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ANNUALMEETING1982

Los ~.les replaces Claremont. Wehave changed the place but not the date: June 25-27. The place is the
SEera on ToWiihouse(Uso caned Sheraton West), 2961 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA90010. Whenwriting
"Reservations" there, to reserve your room, mention BRSto get. the discount. Si.n.litleroom $59, double $69. (before
discount). If you want to share a double room, let Bob Davis know; he will team you up with another member. In
that case, if yours is a name that does not indicate VOllr sex - like Pat or Lee - indicate it. If you want
lodging that costs less than the Sheraton, write Bob,and he will tell you what's available. The Saturday even%g
banquet costs $17.50 and includes table wine. Please send Bob your check for $17.50. Wehave to tell the Sheraton
several days in advance how many will attend the banquet; it will be helpful if you send Bob your $17.50 check
sooner rather than later. To get there take the Mid-Wilshire Hotel Bus fran Los Angeles Airport, which lets you
off at the Sheraton door. The meeting starts Frida.v June 25th at 8 P.M. and ends Sunday about noon.Bob's address:
2501 Lake View Avenue, Los Angele~,CA 90039. Wehope to see many of you there! For more, see (43).

RECENTEVENTS

(3) National SUlllllit Conference on Religious Freedom and the Secular State was held in NYCon March 27th. OOBDAVIS
and LEE EISlER attended as delegates fran the BRS.

There were sessions on religion in the public schools (school prayer), book banning (library censorship),
creationism, morality in a secular society, and infringements on sexual privacy.

Two organizations sponsored the Conference. The two had decided to combine "whenthey discovered that their
aims were virtually identical. One of them, The Center for Moral Democracy, was organized by the NewYork Society
for Ethical Culture _ which is associated with the American Humanist Association - "for freedom, tolerance and
diversity in moral, religious and intellectual life." The other, The Voice of Reason, was formed by The Society
for Humanistic Judaism, to defend the Secular State, Personal Freedan, and Free Inquiry. Moral Democracy and
Voice of Reason,now combined, will be known as Voice of Reason.

I

We asked Rabbi Sherwin Wine _ founder of the Society fop Humanistic Judaism - how a rabbi could be part of a
movement that shunned the supernatural. He replied that he loved the Jewish traditions in which he has grown up
_ he viewed them as cultural _ and he also loved the ideals of humanism, and he found no difficulty in
combining them.

For more about the Society for Humanistic Judaism, see (36). For more aobut the Voice of Reason," see (37).

Next da.v (March 28th) the meeting was open to the public. Speakers included polymath Isaac Asimov, Dorothy
Samuels (Executive Director of the ACLU),and a representative of Planned Parenthood.

It was all well worth attending.

For another report on the National SUlllllitConference, see (4).

*Russell Society News, a quarterly (Lee Eisler, Editor): RD1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036
BRSLibrary: Jack Ragsdale, BRSCo-Librarian, 4461 23rd St., San Francisco, CA'14114
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REPORTSFROMOFFICERS

(4) President Robert K. Davis reports:

My major activity during the past quarter was attending the second Humanist SUIIIIlitConference, with Lee
Eisler, in NYC,March 27th and 28th. The meeting was sponsored by the Ethical Culture Society and.we met
in their building on Central Park West. 29 organizations with over 60 delegates attended. These groups-are
humanistically oriented, and share the distinction of being targets of the so-called Moral Majority. W~were
there to hear reports on the religious right, and to share ideas on programs of action. On Sund~, the 28th,
the meeting was public, with Isaac ASimovamongthe guest speakers. He gave a witty speech.

I was asked to sit in on the founding of the n_ Voice of Reason, on Monday(the 29th). This is envisaged as
a nation-wide grass roots organization, to monitor and oppose the religious right. It will monitor local
political issues and races, and keep an eye on efforts to ban books in schools or libraries, or to insert
"scientific creationism" into science courses. Wehad a productive meetin~ .• and worked out rules of organization,

. a proposed budget, preliminary financing, and hired a Natimal Director,.Ed Doer.(formerly with "Americans
United for Separation of Church and State. II) Weadop:al. a "Declaration of Religious, Intellectual and Personal
Freedan.l! Eight of us attended this meeting:Philosopher Paul Kurtz (who has been cailed,"Mr. Secular Humanismll

),

and representatives of the American Humanist Associatim, the Ethical Culture Society, and the Society
for HUllal'dstic JudailllJ1. Sherwin Wil'e- founder of 't.he Society for Humanistic Judaism - is 811atheist rabbi,
dynamic, charillll1&tic. He started the Voice of Reason in Michigan. Meanwhile, the Ethical Culture people had
started a similar group in NewYork, which they called "Moral Democracy". Our meeting merged the 2 groups,
under the name,"Voice of Reason". A network already exists in several states. A public meeting is to be held
in Washington, DCin May.Los Angeles Ethical Culture Leader Gerald Larue and I are to organize a West Coast
conference for this fall, probably in October.

Membership in the Voice of Reason costs $20 per year. To join or for information, write Voice of Reason,
Box 16, Franklin, MI 48025.

Next day I attended Humanist Philosopher (and BRSmember) Corliss Lamont's 80th birthday party at O'Neal's
Restaurant, hosted by the Emergency COIIIllitteeon Civil Liberties. It was most enjeyable, and I was able to
talk informally with people fran the previous weekend - Paul Kurtz, Steven Fenichell (AHATreasurer), Ed
Wilson (a founder and Director Emeritus of the AHA)- as well as with Dr. Lamont. People fran many groups
that Lamont has been involved with over the years attended, all kinds of people,from poets to lawyers. There
were speeches, a birthday cake, and the presentation of a handsane red vest. ThenLamontsan~ songs while the
M.C.- the lawyer who represented Ellsberg in the Pentagon Papers case - also wearing a red vest, did a soft

shoe routine.

Later in the week I dined with BRSDirector Jack Cowles, and also attended Warren smith's Saturday cocktail
hour at· his Variety Studios. Wediscussed business in both cases, but as always selllJ18to be the case when
BRSaembers meet, there were a lot of camnon interests to talk about besides m and the BRS.

On a more serious note, I har e been thinking all winter that the humanists ought to make contact with the Soviet
block in the spirit of detente to organize a non-governmental exchange. ·1 had hoped to discuss this at the
weekend Oonference bllt.was able to do so only informally. I have been corresponding with Dora Russell, Karl
Popper, Paul Kurtz and Corliss Lamont about it. The best place to launch such a proposal would be at this
SUDDIler'sInternational Humanist Conference in Germany. Unfortunately the bad U.S. economywill probably
prevent me fran going as it has crippled DWbusiness; this is not a good time for lIle to undertake a rather
expensive trip. I have some other avenues to explore, and hope to report more positive developments in the

future.

I discussed several publishing projects with Paul Kurtz - one of whose hats is as head of Prometheus Press.
Dora Russell had written that her recently canpleted magnumopus on the machine age - gestating for 60 years -
was not being pUblished, as it was too 'controversial. I suggested it to Promotheus, and they are ~terested.
Also Dora's second volume of autobiography "Tamarisk Tree II" has not been published in the USA. his too
is being considered. It is especially important as an educational and feminist document. I also proposed
that PrO!lletheus pub.lish, in a very inexpensive format, 3 essays by BR:''WhyI AmNot A Christian", ''What Is
An Agnostic?" and ''What I believe". The first two are extremely effective discussions of religion, and the
last is a positive statement of what a free-thiriker can believe. This might involve our guaranteeing a
minimumpurchase; if so, I would ask members to consider buying 10 or 20 copies each, to distribute as
gifts, etc. But first, details, including price, must be worked out.

Plans for the annual meeting are caning along, and I expect it to be an interesting one. I have programs
lined up on the Moral Majority and nuclear war.

(5) Secretary Don Jackaniz reports:

AslUlltlPdedin June 1981, the BRSBylaws state that the agenda for the Annual MembershipMeeting is to be
prepared by the President, and the agenda for the Annual Board of Directors Meeting is to be prepared by the
Chairman of the Board of Directors. The amended Bylawa further state that items for these agenda may be proposed
in writing by any BRSmemberto the President and the Chairman respectively.

In accordance with these provisions, as BRSSecretary and Board of Directors Secretary, I would like to remind
all members about the June 25-27 Annual Membership Meeting and the Annual Board of Directors Meeting. Any

* a~end~ pr.oposals should be forwarded as specified above as soon as possible
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The BRSB71awsalso state that at least 30 days notice must,.be given shou.ld Bylaw amendmentsbe proposed
at a BRSmeeting. The same 30-day notice is also required for amendments to the Board of Directors Bylaws.
Triis then is notice that Bylaw amendmentswill, be considered at both Meetings.

REPORTSFROMCOMMITTEES

(6) Membership Committee (Lee Eisler, ~hainnan, Jacqueline Berthon-Payon, Co-Chainnan):

Last issue we listed the publications in which BRSads will appear during 1982 (RSN33-9). Please note several
changes"Eliminate SATURDAYREVIEW;it was our 2nd most expensive publication last year, and rates have just
gone up 30%. Eliminate ATLANTICMONTHLYafter June; they have just nearly doubled their rates. Add COLUMBIA
JOURNALISMREVIEW,a bi-monthly.

(7a) Science Committee (Alex Dely, Chairman):

The Futility and Dangers' of Nerve Gas Weapons,

Possibly the most dangerous and unnecessary feature of President,Reagan's record defense budget is a request
of $30 million to resume biochemical nerve gas production. The Pentagon plans to produce 20,000 binary nerve
gas artillary shells a month. Further plans call for production of chemical warheads for the ground-launched
cruise missile. The total cost of the biochemical weapons program will be between $3 and $6 billion by 1985.

In May1980 the U.S. Senate approved $20 million for the Pine Bluff Arsenal (Arkansas) chemical weapons plant.
The proposed binary weapons contain two separated non-t cod,c agents; in flight, they mix to form deadly nerve
gas. Binary weapons are designed to kill by disrupting the nervous system and paralyzing the respiratory
system. Death comes within minutes.

World condemnation of the senseless killing caused by poison gases during World War I led to the 1925 Geneva
protocol, which prevents first use of poisonous gases in war. In 1969 Nixon ordered a moratorium on U.S. chemical
weapons production, which became the basis for the 1972 Biological WeaponsConvention outlawing developnent,
possession and production of "germ weapons". By February,1981 U.S. negotiations with the U.S.S.R. had proceeded
to a draft agreement prohibiting possession of chemical we?pQns, destructions of existing stocks within 10
years, and international on-site inspections. { ;

Since then, prompted by alleged chemical weapon use by the U.S.S.R. in Afghanistan, the Reagan Adminstration
has let the talks lapse.

Epents against new chemical weapons production:

1) The U.S. stockpile still consists of almost 7,000 tons of lethal agents. The U.S. General Accouting Office
found, in a 1977 audit, that deterioration is occurring (due' to Armydeglect) only in the nerve. gas rockets,
not in the artillery shells. No new production is needed; as we can now blanket over 9,000 square miles with
Iethal agents. '

2) True deterrence requires that the U.S. and NATOa\lglllpnt their defensive capabilities. (Adequate protective
equipment is decisive in a biochemical conflict.) Since biochemical warfare i5 so insidious -- concealed vials
could be carried to enemy country and let loose in water supplies or dispersed over cr-ops! - new production
will lead to a new mutual weapons build-up and further insecurity.

3) Binary chemical weapons have little military value: they have never been field-tested. More importantly,
WareawPact forces are already well equipped to function in a chemically contaminated environment. Civilians
would be the main victims. The chemical weapons program diverts attention from strategically more useful
NATOcapabilities, such as conventional weapons, training and protective gear.

4) The utility of these weapons, in any conflict with Russia, depends on their deployment in Europe. To blunt
European protest (for various reasons), these weapons would require 2 full weeks of airlift time from U.S.
storage sites to European battlefields. By then however the main advantage of chemical warfare would be
lost.

5) Chemical weapons cause indiscriminate destruction of people and food/water supplies. Newproduction will
undermine the stability of NATOeven more.

6) By producing nerve gas weapons, the U.S. will lose the moral leverage over Russia in our ideological battle
to win over Africa, South America and Asia.

Action urgentl.! needed:

Chemical weapons votes in the U.S. Senate have only been narrowly lost: 46-47 in 1980, 48-50 in 1981.
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Once again, Senator Hart of Colorado has introduced Senate Bill 2078, an amendment to the Defense Department
Authorization Bill, to eliminate the the $30 million for chemical weapons production.

It has bipartisan support,and critical votes will occur between April 12 and May15

As of now, Sen. Goldwater favors renewed biochemical weapons production. Sen. De Concini is undecided and
swayable with pressure from Arizonians. This happens to be the situation in Arizona •

.-J Please write rt for S.B. 2078. Write Sen Gary Hart, expressing your
support for his S.B. 20 • The ress for a Senators is: name of Senator),U.S. Senate, Washingtm,DC 20510.
Write the editor of your newspaper, and request editorials against chemical weapons pr-oduct.Lon, Ask grwps
you belong to to pass resolutions condeming new nerve gas production.

For more infonnation, please contact me at the UAPhysics Dept.,TucBon, AZ 85721.

More about nerve gas, from The Russell Colllllittee Against Chemical Weapons, Nottingham, England, 1dlich presumably
is an offshoot of The Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation, also of Nottingham,England. This appeared in World Press
Review, April 1982, p, 54:

Military Affoirs ----,,--=-- --

(7b)

Russell Committee

The Nerve Gas
Renaissance
The controversial retum of the 'death cloud'

Steven Rose is pmfej50r and Sean A1urp~r a
lecturer in biochemistry at Britain 'j Open Uni-

oersitv; Alastair Ha) teaches chemical pathologl
at Leeds Lnirersity; Julian Perry-Robinson
dues research at the L'nioersuy of Sussex. This

article is excerpted from "The Threat of
Chemical Weapons." published br the RUJSf!l
Committee Against Chemical ~..reapons, .\0/·
tingbom, England.

Last year the C .S. Congress authorized
$20 million toward a new binary
nerve gas plant at Pine Bluff. Ark..

and work began in October. This is the
first part of a program estimated to cost an
extraordinary sa billion within the next
five years.

The binaries are nerve gases so toxic
that a milligram or so absorbed through
the lungs or skin can kill within minutes or
less. but are developed as two separate
chemicals which, until mixed, are relativ-
ly harmless. These agents are to be packed
in shells or bombs or as tips on missiles for
use in the European theater. This means
they must be stockpiled in Europe, and
the L~.5. assumes that a host country-
probably Britain-will be found.

Hundreds of such compounds have
been produced and considered for use as
weapons. Today three are stockpiled: the
German inventions Sarin and Soman (the
so-called G agents] and. among the British
and American agents, five times as toxic as
the G agents. one in particular- VX. It
is the principal nerve gas stockpiled in the
V.S .. although this may change with the
new C.S. binary program.

The toxicity of these agents has led lO

novel wa vs of making and handling them.
Instead of being placed as liquid in bombs
or shells. the principal ingredients are
stored in the shell. separated by a thin
disc. Upon firing. this separating disc col-
lapses and the reaction, yielding the toxic
agent. takes place in the air.

The so-called binary weapons. which
deposit their load when they reach the

.:VaVi gas gear- "pressure on .-\A TO_"

•
target, have been developed over the past
decade, particularly in response to fears of
accidents during manufacture, stockpil-
ing, or transportation of the nerve gases-
and as a response to environmentalists'
concerns. However. any military use of
binaries would be identical to that of the
other nerve gases.

Nerve gases have general effects on the
nervous system. If the compounds block or
mimic key nerve pathways in the brain or
spinal cord they will incapacitate the
victim. They can be absorbed into the
body through the skin. airways, or mouth;
symptoms include intense sweating. con-
su-iction of the air-wavs to the lungs. filling
of the lungs with mucus. vomiting. defeca-
tion. paralysis>. and respiratory failure.

About a thousandth of a gram is enough
to kill-c-fifrv times more deadly than
phosgene or cyanide. Acute nerve-gas
pcisonirra produce!' death within minutes.
bUI small doses from short exposures can
accumulate in the body because the gas is
broken down by the liver only slowly;
death can be a prolonged process.

One LS. Armv agent known as BZ.
dispersed in aerosol form. interferes with

heart contraction and with nerve path-I
ways in the brain. Its symptoms are
increased heart rate. dry skin. blurred
vision, disorientation, los!' of coordina-
tion, stupor. and amne .•.ia. Generall~ the
result is random and undisciplined be-
havior that lasts for two to four days.

The argument for stockpiling ne-rve gas
in Europe goes that, although law and
custom may prevent our usins; the wee-
pam•. we know that our enemies art' less
scrupulous, so we need the weapons to
deter their use. Over 1958-69 declared
American policy on chemical weapons
was of "no first-use" but no such re-
striction was in the policv guidance issued
by theJoint Chief, of Staff to C.S. military
commands. In J 959-63 the C.S. Congress
quadrupled its chemical warfare approp-
riations. The sull-cominuing SOVit'1build-
up of chemical warfare capabilities dates
to this period.

The American joint chiefs believe that
if chemical w('"apons wert introduced into
a European war nerve gas would soon be
used by both sides at a rate approaching
2.000 tons a day. Computer simulation of
such a war shows chemical casualties con-
servatively estimated in the millions be-
cause of the secondary effects of nerve gas
blown downwind of battle zones 10 highly
populated areas. Because civilians will
have little protection. the ratio of non-
combatant casualties will likely average
20 to L

~ATO now has no retaliator.' chemical
warfare capability. although in-V\'cst Ger-
many the Americans maintain stocks of
their own nerve gas. Indeed. there are
sufficient differences among the chemical
warfare policies of member slates to in-
hibit the creation of a unified '\A TO
policy. I"ow that the C.S. is proceeding on
chemical rearmament. pressure on :\A1'O
is intensifving.

The Americans evidc ntlv expect the
safetv features of their binary munitions to
undercut domestic political opposition.
The reports of chemical warfare from
Afghanistan, Sou theast Asia. and else-
where. albeit unverified. have also en-
couraged support.

A great quantity of American arma-
ment is already in Britain. so it is con-
ceivable that nerve gas is included. This
has bee-n denied b~ Washinaton. but
rumor- persist-s-most recently the allege-
lions concerning t·.S. faciliue- at Can-
went. It is unclear whether lega! safe-
guard- exist to preycnt the American ....
from shipping or flyin.g in stoc k- without

prior British approval. .I••" 0" -\

(Thank you,
I'BOBDAVIS)



'?age 5 Russell Society News, No•. 34 May 1982

(7c) * Twomore papers from Alex Daly. We will lend them on request:

(1) CIVIL DEFENSE,ANUPDATEDPOLICYANALYSIS.19 pages.
(2) DEPr. OF DEFENSEINFLUENCEIN UNIVERSITYRESEARCH.16 pages. This was presented on April 10th as part

of Ground Zero Week observances at the University of Arizona.

PHILOSOPHERSI CORNER

(8) ERS Philosophy Cmmittee Chairman Ed Hopkins reports:

Papers have started to come in for the December 1982 BRSs8ssion at the annual meeting of the American
Philosophical Association (Eastern Division). People who wish to be considered as camnentators should get

'II" in touch with Ed. Note his new address: 5713 Chinquapin Parkw8;y (e), Baltimore. MD21239.

BYBERTRANDRUSSELL

(9a) Twotalks over Bre radio, given by BRin 1949, were later published by the Beacon Press (Boston). in 1951,
in the volume The West~'n Tradition.

TOMSTANLEY- to whamwe are indebted for this item - found the following in Clark on BR's radio work:

"Of all the many speakers I handled I would put Bertie among the most professional," says Ronald Lewin of
the B.B.C. "His scripts were always imnIaculately composed to exactly the right length and written in a style
which absolutely fitted his way of speaking. He was completelY docile in rehearsal and never struck attitudl!1!i
or made difficulties as many lesser individuals used to do.But then, his s~ripts were always so perfect that
very little rehearsal was necessary." The Life of Bertrand Russell by Ronald W. Clark (NY:Knopf,1976) p.496.

SCEPTICISM AND TOLERANCE

by
Bertrand- Russell

THERE is at the present time a wide-spread belief
that those nations and individuals that remain rational

and cool and (within common-sense limits) sceptical,
cannot hope for success when they are brought into con-
.tact with systems of widely held and fanatically believed
dogma. This' view is especially common among the
sceptics themselves, who are apt to suffer from a kind
of fascinated immobility when confronted with the
glare of powerful but intellectually limited sectarians.
I do not think that history bears out this view of the
powerlessness of moderate and limited scientific belief
when engaged in conflict with fanaticism; in fact, the
exact contrary is nearer to the moral to be drawn from the
past. Let us glance at a few illustrations of this theme.

The Generals who commanded Roman armies in the
days when the Roman Empire was most rapidly expanding
were for the most part Epicurean sceptics. Their motives
were the crudest possible: to plunder the <gold reserve of
'temples, keeping half and distributing the other half amo~g
their soldiers; to destroy cities which were commercial
rivals of Rome; and so on. The later Romans, pagan and
Christian alike, were sunk in superstition; they became in-
creasingly fanatical down to the fall of Constantinople in
1453, and every increase offanaticism brought fresh defeat.

The same sort of thing is true of the Mohammedans. Xn
the great days of their early conquests, their leaders were
sceptics, who had at first opposed the Prophet's new sect, ..

and only joined it when they saw that there was money in
it. This sceptical attitude lasted ail through the great days!
of the Caliphate; when fanaticism began to prevail, loss of
military power came with it.

In the sixteenth century, the most fanatical of the Great
Powers was Spain. In spite of every advantage--a brave
and warlike population, a superb . geographical position,
and all the resources of the Indies-Spanish power col-
lapsed. The Jews and Moors, the most industrious and
civilized inhabitants of the Peninsula, were expelled, to the
great detriment of the State. Holland was lost through
um:ilIingness to practise toleration. After the long fruitless
devastation of the wars of religion, when the Peace of West-
phalia and the collapse of the English Puritans had shown
that no extremists could win, the greatest share of wealth
and power came to Dutch and English Latitudinarians,
The Revocation of the Edict of Nantes, by transferring
useful industries from France to England, prepared the
way for French defeat in the Seven Years' War.
. At no stage in this long' history was victory correlated
with fanaticism.

The most recent history shows that in this respect there is
no change. The British entered the second world 'war as a
heavy duty, by no means in the spirit of a crusade. The
Russians.and Americans were goaded into self-defence by
unprovoked attacks. Only the Nazis were inspired by
fanaticism, and their fanaticism contributed not a little to
their downfall. 'After victory, the Allies were surprised to
find how little progress the Germans had made towards the
construction of atomic bombs. This was largely because
they would not employ physicists who were Jews or Anti-
Nazis. Their fanaticism also greatly stimulated the resist-
ance movement in conquered territories, I think there can'
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be no doubt that if their rulers had been more rational,!
they would have won the war, since they would not have'
attacked Russia or encouraged the Japanese to attack
America.

Those who hold that fanaticism can only be defeated
by a rival fanaticism cannot appeal to facts in support of
their opinion. Victory in modem war depends primarily
upon natural resources, industrial and scientific skill, and
shrewdness in those who determine policy. Of these re-
quisites, skill and shrewdness are not so likely to be found
among fanatics as among men whose outlook is more
nearly scientific. Fanatics are unwilling to accept scientific
discoveries made by their enemies, and therefore soon fall
behind those whose outlook is more cosmopolitan.

Some of those who fear that fanaticism is irresistible do
so because they regard complete scepticism as the only
alternative. The desirable alternative is not to be sceptical
but to be scientific. The sceptic says "nothing can be
known"; he is a dogmatist, though a negative one. His
creed, we must admit, is paralysing, and a nation which
accepts it is doomed to defeat, since it cannot adduce ade-
quate motives for self-defence. But the scientific attitude is
quite different. It does not say "knowledge is impossible",
but "knowledge is difficult" .. As against the dogmatist, it
holds that nothing can count as knowledge until it has been
submitted to the tests that science has shown to be useful,
and even then it ma.y require correction in the light of
fresh evidence, As against the sceptic, it holds that what
has emerged from a scientific scrutiny is more likely to he
true than what has not, and that in many cases this likeli-
hood is almost certainty; in any event. it is the best hypo-
thesis to accept in practice. The .dogm~tist accepts one
hypothesn regardless of the evidence; the sceptic rejects all
hypotheses reg-ardless of the evidence. Both are irratioaal,
The rational man accepts the most probable hypothesis for
the time being, while continuing to look for new evidence
to confirm or confute it. It is by acting in this way tha.t man

. has acquired his power over nature. and that the scientific
nations: have acquired their power over the rest ofmankind.

The difference between a rational man and a dogmatist
is not that the latter has belidS while the former has none.
The difference is as to the grounds of the beliefS and the
way in which they are held. The rational man is prepared
to give reasons for his belidS. and these reasons. except as
reganls values. are ultimately derived from observation of
&cts. He will admit that his reasons are not absolutely
oonclushre. and that new £lcts may necessitate new bellm.
But he will be prepared to act upon ~ high degree ofprob-
ability as vigorously as the dogmatist aers upon what he
holds to be certainty. He has. moreover. one great ad-
vantage over the dogmatist. When the dogmatist is shown
to be wrong'-for example. by defeat in \Wl'-hes;u{fers a
tatal defeat which can never befall the :rational man. wh~

NATURE AND ORIGIN OF SCIENTIFIO METHOD

~
B~~l

SCIENCE, Hke most things. was gradual in its begimUng~
and it was not until the seventeenth century that It

bega.nto acqu~ a,~~.mv~]XlS;iti~ It has sin~ grovm. to
be the moot dlStm.CtiVe cbaractemttc o! our age. fur good
or evil. it is what makes ow: age diffi::rent fiom ,utiquity
and the medieval centuries.

has always admitted that he :nay be mistaken. Nothing!
can. be more hopeless than a population of disillusioned
bigots, who have lost the capacity to be rational, and have
no longer any. outlet but despair for their irrationality.
Such a population has no power of self-direction, and little
willingness to accept again the kind of direction from
witho~t which h;;SSbeen found to l~d astray. The springs
of acnon are dried up, and nothing remams but listless;
drifting. This is part of the price that has to be paid for
indulgence in collective hysteria.

I do not wish to suggest that a man who is scientificw
the right extent win.be devoid of emotion. Science can deal
only with means, not with ends; the ends must be supplied
by feeling•. For my part, there are certain things that I
value; I should mention especially intelligence, kindliness
and self-respect. Science cannot prove that these things ar;
good; it can only show .how, assuming: them to be good,
th~y are to be ob?ined •. T~ believe in these or any other

• ~t~te val~es WIthout gtv:m;ga reason for doing so is not
llTatio'illli. since the matter 15 not one for rational argu-

. me?t. . All rational argument requires premises, witho.iat
which It cannot start. In matters of fact, the premises:come
from perception; in matters of value, from feeling. Much
of the wide-spread prejudice against the rational comes
flom failure to realize tbat rationality is emIy concerned
with what can he peeved, not with what proofS have to
assume. A man is not unscientific because of his ultimate
ends, but because of mistakes as: to how to ac:hie:v·ethem ..
Hider was unscientific because the destrncticu of Germany,
which was what he achieved, was no part of his purpose.
To be rational or scientific is only one among virtues; no
sane man wouM pretend that it is the whole of virtae,

Tolerance, as :ill pra.ctical ~ has two· soun:es::011 the
one hand. the realization that we may be mistaken; on.the
other hand. a belie! that tree ..~on will promote the:
view we fawm. This: latter opinion must bebeld by any:.
eae whose opinions an: formed on rational grounds. Dtlg,-
matists. on the c,ontraly. fear that free discms:ion would
show their be1iclS to be groundless. .and that is why they
always ia:VOUf' cemorship. The Western world has IE;amt
toh:rnnce with dilliculty. partly by realizing the usefulness
of science. which m.,,"Ots tried to crush. Experience has:
shown that tole:ran.q: and tree disewsioil. promote mtel·
lectual p;rQgress. social cohesion,. prosperity. and. SUtt.tSS: in
war.. I see no reasWli to suppore that this is goong to he aJiity
Jess trae in the flJlooe thzm it bzts been up to the pres:enll:
day. Fanaudsms: rome and go. and those Of Q1IJIlr time" h1te
earlier ODes. will!...perish through pr3idic:al n::fu.1taUIlJIi\I.
Tolerance and the s.cientific spirit are among the gyeattes:1t
of human acl:nievemen1lSJ.and I see no rearon to tt:b.IDJ'g; tbt
we are in process of lasing them.. or that lOOsewho rellafum
them are thereby in <!lilydegree weakened in wna.1tewr:
struggle malt .lie:ahead... I~

~cienlre may -be -defined as the d.m:n~ of cawm la_
DymeaDS of ol!lservation.and experinment-hWiSl whim are
In!llire wIued when they are quaDtiuattve: 1t:hIm when they
are mereliy q1lllJi1i~ Mathematics:" whkh dees not re-
quire obsenation,. owes its:mst oonsid.erabIiede:vtclopmm1!: to
the Gre.elks:.but the €llID!ly obseJNatiooaJ SJtndy in whim t~.e
Greeks were proficient was; amooomy. wJ!nerethere are
~ obvious:; 1I1'l1Iiif~ues :md mum C3JJl he domte by p1lllre
~etll1'y. It was not 1!DlliiillGaliIfet1) thaU: a, way W1JIS

f(Q;llInd.€If deaug with motioos that are not u~rm-m
<md noll: pmOOiic.. ]kim: his: rime··men sm1!lg~tL·Ea'l.'ilSi
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of stability; but in modern times laws of change havel'
been what science has mainly wished to find. And
ever since Bacon science 'has been valued not only
or even chiefly, as pure knowledge, but ~s a sourc~
of power-power over inanimate nature, power over
plants ar:~ animals, and now, at last, power over human
commumties,

Science is a product of Europe. The only exception of
importa~ce that I can think.of is the Babylonian discovery
that eclipses could be predicted. A very few nations-
Italy, France, t~e Low Countries, Britain, and Germany-
contributed quite go per cent. of the great discoverers.
Poland contributed Copernicus, Russia contributed Men-
deleeff and Pavlov, but on the whole die share of Eastern
Europe has not been a large one. Within Western Europe,
as ~ay be seen fr?m a map showing the birth-places of
emment men of SCience,there has been a correlation with
commerce and industry. But commerce' does not neces-
sarily lead to science. It did not do so among the Phoenic-
ians and Carthaginians, and the Arabs thouch they

di d . ' bstu ie science of a sort, made no discoveries in 'any way
comp~rable to those of Western Europe since 1600. I do
not t~mk ~hat seventeentlJ-cen!Urysdence can be regarded
as an inevitable outcome of'social and economic conditions'
the existence of individuals possessed of very rare abilities
was also necessary. Why they should have been horn there
and then cannot be explained in scientific terms by means
of our present knowledge, It certainly does not have a
racial explanation, as may be seen from the fact that many
~f.the .best men of science have been Jews, who though
living m Western Europe are not of course of West Euro-
pean stock.

The importance of the economic conditions ~ch at-
tended the beginnings of modern science has been so much
emphasized that the intellectual conditions have tended to
b~ ov7rlooked: Le.t u~ spend a few moments in considering
scientific method m itself apart from the social environ-
ment that promoted it.

T~e essential matt~r is an intimate association of hypo-
thesis and observation, The Greeks were fruitful in
hypotheses, but deficient in observation. Aristotle, for
example, thought that women have fewer teeth than men
which he could not have thought if he had had a proper
respect for observation. Francis Bacon, on·the;other'hand
overestimated the mere collecting of facts, supposing that
this, if carried far enough, would of itself give rise to fruitful
hypotheses. But there are so many facts, and so many
ways of arranging facts, that no one can collect facts
usefully except under the stimulus of some hypothesis
to which they are relevant. Throughout any scientific
investigation, even from the very beginning, general-
izing hypotheses must exist in the mind of the investi-
gator to determine the direction of his observations.
The hypotheses must, however, continually change and
develop as new facts prove the old hypotheses to be in-
adequate.

It is commonly said, that the framing of hypotheses is the
most difficult step in scientific investigation, and perhaps
this is true of men who have undergone a thorough educa-
tion in science. But viewed historically it would seem that
respect for fact is more difficult for the human mind than
the invention of remarkable theories. It is still believed
by a large percentage of the inhabitants of this country
that people born in May are specially liable to corns, that

. the moon affects the weather, and that it is dangerous to
see the new moon through glass. None of those who hold
these theories think it necessary to verify them. Aristotle's
physics, as interpreted by medieval commentators, SUP-)
plied a number of admirable theories, which covered th¢.1

ground much more adequately than Galileo could dci./-
There was nothing against the theories except that they
were not in accordance with the facts, but this objection:
struck Galileo's Aristotelian adversaries as frivolous. And
when he discovered Jupiter's moons their existence was
denied, on the ground that the number of the heavenly
bodies must be seven. I think, therefore, that in the be-
ginning the respect for fact demanded by science is more
difficult even than the framing of what may prove good
hypotheses. And the hypotheses that prove good are very
seldom such as commend themselves to our initial pre-
judices.

As against Bacon, the history of science seems to show
that even the worst hypothesis is better than none. The
beginnings of chemistry were dominated by the search for
the philosopher's stone and for means of turning base
metals into gold. This search supplied an essential element
in scientific method which was absent in astronomy-I
mean experiment as opposed to passive observation. If the
medieval alchemists had not had extravagant hopes, they
would not have had the patience to accumulate gradually
a great mass of facts which could only become known by
the artificial creation of conditions not spontaneously
produced by nature. This work, which the Arabs took over
from Alexandria and the Christians from the Arabs, sup-
plied much detailed knowledge, but did not yield anything
scientifically systematic until the time of Lavoisier and
Priestley at the end of the eighteenth century. And it was
not until our own day that the diversity of chemical ele-
ments was fitted into an unitary theory, and that the
transmutation of elements became a practical possibility-
with consequences that, if not controlled, threaten disaster
to mankind.

The prejudices against scientific investigation of facts
has been strongest where human beings are concerned.
Throughout the middle ages anatomy was hampered by a
rooted objection to dissection of corpses. Vesalius, who was
Court physician to Charles V and Philip II, ventured,
under the protection of royal favour, to defy this prejudice,
But his enemies accused him of having dissected a body while
still alive, and he was sentenced, as a penance, to a pil-
grimage to the Holy Land. During his return he was ship-
wrecked and died of exposure, In China, not many years
ago, a French surgeon, who had been invited to found a
medical school, dema.nded corpses for dissection. He was
told that to cut up corpses would be an impiety, but that
he could operate instead upon living criminals. These two
opposite stories both illustrate the obstacles to a scientific
outlook.

Western Europeans, and men in the New World whose
ancestors, whatever their racial origin, had lived in Western
Europe, had for about three centuries a virtual monopoly
of science, and acquired thereby a supremacy throughout
the world such as neither they nor anyone else had pos-
sessedat any earlier time. This monopoly, of course, could
not last for ever. Although the Japanese challenge proved
unsuccessful, European dominion in Asia is disappearing,"
and we may expect a growth of Asiatic science as a result
of political independence. Now that scientific method has
been developed, a great deal can be achieved without the
genius that was necessary in the pioneers. Any man pos-
sessed of patience and fair abilities and the necessary
equipment can, nowadays, be pretty sure to find out
something, and it may happen to be something of great im-
portance. Ldo not think that Mendel's work required any
very extraordinary gifts, and yet the Mendelien theory of
heredity is transforming scientific agriculture and stock- "
breeding, and probably will in time considerably alterl
the congenital character of human beings. The more,
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. ~i~nce advances, the easier it becomes to make new dis-
coveries; that is why the rapidity of scientific progress has
been continually increasing since the seventeenth century.

Science has been victorious over the prejudices that
opposed its progress, because it has conferred power, and
especially power' in war. Archimedes, almost the only
experimental scientist among the Greeks, was useful in the
defence of Syracuse. Leonardo da Vinci was employed by
the Duke of Milan because he understood the science of
fortification. Galileo, similarly, was supported by the
Grand Duke of Tuscany because his researches on pro-
jectiles showed how to make artillery more effective, In ;

the French Revolution French men of science played a
vital part in the defence of their country against its many
enemies. In the recent war it was scientific superiority that
secured the final defeat of Japan. For such reasons, there
is now little active opposition to scientific technique and
scientific methods of investigation.

But power without wisdom is dangerous, and what our
age needs is wisdom even more than knowledge. Given
wisdom, the power conferred by science can bring a new
degree of well-being to all mankind; without wisdom, i~
can bring only destruction,

m ONISRAEL

(10) A 1943 article by BR, as reported in the "Jewish Post" (Winnipeg, Canada), December 1981:

~~~?t~cl"B~it.iS.. ...•. ..... . .. '
f.str:ongsupporter;.Qt·:th~icr:eatlOn·p,a ". :fo~owingiWorl~i"
c, War,Ifi~even though.he·getierallyopposednatiom;lism),tronglyand}
~~.viewedstates" as .being: the "\emoodimeilfof,nationalisticaspirations.: -
'<.accordingto' DinaPorat.ta lecturer.at Tel:Aviv;Uijj~ersitY'sChaim
:iHd:S~nbergSchoolof.::JewishStudies,:·;\.t';·\}'J:)~~!Ffi~~~i;-;~.i??i",,;,:{
:~-,,1nanartkle:entitledt'The' Role ofJheJewish'State in 'Helping to
.Create a -Better-Wbrld_y··ln·tr_~ publication The New 'PaiesLn~ In'

,1943, Russellwrote.::'In a dangerous and largely hestile'world, iriS:
.essential to Jews to have' some country which is theirs,some region-
::where they are not suspected aliens, some st~t\~~\vhich~~mbodies":
·...'vhat is distinctive in their eultLlre~,·-;-\:,¢t,::.:::~,~¥~'·r:t£,~i.(+\~,?~A*;;:~/:,:J~~'~:~:
?':Regarding control of immigrationtc' the:jeV!iSh Slate:"a:subject";
',which-posed great.problems for Great Britairi',i:HusseII'suggested',
.tnatc'tneJewlsh authorities ought to have ii:free.handjsregarils:
-irnmigration of Jews.--{; ,What Lhave' in;'mind"is, an international.'
;, agreement;'.,that:- "riy:;;J:ew:.anYwher~;:'if;ti~;~i~hes7'~0:settle tin:;
.Palestine, shall: be. granted permissiontodo- soif therecognized ..
'::Jewish authorities 'approve .. ,:r.This amounts' to' sayiri!Ltliat. every.
·"Jew'should be eligible for citizenshipof ,the'Zioni~t S4te;and that;.
~tenlY;_JewS'Sho~l.dbe the J~d~eof his ~itl!e'~,s.:!r·':~-~~B.~ff~}~?\~:\~~;~;.;;~~\!{~t
,:.t~·Russell envisioned a-Zionist State that,wollld be .;'autonomous as,
~tregards Its-Internal affairs.t'but foresawthe political and,inilit~rY.
ii.struggles with Israel's Arab n~ighbors. that.would resultIrom. tI:e:,

>~r~~~~~I~~artt~W,i~,~~~~~eir;i:,/·t~n~:'·J:'~i1J!~~~dtf~J;f~~~~~~~tr:

(Thank you, RICKSHORE)

.Palestinian Arabs' to the influx of an alien population into whit is,1
'''after all, their country, but the important thing is th,at anygrievan-.

,,"ces' they. may feel' should 'hot be taken up by the Mohammedan
world, and made the basis of a 'general hostility to Europeans.m-
eluding European Jews ': ,:"As for ..the- future, we live ..i~an.age

~,.whenevery kind ofriational, racial, and religious bigotry is.on the
""i~~re,,';~.and itrnust.vl fear,' be thought EkelY'that the::iVluslim"
i:wodd will share the general' re vival of fan'aticism_.T!Jis will.mean
'..tnat the Jews of Palestine will need constant military protection,
'C:overand above what they can themselves supply in tEe w,~yqf ~~f:c:
'..detense.!". .' :"'::''"!':., .. :~:. . :~'::'\.:' . ':.. "_":.-~.~::~.:"._. ,,:';.': ....~_.,-'.~'."~: • ':;:;~~:{:

:,' .. Russel! also 'saw the Jewish State as a watch dog agamst an-
.ttsemittsm bringing information pertaining to antisemitic: acts
before an international" tribunal. 'He: saw .the :Jewish,',Stat"cas.a

'champion of world peace,'·sI"nce,'·Russel1wrote, "for now, as in the
time of the Crusades.. they, are made the scapegoat, when".war
breaks out," He believed the creation uf the Jewish State would, .
nr.:nFlv· hp ~ rnp:::n~ of-onttinl1 :~-;1pnol tn ~nti~prnitisil\ and to that
~~d~"th'e-Zi~n'i';t-Si;te', ii,Cit";e~~;:~~light~~~da~d liberal", could
"rnake contributions which WIll be of mestirnable value and :"lll

, command the respect of the world." I • - _: -

I ' Th~ article was discovered by Dina Porat in the Iiles of Yitzhak
I {.rp.t-~ntl:-JI1Hl. chairman of the United ..Rescue Committee of the

Jewish Agency m.JcrusalemduringWortd ,WarIL The :rAUlec-
turer is doing doctoralresearch on the Jewlsh·Agency s .r~le In

rescueoperations of Jews during the Holocaust..'. .: . .-c'." ',".' .
....."Here was i .world-Farnous authority ( understanding .and sym-
'pathetie;.ruis·ing·a clear vaict::for abrighfe,r, f\,ture for the Jews in
'their own state," DinaPorat comments tn.ner.Introducuon of the
artiCle .wnich appeared Jli Zionism: a quarterly magazine

1 pUbliSh;,,1by the Chailll Weizmann Institute for Ziiinist Research or
The Chaim Rosenberg School of Jewish 8tudi~
at TAU.

ABOUTBERTRANDRUSSELL

(11) BRIe favorite hymn, as a boy:

Weary of Earth and Laden with !I\Y Sin

Weary of earth and laden with my sin,
I look at heaven and long to enter in;
But there no evil thing may find a home,
And yet I hear a voice that bids me "Come".

So vile I am, how dare I hope to stand
In the pure glory of' that holy land?
Before the ldliteness of that throne appear?
Yet there are hands stretched out to draw me near.
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The while I fain would tread the heavenly way,
Evil is evil with me day by day;
Yet on Iiline ear-s the gracious tidings fall,
"Repent, confess, thou shall be loosed from all."

It is the voice of Jesus that I hear,
His are the hands stretched out to draw me near;
And his the Blood that can for all atone,
And set me faultless there before the throne.

o great Absolver, grant my soul may wear
The lowliest garb of penitence and prayer,
That in the Father's court my gracious dress
Maybe the garment of Thy righteousness.

Yea, Thou wilt anewer for me, righteous LOrd;
Thine .all the merits, mine the great reward;
Thine the sharp thorns, and mine the golden crown;
Mine the life won, and Thine the life laid down.

Naught can I bring, dear Lord, for all lowe,
Yet let my full heart what it -can bestow;
Like Mary's gift, let my devotion prove,
Forgiven greatly, how I greatly love.

(Thank your. DAVIDHART)----~.__ .~._,---------------------
BRBROADCAST

(12) "Science and Value.u, BRie essay, was read over Pacifica Foundation's FH Station KPFK(North Hollywood, Cil)
~ch 3rd, on "Science OonnecbLon", a program conducted by Stave and Vera Kilston. StElve did the reading,
and called the 1951 eSBay remarkably relevant to 1982. "Then the phones were open for liiStener r<lSpOmle, lmd
thl'!re walllmuch spin-off from Russell's sssay, U reports JOHNTOBIN.(Thank you, John.)

The esseYj originally included in The Impact of Science on S.ociety (NewYork: Columbia Uni'<!sTsity Pre8s, 1951),
16 included in Th~ Basic Writi:fL of Bertrand Russell, edited by Robert E. Egner and Lester E. Denonn . (New York;
Simon & Schustei'Ji961, pp.635- 46). ,
___ , r~ ~_""b

BRQUOTED

(13) In stone. Wemet someone at the March 27th National SUDDDi.tConference (3) in NYC-whoseface lit up when we me?l!.-l.',r,',·:d
that we were from the Bertrand Russell Society. The reason: thq>re 1s a BRquotation on her husband I B tOil'lbstQn-~:

The great use of a life is to spend it for something that outlasts it.

* Does anyone know the source of this quotation?

BRCELEBRATED

{14 "Guided Tour", Act II, was prss8I'1ted in NYCon April 5-6. Wewere there. You can see Act I (we recommendit) all

November &:9 - dates you may wish to note on your calendar. The following is from their program:-

THEOPENBOOKis a non-profit performing ensemble recognized by the IRS and Ne\1York State Charities Colllllri.ssion
as an organization dedfca;f;ea to presenting new and little-know literature to the public in an int:lmah style
that focuses primarily on the word rather than the setting. Its sponsors include producer-playwright Jay Broad;
novelist Mary Higgins Clark; actor-director Jos' Ferrer; actol"-producer Beverly Penberthy, and educator-librarian
Dr. O. B. Hardison,Jr., Director of the Folger Shakespeare Library, Washington, DC

BERTRANDRUSSELL'SGUIDEDTOUROF INTELLECTUALRUBBISHwas originally commissioned as a one-man ~10W by the
late ",ctor-singer Robert Rounseville. Portions of it were staged by him at Western Washington state Universit.y
and Deerfield Acadetq. The complete script is a two-act program. Act I will be presented by THEOPENBOOKas
part of the Library and Museumof the Performing Arts 4 P.M. concert series in this theatre on Mondayand
Tuesday, November8-9, 1982.
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BERTRANDRUSSELL'SGUIDEDTOUROF INTELLECTUALRUBBISHis the only authorized dramatization of the writings
of the late Lord Russell. It is performed with the permission of the joint copyright owners, Marvin Kaye and
The Bertrand Russell Estate, being expressly authorized by Edith, Countess Russell; George Allen & Unwin, Ltd ••
publishers, and The Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation.

I The New York Public Library at Lincoln Center

BRUNO WALTER
AUDITORIUM

111Amsterdam Avenue Telephone 799-2200
~

THE OPEN BOOK
presents

BERTRAND RUSSELL'S
GUIOED TOUR OF INTELLECTUAL RUBBISH
(ACT II ONLY)
by Marvin Kaye

Monday, April 5, 1982
Tuesday, April 6, 1982

4:00 P.M.

Admission Free

The use of cameras in this theatre is not allowed.

Free tickets may be obtained at the Amsterdam Avenue entrance on the day
of the event. For evening programs apply in person after 4:00 p.m.; after
12 noon on Saturdays. For 4:00 o'clock programs, applyafter 3:00 p.m.

BERTRAND RUSSELllS GU IDEO TOUR OF
INTELLECTUALRUBBISH (ACT II only)

Derived from the works of Bertrand Russell
Dramatized and directed by Marvin Kaye

THE ENSEMBLE(in alphabetical order)
BilL BONHAM, BEVERLY FIlE, SARALEEKAYE,
JUNE HILLER, T08Y SANDERS

Understudy for men's roles: Marvin Kaye
Understudy for women's .roles: Nancy Temple.

(THE OPEN Bj)OKls style Is an amalgam of tradi-
tional staging and reader's theatre. No attempt
Is made to fully characterize, costume or "meke-
up" ar')y role; the emphasis, rather, is on the
author's words and Ideas. Thus, below, the
Identifications do not reflect the total range
of any ensemble member, but are merely for con-
venience In Identifying who Is who).

On Education

PROGRAM SEQUENCE

Bill Benham (at black-
board) and full ensemble

Saralee Kaye, June Hiller,
Toby Sanders

On Sex and Marriage

Hr. Bawd1er's
Nightmare Bill Bonham {Spl f fkl ns )

Bever I y F I te (Mrs.
Bowd l e r ] June Hi ller
(Narrator) Toby Sanders
{Mr. Bowd l er-]

Bill Bonham

BIII Bonham, Toby
Sanders and full
ensemble

Full ensemble

On Old Age

On Religion

On Comets

On the Future of
Mankl nd Full ensemble

Blll BONHAM,co-founder, is on the faculty of Man-
hattan Community College. Specialist in comnunf ce-
tions skills, he has taught and directed at NYU,
Pace, Murray State University and the College of
the VirgIn Islands.

*aEVERLY FITE recently played Aunt Eller In an ec-
cl eirned production of Oklahomal, seen In various
Midwestern cities. She hes sung. acted and danced
on Broadway, on all major TV networks, and In city
clubs. She is featured on the Columbia cast album,
Pal Joey. •

*HARVIN KAYE, co-founder, is a novelist, playwright
and director. His eleven novels include Bullets for
Macbeth (Dutton), The Incredible Umbrella and (wi th
~odwln) The Masters of 5011 tude (Doubleday).
He teaches an advanced wr I t log workshop at NYU

SARALEEKAYE Is co-editor (with Harvin Kaye) of a
Nelson Doubleday anthology of ghost stories. A
former teacher, she Is an actor and sometime magic-
Ian's assistant (AGVA). She has special training
In voice-overs for TV.

"'JUNE MILLER appears regularly In TV comnerc l el , day-
time dramas , In print advertising and theatrical
f l lms • She has pleveu leading roles in regional
theatres throughout America.

"'TOBY SANDERS Is a mime, clown and magician, and has
written a defln t tlve text on the clowning art. A
student of Katherine Sergava at HB Studl o , he has
taught physical comedy In New York and elsewhere.

"'NANCYTEMPLE is a leading soprano with LIght Opera
of Manhattan and the Manhattan Savoyards, and is a
member of the New York Ci,ty Opera. Her singing
career has Included solo appearances with the
Denver Symphony and other orchestras, and she has
acted extensively In SUlTITlerstock and dinner
theatre.

*Appearlng through the courtesy of Actors I Equl ty
! AssociatIon.
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ASSESSMENTSOF BR

(15) A Jesuit on BR. Wedon't normally come across writings by professors at the Pontifical Gregorian University in
Rome, and we can It say we seek them out -- it I S a bias we have - so we are especially indebted to JOSEPH
WilKINSONfor suggesting that we see what Frederick Copleston, S.J. had to say about BR.

The title page (size reduced)

A
HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY

VOLUMEvru
BENTHAM TO RUSSELL

BY
FREDERICK COPLESTON, S.J.

J1'rp.r-tIIt1M~GrqtI>riQ>IUJJl~,1tPme

_.&yUrop~

THE NEWMAN PRESS
WESTMINSTEI. • MAR YLAND,...

Here is a large sampling, fran the 3rd of 3 ~hapters on BR, dealing with BR'sethical views(pp. 471-477):

CHAPTER XXI

BERTRAND RUSSELL (3)

Introductory remarks-RusseJ1's earlier moral philosophy and
the influence of Moore-Instinct, mind and spirit-The relation
of the judgment of value to desire-Social science and power-
RusseU's altitude towards religion- The nature of philosophy
as conceived by Russell-Some brief critical comments.

1. WE have been concerned so far with the more abstract-aspects
of Russell's philosophy. But we noted that his first book was on
German Social Democracy (1896). And concomitantly with or in
the intervals between his publications on mathematics, logic, the
theory of knowledge, the philosophy of science and so on he has
produced a spate of books and articles on ethical, social and
political topics. At the 1948 International Philosophical Congress
at Amsterdam a Communist professor from Prague took it upon
himself to refer to Russell as an example of an ivory-tower
philosopher. But whatever one's estimate may be of Russell's
ideas in this or that field of inquiry and reflection, this particular
judgment was patently absurd. For Russell ~as not only. writt:n
on matters of practical concern but also actively campaigned ill

favour of his ideas. His imprisonment towards the close of the
First World War has already been mentioned. During the Second
World War he found himself in sympathywith the struggle against
the Nazis, and after the war, when the Communists were staging
take-overs in a number of countries, he vehemently criticized some
of the more unpleasant aspects of Communist policy and conduct.
In other words, his utterances were for once in tune with the official
attitude in his own country. And in 1949 he received the Order of
Merit from King George VI. 1In more recent years he has not only
campaigned for jhe introduction of a system of world-government

but also sponsored the movement for nuclear disarmament, In facti
he carried his sponsorship to the extent of taking a personal part
in the movement of civil disobedience. And as he refused to pay the
imposed fine, this activity earned him a week or so in gaol." Thus

1 I do Dot mean to imply. of course, that this high honcur was no.t a tribute to
Russell's eminence as a philosopher. '

It The short period was passed in the prison infirmary, it is only fair to add. not
in the usual conditions of prison life.

even at a very advanced age Russell has continued to battle on
behalf of the welfare of humanity, as he sees it. And the charge
of 'ivory-tower philosopher' is obviously singularly inappropriate.

In the following section, however, we shall be concerned with
the more theoretical aspects of Russell's ethical and political
thought. To the general public he is, of course, best known for his
writing on concrete issues. But it would be out of place in a history
of philosophy to discuss Russell's opinions about, say, sex! or
nuclear disarmament, especially as he himself does not regard
discussion of such concrete issues as pertaining to philosophy in
a strict sense.

2. The first chapter in Philosophical Essays (1910) is entitled
'The Elements of Ethics' and represents a conflation of an article
on determinism and morals which appeared in the Hibbert Journal
in 1908 and of two articles on ethics which appeared in 1910 in the
February and May issues of the New Quarterly. At this period
Russell maintained that ethics aims at discovering true proposi-
tions about virtuous and vicious conduct, and that it is a science.
If we ask why we ought to perform certain actions, we eventually
arrive at basic propositions which cannot themselves be proved.
But this is not a feature peculiar to ethics, and it does not weaken
its claim to be a science.

Now, if we ask for reasons why we ought to perform certain
actions and not to perform others, the answer generally refers to
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consequences.And if we assume that an action is right because i~
produces good consequencesor leads to the attainment of a good,
it is clear that somethings at any rate must be goodin themselves.
Not all things can be good. If they were, we could not distinguish
between right and wrong actions. And some things may be con-
sidered good as means to something else. But we cannot do with-
out the concept of things which are intrinsically good, possessing
the property of goodness 'quite independently of our opinion on
the subject, or of our ••vishes or other people's'."True, peopleoften
have different opinions about what is good.And it may be difficult
to decidebetween these opinions. But it does not followfrom this
that there is nothing which is good. Indeed, 'good and bad are

1 We may remark in passing that in 1940 Russell's appo~ntmeDt to th~ College
of the City of New York was cancelled because of his views ?D ma~e ~
sexual conduct. True, be was given a chair at the Barnes Foundation, Philadelphia,
but this appointment lasted only until 1943. The New YOlk episode led to a good
deal of acrid controversy. on which the present writer does not feel called upon
to pass any comment.

• Philosophical Essays, p. 10.

qualities which belong to objects independently of our opinions,
just as much as round and square do'.1

Though goodness is an objective property of certain things, it is
indefinable. It cannot therefore be identified with, say, the
pleasant. That which gives pleasure may be good. But, if it is, this
is because it possesses, over and above pleasantness, the in-
definable quality of goodness. 'Good' no more means 'pleasant'
than it means 'existent'.

Now if we assume that goodness is an intrinsic, indefinable
property of certain things, it can be perceived only immediately.
And the judgment in which this perception is expressed will be
insusceptible of proof. The question arises, therefore, whether
differences between such judgments do not weaken or even
entirely undermine the thesis that there can be knowledgeof what
is good. Russell obviously does not deny that there have been and
are different judgments about what things are good and bad. At
the same time such differences,in his opinion, are neither so great
nor so widespread as to compel us to relinquish the idea of moral
knowledge. In fact, genuine differencesbetween the judgments of
different people in regard to intrinsic goodness and badness 'are,
I believe, very rare indeed'.' Where they exist, the only remedy
is to take a closer look.

In Russell's view genuine differences of opinion arise not so
much in regard to intrinsic goodness and badness as in regard to
the rightness and wrongnessof actions. For an action is objectively
right 'when, of all that are possible, it is the one which will
probably have the best results'." And it is obvious that people
may come to different conclusions about means, even when they
are in agreement about ends. In these circumstances the moral
agent will act in accordance with the judgment at which he
arrives after the amount of reflection which is appropriate in the
given case.

The thesis that goodness is an intrinsic, indefinable property of
certain things, together with the subordination of the concepts of
right and obligation to the concept of the good, obviously show
the influence of Russell's friend, G. E. Moore. And this influence
persists, to some extent at least, in Principles of Social Recon-
struction (1916). Russell is here mainly concerned with-social and
political themes; and he tells us that he did not write the book in
his capacity as a philosopher. But when he says that 'I consider

1Ibid., p. II. I Ibid., p. 53. I Ibid., p. 30.

the best life that which is most built on creative impulses'l and
explains that what he meansby creative impulses are those which
aim at bringing into existence good or valuable things such as
knowledge, art and good"..ill, his point of view is certainly in
harmony with that of Moore.

3. At the same time, though there is certainly no explicit
recantation in Principles of Social Reconstruction of the views
which Russell took over from Moore,we can perhaps see in certain
aspects of what he says the manifestation of a tendency to make
good and bad relative to desire. In any case there is a marked
tendency to interpret morality in the light of anthropology, of a
certain doctrine about human nature. I do not mean to imply that
this is necessarily a bad thing. I mean rather that Russell is
moving away from a purely Mooreanpoint of view in ethics.

'All human activity', Russell agrees, 'springs from two sources:
impulse and desire.'S As he goes on to say that the suppression of
impulse by purposes, desires and will means the suppression of
vitality, one's natural tendency is to think that he is talking about]

. !
conscious desire. But the desire which lies at the basis of human]
activity is presumably in the first instance unconscious desire.
And in The Analysis of Mind Russell insists, under the influenceof
psycho-analytic theory, that 'all primitive desire is unconscious'P

The expression of natural impulse is in itself a good thing
because men possess 'a central principle of growth, an instinctive
urgency leading them in a certain direction, as trees seek the
light'.- But this approval of natural impulse, which sometimes
puts us in mind of Rousseau, stands in need of qualification. If we
follownatural impulse alone, we remain in bondage to it, and we
cannot control our environment in a constructive manner. It is
mind, impersonal objective thought, which exercises a critical
function in regard to impulseand instinct and enables us to decide
what impulses need to be suppressed or diverted because they
conflict with other impulses or because the environment makes
it impossible or undesirable to satisfy them. It is also mind which
enables us to control our environment to a certain extent in a
constructive manner. So while he insists on the principles of
'vitality', Russell does not give '\ blanket approval to impulse.

We have seen that Russell attributes human activities to two
sources, impulse and desire. Later on he attributes it to 'instinct,

1 Pri1Uiples,oJ Social Reconstruction, p. 5.
I Ibid., p. 12. I P. 76.
• Principles of SociaJ R6ConStrvction, p. 24·

mind and spirit'." Instinct is the source of vitality, while mind
exercises a critical function in regard to instinct. Spirit is the
principle of impersonal feelings and enables us to transcend the
search for purely personal satisfaction by feeling the same interest
in other people's joys and sorrows as in our own, by caring about
the happiness of the human race as a whole and by serving ends
which are in some sense supra-human, such as truth or beauty or,
in the case of religious people, God.

Perhaps we can adopt the suggestion of Professor J. Buchler"
that for Russell impulse and desire are the basic modes of initial
stimulus, while instinct, mind and spirit are the categories under
which human activities as we know them can be classified.In any
case Russell obviously has in mind a progressive integration of
desires and impulses under the control of mind, both in the
individual and in society. At the same time he insists on the
function of spirit, considered as the capacity for impersonal
feeling. For 'if life is to be fully human it must serve some end
which seems, in some sense, outside human life'.8

4. Even if in Principles of Social Reconstruction Russell retained,
though with some misgiving, the J.100reanidea that we can have
intuitive knowledge of intrinsic goodnessand badness, he did not
retain the idea very long. For example, after having remarked in.
a popular essay, What 1Believe (1925). that the good life is one
inspired by love and guided by knowledge,he explains that he is
not referring to ethical knowledge. For '1 do not think there is,
strictly speaking, such a thing as ethical knowledge'r' Ethics is
distinguished from science by desire rather than by any special
form of knowledge. 'Certain ends are desired, and right conduct is
what conduces to them.'! Similarly, in An Outline of Philosophy
(1927) Russell explicitly says that he has abandoned Moore's
theory of goodness as an indefinable intrinsic quality, and he
refers to the influence on his mind in this respect of Santayana's
Winds of Doctrine (1926). He now holds that good and bad are
'derivative from desire'." Language is, of course, a social pheno-
menon, and, generally speaking, we learn to apply the word
'good" to the things desired by the social group to which we
belong. But 'primarily, we.call something "good" when we desire
it, and "bad" when we have an aversion from it'.'

1 Ibid., p. 205.
I In Th' Philosophy of Bertrand Russell. edited by P. A. Schilpp. p. 524.
S Principles of Social Reconstruction, p. 245· • P. 37· " P. 40.
I An Oullin, of PhilosOPhy, p. 238. T lbid., p. 242.

To say nothing more than this, however, would be to give an
over-simplifiedaccount of Russell's ethical position. In the first
place the utilitarian element in his earlier ethical ideas, an
element common to him and to Moore,has remained unchanged.
That is to say, he has continued to regard as right those actions
which produce good consequences and as wrong those actions
which produce bad consequences. And in this restricted field
knowledge is possible. For example, if two men agree that a
certain end X is desirable and so good, they can perfectly well
argue about whichpossibleaction or series of actions is most likely
to attain this end. And in principle they can come to an agreed
conclusion representing probable knowledae.! But though the
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context would be ethical, the knowledge attained would not be in
any way specificallydifferent from knowledge of the appropriate
means for attaining a certain end in a non-ethical context. In
other words it would not be a case of a peculiar kind of knowledge
called 'ethical' or 'moral'.

Wilen we turn, however, from an examination of the appro-
priate means for attaining a certain end to value-judgments about
ends themselves, the situation is different. We have seen that
Russell once maintained that differences of opinion about values
are not so great as to make it unreasonable to hold that we can
and do have immediate knowledgeof intrinsic goodnessand bad-
ness, ethical intuition in other words. But he abandoned this view
and came to the conclusion that a difference of opinion about
values is basically 'one of tastes, not one as to any objective
truth'.2 If, for instance, a man tells me that cruelty is a good
thing," I can, of course, agree with him in the sense of pointing out
the practical consequences of such a judgment. But if he still
stands by his judgment, even when he realizes what it 'means', I
can give him no theoretical proof that cruelty is wrong. Any
'argument' that I may employ is really a persuasive device
designed to change the man's desires. And if it is unsuccessful
there is no more to be said. Obviously, if someone professes to
deduce a certain value-judgment from other value-judgments and
one thinks that the alleged deduction is logically erroneous, one
can point this out. And if a man meant by 'X is good' no more than

1 It would not be certain or demonstrative knowledge. But neither is scientific
knowledge certain knowledge.

• Religiow and Science (1935). p. 238.
• The statement '1 think that cruelty is good' or '1 approve of cruelty' would be

an ordinary empirical statement, relating to a psychological fact. 'Cruelty is good'.
however, is a value-judgment.

that X has certain empirical consequences,we could argue about
whether X does or does not tend in practice to produce these
effects. For this would be a purely empirical matter. But the man
would not be likely to say, even in this case, 'X is good' unless he
approved of the consequences; and his approval would express a
desire or taste. In the long run, therefore, we ultimately reach a

point where theoretical proof and disproof no longer have a role!
to play.

The matter can be clarified in this way. Russell may have some-
times expressed himself in such a way as to imply that in his
opinion judgments of value are a matter of purely personal taste,
without involving other people in any way. But this is certainly
not his considered opinion. In his view judgments of value are
really in the optative mood. To say 'X is good' is to say 'would
that everyone desired X', and to say 'y is bad' is to say 'would
that everyone felt an aversion from y'.1 And if this analysis is
accepted, it is obvious that 'cruelty is bad', when taken as mean-
ing 'would that everyone had an aversion from cruelty', is no more
describable as true or false than 'would that everyone appreciated
good claret'. Hence there can be no question of proving that the
judgment 'cruelty is bad' is true or false.

Obviously, Russell is perfectly aware that there is a sense in
which it is true to say that it does not matter much if a man
appreciates good wine or not, whereas it may matter very much
whether people approve of cruelty' or not. But he would regard
these practical considerations as irrelevant to the purely philo-

-sophical question of the correct analvsis of the value-judgment.
If I say 'cruelty is bad', I shall obviouslydo anything which lies in
my power to see that education, for example, is not so conducted
as to encourage the belief that cruelty is admirable. But if I accept
Russell's analysis of the value-judgment, I must admit that my
own evaluation of cruelty is not theoretically provable.

Now, Russell has sometimes been criticized for giving vehement
expression to his own moral convictions, as though this were
inconsistent with his analysis of the value-judgment. But he can
make, and has made, the obvious retort that as in his opinion
judgments of value express desires, and as he himself has strong
desires, there is no inconsistency in giving them vehement
expression. And this reply seems to be quite valid, as far as it goes.

1 In his Replies to Criticism Russell says: 'I do not think that an ethical judg-
ment merely expresses a desire; I agree with Kant th~t it must have ~ element Ofl
universality'. The Philosophy of Bertrand Russell, edited by P. A. Schilpp. p. 722.

This is the final paragraph (p.494). Note how, in the last 2 sentences, Copleston's feelings as a Catholic
collide if' that I s the word with his feelings as an Englishman.

,
It is thus difficultto classify Russell in an unambiguous manner,

for example as an 'empiricist' or as a 'scientific humanist'. But
why should we wish to do so? After all, he is Bertrand Russell, a
distinct individual and not simply a member of a class. And if in
his old age he has become, as it were, a national institution, this is
due not simply to his philosophicalwriting but also to his complex
and forceful personality, aristocrat, philosopher, democrat and
campaigner for causes in one. It is indeed natural that those of us
who hold firm beliefs which are very different from his and which
he has attacked, should deplore certain aspects of his influence.
But this should not blind one to the fact,that Russell is one of the
most remarkable Englishmen of the century.

Clark mentions "••• the mutual respect felt by the two men, exemplified by Copleston's summaryof Russell in his
History of Philol!loph~and by Russell's obserVation that 'one can criticize Copleston for having becane a Jesuit,
but nat. for the deta~led consequences of being one," " The Life of Bertrand Russell by Ronald W. Clark (NewYork:
Knopf, 1976, p. 497)

.Here are the first 2 paragraphs of the Epilogue (p, 497):, , '
WE have seen that though Bertrand Russell has often expressed.
very sceptical views about the philosopher's ability to provide us
with definite knowledge about the world and though he has
cert.ainly little sympathy with any philosopher who claims that
his particular system represents final and definitive truth, he has
always looked on philosophy as motivated by the desire to under-
stand the world and man's relation to it. Even if in practice
philosophy can provide only 'a way of looking at the results of
empirical inquiry, a frame-work, as it were, to gather the findings
of science into some sort of order';" this idea, as put forward by
Russell, presupposes that sciencehas given us new ways of seeing
the world, new concepts which the philosopher has to take as a
point of departure. The scope of his achievement may be limited,
but it is the world with which he is ultimately concerned.

1 "Visdom of the West. p, :'11,

_.In an important sense G. E. Moorewas much closer to being a.
revolutionary. He did not indeed lay downany restrictive dogmas
about the nature and scope of philosophy. But, as we have seen,
he devoted himself in practice exclusivelyto analysis as he under-
stood it. And the effect of his example was to encourage the belief
that philosophy is primarily concernedwith analysis of meaning, .
that is, with language. True, Russell developed logical analysis
and was often concerned with language; but he was concerned
with much else besides. Both men, of course, directed attention,
in their different ways, to analysis. But it was Moorerather than
Russell whoseemsto us, on lookingback, to be the herald, by force
of example rather than by explicit theory, of the view that the
primary task ofthe philosopheris the analysisofordinary language.
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Creationists certified as biology teachers. From The Washington Post (4/9/82, p, Bl):
I.

Virginia Approves
Biology Program
A! Fal~enConege

By Michael ISikoff-~-
WMhlngton Post 8&att Writer

RICHMOND, April 7-A Christian col-
lege headed by the Rev. Jerry Falwell won
approval today from a state education com-
mittee to have graduates of its biology pro-
gram, who are taught ''the scientific basis for
biblicsl creationism," certified as teachers in
Virginia public schools. .

If the state Board of Education upholds
the decision this summer, it apparently
would be the first time Virginia has granted
teaching accreditation to a fundanientalist
achool that Includes creationist theory in its
curriculum, 8CCOrd~ to several state edu-
cators.

Spokesmen for the Falwell school, Liberty
Baptist CoUege in Lynchburg, which has
been seeking accreditation for the last three
years, imine<iiately hailed the advisory pan-
el's 8-to-l vote as \a major victory for the
"academic freedom~\of like-minded Christian
colleges to teach a1t41mat'iv/!8to the standard
Darwinian theory of man's evolution.

But a biology professor Whoserved on the
panel and opposed the recommendation
termed lit an endorsement of "intellectual
garbage."

"This is exactly what I expected giveR the
political climate of the state and the power
and prestige of the television gospel," said
Dr. William Jones, professor-of biology at
James Madison University In Harrisonburg,-
the panel's lone dissenter, "It's givirig them\
- , ------.

!Liberty Baptist] legitimacy to do a lot of'
things. Their students now have access to

the classrooms where they can use the pulpit
of the biology lecturn to preach creationist
theory."

__ 1 __ -

Other state educators, however, said the
ramificati!Jns of the approval would not be
extensive, because it is not teachers but 10caI
school boards that determine what is taught
In public schools.

''This is not going to allow their teachers
to go into the classrooms with a Bible under
their belt," said Roger S. Schrock, state co-
ordinator of the teacher certification pro- .
gram.

The dispute over Liberty Baptist's biology
program turned a normd'lly routine proce-
dure for teacher certification into anemo-
tionally charged debate that touched on the

. funaamental question about the origin of
.life. Sitting at a conference table cluttered
with biology, zoology and other science text·
books, Jones argued there was no scientific
basis to the "biblical theology" that man was
created through divine intervention.

~o Imowa bow.lOiigthese [biblicsl) storie!
went around -the ClUDIlfiresof the nomadic?" he
asked. If Liberty Baptist students are to be ear-
tUied to teach in the public schools, he said. then
ithdA~I~~ ~lO!l'.!e,~ that ~4~not-~,m VoocldO:L.,.4!.. ,~. \,., l~/\~- :.0;:" ''-:,':'''V

: Jol)es. W8s'le~tedly Cbanenjre4 tiY Te . ..w•• ~6.1 seIf-describecl "divine crW.ti9D:t·
and 'Ctllilnnijto(thil_Libe~ s.~ btolClg'y~
partDiont. Y¥taw!t'll/iid he.'lwId!lli ~ in

,miclobio~ rtoiiicOlUoSw UirlVel'Bitf'1ii~ti-
enee we deal with that which is observable and'
testable," he said. "But. nobody has ever demott'
strated _that 'something nonliving became living.
That's not science, that's dogJDll."

I The iminediate issue WliB whether Liberty Hap-
_tiat, a schoolof about 3,000 -6tUdenta foWlded by

IFaIwell in 1971, would have its curriculum ap-
proved under a state ~ that would make its

~uates automaticaIlyeligible for certification in
Virginia secondary schools. Approval also would
qualify Liherty Baptist· graduates to teach in .
about 36 other states.

To win certification, a s~hool's program must be
evaluated by an advisory lIvilIitingcommittee" of
teache~ and college professors to determine
whether it meets Ilt!lte e4u.na1 standards.

After t.he commi~tee. inspected Liberty Baptist
last fall, It voted to endorse the school's curricu-
lum.'in seven 8Ub~._ It held up approval of its
biology program, in part beCause of statements in
the school's catalogue by Falwell, theilchool's
chancellor.

"Liberty Baptist College is a miracle school,"
Falwell wrote. "Our prayer is that God will blllp WI
equip young people who with strength of charac-
ter and cominitment to the absolute truths of the
'W01'l'kof God wiUgo out to shake this .world for
God" . .
• ~ catalogue lists five objectives for its natUral
IiCienceand !D8thelnatlts programs. One is "to give
the ~nt a ~terapprecilltion of. the omnip.
~1KlIl and o~~,of God. through a.8tud.y~of
Hill creation," Another ia "to show the scilllltific
basisfor biblitllJ.-aeatiolilsin:. . .

Critics qu~edhOw such objectives could be
reconciled wiih ~te instruction requirem.entll in
,biology,earth sclenca and general scien~.·W!'8v1r
!J8id~ while in~ructing its students in cieati<!nf
I8Ill, Libert}! Baptist also taught standard evolu.
tioJwy biollJY. "We are going to give both sides
of tlJls impOrtant· question on the Ol'igirlof life an
eqUlllhearlnt.". I

. Because Jdaptist .teaches, evolutionary
biology, th8' . dscided to iapprove the
program. Weaver called the decision "a victory for
everyone who Wanta to keep universities ail an
open forum for debat\i .... It protects the right
of everyone to present an opinion that may or
lmay not agree with that of the state,!'

NEWSAOOUTMEMBERS

(17) Len Cleavelin, who has been stUdying law at the University of Ctticago, will be married on July 31st - a few days
after he takes his bar exams. The lady is Judi1bAnne Gividen, also fran the University of Chicago, with a B.A.
in HumanBehavior and Institutions. Len has 'a canmissioo. in the U. S. NavyJudge Advocate General's Corps. In
Decemberthe couple will moveto California; Len will report to the Naval Legal Service Branch Office in Long
Beach. The wedding takes place at 7 P.M. in the Joseph BondChapel on the University of Chicago campas, Judith
is not only joining Len in holy wedlock; she is also joining the BRS,we are very pleased to report.

(18) Francisco Giron B.is a Salvadorean, currently in Get'lll8llY,enrolled at HamburgUniversity. 30 years of age, he
is a person of considerable culture and many interests. He writes:

* I am quite concerned about the war in ~ country. I am interested in corresponding with other membersof the
Society to get opdnfore on the situation in El Salvador (Nicaragua) ••• and in particular, to get anSlfers to the
following questions: a) What do you think is happening in El Salvador? b) What causes the war? c) What are
possible solutions to the conflict? d) What should a Salvadorean do to help solve the problem?

I ask this in the spirit of Bertrand Russell, of avoiding unnecessary humansuffering.

His address: Preystr. 20/2000 Hamburg60/West Germany.

Jose Nechvatal's 8' x 10' Mural With Sound Track, "The End of the World", was presented at Empire Salon/2nd Story
Books 527 N. Charles St. ,Baltimore) by Desire Productions/Balti Media, March 5th through March 19th.
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(20) Herb &< Bettf Vogt: "Off to Near East ~Holy Land) t Cairo and Athens in May. 84th Infantry Division in Hot Springs
in August. Herb is a U.S. Army Major, retired.) Vogt family reunion in New London, Connecticut; Arne is the
oldest of 50 of us. We may just make it to Scripps." We hope they do.

NEWMEMBERS

(21) We warmly welcome these new members:

-I ARTHURL. DE MUNITIZ/4121 Wilshire Blvd. (506)/Los Angeles, CA 90010
BINDU T. DESAI,M.D./221 South Oak Park Av./Oak Park, IL 60302
WAYNEK. FRANK/1455 Maple Drive/Pittsburgh, PA 15227
JAMES A. HAISTED, M.D./34 Spring St./Amherst, MA01002
ANN JEPSOO/167 Mimosa Drin/Dayton, OH 45459

JON LEIZMAN/St. John's College/Annapolis, MD 21404
SCOTT MILLER/140 Ocean Parkway (5B)/Brooklyn, NY 11218

r RICHARDW. PILE/475 Sherwood Drive (J05)/Sausalito,' CA 94965
NATHANU. SALMON/Dept. ot Philosophy/University of California/Riverside, tA 92521
DAVID SHUlMAN/7 Arnold Av./Somerville, MA02143

VAUGHNC. & DOLORESJ. STERLING/15615 Hilliard Road/Lakewood, OH 44107
JOYCE R. STRASSBERG/664 Radcliffe Av./Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
PROF. ROLANDH. ST.iCllB!IiG/7033 FairChild Circle/Fox Point, WI 53217
ROY L. TWIDDY/POBox 138!Coinjock,NC 27923
NORMANYEYE/G.P.O. Box G-1960/San Juan, PR 00936

MARKWEBER/229 Pueblo Drive/Salinas, CA 93906
HOBARTF. WRIGHT/Route 2, Box 38/Rural Retreat, VA 24368

NEWADDRESSES& OTHERCHANGES

(22) When something is underlined, only the underlined part is new (or corrected).

DEBRAALMROTH/2803SE Clinton/Portland, OR 97202
MICHAELBALYEAT/2321 Dwight Way (l02)/Berkeley, CA 94705
ADAMPAUL BANNER/Baddat Caddesi no 64/Maltepe-Kartal, Istanbul/Turkey
THOMASBARKER/Peace Corps/Box 1412/Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic
MARYJO BIASCOVICH/86 Spencer Av./Lancaster, PA 17603

LEONARDCLEAVELIN& JUDITH ANNEGIVIDEN/1936 N. Clark St. (Jll)/Chicago, IL 60614
JOHN J. DE MO'l'T/9614 Orizaba Av./Downey, CA 90240
FRANCISCOGIRON B./Preystr. 20/2000 Hamburg 60/West Germany
RANDYGLEASONjRoute 11/Utica, IL 61373 •
MARKR. HARRYMAN/231Church Av. (lD)/Chula Vista, CA 92010

CONNm HOBBS-SUHDAY/446E. Pastime (25)/Tucson, AZ 85705
EDWINE7 HOPKINS, Ph.D./5713 Chinquapin Pkwy/Baltimore, MD 21239
MIKE HOWARD/3417Baring St./Philadelphia, PA 19104
DONALDE. M. HYLTON/9602 Mines Av./Pico Rivera, CA 90660
IRENE S. KAUFMAN/372429th Av. W./Seattle, WA98199

KENNETHJ. MYLOTT/1832 Jackson Bluff Rd. (B-5)/Tallahassee, FL 32304
STANLEYR. ORDO, awaiting information
FREDERIKAB. PHILLIPS/2712 Ordway St. NW(l)/Wash1ngton, DC 20008
CONRADRUSSELt/History Dept./Yale University/New Haven, CT 06520
GREGORYJ. SCAl:!ELL!Colonial Crest/Markland Road/Lafayette, NY 13084

CHARLESM. SPENCER/l004 Chica~o Av./Modesto, CA 95351
LARAINE STIIES/286 Miller Av.lA)/Mill Valley, CA 94941
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The Self and Its Brain: An Ar ent for Interaction by Karl R. Popper and John C. Eccles (Springer International,
5 7 p as reviewed in The New York Review of Books (11/8/79):

Does Mind Matter?
The Self and ItsBrain:
An Argument for lnteractionism
by Karl R. Popper and John C Eccles.
Springer International, 597 pp.. $17.90

P.B. Medawar

"What is mind'''-no matter
"What is maner?"-never mind

(from PUnt,': magazine, 1885)

That thinking is something which goes
on in the brain is a proposition to which
we all assent unless we are being delib-
erately "difficult" about so common-
place a belief. Yet the evidence that it
does so is very circumstantial and in-
direct, and some philosophers have ex-
pressed doubts about the matter. Mind,
they have argued, is not a "thing" for
which a place can be allocated. But
from a commonsensical point of view
the evidence that makes us think of the
brain as the seat of thinking and as the
fountain of voluntary action is too per-
suasive to be dismissed.

The book that prompts these reflec-
tions gives us an opportunity to eaves-
drop upon an extended dialogue be-
tween Karl Popper, whom many regard
as the world's foremost living phi-
losopher, and John Eccles: the Nobel
Prize-winning neurophysiologist. Be-
tween them they try to clarify a problem
that neither thinks is likely to be wholly
solved: the problem of the relationship
between mind and the various physical
performances of the nervous system.

It is' a problem upon which two ex-
treme views have been held: at one ex-
treme, that Mind is a thing apart which
cannot be said to be in any way em-
bodied-for mind belongs to a quite dif-
ferent "semantic category" from nerv e
impulses and the like. At the other ex-
treme is the uncompromising material-
ism that is embodied in Charles Dar-
win's question: "Why is thought being a
secretion of brain more wonderful than
gravity a property of matter?" I Without
going to the other extreme, as Darwin
did, I feel confident that the dismissive
"category" argument is principally a
defense by orthodox philosophers
against what they have interpreted as
another attempted usurpation of their
subject matter by those pesky scientists.
It is a poor argument anyway: heredity
and high molecular weight polymers
also belong to different semantic cate-
gories; nevertheless genetic memory i,
physically embodied in the order of the
nucleotides which, strung together, form
the giant polymer deoxyribonucleic acid
(DNA). I shall lFy..now to explain the

'Quotation from Stephen J. Gould's ad:
mirable essays Ever Since Dar w in:
Reflections in Natural History (Norton.
19771

notion of a semantic category.
Consider a sentence such as "the cat

sat on the mat" and imagine a blank, to
be fiJled in arbitrarily, in place of the
word "cat." Clear lv we could substitute

the word "dog," "mouse," or-mean-
ingfully, though implausibly and per-
haps mistakenly- "elephant." On the
other hand we could not substitute
"foreign exchange deficit," which
would not be just erroneous or unlikely,
but downright meaningless because it
belongs to a different semantic category.
Some philosophers, led by Gilbert Ryle.
take the view that thinking, willing, and
other such acts of mind belong to a dif-
ferent semantic category from nerve irn-
pulses and other traffic of the brain. To
attribute an act of mind to something
that goes on in the brain-or 10 say that
a state of-mind has no physical effects
on the brain-is thus a category blunder
as elementary as to say that "the case
for proportional representation sat of]
themat."·

After the publication of Gilbert Ryle's
Concept of Mind mention of categories
and "category mistakes" became pain-
fully common. I don't think, though,
that many who used the term really
understood what a "semantic category
mistake" was or that they would have
been able to give tongue to whatever
vague conception of it they may have
had. Probably they took Ryle on trust,
though to be sure the "category mis-
takes" to which Ryle refers are in reali-
ty simply mistakes-quite straightfor-
ward and easily understandable mis-
takes, too, such as anyone might make.

One example of what Ryle calls a
category mistake comes to mind: he en-
visages a foreigner in Oxford who is
shown a number of colleges, libraries,
playing fields, museums, and admin-
istrative offices, and then asks where the
university is-thus making the elemen-
tary category blunder of confusing an
abstract pedagogic entity, the university,
with a piece of ground occupied by
bricks and mortar. But this is no: a
semantic category mistake-it is simply
a mistake-one that might easily be
made by Americans used to the idea
that universiries are real material objects
situated on a campus-as many Amer-
ican universities at least as good as Ox-
ford are, Popper has criticized Ryles
argument in detail elsewhere than in this
volume' . and I agree that there is
nothing in the concept of semantic
category mistakes which prohibits our

'See Conjectures and Refutations (Basic
Books. 19(3), Chapter 13.

thinking that states or acts of mind can
exercise physical effects.

Although Popper's and Eccles's opin-
ions differ in several important "'ays-
Eccles believes in God and the super-
natural but Popper does not-they share
much common ground. Both feel that
the materialist "debunking" of man has
gone far enough, and neither goes along
with "the current intellectual fashions
that belittle science and the other great
human achievements. "

. It is characteristic of Popper's st~ Ie or

thinking that in repudiating materialism
he should acknowledge the great inspira-
tion it has been to science and POiOl out
that the leading materialist philosophers
"from Democritus and Lucretius to
Herbert Feigl and Anthony Quinton"
were often great humanists and fighters
for freedom and enlightenment. He
points our, however, that even at a
physical level the "essentialist" theory
of mauer-that matter is neither capa-
ble of further explanation nor in need

• of it-has been superseded in recent
years by explanatory theories 'of matter.
Modern physics, Popper declares.
undermines the essentialist thcorv o!
matter; "there is no essence which is the
persisting carrier or possessor of the
properties or qualities of a thing." ",0\1
that the universe has come to be rhoue ht
of as a theater of interacting events ~or
processes, "the physical theory of mat-
ter may be said [Q 'be no longer mat er-"
ialist." La Mettries notion of man 3<:- 3

machine has in recent years undergone a
similar transformation: biological ma-
terialism transcended itself w it h the
recognition that evoluuonary changes of
matter have taken such a turn as to lead
to self-awareness and purposi .•..e beha. ior.

The notions of emergence and of crea-
th'ity play an imporianr pan in Pop-
per's thinking. A clue to understanding
Popper's use or these ideas is that he t e-
gards man as par! of the universe. \1ao
is cr eativ e. ergo the universe is cr eau- e.
Popper reasons:

With the emergence of man, the
cr eat ivit y of the universe has. J

think, become obvious. For man
has created a new objectiv e world.
the world of the products of the
human mind, a world of myths. of
fairy tales and scientific theories. of
poetry and an and music.•
Popper, who argued the case for the

objective existence of this world in his
Objective Knowledge (19~2), calls this
"World 3." in contradistinction to the
physical World I and the subjective or
psychological World 2 (see below).

The existence of the great and un-
questionably creative w or ks of an
and of science shows the creativitv
of man. and with it of [he universe
that has created man

Popper's principal argument-in my
opinion completely convincing-turns
upon his acceptance of the notion of
"emergence," Let us follow Popper in
schematizing the hierarchy of what the
natural world is made of in the form of
a table starting at the top with, say, polit-
ical and ecosystems and ending at the bot-
tom with subatomic particles, or what-
ever the lowest analytical level may be.

(12) Level of ecosystems
(II) Level of populations of

many-celled animals
(10) Level of metazoa and multi-

cellular plants

(9) Level of tissues and organs
(and of sponges")

(8) Level of populations of
unicellular organisms

(7) Level of cells and of
unicellular organisms

(6) Level of organelles (and
perhaps of viruses)

(5) Liquids and solids (crystals)
(4) Molecules
(3) Atoms
(2) Elementary particles
(I) Sub-elementary particles
(0) Unknown: sub-sub-elementary

particles?

We can see by inspection that there is
a progressive enrichment of empirical
content at each level as we go from bot-
tom to top; we can see also that new
properties and characteristics "emerge"
as we ascend: sexuality and fear for ex-
ample emerge at a biological level.
Moreover every statement that is true
and meaningful at one level is also true
at every level above it: it is a truth of
politics' no less than of chemistry that
NaOH + HCI = NaCI + H,O.

"Reductionism" is the ambition, val-
id as a research program, to interpret
higher levels in terms of lower levels-to
interpret sociology in the language and
with the concepts that apply to the
behavior of individuals, to interpret
biology according to the laws of chem-
istry, and chemistry according to the
laws of physics. Reductionism has been
a highly successful research stratagem: it
is the way of interpreting the world that
makes it easiest to see how, if need be,
the world might be changed. On the
other hand, the ambition it embodies
may be impossible to fulfill: thus it is
merely silly to say that political concepts
such as proportional representation or
the "foreign exchange deficit" can be
"interpreted in terms of" physics and
chemistr y. But it should be possible to
say this if the axiom of reducibility were
unconditionally true, because the phrase
"interpretable in terms of. .. " indicates
a transitive relationship-e-i.e., if A can
be interpreted in terms of Band B in
terms of C then A can be interpreted in
terms of C.

In the light of these concepts Popper
thinks the most reasonable view of con-
sciousness is that it is an emergent prop-
erty which has arisen under selective
pressures and is not therefore the result
of an intervention by any psychic force
or other supernatural agency.

In his discussion of objections to this
theory of emergence it seems to me that
Popper (though he mentions it) might
have elaborated upon F.A. von Hayek's
point that our knowledge of the work-
ing of the brain must always be in-
complete because brain function is both
the subject of the investigation and the
means by which it is investigated. In
fnuch the same way and for somewhat
kimilar reasons a painter can never 'corn-
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iplete a painting which includes the
'painter himself painting the picture and
the canvas upon which he is working.
Popper uses this exam pie to illustrate
the cognate limitation that is embodied
in Goedel's Theorem, which applies for
example to the attempt to demonstrate
by deduction that a vast deductive
system such as that of Principia
Mathematica (which Joergen Joergensen
described as a "deductive theory of de-
duction") is free from self-contradic-
tions. To describe a system fully we
must be able to stand outside it: it is
hopeless if we are part of it ourselves.

Popper is well known to believe in the
"real" existence of a world-which he
calls World 2-of states of mind such as
awareness, consciousness, anxiety. em-
barrassment, etc. Popper is an interac-
tionist moreover: he believes that World
2 interacts with the ordinary world of
physical objects and events, called
World I. My own favorite illustration
of the truth that World 2 and World I
interact is blushing. a state of affairs in
which a mental state-embarrassment-
brings about the closure of arterio-
venous anastomoses of the skin of the
face, thus flooding the capillaries with
blood: the existence of this interaction is
nOI a solution of the brain: mind prob-
lem so much as a challenge to seek and
appraise relevant evidence, discuss alrer-:
native. views, and look for causal con-
nections.

As I have said, t here is anor her real
world too, Popper believes: the world of
the products of the human mind-the
world of theories, hypotheses, stories,
myths, arguments, and so on. The inter-
actionist position is clearly supported by
the self-evidence of the interaction be-
tween Worlds 2 and I; but in spite of
these interactions World I is a closed
world: physical processes can be and
must be explained and understood by
physical theories, whether or Dot these
self-sufficient physical processes are in
some way linked to World 2: A simple
solution of the body I mind problem is
:lhat which Popper describes as "radical
jphysicalism," according to which men-
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tal processes and states of mind do not
exist: only physical states of the brain
can be said to do so. The other
extreme-panpsychism-contends that
nothing else exists: "the stuff of the
"arid is mind-stufr' (it was once said),
of which matter is some kind of exterior
manifestation. Popper finds grave ob-
jections to this view.

Eccles's section of the joint work be-
gins by recounting the greatest triumph
of the cell theory: the notion that-un-
likely though it seemed at first-the ner-
vous system has a cellular structure; and
by means of clear descriptions and dia-
grams Eccles describes the localizations
of sensory and motor functions and
faculties in the brain.

Although Eccles's account of the mat-
ter has the authoritative tone and ex-
pertness to be expected-in a scientist of
his distinction, it is not philosophically
sophisticated (there' is no consideration,
for example. of the Kantiancoloration
of much medern sensory physiology).
At tlle'same time. Iris.<!Pinions have a
bluff: ~p "';QO often
shunned by the philosophers of mind:

When thought leads to action, I am
constrained, as a neuroscientist, to
conjecture that in some way my
thinking changes the operative pat-
terns of neuronal activities in my
brain. Thinking thus eventually
comes to control the discharges of
impulses from the pr yarnidal cells
of my motor cortex ... and so even-
tually the contractions of my
muscles, and the behavioral pat-
terns stemming therefrom ..

Eccles takes the view that a certain
part of the brain-e.g., the cerebel-
lum-is responsible for the normal exe-
cution of a physiological performance
which can be shown to go wrong when
that part is damaged or otherwise in-
terfered with. Geneticists take much the
same view about genes: if a mutant gene
is responsible for the failure to syn-
·thesizea particular enzyme- such as
!phenylalanine hydroxylase then the nor-

.rnal (i.e .• non-mutant) counterpart of
that gene is automatically taken to be
the one that is reponsible for the normal
synthesis of the enzyme. These habits of
thought are so deeply ingrained that an"
attempt to criticize their logic will prob-
ably be ignored; besides, they may be
right.

The most original and illuminating
part of this book is without doubt the
long section occupied by the dialogue
between the two authors. It is a very
special pleasure to read this grave and
measured discussion, each man learning
from the other and both above all else
anxious to get at the truth of the dif-
ficult matters they discuss. There is
nothing. quite. like it in any other

·illmeso~Offt,Il'I'fKablest8ture.
-: ~iy OIlly criticism of the dialogue as

'di1ltbgue is that the natural friendliness I

and good manners of the participants •
may have inclined both of them to
declare that they are more closely in
agreement with each other than they
really are-particularly over the role of
sensory information in our knowledge:
Popper: attaches more importance Ihan
Eccles does to the role of expectation,
predisposition, and the interpretative
element generally in the way in which
we turn sensation into sense.

Both authors believe in the reality of
the existence of the state of con-
sciousness and both believe it to be an
emergent properly; as to whether lower
animals enjoy conscious states, hoth
agree that the existence of degrees of
consciousness even in human beings is
very relevant. Al the same time, I was
surprised by Eccles's skepticism of the
tool-making capabilities of chimpanzees,
the evidence for which I think convinc-
ing. Popper for his part regards tool-
making as an advanced manifestation of
a faculty to be found in all living organ-
isms: "that living organisms in a sense
select and fashion their own environ-
ment."

In the outcome the authors agree on
the interactionlst position: that acts and
states of mind can exercise physical ef-

Ifects and that the physiological activities
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:?f the brain can affect the mind. Both
believe that physiological research will
progressively deepen our knowledge of
this interaction, even if the problem is
not likely to be completely solved.

Among the most attractive features of
this. book are the authors' lack of dog-
mansm and their determination from
the beginning not -te dismiss:the bralni

- mind problem as a nonproblcm or as a
pseudo problem-by declaring for ex-
ample that "brain" and "mind" are
different categories and that never the
twain shall meet. "Semantic categories"
have been something of a nuisance in
philosophy, because their exi.stence-and .
they do exist-has more often been used
to evade problems than to solve them.

The very substantial merit, 1 have
called attention to will probably be
judged to outweigh the occurrence of a
misprint on p, 562.

In evaluating the inrcractionist posi-
tion we may legitimately ret real inio a
pragmat ic sl r onghold: the concept
works and leads 10 fruit fill idea.'; ~1I1d,h...•

tions. Here is the part of the brain lhat
has tn do with speech; I!lCI"l', wit h
sound. Stimulate the hypothalamus here
there or elsewhere and the subject will
feel enraged, elated, or r""Cl101l,lv
hungry, as the case mav be. There i~
nothing more offensive in t hc idea thai
these faculties or states of mind have a
materiat basis than in the idea t\;-at the
optic nerve has to do with .\ight and the
auditnry with sound. Such notions as
these make sense of the behavioral con-
sequences of damage to rhc central ncr-
vous system, and put us in the way or'~
finding out what we can do about them.

Even iF" we never know exactly how
brain and mind interact the interac-
tionist position is merhodolouicattc a
most fruitful one: as time '-goes' on
natural and contrived experiments will
progressively enrich our under srandinu
of the physical basis of mind-very like~
Iy in ways that will be medically useful,
so thai in spite of the disillusioned
dialogue with which this anicle began it
will one day certainly become true 10

.say thai what mind isdoesmauer.

(Totowa, NJ:RollUllmand Littlefield, 235 pp.), all
, by>Robert Taylor of the Globe Starr:

inan who came up to cambridge Intending to
study theology and assume holy orders, and
who spent the bulk of his career as the senior
psychiatrist at St. Patrick's Hospital, Dublin.

Despite the fact that he founded (inadver-
tently) two schools of philosophic thought. Witt-
genstein eschewed the history of philosophy -
he never' felt obliged to read Aristotle, for in-
stance. Instead, he grappled intractable Truth
with a tenactty that recalls Socrates. Like Soc-
rates. the man was frequently absurd. but even
his tics insptred respect, for in the tradition of
the stage manager of Kierh"gaard's anecdote,
Wittgenstein sought to wake people up, to make
them aware of the imp" lions of language, of
consciousness and (as he does in the lucid
"Tractatus-Logico-PhllosophiCus," completed in
a prisoner of war camp in World War I), of using
the mind to transcend its own limItations.

IntrIgUing in this volume is the multipltctty
of Its Viewpoints. Wltlgenstein's sister is practi-
cal and down to earth. but no more so than Lud-
Wig, whose passion for precise measurements
was such that he decided to have a celling of a

_ room raised three centimeters in order to con-

"I believe he considered it more important to
be free of all trace of vanity than to achieve a
great reputation in philosophy." a pupil.of Lud-
wig Wlttgensteln recollects. Yet this same pupil
also recalls Wittgenstein citing Kierkegaard's
bitter parable about the effect of hts wrttings:
"He saId he felt like the theater manager who
runs on the stage to warn the audience of a fire.
But they take his appearance as a!l part of the
farce they are enjoying. and the louder he
shouts the more they applaud."

This tantaltztng, fragmentary, uneven yet
hypnotic book collects some basic reminis-
cences a bout the most significant philosopher of
our century: Hermine Wlttgensteln's reminis-
cence wrttten in June 1944 not intended for
publication but as an attempt to preserve a fam-
ily record at a time when it appeared all such
records would be obliterated: the memoir of
Fanta Pascal. close friend and Wtttgenstem's
Russian teacher: of the late F.R. Leavts, hts 001-
teague at Cambridge: of John Ktng, who took
lecture notes in 1931-32; above all the conversa-
tions with Wittgenstein recorded in Boswell and
Johnson vein by M. O'~. Drury, a remarkable

form to the plans of a house he designed. and
which still stands in Vienna. Leavts views Witt-
genstein as a colleague and continually apolo-
gizes for his own philosophic background;
Drury's relations are those of a discIple until a
sudden. unexpected shift reverses roles.

Are so many different views astonishing? Be-
fore becoming a phllosopher, Wittgenstein was
a mathematician, a musician (he carried a clari-
net wrapped in an old sock). a mechanical engi-
neer. a soldier, a grade school teacher. an archi-
tect. a sculptor. an aeronautical destgner.
Though he never graduated from college. he re-
ceived a professorship at Cambridge, and he
gave up that post In order to become a hospital
porter. At Cambridge with its reverence for sar-
tortal forms, Wlttgenstein usually went tteless,
wore a Zippered suede jacket and scuffed brown
shoes. Yet Leavis saw him as "a center of life.
sentience and human responstbtllty.' immense-
ly superior to the blandly supercilious Bertrand
Russell.

In these memories one finds startling trivia
_about Wlttgenstein such as his addiction to the
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American catchphrase. "let's case the joint.'
his admiration for Astaire and Rogers. his pref-
erence for Tristram Shandy as a comic novel
over the vastly unfunny Don Quixote. But. more
incisively. there are relevant insights. too. "He-
gel seems to me to be always wanting to say
that thIngs which look different are really the
same. Whereas my interest is -i n showing that
things which look the sar1Je are really differ-
ent:' Wittgenstein throughout exerts the mag-
netic spell of personality as engrossing as Sam-
uelJohnson's. (Thank you, GRAHAMENTWISTIE)

BRS LIBRARY

Books for sale. --The following titles can be ordered from the BRS Library oat the discounted prices shown,
'-:":-This list am prices are curr-ent, as of Hay 1, 1982 and supersede previous lists and

prices. From time to time market changes require title deletions, allow for title ad-
ditions, and force price increases. But the discounts given provide considerable sav-
ings, especially for certain titles which are often dif:t:icult to locate.

---Prices include postage am other shipping costs.
--''H'' indicates a hardbcund edition. No notation 1rrlicates a paper-bound edition.
---Prices shown are in U.S. funds. Please remit by ch eck or money order, payable to The

Bertrand Russell Society, in U.S. funds or the equfva Lerrt ,
--Your order will be promptly filled, although occasionally an out of stock iteJIl may cause.

a brief shipment delay.
---Send orders to Jack Ragsdale; 4461 2Jrd St.; San Francisco, CA 94114; USA

By Bertrand Russell

IN PRAI.SE OF' mIE~ss 1iJ

AN INQUIRY INTO MEANING AND TRUTH •••••••••••••••••••••••••• o ••••• ~ ••

AN INQUIRY INTO MEANINGANDTRUTH••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••
JUSTICE rn WART::r:PrE••••••••••••••••• I) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Al;~ OUTIt~ OF BiTI,OSOH1Y •••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• "••••••••••••
POLITICAL lDEAI..S"'•••••••••••••••••••• o ••••••••••••••••••••••••• e , •••••

THE PRACTICEANDTHEORYOF BOLS1EVISM•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
THE PRACTICEANDTHEORYOF BOLSHEVIEM••••••••••••••• " ••••• '-l ••••••••
PRINCIPLES OF SOCIAL RECONSTRUCTION•••••••••••••••••••••••• ~••••••••
PRINCIP1ES OF SOCIAL RECONSTRUCTION•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ; ••
THE PROSPECTSCF INDUSTRIALCIVIL:r.MTION, with Dora Russell. ••• '" ••
BOADS TO ~rn ••••.•••••••••••••••...•••••..•••••••.••...• , •••.•••
S~TICAL ESSAYS •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

By Other Authors

BERTRANDBUSSEIJ.r, 1872-1970 •• 11 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

ESSAYS ON SOCIALIST HW.ANISMIN .HONOUROF THE CENTENARY
OFBR. edited by' Ken Coates •••••••.••...••.••• fJ, •••••••••••• c ••

ESSAYS ON SOCIALIST HlliANISM IN HONOUROF THE CENTENARY
OF BR, edited by Ken Coates ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

THE LIFE OF BR IN PICTURES ANDHIS OWNWORDS••••••••••••••••••••••••
MR. WTISONSPEAKS 'FRANKLYANDFEARIESSLY' ON VIETNAMTO BR•••••••••
NATIONALFRONTIERSAND IN'ITi; SCJENTIFIC CO-OP, by X:. A. Medvedev ••••
SECREBYOF CORRESroNDENCEIS GUARANTEEDBY TAW, by Z:. A. Medvedev •••
THE TA.J.lARISKTREE, MYSEARCHFOR LIBERTY ANDLOVE, Volume I, by

])o-:ca RU5~"l ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• CI •••••••••• II •••••••• '"
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(26) "Let Me Die Before I Wake" by Derek HlllIIphryhas been donated by HUGHMe VEIGH.It is a I02-page book published
by Hemlock, "a society supporting active voluntary euthanasia for the tenninally ill. II For more about Hemlock,
see (5).

FINANCES/CONTRIBUTIONS

(27) Hat in hand.We have to remind you about a very boring subject: money. Not that we enjoy boring you, but the fact
is, the money we collect in dues is not (yet) sufficient to pay our expenses. In 1981 dues covered only 2/3 of
our operating costs; we depend on contributions to make up the deficit. We think that when we get about 200 more
members, we'll be able to stand on our own feet, economically. And that will be great! For one thing, we won't
have to bore you any more with appeals for money,like this one. So please bear with us ••• and share with us any
money you can spare. Any amount from $1 up is welcane.Send it care of the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.
Thanks!

(28) We thank these members for their contributions during the past quarter: PETERCRANFORD,BOBDAVIS, LEEEISLER,
CHARLESHILL, LLOYD" OPHELIAHOOf!!:S, DONJACKANIGZ,HARRYLARSON,JOHNLENZ,_STEVEREINHARDT,GREGSCAMMEL
••• and -(of- course!) KATHYFJERMEDAL.~-

ELECTIONOF DIRECTORS

(29) Time to ncminate Directors. Directors are elected for 3-year terms. The Bylaws call for a minimUJllof 6 and a
maximumof 24 Directors. We currently have 21. If we elect 8 this year, that will bring the total up to 24,
which is desirable.

Any member may naninate any other member to be a Director-Candidate.

If you wish to be a Candidate yourself, notify the Elections Committee, and saneone w.l.ll pri>bably, nominate you.

The duties of a Director are not burdensome. Directors are occasionally asked their opinion about something, by
mail; and they are expected to make a reasonable effort to attend annual meetings. The cost of attending meetings
is t~deductible, for Directors.

Wewould like to have more than 8 names on the ballot, so as to give members a choice.

A brief statement about a Candidate should accompany a nomination. If you are volunteering, include a brief
statement about yourself.

The next newsletter (RSN35, August) w.l.ll contain a ballot wit,h brief statements about the candidates.

Directors whose terms expire this year are KENBLACKWELL,JACKCOWLES,LESTERDENONN.JOE NEILANDS,BTEVE
,V REINHARDT~

'* To nominate someone - or volunteer yourself -- write the' Elections CoJmli.ttee, care of the newsletter (address
on Page 1, bottom.)

MEMBERSHIPRENEWALS

(30) Last call for '82 dues. Renewals have been sluggish - possibly because of the new January 1st due-date,
possibly because we didn't enclose a colorful reminder, possibly because money is tight.

We said that if you hadn't sent your renewal by May 1st, we would have to consider you an ex.-memberand not
send you this issue of the newsletter. '

But we've had to change our mind because of the following predicament:

A large proportion of you who have not yet renewed will renew later on, when you get around to it. But if we
wait till you renew before sending you the newsletter, we have to send it first class for 54¢ or 71¢ (deperoing
on weight), instead of at the non-profit rate of about 6¢. Since there are a lot of you who haven't yet renewed,
that adds up to a lot of postage.

~/ We had to decide whether to send you the newsletter now and save on postage, and risk the loss if you do not renew.

Sending it is a gamble. Wewin if you renew. We lose if you don't.
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As is obvious, we chose to send you the newsletter now. Which means we're betting on you to renew. Don't let us
down.

Dues (in U.S. dollars): regular $20, couple $25, student $10. Plus $7.50 outside the USA,Canada and Mexico.

Please mail dues to: 1982, RDl, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA18036

Thanks!

FORSALE

(31) Members' Stationery. 8~ x ll,white. Across the top: "The good life is one inspired by love and guided by knowledge.*
Bertrand Russell." On the bottom: "*Motto of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." $5 postpaid for 90 sheets (weighs

A just under a pound, travels 3rd class.) Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.

(32) BR postcard. 4~ x 6.Philippe Halsman's handsome 1958 photo of IE with pipe, 50, each + 25,. RSN30-44shows it
slightly reduced in size. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.

For IES Library books for sale, see (25).

ABOUT(]J.'HERORGANIZATIONS

(33) American Atheists hold their annual convention" each year on the weekend closest to April 13th, to cOllllllemorate
the birthdays of ThomasJefferson, founder of our Nation, and H&dalynMurray O'Hair, founder of American Atheists."
This year they held it in Washington, DC, on April 9-11. Scheduled speakers included Isaac Azimov, Ralph Ginsberg,
and Albert Ellis.They publish "American Atheist" magazine, subscription $25. Membership costs $40 and includes
the mag~zine. PO Box 2ll7,Austin, TX 78768.

Croatian National Congress has sent us 7 pages alleging Yugoslav oppression of its Croatian minority, and listing
6 documents for sale, on that subject. Wewill lend the 7 pages on request to the newsletter, address on Page I, battom.

(35)" Hemlockstates its aims this way: GENERAL PRINCIPLES

1. HEMLOCK will seek to promote a
climate of public opinion which is
tolerant of the right of people who
are terminally ill to end their own
lives in a planned manner.

2. HEMLOCK does not encourage sui-
cide for ~y primary emotional, trau-
matic, or financial reasons in the
absence of terminal illness. It
approves of the work of those
involved in suicide prevention.

3. The final decision to terminate life is
ultimately one's own. HEMLOCK
believes this action, and most of all
its timing, to be an extremely per-
sonal decision, wherever possible
taken in concert with family and
friends.

4. HEMLOCK speaks only to those
people who have mutual sympathy
with its goals. Views contrary to its
own which are held by other reli-
gions and philosophies are
respected.

OBJECfIVES

• Continuing a dialogue to raise public
consciousness of active voluntary
euthanasia through the news media,
public meetings, and with the medi-
cal and legal professions, and others.

• ClarifYing existing laws on suicide
and assisted suicide.

• Publishing informational material to
help members decide the manner
and means of their death. (Members
of three months' standing may order
Let ~IeHie IJefore IWake, the only
guide to self-deliverance for the
dying in the USA.)

• Issuing a quarterly newsletter to
members provtding up-to-date
information on issues of dying and
death.

• Participating in the international
debate through membership of the
World Federation of Ri~ht To Die
Societies.
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Hemlock's address: PO Box66218, Los Angeles, CA90066

(36) Society for Humanistic Judai8111was founded in Detroit in 1969 "to pranote the ideas and practices of
Humanistic JUdaism through the publication of educational materials, the organization of new ccngregaticns,
and the training of leaders." Its leader and founder is Rabbi Sherwin Wine of The BirminghamTemple,Detroit.
It is holding its 12th annual meeting in Washington,DCApril 30, May1-2,on the theme, "Jewish Roots of
Jewish Humanism",about which it says:"There is a long-standing secular and humanistic traditicn in Jewish
history which stood in opposition to the established religious hierarchy and its supernaturalist doctrines.
The values of humanreason, humandignity, and humanpo_r are old Jewish values. It is important for us
to understand the real Jewish roots. II Membership in the Society includes a subscription to its excellent
quarterly journal.HiiiDa.nistic ,Tudaism, 28611 West Twelve Mile Road, Farmington Hills, MI 48018.

(37) The Voice of Reason will attempt to counter the work of the Religious Right. and seeks members. Sherwin Wine
is its National Spokesman. Here is howthey put their case:

,~>,..,Who"
Speaks I
forthe: , ~Real ._,ItJ~

Who Speaks For
The Real America?
Groups such as the Moral Majority and
Christian Voice claim they do. But do they?

Advocates of the new Religious Right aim to
impose their beliefs on everyone. They want
their version of religion 10 limit your
personal freedom.

They have:

• forced books off the shelves.

• substituted Bible teaching for science.

• smeared Congressional opponents.

Their agenda runs from blocking abortion and
ERA to restor)ng prayer in the schools.

Their goal: to "alter" our constitution. Their
interpretation of scriptures would determine
what you can read, see and do.

Preserve the AmeriGan Way
Our Founding Fathers knew from experience
the dangers of enforced religious morality.
They built into our 8U1 of Rights a wall between
church and state ... a walt now under siege by
sett-styted fundamentalists who insist they ,
know how God wants the rest of us to act.

Our nation has spread the benefits of science
and technoloqy and opened doors of opportu-
nity through untrammeled creative intelligence.
Medicine: .. the arts ... consumer conveniences
- all are the products of free minds.

Progress, not regression to Puritanism, is the
American Way.

The America you and your chUdren will live in
depends on the outcome of the struggle to
preserve our traditions. <:0

Th. Volc. 01R••• on
P.O. Box 16
Franklin, MI 46025

Where Do You Stand?
Do you believe that:

• You have the right and responsibility to
make your own decisions?

• Your conscience, not someone else's
beliefs, should be your 9l,1ide?

• Women and men should have equal rights?

• What you do with your body is your busi-
ness, not Ihe government's or the church's?

If you agree, then yours is a voice of reason-
the real voice of America.

What Can We Do?
The Voice of Reason, a nonprofit organization,
is committed to keeping America progressive,
free and rational. By uniting, our voices gain
strength.

Wecen:

• Monitor school boards and legislatures.

• Alert each other through a newsletter.

• Work and lobby with like-minded groups.

• Spread the word among friends and
neighbors.

• Train discussionJeaders.

• Provide information on issues.

We can do all this and more-
with your support.

We must get our message on radio and TV
and in Ihe print media. The evangelical right
is heavily financed and has tremendous
exposure. (Moral Majority's Jerry Falwell
operates on a $75 million budget. appears
on 324 stations with 50 million viewers. and
even has his own zip code.)

• A little of your time and/or money will go
a long way.

Join The Voice of Reason. It may be the
most reasonable investment you ever made.

Let's show them who is the real majority.

Yes! I Want to be a Voice of Reason.
Send me your newsletter Here's my dues

0$5.00 lor sludent. 0 51,bIndividual, 0 5tA family. 0 $25 supporting, 0550 sustaining. 0.'1:100 pat-on. 5 __:: benAfaclor.

", )d Th. Volc. ofR ••• on
__ lwsnl10 he!p. Tall mewhal Lean do P.O, Box 16

__ I win organize a chapter in my eree. Please 5fInd lilereture end fnstrucuons Franklin, MI 48025
Iclnconlrlb!JlelhelollowlnglalenlSendebllllles; _

~ Address: ~_

Pl,one
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REPORTSFROMOFFICERS(CONTINUED)

(38) Treasurer Dennis J. Darland reports:

For the quarter ending 3/31/82:

Balance on hand (1~/31/81)•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••1136.77
Income: 18 new members ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 325.00

36 renewals •••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• ~O.§§
Total dues........ 5.

Contributions •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 332.50·
Sale of RSN,books,etc •••••••••••••••••• 92.50

Total income••••• 1320.00 1320.002456.77
Expenditures: Membership& InformationCommittees ••••••••••••• 249.20

52 NRussell" subscriptions ••••••• 182.oo
BR5 Library •••••••••••••••••••••• 55.66
Bank charges ••••••••••••••••••••• 14.89
other •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2geOO

Total spent ••••••• 52 .75 526.75

Balance on hand (3/31/82) .•••..••••.. ·.•••••••••••.•••••.•••...•..••.•••• 1930.02

BOOKREVIEW(CONTINUED)

(39) Reviewer Madawar.In the review of the Popper-Eccles book (23), we neglected-to include tha brief descriptiTe
paragraph about the reviewer,. which The NewYork Revi_ of Books always provides. Here it is:

P. B. Medawarwon the Nobel Prize for Medicine in 1960. He was formerly director of the National
Institute for Medical Research and is working on cancer research for the Medical Research Council in
England. He is the author of Induction and Intuition in Scientific Tho ht, The Hope of Progress,
The Life Science (with J. S. Kedawar , and Advice for a YoungScientist,just published.(979)

THINKINGOUTLOUD

(40;') t letters to The Guardian (En~land), one of l6lich is by DORARUSSELL.She sent the :3 to BobDavis, who sent
h_ to us. ill j appeared un er the heading,"When Philosophers should march Left, R~ht into the Market

Place". •

Letter of January 16th 1982 fran Judith Scott:

I agree with Ian Flintoff (Letters 13 January) that most people want peace, harmony, and the exterminatim of
poverty, hunger, and -violence. I also agree with his observations that our economic and political system
has failed to meet these desirable goals for most people.

As the answer to this problem, Mr Flintoff prescribes radical socialism. In theory he must be right because
socialist ideology is premised on such values as peace, harmony and the eradication of poverty, hunger and
violence. But in practice, any political system has to be operated by humanbeings with sone sort of
administrative II&chinery and both these factors make the leap fran theory to practice very difficult.

Of course it is unfair to judge socialism in practice by evidence of its failures but unfortunately, that
is the only empirical evidence we have.

If, therefore, we wish to see a socialist Britain, it is important to analyse why attE!lllpts to implement
socialism elsewhere have failed to produce democratic societies in which the desirable side of humannature
and its II&terial well-being can flourish. In this respect the question of power, both political and
econanic, is absolutely fundamental. The problem lies in designing a system which ensures that the power
is distributed equitably.

Mr. Flintoff says that in.a socialist Britain "power will be given to the populatim," but he fails to explain
how this is to be done. (Who, for example, feels that nationalized industries give power either to those
who work in them or to the population which finances them?) Mr Flintoff also argues that "the institutions
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of decision and administration must obey the commonwill." What is the camnonwill? Doubtless the elites of
Poland or El Salvador could provide a commonanswer.

To raise these questions is not to deny the attractions of socialist ideology nor, remotely, to defend the
iniquities of capitalism. It is'.merely to point out, as Bryan Mageedid, that good intentions a.re an
insufficient guarantee of arriving at the desired destination.

If Britain is to becomea democratic socialist state, it can do so only if those whobelin. in that ideology
can convince the people of this country that they will not be exchanging one form of repression for another.
Given the lack of empirical evidence to support the arguments for socialism, it is Tital that those whowish
to see it implemented here can explain precisely how such a system wouJdoperate politically, conomically,
and adDdnistratively. Until that happens, most people, I suspect, will opt, albeit passively, for the devil
they know.

(40c) Letter of January 16th 1982 from James Lund:

Ian Flintoff's letter (January 13) maybe seen as exemplifying the political disposition described by Bryan
Mageein his account of "good intentions" which may lead the extreme Left perhaps nowhere,perhaps to tyranny
in the nameof democracy. It shows no awareness that the evils created by injustice may enter into and
override a political attempt to redress such injustice: insecurity, fear, resentment. envy,and the simple
desire for revenge may prove stronger than wishes for the equality of freedom, justice and canpassion.

r Yet there is more to the exchange than this. Mr. Flintoff is surely right whenhe points out that Bryan
Magee(Guardian Agenda, January 11) goes muchtoo far in emphasizing the "unfathomable ~stery" of human
being. even if MrMageeis movedto do so by the unforeseen consequences of good-wishers in politics,
uninformed by the knowledgerequired to transform them into the actuality of good intentims.

Bryan Mageeis a philosopher as well as a politician; amongC?theractivities in philosophy he was the organiser
and presenter on television of Menof Ideas. This series of introductory discussions of the work of a number
of recent and contemporary philosophers provoked surprisingly widespread, valuable discussion of the
influence of philosophy in the world at large. Yet, significantly in the present context, it failed to provide
any focus on what the late John MacMurraydescribed as the emergent problem in the developnent of philosophy
in this century.

This is the question of the logical form in which we think of ourselves in philosophy. MacMurraywas concerned
by the inadequacy and incoherence of the ideas of man in contemporary philosophy as conceptual frameworks
within which to act and reflect in the context of contemporary experience and difficulties. These are ideas
of man as either a relation of two disturbances. matter and mind. which is still predominant in much
AnglO-Americanphilosophy; or as an organi8lll, integral to the order of nature.

In his Gifford Lectures, MacMurraybegan the task of working out a scheme of man as primarily an agent, a
beginner and knowerboth in action and reflection, who is also a person whoappears to be ardis necessarily
related to other agents.

Whatever judgment comesto be agreed as to the significance of this work, there is no doubt of the
contemporary importance, both in philosophy and in the world at large, of the question of individual and
communalidentity, which gave rise to it. Arthur Koestler once observed that man is the only fom of living
being whosemembersslaughter on another in huge numbers in consequence of their differences of belief as to
what they are and the way in which they should live.

It is someyears nowsince Menof Ideas was first shown. Is there a possiblity, either in television, or
perhaps in the pages of The Guardian, for some extended popular discussion of the question of humanidentity
and the related question of the influence of natural science on philosophy?

MrMageetouches on this issue whenhe maintains that there is a relation between the political philosophy
of the extreme Left and "old-fashioned 19th Century scientism\l. yet Menof Ideas did not touch on the daninance
of philosophy by natural science throughout the modern age, which is evident in the matter, mind and
organic concepts of man, fundamental to philosophy in this era.

The practical importance of such discussion in the deepening political divisions of the day appears 8e~f-
evident. On the hight, there is an increasing emphasis upon the importance of humanagency: the possibJ.lity
of beginning and knowing in action, reaction, inherent in the uniqueness of the humanagent. Onthe Left,
there is increasing emphasis on the social being of man: the sharing of a like condition grounded both in
a camnonform of organic being or nature, and in the sharing of commonpursuits, not only in economic life
but in all forms of action and reflection. .

This is not an either/or but an and/and. issue. Both understandings are valid Each is complementaryto the
other. They are and always will be in tension with each other. The tension is inherently creative, but it is
being transformed into a destructive opposition, symptomatic of the underlying intellectual crisis of
identity which it is the task of philosophy to try to resolve through a coherent synthesis.

What is wanted is public philosophical discussion of the issues and the possiblities of such a synthesis
at a popular level - in the market place, so to speak.
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(40d) Letter of February 1st 1982 from Dora Russell:

Iou ask for "Philosophers to march Left, Right into the market place" (Letters January 16). Wealready had
one in Bertrand Russell, who delivered the first Reith lectures in 1948 on the very topic under discussion,
the relation of the individual to society. His opening sentence reads: "The fundamental problem I propose
to consider in these lectures is this: how can we canbine that degree of individual initiative Which is
necessary to progress with the degree of social cohesion that is necessary for survival?"

Influenced by the iDunenseadvances of science, he had come to believe that the main purpose of modern
philosophy was to interpret the findings of science and their consequences. But, as his History
of Wes,tern Philosophy shows, he was well aware that traditional philosophy was the offshoot of religion
and theology, plus Plato and Aristotle.

Russell's thought, however, lies within the Cartesion dualism of mind and matter, which glorified the
objective, impartial intellect and has made mathematics and mechanism central to our social and economic
system. Science is revered like a religion but science cannot teach us the values by which to live.
Neither can the traditional religions, which deliberately placed man and his faculties outside the world
of organic life, regarding everything animal as sinful and obscene.

It is significant that, in the series of modern thinkers directed by Mr Hagee, there was on17 one woman,
Iris Murdoch. The fact is that, while they may study philosophy because it is an academic SUbject, for a
great many wanen, technical philosophy is no more tHan a masculine intellectual parlour game.

Mary Midgley's innovations in her book Beast and Manare a breath of fresh air. Mr. Koestler is to be
congratulated on being perhaps the first male to admit that man the animal has been consistently destroying
his own species, a practice known and deplored by womenfor many centuries, without power to end it.
Religions and ideologies are the motive power of this destruction.

RaymondAron, in his course of lectures on industrial civilization,: remarks that having lost all former
criteria of how to live, industrialism has not yet evolved a consensus of belief. In this the glib politicans
will mot help us. A really fundamental study of life in all its foms is called for, to seek reason why and
how it is worth while and possible for mankind to live in harmony on this planet.

In cOlllllonno doubt with many others, I have been trying to wrestle with this problem of the machine-age.

* * * * * * * *
Brian Hagee's 15 TVinterviews with philosophers have been transcribed and appear in book form, in
Menof Ideas .(NewYork: The Viking Press, 1979).

BOOKREVIEWS(CONTINUED)

(41) The PhilosophY of Humani.~ by Corliss Lamont (NewYork: Frederick Ungar, 1982), reviewed by BobDavis:

Wehave all gotten used to hearing attacks by the Religicus Radiical Right on varicus aspects of what is
essentially modernis. They really seem to reject modern life in general in favor of their own fundamental
and "Biblical" values. Their code word for modernis is< "humanis" or "secular humanism", and it is used
as broadly and sloppily by them as "cOlllllunist" was used 30 years ago. In this usage the Right has been
quite fortunate, by dumbluck I suspect. "Humanism"is really quite a vague term. In lower case, humanis
stands for moderriiam. Those who do not understand the modern world and are frustrated by it can blame
womenIs rights, abortion, unruly children, nasty Russians, gay rights"tc., on humani8lll. In addition,
there is a 9IIIall philosophic (some say religious) Humanist movement (with a capital H) that can be
pointed to and used as a whipping boy. .

Humanists have made things unnecessarily easy for the Right. ManyHumanists don't seem to have a clear idea
of what Humanismis. Consequently they are not prepared to defend Humanismagainst attacks and turn things
around, carrying the battle to the Right - which is what ought to be done. I am often surprised, at Humanist
meetings, by how little feel for Humanismmany in attendance have.

Fortunately this conditions can be corrected. Humanismhas some very effective exponents - Russell not least.
and a number of strong figures operating today. Twoof the foremost, or perhaps I should say, the two
foremost, are 2 BRSmembers: Corliss Lamont and Paul Kurtz. Lamont has written a classic book,TIiEiPhilosophy
of Humaniam.It was written over 30 years ago, and has had several revisions.

That this book provides a clear and effective explanation of Humanismis indicated by the fact that Rev.
Tim LaHaye, co-founder of the "Moral Majority", quotes it 36 times in his 1980 The Battle for the Mind,
as evidence of howwicked Humanismis. In consequence, Dr. Lamont has just had published the new 6th
edition, with a new introduction,"Exposing the Moral Majority."

The Philosophy of Humanismis both history and philosophy. The text was developed over a 13-year period,
during which Lamont gave a course on naturalistic humanismat Columbia University. As a result, it is
very thorough; points are worked out in detail,alternatives and objections are discussed. Not a paragraph
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is obscure. I consider this the best of Lamont's many books. I rank it with Russell's popular works for
style, clarity and discussion of ccmplex questions.

The opening chapters provide a definition of Humanism, and describe types o~ humanismand the wide
variety of people and beliefs that the term "humanist" can refer to. A considerable amount of history is
provided. Lamont traces the roots of humanism to the ancient Greeks, Hebrews and others ••• to the
Renaissance humanists ••• to Spinoza ••• and continues into the 20th Century.

The principal part of the book deals with philosophic aspects and issues of humanism. Lamont discusses
Humanism's Theory of the Universe; inclUding such topics as the role of science, existence, nature,
knowledge, ethics, happiness. For the layman, the presentation of these subjects is refreshingly clear,
devoid of technical tenns and inflated writing that obscures so much in Philosophy.

For many, however,the intellectual aspects of Humanismare secondary, the feel for life and human
happiness being more important. Much of the latter half of the book addresses these aspects. Lamont has
always had strong feelings for nature and poetry, and the two are both well repz:esented. I particularly
recommendthe poem on death on page 180.

I cannot find, in The Philosophy of Humanism, anything with which I disagree. SomeRussell scholars may
wish to reject his hopelessly American discussion of "Truth"; others may adopt a more Popperian view
of science. But that would not affect the substance of the book.

In sum, this is a valuable book. I was glad to re-read it after sane years, especially in the light of
today's political climate. If you can't find it at a local bookstore, .you may order it from the
publisher, Frederick Ungar Publishing Co.,250 Park Avenue South,New York,NY10003. $15.••95 cloth,$9.95 paper.
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ANNUALMEETING(CONTINUED)

(43) Tentative program. As we said in the last issue (RSN33-8b), Al Seckel will give a talk on Russell and the
Cuban Missile Crisis, drawing on published and unpublished sources. Dr. Gerald Larue will discuss the "Moral
Majorityll. There -y also be some or all of the following: a film dealing with OO's position on nuclear war,
a talk or panel on disarmament, the celebrated NormanLear film on the "Moral Majority", a talk or panel on
00 and the 1980s ("New Hopes for a Changing World" revisited). Dan Wray plans to film parts of the meeting
and interviews with members; a documentary film may result. The '82 BRSAwardwill be announced.


