Aaron Preston's article in an 
earlier issue of the BRS Quarterly, and Aaron Preston provides still 
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4 	 IN THIS ISSUE 

further elucidation on the point by way of criticizing Hardcastle's 
and Pincock's views and defending his own view that the earlier 
standard view, that analytic philosophy was a common practice of 
linguistic analysis shared by most members of the movement, is 
false, an "illusion" he claims, and yet it is still the only acceptable 
definition of analytic philosophy, the only view that justifies calling 
earlier members of this movement 'analytic philosophers' at all. 

THIS ISSUE of the Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly is rounded out 
by a report in "Society News" on last June's annual meeting of the 
Bertrand Russell Society held in Rochester NY. Meeting minutes 
for both the board meeting and members' meeting held there can be 
found at the back of the issue, along with the most recent Treasur-
er's Report from Society treasurer Kenneth Blackwell. 

SOCIETY NEWS 

INCREASE IN MEMBERSHIP FEE: In response to rising costs, in partic-
ular, to two successive increases in the price the Society now pays 
McMaster University for Russell, the board of directors, after lengthy 
deliberation at the last board meeting, voted to increase membership 
fees by $10 per year. This will be the first increase since 1992. 
Thus, for 2009 the annual regular membership fee will be $45, 
couple membership $50, limited income membership $30, limited 
income couples $35, and contributors $60. There is one exception: 
student membership will remain at $20 a year at least through 2009. 

THE 35TH ANNUAL MEETING of the Bertrand Russell Society took 
place from June 27 to June 29 at St. John Fisher College in Roch-
ester, New York at the invitation of David White and Tim Madigan. 
Located in upstate New York, the college was unexpectedly found 
to be less in the suburbs of Rochester and more in the country out-
side of Rochester. The setting for the meeting was beautiful and the 
meeting convivial. After the usual registration and settling in, the 
board of directors met for a prolonged discussion of the business af-
fairs of the society, followed by a gathering at a local pub. It was the 
general consensus of those present that more work was accomplish-
ed at the meeting than at any other board meeting in recent memory. 
(See the meeting minutes in this issue of the Quarterly.) 

Presentations began the next morning and continued though Sun-
day noon. On Saturday, Marvin Kohl addressed the potentially contro-
versial issue of "Russell and the Utility of Religion" and was fol-
lowed by Tim Madigan and John Novak's informative talk "Russell 
and Dewey in China." The editors of the Quarterly then took turns 
describing the process of writing (and rewriting) their forthcoming 
Historical Dictionary of Bertrand Russell's Philosophy. Andrew 
Cavallo took the floor immediately before the session broke for 
lunch, with a discussion titled "Russell's Conception of Ethics." 

A catered lunch was followed by a master class hosted by Peter 
Stone (Stanford University) on "Russell's Appeal to the American 
Conscience." Due to the cancellation of Weiping Zheng's trip, his 
paper "Remarks on Russell's Logic from a Chinese Point of View," 
was not heard. Thomas Riggins concluded the afternoon with his 
talk "Russell and Rousseau." 
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As is customary, the BRS session then broke and members met 
later for a cocktail hour and banquet at a local restaurant. Thimble 
amounts of Red Hackle were ceremoniously quaffed in honor of 
Russell's favorite scotch. In the morning, the talks resumed after 
breakfast, with Gregory Landini speaking on "Russell and the Onto-
logical Argument" followed by Andrew Bone's informative talk on 
"Russell and India." Chad Trainer, an independent Russell scholar 
currently interested in the history of philosophy, then gave a talk 
titled "Russell's History on Locke and Spinoza." 

After lunch Russell Wahl addressed the subject of "Analysis and 
Acquaintance," before Howard Blair asked "Did Bertrand Russell 
Know the Deal on Causation?" Many of these talks employed a 
computer-driven projection screen, and Blair was able to demon-
strate his advanced technical proficiency not only in physics but in 
computers by employing his cell phone as a modem so as to run the 
projector when the internet was temporarily unavailable via the 
computer. Cara Rice completed the program with "Russell and 
Shelley," showing clearly the unexpected interest Russell took in 
that poet. 

VOTER ALERT! Forget national politics. It will soon be time for the 
Bertrand Russell Society to vote for eight new members to its board 
of directors! Nominations are drawing to a close and ballots will be 
in the mail soon. Come what may, don't delay, but make hay, and 
vote today! 

UPCOMING PAPERS AT THE EASTERN APA. The Bertrand Russell So-
ciety in conjunction with HEAPS, the History of Early Analytic 
Philosophy Society, will meet for a combined session at the eastern 
division of the American Philosophical Association on December 
29, 9-11 am. Speakers are Nikolay Milkov (Universitat Paderborn-
Germany) on "Bertrand Russell's Religious Humanism," David 
Godden (Old Dominion University) on "Frege on the Nature of 
Proof', and Montgomery Link (Suffolk University) on "Russell's 
Constructivistic Introduction to the Second Edition of the 
Principia." 

ENDOWED BERTRAND RUSSELL CHAIRS. Louis J. Appignani has 
informed BRS board member Warren Allen Smith that he (Appig-
nani) is in the process of endowing two Bertrand Russell chairs at  

SOCIETY NEWS 	 7 

Colombia University and at the University of Miami. Each endow-
ment will require the university to convene an annual conference 
relating to the philosophy of Bertrand Russell, with specific em-
phasis on community outreach. 

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY LIBRARY. The following audio, video, 
film and print items have been added to the members area: "Exper-
iences of a Pacifist in the First World War" (1955), The Kalinga 
Prize Press Conference (1958, video, 30 minutes), and The Russell-
Teller Debate, part 1 (1960, video, 30 minutes) that took place on 
"Small World" with Edward Murrow, "Speaking of Liberty", an in-
terview with Rex Stout and Bertrand Russell on NBC in 1941, 
"When the Philosopher Sat Down" a BBC 4 production on the 
Committee of 100, and "Living in an Atomic Age", six lectures on 
ABC in 1951. 

THE GREATER NEW YORK CITY CHAPTER of the Bertrand Russell 
Society met August 3, 2008 in the Winter Garden room in lower 
Manhattan and then moved to a local restaurant with a view of the 
statue of liberty, the yacht basin, and the ships on the Hudson river. 

The attendees discussed the books that Eric Walther contributed 
to the Commonwealth of Dominica BRS library. Thom Weidlich 
and Peter Stone reported details about the recent Rochester meeting. 
Warren Allen Smith called attention to a change in Dr. Marvin 
Kohl's Philosopedia entry. He then reported that Taslima Nasrin 
has received the key to the city by the Mayor of Paris and has re-
ceived the Simone deBeauvoir Award in Paris. Her application for 
US citizenship is in process. Smith is currently editing Ms. Nasrin's 
book, Women Have No Country. 

CALL FOR PAPERS. The Bertrand Russell Society and the History of 
Early Analytic Philosophy Society call for papers for a combined 
session at the meeting of the Central division of the American Phi-
losophical Association February 18-22, 2009 at the Palmer House 
Hilton in Chicago, Illinois. Send submissions on some topic related 
to Bertrand Russell's life and work or to the history of analytic 
philosophy by November 1 to rosalind.carey@lehman.cuny.edu. 

NEW AND FORTHCOMING BOOKS. Alan Schwerin, ed., under the aus-
pices of the Bertrand Russell Society, Russell Revisited: Critical 
Reflections on the Thought of Bertrand Russell. Newcastle, UK: 
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Godden  (Old  Dominion  University)  on  "Frege  on  the  Nature  of
Proof",  and  Montgomery  Link  (Suffolk  University)  on  "Russell's
Constructivistic    Introduction    to    the    Second    Edition    of   the
Principia."

ENDOWED  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  CHAIRS.   Louis   J.   Appignani   has

infoimed BRS  board member Warren Allen  Smith that he  (Appig-
nani)  is  in the  process  of endowing two  Bertrand Russell  chairs  at
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Colombia University  and  at the University of Miami. Each  endow-
ment  will  require  the  university  to  convene  an  annual  conference
relating  to  the  philosophy  of Bertrand  Russell,  with  specific  em-

phasis on community outreach.

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETy LIBRARY.  The  following  audio,  video,

filin and print items have been added to the members area:  ``Exper-
iences  of a  Pacifist  in  the  First  World  War"  (1955),  The  Kalinga
Prize Press Conference (1958, video,  30  minutes), and The Russell-
Teller Debate,  part  1  (1960,  video,  30  minutes)  that  took  place  on
"Small World" with Edward Murrow, "Speaking of Liberty", an in-

terview  with  Rex  Stout  and  Bertrand  Russell  on  NBC  in   1941,
"When  the  Philosopher  Sat  Down"  a  BBC  4  production  on  the

Committee of loo, and "Living  in an Atomic Age",  six  lectures  on
ABC  in  1951.

THE  GREATER  NEW  yoRK  CITY  CHAPTER  of  the  Bertrand  Russell

Society  met  August  3,  2008  in  the  Winter  Garden  room  in  lower
Manhattan  and  then moved  to  a local  restaurant with  a view of the
statue of liberty, the yacht basin, and the ships on the Hudson river.

The attendees discussed the books that Erie Walther contributed
to  the  Commonwealth  of Dominica  BRS  library.  Thorn  Weidlich
and Peter Stone reported details about the recent Rochester ineeting.
Warren  Allen  Smith  called  attention  to  a  change  in  Dr.  Marvin
Kohl's  Pfez./osaped/.cz  entry.  He  then  reported  that  Taslima  Nasrin
has  received the key  to  the  city  by  the  Mayor of Paris  and  has  re-
ceived the  Simone  deBeauvoir Award  in  Paris.  Her application for
US  citizensliip is in process.  Smith is currently editing Ms. Nasrin's
bock, Women Have No Country.

CALL FOR PAPERS.  The Bertrand  Russell  Society  and  the  History of
Early  Analytic  Philosophy  Society  call  for  papers  for  a  combined
session  at the meeting of the Central  division of the American Phi-
losophical  Association  February  18-22,  2009  at the  Palmer House
Hilton  in  Chicago,  Illinois.  Send submissions on  some topic related

to  Bertrand  Russell's  life  and  work  or  to  the  history  of analytic

philosophy by November  1  to rosalind.carey@lehman.cuny.edu.

NEW AND FORTHCOMING BOOKS. Alan  Schwerin,  ed.,  under the  aus-

pices  of the  Bertrand  Russell   Society,  R4/sse//  Revz.Lsz./ecJ..   Crr./j.ccz/
Refoections  on  the  Thought  Of  Bertrand  Russell. "owcastle, UK:.
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Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2008. Omar W. Nasim, Bertrand 
Russell and the Edwardian Philosophers: Constructing the World. 
London: Palgrave MacMillan, forthcoming 2008. Rosalind Carey 
and John Ongley, A Historical Dictionary of Bertrand Russell's 
Philosophy. Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield, forthcoming 
March 2009. 

IN MEMORIUM: Mr. Andres Kaarik (1954-2007) of Stockholm, Swe-
den. His wife, Karen Kaarik, informs us that her husband passed 
away on October 20, 2007. Andres Kaarik was a member of the 
Bertrand Russell Society from 1981 to 2007. 

FEATURES 

A PSYCHIATRIST LOOKS AT 

BERTRAND RUSSELL'S CONQUEST OF HAPPINESS 

DAVID S. GOLDMAN, M.D. 

In his autobiography Bertrand Russell notes that on the publication 
of The Conquest of Happiness in 1930, "highbrows ... considered it 
as a contemptible pot boiler, an escapist book," but "unsophisticated 
readers, for whom it was intended, liked it" and that from "profes-
sional psychiatrists, the book won very high praise"' There are good 
reasons for the psychiatrists' praise. In the book, Russell brilliantly 
addresses the causes of unhappiness, which is the fundamental basis 
for psychiatric practice, and proposes both common sense and novel 
solutions that offer great value to psychiatric treatment. 

Russell's contribution to psychiatry involves three principal ar-
eas: an analysis of widespread unhappiness among otherwise suc-
cessful people, a prescription for applying rational reconstructive 
practices to combat irrational drives resulting in unhappiness, and a 
revolutionary vision of embracing the healing potentials of society, 
nature, and the universe towards achieving balance and happiness. 
In what follows, I will evaluate Russell's views on these topics in 
the light of contemporary psychiatry and consider the possibilities 
for adapting more of Russell's therapeutic ideas. 

RUSSELL ON CAUSES OF UNHAPPINESS 
Russell's analysis of widespread unhappiness is innovative in trac-
ing its origin to social, political and economic causes. Drawing on 
what he describes in his autobiography as lessons he learned by 
painful experience, Russell identifies unhappiness as an imbalance 
between the willful part of one's personality and the healthy needs 
for physical and intellectual satisfactions.2  He then proceeds to de-
scribe unhappiness as the result of a mother's faulty rearing habits. 

Bertrand Russell, The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell, Unwin Paper- 
backs, Boston, 1978, p. 391. 
2 Bertrand Russell, The Conquest of Happiness, Liveright, 1996, pp. 15-23. 
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Riissell  and the  Edwardian  Philosophers:  Constructing the  World.
London:  Palgrave  MacMillan,  forthcoming  2008.  Rosalind  Carey
a,nd  loha  Ongley,  A  Historical  Dictionary  Of  Bertrand  Russell's
PA/./osapAPJ.  Lanhain,  MD:  Rowman  and  Littlefield,  forthcoming
March 2009.
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addresses the causes of unhappiness, which is the fundamental basis
for psychiatric practice, and proposes both common sense and novel
solutions that offer great value to psychiatric treatment.

Russell's  contribution  to  psychiatry  involves  three  principal  ar-
eas:  an  analysis  of widespread  unhappiness  among  otherwise  suc-
cessful  people,  a  prescription  for  applying  rational  reconstructive

practices to combat irrational  drives resulting  in unhappiness, and  a
revolutionary vision of embracing the healing potentials of society,
nature,  and  the  universe  towards  achieving  balance  and  happiness.
In  what  follows,  I  will  evaluate  Russell's  views  on  these  topics  in
tlie  light  of contemporary  psychiatry  and  consider  the  possibilities
for adapting more of Russell's therapeutic ideas.

RUSSELL ON CAUSES OF UNHAPPINESS
Russell's  analysis  of widespread unhappiness  is  innovative  in trac-
ing  its  origin  to  social,  political  and  economic  causes.  Drawing  on
what  he  describes  in  his  autobiograpliy  as  lessons  he  learned  by

painful  experience,  Russell  identifies  unhappiness  as  an  imbalance
between the willful  part of one's  personality and the healthy needs
for physical  and  intellectual  satisfactions.2  He  then  proceeds  to  de-
scribe unhappiness as the result of a mother's faulty rearing habits.

Bertrand PLussel\,  The Autobiography  Of Bertrand Russell, Ur\win Paper-
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Bertrand Russell,  7%e Co#gwcf/ a/fJc7j?pz.#es's, Liveright,  1996, pp.  15-23.
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3  Ibid, pp. 39-47. 
4  Ibid, p. 41. 
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His portrait of the frustrated mother and vulnerable infant rings 
true; it captures well the actual life experiences of the 1920's era 
middle class woman living in Britain or America about whom Rus-
sell is writing. This mother is bound to the home and in service to 
birthing and rearing her children. It is her cultural role. As a result, 
her greater potential, talents, and hopes are sacrificed. To Russell, 
such a burdened and resentful mother will compensate emotionally 
by extracting obedience from her children, favoring the more com-
pliant ones and humiliating the more rebellious. She will enhance 
her own authority by filling her children with unnecessary fears 
about their own independence, supporting this with a corrupt relig-
ion-inspired morality. That defective morality will, for example, re-
strict swearing and prohibit sexual curiosity.' 

Russell shows in painful detail how such a dissatisfied mother 
will produce a thwarted and exploited child. The child, he argues, 
will grow up thirsting for individual power to compensate for the 
lost love and the feeling of defectiveness that this has implanted in 
him. Self-absorption and self-aggrandizement are the key emotions 
that will shape this person's growing up and determine the direction 
of his adult life. Russell further describes how this success-prone 
individual will be haunted by all the signs of excessive egoism. He 
will envy everyone else's success. He will drive himself unmerci-
fully at work. This will exhaust him so that only the strongest diver-
sions or stimulants will be able to arouse excitement. He will also 
easily feel persecuted as he is never as highly regarded as he de-
mands he should be. Finally, he will be constantly fatigued from all 
his exertions and be frightened of asserting his own tastes and de-
sires as he struggles to preserve his social standing by remaining a 
member of the herd. 

We just have to take Russell's own example of the unhappy man 
driven to ruthless competition to get the full picture. Russell lays it 
out as follows: 

The working life of this man has the psychology of the hun-
dred yard race, but as the race upon which he is engaged is 
one whose only goal is the grave, the concentration, which is 
appropriate enough for a hundred yard race, becomes ... ex- 

cessive. What does he know about his children?... He has 
probably no men friends who are important to him.... Books 
seem to him futile and music high-brow.... His life [is] too 
concentrated and too anxious to be happy.4  

Such a devitalized individual reminds Russell of the dinosaurs who 
killed themselves off despite being the most powerful animals to 
have ever lived. 

In a few brief paragraphs, Russell presents us an impressive ex-
ample of a wrecked personality, and implicit in it is Russell's in-
dictment of a capitalistic society that produces exploitive mothers, 
who, in turn produce exploitive, but unhappy children. Later in the 
work, he gives us a way of finding happiness that liberates indi-
viduals from the indoctrinated view of puritanical capitalism with 
its emphasis on individual success and nationalistic dominance. 
Russell makes clear that happiness also needs a proper social milieu 
in which patients and individuals can have access to the abundant 
ways that the community and universe can protect and enrich peo-
ple. It will take a more equitable social, political, and economic or-
ganization to produce happy people. 

CONTEMPORARY PSYCHIATRY ON CAUSES 
OF PATHOLOGICAL UNHAPPINESS 

To the contemporary psychiatrist reading The Conquest of Happi-
ness seventy-eight years after its publication in 1930, Russell's 
analysis of emotional disintegration fits well with standard psychi-
atric concepts of individual psychopathology and the impact of 
stress. However, very few psychiatrists would grasp the idea that it 
is society itself that is broadly generating these destructive forces, 
for they are trained narrowly to consider individual and family dis-
turbances and not as social advocates, so in their analyses they 
would be unlikely to come to the radical notion that existing corpo-
rate, religious, educational, and state polices are creating wide-
spread unhappiness. Rather, as medical specialists in treating emo-
tional and cognitive disorders they look to discover signs and 
symptoms of disordered mood, disturbed thinking, and inappropri-
ate behavior in specific individuals. 
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His  poilrait of the frustrated mother and vulnerable  infant rings
true;  it  captures  well  the  actual  life  experiences  of the  1920's  era
middle class woman living in Britain or America about whom Rus-
sell  is  writing.  This  mother  is  bound  to  the  home  and  in  service  to
birthing  and  rearing her children.  It is  her cultural  role. As  a result,
her greater potential,  talents,  and  hopes  are  sacrificed.  To  Russell,
such  a burdened and resentful mother will  compensate emotionally
by  extracting obedience from  her children,  favoring the more  com-

pliant  ones  and  humiliating  the  more  rebellious.  She  will  enhance
her  own  authority  by  filling  her  children  with  unnecessary  fears
about their own  independence,  supporting this with  a corrupt relig-
ion-inspired morality. That defective morality will, for example, re-
strict swearing and prohibit sexual curiosity.3

Russell  shows  in  painful  detail  how  such  a  dissatisfied  mother
will  produce  a thwarted  and  exploited  child.  The  child,  he  argues,
will  grow  up  thirsting  for  individual  power to  compensate  for  the
lost love and the feeling of defectiveness that this has  implanted  in
him.  Self-absorption  and  self-aggrandizement are the key  emotions
that will shape this person's growing up and determine the direction
of his  adult  life.  Russell  further  describes  how  this  success-prone
individual  will be  haunted by  all  the  signs of excessive  egoism.  He
will  envy  everyone  else's  success.  He  will  drive  himself unmerci-
fully at work. This will exhaust him so that only the strongest diver-
sions  or  stimulants  will  be  able  to  arouse  excitement.  He  will  also
easily  feel  persecuted  as  he  is  never  as  highly  regarded  as  he  de-
mands he should be. Finally, he will be constantly fatigued from all
his  exertions  and  be  frightened  of asserting his  own tastes  and  de-
sires  as  he  struggles  to  preserve  his  social  standing  by  remaining  a
member of the herd.

Wejust have to take Russell's own exainple of the unhappy man
driven to ruthless  competition to  get the  full picture.  Russell  lays  it
out as follows:

The working  life  of this  man has  the  psychology  of the  hun-
dred  yard  race,  but  as  the  race  upon  which  he  is  engaged  is
one whose  only goal  is the  grave, the concentration, which  is
appropriate  enough  for  a hundred  yard  race,  becomes  ...  ex-

3  |bid, pp. 39-47.
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cessive.   What  does  he  know  about  his  children?...  He  has

probably  no  men  friends  who  are  important to  him ....  Books
seem  to  him  futile  and  music  high-brow ....  His  life  [is]  too
concentrated and too anxious to be happy.4

Such a devitalized individual reminds Russell of the dinosaurs who
killed  themselves  off despite  being  the  most  powerful  animals  to
have ever lived.

In a few brief paragraphs, Russell presents us  an impressive ex-
ample  of a  wrecked  personality,  and  implicit  in  it  is  Russell's  in-
dictment  of a  capitalistic  society  that  produces  exploitive  mothers,
who,  in turn produce exploitive,  but unhappy  children. Later  in the
work,  he  gives  us  a  way  of fmding  happiness  that  liberates  indi-
viduals  from  the  indoctrinated  view  of puritanical  capitalism  with
its   emphasis   on   individual   success   and   nationalistic   dominance.
Russell makes clear that happiness also needs a proper social milieu
in  which  patients  and  individuals  can  have  access  to  the  abundant
ways that the  community  and  universe  can  protect  and enrich  peo-

ple.  It will take a more  equitable  social,  political,  and  economic or-
ganization to produce happy people.

cONTErmoRARy psycHIATRy ON cAusEs
OF PATHOLOGICAL UNHAPPINESS

To  the  contemporary  psychiatrist  reading  714c  C'o#gwcs/  o/ffapf7J.-
#esf  seventy-eight  years   after   its   publication   in   1930,   Russell's
analysis  of emotional disintegration  fits well  with  standard  psychi-
atric  concepts  of  individual  psychopathology   and  the   impact  of
stress. However, very few psychiatrists would grasp the  idea that it
is  society  itself that  is  broadly  generating  these  destructive  forces,
for they are trained narrowly to consider individual  and family dis-
turbances  and  not  as  social  advocates,  so  in  their  analyses  they
would be unlikely to come to the radical notion that existing corpo-
rate,   religious,   educational,   and   state   polices   are   creating   wide-
spread  unhappiness.  Rather,  as  medical  specialists  in  treating  emo-
tional   and   cognitive   disorders   they   look  to   discover   signs   and
symptoms  of disordered  mood,  disturbed thinking,  and  inappropri-
ate behavior in specific individuals.

4  Ibid,  p.  41.
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Psychiatric diagnosis is based on identifying overwhelming 
reactions to major internal and external stresses and to explaining 
the specific acquired personality vulnerabilities that make such 
stress more destructive than need be for a particular individual. (An 
acquired personality vulnerability is a loss of good coping skills be-
cause parents inhibited self-assertive behaviors or the individual 
grew up in a restrictive social environment that thwarted the chance 
to become more open and assertive.) These strains produce overre-
actions as the emergency defensive circuits in the brain overwhelm 
the affected individual with psychic pain, anguished thoughts, and 
panicked reactions. Rather than simply producing effective flight or 
fight reactions, their intensity causes either too little activity so the 
individual become paralyzed or else too much so the individual 
panics. This in turn leads to breakdowns in routine self-care, self-
esteem, and socially adaptive behavior. You can easily appreciate 
the delicate balance between adequate adjustment and maladaptive 
behavior by imagining what would happen if you lost your appetite, 
suffered regularly from disrupted sleep, couldn't carry out basic 
grooming, and failed to keep scheduled appointments or meetings. 
Such dysfunctions would soon create crisis after crisis in health, so-
cial acceptance, and work responsibilities. 

BARRIERS IN PSYCHIATRY TO SEEKING 
SOCIAL SOLUTIONS TO UNHAPPINESS 

Faced with acute clinical illnesses, the psychiatrist is too busy try-
ing to help the sick to be able to address the larger social malaise 
that generates these problems. And the patients require so much im-
mediate support that being told to look at the larger context would 
only make them more desperate. Their primary need is to restore 
basic functioning for themselves. They lack the strength, confi-
dence, and energy to tackle the greater problems of the social 
causes of their conditions. They are like the asthmatic who must 
concentrate on restoring unobstructed breathing and cannot worry 
about the air pollution that causes his attacks. 

There is an additional problem for psychiatrists who advocate a 
social solution to psychiatric problems. In addition to restoring the 
patient to at least minimal social functioning, psychiatrists are 
taught to respect the patient's inherent dignity and autonomy in the 
process. While being helpful in offering specific understanding, 

support, and advice, psychiatrists try to avoid imposing their own 
personal values or philosophies on their patients and aim instead at 
restoring the patient's undermined autonomy and avoiding any in-
doctrination that would limit the patient's achieving his own healthy 
goals. 

Two prominent academic twentieth-century American psychia-
trists, Fredrick Redlich of Yale and Daniel Freedman of Chicago, in 
their textbook The Theory and Practice of Psychiatry, emphasize 
that psychiatrists, much like their medical colleagues, should follow 
the old medical adage that describes effective treatment as "to cure 
few, improve many, and to comfort most".5  Note that they make no 
acknowledgement of the effects of the larger social context on the 
development of the patient's disorders. To remove the socio-
destructive forces in our society, psychiatry would need reform-
minded leadership. If Russell were alive today, and discussing the 
principles in The Conquest of Happiness before the 30,000 partici-
pants who gather at the annual meeting of the American Psychiatric 
Association, his passion would stir them to action. We are waiting 
for that day. 

Despite the barriers to their identification and study, it is clear 
that the role of social forces and institutions as causes of mental ill-
ness deserves investigation. As an example of how economic pros-
perity fails to promote happiness, we find in the wealthiest country 
of all, the United States, that according to a 1991 National Institute 
of Health Five Year Catchment study, 32% of American adults in 
their lifetime will suffer from an emotional disorder that reaches the 
level of the American Psychiatric Association's diagnostic criteria 
and that in any given year, 20% are actually ill. But to remove the 
sociodestructive forces in our society, however, psychiatry would 
need reform-minded leadership. And where is such leadership to be 
found? 

COGNITIVE THERAPY AND RUSSELL'S 
RATIONAL RECONSTRUCTION OF THE EGO 

As a prescription for the unhappiness he has described, Russell ar-
gues that the troubled individual overexposed in childhood to a the 
irrationalities of capitalism and materialism should undergo a per- 

5 Fredrick C. Redlich and Daniel X. Freedman, The Theory and Practice of 
Psychiatry, Basic Books, N. Y. 1967, pp. 268-270. 
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suppoil,  and  advice,  psychiatrists  try  to  avoid  imposing  their  own

personal values or philosophies on their patients  and aim  instead at
restoring  the  patient's  undermined  autonomy  and  avoiding  any  in-
doctrination that would limit the patient's achieving his own healthy

goals.
Two  prominent  academic  twentieth-century  American  psychia-

trists, Fredrick Redlich of Yale and Daniel Freedman of Chicago,  in
their textbook  The  Theory  and  Practice  Of Psychiatry,  emphasize
that psychiatrists, much like their medical colleagues, should follow
the old medical adage that describes effective treatment as "to cure
few,  improve many, and to comfort most".5 Note that they make no
acknowledgement of the  effects  of the  larger social  context on the
development   of  the   patient's   disorders.   To   remove   the   socio-
destructive  forces  in  our  society,  psychiatry  would  need  refoi.in-
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pants who gather at the aiinual meeting of the American Psychiatric
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Despite the  barriers  to  their  identification  and  study,  it  is  clear
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perity  fails to promote happiness, we find in the wealthiest country
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5 Fredrick C. Redlich and Daniel X.  Freedman,  77]c  7lfoeoJ`)J o#cJ Proc/J.cc a/

Ps);cA;.c7try,  Basic Books, N. Y.1967. pp.  268-270.
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sonal and dispassionate self-analysis. This is designed to identify 
the irrationalities of the system and initiate a meticulous re-pro-
gramming of the individual. It was his practice to re-program, or re-
educate, his unconscious by talking to himself in mini-lectures that 
would provide a rational approach to some irrational impulse, com-
pulsion, or distortion. He offers us a specific approach and provides 
over sixty-five maxims that were the basis of his mini-lectures, such 
as the following: 

When a rational conviction has been arrived at ... search out 
... beliefs inconsistent with [it] ... and when the sense of sin 
grows strong ... treat it not as a revelation and a call to higher 
things, but as a disease and a weakness, unless of course it is 
caused by some act that a rational ethic would condemn. 

Even when a man has offended against his own rational code, 
I doubt whether a sense of sin is the best method of arriving at 
a better way of life. There is in the sense of sin something ab-
ject, something lacking in self-respect. No good was ever done 
to any one by the loss of self-respect. 

Since rationality consists in the main of internal harmony, the 
man who achieves it is freer in his contemplation of the world 
and in the use of his energies to achieve external purposes than 
is the man who is perpetually hampered by inward conflicts. 
Nothing so dull as to be encased in the self, nothing so exhila-
rating as to have attention and energy directed outwards.6  

Russell also favored directly confronting any of his fears. He reject-
ed the normal tendency to avoid these fears, claiming that when he 
confronted the fears they inevitably subsided. In doing this repeat-
edly, they became familiar rather than startling or devastating. He 
says that his brain would eventually become unresponsive to a 
threat that led nowhere.?  

With this broad concept of reconstructing the unconscious and 
ridding it of irrational impulses, Russell was a progenitor of what 
came to be known twenty-five years later, when Albert Ellis began 
formulating his views of the theory in 1955, as "cognitive therapy." 

6 David S. Goldman, "Sixty-five of Bertrand Russell's Maxims for Happi-
ness", distributed May 15, 2005, Bertrand Russell Society Annual Meeting, 
McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada. 

Russell, Conquest, pp. 60-65. 

Cognitive therapy aims at challenging a suffering individual's learnt 
false assumptions about his fears and guilts and re-directing him or 
her into more adaptive behavior. For example, in the late 1950s, the 
psychologist Albert Ellis developed his technique of Rational Emo-
tive Therapy to offset severe sexual inhibitions through a process of 
sexual re-education.8  In the 1960s, the psychiatrist Aaron Beck and 
his colleagues at the University of Pennsylvania began formulating 
cognitive therapy for depression and anxiety. They were able to de-
monstrate that they could significantly alleviate these disorders by 
tackling the underlying distorted thoughts and illogically-acquired 
concepts. Beck wrote a series of papers on depression in which he 
showed that 16 one hours cognitive therapy sessions could cause ef-
fective remission of depressive symptoms. 

These results were measured against the effectiveness of 
imipramine (Tofranil), a leading anti-depressant medication of the 
time, and the results were shown to be equal to the effectiveness of 
imipramine. Moreover, he demonstrated that his results continued 
to equal those of imipramine for follow-up examinations of patients 
done at six week, six month, and one year intervals.9  To give some 
idea of what these improvements represented, both cognitive ther-
apy and imipramine alike produced a 50% reduction in critical 
symptoms in 8% of depressed patients in one month, and similar 
50% symptom reductions in 37% after three months, 58% after six 
months and in 70% after one year.1°  

LIMITS TO RUSSELL'S METHOD OF 
RATIONAL RECONSTRUCTION 

As good as these treatment results are, there are naturally upper 
limits to how much rational reconstruction can help. E. Cameron 
provides the most extreme example in work done in the early 
1960s. He and colleagues devised a treatment called "Psychic Div-
ing." Depressed hospital patients were asked to listen to repeated 

8 Albert Ellis, Reason and Emotion in Psychotherapy, Lyle Stuart, 1962. 
9 A. Rush et al., "Comparative Efficacy of Cognitive Therapy and Pharma-
cotherapy in the Treatment of Depressed Outpatients," Cognitive Therapy 
and Research, vol 1, no. 1, Mar 1977. 
10 David A. Solomon, et al "Recovery from Major Depression: A 10-year 
Prospective Follow-up across Multiple Episodes," Archives of General 
Psychiatry, 54:11, Nov 1997. 
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sonal  and  dispassionate  self-analysis.  This  is  designed  to  identify
the  irrationalities  of the  system  and  initiate  a  ineticulous  re-pro-

gramming of the individual. It was his practice to re-program, or re-
educate, his unconscious by talking to hiinself in mini-lectures that
would provide a rational approach to some irrational impulse, com-

pulsion, or distortion. He offers us a specific approach and provides
over sixty-five maxims that were the basis of his mini-lectures, such
as the following:

When  a  rational  conviction  has  been  arrived  at  . ..  search  out
...  beliefs  inconsistent  with  [it]  ...  and when  the  sense  of sin

grows  strong  . . .  treat it not as  a revelation aiid a call to higlier
things,  but  as a disease  and  a weakness, unless of course  it  is
caused by some act that a rational ethic would condemn.

Even when a man has offended against his own rational code,
I doubt whether a sense of sin is the best method of arriving at
a better way of life. There is in the sense of sin something ab-

ject, something lacking in self-respect. No good was ever done
to any one by the loss of self-respect.

Since rationality consists  in the main of internal harmony, the
man who achieves it is freer in his conteinplation of the world
and in the use of his energies to achieve external purposes than
is  the  man  who  is  perpetually  hampered  by  inward  conflicts.
Nothing so dull as to be encased  in the self, nothing so  exhila-
rating as to have attention and energy directed outwards.6

Russell also favored directly confronting any of his fears. He reject-
ed the normal tendency to avoid  these fears,  claiming that when he
confronted the  fears they  inevitably  subsided.  In  doing this  repeat-
edly,  they  became  familiar  rather than  startling  or  devastating.  He
says  that  his  brain  would  eventually  become   unresponsive  to  a
threat that led nowhere.7

With this  broad  concept  of reconstructing  the  unconscious  and
ridding  it  of irrational  impulses,  Russell  was  a  progenitor of what
came to be known twenty-five years  later, when Albert Ellis began
formulating his views of the theory in  1955, as "cognitive therapy."

6 David  S.  Goldman,  "Sixty-five  of Bertrand Russell's Maxims for Happi-

ness", distributed May  15, 2005, Bertrand Russell Society Annual Meeting,
MCMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada.

Russell,  C'o#q!/es/. pp. 60-65.
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Cognitive therapy aims at challenging a suffering individual's learnt
false assumptions  about his fears and guilts and re-directing him or
her into more adaptive behavior. For example,  in the late  1950s, the

psychologist Albert Ellis developed his technique of Rational Emo-
tive Therapy to offset severe sexual inhibitions through a process of
sexual re-education.8 In the  1960s, the psychiatrist Aaron Beck and
his  colleagues at the University of Pennsylvania began  formulating
cognitive therapy for depi.ession and anxiety. They were able to de-
monstrate  that  they  could  significantly  alleviate  these  disorders  by
tackling  the  underlying  distorted  thoughts  and  illogically-acquired
concepts. Beck wrote  a series  of papers  on  depression  in which he
showed that  16 one hours cognitive therapy sessions could cause ef-
fective remission of depressive symptoms.

These   results   were   measured   against   the   effectiveness   of
imipramine  (Tofranil),  a  leading  anti-depressant  inedication  of the
time, and the results were shown to be equal to the effectiveness of
imipramine.  Moreover,  he  demonstrated  that  his  results  continued
to equal those of imipramine for follow-up examinations of patients
done  at six week, six month, and one year intervals.9 To give some
idea of what these  improvements  represented,  both  cognitive ther-
apy  and  imipramine  alike  produced  a  50%  reduction   in  critical
symptoms  in  8%  of depressed  patients  in  one  month,  and  similar
50°/o symptom  reductions  in 37% after three  months,  58% after six
months and in 70% after one year.'°

LIMITS TO RUSSELL'S METHOD OF
RATIONAL RECONSTRUCTION

As  good  as  these  treatment  results  are,  there  are  naturally  upper
limits  to  how  much  rational  reconstruction  can  help.  E.  Cameron

provides  the  most  extreme   example   in   work   done   in  the   early
1960s.  He  and  colleagues  devised a treatmeiit  called  ``Psychic  Div-
ing."  Depressed  hospital  patients  were  asked  to  listen  to  repeated

Albert Ellis` Jteafo# a#c/ Emo/I.o# j.# Ps'yc%o//7e/.czp,1/, Lyle Stuart,  1962.

A. Rush et al., "Comparative Efficacy of cognitive Therapy and Pharma-
cotherapy  in the  Treatment  of Depressed  Outpatients,"  Cogrz./J.ve  7%e/.c7p};
c}#cJjiesecrrcA,  vol  1,  no.I,  Mar  1977.

David A.  Solomon,  et al  "Recovery  from  Major Depression:  A  10-year
Prospective   Follow-up  across  Multiple   Episodes,"  4rcfo/.vcr  a/  Gc#crcr/
Ps);cAj.cz/r};,  54: 11, Nov  1997.



THE BRAIN RECOVERED FROM DEPRESSION 

THE DEPRESSED BRAIN 

Figure 1. Changes in regional glucose metabolism in treatment re-
sponders (Resp) and non-responders (Non-Resp) following 6 weeks of 
fluoxetine. Sagittal (left), axial (middle), and coronal (right) views. Im-
provement in clinical symptoms is uniquely associated with specific re-
gional limbic-paralimbic decreases (shown in green) and cortical in-
creases (red). Nonresponse in 6 weeks is associated with a pattern iden-
tical to that seen in all patients at 1 week of treatment—specifically, in-
creases in the hippocampus and decreases in the posterior cingulated 
and prefrontal cortex. Slice location in mm relative to anterior commis-
sure. Numbers are Brodmann designations. pCg31, posteriorcingulate; Cg25, 
subgenual cingulated; hc, hippocampus; F9, prefrontal; ins, anterior insula. 

Helen S. Mayberg, et al., Biological Psychology 48.8 (Oct 15, 2000): 830-43 
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recordings of their own voices intoning positive phrases and mes-
sages. This was carried out for several weeks or months in which 
the patients would listen to these recordings for hours at a time. In 
some cases, the patients heard over 250-500, 000 repetitions of their 
own voices. Unfortunately, while Cameron claimed this showed 
some usefulness, many of the patients had shrunk into greater states 
of despair.' 

The limits to rational reconstruction are the source of two prob-
lems with Russell's techniques. He does not appreciate the thera-
peutic necessity for a therapist in this sort of therapy nor does he re-
cognize the stubbornness of the fear circuits in the brain to respond 
to verbal redirection. The presence of a trained therapist who offers 
an accepting and non-judgmental relationship to the patient is criti-
cal in helping the patient to relate the narrative of their sufferings. 
The therapist facilitates by balancing objectivity with sensitivity, 
helping the patient to feel comfortable and yet able to accept advice 
that builds self-esteem and coping abilities. The significance of the 
therapist in such therapy is indicated by the fact that an untreated 
depression can last for eight months to over two years with consid-
erable hardship and dysfunction compared to significant symptom 
relief beginning within 3-6 months with appropriate therapy.12 

As for Russell's failure to recognize the limits of modifying fear 
responses by any sort of talk, with or without a therapist, this is eas-
ily understandable. He could not have appreciated the stubborn 
character of depressive fear when he was writing in 1929 as the ba-
sic work on these circuits did not begin to produce understanding of 
their mechanisms until the early 1990s. Only in the last 15 years has 
research identified the circuits responsible for anxiety and depres-
sion; this was accomplished by imaging brain activity using radio-
active glucose, which is the primary nutrient of the brain. By seeing 
where radioactivity is concentrated, it is possible to determine 
which brain circuits are involved in depression and anxiety. 

Helen Mayberg, a research neurology professor now at Emory 
University, has demonstrated that depression involves a reciprocal 

11  D. Ewen Cameron, L. Levy, and L. Rubinstein, "Effects of Repetition of 
Verbal Signals upon the Behavior of Chronic Psychoneurotic Patients", 
Journal of Mental Science 106, 1960, pp. 742ff. 
12 Stephen Stahl, Essential Psychopharmacology: Neuroscientific Basis 
and Practical Applications, Cambridge University Press, New York, 1996. 

over-activation of fear circuits in the sub-cortical parts of the brain 
and relative inhibition of the thinking, judging, strategizing, and 
pleasure experiencing circuits located in the top or cortical areas. 
(See accompanying illustration.)13  Furthermore, she, along with the 
NYU physiologist Joseph LeDoux, have shown the power of the 
subcortical circuits to sustain powerful fear responses long after the 
immediate stressors have disappeared, so that an individual that is 
suffering from anxiety and depression is repeatedly bombarded by 
the fear signals underlying his anxiety and depression. These fear 
responses include hypersensitivity to all environmental stimuli, 
heightened self-examination, and self-referencing. 
13 

Helen S. Mayberg et al. "Regional Metabolic Effects of Fluoxetine in 
Major Depression: Serial Changes and Relationship to Clinical Response", 
Biological Psychiatry 48.8 (2000). Helen S. Mayberg, "Defining Neuro-
circuits in Depression", Psychiatric Annals 36:4 (April 2006). 
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recordings  of their own  voices  intoning  positive  phrases  and  mes-
sages.  This  was  carried  out  for  several  weeks  or  months  in  which
the  patients  would  listen  to  these recordings  for hours  at  a time.  In
some cases, the patients heard over 250-500, 000 repetitions of their
own  voices.  Unfortunately,  while  Cameron  claimed  this  showed
some usefulness, many of the patients had shrunk into greater states
of despair.`[

The limits to rational reconstruction are the soul.ce of two prob-
lems  with  Russell's  techniques.  He  does  not  appreciate  the  thera-

peutic necessity for a therapist in this sort of therapy nor does he re-
cognize the stubbornness of the fear circuits in the brain to respond
to verbal redirection.  The presence of a trained therapist who offers
an accepting and  non-judgmental  relationship to  the  patient is  criti-
cal  in  helping the  patient to  relate the  narrative  of their sufferings.
The  therapist  facilitates  by  balancing  objectivity  with  sensitivity,
helping the patient to feel comfortable and yet able to accept advice
that builds  self-esteem  and  coping  abilities.  The  significance  of the
therapist  in  such  therapy  is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  an  untreated
depression can last for eight months to over two years with consid-
erable  hardship  and  dysfunction  compared  to  significant  symptom
relief beginning within 3-6 months with appropriate therapy.'2

As for Russell's failure to recognize the limits of modifying fear
responses by any sort of talk, with or without a therapist, this is eas-
ily  understandable.  He   could  not  have  appreciated  the  stubborn
character of depressive fear when he was writing in  1929 as the ba-
sic work on these circuits did not begin to produce understanding of
their mechanisms until the early  1990s. Only in the last  15 years has
research  identified  the  circuits  responsible  for  anxiety  and  depres-
sion;  this  was  accomplished  by  imaging  brain  activity  using  radio-
active glucose, which is the primary nutrient of the brain. By seeing
where   radioactivity   is   concentrated,   it   is   possible   to   determine
which brain circuits are involved in depression and anxiety.

Helen Mayberg,  a research  neurology  professor now  at  Emory
University,  has  demonstrated  that  depression  involves  a  reciprocal

D. Ewen Cameron, L. Levy,  and L.  Rubinstein, "Effects of Repetition of
Verbal  Signals  iipon  the  Behavior  of  Chronic  Psychoneurotic  Patients",
Jgurnal Of Mental Science \06, \960, pp. 742£[.

Stephen  Stahi,   Essential   Psychopharmacology:   Neuroscientifiic   Basis
c7#c7 Prczc//.cc!/ 44p//.cc7//.o#s,  Cainbridge University Press, New York,  1996.
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THE  BRAIN  F{ECOVERED  FROM  DEPRESSION

THE  DEPRESSED  BRAIN

Figure   1.   Changes   in   regional   glucose   metabolism   in   treatment   re-
sponders  (Resp)  and  non-responders  (Non-Resp)  following  6  weeks  of
fluoxetine.   Sagittal   (left),   axial   (middle),   and   coronal   (right)   views.   Im-

provement  in  clinical  symptoms  is  uniquely  associated  with  specific  re-
gional   Iimbic-paralimbic   decreases   (shown   in   green)   and   cortical   in-
creases  (red).  Nonresponse in 6 weeks is  associated with  a pattern  iden-
tical  to  that  seen  in  all  patients  at  1  week  of treatment-specifically,  in-
creases  in  the  hippocampus  and  decreases  in  the  posterior  cingulated
and  prefrontal  cortex.  Slice  location  in  mm  relative  to  anterior  commis-
sure.  Numbers  are  Brodmann  designations.  pcg31,  posteriorcingulate;  Cg25,
subgenual cjngulated; hc, hippocampus; F9, prefrontal; ins, anterior insula.

Helen S. Mayberg, et al , Bi.o/ogi.ca/ P5);cAo/og)/ 48.8 (Oct  15, 2000):  830-43

over-activation of fear circuits  in the sub-cortical  parts of the brain
and  relative  inhibition  of the  thinking,  judging,  strategizing,  and

pleasure  experiencing  circuits  located  in  the  top  or  cortical  areas.
(See accompanying illustration.)" Furthermore,  she,  along with the
NYU  physiologist  Joseph  LeDoux,  have  shown  the  power  of the
subcortical circuits to sustain powerful fear responses  long after the
immediate  stressors  have  disappeared,  so  that  an  individual  that  is
suffering  from  anxiety  and  depression  is  repeatedly  bombarded  by
the  fear  signals  underlying  his  anxiety  and  depression.  These  fear
responses   include   liypersensitivity   to   all   environmental   stimuli,
heightened self-examination, and self-referencing.

Helen  S.  Mayberg  et  al.  "Regional  Metabolic  Effects  of Fluoxetine  in
Major Depression:  Serial  Changes and Relationship to  Clinical  Response",
B/.o/og/.ccr/  Ps);cA/.c7/r};  48.8  (2000).  Helen  S.  Mayberg,  "Defining  Neuro-
circuits in Depression", Pryc/?/.a//.i.c 4##cz/a 36:4  (April 2006).
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The heightened and sustained fear responses uncovered by May-
berg and DeLoux make sense if someone is constantly endangered 
either by hostile individuals or a savage environment. From an evol-
utionary standpoint, such a person would benefit by keeping on 
constant guard against emerging threats.I4  However, this does not 
apply to the pathologically anxious or depressed. When stress sets 
off fear responses, they usually subside after the original stress 
ends, but anxious or depressed individuals experience persistent 
overactive signaling from the fear circuits that do not subside. With-
out inhibitory messaging from the cortex to demonstrate their irra-
tionality, the fearful feelings dominate, generating an egocentrism 
that traps the patient in a prison of self-absorption. Fortunately 
modern anti-anxiety, anti-depressant and anti-psychotic drugs can 
normalize these disturbed subcortical circuits and restore the brain's 
reciprocal balance between necessary fear responses and proper in-
tellectual evaluation. When this stability is achieved, it is possible 
to restore effective rational processes. However, Russell addressed 
himself to the plight of the functioning though unhappy individual 
rather than the pathologically depressed and anxious individual, and 
he neither had to deal with these extremes nor would the science of 
the time have provided him with clues as to what needed to be done 
if he had. 

RUSSELL ON RESTORING CONNECTION 
TO EXTERNAL INTERESTS 

In addition to suggesting what individuals could do to free them-
selves from irrational impulses, Russell projected a wider, truly vi-
sionary concept of universal happiness available to those who could 
shed the narrow confines of a life in which selfish fulfillment was 
the primary objective in part 2 of The Conquest of Happiness. Rus-
sell offers a plan for genuine happiness, asserting that the values of 
zest, affection, the family, work, impersonal interests and resigna-
tion, along with the cultivation of broad and meaningful relation-
ships with others and the world is what is necessary to provide on-
going fulfillment despite hardships. 

Russell advocates connecting to a wide variety of outside inter-
ests that are readily available to the average individual, some as 
simple as reading about the excavations at Ur of the Chaldees or 
engaging in gardening. I5  They could open up the unhappy person-
ality to the rich world of stimulation and interest that never ceases. 
However, the egocentric, success-driving individual has largely dis-
counted them because they appear so common. 

Russell retains the humanistic view that we are part of the uni-
verse's creation, with lives that have been harmonized by evolution 
to fit into its rhythms. To Russell, these rhythms are alternating pe-
riods of renewal and quiescence, which allow for energetic activity 
but also safeguard contemplation. Once the unhappy individual re-
adjusts and starts to experience satisfaction in his family and out-
side interests, he will cease to be a willful tyrant, exploiting himself 
and others for his personal glorification, and will become instead a 
giving and receiving member of the community and world. 

Russell stresses how a life that is functioning in many areas pro-
tects that individual against the destructive effects of personal loss 
and despair. He contemplates how having broad- based interests can 
comfort one when death claims a loved one, and even offers the 
story of how a scientist with great intellectual desires may suffer a 
brain-damaging blow to his head, but if he desires the progress of 
science and not merely to contribute to the field, knowing that oth-
ers would continue to pursue knowledge he valued, he would not 
suffer the same despair as would the man whose research had 
purely egoistic motives. Similarly, despair is more easily faced in 
less dramatic cases when one has interests outside oneself. Russell 
gives as an example of this the man who is engaged in absorbing 
work and is less distracted by an unhappy married life than one not 
absorbed by interests outside oneself.16  

Russell also values equal development of the intellectual, sen-
sual, and willful drives and warns against an unbalanced develop-
ment. Not only does he stress the dangers of too egocentric and 
willful a life, but he also sees dangers in going too far in one-sided 
intellectual development or sensual indulgence. He esteems, in-
stead, the balanced life where all potentials fit within the boundaries 

14 Joseph LeDoux, "Emotion, Memory, and the Brain", Scientific Ameri- 
can, v. 270, no. 6. LeDoux, The Emotional Brain: The Mysterious Under-
pinnings of Emotional Life, Simon & Schuster, N. Y., 1996, pp. 138-178, 
225-266. 

15  Russell, Conquest, pp. 176, 114. 
16  Ibid, pp. 182-183. 
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The heightened and sustained fear responses uncovered by May-
berg  and DeLoux  make sense  if someone  is  constantly  endangered
either by hostile individuals or a savage environment. From an evol-
utionary  standpoint,  such  a  person  would  benefit  by  keeping  on
constant  guard  against  emerging  threats.'4  However,  this  does  not
apply  to the  pathologically  anxious  or depressed.  When  stress  sets
off  fear  responses,  they  usually  subside  after  the  original  stress
ends,   but  anxious   or  depressed   individuals   experience  persistent
overactive signaling from the fear circiiits that do not subside. With-
out inhibitory messaging from  the  cortex to  demonstrate their irra-
tionality,  the  fearful  feelings  dominate,  geiierating  an  egocentrism
that  traps  the  patient  in  a  prison  of  self-absorption.   Fortunately
modern  anti-anxiety,  anti-depressant  and  anti-psychotic  drugs  can
norinalize these disturbed subcortical circuits and restore the brain's
reciprocal balance between necessary fear responses  and proper in-
tellectual  evaluation.  Wheii  this  stability  is  achieved,  it  is  possible
to  restore  effective rational  processes.  However,  Russell  addressed
himself to the  plight of the  functioning though  unhappy  individual
rather than the pathologically depressed and anxious individual, and
he neither had to deal with these extremes nor would the science of
the time have provided him with clues as to what needed to be done
if he had.

RUSSELL 0N RESTORING CONNECTION
TO EXTERNAL INTERESTS

In  addition  to  suggesting  what  individuals  could  do  to  free  them-
selves from irrational  impulses, Russell projected a wider, truly vi-
sionary concept of universal happiness available to those who could
shed  the narrow  confines  of a  life  in which  selfish  fulfillment was
the primary objective in part 2 of 7lrfee Co#g"esf o/fJappf.#ess. Rus-
sell offers a plan for genuine happiness, asserting that the values of
zest,  affection,  the  family,  work,  impersonal  interests  and  resigna-
tion,  along  with  the  cultivation  of broad  and  meaningful  relation-
ships with others  and the world  is what is necessary to provide on-

golng fulflllment despite hardships.

"  Joseph  LeDoux,  "Emotion,  Memory,  and  the  Brain",  Scf.e#fi#c f4me;-j.-

can, v. 2]0,  no. 6` LeDoux, The Emotional  Brain:  The  Mysterious  Under-

pJ.##ingr a/E#tori.o#cz/ £z/e,  Simon  &  Schuster, N.  Y..1996,  pp.138-178,
225-266.
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Russell advocates connecting to a wide variety of outside inter-
ests  that  are  readily  available  to  the  average  individual,  some  as
simple  as  reading  about  the  excavations  at  Ur  of the  Chaldees  or
engaging  in  gardening.]5  They  could  open  up the  unhappy  person-
ality to the rich world of stimulation and  interest that never ceases.
However, the egocentric, success-driving individual has largely dis-
counted them because they appear so common.

Russell  retains the humanistic view that we are  part of the  uni-
verse's creation, with lives that have been harmonized by evolution
to fit into  its rhythms. To Russell, these rhythms are alternating pe-
riods of renewal  and quiescence, which allow for energetic  activity
but also safeguard contemplation.  Once the  unhappy  individual  re-
adjusts  and  starts  to  experience  satisfaction  in  his  family  and  out-
side iiiterests, he will cease to be a willful tyrant,  exploiting himself
and others for his  personal glorification,  and will  become  instead a

giving and receiving member of the community and world.
Russell stresses how a life that is functioning in many areas pro-

tects that  individual  against the  destructive  effects  of personal  loss
and despair. He contemplates how having broad- based interests can
comfort  one  when  death  claims  a  loved  one,  and  even  offers  the
story of how a scientist with great intellectual  desires  may  suffer a
brain-damaging  blow to  his  head,  but  if he  desires  the  progress  of
science and not merely to contribute to the  field, knowing that oth-
ers  would  continue  to  pursue  knowledge  he  valued,  he  would  not
suffer  the  same   despair  as  would  the   man  whose   research  had

purely  egoistic  motives.  Similarly,  despair  is  more  easily  faced  in
less  dramatic  cases  when  one  has  interests  outside  oneself.  Russell

gives  as  an  example  of this  the  man who  is  engaged  in  absorbing
work and  is less distracted by an unhappy married  life than one not
absorbed by interests outside oneself.]6

Russell  also  values  equal  development  of the  intellectual,  sen-
sual,  and  willful  drives  and  wams  against  an  unbalanced  develop-
ment.  Not  only  does  he  stress  the  dangers  of too  egocentric  and
willful a life,  but he also  sees dangers  in going too  far in one-sided
intellectual   development  or  sensual   indulgence.   He   esteems,   in-
stead, the balanced life where all potentials fit within the boundaries

Russell,  Co#g!/es'/, pp.176,114.

Ibid,  pp.182-183.
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of health and fairness. These he sees as the formula for harmony, 
solidity, resiliency, and happiness.17  

THE CONCEPT HAPPINESS IN PSYCHIATRY 
Despite its fundamental importance, happiness remains an elusive 
concept in psychiatry. According to the clinical psychologists David 
Myers and Ed Diener, happiness is underreported in the profes-
sional literature. In a literature survey, they have determined that of 
the 46,380 articles indexed in Psychology Abstracts from 1967-
1994 only 2,389 or 5% mentioned happiness while depression was 
cited 37,000 times.18  However, this situation may be changing. Ac-
cording to "The Science of Happiness," which is highlighted in the 
Time Magazine "Special Mind & Body Issue" of January 17, 2005, 
academic psychological researchers are concentrating on neuro-
transmitters and brain regions responsible for happiness. But as is 
standard for the profession, they focus on the treatable individual 
rather than the larger society as a source of happiness.19  And in Feb-
ruary 2004, psychiatrist Dennis S. Charney published a physiologi-
cal study on the genetic basis of resiliency. In it, he concludes that 
those who produce the least amount of stress hormone (cortisol) and 
the largest amounts of stress-protecting hormones and/or neuropep-
tides (DHEA and neuropeptide Y, respectively) are best able to 
handle stress, and he calls for developing drugs that enhance these 
protective genes. But as with the others, he does not deal specifi-
cally with the social factors that underlie happiness." 

Finally, there are rogue elements in psychiatry that wish to make 
happiness into a "diagnosis of mental illness." Richard Bentall, for 
example, argues in a 1992 paper in The Journal of Medical Ethics 
that happiness should be classified as a mental disorder, because its 
rarity makes it abnormal. Furthermore, its association with exces-
sive pleasure, indulgence in food, drink, and sex and propensity to 
produce carefree and unpredictable behavior suggest impaired 

17  Ibid, p. 46. 
Is  David. G. Myers and Ed Diener, "The Pursuit of Happiness", Scientific 
American, v. 274 no. 5 (May 1996). 
19  "The Science of Happiness," Time Magazine, Special Mind & Body Is-
sue, January 17, 2005. 
20 Dennis S. Charney, "Psychobiological Mechanisms of Resilience and 
Vulnerability: Implications for Successful Adaptation to Extreme Stress," 
The American Journal of Psychiatry 161(2), February 2004. 

judgment and impulse contro1.21  He asks that happiness be classi-
fied in the American Psychiatric Association's Diagnostic and Sta-
tistical Manual as a "Major Mood Disorder, Pleasant Type." 

MY CLINICAL PSYCHIATRIC PRACTICE 
USING RUSSELL'S CONCEPTS 

As a practicing psychiatrist, I have found Russell's ideas about so-
cial pathology, rational reconstruction, and connecting to the wide 
world of possibilities important therapeutic principles. Using them, 
I have been able to help my patients look more profoundly at their 
own psychological make ups and have helped them to see the wide 
possibilities for feeling and action that their own contextual and 
personal thinking have minimized. 

I typically introduce Russell's ideas while at the same time 
offering traditional psychological interpretations about the personal 
conflicts that have arisen within the patients about their identity, 
goals, family and work relationships. This will be in cases where 
patients are struggling with why they are so defective, angry, guilty, 
or psychosomatically ill. At the same time, I have provided these 
patients with photocopies of selected chapters from The Conquest, 
including those on "Boredom and Excitement," "Zest," "Affection," 
"Impersonal Interests," "Effort and Resignation," and most fre-
quently "Competition." In most instances, I have been able to help 
these suffering patients using this double approach. They have 
achieved greater personal awareness, greater hopefulness, and a 
sense of re-vitalization and find that Russell's words and messages 
are inspiring, moving them further to change destructive underlying 
egoistic patterns. 

Let me illustrate the effectiveness of incorporating Russell's 
ideas into my therapeutic work. A patient of mine, a 49 year-old 
chronically depressed woman, was struggling with her domineering 
and controlling 80 year-old mother, who was still very active in the 
family business. At the same time, the patient experienced intense 
guilt over defying her mother. This struggle had begun in child-
hood, when the mother rejected her daughter's ordinary demands 
for care, preferring to devote herself to friends and business instead. 

21 Richard Bentall, "A Proposal to Classify Happiness as a Psychiatric Dis-
order", Journal of Medical Ethics 18(2), 1992. 
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those wlio produce the least amount of stress hormone (cortisol) aiid
the largest amounts of stress-protecting hormones and/or neuropep-
tides  (DIIEA  and  neuropeptide  Y,  respectively)  are  best  able  to
handle  stress,  and he  calls  for developing drugs  that enhance these

protective  genes.  But  as  with  the  others,  he  does  not  deal  specifi-
cally with the social factors that underlie happiness.20

Finally, there are rogue elements in psychiatry that wish to make
happiness  into  a "diagnosis  of mental  illness."  Richard  Bentall,  for
example,  aL[gues  in iL  1992  paper  ln  The Joul.nal  Of Medical  Ethics
that happiness should  be classified  as  a mental disorder,  because  its
rarity  makes  it  abnormal.  Furtherinore,  its  association  with  exces-
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judgment  and  impulse  control.21  He  asks  that  happiness  be  classi-
fled  in the American Psychiatric  Association's D/.c7gwos/i.c cz#d S/cz-

f7.a//.ccz/ A4lcz#ifcI/ as a "Major Mood Disorder, Pleasant Type."

MY CLINICAL PSYCHIATRIC PRACTICE
USING RUSSELL'S CONCEPTS

As  a practicing  psychiatrist,  I have found Russell's  ideas  about  so-
cial  pathology,  rational  reconstruction,  and  connecting  to  the  wide
world of possibilities  iinportant therapeutic  principles.  Using them,
I have been able to help  my patients  look more  profoundly  at their
own psychological  make ups  and have helped them to see the wide

possibilities  for  feeling  and  action  that  their  own  contextual  and
personal thinking have minimized.

I  typically   introduce  Russell's   ideas   while   at  the   same  time
offering traditional psychological  interpretations about the personal
conflicts  that  have  arisen  witliin  the  patients  about  their  identity,

goals,  family  and  work  relationships.  This  will  be  in  cases  where
patients are struggling with why they are so defective, angry, guilty,
or  psychosomatically  ill.  At  the  same  time,  I  have  provided  these

patients  with  photocopies  of selected  chapters  from  Zlfre  C'o#gwes/,
including those on "Boredom and Excitement," "Zest," "Affection,"
"Impersonal  Interests,"  "Effort  and  Resignation,"  and  most  fre-

quently "Competition." In most instances,  I  have been able to  help
these   suffering   patients   using   this   double   approach.   They   have
achieved  greater  personal   awareness,   greater  hopefulness,   and   a
sense of re-vitalization  and find that Russell's words  and messages
are inspiring, moving them further to change destructive underlying
egoistic patterns.

Let  me  illustrate  the  effectiveness   of  incorporating  Russell's
ideas  into  my  therapeutic  work.  A  patient  of mine,  a  49  year-old
chronically depressed woman, was struggling with her domineering
and controlling 80 year-old mother, who was still very active in the
family  business.  At the  same  time,  the  patient  experienced  intense

guilt  over  defying  her  mother.  This  struggle  had  begun  in  child-
hood,  when  the  mother  rejected  her  daughter's  ordinary  demands
for care, preferring to devote herself to friends and business instead.

2'  Richard Bentall` "A Proposal to Classify Happiness as  a Psychiatric Dis-

order", Journal Of Medical Ethics 18(I),1992.
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My patient found solace and a new perspective in Russell's chapter 
on "Effort and Resignation," where he recommends that one avoid 
asking oneself to do the impossible. She was eager to read the entire 
book to see what other suggestions Russell might have. 

A second case also involved the bitter struggle of a younger 
woman (32 years old in this case) with a domineering mother, who, 
unlike the mother in the first case, was intrusive and sought to con-
trol her daughter's behavior. I addressed this woman's compulsive 
compliance to her mother's wishes by focusing on her need to get 
confirmation from caring friends. With my encouragement she read 
Russell's chapter on fear of public opinion and after this began to 
effectively assert herself with her mother. She discovered that her 
mother could respond positively to my patient's newly-found self-
assertion. The fiery confrontation and rejection the patient had long 
feared were now appreciated as fantasies created by her overactive 
fear circuits. 

In a third case, a 42 year-old anxious and depressed business 
man was intensely preoccupied with his past failures. He was able 
to shift away from these self-condemnations after I interpreted to 
him his mother's oppressively identifying him with his so-called 
"terrible" father, whom she had divorced when the patient was five. 
He felt that reading Russell's chapter on "Competition" helped him 
understand the compulsive origins of his self-hatred. 

RUSSELLIAN CONCLUSIONS 
We are fortunate to have Bertrand Russell's examination of the 
causes of unhappiness and happiness. His recommendations about 
reorganizing a conventionally competitively successful life fraught 
with angst and despair have provided us with the remarkable dis-
covery that happiness is our natural state if we overcome the narrow 
bounds of egotism and reconnect with the larger world. 

At the same time, we must reflect that Russell was drawn to this 
study when he was 57 years of age, because despite inheriting a 
high social position and developing into a widely recognized math-
ematical and philosophical genius, he was not spared life's tra-
gedies, beginning most profoundly with the loss of both parents by 
the time he was four. Because he had to deal with family loss so 
early, the strictness of his puritanical paternal grandmother, and in-
tense isolation growing up, he was no stranger to misery. In his long  

life, he also had to endure, despite much positive recognition, the 
hostility of peers, his jailing for pacifism during World War I, his 
loss of two parliamentary elections, three failed marriages, a schizo-
phrenic child, strained economics and rejection by his university. 

It was humankind's good fortune that Bertrand Russell, the bril-
liant philosopher, was able to draw on his personal life experience 
with unhappiness and happiness. Forced like most people to endure 
what seems to be universal suffering, he used his powerful intellect 
to understand the origins of misery and find a universal solution for 
it well within the grasp of the ordinary individual living under 
peaceful conditions. In overcoming "meditating on his sins, follies, 
and shortcomings" and centering his attention upon the world at 
large, he found, as he writes in the last sentence in The Conquest 
that "it is in such profound instinctive union with the stream of life 
that the greatest joy is to be found."22  

Like his contemporary, Sigmund Freud, the father of psycho-
analysis, Russell used his own life experiences to discover basic 
psychological truths. He was able to fulfill significantly the second 
of the life goals that he had formulated for himself. As stated in the 
Postscript to his Autobiography, in addition to wanting to find out 
what could be known, Russell wanted "to do whatever might be 
possible toward creating a happier world."23  

Hopefully, psychiatry can heed Russell's 78 year old message. 
If so, it can recover its goal of helping individuals find happiness by 
again directing them to rid themselves of egoistic preoccupations 
and promote beneficial social and external activities even as it 
strives to developed new biological treatments. Naturally, Russell's 
more powerful message is addressed to society at large to create 
new social norms and programs that allow happiness to thrive, and 
replace the striving for profits, unlimited growth, and dominance 
with a fair world that offers each of its people a chance for educa-
tion, health, prosperity, and pleasure. 

Clinical Assistant Professor of Psychiatry 
New York University Medical Center 
Lecturer, Columbia University Psychoanalytic Center 
dsgldmn@att.net  
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My patient found solace and a new pei.spective in Russell's chapter
on "Effort and Resignation," where he  recommends that one  avoid
asking oneself to do the impossible.  She was eager to read the entire
book to see what other suggestions Russell might have.

A  second  case  also  iiivolved  the  bitter  struggle  of a  younger
woman (32 years old in this case) with a domineering mother, who,
unlike the mother in the flrst case, was intrusive and sought to con-
trol  her daughter's  behavior.  I  addressed this  woman's  compulsive
compliance  to  her mother's wishes  by focusing on her need to  get
confirmation from caring friends. With my encouragement she read
Russell's  chapter on  fear of public  opinion  and  after this  began  to
effectively  assert  herself with  her mother.  She  discovered that  her
inother could  respond  positively  to  my  patient's  newly-found  self-
assertion. The fiery confrontation and rejection the patient had  long
feared were  now appreciated  as  fantasies  created by her overactive
fear circuits.

In  a  third  case,  a  42  year-old  anxious  and  depressed  business
man  was  intensely  preoccupied  with  his  past failures.  He was  able
to  shift  away  from  these  self-condemnations  after  I  interpreted  to
him  his  mother's  oppressively  identifying  him  with  his  so-called
"terrible" father, whom she had divorced when the patient was five.

He felt that reading Russell's cliapter on "Competition" helped him
understand the compulsive origins of his self-hatred.

RUS SELLIAN CONCLUSIONS
We  are  fortunate  to  have  Bertrand  Russell's  examination  of  the
causes  of unhappiness  and  happiness.  His  recommendations  about
reorganizing  a  conventionally  competitively  successful  life  fraught
with  angst  and  despair  have  provided  us  with  the  remarkable  dis-
covery that happiness is our natural state if we overcome the narrow
bounds of egotism and reconnect with the larger world.

At the same time, we must reflect that Russell was drawn to this
study  when  he  was  57  years  of age,  because  despite  inheriting  a
high social position and developing into a widely recognized math-
elnatical  and  philosophical  genius,  he  was  not  spared  life's  tra-

gedies,  beginning most profoundly with the loss of both parents  by
the  time  he  was  four.  Because  he  had  to  deal  with  family  loss  so
early, the strictness of his puritanical paternal grandmother,  and in-
tense isolation growing up, he was no stranger to misery. In his long
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life,  he  also  had  to  endure,  despite  much  positive  recognition,  the
hostility  of peers,  his jailing  for pacifism  during  World  War  I,  his
loss of two parliamentary elections, three failed marriages, a schizo-

phrenic child, strained economics and rejection by his university.
It was humankind's good fortune that Bertrand Russell, the bril-

liant philosopher, was able to  draw  on  his  personal  life  experience
with unhappiness and happiness. Forced like most people to endure
what seems to be universal suffering, he used his powerful intellect
to understand the origins of misery and  find a universal solution for
it  well  within  the  grasp  of  the  ordinary   individual   living  under

peaceful  conditions.  In  overcoming "meditating on his  sins,  follies,
and  shortcomings"  and  centering  his  attention  upon  the  world  at
large,  he  found,  as  he  writes  in  the  last  sentence  in  7lfoc  Co#gwes/
that "it is in such profound  instinctive union with the stream of life
that the greatestjoy is to be found."22

Like  his  contemporary,  Sigmund  Freud,  the  father  of psycho-
analysis,  Russell  used  his  own  life  experiences  to  discover  basic

psychological truths.  He was  able to  fulfill  significantly the second
of the life goals that he had formulated for himself. As stated in the
Postscript  to  his .4t/fobJ.ogrczpky,  in  addition  to  wanting  to  find  out
what  could  be  known,  Russell  wanted  "to  do  whatever  might  be

Possible toward creating a happier world."23
Hopefully,  psychiatry  can  heed  Russell's  78  year  old  message.

If so, it can recover its goal of helping individuals find happiness by
again  directing  them  to  rid  themselves  of egoistic  preoccupations
and  promote   beneflcial   social   and   external   activities   even   as   it
strives to  developed new biological treatments. Naturally, Russell's
more  powerful  message  is  addressed  to  society  at  large  to  create
new social norms  and  programs that allow happiness  to thrive,  and
replace  the  striving  for  profits,  unlimited  growth,  and  dominance
with a fair world that offers  each of its people  a chance  for educa-
tion, health, prosperity, and pleasure.
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dsgldmn@att.net
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BERTRAND RUSSELL ON FEAR: A PROLEGOMENA*  

MARVIN KOHL 

ABSTRACT. Russell maintains that all fear, whether it be unconscious, 
conscious, or attitudinal, is bad and ought to be eliminated. At best these 
claims are hyperbole; at worse, false. They also involve an exacting notion 
of human nature, bringing to mind John Maynard Keynes' charge in Two 
Memoirs that "there was no solid diagnosis of human nature" underlying 
Russell's theory, and that Russell "sustained simultaneously a pair of opin-
ions ludicrously incompatible. He held that in fact human affairs were car-
ried on after a most irrational fashion. but that the remedy was quite simple 
and easy, since all we had to do was to carry them on rationally." 

I. RUSSELL'S STANCE 
Bertrand Russell maintains that one of the great obstacles to human 
happiness is fear. In his essay "On Evils Due to Fear" he argues that 
"a great many of the defects from which adults suffer are due to 
preventable mistakes in their education, and [that] the most impor-
tant of these mistakes is the inculcation of fear."' He also insists 
that all fear is bad. Thus, in What I Believe, he writes: 

Religion, since it has its source in terror, has dignified certain 
kinds of fear, and made people think them not disgraceful. In 
this it has done mankind a great disservice: all fear is bad, and 
ought to be overcome not by fairy tales, but by courage and ra-
tional reflection.' 

In The Conquest of Happiness, he again reminds us that fear of 
any kind is a major obstacle to happiness, whether it be fear of life 
in general, fear of failure, or some other kind of fear. For example, 
in discussing the fear of public opinion he writes: 

Fear of public opinion, like every other form of fear, is oppres-
sive and stunts growth. It is difficult to achieve any kind of 

* This paper was presented at the annual meeting of the Bertrand Russell 
Society, Monmouth University, New Jersey, June 9, 2007. 

Bertrand Russell, "On the Evils Due to Fear," in If I Could Preach Just 
Once (New York: Harper, 1929), 219. He later adds "I do not believe that 
any good thing is to be obtained through fear, and I hold that obedience not 
otherwise obtainable had better not be obtained." (228) 
2 Bertrand Russell, What I Believe (New York: Dutton, 1925), 13. 

25 

BERTRAND RUSSELL ON FEAR: A PROLEGOMENAt

MARVIN KOHL

ABSTRACT.  Russell  maintains  that  all  fear,  whether  it  be  unconscious,
conscious,  or  attitudinal,  is  bad  and  ought  to  be  eliminated.  At  best  these
claims are hyperbole; at worse,  false.  They  also  involve  an exacting notion
of human nature,  bringing to  mind John Maynard Keynes'  charge  in  Two
A4lemo/.rs  that  "there  was  no  solid  diagnosis  of human  nature"  underlying
Russell's theory,  and that Russell "sustained  simultaneously  a pair of opin-
ions  ludicrously  incompatible.  He held that  in fact human affairs were  car-
ried on after a most irrational fashion. but that the remedy was quite simple
and easy, since all we had to do was to carry them on rationally."

I. RUSSELL'S STANCE
Beilrand Russell maintains that one of the great obstacles to human
happiness is fear. In his essay "On Evils Due to Fear" he argues that
"a  great  many  of the  defects  from  which  adults  suffer  are  due  to

preventable mistakes  in their education,  and  [that]  the most impor-
tant  of these  mistakes  is  the  inculcation  of fear."I  He  also  insists
that cz// fear is bad. Thus, in  Wfocz/ / Be/J.eve, he writes:

Religion,  since  it  has  its  source  in  terror,  has  dignified  certain
kinds  of fear,  and made  people think them not disgraceful.  In
this  it has  done mankind a great disservice:  cz// fear is bad,  and
ought to be overcome not by fairy tales, but by courage and ra-
tional reflection.2

In  714e  Co#gi7cf/ o/fJapp/.#ess,  he again reminds  us that fear of
any kind is a major obstacle to happiness, whether it be  fear of life
in general,  fear of failure, or some other kind of fear. For exalnple,
in discussing the fear of public opinion he writes:

Fear of public opinion, like every other form of fear, is oppres-
sive  and  stunts  growth.  It  is  difficult  to  achieve  any  kind  of

This  paper  was  presented  at  the  annual  meeting  of the  Bertrand  Russell
Society, Monmouth University, New Jersey, June 9, 2007.

Bertrand  Russell,  "On the  Evils  Due  to  Fear,"  in  //J Col//c7 Prec}c/7 Jws/
O„ce  (New York:  Harper,1929),  219.  He  later adds  "I  do  not believe  that
any good thing is to be obtained through fear, and I hold that obedience not
otherwise obtainable had better not be obtained." (228)

Bertrand Russell,  Wf!cz/ /Be/!.eve (New York: Dutton,1925),13.

25



26 
	

MARVIN KOHL 
	

BERTRAND RUSSELL ON FEAR 	 27 

greatness while a fear of this kind remains strong, and it is im-
possible to acquire that freedom of spirit in which true happi-
ness consists, for it is essential to happiness that our way of 
living should spring from our own deep impulses and not from 
the accidental tastes and desires of those who happen to be our 
neighbors, or even our relations.' 

All of us probably have had experiences of fear, and so to some 
extent understand its nature. If we had to describe the general nature 
of this experience, we might be content to say that fear is the feeling 
that occurs in the presence of an actual, perceived, or anticipated 
threat. Perhaps a more sophisticated observer would want to regard 
fear as the physiological and psychological state that comes about 
in the presence of an actual, perceived, or anticipated threat. 

This characterization has its difficulties in that it leaves obscure 
the nature or more exact description of this state: for example, the 
extent to which it conforms with a general reflex type or has the 
characteristics that have traditionally been associated with instincts. 
Nonetheless, it is useful at the outset because it reminds us that fear 
is both a state of mind and a state of body with measurable physio-
logical correlates, and because it appears to be the characterization 
Russell uses or at least seems to presuppose. 

Most of us would agree that fear is a matter of degree and that 
some fears are more rational than others. For example, some people 
fear the Tarantula spider and are stricken by panic in its presence 
because its bite is poisonous. Other people just do not like spiders. 
They panic in their presence for the same reason as they panic in the 
presence other insects, namely, because they believe they definitely 
cause disease. Still others are terrified of spiders because they be-
lieve that the bite of any spider is deadly. Most of us would agree 
that the first belief is rational; that the second is erroneous because 
spiders, unlike fleas and ticks, are generally known not to cause dis-
ease; and that the third belief is irrational because it is contrary to 
the widely known fact that while tarantula bites can be extremely 
painful, they are not deadly. 

It is true that Russell distinguishes between the rational and irra-
tional apprehension of danger. It is also true that Russell acknowl-
edges the importance of rationally apprehending danger when faced 

3 
Bertrand Russell, The Conquest of Happiness (Garden City, New York: 

Garden City Publishing, 1930), 138-9. 

with its presence or a genuine threat. But he also tends to identify 
cases as being that of fear only when the individual is stricken with 
panic. In other words, given the logic of Russell's position he would 
have to maintain that, because of panic, all three of these cases are 
examples of irrational behavior. This strikes me as an odd and un-
acceptably narrow way of characterizing fear. 

Perhaps the clearest example of this narrowing of meaning oc-
curs in What I Believe. After telling us that the purpose of the mor-
alist is to improve men's behavior, that active malevolence is the 
worst feature of human nature, and suggesting that most of this 
malevolence is caused by a haunting fear of danger and ruin, Rus-
sell concludes that fear is the great enemy against which we must 
do primary battle. Thus, he writes: 

[love of mental adventure] must ... be one of the chief con-
cerns of the scientific moralist to combat fear. This can be 
done in two ways: by increasing security, and by cultivating 
courage. I am speaking of fear as an irrational passion, not of 
the rational prevision of possible misfortune. When a theatre 
catches fire, the rational man foresees disaster just as clearly as 
the man stricken with panic, but he adopts methods likely to 
diminish the disaster, whereas the man stricken with panic in-
creases it.4  

Notice that Russell is here not objecting to the belief that the theatre 
is on fire. Since the theatre is presumably on fire, both the rational 
and irrational man have grounds for believing that this is the case. 
What he is objecting to are the feelings — the paralyzing panic —
which has become associated with the second man's belief that the 
theatre is on fire. And I think most of us would agree that being 
stricken, being paralyzed with fear, is not a rational stance. But 
having said this, we should also recognize the following: first, that 
paralyzing fear is not the only kind of fear; second, that there are 
important differences between having rational and irrational feel-
ings; and finally, that the kinds of fear Russell typically attacks are 
of this extreme kind. Perhaps all forms of panic are bad but it does 
not follow from this that all forms of fear are. 

His abhorrence of fear has another source. Russell, especially 
when doing political and social philosophy, became increasing 
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greatness while a fear of this kind remains strong, and it is im-
possible to  acquire that freedom of spirit in which true happi-
ness  consists,  for  it  is  essential  to  happiness  that  our way  of
living sliould spring from our own deep impulses and not from
the accidental tastes and desires of those who happeil to be our
neighbors, or even our relations.3

All of us probably have had  experiences of fear,  and so to some
extent understand its nature. If we had to describe the general nature
of this experience, we might be content to say that fear is the feeling
that  occurs  in  the  presence  of an  actual,  perceived,  or  anticipated
threat. Perhaps a more sophisticated  observer would want to  regard
fear  as  the  physiological  and  psychological  state  that  comes  about
in the presence of an actual, perceived, or anticipated threat.

This characterization has  its difficulties in that it leaves obscure
the  nature  or inore  exact  description of this  state:  for example,  the
extent  to  which  it  conforms  with  a  general  reflex  type  or  has  the
characteristics that have traditionally been associated with instincts.
Nonetheless, it is useful at the outset because it reminds us that fear
is both a state of mind and a state of body with measurable physio-
logical  correlates,  and  because  it  appears to  be  the  characterization
Russell uses or at least seems to presuppose.

Most of us  would  agree that fear is  a matter of degree and  that
some fears are more rational than others. For example, some people
fear the  Tarantula  spider  and  are  stricken  by  panic  in  its  presence
because  its  bite  is  poisonous.  Other people just  do  not  like  spiders.
They panic in their presence for the saine reason as they panic in the

presence other insects,  namely, because they believe they definitely
cause  disease.  Still  others  are  terrified  of spiders  because  they  be-
lieve  that  tlie  bite  of any  spider  is  deadly.  Most  of us  would  agree
that the first belief is rational;  that the second  is  erroneous  because
spiders, unlike fleas and ticks, are generally known not to cause dis-
ease;  and that the third  belief is  irrational  because  it  is  contrary to
the  widely  known  fact that  while  tarantula  bites  can  be  extreinely

painful, they are not deadly.
It is true that Russell distinguishes between the rational and irra-

tional  apprehension of danger.  It  is  also true that Russell  acknowl-
edges the importance of rationally apprehending danger when faced

Bertrand  Russell,  714e  Co#qifcff  o/ I/c7ppz.#ess  (Garden  City,  New  York:
Garden City Publishing,1930),138-9.
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with  its  pi.esence  or a genuine  threat.  But  he  also  tends to  identify
cases as being that of fear only when the individual  is stricken with

panic. In other words, given tlie logic of Russell's position he would
have to maintain that,  because of panic,  all three  of these cases  are
examples  of irrational  behavior.  This  strikes  me  as  an odd  and un-
acceptably narrow way of characterizing fear.

Perhaps the clearest example of this  narrowing of meaning oc-
curs  in  Wfec!/ / Be/f.eve.  After telling us that the  purpose of the  mor-
alist  is  to  improve  men's  behavior,  that  active  malevolence  is  the
worst  feature  of human  nature,  and  suggesting  that  most  of  this
malevolence  is  caused  by  a haunting  fear of danger and  ruin,  Rus-
sell  concludes  that  fear  is  the  great  enemy  against  which  we  must
do priinary battle. Thus, he writes:
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the  rational  prevision  of possible  misfortune.  When  a  theatre
catches fire, the rational man foresees disasterjust as clearly as
the  man  stricken  with  panic,  but  he  adopts  methods  likely  to
diminish the disaster, whereas the man stricken with panic  in-
creases  it.4

Notice that Russell is here not objecting to the belief that the theatre
is on  fire.  Since the theatre  is presumably on flre, both the rational
and  irrational  man  have  grounds  for believing  that this  is the  case.
What  he  is  objecting  to  are  the  feelings  -  the  paralyzing  panic  -
which has  become  associated with the  second man's  belief that the
theatre  is  on  flre.  And  I  think  most  of us  would  agree  that  being
stricken,  being  paralyzed  with  fear,  is  not  a  rational  stance.  But
having  said this,  we  should also  recognize the  following:  first, that

paralyzing  fear  is  not  the  only  kiiid  of fear;  second,  that there  are
important  differences  between  having  rational  and  irrational  feel-
ings;  and finally, that the kinds of fear Russell typically attacks are
of this extreme kind. Perhaps all  forms of panic are bad but it does
not follow from tliis that all forms of fear are.

His  abhorrence  of fear  has  another  source.  Russell,  especially
when   doing   political   and   social   philosophy,   became   increasing
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aware of the fact that fear kills the love of thought and mental ad-
venture. For example, he concludes his chapter on education in 
Principles of Social Reconstruction by describing the evils caused 
by a mistaken education, one inspired by fear. Thus, he writes that 

If the object [of education] were to make pupils think, rather 
than to make them accept certain conclusions, education 
would be conducted quite differently: there would be less ra-
pidity of instruction and more discussion, more occasions 
when the pupils are encouraged to express themselves, more 
attempt to make education concern itself with matters in which 
the pupils feel some interest. 

Above all, there would be an endeavour to rouse and stimulate 
the love of mental adventure.... To give this joy, in a greater or 
less measure, to all who are capable of it, is the supreme end 
for which the education of the mind is to be valued. 5  

Russell also explains why, although the love of mental adventure is 
rare among adults, it is not so with children. Among children, he 
writes, 

It is very common, and grows naturally out of the period of 
make-believe and fancy. It is rare in later life because every-
thing is done to kill it during education. Men fear thought as 
they fear nothing else on earth — more than ruin, more even 
than death.... It is fear that holds men back — fear lest their 
cherished beliefs should prove delusions, fear lest the institu-
tions by which they live should prove harmful, fear lest they 
themselves should prove less worthy of respect than they have 
supposed themselves to be.... No institution inspired by fear 
can further life. Hope, not fear, is the creative principle in hu-
man affairs.' 

In New Hopes for a Changing World he writes: "The thing that 
above all others I have been concerned to say in this book is that be-
cause of fears that once had a rational basis mankind has failed to 

5 Bertrand Russell, Principles of Social Reconstruction (London: George 
Allen & Unwin, 1916), 164-5. 
6  Ibid., 165-7.  

profit by the techniques that, if wisely used, could make him hap-
py" and that "the greatest obstacle to a good world is fear and [that] 
both conscious and unconscious fear must be eliminated." 7  The re-
curring theme, here taken from Education and the Good Life, is that 
"fear should be overcome not only in action, but in feeling; and not 
only in conscious feeling, but in the unconscious as well."' 

To sum up: Fear, for Russell, as a bio-genetic disposition or emo-
tional attitude based on perceived dangers or threats, is a primary 
evil because it is responsible for, and continues to produce, the most 
detrimental kind of cognitive and eudemonic helplessness. It is an 
evil because it is responsible for causing the worst of human behav-
ior and undermining the best. Russell's vision is of a world without 
fear. It is a vision of a universal fearlessness that allows for a fuller 
nurturing of the good life. 

II. CONCLUSION 
The type of fear deserving of censure, then, is not any of the ones 
Russell has chosen. It is not fear per se, but panic fear and those 
ideological stances that inculcate or produce it that deserve censure. 
Moreover, it is difficult to reconcile the fact that fear is instinct-like 
with Russell's normative claim that it ought to be eliminated. This 
difficulty, I should like to add, does not seem to be a logical one. 
For it seems consistent to say that, although X cannot be eliminated, 
X nonetheless ought to be.9  

7  Bertrand Russell, New Hopes for a Changing World (New York: Simon 
and Schuster, 1951), 188, 161-2. 
8  Bertrand Russell, Education and the Good Life (New York: Boni & Live-
right, 1926), 65. 
9  Robert Hoffman, in personal correspondence, writes that "perhaps it is not 
a logical difficulty, but it does seem to be one." Admittedly, there is an in-
ner tension. However, I believe that this tension is not generated by incon-
sistency. We commonly suppose, though not with unquestioning certitude, 
a particular notion of consistency. We assume that it is correct to retain the 
notion that it is logically consistent to say "although X cannot be eliminat-
ed, X nonetheless ought to be." For example, we may say that "although 
death cannot be eliminated, it nonetheless ought to be." Now this may be 
an utterly unwise thing to say, but it is not inconsistent. Why not? To this 
question I should reply that it is the normative parts of these statements that 
take us "off the logical hook." I admit that "ceteris paribus, one ought to, 
and ought not to, do X" is inconsistent; but quickly add the statement "al-
though X cannot be eliminated, X nonetheless ought to be" does not take 
this form; and to insist that it does, as some may be inclined to do, is to re- 
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aware  of the  fact that fear kills the  love  of thought and mental  ad-
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If the  object  [of education]  were to  make  pupils  think,  rather
than   to   make   them   accept   certain   conclusions,   education
would  be  conducted  quite  differently:  there  would  be  less  ra-
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when  the  pupils  are  encouraged  to  express  themselves,  more
attempt to make education concern itself with inatters in whicli
the pupils feel some interest.

Above all, there would be an endeavour to rouse and stimulate
the love of mental adventure .... To give this joy, in a greater or
less measure, to  all  who  are  capable  of it,  is the  supreme  end
for which the education of the mind is to be valued. 5

Russell also explains why, although the love of mental  adventure is
rare  among  adults,  it  is  not  so  with  children.  Among  children,  he
writes,

It  is  very  common,  and  grows  naturally  out  of the  period  of
make-believe  and  fancy.  It  is  rare  in  later  life  because  every-
thing  is  done  to  kill  it  dui.ing  education.  Men  fear thought  as
they  fear  nothing  else  on  earth -  inore  than  ruin,  more  eveii
than  death ....  It  is  fear  that  holds  men  back  -  fear  lest  their
cherished  beliefs  should  prove  delusions,  fear  lest the  institu-
tions  by  which  they  live  should  prove  harmful,  fear  lest they
themselves should prove less worthy of respect than they have
supposed  themselves  to  be ....  No  institution  inspired  by  fear
can further life. Hope, not fear,  is the creative principle in hu-
man affairs . 6
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above all others I have been concerned to say in this book is that be-
cause  of fears  that once  had  a rational  basis  mankind has  failed to
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profit by  the techniques that,  if wisely  used,  could  make  him  hap-
py"  and that "the greatest obstacle to a good world is fear and [that]
both conscious and unconscious fear must be eliminated." 7  The re-
curring theme, here taken from ECJwcc7f/.o# c}#c/ /Ae Gooc/ I//e,  is that
"fear should be overcome not only in action, but in feeling;  and not

only in conscious feeling, but in the unconscious as well." 8
To sum up: Fear, for Russell, as a bio-genetic disposition or emo-

tional  attitude  based  on  perceived  dangers  or threats,  is  a  primary
evil because it is responsible for, and continues to produce, the most
detrimental  kind  of cognitive  and  eudemonic  helplessness.  It  is  an
evil because it is responsible for causing the worst of human behav-
ior and undermining the best. Russell's vision is of a world without
fear. It is a vision of a universal fearlessness that allows for a fuller
nurturing of the good life.

11. CONCLUSION
The type  of fear deserving  of censure,  then,  is  not  any  of the  ones
Russell  has  chosen.  It  is  not  fear pe;I  Fe,  but  panic  fear  and  those
ideological  stances that inculcate or produce it that deserve censure.
Moreover, it is difficult to reconcile the fact that fear is instinct-like
with  Russell's  normative  claim  that  it ought to  be  eliminated.  This
difficulty,  I  should  like  to  add,  does  not  seem  to  be  a  logical  one.
For it seems consistent to say that, although X cannot be eliminated,
X nonetheless ought to be. 9

7  Bertrand Russell,  Ivew  fJapes/or  cr  C¢c7#gj.#g  Wor/cJ (New York:  Simon

and  Schuster,1951),188,161-2.
8 Bertrand Russell, Ec/wccz/f.o# cznd /Ae Good fj/e (New York:  Boni & Live-
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a  logical difficulty,  but  it does s'ee#i to  be one." Admittedly, there  is  an in-
ner tension.  However, I  believe that this tension is not generated  by  incon-
sistency.  We  commonly  suppose, though not with unquestioning  certitude,
a particular notion of consistency.  We assume that it is correct to retain the
notion that it is  logically  consistent to say  "although X cannot be eliminat-
ed,  X  nonetheless  ought  to  be."  For example,  we  may  say  that  "although
death  cannot  be  eliminated,  it  nonetheless  ought to  be." Now this  may  be
an  utterly  unwise thing to  say,  but  it  is  not inconsistent.  Why  not? To this

question I should reply that it is the normative parts of these statements that
take  us  "off the  logical  hook." I  admit that  "ceteris  paribus,  one  ought to,
and ought  not to,  do  X"  is  inconsistent;  but quickly  add the  statement "al-
though  X  cannot  be  eliminated,  X nonetheless  ought  to  be"  does  not take
this  form;  and to insist that it does,  as some may be  inclined to do,  is to re-
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However, the assumption that the principle of futility is trump,'°  
when combined with Russell's claims, generates a worry. The prin-
ciple of futility roughly reads that one ought not attempt to do what 
one knows cannot be done or that one ought not aim at what one 
knows to be impossible. Something here seems to be normatively 
amiss. This does not mean that we should not attempt in education 
and elsewhere to eliminate as much of the paralyzing and debilitat-
ing forms of fear as we can. But if it is true that fear is so deeply 
rooted in the physiological and psychological nature of man that, at 
present, it cannot be eliminated, then it seems to be unwise to have 
that aim. For as Russell elsewhere suggests: "There is no such thing 
as an irrational aim except in the sense of one that is impossible of 
realization." 11  

This brings us to a related difficulty, to what may be called Rus-
sell's illusory optimism. For there are few areas of Russell's writ-
ings where John Maynard Keynes' criticism may be more applica-
ble. Keynes charged that "there was no solid diagnosis of human 
nature" underlying Russell's views, and that Russell "sustained si-
multaneously a pair of opinions ludicrously incompatible. He held 
that in fact human affairs were carried on after a most irrational 
fashion, but that the remedy was quite simple and easy, since all we 
had to do was to carry them on rationally."12  

Keynes' charge of being "ludicrously incompatible" may be too 
strong. But certainly Russell is overly optimistic about the ease in 
which fear may be eliminated. Briefly consider the problem gener-
ated by just the existence of unconscious fear. How does a con-
scious mind command or urge an unconscious mind to behave? Is 
Russell not too sanguine about the ease in which unconscious fears 
can be recognized and controlled by the conscious mind? He clearly 
underestimated the power and role played by repression in the minds 

commend an unnecessary dilution of the notion of consistency. Therefore, I 
propose to conclude by at least provisionally saying that although the 
difficulty may seem to be a logical one, it is not. 
io For a general analysis of this idea, see Marvin Kohl, "Wisdom and Futil- 
ity," The Philosophical Forum 32:1 (2001), 73-93. 

Bertrand Russell, Human Society in Ethics and Politics (London: Allen 
& Unwin, 1954), 11. 
12 John Maynard Keynes, Two Memoirs (London: Rupert Hart-Davis, 
1949), 102.  

of ordinary human beings. Perhaps, given his own vast power of 
reason, he assumed that ordinary human beings, most of whom are 
considerably less well endowed, have the same ability. 

Respect for fearlessness and courage is one of the outstanding 
marks of Western philosophy. Russell's writings bear testimony to 
the vitality of this tradition. His own indomitable fearlessness is a 
model even critics respect. Nonetheless, it is one thing to tell us to 
eliminate fear whenever we wisely can, it is another to be cavalier 
about the ease and extent of being able to do so. 

I am not taking issue with the claim that abusive forms of fear 
are often inculcated and zealously nurtured and that Russell, as a 
social reformer, deserves our admiration for his courageous battle 
against this abuse. Nor do I deny that fear often impedes and de-
stroys human happiness. What I wish to suggest is: (1) that we dis-
tinguish between the inculcation of specific abusive attitudinal 
fears, like the fear of truth or public opinion, and the bio-genetic 
dispositions or instincts that enable us to fear an approaching fire or 
enemy; (2) that it generally makes good sense to call for the elimi-
nation of the former; but (3) that neither Russell's arguments nor 
the evidence about the protective nature of non-panic fear warrants 
the conclusion that all fear ought to be eliminated; and (4) that the 
most vulnerable aspect of Russell's doctrine seems to be his convic-
tion that it is desirable and possible for ordinary human beings to 
eliminate all fear. 

I would be remiss if I concluded this discussion without com-
menting on one of Russell's most important insights. Russell is 
right on the mark in his understanding of how fear may be manipu-
lated in order to control others. The successful manipulation of fear 
is an instrument of power. Russell also clearly understood that poli-
ticians typically manipulate public fear in order to advance their 
own agendas. From this perspective, his social philosophy may be 
viewed as a pioneering effort in understanding how the dread of 
loss and the fear of death may be used as a means of promoting 
various political agendas. Here I will remain relatively silent about 
how the current fear of terrorism has been used to reverse welfare 
gains and to diminish what always has been a fragile ideal, namely, 
the commitment to a benevolent society. What I find disconcerting 
is that this vital insight in Russell's may be lost because of his zeal 
as a social reformer and his hasty generalization. 
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of ordinary  human  beings.  Perhaps,  given  his  own  vast  power  of

reason, he  assumed that ordinary human  beings,  most of whom  are

considerably less well endowed, have the same ability.
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right on the mark in his understanding of how fear may be manipu-

lated in order to control others. The successful manipulation of fear

is an instrument of power. Russell also clearly understood that poli-
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The main object of the present paper is in part polemical, criti-
cally focusing on Russell's claim that all fear is bad and ought to be 
eliminated, and in part preparatory, hoping this discussion will en-
courage the development of a contrary neural and philosophical 
theory, one that conceives of fear as a system that is hardwired, part 
of the emotional unconscious, "a system that detects danger and 
produces responses that maximize the probability of surviving a 
dangerous situation in the most beneficial way," as Joseph LeDoux 
suggests." Daunting as the challenge may be, would it not be grand 
if this new theory also added to our understanding of knowing what 
to fear and what not to fear, even if this understanding is contrary to 
the dispositions presently embedded or programmed into the neural 
system by evolution? 

State University of New York, Fredonia 
mknyc@rcn.com  

13 Joseph LeDoux, The Emotional Brain: The Mysterious Underpinnings of 
Emotional Life (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1996), 128. 

BOOK REVIEW 

WHAT IS HAPPINESS? 

BRANDON YOUNG 

Review of Daniel Gilbert, Stumbling on Happiness ( 2005), 336 pp. 
Vintage Books, New York. 

In Stumbling on Happiness, a popular work that won the 2007 Roy-
al Society's Prize for Science Books, Gilbert examines the nature of 
and psychological obstacles to human happiness. The book contains 
five parts, with eleven chapters, that integrate research from game-
theory, economics, neurophysiology, philosophy, experimental psy-
chology and sociological study. 

In the professional psychological world, Gilbert is an expert in a 
field properly called "affective forecasting," a technical phrase for 
the study of how human beings predict their future emotional state. 
It is highly likely, he thinks, that this unique human ability, coin-
ciding with the growth of the frontal lobes, helped the species sur-
vive by guiding the emotions. "We are," as Gilbert writes, "the ape 
that looked forward (p. 9)." However, this cognitive ability is any-
thing but perfect. In fact, the constant refrain of the book is that we 
consistently miscalculate how we will feel in the future. 

Gilbert invites the reader to join him in examining this counter-
intuitive human cognitive ability. Thus, in chapter two, "The View 
From in Here," Gilbert shows that most of us make predictions about 
our future happiness in certain situations (e.g., as a lottery winner 
versus as a paraplegic) based on imagining further conditions (e.g., 
a lottery winner with perfect health or a paraplegic without a lover) 
that may not obtain and that directly influence our actual happiness 
in those situations. Rather than recommending a remedy for this 
characteristic, Stumbling on Happiness is an work on experimental 
psychology meant to explain the phenomena, rather than a clinical 
one meant to correct them. 

In chapter 9 ("Immune to Reality") and again in concluding the 
book, Gilbert looks at the mechanisms we use to fend off unhappi-
ness and spells out the details of what he calls the "psychological 
immune system." Like the physical immune system that defends us 
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from illness, the psychological immune system defends us from un-
happiness. Psychological traumas (loss of a loved one, divorce, loss 
of a job) kick the psychological immune system into high gear, and 
the events are dealt with. The psychological trauma is very complex 
and must treated with a variety of healing techniques. But Gilbert 
does not explain how we are to cope with these traumas; it is, there-
fore, left to the reader to conceive of the ways in which a person 
copes with such an event (psychotherapy, anti-depressants, group 
therapy, exercise, meditation retreats, etc). 

Gilbert draws an analogy to the physical immune system with 
respect to the coping mechanisms. We seek treatment for major in-
juries (like a major gash) but do not seek treatment for minor injuries 
(small cuts). The result is that minor injuries can end up being worse 
over time than major ones. Likewise, the minor annoyance of, say, a 
spouse being late for an important date, is too small to trigger the 
psychological immune system, and therefore nothing is done to 
cope with the event. Yet over time, like tiny cuts that do not heal 
and lead to serious illness, these events can build to depression and 
other emotional disorders. These events hurt, and they hurt inces-
santly because the mental 'immune system' did not have a suf-
ficient catalyst. 

Like Bertrand Russell, who explained relativity theory on ana-
logy with India rubber, Gilbert has the gift of finding novel ways to 
convey difficult ideas. Couple that with his lucidity (also like Lord 
Russell's) and the result is a book so thoroughly enjoyable it is dif-
ficult not to affectively forecast the pleasure of the next chapter. 
The danger is that the book's readability and (sometimes corny) 
humor may prevent it from being taken seriously as the scholarly 
work it is. This book can be recommended to anyone interested in 
psychology, economics, or philosophy as well as to people who 
wish to gain some insight into human happiness and the foibles of 
the human mind. 

brandonbildung@gmail.corn 

DISCUSSION 

PRESTON ON ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY . 
GARY HARDCASTLE 

Analytic philosophy wasn't what you might have been led to think it 
was. This is something that Aaron Preston suspects the canonical ana-
lytics — Bertrand Russell, G. E. Moore, and Ludwig Wittgenstein —
knew, but were inclined to paper over. At any rate, it is something 
that the "new wave" historians of analytic philosophy (Preston's 
term) in the 1980s and 1990s, e.g., Michael Beaney, Nicholas Grif-
fin, Peter Hacker, Peter Hylton, and Ray Monk, established and 
made much of. With a recent spate of "analytic historians" (Preston's 
term again) like Scott Soames writing the history of analytic philo-
sophy in seeming ignorance of the work of the new wavers, Preston 
is rightly concerned to remind us of the new wavers' chief result, 
namely, that "no view traditionally connected with analytic philo-
sophy was actually shared by all and only canonical analysts" (15). 
Analytic philosophers, especially the canonical ones, differed over 
what analysis is, what gets analyzed, and, for that matter, what the 
point of the entire enterprise might be. 

Preston's paper is, however, no mere reminder to keep some 
Monk nearby while wading through, say, Soames' Philosophical 
Analysis in the Twentieth Century. According to Preston, the new 
wavers saw something important, indeed, but failed to see what that 
something implied. The fact that Russell, Moore, and Wittgenstein 
(not to mention A. J. Ayer, Rudolf Carnap, Gottlob Frege, etc.) did 
not see eye to eye on the nature and role of analysis, combined with 
a bit of thought about what a philosophical school is, forces us, ac-
cording to Preston, to what he calls an "illusionist" view of analytic 
philosophy. On the illusionist approach, analytic philosophy is what 
it has traditionally been supposed to be, but, alas, it does not exist. 
(Did it seem to you that it existed? There's the illusion.) This is a 
view denied by the new wavers, though according to Preston, it fol-
lows from their work. More on the illusionist approach, and Preston's 
arguments for it, in a bit. First, a distinction. 

The discovery that no single doctrine is shared by analytic philo-
sophy's canonical philosophers could well unsettle someone who has 
devoted his or her best intellectual years to imbibing, and building on, 

* Thanks to Aaron Preston for helpful comments on an earlier draft of these 
comments. 
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the analytic tradition. But it shouldn't, at least not if we keep in mind 
the simple distinction between an idea on the one hand and the people 
who consider, examine, hold, resist, or flat-out reject it on the other. 
There are many ways a person can be involved with a particular idea 
at a particular time beyond simply believing it. Consider the flux of 
these various attitudes for one person over time, multiply that by the 
several members of an intellectual community, and the diversity of 
intellectual attitudes to a given idea begins to seem the norm in an in-
tellectual community — uniformity, even for short periods, the excep-
tion. The appearance of uniformity is, of course, another thing. That, 
as Preston notes, is appreciated and projected by intellectual commu-
nities, philosophical schools hardly being an exception.' 

In short, doctrine should not be called upon to serve as the basis 
for defining a philosophical school, at least if our aim is to pick out 
its canonical figures. Doctrinal definitions of the analytic movement, 
particularly, would describe a "movement" whose membership vacil-
lated dramatically, with "canonical" figures dropping in and out as 
their thought developed or as they merely revisited views they'd ear-
lier defended, attacked, or ignored. That is, indeed, just what new 
wavers taught us. But it hardly means that certain ideas are not at the 
heart of analytic philosophy, or that there is no such thing as analy-
tic philosophy. Consider, for example, the idea that many (or even 
every) exemplary philosophical problem is artificial, a sort of tangle 
enabled by nothing more than our normal language, or perhaps our 
misuse of it. That is a profound and fascinating idea, absolutely cen-
tral to analytic philosophy and worth thinking hard about even today. 
But to define analytic philosophy in terms of a commitment, convic-
tion, or belief in that idea would be to miss its development, its recon-
sideration and reformulations in various hands — in short, to miss the 
history of analytic philosophy at its most significant and exciting. What 
makes new wave history of analytic philosophy so appealing (to me 
at least) is not that it disables the popular image of analytic philo- 

For a remarkable (and entertaining) example of the projection of unity over 
the fact of disunity in a movement still regarded (despite much research estab-
lishing the contrary) as an exemplar of philosophical uniformity, see Paolo 
Mancuso's account of the Vienna Circle's reaction to Alfred Tarski's theory 
of truth, "Tarski, Neurath and Kokoszynska on the Semantic Conception of 
Truth" (forthcoming in D. Patterson, New Essays on Tarski and Philosophy, 
Oxford). Faced with disagreement among logical positivists over the accept-
ability of Tarski's theory of truth, Carnap, Mancuso recounts, directed par-
ticipants to "take a waiting attitude and ... not carry out public polemics 
against semantics as a whole until ... further development." 

sophy as a doctrinally unified school, but that it attempts to trace the 
development, in different heads across different times, of the very 
doctrines once taken to be analytic philosophy's defining features.' 

Inclined to define analytic philosophy (for the sake, presumably, 
of having a fixed historical target), and impressed that no doctrine 
picks out just the right people at the right time, one would presuma-
bly be in the market for a non-doctrinal definition. Big mistake, says 
Preston, and here we return to the matter of implications and illu-
sions. According to Preston, what the new wavers missed is that we 
must have a doctrinal definition of analytic philosophy, and among 
those the only viable candidate is illusionist. Here's the argument. 
Why, first, must we have a doctrinal definition, especially if (as Pres-
ton accepts) the new wavers have shown that there is no single doc-
trine the canonical figures share? Well, in defining analytic philo-
sophy (or, presumably, any philosophical school) we must demand 
a "real definition," one that picks out analytic philosophy by its es-
sence, its necessary and sufficient conditions (20). That's the first 
premise. Second premise: philosophy is and always has been a "theo-
retical discipline"; it produces "sets of views about the way things 
are" which are "verbally articulated in a relatively straightforward 
way, in the form of a sufficiently clear declarative sentence" (20-1). 
Therefore the only acceptable sort of definition of any school of 
philosophy, analytic philosophy included, is one that identifies the 
school by way of its doctrine: 

There is a minimum standard, a necessary condition, for the initial 
formation and the retrospective demarcation of groups that, like 
schools, movements, or traditions, purport to mark out not merely a 
region of social space, but of philosophical space: such groups must 
rely for their cohesion, and hence also their existence, on a kind of 
unity that is constituted by agreement in theoretical matters. That is, 
a group is most properly called a philosophical school (etc.) only 
when it has come together on the basis of a shared philosophical 
view (or some set of them). (21, emphasis in original) 

Philosophical schools like analytic philosophy must be defined doc-
trinally because, in short, definitions capture essences, and philosoph-
ical schools are essentially shared doctrines. 

2 An appreciation of the role of what Thomas Gieryn has, in the context of the 
history and sociology of science, called "boundary work" is extremely useful 
here. See Gieryn, T. Cultural Boundaries of Science: Credibility on the Line 
(Chicago, Ill.: University of Chicago Press, 1998). 
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development,  in  different heads  across  different times,  of the  very
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Preston,  and  here  we  return to  the  matter of implications  and  illu-
sions. According to Preston, what the new wavers missed is that we
mzfs/ have  a doctrinal  definition of analytic  philosophy,  and  ainong
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There's a problem here, though, in that anyone dubious about the 
conclusion, demanding as it does that we have a doctrinal definition 
of analytic philosophy, will be at least as dubious about the argu-
ment's second and all-important premise that philosophical schools 
are essentially shared doctrines. That second premise asserts, after all, 
the content of the conclusion, and so the argument appears to beg the 
question. Granted the first premise, the question of whether we can 
fashion something other than a doctrinal definition of analytic philo-
sophy just is the question of whether analytic philosophy in partic-
ular is, in essence, a set of doctrines. 

That aside, the second premise, that philosophy (again, including 
analytic philosophy) is "the production and critical assessment" of 
"sets of views ... about the way things are, or what is the case, in some 
region or other — or possibly the whole — of reality," (21) (something 
Preston claims is a "minimal conception of what philosophy is and 
what it involves [that] has been widely held, at least implicitly, through-
out the history of the discipline") was in fact explicitly denied by, for 
example, assorted logical positivists, notably Carnap. Carnap, with a 
number of positivists, saw himself not as offering claims about the 
world, but as fashioning tools for the analysis of language. The tools 
themselves, in the form of formal languages, were developed in the 
context of, typically, pure syntax; they were analytic, and thus made 
no claims about the world. Carnap's logical syntax program, and the 
nature of philosophy itself, was of course discussed, contested, and 
modified at the time, but that, as we saw above, is to be expected. 

We should not, therefore, be swayed by Preston's argument for 
a doctrinal definition of analytic philosophy; its force depends upon 
an antecedent commitment to its conclusion via its second premise, 
and its second premise conflicts with what we know to be the case 
about at least one prominent strain of analytic philosophy. But this 
hardly squelches the curiosity we ought to have about Preston's il-
lusionist view. What sort of definition of analytic philosophy could 
this be, and how could it be doctrinal, given what we've learned 
from the new wavers? 

According to Preston, the "received" view of analytic philosophy 
is the view that "analytic philosophy is a school of philosophy that 
originated ... around the turn of the twentieth-century ... fueled by the 
perception that the correct method of philosophical inquiry ... was the 
analysis of language." However, he continues, it "does not correspond 
and never has corresponded to anything in reality" (14-5, 27). This 

idea, that the received view is only an illusion, Preston calls "illusion-
ism." Illusionism adheres to new waver history; there wasn't, in fact, 
any such thing as analytic philosophy. But what the illusionist takes 
analytic philosophy to be — what it is that there wasn't any of, as it 
were — is just what traditional definitions have made it out to be, that 
is, the received view. So, says Preston, "the illusionist is a tradition-
alist concerning what analytic philosophy is supposed to be, but dif-
fers from other traditionalists concerning whether analytic philosophy 
exists at all" (27). One is reminded of other mythical beasts, say, uni-
corns, about which we are all apparently illusionists in Preston's sense. 
We all subscribe to a traditionalist definition of unicorns but deny that 
there are any. Anyone who claims otherwise is suffering from, or per-
petrating, an illusion. 

This is good as far as it goes, except wasn't it part of the tradition-
alist account of analytic philosophy that analytic philosophy existed, 
that is, that there were analytic philosophers, properly named as such 
because they in fact belonged to a philosophical school? One suspects 
that there is in Preston's account of his position an equivocation 
over 'philosophical school'. Actually, there must be some equivoca-
tion, for otherwise what Preston says about the illusionist view is flat-
ly inconsistent. He writes that "for the illusionist analytic philosophy 
is exactly what the received view says it is," (27) and (earlier) that 
on the received view, "analytic philosophy is a school of philosophy" 
(14). So on the illusionist view analytic philosophy is a school. But we 
also read that if "analytic philosophy as ordinarily conceived is an 
illusion, then it is not a philosophical school" (27). At this point, 
really, we can only ask for clarification of what is meant by 'philo-
sophical school' or, barring that, consider the possibility that the 
illusionist approach is itself an illusion. 

Preston's approach to these issues in the history of analytic philo-
sophy is thoughtful and creative, and so these problems might steer us 
back toward non-doctrinal definitions of analytic philosophy. Or, even 
better, it might lead us to ask what work a definition of analytic philos-
ophy, in any of these senses, does for us, and why we need one to begin 
with. Quine was fond of noting that the advent, development, and ulti-
mate calcification of definitions is an accurate measure of progress in the 
sciences. Perhaps just the opposite holds for the history of philosophy? 
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There's a problem here, though, in that anyone dubious about the
conclusion,  demanding as  it does that we have a doctrinal definition
of analytic  philosophy,  will  be  at  least  as  dubious  about  the  argu-
ment's  second  and  all-impoiiant  premise  that  philosophical  schools
are essentially shared doctrines. That second premise asserts, after all,
the content of the conclusion, and so the argument appears to beg the

question.  Granted the first premise, the question of whether we can
fashion something other than a doctrinal definition of analytic philo-
sophy just j's the question of whether analytic  philosophy  in partic-
ular is, in essence, a set of doctrines.

That aside,  the  second premise, tliat philosophy (again,  including
analytic  philosophy)  is  "the  production  and  critical  assessment"  of
"sets of views . . . about the way things are, or what is the case, in some

region or other -or possibly the whole -of reality," (21) (something
Preston  claims  is  a "minimal  conception  of what  philosophy  is  and
what it involves [that] has been widely held, at least implicitly, through-
out the history of the discipline") was in fact explicitly denied by, for
example,  assorted  logical positivists, notably  Camap.  Camap, with a
nulnber  of positivists,  saw  himself #o/  as  offering  claims  about the
world, but as fashioning tools for the analysis of language. The tools
themselves,  in the  form of formal  languages, were  developed  in  the
context of, typically, pwre syntax; they were analytic, and thus made
no claims about the world. Camap's  logical syntax program,  and the
nature  of philosophy  itself,  was  of course  discussed,  contested,  and
modified at the time, but that, as we saw above, is to be expected.

We should not, therefore,  be swayed by Preston's  argument for
a doctrinal definition of analytic philosophy;  its force depends upon
an  antecedent coinmitment to  its  concliision via its  second  premise,
and  its  second premise conflicts with what we know to be the case
about at least one prominent strain of analytic  philosophy.  But this
hardly  squelches  the  curiosity  we  ought to  have  about Preston's  il-
lusionist view. What sort of definition of analytic philosophy could
this  be,  and  how  could  it  be  cJoc/rz.#cz/,  given  what  we've  leaned
from the new wavers?

According to Preston,  the "received" view of analytic philosophy
is  the  view  that  "analytic  philosophy  is  a  school  of philosophy  that
originated . . .  around the turn of the twentieth-century . . . fueled by the

perception that the correct method of philosophical inquiry . . .  was the
analysis of language." However, he continues, it "does not correspond
and  never  has  corresponded  to  anything  in  reality"  (14-5,  27).  This
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idea, that the received view is only an illusion, Preston calls "illusion-
ism." Illusionism adheres to new waver history; there wasn't, in fact,
any  such  thing  as  analytic  philosophy.  But what the  illusionist takes
analytic philosophy to  be - what it is that there wasn't any  o/  as  it
were - is just what traditional definitions have made it out to be, that
is,  the  received  view.  So,  says  Preston,  "the  illusionist is  a tradition-
alist concerning wfec7/ analytic  philosophy  is  supposed  to  be,  but dif-

fers from other traditionalists concerning wAef4cr analytic philosophy
exists at all" (27). One is reminded of other mythical beasts, say, uni-
coms, about which we are all apparently illusionists in Preston's sense.
We all subscribe to a traditionalist definition of unicorns but deny tliat
there ai.e any. Anyone who claims otherwise is suffering from, or per-

petrating, an illusion.
This is good as far as it goes, except wasn't it part of the tradition-

alist account of analytic philosophy that analytic philosophy ex/.sfecJ,
that is, that there were analytic philosophers, properly named as such
because they in fact belonged to a philosophical school? One suspects
that  there  is  in  Preston's  account  of his  position  an  equivocation
over `philosophical school'. Actually, there must be some equivoca-
tion, for otherwise what Preston says about the illusionist view is flat-
ly  inconsistent.  He writes that "for the  illusionist analytic philosophy
is  exactly what the received view says  it  is,"  (27) and  (earlier) that
on the received view, "analytic philosophy is a school of philosophy"

( 14). So on the illusionist view analytic philosophy is a school. But we
also  read  that  if "analytic  philosophy  as  ordinarily  conceived  is  an
illusion,  then  it  is  not  a  philosophical  school"  (27).  At  this  point,
really, we can only ask for clarification of what is  meant by  `philo-
sophical  school'  or,  barring  that,  consider  the  possibility  that  the
illusioiiist approach is  itself an  illusion.

Preston's approach to these issues  in the history of analytic philo-
soplry is thoughtful and creative, and so these problems might steer us
back  toward non-doctrinal  definitions  of analytic  philosophy.  Or,  even
better, it might lead us to ask what work a definition of analytic philos-
ophy, in cry of these senses, does for us, and why we need one to begin
with.  Quine was fond of noting that the advent,  development,  and ulti-
mate calcification of deflnitions is an accurate measure of progress in the
sciences. Perhaps just the opposite holds for the history of philosophy?
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PRESTON ON THE ILLUSORY CHARACTER 
OF ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY 

CHRISTOPHER PINCOCK 

In his carefully argued and extensively researched article "The Im-
plications of Recent Work in the History of Analytic Philosophy" 
(Preston 2005a) Aaron Preston has raised what should surely be the 
central methodological issue for Russell studies and the history of 
analytic philosophy more generally.' That is, what are the goals of 
the history of analytic philosophy and by what means can we best 
try to meet these goals? Preston's main conclusion is that historical 
investigation into the origins of analytic philosophy has made the 
most common answers to these questions untenable. In particular, 
we are encouraged to conclude that analytic philosophy is not even 
a genuine philosophical movement, and is in this sense "illusory". 
For Preston, then, the history of analytic philosophy should recon-
cile itself to this fact and adjust its methods dramatically. Once we 
see that analytic philosophy, as traditionally conceived, never exist-
ed, then we are free to apply tools not usually deployed in the his-
tory of philosophy, e.g. memetics (Preston 2005b). 

In this short discussion piece I aim to challenge this conclusion by 
arguing that Preston's claims about analytic philosophy depend on 
ascribing two goals to the history of analytic philosophy. While I will 
grant that he is largely successful in arguing that no account is like-
ly to be able to meet both goals simultaneously, I will suggest that 
there is no reason to expect or require a unified means of achieving 
both goals. 

II 
A concise version of Preston's argument comes towards the end of 
his article when he presents three statements which he claims are 
jointly inconsistent: 

(1) Analytic philosophy is a philosophical school. 
(2) Analytic philosophy originated in the early twentieth century. 
(3) There is no set of views accepted by all and only those 

Unless otherwise indicated, all references are to Preston 2005a. 

figures ordinarily taken to be analytic philosophers (i.e., on the 
received view [of analytic philosophy]) (p. 26). 

(3) is supported by citing what Preston calls the "new wave" of his-
tory of analytic philosophy "exemplified by such figures as Nicholas 
Griffin, Peter Hacker, Ray Monk, Peter Hylton, and Michael Beaney 
among others" (p. 15). They have successfully challenged what Pres-
ton views as a prior consensus or "received view" of analytic philo-
sophy that claimed that analytic philosophers agreed that philosophy 
was primarily focused on the analysis of language. The received 
view was put in place prior to 1970 by writers like Arthur Pap, J. 0. 
Urmson and P. F. Strawson (pp. 12-13), but failed when it was later 
critically examined. 

Granting Preston's (3), it is not initially clear how (1)-(3) are in-
consistent or why (2) is something we should accept. It turns out, 
though, that Preston has a special understanding of what a philosoph-
ical school is. This understanding requires that a philosophical school 
be unified by a collection of philosophical views or what Preston 
calls "a defining doctrine": 

A group counts as philosophical in the most proper, primary, 
or focal sense if and only if its criterion for membership is ac-
ceptance of some set of views on the basis of rational under-
standing. I will say of any group which meets this requirement 
that it is philosophically unified, or that it possesses philosoph-
ical unity. And, when a view actually functions in this way to 
ground the unity of a group, I shall call it a defining doctrine 
of that group (p. 21). 

This implies that a necessary condition on the existence of philo-
sophical school X is that all of X's members have some set S of 
views in common. This condition is not yet sufficient, as Preston 
also requires that the members of X each accept S for rational rea-
sons, e.g. explicit philosophical arguments, and that it is this very 
rational acceptance which unifies X. 

Understood in this way, (1) is by itself inconsistent with (3). How 
does Preston motivate such a demanding definition of a philosoph-
ical school? He appeals to the metaphilosophical conception of phi-
losophy as a theoretical discipline, i.e. as a discipline that aims at 
"the production and critical assessment of theories by means of rea- 
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In his  carefully argued  and extensively researched  article "The Im-

plications  of Recent  Work  in  the  History  of Analytic  Philosophy"
(Preston 2005a) Aaron Preston has raised what should surely be the
central  methodological  issue  for  Russell  studies  and  the  history  of
analytic  philosophy more  generally.I  That is,  what are the goals  of
the  history  of analytic  philosophy  and  by  what  means  can we  best
try to  meet these goals? Preston's main conclusion  is that historical
investigation  into  the  origins  of analytic  philosophy  has  made  the
most  common  answers  to  these  questions  untenable.  In  particular,
we are encouraged to conclude that analytic philosophy  is not even
a  genuine  philosophical  movement,  and  is  in  this  sense  "illusory".
For Preston,  then,  the  history  of analytic  philosophy  should  recon-
cile  itself to  this  fact aiid  adjust  its  metliods  dramatically.  Once we
see that analytic philosophy, as traditionally conceived,  never exist-
ed,  then we  are free to  apply tools not usually  deployed in the his-
tory of philosophy, e.g. memetics (Preston 2005b).

In this short discussion piece I aim to challenge this conclusion by
arguing that Preston's  claims  about  analytic  philosophy  depend  on
ascribing two goals to the history of analytic philosophy. While I will

grant that he is  largely  successful  in arguing that no account is  like-
ly to be able to  meet both  goals  simultaneously,  I will  suggest that
there is no reason to expect or require a unified means of achieving
both goals.
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A concise version of Preston's argument comes towards the  end of
his  article  when  he  presents  three  statements  which  he  claims  are

jointly inconsistent:

(1) Analytic philosophy is a philosophical school.
(2) Analytic philosophy originated in the early twentieth century.
(3)  There  is  no  set  of views  accepted  by  all  and  only  those

I Unless othei-wise indicated, all references are to Preston 2005a.
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figures  ordinarily taken to be analytic philosophers (i.e.,  on the
received view [of analytic philosophy]) (p. 26).

(3) is supported by citing what Preston calls the "new wave" of his-
tory of analytic philosophy "exeinplified by such figures as Nicholas
Griffin, Peter Hacker, Ray Monk, Peter Hylton, and Michael Beaney
among others" (p.15). They have successfully challenged what Pres-
ton views as a prior consensus or "received view" of analytic philo-
sophy that claimed that analytic philosophers agreed that philosophy
was  primarily  focused  on  the  analysis  of language.  The  received
view was put in place prior to  1970 by writers like Arthur Pap, J. 0.
Urmson and P. F.  Strawson (pp.  12-13),  but failed when it was later
critically examined.

Granting Preston's (3), it is not initially clear how (1)-(3) are in-
consistent  or why  (2)  is  something  we  should  accept.  It turns  out,
though, that Preston has a special understanding of what a philosoph-
ical school is. This understanding requires that a philosophical school

be  unified  by  a  collection  of philosophical  views  or what  Preston
calls "a deflning doctrine":

A  group  counts  as pfoJ./osapA;.ccz/  in  the  most  proper,  primary,
or focal sense if and only if its criterion for membership is ac-
ceptance of some  set of views  on  the  basis  of rational  under-
standing. I will say of any group which meets this requirement
thzut it is philosophically unified, or +hal it possesse;s philosoph-
I.cc}/ w#J.OJ.  And,  when  a view  actually  functions  in this  way to

ground  the  unity  of a group,  I  shall  call  it  a  c7e¢#z.#g cJocfr/.#e
of that group (p. 21).

This  implies  that  a  necessary  condition  on  the  existence  of philo-
sophical  school  X  is  that  all  of X's  members  have  some  set  S  of
views  in  common.  This  condition  is  not  yet  sufficient,  as  Preston
also  requires that the members of X each accept  S  for rational  rea-
sons,  e.g.  explicit  philosophical  arguments,  and  that  it  is  this  very
rational acceptance which unifies X.

Understood in this way, (1) is by itself inconsistent with (3). How
does Preston motivate  such a demanding definition  of a philosoph-
ical school? He appeals to the metaphilosophical conception of phi-
losophy  as  a  theoretical  discipline,  i.e.  as  a  discipline  that  aiins  at
"the production and critical assessment of theories by means of rea-



42 	 CHRISTOPHER PINCOCK THE ILLUSION OF ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY 	 43 

soning" (p. 21). I agree with Preston that nearly all philosophers 
would agree with this aim, and most would probably also feel con-
fident in saying what these theories are theories of, e.g. the nature of 
reality, knowledge, language and ethics. But it is one thing to take 
part in an activity that has certain aims and quite another to make the 
achievement of that aim constitutive of the existence of a school of 
a certain sort. It seems that the only way to move from the aim of 
philosophy to Preston's definition of a philosophical school is to 
think of philosophical schools as those groups that realize the ideals 
of philosophy. A history of philosophy that takes on this definition 
of philosophical schools seems to have as one of its goals what I 
will call (G1): 

(G1) Determine what sets of philosophical views can be justi-
fied by rational argument. That is, what philosophical schools 
are there? 

Looking back over the history of philosophy can provide us with raw 
materials that will help us meet (G1). Along the way we may find 
that there are some philosophical schools consisting of actual people. 
But our focus is mainly on the views themselves and whether or not 
they can be rationally motivated. 

Much of the work in the history of philosophy takes on this form, 
and we often see (GI) expressed with some degree of clarity. Two 
examples are Russell's preface to his Philosophy of Leibniz and 
Soames' recent remarks on the value of history for philosophy. Rus-
sell writes that in addition to the causal question of influence of one 
philosopher on another, 

There remains always a purely philosophical attitude towards 
previous philosophers — an attitude in which, without regard to 
dates or influences, we seek simply to discover what are the 
great types of possible philosophies, and guide ourselves in the 
search by investigating the systems advocated by the great phi-
losophers of the past (Russell 1900, xvi). 

And, in more strident terms, Scott Soames has said of his Philo-
sophical Analysis in the Twentieth Century, 

If progress [in philosophy] is to be made, there must at some point 
emerge a clear demarcation between genuine accomplishments 
that need to be assimilated by later practitioners, and other work 
that can be forgotten, disregarded, or left to those whose interest 
is not in the subject itself, but in history for its own sake. The aim 

of my volumes was to contribute to making that demarcation 
(Soames 2006, 655). 

If our history of analytic philosophy is aiming at (G1), then we must 
be willing to admit that analytic philosophy is not a philosophical 
school in the relevant sense. That is, analytic philosophers are not 
unified by a set of views that can be rationally justified. This would 
be a disturbing conclusion for someone who defined herself as an 
analytic philosopher and also subscribed to the ideal of philosophy 
as a theoretical discipline discussed above. But all would not be lost 
for such a philosopher, for she could readjust her self-conception by 
thinking of herself as helping to create an ideal philosophical school 
through a continuing refinement of her philosophical views through 
rational reflection. So conceived, "analytic philosophy" would be a 
label for an as yet non-existent philosophical school that develops 
rationally from one's current views. We see this conception of phi-
losophy, and the relatively fleeting importance of history according 
to it, at work in the Soames quotation above. History should bring 
us up to date and show to what extent we have so far realized the 
ideal behind (G1), but at some point "progress" in philosophy re-
quires that we go beyond what history can teach us. 

It is precisely here that Preston would appeal to a second goal 
for the history of philosophy and it is this goal that is inconsistent 
with Soames' approach, or more generally with any "revisionist" 
conception of analytic philosophy. A second goal for history is: 

(G2) To explain how this or that philosophical group achieved 
and maintained its dominance within academic philosophy. 

Here I use "philosophical group", as Preston appears to, for a collec-
tion of philosophers who may or may not amount to a philosophical 
school. Preston appeals to (G2) in arguing against revisionist concep-
tions of analytic philosophy. A revisionist isolates a defining doc-
trine for analytic philosophy, but is willing to accept that the analy-
tic philosophers that result might be different than what the received 
view would lead us to expect: 

By shifting the traditional boundaries of analytic philosophy both 
extensionally (in terms of who gets included or excluded) and 
temporally (in terms of when the school originated), it draws our 
attention away from the locus of the phenomenon that explain 
analytic philosophy's meteoric rise to power and prominence 
during the twentieth century — and this, I think, is what most 
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soning"  (p.  21).  I  agree  with  Preston  that  nearly  all  philosophers
would agree with this aim,  and most would probably also feel con-
fldent in saying what these theories are theories of, e.g. the nature of
reality,  knowledge,  language  and  ethics.  But  it  is  one thing to take

part in an activity that has certain aims and quite another to make the
achievement of that aim constitutive of the existence of a school of
a certain  sort.  It seems  that the  only way to  move  from the  aim  of

philosophy  to  Preston's  definition  of a  philosophical  school  is  to
think of philosophical schools  as those groups that realize the ideals
of philosophy. A history of philosophy that takes on this definition
of philosophical  schools  seems  to  have  as  one  of its  goals  what  I
will call (G1):

(G1) Determine what sets  of philosophical  views  can  be justi-
fled by rational  argument.  That is, what philosophical  schools
are tliere?

Looking back over the history of philosophy can provide us with raw
materials  that will  help  us meet (Gl).  Along the way we may  find
that there are some philosophical schools consisting of actual people.
But our focus is mainly on the views themselves aiid whether or not
they can be rationally motivated.

Much of the work in the history of philosophy takes on this form,
and we  often see  (G1) expressed with  some degree of clarity.  Two
examples  are  Russell's  preface  to  his  P4;./osapAry  o/ £e/.b#/.z  and
Soames'  I.ecent I.emarks on the value of history for philosophy. Rus-
sell writes that in addition to the causal question of influence of one

philosopher on another,

There  remains  always  a  purely  philosophical  attitude  towards

previous  philosophers - an  attitude  in which,  without regard  to
dates  or  influences,  we  seek  simply  to  discover  what  are  the

great types  of possible  philosophies,  and  guide  ourselves  in  the
search by  investigating the  systems  advocated  by the great phi-
losophers of the past (Russell  1900, xvi).

And,  in  more  strident  terms,  Scott  Soames  has  said  of his  Pfez./o-
sophical Analysis in the Twentieth Century,

If progl.ess [in philosophy]  is to be made, there must at some point
emerge  a  clear  demarcation  between  genuine  accomplishments
that need to be assimilated by  later practitioners,  and other work
that can be forgotten, disregarded, or left to those whose interest
is not in the subject itself, but in history for its own sake. The aim
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of my  volumes  was  to  contribute  to  making  that  demarcation
(Soames 2006, 655).

If our history of analytic philosophy is aiming at (G1), then we must
be  willing  to  admit  that  analytic  philosophy  is  not  a  philosophical
school  in  the  relevant  sense.  That  is,  analytic  philosophers  are  not
unified by a set of views that can be rationally justified. This would
be  a  disturbing  conclusion  for soineone  who  defined  herself as  an
analytic  philosopher and  also subscribed to the  ideal  of pliilosophy
as a theoretical discipline discussed above. But all would not be lost

for such a philosopher, for she could readjust her self-conception by
thinking of herself as helping to create an ideal philosophical school
through a continuing refinement of her philosophical views through
rational  reflection.  So  conceived,  "analytic  philosophy" would  be  a
label  for  an  as  yet  non-existent  philosophical  school  that  develops
rationally from one's  current views. We see this conception of phi-
losophy, and the relatively fleeting importance of history according
to  it,  at work  in the  Soames  quotation  above.  History  should  bring
us  up  to  date  and  show to  what  extent we  have  so  far realized  the
ideal  behind  (Gl),  but  at  some  point  "progress"  in  philosophy  re-

quires that we go beyond what history can teach us.
It  is  precisely  here  that Preston  would  appeal  to  a  second  goal

for the  history  of philosophy  and  it  is  this  goal  that  is  inconsistent
with  Soames'  approach,  or  more  generally  with  any  "revisionist"
conception of analytic philosophy. A second goal for history is:

(G2) To explain how this or that philosophical group achieved
and maintained its dominance within academic philosophy.

Here I use "philosophical group", as Preston appears to, for a collec-
tion of philosophers who may or may not amount to a philosophical
school. Preston appeals to (G2) in arguing against revisionist concep-
tions  of analytic  pliilosophy.  A  revisionist  isolates  a  defining  doc-
trine for analytic philosophy, but is willing to accept that the analy-
tic philosophers that result miglit be different than what the received
view would lead us to expect:

By sliifting the traditional boundaries of analytic philosophy both
extensionally  (in  terms  of who  gets  included  or  excluded)  and
temporally (in terms of when the school originated), it draws our
attention  away  from  the  locus  of the  phenomenon  that  explain
analytic  philosophy's  meteoric  rise  to  power  and  proininence
diiring  the  twentieth  century  -  and  this,  I  think,  is  wAczf  mos/
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needs to be explained by work in the history of analytic philo-
sophy (p. 25, my emphasis). 

A revisionist definition of analytic philosophy undermines (G2) be-
cause we start with a specified group of philosophers that dominated 
philosophy for a particular period of time. It is not helpful in answer-
ing our historical question to add philosophers to this group from 
other times or to take out some of the philosophers we started with. 
It is as if we wanted to understand why a particular explosion took 
place in the desert on Wednesday and someone proposed an expla-
nation of what happened at the bottom of the ocean on Monday. 

(G2), then, motivates (2) by blocking any revisionist accounts of 
who the analytic philosophers actually are. If we accept (3) and want 
to also achieve (G1), then we must reject (1). The result is what Pres-
ton calls an illusionist account of analytic philosophy. Contrary to 
the influential picture of analytic philosophy as a philosophical 
school, we come to accept that "analytic philosophy" merely picks 
out a group of philosophers who came to dominate philosophy 
during a certain period of time. But we are a step closer to achieving 
(G2) because we are now free to consider non-theoretical reasons 
for the dominance of this particular group. Crucially, Preston argues 
that the illusion that analytic philosophy was a philosophical school 
in his sense was in part causally responsible for its social success (p. 
27). So, unmasking analytic philosophy is a necessary first step to 
achieving (G2). 

III 
My main objection to Preston's argument is that (G1) and (G2) are 
goals that we should not try to achieve simultaneously or with sim-
ilar methodologies. If we restrict these goals to analytic philosophy, 
then the differences become obvious: 

(G1-A) To determine if analytic philosophy is a philosophical 
school. That is, is there a set of views that can be rationally de-
fended that fits with analytic philosophers' views? 
(G2-A) To explain how analytic philosophy achieved its dom-
inance in academic philosophy at the time it did. 

It is only if we assume at the outset that it is likely that (G2-A) can 
be met solely through an appeal to philosophical argumentation that 
we are warranted in trying to meet both goals simultaneously. But 
this is not likely and work in the history of analytic philosophy is 

not necessary to appreciate this. For it does not take too much his-
torical reflection to reveal that if twenty of the most important early 
analytic philosophers had not survived past the age of eighteen, then 
nothing like analytic philosophy would have come to dominate phi-
losophy at the time that it did (Simons 2001). So part of a reason-
able answer to (G2-A) would include the fact that these philosoph-
ers were born and that they survived into adulthood. But, quite 
clearly, we are not interested in these sorts of facts when we try to 
answer (GI-A). 

More generally, we can insist that some historical and causal 
factors must be introduced in answering (G2-A), but that these sorts 
of factors are irrelevant to answering (GI-A). The dominance of a 
group of philosophers is largely a result of contingent factors and 
this dominance should not lead us to expect that this group forms a 
philosophical school in Preston's sense. It may be possible to justify 
many of their philosophical beliefs, but there is little hope that these 
very justifications played a crucial part in the popularity of that view 
at that particular time. To see why in slightly more detail, suppose 
we have a strong philosophical argument A for a metaphysical 
theory T. If A is a good philosophical argument, then it will not ap-
peal to the authority of particular individuals or the contingent his-
torical events of some particular historical period. But if A lacks 
these historical details, then an appeal to A cannot be the whole 
explanation of why T was adopted at the time that it was. A philo-
sophical school with a defining doctrine fulfills the ideal of philo-
sophy as a theoretical discipline. For this reason, understanding the 
defining doctrine of the school and its justification will not appeal 
to the historical factors that are necessary to explaining its popular-
ity or lack of popularity at any given time. 

Preston tries to connect what I have called (G1-A) and (G2-A) 
by insisting that the only content that we can assign to a label like 
"analytic philosophy" must be based on the prior consensus of the 
received view. Invoking the error of excessive charity committed by 
an interpreter who claimed that "phlogiston" had referred to oxygen 
all along, Preston encourages us to accept that "the original defin-
iendum, analytic philosophy on the received view, doesn't exist any 
more than phlogiston does" (p. 25). I agree that if we are trying to 
meet (G2-A) and we initially also assume that analytic philosophy 
is a philosophical school of the sort specified by the received view, 
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#eec/Lr  fo  be  exp/crf.Hcd by  work  in  the  history  of analytic  philo-
sophy (p. 25, iny emphasis).

A revisionist definition of analytic philosophy undermines  (G2) be-
cause we start with a specified group of philosophers that dominated

philosophy for a particular period of time. It is not helpful in answer-
ing  our  historical  question  to  add  philosophers  to  this  group  from
other times or to take out some of the philosophers we started with.
It is  as  if we  wanted to  understand why  a particular explosion took

place  in  the  desert on Wednesday  and  someone proposed  an expla-
nation of what happened at the bottom of the ocean on Monday.

(G2), then, motivates (2) by blocking any revisionist accounts of
who the analytic philosophers actually are. If we accept (3) and want
to also achieve (G1), then we must reject (1). The result is what Pres-
ton  calls  an  illusionist  account  of analytic  philosophy.  Conti.any  to
the   influential   picture  of  analytic   philosophy   as   a  philosophical
school, we come to  accept that "analytic philosophy"  merely picks
out  a  group  of  philosophers  who   came  to   dominate  philosophy
during a certain period of time. But we are a step closer to achieving

(G2)  because  we  are  now  free  to  consider non-theoretical  reasons
for the dominance of this particular group. Crucially, Preston argues
that the  illusion that analytic philosophy was a philosophical school
in his sense was in part causally responsible for its social success (p.
27).  So,  unmasking  analytic  philosophy  is  a necessary  first  step  to
achieving (G2).

Ill
My main objection to Preston's  arguinent is that (Gl) and (G2) are

goals that we should not try to achieve simultaneously or with sim-
ilar methodologies.  If we restrict these goals to analytic philosophy,
then tlie differences become obvious:

(Gl-A) To  determine  if analytic philosophy  is  a philosophical
school. That is, is there a set of views that can be rationally de-
fended that fits with analytic philosophers' views?
(G2-A) To explain how analytic philosophy achieved its dom-
inance in academic philosophy at the time it did.

It is only if we assume at the outset that it is likely that (G2-A) can
be met solely through an appeal to philosophical argumentation that
we  ai.e warranted  in trying  to  meet  both  goals  simultaneously.  But
this  is  not  likely  and  work  in  the  history  of analytic  philosophy  is
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not necessary to  appreciate this.  For it does not take too much his-
torical reflection to reveal that if twenty of the most important early
analytic philosophers had not survived past the age of eighteen, then
nothing like analytic philosophy would have coine to dominate phi-
losophy  at  the  time  that  it  did  (Simoiis  2001).  So  part  of a  reason-
able answer to (G2-A) would  include the fact that these philosoph-
ers  were  born  and  that  they  survived  into  adulthood.  But,  quite
clearly,  we  are  not interested  in these  sorts  of facts when we try to
answer (G 1 -A).

More  generally,  we  can  insist  that  some  historical  and  causal
factors must be introduced in answering (G2-A), but that these sorts
of factoi.s  are  irrelevant to  answering  (Gl-A).  The  dominance  of a

group  of philosophers  is  largely  a result  of contingent  factors  and
this dominance should not lead us to expect that this group forms a

philosophical school in Preston's sense. It may be possible to justify
many of their philosophical beliefs, but there is little hope that these
very justifications played a crucial part in the popularity of that view
at  that particular time.  To  see why  in  slightly  more  detail,  suppose
we  have  a  strong  philosophical  argument  A  for  a  inetaphysical
theory T. If A is a good philosophical argument, then it will not ap-

peal to the authority of particular individuals  or the contingent his-
torical  events  of some  particular  historical  period.  But  if A  lacks
these  historical  details,  then  an  appeal  to  A  cannot  be  the  whole
explanation of why T was adopted  at the time that it was.  A philo-
sophical  school  with  a deflning  doctrine  fulfllls  the  ideal  of philo-
sophy  as  a theoretical  discipline.  For this  reason,  understanding the
dcfining  doctrine  of the  school  and  its justification  will  not  appeal
to  the historical factors that are necessary to explaining its popular-
ity or lack of popularity at any given time.

Preston tries  to  connect what I  have  called  (G1-A)  and  (G2-A)
by  insisting that the  only  content that we  can  assign  to  a  label  like
"analytic  philosophy"  must be  based  on  the  prior consensus  of the

received view. Invoking tlie error of excessive charity committed by
nn  interpreter who claimed that "phlogiston" had referred to oxygen
i`ll  along,  Preston  encourages  us  to  accept  that  "the  original  defln-
icndum,  analytic philosophy on the received  view, doesn't exist any
intire  than  phlogiston  does"  (p.  25).  I  agree  that  if we  are trying  to
mL`ct  (G2-A)  and we  initially  also  assuine  that  analytic  philosophy
I.i  a  philosophical  school of the  sort specified  by tlie received view,
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then we must conclude that analytic philosophy does not exist. But 
the appropriate thing to do if this happens is to drop our assumption 
that analytic philosophy is that kind or any kind of philosophical 
school, and go on to try to resolve (G2-A) by other means. At this 
point, I do not see why we must remain wedded to the conception 
of analytic philosophy initially offered by the received view. To ex-
tend Preston's analogy, suppose we started with a theory of com-
bustion that included phlogiston. When we later come to believe 
that phlogiston does not exist, we don't also come to believe that 
combustion was an illusion. Instead, we adjust our view as to what 
combustion is and what brings it about. A similar openness is need-
ed when approaching analytic philosophy as a historical movement. 
It is only after we start to understand why this philosophical move-
ment took over at the time that it did that we will be able to offer an 
account of its essential features. Our historical explanation will then 
use these features to explain the fleeting dominance of analytic phi-
losophy so conceived. Here new methods are needed, perhaps even 
Preston's sociological approach. Other tools worth exploring are 
comparisons with other philosophical (Kohnke 1991) and intellec-
tual (Kusch 1995) movements that coincided with analytic philo-
sophy. 

In answering (G2-A), then, we need to be willing to adjust our 
conception of analytic philosophy. Similarly, as we engage in the 
quite different activity of trying to satisfy (G1-A), we must be 
equally flexible. For there are likely to be several different ways in 
which the views typically associated with analytic philosophy can 
be extended, clarified and justified. At the end of the day, we may 
remain unsatisfied with all of these extensions, but that is not some-
thing we can know in advance. On the picture of the history of ana-
lytic philosophy that I am suggesting, then, the term 'analytic philo-
sophy' is fairly open-ended, and it may very well happen that our 
understanding of analytic philosophy as a historical movement may 
conflict with our favored interpretation of analytic philosophy as a 
defensible philosophical school. To be sure, these two tasks are dif-
ficult to complete. But I believe it is too early to conclude that they 
cannot be completed. 

REFERENCES 

Kohnke, Klaus Christian (1991), The Rise of Neo-Kantianism, R. J. 
Hollingdale (trans.), Cambridge University Press. 

Kusch, Martin (1995), Psychologism: A Case Study in the Sociology 
of Philosophical Knowledge, Routledge. 

Preston, Aaron (2005a), "The Implications of Recent Work in the 
History of Analytic Philosophy", Bertrand Russell Society 
Quarterly 125: 11-30. 

Preston, Aaron (2005b), "Conformism in Analytic Philosophy: On 
Shaping Philosophical Boundaries and Prejudices", Monist 88: 
292-319. 

Russell, Bertrand (1900), The Philosophy of Leibniz, Routledge. 
Simons, Peter (2001), "Whose Fault? The Origins and Evitability of 

the Analytic-Continental Rift", International Journal of 
Philosophical Studies 9: 295-311. 

Soames, Scott (2006), "What Is History For? Reply to Critics of 
The Dawn of Analysis", Philosophical Studies 129: 645-665. 

Department of Philosophy 
Purdue University 
pincock@purdue.edu  

46 CHRISTOPHER PINCOCK

then we must conclude that analytic philosophy does not exist. But
the appropriate thing to do if this happens is to drop our assumption
that  analytic  philosophy  is  that  kind  or  any  kind  of pliilosophical
school,  and go on to  try to resolve  (G2-A) by  other means.  At this

point,  I  do  not see  why we  must remain  wedded to  the conception
of analytic philosophy initially offered by the received view. To ex-
tend  Preston's  analogy,  suppose  we  started  with  a theory  of com-
bustion  that  included  phlogiston.  When  we  later  come  to  believe
that  phlogiston  does  not  exist,  we  don't  also  come  to  believe  that
combustion was an  illusion. Instead, we adjust our view as to what
combustion is and what brings it about. A similar openness is need-
ed when approaching analytic philosophy as a historical movement.
It is only after we start to understand why this philosophical move-
ment took over at the time that it did tliat we will be able to offer an
account of its essential  features.  Our historical explanation will then
use these features to explain the fleeting dominance of analytic phi-
losophy so conceived. Here new methods are needed, perhaps even
Preston's  sociological  approach.  Other  tools  worth  exploring  are
compai.isons  with  other  philosophical  (K6hnke  1991)  and  intellec-
tual  (Kusch  1995)  movements  that  coincided  with  analytic  philo-
sophy.

In  answering  (G2-A),  then,  we  need to  be willing to adjust our
conception  of analytic  philosophy.  Similarly,  as  we  engage  in  the

quite  different  activity  of  trying  to  satisfy  (G1-A),  we  must  be
equally  flexible.  For there  are  likely to  be several  different ways  in
which  the  views  typically  associated  with  analytic  philosophy  can
be  extended,  clarified  and justified.  At the end  of the day,  we may
remain unsatisfied with all of these extensions, but that is not some-
thing we can know in advance. On the picture of the history of aiia-
lytic philosophy that I am suggesting, then, the term `analytic philo-
sophy'  is  fairly  open-ended,  and  it  may  very  well  happen  that  our
understanding of analytic philosophy as a historical movement may
conflict with  our favored  interpretation  of analytic philosophy  as  a
defensible philosophical school. To be sure, these two tasks are dif-
ficult to  complete. But I believe  it  is too early to conclude that they
cannot be completed.
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REPLIES TO HARDCASTLE AND PINCOCK 

AARON PRESTON 

I have maintained that the traditional conception of analytic philo-
sophy — according to which it is a philosophical school defined by 
the view that philosophy is nothing more than linguistic analysis —
is the only legitimate conception of analytic philosophy, and that, 
thus conceived, analytic philosophy is an illusion. In what follows, I 
respond to objections to my "illusionist" approach to analytic philo-
sophy posed by Gary Hardcastle and Chris Pincock. 

I. Reply to Hardcastle 

Like Michael Beaney, Gary Hardcastle raises questions both about 
my insistence that philosophical schools be defined doctrinally and 
about the meaning and coherence of the illusionist position. I will 
address these issues in reverse order. 

I describe the illusionist position as traditionalist (i.e., it accepts 
the traditional conception, as described above) concerning what an-
alytic philosophy is supposed to be, but as differing from the stan-
dard traditionalist account over whether analytic philosophy exists 
at all. "This is good as far as it goes," Hardcastle says, "except wasn't 
it part of the traditionalist account that analytic philosophy existed, 
that is, that there were analytic philosophers, properly named as 
such because they in fact belonged to a philosophical school?" 

Of course there is a sense in which Hardcastle is correct. If we 
had asked a traditionalist in the 1950s whether anything correspond-
ed to his concept of analytic philosophy, the answer surely would 
have been yes. But I'm inclined to classify the presumption of exis-
tence as an assertoric or doxastic attitude toward what is concep-
tualized rather than part of a concept's content, and am in any case 
skeptical of any "ontological argument" purporting to show that 
that, by endorsing the traditional conception of what analytic philo-
sophy is, one is also affirming its existence. If this is indeed Hard-
castle's view, then I have a nice argument for the existence of God 
I'd like to sell him. 

Related to this is Hardcastle's charge that my account of illu-
sionism involves an equivocation over the term 'philosophical 
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school', a point he brings out nicely by quoting passages in which I 
first affirm and then deny that analytic philosophy is a philosophical 
school. Now, there may well be equivocation afoot in these cases; 
but not over the term 'philosophical school'. Instead, the verb 'is' is 
being used in different senses. For when I affirm that, on the illu-
sionist view, analytic philosophy is a school of philosophy, I am 
using the 'is' of predication or classification to make a claim about 
the what of analytic philosophy, just as one might say "a unicorn is 
a horse with a horn on its head." By contrast, when I deny that ana-
lytic philosophy is a school of philosophy, I am using an 'is' of 
existence to make a claim about the whether of analytic philosophy, 
just as one might say "a unicorn isn't really a horse at all, since uni-
corns don't exist." 

Hardcastle also has several concerns related to my view that 
philosophical schools should be defined in terms of their philosoph-
ical commitments, or doctrines. Two of these are not directly about 
that requirement itself, but about my argument for it — or, rather, his 
reconstruction of my argument for it. The first of these is that the 
"second premise asserts ... the content of the conclusion, and so the 
argument appears to beg the question." But it is hard to see how. In 
I lardcastle's reconstruction of my argument, the second premise as-
serts basically that the production of views (doctrines) by means of 
reason is essential — both in the sense of "necessary" and of "most 
central" — to philosophy as an historical human enterprise. The con-
clusion asserts that only doctrinal definitions will do for philosophical 
schools. Plausibly, different concepts indicate different content. How 
is it, then, that the former proposition asserts the content of the latter? 

Hardcastle's all too brief explanation is as follows: "Granted the 
First premise," which simply insists on real definitions for philosoph-
ical schools, "the question of whether we can fashion something 
other than a doctrinal definition of analytic philosophy just is the 
question of whether analytic philosophy is, in essence, a set of doc-
trines." But I am at a loss to see how this counts as begging the ques-
tion; for the complaint seems to amount to this: granted the truth of 
the first premise, the truth of the conclusion turns upon or is deter-
mined by the truth of the second premise. Far from making the 
argument question-begging, this is just the way any sound syllogism 
works: if the form is valid and one premise true, then the truth of the 
conclusion will be determined by the truth of the second premise. 
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school', a point he brings out nicely by quoting passages in which I

first affirm and then deny that analytic philosophy is a philosophical

school. Now,  there  may  well  be  equivocation  afoot  in  these  cases;

but not over the term  `philosophical school'. Instead, the verb  `is'  is

being  used  in  different senses.  For when  I  affirm  that,  on  the  illu-

sionist  view,  analytic  philosophy  is  a  school  of philosophy,  I  am

using the  `is'  of predication or classification to make  a claim  about

the wAcz/ of analytic philosophy, just as one might say "a unicorn is

a horse with a horn on its head." By contrast, when I deny that ana-

Iytic  philosophy  is  a  school  of philosophy,  I  am  using  an  `is'  of

existence to make a claim about the wAe/Aer of analytic pliilosophy,

jiist as one might say "a unicorn isn't really a horse at all, since uni-
coms don't exist."
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Without further help from Hardcastle in clarifying the nature of 
the supposed circularity, I am at a loss to know what more can be 
said in reply. I will note, however, that further discussion of the 
issue might be helped by a more complete reconstruction of my 
argument. My argument was originally presented in narrative form 
rather than by way of numbered propositions. In his reconstruction, 
Hardcastle provides only an abbreviated reconstruction which, 
though it captures the gist of my argument, suppresses several of its 
premises and intermediate conclusions. I count at least twenty pro-
positions crucial to the argument, nine of which are intermediate 
conclusions.' It may be that the perception of circularity depends on 
eliding the contents of some of the propositions suppressed in his 
reconstruction with one of his expressed propositions. 

Hardcastle's next objection has to do with my claim, captured in 
the second premise of his reconstruction, that, as a theoretical disci-
pline, philosophy produces "sets of views about the way things are." 
The objection is that this claim is false in light of the fact that some 
philosophers ("Carnap and a number of positivists") have disagreed 
with it. However, while these may be counterexamples to Hard-
castle's reconstruction of my second premise, they are not counter-
examples to any claims I actually made. For instance, I said that this 
was "what most philosophers, both currently and historically, take 
to be true of the philosophical schools with which they affiliate," 
and that "few in the contemporary analytic world would deny that 
philosophy is a theoretical discipline" whose business is "the pro-
duction and critical assessment of theories by means of reasoning," 
where theories are "sets of views (propositions) about the way 
things are, or what is the case, in some region or other — or possibly 
the whole — of reality." And, I summed up the point by saying "I 
trust it will be recognized that this minimal conception of what phil-
osophy is and what it involves has been widely held, at least implic-
itly, throughout the history of the discipline." 

Now, the existence of a handful of dissenters — which is all that 
Hardcastle demonstrates — is perfectly consistent with my claims, 

Considerations of space required that I cut these replies to less than half 
their original length. Among the material cut was a complete, formal recon-
struction of my argument. The complete set of comments can be seen at: 
blog s.vaipo. ed u/ap reston/files/2 008/01 /reply-to-hardcastle-and-pincock.doc. 

and does little more than show that there is an alternative to the ma-
jority view. Which of these views about philosophy is the correct 
one is, of course, a different question, and one not to be decided 
merely by "majority rule". But in this case I think that the majority 
gets it right. The alternative championed by the logical positivists 
(and also by Wittgenstein on some interpretations) is not very plau-
sible, as is suggested by its short-lived popularity in philosophical 
culture and confirmed by the fact that it is not possible to avoid 
making metaphysical claims by focusing on "pure syntax". Lan-
guage and its parts (like syntax) are parts of reality, so that to make 
claims about these things is to make claims about (parts of) reality —
just as the traditional view has it.2  

So much for Hardcastle's objections to my argument for the re-
quirement of doctrinal definition. But he also objects to the require-
ment itself. Like Beaney, Hardcastle seems to think that the require-
ment betrays a fundamental misunderstanding of the nature of a phil-
osophical school or, as he puts it, an "intellectual community". The 
norm for an intellectual community is diversity rather than unifor-
mity of views. Consequently, to define an intellectual community in 
terms of consensus-views is to misunderstand the nature of intel-
lectual community as such; and to do so in the context of historical 
work is to void such work of much of its value and interest. 

First, Hardcastle's charge that I have fundamentally misunder-
stood the nature of a philosophical school qua intellectual commu-
nity depends upon treating 'philosophical school' and 'intellectual 
community' as synonymous, and as referring to a type of group char-
acterized (and perhaps united) by cooperative intellectual activity —
particularly ideational influence and development — but not neces-
sarily by doctrinal unity in the form of shared views. His argument 
seems to be: philosophical schools are intellectual communities, and 
I'reston fails to see that. Now, I do not deny that these two terms 
can be used synonymously in some contexts. For instance, treating 
philosophical schools as intellectual communities seems well suited 
to looking at them from a predominantly historical or sociological 
perspective. But there is also a sense of 'philosophical school' 
which is synonymous with 'school of thought', and doctrinal unity 
would seem to be essential to philosophical schools thus under- 

For more on this point, see D. Willard, 'Why Semantic Ascent Fails'. Meta-
philosophy, 14:3-4 (1983), 276-90. 
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Without further help  from Hardcastle in clarifying the nature of
the  supposed  circularity,  I  am  at  a loss  to know what more  can  be
said  in  reply.  I  will  note,  however,  that  further  discussion  of the
issue  might  be  helped  by  a  inore  complete  reconstruction  of my
arguinent.  My  argument was  originally  presented  in  narrative  form
rather than by way of numbered propositions. In his reconstruction,
Hardcastle   provides   only   an   abbreviated   reconstruction   which,
though it captures the gist of my argument, suppresses several of its

premises  and  intermediate  conclusions.  I  count  at  least twenty  pro-
positions  crucial  to  the  argument,  nine  of which  are  intermediate
conclusions.I  It may be that the perception of circularity depends on
eliding  the  contents  of some  of the  propositions  suppressed  in  his
reconstruction with one of his expressed propositions.

Hardcastle's next objection has to do with my claim, captured in
the second preinise of his reconstruction, that, as  a theoretical disci-

pline, philosophy produces "sets of views about the way things are."
The objection is that this claim is false in light of the fact that some

philosophers ("Camap and a number of positivists") have disagreed
with  it.  However,  while  these  may  be  counterexamples  to  Hard-
castle's reconstruction of my second premise, they are not counter-
examples to any claims I actually made. For instance, I said that this
was  "what  most  philosophers,  both  currently  and  historically,  take
to  be  true  of the  philosophical  schools  with  which  they  affiliate,"
and  that "few  in  the  contemporary  analytic world  would  deny  that

philosophy  is  a  theoretical  discipline"  whose  business  is  "the  pro-
duction and critical  assessment of theories by means of reasoning,"
where  theories   are   "sets   of  views   (propositions)   about  the  way
things are, or what is the case, in some region or other -or possibly
the  whole - of reality."  And,  I  summed  up  the  point  by  saying  "I
trust it will be recognized that this minimal conception of what phil-
osophy is and what it involves has been widely held, at least implic-
itly, throughout the history of the discipline."

Now, the existence of a haiidful of dissenters -which is  all that
Hardcastle  demonstrates  -  is  perfectly  consistent  with  my  claims,

Considerations  of space  required  that I  cut these  replies  to  less than half
their original length. Among the material cut was a complete, formal recon-
struction of my argument. The complete set of comments can be seen at:
blogs.valpo.edu/apreston/files/2008/01/reply-to-hardcastle-and-pincock.doc.
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and does little more than show that there is an alternative to the rna-
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merely by "majority rule".  B`it in this case I think that the majority
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(and also by Wittgenstein on some  interpretations) is not very plau-
sible,  as  is  suggested  by  its  short-lived  popularity  in  philosopliical
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making  metaphysical  claims  by  focusing  on  "pure  syntax".  Lan-
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claims about these things is to make claims about (parts of) reality -
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work is to void such work of much of its value and interest.
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stood. This construal of 'philosophical school' is more in keeping 
with a predominantly philosophical interest in the socio-historical 
landscape of philosophy. I am guided by such an interest, and this is 
how I use the term. So it is not that I have failed to understand the 
nature of philosophical schools qua intellectual communities. Rather, 
it's that I am not interested in analytic philosophy merely or even 
primarily as an intellectual community, but as a school of thought, 
and as an intellectual community only insofar as it is one organized 
around a school of thought. 

Now, one can question the appropriateness of approaching ana-
lytic philosophy as a school of thought, but here I appeal to my ar-
gument from the nature of philosophy (which, if my replies to 
Hardcastle have succeeded, still stands), and also to the fact that 
analytic philosophy originally presented itself as a doctrinally uni-
fied "school of thought" even though it wasn't. Hardcastle himself 
agrees that the early analysts "projected unity" over their doctrinal 
disunity. What he does not acknowledge is the effect this would 
have had in shaping the original concept of analytic philosophy, and 
thereby the authoritative definition of 'analytic philosophy'. But I 
contend that, on account of its projection of doctrinal unity, the origi-
nal concept, and hence the original meaning of 'analytic philosophy', 
included the content "philosophical group united in the view that 
philosophy is the analysis of language." 

For this reason, it is appropriate to approach analytic philosophy 
as a school of thought first and an intellectual community only sec-
ond. Also for this reason, it is wrong to approach it merely as an in-
tellectual community. Indeed, the intellectual community that Hard-
castle picks out cannot be identical to analytic philosophy, though it 
may be extensionally equivalent to it. For although 'analytic philo-
sophy' can refer to something like Hardcastle's intellectual commu-
nity (specifically, a cross-section of persons, ideas and events that 
are usually taken to constitute the extension of 'analytic philosophy'), 
the term's referent does not determine its meaning. As I argued more 
fully in my reply to Beaney, the contemporary use of 'analytic phil-
osophy' is historically grounded in an early, erroneous construal of 
a cross-section of this sort (there called "the subset") as unified by 
certain defining doctrines (among other attributes), and hence as 
constituting a school of philosophy in my sense. That is, our practice 
of holding together a certain set of philosophers under the label "ana-
lytic philosophy" is grounded in a monumental and longstanding er- 

ror of perception — an illusion. Without this fact firmly in place as 
the foundation of our work on analytic philosophy, there can be no 
adequate justification for picking out just these figures and factions 
as belonging to analytic philosophy, whether we construe them as 
merely a subdivision of the history of philosophy (a "cross-section" 
or "subset"), as an intellectual community, or as a movement, a tra-
dition, or a school. 

Indeed, Hardcastle's ability to properly demarcate analytic phil-
osophy qua intellectual community depends crucially upon this fact, 
for it is a case of our practice of holding together a certain set of phil-
osophers under the label "analytic philosophy," and that practice is 
itself explicable only in terms of my proposed "illusion." It is there-
fore a mistake to say that analytic philosophy just is this intellectual 
community. At best that would be incomplete. Instead, we should 
say that analytic philosophy was supposed to have been a school 
with such-and-such defining doctrines, but it turned out not to be, 
and that the figures and factions thought to constitute this school 
really only constituted a movement or tradition or intellectual com-
munity. But to say that for the reasons just given is basically to 
accept illusionism. 

II.Reply to Pincock 

Christopher Pincock's objection to my approach is not that I have 
made an error of principle, but only a strategic error in uniting two 
aims of history that are best kept separate. I gloss these two aims as 
follows: (1) to understand or explain the philosophical success of 
analytic philosophy, and (2) to understand or explain the social suc-
cess of analytic philosophy (or analytic philosophers). Since, as Pin-
cock agrees, philosophical success is a matter of having rationally 
defensible views, the strong doctrinal focus of my approach is not 
only relevant but essential to achieving goal 1. But social success is 
largely the result of non-ideational, causal-historical factors. Thus, 
the focus on doctrines alone, required for goal 1, is not apropos to 
goal 2 (hereafter, G1 and G2). From this, Pincock concludes that fo-
cus on doctrines should be completely excluded from work on G2, 
except in the unlikely case that a philosophical group's social suc-
cess can be explained solely in terms of the power and cogency of 
Its defining doctrines. 

Now, the reasons for avoiding a focus on doctrines alone in pur-
suit of G2 are perfectly clear — insofar as the introduction of ideas 
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into human history always depends upon the birth, growth and sur-
vival of particular humans, a philosophical group's social success 
will never depend solely on the power and cogency of its defining 
doctrines. But a case for entirely excluding doctrines has not been 
made. Indeed, although appeal to causal-historical factors is neces-
sary for explaining a group's social success, it is far from clear that 
this could ever be sufficient, not only in the history of philosophy, 
but elsewhere as well. Imagine, for instance, a history of Christian-
ity's social success that assigned no explanatory role to the views 
characteristic of Christianity. Such a history would be insufficient 
for G2, for it would fail to do justice to the fact that the appeal of 
Christianity's teachings has contributed to its social success. 

The relevance of views to social success in philosophy and other 
theoretical disciplines is even greater; whereas the role of views in 
religion and politics need not be understood as fundamental, they 
must be understood as fundamental in philosophy. Because of what 
philosophy as a human pursuit is, views will be central to it. More-
over, to the extent that the pursuit of philosophy is a human institu-
tion occupying a certain social space, either within the academy or 
beyond it, the very nature of philosophy prescribes certain norms 
for the sociology of that social space. And one of these is that the 
position of individuals and groups within the inevitable social hier-
archy of that space is to be based on excellence in philosophy, and 
that means excellence in crafting rational views. Indeed, we can 
even say that there is a corresponding norm concerning the right of 
a view to occupy the "attention-space" (I borrow the term from the 
sociologist Randall Collins) of the philosophical institution, such 
that only rationally well-crafted views should occupy that attention-
space. Of course, there are all kinds of epistemological challenges 
to properly abiding by these norms, but they are norms nonetheless. 

So, because the appeal of certain views frequently plays a role 
in the success of various kinds of social groups, and because the ra-
tional appeal of views positively ought to play this role in the social 
world of philosophy, there is no reason to exclude a doctrinal focus 
when trying to achieve G2. On the contrary, to the extent that one is 
interested in understanding not merely the dominance of a group in 
the philosophical social space, but also whether its dominance was 
justified and hence legitimate by the standards of that social space,  

we must look to the rationality of the views associated with that 
group. And this is mainly what I aim to do with my illusionist ap-
proach.' 

Pincock has a second argument for rejecting illusionism, one 
that proceeds upon different grounds. He says: 

I agree that if we are trying to meet (G2-A) [i.e., G2 as applied 
to analytic philosophy] and we initially also assume that ana-
lytic philosophy is a philosophical school of the sort specified 
by the received view, then we must conclude that analytic phil-
osophy does not exist. But the appropriate thing to do if this 
happens is to drop our assumption that analytic philosophy is 
that kind or any kind of philosophical school, and go on to try 
to resolve (G2-A) by other means. At this point, I do not see 
why we must remain wedded to the conception of analytic 
philosophy initially offered by the received view. 

Rut we should not take Pincock's suggestion to heart, for reasons 
already given in my replies to Beaney and Hardcastle: to do so 
would be historically misleading, as it would cast aside the very ele-
ments in analytic philosophy's historically extended social-ontolog-
ical structure that give it its unity, establish the "analytic philosophy" 
language game, and thereby constitute it a named social object — and 
not just any such object, but the very one that we are interested in 
when we research the history and nature of analytic philosophy. 

I )apartment of Philosophy 
Valparaiso University 
Aaron.Preston@valpo.edu  

Admittedly, that this is my ultimate goal in developing the illusionist ap-
proach does not always come through clearly in my journal articles due to 
the limitations of space and scope that are part and parcel of that format. I 
mist that it comes through clearly in my book (Preston 2007). 
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that proceeds upon different grounds. He says:

I agree that if we are trying to meet (G2-A) [i.e., G2 as applied
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I)hilosophy initially offered by the received view.
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY 2008 
ANNUAL BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING MINUTES 

June 27, 2008 

The annual meeting of the board of directors of the Bertrand Russell 
Society was held on June 27, 2008 at St. John Fisher College. It was 
convened at 7:20 pm and presided over by Chad Trainer as chair. 

Kenneth Blackwell (treasurer) summarized the financial situa-
tion of the Society as follows: bank balance, $3,500; guaranteed in-
vestment, $8,000; total investment, $11,500. He reported that Ar-
lene Duncan is serving as bookkeeper for which the bertrand Rus-
sell Research Centre is paid an annual compensation of $700.00. He 
stated that McMaster University needs a $5.00 increase from $25.00 
to $30.00 per year in Society reimbursement for the cost of publish-
ing Russell. On motion made, seconded and unanimously carried, 
the increase was approved. 

The following individuals were duly nominated as officers for 
2008-9, with the motions seconded and unanimously approved: 
chair of the board, Chad Trainer; vice chairman, David White; pres-
ident, Alan Schwerin; vice-president, Ray Perkins; treasurer, Ken-
neth Blackwell; secretary, David Henehan. 

The location of the next meeting was discussed. John Lenz has 
offered Drew University. David Blitz offered Central Connecticut 
State University as a backup. 

John Ongley and Rosalind Carey reported on the Quarterly. 

They intend to ask Lehman College to again help finance publica-
tion of the Quarterly. 

Treasurer Kenneth Blackwell discussed the anticipated $1,800 
shortfall in 2008 expenses ($8,100) over dues income ($5,300). He 
predicted that with the $5.00 increase in payment to McMaster to 
cover the costs of producing Russell the deficit will increase annu-
ally by $800. Ken recommenced a minimum $5 dues increase. After 
discussion it was moved by Marvin Kohl, seconded and carried that 
we increase each dues category $10 beginning in 2009. This is the 
first dues increase since 1992. 
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Various motions were made and withdrawn concerning free first 
year subscriptions for new subscribers and other special member-
ship prices. David Blitz proposed that every board member sponsor 
a new member and pay the membership fee. The motion passed (12 
in favor, 1 opposed, 3 abstentions). 

Kevin Brodie has resigned as head of the awards committee; no 
award was made by that committee this year. 

Rosalind Carey reported on the Riga conference. The confer-
ence is asking for additional financial support from the BRS. On 
motion made, seconded and unanimously carried, it was resolved 
that we do not make any further financial contribution in addition to 
the $1,000 authorized at last year's meeting. 

John Ongley announced that Routledge wants to "rent" our 
'nailing list for promotion of its Russell books. After discussion, a 
motion made to approve was passed (7 in favor, 4 opposed). 

Dennis Darland requested $83 for OCR scanning software. Ken 
Blackwell moved and John Ongley seconded a motion, which was 
unanimously passed, to approve the $83 expense and to limit access 
to the scanning project to BRS members. On motion made, second-
ed and unanimously carried, it was resolved to designate Dennis 
1)arland vice-president for electronic projects. As such he will have 
c v officio  board membership. 

Ken Blackwell discussed his moderating of the BRS list. On 
motion made by Peter Stone, seconded by Greg Landini, and unani-
mously carried, it was resolved that Ken continue his current policy 
of list moderation, and if in his judgment a communication is "high-
ly uncivil" it shall, at his discretion, not be permitted on the list. 

Peter Stone announced that the Secular Student Alliance in-
quired about a speaker's bureau. On motion made by Cara Rice, 
seconded by Marvin Kohl and unanimously passed, it was resolved 
that we establish a speaker's bureau of persons ready and willing to 
give public presentations about Russell. 

There being no further business before the meeting, it was, on 
motion made and unanimously carried, adjourned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David L. Henehan 
Secretary, Bertrand Russell Society 
September 10, 2008 
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BACK MATTER

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY 2008
ANNUAL BOARD OF DIRECTORS REETING MINUTES

June 27, 2008

The annual meeting of the board of directors of the Bertrand Russell

Society was held on June 27, 2008  at St. Jolm Fisher College. It was

convened at 7:20 pin and presided over by Chad Trainer as chair.

Kenneth  Blackwell  (treasurer)  summarized  the  financial  situa-

tion of the  Society as follows:  bank balance,  $3,500; guaranteed  in-

vestment,  $8,000;  total  investment,  $11,500.  He  reported  that  Ar-

lene Duncan  is  serving  as  bookkeeper for which the  bertrand Rus-

sell Research Centre  is paid an annual compensation of $700.00. He

stated that MCMaster University needs a $5 .00 inci.ease from $25.00

to $30.00 per year in Society reimbursement for tlie cost of publish-

ing  Rwsse//.  On  motion  made,  seconded  and  unanimously  carried,

the increase was approved.

The  following  individuals  were  duly  nominated  as  officers  for

2008-9,  with  the  motions   seconded   and  unanimously   approved:

chair of the board, Chad Trainer; vice chairman, David White; pres-

ident,  Alan  Schwerin;  vice-president,  Ray  Perkins;  treasurer,  Ken-

neth Blackwell; secretary, David Henehan.

Tlle  location of the  next meeting was discussed.  Jolm Lenz has

offered  Drew  University.  David  Blitz  offered  Central  Connecticut

State University as a backup.
John   Ongley  and  Rosalind   Cat.ey  reported   on  the   gwczr/cr/};.

They  intend to  ask  Lehman  College  to  again  help  finance publica-

tion of the gzfczr/er/)J.

Treasurer  Kenneth  Blackwell  discussed  the  anticipated  Sl,800

shortfall  in  2008  expeiises  ($8,100)  over dues  incolne  ($5,300).  He

predicted  that  with  the  $5.00  increase  in  payment  to  MCMaster to
cover the  costs  of producing jtz{sse// the  deficit will  increase  annu-

ally by $800. Ken recommenced a minimum $5 dues increase. After

discussion it was inoved by Marvin Kohl, seconded and carried that

we  increase  each  dues  category  $10  beginning  in  2009.  This  is  the

flrst dues increase since  1992.
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Various motions were made and withdrawn concerning fi.ee first

year  subscriptions  for  new  subscribers  and  other  special  inember-
.`hip prices. David Blitz proposed that every board member sponsor

ii new member and pay the membership fee. The motion passed (12

ill  favor,  1  opposed, 3  abstentions).

Kevin Brodie has resigned as head of the awards committee;  no
:iward was made by that committee this year.

Rosalind  Carey  reported  on  the  Riga  conference.  The  confer-

i`i`ce  is  asking  for  additional  financial  support  from  the  BRS.  On

ii`otion  made,  seconded  and  unanimously  carried,  it  was  resolved

tl`at we do not make any further financial contribution in addition to

llie S I,000 authorized at last year's meeting.

John  Ongley  announced  that  Routledge  wants  to  "rent"  our

ii`z`iling  list  for promotion  of its  Russell  books.  After  discussion,  a

I``tttion made to approve was passed (7 in favor, 4 opposed).

Dennis Darland requested $83  for OCR scanniiig software. Ken

llk`ckwell  moved  and  John  Ongley  seconded  a motion,  wliich was

`Hi{inimously passed, to approve the $83  expense and to  limit access

ltt the scanning project to BRS members. On motion made, second-

ctl  and  unanimously  carried,  it  was  resolved  to  designate  Dennis

I )i`rland vice-president for electronic projects. As  such he will  have

i' `. t?¢jcj.a board membership.

Ken  Blackwell  discussed  his  inodei.ating  of the  BRS  list.  On

i``tttion made by Peter Stone, seconded by Greg Landini,  and unani-

I`ittusly carried,  it was resolved that Ken continue his  current policy

ur list moderation, and if in his judgment a communication is "high-

ly  tiiicivil" it shall, at his discretion, not be permitted on the list.

Peter  Stone  announced  that  the  Secular  Student  Alliance   in-

tiuired  about  a  speaker's  bureau.  On  motion  made  by  Cara  Rice,

tii`conded by Marvin Kohl and unaniinously passed,  it was resolved

llii`I  we establish a speaker's bureau of persons ready and willing to

#ivi` public presentations about Russell.
There  being no  further business  before  the  meeting,  it was,  on

iiitttion made and unanimously carried, adjourned.

I{c.`pectfully submitted,

I )i`vid  L. Henehan

riccretary, Bertrand Russell Society

`cptember  10, 2008



BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY 2008 
ANNUAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING MINUTES 

June 28, 2008 

President Alan Schwerin convened the annual meeting of the mem-
bers of the Bertrand Russell Society on June 28, 2008 at St. John 
Fisher College at 1:35pm. Discussion involved increasing BRS mem-
bership. John Ongley suggested we should upgrade our website. 
Alan Schwerin suggested school competitions/art exhibits and essay 
contests. To Rosalind Carey's note that BRS membership is aging 
and we need younger members, Ken Blackwell suggested a $20.00 
trial/student membership category. Rosalind Carey suggested make 
CDs of the BRS talks and asked that we design a BRS logo. 

On motion made, seconded and unanimously carried, it was re-
solved that at least until the next annual meeting for the year, BRS 
will offer a $20.00 student membership category for any matricu-
lated student. 

Members also watched Warren Allen Smith, who was unable to 
attend, on audio/video. 

There being no further business before the meeting, the meeting 
was, on motion made, seconded and unanimously approved, ad-
journed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David L. Henehan 
Secretary, Bertrand Russell Society 
September 10, 2008 

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC. 
2008 2nd Quarter Treasurer's Report 

Cash Flow: April 1, 2008 — June 30, 2008 

BALANCE, 3/31/2008 $11,677.72 

INCOME 
Contributions 

BRS $240.00 
Total Contributions $240.00 
Dues 

New Members $155.00 
Renewals $1,380.00 

Total Dues $1,535.00 
Int Inc. $52.69 

TOTAL INCOME $1,827.69 

EXPENSES 
Bank Charges $71.40 
Bookkeeping Expense $700.00 
Conversion Expense $6.39 
Donations $1,000.00 
Library Expense $125.60 
Newsletter $1,269.35 
PayPal Fees $16.95 
Russell Sub $25.00 

TOTAL EXPENSES $3,214.69 

OVERALL TOTAL -$1,387.00 

BALANCE, 6/30/2008 
US$ a/c (Toronto Dominion) $1,803.07 
Cdn$ a/c (Toronto Dominion) $487.65 
US$ term deposit (Toronto Dominion) $8,000.00 

OVERALL BALANCE, 6/30/2008 $10,290.72 

Kenneth Blackwell, BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster.ca) 

Note: US and Cdn. dollars are added as equals on 6/30/2008 

58 

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY 2008
ANNUAL MEh4BERSHIP REETING MINUTES

June 28, 2008

President Alan Schwerin convened the annual meeting of the mem-
bers  of the  Bertrand  Russell  Society  on  June  28,  2008  at  St.  John
Fisher College at  I :35pm. Discussion involved increasing BRS mem-
bership.  John  Ongley  suggested  we  should  upgrade  our  website.
Alan Schwerin suggested school competitions/art exhibits and essay
contests.  To Rosalind  Carey's  note that BRS  membership  is  aging
and we need younger members, Ken Blackwell suggested a $20.00
trial/student membership  category. Rosalind  Carey  suggested  make
CDs of the BRS talks and asked that we design a BRS logo.

On  motion  made,   seconded  and  unanimously  carried,  it  was  re-
solved that at least until the next annual meeting for the year,  BRS
will  offer  a $20.00  student  membership  category  for  any  matricu-
lated student.

Members  also  watched  Warren  Allen  Smith,  who  was  unable  to
attend, on audio/video.

There  being  no  further  business  before  the  meeting,  tlie  meeting
was,  on  motion  made,  seconded  and  unanimously  approved,  ad-

journed.

Respectfully submitted,

David L. Henehan
Secretary, Bertrand Russell Society
September  10, 2008
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BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
2008 2nd Quarter Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow: April  1, 2008 -June 30, 2008

BALANCE,  3/31/2008

INCOME

Contributions
BRS

Total Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

Total Dues
Tnt lnc.

TOTAL INCOME

lixpENSES

Bank Charges
Bookkeeping Expense
Conversion Expense
Donations
Library Expense
Newsletter
Paypal Fees
Russell Sub

TOTAL EXPENSES

O VERALL TOTAL

l}ALANCE,  6/30/2008
USS a/c (Toronto Dominion)
Cdns a/c (Toronto Dominion)
USS term deposit (Toronto Dominion)

()VERALL BALANCE,  6/30/2008

S I 1,677.72

$240.00
$240.00

S155.00

Sl,380.00

Sl,535.00
$52.69

$1,827.69

$71.40

$700.00
$6.39

Sl,000.00
$125.60

$1,269.35

$16.95

$25.00
$3,214.69

-$1,387.00

$1,803.07

$487.65
$8,000.00

$10,290.72

Kermeth Blackwell, BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster.ca)

Note: US and Cdn. dollars are added as equals on 6/30/2008
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Greater Rochester Russell Set 
(GRRS) 

Writers and Books' Literary Center 
740 University Avenue, Rochester, NY 

7 pm - $3 or Free to Members 

10/09 Ted Lechman, "Harry G. Frankfurt's On Bullshit" 

11/13 Alfred Geier, "Heraclitus and the Logos" 

12/11 Thomas Flynn, "Confessions of an Encyclopedist" 

1/08 George McDade, "What's Wrong with Contemporary 
Philosophy in'the Real World'?"  

2/12 Tim Madigan, ''Russell's Evasion of Evolution" 

3/12 David White. "Ken Wilber and the New Age: Are We • 
There Yet?" 

4/09 To be announced 

5/12 Howard Blair, "Great Feuds on Mathematics Russell 
versus Poincare" 

Bay Area Russell Set (BARS) 	 

Szechwan Café 
406 S. California Ave., Palo Alto, CA 

7 pm 

10/23 An Introduction to Bertrand Russell. Suggested 
Reading: A chapter of a book in progress by Peter 
Stone, David White, and Tim Madigan (In the "files" 
section of the BARS Yahoo! Group) 

11/20 Russell on Socialism. Suggested Reading: Atkinson 
and Hughes, "Russell as Industrial Democrat " 
Spokesman 100 (2008): 7-21 

12/11 What I Believe. Suggested Reading: Bertrand Russell, 
"What I Believe," Why 1 Am Not a Christian 
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IN THIS ISSUE

This issue of tl\e Bertrand Russell Society Quarterly, the "BLussell
and Nietzsche" issue, deals with a topic that might at first surprise
the reader. "Russell and Nietzsche? What on earth could be the con-
nection there?" In fact there is probably more than one interesting
connection between the two,  and the  one  focused on in this  issue
will,  we  hope,  be  of special  interest  to  many  of the  gwcrr/er/y's
readers.  In his article "Nietzsche's Anticipation of Russell,"  Steve
Sullivan puts  his  finger  on  a  surprising  identity between the two.
Like  Russell,  Nietzsche  endorsed Hume's view  of the  soul - that
there  is  no  unchanging,  unperceived  substratum  that  is  the  meta-

physical subject of all the varying mental  qualities that we exper-
ience (e.g., perceptions, memories, or emotions). But more than this
and  also  like  Russell,  Nietzsche  attributed the  belief that  there  is
such a substratum at least in part to the misleadingness of subject-

predicate grammar.
Russell  is  famous  for  criticizing  subject-predicate  grammar  as

misleading. He is, in fact, usually thought by analytic philosophers
to have originated the view. For example, Peter Hylton claims:

After "On Denoting",  [Russell] comes to assume that analysis of a
sentence will  generally  reveal that  it  expresses  a proposition of a
quite different logical fom .... A consequence of Russell's new view
is that he comes to take it for granted that our ordinary language is
generally misleading ....  Here we have a crucial  contribution to  an
important theme in twentieth century analytic philosophy quite gen-
erally: the idea that language is systematically misleading in philo-
sophica]\y  slghiEroan:I  walys.  (Cambridge  Companion  to  Bertrand
Rwsse//, 2003, pp. 223-4)

No hint is given of this being a standard subject of discussion be-
fore Russell. But what the correlation between Russell's and Nietz-
sche's views suggests is that in fact there is an intellectual iceberg
to be discovered of which these two points are only the tip, a histor-
ical movement or tradition of thought some time in the nineteenth
century in which the misleadingness of grammar, and in particular,
subject-predicate grammar, was a common subject. Nietzsche, be-
ing a trained philologist, would of course be as privy to such a dis-
cussion as Russell.

3
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A first suggestion of what that discussion might have been and
where it might have occurred can be found in Pieter Seuren's book
Western Linguistics..  An Historical  Introduction. In it (sees. 2.6.3,
7.1.3  and elsewhere) Seuren discusses what he calls `the great  19th
c.  subject-predicate  debate"  in which the  differences  between the

grammatical,  logical, psychological,  and semantical structures of a
sentence are debated.  Grammar is  indeed misleading, these people
claimed; what is meant, implied, or psychologically suggested by a
sentence may be  something  quite  different from what is  indicated
by the  surface grammar.i  However,  in  Seuren's book,  there  is no
explicit discussion, as there is in Nietzsche and Russell, of the sub-

ject  of a  sentence misleadingly  suggesting that there  is  some  un-
sensed substratum in which the qualities of things "inhere." Further
evidence  for  this  suspected  tradition  of thought  is  required,  but
Sullivan takes the first large step  in this work of finding Russell's

predecessors in the view that subj ect-predicate grammar is mislead-
ing by pointing out the identity between Russell and Nietzsche on just
this point, indicating the existence of a tradition cormecting the two.

Following  Sullivan's  article  is  one  by  Sandra Lapointe  providing
another comparative historical analysis with her article  on Frege's
and Husserl's views on the nature of linguistic signs. This will be of
special interest to those curious about Russell's later views of mean-
ing, after 1920, when he begins looking carefully at the physical pro-

perties of language itself, and not just the meaning of these physical
marks or utterances.

Following these articles are books reviews by Timothy St Vincent
on Leonard Steinhom's bock The Greater Generation:  In Drfense
o/f¢e BCJdy Boom fegrey and Marvin Kohl  on Eric Wielenberg's
bock God and the Reach Of Reason:  C.S.  Lewis,  David Hune, and
Ber/rcr#d Russe//.  Concluding the issue is a membership report with
data and graph of the ups and clowns of the Society's membership
since  1988. And as always, there is a Traveler's Diary/Conference
Report,  with the  annual  treasurer's report  of the  Bertrand Russell
Society for 2008 included at the end. JO

i I an grateful to Matt Davidson for pointing this book, and its discussion

of the  19th c. subject-predicate debate, out to me.  Seuren bases his own ac-
count of this debate on pt. 2 of Elffers-van Ketel's  1991 book 7lrfee ffz.5forz.o-
grapky of Grammatical Concepts

SOCIETY NHWS

TIE  NExr  BERTRAND  RussELL  SoclETy  ANNIJAL  NIETING.  The
36th annual meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society will take place
Friday through Sunday, June 5-7, 2009 at Central Connecticut State
University in New Britain Connecticut (5 miles southwest of Hart-
ford  CT  and  95  miles  from  both New  York  and  Boston).  David
Blitz is this year's host. All are welcome!

Tau{s  there  will  include  Stefan  Andersson  on  "The  People's
Opinion  and International  Law," David Blitz  on "Russell  and the
Dalai Lama on Happiness," Ken Blackwell on "Misunderstandings
of the  Westminster  Speech  on  War,   1948,"  Andrew  Cavallo  on
"Russell and the Mjth of Simplicity,"  Sarah  Stebbins  on "Russell

and Brouwer:  The Law of the Excluded Middle," and many, many
more talks about Russell.

Registration fees are: members, $80 with banquet, $55 without
banquet; non-members, $90 with banquet, $65 without banquet; stu-
dents,   $10/day  (includes  deli  sandwiches  Friday  and  breakfast,
lunch and breaks  Saturday  and Sunday).  Rooms (on campus - in-
cludes linen) are: single occupancy, $35/night/person; double occu-

pancy: $25/night per person. Off-campus rooms at the Marriott Ho-
tel: $99/night. See registration form for more information

The conference website is at http://bertie.ccsu.edu/Russell2009/.
To register, use the accompanying form, or download one from the
conference website.

APA EVENTs.  The BRS will host a session of talks at the Eastern
Division of the American Philosophical Association this December
27-30,  2009,  New  York  City,  NY  at the  Marriott Hotel  in  Tines
Square.  Submissions  for  talks  at  the  Eastern  should  be  made  by
May 25, 2009.  Send abstracts to   rosalind.carey@Iehman.cuny.edu.
Please  note  that  the   Society  hosts  sessions  at  the  Eastern  and
Central APA every year. Infomation on the APA meetings can be
found online at: www.apaonline.org/divisions/schedule.aspx.

NEW NIMBERS are always a good sign, and the BRS is fortunate to
have had a bumper crop in the last 2 years. We welcome them to the
Russell  Society.  NEW hflMBERS  FOR 2009,  so  far,  are:  Frank Ad-
ams, Melinda Adams, Mirza Ahmed, Min Chang, Ryan Conti, Tim
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Facer,  Doug  Fitz,  Jolen  Galaugher,  Mario  Helman,  Junling  Hu,
Herbert Huber,  Terrence  Hurley,  Chris Kazanovicz,  Brett  Lintott,
Seyed Javad Miri, Dustin Olson, Mark Overmyer,  George Reisch,
Alvin  Rogers,  Michael  Staron,  Derek  Stoeckle,  Robert  Summer-
field, Warren Wagner, and Edward Yates. NEW MEMBERS FOR 2008
are: Robert Blais, Solomon Blaylock, Andrew Cavallo, Daniel Co-
1onari, Brian Dodd, Kenneth Gallant, Sebastien Gandon, Ray Gatta-
vara,  Billy  Joe  Lucas,  Amber  MCAlister,  Fred  Mccolly,  Sylvia
Nickerson,  Charles  Peterka,  Erie  Walther,  Robert Zack,  and Wei-

ping Zhen8.

BOARD oF DIRECTORS ELECTloN RESULTS, 2009-2011. The Russell

Society holds elections each year to select one third of the directors
to its board for a three year ten. Once elected, directors cany out
the duties  of nmning the  Society,  conducting  Society business re-

quiring a vote at the annual meeting and taking care of other Soci-
ety business by means  of committees and email  contact. Nomina-
tions  for  the  board  occur  in  October  and  elections  (by  mail  and
email) take place in November and December. Any member of the
Society may stand for election, and the Society encourages all who
wish to participate to do so.

This year's election results  are as  follows: Nicholas  Griffin 34
votes,  Peter  Stone  34,  John  Ongley  33,  Cara  Elizabeth  Rice  31,
David  Goldman  30,  Gregory  Landini  29,  Marvin Kohl  28,  Justin
Leiber 24, Billy Joe Lucas 23, with the first eight -Griffin,  Stone,
Ongley,  Rice,  Goldman,  Landini,  Kohl,  and  Leiber -  thus  being
elected.  We thank  all these  people  for participating  in this year's
election.

THANIC YoU FOR SupPoRTING TIIE BRS!   The Society welcomes gifts
of all sizes and kinds. In 2008 we gained our most recent LIFE MEM-
BER, Justin Leiber, who joins the nine others who have contributed
by means of taking out a life membership.

TIIE   SOCIETY   ALSO   GRATEFULLy   ACKNOWLEDGES   the   generous

support   in   2008   of  the   following   members:   PATRON:   David
Goldman,  SpoNsoRs :  Charles  Weyland, Marvin Kohl,  and Robert
Riemenschneider.   SUSTAINER:   Peter   Stanbridge.   CONTRIBUTORS:
Jay  Aragona,  Jr.,  Ken  Blackwell,  Robert Davis,  Linda  Egendorf,
William Everdell,  John Fitzgerald,  Ricard Flores  and  Silvia Pizzi,

Mark Fuller, David Henehan, Carol Keene, Karen and Ray Perkins,
Tom Stanley, and David and Linda White.

LIBRARy  NEWS.  The  Bertrand  Russell  Society's  Library  website
will  soon have  a new web  address:  www.russellsocietylibrary.com.
Members are urged to take advantage of the many audio/visual ma-
terials available in the members' area at the Library website. These
include radio and television interviews with Russell on the humanist
approach,  liberty, religion, human nature, the  atomic bomb,  and  a
wide variety of other subjects. Just email Russell Society Librarian
Tom  Stanley  at  his  new  email  address,  tjstanley@myfairpoint.net,
for a usemame  and password to the site's  `members only'  area of
either the  current or future site and spend tonight listening to  and
watching Russell speak his mind!

WRITING FROM Tlm PIIILIPPINES. A new humanist newsletter has ar-
rived - 77ie Free/Az.7]*er 's Jtec]c7er. Published in the Philippines, this
reincarnation of an earlier effort by the late Joachim Po is now un-
der the editorship of Joshua Lipana, president of the Center for In-
quiry, Philippines.  The first issue features a devil's advocate essay
on democracy, a page of quotes (ranging from Voltaire's "Crush the
infamy" to Obama's "Yes, we can"), an essay on Nietzsche, and an
especially good one by Poch Surara, in honor of Jose Rizal. No Rus-
sellian could object to what is clearly intended to be a venue defend-
ing the secularist position, but a better newsletter would result with
better overall writing and a clear idea, once and for all, of how to
write Russell's name: with two l's, as in `spell.'

Matters improve with the second issue - the newsletter is quick
on its feet. In essays that focus, e.g., on the battle over reproductive
rights  in the  Philippines,  the  issue  takes  ain  against religion  and
sometimes aims low, as in a jokey piece on "natural planning" that
recommends practicing a kind of sex it imputes to priests. Despite
an uneven tone, the newsletter conveys clearly the frustration exper-
ienced by embattled secular Filipinos, giving voice to the dismay of
atheists  and  freethinkers  living  in  the  Philippines.  The  newsletter
can be  found online  at  http://afreethinkerslife,blogspot.com/  or you
can order a copy by contacting philippines@centerforinquiry.net.

NEW AND RECENT BooKS.  Russell Society member Timothy Madi-

gan's mow bock, W.K.  Clifford and  ``The  Ethics  Of Belief;''  (C;arl[+
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bridge Scholars Publishing, Jan 2009), has just been published. The
book is on the noted mathematician W.K. Clifford, who,  in his es-
say "The Ethics of Belief," argued that "it is wrong always, every-
where,  and  for  any  one  to  believe  anything  on  insufficient  evi-
dence." Madigan describes the historical background and context of
this essay,  along with its influence  (William James's "Will to Be-
lieve" was a response to it) and its continuing relevance.

Arso "EIN  IN PRIN:I.  The  Historical  Dictionary  Of  Bertrand
Russell 's Philosophy (Scaleorow Press, March 2009), by Quarterly
editors Rosalind Carey and John Ongley, which has also just been

published, has several hundred entries to provide the reader with ac-
cess  to  everything  from  Russell's  logic  and  mathematical  philo-
sophy to his moral, religious, and political views.

DECEASED.    Chicago  radio  personality,  oral  historian  and  author,
Studs Terkel passed away on October 31, 2008 at the age of 96. A
much loved and energetic man,  Studs wrote numerous books - in-
crfudiINg  Hard  Times:  An  Oral  History  Of the  Great  Depression.,
Working:  People Talk About What They Do All Day and How They
Fee/ 4bozt/ 777!c}/ 77!e}j Do, and the  1985 Pulitzer prize winner,  77ie
"GoocJ"  Wc7r - and conducted regular interviews on his daily radio

show with people  from  all walks  of life,  including,  in  1962,   one
taped in England with Bertrand Russell. M. Terkel visited the Rus-
sell  Society  at its 2003  annual meeting in Lake Forest,  Illinois on
the  occasion of his  accepting the Bertrand Russell  Society  award.
He will be remembered with affection.

FEATURES

NIETZSCHE' S ANTICIPATIONS OF RUSSELL*

STEPHEN J.  SULLIVAN

The time is  perhaps  close  at hand when  it will  once  again be understood
what has actually sufficed for the basis for such imposing and absolute phi-
losophical  edifices  as  the  dogmatists  have  hitherto  reared:  perhaps  some

popular superstition . . .  [or] a deception on the part of grammar."Preface",Be}/o#dGoodcl#dEv!./,FriedrichNietzsche]

The philosophies of Bertrand Russell and Friedrich Nietzsche might
appear to have very little in common, indeed to be antithetical. Al-
though Russell praised Nietzsche's literary style, he had little posi-
tive to say about Nietzsche's thought. He focused almost exclusive-
ly on Nietzsche's ethical/political views, which he characterized as

proto-fascist, and on his critique of religion, and rejected out of hand
his  ontology  and  epistemology.2  And  I  suspect  that  Nietzsche  in
turn would have dismissed Russell as an English "blockhead" in the
broadly  liberal,  empiricist tradition of John  Stuart Mill,  on whom
Nietzsche  famously  bestowed that  epithet.3  But  in  fact these  two
philosophers expressed some remarkably similar views about know-
ledge, language, and mind - so similar as to raise the possibility that
Russell was significantly influenced by Nietzsche on these matters.

The  comection between Nietzsche's  thought and 20th century
analytic  philosophy has  not gone  entirely  unnoticed by Nietzsche
commentators,  especially Walter Kaufinann and Arthur C.  Danto.4
But it remains a neglected topic, and the relation between Nietzsche
and Russell even more so, and I hope to make a start on remedying
that situation.

*  Thanks to Richard Findler and Andrew Colvin for their responses to an

earlier version of this paper.
i The translation is a combination of those by Zimmem and Hollingdale.
2 Bettrand E\usse\1, History Of Western Philosapky,160,162-6, 712-3.
3 Friedrich Nietzsche, 7lfee  W;.// fo Power, 21.  `Blockhead' is my translation.
4  Kh:urfow[u[i::.  Nietzsche:  Philosopher,  Psychologist,  Anti-Christ,  4Z2-4Z3.,
Cclnitod"chon" to The Portable Nietzsche, \8., Existentialism, Religion, and

Dccrffo, 30. Danto: IVz.etrscfoc af Pfej./o5opfoer,  82-89.  See also Bemd Magnus,
IV!.e/zscfae 'f  fr!.a/e"f!.cz/  /mpera/i.ve,  71;  and  Friedrich  Waismann,  "How  I
See Philosopky" , Logical Positivism, 350.

9



10 STEPHEN J. SULLIVAN

Argunbly the most striking overlap between Russell and Nietz-
sche lies in their treatment of Descaries' famous elemental certainty
cogz.fo ergo sc/in ("I think, therefore I am").  Each of them argued,
and in much the same way, that  `1 think'  goes beyond the data of
immediate  experience  in positing  a  mental  substance  or  enduring
self. And more significantly, both Russell and Nietzsche criticized
ordinary language for embodying metaphysical errors, especially an
unwarranted commitment to  substance by the grammatical subject
of a sentence.

I. RUSSELL ON TEE COGITO AND ORDINARY LANGUAGE

In his classic  1912 work  7ife Prob/ems o/Pfoz./osapky, Russell ac-
cepted - though as only probably true - the Cartesian view that each
person is directly aware of her own self as the thinker of her own
thoughts:  as the I of `1 think.' 5 But by  1913 he had given up some-
what cautiously  on direct self-acquaintance,6  and by the  1920s he
reached the  flrm conclusion that the  `1 think'  of Descartes'  cogz.fo
ergo s#m goes beyond what one is entitled by experience to assert.
Here are E`usse\l' s own words in An Outline Of philosophy (1927)..

What, from [Descartes'] own point of view, he should profess
to know is not  `/ think,'  but  `there is thinking' ....  I think we
ought to admit that Descartes was justified in feeling sure that
there was  a certain occurrence,  concerning which doubt was
impossible; but he was not justified in bringing in the word `1'
in describing this occurrence.

And la:tel, in A History Of Western Philosophy (\945)..
`1 think'  is  [Descartes'] ultimate premiss. Here the word `1'  is

really illegitimate; He ought to  state his ultimate premises  in

:oenvfi:nTen`,T:::d::s:::g:::'ibT:d::i.;I'isgranmatically
Russell  denied that thinking,  or thoughts,  entail  a thinker,  and he
explained the temptation of inferring a thinker from the occurrence
of thoughts by appealing to what he regarded  as the  questionable
metaphysical commitments of ordinary language. Again in his own
words:

Bertrand FLussel\, The Problems Of philosopky,19, 50-51.
Bertrand Russell, 7lfeeory o/K#ow//edge,  36-37.

7  An Outline Of Philosopky, T]l-172., History Of Western Philosopky, 56] .
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Descartes believed in "substance," both in the mental and in
the material world. He thought that there could not be motion
unless something moved, nor thinking unless someone thought.
No doubt most people would still hold this view; but in fact it
springs from a notion - usually unconscious - that the categor-
ies of grammar are the categories of reality.8

The broader theme that ordinary language,  and especially  sub-

ject/predicate grammar, are laden with metaphysical errors concern-
ing  substance  and the  ego was  a constant in Russell's philosophy
from the  1920s until his fmal years. For example, in his  1945 fJj.I-
fory o/ Wesfer# Pfei./osapky, he was concerned to argue that the con-
cept of substance, though grammatically useful, "is a metaphysical
mistake, due to the transference to the world-structure of the struc-
ture of sentences composed of a subject and a predicate." 9 And he
was  surely aware of the theological significance of this point: that
we have no knowledge of the existence of the soul.]° In j4n O#f/I.#e
a/PAJ./osapky the argument against substance goes like this :

The  notion  of substance,  at  any  rate  in  any  sense  involving
pemanence, must be shut out from our thoughts if we are to
achieve  a philosophy  in  any  way  adequate  either to  modern
physics  or modem psychology.  Modern physics,  both  in the
theory of relativity and in the Heisenberg-Schrodinger  [quan-
tun-physical] theories of atomic structure, has reduced "mat-
ter" to  a system of [very brief]  events .... And in psychology,
equally, the "ego" has disappeared as an ultimate conception,
and the unity  of a personality  has  become  a peculiar  causal
nexus.  In this  respect,  grammar  and  ordinary  language  have
been shown to be bad guides to metaphysics .... And it must be
understood that the same reasons which lead to the rejection of

::bus]::Caete][eyasa:::°c::c::t::,j[ectionof`things"and"persons"

8 Outline Of Philosopky. 2f J2.
9 However, as early as the 1913 77Ieory o/K#ow/edge Russell maintained that

subjecvpredicate grammar suggests a mistaken view of substance (93-4).
\° See History Of Western Philosopky, 56] , 663 .
\\  Outline Of Philosopky, 2S4-255., also 20\-2. See also History Of Western

Philosopky, 654, 658-6S9, 6€2-663, Human Knowledge,  203, The Analysis
a/A4I.#d,141-142;  77}e ,4#cz/ysz.a o/h4crffer,151-152, 238-244,  284-285; jze-
ligion  and  Science,  \\5-116.,  My  Philosophical  Development,  \01,  178-
179; "On Propositions," £ogz.c cr#d K#ow/edge, 285-320.
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Note that Russell's grammatical case against substance was linked
to his defense of an event ontology - a point to which I shall return
in section 2.

Late in his career, somewhat embittered by the dismissal of his
work by the then dominant ordinary-language school of analytic phil-
osophy, Russell made some withering comments about that school,
which he labeled `the cult of common usage." Not only did he crit-
icize its anti-science tendencies,  but he also  said that "it makes al-
most inevitable the perpetuation among philosophers of the muddle-
headedness they have taken over from common sense," and that it
"seems to  concern itself, not with the world and our relation to it,

but only with the different ways in which silly people can say silly
things."]2 Although Russell did not quite live  long enough to wit-
ness the displacement of ordinary-language philosophy by a broadly

Quinean naturalism as the dominant version of analytic philosophy,
he would certainly have been heartened by the strong naturalist com-
mitment  to  the  philosophical  importance  of scientific  knowledge
and the limitations of common speech.

11. NIETZSCIIE ON TIH COGITO AND ORDINARY LANGUAGE

In the late 1880s, the fmal years of Nietzsche's career, he wrote two
of his most inportant works.. Beyond Good and Evil and The Will to
Power, the latter incomplete and published only posthumously. Each
of these works contains not only striking passages on the cogz.fo that
are in some respects reminiscent of Russell's views but also other

passages that go beyond them.
In Be}7o#cJ Gooc7 cz77c7 Evj./ Nietzsche offered some interesting re-

flections on  `1 think.'  He began by denying in  Section  16 that it is
known with direct certainty:

There are  still hamless self-observers who believe that there
are "immediate certainties":  for example,  `1 think' .... But that
"inmediate certainty"  . . .  involves  a co#trcrdz.c/i.o  z.# czcTy.ecfo,  I

shall repeat a hundred times; we really ought to free ourselves
from the  seduction  of words! . . .  The philosopher must  say to
himself:  When I  analyze the process that  is  expressed  in the
sentence  "I think,"  I  find  a whole  series  of daring  assertions
that would be difficult, perhaps impossible to prove: for exam-

]2 Bertrand Russell, A4y PAz./asopfa}.ca/ Deve/opmc#f,  159,  166,  170,  183-4,

186-7.
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ple, that it is J who think, that there must necessarily be some-
thing that thinks, that thinking is an activity and operation on
the part of a being who is thought of as a cause, that there is an
``ego," and, fmally, that it is already determined what is to be

designated by thinking ....  In short,  the  assertion  `1 think'  as-
sumes that I compczre my state at the present moment with oth-
er states of myself which I know, in order to detemine what it
is; [thus]  . . .  it has . . . no immediate certainty for me.

He went on in section 17 to add that `It thinks' is the most that one
is entitled to claim possesses inmediate certainty:

With regard to the  superstition of the logicians, I shall never
tire of emphasizing a small terse fact . . . namely, that a thought
comes when "it" wishes, not when "I" wish, so that it is a fal-
sification of the facts of the case to say that the subject "I" is
the condition of the predicate `thinks." J/ thinks; but that this
"it"  is  precisely  the  famous  old  "ego"  is  ...  only  a  supposl-

tion ,...  and assuredly not an "immediate certainty." After all,
one has even gone too far with this "it thinks" - even the "it"
contains an j.#ferprefczfz.o7! of the process, and does not belong
to the process  itself.  One  infers here  according to the gran-
matical habit: "Thinking is an activity; every activity requires
an agent;  consequently" ....  Perhaps  some  day we  shall  accus-
tom ourselves, including the logicians, to get along without the
little "it" (which is all that is left of the honest little old ego).

Finally,  in  section  54  he  linked belief in  a referent  for the  gram-
matical subject of `1 think' to belief in the soul:

Formerly, one believed in the "soul" as one believed in gran-
mar and the the grammatical subject: one said, "I" is the condi-
tion, `think" is the predicate and conditioned - and thinking is
an activity to which thought masf apply a subject as  cause ....
The possibility of a 7"ere/y crppcrre#r erz.a/e#ce of the subject,
`the  soul"  in  other  words,  may  not  always  have  remained

strange to  [Immanuel Kant] - that thought which as Vedanta

E:iL:;°opwhgr.?r£Stedbeforeonthisearthandexercisedtremen.

Clearly Nietzsche shared Russell's doubts about the immediate
certainty of `1 think,' the validity of inferring a thinker from thoughts,

13 Andrew Colvin suggests that in this last passage Nietzsche confused Ve-

dantic or Hindu thinking with Buddhist thinking about the  self,  since it is
Buddhists who maintain that there is no (substantial or enduring) self.
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and the reality of the ego or enduring self. The passages also suggest
a grammatical diagnosis of the errors of the cog7./o. Although Nietz-
sche went beyond Russell in explicitly connecting the problems of
the cogz./o with belief in the soul, Russell was certainly aware of the
connection (as  noted earlier),  and they both clearly  agreed  on the
faultiness of this belief. L4

But  in Be)/ond Gooc7 cr#d Evz./ Nietzsche  stopped  short  of dis-

pensing altogether with a substantive subject for `thinks' and settled
- albeit provisionally - for `it thinks' rather than `there is thinking. '

Nor did he clearly blame the concept of substance for the difficul-
ties  with  `1  think'.  Finally,  in  rejecting  c7//  immediate  certainties
Nietzsche was more radical than Russell, who was too much of a
traditional empiricist to give up on direct certainty concerning first-
person, conscious thought and experience. Indeed, a few years ear-
lier in  77Ie  Gay Scj.e#ce Nietzsche referred to `that impetuous c7e-
"cr#cJ/or cerfc7j.77fy that today discharges itself among large numbers
of people in a scientific-positivistic form." (288)

The differences between the two philosophers'  analyses  of the
cogzto narrow considerably, however, in 77!e Wj.// fo Power. In sec-
tion 484 Nietzsche abandoned a grammatical subject for `thinks' in

just the way Russell did: "There is thinking: therefore there is some-
thing  that thinks':  this  is  the  upshot  of all  Descartes'  argumenta-
tion." And in the very next sentence he also connected the flaws in
`1 think' with the concept of substance:

But that means positing as `thie c7 pr7.orj" our belief in the con-
cept of substance - that when there is thought there has to be
something "that thinks" is sinply a formulation of our gram-
matical custom that adds a doer to every deed. In short, this is
not merely the substantiation of a fact but a logical-metaphys-
ical postulate - Along the lines followed by Descartes one does
not come upon something absolutely certain but only upon the
fact of a strong belief.

Finally, Nietzsche gave a grammatical diagnosis of the metaphysical

problem of substance:
The concept of substance is  a consequence of the concept of
subject: not the reverse! If we relinquish the soul, `the subject,"
the precondition for substance in general disappears.

14 On this faultiness, see Russell, Re/i.gz.o# cz#c7 Scj.e#ce, chapter 5; Nietzsche,
On the Genealogy Of Morals, 46, alrd The Anti-Christ, 58\, 630, 633.
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Language depends on the most na.1.ve prejudices. Now we read
dishamonies and problems into things because we think o77/y
in the fom of language - and thus believe in the "eternal truth"
of "reason" (e.g., subject, attribute, etc).

The separation of the "deed" from the "doer," of the event from
someone who produces  events,  of the  process  from  a  some-
thing that is not process but enduring, substance, thing, body,
soul,  etc  ...  this  ancient  mythology  established  the  belief in
"cause and effect" after it had found a fim fomi in the func-

tions of language and grammar. 15

In these passages it is clear that in 77!e Wz.// fo Power Nietzsche not
only continued to reject the ego, enduring self, or soul, but also ac-
knowledged  the  role  of the  concept  of substance  in  `1  think'  and
used it to develop further the suggestion that a false metaphysics is
built into language and granmar. And the following passage from
section 715 not only makes this last point but asserts the priority of
becoming over stable being in a way reminiscent of the event ontol-
ogy that Russell embraced in repudiating mental and physical sub-
stance:

Linguistic means of expressions are useless for expressing "be-
coming";  it accords with our inevitable need to preserve our-
selves to posit a crude world of stability, of `things', etc.

in. wAs RussELL INFLUENCED By NHTzsclH?

Russell was  certainly well-acquainted with Be};o7!d Gooc7 cz77c7 Evz./,
for he  discussed  it  at  length  in ,4  fJz.I/ory o/ Wesfer# PAz./osapky.

(762-6) Yet despite the striking sinilarities between his and Nietz-
sche's  critiques  of the cogzto,  we have  seen that he  dismissed the
latter's contributions to ontology and epistemology. What are we to
make of this?

Russell was  a proudly  progressive  individual who  was  under-
standably  repulsed  by  much  of Nietzsche's  ethical  and  political
thought, as the following passage from 4 Hisfory o/ Wesfe7.77 Pfoz./o-
sapky makes clear:

I dislike Nietzsche because he likes the contemplation of pain,
because he erects conceit into a duty, because the men he most

`° Sections 484, 485, 533, 631.
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admires are conquerors, whose glory is cleverness in causing
men to die .... Nietzsche despises universal love; I feel it is the
motive power to all that I desire as regards the world. His fol-
lowers have had their irmings, but we may hope that it is rap-
idly coming to an end. (772-3)

It is tempting to suppose that Russell was in fact influenced at least
by Beyo77c7 Gooc7 cr#cJ Evj./ and that he consciously or subconscious-
ly refused to admit it. But I think that there are good reasons for re-

garding this explanatory hypothesis as unjustified, though not neces-
sarily false. They lie, perhaps unsuxprisingly, in the radical empiri-
cist thought of David Hume, and also, unexpectedly, in the work of
the 18th century Geman thinker Georg Christoph Lichtenberg.

Hume is famous for his doctrine that we lack any direct aware-
ness of the self and any good reason to believe in mental substance[6
-  a  doctrine  in  obvious  agreement  with  Russell  and  Nietzsche's

claim that  `1 think'  goes beyond the evidence of immediate exper-
ience. And as is well-known, Russell came to accept Hume's doc-
trine.]7 There is also little doubt that Nietzsche -perhaps from Im-
manuel Kant or Arthur Schopenhauer -was acquainted with Hume' s
philosophy.r8 So at least this much of Russell and Nietzsche's com-
mon doubts about `1 think'  could be due at least in part to Hume's
influence  on both.  And even if Nietzsche were unacquainted with
Hume's views on the self, the effect of those views on Russell would
still undermine the explanatory hypothesis that Nietzsche influenced
Russell.  For in that case there would be an adequate historical ac-
count of Russell's doubts about  `1 think'  that made no mention of
Nietzsche' s similar doubts.

As  for Lichtenberg, he is best known for the often philosophi-
cally interesting aphorisms - which were admired by some emment
thinkers - in his lengthy notebooks. [9 Here is his aphorism on the co-

gz.fo: "We should say,  `It thinks,' just as we say, `It thunders.' Even
to say cogj.fo is too much if we translate it with `1 think.' To assume
the  `1,'  to  postulate  it,  is  [merely?]  a practical  need."20  Shades  of
Nietzsche -who indeed was one of the eminent admirers of Lichten-

" A Treatise Of Human Nature, bk. 1, pt. 4, see. 6.
"See,e.g.,TheoryOfKnowledge,3SJ5.,HistoryOfWesternPhilosopky,662-3.
18 See, e.g., Will to Power, 295.
" See lp. Storr+ Lichtenberg.. A Doctrine Of scattered Occasions andThog¢I

Kinball, "G.C. Lichtenberg: A `Spy on Humanity", in fz.veg o/ffoe M!.#c7.
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berg's work! 21  Another  such admirer was Ludwig  Wittgenstein.22
And according to Roger Kimball, Wittgenstein `inade Lichtenberg
one of his causes  . . .  and pressed copies of his work on friends, in-
cluding Bertrand Russell." 23

Let me be clear about this: I am not inplying that Lichtenberg
definitely influenced Nietzsche's and Russell's critiques of the co-

gz.fo.  We  don't even know whether Russell  actually read Lichten-
berg, much less whether he was acquainted with the latter's aphor-
ism on the cogz.fo. But such a chain of influence, with Lichtenberg
as "common cause," is certainly a possible explanation of the simi-
larity between those critiques. And it seems to me that this possibil-
ity - along with the high probability of Humean influence on Rus-
sell and the possibility of Humean influence on Nietzsche - is ser-
ious enough to render unjustified the hypothesis that a direct influ-
ence of Nietzsche on Russell best accounts for the similarity.

It might be objected that there is more to the overlap I have docu-
mented between Nietzsche and Russell than their common rej ection
of `1 think.' What about their claims that a false metaphysics of sub-
stance is built into ordinary language? But once again Hume's radi-
cal  empiricism,  with  its  repudiation of mental  as well  as physical
substance,  could well be a common source of influence on Nietz-
sche and Russell.

I conclude that at least at the present time, it is doubtful-albeit
possible-that Russell was influenced by Nietzsche. There remains
the interesting question of why Russell, despite having read Be}Jo#c7
Good cr7Ic7 Evz./, failed to acknowledge (or even notice?) the striking
similarities between their views on the cogjto. I have suggested that
the answer lies in the substantial differences in their ethical and po-
litical perspectives. But that is a different issue altogether.

20 stem, 270.
21  See Marion Farber, "Introduction" to Nietzsche, Heima#, 4// Too fJctmc}#,

p. xv ; Kimball, 316-317; and Stem, 222. Stem also compares and contrasts
the two thinkers (222-226).
22 See Kinball, 317 and Stem,  161. Once again Stem compares and contrasts

the two thinkers (159-162).
23 Kimba|l, 317. I have not yet found any corroboration of Kimball's claims

here; he cites no sources.
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FREGE AND HUSSERL
0N SIGNS AND LINGUISTIC BEIIAVIOUR

SANDRA LAPOINTE

ABSTRACT.  Halftvay  between  linguistics  and  speech  act theory,  Edmund
Husserl's philosophy of language shares many concerns with analytic phi-
losophers,  in  particular  with  Gottlob  Frege.  One  concern he  shares  with
Frege is the way in which we recognize linguistic  signs as  signs and how
we recognize them as the particular signs they are.

0. INTRODUCTION
The views of Frege and Husserl on the conditions that make linguis-
tic communication possible both rely heavily on an account of the
way in which occurrences of a linguistic sign are identified as occur-
rences of the same "sign-type." Both attempt to describe the role of
mental acts, such as intentions, in recognizing particular signs as oc-
currences of the  salne  sign type,  but their accounts differ in basic
ways. This paper compares their respective theories.

1 . FREGE
In  addition to theories  of meaning  and denotation,  Frege  also  ex-

pressed views on linguistic signs and how they function in linguistic
communication. According to Frege (1903, §99), signs would be use-
less if they could not be understood to denote the sane thing at dif-
ferent times and in different contexts. In order to fulfil this purpose,
Frege claims, the different occurrences of the same sign type must
have sufficiently similar figures. Frege also believes that we cannot
recognize two instances of a sign as being of the sane type solely
on the basis of their physical characteristics. Frege does not hinself
provide any concrete examples - and he considers only whtten signs
- but he argues that considering the imperfect nature of human per-

ception and the fact that two tokens of the same sign are seldom, if
ever, exactly the same physically, we cannot rely on two signs be-
ing physically identical to decide whether they are instances of the
sanie type - indeed, they may have quite different physical proper-
ties. Frege also thinks that abstraction cannot be used to recognize
signs  as  instances  of the  sane  sign  type,  arguing  that  "different
things camot be made to coincide by abstraction." (1903, §99)

19
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But then how c7o we recognize signs as being of the same  fig-
ure? According to Frege, in order for signs to denote the same thing
at different times and in different contexts, they must be sufficiently
sinilar. How sinilar? Frege answers:

. . .  nothing else is required but that there be present the inten-
tion of producing a sign which is  similar to the one that had
been made previously and this need only to succeed inasmuch
as the reader correctly recognises this  intention.  In what fol-
lows, we understand by "signs  of same  figure" those which,

£o:I::inegs:h:sFotednets£]pfaot:hthee¥:e*Le:,.tT;os3u333;:dtobe
As for how we recognise that two signs have the same figure, Frege
answers: because we recognise the authors' intentions of producing
similar signs in order to denote the same thing in each case, where
these intentions we recognise are a particular type of mental act.

Frege thus appeals to our ability to recognize the mental acts of
others  as the basis of language use.  But is this consistent with his
notorious anti-psychologism? Given the significance of the topic in
the literature on Frege, this may be an important question. It is not
however my purpose to address it here. Rather, in what follows, 1'11
consider whether Frege's view that recognizing the  intention of a
specter can do the job of detemining the type to which a given in-
stance of a sign belongs. To a certain extent, this depends on what
Frege's "intentions" are and Frege says little about them.

There are, I think, two plausible ways to understand Frege's ap-
peal to our capacity to recognise A's intention of producing figures
in order to designate things;  a weak one and a strong one.  On the
weak interpretation, what a reader recognises is A's intention of pro-
ducing and employing a sign, that is, A's (unspecified) intention to
communicate. Pierre can recognise that Marie uses a sign only if he
recognises that Marie' s intention is to communicate something. "Fig-
ures which we whte or print or which, in general, are produced on

t My translation. „Wenn nanlich die Zeichen nun den Zweck haben, der Ver-

standigung der Menschen untereinander...  zu dienen, braucht beim Schrei-
bendeh nun die Absicht vorhanden zu sein, ein den ffiher gemachten thn-
1iches  Zeichen herzustellen,  und das  braucht nur soweit zu  gelingen,  dass
der Lesende  die  Absicht  richtig  erkennt.  Win wollen  im Folgenden  unter
« gleichgestalteten  Zeichen »  solche  verstehen,  welche  mach  der  Absicht
des Schreibenden gleichgestaltet sein sollen urn dasselbe zu bezeichnen".
2 Cf. Frege 1903,  §98

the surface of a physical object"2 need not be used for the purpose
of linguistic communication - Marie could be doodling - and in or-
der to recognise them as occurrences of signs we need to recognise
that they were produced with the intention to communicate. If this
idea is to be taken seriously, it cannot exclude considerations of the
way in which, in practical interactions, we can tell what other peo-

ple are trying to do prior to any understanding of the particular signs.
Let us assume that Frege would agree to say that this idea lies

behind his remarks. Would he also claim that in recognising that a

graphic sign was produced with the intention of communicating, we
recognize the particular type of sign it is an instance of?  It seems
that the ascription of a communicative intention at most restricts the
scope of possible figural types to which the graphic token may be-
long to  linguistic  ones - it will neither be  a  sample  of traditional
Moroccan decorative art nor a mere doodle since those are not fig-
ures used for the pupose of communication - but it does no more
than that. Frege needs something stronger.

On the strong interpretation what the observer recognises is the
particular sign-type A intended to make, and so the particular thing
A meant to  denote by the  sign.  The strong intexpretation does not
exclude the weak one. In fact, the strong interpretation makes sense
only when it is already clear to the agents involved that they are in-
volved in a situation of communication.

Furthemore, I take it that Frege would agree with the following:
Marie does not go around in the world with the purpose of denoting
objects. Marie believes things about certain objects, and typically she
denotes objects only insofar as she expresses or voices her beliefs

(or fears, wishes, etc.) about them. That is, some of the words Marie
uses denote objects, but only in so far as they are part of more com-

plex expressions,  e.g.,  assertions  that  express  some  of her mental
states, her beliefs for instance. I take it that Frege would also agree
to say that Pierre can only recognise Marie's intention of denoting }/
if he recognises that she has a mental state about);'s being so-and-so.

This interpretation enables us to preserve the idea that Frege's
theory of sign recognition rests on certain mental states, what he calls
"intentions," speakers have -what is intentional here is Marie's use

of the  sign-token  for  expressing  her  belief -  without  committing
him to the view that Marie's having the mental state about )/'s being

2 Cf. Frege  1903,  §98
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so-and-so, nor her using a sign to refer to )/, are her primary inten-
tion when she seeks to engage in linguistic behaviour. On the strong
interpretation, once Pierre has recognised that Marie intends to com-
municate, in order for him to determine the sign-types of the signs
she uses, he needs to recognize her intention to express a particular
thought.

The strong interpretation rests on the idea that if Marie utters "I'd
like to eat chocolate mousse," typically it is appropriate for Pierre to
ascribe to her the desire to eat chocolate mousse. Of course, it may
be the case that Pierre ascribes an intention to Marie although there
is nothing intentional in Marie's action:  she may be talking in her
sleep. Nevertheless, this interpretation, which introduces the idea of
using the ascription of a mental state, namely, the intention to ex-

press a thought, to recognize the sign-type that a sign is an instance
of,  euriches  the  Fregean  conception  of linguistic  communication
and tackles a problem that has recently become central in speech act
theory  and  theories  of communication,3  and  will  be  discussed  at
length  in the  following  sections.  However, mental  state  ascription
does not solve the problem of determining the type to which a sign
belongs but,  as we will see in the conclusion, more plausibly pre-
supposes it.

2. HUSSERL
The idea the strong interpretation brings forward is that an adequate
theory of language should account not only for the fact that words
denote objects and concepts, but also for the fact that they "intimate"
the mental states of an agent, as well for the fact that these two func-
tions  of language  fulfil complementary purposes:  denotation relies
on intimating mental events and the intimation of mental events im-

plies denotation. To my knowledge, this idea was fust brought up in
the Brentano school and was shared, with different levels of sophis-
tication, by at least three of Brentano's students: Marty, Twardow-
ski and Husserl.4  0f the three, Husserl is the one who  offered the
clearest account of the  distinction between these two  functions as
well as of their comection.5

3 See, for instance, Kemmerling 2002
4 Cf. Marty 1873, Twardowski  1894
5 My remarks in this section are based on Investigations  I  and 5 in I ogz.cc}/

Iavestigatious i
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In the fogi.ccr/ J#vesfz.gcrfz.o77s, Husserl notes that in addition to be-
ing used to denote  objects  and concepts  and make statements that
are true or false, words  are also used to  infom us of,  or I.#fz.mczfe,
mental  states  of speakers  or  writers.  In  z.77/I.mcrfj.o;¢,  Husserl  thinks
that words function in a way similar to what he calls "indication."
Smoke, for instance, is called a sign or indication of fire, scars may
be said to indicate a healing wound, and A's pout will indicate A's
displeasure.  Similarly,  on Husserl's  account of intimation, A's  as-
sertion that p  ;.#fz.m¢fes A's belief that p.  According to the fogz.ccr/
/#vesfz.gczfz.077s, intimation is similar to the relation of indication we
find in the three previous examples but also differs from it in sub-
stantial ways.  On the one hand, unlike a scar or smoke, but like a
pout, understanding what an utterance intimates implies our recog-
nizing  some  of the  specker's mental  states.  But when it comes  to
mental state ascription there is also, according to the fog!.ccr/ J7!ves-
f7.gc7f7.o#s,  an  important  distinction to be  made between bodily  and
linguistic behaviour.

Marie's  nodding  accompanied by  an  avid  smiling  in the  pres-
ence  of an  appetizing  hypercaloric  dessert  will  indicate  to  Pierre
that Marie has a certain mental state, namely, the desire to eat this
dessert. But the connection between Marie's bodily behaviour and
the exact content of the mental state ascribed to Marie is the result
of Pierre's  interpretation,  not  the  result  of his  recognizing  some-
thing communicated as an intended meaning. Marie's bodily behav-
iour could  as  well  indicate  her unrepentant gluttony  or her hypo-
glycaemic condition or yet some other state of affairs. What is indi-
cated by bodily behaviour is thus subjective:  it depends on the ob-
server's background knowledge  and assumptions, which will vary
from one individual to another.  But,  according to the first /7rvesfi.-

grfj.o#, whenever Pierre understands Marie when she says "I would
like to eat chocolate mousse," Pierre will typically believe that she
would  like  to  eat  chocolate  mousse.  He  may  or may  not  ascribe
other mental states to her on the basis of his having understood this
(or on some  other basis), but if he understands  what  she  says,  he
will typically ascribe at least this desire to her.

So what is the difference between the two cases? Husserl claims
that a connection will be made between a person's linguistic behav-
iour and her mental episode by any competent observer.  The con-
nection  will  furthemore  be  "systematic"  in  the  following  sense:
from  the  observer's  standpoint,  the  utterance  and  the  mental  act
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have the same content.  This is,  as  far as the fogz.ccz/ J7Ii;esfi.gcrfz.o#s
are concerned, what makes the difference between the way we un-
derstand speech and the way we merely interpret bodily behaviour.
Thus, linguistic communication is not subject to interpretative var-
iations the way bodily behaviour is. But what leads the observer to
believe that the content of the utterance and the content of the men-
tal act are the sane?

3 . PIERRE AND MARIE
Although the theory of meaning Husserl puts forward in his fogz.ccr/
J#vesfz.grfi.our has similarities with Frege's theory of sense and ref-
erence, it also differs from it in certain important respects.   The dif-
ferences  are brought to the  fore when we compare their views on
the role of mental state ascription and sign recognition. According
to the fogz.ccr/ Jwesfz.grfz.our, what explains Pierre' s understanding
of Marie's utterance is a complex network of relations between:

(i) Marie's mental state p
(ii) Marie's utterance of the sentence p
(iii) the thought p' (caused by Marie's utterance) in Pierre
(iv) the abstract content of (i) and (iii), i.e. ffocrf p

that p

EDIE
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Marie's utterance  `1  would  like  to  eat  chocolate  mousse'  inti-
mates a certain mental state, a desire she has. This desire to eat cho-
colate mousse has a "quality" (roughly, its propositional attitude, in
this case, a desiring) and a `inatter" (what she desires).  The matter
of Marie's desiring is the aspect of it that makes it czbocf/ eating cho-
colate mousse. As the diagram shows, the desire, and so its matter,
is different from the meaning (i.e., "content") of the expression. It is
also not a cause of Pierre's understanding of Marie's utterance.

In w#erz.#g `1 would like to eat chocolate mousse,' Marie causes
Pierre to hear the sentence, which causes him to understand the sen-
tence, i.e., to have a corresponding mental state that is however not
itself a desire. Husserl, however, remains undecided as to the explan-
atory role of causal relations in his theory of language perception and
understanding. What is explicit however is that what explains Pierre
understanding Marie, according to Husserl, is the fact that the mental
state Pierre has upon hearing Marie' s utterance (upon percej.vi.#g the
sounds she produces) and the mental state Marie has fecrve ffee sczme
co#fe77/. And the two thoughts have the same content because their
respective matters are instances of the same obj ective meaning.

So  in the fogi.ccz/ JJ7vesfj.gc7fj.o7cs, the possibility of communica-
tion is explained by there being objective entities, meanings ("con-
tents") which certain aspects  of mental  states, the matter,   are  in-
stances of, and that can be instantiated in different speakers simul-
taneously or in the same specter at different times. Note that the se-
mantic properties of the sign (meaning and denotation) are not the
same as the mental properties of the thought ¢aving a matter,  in-
tending an object). What is original in Husserl is the way he recon-
ciles  the  two  sets  of properties,  semantic  and mental:  the  mental
state,  by virtue  of its matter,  is  an instance  of the meaning.  Hus-
serl's view  clearly  commits  him  to  some  conception  of objective
meaning, so his semantics is anti-psychologistic - yet he still holds
that mental states are intrinsically involved in language.

But what, exactly, is the role that the intimation of mental states

plays in this model? Although Husserl is adamant that the relation
between the meaning of an utterance and the matter of the thought
the utterance intimates is systematic and that the latter is invariably
involved in the fomer, the nature of this relation is not made clear.
Rather,  his  theory  of meaning  in  the  fogz.cc!/ Jwesfz.gcrfz.our,  that
thoughts instantiate meanings, leaves the question of this relation's
nature unanswered.
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4. HUSSERL'S MATURE THEORY OF COMMUNICATION
Husserl was not satisfied with the theory of meaning he put forward
in the fogi.ccr/ J7cvesfz.gaf[.oj7s, especially with the minimal role claim-
ed for intimation in his explanation of linguistic communication. La-
ter, in his unpublished Sz.gr cr#d &pressl.o# (1913-14), he explored
a different conception of how we  come to recognise others'  utter-
ances as signs and act upon that recognition. In this later theory, his
explanation  of how we recognize the meaning  of what a  speaker
says becomes  a special case  of a more  general explanation of the
interpretation of ®sycho-physical) crcfj.our.  In this explanation,  in-
timation plays a central role. Husserl describes linguistic behaviour
as a complex and sophisticated fom of voluntary bodily movement
that must be perceived czs vo/w#fcny in order to be understood. This
involves an elaboration of the idea that one of the conditions of lin-

guistic  understanding  is  the  recognition  of cormunicative  inten-
tions:  Husserl now says that Pierre's perceiving Marie's linguistic
behaviour as voluntary has a "motivational" effect on Pierre. Hus-
serl introduces a technical term to designate this motivational effect:
Marie's voluntary action seeks to e#gc}ge Pierre to perfom a corre-
sponding voluntary ®sycho-physical) action.

Cia Husserl's new view, when Marie asserts ``Alonzo is an admir-
able logician," she is not simply producing sounds meant to be per-
cej.ved by Pierre and that may cause him to have a certain thought;
rather, she is seeking to engage him to c7o something. Behaviour and
context will typically provide an important part of the infomation
Pierre needs in order to find out what Marie wants from him. This
will restrict his range of possible responses. (Questions, commands,
etc. will function analogously.) For instance, on the basis of Marie's
tone, Pierre can recognize whether she is asking him a question, or
ordering him around or just stating something.   (Husserl  1913-14b,
90)    Typically,  what  she minimally  seeks  to  engage  Pierre  to  do
when she  asserts  something to him is that he  co-be/z.eve whatever
she  herself believes.  So  if Marie  asserts  "Alonzo  is  an  admirable
logician"  to  Pierre,  then,  excluding  instances  of irony,  sarcasm,
theatrical productions, etc., what she seeks to engage Pierre to do is
acquiesce  and co-believe that Alonzo  is  an admirable logician.  Of
course,  Pierre  is  in no way  compelled by  Marie's  demand.  He  is
free to believe  or not to believe that Alonzo is an admirable logi-
cian. (He can, for instance, doubt it, deny it, etc.)
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Husserl's point is that to understand what Marie asserts and to
act on it,  Pierre must at least recognise that she has produced the
sounds to arouse in him the disposition to believe as she does. More
generally, if a person did not recognize a speaker's intention to com-
municate, and in fact, recognize the speaker's intention to commun-
icate  a  particular  thought,  and  further  recognize  that  the  speaker
seeks to engage him to produce a mental act @elief, desire, doubt,
etc.) corresponding to one of the speaker's, he could not ascribe to
the speaker the relevant mental states and so would not understand
her.  Without such intination there is no understanding.

In Husserl' s manuscripts on Ecpres5z.o77 cr#c7 Sz.g7'I, the recognition
of the  communicative  intention raises  an  important question:  how
does Pierre come to recognise wfoz.cfe belief (answer, response, etc.)
Marie demands from him, e.g., how does he come to recognise that
she seeks to engage him to believe that j4/oneo I.a cr7! crc7m;.J.crb/e /ogi.-
clan and not tl\at Alonzo is a rather pitiful rkymestef? The Hussehian
answer would be the following: Pierre recognises what belief Marie
seeks to  engage hin to have because  she has made  available pre-
cisely that which is necessary for his being able to #crve the belief
that Alonzo is an admirable logician, namely, a token of `Alonzo is
an admirable logician,' which intimates this thought to Pierre.

A full explanation of this idea would require us to look in detail
into Husserl's colossal ontology of language. The framework, how-
ever, is already at hand in the fogz.ccr/ J#vesfz.grfj.o#£.6 In the first J#-
vesfz.gr/z.o#, Husserl asserts that one cannot have the belief that, e.g.,
Alonzo is an admirable logician, outside of language, i.e., one can-
not have the belief that Alonzo  is  an admirable  logician indepen-
dently  of a  graphic  or  auditory  complex  of a  certain  type  being
available to one through perception or imagination. As he will put it
later,  one  cannot  `lmdress"  the  belief from  its  linguistic  clothing
and retain the `haked" thought.7 Husserl's position does not imply
that cr// mental  states  are  language  dependent:  perceptions,  for in-
stance, are not. But in the case of the belief that Alonzo is an admi-
rable logician, the marks or sounds being available is indispensable.
It is the recognition  of the  sign's type  that ultinately  enables the
observer to detemine what a speaker says.

Contrary to what Frege suggests in the Grwndgese/ze 2, on Hus-
serl's view, mental state ascription is not the only thing that enables
6 For Husserl's ontology of language, see Lapointe 2004
7 Husserl  1913-14a, A I  18, p.5-44
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us to detemine what a speaker says. Indeed, what precise mental
state a person has in a certain situation of communication can often
only be determined on the basis of the type of the linguistic signs
she uses. Although Husserl does not have a full-fledged answer to
the question of how this is achieved, what he has to say interested
the linguists of his time.  Roman Jakobson,  for example,  explicitly

pursued the Husserlian semiotic project. Combining linguistics and
speech  act theory,  logic  and psychology,  Husserl's  philosophy  of
language  shares many concerns with contemporary analytic philo-
sophy.
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BOOK REVIEWS

NOT FADE AWAY

TIMOTHY ST. VINCENT

BLeview o£ Leor\ard Steinhom, The Greater Generation.. In Drfense
o//foe  BoZ7y Boom  fegrc);.  St  Martins  Press,  2006,  318  p.  +  xvi.
$15.95paperback.

Inhis mosit recent bock, The Greater Generation.. In Deiferse Of the
Bcky Boom fegrc};, Leonard Steinhom argues that many features of
"sixties" culture (or "counterculture") are curently in effect in our

daily lives and that this is a generally a good thing. He regards the

prominence of right-wing rhetoric as the work of a loud and vocal
minority.

Steinhom opens by citing a list of unjust policies and practices
from the fifties that were swept away by the "Baby-Boom" gener-
ation, for example, open and legal racism:  There were "Jim Crow"
laws in the South, but there was also open racism in the North. The
General Manager  of the Red  Sox in  1960  openly proclaimed that
there would be no Afro-Americans on the team as long as he was
manager. In addition, there was widespread anti-Jewish bias, which
was exacerbated by traditional sexual values: A newly married cou-

ple had to present a letter from their minister (not rabbi, etc) to the
manager of any resort they wished to stay at.  Many Jews changed
their  names  or  displayed  Christmas  decorations  in  order  to  hide
their Jewish identities.

Of course, there was much more open bias against non-religious

people than there is today. A poll in the fifties found that a majority
of Americans thought that an atheist should not be allowed to teach
at a college or make a public speech against religion. (An interesting
tidbit:  Steinhom also cites a  1955  poll showing that approximately
50% of Americans then couldn't name a single one of the gospels.
To me, this raises doubts about the clain that there has been a gen-
eral decline in education and literacy during the last five decades.)

Bias  against  gays  was  much more  blatant  and  it  also  targeted
straights who didn't conform to traditional gender roles: The Boise
Iowa  police  interrogated  hundreds  of  suspected  gays  during  the
early fifties, forcing some to "out" their friends.  There was also an
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official anti-gay witch hunt at the University of Florida that began
in  1958 and lasted until  1962. In the early fifties, the Miami police
chief openly proclaimed that his  officers would harass  effeminate
men and make it clear that they were unwelcome on the beach.

In general, there was  a rigidly-enforced conformity.  Job  appli-
cants  (almost  always  men then)  had to  take  personality  tests  de-
signed to weed out non-confomists: Steinhom quotes the book 77ie
Orgr#I.zcrfj.o# Mcr# as saying that the best advice is to answer `that

you love your father and mother, but your father a little more, that
you don't care much for books or music, and that you also love your
wife and kids, but don't let them get in the way of company work."

The "Baby Boom" generation replaced this prejudice and strict
confomity with a general "equality of personal worth", according
to Steinhom. Even though the US has a capitalist economic system,
Steinhom argues that it is currently a system of "economic democ-
racy",  at least compared to the way it was before the mid-eighties
when  baby-boomers  took  over  the  corporate  world.  Before  then,
there were no profit-sharing plans; workers dared not question their
bosses or come up with their own ideas; there was virtually no flex
time. In general, corporations are flatter, i.e., less hierarchical than
they  were then.  Steinhom  argues that this  democratization  of the
economy deserves much of the credit for the technological and eco-
nomic boom of the late eighties through today, because it gave work-
ers more outlets for their creativity and more of a sense of owner-
ship of their work.

Steinhom at least pays lip service to the point that `the greatest

generation"  deserves  credit  for  surviving the great depression and
fighting off the tyramy of Nazism and fascism. As  for post baby
boom  generations,  he  argues  that  they  tend  to  agree  with  baby-
boomers about equality of personal worth, free expression, diversity
and other values. However, they may resent baby boomers because
thisgenerationseemstoberefusingto"giveupthemantleofyouth."

Some other interesting points from this book are:
-Even though there are more working mother's today than in the
forties and fifties, parents tend to spend more time with their child-
ren. This is due to factors such as flex tine at work, looser gender
roles that  sometimes  even include  stay-at-home dads,  and the fact
that couples tend to have fewer children these days.
-Thereislessofagenerationgapbetweenbabyboomersandtheir
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children, with the children often citing their parents as role models.
-Even churches have become more democratic in the baby boom
era. For example, a recent poll of American Cathofros found that ap-
proxinately 40% believe that a good Catholic must be a "pro-lifer"
whereas 60% believe that a good Catholic must have "concern for
the poor." Steinhom also quotes a Jesuit theologian as saying "if we
insist that Catholics agree with all of the Church teachings, then I'm
afraid we'll have no one for communion."
-Even though colleges offer much more diversity in literature and
other subjects these days, he argues that students also have more op-
portunities to study the classics. (An interesting point here is that, in
the  early 20th century,  Shakespeare was  considered a  low quality
fad - scholars during this period advocated classics such as works
of Plato and Aristotle). While disapproving of so-called `bolitically
correct"  speech  codes,  Steinhom  argues  that  there  is  much  more
academic freedom today than there was before the sixties.

I view this book as  a good answer to the notion that there has
been a general "decline in morals" since the fifties, but I have two
main criticisms of it. The first is that Steinhom does not address the
fact that economic inequality has exploded since the seventies: the
median (i.e., 50th percentile) income of American workers has de-
clined  since  then,  even  though the  average  income  has  increased
@ecause the wealthy are now much wealthier than the average citi-
zen).  Sinilarly, the ratio of the 90th percentile  income divided by
the  loth percentile income has skyrocketed during the last few de-
cades. These factors would seem to testify against Steinhom's praise
of the recent "democratization" of the economy.

My  second  criticism  of this  book  is  that  Steinhom,  like  Tom
Brokaw  and  others,  seems  the  gloss  over  the  fact  that  there  are
really  no  such  things  as  discrete  "generations",  unless  you're  re-
stricting the concept to a particular family:  There are people being
born every day throughout history. A 30 year old, for example, is in
a slightly different generation from a 31 year old.

In spite of these criticisms, I enjoyed this book immensely and
recommend it as a defense of the baby boomer legacy against all the
recent talk about post-sixties moral decline.

Independent Scholar
Wckefield, Massachusetts
timsst@gmail.com



ARGUMENT, EVIDENCE, AND RELIGION

MARVIN KOHL

T`eview o£Elik I. W±e+cherg, God and the Reach Of Reasop.. C. .S.-ial;s,  David Hume,  and 86rtrand Russell. Carriibridge UriIversky

Press, 2008, 243 p. + x. $21.99 paperback.

Thepastdecadehaswitnessedanincreaseofinterestinatheismthat
mi8htalsobedescribedasaninsurgenceagainstbeliefinGod.Under
the bamer of what may be broadly called the naturalistic point of
view, critics have protested against arguments defending God' s exis-
tence and those concerning the need for, or utility of, theistic belief.
The latter is discussed by Erik J. Wielenberg in his earlier book ycIJ%e
a#d yl.rfwe i.# a GodJess U#j.verse, 1 where he maintains that a belief
in the existence of the Christian God is not necessary for life to have
meaning or for the existence of morality and virtue, since there are
objectiveethicaltruthsindependentofreligiousbelief.

In most of his new book, God cI#d ffte Recrcfe o/Reclso#, Wielen-
bergdealswithC.S.Lewis'sargumentsfortheexistenceofGodty
imagining a confrontation on the issue between Lewis, Hume and
Russell. In the flrst chapter, Wielenberg analyzes Lewis's solution
for the "problem of pain" (or problem of evil, of how there can be
sufferingintheworldwithagoodandalmightyGod),inthesecond,
he  analyzes  several  other  arguments  for the  existence  of God by
Lewis,  including his reworking  of the  argument  from morality,  an
argunentfromreason,andargumentfromdesire,andinthethird,he
considers Lewis's  argument from miracles.  About these arguments
Wielenberg concludes that "Lewis's proposed solution to the prob-
len of pain is incomplete, that his cumulative case for the existence
of a Higher Power is, overall, not terribly weighty, and that (conse-

quently) his effort to establish an adequate philosophical foundation
for a historical case for the Resurection of Christ fails." (152) The
fourthpartofthebookisconcemedwithfmdingareasofagreement
between Hone, Russell,  and Lewis  on the relation of reason and
faith, the argument from design, and the nature of true religion.

1 Erik J. Wielenberg,  ya/we a#d yl.rftte  I.# a God/ess  U#I.verse (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 2005)
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Philosophers of religion may find the discussion of Lewis's weak
fideism rewarding reading because, unlike the  extremist,  Lewis  is
content to argue that what may first be accepted on faith may subse-
quently find rational support. The book also includes a discussion of
the problem facing atheists of giving an evolutionary account of hu-
man intentionality and of the clain that moral truths are necessary
truths, inportant but all too brief discussions of happiness and love,
and an attempt to coax the Owl of Minerva off her perch by suggest-
ing that philosophy of religion might more fruitfully explore kinds
of agreement between believers and non-believers, all written with
subtle argument combined with a wonderful tolerance for disagree-
ment.

One area in which Wielenberg fmds agreement between Lewis,
Hume, and Russell is in what he views as their common passion for
evidence  and argument.  All three, he  says, believe  "in the  impor-
tance of following the evidence and on the difficulties humans face
in doing this." However, it seems to me that Lewis has two different
epistemologies:  a proximate one that reveres evidence and an ulti-
mate one that does not.  From the perspective of the ultinate epis-
temology, a Christian should intuitively seizes upon the truth on the
basis of understanding and celebrating human nature and the history
of its culture.  It is on the basis of this intuition that Christians are
and will continue to be convinced of the verity of `inere Christian-
ity" qewis's tern for core Christian doctrine). If this is true, then it
is  misleading  to  suggest  that  "all  three  thinkers  share  a  common

perspective: Follow the evidence" (202). Lewis, Hume, and Russell
may  each have  a burning  passion  for the truth  and evidence.  But
having a passion is one thing; having the same degree of commit-
ment to evidence is another.

According to  Russell,  it is  almost always  a mistake to  believe
without evidence. Respect for evidence is not to be sinply tacked
on after a faith commitment.  So to say as Russell continually does
that evidence is the heart of rational belief is tantamount to saying
that one also must begin with this kind of critical scrutiny. For Rus-
sell, a mere Christianity common to nearly all Christians, a Chris-
tianity based on intuition is, at best, the abnegation of having a pas-
sion for truth and, at worst, ludicrous or even evil.



34 MARVIN KOHL

Expressed differently,  and this  time  from Lewis's perspective:
For  a truly religious person,  belief in the  existence  of God is not

quite like belief that Bertrand Russell was born in  1872. Truth for
him  is  ultimately  other  than  provability.   Truth,   from  this  per-
spective, involves a sagacity that answers the human need for hope
and genuine Christian understanding. This is why the British philo-
sopher J. R. Lucas holds Lewis to be `the twentieth-century's 139th

psalm."2 With a subtle elegance, the  139th psalm reflects many of
Lewis's sentiments and reads as follows:

0 Lord, Thou hast searched me, and known me.
Thou knowest my downsitting and mine uprising,
Thou understandst my thoucht afar off.
Thou measurest my going about lying down,
And are acquainted with all my ways.
For there is not a word in my tongue,
But, lo, 0 Lord, Thou knowest it altogether.
Thou hast hemmed me in behind and before,
Iind laid Thy hand upon me.
Such knowledge is too wonderful for me;
Too high, I camot attain unto it.3

Indeed, for Lewis, knowing it all is beyond us, but an acquaintance
with and acceptance  of mere  Christianity  is not.  By way  of sharp
contrast, Russell would remind us that, while we may be historical-
ly aware of the Christianity Lewis holds so dear, we are not, in any
genuine cognitive sense, acquainted with it.

State University of New York, Fredonia
mknyc@rcn.com

2  J.  R.  Lucas,  "The Restoration of Man:  A Lecture Given  in Durham,  on

Thursday,  October 22nd,  1992  to  Mark the  Fiftieth Anniversary  of C.  S.
Low.ls';iheAbolitionofMan",Theologyl995,553.
3  |39th Psalm, K!.ng Jclme5  yersz.o#

BRS 22-YEAR REMBERSHIP REPORT:  1988 -2009.

Included in this  article below is  a graph of BRS membership data
for the past 22 years -   from  1988 to 2009 -showing membership
in the BRS rising to a high of 315 in 1990 and then falling to a low
of 143  in 2003, while gradually rising again since 2004. Chart data
are  from  Ken Blackwell's  J2#sse//  database  giving  the  number  of
BRS subscriptions to Rwsse// for each year, and from copies of the
BRS database saved by John Ongley from 2003 to 2009.

jzztsse//  data  (dark  bars)  count  couple  memberships  as  1  (because
couple members receive only one copy of jiwsse/0 and thus under-
count the true number of Society members. BRS database data from
2003 to 2009 (light bars) count couple memberships as 2 and so are
more  accurate,  but  incomplete.  Data  for 2009  are  as  of May  19,
2009.  Both  sets  of data  include  honorary  members.  Since  March
2009 we have surpassed 2008's total.

1988    1991    1994    1997   2000   2003   2006    2009

Dark bars: Russewdata (couples = 1). light bars: BRS data/anual members (coupts = 2)

Additional  data were  gleaned  from the  jzzA§se// Socj.edy Ivew;a/ef/er
by Ken Blackwell. (These data are not included on the graph and do
not include honorary members.) Members:  1973: 0;  1974: 72;  1975:
145;  1977:  164 (from RSIvnos. 5,10,17).

35



36

year   members
1988 268
1989 307
1990 315
1991270
1992 264
1993  219
1994 217
1995 215

1996 209
1997 200
1998176

BRS REMBERSHIP REPORT

TABLE 0F BRS MEMBERSHP BY YEAR

year   members
1999165
2000166.5
2001157
2002  149
2003143 (+ 13 uncounted couple members = 156)
2004151 (+ 14 uncounted couple members = 165)
2005167 (+ 14 uncounted couple members = 181)
2006160 (+ 12 uncounted couple members = 172)
2007169 (+ 10 uncounted couple members = 179)
2008157 (+ 9 uncounted couple members = 166)
2009165 (+ 8 uncounted couple members = 173)

The number of members, as counted by BRS jzasse// subscriptions
(where couple memberships count as one), immediately follows year.
The data in parentheses for 2003 - 2009 are from the BRS database
andincludethecouplemembersforthatyearnotcountedbytheRus-
sell subscriptions data and so are more accurate, but incomplete. Data
for 2009 are through May 19, 2009, and so incomplete for 2009.

INTERPRETATloN. Why the rapid rise and then fall in Society mem-
bership around 1990? A likely explanation is this: Member recruit-
ment for the BRS was then headed by the legendary Lee Eisler, who
had spent his  adult life working in advertising in New York City.
His methods of recruitment are known -  they were the professional
ones he had used all his life, that of placing ads (in this case, classi-
fled  ads  for the  BRS)  in various  magazines  and keeping track  of
those that produced the most responses and most new members. He
then calculated the cost spent in recruiting  each new member and
recommended to the membership committee that it continue placing
ads in those magazines that were most productive of new members,
cease placing  ads  in those  least productive, while  suggesting new
advertising  venues.  This  method  seems  to  have  been highly  suc-
cessful in fmding new members for the Society, but less successful
in  retaining  them,  hence  there  was  a rapid  falloff in membership
when Lee ceased being editor of the jzsIV and became less involved
in Society activities. Since 2003, recruitment efforts have prinarily
focused on retention and encouraging past members to rejoin.
JO, KB
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Traveler's Diary / Coniference Raport

Convening a session at the APA is like hosting a party - you can't
enjoy it until it's over. And like the host of a party, there are times
when what you enjoy is its being over.

In 2008, the Central APA met, as it often does, in Chicago. On
the day of the Society's paper session there, I received a forewarn-
ing of exactly how the day would skew. Waking far too early, I was
first  shooed  by  security  from  the  booksellers'  room  only  to  be

promptly tuned out of the registration area by the APA conveners.
Lacking  the  better  judgment  that  might  have  come  with  some
coffee, by 9:00 a.in. I had, in short, managed to amoy everyone in
the immediate vicinity. The die, as I was to learn shortly, had been
cast.

When it came time  for the Bertrand Russell  Society  session to
begin, it was discovered that the putative room assigned us did not
exist,  even as a logical fiction.  Russellians - among them  Charles
Parsons - milled in the hallway. Overcome by the sight, I hastened
again to registration only to be told succinctly that if I had looked,
I'd have  seen that the correct room was noted on the  errata sheet.
Clearly,  I  was  becoming  an  encumbrance  to  this  division  of the
APA.

As  though  in  anticipatory  revenge,  it  soon  became  painfully
clear that the APA had scheduled the History of Early Analytic Phi-
losophy Society meeting at the same time as the meeting of the Ber-
trand Russell Society. Because concrete particulars cannot be in two

places at once, this decision meant that we could not both enjoy the
Russell  session and hear Peter Simons  and others  speak on Twar-
dowski and Polish analytic philosophy. Moreover, this overlap had
the effect of diminishing the size of both groups. Only later was I to
hear complaints on this point from the other group's convener, San-
dra Lapointe,  but I  saw  it at the  Bertrand Russell  Society  session
myself:  when we, the BRS people,  fmally  collected  in the  correct
room, our numbers were sadly diminished.

Of course, this did make it an intimate gathering, which has its
own chains.  In fact, the  speakers  and respondents  eventually just
sat down together and talked about Wittgenstein, Russell, and athe-
ism - the topics of the session. Montgomery Link (Suffolk Univer-
sity) opened the session by addressing Wittgeustein's symbolism in
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the  rrclcfclfas in a paper titled "Russell and Wittgenstein on Logic
and Mathematics  in their August  1919  Correspondence." In  addil
tion to making a substantial response to this paper, Kevin Klement
quniversity of MA) gave the paper "Re-reading A.J. Ayer's Russell
and Moore: The Analytic Heritage," in which he draws on his intro-
duction to the new reprint of A. J. Ayer's book RusseJJ. Michael Gar-
ral @aruch College) concluded the session by speaking on "Russell
v.Hone,AtheistorAgnostic,"addressingthecoherenceofthekind
of knowledge  claim made by  atheists,  as he thinks Russell under-
stands them, and revising a position he first took in a similar paper
read at the BRS annual meeting the previous summer.

In an ideal world,  scholars would simply tan to each other in
the quiet way we did, but at length, without the tension of conflict-
ing  appointments, until no  ambiguity remained.  But this  is not an
ideal world, and so the session concluded as scheduled, some gong
on  to  other  talks  and  others  to  the  booksellers,  fmally  open  for
business. RC

NOTE ON C.D. BROAD'S ARTICLE IN TIH JULY A4tlvD

(Below is a note by Russell published in the January  1919 issue of M!.#d. It
is  made  in response to  an article by  C.D.  Broad,  "A  General Notation for
the Logic of Relations," published in the July  1918 issue of A4i'#d. The arti-
cle  by Russell  referred to  below  as  occurring  in Peano's Jzevwe  cJe A4cI/fee'-
mczfl.gwes,  v.  7  can  be  found  in  English  in I ogr.c  a#d K#ow/edge  as  "The
Logic of Relations". The article occurring in v. 8 can be found in English in

:itv:i].Z8:d:r:'Jesc::fes?,¥)qers°/Berfro#dRWJse#as"TheGenera|Theory

Itdr. Broad's interesting article in the July A4lz.;7d on "A General No-
tation for the Logic of Relations" attributes to me (for what reason I
carmot guess) a number of notations employed in Prz.7]czPz.cr A4czf¢e-
mcrf7.ccr. As far as my memory serves me, all these were invented by
Dr. Whitehead, who, in fact, is responsible for most of the notation
in that work. My original notation, before he came to my assistance,
may be found in Peano's jzevwe c7e A4lcrffoe'mcz/i.g2tes, vols. vii and viii.

BERTRAND RUSSELL

A4;.#c7, n.s., vol. 28, no.119 (Jan  1919),124

I Location of English translations provided by Ken Blackwell.
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THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
2008 Armual Treasurer' s Report

Cash Flow January  1, 2008 -December 31, 2008

BALANCE 12/31/2007
USS a/c (Toronto Dominion)
Cdns a/c (Toronto Dominion)
USS term deposit (Toronto Dominion)

OVERALL BALANCE

INCORE
Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

Total Dues
Interest Income
Library Income

TOTAL INCONI
EXPENSES

Bank Charges
Bay Area Expenses
Bookkeeping Exp
BRS Book Award Exp
Conversion Exp
Donations
Library Exp
BRS Quarterly
Paypal Fees
Jtwsse// Subscriptions*

TOTAL EXPENSES
OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE,12/31/2008
USS a/c (Toronto Dominion)
less o/s checks
adjusted USS a/c
Cdns a/c (Toronto Dominion)
USS term deposit (Toronto Dominion)

OVERALL BALANCE,12/31/2008

* Includes payment for 3 issues: 27,1, 27,2 and 28,1

$3,669.68
655.66

10,210.62

$14,535.96

$903.00

498.00
4,433.00

$4,931.00
184.61

18.95

$6,037.56

163.36

74.50
700.00

62.89
-120.12

1,000.00
233.05

1,352.35

77.24
6,484.40

$10,027.67
-$3,990.11

$1,051.69
483.38

$568.31
1,977.54
8,000.00

$10,545.85

Ken Blackwell, BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster. ca)
Note: US and Cdn. dollars are intermixed

TIE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
2009 First Quarter Treasurer's Report

Cash Flow January I, 2009 -March 31, 2009

BALANCE 12/31/08
USS a/c (Toronto Dominion)
less o/s checks
adjusted USS a/c
Cdns a/c (Toronto Dominion)
USS term deposit (temporarily in USS a/c)

OVERALL BALANCE

INCORE
Contributions
Dues

New Members
Renewals

Total Dues
Interest Income

TOTAL INCORE

EXPENSES
Bank Charges
Conversion Exp
Library Exp
BRS Quarterly
Paypal Fees
jtwsse// Subscriptions *

TOTAL EXPENSES

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 3/31/09
USS a/c (Toronto Dominion)
less o/s checks
adjusted USS a/c
Cdns a/c (Toronto Dominion)
USS term deposit (Toronto Dominion)

OVERALL BALANCE

$1,051.69
483.38

$568.31
1,977.54
8,000.00

$10,545.85

$874.00

233.00
3,023.50

$3,256.50
47.34

$4,177.84

29.70
-232.43

21.93

158.83

43 .24
2,952.00

gr2.,973.2:]

$1,204.57

$3,318.81
650.11

$2,668.70
1,034.38
8,047.34

Sl1,750.42

* Includes payment for issue 28,2

Kenneth Blackwell, BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster. ca)
Note: US and Cdn. dollars are intemixed
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HISTORICAL  DICTIONARY  OF

BERTRAND  RUSSELL'S  PHILOSOPHY
Rosal.ind Carey and john  Ongley

This  is the only dictionary to  date of Bertrand  Russell's  ideas. It is
a guide to the many elements of Russell's philosophy. Many are
classics, several  require technical expertise, and together they
address  dozens  of separate disciplines and domains.  A glimpse at
Russell's work shows instantly why such a ten is needed.

March 2009  . 336 pages . 978-0-8108-5363-8 . $85.00 cloth

ALSO  OF  INTEREST...

HISTORICAL  DICTIONARY  OF  LEIBNIZ'S  PHILOSOPHY
Stuart Brown and  N. I. Fox
``lnthecaseofLeibnizawelLconsouctedd.Icti?navy.=a,nd.on?thing,ha::

i:o3..:.ii==-i-±lsiengthinentries....Awellestablishedseries....Snapitap."
REl:ERENCE  REVIEWS
`ThenetofreferencestoLeibni±writings_appearstobecarefullycrofied....Thisisa

very iisefr/ vo/ume." +HiLosopur IN REviEw

2006 . 392 pages . 978-0-8108-5464-2 . cos.00 cloth

HISTORICAL  DICTIONARY  OF  HUME'S  PHILOSOPHY
Kenneth  R MerTill
"MerrilloifersanexceNentresourcefioranygnerter=te!,inDT:±_H:u_T_e=aT!.

::i=;;-==.-indsh-ihitosaphymore.generirlty:....Irtendedforn?n?p.eda±=,_±±rs.•dii-==;ii:Is-accessi.bletozwideaudience.H¢hlyrecommended."-HolcE

The Historica/ Di.ctonary of Hume's Phi./osophy is the only  Hume dictionary in
existence.The book provides a substantial account of David  Hume's life and
the times in which he lived, and  it provides an overview of his philosophical
doctrines.

2008 . 376 pages . 978-0-8108-5361-4 . cos.00 cloth

HISTORICAL  DICTIONARY  OF  HUSSERL'S  PHILOSOPHY

john I. Drummond
"acar and sclupulously informagive... Prumm.P?4 StrkFS ,an  i.TP_:=_'=L
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2007 . 288 pages . 978-0-8108-5368-3 . coo.00 cloth
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payable to The Bertrand Russell Society to 
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Bertrand Russell Research Centre 
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First class postage to Canada is $.75 

To RENEW YOUR MEMBERSHIP ONLINE, SEE INSTRUCTIONS AT 
http://users.drew.edu/—jlenz/brs-join.html 

IN THIS ISSUE 

COVER ART. THOSE DRIVING TO LAST YEAR'S ANNUAL MEETING from 
the south and west traveled there a good part of the way on the famed 
Merritt Parkway, which cuts across southern Connecticut. The illus-
tration on the cover gives some sense of this remarkable highway. A 
pet project of Robert Moses, the Merritt has beautifully designed art 
deco and beaux-arts bridges and exit and entrance ramps; the curves 
of the highway themselves are art deco. Traveling on it to and from 
the Society meeting in New Britain was an elegant beginning and 
ending of an excellent weekend conference. 

THIS ISSUE'S FEATURE ARTICLE is (we promise you) an action-packed 
interview with Nicholas Griffin by Jolen Galaugher and Ilmari Kor-
telainen. In it, Griffin shares his views on all aspects of the history 
of analytic philosophy and on the history of the history of analytic 
philosophy as well (its "historiography" for those preferring ambig-
uous technical terms), providing us with bold conjectures and start-
ling insights into the now major movement of the history of analytic 
philosophy, as well as into Bertrand Russell's and Ludwig Wittgen-
stein's own philosophies. Historians and historiographers alike will 
not want to miss this interview. 

Just as important, Griffin gives us a good idea of what is in store 
for us next May 21-24 at the PM@100 conference (celebrating the 
centenary of the publication of volume 1 of Principia Mathematica) 
at McMaster University. As might be guessed, it is logic, history of 
logic, philosophy of logic, and then for variety, mathematics, his-
tory of mathematics, and philosophy of mathematics. For talks of a 
more humanistic nature, there will be the Bertrand Russell Society's 
own annual meeting occurring in conjunction with the PM@100 con-
ference at McMaster May 21-23, just down the hall. 

THE WINNER of the 2009 Bertrand Russell Society book award last 
year was Omar Nasim for his book Bertrand Russell and the Ed-
wardian Philosophers: Constructing the World. In this issue of the 
Quarterly, Samuel Lebens reviews Nasim's award-winning book, 
providing us with a clear understanding of Russell's relations with 
the Edwardian philosophers, especially of their debate over the na-
ture of sense-data. An important document in the Edwardian debate 
on the nature of sense-data is Russell's 1915 letter to the Journal of 
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Philosophy clarifying his view that sense-data are physical, not 
mental. That letter is reproduced in full in this issue. Accompanying 
this letter is a substantial introduction to it by Omar Nasim, telling 
us the background to the letter, the contemporary context in which 
it occurred, and the role this specific letter played in Russell's con-
tribution to the Edwardian's debate on sense-data. 

FOLLOWING THE RUSSELL LETTER OF 1915, we indulge in some edi-
torial quibbling over the interpretation of another Russell letter, this 
one a letter by Russell to Newsweek in 1967. This in turn is followed 
by the Traveler's Diary, which in this issue reports on the Russell 
Society's last annual meeting. Finally, there are the meeting min-
utes of both the 2009 annual BRS board of directors meeting and 
2009 BRS membership meeting, published in the back along with 
the treasurer's reports. Note that these minutes have not yet been 
approved by the board or members. The minutes can now be found 
online. Indeed, the BRS board of directors and membership meeting 
minutes for every year going back to 1990 can be found online at 
users.drew.edu/—Ienz/brs-minutes.html. Minutes of still earlier meet-
ings will be put online as they are transcribed for the web. 

SOCIETY NEWS 

IT IS TIME TO RENEW YOUR MEMBERSHIP in the Bertrand Russell Soci-
ety. Memberships run from January to January, so it is time to re-
new your membership. Please take a minute to do so now. Details 
for renewing can be found in the ad on p. 2. 

THE LAST (2009) ANNUAL MEETING OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SO-
CIETY itself took place June 5-7 at Central Connecticut State Univer-
sity in New Britain, Connecticut, hosted by David Blitz. It was a 
rich and rewarding weekend. See the full report beginning on p. 41 
for details of the event. 

THE NEXT ANNUAL MEETING OF THE BRS, the Society's 37th, will 
take place at McMaster University May 21-23, 2010. This will be 
the 7th time that the Society has met at McMaster. The annual 
meeting will occur in conjunction with another Russell event — the 
PM@100 conference, which is the centenary celebration of the pub-
lication of volume 1 of Principia Mathematica. The Pilf@100 con-
ference will occur on May 21-24, 2010, also at McMaster Univer-
sity — and just down the hall from the BRS conference. The align-
ment of the annual meeting with another stellar Russell conference 
is a rare event, and when it occurs, it is a big affair. For this reason 
alone members should start making plans now to attend this year's 
BRS annual meeting, especially if you have never been to one be-
fore; it will have double the talks, double the people, and double the 
excitement. And since the Russell Archives are at McMaster, this is 
another good reason to attend this year's meeting. Go a day early 
and visit the archives, or if you have research to do there, kill three 
birds with one stone (your research and two conferences) and go 
several days early. Details of the meeting program, talks and ab-
stracts, registration, housing, food, and fees, with regular updates, 
will soon be online at http://russell.mcmaster.ca/brsmeeting.  

NEXT SPRING'S PM@I 00 CONFERENCE. It's full title is "PM@100: 
Logic from 1910 to 1927," it is taking place May 21-24, 2010 at 
McMaster University in conjunction with the May 21-23 Bertrand 
Russell Society annual meeting, it is hosted by the Bertrand Russell 
Research Centre, and it will be a big affair. Its purpose is to cele-
brate the centenary of the publication of the first volume of White- 

IN THIS ISSUE

P#/./asapAy  clarifying  his  view  that  sense-data  are  physical,  not
mental. That letter is reproduced in full in this issue. Accompanying
this  letter is  a substantial introduction to  it by Omar Nasim, telling
us the background to the letter, the contemporary context in which
it occurred, and the role this specific  letter played in Russell's con-
tribution to the Edwardian's debate on sense-data.

FOLLOWING THE RUSSELL LETTER OF  1915, we  indulge  in some edi-

torial  quibbling over the  interpretation of another Russell  letter, this
one a letter by Russell to Iven;sM;eek in  1967. This in turn is followed
by  the  Traveler's  Diary,  which  in  this  issue  reports  on  the  Russell
Society's  last  annual  meeting.  Finally,  there  are  the  meeting  min-
utes  of both the  2009  annual BRS  board  of directors  meeting  and
2009  BRS  membership  meeting,  published  in  the  back  along  with
the treasurer's  reports.  Note  that these  minutes  have  not yet  been

approved by the board or members. The minutes can now be found
online. Indeed, the BRS board of directors and membership meeting
minutes for every year going back to  1990  can be found online  at
users.drew.edu/~lenz/brs-minutes.html.  Minutes  of still  earlier  meet-

ings will be put online as they are transcribed for the web.

SOCIETY NHWS

IT IS TIME TO RENEW youR MEMBERSIIIP in the Bertrand Russell Soci-

ety. Memberships  run from January to January,  so  it is time to re-
new your membership.  Please take  a minute to  do  so  now.  Details
for renewing can be found in the ad on p. 2.

THE LAST (2009) ANNUAL MEETING OF THE  BERTRAND RUSSELL  SO-

CIET¥ itself took place June 5-7 at Central Comecticut State Univer-
sity  in  New  Britain,  Connecticut,  hosted  by  David  Blitz.  It  was  a
rich and rewarding weekend.  See the full report beginning on  p.  41
for details of the event.

THE AVERT ANNUAL  MEETING  OF  THE  BRS,  the  Society's  37th,  will

take  place  at MCMaster University May  21-23,  2010.  This  will  be
the  7th  time  that  the  Society  has  met  at  MCMaster.  The  annual
meeting will occur in conjunction with  another Russell  event - the
PA4@100 conference, which is the centenary celebration of the pub-
lication of volume  1  of Prz.#c/.p/.cr iv/a/foemc7/r.cc7.  The PA4@100  con-

ference  will  occur on May  21-24,  2010,  also  at MCMaster Univer-
sity - and just down the hall  from the BRS  conference.  The align-
ment of the annual meeting with another stellar Russell conference
is a rare event, and when it occurs,  it is a big affair. For this reason
alone members  should start making plans now to attend this year's
BRS  annual  meeting,  especially  if you  have  never been to  one be-
fore; it will have double the talks, double the people, and double the
excitement. And since the Russell Archives are at MCMaster, this is
another good  reason  to  attend  this  year's  meeting.  Go  a  day  early
and visit the archives, or if you have research to do there, kill three
birds  with  one  stone  (your  research  and  two  conferences)  and  go
several  days  early.  Details  of the  meeting  program,  talks  and  ab-
stracts,  registration,  housing,  food,  and  fees,  with  regular  updates,
will soon be online at http://russell.mcmaster.ca/brsmeeting.

NEXT SPRING'S PA4@100 CoNFERENCE. It's  full  title  is  "PA4@100:

Logic  from  1910  to   1927,"  it  is  taking  place  May  21-24,  2010  at
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head and Russell's Principia Mathematica, a landmark in the devel-
opment of logic, the foundations of mathematics, and the use of 
logic in philosophy, and talks presented there will aim to evaluate 
the contributions it made, or failed to make, to these fields. You 
should start making plans now to attend this conference. Further news 
of the PM@100 conference, including the program, accommoda-
tions, food and fees, will be posted at: http://pm100.mcmaster.ca/ as 

these details become known. 

THE RUSSELL SOCIETY AT THE AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCI-
ATION. This past December 2009, the Bertrand Russell Society 
hosted a session of talks at the Eastern Division of the American 
Philosophical Association at the Marriott at Times Square in New 
York City. Participants included Jolen Galaugher speaking on "Rus-
sell's Quasi-Leibnizian Construction of 'Distance' in the Principles 

of Mathematics," Sebastien Gandon on "Russell's Analysis, Bena-
cerraf s Multiple Reduction Challenge, and the Philosophy of Math-
ematics," and Nikolay Milkov on "Russell, Wittgenstein, and the 
Project for 'Analytic Philosophy.'" At a related session that same 
day, hosted by the History of Early Analytic Philosophy Society, 
Nathan Berber spoke on "A Tractarian Formal Ontology of Ob-
jects," James Connelly spoke on "A 'Dissolution' of the Puzzle 
about Propositional Attitudes on the Basis of Descriptivist Seman-
tics for Singular Terms," and Rosemary Twomey read and com-
mented on Anita Konzelmann Ziv's paper on "Bolzano on Natural-
ized Rationality and Virtue Epistemology: Achievements in Early 
Analytic Philosophy." 

FUTURE APA ACTIVITIES OF THE BRS. The BRS will host a session 
of talks at the Central APA this year, which meets at the Palmer 
House Hilton Hotel in Chicago once again. The Russell Society ses-
sion will be on Thursday, February 18th from 5-7 pm. Speakers in-
clude Jolen Galaugher on "Russell's Logical Approach to Analy-
sis," Richard Schmitt on "Russell's Understanding and Reception of 
Wittgenstein's Argument," and Dustin Olson on "Russell's 'Limits 
of Empiricism.—  A BRS session will also take place this year at the 
Pacific APA in a combined session with the History of Early Analytic 
Philosophy Society. The Pacific APA conference will be from March 
31 - April 4, 2010 at the Westin St Francis hotel in San Francisco. 
At the BRS/HEAPS session there Peter Baumann will speak on "Ful- 

fillment or Satisfaction? Russell and Wittgenstein on the Content of 
Desires," Reshaf Agam-Segal will speak on "A Splitting Mind-
Ache: The Case of Self-Legislation," and Russell Wahl will speak 
on "Analysis and Acquaintance." Finally, Peter Stone may, if his 
schedule permits, present a paper there titled "Russell on Mathe-
matical Education." Further information about the APA meetings is 
at: www.apaonline.org/divisions/schedule.aspx. Members of the BRS 
living in or visiting these areas are urged to come to the sessions! 

REPORT ON ELECTION FOR BRS BOARD OF DIRECTORS. This year a 
near record number of candidates were nominated in the 2009 elec-
tion for BRS board of directors (serving 2010-2012), and what seems 
to be a record number of votes were cast: 61 votes for 11 candidates 
running for the 8 empty board positions, though the number of candi-
dates is still short of the 14 candidates who ran in 2000. On the ballot 
were: Kenneth Blackwell, Howard Blair, David Blitz, Jolen Galau-
gher, Kevin Klement, Chris Pincock, Thomas Stanley, Russell Wahl, 
Billy Joe Lucas, David White, and Robert Zack, with the first eight 
being elected to the board. We thank everyone involved for taking 
part in this fine election and hope to see an equally large turnout both 
of candidates and voters in next year's election for the BRS board. 

RUSSELL QUIZ. Where does Russell refer to an okapi - and what is 
an okapi anyway? (Answer is at the end of Society News.) 

WELCOME NEW MEMBERS! Last year's new members to the Ber-
trand Russell Society are: Frank & Melina Adams, Mirza Ahmed, 
Lois Ario, Ryan Conti, Tim Facer, Gordon Fisher, Doug Fitz, Thom-
as Foster, Jolen Galaugher, Malachi Hacohen, Mario Heiman, Jun-
ling Hu, Herbert Huber, Terrence Hurley, Christopher Kazanovicz, 
Brett Lintott, Seyed Javad Miri, Dustin Olson, Mark Overmyer, Ka-
tarina Perovic, George Reisch, Alvin Rogers, Michael Staron, Der-
ek Stoeckle, Robert Summerfield, Warren Wagner, and Edwards 
Yates & Min Chang. AND FORMER MEMBERS WHO HAVE REJOINED 
THE SOCIETY ARE: Alan Bishop, Giovanni de Carvalho, David Gil-
lett & Martha Farmer, Donald Hartman, Thomas Home, Priyedarshi 
Jetli, Ilmari Kortelainen, Charles Lauricella, Gary McDole, David 
Taylor, Raymond White, and Barrie Zwicker. 

IN THE PAST YEAR, NUMEROUS MEMBERS HAVE GENEROUSLY CON-
TRIBUTED to the Bertrand Russell Society by sending more than nec- 
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opment  of logic,  the  foundations  of mathematics,  and  the  use  of
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ized  Rationality  and  Virtue  Epistemology:  Achievements  in  Early
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FUTURE APA ACTIVITIES OF THE BRS.  The BRS  will  host a session
of talks  at  the  Central  APA  this  year,  which  meets  at  the  Palmer
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sion will be on Thursday, February  18th from 5-7 pin.  Speakers in-
clude  Jolen  Galaugher  on  "Russell's  Logical  Approach  to  Analy-
sis," Richard Schmitt on "Russell's Understanding and Reception of
Wittgenstein's Argument,"  and  Dustin  Olson  on "Russell's  `Limits
of Empiricism." A BRS  session will also take place this year at the
Pacific APA in a combined session with the History of Early Analytic
Philosophy Society. The Pacific APA conference will be from March
31  -April  4,  2010  at the Westin  St Francis hotel  in San Francisco.
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fillment or Satisfaction?  Russell and  Wittgenstein on the Content of
Desires,"  Reshaf  Again-Segal  will  speak  on  "A  Splitting  Mind-
Ache:  The  Case of Self-Legislation,"  and Russell  Wahl will  speak
on  "Analysis  and  Acquaintance."  Finally,  Peter  Stone  may,  if his
schedule  permits,  present  a  paper  there  titled  "Russell  on  Mathe-
matical Education." Further information about the APA meetings is
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REPORT ON ELECTION FOR BRS BOARI) OF DIRECTORS.  This  year  a

near record number of candidates were nominated in the 2009 elec-
tion for BRS board of directors (serving 2010-2012), and what seems
to be a record number of votes were cast: 61  votes for 11  candidates
running for the 8 empty board positions, though the number of candi-
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being  elected  to  the  board.  We thank  everyone  involved for taking
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an okapi anyway? (Answer is at the end of Society News.)

WELCOME NEW MEMBERS!  Last  year's  new  members  to  the  Ber-
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essary for membership dues. They are: CONTRIBUTORS ($50): Mark 
Adams, M.D., Dong-in Bae, Alan Bishop, Ken Blackwell, Howard 
Blair, Ricard Flores & Sylvia Pizzi, Mario Helman, David Henehan, 
Fred McColly, Thomas Stanley, Thom Weidlich, and David & Linda 
White, SUSTAINER ($75): Peter Stone, and SPONSORS ($100): William 
Bruneau, James Bunton, Robert K. Davis, John Fitzgerald, Mark Ful-
ler, Carol Keene, Marvin Kohl, Gregory Landini, Stephen Reinhardt, 
Richard Schmitt, Peter Stanbridge. We thank them for their support 
of the BRS! 

FORTHCOMING BOOKS OF INTEREST AND MORE CALLS FOR PAPERS. 
BRS member Dr. Seyed Javad Miri, Visiting Professor of Philosophy 
and Sociology at the Institute of Humanities and Cultural Studies in 
Tehran, will be publishing a collection of essays on Russell. Those 
interested in submitting an essay for the collection (essays may be 
on any aspect of Russell's life or works) should send abstracts of 
the paper to Dr. Miri at seyedjavad@hotnnail.com  no later than May 
2010 and the completed paper no later than December 2010. 

Dr. Miri and the Institute of Humanities and Cultural Studies 
(IHCS) are also planning to publish a collection of essays that ex-
plore religion and spirituality in a postmodern world, focusing in 
particular on globalization's impact on perceptions of secularism 
and the relevance of post-secularism. Those interested in contributing 
to this volume should contact Dr. Miri at seyedjavad@hotmail.com  by 
sending an abstract of a paper by March 2010 and a complete paper 
by June 2010. 

RUSSELL CITINGS. What counts as a philosophical or religious be-
lief? A recent Guardian article (Tuesday, November 3, 2009) re-
ports that a judge in the UK has ruled that "a belief in man-made 
climate change, and the alleged resulting moral imperatives, is ca-
pable, if genuinely held, of being a philosophical belief for the pur-
pose of the British 2003 Religion and Belief Regulations" which 
prohibit discrimination on the basis of deeply held religious or phi-
losophical beliefs. But what counts as a "philosophical belief'? For 
an answer, the defense cited Russell on the subject, with the judge 
in the case referring to it as "what must be the first appearance in a 
bundle of legal authorities of the History of Western Philosophy by 
Bertrand Russell." Russell's view is that "philosophy ... is some-
thing intermediate between theology and science." But for the pur- 

poses of law, the judge finally decided that by legal precedent a 
philosophical belief is: (1) "a belief ... genuinely held," (2) "not an 
opinion or view based on the present state of information available," 
(3) "a belief as to a weighty and substantial aspect of human life," 
with (4) "a certain level of cogency, seriousness, cohesion and im-
portance," and (5) one "worthy of respect in a democratic society, 
not incompatible with human dignity and not in conflict with the 
fundamental rights of others" — not a bad definition and perhaps 
even one Russell would have endorsed. See www.guardian.co.uk/ 
environment/ 2009/nov/03/tim-nicholson-climate-change-belief to read 
the Guardian's story of the trial and www.employmentappeals.gov.uk/ 
Public/Upload/09_0219rjfhLBZT.doc for the transcript of the proceed-
ings and judgment itself. 

GRRS/BARS REPORT. Upcoming talks of interest in Rochester NY 
can be found at the monthly meetings of the Greater Rochester Rus-
sell Set. On February 11, Gerry Wildenberg will speak there on Un-
der the Banner of Heaven, Jon Kracauer's account of recent murders 
committed, according to the murderer's, under direct orders from 
God, and March 11, Tim Madigan will speak on his new book W K 
Clifford and the Ethics of Belief. Meanwhile, out in San Francisco, 
the local chapter of the BRS, the Bay Area Russell Set, will be dis-
cussing Russell, Moore, and Darwin on February 16, and the Ber-
trand Russell comic book Logicomix on March 16. For details on 
locations and further talks, see the ad for the GRRS and BARS talks 
in the back of this journal. 

ANSWER TO RUSSELL QUIZ. Russell uses the word "okapi" in Inquiry 
into Meaning and Truth, chapter 3; it refers to a giraffe-like mam-
mal in Central Africa. 
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IN MEMORIAM. Theo Meijer, long-
time member of the Bertrand Russell 
Society, died this past June 20th 
from cancer. He had been a member 
of the Russell Society since 1978 —
over 30 years! Theo was born in 
Amsterdam in 1935 and moved to 
Vancouver in 1960. He was an edu-
cator (an instructor in the International 

Baccalaureate Program at Abbotsford, BC), as well as a freelance 
court interpreter/translator, life long humanist, president of the Brit-
ish Columbia Humanist Association from 1996 to 1999, and active 
member of the Victoria Humanists group. 

Theo was a regular contributor to the Canadian humanist maga-
zine Humanist Perspectives, and was known for writing carefully 
reasoned articles in a clear and accessible style on such subjects as 
"Evolution and Education," "Teaching Theory of Knowledge in 
Secondary Schools," "Modern Humanism," "The War on Science 
and Reason," "Eco-Humanism," "Euthanasia in The Netherlands," 
"Democracy and the Media," and many other issues. 

Passages representative of his views include this one on evol-
ution and education: "It is difficult to object to the idea of creation 
being mentioned in social studies classes, when discussing compar-
ative religious mythologies, but introducing such views in science 
classes perverts the very essence of the scientific process" (Huma-

nist Perspectives no. 54). 
Theo was also a member of the British Columbia Society for 

Skeptical Inquiry, which aimed at providing a reliable source of in- 
formation to the public and media on claims of the paranormal. As 
well. he coordinated lecture series on modern humanism for several 
colleges and universities. We are sorry he is gone. 
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NICHOLAS GRIFFIN SPEAKS HIS MIND 

Interview with NICHOLAS GRIFFIN, Professor of Philosophy and Di-
rector of the Bertrand Russell Research Centre, McMaster Univer-
sity, by JOLEN GALAUGHER and ILMARI KORTELAINEN. 

JOLEN GALAUGHER: We can see posters here already printed for the 
upcoming PM@100 conference, to be held May 21-24, 2010. It's 
our understanding that the Bertrand Russell Research Centre is 
hosting the conference to celebrate the centenary of the publication 
of the first volume of Whitehead and Russell's Principia Mathema-
tica. What sorts of philosophers is the conference likely to attract 
and what issues do you think will get priority? 
NICHOLAS GRIFFIN: I think mainly logicians and people interested 
in the philosophy of mathematics — it will be quite a technical con-
ference — but also people interested in the history of logic and the 
history of analytic philosophy in the early years of the 20th century. 
The sorts of issues that will get discussed will be things like the via-
bility of Russell's revision of the second edition of the Principia; 
the tenability of logicism in any form at all — that was the doctrine 
that the book was written to promulgate and it's an open question, I 
think, whether logicism can survive or not — what contribution the 
book made to the development of logic, the importance of some of 
the doctrines it introduced, like type theory. Those are some of the 
issues. 
JG: In interpreting the revisions to the second edition and the ques-
tion of whether logicism is defensible, do you think that people are 
more interested in setting the historical record straight about the text 
or appraising its actual contribution to logic. 
NG: I think both. There's a serious movement now to try to get the 
history of early 20th century philosophy right in a way that no one 
paid any attention to for most of the 20th century, so that's certainly 
one thing that will happen. But there's also an attempt to quarry 
some of these older works for ideas which are important still today. 
One example is the way that Frege's Grundgesetze is being quarried 
to create neo-logicism, a revision of that earlier theory. Nothing 
comparable has come from Principia Mathematica yet. Maybe it 
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IN  MEMORIAM.  Theo  Meijer,  long-
time member of the Bertrand Russell
Society,   died   this   past   June   20th
from cancer. He had been a member
of the  Russell  Society  since  1978 -
over  30  years!   Theo  was  born  in
Amsterdam  in  1935  and  moved  to
Vancouver in  1960. He was an edu-
cator (an insrfuctor in the International

Baccalaureate Program at Abbots ford,  BC),  as well  as  a freelance
court interpreter/translator, life long humanist, president of the Brit-
ish Columbia Humanist Association from  1996 to  1999, and active
member of the Victoria Humanists group.

Theo was a regular contributor to the Canadian humanist maga-
zine  fJ#mcr#;.sf Pc/spec//.veg,  and  was  known  for writing  carefully
reasoned articles  in  a clear and accessible  style on  such  subjects as
"Evolution  and  Education,"  ``Teaching  Theory  of  Knowledge  in

Secondary  Schools,"  "Modern  Humanism,"  "The  War  on  Science
and  Reason,"  "Eco-Humanism,"  "Euthanasia  in  The Netherlands,"
"Democracy and the Media," and many other issues.

Passages  representative  of his  views  include  this  one  on  evol-
ution and education:  "It is difficult to object to the  idea of creation
being mentioned in social studies classes, when discussing compar-
ative  religious  mythologies,  but  introducing  such  views  in  science
classes  perverts the very essence of the  scientific process"  (fJ#mcr-
nist Perspectives no. 54).

Theo  was  also  a  member  of the  British  Columbia  Society  for
Skeptical Inquiry, which aimed at providing a reliable source of in-
formation to the public  and media on claims of the paranormal.  As
well. he coordinated lecture series on modem humanism for several
colleges and universities. We are sorry he is gone.
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Interview with NICHOLAS GRIFFIN, Professor of philosophy and Di-
rector of the Bertrand Russell  Research  Centre,  MCMaster Univer-
sity, by JOLEN GALAUGHER and ILMARI KORTELAINEN.

JOLEN GALAUGHER:  We can see posters here already printed for the
upcoming  PM@100  conference,  to  be  held  May  21-24,  2010.  It's
our  understanding  that  the  Bertrand  Russell  Research  Centre  is
hosting the conference to celebrate the centenary of the publication
of the first volume of Whitehead and Russell's P„.#c;.p;.a A4lc7/hemcr-
/z.ccr.  What  sorts  of philosophers  is  the  conference  likely  to  attract
and what issues do you think will get priority?
NICHOLAS  GRIFFIN:  I  think  mainly  logicians  and  people  interested
in the philosophy of mathematics - it will be quite a technical con-
ference - but also  people  interested  in  the history  of logic  and  the
history of analytic philosophy in the early years of the 20th century.
The sorts of issues that will get discussed will be things like the via-
bility  of Russell's  revision  of the  second  edition  of the  Prz.#c7Pj.cr;
the tenability of logicism  in any form at all - that was the doctrine
that the book was written to promulgate and it's an open question, I
think,  whether  logicism  can  survive  or not - what contribution  the
book made to the development of logic, the  importance of some of
the doctrines  it introduced,  like type theory.  Those are  some of the
Issues.

JG:  In interpreting the revisions to the second edition and the ques-
tion of whether logicism  is  defensible,  do you think that people are
more interested in setting the historical record straight about the text
or appraising its actual contribution to logic.
NG:  I think both.  There's a serious movement now to try to get the
history of early 20th century philosophy right in a way that no one

paid any attention to for most of the 20th century, so that's certainly
one  thing  that  will  happen.  But  there's  also  an  attempt  to  quarry
some of these older works for ideas which are important still today.
One example is the way that Frege's Grw#cJgefe/ze is being quarried
to  create  nco-logicism,  a  revision  of that  earlier  theory.  Nothing
comparable  has  come  from  Prj77czPz.cz  jwcz/foem¢/;.ccr  yet.  Maybe  it
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will. I've heard of computer scientists who have found inspiration 
in Principia's relation-arithmetic. We're still in the early days of 
really paying detailed attention to Principia. 
ILMARI KORTELAINEN: What about Russell's other works? He was 
certainly prolific in the philosophy of mathematics, logic, in the 
theory of knowledge and in metaphysics, but also in areas of social 
and political philosophy. Has interest in his writings on social and 
political topics declined, in your opinion? 
NG: Yes, I think it has and I think it's quite natural, because Russell 
was never a great theorist in political and social philosophy. He was 
always more practically involved in social and political campaigns, 
so his effort wasn't devoted to creating major theories in political 
philosophy. And as the political issues that he was concerned with 
have receded into the past, obviously the contributions that he made 
to them have become of more historical interest, so I think there has 
been a tailing off of interest in his socio-political ideas, especially 
the political ones; the social ones, less so. The broad social issues —
for example, the balance between organization in society and free-
dom — those big issues go on for ever and ever so Russell's opinions 
on them remain of interest, but I think what he said about the First 
World War, what he said about the Second World War, or the Viet-
nam War, or the situation in China — that's become a historical issue 
now and not of much relevance to people apart from historians. 
IK: So research in this field is mainly historical? 
NG: Yes, the historians are working in that area, but the one excep-
tion to that, though it's not exactly political or social philosophy, is 
his contribution to ethics. It was thought for a long time that his 
contribution to ethics was quite minor and then in the last few years, 
thanks mainly to the work of Charles Pigden, he has turned out to 
be quite a significant contributor to 20th century ethics and that's 
come as a surprise, I think, to a number of us. Maybe there will be 
similar surprises once the political and social writings are studied in 
detail. 
JG: Returning to the question of his social and political thoughts, 
woefully under-theorized though they may have been, they also 
weren't always popular. In some sense, his notoriety in that regard 
had something to do with McMaster's acquisition of the archival 
materials, did it not? 
NG: Yes, there's a funny story connected with that. Russell wanted  

to sell his papers in order to make money to support his political 
work, and the natural place to sell them was in the United States, 
and the natural university to buy them in the United States was the 
University of Texas, which had a major collection of humanities 
and mathematical papers and apparently a huge acquisitions budget. 
So Russell had an agent negotiating with the University of Texas to 
sell the papers to Texas and while this was going on a little article 
appeared in Newsweek saying that the negotiations were underway 
and that Russell, when he got the money from Texas, was going to 
send it to North Vietnam to support the war effort. As soon as that 
came out it became impossible for Russell to sell his papers in 
America. There was no truth in the story whatsoever: Russell was 
selling his papers to support his political work, he wasn't selling 
them to support the Vietnamese war effort. Where the story came 
from, I'm not sure. It's hard to think that Newsweek would have 
invented it out of nothing, so they were quite possibly set up for it, 
but it made the papers unsaleable, not just to Texas, but in the whole 
of the United States. And into that vacuum McMaster stepped, and I 
suspect that little one-inch story in Newsweek probably saved Mc-
Master 100,000 or 150,000 pounds. It was really quite a good deal 
for McMaster. 
IK: And since then you have had these archival materials. Who, by 
the way, was the first director of the archives? 
NG: To go right back to the beginning: actually before McMaster 
knew about them, Ken Blackwell was working on the papers, cat-
aloguing them, working on them in Russell's house in Wales, and 
when McMaster discovered that the papers were up for sale it was 
the catalogue that Ken had created that was the basis for the sale. So 
when the papers were bought and they came over to Canada, Ken 
came with them — it was a package deal! The librarian at McMaster 
who acquired them was William Ready, who was a very enterpris-
ing librarian. Ken Blackwell came over with the papers and became 
the Russell archivist, a position that he held for many years. 
JG: Anyone who knows of Ken Blackwell's capacious memory 
could understand why he may have come over with the materials, 
but perhaps not why he needed a head start. 
NG: That's true. 
IK: As a part of the Russell Research Centre's ongoing project of 
collecting and digitizing Russell's papers, you edited volume two of 
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will.  I've  heard  of computer scientists  who  have  found  inspiration
in  Prz.7!cz.pJ.cr's  relation-arithmetic.  We're  still  in  the  early  days  of
really paying detailed attention to Prj.77c7.pz.cr.
ILMARI KORTELAINEN:  What about Russell's  other works?  He was
certainly  prolific  in  the  philosophy  of mathematics,  logic,  in  the
theory of knowledge and in metaphysics, but also in areas of social
and political philosophy.  Has  interest in his writings  on  social  and

political topics declined, in your opinion?
NG: Yes, I think it has and I think it's quite natural, because Russell
was never a great theorist in political and social philosophy. He was
always more practically involved in  social and political campaigns,
so  his  effort wasn't devoted  to  creating  major theories  in  political

philosophy.  And  as the political  issues that he was  concerned with
have receded into the past, obviously the contributions that he made
to them have become of more historical interest, so I think there has
been  a tailing  off of interest  in  his  socio-political  ideas,  especially
the political ones; the social ones, less so. The broad social issues -
for example,  the balance between organization  in  society  and  free-
dom -those big issues go on for ever and ever so Russell's opinions
on them remain of interest, but I think what he  said about the First
World War, what he said about the Second World War, or the Viet-
nam War, or the situation in China -that's become a historical issue
now and not of much relevance to people apart from historians.
IK: So research in this field is mainly historical?
NG: Yes, the historians are working in that area, but the one excep-
tion to that, though it's not exactly political or social philosophy, is
his  contribution  to  ethics.  It  was  thought  for  a  long  time  that  his
contribution to ethics was quite minor and then in the last few years,
thanks mainly to the work of Charles Pigden, he has turned out to
be  quite  a  significant  contributor to  20th  century  ethics  and  that's
come as a surprise,  I think, to a number of us. Maybe there will  be
similar surprises once the political and social writings are studied in
detail.

JG:  Returning  to  the  question  of his  social  and  political  thoughts,
woefully  under-theorized  though  they  may  have  been,  they  also
weren't always popular.  In some  sense, his notoriety  in that regard
had  something  to  do  with  MCMaster's  acquisition  of the  archival
materials, did it not?
NG: Yes, there's a funny story connected with that. Russell wanted
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to  sell  his  papers  in  order to  make  money  to  support  his  political
work,  and  the  natural  place  to  sell  them  was  in  the  United  States,
and the natural university to buy them in the United  States was the
University  of Texas,  which  had  a  major  collection  of humanities
and mathematical papers and apparently a huge acquisitions budget.
So Russell had an agent negotiating with the University of Texas to
sell the papers to  Texas  and while this was going on a little  article
appeared  in Iviow/s.w;ee4 saying that the negotiations  were underway
and that Russell, when he got the money from Texas, was going to
send it to North  Vietnam to  support the war effort.  As  soon  as that
came  out  it  became  impossible  for  Russell  to  sell  his  papers  in
America.  There  was  no  truth  in the  story  whatsoever:  Russell  was
selling  his  papers  to  support  his  political  work,  he  wasn't  selling
them to  support the  Vietnamese war effort.  Where the  story  came
from,  I'm  not  sure.  It's  hard  to  think  that  IVcwst4;eek  would  have
invented it out of nothing, so they were quite possibly set up for it,
but it made the papers unsaleable, notjust to Texas, but in the whole
of the United States. And into that vacuum MCMaster stepped, and I
suspect that  little  one-inch  story  in IVcwsi4;c7c'4 probably  saved  Mc-
Master  100,000  or  150,000  pounds.  It was  really  quite  a good  deal
for MCMaster.
IK: And since then you have had these archival materials. Who, by
the way, was the first director of the archives?
NG:  To  go  right back  to  the  beginning:  actually  before  MCMaster
knew  about them,  Ken  Blackwell  was  working  on  the  papers,  cat-
aloguing them,  working on  them  in  Russell's  house  in  Wales,  and
when  MCMaster discovered that the  papers were up  for sale  it was
the catalogue that Ken had created that was the basis for the sale. So
when the papers were  bought and they  came over to  Canada, Ken
came with them -it was a package deal!  The librarian at MCMaster
who acquired them was William Ready, who was a very enterpris-
ing librarian. Ken Blackwell came over with the papers and became
the Russell archivist, a position that he held for many years.
JG:  Anyone  who  knows  of  Ken  Blackwell's  capacious  memory
could understand why  he  may have come over with the materials,
but perhaps not why he needed a head start.
NG: That's true.
IK:  As  a part  of the  Russell  Research  Centre's  ongoing  project of
collecting and digitizing Russell's papers, you edited volume two of
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the Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell, which contains some of 
Russell's earliest writings, where we see him first breaking with 
idealism or the neo-Hegelianism that dominated Cambridge even in 
the last few years of the 19th century, but you have also edited the 
Cambridge Companion to Bertrand Russell, which spans several 
decades of the development of Russell's thoughts. Do you still find 
his earliest writings the most interesting or which of Russell's works, 
published or unpublished, do you find yourself returning to? 
NG: The one I return to the most is the Principles of Mathematics —

to my mind, his greatest work, certainly to me his most interesting 
work. So I would say it is not his very earliest writings that I find 
most interesting, but the ones that come shortly after from about 
1900 to about 1910: the work on philosophy of logic and philoso-
phy of mathematics. I think his greatest works come in that period. 
That is certainly not an unexpected answer; it is a quite convention-
al one. But I do think that much later in his writing, there are extra-
ordinarily good things. For example, even in his last major philoso-
phical book, Human Knowledge, there are extraordinarily important 
ideas which have been almost completely overlooked. So, the big 
surprise is how much of interest there is in the later stuff, but that I 
still prefer the earlier stuff shouldn't really surprise anyone. 
JG: Over the years, in returning to the Principles of Mathematics 
and to these earlier works in the period prior to and just up to the 
Principia, what unpublished materials or archival materials have 
been the most significant or surprising to you in interpreting or re-
interpreting those works? 
NG: When I first started, it was the neo-Hegelian stuff, because it 
just seemed so bizarre. I mean, Russell was a philosopher whom 
you thought you knew: you had been taught him as an undergrad-
uate, you thought you knew a fair bit about him, and then you came 
upon this material that was written in a wholly alien idiom. It was 
like discovering that he'd had a Japanese phase or something like 
that and had written just in Japanese. I remember finding one manu-
script "Can We Make a Dialectical Transition from Punctual Matter 
to the Plenum?" and I thought "What on earth is going on?" I had 
no idea what he was doing there, so that was really quite surprising 
for me. It seems less so now because I spent a long time trying to 
understand it and now it seems quite familiar and quite natural that 
he should have written those things, but I remember when I first  

discovered it I was absolutely astonished. 
JG: What, in your opinion, are some of the most important issues in 
Russell scholarship being discussed now and what unpublished 
manuscripts do you suspect might contain some gems for resolving 
those issues? 
NG: There are big ongoing issues, for example, about the tenability 
of logicism. There is a lot of stuff to be discovered, I think, in the 
later philosophy. The climate in philosophy nowadays is much 
more sympathetic to the sort of work that Russell did than it was 
thirty or forty years ago; the sorts of metaphysical issues that Rus-
sell was concerned with are once again of central concern in philo-
sophy. The bundle theory of particulars, for example — I've a grad-
uate student who has just finished a thesis on it — is a topic about 
which very little has been written and which anyone doing philoso-
phy in the 1940s or 1950s would have thought a very old-fashioned 
topic, because it's straight metaphysics, it's traditional metaphysics, 
and that was very unfashionable then. But it's a topic which looks 
much more in tune with the way philosophy is done now and is the 
sort of topic that modern philosophers would take seriously. 

Concerning which unpublished manuscripts are still of interest, 
one collection that I am particularly interested in at the moment is 
Russell's correspondence with Whitehead, which covers, of course, 
the period when they were working on the Principia together. But it 
starts just after Russell graduated from Cambridge — Whitehead had 
been his teacher and Russell would occasionally write to Whitehead 
for advice on philosophical issues — so that is a very important cor-
respondence. There is much more of Whitehead than of Russell 
among the papers, but an edition of both sides of the correspond-
dence is one thing that I'm just starting to work on in collaboration 
with Sebastien Gandon. 
IK: Whitehead is not as well known a philosopher as Russell is 
nowadays and his work is not studied as much. 
NG: It's certainly studied, but by an entirely different group of 
people. I hesitate to say it, but among certain philosophers White-
head is almost a religious cult. His later philosophy, his process phi-
losophy, has been tied into a certain type of theology and a certain 
view of God and religious matters. This makes it seem antithetical 
to Russell, except that the basic metaphysics behind it is not so radi-
cally different from Russell's neutral monism. But those philosoph-
ers who study Whitehead's process philosophy have hardly any in- 
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the Collected Papers  Of Bertrand Russell, which corital\ns some o£
Russell's  earliest  writings,  where  we  see  him  first  breaking  with
idealism or the neo-Hegelianism that dominated Cambridge even in
the last few years of the  l9th century, but you have also edited the
Cambridge  Companion  to  Bertrand  Russell, whiroh spans  several
decades of the development of Russell's thoughts. Do you still find
his earliest writings the most interesting or which of Russell's works,

published or unpublished, do you find yourself returning to?
NG: The one I return to the most is the Prz.#cz.p/es o/A4c!/rfeemcrfz.cs -
to my mind, his greatest work, certainly to me his most interesting
work.  So I would  say  it is  not his  very  earliest writings  that I find
most  interesting,  but  the  ones  that  come  shortly  after  from  about
1900  to  about  1910:  the  work on  philosophy  of logic  and  philoso-

phy of mathematics. I think his greatest works come in that period.
That is certainly not an unexpected answer; it is a quite convention-
al one. But I do think that much later in his writing, there are extra-
ordinarily good things. For example, even in his last major philoso-

phical book, JJwmc]j? K#ow/ec7ge, there are extraordinarily important
ideas  which  have  been  almost  completely  overlooked.  So,  the  big
surprise is how much of interest there is in the later stuff, but that I
still prefer the earlier stuff shouldn't really surprise anyone.
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and to these earlier works  in the period prior to and just up to the
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just  seemed  so  bizarre.  I  mean,  Russell  was  a  philosopher  whom
you thought you knew:  you had been taught him as  an undergrad-
uate, you thought you knew a fair bit about him, and then you came
upon this  material that was written  in  a wholly alien  idiom.  It was
like  discovering that  he'd  had  a  Japanese  phase  or  something  like
that and had written just in Japanese. I remember finding one manu-
script "Can We Make a Dialectical Transition from Punctual Matter
to the Plenum?"  and I thought "What on earth is going on?" I had
no idea what he was doing there, so that was really quite surprising
for me.  It seems  less  so  now because  I  spent a long time trying to
understand it and now it seems quite familiar and quite natural that
he  should  have  written  those  things,  but  I  remember when  I  first -HMJ
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discovered it I was absolutely astonished.
JG: What, in your opinion, are some of the most important issues in
Russell   scholarship   being   discussed  now  and  what  unpublished
manuscripts do you suspect might contain some gems for resolving
those issues?
NG:  There are big ongoing issues, for example, about the tenability
of logicism.  There  is  a lot of stuff to  be  discovered,  I think,  in the
later  philosophy.   The   climate   in  philosophy   nowadays   is   much
more  sympathetic to  the  sort of work that Russell  did than  it was
thirty or forty years  ago; the sorts  of metaphysical  issues that Rus-
sell was  concerned with are once again of central concern in philo-
sophy.  The bundle theory of particulars, for example -I've a grad-
uate  student who  has just  finished  a thesis  on  it - is  a topic  about
which very little has been written and which anyone doing philoso-

phy in the  1940s or  1950s would have thought a very old-fashioned
topic, because it's straight metaphysics, it's traditional metaphysics,
and that was very  unfashionable then.  But it's  a topic  which  looks
much more in tune with the way philosophy is done now and is the
sort of topic that modem philosophers would take seriously.

Concerning which unpublished  manuscripts  are  still  of interest,
one  collection that  I  am  particularly  interested  in  at the moment is
Russell's correspondence with Whitehead, which covers, of course,
the period when they were working on the Prj#c/.p;.c7 together. But it
starts just after Russell graduated from Cambridge -Whitehead had
been his teacher and Russell would occasionally write to Whitehead
for advice on philosophical  issues - so that is a very important cor-
respondence.  There  is  much  more  of Whitehead  than  of Russell
among  the  papers,  but  an  edition  of both  sides  of the  correspond-
dence is one thing that I'm just starting to work on in collaboration
with Sebastien Gandon.
IK:  Whitehead  is  not  as  well  known  a  philosopher  as  Russell  is
nowadays and his work is not studied as much.
NG:  It's  certainly  studied,  but  by  an  entirely  different  group  of

people.  I  hesitate to  say  it,  but  among  certain  philosophers  White-
head is almost a religious cult. His later philosophy, his process phi-
losophy, has been tied  into  a certain type of theology and  a certain
view of God and religious matters.  This makes  it seem antithetical
to Russell, except that the basic metaphysics behind it is not so radi-
cally different from Russell's neutral monism. But those philosoph-
ers who  study Whitehead's process philosophy have hardly any  in-
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terest in the earlier logical works of Whitehead or even in his work 
on the philosophy of science. He did interesting work on the theory 
of relativity, for example, in the 1920s. 
JG: Does the correspondence with Whitehead contain materials rel-
evant to Russell's early attempt to classify relations or, for instance, 
to the ways that he interprets the methods from the Universal Alge-
bra in his Principles of Mathematics? 
NG: I'm only just beginning the work, so I'm not really in a good 
position to say what exactly the correspondence contains. It is extra-
ordinarily technical and some of the letters are very hard to construe 
because they're often speaking in symbols to each other and they're 
using symbols which, in some cases, don't appear in print. This is 
Principia notation before Principia was published, so they know 
what they mean by the symbols, but we sometimes have to work it 
out. Part of what they were doing was creating the notation for the 
Principia and, at a deeper level than that, they're talking about is-
sues that they each understood very well — they didn't have to ex-
plain anything to each other. I think that of all the material that we 
know exists, if this correspondence is not going to tell us important 
stuff about the creation of Principia Mathematica nothing will. 
There is nothing else that we know exists that is going to have any-
thing like that importance for understanding Russell's early logic. 
IK: Do you think that philosophers are looking to Russell's work to 
uncover the precise nature of his contributions to the history of so-
called "analytic philosophy" or to see how an understanding of his 
texts might be informative for solving contemporary problems in 
philosophy, and in your opinion are these separable tasks? 
NG: I think they are separate. Both are going on and different peo-
ple are doing different things. Those, like myself, who are heavily 
involved in the history of philosophy are trying to find out what he 
actually believed and to give a coherent account of his actual philo-
sophy. But I think there are other people who are using his philoso-
phy. One example was Gareth Evans, who plundered the notion of a 
"Russellian proposition" from Russell, admitting that it probably 
wasn't what Russell meant by a proposition, but wanting a label to 
give it, and acknowledging that there were affinities between the 
notion that Evans wanted and the one that Russell previously had. 
Another example is a book that came out recently on causation by 
Huw Price and Richard Cony, which again looks back to Russell,  

but appropriates him for contemporary work. I think both approaches 
are legitimate, but it is important to know which one you're doing 
and not to pass off appropriated stuff which you're using for con-
temporary purposes as if it were the historical truth about what Rus-
sell actually believed. 
JG: It seems that if you're intending to attack a view, it wouldn't 
make sense to misattribute that view to Russell and if you're going 
to defend a view that was never Russell's, why in that case.... 
NG: It may well be a defensible view and you may want to defend 
it and you might find that even though it wasn't Russell's view, you 
might find arguments for defending it in Russell and that's all quite 
legitimate. That sort of scrapping and recycling of positions in phi-
losophy goes on all the time, but there ought to be due care taken 
with getting the historical philosophies correct. 
JG: That makes me wonder whether historians of early analytic phi-
losophy have a role to play — and, if so, what that role is — in solv-
ing contemporary problems in philosophy or metaphysics. 
NG: I don't think that's the justification for their endeavour. As his-
torians of philosophy, they are trying to understand the thought of 
the past and that is an important task in itself. So saying "Will it 
help us solve contemporary problems?" — it might, but in the same 
way that the reason for an historian to try to understand the causes 
of the First World War is not necessarily to ensure that it never hap-
pens again or to solve current political problems, but to understand 
what went on in the past. 
JG: Isn't there something distinctive, though, about doing the his-
tory of philosophy, apart from doing "intellectual history" as it 
might be carried out by more social scientific means within history. 
NG: Yes, that's true and you notice the difference. There are some 
books published like that which do history of philosophy from a so-
ciological point of view. The authors hardly ever make judgments 
as to whether positions are coherent or arguments are valid, and that, 
I think, is the key difference between that sort of work, the socio-
logical work, and the philosophical work on the past. So I think an 
historian of philosophy is interested in what was actually believed 
and whether it was coherent to believe it or whether it was, in the 
terms of that time, justified to believe it. 
IK: If we are doing only the history of early analytic philosophy are 
we really doing philosophy, are we doing analysis or just research-
ing views in context? 
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terest in the earlier logical works of Whitehead or even in his work
on the philosophy of science. He did interesting work on the theory
of relativity, for example, in the  1920s.
JG: Does the correspondence with Whitehead contain materials rel-
evant to Russell's early attempt to classify relations or, for instance,
to the ways that he interprets the methods from the  U73z.verscz/ 4/ge-
bra in hils Principles Of Mathematicsp
NG:  I'm  only just beginning the work,  so  I'm not really  in a good

position to say what exactly the correspondence contains. It is extra-
ordinarily technical and some of the letters are very hard to construe
because they're often speaking in symbols to each other and they're
using  symbols  which,  in  some  cases,  don't appear in print.  This  is
Prz.#c/.pz.cr  notation  before  P7.z.77cz.p;.cz  was  published,  so  they  know

what they mean by the symbols, but we sometimes have to work it
out. Part of what they were doing was creating the notation for the
Prz.#c/.p;.c7 and,  at  a deeper level  than that,  they're talking  about  is-
sues that they each understood very well - they  didn't have to ex-

plain anything to each other.  I think that of all the material that we
know exists,  if this correspondence is not going to tell us important
stuff  about  the   creation   of  P7.j.#cj.pz.cr  A4lcz/feemcz/I.ccz  nothing   will.

There is nothing else that we know exists that is going to have any-
thing like that importance for understanding Russell's early logic.
IK: Do you think that philosophers are looking to Russell's work to
uncover the precise nature of his  contributions to the history of so-
called "analytic  philosophy" or to  see how an  understanding of his
texts  might  be  informative  for  solving  contemporary  problems  in

philosophy, and in your opinion are these separable tasks?
NG:  I think they are separate. Both are going on and different peo-

ple  are doing  different things.  Those,  like  myself,  who are  heavily
involved in the history of philosophy are trying to find out what he
actually believed and to give a coherent account of his actual philo-
sophy. But I think there are other people who are using his philoso-

phy. One example was Gareth Evans, who plundered the notion of a
"Russellian  proposition"  from  Russell,  admitting  that  it  probably

wasn't what Russell meant by a proposition, but wanting  a label to

give  it,  and  acknowledging  that  there  were  affinities  between  the
notion that Evans wanted and the one that Russell previously had.
Another example  is  a book that came out recently on causation by
Huw  Price  and  Richard  Corny,  which  again  looks  back to  Russell,
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but appropriates him for contemporary work. I think both approaches
are  legitimate,  but  it  is  important to  know  which  one  you're  doing
and not to  pass off appropriated  stuff which you're  using  for con-
temporary purposes as if it were the historical truth about what Rus-
sell actually believed.
JG:  It  seems  that  if you're  intending  to  attack  a  view,  it wouldn't
make sense to misattribute that view to Russell and if you're going
to defend a view that was never Russell's, why in that case ....
NG: It may well be a defensible view and you may want to defend
it and you might find that even though it wasn't Russell's view, you
might find arguments for defending it in Russell and that's all quite
legitimate.  That sort of scrapping and recycling of positions  in phi-
losophy  goes on  all  the time,  but there ought to  be  due  care  taken
with getting the historical philosophies correct.
JG: That makes me wonder whether historians of early analytic phi-
losophy have a role to play - and, if so, what that role is ~ in solv-
ing contemporary problems in philosophy or metaphysics.
NG: I don't think that's the justification for their endeavour. As his-
torians  of philosophy,  they  are  trying to  understand the  thought of
the  past  and  that  is  an  important task  in  itself.  So  saying  "Will  it
help us  solve contemporary problems?" - it might,  but in the same
way that the reason for an historian to try to understand the causes
of the First World War is not necessarily to ensure that it never hap-

pens again or to  solve current political problems, but to understand
what went on in the past.
JG:  Isn't there  something  distinctive,  though,  about  doing  the  his-
tory  of  philosophy,  apart  from  doing  "intellectual  history"  as  it
might be carried out by more social scientific means within history.
NG:  Yes, that's true and you notice the difference.  There are  some
books published like that which do history of philosophy from a so-
ciological  point  of view.  The  authors  hardly  ever make judgments
as to whether positions are coherent or arguments are valid, and that,
I think,  is  the  key  difference  between that  sort of work,  the  socio-
logical work, and the philosophical work on the past.  So I think an
historian  of philosophy  is  interested  in what was  actually  believed
and whether it was  coherent to  believe  it or whether it  was,  in the
terms of that time, justified to believe it.
IK: If we are doing only the history of early analytic philosophy are
we really doing philosophy,  are we doing analysis orjust research-
ing views in context?
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NG: There's a book on the reception of logic by German philoso-
phers at the end of the 19th century and the early 20th century, by a 
Finnish scholar, Jarmo Pulkkinen. He isn't a philosopher, but an 
historian who works in the history department at Oulu University 
and he did this extraordinarily interesting book in which he, appar-
ently exhaustively, catalogued all the responses that German philo-
sophers had made to the emerging field of formal logic from the 
time of Frege to, basically, Principia Mathematica. In all of that 
book, he never offered a single thought as to whether any position 
that was held by any of those philosophers was correct, or justified, 
or even coherent. He was just prepared to record it, but in recording 
it he produced an extraordinarily interesting book. He was interest-
ed not that philosophers might have held these views because they 
were the correct views, but that they might have held them because 
they worked in technical high schools and not in universities and if 
they'd worked in universities, they would have held different views 
about the importance of logic. I found that a fascinating book, but 
one almost completely devoid of philosophical content. It was pure-
ly historical or sociological. 
JG: In considering the impact that Russell's works have had over 
several decades and in looking back at the emergence of the history 
of early analytic philosophy as its own field of study, where do you 
think that Russell's work had a remarkable, but perhaps short-lived 
or culturally contingent impact? And where do you think his work 
has exhibited a significant and sustained — maybe even warranted —
even if unacknowledged influence? 
NG: On the first question, a key example is the notion of a sense-
datum. If you ask what people know about Russell's theory of 
knowledge, they say "Russell was the philosopher who believed 
that physical objects could be constructed out of sense-data." Now 
this was a view that in fact Russell held for five years in a career of 
about sixty years, but it had a huge impact and is what people now-
adays know about Russell. 

On the other question, where did he have an important impact 
which is unacknowledged: here there is one important doctrine 
which has dominated the philosophy of language through the sec-
ond half of the 20th century from the later Wittgenstein on and this 
is the view, usually attributed to Wittgenstein, that meaning is de-
rived from use. Or as Wittgenstein in fact says in the Philosophical  

Investigations, that the meaning of an expression is its use. This was 
actually a doctrine that came from Russell. Russell was putting it for-
ward in the Analysis of Mind at the very time Wittgenstein was pub-
lishing his notorious picture theory of language. So at the time Witt-
genstein is putting forward a view of language that he later comes 
to think is fundamentally flawed, Russell is already, I think, seeing 
the flaws of that model of language and is looking at a completely 
different one. He is not particularly interested in it, because Russell 
was not particularly interested in the philosophy of language, but 
nonetheless he was wondering what meaning could be and was put-
ting forward a use theory of meaning which we know Wittgenstein 
read, because there is massive evidence that Wittgenstein got all 
sorts of things from the Analysis of Mind — usually things that he 
went on to criticize. An exhaustive list of the things that Wittgen-
stein criticized in that book is to be found in Garth Hallett's massive 
compilation A Companion to Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investi-
gations. But the one thing that Hallett doesn't mention is the use 
theory of meaning which you find in the Analysis of Mind. It's close 
to plagiarism, in fact, for Wittgenstein to have taken that idea and 
not credited it, though of course he didn't credit the ideas he criti-
cized either. But that is, I think, one place where Russell had, indi-
rectly through Wittgenstein, an enormous impact. Whether Wittgen-
stein would have ever thought of it on his own, I don't know, but 
there is every reason to suppose that he got it from Russell. 
JG: That is significant for understanding Russell's influence on 
Wittgenstein and something perhaps that we don't have a good ex-
cuse for not understanding, given that the Analysis of Mind is an 
accessible work. 
NG: It's just that Russell doesn't say very much about it. It is a by-
product of that work, so he doesn't emphasize it and for that reason 
it can be overlooked. But Wittgenstein certainly didn't overlook it. 
JG: Is there anything in the archives that elaborates the view? 
NG: Not very much, because Russell was not concerned about lan-
guage itself or not very much. And he thought that how words were 
related to meaning was a contingent, empirical matter that linguists 
would deal with. It wasn't a philosophical issue of any great impor-
tance for him. 
IK: I guess we could say that when Russell differentiates logical 
form and linguistic form, even though he is not explicitly doing the 
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NG:  There's  a book  on the reception  of logic  by German philoso-

phers at the end of the  19th century and the early 20th century, by a
Finnish  scholar,  Jarmo  Pulkkinen.  He  isn't  a  philosopher,  but  an
historian who  works  in  the  history  department at  Oulu  University
and he did this extraordinarily  interesting book in which he,  appar-
ently exhaustively, catalogued all the responses that German philo-
sophers  had  made  to  the  emerging  field  of formal  logic  from  the
time  of Frege  to,  basically,  P7`/.#cz.p/.cz  A4lc}/Aemcr//.cc}.  In  all  of that

book, he never offered a single thought as to whether any position
that was held by any of those philosophers was correct, or justified,
or even coherent. He was just prepared to record it, but in recording
it he produced an extraordinarily  interesting book. He was  interest-
ed not that philosophers  might have  held these views because they
were the correct views, but that they might have held them because
they worked in technical high schools and not in universities and if
they'd worked in universities, they would have held different views
about the importance of logic. I found that a fascinating book, but
one almost completely devoid of philosophical content. It was pure-
ly historical or sociological.
JG:  ln  considering  the  impact that  Russell's  works  have  had  over
several decades and in looking back at the emergence of the history
of early analytic philosophy as its own field of study, where do you
think that Russell's work had a remarkable, but perhaps short-lived
or culturally contingent impact?  And where do you think his  work
has exhibited a significant and sustained - maybe even warranted -
even if unacknowledged influence?
NG:  On the  first question,  a key  example  is the  notion  of a sense-
datum.  If  you  ask  what  people  know  about  Russell's  theory  of
knowledge,  they  say  "Russell  was  the  philosopher  who  believed
that physical  objects could be  constructed out of sense-data." Now
this was a view that in fact Russell held for five years in a career of
about sixty years, but it had a huge impact and is what people now-
adays know about Russell.

On the other question,  where  did he have  an  important  impact
which  is  unacknowledged:   here  there   is  one   important  doctrine
which  has  dominated the  philosophy  of language  through the  see-
ond half of the 20th century from the later Wittgenstein on and this
is the  view,  usually  attributed to  Wittgenstein,  that meaning  is  de-
rived from use. Or as Wittgenstein in fact says in the Pfoz./osopfoj.ccz/
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Jwes//.gcr//.o#s, that the meaning of an expression is its use. This was
actually a doctrine that came from Russell. Russell was putting it for-
ward in the .4#cz/ys7.s o/Mz.#cJ at the very time Wittgenstein was pub-
lishing his notorious picture theory of language. So at the time Witt-

genstein  is  putting forward  a view of language that he  later comes
to think is fundamentally  flawed, Russell  is already, I think,  seeing
the flaws of that model of language and  is  looking at a completely
different one. He is not particularly interested in it, because Russell
was  not  particularly  interested  in  the  philosophy  of language,  but
nonetheless he was wondering what meaning could be and was put-
ting forward a use theory of meaning which we know Wittgenstein
read,  because  there  is  massive  evidence  that  Wittgenstein  got  all
sorts  of things  from  the 477cr/ysz.s  o/A4lj.#cJ -usually  things  that  he
went on to  criticize.  An  exhaustive  list of the things  that Wittgen-
stein criticized in that book is to be found in Garth Hallett's massive
c;ompi+ed\on A  Companion  to  Wittgenstein 's  Philosophical  lnvesti-

gcr/I.o#s.  But  the  one  thing  that  Hallett  doesn't  mention  is  the  use
theory of meaning which you find in the 4#c7/ys7.a o/A417.#c/.  It's close
to plagiarism,  in fact,  for Wittgenstein to have taken that idea and
not credited  it, though of course  he  didn't credit the  ideas  he criti-
cized either. But that is,  I think, one place where Riissell had, indi-
rectly through Wittgenstein, an enormous impact. Whether Wittgen-
stein would have  ever thought of it on his own,  I don't know,  but
there is every reason to suppose that he got it from Russell.
JG:   That  is  significant  for  understanding  Russell's   influence  on
Wittgenstein and something perhaps that we don't have a good ex-
cuse  for  not  understanding,  given  that  the 4#c!/ys7.s  a/A4lz.#cJ is  an
accessible work.
NG: It's just that Russell doesn't say very much about it. It is a by-

product of that work, so he doesn't emphasize it and for that reason
it can be overlooked. But Wittgenstein certainly didn't overlook it.
JG: Is there anything in the archives that elaborates the view?
NG: Not very much,  because Russell was not concerned about lan-

guage itself or not very much. And he thought that how words were
related to meaning was a contingent, empirical matter that linguists
would deal with. It wasn't a philosophical issue of any great impor-
tance for him.
IK:  I  guess  we  could  say  that  when  Russell  differentiates  logical
form and linguistic form, even though he is not explicitly doing the



INTERVIEW WITH NICHOLAS GRIFFIN 	 21 

20 	 GALAUGHER AND KORTELAINEN 

philosophy of language, he has influenced philosophers who are do-
ing the philosophy of language. 
NG: Yes, the theory of descriptions is obviously one of the most 
important contributions to the philosophy of language in the early 
part of the 20th century. It's just that when Russell was creating it, 
he didn't think of it as a contribution to the philosophy of language, 
because he didn't think that the philosophy of language was terribly 
important. 
IK: The question can only be incompletely answered: What direc-
tion do you think work on Russell is taking and what trends do you 
think are emerging more broadly in the history of early analytic phi-
losophy now that the field is established and is perhaps more reflec-
tive about its aims? 
NG: I think on the second question, there is a new emphasis on get-
ting the history right, whereas before, the idea of getting an interest-
ing story was more dominant. Basically the idea was to show how 
people had begun there and ended up here; how they'd begun with 
the positions held at the turn of the century and then by 1940 had 
come up with some kind of neo-logical positivism. The purpose was 
to try to tell that story in a way that would make it inevitable that 
philosophers would end up believing what philosophers in the 
1940s believed. So one thing that is being demolished is that view 
of the history, that there is some sort of grand inevitability such that 
if you start with Hegelianism and show that that is false, then you 
go through these steps until you go through logical positivism and 
then you realize that that won't work and so you end up a logical 
empiricist or an ordinary language philosopher, one of those two 
options. That sort of inevitable, a priori history just doesn't pass 
muster anymore. Some philosophers still do a priori history, but 
most people think that the history of philosophy is a contingent em-
pirical matter and you actually have to pay attention to what people 
said and believed. 
JG: How would you describe the enterprise now: is it more like 
tracing Ariadnean threads? 
NG: [laughs] Yes, it is. It is. The past is much more labyrinthine 
than people believed it to be. They told a nice story that was easy to 
teach to undergraduates, which was its great virtue, and it was easy 
to discuss at the dinner table, which was another great cultural vir-
tue of it — it was clear, straightforward, and it seemed virtually in- 

evitable. You had a few set positions, you could describe them suc-
cinctly, and each one had a defect which lead to the next one, so it 
was a very Whiggish view of history and you ended up inevitably 
with views just like those which you and your other colleagues at 
the dinner table held. I'm imagining a modern symposium of philo-
sophers in the 1940s sitting at a dinner table: they all agree on cer-
tain things, about how metaphysics is not very satisfactory, they've 
got a certain range of positions that they hold in common, and they 
have a certain story about how it was inevitable that they ended up 
holding that set of rational beliefs and that no other beliefs would 
have been rational. 
JG: To belabour the point, how do the roundtable discussions of the 
history of early analytic philosophy societies or Russell societies 
differ from those dinner-table conversations? 
NG: I think, when they're serious at any rate, they're much, much 
more complicated. There's no doubt that the story that we've got is 
less satisfying than the one that they invented — a priori history has 
its advantages and its great advantage is simplicity, because you're 
not constrained by what actually happened in the past, you can tell a 
nice simple story about it. 
JG: Could that be alleged of Russell? 
NG: Yes, it certainly could. It could be alleged of Russell in The 
History of Western Philosophy. I don't think it could be alleged of 
Russell in his book on Leibniz, where he really did pay — and I'm 
not saying he got Leibniz right — but he did pay a lot of attention to 
what Leibniz actually believed and it was notoriously difficult to 
get Leibniz right. The history of work on Leibniz exhibits exactly 
the same sort of duality that I've just mentioned: one the one hand, 
there is a nice simple story that you can teach to undergraduates 
about the Monadology and it seems, as Russell said, "just like a 
fairy tale"; no reason to believe it true, but it's a nice story. 
JG: And what did Russell say about the value of the true? 
NG: Oh, the value of the true! He had a lovely remark about the 
value of truth: he said that it was "dull, complex, and unedifying." 
And then he acknowledged that that remark about it was not dull, 
complex, and unedifying, so there was sort of a paradox. And I 
think that that is largely true. The truth about the great dead phi-
losophers is often dull, complex, and unedifying, but at the same 
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philosophy of language, he has influenced philosophers who are do-
ing the philosophy of language.
NG:  Yes,  the  theory  of descriptions  is  obviously  one  of the  most
important  contributions  to  the  philosophy  of language  in the  early

part of the 20th century. It's just that when Russell was creating it,
he didn't think of it as a contribution to the philosophy of language,
because he didn't think that the philosophy of language was terribly
important.
IK:  The  question  can  only be  incompletely  answered:  What  direc-
tion do you think work on Russell is taking and what trends do you
think are emerging more broadly in the history of early analytic phi-
losophy now that the field is established and is perhaps more reflec-
tive about its aims?
NG: I think on the second question, there is a new emphasis on get-
ting the history right, whereas before, the idea of getting an interest-
ing  story was more dominant.  Basically the  idea was to  show how

people had begun there and ended up here; how they'd begun with
the  positions  held  at the  turn  of the  century  and then by  1940  had
come up with some kind of nco-logical positivism. The purpose was
to try  to  tell  that  story  in  a way that would make  it  inevitable that

philosophers   would   end   up   believing   what   philosophers   in   the
1940s believed.  So one thing that  is  being demolished  is that view
of the history, that there is some sort of grand inevitability such that
if you  start with Hegelianism  and  show that that  is  false,  then you

go through these  steps  until you go through  logical  positivism  and
then  you  realize  that that won't work  and  so  you  end  up  a  logical
empiricist  or  an  ordinary  language  philosopher,  one  of those  two
options.  That  sort  of inevitable,  a  priori  history just  doesn't  pass
muster  anymore.  Some  philosophers  still  do  a  priori  history,  but
most people think that the history of philosophy is a contingent em-

pirical matter and you actually have to pay attention to what people
said and believed.
JG:  How  would  you  describe  the  enterprise  now:  is  it  more  like
tracing Ariadnean threads?
NG:  [laughs]  Yes,  it  is.  It  is.  The  past  is  much  more  labyrinthine
than people believed it to be. They told a nice story that was easy to
teach to undergraduates, which was its great virtue, and it was easy
to discuss  at the dinner table, which was another great cultural vir-
tue of it - it was  clear,  straightforward,  and  it  seemed  virtually  in-
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evitable. You had a few set positions, you could describe them suc-
cinctly, and each one had a defect which  lead to the next one,  so it
was  a very  Whiggish view of history  and you  ended  up  inevitably
with  views just  like  those  which you  and your other  colleagues  at
the dinner table held. I'm imagining a modem symposium of philo-
sophers  in the  1940s  sitting at a dinner table:  they all  agree on cer-
tain things, about how metaphysics is not very satisfactory, they've

got a certain range of positions that they hold in common, and they
have a certain story about how it was  inevitable that they ended up
holding  that  set  of rational  beliefs  and that no  other beliefs  would
have been rational.
JG: To belabour the point, how do the roundtable discussions of the
history  of early  analytic  philosophy  societies  or  Russell  societies
differ from those dinner-table conversations?
NG:  I  think,  when they're  serious  at  any  rate,  they're  much,  much
more complicated. There's no doubt that the story that we've got is
less satisfying than the one that they invented - a priori history has
its advantages and  its great advantage is  simplicity,  because you're
not constrained by what actually happened in the past, you can tell a
nice simple story about it.
JG: Could that be alleged of Russell?
NG:  Yes,  it  certainly  could.  It  could  be  alleged  of Russell  in  77!e
fJ/.s/or); o/ Wcs/cr7c P4j./osapky.  I  don't think  it could  be  alleged of
Russell  in  his  book on Leibniz,  where  he really  did pay - and  I'm
not saying he got Leibniz right - but he did pay a lot of attention to
what  Leibniz  actually  believed  and  it  was  notoriously  difficult  to

get Leibniz  right.  The  history  of work  on  Leibniz  exhibits  exactly
the same sort of duality that I've just mentioned: one the one hand,
there  is  a  nice  simple  story  that  you  can  teach  to  undergraduates
about  the  A4lo#crc7o/og)/  and  it  seems,  as  Russell  said,  "just  like  a
fairy tale"; no reason to believe it true, but it's a nice story.
JG: And what did Russell say about the value of the true?
NG:  Oh,  the  value  of the  true!  He  had  a  lovely  remark  about  the
value of truth:  he  said that it was  "dull,  complex,  and unedifying."
And then he  acknowledged that that remark about it was  not dull,
complex,  and  unedifying,  so  there  was  sort  of a  paradox.  And  I
think  that  that  is  largely  true.  The  truth  about  the  great  dead  phi-
losophers  is  often  dull,  complex,  and  unedifying,  but  at  the  same
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time the intricacy of it has its interest, and the a priori view is too 
simple to command your interest. If actual history were like that, 
you wouldn't want to do the history of philosophy for long, because 
it's too simple a story — you'd just teach your undergraduate course 
in it and pass on. But when you think "what did Leibniz actually be-
lieve" or "what did Russell actually believe" — what they believed 
was much more complicated, much more difficult to pass along to 
undergraduates, and not at all the sort of thing that you would want 
in a sort of Rortian after-dinner conversation. 
JG: And to the extent that it was aimed at simplicity, it wasn't 
aimed at simplicity of that kind or at that cost. 
NG: You don't want to sacrifice the truth for the sake of simplicity. 
In a way, Russell's remark about the truth makes me think, by way 
of the opposite to it, of Rorty's view that the important contribution 
to philosophy is in the next smart thing to say in the conversation, 
whereas Russell's view was that what philosophy should be saying 
is the truth, which is "dull, complex, and unedifying" and not the 
sort of thing that you'd want in a Rortian conversation. 
JG: There's a kind of cynicism in the Rortian view. 
NG: Well, certainly a cynicism in my account of it. 
JG: Rightly so, I think, but that cynicism has been attributed to the 
later Russell and I wonder about the extent to which you think 
that's true. 
NG: I don't think it's correctly attributed to Russell. It strikes me as 
interesting that Rorty, who believed that what passes as the truth will 
be the next smart thing in the conversation, went on basically saying 
the same thing for thirty years, as if it were the absolute truth and he 
had a religious revelation to convey, whereas Russell, who believed 
the truth was dull, complex, and unedifying, managed to find differ-
ent things to say, which intrigued both a popular and a professional 
audience for decades. There's something very odd about that. Peo-
ple do criticize Russell for unduly popularizing philosophy: there's 
Wittgenstein's famous remark that Russell wrote two series of books, 
the philosophy ones like Principia which should be bound in red, 
which everyone should read, and the other ones, like Marriage and 
Morals, which should be bound in blue and which no one should be 
allowed to read. Russell was certainly not being cynical in writing 
Marriage and Morals. It's not in my mind a great book. It was per-
haps an influential book; it was influential enough to get him ban-
ned from teaching at the City College in New York. There are corn- 

plaints you may make about it — simple-mindedness or naiveté — but 
not cynicism. He genuinely thought that this was the right thing to 
say about sexual morality and was stuff that needed to be said. In 
the 1960s the book came to seem quite conservative. I think Russell 
probably thought that it was going to be more provocative than it 
actually was. It came out when he was lecturing in America and he 
was fearful he'd get banned from the Bible Belt because of it. But 
that didn't happen. He gave his talks all over America despite it. 
Oddly enough, it was only eleven or twelve years later, and in New 
York not the Bible Belt, that it created a scandal, which is ironical. 
The American Bible Belt in the 1920s didn't give a damn about it, 
but New York in the 1940s was up in arms against it. But it was very 
much an engineered outcry: it wasn't that people were horrified by 
this infidel in their midst, it was that the Catholic bishops were and 
the school board that tried to defend Russell's position got no polit-
ical support, even from the liberals, because they were scared of 
losing electoral support from the Catholics. 
JG: As you said, the decline in interest in the social-political views 
has something to do with the fact that the controversy that once sur-
rounded them no longer surrounds them. 
NG: Yes, that's true. 
JG: That said, it's not necessarily desirable to read all of Russell's 
works even if it were possible. So, what do you think are the most 
valuable overlooked unpublished materials or is there anything in 
particular that you're digging for at the moment? 
NG: What I'm digging for is in the Russell-Whitehead correspon-
dence. That's my next big project and I think that is some of the 
most, potentially the most, interesting material still unpublished in 
the archives. There's been a huge amount of material there that was 
unpublished when Russell died, but a lot of it has now been pub-
lished and a lot of it has been studied quite closely. It seems to me 
that the Russell-Whitehead correspondence is the one, large undis-
covered landmass that hasn't been explored. 
JG: Now that a lot of the materials have been published, what can 
we look forward to seeing from the Bertrand Russell Research Cen-
tre in terms of its upcoming or ongoing projects? 
NG: What I'm hoping that you will see in the next two years is 
30,000 of Russell's letters, or thereabouts, put up on the web. We're 
working on an edition of his complete correspondence and the first 
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time the  intricacy of it has  its  interest,  and the a priori  view  is too
simple  to  command  your  interest.  If actual  history  were  like  that,

you wouldn't want to do the history of philosophy for long, because
it's too simple a story -you'd just teach your undergraduate course
in it and pass on. But when you think "what did Leibniz actually be-
lieve"  or "what did  Russell  actually  believe" - what they believed
was much more  complicated, much more difficult to pass along to
undergraduates, and not at all the sort of thing that you would want
in a sort of Rortian after-dinner conversation.
JG:  And  to  the  extent  that  it  was  aimed  at  simplicity,  it  wasn't
aimed at simplicity of that kind or at that cost.
NG: You don't want to sacrifice the truth for the sake of simplicity.
In a way, Russell's remark about the truth makes me think, by way
of the opposite to it, of Rorty's view that the important contribution
to  philosophy  is  in the next smart thing to  say  in the conversation,
whereas Russell's view was that what philosophy should be saying
is  the  truth,  which  is  "dull,  complex,  and  unedifying"  and  not  the
sort of thing that you'd want in a Rortian conversation.
JG: There's a kind of cynicism in the Rortian view.
NG: Well, certainly a cynicism in my account of it.
JG: Rightly  so,  I think, but that cynicism has been attributed to the
later  Russell  and  I  wonder  about  the  extent  to  which  you  think
that's true.
NG: I don't think it's correctly attributed to Russell. It strikes me as
interesting that Rorty, who believed that what passes as the truth will
be the next small thing in the conversation, went on basically saying
the same thing for thirty years, as if it were the absolute truth and he
had a religious revelation to convey, whereas Russell, who believed
the truth was dull, complex, and unedifying, managed to find differ-
ent things to say, which intrigued both a popular and a professional
audience  for decades.  There's  something very odd about that. Peo-

ple do  criticize Russell for unduly popularizing philosophy:  there's
Wittgenstein's famous remark that Russell wrote two series of books,
the  philosophy  ones  like Pr/.#c/.p/.cz which  should  be  bound  in  red,
which everyone should read, and the other ones, like A4c7rrz.c7ge o#d
IWor¢/s, which should be bound in blue and which no one should be
allowed to  read.  Russell was  certainly not being  cynical  in writing
A4lc}r7'z.czge c7#cJ A4lorcr/s.  It's not in my mind a great book.  It was per-

haps  an  influential  book;  it was  influential  enough  to get him ban-
ned from teaching at the City College in New York. There are com-

INTERVIEW WITH NICHOLAS GRIFFIN                               23

plaints you may make about it -simple-mindedness or naivet6 -but
not cynicism.  He genuinely thought that this was the right thing to
say about sexual  morality  and was  stuff that needed to be  said.  In
the  1960s the book came to seem quite conservative. I think Russell

probably thought that  it was  going to  be  more provocative than  it
actually was. It came out when he was lecturing in America and he
was fearful he'd get banned from the Bible Belt because of it. But
that  didn't  happen.  He  gave  his  talks  all  over  America  despite  it.
Oddly enough, it was only eleven or twelve years later, and in New
York not the Bible Belt, that it created a scandal, which is ironical.
The American  Bible Belt in the  1920s didn't give  a damn about it,
but New York in the 1940s was up in arms against it. But it was very
much an engineered outcry:  it wasn't that people were horrified by
this infidel in their midst, it was that the Catholic bishops were and
the school board that tried to defend Russell's position got no polit-
ical  support,  even  from  the  liberals,  because  they  were  scared  of
losing electoral support from the Catholics.
JG:  As you  said,  the decline  in  interest in the  social-political  views
has something to do with the fact that the controversy that once sur-
rounded them no longer surrounds them.
NG: Yes, that's true.
JG:  That said,  it's not necessarily  desirable to read all of Russell's
works  even  if it were possible.  So, what do you think are the  most
valuable  overlooked  unpub]ished  materials  or  is  there  anything  in

pailicular that you're digging for at the moment?
NG:  What  I'm  digging  for  is  in  the  Russell-Whitehead  correspon-
dence.  That's  my  next  big  project  and  I  think  that  is  some  of the
most,  potentially  ffoe  most,  interesting  material  still  unpublished  in
the archives. There's been a huge amount of material there that was
unpublished when  Russell  died,  but  a  lot  of it  has  now  been  pub-
lished and a lot of it has been studied quite closely.  It seems to me
that the  Russell-Whitehead  correspondence  is the one,  large undis-
covered landmass that hasn't been explored.
JG: Now that a lot of the materials have been published, what can
we look forward to seeing from the Bertrand Russell Research Cen-
tre in terms of its upcoming or ongoing projects?
NG:  What  I'm  hoping  that  you  will  see  in  the  next  two  years  is
30,000 of Russell's letters, or thereabouts, put up on the web. We're
working on an edition of his complete correspondence and the first
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step to that is to put up just the images of the letters linked to a di-
rectory of them, so that people will be able to access them. Even-
tually we hope to transcribe them and annotate them and do a prop-
er critical edition of them, but in the meantime, the image will be 
better than nothing — Russell's handwriting is quite legible. So that 
is the main task and I'm hoping that that might happen in the next 
two years. We've been working on it for a long time and money has 
been in very short supply, but I'm hoping that in two years, we 
should be able to have those up on the web. 
IK: And this is a large project, because Russell wrote a huge num-
ber of letters. 
NG: He wrote an enormous number of letters. He didn't keep cop-
ies of them all and so we've got only a small fraction of the ones 
that he did write. The complete catalogue of his correspondence, 
both sides, is well over 100,000 letters and that's only what we have 
in the archives. 40,000 were written by Russell himself and of those 
we'll put about 30,000 up. 
JG: If the work to date on the unpublished correspondence is any 
indication, these letters would seem an inexhaustible resource for 
generating new insights into the development of Russell's ideas, his 
interactions with his contemporaries, and points of intersection with 
other developing areas of philosophy, so it would be nice to see this 
project come together. 
NG: Yes, it would. There's a huge amount of material there on ev-
erything under the sun from the philosophy of arithmetic to the pol-
itics of Zambia. There are letters to every sort of person from presi-
dents and heads of state to ordinary people who just wrote some-
times asking him his advice on who they should get married to. He 
almost had a sideline for a while as an agony aunt. People would 
write him to ask: should they many the girl they had fallen in love 
with, should they have children — it's really astonishing. 
JG: So there's something for everyone: for the dinner-tables or 
roundtables. 
NG: For everyone. Yes, exactly. And there are letters to Einstein, 
letters to T.S. Eliot, letters to D.H. Lawrence, letters to John Len-
non, just a huge range. It is hard to imagine any philosopher having 
that range of connection. 
JG: I wonder then, why is there this obstacle to securing funding? Is 
it just that people are unaware that these letters exist or contain  

those things of interest which they do? 
NG: No, I think part of it is that the arts in Canada are very substan-
tially underfunded and it's not easy to.... I was going to say that it 
isn't easy to turn this into new technology, but we in fact have 
turned it into new technology. 
JG: And very successfully. 
NG: Yes, because we've devised an extraordinarily wide-ranging 
editing program for the transcription and editing and annotating of 
these letters. So this publishing project will be automated, or a lot 
more than any previous editing project — and automated by software 
that we've created for ourselves. But the support for humanities re-
search in Canada is rather slight and at McMaster it is rather slight 
as well. Hopefully when they see what we can do that might change. 
JG: And they have seen some of that already. 
NG: I hope so. 
JG: Thank you very much for your time, Professor Griffin. 
NG: Thank you. 
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step to that is to put up just the images of the letters  linked to a di-
rectory  of them,  so  that people  will  be  able to  access  them.  Even-
tually we hope to transcribe them and annotate them and do a prop-
er critical  edition  of them,  but  in  the  meantime,  the  image  will  be
better than nothing -Russell's handwriting is quite legible.  So that
is the main task and I'm hoping that that might happen in the next
two years. We've been working on it for a long time and money has
been  in  very  short  supply,  but  I'm  hoping  that  in  two  years,  we
should be able to have those up on the web.
IK:  And this is a large project, because Russell wrote a huge num-
ber of letters.
NG: He wrote an enormous number of letters. He didn't keep cop-
ies  of them  all  and  so  we've  got only  a  small  fraction of the  ones
that  he  did  write.  The  complete  catalogue  of his  correspondence,
both sides, is well over 100,000 letters and that's only what we have
in the archives. 40,000 were written by Russell himself and of those
we'll put about 30,000 up.
JG:  If the  work  to  date  on  the  unpublished  correspondence  is  any
indication,  these  letters  would  seem  an  inexhaustible  resource  for

generating new insights into the development of Russell's ideas, his
interactions with his contemporaries. and points of intersection with
other developing areas of philosophy, so it would be nice to see this

project come together.
NG: Yes, it would.  There's a huge amount of material there on ev-
erything under the sun from the philosophy of arithmetic to the pol-
itics of zambia. There are letters to every sort of person from presi-
dents  and  heads  of state  to  ordinary  people  who just  wrote  some-
times asking him his advice on who they should get married to. He
almost  had  a  sideline  for  a while  as  an  agony  aunt.  People  would
write him to ask:  should they many the girl they had fallen  in love
with, should they have children -it's really astonishing.
JG:   So  there's  something  for  everyone:  for  the  dinner-tables  or
roundtables.
NG:  For  everyone.  Yes,  exactly.  And  there  are  letters  to  Einstein,
letters  to  T.S.  Eliot,  letters  to  D.H.  Lawrence,  letters to  John Len-
non, just a huge range. It is hard to imagine any philosopher having
that range of connection.
JG: I wonder then, why is there this obstacle to securing funding? Is
it just  that  people  are  unaware  that  these  letters  exist  or  contain
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those things of interest which they do?
NG: No, I think part of it is that the arts in Canada are very substan-
tially  underfunded  and  it's not easy to ....  I was  going to  say that  it
isn't  easy  to  turn  this  into  new  technology,  but  we  in  fact  have
turned it into new technology.
JG: And very successfully.
NG:  Yes,  because  we've  devised  an  extraordinarily  wide-ranging
editing program  for the transcription  and  editing  and  annotating of
these  letters.  So this  publishing  project will  be  automated,  or a  lot
more than any previous editing project -and automated by software
that we've created for ourselves. But the support for humanities re-
search  in  Canada is rather slight and at MCMaster it is rather slight
as well. Hopefully when they see what we can do that might change.
JG: And they have seen some of that already.
NG: I hope so.
JG: Thank you very much for your time, Professor Griffin.
NG: Thank you.
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losophers, Palgrave Macmillan, 2008. Hardcover, 256 pp, $80.00. 

In his book, Bertrand Russell and the Edwardian Philosophers, Omar 
Nasim applies considerable scholarship and clarity of expression to 
an important yet neglected subject: Russell's place among his most 
immediate contemporaries between 1911 and 1915. Nasim concen-
trates on Russell's earliest attempts to construct the external world 
from sense-data — for example, in "The Relation of Sense-Data to 
Physics" and Our Knowledge of the External World, both published 
in 1914 — and challenges the orthodox view that Russell's epistem-
ology was "simply a direct descendent and response to the Empiri-
cists of old" (Nasim, 169). 

In the period Nasim focuses on, Russell was a professional phi-
losopher "participating in symposia, colloquia, writing for English 
academic and non-academic periodicals, [and] keeping in touch 
both in person and in letters with many of his colleagues" (14). The 
orthodox view of Russell's epistemology in this period, though it 
captures part of the picture, divorces Russell from his historical con-
text by making him merely a descendent of the empiricists. Nasim 
attempts to right that wrong. In so doing, he hopes to arrive at a bet-
ter understanding of Russell's early attempts to construct the exter-
nal world. More radically, Nasim alludes to a future reconstruction 
of our historical account of the birth of analytic philosophy — a re-
construction in which G.F. Stout and the Edwardian philosophers 
take their rightful place. 

I. RUSSELL, STOUT AND NUNN ON SENSE-DATA 

Walking around a table, it seems to change shape and colour; and as 
you move nearer to and further from it, it seems to get larger and 
smaller. Because we assume that the real table, if there is one, does 
not frequently change its colour, shape, or size, we are seemingly 
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forced to conclude that if it exists, it is not what we directly experi-
ence. Russell was therefore forced to distinguish between sense-
data that we immediately perceive and ordinary objects, for exam-
ple, the table, in his 1912 Problems of Philosophy. 

Russell's appeal there to sense-data was borrowed from G.E. 
Moore. Russell used Moore's lecture notes to prepare Problems of 

Philosophy, where he develops a broadly Moorean theory of per-
ception. (Moore's lecture notes became Some Main Problems of 

Philosophy, published in 1953.) But Moore wasn't working in a 
vacuum, and Nasim pays little attention to him. Moore and Russell 
were both appealing to sense-data while a philosophical controversy 
was waged about sense-data between G.F. Stout on the one hand 
and Samuel Alexander and T.P. Nunn on the other. According to 
Nasim (3), the roots of this controversy are planted in Stout's 1904 
article "Primary and Secondary Qualities," and the debate rumbled 
on for many years. Nunn was still actively engaged in his dispute 
with Stout in his 1916 paper "Sense-Data and Physical Objects." 

The controversy centred on the nature of sense-data: both sides 
adapted a distinction between sense-data and ordinary objects, but 
were sense-data psychical or physical, did they persist when not be-
ing perceived, and how did they give rise to knowledge of the ordi-
nary objects that they were said to represent, if indeed they do give 
rise to such knowledge? Nasim presents Russell's extraordinary at-
tempts to construct ordinary objects out of sense-data in 1913-14 
against the backdrop of two postulates fought over in the controver-
sy: Stout's and Nunn's. This influence resulted in a reversal by Rus-
sell of his earlier position, inherited from Moore, that sense-data 
and ordinary objects are distinct. 

In his 1909 article for the Proceedings of the Aristotelian Soci-
ety, "Are Presentations Mental or Physical?", Stout attacks Alexan-
der's account of sense-data as physical entities that Alexander had 
argued for in his article "Mental Activity in Willing and in Ideas" 
published in the same issue of the Proceedings. Nasim sketches all 
of Stout's concerns, though only one will be focused on here. 

Consider the following example: Adam puts his hand into a 
bucket of water and feels a cold sensation; simultaneously, Brenda 
puts her hand into the same bucket of water and feels a hot sensa-
tion. Could the very same thing have two contrary qualities inhering 
in it at the same time and place? "No," Stout answers "for this  

`would involve a contradiction—  (Nasim, 55). Stout's reaction is 
based on what Nasim calls "Stout's postulate," which states that 
contrary qualities cannot inhere in the same thing at the same time 
and place. This line of reasoning leads Stout to conclude that sense-
data are mental and subjective, "so that Adam's experience of a 
cold sensation is a distinct psychical existent from Brenda's hot 
sensation" (ibid). 

In a 1910 article, Nunn leapt to Alexander's defence. Nunn sim-
ply denies Stout's postulate. Nunn's postulate, its replacement, says 
that "a thing actually 'owns' all the qualities that may be offered to 
sense-experience under different circumstances and conditions" 
(Nasim, 75). Nasim quotes Nunn's explanation: 

There is no difficulty in the case of the water which appears 
warm to A and cold to B. To me it seems true, not only that 
both the warmth and the coldness are really experienced, but 
also that, under the appropriate conditions, both are there to 
be experienced. (Ibid.) 

Stout thinks it impossible for a thing to instantiate contrary qual-
ities at the same place and time. Nunn thinks that contrary qualities 
can be located in the same place and time. Russell is able, in his 
construction of the external world, to adopt both postulates by dis-
tinguishing two senses of the phrase 'in the same place.' 

In Our Knowledge, Russell begins his construction of the exter-
nal world with the claim that no two percipients ever share an iden-
tical world of sense-experience. If we both look at the same table, 
however similar our experience will be, there will certainly be dif-
ferences forced upon our experiences given our distinct points of 
view. Russell maintains that these "private worlds" or "perspec-
tives" exist even when nobody perceives them. And there are, he 
claimed, an infinite number of existent perspectives. 

Russell is now able to adopt both Stout's postulate and Nunn's 
postulate. The place at which an object appears is a single perspec-
tive. In such a place no object instantiates contrary properties. This 
accords with Stout's postulate. The place from which an object ap-
pears is charted in Russell's six dimensional space. Objects do in-
stantiate contrary properties at the places from which they appear: 
this allows you to experience the water as cold while I experience it 
as hot. This accords with Nunn's postulate. However, Russell 
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forced to conclude that if it exists, it is not what we directly experi-
ence.  Russell  was  therefore  forced  to  distinguish  between  sense-
data that we  immediately perceive and ordinary objects,  for exam-

ple, the table, in his  1912 Prob/cms o/PAJ./asapky.
Russell's  appeal  there  to  sense-data  was  borrowed  from  G.E.

Moore. Russell used Moore's  lecture notes to prepare P/ob/ems o/
P¢;./osapky,  where  he  develops  a broadly  Moorean  theory  of per-
ception.  (Moore's  lecture  notes  became  Some  A4cz/.#  Prod/ems  o/
P¢/./osapky,  published  in   1953.)  But  Moore  wasn't  working  in  a
vacuum, and Nasim pays  little attention to him.  Moore and Russell
were both appealing to sense-data while a philosophical controversy
was  waged  about  sense-data  between  G.F.  Stout  on  the  one  hand
and  Samuel  Alexander  and  T.P.  Nunn  on  the  other.  According  to
Nasim (3), the roots of this controversy are planted in Stout's  1904
article "Primary and  Secondary Qualities," and the  debate rumbled
on  for  many  years.  Nunn  was  still  actively  engaged  in  his  dispute
with Stout in his  1916 paper "Sense-Data and Physical Objects."

The controversy  centred on the nature of sense-data:  both  sides
adapted  a distinction  between  sense-data  and  ordinary  objects,  but
were sense-data psychical or physical, did they persist when not be-
ing perceived, and how did they give rise to knowledge of the ordi-
nary objects that they were said to represent,  if indeed they do give
rise to  such knowledge? Nasim presents Russell's extraordinary  at-
tempts  to  construct  ordinary  objects  out  of sense-data  in  1913-14
against the backdrop of two postulates fought over in the controver-
sy: Stout's and Nunn's. This influence resulted in a reversal by Rus-
sell  of his  earlier  position,  inherited  from  Moore,  that  sense-data
and ordinary objects are distinct.

In his  1909 article  for the Proc.eec/;.#gr o/f4e 4r;'s/ofc//.c7# Sac/.-
cfy, "Are Presentations Mental or Physical?",  Stout attacks Alexan-
der's  account of sense-data as physical  entities that Alexander had
argued  for in his  article  "Mental  Activity  in  Willing  and  in  Ideas"

published in the same  issue of the Proccec7;.#gr. Nasim  sketches all
of Stout's concerns, though only one will be focused on here.

Consider  the  following  example:  Adam  puts  his  hand  into  a
bucket of water and feels a cold sensation;  simultaneously,  Brenda

puts her hand into the same bucket of water and feels a hot sensa-
tion. Could the very same thing have two contrary qualities inhering
in  it  at  the  same  time  and  place?  "No,"  Stout  answers  "for  this
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`would  involve  a  contradiction"  (Nasim,  55).  Stout's  reaction  is

based  on  what  Nasim  calls  "Stout's  postulate,"  which  states  that
contrary qualities cannot inhere  in the  same thing at the same time
and place. This line of reasoning leads Stout to conclude that sense-
data  are  mental  and  subjective,  "so  that  Adam's  experience  of a
cold  sensation  is  a  distinct  psychical  existent  from  Brenda's  hot
sensation" (ibid).

In a 1910 article, Nunn leapt to Alexander's defence. Nunn sim-

ply denies Stout's postulate. Nunn's postulate, its replacement, says
that "a thing actually  `owns'  all the qualities that may be offered to
sense-experience   under   different   circumstances   and   conditions"

(Nasim, 75). Nasim quotes Nunn's explanation:

There is no difficulty in the case of the water which appears
warm to A and cold to 8. To me it seems true, not only that
both the warmth and the coldness are really experienced, but
also that, under the appropriate conditions, both are /feere /o
be experienced. (Ibid.)

Stout thinks it impossible for a thing to instantiate contrary qual-
ities at the same place and time. Nunn thinks that contrary qualities
cc7#  be  located  in  the  same  place  and  time.  Russell  is  able,  in  his
construction of the  external world, to adopt both postulates by dis-
tinguishing two senses of the phrase `in the same place.'

In Owr K#ow/ccJge, Russell begins his construction of the exter-
nal world with the claim that no two percipients ever share an iden-
tical  world  of sense-experience.  If we  both  look  at the  same  table,
however similar our experience will  be, there will  certainly be dif-
ferences  forced  upon  our  experiences  given  our  distinct  points  of
view.  Russell  maintains  that  these  "private  worlds"  or  "perspec-
tives"  exist  even  when  nobody  perceives  them.  And  there  are,  he
claimed, an infinite number of existent perspectives.

Russell  is now able to  adopt both  Stout's postulate  and Nunn's

postulate.  The place cz/ w¢z.cfe an object appears  is  a single perspec-
tive. In such a place no object instantiates  contrary properties.  This
accords with  Stout's postulate.  The place,om wfoj.c¢ an object ap-

pears  is  charted  in  Russell's  six dimensional  space.  Objects  c/o  in-
stantiate  contrary  properties  at the  places ufrom  wfoz.cfo they  appear:
this allows you to experience the water as cold while I experience it
as   hot.   This   accords   with  Nunn's   postulate.   However,   Russell
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forges this compromise, not to find a middle path between Stout 
and Nunn, but to refine Nunn's position and maintain, against Stout, 
that sense-data are not psychical. The mere fact that you experience 
something as cold while I experience it as hot is not enough to dem-
onstrate that our sense-data are mind-dependent. 
By this view, then, Russell's work on sense-data and the external 
world was intended to take its place within the Edwardian contro-
versy. But perhaps Nasim is reading Russell's work into a debate 
that Russell cared little for or knew little about. How do we know 
that Russell was really responding to these features of a debate be-
tween the Edwardian philosophers? We know it because Russell 
said so to Nunn. This conversation was reported by Nunn to Alex-
ander in a letter dated 10 July 1914 that Nasim reproduces (119).' 

In addition to clarifying the historical context of Russell's views 
on sense-data, Nasim provides his readers with the clearest exposi-
tion I have ever seen of Russell's somewhat baffling 1914 construc-
tion of the external world. Russell's six-dimensional space, in Nas-
im's hands, becomes relatively easy to comprehend; this, in turn, al-
lows Russell's genius to shine. Once this six-dimensional space is 
in hand, and we have grasped the distinction between the place at 

which a thing appears and the place from which a thing appears, we 
can see how Stout's postulate and Nunn's postulate, mutually ex-
clusive though they initially seem to be, can both be accommo-
dated. Stout's postulate is true, when we consider the place at which 
an object appears, and Nunn's is false. Nunn's postulate is true, 
however, when we consider the place in six-dimensional space from 
which an object appears, and Stout's is false. The limited truth of 
Stout's postulate in no way entails that sense-data must be psychi-
cal. 

II. OTHER ISSUES THAT INFLUENCED RUSSELL 

Russell's accommodation of Stout's postulate with Nunn's postu-
late is not the only line of influence that Nasim sketches from the 
Edwardian philosophers to Russell. Russell's distinctive conception 
of a sense-datum is best understood, Nasim argues, in the light of 
the raging debate between Stout, Nunn and Alexander. We have al- 

The letter is housed at the John Rylands University Library, Samuel Alex-
ander Papers, University of Manchester.  

ready seen how Russell conception of mind-independent and per-
sisting sense-data arose from his engagement with these thinkers. 
Furthermore, contrasting Russell's 1914 logical construction of the 
external world with Stout's "ideal construction" (Stout, 1905) un-
covers a hidden motive to Russell's whole epistemological project: 
Russell wanted to separate philosophy from psychology more dis-
tinctly than Stout had managed to — Russell's construction of the 
external world wasn't merely responding to scepticism, as it is often 
claimed, it was responding to Stout. Stout thought that psychology 
would help us bridge the gap between sense-data and the external 
world. Russell thought that this job should and could be done only 
by logic: the logical form of our statements about the external world 
can be analysed in terms of sense-data and logical constructions out 
of sense-data. 

Nasim (ch. 6) also presents an analogy between Russell's earlier 
construction of irrational and imaginary numbers and his construc-
tion of the external world. Russell had considered many ways of con-
structing these peculiar species of number from less peculiar species 
of number. Nasim goes to great length to show that the various op-
tions open to Russell on this issue correspond to the various ways 
that the Edwardian philosophers sought to construct the external 
world from sense-data. It's no wonder, Nasim goes on to conclude, 
that Russell, who had already provided us with a logical construc-
tion of these controversial numbers, would address this Edwardian 
controversy with a logical construction of the external world. 

Nasim's book begins the important and long overdue task of de-
lineating the influence of figures such as Stout, and through him, 
Brentano, in the emergence and early development of analytic phi-
losophy. Russell has no "philosophically simple and direct link ... 
with the British Empiricists of the Early Modern period" (169). A 
more fine-grained picture emerges when we place Russell in his 
proper historical context. For example, Russell's sense-data, unlike 
the sensations of the empiricists, are real and existent physical ap-
pearances. Furthermore, we are acquainted with sense-data, but we 
are also acquainted with relations. This is no simple empiricism. 

Nasim's focus on Russell's philosophy between 1911-15 is ap-
propriate — it is an important period in Russell's work, during which 
the influence of the Edwardian philosophers was most keenly felt. 
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something as cold while I experience it as hot is not enough to dem-
onstrate that our sense-data are mind-dependent.
By  this  view,  then,  Russell's  work  on  sense-data  and  the  external
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versy.  But  perhaps  Nasim  is  reading  Russell's  work  into  a  debate
that Russell  cared  little  for or knew  little  about.  How do we  know
that Russell was  really responding to these features of a debate be-
tween  the  Edwardian  philosophers?  We  know  it  because  Russell
said  so to Nunn.  This  conversation was reported by Nunn to Alex-
ander in a letter dated  10 July  1914 that Nasim reproduces (119).I

In addition to clarifying the historical context of Russell's views
on  sense-data, Nasim provides his readers with the clearest exposi-
tion I have ever seen of Russell's somewhat baffling  1914 construc-
tion of the external world.  Russell's  six-dimensional  space,  in Nas-
im's hands, becomes relatively easy to comprehend; this, in turn, al-
lows  Russell's  genius to  shine.  Once  this  six-dimensional  space  is
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can  see  how  Stout's  postulate  and Nunn's  postulate,  mutually  ex-
clusive  though  they  initially  seem  to  be,  can  both  be  accommo-
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an  object  appears,  and  Nunn's  is  false.  Nunn's  postulate  is  true,
however, when we consider the place in six-dimensional space¢om
wfo7.cfo  an  object  appears,  and  Stout's  is  false.  The  limited  truth  of
Stout's  postulate  in  no way  entails  that sense-data must be  psychi-
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Russell's  accommodation  of Stout's  postulate  with  Nunn's  postu-
late  is  not the  only  line  of influence  that Nasim  sketches  from  the
Edwardian philosophers to Russell. Russell's distinctive conception
of a  sense-datum  is  best understood,  Nasim  argues,  in  the  light of
the raging debate between Stout, Nunn and Alexander. We have al-

I  The letter is housed at the John Rylands University Library, Samuel Alex-

ander Papers, University of Manchester.

RUSSELL AND THE EDWARDIANS 31

ready  seen  how  Russell  conception  of mind-independent  and  per-
sisting  sense-data  arose  from  his  engagement  with  these  thinkers.
Furthermore,  contrasting Russell's  1914  logical  construction of the
external  world  with  Stout's  "ideal  construction"  (Stout,  1905)  un-
covers  a hidden motive to Russell's whole epistemological project:
Russell  wanted  to  separate  philosophy  from  psychology  more  dis-
tinctly  than  Stout  had  managed  to -  Russell's  construction  of the
external world wasn't merely responding to scepticism, as it is often
claimed,  it was responding to  Stout.  Stout thought that psychology
would  help  us  bridge the  gap  between  sense-data  and  the  external
world.  Russell thought that this job  should and could be done only
by logic: the logical form of our statements about the external world
can be analysed in terms of sense-data and logical constructions out
of sense-data.

Nasim (ch. 6) also presents an analogy between Russell's earlier
construction of irrational  and  imaginary numbers  and his construc-
tion of the external world. Russell had considered many ways of con-
structing these peculiar species of number from less peculiar species
of number. Nasim goes to great length to show that the various op-
tions  open to  Russell  on this  issue  correspond  to  the  various ways
that  the  Edwardian  philosophers  sought  to  construct  the  external
world from sense-data. It's no wonder, Nasim goes on to conclude,
that Russell, who had already  provided  us  with  a  logical  construc-
tion  of these controversial numbers,  would  address  this  Edwardian
controversy with a logical construction of the external world.

Nasim's book begins the important and long overdue task of de-
lineating  the  influence  of figures  such  as  Stout,  and  through  him,
Brentano,  in the emergence  and early development of analytic phi-
losophy.  Russell  has  no  "philosophically  simple  and  direct  link  ...
with  the  British  Empiricists  of the Early  Modern period"  (169).  A
more  fine-grained  picture  emerges  when  we  place  Russell  in  his

proper historical context. For example, Russell's  sense-data,  unlike
the se#scrzi.o#s of the  empiricists,  are real  and  existent physical  ap-

pearances. Furthermore, we are acquainted with sense-data,  but we
are also acquainted with relations. This is no simple empiricism.

Nasim's  focus  on  Russell's  philosophy  between  1911-15  is  ap-

propriate -it is an important period in Russell's work, during which
the  influence of the  Edwardian  philosophers  was  most keenly  felt.
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But even within this narrow focus, key areas are left untouched. 
Nasim notes that before arriving at his logical construction of the 
external world, Russell had avowedly adopted Nunn's position —
that sense-data are properties belonging to ordinary objects (114). 
This view, assimilated into Russell's philosophy, would have had 
major ramifications. If sense-data are properties, then Russell would 
not have had to distinguish between acquaintance with sense-data 
and acquaintance with universals. In fact, he would lose all acquain-
tance with particulars because, during the period Nasim deals with, 
Russell thought that sense-data are the only particulars with which 
we're acquainted. I'm not denying that Russell may have held this 
view during the rapid development of his epistemology — Nasim's 
arguments seem conclusive — but its ramifications for Russell's ac-
count of the particular-universal distinction deserve spelling out. 

Similarly, towards the end of the book, Nasim contrasts Rus-
sell's view of philosophy in this period with Stout's. Russell's view, 
as presented by Nasim, is that all distinctively philosophical ques-
tions can be reduced to questions of philosophical logic, and can be 
answered by logic. This is an interesting view, but in order to assess 
it, we would need an account of what Russell thought logic to be. 
This account is missing, as is the role of Russell's theory of descrip-
tions and the notion of an incomplete symbol in his logical con-
structions. A final criticism: the clarity with which Nasim explains 
Russell's construction of the external world is sometimes missing 
from his earlier exposition of the Edwardian philosophers. At times, 
long and difficult passages are left quoted at length, when they 
might have been better broken up and explained. 

Putting these points to one side, Nasim's book is an important 
start on a much needed programme: locating Russell's work in its 
proper historical context. A great deal has been said about Russell's 
relation to his predecessors. It is time to concentrate more on his re-
lation to his contemporaries. Nasim's book is well worthy of atten-
tion and will surely repay careful study. 

Birkbeck College 
London 
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Russell thought that sense-data are the  only particulars with which
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arguments  seem conclusive -but its ramifications for Russell's ac-
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Similarly,  towards  the  end  of the  book,  Nasim  contrasts  Rus-
sell's view of philosophy in this period with Stout's. Russell's view,
as  presented  by Nasim,  is that  all  distinctively  philosophical  ques-
tions can be reduced to questions of philosophical logic, and can be
answered dy logic. This is an interesting view, but in order to assess
it,  we would  need  an  account of what Russell  thought  logic  to  be.
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Russell's  construction  of the  external  world  is  sometimes  missing
from his earlier exposition of the Edwardian philosophers. At times,
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RUSSELL LETTERS 

RUSSELL'S JULY 1915 LETTER ON SENSE-DATA 

I. INTRODUCTION, by OMAR W. NASIM 

The following letter by Bertrand Russell was written to the Journal 
of Philosophy (then called the Journal of Philosophy, Psychology, 
and Scientific Methods) to correct a misrepresentation of his views 
on the nature of sense-data that were first reported anonymously in 
the Athenaeum and then repeated in the Journal of Philosophy. The 
Athenaeum report, published April 24, 1915, is a summary of a ses-
sion of the Aristotelian Society, held twelve days earlier, at which 
C.D. Broad read a paper on "Phenomenalism," later published in vol. 
15 (n.s.) of the Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society. Russell was 
present at the session and opened the discussion to which others, 
such as H. Wildon Carr and R.M. McIver, contributed. Russell's 
letter to the Journal of Philosophy was written on June 7, 1915 and 
published just over a month later. 

In this letter, Russell is at pains to emphasize that his view, in 
opposition to what is stated in the Athenaeum and Journal of Philo-
sophy reports, is that sense-data are not mental, but physical. In fact, 
Russell asserts, "my whole philosophy of physics rests upon the 
view that the sense-datum is purely physical." But this was not al-
ways so clearly the case for Russell. In his 1912 Problems of Philo-
sophy (PP), Russell argued that sense-data are non-mental and pri-
vate — this is his doctrine of "physiological subjectivity." But as in 
G.E. Moore's lectures of 1910-11 on sense-data, perception, and the 
external world (published in 1953) from which Russell borrowed 
some of his views on sense-data for PP, nowhere does Russell say 
in PP that sense-data are physical, and this is for at least two rea-
sons. First, he took for granted that whatever is physical may persist 
unchanged even when not perceived — a key assumption to his dis-
tinction between physical objects and sensible objects at that time 
(PP, 20-1). And second, it was by way of an important paper he 
wrote in 1912 soon after PP, but never published, called "On ter" 
that he was led to seriously engage with the writings of T.P. Nunn 
and Samuel Alexander. Both of their works not only revealed to 
Russell the problems associated with taking the persistence of 
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sapky (PP), Russell  argued that sense-data are non-mental  and pri-
vate - this  is his  doctrine of "physiological  subjectivity." But as  in
G.E. Moore's lectures of 1910-11  on sense-data, perception, and the
external  world  (published  in  1953)  from  which  Russell  borrowed
some of his views on sense-data for PP, nowhere does Russell say
in PP that  sense-data are  physical,  and  this  is  for at  least two  rea-
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tinction  between  physical  objects  and  sensible  objects  at that time
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physical objects to the extreme — partly demonstrated in their own 
insistence on the non-mental nature of sensible objects — but who 
also provided the very vocabulary and notion of sensible objects as 
being physical. It is only in his 1913 manuscript Theory of Know-
ledge (TK), written after this first engagement with Nunn and Alex-
ander, that Russell expresses the claim that sense-data are physical 
(TK, 22), later so essential to his work of 1914. And it was only two 
months before Broad's presentation, in an address to the Philosophi-
cal Society of Manchester on February 15, 1915, and later published 
as "The Ultimate Constituents of Matter" (UCM) that Russell clear-
ly points out two common errors prevalent in relevant discussions at 
the time: "the first of these is the error that what we see, or perceive 
through any of our other senses, is subjective: the second is the be-
lief that what is physical must be persistent." (UCM, 128). A sense-
datum may therefore be physical without thereby implying that it 
persists when unperceived — something that would otherwise al-
ready assume too much about an external world, as Nunn, Alex-
ander, and Russell of PP did assume. 

Finally, it is significant to note that when Russell comes to char-
acterize in the letter what it might mean for something to be mental 
he directly borrows a characterization advanced by G.F. Stout against 
Alexander (Stout 1909). Stout was a philosopher who struggled to 
make sense of the connection between the mental act, or relation, of 
perceiving, sensing, enjoying, etc, a mental sensible object, and an 
extra-mental object. On the one hand, the removal of mind for Stout 
would involve not only the "annihilation" of mental relations, but 
would also thereby necessitate the loss of its relata, the sensible ob-
ject, thus demonstrating, due to this dependence, the latter's mental 
nature. Russell, on the other hand, suggests that what is lost in such 
a removal is only the relation of perceiving, believing, remembering, 
etc, and not any particular object which may be a relatum in such a 
fact. What is fundamental therefore for Russell's philosophy of phy-
sics, matter, and the external world, is that a mental relation of sens-
ing, perceiving, etc, has for its object something physical — we are 
thus directly connected, as subjects with minds and bodies to the 
domain of physics. There is a lot going on in Russell's letter, and 
thus much I have left out, but considering the context and all those 
implicated, it is no wonder that he wished to publically correct the 
report's misconstrual of his position on the nature of sense-data. 
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are no minds; but we can not know anything of what sort of perspec-
tives they may be, for the sense-datum is mental." I did not see the 
Athenaeum, and do not remember what I said, but it can not have 
been what I am reported as having said, for I hold strongly that the 
sense-datum is not mental — indeed my whole philosophy of physics 
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physical objects to the extreme -partly demonstrated in their own
insistence  on the  non-mental  nature  of sensible  objects - but who
also provided the very vocabulary and notion of sensible objects as
being  physical.  It  is  only  in  his  1913  manuscript  7lfoeory  o/K#ow-
/ecJge (rK), written after this first engagement with Nunn and Alex-
ander,  that Russell  expresses the claim that sense-data are physical

(7K, 22), later so essential to his work of 1914. And it was only two
months before Broad's presentation, in an address to the Philosophi-
cal  Society of Manchester on February  15,1915, and later published
as "The Ultimate Constituents of Matter" (UCM) that Russell clear-
ly points out two common errors prevalent in relevant discussions at
the time: "the first of these is the error that what we see, or perceive
through any of our other senses, is subjective:  the second is the be-
lief that what is physical must be persistent." (UCM,128). A sense-
datum  may  therefore  be  physical  without  thereby  implying  that  it

persists  when  unperceived  -  something  that  would  otherwise  al-
ready  assume  too  much  about  an  external  world,  as  Nunn,  Alex-
ander, and Russell of pp c//.cJ assume.

Finally, it is significant to note that when Russell comes to char-
acterize in the letter what it might mean for something to be mental
he directly borrows a characterization advanced by G.F. Stout against
Alexander (Stout  1909).  Stout was  a philosopher who  struggled to
make sense of the connection between the mental act, or relation, of

perceiving,  sensing,  enjoying,  etc,  a mc#/c7/ sensible object,  and  an
exfrcr-mc#fcr/ object. On the one hand, the removal of mind for Stout
would  involve  not  only  the  "annihilation"  of mental  relations,  but
would also thereby necessitate the loss of its relata, the sensible ob-

ject, thus demonstrating, due to this dependence, the latter's mental
nature. Russell, on the other hand, suggests that what is lost in such
a removal is only the relation of perceiving, believing, remembering,
etc, and not any particular object which may be a relatum in such a
fact. What is fundamental therefore for Russell's philosophy of phy-
sics, matter, and the external world, is that a mental relation of sens-
ing,  perceiving,  etc,  has  for its  object  something  physical - we  are
thus  directly  connected,  as  subjects  with  minds  and  bodies  to  the
domain  of physics.  There  is  a lot going  on  in  Russell's  letter,  and
thus  much I have left out, but considering the  context and all those
implicated,  it  is  no  wonder that he  wished  to  publically  correct the
report's misconstrual of his position on the nature of sense-data.
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rests upon the view that the sense-datum is purely physical. The fact 
of being a datum is mental, but a particular which is a datum is not 
logically dependent upon being a datum. A particular which is a da-
tum does, however, appear to be casually dependent upon sense-
organs and nerves and brain. Since we carry those about with us, we 
can not discover what sensibilia, if any, belong to perspectives from 
places where there is no brain. And since a particular of which we are 
aware is a sense-datum, we can not be aware of particulars which are 
not sense-data, and can, therefore, have no empirical evidence as to 
their nature. This is merely the "egocentric predicament"; it is a tau-
tology, not a "great truth." It is for this reason, and not because "sense-
data are mental," that we can not know the nature of those perspec-
tives (if any) which belong to places where there are no minds. 

I do not know what is the definition of " mental." In order to ob-
tain a definition, I should first inquire what would necessarily be re-
moved from the world if it were what one would naturally call a world 
without mind. I see no reason why colors or noises should be removed, 
but facts which involve such relations as perceiving, remembering, 
desiring, enjoying, believing would necessarily be removed. This 
suggests that no particulars of which we have experience are to be 
called "mental," but that certain facts, involving certain relations, 

constitute what is essentially mental in the world of our experience. 
(I use the word "fact" to designate that which makes a proposition 
true or false; it includes, I think, everything in the world except 
what is simple.) The term "mental," therefore, will be applicable to 
all facts involving such relations as those enumerated above. This is 
not yet a definition, since obviously these relations all have some 
common characteristic, and it must be this characteristic which will 
yield the proper definition of the term "mental." But I do not know 
what this characteristic is. 

Very truly yours, 

B. RUSSELL 
TRINITY COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE, 
June 7, 1915 

Journal of Philosophy, Psychology, and Scientific Method vol. 12, 

no 14 (July 8, 1915), 391-2 

APRIL 17, 1967 NEWSWEEK REPORT and 

RUSSELL LETTER OF APRIL 24, 1967 IN REPLY 

I. INTRODUCTION 

In 1967, Bertrand Russell was in the process of selling his papers to 
pay for the Vietnam War Crimes Tribunal and to generally fund the 
Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation, which had gone into debt to 
help finance the Tribunal. The story continues, as related in this is-
sue's interview, as well as in the Blackwell and Ruja Bibliography 

of Bertrand Russell, Griffin Selected Papers of Bertrand Russell, 

and Perkins Yours Faithfully, Bertrand Russell, that the April 17, 
1967 Newsweek reported that the proceeds of the sale were to go to 
"Communist forces in Vietnam."' Russell then replied in an April 
24, 1967 letter to Newsweek, saying that it was false that he was 
giving the proceeds of the sale to the Communist forces in Vietnam. 
But by that time the damage was done and Russell could not sell the 
papers in the United States, nor get the price for them that he other-
wise would have gotten. 

This version of the story, however, though told in three standard 
reference works on Russell, is not entirely accurate is it stands. For 
what Newsweek reported was that the proceeds would go to aid 

Communist forces in Vietnam, not that they would go to the forces 
themselves, though it is true that Russell wrote back saying that it 
was false that the proceeds would to the "Communist forces in Viet-
nam." But going to aid the communist forces is not the same as go-
ing to those forces directly, a possibility Russell ignored in his let-
ter. And it is likely that many viewed, and would view today, the 
Vietnam Tribunal as indeed aiding North Vietnam's forces. The 
Newsweek report and Russell's reply are on the following page. JO 

A Bibliography of Bertrand Russell, vol. 2 (London: Routledge, 1994), p. 
299. "Letter ... denying Newsweek's story ... that Russell would give the 
proceeds of the sale of his archives to the 'Communist forces in Vietnam.'" 
The Selected Letters of Bertrand Russell: The Public Years (Routledge, 
2001), pp. 617-8. "Word got out that the university [of Texas] intended to 
buy the collection [of Russell's papers] and Newsweek carried a story say-
ing that Russell intended to send the proceeds to North Vietnam." Yours 
Faithfully, Bertrand Russell (Chicago: Open Court, 2002), pp. 393-4. "In 
1967 Russell sold his papers.... Russell denies a Newsweek report that pro-
ceeds from the sale will go to 'Communist forces in Vietnam.'" 
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rests upon the view that the sense-datum is purely physical. The fact
of being a datum is mental,  but a particular which is a datum is not
logically dependent upon being a datum. A particu.Iar which is a da-
tum  does,  however,  appear  to  be  casually  dependent  upon  sense-
organs and nerves and brain. Since we cany those about with us, we
can not discover what sensibilia, if any, belong to perspectives from

places where there is no brain. And since a particular of which we are
aware is a sense-datum, we can not be aware of particulars which are
not sense-data, and can, therefore, have no empirical evidence as to
their nature. This is merely the "egocentric predicament";  it is a tau-
tology, not a "great truth." It is for this reason, and not because "sense-
data are mental," that we can not know the nature of those perspec-
tives (if any) which belong to places where there are no minds.

I do not know what is the definition of " mental." In order to ob-
tain a definition, I should first inquire what would necessarily be re-
moved from the world if it were what one would naturally call a world
without mind. I see no reason why colors or noises should be removed,
but facts which  involve such relations  as perceiving, remembering,
desiring,  enjoying,  believing  would  necessarily  be  removed.  This
suggests that no pczr/j.cw/ays of which we have experience are to be
called  "mental,"  but  that  certain /czcts,  involving  certain  rc/crf/.o#s,
constitute what is essentially mental in the world of our experience.

(I  use the word "fact" to  designate that which  makes a proposition
true  or  false;  it  includes,  I  think,  everything  in  the  world  except
what is simple.) The term "mental," therefore, will be applicable to
all facts involving such relations as those enumerated above. This is
not yet  a  definition,  since  obviously  these  relations  all  have  some
common characteristic, and it must be this characteristic which will

yield the proper definition of the term "mental." But I do not know
what this characteristic is.

Very tmly yours,

8.  RUSSELL

TRINITY COLLEGE,  CAMBRIDGE,

June 7,1915
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no  14 (July  8,1915), 391-2
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I. INTRODUCTION

In  1967, Bertrand Russell was in the process of selling his papers to

pay for the Vietnam War Crimes Tribunal and to generally fund the
Bertrand  Russell  Peace  Foundation,  which  had  gone  into  debt  to
help finance the Tribunal.  The story continues,  as related in this  is-
sue's  interview,  as well as  in the Blackwell  and Ruja B/b//.ogrqpAry

Of  Bertrand  RIlssell,  Gr.Tffim Selected  Papers  Of Bertrand  Riissell,
and Perkins  Yours  Faithifiully,  Bertrand Russell, that the  April  \7,
1967 IvigM/st4;eck reported that the proceeds of the  sale were to go to
"Communist  forces  in  Vietnam."I  Riissell  then  replied  in  an April

24,  1967  letter  to  IVcwsi4;ee4,  saying  that  it  was  false  that  he  was

giving the proceeds of the sale to the Communist forces in Vietnam.
But by that time the damage was done and Russell could not sell the

papers in the United States, nor get the price for them that he other-
wise would have gotten.

This version of the story, however, though told in three standard
reference works on Russell,  is not entirely accurate is it stands. For
what  IVcwsi4;ee4  reported  was  that  the  proceeds  would  go  to  cr;.c7
Communist forces  in Vietnam, not that they would go to the forces
themselves,  though  it is true that Russell  wrote  back  saying that  it
was false that the proceeds would to the "Communist forces in Viet-
nam." But going to aid the communist forces is not the same as go-
ing to those  forces  directly,  a possibility  Russell  ignored  in  his  let-
ter.  And  it  is  likely  that  many  viewed,  and  would  view today,  the
Vietnam  Tribunal  as  indeed  aiding  North  Vietnam's  forces.  The
IVcwsi4/ee4 report and Russell's reply are on the following page. JO

\ A Bibliography Of Bertrand Russell, vo\. 2 (London.. I+outledge, \994). p.

299.  "Letter  ...  denying Ivews"/ee4's  story  ...  that Russell  would  give  the

proceeds of the sale of his archives to the `Communist forces in Vietnam."
The  Selected  Letters  Of  Bertrand  Russell:   The   Public  Years  (Ftoutledge,
2001),  pp.  617-8.  "Word got out that the  university  [of Texas]  intended to
buy  the  collection  [of Russell's papers]  and Ivews'wec4 carried a story  say-
ing  that  Russell  intended to  send the  proceeds  to  North Vietnam."  yowrs'
Faithfully,  Bertrand  Russell  (Chicalgo..  Oper\ Courts  2002).  pp.  393-4.  "I_n
1967 Russell sold his papers ....  Russell denies a IVcwst4/eek report that pro-
ceeds from the sale will go to `Communist forces in Vietnam."
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II. REPORT AND LETTER 

A. THE NEWSWEEK REPORT 

"LORD RUSSELL, TEXAS AND THE VC" 

Delicate negotiations are underway for the sale this summer of Ber-
trand Russell's collection of private papers, a sale that may well be 
the largest of its kind in history — $3 million or more. The collection 
includes 100,000 letters from such correspondents as G.B. Shaw, T.S. 
Elliot and N.S. Khrushchev (represented by a 30-page missive). One 
prospective purchaser, as yet unidentified, may donate the collec-
tion to the University of Texas. Note: this isn't likely to please the 
White House. Russell has indicated that all proceeds will go to aid 
Communist forces in Vietnam. 

Newsweek, vol. 69, no. 16 (April 17, 1967), 25-6 

B. THE LETTER 

"LORD RUSSELL'S DENIAL" 

The item published by NEWSWEEK (THE PERISCOPE, April 17) stating 
that I intend giving the proceeds of the sale of my private papers to 
the "Communist forces in Vietnam" is totally false. 

BERTRAND RUSSELL 
Penrhyndeudraeth, Wales 

Newsweek, vol. 69, no. 17 (April 24, 1967), 4 

REPORTS 

TRAVELER'S DIARY / 
BRS 2009 ANNUAL MEETING REPORT 

Part of the delight of the annual meetings is seeing how its familiar 
patterns, rituals, and people play out in different venues. Central Con-
necticut State University (CCSU), the 2009 location of the annual 
meeting, is a very modern, thoroughly new campus, with computer 
stations sprinkled about, well-designed auditoriums, and eerily po-
lite staff. Against this comfortable backdrop, Friday's light supper 
of sandwiches segued into a presentation by CCSU students Tom 
Toomey and Kris Notaro of videos from the Bertrand Russell Audio 
Visual Project, with David Blitz, who is in charge of the project, 
commenting. A members' meeting ended the evening, marred only 
by the discovery of certain supposedly implacable campus rules: 
zero tolerance towards alcohol and careful segregation of males and 
females to different floors of the dormitory in which we were stay-
ing. As with most such rules, these were immediately ignored by 
some, as they probably are throughout the school year. 

The conference proper began Saturday morning, after an early 
breakfast of coffee and rolls, with a brace of talks criticizing Rus-
sell's interpretations of other philosophers. Alan Schwerin led the 
day with "Russell on Hume's Views on the Self," in which he dis-
cussed Russell's interpretation of Hume in the History of Western 

Philosophy. Russell, he said, attributes to Hume the view that "there 
is ... no impression of the self, and therefore no idea of self," but 
Schwerin was not so sure the evidence supports Russell's interpret-
tation. The audience was divided. Following Schwerin was Thomas 
Riggins, speaking on "Bertrand Russell on Karl Marx's Theory of 
Value." Riggins thought that Russell got Marx wrong in German 
Social Democracy, and that in fact, it looked as though Russell had 
never read Capital at all! Again, the audience did not entirely go 
along with this. 

Albert Shansky, a newcomer to the annual meeting, spoke next 
on "A Buddhist View of Russell's Opinions on Religion." Shansky 
compared Russell's negative views of Christianity with the teach-
ings of Buddha and found them to be remarkably similar; for exam-
ple, like Russell, Buddhism does not profess belief in a God, a soul, 
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or a hereafter and both emphasize the need for benevolence. An-
drew Cavallo, a student at CCSU, then spoke on Russell and the 
concept of simplicity. One kind of simplicity Russell often appealed 
to is Occam's razor, which, Cavallo argued, is a way of using sim-
plicity for theory choice ("pick the simplest theory; that is what we 
mean by `truth'"). Cavallo did not think simplicity is a good criterion 
for theory choice. Marvin Kohl ended the morning session "Up-
braiding Russell on Love." While Russell thought love essential for 
the good life, Kohl finds that Russell was also wary of it, placing 
constraints on it for fear it would "usurp the place of reason." A 
richer conception of love, Kohl argued, can be found in a less con-
strained love. 

After a quick lunch, the members of the board met to discuss old 
and new board business (minutes of the board meeting follow this 
annual meeting report). Past minutes were approved, Treasurer and 
Quarterly reports were presented, and officers were elected. The 
board then discussed the location of the next annual meeting and 
decided to meet at McMaster University on May 21-23, so that it 
would overlap with the PM@100 conference meeting there at the 
same time. The issue of raising fees was discussed, but though we 
are now losing a little bit of money on every member, a fee hike 
was postponed for at least another year. The meeting was then ad-
journed until 5:40 pm, to follow the membership meeting scheduled 
for that time. 

At 1:30 the afternoon session of talks began with John Lenz dis-
cussing "Russell as an Anti-Utopian Utopian Thinker." Lenz finds 
Russell was both utopian and anti-utopian throughout his career, 
criticizing utopians from Plato and Thomas More to 20th century 
communists as unrealistic idealists, yet being committed himself to 
changing or rechanneling human behavior in his WWI writings on 
possessive versus creative instincts, his proposals for reform in edu-
cation, and his campaigns for peace and one-world government. 

With Jolen Galaugher's talk on "Russell's `Decompositionar 
Approach to the Logical Analysis of Propositions," the discussion 
shifted back to metaphysics and epistemology, brought up earlier by 
Andrew Cavallo. Galaugher argued that while the sort of analysis 
Russell advocated and often used after 1905 was a transformational 
analysis, as in his theory of denoting, where one translates a state-
ment into a correct logical form that is often different from the  

logical form of the original statement, Russell's earlier form of 
analysis, learned from Moore, was decompositional, that is, one that 
defines a concept in terms of component concepts without redefining 
the logical form of the statements in which it occurs. 

With Sarah Stebbins' and Kevin Klement's talks, which follow-
ed Galaugher's, the discussion shifted again — this time to even more 
technical themes in Russell's logical theory. In her talk on "Russell 
and Brouwer: The Law of the Excluded Middle," Stebbins explored 
the relations between various alternatives to Whitehead and Rus-
sell's Principia Mathematica logic. Klement in turn, in his talk on 
"The Functions of Russell's Having No Class," countered Scott 
Soames's claims as to the inadequacy of Russell's no-classes theory 
— Russell's theory that avoids paradoxes resulting from the assump-
tion of classes by re-interpreting talk of classes so as to avoid refer-
ence to them. Soames had argued that there is no adequate account 
of propositional functions, on which the no-classes theory rests. 
Klement argued that there is an adequate account. 

For the last talk on Saturday afternoon, the discussion shifted 
back to political themes with Peter Stone's master class on Russell's 
theory of "Social Cohesion and Government" from Authority and 
the Individual. Stone presented a lucid account of Russell's theories 
of group cohesion for different human societies, from primitive so-
cieties to the most advanced and large-scale ones. 

After the afternoon session of talks was the BRS membership 
meeting (minutes of the membership meeting follow this annual 
meeting report), where Ken Blackwell announced that the next 
annual meeting would be held at McMaster University on May 21-
23, 2010, in order to coincide with another conference there 
celebrating the centenary of the publication of volume 1 of 
Principia Mathematica. Rosalind Carey discussed the upcoming 
BRS session of talks at the eastern and central meetings of the 
American Philosophical Association, and John Ongley reported on 
BRS membership trends from 1989 to 2009, noting that member-
ship had declined from 1990 to 2003 and then began to climb again 
from 2004 on. It was also announced that the BRS website had been 
redesigned. 

Following the membership meeting, the board reconvened and 
finished business from the afternoon meeting. The Society itself 
then regrouped for its traditional "Red Hackle" Hour and then Ban- 
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or  a  hereafter  and  both  emphasize  the  need  for  benevolence.  An-
drew  Cavallo,  a  student  at  CCSU,  then  spoke  on  Russell  and  the
concept of simplicity. One kind of simplicity Russell often appealed
to  is Occam's razor, which, Cavallo argued,  is a way of using sim-

plicity for theory choice ("pick the simplest theory; that is what we
mean by `truth"). Cavallo did not think simplicity is a good criterion
for  theory  choice.  Marvin  Kohl  ended  the  moming  session  ``Up-
braiding Russell on Love." While Russell thought love essential for
the  good  life,  Kohl  finds  that  Russell  was  also  wary  of it,  placing
constraints  on  it  for  fear  it  would  "usurp  the  place  of reason."  A
richer conception of love, Kohl argued, can be found in a less con-
strained love.

After a quick lunch, the members of the board met to discuss old
and  new  board  business  (minutes  of the  board  meeting  follow this
annual meeting report).  Past minutes were approved,  Treasurer and

gc/cr7./cr/y  reports  were  presented,  and  officers  were  elected.  The
board  then  discussed  the  location  of the  next  annual  meeting  and
decided  to  meet  at MCMaster University  on  May  21-23,  so  that  it
would  overlap  with  the  PA4@100  conference  meeting  there  at the
same time.  The  issue of raising  fees was  discussed,  but though we
are  now  losing  a  little  bit  of money  on  every  member,  a  fee  hike
was postponed for at least another year.  The meeting was then ad-

journed until 5:40 pin, to follow the membership meeting scheduled
for that time.

At  1 :30 the afternoon session of talks began with John Lenz dis-
cussing  "Russell  as  an Anti-Utopian  Utopian Thinker."  Lenz  finds
Russell  was  both  utopian  and  anti-utopian  throughout  his  caieer,
criticizing  utopians  from  Plato  and  Thomas  More  to  20th  century
communists as  unrealistic  idealists, yet being committed himself to
changing or rechanneling human behavior in his  WWI writings on

possessive versus creative instincts, his proposals for reform in edu-
cation, and his campaigns for peace and one-world government.

With  Jolen  Galaugher's  talk  on  "Russell's  `Decompositional'
Approach  to  the  Logical  Analysis  of Propositions,"  the  discussion
shifted back to metaphysics and epistemology, brought up earlier by
Andrew  Cavallo.  Galaugher argued that while the  sort of analysis
Russell advocated and often used after  1905 was a transformational
analysis,  as  in his theory of denoting, where one translates  a state-
ment  into  a  correct  logical  form  that  is  often  different  from  the

TRAVELER' S DIARY/ANNUAL MEETING REPORT                   43

logical   form   of  the   original   statement,  Russell's  earlier  fom  of
analysis, learned from Moore, was decompositional, that is,  one that
defines a concept in terms of component concepts without redefining
the logical form of the statements in which it occurs.

With Sarah Stebbins'  and Kevin Klement's talks, which follow-
ed Galaugher's, the discussion shifted again -this time to even more
technical themes  in  Russell's  logical  theory.  In her talk on  "Russell
and Brouwer:  The Law of the Excluded Middle,"  Stebbins  explored
the  relations  between  various  alternatives  to  Whitehead  and  Rus-
sell's  Pr/.#c/.p/.cz  A4lof4emc7//.ccz  logic.  Klement  in  turn,  in  his talk  on
"The  Functions  of  Russell's  Having  No  Class,"  countered   Scott

Soames's claims as to the inadequacy of Russell's no-classes theory
-Russell's theory that avoids paradoxes resulting from the assump-

tion of classes by  re-interpreting talk of classes so as to avoid refer-
ence to them.  Soames had  argued that there  is  no  adequate  account
of  propositional  functions,  on  which  the  no-classes  theory  rests.
Klement argued that there z.s an adequate account.

For  the  last  talk  on  Saturday  afternoon,  the  discussion  shifted
back to political themes with Peter Stone's master class on Russell's
theory  of "Social  Cohesion  and  Government"  from 4w/feorz.ty  c!#c7
/Ae /#c//.v/.cJ"a/. Stone presented a lucid account of Russell's theories
of group  cohesion for different human societies, from primitive so-
cieties to the most advanced and large-scale ones.

After the  afternoon  session  of talks  was the BRS  membership
meeting  (minutes  of the  membership  meeting  follow  this  annual
meeting  report),  where  Ken  Blackwell  announced  that  the  next
annual  meeting  would be  held  at MCMaster University on  May  21-
23,   2010,   in   order   to   coincide   with   another   conference   there
celebrating   the   centenary   of  the   publication   of  volume    1    of
Pri.#c/.p/.cz  A4c7/Aemcz//.co.   Rosalind   Carey  discussed  the  upcoming

BRS  session  of talks  at  the  eastern  and  central  meetings  of the
American  Philosophical  Association,  and John  Ongley  reported on
BRS  membership  trends  from  1989  to  2009,  noting  that  member-
ship had declined from  1990 to 2003  and then began to climb again
from 2004 on. It was also announced that the BRS website had been
redesigned.

Following the membership  meeting,  the board  reconvened  and
finished  business  from  the  afternoon  meeting.  The  Society  itself
then regrouped for its traditional "Red Hackle" Hour and then Ban-
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quet. (The CCSU policy on alcohol was suspended during the Red 
Hackle Hour, perhaps by special dispensation from several college 
administrators who were enjoying themselves at the event.) At the 
banquet, people enjoyed a fine meal and got to know each other bet-
ter. Stefan Andersson entertained the gathering with an original ver-
sion of "Take Me Out to the Ballgame," and Ray Perkins announc-
ed the winner of the 2009 BRS Book Award, who was Omar Nasim 
for his book Bertrand Russell and the Edwardian Philosophers: Con-
structing the World. (See review in this issue.) 

Sunday morning the talks began with epistemology and logic, as 
Ilmari Kortelainen presented "Some Remarks about Russell's Analy-
sis and Contextual Definition in 'On Denoting.'" Then breaking away 
from Russell, but not too far, Chad Trainer spoke on "A U.S. Sen-
ator's Adolescent Reflections on Russell's Politics." But it was also 
a talk by Chad on Senator Daniel Moynihan on Russell, with Chad 
recounting, among other things, how, when he was lobbying in 
Congress for his union, a rapt conversation with the Senator about 
Russell, starting in the hallway, concluded when he discovered him-
self to have walked with the Senator right onto the Senate floor. 

Ken Blackwell followed this with a discussion on "Misunder-
standings of the Westminster Speech on War, 1948." In order to un-
derstand Russell's remarks in the 1948 Westminster speech, in which 
Russell was widely said to advocate dropping a nuclear weapon on 
the Soviet Union, Blackwell provided much background informa-
tion on Russell's views on war, pacifism, ethics in general, recent 
European history and NATO, and world government. On a similarly 
political note, Ray Perkins spoke on "Russell, the Bomb and 'The 
Wickedest People Who Ever Lived.—  In April 1961, Russell remark-
ed that the leaders of the nuclear nations (Kennedy, Khrushchev and 
Macmillan) were "the wickedest people who ever lived." The press 
and Russell's critics were outraged. But Perkins argued that in terms 
of the expected harm by the policy of nuclear deterrence in vogue at 
the time ("massive retaliation"), the statement made sense. The po-
litical theme continued in the final talk of the conference, where 
Stefan Andersson spoke on "The People's Opinion and Internation-
al Law" in which he described his project of writing a book on the 
background, preparation, implementation, and influence of, as well 
as the reaction to Russell's Vietnam War Crimes Tribunal. 

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY 
2009 ANNUAL BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING MINUTES 

The 2009 annual meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society Board of 
Directors was held on June 6, 2009 at Central Connecticut State Uni-
versity at 12:30 pm chaired by Chad Trainer, Chair of the Board. 
Board members in attendance were: Kenneth Blackwell, David 
Blitz, Rosalind Carey, Philip Ebersole, David Henehan, Kevin Kle-
ment, Marvin Kohl, John Lenz, John Ongley, Ray Perkins Jr., Alan 
Schwerin, Peter Stone, Chad Trainer, and Thom Weidlich. 

Treasurer Ken Blackwell presented the Treasurer's report. The 
current cash balance was $11,900 with $900 owed to the Russell 
Centre for bookkeeping services. 2008 membership dues were ap-
proximately $4,900 and contributions $900. Ken reported that due 
to the economy and based on an email vote of the Board, the $10.00 
dues increase was deferred through 12/31/09. On motion made by 
Ray Perkins, seconded by Alan Schwerin and unanimously passed, 
the Treasurer's report was approved. 

After discussion about the $10.00 increase in dues projected for 
1/1/10, on motion made by Ken Blackwell, seconded by Phil Eber-
sole, and unanimously passed, it was decided that student dues 
would be increased by only $5.00 but otherwise the $10.00 dues in-
crease would take place 1/1/10. 

Kevin Klement proposed after further discussion that there 
could be different categories for student memberships with different 
dues, either including or excluding the Journal. On motion made by 
John Ongley and seconded by Phil Ebersole and unanimously pass-
ed, it was resolved that there would be no increase in the current 
dues structure through 12/31/10. 

Minutes of the 2008 annual board meeting were reviewed and 
on motion of Ken Blackwell, seconded by Thom Weidlich and un-
animously passed, the minutes were approved. 

Nominations were sought for positions of officers to serve until 
the next annual meeting. On motion made, seconded and unani-
mously passed, the existing slate of officers was reelected as 
follows: 

Chairman — Chad Trainer 
President — Alan Schwerin 
Vice-Chairman — David White 
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quet.  (The  CCSU policy  on alcohol was  suspended during the  Red
Hackle Hour,  perhaps by  special  dispensation  from  several  college
administrators  who were  enjoying  themselves  at the  event.)  At the
banquet, people enjoyed a fine meal and got to know each other bet-
ter. Stefan Andersson entertained the gathering with an original ver-
sion of "Take Me Out to the Ballgame," and Ray Perkins announc-
ed the winner of the 2009 BRS Book Award, who was Omar Nasim
for hi+s bock Bertrand Russell and the Edwardian Philosophers:  Con-
structing the World. (See review in this issue)

Sunday moming the talks began with epistemology and logic, as
Ilmari Kortelainen presented "Some Remarks about Russell's Analy-
sis and Contextual Definition in `On Denoting." Then breaking away
from Russell,  but not too far,  Chad  Trainer spoke on "A U.S.  Sen-
ator's Adolescent Reflections on Russell's Politics." But it was also
a talk by Chad on  Senator Daniel Moynihan on Russell, with Chad
recounting,  among  other  things,  how,  when  he  was  lobbying  in
Congress for his union, a rapt conversation with the  Senator about
Russell, starting in the hallway, concluded when he discovered him-
self to have walked with the Senator right onto the Senate floor.

Ken  Blackwell  followed  this  with  a  discussion  on  "Misunder-
standings of the Westminster Speech on War,1948." In order to un-
derstand Russell's remarks in the  1948 Westminster speech, in which
Russell was widely said to advocate dropping a nuclear weapon on
the  Soviet  Union,  Blackwell  provided  much  background  informa-
tion  on Russell's  views  on  war,  pacifism,  ethics  in  general,  recent
European history and NATO, and world government. On a similarly

political  note,  Ray  Perkins  spoke  on  "Russell,  the  Bomb  and  `The
Wickedest People Who Ever Lived." In April  1961, Russell remark-
ed that the leaders of the nuclear nations (Kennedy, Khrushchev and
Macmillan) were "the wickedest people who ever lived." The press
and Russell's critics were outraged. But Perkins argued that in terms
of the expected harm by the policy of nuclear deterrence in vogue at
the time ("massive retaliation"), the statement made sense. The po-
litical  theme  continued  in  the  final  talk  of the  conference,  where
Stefan Andersson spoke on "The People's Opinion and Internation-
al Law" in which he described his project of writing a book on the
background,  preparation,  implementation,  and  influence of,  as well
as the reaction to Russell's Vietnam War Crimes Tribunal.

TIIE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
2009 Ar`INUAL BOARD OF DIRECTORs REETING MINUTEs

The 2009 annual meeting of the Bertrand Russell  Society Board of
Directors was held on June 6, 2009 at Central Connecticut State Uni-
versity  at  12:30  pin  chaired  by  Chad  Trainer,  Chair of the  Board.
Board  members   in  attendance  were:   Kenneth  Blackwell,  David
Blitz, Rosalind Carey, Philip Ebersole, David Henehan, Kevin Kle-
ment, Marvin Kohl, John Lenz, John Ongley, Ray Perkins Jr., Alan
Schwerin, Peter Stone, Chad Trainer, and Thorn Weidlich.

Treasurer Ken  Blackwell  presented  the  Treasurer's  report.  The
current  cash  balance  was  $11,900  with  $900  owed  to  the  Russell
Centre  for  bookkeeping  services.  2008  membership  dues  were  ap-

proximately  $4,900  and  contributions  $900.  Ken  reported that  due
to the economy and based on an email vote of the Board, the $ 10.00
dues  increase  was  deferred through  12/31/09.  On  motion  made  by
Ray Perkins, seconded by Alan  Schwerin and unanimously passed,
the Treasurer's report was approved.

After discussion about the $10.00  increase  in dues projected for
I/1/10, on motion made by Ken Blackwell,  seconded by Phil Eber-
sole,  and  unanimously  passed,  it  was  decided  that  student  dues
would be increased by only $5.00 but otherwise the $10.00 dues in-
crease would take place  1/1/10.

Kevin  Klement   proposed   after  further   discussion   that  there
could be different categories for student memberships with different
dues, either including or excluding the Journal. On motion made by
John Ongley and seconded by Phil Ebersole and unanimously pass-
ed,  it  was  resolved  that  there  would  be  no  increase  in  the  current
dues structure through  12/31/10.

Minutes  of the  2008  annual  board  meeting  were  reviewed  and
on motion of Ken Blackwell, seconded by Thorn Weidlich and un-
animously passed, the minutes were approved.

Nominations were sought for positions of officers to serve until
the  next  annual  meeting.  On  motion  made,  seconded  and  unani-
mously   passed,   the   existing   slate   of  officers   was   reelected   as
follows:

Chairman - Chad Trainer
President - Alan Schwerin
Vice-Chairman - David White
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Vice-President — Ray Perkins 
Treasurer — Ken Blackwell 
Secretary — David Henehan 

The location of the next BRS annual meeting was discussed. Ken 
Blackwell reported that a conference called "PM@100," celebrating 
the 100th anniversary of the publication of Principia Mathematica, 
will be held at McMaster University from May 21 to May 24, 2010. 
Ken suggested that the annual meeting be held at McMaster concur-
rently with the PM conference and offered to host the annual meet-
ing there. On motion made by Peter Stone and seconded by John 
Ongley, it was unanimously resolved that the 2010 annual meeting 
will be held at McMaster University May 21 through May 23 2010, 
thus concurrent with the PM conference, but ending a day earlier. 

The Lee Eisler Service award was given to Dennis Darland this 
year for his 27 years of service to the BRS as Society Treasurer. 
Alan Schwerin had a plaque made for Dennis to acknowledge this 
service to the Society. 

(At 1:30 pm the Meeting was adjourned until 5:40 pm after the 
close of the BRS membership meeting.) 

On motion made by Peter Stone, seconded and unanimously 
passed, it was resolved that Russell's grandsons, Earl Russell and 
Honorable John Russell, be given honorary membership in the So-
ciety. 

Chad Trainer suggested that the Board consider making Con-
gressman Abercrombie from Hawaii an honorary member next year. 

John Ongley made and Ken Blackwell seconded a motion that 
we establish a Service Award Committee. It was noted that we do 
already have a Lee Eisler Service Award Committee with the Presi-
dent as Chair and Peter Stone and Chad Trainer as the other current 
committee members. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

David L. Henehan, Secretary 
Bertrand Russell Society 
Thursday, October 15, 2009 

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY 
2009 ANNUAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING MINUTES 

The 2009 Annual Bertrand Russell Society Membership Meeting 
was held on June 6, 2009 at Central Connecticut State University at 
5:10 pm chaired by BRS President Alan Schwerin. 

Among the members in attendance were: Stefan Andersson, 
Kenneth Blackwell, Howard Blair, David Blitz, Andrew Cavallo, 
Rosalind Carey, Giovanni de Carvalho, Philip Ebersole, Petar For-
can, Jolen Galaugher, David Henehan, Kevin Klement, Marvin 
Kohl, Ilmari Kortelainen, John Lenz, Jeffrey Ludwig, Ed McClen-
athan, Nancy Mitchell, John Ongley, Karen Perkins, Ray Perkins 
Jr., Stephen Reinhardt, Thomas Riggins, Ariel Robinson, Alan 
Schwerin, Peter Stone, Chad Trainer, Thom Weidlich, and Brandon 
Young. 

Rosalind Carey discussed the upcoming Russell Society session 
of talks at the December eastern division meeting of the American 
Philosophical Association in New York City. She needs three com-
mentators. She will send an email to BRS members asking for com-
mentators. 

Ken Blackwell announced the location and the dates of the 2010 
BRS annual meeting: they are May 21 — May 23, 2010 at McMaster 
University. It is scheduled to coincide with the PM@100 confer-
ence, celebrating the centenary of the publication of volume 1 of 
Principia Mathematica, that will be held at McMaster from May 21 
through May 24, 2010. The BRS annual meeting will thus begin on 
the same day as the PM conference and wrap up a day earlier. 

John Ongley presented a report on membership trends from 
1988-2009, noting that membership declined from a high of 315 
members in 1990 to a low of 156 in 2003, and then gradually rose 
until it is around 183 at present. 

John Ongley reported that he has just redesigned the Bertrand 
Russell Society website at http://users.drew.edu/—jlenz/brs.html. 

A recommendation was made for the next year's Lee Eisler Ser-
vice Award. 

It was announced that Mario Bunge was given the 2009 BRS 
Award. He was not able to attend the conference but his video 
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Vice-President -Ray Perkins
Treasurer -Ken Blackwell
Secretary - David Henehan

The  location  of the  next BRS  annual  meeting  was  discussed.  Ken
Blackwell reported that a conference called "PA4@100," celebrating
the  100th  anniversary  of the  publication  of Prz.#czZ7z.cz A4:crJfoemcz/I.ccr,

will be held at MCMaster University from May 21  to May 24, 2010.
Ken suggested that the annual meeting be held at MCMaster concur-
rently with the PA4 conference and offered to host the annual meet-
ing  there.  On  motion  made  by  Peter  Stone  and  seconded  by  John
Ongley,  it was unanimously resolved that the 2010  annual  meeting
will be held at MCMaster University May 21  through May 23 2010,
thus concurrent with the PAY conference, but ending a day earlier.

The Lee Eisler Service award was given to Dennis Darland this

year  for  his  27  years  of service  to  the  BRS  as  Society  Treasurer.
Alan  Schwerin had  a plaque  made  for Dennis to  acknowledge this
service to the Society.

(At  1 :30 pin the Meeting was adjourned until  5:40 pin after the
close of the BRS membership meeting.)

On  motion  made  by  Peter  Stone,  seconded  and  unanimously

passed,  it  was  resolved  that  Russell's  grandsons,  Earl  Russell  and
Honorable John Russell, be given honorary membership  in the  So-
ciety.

Chad  Trainer  suggested  that  the  Board  consider  making  Con-

gressman Abercrombie from Hawaii an honorary member next year.
John  Ongley  made  and  Ken  Blackwell  seconded  a motion  that

we  establish  a  Service Award  Committee.  It was noted that we  do
already have a Lee Eisler Service Award Committee with the Presi-
dent as Chair and Peter Stone and Chad Trainer as the other current
committee members.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

David L. Henehan, Secretary
Bertrand Russell Society
Thursday, October 15, 2009

Tlm BERTRAND RussELL soclETy
2009 ANNUAL REMBERSHIP NIETING MINUTES

The  2009  Annual  Bertrand  Russell  Society  Membership  Meeting
was held on June 6, 2009 at Central Connecticut State University at
5 : 10 pin chaired by BRS President Alan Schwerin.

Among  the  members  in  attendance  were:   Stefan  Andersson,
Kenneth  Blackwell,  Howard  Blair,  David  Blitz,  Andrew  Cavallo,
Rosalind Carey,  Giovanni  de Carvalho, Philip Ebersole,  Petar For-
can,  Jolen  Galaugher,  David  Henehan,  Kevin  Klement,   Marvin
Kohl,  Ilmari Kortelainen, John Lenz, Jeffrey Ludwig, Ed Mcclen-
athan,  Nancy  Mitchell,  John  Ongley,  Karen  Perkins,  Ray  Perkins
Jr.,   Stephen   Reinhardt,   Thomas   Riggins,   Ariel   Robinson,   Alan
Schwerin, Peter Stone, Chad Trainer, Thorn Weidlich, and Brandon
YOung.

Rosalind Carey discussed the upcoming Russell  Society session
of talks at the December eastern division meeting of the American
Philosophical Association in New York City.  She needs three com-
mentators. She will send an email to BRS members asking for com-
mentators.

Ken Blackwell announced the location and the dates of the 2010
BRS annual meeting: they are May 21 -May 23, 2010 at MCMaster
University.  It  is  scheduled  to  coincide  with  the  Pj`4@100  confer-
ence,  celebrating  the  centenary  of the  publication  of volume  1  of
Pr;.#cj.p7.cz A4lcr/feemcr/!.ccr, that will be held at MCMaster from May 21

through May 24, 2010. The BRS annual meeting will thus begin on
the same day as the PA4 conference and wrap up a day earlier.

John  Ongley  presented  a  report  on  membership  trends  from
1988-2009,  noting  that  membership  declined  from  a  high  of 315
members  in  1990 to  a low of 156  in 2003,  and then gradually  rose
until it is around  183 at present.

John  Ongley  reported  that he  has just redesigned the  Bertrand
Russell Society website at http://users.drew.edu/~jlenz/brs.html.

A recommendation was made for the next year's Lee Eisler Ser-
vice Award.

It was  announced  that Mario  Bunge  was  given  the  2009  BRS
Award.  He  was  not  able  to  attend  the  conference  but  his  video
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THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC. 

2009 Second Quarter Treasurer's Report 

Cash Flow April 1 — June 30, 2009 

BALANCE 3/31/09 

US$ account (Toronto Dominion) 
less outstanding checks 

adjusted US$ account 

Cdn$ account (Toronto Dominion) 

US$ term deposit 
OVERALL BALANCE 

INCOME 

Dues: Renewals 

Interest Inc 

Other Inc [t-shirts] 

Correction to Q1 Report 
TOTAL INCOME 

EXPENSES 

Bank Charge 

Bookkeeping Exp to BRRC (US$900) 
BRS Book Award Exp 

Conversion Exp 

PayPal Fees 

Russell Subscriptions 

TOTAL EXPENSES 
OVERALL TOTAL 

BALANCE 6/30/09 

US$ account (Toronto Dominion) 

less outstanding checks 
adjusted US$ account 

Cdn$ account (Toronto Dominion) 

US$ term deposit (Toronto Dominion) 
OVERALL BALANCE 

statement accepting the award was shown at the conference on 
Sunday and will be available by email. 

There being no further business before the meeting, it was ad-
journed. 

David L. Henehan, Secretary 
Bertrand Russell Society 
Thursday, October 15, 2009 

Note: At the banquet, Ray Perkins announced that the 2009 BRS 
Book Award had been given to Omar W. Nasim for his book Ber-
trand Russell and the Edwardian Philosophers. 

$3,318.81 
-650.11  

$2,668.70 
1,034.38 

8 047.34 
$11,750.42 

$406.00 
14.88 

80.00 

0.10 

$500.98 

$29.70 
981.00 

54.00 
-13.94 

4.97 
36.00 

$1 091 73 
$ -590.75 

$961.17 
-54.00  

$907.17 
252.50 

10 000.00 
$11,159.67 

Ken Blackwell, BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster.ca) 

Note: US and Cdn dollars are intermixed. 
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statement  accepting  the  award  was  shown  at  the  conference  on
Sunday and will be available by email.

There  being  no  further business  before  the  meeting,  it was  ad-

journed.

David L. Henehan, Secretary
Bertrand Russell Society
Thursday, October 15, 2009

Note:  At  the  banquet,  Ray  Perkins  announced  that the  2009  BRS
Book Award had been given to  Omar W. Nasim  for his  book Be7`-
trand Riissell and the Edwardian Philosophers.

THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL SOCIETY,  lNC.

2009 Second Quarter Treasurer's Report
Cash  Flow April  1  -June 30, 2009

BALANCE 3/31/09
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Correction to QI  Report
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BRS  Book Award  Exp
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Paypal Fees
f?usse// Subscriptions

TOTAL EXPENSES
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-650.11

$2,668.70
1,034.38

8,047.34

$11,750.42

$406.00
14.88

80.00

0.10

$500.98

$29.70
981.00

54.00
-13.94

4.97

36.00
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S -590.75
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$11,159.67

Ken  Blackwell,  BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster.ca)

Note:  US and Cdn dollars are intermixed.



January 14 

February 11 

March 11 

April 8 

May 13 

June 10 

July 9 

August 12 

September 9 

Ted Lechman: Whitehead's Process and Reality 

Gerry Wildenberg: Krakauer's Under the Banner of Heaven 

Tim Madigan: On his book W.K. Clifford and the Ethics of Belief 

Howard Blair: Ambiguity in Russell's Mathematical Philosophy 

Ted Lech man: On Why I Am Not an Atheist 

Robert Brimlow: On "In Praise of Idleness" 

John Belli: On Russell's "The Theologian's Nightmare" 

Phil Ebersole: On Russell's "How I Came by My Creed" 

Open Forum on Why I Am a Russellian 

For updates or other information, contact Phil Ebersole at 

5-482-4729 or phileb@frontiernet.net  

BARS: The Bay Area Russell Set 
7 pm, Szechwan Cafe 

406 S. California Avenue 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC. 

2009 Third Quarter Treasurer's Report 
Cash Flow July 1 — September 30, 2009 

BALANCE 6/30/09 
US$ account (Toronto Dominion) $961.17 

less outstanding checks -54.00 

adjusted US$ account $907.17 

Cdn$ account (Toronto Dominion) 252.50 

US$ term deposit 10 000.00 

OVERALL BALANCE $11,159.67 

INCOME 
Contributions: BRS $111.00 

Dues: New Members 145.50 

Renewals 174.00 

TOTAL Dues $319.50 

Interest Inc 14.79 

TOTAL INCOME $445.29 

EXPENSES 

Awards $74.52 

Bank Charge 29.70 

Conversion Exp -7.90 

PayPal Fees 8.31 

TOTAL EXPENSES $104.63 

OVERALL TOTAL $340.66 

BALANCE 9/30/09 
US$ account (Toronto Dominion) $1,032.11 

less outstanding checks -74.52 

adjusted US$ account $957.59 

Cdn$ account (Toronto Dominion) 542.74 

US$ term deposit (Toronto Dominion) 10,000.00 

OVERALL BALANCE $11,500.33 

Ken Blackwell, BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster.ca) 

Note: US and Cdn dollars are intermixed. 

GRRS: The Greater Rochester Russell Set 
7 pm, Writers & Books Literary Center 

740 University Avenue 
$3 or Free to members of Writers & Books 

	

January 19 
	

Russell and the Graphic Novel Logicomix 

	

February 16 
	

Russell, Moore, and Darwin 

	

March 16 
	

Russell and Logicomix (continued!) 

	

April 20 
	

Russell on Philosophy and Politics 

	

May 18 
	

Happy Birthday Beni& Come celebrate Russell's 138th birthday 

	

June 15 
	

Report on the 36th annual meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society 

	

July 20 
	

On Self-Deception 

	

August 17 
	

Russell on the Art of Drawing Inferences 

	

Sept 21 
	

Russell on the Art of Reckoning 

For updates or further information contact Peter Stone at 

5tr,ript976(0hotrilail corn 

Readings are in "Files" in BARS' Yahoo! Group. Join at 
http://groups.yahao.comjgroup/bay_brsj. Join the BARS Meet- 

up Group at http://philosophy.meetup.com/219/  

THE  BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY,  lNC.

2009 Third Quarter Treasurer's Report
Cash Flow July 1 -September 30, 2009

BALANCE 6/30/09

USS account (Toronto Dominion)

less outstanding checks
adjusted USS account
Cdns account (Toronto Dominion)

USS term deposit
OVERALL BALANCE

INCOME

Contributions:  BRS

Dues:  New Members
Renewals

TOTAL Dues
Interest lnc

TOTAL  INCOME

EXPENSES
Awards
Bank Charge

Conversion  Exp
Paypal Fees

TOTAL EXPENSES

OVERALL TOTAL

BALANCE 9/30/09

Use account (Toronto Dominion)

less outstanding checks
adjusted USS account
Cdns account (Toronto Dominion)

USS term  deposit (Toronto  Dominion)

OVERALL  BALANCE

$961.17
-54.00

$907.17

252.50

10.000.00

$11,159.67

$111.00

145.50

174.00

$319.50

14.79

$445.29

$74.52
29.70
-7.90

8.31

$104.63

$340.66

$1,032.11
-74.52

$957.59
542.74

10,000.00

$11,500.33

Ken  Blackwell,  BRS Treasurer (blackwk@mcmaster.ca)
Note:  US and Cdn dollars are intermixed.

:JJJ,                          i

January 14`  ` :   Ted Lechman: Whitehead's Process and f?eo/i.ty

Gerrv W.ildenber8.. Krakauer` s Under the Banner Of Heaven

T.im Mad.igan.. On h.is bock W.K. Clifford and the Ethics Of Belief

Howard  Blair: Ambiguity in  Russell's Mathematical  Philosophy

Ted  Lechman: On  VVAy / Am IVof on Ache/.st

Robert Brimlow: On  ``ln  Praise of Idleness"

John  Belli: On  Russell's ``The Theologian's Nightmare"

Phil  Ebersole: On  Russell's ``How I  Came by My Creed"

Open  Forum on Why I Am a  Russellian

','''Y'`+'£j;    For updates or other information, contact phil  Ebersole at

' i   585-482-4729 or phileb@frontiernet.net

I+
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Responsibility 
to Protest 

4.) 

After Lockerbie 
If Were is IMF shame of Our truth coming out it Will be 
Olt sem.enl efforts of OW society. The Russell Found.° 
Is doing sweet straws to BS these who to lot getout Ike 
estat,..rowerres "merusfutuos of comsent, 	Hens N.& filer 

THE SPOKESMAN Foomied by Be rtrand Russell 

Responsibility to Protest 
Edited by Ken Coates 

Lockerbie and the Law - Robert Black 
Unfair Trial - Hans Kleiner 

Lockerbie the Cover-up • Marcello Mega 
The Crime of Lockerbie - Tam Detroit 

1.11.11. 

The Party of Criminal War • John Pilger 
Responsibility to Protest - Noam Chomsky 

Pirates Charter - Tony Blair 
Benign Whitewash - Ken Coates 

Kidnapped on Diego Garcia - Reprieve 
A Now World at The Globe 

Ann Talbot 
Trevor Griffiths 

Reviews Bruce Kent. Micheal Barrett Brown, 
Christopher Gifford, Graham Hallett 

Tony Simpson, Henry McCubbin 
£5.00 	 Issue 106 

Money Troubles ... War Crimes 
Edited by Ken Coates 

War Crimes 
Bob Marshall-Andrews se, 

Sir Menzies Campbell MP, Michael Mates 
David Davis se, George Galloway MP, 

Alan Simpson MP, Adam Price MP 

The Downing Street Memo 

Indictment of Tony Blair - E. W. Thomas 

The Banks - Michael Barrett Brown 

What Labour Forgot - Jim Mortimer 

European Elections • Henry McCubbin 
My A-Bomb Biography - James Kirkup 

The Titanic and The Herald 
ssue 105 	George Lansbury 	el,00 

Subscription to The Spokesman (4 issues) costs 020 (025 ex UK ) 

Spokesman Books, Russet House, Nottingham. NG6 08T, England 
Tel 0115 9708318 - Fax: 0115 9420433 - eleuro(acompuserve corn 

Order online at www.spokesmanbooks.com  

PM@100 
-)GIC FROM .1910 

clebrating  100 years of ...Prmci 

-24 May 2010 

Bertrand itdn,ell Re."%L. arch Centre is host in 	 ',rate 
t 	lee r b 	i 	r 	 .1111,11 	rId 	aril 

Vr.,cnters include: 	BlanclicIte, Chardrs 	 t 
I.. lir Gtattan-Gnitmc.....,,, 	ifilarmranda, Allyn Harcit. Ft,e, 

vegmy 	 Porvr 	 Via,nhir Uri intinrd 	Rielrerd /aril 

i ru] 
Nichoh:: Griffin at nyjiftin 111111t;1•43.1,.C:1 
Cnntriluatinn, Ur OUMMed .H,rl .1-aPlaryutatIi,'ill 
, IC. 	 - 

Nlcrida:,41.cr 	 :en Sires I V, 

— PE 
) 	 .0..rei 



Gtt a 

20% discount 
with the ( ode BR')09 

Routledge 
Taylor & Francis Group 

an informa t,L14. 0255 

An Outline of Philosophy 

The Scientific Outlook 

Autobiography 

Mortals and Others 

Fact and Fiction 

Authority and the 
Individual 

ABC of Relativity 

Why Men Fight 

Unpopular Essays 

Education and the Social 
Order 

The Prospects of 
Industrial Civilization 

Human Society in Ethics 
and Politics 

Common Sense and 
Nuclear Warfare 

Freedom and 
Organization 

On Education 

Our Knowledge of the 
External World 

Human Knowledge 

Philosophical Essays 

The Basic Writings of 
Bertrand Russell 

7o crier, please visit 
tV w routledge.com/classics  


