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COMING EVENTS

BRS at APA e December 28.,The BRS will have a session,as usual, at the annual meeting of the American Philosophical
Association (Eastern Division), this year in Boston. This is the 7th consecutive year of these ERS sessions at APA.
For the program, and abstracts of 2 papers, see (4) and (5). The exact date of the session is not quite certain,
and should be verified; it will probably be December 28.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

Membership Committee (Lee Eisler, Chairman, P_K. Tuckers, Co-Chairman):

We will try to enlarge BRS membership to 500.At that figure, we expect to be financially independent; that
is, we will be able to pay our own way, without depending on members for contributions to make up a deficit.

We now have between 250 and 300 members.- (Renewals are still coming in, which is why we do not have an
exact figure at this time,) We won "t reach 500 overnight, nor even in a year or two. If we continue to grow
at the same rate as in the past, we may make it by 1984 or 1985. This is a projection, and rests on several
assumptions, some of which may turn out,to be mistaken; we hope they won"t.

To improve our chances, we are stepping up our advertising, with a view to speeding up the acquisition of
new members. Chairman Peter Cranford has approved the idea of increasing the advertising appropriation; and
he and Rick Hyman __ who recently made a very generous contribution to the ERS Treasury -- have approved
of using some of the Hyman contribution to pay for the increased advertising.

IT the ERS becomes economically self-supporting, it will have taken an important step toward the goal of

long-term survival -- a goal worth working for.

* * * * * * * * * *

In 1981 we will be advertising in HARPER"S, THE HUMANIST, INQUIRY, MENSA, THE NATION, THE NEW REPUBLIC,
NEW YORK REVIEW OF rooKS, THE PROGRESSIVE, SATURDAY REVIEW. We are interested in finding additional
publications for our ads. If you know of one you think might be suitable, Send us its name; we will
investigate. Our address is at the bottom of this page.

Science Committee (Alex Dely, Chairman):
I received a very warm letter from Profess,~rPaul A. Schilpp, who said, among other things, "I1°m glad to see
that this excellent and important paper, , he Social Responsibility of Scientists and Laymen®, 1is now
available __ although it should be made available to tens of thousands mere readers eee"

(The paper had been scheduled for the 1980 BRS meeting, and was printed in RSN27-8.)
Although the praise was very generous, | do think the ideas are relevant. | would like to write several
versions of it,to send out to popular magazines. However, 1 am pressed for time and | would appreciate it
if some member would volunteer to help me rewrite one or more versions of my talk.
* Any volunteers? Write Alex directly: Physics Dept.,University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ 85721
I also invite interested members to write me about becoming members of the Science Committee.

Alex also advises that he and Jerre Moreland are collaborating on an essay, "How to Avert Nuclear War",
for entry in the Essay Competition in "The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists” (RSN27-19). The competition is in
honor of the pUblication®s founding editor, Eugene Rabinowitch.

-~ussell Society News (Lee Eisler, Editor): RD 1, Box 409, Coopershurg, PA 18036
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PHILOSOPHERS 1 CORNER

O] BRS at IFA; the Program:

Time and Place: at the annual meeting of the Eastern Division of the American Philosophical Association,
this year in Boston, at the Boston Sheraton, December 27-30, 1980. The BRS session will probably be on
December 28, at 10 A.M., but should be verified.

1. RUSSELL AND THE ATTAINABILITY OF HAPPINESS. Marvin Kohl, SUNY/Fredonia
Commentator: ¥J.tchell Staude, University of Maryland

I1. REFERENTIAL AND NON-REFERENTIAL USES OF DENOTING EXPRESSIONS. Richard Fumerton, University of lowa
Commentator: Justin Leiber, University of Houston

Chairman: David Johnson, Naval Academy

This Program is presented by the BRS Phtlosophers' Committee, Edwin Hopkins, Chairman
® Bas at APA: Abstracts of the Papers:

Russell and the Attainability of Happiness, Marvin Kohl

Happinesss depends partly upon external circumstances and partly upon

oneself. It depends upon having and appreciating reasonably continuous success

at satisfying one"s basic needs and correlate interests. According to Russell,

when understood in this way, happiness 1is attainable for most ordinary men and
women. Two objections are considered: first, the charge that happiness is not
attainable largely because of man®s unavoidable fear of death and second, the charge
that Russell®s characterization is too rich, too loose, and that because of this,
because the nature of the goal is unclear, happiness is gpnerally less attainable.

Referential and Non-referential Uses of Denoting Expressions, Richard Fumerton

In "Reference and Definite Descriptions'”- Keith Donnellan attempted to
draw distinction between what he called the referential and attributive (non-
referential) uses of definite descriptions. While the distinction seems easiest
to draw in terms of definite descriptions it may also be possible to extend it to
predi.cateexpressions (denoting properties) and proper names. In this paper |
shall argue tha~ the most natural way of explicating this disticntion at t~
level of language involves appeal to epistemological concepts and that appeal to
such concepts raises old epistemological problems that new philosophers of
language ignore at their peril. 1 shall further argue that if the distinction
between referential and non-referential uses of denoting expressions is to avoid
becoming so vague as to be of little philosophical importance, it ill involve
a distinction Russell drew long ago between objects with which we can be acquainted
and objects with which we cannot.

THE MEMBERS VOTE

(©) Results of the RSN27 ballo-.:

Part 1. Election of Directors. 8 candidates were elected for 3-year terms starting 1/1/81: PAUL ADAM BANNER,
ALl GHAEMI, EDWIN HOPKINS, DONALD JACKANICZ, CHERIE RUPPE, WARREN ALLEN SMITH, KATHARINE R. TAIT,P.K.TUCKER.

Part 2. Time and Place of 1981 Meeting: Hamilton in June was chosen by a good margin when only "1st choice"
was counted, and also when 1st and 2nd choices were combined and counted. We selected June 26-28 (from Friday

evening through Sunday noon), as earlier June weekends encountered obstacles.

Part 3. Honorary membership for Paul Arthur Schilpp is approved all but unanimously. (Yes, there was one
"disapprove”l)

Part 4. A future meeting .in London? Of the 61 members who responded to Part 4, there were 6 yes, 7 probably,
34 possibly, and 14 no.

21% of the members voted, the same percentage as last year. We ought to do better.
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BR ON PAC IFISM

@ 4 kinds of pacifists. 4 kinds of war. Last issue we reported briefly on the talk BOB DAVIS gave (at the 1980
meeting) on BR"s pacifism (RSN27-2g). That brief report didn"t satisfy us; we asked Bob for more. Here it is:

What follows 1is a shortened resume; | will leave out the part on World Government. | drew from a variety of
sources, but my primary sources are "The Future of Pacifism”, a 1944 article in "The American Scholar”, vol.
13, #1, and Justice in Wartime, 1916 (difficult to obtain as it has not been republished except possibly in
the scholar®s reprint series.)

| agreed to give this talk at a college before the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and the hostage affair,
but wrote it during the worst parts of these crises last winter. |1 was struck by BRIS prescience in these
matters. In 1916 he remarked: "The fact that the Persians -- the intellectual aristocracy of the Moslem world
_ had freed themselves from the corru}tgovernment  of the Shah (in 1910) and were becoming Liberal and
Parliamentary was not regarded as any reason “Whytheir northern provinces should not be devastated by
Cossacks and their southern regions occupied by the British." (.l1Ji.) BR often said that his first political
memory was of the Second Afghan War of 1878; the British and Russians schemed over Afghanistan in the 19th
Century much as they do today. BR"s views are still in step with today's events".

BR makes several distinctions concerning types of pacifism. First, there is Absolute Pacifism. This means that
no wars are justified for any participants. The pacifism of the Quakers and of Ghandi 1is of this sort, and is
clmsely conneTted with the philosophy of non-violence. Among Christians this is generally rooted in the
Commandment,”  hou Shalt Not Kill w and the Sermon on the Mount. Christians normally make exceptions only “When
self-defense, communists or fascists are involved.B,y the tenets of Absolute Pacifism, war against Nazi

Germany was wrong.

The other form of pacifism 1is Relative Pacifism -- the general but not total disbelief in the acceptability
of war. According to this, very few wars are worth fighting, and most wars produce worse results than other
alternatives would have. By this theory, opposition to Germarv in World War Il was justified. The problem of
"drawing the line" arises. All wars seem to be garbed in the rhetoric of se.lf'-defenee

Pacifists may be further classified as belonging to one of two types, the individual pacifist and the
political pacifist. The individual pacifist’s concern 1is limited to his own activities; he refuses to fight.
The political pacifist's concern 1is to prevent his government from fighting; and he attempts in vfrious ways
in influence the actions of his government. Many religious pacifists are of the individual sort. hey are
concerned with their own conscience or state of grace and not with society as a "Whole.

BR was a relative, political pacifist. He believed that most, but not all, wars are wrong, and he worked in
the political arena for goals he felt would avoid war. Though he suffered imprisonment twice in his lifetime
for his anti-war work, he did support World War 1l and repudiated his 1936 Which Way to Peace? (It is still
worth reading.) Being against war sounds very much like conventional wisdom today, but we should remember
that through most of history war has been glorified. During the first half of this century such views were
still very strong, and supported intellectually by Social Darwinism. That BR"e views are commonplace today
is due in no small part to BR"s own efforts.

It should also be noted that BR approached a position of Absolute Pacifism after the spread of nuclear weapons,
on the basis that any war was likely to lead to the use of nuclear weapons and universal destruction. He felt
that the imposition of any political system, no matter how horrible, was superior to universal destruction,
because man could recover from a "new dark age" but not from annihilation. On the other hand, he supported
North Viet Naro, presumably as a war of genuine self-defense, and he broadcast support to the Czechs in 1968.

I personally have no doubt that he would do the same today about Afghanistan.

IT one accepts Relative Pacifism, one m~st be able to decide Which wars are acceptable. BR developed a way
of classifying wars in the chapter, "The Ethics of War,” in L.
The firSt type is Wars of Colonization, which BR felt were often justified. By this he meant wars where a
people of superior culture occupied and drove out the indigenous people. "They have the merit, often
fallaciously claimed for all wars, of leading in the main to the survival of the fittest, and is chiefly
through such wars that the civilized portion of the earth has been extended from the neighborhood of the
Mediterranean to thy greater part of the earth®s surface." He stressed that the differences between the
peoples must be undeniable, and that "if we are to judge by results, we cannot regret that such wars have
taken place. » However, he stressed that these wars belong to the past as the world is fully peopled now.

His second category is Wars of Principle; these too are often justified. They are wars in which one side
is genuinely supporting a principle of value -- such as religious toleration -- against a force that is
attempting to destroy that principle. He felt that the U.S. Civil War, conceived as a war to end slavery,
was therefore justified for the North. But he also said, "It is very seldom that a principle of genuine
value to mankind can only be propagated by military force; as rule, it is the bad part of men.s principles,
not the good part, “Which makes it necessary to fight for their defense."

The third type is Wars of Self Defense, which he says, surprisingly, are rarely justified. He means that
most wars are called self_defensive Dby the participants,and usually incorrectly.A war that really was
self_defensive~e rule of the Wars of Principle he might accept. However, submission by the party
attacked might, 1in some cases, be preferable if judged by the final results. He thought that submission to
Germany in World War 1 could have been could have been preferable to the destruction caused by the war,
despite the ultimate victory.
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The final classification is Wars of Prestige,which he felt applied to almost all modern wars, and were never
justified. "Rather than forego the triumph, rather than endure the humiliation, they are willing to inflict
upon the world all those disasters which it is now suffering and all that exhaustion and impoverishment

which it must long continue to suffer.” This seems to meto sumup the U.S.A. in Viet Nam, Russia in
Afghanistan, and the Irag-lran War.

At a later date, 1936, BRadded revolution to his list. He observed that revolutions ‘"are justified if
supported by a majority of the people and do not serve to impose minority rule.”

BRdoes not provide easy answers but to mymind there are no easy answers. Absolute Pacifism

attempts to
provide a complete answer, but | cannot accept that all wars for all participants

have been bad. Resistance

to Nazi Germanywas certainly  justified. Onthe other hand, almost all wars seem to be thought just by the
participants. So we are left to sort it out, to inform ourselves about history, current events, other
viewpoints, and logic. From this raw material we must make'our jUdgments. In this process, BR's views, his

classifications, can be of distinct help.

MYFAVORITRUSSELL

(8) &Y lester E Denonn:

My favorite of favorites amongall of Bertie's works is The Amberley Papers. which | have just read for the
sixth time. Althought his parents died when he was very young, they had a marked influence on his beliefs.
The Problems of Philosophy is my next choice. It was used as a text in an undergraduate course and again

in a graduate course. Since | had already studied the work, | was the star of the graduate course.

I also like the rest!

BRQUOTED

9 "Forbes" quotes BRquite often, as we have seen (RSN25-20,RSN26-15RSN27-12). Here's another

one, fran several
years ago (4/17/78):

Menwho are unhappy, like men who sleep badly, are proud of the fact.

And a recent one (9/29/80):
It is possible, and authentic wise men have proved that it is possible, to live in so large a world that the
vexations of daily life cometo feel trivial, and that the purposes that stir our deeper emotions take on

something of the immensity of our cosmic contemplations.

(Thank you, Whitfield Cobb)

BRSPROJECTS

(10) Short papers wanted, A long time ago KENBLACKWAEiuggested that we have a series of short papers (as part
of BRSliterature) giving BR's views an various subjects. They would be titled RUSSELIONHISTORYRUSSELL
ONRELIGION,RUSSEquN CENSORSHIRUSSELIONPHILOSOPHYRUSSELIONPOWERRUSSELIONHAPPINESSRUSSELL
ONEDUCATIONRUSSELIONWOMENRBIGHTS,RUSSELIONCOMMUNISRJSSELIONMARXetc.,etc.Each one would be
brief; 2 sides of one page, maximum.

* Whowill volunteer to write one? Advise the newsletter and mention the topic. Address on Page 1, bottom.
BERTRANRVJSSELIMEMORIAL
(11) The unveiling date is October 23rd. Werecently received the following letter:

(See next page, please)
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BERTRAND RUSSELL MEMORIAL

An Appeal made by Sir Alfred Ayer, Lord Brockway (Chairman of the Appeal Cttee),
Peter Cadogan (Secretary), Lord Ritchie Calder, Frank Dobson MP, John Gilmour,
Dora Russell, Lord Willis and Baroness Wootton.

c/o SPES, Conway Hall, 25 Red Lion Square, London WC.l. Tel: 01. 242.8032/3.

TO ALL THOSE WHO HAVE DONATED TO THE APPEAL 8th October 1980

Many thanks for your donation of  (amount deleted)
All has gone well and you are invited to attend the unveiling of the Memorial at:

12.00 mid-day, Thursday 23rd October 1980
in the Gardens of Red Lion Square, London WC.I

Lord Brockway will preside over the ceremony and Dora Russell will unveil the bust.
The idea of the Memorial stemmed in the first place from Dora Russell. She took
the matter up with Lord Brockway and theAppeal Committee was constituted.  Sir
Alfred Ayer, who knew the work of the sculptor Marcelle Quinton, introduced her

to us and the work began. Marcelle Quinton also advised on the site, designed the
plinth and arranged the installat ion.

Sir Alfred Ayer will also speak during the ceremony as will Peter Cadogan, the
Honorary Secretary of the Appeal Committee (ex-Committee of 100 and currently the
General- Secretary of the South Place Ethical Society).

The Borough of Camden has been most helpful thoughout and has contributed generously
to the Appeal. We are glad to say that the Mayor of Camden, Councillor Ron Hefferman,
will be present on the 23rd and will speak on behalf of the Borough.

After the ceremony all Donors are invited to a Reception in the Library of the
adjacent Conway Hall - where Bertrand Russell once gave the Conway Memorial
Lecture.

All Donors are cordially invited to the Reception.  As this letter also constitutes the
invitation will you please be good enough to bring it with you?

On behalf of the Appeal Committee, <

Peter Cadogan (Honorary Secretary)

NOTE: We are still a few hundred pounds short of the target of £4000. Money is
still coming in. 1f you would like to bring the Appeal to the notice of a friend who
has not so far contributed, we hope you will do so. All new Donors will receive this
.rcknowledgement and invitation by return.

Although it was on very short notice, BobDavis and Don Jackanicz decided to be present at the
unveiling.

The~~peal COIlllIlitt_thkd advised us (RSN2'I-3l.)that it would t.hank all donors individually, and ~Id advise
them{in advance) of the date and time of the unveiling. It didn't work out quite that way. Somedonors were
notified in advance; somewere not; and somestill have not been notified. But every donor will (sooner or
later)receive  the thank-you letter which is reproduced above.

To date the BRShas received a total of 1032.50 for the Bertrand Russell Memorial, from 53 donors, the great
majority of whomare BRSmembers.

A report by BOBDAVISN the unveiling appears toward the end of this newsletter (48c,d).
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BRCELEBRATED
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ASSESSMENODE BR
on on . alter aumgartnert Inks that nt| ony Howards reassessment of the ITe an
13 Howard BR. Wal B hink h Anth H d f the Iif d

work of Bertrand Russell ten years after his death (RSN2610) needs to be reassessed itself.

Manyof Howard's statements -- and the fact that some statementswere made at all-- need to be
scrutinized.  Admirers of Russell admit that there were unusual aspects of this unusual man,
but a reading of Howard's article does not provide a well-balanced picture. To be specific:

Howard:"It was certainly in the early part of his life that he wrote his most intellectually distinguished
books." Howardgoes on to name'lhe Eoundations .of Geometry and 3 others.
This is what BRhad to say, years later: "My first philosophical book, AnEssay on the Eoundations of
ichwas an elaboration of my Fellowship dissertation, seems to be now somewhat foolish eee
Apart from details, | do not think there is anything valid in this early book."(My Philosophical
DevelOpment. London: Allen & Unwin, 1959. p. 39) Not exactly intellectually distinguished.  Alan
Wood, in his biography, does not mention The Foundations.

Ho,ward”The unkind __ or perhaps merely those endowedwith his ownsharp critical faculty -- were later
to say that all of Russell's original work was done before he was 45." Apparently, then, we ought to
write off the following:
The Practice and Theory of Bolshevism (1920). Historian Walter Laqueur calls it the most brilliant essay
ever written on the subject, including the way it forecasts future repression in the Soviet Union.
Marriage & Morals (1929). It placed Russell with G.B. Shawand H. G. Wells as the main spokesmen

for a "newmorality" ..michhas had considerable influence. "Russell" No. 33/34, p. 25.
The Conquest of Happiness (1930), an extra~ely helpful book. It has, for example, induced Dr. Peter
Cranford to distribute  several hundred copies to patients and friends.("Russell" No. 12, p. 31)

Power, ANewSocial Analysis (1938) is of enormous political importance, and a fascinating
pr-ot ot.ype for logical atomism.("Russell" No. 33/34 p, 25)
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A Historz, 21 Il ~stern Philosophy (1945). The best writtenand most interesting  history of philosophy

"["Russell"™ No.3~P. 19), \>/hichalso shows the connection of phLl.csophy with political and social
circumstances. .
e ——~ Knowledge, lts =so-~e and l=its (1948). "eee it seems to me that these later views of Russell's

on perception and related matters are crucially important and, moreover, that they are the nearest
thing to the truth about these issues that have been proposed to date.” GroverM.'iXWelln Bertrand

Russell:A Collection of Critical Ess— D.F. Pears,ed. Garden City: Doubleday (1972) pp. lio-liL

Howard, referring to the Beacon Hill School: "Russell himself hardly directed all of his energies to it
even in September 1927, whenthe school first opened, he was away on a lecture tour in Amer-Lca ,n
Howard suggests the image of a man who shuffles out of his responsibilities; but the reason Russell
was lecturing in America was to raise money for the school. "IlY father was off to America in pursuit
of money again in 1929 and 1931 and when he was not in A.l!lerica, he was busy writing books to raise the
necessary funds." =L Eather, Bertrand Russell by Katharine Tait. NewYork:Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
(1975) p. 100

Howard:"The by-products tended to be essentially potboiler books, one of which, Marriage & Morals. was

to return to haunt him when he finally decided, in 1938, to embark on an academic career in America,"
This is slanted writing. "eee was to return to haunt him eee " suggests that BR might have regretted
writjing Marriage and Morai:~, but there is no evidence of that, nor any reason to think he regretted it.

Howard:"The womanwho brought the action (to stop BR from teaching at CCNY)ucceeded -- the university,

in the words of the judge whotried the case, having convicted itself of being interested in ‘establishing

a chair of indecency'." (Hal-lard calls it a university, but in fact it was a college, City College.)
More slanted writing. The uninfonned reader .might weli assume that BR had been unable to persuade the
Judge to decide the case in his favor. In fact, BR never participated in the case, though he wanted to.
rt was the City of NewYork,dominated by Catholic politicians, that defended the case, and did so \dth

a view to losing it; and did lose it. The judge was Catholic. BR was never called to testify.

Howard:"Though he remaaned in A.lllericafor the greater part of the warees he was luckier than, say, Isherwood
or Audenin never having it held against him that he preferred the safety of exile to the perils of the

hornefront. «
A reflection  on I3R's integrity. He was in America whenthe war broke out, and was not allowed to travel

to England. He was finally able to persuade the British Embassy in 1944 to let him return to England.

(Autobio~rafhY IIlI, p.342.) Weonly see the top of the iceberg, and can never be certain of the real
motives eh:mdpuman actions, but to claim, as H ward does, that BR sought nothing but safety does not

fit BR's character, and is quite unfair. o

Howardtakes quite a lot of space to quote a hostile critic, A. J. P.Taylor of the Committee for Nuclear
Disar.mament:'~Whenve set up the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament we wanted a distinguished figure, and

there was Russell, who'd spoken out very frank~y against nuclear weapons, and he was made President. Like
any president of a society, he was meant to be a figurehead -- not to cometo executive meetings, not to

lay down policy, but just to give his benign blessing and there his namewould be on top of the letter paper.
But instead of that he thought he was much better fitted to r-un the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament than

we were. | thought he was a frightful nuisance.”
This contributes nothing to our understanding of I3R. It merely tells wus that Taylor didn't like Russell.

Howard!\By now" - Le,, after the Campaign for Nuclear Disannament had begun -- "there were those ready to

say that Hussell had become a publicity hunter.”
BH. sought publicity for the cause of nuclear df.aarmament, not for himself, which would have been out

of character. Only a hostile or uninformed critic would suggest otherwise.

All in all, Howardseems to say that R~, though brilliant, could be irresponsible  and lacking in moral

fiber. What a pity that he chose to write this article ~dthout be.ing better informed. There is enough

misinformation about BRfloating around -- e.g.,many believe BR was a communist, _  without adding still more.
BRSTRAVEGRANT

1980 Travel Grant is awarded.For the second year in a row, the BRS Travel Grant has been awarded to a historian.
He is Steven J. Livesey, doctoral candidate in History at the University of California, Los Angeles. The award
pays up to $500 for travel for purposes of research for a dissertation. Mr.Livesey's dissertation, "Meta.basis:
The History of a Concept from Greek Antiquity to the Renaissance., » will be based in part on his research in

libraries in EnglaJld, France} Germany, and Iltaly.

1981 Travel Grant is announced. The announcement (a) of the conditions of the 1981 Travel Grant, and (b) of
tfieWinner of the 1980 Travel Gra."ltwas sent to 5 departments in some 15 major universities and a few others.

The 5 departments are PliiJosophy, Psychology, History, English, Sociology .
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NUCLEAR DISAID*J\MENI

A 25th Anniversary. From "The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists" (October 1980); with thanks to BOB DAVIS:

From Science Council of Japan ing to this resolution among scien- invalidated  the theory of nuclear cern for the complete ) abolition _Of
tists and the general public allover deterrence-the pretext  for main- nuclear weapons and time and again
Statement from the Council in com- the world. taining nuclear weapons in the paxt has issued many recommend.ations,
memoration of the 25th anniversary The Manifesto, from the stand- The final document  unanimously §tatements .and appeals”agalnst test-
of the Russell-Einstein Manifesto. point of* human-beings, members of  approved at the Special Session tor ing, production,  stockpiling and use
the species Man, whose continued Disarmament  of the General Assem- of nuclear weapons.

A quarter of a century ago, on July 9. existence is in doubt  emphasizes bly of the United Nations held two It was only natural then, that the
1955. a Manifesto signed by the two the special responsibility of scien- years ago clearly stated that" Man- Council stood firmly behind the aims
distinguished scientists, Bertrand tists because they do know most kind today is confronted with an un- of the Russell-Einstein Manifesto,
Russell,  Albert Einstein  and nine about the formidable dangers of nu- precedented threat of self-extinc- and adopted a resolution to give full
other  Nobel Laureates, including clear warfare and consequently  they tion" because ofthe accumulation 01' support to the statement of the sci-
Hideki Yukawa, was released as a should endeavour  more strenuously nuclear weapons. , entists meeting at Pugwash.
call to the whole world. than anyone else to bring about the The pressing situation in which we As this year marks the twenty-firth

The Manifesto faced and gave a complete abolition of nyclear now find ourselves proves that the anniversary ~ of the Russell-Einstein
waming  against the actual peril weapons. Indeed, .the Man.lfes.to aim of the Manifesto, which recom- Man.ifesto. the Cogncil. recalling its
arising as a result of the development ushered in thg meeting  of suen.tls.ts mended that every government "find consistent ~ stand in support of nu-
of nuclear weapons, which confronts at.Pugwash . lnA 1957, where d.IStIn- peaceful means. for the settlement of clear disarmament  through all these
mankind with the possibility of an- gwshe.d scientists from \{arlous all matters of dlspute.be.zt\./veen them" years, hereby re-confirms the spirit
nihilation. It appealed to the scien- countries  of the world, including H. has even greater significance than a.nd significance of the Manifesto and
tists of the world, irrespective  of di- Yukawa and S. Tomonaga,  assem- when it V\_/as issued. _ simultaneously resolves  to make
fferences of political thinking, ~creed, bled and adopted a statement in line The.z Suencg 4C0unC|I . of Jaipan, at even. greater fe.ﬁf)rts to carry F)ut the
nationality, ~ socio-economic system, with the spirit of the Russell-Einstein the time of its inauguration in 1949, special responsibility  of scientists to
to assemble  in conference  to de- Manifesto. declared its firm determination  both attain the most earnest aspiration of
liberate how to overcome this peril. During the past 25 years, consid- within ~ Japan Aand overseas that it humanity for the still unrealized total
The objectives were to adopt a res- ering the opinions and movements of WOU|.d exert IIS?” to make science abolition of nuclear weapons. .
oluion to urge the governments  of the peoples of the world, it is fortu- prowde the basis for a cu!turfil na- ) We there.fore“ call upon all scien-
the world to realize that their pur- nate that no nuclear weapon has tion and" for world peace, indicating tists and scientific organizations  both
pose cannot be furthered by a world been used in actual warfare. the attitude of self-reflection  of Jap- in Japan and overseas to support this
war, to recommend that all matters Nevertheless,  the possible danger of nese scientists.  Since then, particu- statement  of our Council and to col-
of dispute be settled by peaceful their use is growing stronger because Ia.rl)./.since the H-bomb  tests .at the Iaborate. with us in the pursuit or
means, and simultaneously to ini- of the recent developments of nu- Bikini Atoll in 1954, the C?UnCI| has these aims.O
tiate a signature campaign  subscrib- clear weapons systems which have ceaselessly  expressed  serious  con-

RELIGION

Eundamentalism. We intend to give considerable space to the resurgence of fundamentalism __ the belief that
the Bible is the word of God and therefore infallible -- because it perpetuates beliefs for which there is
no evidence, many of which do great harm; because it is anti-democratic, in that it confers enormous power
on those who interpret the Bible and claim to know what God wants people to do;“because its approach to
issues and problems 1is the antithesis of the scientific approach; because it seems to be achieving political
power in the USA; ffildinally because it is ~he exact opposite of what Bertrand Russell stood for.

“Discover” reports on creationism.
the October 1980 issue, pp. 92-93:

CREATIONISM
ON THERISE

Inan all-out challenge to Darwin, the Scientific
Creationists are more creative than scientific

"Discover” i~ the new Time-Life "NeW3lllagazineof f"cience."” This is from

The division in the ranks of the Dar- more or less in their present forms; that league support when Republican pres- -Tennessee,-  whlich-pitted-the  'Bible-
winists has given comfort and new hope people and apes, not to mention pick- idential candidate Ronald Reagan told thumping ~ William  Jennings ~ Bryan
to the fundamentalists, who reject evo- erel and pigs, never had a common an- reporters, prior to a meeting of Chris- against defense attorney Clarence Dar-
lution out of hand. Foremost among cestor. Instate after state, inall region” tian fundamentalists in Dallas, that if row, dealt with a comparatively simple
them are the "scientific creationists,” of the U.S., the anti-evol~tionists are evolution is taught in the public schools, argument. - Schoolteacher John Scopes
who cite what they claim is scientific ev- campaigning to have their beliefs in- the "Biblical story of creation" should was haled into court on charges that
idence that Darwin was wrong; that the cluded in public school science courses. also be taught. he had violated state law by teaching

earth's plants and animals were created Late in August they got some. hig- The famous 1925 Scopes trial in evolution in the classroom. Bryan ar-
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gup<!tltnl man was rreal,(,din just. Uw
‘way U, Hook ol'(i,/n",i, told it Hut I)ar-
ro~ so hrilliantly  dplliiQnstrat(~d thnt. it
was illo!l:i('al to take th« Hibl" lit"rally
that (‘t'(‘ationism nvvor quito rpcovpred,
anrl tif way was dean'd lor g-rtattf
puhlir an'Piihtiic O evolution.  (I'h(Jitgh
thvw won UH~ war, Darrow and S(‘opps
10,; th,' hattle: Scopl's was linpd $10(!.)
Today's  fTPationisl.s ~ an' consider-
ably mort' sophisticated than  Bryan:
U"'y !l:oto painfu] lengths to omphasize
Lhr-"s(il'lltifk"  over the “crpatilltlist,"
hilt in <loin.!! so “U-y have h{(OnH" more
«r-auv«  than  s(-i(~nlili(. Milch or the-ir
support  (‘OInE'Sfrom Lho 13-~itut« ro—-
Creation [{psl'arch, in ~an Iyrgo, an 011-
shoot qf the' Ihlptist~ori('nt(‘{| Chr-isuuu
Hr-ritazo  Collpg"  ("nrolimpnt 2(0),
lliChard  1lli™", who hold, a Ph.l ). in ud-
ucauon and is director O r-urr-ir-nlum do-
volopment  for lell, sounds th" theme
with a pithy statement  or prineipl,: "I
1"lipw that tlw Creator croauxl —man
we; man, tho dog as dog, the diflr-ront
plants a, diiTprent plants." .
Ii™s (‘'olleague Gary Parkr-r, a hi-
ology prol'e:-;sor, olaborat.cs. 1)psign, lu-
says, is a key to c.reationist  thought.
“The «volutionists ~ would have us be-
liew that. all the living things art' dup
to lhn'{" r'a(‘tors-lim(" chance, and «on-
tin\ling prorr-ss. But the c!"paLiollisls sny
thatthen- is a level or ordor 10 Iil'} that
couldn't possibly have r-onu- from purr:
chance.” Parker  says the ovidenr:r-
s(-pms to show that all organisms wure
created  from an inventory O r-ornmon
parts, and that each spf~cies is put to-
g'(ther in a different arrall.g'Pnlront.. "It's
just liko having a bi!l: pile of cinder

‘blocks,”  explains  Parker. "You can
make an armory from thoso hlor-ks. or
a wan-house, or a mansion. It dfIH'nds

on your design." Using another simile,
he savs that a pile or aluminum, plpe-
trical'wirp, ~ rubber, ann other mnturj als
dumped on the end of a runway would
never arrange itself into an airplane, let
alone fly. "But an intelligence external
to that matter can design it and give it
a function, can make it into an air-
plane,” David Raul' of Chicago's Field
Museum,  dismisses that argument: "It
does not take into account two essen-
tials of evolution-unlike cinder blocks,
organisms  reproduce  themselves, and
they are subject to natural salection."
For their evidence, the creationists
exploit the quarrel among paleontolo-

Reagon favors creationism, according to the following

fossil
appearance
Cambrian

Great

riating
ly incorrectly,

theory
slightest

evolution,
creationists,

quickly buried it in mud, which explains

to linn oneself quoted, eonSCIOUS'
by cr:ationists, N?n~ of

controversy

the

iota, to any creationist.
Hut it does, And partly lor that rea-
creationists have

within  evolulionary
should give any comfort, ~ot the taught in areas other
the board of education
them taught in science as well."
ranged Creationist  fr-rvor
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instruction.
ornmenrlation
scientific  creation

ASPCA founder Henry Bergh chides Darwin in Thomas Nast's famous cartoon.
MR. BERGH TO THE RESCUE.
T IRPICAITEL COllLILA "That, mm wants to claim mv Pedigree.  11¢snys he is one
of InY | lusr-ond. 3
Mr. 1h:Rf;ll. "Now,.\Ir. IhnwIN. how could yon insult him s0?"
gists over the matter of gradualism w1 throughout ~ the U,S, to promote
II' Darwin ~ was right, say the cause. In state after state,
why are there gaps in the has been introduced  that. would
record'! They point to the sudden public schools to and creationist
of complex life [orms in ings to their hiology classes,
rocks as ovidence that the Missouri, ~ ann  South  Dakota
Flood occurred. Jts waters, they provide  such instruction.
drowned  most existing lire and ton County, Virginia, t"acl"rs

to give the

why so much of it was prpserved in fos- ism in biology and oarth science
sil form, To help make their point, they es, quoting from G"nesis
even cite some ~f the theories profi'erpn basis or this _viewpoint. ~ School
the  paleontologist St'phpn,  Jay istrators  in Tampa,  Florida, > D
Gould. Says Gould: "Its so utterly infu- ordered to provide extt'llsivp  creationist

Says ow ollir-ial: “The
from our olikp was that
and ot her theories
than  scipncf’,
("Josp to have

is inllllerH'ing thr-

headlined:"Anderson Attacks Reagan and Carter Foreign Policies.” I-ndersonis

paragraph:

Quesiioned by reporters,
sharp issue with Mr. Rea
marks  the Republican no
yesterday ~ about evolution
history at a meeting of Ch
mentalists  in Dallas,

Identifying  himself as an ev: ‘cal
Christian, Me. Anderson said "I put m
self outside” any attempts to “politicize
evangelical ~ doctrine”  or to say "what
snoutd be or should not be taught in the
classrooms  of America,”

Me. Reagan said he favored teaching
the biblical theory of creation along with
the scientific theory of evolution in public
schools,

Me. Anderson said he favored “the full-
est freedom as far as scientific inquiry is
concerned,"” and said he believed "we
should not get into anything that smack~,
‘111" ('M190rsmp,asJ ar.as texl~~tJ,<BOI1'
corned.”

legislation

Wisconsin,
already
In Washing-
this
will have to take hriof note or creation-

have been
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tex l.book jlldli~try, as w(,11.Al.\"a..,\ lour
major puhlishers  now dl'al wil h I,ht" sub-
jP(L. ~ays Lois Arnold. sellior scil'fu'(,pd-
itor at Prontic-e-Hall. ~ "W(I dowt advo-
(atf> the id(:l of s{,ifntilic c¢frat ion. hut
wr- ft'lt we had to ropr-eseu! ot IIPf point.s
of viow." Othor publishers may soon do
tho same. Tr-xas has nl'(idl'd that all
toxts doalinz  with  r-volutiou  should
“identify it as only (e of spvpral ox-
planations of till' origins of human-
kind," That rpquirt>flIPIlt. is the strong-
est pressure  yet my tlu- publishing

industry,  which is hpginning to knuck-
le under, Says one editor whose book
pre-sents t.h(-ereationist  position: “Croa-
tionism has no plan' in a biolozy u-xt,
hilt aft'r all we ar- in Ih' business Of
,pllillg  textbooks."

H~~rpand there. opponents of gfp<i-
Lionism have g-otle to court. to tight it.~in-
roads. A Tennr-sseo law roquirinz  th«
1l~a(~hing of c.reationism  was drv-lared
unconstitutional hr-causr- t.ho wor-dimr
oxplicit.ly nu-ntioned the Bibl", Th" II,S.
District  Court rpjedpd a suit brought
against  the  Smithsonian Inst.it ut ion
that would have rpgllirpd  irH'luding
«roar.ionism  in a display oi ovulution.
The American  Civil Lilx-rt.io» llnion
“u""essfully  lought a drx-ision by two In-
diana school districts to adopt a rrr-
at.ionist book as a biology lext. Thai
hook wa¢. later row r-ilton to .K'etaround
the court's objections.  Says Luwrono-
Rouben, the lawyer- who handled t.h--
ACLU'sease: ~ “"Now I'm not suro Icould

win againsl the book, although it says
essentially  the sam i-thing."

Scipnlists  are disturbed by the bur-
geoning- ~ crealionist movement. Niles
Eldredgp  “ails it "a roturn 10 know-
nothingisrn.' Wayne Moyer, oxocutiv
director  of tht~ National ~ Association  of

Biology Teachers,  complains  that. th»
creationist campaign  is "purr- propa-
ganda, a very seriolls dplusioll of thp
public." The lowa Acadr-my or S"i"nee
ha.l..jorrned a special committee to corn-
bat en‘ationist  Ilwpssurps.

Clifford G, McCollum. a l'ommitle,’
mr-mix-r and past pn'sid(lit of t.he lowa
\(aderny, summarizes what many sci-
c-ntist.s r~~chbout ulr  HIOVNTINIL "It's
a «untradiction  in lorms to spt~ak of 'sri-
('nt.ifie <:rpationistrl.'”  The basic premise,
the' hasir- dogma, is UH' C'xistmw(' of a di-
viwr  creator.  What.  Lhoy f~SP{)W.:(is :1c
adfindi¢ Irr-odom 1,0 '.¢,wh (TPatiollislll is
tlu-ir acadr-mi«  I'rfpdo!Tl 0 rour-h thv
11allle™ or the «art.h."

-James  Gorman

portion of a report in The New York Times (8/24/80.p.28),
being questioned,

in the first
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(19 “The Dial"™ reports on creationism. "The Dial™ is a new monthly published by the Educational Broadcasting
Corporation. The following is from the September 1980 issue, pp-44-51:



When you saw the TV series The VOyage of Charles
Donoin; it didn't occur to you that the ideas in it
were controversial. Youwon't despair when the
series is repeated, nor wince if you encounter the
new British series, Life on Earth, nor' gnash

your teeth at the evolutionary assumptions of
the Cosmos and Nova shows. But there are people
who will, people who think evolution is wrong, if not
evil. Meet four of them here. Read of the scope of
their movement (page 51). Then read, overleaf, the
advice of a scientist who tells you how to argue with
these earnest and determined people.

- WHAI" TO SAY TO THESE PEOPLE

BY GARRETT HARDIN

he seven-part TV series The Voyage 'if' Charles wrong he would have been! But in Ihe public arena, things are quite otherwise.
Darwin ended in a reenaelment of the 1860 Hux- Among scientists, it is true, the Darwinian the-ory Sixty-five years after Huxley-Wilberforce, the trial of
Tlev— Wilberforce  debate, in which Dr. Samuel Wil- did pass from triumph to triumph in the years after the John T. Scopes, a high-school teacher, revealed an
h,:rforce, bishop of Oxford, attacked Thomas Hen- debate 10 become the only view seriously entertained enormous resistance to Darwin's ideas among Funda-
ry Huxley for upholding Darwin's views, hut was by professional  biologists, The idea of natural selec- mentalist Protestants.  To the dismay of both part ips in
thoroughly  trounced. A television viewer might well lion now suffuses every branch of biology. There, the dispute, this celebrated 1925 "monkey trial,” in
have concluded that Darwinism had triumphed. How Darwin has wo. which Scopes was accused of I"a"hing the theory of
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evolution in Davton,  Tennessee, was ultimatelv rle-
cidr-d on purely’ lechnical grounds. Scopes  was first
con vi' ted and fin"d $100, buUl on appeal he was
acquitted on the te.c-hni.alitv that tilt fine had been
excessive. Within a f'w years, othe-r trials around the
country  de-terminr-d  that stale laws could nol mandate
the te.aching of thr- hihlir-a] story of cr eation nor forhid
the IPaching  of evolution in tI", public srhools.  Bolh
violat ed the Firsl Amr-udnu-nt of the Constitution,
which established th . separation ~ of Chun-h and State.
In lhc 1B60 ddJate, won tilt' battle; in
the following  c"nturv,
tin e, of the ,'s.ntenary

evolutionists
llwy nr-arly lost the war.
of lhe Origi» of Spccie«, in ():19,
the vast majorit y of high s"hool  Jiology texts had
resolved Ih, dispute  simply hy suppressing holh 51"
r-ial (“ftatioll and evolution. T word “evolution' was
usually ~ omitt e.d, with 1h,- flahhy word “rlevr-lupment"
standing in its place. Natural sd"(lion was scun-r-lv
touch"d upon. A high school stude-nt in 19(,() woul;1
ge.ncrallv  have had no inkling of lilt importan”,- of
Darwin in the intelledual history  of humanity,

The public  n-surrection of Darwinism r-ann-, ‘“uri-
ously, from space. -In '-October 1957,  the
Union Spiunik! il first
satellite. By beating us out in the. race
Soviets  shattered American complacency
technological superiority.  There
outcry  for greater  emphasis on lhe leaching
ence in the high schools.  As biologists took up their
portion of the educational burden, they  became
aware of how disastrously  school  administrators and
textbook  publishers had sabotaged biology. A feisty
geneticiat, Nobel Priz € winner H. J. Muller,  protest-
ed in an article entited "One Hundred Years  With-
Is Enough." In  response, the- Biological
Sciences Curriculum Study, the official arm of the
biology  teaching profession, put out five different
high  school textbooks, each of them  assigning a
major role to evolution and natural  selection, When
the state board of education in Texas ask «d for a
special  edition  that would mitigate  these frightening
ideas, BSCS refused 10 compromise.

.In human  affairs as in Newtonian
provokes reur-tion.  Within a few years,
talists had  rle-ve.lopcd a new attack,
around the end of thee First Amendm e.nt
that they could not inse-rt an expliritlv
inlo  th e school JSulTicllia. they call,-d
scientifiC, Christt~tlillg it “~(it11lifi¢
Th,-ir plea thal il 1", illcilldcd in 111'curricula had a
surfac,-  plausibilil”. No 11lllllan jwing s pn's"nl  at
tht- origin  of lift' oi earlh. 1or did Hiuyour actually
observt- and ft-'cord ,lu- PVollllion of oir" species inl~)
mioiher  millions O ~'tars ago. Tiwl'cforc  {said thp
crationisls). il i, jllsl as sci"nlific 10 1" li,-w- thal all
fxi~linA  SfHTit>s  Wf'rr (‘n‘alec! ill txat'llv
tht same forms thai Iht-~-
U'pl)(ISt-  that Thl'y ,"oh,-d, S,'i"ntifi" (‘r"ationists do
nol ask that tleeir tI"™or\' displal" Darwin's il 11,
schools. Th,-v ask only for ™1illal linll"

Arc  s(it'llidic’ Cone—"niPd
or wilh

Board  of

Soviet

artilicial earth

10 space, the
ahout our

immediate

launched

arose  an
of sci-

out Durwin

physic's,  action
Fundamen-
which ran
Knowing
r'ligious  view
11,ir  view
(‘Tralionigm."-

in all instanl

now .. aplH'ur as if is

primarily
a pn'sflllatio!l to
of llwir

(Tlalionisl:--;
willl  scieinT
(" California
spokespf‘rsons said. “en‘ali”ll
»01 a n'lip;iolls  or philosophical i 1" Al li,- 5>t
tiflH.  all appeal e, fullds  HHHY:, hy e {irpation

scitin{(¢  Ht'scarll, (11111 ill ~anl  Dight.  hrHI-L~C'd
llial if inklld(d ~ "10 I:Kk" of lilt InJitilotls

opporlunily ~ lhal (jod has givI'\ s 101"1":1( 11 lilt
63 milli*n childn'n in Ih- Unil «d Statt's wilh Ih,-
scientific te,whing  of Biblical  e.reationism."”

n'lipiotl? In
Edul‘alion, on,

il rwitlifir eris s

<ldvnlllagt'

n at lhe n-ligious  1o.",1 lhe neationist view i, a
hiClspd orit. The only ereali"n story tht"Y menfion
(& N in G'nesis  (in whi e.h 11,,1'7"ar «. al'lllally

two  sto"it's-tlw version in lhe first chapll'!' heing

Fly the.
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so din r'renl from that in Ih' second - hapie-r  thal
bibli «.al scholars  believ«  tllty wen' written  hundn-ds
of yeurs apart). Why do they nol mention Ih,- h.li <!
of Hindus  thai thr- world began with the- «rr-ation of
the "osmic  “"g?; What about till' Bahvlonians b"lid
thai ther. was nol a sinp;l »  'nationist lLod but two
cosmu-  parents?

Many outsiders se.e the "Ttalionisls' raall  for fair
playas lil* more than a It?;al plov. A «.lose readill!,
of Fundamentalist liieratun- hy social ~sr'ir-ntit  Doro-
thy Nrlk in, of Corm-Il lIniversu vy, Itd lur to b, lie"
that lheSt- r-arnesl peopl" an' most d™ply disltirb"d
by whal they "ganl as 1111'1ll0rai disintl'gration of
om soci e.ly-rising crim . rates, profligate  sexualirv.
breakdown of the lamilv, undermining of authority,
and so on. Darwin may ht onlv tilt-' sc-apegoat.

of Fundamenlalisls an
IHIVI" «onsir] eerahlr-  sup-
«ouldn': earp less about Iht'

argunn-nt. During Iht, past
gt'flt>ration, Americans have bpcorne ever mort' ('011-
“emed about fail' play toward minorities. Prot e-ding
minor-ities  increases  divfrsity, Wwhich is regarded as a
positiv «= good.  Sci r'ntists havi- lon!, od Ihal truth
cannot  III' dt'lermilH-d by majority Galill'o,  aftPI'
all, was in his day a minority-or "a majorily of
on,* to use Thor eau, inspired phrase.  W,- worship
fair play; we are. intolerant of dogmatism.

So in lown me«tings and in puhlic df>batl's. s"il'n-
lific (TFHt{T1j~ts hav» prov-«] fonnidahlt,  nppolH'ills.
~(itntists  have not TIHInd it pasy to txplain to Cc-re-ation-
isl supporters  why a vie-w fwld b\' a sizahl»  minority
should |,.. for'ihly  -x"lud «d from tI", I'ubli" s"hools.

Bee.ause many of Ih' views
widely  shared. creatiol;ists
port among
cfeulioll-vprsus-f'volution

thos e- who

insisl

vote:

a latlic dis-
Wh"n  one

To see whal is involv «d, ™I
c-ove-fed long ago by lhe

us adopt
mathematicians:

question stumps  you, ask another. That is, ask a
related question  whose- ausw e.r throws light on II,- hrst.
tl our other question  fll' this: Why don't w, I-ad,

astrology  in Ihe s"hools'(  Agtrolop;y  h"lds lhal th e

course  Of PH(h Iluunan lif(, is dt>lt'nnitit'd to u

considr-rahl« di'gll", h) iln- I0Osilion  of Ihe stars
in the- sky at tl,- eXuUt monu-nt of Ilee. iudividuals
hirih. ~ Rflitf in it in oru- variant or Hllollwr, has
prohuhly  1'n tield by | of th* 11rO1I* on rearf h.
EVFffl today, some- nnivrrsitn-s in India offer df'gn'('s
in lhe subjr-r-t.  Yel Aml'li"a" 1,lievll's do not pn's-
sfur, hoards  of ,-h esalion to add tlwit' sobje"l 10 th,.>
curriculunl, If 1Hlievtrs in astrology h.'(mllc as w(:ll
organizl'd as tht' (‘rpalionists, it is hard 10 sex . hol
Ih{ir dfmauds  could 1w  wilhstood, Our cnlUtion!"i
('OIH'{"nling this isslit> hnv(' nol hff>n arollsed; we (an
olljPc-livf>ly (‘Xaminf' tlw isslifs. On \shat grounds
IHight  scientists ohj{™(l 10 fli(" irH'Itl ...ioll of astrology
i 111" p"bli . se.hook!

Thi~ n'(lsoll  fol. not "alling astrolopyy a S(it'lWe is
simpl «.: lis as,..>rtiolls cannol  HI' rrov'd  fals,".

Then' is a wid.>sp =, 1 1Uli'f among Ih,- puhli .
Ihal th, statem ent, of sei(:11(" are pm/{/hl,-. Se.ien-
tisls and philosopht'rs now agn'(’ this is wronp;. No
s('i('nfific stalf.>nwnl is (vtr flilly proved. scirace is
"""k “I' of stal"n"nls thai may HI' provld false 11111
thal have not. in fact, heen provtd false by Ih" most
rip:orous  te.sts. Thos,' that are. not falsifiable ar . watt'r-
I''oof  hypolhes,'s, lind they are btyond tilt' pal".

Lets sl'e why astrolol() is not scit'l,- . Oves 1500

years al,0, Saint Augusline cit «.d whal he. re.panled as
a ddinitiv, disproof of aSlrology. He k" ew of Iwo
huhi «s who w,'re born'll Il,.. Mille til111, one to n
(0111'1" and tHI to a slaw'

hahi(-s  ~n'w  IIp-slirpris o Il
e w,'althv. and lilt' slave's  child

Si, »e.,> tI"v .had Iwen horn at the
it was obviou"s. Augustint'.
hypothl'sis was nonSfnse.

prt-vail? He. did not.

wl'alihv olher
When'lh"s"
born to w,'alth
Iwean", a slavl.
sante installt,
that tl", astrologi“al
Did Saint  AllgllLIilN('

woman.
«.hild

said Saint

ASilrolo-
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gt>rs had a vr-rv simpl«  n'sponSf to his “rlisproof."
whi .h 1y rout inur- to re-pe-at 10 till' pn'Stnt day. It
is this: No two hahits at p.\"udl'r the
5>" (' instant. -I'h.-n-tor”,  their astrological signs  are
ditf*l'tnl.  and tI"ir fllllirts must differ as well. Insis-
le."'e on 1111'word "I'xactly" conve-rts  th,- astrological
position into a watt'rproof h~-pothf'sis.

Shollid  astrologv 1II' laughl in puhli c- sr'hools? ~ Not
as  S(it'HT. On tidi!; ~iCi{,jsts must he adamant. The
101'11 "xI'lusion hased on
slalf mt'nts of scu-nce. If
th,- public
some other

are e-ver horn

of doctriut's wat e.rproof
is orir of the few dogmas
wants to hav» astrologv  taught
so("iology*?-that
s @ scientist; has

as part of
{,ollrst-hislory'? is a

mntr-r about  whidl  a s(‘ipntist.

nothing to shv-

is not scientific. we
question: Is scientific
Curiously, a complete
question was worked out more
in a brief dispute  that has, by a
quirk of history.  been almost completely forgotten.
The idea of evulut ion is milch older than Darwinism.
Whal  Darwin  conlribuled was a believable mecha-
nism to acrount  for r-volution.  Fifteen years before
the Origin of Specie." an anonymous volume,  Ves-
tige" of the Natural History (~(Creaiion, espoused  the
evolutionary view.  Scientifically, Vestiges was, in the
opinion of scientists both then and now, a poor
thing,  but V'ry  popular; it went through ten
editions  before the Origin of Species was published.
Many religious  jleople saw evolution as a threat to
morality  and religion. One of the most disturbed of
these was Philip Gosse, a minister in the Fundarnen-
lalist group called the Plymouth  Brethren.
not only a minister but also a naturalist
combination in England].
1850s, rd him on
though
his  thought.
Gosse,
pletely all
ogy. Geologisls
physical principles,
en millions  of years
sedim e ntary rocks.

aving shown thai

can return

astrology
principal
sci e.ntific?
answer  to this
than a century  ago

to our
creationism

it was

Gosse  was
(a common
During the
many  matters;
(" heretical trend  of

Victorian
consult
revealing

Darwin
without  ever

upset by Vestiges, set out to demolish
theories  of evolution, He began with geol-
explain the strata of the rocks by
deducing that it must have tak-
to deposit  layer upon layer of
There is no way 10 reconc-ile this

com-

deduction with  the religious belief  thai the world
began in the ywar 4004 B.C, 'O proclaimed in 11,
sev'nleenth century by James Llsshr-r, ar c:hbishop  of
Armagh. But Goss" thoughl he had found a way. His
b"ok,  published t\O vyellrs  befor*  The Origin, "as
"nlit"d ~ Omphalos.  Th e name s significanl: It is
Greek for "belly  hulton."

Consid «r Adam and EVt" said GosSt-. Did Ilee.v
have navels? Since til¢ tlavil is a Vt'sligt, "I' tilt' lillk
wlwp{n  tht' fetus and tilt plactiita, Qe (ould w1 .w
thal tity had i Hu\'t'ls. —~inGf  Adalll was ITfal(d

from dU~1 and Ev(' was eeealld 11011 Adam's rih. Bnl

also arguf thai tiw first had to havt
it is iH"N<Civahi(~ Ihat God (a p(rffIt tH'illg)
ingH'rftTt  ('n'alun's. 1V
('vidf'IHT "I" o a hcing
tiH'n'ly what ni
(-n'uthJ'('s.

orlt' could human
Il nav.,l;
\Vould en‘alt’ Adam's  and
navels

(llana'ly

X't

w(-,re  Hoi pr{,f'xisling

a ulotH'rl  hut wrn* would

il Clid~(Ttat{'d
Int' slratifi{’<.dioll (-f ti¢ rocks h~-
logic. Strata an' 1101 (-'vidt'HT
(PSS('S o(-(tdrridlg  ov(r milliolls of y(ars~. they :.In
litrely what on¢ would (xpC¢f 10 find in a P(I-
f'd  w'rld. T f'ssils  WI'I' "Nl

nsst-' t"xplairH'd

the satir of prn-

strala  and  Illwir

(-rtalt'd on day IH((C (stp Gellesis) as a mat('rializa-
li,  "I' G"d's 11,,ught. The fossils ar!" 1lll'e«ly arlifcls
thai Cod was pl(-w"we! to plaCl™ arrwldg tht, strata wiwll
he "r"“ted the world. The dedurtions of lhe geolol(ist
and lhe biologisl ~ fall 10 ground, and the Bihle stands
supreme  as the revelation of truth. So said Gosse.
Gosse expected Omphalos to bt attacked by sci en-
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tiss. It was. He was not prepared for the billN free, bUl tire pracritioners of sci «.t™, often beconu- most of Ihem-art' large: lhis militates  againsl  kach-
dr-nuuciation by the religious community. Asked  to very emotional when  11If" an' confrollt"d with  wate-r- Illg suhrl  arguments. A pluralisii«  soc-ir-tv  like oms
write a review of Omphalos, his friend Charles  Kings- proof  hypotheses. Tlu-v  exhibil  whal can onlv b" makes it easier to run away [rom a cuntroversv Ihull
ley, a minister and the author of Westward 1/0/, calle-d moral indip:li<Jlio'n-or the sort of (oliten—ptll- to deal with it fairlv and “penh”,
refused. He wrote a letter to Gosse explaining why, ousness a prof,'ss;onal gamhl,'l"  would e-xpress if he One wonders: WILf1l lhe s,;'ond cenlenar\' of tlw
"You have given" Kingsley said, “the ‘vesligfs  of were asked 10 fllay poklt w;lh Iwos , thre-os , fours. Ori!™,, o/S!i(ci"s  rolls around. in tilt' veal' 2(1);),), will
creation theory'’ the best shove forward which it bas fives. and orH;t,~"d jC~|'k - \ild. Crown men doii* the theury of evolution I|hroll~h natum] selectioll bt,
ever bad, | have a special dislike for that book: but, play such pitH's, univr-rsallv accepted’) [virl,'nc"s of natural s,-1""tioll
honestly, | felt my heart melting towards it as | read - - art, fuprywlwre: il the uuwu ntr] - aplfan-Hiet'  of DDT-
Omphalos, There is a paradox in the_ pr(_ésent Mex- n'sisfillit is(-d~ and illlinioti(-resisfallt di"t<ISf
"Shall | tell you the truth? Il is best. Your book is 1can SFa[]dOff bere?n SCIBI’_]tIStS and ~(-nll~ as W11 as in the wHiltrd deV(loplllPnt  of ctoriws-
the fisl thar over made me doubt [the doctrine of scientific creationists. Bible support- . pant and miinar varittifs in mspii-w 1o hreeding
absolute  creation], and | fear it will make hundreds ers ant.GeneS.ls _tayght becau§e _(they progr.Hms it whir-l:  man  dpfirws  tht ~H"If-"Ii"terileria.
d so. Your book tends 1o prove thisthat e say) it is scientific; evolutionists Hut west evidences are lloliling to a N(-rsoll Who dots
acoept the fact of absolte  creation,  God becomes sant waterproof hypotheses ext_:luded nul I-.0{d waterproof  hvpoth{",s,
Godhe-Somelime.DeceivN. | do not mean  merely because (they feel) they are intellect- our social world is n diHoli<' one. Il is under-
in the case of fossils Which pretend. m be the bones of gally immoral. Small wonder for confus- slandabl.-  thut  man)  sill™I™  llopl,  should  se-c-k
dead  animals; bnt in ., , your newly created Adam's 1on. } {'mollollal  refugt- in a wal{rlToof hYl'otllt'sis like tI"l
navel, you make God tell a lie, It is not my reason, Actually, al! of the arguments given of Ji~taMulitius I'malioll.  Broad{flil~ llif support  for
but my conscience which revohs here . . 1 cannot here could be_lncluded_ in public Jal~WH1~ VIf~~' dfP~~Ilds nut so nnuh i HCCUNIJialilg
beliove  that God has writen on the rocks  one schools and with considerable educa- more  scH-lthe  evi<icice  as it docs g gdtilg  mun-
eormous and superfivous fie for all mankind. tlona_l benefit. That such materlal is plopl, 10 understand  tlu- nature "I' S{itIHT itself. O
“To this painful dilemma you have brought me, not In?luqed has mqny explanatmns.
and will, I fear, bring hundreds. It will not make me The prlnCIpal one 1s . i
throwaway my Bible, | tust and hope, 1 know in no doubt this: Il is alwavs easir-r to leach [acts than G(J'"If'l' Hardin, —ajreir—>ioloffy and szt ccomo-
whom 1 have believed, and can trust Him to bring my arguments, It is particularlv  dificult  to examine li,v  On~/(ssr at the Fninersity ({ ra/Unlia.  sanfa  tur-
faith saf «. through this puzzle,as He has through oth- all understanding of arguments. ‘l'eachers-c-sume of Intrn, -o1a' torit cs il e res,
ers; bul for the young |do fear. | would not for a thou- them-are lazy, So are SOllie students. Class,'s-
sand POIllIHIs put your book inlo mv children's hands."
(;oss", abandUllt-d by churehmell, gave up theo-
rizing and returned 10 IIH-rely observin nature.  As a
popuglurizrr of nature =, his p(§/~ili(lll ir(;J science-  ecluca- THE CREAT'ON'STSI CLOUT
tion is an honoruble une. His fwli11" at the Mi"ru- No one knows how many scientific  fTtaliollists ,!Ipn' an', hut sinc« Ihp lau- Sixlj('~, Iht~, hnvf' twnaw-d to huv«
scope pe.rsuaded many an English  gentleman to take bills introduced in at least fift"en stutes thai would fon'" puhli* schools to I{'ach, alongside e-volutiun. thut a
up II", mic-roscop - as a hobby. supreme being made us. So far, non!" of these bills has I){'{'n pa"wd, although son™ hav, nwl onlv narrow Itof"al,
The (ieor'ia legislature pass ed diffl'lI'fnl  versions of" bill hul (ould nol agree on a final fonu,
eIurIIing 10 tlu- present. we- nole that ther . has Creationists have done their most persuasive wooill~ in tilt twentv-two  slates wiwH' school hoard (OIlIHIlilte{'s
Dee no  improvement il the arguments  for (re- choose Irxthooks.  Now ill California, many high scholl ~sludtlits  \i";" a hi()I(}f.l:~h00K 1wl dot-s flol r-ve-n trwiliioll
ation  since Umphnlos . Of course we now have Darwin. In New York, Luther Sunderland persuadl'd tiw sla” hoard of ,-lJwatioll 10 "“ass"SS 11If biolog\, Inl
lilt' ilgtnious  “radioactive clock” tiwthod of dat- used in ils public schools.
ifi- swata alid lossils , hut [i< run be t>xplailld away mov(-~rnfnl\;  best-known  organization is thr- Inslilih'  for (:n'ulion  K(-st'arth. ill ~H11Qil-~{)' It ir;fuldf-d 1)\
as easily as Adam's 1,.111' huttou. If an Archeozoic individllal:-. who learn of its work through a fllonlldy 11(\sldi(~r alld n>(piVf!*, HiriCi<l~ S<I~"HIl ~N\'ra~t' or LOO()
ovsin] has more Itad and Ifss Uranium  than  one donal ions Pilch month, Ilw i\veragt-snHHIIwinp: ~ $20, ICIr~ srvi-ii~laffsfi(lllisl~ all hart' dicidral aqirecs  .uul
forlitd luring il Cenozoic Era, it is merely be- sTwnd mos! of their tinw prolilot ing fJ'CHtionislll on (‘(llt:w: c<mpuinc-s, They also wrilt' hooks. NLIIY of tw:ot <11'(
‘aus"  God sf! Ihe two rlocks at dilferent times  when puhlished hy Cn‘alion-Lif,' j'nblisllfrs, ncar San 1)i/~0, OIIf" rr-c-eut "hildn'n-s I"'ok has mode-rn man ilnd
1", slarkel  lolh of 111f1lllickin~ in 4004 Il.L, SO say dinosaurs  living side. hv sidt"
- (fCatioldists, Christiall llerilag = Coll,-W', “Iso ill Sail Hi"~(l, ofhl's I'oUI'S"S ill "e.eationism t» 'WO slI"!"llls illld holds ‘p, -riill
Nt-ithtl*  ~wit'n,i~l nor Stitlitirl<'  (‘n‘ationist r-an Bug- course!" for kuchers.
f£.1:'st all~' d‘dudioll from 111ireatioll  hypothesis that Creatloll  Science Ht-$(alTh Ctnlpr of San Dif-'go is tlu- I(lgal activist all101ll~ the (I'(atiollis! 'groups, 1ln'cPii h
...... it prowd fuls-, now or ill 11f fuure. But lIf siffd llw C"lil"I'lli*  1I0ard of bltltalioll for 110111"kill~ il clear thai ITt"liolliSIIII;" 11" lall~hl il Liolo~~" 'I"s,;,
hYT'otlH'sis of rvol utiun is falsifiable hv a thousand CSHC says illHII''d  fort't thall~f's ill Itxls al I"asl six linH's in Californi* dmillg IIf last d .,
(OHTvanl(.  llbtwrvatiolls,  for exalllpll~ finding Ans- T HihI(" ~I'ifIH:t' N\s:-;((iat inn, il Mifirlipolis.  sold.  mmiin-{1>ni1y. radii  ~pols 10 L1z ai-1llidw(slirll  :--Inlions,
Ira.lold: IFCIIS bUIICs ill strata [rom the Messozoir Era. Il plihlishts — wr-ck Iv nradre— fir sC'hools ;11 H muul hl v iwsknea Wilh iorvireiditiion or IHOOO. Tlw (nchion
Kf's e.at~'h Sot'il'ly, in Anll A.-lor, Mithigan, with a 1Ht<INl'rshil'  of7IHI, I"dllisIH's ~ lilt' (,/'n'fl/O" Nt'Stfin" ~)lflr-
Evoluliun, therefore, might  he a false hypothesis, terlv; H journal of record ¢@utaitin— 1aHLlt0l "~~("i'NtI{" findings 1 supysi—nmiine  11-1¢mst,
But  creationism can never be prover! false, 0111); n-j'Clilly  an™ school  hoanl!" and Itl:wlwl's 1¢iirnil~ 1Jow 10argit  flrfdivl, i~ agNila  crriimti-—ts, a1
The Reverend Charles  Kinlsley ~was closer tu lhe issue of Thp Anwirfiz  S,floul Hoard sonuw: — pulllisdii'd m arlieit  i.Hlvisitlf.!: I''wh'rs  of hu\ i tlOlliliz¢  in
truth  than  pflhaps he knew when h' sairl it was nol d"fense  Of sciwe,  Sfvtral Collllits ill Ct@r-ia 1™  derrrps  hy lo(al wiLinis 10incildt,  Cplirrlisil il
his reason  but his conscience that madc him reject Ihf seho,1 tlrrifilla, <11,
the  waterproof belly  bullon  argument. 1n some ab-
stract  sense, scient't' mav"'(as some dail'l) he value

@D

From The New York Times (10/15/80, p. A18):

Secular Humanists Attack A Rise in Fundamentalism

A group of 61 prominent

writers have attacked
Christla~
declaration that
moraEt)' and calls for

ence and reason rather

means of solving human

Called" A Secular

fundamentaltsm
denounces

the

an emphasis

than
problems,

Humanist

scholars

recent

by 1SSUing a
absolutist

and
nse

on sci-

religion as a

Declara.

By KENINETH A, BRIGGS

tlOn," the statement warns  that "the The group assatls "fundamentaltst, gions in Asia,"

reappearance  of dogmatlc  authontanan lileraltst ~and doctnnalre  Chnsllaruty, a Affirming the need for moral standards
reltglOns"  threatens Intellectual free. rapldly growing and uncompromising that are based on logic and empirical ex-
dam, human nghts and sClent,f,c | Moslem clencaltsm In the Middle East perience, the declaration  opposes “abso-
progress It expresses  SkeptlCism toeeerd land ASia, the reassertlon 0( orthodox au- lutist morality" and says that it is im-
“supernatural clatms,” doubt about thonty by the Roman Catholtc papal hler- moral to “"baptize infants, to confirm ado-
1 “traditlOnal  VIeWSof God " and reJectlOn, archy, natlOnaltstic  reltglOus Judaism lescents, or to Impose a rehglOus creed on 1
;of the "divinity of Jesus,” and the reverslOn to obscurant<s!  reh~ |y0ung people before they are able to con-
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sent.”

U,S. and Foreign Signer.;

Among the American signers are Dr.
B. F. Skinner, the retired Harvard psy-
chologist; Isaac Asimov, the author;
Walter Kaufman and Dr.

both philosophers, and Francis Crick, the

evangelical

Russell ~ociety News, No. 28

are _seen as subject to God's judgment.
“The moving force behind humanism

writes H. Edward Rowe, an

leader, in a new book, “Save
“Humanism is  basically

is Satan,”

America."

Dr. i1 Satan's philosophy and program. Certain
Sidney Hook, features of it may sound reasonable, but

Nobel laureate cited for his work in the ,cause it ignores the guidance of God."

discovery of DNA. Dr. Paul
member
versity of New York at Buffalo, drafted
the basic document and gathered the sig-
natures. The declaration appears in the
first issue of a secular humanist maga-
zine, "“Free Inquiry,”
Kurtz.

The list of foreigners who joined in the
statement  includes Baroness Barbara
Wootton, deputy speaker of the British.
House of Lords; Kai Nielsen,
dian philosopher, and Dora
widow of Bertrand Russell.

Russell,'

Kurtz, al
of the faculty at the State Uni-Iheritage
worldly focus of the Enlightenment

edited by Dr..
| Though humanists

.over morality,

the Cana- i

it always leads to tragedy, simply be-
The secular humanists trace their
to classical  philosophy, the

of the
18th century and the emergeance of the
scientific method. Among those who are
said to stand Inthis tradition are Lucreti-
us, Spinoza, Darwin and Einstein.
reject divine authority
most believe sound ethical
standards can be derived from human
reason.
In the declaration,

Ihat secular humanists
I'tics, atheists or skeptics.”

the group asserts
"may be agnos-
The statement

Dr. Kurtz said that the "growth of fun- |contends that "men and women are free

damentalism that is a vociferous critic of
secular humanism as a scapegoat" had
prompted him to issue the counterattack.
Secular humanism, as a philosophy!
that favors exclusion of religion in mak-
mg moral and political decisions, has
been frequently  attacked by many
Roman Catholics and Protestants as the
chief factor in what they see as a sharp!
decline in tl:e nation's morals. According
to this view, the secular humanists have
succeeded in removing God from schools

.and  government deliberations and
amo gmthe results has begn a tendency to
,Jregardmorals as man-made.

Role In Polltical campaign

The attack on humanism has been a
key element in the effort by conservative
evangelicals to gain political influence in
the present American election campaign.
Preachers on the stump and on television
repeatediy rail against what they see as
111 atheistic plot to stamp out religion.
;Most are working for causes and candi-
dates who espouse moral positions that
are believed to be grounded In the divine
authority of the Bible. These morals,
which include opposition to homosexual-
ity, premarital sex, abortion and divorce,
are viewed by the evangelicals as im-
mutable and those who do not heed them

(Thank  Yyou,

Against
Creationism

By Ben Bova

We may laugh at the quaintness of
the 1925 monkey trial in Tennessee,
when teacher John T. Scopes was

threatened  with fine and imprison-
ment for teaching Darwinian evolu-
tion to his high-school students. Yet it

wasn't until 1970 that the last anti-
evolution laws in our country were
Wiped off the books. Even then the bat-
tle did not end. It goes on today, more
subtle, and in some ways more bitter,
than ever before.

Creationists, who believe that the
world and the human race were created
out of nothing by some divine fiat, no
longer insist on banning every mention
of evolution from the classroom. In-
stead, they pressure school boards to
give Creationism "equal time" with
evoluuon in science classes. As a re-
sult, m many biology texts the origin of
tl:e human species is illustrated by
Michelangelo’'s Adam from the Sistine
Chapel ceiling. It's fine painting, and
Genesis is an inspired bit of Writing.
But it isn't biology. To insist that Gene-
sis be inserted into otology texts and to

:some transcendent

:gion and divine revelation

STEVE HEINHARD"f and

and are responsible for their own destin-
ies and that they cannot look toward
Being for salvation."
Reflecting elements of two earlier
humanist manifestos, in 1933 and 1973,
the declaration depicts supernatural  reli-
as enemies of

the rational process that leads to
progress. “We are apprehensive  that
Imodem civilization is threatened by

forces antithetical to reason, democracy

,and freedom, " the statement says.

Rellance on Sclentific Method

"Al
é)t so naive as to, ?
hat reason and science can EaSI'y solve

all human problems,” the declaration
continues, "we nonetheless contend that
they can make a major contribution to
human knowledge and can be of benefit to
mankind. We know of no better substitute
for the cultivation of human intelligence.
We believe the scientific method, though
imperfect, is still the most reliable way of
understanding the world."

Dr. Kurtz asserted that the sclentific
method continues to be the “dominant

i model" for the modern world, despite at-

tacks from some religious groups. "The
critics want to turn the clock back to the
pre-modern world, to repeal the modern,
scientific world." Dr. Kurtz said.

BEV SMITH)
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pretend that religious mythology can
explain biological phenomena is about
equivalent to believing that straw can
be woven into gold.

The Creationists claim that scientists
still refer to evolution as a “theory";
therefore, the scientists don't accept

November 1980

Though empirical, rational methods George Olmcy, lawyer; Virginia Olincy;

appear to be the most common means of V.W. Quine, professor of philosophy,
exploring human problems, the declara- Harvard University; Robert  Rimmer,
tion complains that secular humanists do novelist; Herbert  Schapiro, Freedom
not have sufficient opportunity to explain from Religion  Foundation; Herbert
their views. It says the media are "inor- Schneider, professor emeritus ot philoso-
dinately dominated by a pro-religious phy, Claremont College; George Toma-
bias" and that the "views of preachers, shevich professor anthropology, Buffalo
faith healers, and religious hucksters go State U'niversity College; Valentin Tur-
largely unchallenged.” chin, Russian cllissldenl, computer scien-:

“Secular humanism places trust in nst, City College, City University of New
human intelligence rather than divine York' SherewIn Wine, rabbi, Birming-
guidance," the declaration says. "Skepti- ham' Temple, founder, Society  for
,cal of theories of redemption, damnation, Humanistic  Judaism; ~ Marvin  Zimmer-

and reincarnation, secular humanists at-

man, professor of philosophy, State Un|—
tempt to approach the human situation in :

versity of New York at Buffalo.

realistic terms; human beings are re- From Canada: Henry Morgenthaler'l

,sponsible for their awn destinies.” | phgsician, Montreal. i i

s . . rance: Yves G&lifret, executive di-;
The 0 er United States signers were: | to I'Union Ratlonaliste’ Jean-Claude

!George Abell, professor of as~nOmY'l ~~~, professor  of astrOphysiCS, Col.'
I UCLA; John Anton, professor or pniloso- lege de France, Academie des Sciences;

| phy, Emo~ Universrty; Kboren Arisian. Britain:  Sir A.J. Ayer, professor of
minister. Flrst Unitan~  Society of Min- philosophy, = OXford University; H. J.
.neapohs;. Paul Beattie, m-~ster, All Blackham.  former  chairman, Social
Souls Urutarian  Church, president, Fel- Morality Council and British Humanist
lowship of Rehgious  Humanism; ~. Association; Bernard Crick, professor of.
James Birx, professor of anthropologyr politics, BlrkbeCk College, London Uni-
and SOClology, Can!SIUS College; Brand, versity; Sir Raymond Firth, professor
Blanshard, professor emeritus of philoso- emeritus of anthropology, University Of]
phy, Yale University; Joseph L. Blau, Landon; James Herrick, editor, The Free
professor emeritus of rellgion, Columbia Thinker: Zhores A. Medvedev, Russian
University;  Arthur Danto, professor of dissident, Medical Research  Council;,
philosophy, Columbia Umversity; Albert Lord Ritchie-Calder, president, Rational ..
Ellis, executive director, Institute for Ra- ist Press Association; Harry Stopes-Roe,
ttonal-Emotrve  Therapy; Roy Fairfield, senior lecturer in science studies, Unlver-
f?rmer professor of social science, An- sity of Birmingham, chairman, British
tloch.College;  Herbert Feigl, professor Humanist AsSOCiation; Nicholas Walter,
ementus  of philosophy, University of editor New Humanist.

Minnesota; Joseph Fletcher, theologian, India: A.B. Shah president, Indian
University of Virginia Medical School; secular Society dirOCtor, Institute for the
Sidney Hook, professor emeritus of phi- Study of Indian Traditions; V. M. Tar-
losophy, New York University, fellow at kundeSupreme Court Judge, chairman.
Hoover Institute; George Hourani, pro- India,,; Radical Humanist Association.
fessor of philosophy, State University of Israel:  Shulamit Aloni, lawyer, memo
New York at Buffalo; Marvin Kohl, pro- ber of Knesset head of Citizen's Rights
fessor of philosophy, medical ethics, Movement

State University of New York at Fred<>-  Norway. Alastair Hannay, professor of
nia: Richard Kostelanetz, writer, artist, ,pbllosophy UlllversltyofTrondhe!m.

critic; Joseph Margolis, professor of phi- Y\IISS{&';;" MUavan DjlJas, author,'
losophy, Temple University; Floyd Mat- former vice-president of YIJBO6lavia; M.’
son, professor of American Studies, Uni- Markovic, profeSllor of philosophy, ser-:
verslty of Hawaii; Ernest Nagel, protes- bian Academy of Sciences ™ Arts and |
sor emeritus of philosophy, Columbia  Unlversity of Belpde; Sveta Stojanov-'

University; Lee Nisbet, associate protes- i ic professor of pblICJ6OPhy, University 01'
sor of philosophy, Medallle College; |ae|grade.

Darwin's ideas as proved. In science,  .together many diverse observations
the word “theorv" indicates "a svs- and welds them into an understand-
tematic statement of principles; a for. ble whole. Really powerful theories, .
mulation of apparent relationships or uch as those of Darwin and Einstein,
underlying principles.” A hypothesis also predict phenomena

is an unproved idea. A t~eory, in sci- [been observed before.
ence, is a structure of logic that brings The Creationists retort:

that haven't

“But scien-
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atoms eX1St.

tists or engineers

gists -

usually not biolo-
saying that evolution stands at
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not a leaf, not a shard of evidence ex-

dence of evolution: from dinosaur fos-
sils to hominid teeth, from the elegant

From The New York Times (10/15/80, Op Ed page):

WASHINGTON - Columnists,  polit-
Ical commentators, and editorialists
have been writing a great deal lately
about the emergence  of rellgton-ort-
ented political  organizations, even
suggesting  that this is the most impor-
tant issue in the Presidential  election
- more important than inflation or
foreign policy or unemployment.

Religion is indeed Important in the
1980 elections, but it Is apt to be more
so In future ones.

Many have written of this issue as if
it concerned simply the question of
church-state  relations, and as if the
separation  between church and state
is threatened.  In fact, not one of the
religion-oriented political ~ organiza-
tions wants to lower the barrier be-
tween church and state. All of us do
want the nation's laws and policles to
reflect the values, beliefs, and princi-
ples of America's  Christian majonty.
What justification is there for our
seeking that?

First of all, there is the point that the
majority of Americans are Christian-
that is, ours 1s a Christian nation. Con-
sider Just the Catholics. The church in
the United States claims 49 million
members, but a few years ago the
Gallup poll found Il million more of us
- 60 million in all. That is more than a
quarter  of the population. Add the na-
tion's Protestants and Eastern Ortho-
dox and you get an overwhelming ma-
jority. Why should not a nation's laws,
policies, and even public ceremonies
reflect the values, beliefs, and princi-
ples of the majority of its people? Those
of such nations as Ireland and Israel do.
Ours used to. They should again.

Leaving aside the matter of num-
bers, they should. That is because laws
and policies and the politics that bnng
them into being are not abstract. They
have to do with how men live - men,

A Christian
America

By Gary Potter

ply that these men, Including the
women among them, need and want
homes, jobs, education for their chil-
dren, social stability and a secure and
peaceful future - all matters on which
politics touch. They are also creatures
created In the image of God, they are
His children, and they are entitled to
the dignity and freedom befitting their
station. Who is more likely to secure
their entitlement  than Christians. those
who recognize they are God's chlldren?

| spoke of freedom. Am | free be-
cause | can see a pornographic  movie,
or sell one, or make one, or recruit my
neighbor's  daughter ~ to perform in
one? Is that freedom?

Christian  political activists have an-
other idea. They have the idea that it is
the business of politics to ensure for
men the freedom to do their duty.
Every man's first duty is to win salva-
tion. This is a way of saying that there
are things that matter more than mere
politics and should precede them in
importance. ~ Good politics, like good
economics, depend on good morals.
Good morals depend on religion.

,Every really serious political Issue
is finally moral. When Humberto Car,
dina | Medeiros urged voters in Massa-
chusetts to elect pro-life candidates he
was not speaking as a politician. He
spoke as the quintessential moralist, a
man of religion. It is for a man of reli-

no mistake about it. Those who are

cal clout to tamper with biology reach-
ing. Give them the political

November

power and is adapted.

tion of the public good: a society of
free men bent on doing their duty.
That would be a Christian  society.

What about men, Christian  and
otherwise, who are unmindful of !\lelr
duty? What about the non-Christians in
a Christian  society? Would they be op.
pressed? It is the rule of the secularist
that is oppressive.  The secularist has
no vision of anything beyond the here
and now. He does not believe in eternal
life, or at least he acts as if he does not.
The here and the now are all he has. So
his compulsion is to make an imperfect
world perfect. To do it he regulates,
controls, manipulates, dictates and, in
the end, tyrannizes. Tyranny is a sub-
stitute for government.  There is noth-
Ing thal prevents our having a tyranny,
except the growing awareness of the
nation's  Christians that It is dangerous
for their values, beliefs, principles, and
morals to be disregarded in the poltti-
cal process and in the formulation of
public policy. So they are beginning to

. weigh candidates and issues in the light

of their faith.

Commentators disturbed by this
development are not consistent.  They
argue that “prtvate” moral views in-
spired by religious beliefs should not
infuse public actions, but they never
argue that persons who believe in
nothing beyond themselves and their
ability to perfect the world should fail
to vote their views.

Men who believe in nothing beyond
themselves  aiJd their ability to perfect
the world are liberals by delinitlon. It
was inevitable that Christians  should
be tn conflict with them. That is not 00-
cause Christians  necessarily —are con-
servatives,  but because liberalism is a
sin.

Gary Potter heads Catholics for Chris-
tian Political Action, which he de-
scribes as "an independent national

1980

tists  themselves agree on Dar. i best on shaky intellectual ground. To speciation  Darwin found during  his they will outlaw any ideas they do not
win's theory." God forbid that! prove that Creationism is correct, the voyage on H.M.S. Beagle to the stages agree with: Evolution is merely one of
they should. Creationists  try to find flaws in evolu- of development a human fetus under- many ideas that these zealots attack.
Science is a process of discovery. tion. This is an intellectual ~ shell game, goes during its nine-month  gestation. The preceding paragraph hy-
Darwin's ideas are some five genera- in which you don't prove your point but There is a dark element of cate- pothesis, an unproved We can
tions old now. Much new information instead try to demolish the opposing chism thinking among the Creation- test this hypothesis in good scientific
has been uncovered.  Biologists argue point of view and then pretend that ists. They don't need evidence, be- fashion. Are the Creationists fair-
about the details of evolutionary  pro- this proves you're correct. cause they know they're right. Their minded people who want only to
cesses, just as physicists argue about So far not one shred of evidence has mode of thought, straight out of medie- present conflicting ideas in an equita-
subatomic particles. This does not ever been found to support the Crea- val times, leads not to understanding ble, reasonable manner? Ask the next
mean that physicists  don't believe tionist point of view. Not a fingerbone, but to acceptance  of Authority. Make Creationist ~ you meet he or

she would be willing to have a chapter

Evolution, as described by Darwin ists. 'We may have been created by convinced  of the truth will never stop explaining Darwinian in-
and others, is the cornerstone  of the some deity or other unfathomable merely  with demands  for “equal serted into the Bible alongside Gene-
biological sciences. No serious scien- force, but there is no evidence What- time." They inevitably —move toward sis. Then you'll learn “equal
tists dispute this, even though they will soever that it happened in this way. taking political control, just as they time" really means to them,
haggle fiercely over minute details. | And if it did happen this way, the inevitably ~ gravitate  toward the most Copyright  ©Ormnl  Publicancns  Int~matj(r.alLtd

Recently the concept of “scientific creating force went to incredible trou- conservative  positions on issues. Al- i ) ) )
creationism" raised, with scien- ble to litter this planet with the evi- ready the Creationists are using politi- Ben Bova is executive editor of Omni

magazine, a monthly, from which this

not simply citizens, but living. breath- giun to instruct us morally even as it is
ing. hurting, playing, working, wor- for a man of politics to seek a public
shipping, dre~ming men. It Is not sim- order annealed to the highest concep.

laymen's political-education and uc-
tion organization."

(Thank you, BEV SMITH)

CURRENT PUBLIC 1SSUFS

Nuclear Power who don"t happen to know about the Union of Concerned Scientists would do well to write
them and ask about their activities. They are mostly IHT professors who know what is risky (and what is not)
about nuclear power. They are the group that Governor Thornberg of Pennsylvania consulted in connection with
the venting of radioactive gas at Three Mile Island. Their current concern is that the U.S. is about to

embark prematurely on a radioactive waste disposal plan that is inadequate and that will probably have
dangerous and irreversible consequences. Their address:1384 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02238.
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LOCAICHAPI'ERS

~ A group of BRSmembers met, for the fun of it, on September 19th at a Hollywood restaurant, and enjoyed good
company, good conversation, and (for all we know) good food. Wedon't have a complete list of who was there,
but we know it included BOBDAVIS, KATH¥JERMEDALQOE GORMANIM HAUNand HARRRUJA. They decided to
meet again, on Sunday, November16th, at 1 P.M., at Bob's house, where they will look over his Russell
collection, discuss a book, and drink tea'and/or'Red Hackle. (The book: Whyl AmNot A Christian.  chosen because
most of them had read it.) There may also be 2 short BRfilms.

If you think you may go, write Boba note (2501 Lakeview Avenue, Los Angeles, CA90039) or phone (213-663-7485).
His house is Y.!12 small, and he wants to have enough chairs on hand.

NEWRABOUMEMBERS

Dong-In Bae writes from Germany:"Although I' cannot attend the annual meeting, my heart and mind will be with

you in Chicago. | have only one wish: | think it would be desirable to print the scholarly addresses in
the next newsletter, on the following grounds: (1) as a documentation of a feature of BRSactivities; and
especially (2) for the benefit of the members who did not attend the meeting. I wish you great success in

you meeting.Hith  warm regards."

Whitfield & Margaret C2!If have an oil portrait of BRhanging over the fireplace in their living room. It is
"imaginatively  colored __ cool blue head of reason, hot orange flames of irrationality -- from a black and
white photograph of BRon one of his ban-the-bomb protest marches (published in Life), and was painted by
Sylvia Wilkinson, then an art major at the University of North Carolina at Greensboro, where | used to teach math."

Peter Cranford is, as we know, interested in promoting the concept of "canpossibility". It was the subject of
his talk at the 1980 meeting(RSN27-2c). His new book, just completed, may help, at least indirectly. "l had
planned to used the title, ‘Compossibility: The Art and Skill of Influencing People (InclUding Yourself)'

but this ran into resistance. The book owes a debt to Russell, and should help the cause. The new title  will
probably be, 'How To Be Your OwnPsychologist', self-published in four to five months.”

Dora Russell as reported in "World Press Review"(August 1980), and originally reported in The Times, London:

Pessimistic = Educator As an early champion of such causes as progressive education, Socialism, and global
peace, Dora Russell finds today's world less hopeful than that of the 1920s, when she and her husbnad,

Philosopher Bertrand Russell,founded Britain's "discipline-free" Beacon Hill School. Bemoaning the advance
of technology in modern schools,she says,” | don't believe it would be possible to educate children now as
I once believed they could be educated. Whocares about the humanrace anymore?"

Mrs. Russell, now eighty-five, lives in Cornwall, in the house she and Lord Russell bought sixty years

ago. 'She recently published the second volume of her autobiography and is continuing work on a book about
the technological age. "Either we turn our planet into a machine,” she says, "or we return to some form of

civilization. It is a savage, difficult choice.” (Thank you, BOBD).VIS)
Paul Arthur Schilpp was planning to retire -(again!) and moveto the gentler climate of California this year.
This summer, he and his wife, Madelon, made a house-hunting trip to California. He writes: i Wedid net find
what we were looking for _ and | do not feel confident that we ever will (they want $210,000 for just a
chicken coop _ or outhouse). Wemay be forced to stick where we are. In any case, after officially retiring
emeritus status on July 1, | was reappointed on September 1: no rest for the wicked; which, | suppose, shows

just how terribly  wicked | must be."

QUESTIONS ANSWERS

2 £ 2 = 2 JACKRAGSDAIEd wondered what BRmeant when he said something like, "Twoand two are about four."
Jack also wondered where the remark occurred (RSN27-25).

KENKORBINffers this: "Wittgenstein said somet.Hng like this:" |If there are two apples on a table and two more
apples are put on the table, then there are probably four apples on the table.  This may be the source of BR's
remark, although | do not knowwhat Wittgenstein means."
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HONORARY MEMBERS

We welcome a new honorary member:

PAUL ARTHUR SCHILPP/Emeritus, Philosophy/Southern [Illinois University/Carbondale,

NEW MEMBERS

We welcome these new members:

KEVIN BOGGS/INIT S.W. 16th Ave.(101)/Gainesville, FL 32601
ANNE L. BUTCHER/1203 6th Ave.(l)/Tacoma, WA 98405

R. S. J. DAWSON/3733 Robinhood Drive/Houston, TX 77005
MIKE EYAYLA/608 N. Cummings/Los Angeles, CA 90033

ZEN C. HANGER/3317 Murl Ave./Muskegon, MI149442

MIKE HOWARD/422 W. Upsal St./Philadelphia, PA 19119

DR. H. W. LESSING/50 F, .cormwa.LL Gardens/London S.W. 7, England
PIETER D. MASTERS/1200 N. 7th Ave.(125)/Tucson, AZ 85705

FRITZ MOELLER/1561 Machado Ct./Concord, CA 94521

PROF. HUGH S. MOORHEAD/Dept. of Philosophy/Northeastern [Illinois Unjxersity/Chicago,

PAMELA MooRHEAD/3 Washington Square Village(11R)/New York,NY 10012

PAUL K. MOSER/2016 Terrace Place (107)/Nashville, TN 37203

SHAWN NEWMAN/303 St. Joseph®s Hall/University of Notre Dame/Notre Dame,IN 46556
KARIN E. PETERSON/Grinnell College/Grinnell, 1A 50112

FRANKLIN ROSELL/4290 SW 138 Ct./Miami, FL 33175

WAYNE E. SANGSTER/7325 Booth/Prairie Village, KS 66208

WILLIAM L. STOUGHTON/1609 N. Mar Les Drive/Santa Ana, CA 92706
MR/MRS JOE WINSTON/610 Clymar St./Compton, CA 90220

ADDRESS & OTHER CHANGES

New addresses or corrections. Corrections are underlined.

JA~mS EERTINI/155 E. 2nd St. (4A)/New York,NY 10009
DAN BOND/St. Mary®"s Seminary & University/5400 Rolland Avenue/Baltimore, MD 21210

November 1980

IL 62901

IL 60625

PROF. ANDREW BRINK/Dept. of English/McMaster University/Hamilton, Ont./ Canada 185 419

ALEX DELY/ Physics Dept./University of Arizona/Tucson, AZ 85721
ALBERT ENGLEMAN/PO Box 32586/0klahoma City, OK 73123

GRAHAM ENTWISTLE!126 Westbourne Lane(B-10)/I1thaca, NY 14850
SAMMY FRENCH/8412 Oak Ridge/North Little Rock, AR 72116
CHARLES D. HARRIS/201 E. Green St./Mascoutah,IL 62258
RICHARD & IRIS HYMAN/99 Pond Ave.(D617)/Brookline, MA 02146
WILLIAM MCiCENZIE-GOODRICH/77 Pine St. (110)/Portland, ME ~

EVA PREISS/514 W. 33rd St./Baltimore, MD 21211
SARAH PRIMM/PO Box 195/Colorado Springs, CO 80901
BRUCE A. ROMANISH/420 Conklin Hall/Rutgers University/Newark, NJ 07102

PHILIP STANDER,ED.D./Dept Behaviorial Sciences/Kingsborough Community College,Brooklyn, NY 11235

REGINA STUMBER/Memelstr. 9/5802 Wetter/West Germany

DANIEL A. TIT0/463 Main Road (rear)/Hanover Green/Wilkes Barre, PA 18702
WILLIAM VALENTINE/315 S. Main/Eaton Rapids,MI 48827

COLLECTORS™  CORNER

This new section is for members and non-members who wish to buy, sell, or trade books,

letters, photographs,
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etc. that have some connection with BR. We will also list the namesand addresses of collectors.

Book Collector DAVIS. Bob Davis/ 2501 Lakeview Ayenue/ Los Angeles, CA 90039

Book Collector LENZ. John R. "Lenz/305 Riverside Drive (2B)/New York,NY 10025

Book Collector LESSING.Dr. H. W. Lessing/50 F,Cornwall Gardens/London S_W.7/England. He would like to be

in touch with other collectors and with people interested in selling books by BR.

CONTRIBUTIONS

Memorial (London)., The following have each made a contribution to help pay the cost of the memorial

Russell
bust of BR that was unveiled in the gardens of Red Lion Square last month: JACQUELINE BERTHON-PAYON, GRAHAM

ENTWISTLE, DOUGLAS F. FRASER, DAVID S. HART ,ALVIN HOFER, RICHARD HYMAN, GLADYS LEITHAUSER, WILLIAM MCKENZIE-
GOODRICH, ERNEST L. SNODGRASS, WILLIAM VALENTINE. Our thanks go to aU- of them.

BRS Treasury.we thank these members for their contributions, which help pay our annual operating deficit:
JACK COWLES, DENNIS DARLAND,KATHY FJERMEDAL, RICHARD HYMAN, CORLISS LAMONT, GLADYS LEITHAUSER.

BRS BUSINESS

ion of member proposed. The BRS has never expelled a member; there has never been reason to. But now,
alas, there is good reason, at least in our opinion. The members will be the final judges; they will vote

on it. Here are some facts:

John Sutcliffe, who lives in England, has been a member since September 1975. He has taken a lively interest
in BRS affairs, and his writings have often appeared in the newsletter.

* * * * * * * *

NUI-8 (8/76) reports that he is "in process of setting up a BRS in Britain. "That is, he intended to form a
BRS-BRITAIN COMMITTEE of the BRS, and recruit new members in Britain. For this purpose, he ran ads at his own
expense in "The New Humanist ,,Britain)

NU3-B  (2/77): Bob Davis reports, after a lengthy visit with Sutcliffe in England, that "England does not lend
itself to our style of organization, but John is a vaJuablemember to have in England.” That is, the plan to
have a BRS-Britain Committee was dropped, and Sutcliffe continued as a regular, member.

* ; ) * * * * _ %
i“ y

Sutcliffe had a letter published in "The Listener”. He sent a copy to us for possible inclusion in the newsletter.
The letter said highly derogatory things about an unnamed organization that -- obviously and unmistakenly --

was The Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation. The letter was signed this way: John Sutcliffe )
The Bertrand Russell Society

Sutcliffe had every right to write this letter in his own nam. but no right whatever to say it was coming
from the BRS or represented the BRS view, which it does not. We wrote him as follows on July 19, 1980:

I am distressed to see that your published letter, which you identify as having appeared in "The Listener"
of 7/2/80, is signed with your-name and "The Bertrand Russell Society".

That is a misappropriation of the BRS name. You are not authorized to speak for the RRS.

Nor are you the "England Representative" of the BRS, although your stationery claims that you are. The BRS
does not have an England Representative or any representatives other than elected ones. Calling yourself
an England Representative 1is a misrepresentation, and should stop.

I donlt wish to be entirely negative. You have made a number of useful contributions to the BRS. That is
why I am not going to recommend that you be expelled as a member.

I donlt expect you to like what I have said here, but 1 hope that when you think it over, you will decide
that you can live with it, and this will enable you to continue to make useful contributions to the ~ociety.
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On July 26th he responded to our letter this way:

Doar Leo,
H&w c&ult lover 0 annoyed with _O petty andpatroniein, an
intivicual a. you? Do.e my tolerance level of foole appear eo low to you?

May 1 a,ololise -not for .y action- [Ilutfor the silly aan you
viously aro. Loyal to tae letter of Borti. Ruse.ll you are totally i,n.rant
of t.o sp~rit of tho aan ant .is work.

Your llureaucratic aentality so eacer to cr''ss every "t" and dot
every "i" is alien to any or,anisation that represente Bertie ana hie work.
TAO tiecussiGn of co.possillility at tAe BRS meotin, was .ost interestin”
why tont you try it so.etiae. But it aakes .e wonter how auch of Davis
"“cCll.possillility"with the Peace Foundatien preepte. your letter an. its
rathor aauainc attempt to impose ite pathetic authority.

Note that he does not say he will stop calling himself "England Representative, nor does he say he will stop
writing letters to publications as if coming from the BRS. To say nothing of the abusive tone.

* * * * *

Bob Davis had had similar problems with Sutcliffe earlier. Here are relevant excerpts from Bob"s letter
to Sutcliffe of January 5, 1978:

I am ~i~ing you about a matter of procedure. Lee Eisler sent me a copy of the entry in the English
As~0~latlOn handboo~ for this year with an attached letter. In the letter he pointed out that having a
~1tlS~ Representatlve, as you are list~d, implies a British chapter and that violates the express
Intentlol? of the Board not to have for-e.i.ghapters. That was decided last February, and | notified you
0: that an my letter of February 16th. 1 feel that Lee is correct in this matter and that when it is
time for the.1?78 book to be compiled, you should tell them to drop mention of us completely as we
are not a Brltlsh group.

Here 1is how Sutcliffe answered on January 15th:

As ever you match tho charm of the well oiled m~chine
with the tact of an air-raid. As one who 1is supposed to inspire an or-
canisation they lead your indelicacy is inspirational only to every
narrow minded bureaurocrat. Your letter was insensitive timed as it
was, and this reply may seem to you over sensitive, but you demon-
strate a serious deficiency in your ability to administer anything
but the most slavish machine or a dedicated bunch of acolytes. | thimk
and 1 hope 1 have proved my worth to the BRS and its collective effort
of many diverse individuals contributing to a common commitment in
Bertie®s work and its aims. But | deplore the efforts you and Lee
Eisler seem to be making to institutionalise our freely united work.
You are, | feel, making the same error of judgement as the Foundation,
and you may (as 1 think you desire to do) overcome your difficulties
with them,so that you can gain access to his work,only to fall into
their trap of reducing it to a single authoritative interpretation.
Consequently in order to show you mean busines8 you have Kkeep the
rank and file inder control so as not to rock the boat and thus threaten
future relations with the Foundation. Dissent from corporate decision
has thus to be sat on. le my crime so terrible in and by itself? It just
may regardless of so major an error as to transgress so mighty a policy
bring in new members who wont know that in you and your committee lies
the true authority of all our effort and the only True word of Bertie
Russell, and 1 suppose that would be unforgivable.

I hope Peter Cranford®s creation h.s not fallen into
the hands of so many petty minded bureaucrats. We do not need celestial
time servers dotting every 1" and crossing every “T". We are a group
of individuals acting together with initiative, not a stereotyped com-
mercial organisation lookinp for profitable success. Such a view is
alien toRus sell and his work.

* * * * * *

HARRY RUJA --BaS Vice-President elect, Emeritus Professor of Philosophy at San Diego State University --
offered these comments, in a letter to Bob dated September 30, 1980:

I have worked through the correspondence on the Sutcliffe matter.On the basis of this correspondence alone,
I would have to agree to expulsion, if only for the tone of contempt he has adopted in his letter to you

and Lee. 1 know nothing of the source of his dislike of the two of you, but certainly the perfectly
reasonable request you made of him,in a completely non-accusatory manner, should not have provoked the
abuse and hostility 1in his replies. 1 assume that the decision not to have foreign chapters, or, more

specifically, an English representatiYe, was made with due deliberation by the Board, not "rammed through
for some sinister motive. If so, Sutcliffe"s resentment of the decision seems utterly uncalled for.

You acted properly in asking the English Association to delete their listing of us in their Handbook of
Societies after Sutcliffe made it clear he had no intention to do so. Since apparently S. intends to
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continue to do what we have asked him repeatedly not to, | suggest you send a letter to The Times of
London and to The Observer, and perhaps also to The Manchester Guardian to the effect that the BRSis

an American society, incorporated under the laws of Georgia,with no foreign chapters or foreign
representatives, though open to all persons everywhere who accept the goals of the society. If Lee did
not write to The Listener as soon as he received a copy of Sutcliffe's letter published in the Feb 7 issue
of The Listener in which the signature implied that S. was representing the ERS, you (or Lee) should do
so now, even at this late date, informing The Listener that that was a fraudulent identification.

* * * * * * * *

*
That is the case against John Sutcliffe.
According to the Bylaws (Article 11, Section 3), "Any memberes may be expelled eee by a two-thirds majority
of those members voting by mail in a referendum occasioned by the issue.”

*  Please vote, using the ballot at the end of this newsletter.
CORRECTIONS
(42) He WAShere.  Whenwe listed the members who attended the 1980 meeting (RSN27-2a), we inadvertently omitted
HUGHIOORHEADIame. Whenwe mentioned it to him, he replied,"Leaving my name out i8 of no matter - so
never mind" _ which reminded him of the joke that BRgot sick of hearing, at home, in his youth: What is

mind? No matter. What is matter? Never mind.

(43) Howto order WLPelLast issue, we reported the discount, for ERSmembers, on books in the series, "The Library
of Living Philosophers” (RSN27-31). Wemeant to include the following paragraph, which tells howto order:

To order, write Ms. Mary McNelis, Open Oourt Publishing Oo,, La Salle,
a "ERSOrder". Enclose exact discounted price plus $1 handling charge.
800-892-6831.

IL 61301, and state that this is
If any questions, phone (toll free)

(44) 1t was Bob Davis's  idea. Andwe should have mentioned that

Russell". The series began last issue with Paul Schilpp's
issue with Lester Denonn's favorite Russell

fact when we introduced the new series,"My Favorite
favorite Russell (RSN27-16), and continues in this
Weexpect this idea to produce a lot of intereating reading.

PERIODICALBECEIVED

Die Fackel/The Torch/le Flambeau is published by the Korean Bertrand Russell
it was founded in 1977 by ERSMemberDong-In Bae, It is

has been given political asylum there.
Wehave “just received Issie No. 12, August 15, 1980; 44 pages,
5 pages are in OerrasnsPage 38 is Dong-In's letter,

the fate of KimDae Jung and over many other

USAPHBPC e had received Issue No.l (NLI3-55) and Issue No.2 (NI11.5-42). All
the BR.SLibrary (Jack Ragsdale, ERSCo-Librarian, PO Box 28200, Dallas,

Society. As some of you know,
located in 1l:0eln, West Germany. Dong-In, a Korean,

. 1. . -
page s~ze 6 x 8~. It ~8 mo~tly ~ Korean,
in English, to President carter, express~ng concern over
human rights  violations in South Korea, whose government the

3 issues are available from

TX 75228.)
"Islamic_ Revolutiont'” Wereported receiving this periodical in RSN26-39. ALI GHAEMias SOlieviews on it.
If interested write him directly: PO Box 427, Mclean, VA22101
COLIECTORSORNERCONTINUED)
47) Walter Craig Davidsor( 805 Marinel Lane, Mission, TX78572) writes:

1 own a copy of Ihe Autobiography ~ Bertrand Russell, 1872-1914,
McClelland and Stewart Limited, Toronto, Montreal, First Canadian
Edition, that was autographed for me by Bertrand Russell. It is
in perfect condition. 1 also have a typewritten, short letter to
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me,

Russell*s

and dated 14 January,

The

my understanding
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signed by Bertrand Russell in ink. The letter is on Bertrand
Plas Penrbyn, Penrbyndeudraeth, Merioneth letterhead

1957.

letter is in response to one | wrote Bertrand Russell concerning
of his views on determinism and free will. The

letter is in perfect condition. |1 also have a copy of Bertrand
Russell®s Wisdom of the West, editor Paul Foulkes, Rathbone Books, Ltd.,

London,

1959, printe-n  Creat Britain by L.T.A. Robinson Ltd., London,

with Doubleday & Company, Inc., Garden City, N.Y. on the title page.

This was personalized to me as follows: "With good wishes to Craig
Davidson/Bertrand Russell July, 1960." This book is in perfect
condition.

Inasmuch as
lost eventually,

I am retiring shortly and would not like to see these items
I will accept the highest bid for either or both

of these items. I had thought to contact Sotheby"s but will not do so
your members have had an opportunity to acquire these i-~ems.

until

The Times,

October 24, 1980

THE UNVEILING

Photograph by Joneth",n PlIyGr
Mrs Dora Russell with Marcelle Quinton's bust of her husband after yesterday's unveiling.
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bury where he lectured. membur  of the  committee,' He added: e Bertrand  Russell
In an emotional appeal 10 her introduced the ~culptor. MAr. WAt a cotnplete  man. a e

former husband as she unvclicd ~ ((:Ile  Quinton. who took six Philosopher — and  -~reat ~mathe-

‘the bust  Mrs Dora  Russell weeks to product the hust ar Matician,  a great sociologlst. ~n

aRed 85, asked: . Berti e, do we Wwhat she calls an “idealized 60 ach of those spheres e will

live and labour in vain?, You Years of age". b.~ remembered.
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(48b) Dora Russell, October 23, 1980Q:

First of all 1 want to thank all those who have helped in any way to make the placing of this memorial and
our presence here today possible. If 1 do not enter into details it is simply to save making a long
speech. Thank you all very much, very much. We are most grateful.

Bertie used to enjoy saying that he came of a family whose members were expected so to live as to have
equestrian statues erected to them after their deaths. He felt he could not aspire to that honour, but
must therefore try to live in some way to deserve being remembered. Of course those of us who knew and
loved him will always remember him; those, too, who enjoy reading will enjoy reading his books. His wit
and wisdom stay in the mind. "

None the less, | felt that those of us who were with him in his first campaign for peace in 1916 should,
before we also disappear, make some actual and visual sign and place of remembrance, to which those who
will follow him in the age-long struggle for peace and liberty may come and think about him, as about the
still suffering world. Many of us have known martyrs in that struggle - t_hesetoo we will remember here
today and hereafter.

Peace-makers are comrades of danger, poverty, and scorn. Did Bertie, do we, live and labour in vain?
The world of nuclear weapons seems to be in a worse state than ever. Bertie wrote that the good life is
one inspired by love and gUided by knowledge. There is far too much knowledge in the world today and
precious little love. 1 have never been able to see other peoples as my enemies, even as competitors.
Surely now we realize that we have only this world and must learn to love one another. Peace on earth
is not spelt in ideologies ees**

And to young people 1 say, why are you running to other countries and other gurus, when you have this
marvelous one here of your very own. From Bertie"s book, which 1 hold as almoat, his finest, the History
of Western PhLLosophy , you can learn to understand our past and present and so how to think clearly abcu t
the future.

And may everyone of you who can walk march this very Sunday with that CND* for which he did so much.

Bertie, thou shouldst be living at this hour, we still have need of thee. But while we live, the cause
you espoused will not be abandoned, nor will you be forgotten by generations to come.

*CND: Committee for Nuclear Disarmament **Several words are undecipherable on our copy

(48c) Bob Davis®s report:

Don Jackanicz and I managed to attend the October 23rd dedication of Bertrand Russell®s memorial bust by
the skin of our teeth. The invitations were mailed on October 8th to all donors from London but seem to
have been lost in the mails. Don received his on the 20th and immediately phoned me. We decided to go.
We both flew out on the 21st and arrived on the 22nd for the following day"s dedication. One more day of
delay in the mail and we would not have been able to make it.

The dedication was at noon in Red Lion Square, which 1is very close to the British Museum. 1 urge you all
to visit the bust if ever you get to London. It is ve~ well done. | refer you to the reprint of the London
Times story and picture. (We will try to have a better picture in the next issue. Ed.) Though not mentiaed
in the Times story,-Sir Alfred Ayer, Peter Cadogan, and 1 also spoke briefly.

After the ceremony, there was a reception in Conway Hall, which adjoins the Square. Among those present

were BR"s son, the Earl Russell, a granddaughter, Sarah Russell, and a number of British humanists, artists,
and intellectuals. Of special interest to me were Sir John and Lady Russell; he was formerly British
Ambassador to Argentina and is a son of the famous "Russell Pasha™ -- the Cairo police commissioner of

some 70 years ago.l also met Georgiana Blakiston. a Russell, who has recently published Woburn and the
Russells, which 1 promptly procured and read. It is a history of the Russell family, centered around the
Dukes of Bedford and.the family home of Woburn Abbey. Incidentally, it is appropriate to have BR.s bust

in this section of London as it was developed by the Russell family over several hundred years. There are
many reminders of this; the British Museum fronts on "Great Russell Street”, for example.

I also discussed the sculpture with the sculptress, Marcelle Quinton. She is prepared to have 7 more editions
made at a minimum or $7000 each, so perhaps one in North America is not an impossibility. 1 may contact

the Getty Museum people here, via Sir John and Lady Russell, on the matter. | suggested to Mrs. Quinton

that small reproductions, with a price within reach of average people, might be desirable, and she promised
to explore the possibility.

I called a new member. Dr. H. W. Lessing, on my arrival and told him about the dedication, so that he was
able to attend. 1 had supper with him and Mrs. Lessing on Friday, and we discussed collecting BR items --
an activity we hope to expand through the newsletter. He is interested also in a British BRS group. I met
two other people similarly interested -- Jack Black, once a lawyer for BR, and G. N. Deodheker, Secretary
of the National Secular Society, and we will pursue this idea with them. They are also very interested

in an eventual London (or Oxfor.d) BRS meeting.



(48d)

(49)
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David Hart, a BRSmemberwhoteaches mathematics in Rochester, NY,is on leave in Cambridge. His wife called
him on the trans-Atlantic phone the day of the dedication and he managedto arrive for the event. Donand I
spent the following Monda~with him in Cambridge seeing the sights and talking Russell. He is doing well
there, and has promised to send a report to the newsletter ee

Donand | also spent Saturday in Oxford where | acquired many old bocks, includirg a number of Russell
items and a 1724 biography of Cardinal Woolsey.

Sunday we attended the 11 A.M. lecture at ConwayHall, on logic. ConwayHall usually has a humanist

service __ ie, a lecture __ at this hour on Sundays, and I recommendit, if you find yourself in London.

In the afternoon we attended the CNDanti-nuclear rally in Trafalgar Square -- a rally similar to the ones
the CNDand ERhad put on in the 19605. Both Peter Cadogan and | feel that the official estimates of 50-60,000
were conservative, and that it looked more like 100,000. It was much like our demonstrations here en the

same subject.

On Tuesday | spent the afternoon with Peter Cadogan exploring the possibilities of a British ERSchapter,
a London BRSmeeting, and an approach to Sakharov by an American equivalent to work for peace and
disarmament. The question is: who should make the approach? Wehave several Ldeas but nothing definite

at the moment.

The rest of our trip was personal. Weattended several good concerts and plays, and Donwas dashing around
Britain and France on a rail pass when | flew heme on the 29th.

Bob Davis says a few words.

Here is a rough recollection of myremar.ks at the dedication, after 1 was introduced by Lord Brockway:

I amvery glad to be here to lend an international touch to the dedication of Bertrand Russell's bust. |
have come 6,000 miles on very short notice precisely because | feel the importance of this occasion.

The Bertrand Russell Society is a small organization, but international. @~ Most of our membersare in North
America, but there ar.J!..Jll.,embears all continents - in England and the Continent, Latin America, Africa,
Asia, and Australia.

This is testimony to the fact that Russell was not only a great Englishman but also a great international
figure, a great human. Indeed, | would say that in the last 25 years of his career he was primarily an
international figure. Hewas quite aware that his outlook had become international, as evidenced in
his great 1954 BOGspeech when he concluded with his famous appeal -"Remember your humanity and forget

the rest.”

So it is appropriate that we have scme international representation at this dedication of the bust of a
great Earthian.

Thank you.
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(50) BALLOT

This ballot is in 2 parts. Part 1 is for all members. Part 2 is for Directors only.

Part 1. Expulsion of a member

The case against this member -- that is, the case in favor of expelling him -- is
provided in (41).

Please check one: ( ) I vote for expulsion.

( ) I vote against expulsion.

Part 2. Proposed changes in BRS Travel Grant
IT you are a Director, you have been sent a memo giving reasons for the proposal
to change the"1982 Travel Scholarship"(so-called) to the"1982 Doctoral Grant~1
(That memo was not included in this newsletter to save newsletter space.)
Please check one of the 3 options below:
( ) |1 approve of the proposed changes.

( ) I disapprove of the proposed changes.

( ) I wish to postpone a decision now, and discuss the
proposed changes at the 1981 annual meeting.

Your name date.

Please remove this page and fold it according to instructions on the other side;
follow the 3 steps. It is addressed and needs no envelope. Most be postmarked
before January 1, 1981



Page 10 Russell Society News, No. 28 November 1980

(19 “The Dial"™ reports on creationism. "The Dial™ is a new monthly published by the Educational Broadcasting
Corporation. The following is from the September 1980 issue, pp-44-51:



