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(1) Annual Meeting 1982, including new BRSoffi~rs (2). Annual Meeting 1983 at McMaster (3). New BRSPresident
reports (4). ER in Russia, 1920 (10). 1982 BRSAward to Kendall (12a). 1982 Doctoral Grant to Garciadiego (13).
ER vs, the Bomb:1945 (14); 1959 (15). Pugwash (16a,b,c,d). Celebrating Popper (26). Schilpp speaks out (27).
Vote, please (30-32)! tn asterisk in the left column indicates a request.

(2) ANNUALMEETING'82

The 9th Annual Meeting was hald in the Sheraton Town House, Los Angeles, the weekend of June 25-27. A luxury
hotel is probably not the most appropriate setting for a BRSmeetirig, but it must be said that the facilities
were remarkably agreeable - probably because the Town House was built 50 years ago, before the age of chrome
and big glass and before the cost-accountants had set limits on the number of square inches of floorspace
allowed per patron.

25 BRSmembers attended one or more sessions: LOUISACHESON,JACQUELINEBERTRON-PAYON,ANDREBACARD,JACKCOWLES,
DENNISDARLAND,BOBDAVIS, ARrHURDE MUNITIZ,LEE EISlER, ALBERTENGLEMAN,KATHYFJERMEDAL,MARYGIBEnlS,JOE
GORMAN,CHARLESGREEN,DONALDHYLTON,DONJACKANICZ,MARTYLIPIN, BOBLOMBARDI,STEVEMARAGIDES,JIM MCWILLIAMS,
JACKRAGSDALE,STEVEREINHARDT,HARRYRUJA, CHARMAINESOLDAT,MARKWEBER,DANWRAY.

29 non-members attended one or more sessions.;. Jo Bacon, Bob Burkett, E. Cheslow, Robert vhisholm, Marilyn Donova,
John R. Edwards, Joe Engelsman, Fredericka Frank, Paul Frank,Annette Green, Tim Hayes, Bruce W. Johnson, Ralph
Keyes, Gerald Larue, Harry Levinson, Pauline Lipin, Alice Lipton, Saul Matlin, Mo Newkirk, Maritze Pick, Esther
Robinowitz, Mr/Mrs P. Rose, Al Seckel, Laura Seckel, Adolph Sertshin, Patricia Turner*, Gerald Weber, Kathleen
Winsor. *joined the BRSafter the meeting.

The following officers were elected for one-year terms, starting immediately: Harry Ruja, Chainnan; Don
Jackanicz, President; Jacqueline Berthon-Payon,vice-President; Dennis Darland, Treasurer; Cherie Ruppe,
Secretary. Two new offices were created and filled:Bob Davis, Vice-President/Special Projects; Lee Eisler,
Vice-President/Infonnation.

'!'he program included a panel of 4 - Lou Acheson,Jr., Don Hylton, Don Jackanicz, Dan Wray - moderated by
Bob Davis, discussing "NewHopes for a Changing World, 1982"; Bob Davis on "ER and World Government"; Al
Seckel on "ER and the Cuban Missile Crisis"; Gerald Larue on the misnamed "Moral Majority". Two Russell
films were shown,"BertFand Russell" and "The Life and Times of Bertrand Russell". There were 2 films followed
by talks: Helen Caldicott's"The Last Epidemic", after which Dr. Timothy J. Hayes, of the Physicians for
Social Responsibility, discussed medical aspects of nuclear war; Nonnan,Lear's "The Radical Right" was
followed by a talk by Robert Burkett, of People for the American Way. Arter the Saturday evening bancpet,
"Oh, What A Lovely War" was screened.

During the weekend, there was a Society meeting and a Board of Directors meeting.For details - inclUding a
discussion of ~hainnan Peter Cranford's resignation, and the reasons therefor - see the minutes (34,35)
and Bob Davis's report(5,37). .

* * * * * * * *
We are indebted to JIM MCWILLIAMSfor the photos on the next page. Jim took the group photo Sunday morning
(June 27). If you want a print of it, Jim will send you one. He asks that you send a $5 contribution to the
BRS, c/o the newsletter, address below. (He wants to help fatten the lean BRSTreasury. Thank you, Jim!)
If you want a print, please order before SeJ:-tember 30th.

It was a good meeting! (Photos on Pages 2 & 3)

(3) The 1983 Annual Meeting will take place at McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada. There are good reasons
for meeting at McM&ster in any year: the Russell Archives are there; the campus is handsome; the facilities are
excellent, not exorbitantly priced, and well managed;and we are made to feel quite welcome there. But there is
a special reason for going there in '83; that's when a Conference will be held on BR's non-technical writings
up to 1918. Since most of us are not mathematicians or professional philosophers - we are ER's non-technical
(or "popular") audience - those are the writings that most interest most of us.

The Conference _ and the BRSAnnual Meeting - are schedule1 for the last weekend in June '83 - June 24--26 -
Friday-Sunday. Both at McMaster. Note it on your calendar. Details on costs and reservations in a future issue.

ilRussell Society News, a quarterly (Lee Eisler, Editor): RD1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036
BRSLibrary: Jack Ragsdale, BRSCo-Librarian, 4461 Z3rd se., San Francisco, CA94114
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Seated, left to right. Annette Green, Pauline Lipin, Harry Ruja, Don Jackanicz,
Laura Seckel, Arthur de Munitiz, Robert Davis, Gerald Larue,
and Steve Maragides.

Standing, left to right I Jim McWilliams, Kathleen Fjermedal. Lee Eisler, Charles Green,
Mary W. Gibbons, Esther RObinowitz, Jack Ragsdale, Marty Lipin,
Jack R. Cowles, Albert Engleman, Donald Hylton, Kathleen Winsor,
Robert Lombardi, Dennis Darland, Shirley Weaver, Jacqueline
Berthon-Payon, Lou Acheson, and Al Seckel.

REPORTSFROMOFFICERS

(4) President Donald K. Jackanicz reports:

I would like to salute my predecessor, BobDavis, tor his manyyears of excellent work as BRSPresident.
Using his imaginat1.on and organizing skills, he contributed much to our Society and set an example of
thoughtful leadership that will not be easily matched. Through his new role as Vice-President/Special
Projects, the l3R5 will continue to benefit from his abilities.

As is evident elsewhere in this issue, the Los Angeles 1982 Annual Meeting was successful for the BRS
and enjoyable for everyone there. Once again it was Bob who organized the meeting, and I thank him for all
his efforts. .

Nowis the time for all membersto mark calendars and begin planning to attend the 1983 Annual Meeting.
It is not true that one hasn't truly been a BRSmemberuntil one has attended an Annual Meeting; but it
is certain.ly true that to participate in one is rewarding and memorable. The '83 Meeting will provide an
excellent opportunity for.,members to visit the Archives, meet fellow membersagain or for the first time,
and become involved in discussions about BR. The dates: June 24-26,1983.

During the caning months, I will welccme members' commentsand proposals for strengthening the BRSand its
programs. During our brief history, we have accomplished a number of things: the BRSAward, the Doctoral
Grant, the BRSLibrary, Annual Meetings, symposia for professional philosophers, a fine newsletter. We
should now consider how the BRScan broaden its activities to embrace more aspects of BRand Russell Studies.

* Reflect on the possibilities. I look forward to hearing from you. 3802 N. Kenneth Av., Chicago, IL 60641

,,,. Outgoing President Davis (now Vice-President/Special Projects) reports:

I was very pleased to ncminate Don Jackanicz of Chicago to succeed me as President, at the Annual Meeting.
He has shownboth the ability and the willingness to give it the time that the job requires.

M;y new position - Vic_President/Special projects - will allow me to pursue projects that I have been
reporting to you on over the last few years. One area has been in publishing. I regret that one
publishing prOject has ccme to naught. I wanted to republish 3 BRessays •• ''WhyI AmNot A Christianll,

"What Is An Agnostic?", and "What I Believe" - in inexpensive paperback form, for wide distribution.
Prometheus Press seemed interested; but it turned out that it was going to cost $9.95, with the BRS
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Some photographs from the 1982 BRS Annual Meetingl Clockwise,
from upper 1eftl (1) Dan Wray helped with registration of members
and guests. (2) Dr. Timothy Hayes spoke on the medical aspects of
nuclear war. (3) Jacqueline Berthon-Payon looks on as Jack Ragsdale
handles sales of BRS books and materials. (4) During a break in
proceedings, Bob Davis converses with Dr. Gerald Larue. (5) Al Seckel
discussed Russell's efforts in the resolution of the Cuban missile
crisis. (6) Don Jackanicz operated the film projector. (7) Dr. Larue
talked about the Moral Majority. (8) Robert Burkett of People for
the American Way led a discussion centering on the film "The Radical
Right." (9) Lee Eisler holds the plaque given 1982 BRS Award winner,
Dr. Henry W. Kendall, as Bob Davis reads the citation.
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(5 ,cent.) guaranteeing 1000 copies at about $6 each. Weare not, of course, in position to do that. I could not
understand why a paperback of about 60 pages could cost that much. I am still working with them, on
Dora Russell's two books.

On another project some progress has been made. I am co-organizing - with Gerald Larue, of AHAand Ethical
Oulture Society _ an educational meeting for the Voice of Reason (Which we founded in March, you may recall
RSN34--4), on the Moral Majority, to be held October 17th in Los Angeles. I hope many local members can attend
when further details are worked out and supplied.

(The rest of Bob's report deals with the Cranford letter of June loth in which he (Peter)
resigned from the Board, but not from the Society. It is located with the Minutes
which deal with the same eubject. See Item 37.) ,

(6) Outgoing SecretarY (now President) Don Jackanicz reports:

The Secretary's Report consists of the Minutes of the '82 Meeting. See Items

(7) Treasurer Dennis Darland reports:

For the quarter ending 6/30/82:

Balance on hand (3131/82) •••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 1930.02

Income: 21 new members ••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 318.00
110 renewals •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1920.00

Total dues •••••••• 2238.00
Contributions •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 160.00
Sale of books, RSN, deposits,etc ••••••••••• 760.5l

Total cash rec'd •• 3l58.5l ••••••••••••••• 3l58.51
5088.53

Expenditures: Membership & Information
Cammittees •••••••••••••••••• 1641.10

EItS Library •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 191.91
Annual Meeting •••••••••••••••••••••• lOlO.97
Bank charges •••••••••••••••••••••••••• lO.18
Bertrand Russell Memorial (London) •••• 50.00
other ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~9.24

Total spent ••••••• 29 3.40 ••••••••••••••• 2963.40

BaJ.ance on hand (6/30/82) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2125.13

(The above report must be understood for What it is. It is a "cash balance statement"; it shows
cash transactions that have actually occurred - money has changed hands. It does not indicate
whether the BRSowes anybody any money. In fact, the l3RSis obligated to pay the following:
the Doctoral Grant ($500), a BRSmember ($500), McMaster for "Russell" (apprax. $500). The balance
on hand (6/30/82) is $2125.13, but the major portion of it is owed. sa.)

PHILOSOPHERS'CORNER

(8) The l3RSat APA 12 82 Baltimore. The BRSpresents a session every year at the annual convention of the
American Ph osophical Association (Eastern Division), under the direction of ED HOPKINS,Chairman of the BRS
Philosophers' Committee. This year it is being held in Baltimore, in December. The exact date, location,
and time w:I.JJ.appear in the next newsletter. This is the program:

I. "The Social Contract in Bertrand Russell's Theory of Statehood and War"
Robert Ginsberg, Pennsylvania State University (Delaware County)
CODDIlentator:Thomas L. Benson, University of Maryland (Baltimore County)

II. "Mysticism and Motivation in Russell's Philosophy"
Stephen Nathanson, Northeastern University
CODDIlentator:A. H. Guy, University of Baltimore

Chair: David Johnson, Naval Academy

Abstracts of the papers to be presented may be obtained in advance by writing Edwin Hopkins~ 5713
Chinquapin Parkway, Apt.C, Baltimore, MD21239 (Chairman of the BRSPhilosophers' Committee).
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REFDRTS FROM COMMITTEES

This report consists
specially emphasizes

Problem

Science Committee (Alex Dely, Chairman):

of a paper by Dr. Dean V. Babst, "Assessing Overall Consequences of Nuclear War", that
earthquakes and tidal waves,and enviro~f..n~~C)c~?;~IFPa~{i~ci~v'mlmc nt.h e (7;.

As the nations of the wor-t c strive for aec ur-L't y , each

nation et rc yes to be s t r-o r.ger- or strongest. .t..s a resul t , the

number of nucle~r weapon~ and ability to deliver them is rapidly

growing. At what point-in-limc docs t h c c r-m s r-oc c become self-

d e c t r-uc t f v c? Since the, o rms race is co ncum i ng much of the

.World's r-csour-c c c and may r-e cu Lt in our total destruction,

this is u r g en t qu e c t i o n ,

There 1G' deep concern among many, even now, t h a t mankind

may no t su r-vd v c c nuclear war 0,2,3). Th0 pr-e s cn t concern,

however, is still not ono ugh to move the people of the World

to secure t h emnc Lv ct: from nuc Lcc r- dcc t r-u c t i on , It is for this needed

conc em t hat t tu c article r-c i c cr. c dd.i t i o nn l possible danger-s

about the arms race. It t s hoped the new uncertainties raised

here will help in the crowing v.o r-t o er r o r-t o at arms control.

It may take tremendous an xi.c t y in the World to overcome

enough of the dd o t r-uct be twc cn nations to produce adequat e

arms control e g r-e cmen t a ,

The as cumpt i o n Lhet the \'jorld can our-vi ve a nuclear war

becom es increosingly doubtful the longer Lho arms race continues.

conot c or the c om ui ncd c r r cc t.c of t h c following.

A nuclear war could dc to nc t o cxpl o a i v c ro r-c eu cqu Lvu Lcn t

to 2.000 Mount :-a. ucl cnc ' vc l c ani c expLc c i o nc , Mount St.

Helens' maln exp Lo r i on (10 mcg a to n c ") in 1980 devastated 120

'One mCG:;tun .io equt vo l cn t to 011'_· e i l Li c n tone of c h cm.l c a I
c xp Ios i v c :- ,

square miles of land (4). In 1980, the wo r-Lo" o nations had

upward of 20,000 mcga t.o n c of force in .50,000 nuclear weapons (5)

The World's nuclear arsenals are rapidly growing.

A nuclear bombardment could detonate within minutes an

unprecedented release of .powcr- that defies the imagination.

Could such Explosions set off a chain-reaction in the Earth,

triggering world-wide earthquakes, and tsunamis (seismic tidal

waves) •

In 1971 ~he!,e was international concern that a 5 megaton

nuclear test explosion, called Cannikin, in the Aleutian Islands

off Alaska might trigger great earthquakes and t ounamd s (6,p. 214).

Since the ea r t h quak ce that the test produced created no signif-

icant damage (b,p.21f), wor-Ld-e wf de concern died down.

While the damage from Cannikin was not as great as some

reared possible, still the test caused more extensive land-

slides than officially expected. Two days after the Alaskan

t errt the co I Lap ac of the underground c cvi t y resulting from

the Cannikin exp Lo a.Lon produced a magn.i tude 4.0 earthquake

recorded at, the Scicmor;raphic St e t fo n of the unt vcr-ca ty of

California a t Ec rk cLcy , several thousand of miles away (6,p.217).

Nuclear explosions (about 1 megaton each) at the Nevada

TCGt Site ha v e been sh ak i ng the Earth for years. For example,

in 19(,6 a nuclear teet, called c r-cc Ley , chock p cr-c cp t Lb Ly

(but did nul damag c ) muj t j c c tor-y bu.i Ld i njju .l n Las VeGas sixty

miles aw;;.y (6,p.203). In Apr-Ll 19(,8 a t cu t , coded Boxc a r ,

produced thouc anco of u ILo r-aho ck e (up to 11. ~ mac;n":' tude) for rri x

wo ek c (L,P.,;·)Lj). Lat cr- j n the come yco.r (ucc , 19(8) an explosion,

called. Ecnb am , illi t Lc t c d :1 sequence of c.ir-Lh quakcu (up to 5.7

In or ccr to \..r"~0G-:r tr.c r-up t u r c or Q; r au.l t Ln Lhc Ea r t h

by 0 nucl~ar CXp10CIC~, it is necescary tc concentrate the

ground. A nuc Lcc r f.;;-:r,lo.sicn abov c srounu r.a s much of its

c ncr-g y :.i.:;:".::.ii.~Oi.':fi. ::J~vcvr·r, even a c i ng Lc. abo vc g r-o un d t.ec t

cxp Lo c.i on nt i.Ll 1.1.:':' c o nc idcr-c nLo force. For examp I e in l?56

a t M:l,r:..::l.iil~:l, Au~tr,J.li[!, a '.small test nuclear bomb (!liroshirna

c.l r.c ) wo" lCni led morc t h an ;DO feel above' t hc ~ro\'nd. The

o xp l o n.l on CrC;)LNi '\ c t-u Lc r mor-e t h a n 1,)G0 ff~i"~t ;iCrOGS a nd

i t.c counc waves ebo ol; h")~:1LO~ 250 miles ;J,\'/"'y and it \'i,'1.5 recorded

on 0. cef nmo g r-uph Gan rd Lc a <Jw::q (G,p.16)

i'lhilc a .sinCle: nuc I car- oxp l o c i o n above cround is unlikely

to C.:JUG, daln:l.cinc o.i r t h qunl-c.r., Il~'ih:.,t co uLo :1 bomba r-dm on t of a

hundr-ed, a thouonnd .)r lens of tho u r.nndn of nu c Lcnr' expl'J::ions

clrr, r-ep cc i.n L'l y if cornu o f the axp Lo m.o n c are concentrated

in the same ar-ea or cLo ne to the Enr-t ht n cur f'uc c?" The Federal

Emer g enc y Mann!3emt..'nt Agency discussed a 6,500-rneGaton attack

on the Uni ted State'S in planninc; one of its civil defense

mod c l s , Such 3D a t t.cck wou l d yield an explosive force equal

to 500,000 Eironhimo bombs (0). The Hiroshima bomb killed

70,000 people and.o(,stroyed t wo-d.h i.r-d c of the 90,000 buildinGS

within the city limite (1). Is it possible to Lme gLn e a force

equal to half of a million Hiroshima bombs relentlessly t.anmer-.

Lng the Uni ted St.a t c c and come of its tectonically unstable

regions without tric;ccrine. aar thquck c s , pe r-h ap a some of them

cn t act r-opl.Lc in r.Lz.c ?

Besides t h c V)Und.:i.:1C of the um t.co r t.a t es , t h c r c wouLd

be a similar hammc r Ln g of Pus sti a and Eur-op c and perhaps other

land ar-eas; In add.i tion to the power be i n g rel cased over the

continents) there would be awesome naval engagements. How

many nucl ear explosions do es it take in the s ea s to start

vast r-o Ll.Lng motions in the oceans? If many areas are st:aking

and OCe3!lS are rolling, could t h e r-e be a compound effect across

the Planet?

The Earth's'crust has many cr-ack c (faults) and its land

and oceanic masses are slowly moving in different directions

building tremendous t en s a o nc , Sc Lcn t Ls t a are continually

concerned about major ea r tl.quak e s even under normal conditions.

In addi tion to all of the ubov e , there is the unk no wn

f nt er-nat ror-c cc of the wo r-Ic to be considered. For example,

what effect would the unprecedented hnmm er-Lng have on the

Ear t h! s r-c t.a t Lo n o.I wo bb l c? The polar wand cr- iE believed to

be due to a fluid motion of the Lar-t.h" o molten core (9).

Could the pattern of explosions and rolling oceans, in com-

bination vii th Earth's :rotation and tides, further amp l i.f y

internal stresses?

If the Planet s t ar-t s to quaking when and whore docs it

stop? For e xamp Lc , wha t would happen in the chain of ;1)0

active vo Lc ano e o (1Iinr:; of Fire) that r-Lng t h e Pacific from

Chile to Al a ck a to .Lapan to New Zea Lcn d (IO)? Some earth-

qu ck c s can cause movement in other faul t a (11). If an earth-

quak e ever magn i t.udc 7.5 were triE13Cred in Amchitka in Alaska,
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the odds based on past expcr-i onc e, would favor generation of

a t.s unamd , or great sea wavc , which could well dama g e coastal

rcc;iooc around the Pac Lf'Lc (G,p.214). If In t nt e c en t ur-y more

than 200 tsunamis have been recorded Ln the Pacific. One of

these r-onu I ted in co a s t ol Y:.:lVCS more than 100 feet high that

emachcd into land with t r cmcndou n destructive power (12).11

Do defense st.r-at egf es and ci vil defense plans take into

conaf dor-at Lon wha t might. happen if nuc Lear- bombar-dmcn t s set

off II series of wor-r a-wa cc eu r t hqu ak e s or tsunamis? For example,

whn t would happen to the release tLmi ng and accuracy of missiles

in nwayt ng or c r-uc til Lng mt eot l c gud danc c centers? Under such

circumstances, can a na t f c n be hit by t t c own ml e s i Le s? coo

a country pLnnrri ng a limi ted nucl ear engagement ever be sure

1 twill r-emzd n limi Led?

Thc Vni ted z t.at.ec is coned der-Lng an exp en s l v c plan for

clustering 100 MX missiles in supo r-cnar-dencd silos wi thin an

area or about 10 square mi.Les , The theory behind the "dense

pack" is the first Russian missiles to explode would destroy

many of those that followed just behind. \'Jhat is the earth-

quake possi bili tier; created by continuous hammering of many

nuclear explosions within a very limited area even if the

area has no known faults? What would happen to missiles even

in super hardened ai.Lo s if the earth is violently shaking?

In submarine warfare, it is probable that there would be

many underwater nuclear cxp'Io sa ons , In the o c eans , there

arc faulted areas. For example, the c ent c r- of the Atlantic

Ocean i:: one of the Ear-Lh "c mor e ac t i v e ca r t hqunk e n!'eas (E),p.78).

"I'll!"! Ear-th! c er-uct beLc w the cc ccnc j c. thinner than below t.b o

c o nt Lnent e, Could:;; nuc Lcar- V:~tr in the' o c eans trieeer cnr-t h-,

quak o a and t.sunceu a that could flood co act.c'l cities? Could a

bie t aunamf doc t r-o y bcr Lh :1<l.v:i C':::::'?

In 1883. a voLccno , Rr-ak at.oa, (",:ploded pr-o duc Ln ; a tidal

wave which \','0.5 120 feet. fiier. in como be yc of .Lavo end Suma t r-a ,

It wholly or pe r t io Ll y dcc t r-oyod 295 t owns , and kd L'l cd 36,000

pcop Lc , A Dut.c h wnr-nhLp \·I<.1.s waahcd ashore (13).

r:nyi r01"J.10nttll cont· •.rni n·, tin!'}

the r·:Cl.rth (2) cj scue s c ar-c Iu'l Ly and in detail how a nuclear

war- could con t am.l ne t e the Ear t.h wl th radioactivity as well

as r-cnder-f ng it.s biosphere: unfit for human survival. These

works explain how the \'Jorld' c ozone Layer- mtigh t be destroyed

by the r-npd d pr-ocuc t i.on of nj t.r-ou c o-d dc, This could result

in Lnc r-caae d cxpo sur c to co crm c and ul t r-av i o Le t r adba t Lo n ,

which would kill moct plants and ammuj Lt r c ,

In order to further illustrot.e bo w a nuclear bombardment

could con t crm n a t c every per-t of the \'Jorld's air, land and sea,

co n af d cr- the I'o L'Lowi ng , In 1951.t the U• .':. exploded one nuclear

bomb Over the Bfk Ln.l Atoll In the Pacific Ocean. The radio-

active fallout co n t an.•tinc t ed more t.b an 7J000 miles of surrounding

oc cnn (14). Mount .st. llcLcn u! main volco.nic explosion covered

12,000 squar-e mil cc from \Ijo.shinc;ton .'italc to Maine and Gco r-gd a

with du s t , Nuc Lenr- exp Lo ad on s equ Lva.l cn t to 2,000 Mount St.

Helens' volcanic e rup t.Lo n eu gh L cover the planet with radio-

active me t cr-Lal c many times over. Because of mixing by high

wi ndo across the equator, there wouj d be no caf e havens in

either t he oou th cr-n or northern hcm i cpb cr-o a (6,p.91).

Horch ,-'3 end April ll, 1932 Hcxt co ' c vo Lc cno , 21 Chi.c hon ,

erupted s end'l n g a c Lc ud of volcanic ash end sulfuric acid into

the s t r-at oupher-c , Sa t cLl.Lt c p.l c t ur-ca o r-gf ne l Ly captured the

slowly driftinc cloud e c a er.:lyish-\,,'hi t c haze extending from

Mexico to 'snuQi -::'robi.:1. Accordine; to t.h c Na tLo nzxI Oceanographic

and Atmo sph or-f r Adm~nist:'ation ot Eilo, EDwaii, the cloud is

about 15 mdLo o thick and f r-cm 9 to 19 nu Lcu hiGh (15). At

that al tLt udo , it may hover for several year:;. Ac co r-dd ng

to the :rD.tio:1:l1 Acr-onau t I c c and Spac e Administration, by

blockinG the sun, it has potential for climatic change. It

may C,J,UGe portions of the clobe to siz.zle or shiver. The

cv ont.c would occur if the cloud prevented release of the

E"rlh'c h o a t o o ,
~'lhat type of weat h er- could a bombardment of thou sands

of nuclear exp.Lo n.Lona produce? And what would be the cons c-

qu en c e s of Long-e t er-m c hang cs in the wea t.h er-? Could continuous

hot or cold woa t h er- caue e polar ice caps to mel t or expand?

Such chances could effect sea levels, flooding coastal cities,
or Lcavi ng them s t r-anded; \','hat wou.ld be the effects of

sust<rined hot or cold weather- on cr-opc, since some areas could

become deserts or flooded? How do these pessibilities enter

into the DeI'en s c Dcpcr-t.ment s 1982 five-year defense plan for

a protracted nuclear war-?

We need to be e.s3e.:..sin~ the overall consequences of what

we ar-e dod ng while there is still time. The risk of a nuc Leaz-

war sto.rting by accident t s Lnc r-e c cd ng as the following grow:

1. Numb cr cf nations vd t h nuclear weapon s ,
2. Chanc c o f cc.mpu t cr- error wi th Gro\;;ing compu t cr-Lz.a tLon ,
3. Number c f people Landli:J.G wcapon s ,
4. Con tLnuo uc r-c f i n cmcn t of 't h a.i r-e t r-Lg g er'" counter-response.

ucca atcn e about vhc t.her- to Launch nuc l c ar weapon s seen may

be made by c ompu t cr-s , if the United St.a t e s and So v.i c t Unf on

deploy the next 'r-ound of wocpcns , e.G. Pcr-sh Lng II. The new

wenpon c \'Iill be ab.l c to r-each their targets wi th such cooed,

accuracy and power that they will be able to destroy nuclear

commarid , control und commurri.c c tLon ayo t cma v,1. thin mt nut cc,

nat.t onc will be on h.::.d.r-triGGer alert. The Planet survived

past rct se aLaz-mc bcc auao there was time to aac cr-t ai n the

errors before a com.•mend to launch \'J&S given. In the future

there wi Ll. not be tLme, Under such conditions, a limited

war C,JJ1 quickly become .:l nucLcur- ho Lc c auo't ,

"Dur-Ln g an odgh t ccn-raon t li period, the nor-th Amcr-Lc an

Air Defence Command ho.c.l 151 f.:D.se al armc , Four resulted in

o r-dcr-c t.hc t Lnc r-cnc cd the state of al or-t of 3-52 bomber crews

0111.1intc!"contincnto.l-bo.11i=::tic-mi.s.silc una t a" (17). Cur

cur-v.lvoj. cj cc depe-nds on the proper conduc t. of other nat.t.onc!

pc r-connc L and CC'l ut cr c , "I'hcr-c 1:.; no ch anc c to c aLl back a

missile once it .t c r.i r-c.t,

Conc! u,s':".""n

The rIorl d i ~ sp<:nd:':1C billions 0 f t fmc s mor-e money for

p er-r ec t.Lru; arms t hen for ideas on bow to live together.

Between 1960 and 1977, an cct Lma t ed $;'36 billion wcn t into

r-oae ar-ch and d cv oLc pmcn L o f net',' weapons (18). \'Ic c r-e coine

to have to a nv cc t vo a t Ly more money into learning 110\': t.o

build a pcuc c Iu'l ';:Qrlti. Cong.r c ac i.s conc Ldcr-Lng Lcg.i c l a tLcn

to c s t ab'Ld cl. a uni t cu ctot ec Acadcmy of PC.J.cc (10). ',',Ie need

to support tju c 1 cg l c.l a t Lcn and pence r ooccr-cn t nr t t t.ut c s ,

To buy time, \','e need to wor-l; vti go r-c uc Ly for a muI tLl a.t er-a L

nu cLc ar- freeze. The comp.l c-ct Ly 0 f mcni tcrinc er-ne con trol

agreements illone wi t.u the ui st ruct bot ween nat i onc mal..cc the

pr-ob'l cms of ach i ov.i nr; cr r cc t.Lvc arms control cxt rcmc Ly diff-

icult and t t c c is short. 'Jlhe marC' c,)!1vincifi ...."!..Y '<..!;.-tt it C·:-~:l
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We n c cd to be doinc ewe}; more research about the Lrapuc t of

simulto.ncou:: nuc Lcar cxp.l osf.onc in terms of car-thquak ca and

cnvt ronacnt cj ccc t.r-uct t on, We need to be u~inG our imnci!1.::l.-

tioD to ccmmunf cat.c the ut rcct aon the ..•.icrId i~ heeded \'!ith

the ut.moct opcc-d , rcr c c nnd cl.:lrity if mnnk Lnd i c to cur-vLv c ,

1. Adams, Ruth ana Cul l un , Su s an , ed , 'The Final '2Tlid"mic:
Phy[;ic.i.,~,~s :1:',(: ~:i(:lt'i~,t~':~n ~j;.:ctt::-Jr ",'.:-,:-, Univ. of Ch i c ago
Press, Cllic.J.C;u, Ill. ;')61.

2. Schell, J0n,-,H.Dn. "Rcfl(·ction~."
The New VrlJ""k~-·r, ro c, I, 8 and 15, 1982.

3. "The Nuc l ear- Nk gh trna r c s" Ne .•••.~wl?~kJ April 26, 1982.

~. United Nc t ion s Report, ~!t1,~1,VI!" '.·:(.-,rr:r~-: ::'(·r,~~t. !"If the ;'('crcd.:;ry
Ccnp'""ll J Au t umn pr-o s s , Brookllnr~, V<:l:;[;., 1)2·1.

6. Bolt, Br-uce !~., :~;lcl(:'lr ~:;:rlo::;i'-,!1: 'lrld \-~·J"'Ir.r.lI·,i,.,:~ - '1'hf'
P.-lrt,--'d 'if; 1, i., :1. Fr-vcman £,. Co., :'::an F'r-c nc i cco , C,", 1),IG.

7. Hum.i l t o n , ;:-.1-1. «nd lii:l]Y, J.!i. "Af t o r-ehock s: (if the ·P(·nh.Jm
Nuc Lcc r ~~xplu.='.irJn," !::uUctin I'd' lIlI' ~:dF.r.'Iol(lric:il ;'(";~i.ety
of hm·ric~. D~c. l·)G~.

the i·',·l;:)r::,~":' :"li1·~tl ':' tIl, Ii,,::; 1ft,':-' -I :;iW!'."'l· :it.t::f;K,
Oak i~j(jC', :,iltt:f!.:,l L.::b~,,;.:.;.;.):'y, c.po ncorcd Ly Lcrcn s c Ci.vil
Pr-cpnr-crtnor r: ,';(:1.:'1<::/, .ju n c ")7(.;.

](). Natl on c l GC:":i·:r;.lphic. n:':!'urt1:-lO (If '·j,;ulll .st. Hcl cn cj '
:I.:..tlicn';! -,,·r:jl.,~.j,~,v·,nu.::ry J'"j,°,l.

11. Ca Li Io r-ui n Ld vl ri cn of Nl nru ;lOd Cel;lIlL:Y. Ccn t cnnln I lS?0-1980 PODt
CaI:'d';::'impl~ f11'.) y-ru l L N:l~ of Cn l l ror-n t a, Cho\':inC Hojor Quar-t.er-ne r y
FC1ult=-. Lo ca t Lon of nj ator-Lc Icau Lt. Br-cck s , end Creep Ev en t as "

12. Offic<.' of Pu b l i c ,'.rr;t.i.r::, 1:1 ""ime "f ·~n(r,·;··n(·'" - '; ~lti:·.('n':>
H:lnrlh'01·; - ':'~ •.-.ri·"·:l~V F'I~~-::"";:m"r.l, FCGcr~; :.Jni.:;f>:ncy Nan ag em on t
Agency, ·;.;,:..;h. u.L:., llj,)v.

11r. ,":aloff, .:-·t(;pl-,.~.,. "7JH; Lucl.y Droccn," The Btl'.' ('Un or t1'''?
Atomic :~elcnliJ,;ts, June- 1?7S •.

15•. Pcr-sono l coomunt co t ron \','itt. 'l'om ncrco r of thn ;ratior.Dl
Oc eanc gr-aph l c and Atmo~pheric Ad1:lini.stration at Hilo, , Hawaii
on June 16, 1952.

16 •. Powell, Poncd d ~.;. «voj cnnt c Cl0UG nar t c ':;o..y Ar-ound ::::arth,1I
The ,r;"lcr:-:'·'!1li1 Hc:':!, '::D.Cr:ll:lcmto. cs, J\pril 23, 192.,?

17. Huller. Jo.:.1C:'; i:. liOn AccLdcnt a L i~ue~cD.r ~':.::lr,ll ~,
Ho.r , 1, ~:.:.

19. ;:nt:l.nn~l1 !'C;)CC' AC3dc1'!i,Y C.:L':'Ipc:U:::;n, 110 I':.:l.ryl~nt: Ave. ~lE,
:':uil.--· 'rJ:, '::,..,~:l.j"::~t·l!l. i).C. ,"'~.}()i",;,.

ABOUTBERTRANDRUSSELL

(10) BRin Russia. 1920. HARRYRUJAcame across the following in EmmaGoldman'S "Living My Life" (NY: Garden City,
1934, republished by !ME1970). He writes, "It provides eye witness testimony that BR, unlike the members of
the British Labour Delegation, resisted Russian propaganda. n

There Were certain members of the British Mission, however,
not entirely inclined to look in open-mouthed wonder at the things
about them} with their mental eyes shut. These were not of the labour-
ing clement. One of them was Mr. Bertrand Russell. Vcry politely
but decisively he had from the very first refused to be officially
chaperoned. He preferred to go about himself. He also showed no
elation over" the honour of being quartered in a palace and fed on
special morsels. Suspicious person, that Russell, the Bolsheviki whis-
pered. But then} what can you expect of a bourgeois?

BR, LIBERATOR

(11) BR. teacher. Sometimes, wen people write for information about the BRS, they mention wy BRhas a special
place in their affections. To wit:

I have in part. BR's writings to thank for making 11I:f exit from the MormonChurch possible. As a young high
school student, I came across his name in 11I:f American History class (back in 1960), and I began to read
same of his philosophical and "moral" essays. Needless to say, I was disturbed and totally shaken.Now
"A Free Man's Worship" beautitully states 11I:f approach to religious feeling.

And another:

Still another:

I would be interested in your activities concerning 11I:f intellectual father.

I did not discover BRuntil I was in 11I:f early twenties. (It surely would have been much better to have
discovered him wen I was three!) But, for the past fourteen years, I have gone into agnosticism, Principia
Mathematica,and from Plato and Aristotle to Wittgenstein, A.J •Ayer, Tarski and many others. Bertrand Russell
has been both 11I:f guiding light and source of continuous inspiration through all those years and hundreds
of volumes.



Page 8 Russell Society News, No. 35 August 1982

THEBERTRANDRUSSELLSOCIETYAWARD

(12&) The 1982 Award. as told in a BRSnews release:

THE1982 BERTRANDRUSSELLSOCIETYAWARDGOESTO HENRYW. KENDALL

Henry W. Kendall, Chainnan of the Board of the Union of Concerned Scientsts, has

received the .Bertrand Russell Society Award for 1982. He is a Professor of Physics

at Massachusetts Institute of Technology, specializing in elementary particle physics,

and was a consultant to the Defense Department on classified matters for over 10 years.

The Award citation reads: "For promoting "a more accurate understanding of the dangers

of nuclear war, as Chainnan of the Union of Concerned Scientists."

Dr. Kendall helped found the non-profit Union of Concerned Scientsts (UCS) in 1969,

to assess the impact of advanced technologies on society. The UCSkeeps an eye on

nuclear reactor safety, radioactive waste disposal, energy policy alternatives,

liquified natural gas transport and storage, air and water pollution, and the threat

of nuclear war.

UCSreports are highly esteemed. For instance, when the Governor of Pennsylvania

wanted an assessment of the possible hazard of venting radioactive gases at the damaged

and dangerous Three Mile Island nuclear power plant, he asked the UCSto do the

assessing. Dr. Kendall was Study Director of that UCSreport.

Dr. Kendall has authored or coauthored UCSreports and studies in a number of the areas

mentioned above; but it is his work in oppoping nuclear weapons that particularly

appealed to the .Bertrand Russell Society Award Committee, because Russell himself had

devoted much effort to that cause during the last 25 years of his life. Russell kept

trying to alert the world to the dangers of nuclear war and the. need to prevent it,

as in his speech to the House of Lords (1945); his BOCradio talk,"~fal1'B Peril" (1954);

his assembling of eminent scientists from both sides of the Iron Curtain to sign a

statement (now known as the ''Einstein-Russell Manifesto") on the dangers of nuclear

warfare (1955), and to attend the first of the Pugwash Conferences (1957), which are

the ancestors of the Salt talks; and his books,"CommonSense and Nuclear \'1arfare" (1959)

and "Has ManA Future?" (1961).

Dr, Kendall's work is furthering the cause that Russell thought the most important in

the world. To cite an instance: Dr. Kendall's paper, NUCIEARWARIN EUROPE- presented
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before the Conference on Nuclear War in Europe, at Groningen, The Netherlands, April 24,

1981 -- described in chilling detail the kinds of horror that nuclear wo,rwould inflict

on Europe: a fireball over a mile in diameter, heating a million tons of a.ir hotter than

2000° C.,lethally irradiating 600 square miles, contaminating an addi t.i ous.I 2000 square

miles, etc.,etc. All that(and ~ more) from a single ~megato:n nuclear bomb; and

there are thousands of nuclear weapons, with yields many times one megaton (averaging

perhaps 20 megatons each) on both sides of the Iron Curtain. The consequences of an

all-out nuclear war are beyond comprehension.

The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. is a company of admirers of Bert;and Russell (1872-

1970). It is not' a scholarly society, th~ugh a number of scholars belong to it, and

is open to anyone interested in Russell. For information, write BRSInformation, RD1,

Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036. The UCSis located at 1384 Massachusetts Avenue,

Cmabridge, MA02238. It has over 100,000 members, and welcomes new ones.

We sent this news release to many publications (as well as to certain departments in universities). If yoo come* across a mention of the BRSAwardto Dr. Kendall in any publication, please tell us about it and, if possible,
send a clipping or photocopy.

(12b) Wethank those who sent us the names of their nominees for the '82 Award:OPHELIAHOOPES,JOHNLENZ,NATHAN
SALMON,ELEANORVALENTINE.Weappreciate the cooperation.

(12c) The 1983 BRSAward? Weask you to suggest the next recipient of the BRSAward. Whomwould you like to see get
it,and why? Send us your nominations.

There should be a genuine connection between the person you naminate and BR. It might be someone who had worked
closely with BR in an important way. Or someone who has made a distinctive contribution to Russell scholarship.
Or someone who has acted in support of a cause or idea that BR championed, or whose actions exhibited qualities
of character (such as moral courage) reminiscent of BR , or who in some way had promoted awareness of BRor BR's
work.

Send your BRSAward naminations c/o the newsletter (address on Page 1, bottom) and tell why you think your naminee
deserves the Award. If the winner is a well.-known figure -- or at least, not unknown- it may earn publicity for
the BRS, which is desirable, though not essential.

THEBRSDOCTORALGRANT

(13) 1982 winner is Alejandro Garciadiego of the Institute for the History and Philosophy of Science and Technology
at the University of Toronto, and - we're pleased to say -- a member of the BRS.

Every year since 1979 the BRShas offered a $500 award to a graduate student who has canpleted all requirements
for the doctorate except the dissertation.

According to the current, wording, the money is ''to help defray expenses of a currently enrolled doctoral candidate
in any field whose proposed dissertation best gives promise of dealing in a significant way with the thought, life,
or times of Bertrand Russell." '

The main goal of the current dissertation is to study the role played by BRin the origin and development of the
paradoxes of set theory. It also aims to show that ''the empha.sis on the study of the foundations of mathematics
is the result of a complex and interdisciplinary net of events and ideas, and not the simple product of the
logical contradictions."
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(14) ONNUCLEARWAR

BRvs. The Bomb, 1945. The history of the anti-nuc1ear-weaponsmovement starts in 1945 - the year of Hiroshima.
As far as we know, BRwas the first private individual of some eminence to speak out publicly against the atom
bomb, in a speech to the House of Lords, in December 1945, a mere 4 months after Hiroshima.

BRprovides the background:

The political background of the atomic scientists' work
was the determination to defeat the Nazis. It was held-I
think rightly-that a Nazi victory would be an appalling
disaster. It was also held, in Western countries, that
German scientists must be well advanced towards making
an A-bomb, and that if they succeeded before the West
did they would probably win the war. When the war was
over, it was discovered, to the complete astonishment of
both American and British scientists, that the Germans
were nowhere near success, and, as everybody knows, the
Germans were defeated before any nuclear weapons had
been made. But I do not think that nuclear scientists of
the West can be blamed for thinking the work urgent and
necessary. Even Einstein favoured it. When, however, the
German war was finished, the great majority of those
scientists who had collaborated towards making the
A-bomb considered that it should not be used against the
Japanese, who were already on the verge of defeat and, in
any case, did not constitute such a menace to the world
as Hitler. Many of them made urgent representations
to the American Government advocating that, instead
of using the bomb as a weapon of war, they should,
after a public announcement, explode it in a desert,
and that future control of nuclear energy should be
placed in the hands of an international authority.
Seven of the most eminent of nuclear scientists drew up
what is known as 'The Franck Report' which they
presented to the Secretary of War in June 1945. This is a
very admirable and far-seeing document, and if it had
won the assent of politicians none of our subsequent
terrors would have arisen. It points out that 'the success
which we have achieved in the development of nuclear
power is fraught with infinitely greater dangers than were
all the inventions of the past'. It goes on to point out that
there is no secret which can be kept for any length of
time, and that Russia will certainly be able to make an
A-bomb within a few years. It took Russia, in fact, almost
exactly four years after Hiroshima. The danger of an arms

BRts speech to the House of Lords:

'My Lords, it is with very great diffidence that I rise to
address you, both because I have only once before
addressed your Lordships' House and because, after listen-
ing to the debate yesterday and today, I feel that other
speakers have ten times the political knowledge and
twenty times the experience that has fallen to my lot, and
that it is an impertinence for me to say anything at all.
At the same time, the subject to which I wish to confine
my remarks-namely, the atomic bomb and its bearing
on policy-is so important and weighs so heavily upon my
mind that I feel almost bound to say something about what
it means for the future of mankind.

'I should like to begin with just a few technical points
which I think are familiar to everybody. The first is that
the atomic bomb is, of course, in its infancy, and is quite
certain very quickly to become both much more destruc-
tive and very much cheaper to produce. Both those points
I think we may take as certain. Then there is another
point which was raised by Professor Oliphant, and that is
that it will be not very difficult to spray a countryside with
radio-active products which will kill every living thing
throughout a wide area, not only human beings but every
insect, every sort of thing that lives. And there is a further
point which perhaps relates to the somewhat more distant
future. As your Lordships know, there are in theory two
ways of tapping nuclear energy. One is the way which has
now been made practicable, by breaking up a heavy

race is stated in terms which subsequent years have
horrifyingly verified. 'If no efficient international agree-
ment is achieved,' it states, 'the race for nuclear arma-
ments will be on in earnest not later than the morning
after our first demonstration of the existence of nuclear
weapons. After this, it might take other nations three or
four years to overcome our present head start.' It proceeds
to suggest methods of international control and concludes:
'If the United States were to be the first to release this
new means of indiscriminate, destruction upon mankind,
she would sacrifice public support throughout the world,
precipitate the race for armaments, and prejudice the
possibility of reaching an international agreement on the
future control of such weapons.' This was not an isolated
expression of opinion. It was a majority opinion among
those who had worked to create the bomb. Niels Bohr-
after Einstein, the most eminent of physicists at that time
-approached both Churchill and Roosevelt with earnest
appeals in the same sense, but neither paid any attention.
When Roosevelt died, Bohr's appeal lay unopened on his
desk. The scientists were hampered by the fact that they
were supposed to be unworldly men, out of touch with
reality, and incapable of realistic judgments as to policy.

Subsequent experience, however, has confirmed all that
they said and has shown that it was they, and not the
generals and politicians, who had insight into what was'
needed.

Indignant atomic scientists, after Hiroshima, inaugu-
rated a monthly review, The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists
which has continued ever since to present the sane view
on atomic weapons and atomic warfare.

I expressed a view which was substantially the same as
that of The Franck Report, which I had not then seen, in
a speech in the House of Lords on November 28, 1945. I
said, and I quote the speech in full since it has appeared
only in the proceedings of the House of Lords s

1 Hansard, Official Report) House of Lords, Vol. 138, No. 30. Wednes.-
day, November 28, 1945-

~1Ucleusinto nuclei of medium weight. The other is the
way which has not yet been made practicable, but which,
I think, will be in time, namely, the syntltesizing of hydro-
gen atoms to make heavier atoms, helium atoms or per-
haps, in the firstinstance, nitrogen atoms. In the course
of that synthesis, if it can be effected, there will be a very
much greater release of energy than there is in the dis-
integration of uranium atoms, At present this process has
never been observed but it is held that it occurs in the
sun and in the interior of other stars. It only occurs in
nature at temperatures comparable to those you get in
the inside of the sun. The present atomic bomb in explod-
ing produces temperatures which are thought to be about
those in the inside of the sun. It is therefore possible that
some mechanism analogous to the present atomic bomb,
could be used to set off this much more violent explosion
which would be obtained if one could synthesize heavier
elements out of hydrogen.

'All that must take place if our scientific civilization
goes on, if it does not bring itself to destruction; all that
is bound to happen. We do not want to look at this thing
simply from the point of view of the next few years; we
want to look at it from the point of view of the future of
mankind. The question is a simple one: Is it possible for a
scientific society to continue to exist, or must such a
society inevitably bring itself to destruction? It is a simple
question but a very vital one. I do not think it is possible
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to exaggerate the gravity of the possibilities of evil that
lie in the utilization of atomic energy. As I go about the
streets and see St Paul's, the British Museum, the Houses
of Parliament and the other monuments of our civilization,
in my mind's eye I see a nightmare vision of those build-
ings as heaps of rubble with corpses all round them. That
is a thing we have got to face, not only in our own country
and cities, but throughout the civilized world as a real
probability unless the world will agree to find a way of
abolishing war. It is not enough to make war rare; great
and serious war has got to be abolished, because otherwise
these things will happen.

'To abolish war is, of course, a very difficult problem.
I have no desire to find fault with those who are trying to
tackle that problem; I am quite sure I could not do any
better. I simply feel that this is a problem that man has
got to solve; otherwise man will drop out and the planet
will perhaps be happier without us, although we cannot
be expected to share that view. I think we have got to lind
a way of dealing with this. As everybody is aware dw
immediate difficulty is to find a way of co-opcrauuu ',,;th
Russia in dealing with it. I think that what !lw Prin.e
Minister achieved in Washington was probably :t," .r.uch
as could, at that time, be achieved. I do not sUI':"'s,' he
could have done any better at that time. I am n"l 'me or
those who favour the unconditional and immediate
revelation to Russia of the exact processes by whrch the
bomb is manufactured. 1 think it is right that conditions
should be attached to that revelation, but 1 ru<t: the
proviso that the conditions must be solely those which
will facilitate international co-operation; they must. have
no national object of any sort or kind. Neither we nor
America must seek any advantage for ourselves, but if we
are to give the secret to the Russians, it must be on the
basis that they are willing to co-operate.

'On that basis, 1 think, it would be right to let them
know all about it as soon as possible, partly, of course, on
the grounds that the secret is a short term one. Within a
few years the Russians will no doubt have bombs every
bit as good as those which are at present being made in
the United States; so it is only a question of a very short
time during which we have this bargaining point, if it is
one. The men of science, as your Lordships know, who
have been concerned with the work are all extremely
anxious to have the process revealed at once, 1 do not
altogether agree with that, for' the reasons I have stated,
but 1 think it can be used as a means of getting a more
sincere and a more thoroughgoing co-operation between
ourselves and Russia. 1 find myself a whole-hearted sup-
porter of the Foreign Secretary in the speeches he has
made. I do not believe that the way to secure Russian
co-operation is merely to express a desire for it. 1 think it
is absolutely necessary to be firm on what we -consider
to be vital interests, 1 think it is more likely that you will
get genuine co-operation from a certain firmness rather
than merely going to them and begging them to co-
operate. 1 agree entirely with the tone the Foreign
Secretary has adopted on those matters.

'We must, 1 think, hope-and 1 do not think this is a
chimerical hope-that the Russian Government can be
made to see that the utilization of this means of warfare
would mean destruction to themselves as well as to
everybody else. We must hope that they can be made to
see that this is a universal human interest and not one on
which countries are divided. I cannot really doubt that if
that were put to them in a convincing manner they would
see it. It is not a very difficult thing to see, and I cannot
help thinking that they have enough intelligence to see it,
provided it is separated from politics and from competi-
tion. There is, as everybody repeats, an attitude of
suspicion. That attitude of suspicion can only be got over
by complete and utter frankness, by stating "There are
these things which we consider vital, but on other points
we are quite willing that you should stand up for the
things you consider vital. If there is any point which we
,both consider vital, let us try to find a compromise rather

than that each side should annihilate the other, which
would not be for the good of anybody." I cannot help
thinking that if that were put in a perfectly frank and
unpolitical manner to the Russians they would be as
capable of seeing it as we arc-at least I hope so.

'I think one could make some use of the scientists in
this matter. They themselves are extremely uneasy, with
a very bad conscience about what they have done. They
know they had to do it but they do not like it. They would
be very thankful if some task could be assigned to them
which would somewhat mitigate the disaster that
threatens mankind. I think they might be perhaps better
able to persuade the Russians than those of us who are
more in the game; they could, at any rate, confer with
Russian scientists and perhaps get an entry that way
towards genuine co-operation. We have, I think, some time
ahead of us. The world at the moment is in a war-weary
mood, and I do not think it is unduly optimistic to suppose
there will not be a great. war within the next ten years.
Therefore we have some time during which we can
generate the necessary genuine mutual understanding.

'There is one difficulty that I think is not always
sufficiently understood on our side, and that is that the
Russians always feel-and feel, as it appears, rightly-
that in any conflict of interests there will be Russians on
one side and everybody else on the other. They felt that
over the Big Three versus the Big Five question; it was
Russia on one side and either two or four on the other.
When people have that feeling, you have, I suppose, to be
somewhat tender in bargaining with them and certainly
not expect them to submit to a majority. You cannot
expect that, when they feel that it is themselves against
the field. There will no doubt have to be a good deal of
tact employed during the coming years to bring about
continuing international co-operation.

'1 do not see any alternative to the proposal which is
before the world of making the United Nations the
repository. I do not think that there is very much hope in
that, because the United Nations, at any rate at present,
are not a strong military body, capable of waging war
against a great Power; and whoever is ultimately to be
the possessor of the atomic bomb will have to be strong
enough to fight a great Power. Until you can create an
international organization of that sort, you will not be
secure. I do not think that there is any use whatever in
paper prohibitions, either of the use or of the manufacture
of bombs, because you cannot enforce them, and the
penalty for obeying such a prohibition is ;:;r~a(er than the
penalty for infringing it, if you are really thrnking of war.
[ do not think, therefore, that these paper arrangements
have any force in them at. all.
• 'You have first to create the will to have international

control over this weapon, and, when that exists, it will be
easy to manufacture the machinery. Moreover, once that
machinery exists, once you have an international body
which is strong and which is the sale repository of the use
of atomic energy, that will be a self-perpetuating system,
It will really prevent great wars. Habits of political action
will grow up about it, and we may seriously hope that war
will disappear from the world. That is, of course, a very
large order; 'but this is what we all have to face: either
war stops or else the whole of civilized mankind stops
and you are left with mere remnants, a few people in
outlying districts, too unscientific to manufacture these
instruments of destruction, The only people who will be
too unscientific to do that will be people who have lost all
the traditions of civilization; and that is a disaster so grave
that I think that all the civilized nations of the \Vorld
ought to realize it. I think they probably can be brought
to realize it before it is too late. At any rate I most
profoundly hope so.'

At that time, when opinion had not hardened, the
House of Lords listened to me with approval and, so far
as I could judge, this approval was equal in all Parties.
Unfortunately, subsequent events put an end to this
unanimity. But, for my part, I see nothing to withdraw
~n what I then said.
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Both previous excerpts are fram BRls "Has Man A Future?" (London: Allen & Unwin, 1961) pp.20-28. Out of print,
the book is still available - at $8, postpaid,hardcover - from the BRS Library, address on Page 1, bottom.

(15) BIt vs. The Bomb, 1959. BRls "ConunonSense and Nuclear Warfare" (NewYork: Simon & Schuster, 1959) "is perhaps
the best thing ever written on the subject," says PHILIP I.E COMPTE."Nowout of print, it will be reprinted
in fall by another publisher, and is available in many libraries.

"BR made a similar proposal in a chapter in a multiauthored book edited by Quincy Wright and others, called
'Preventing World War III' (1962)."
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PUGWASH

Pugwash 182 _ 25th Anniversary - as reported by •••

Flora Lewis, in her column in the NewYork Times (7/18/82) p. E 19:

FOREIGN AFFAIRS.

More Spies in the Sky
Bv Flora Lewis

PUGWASH,Nova ScotIa, July 17- accurate, so much faster, 80 much
There has been a strange cycleofpub- barder to detect that agreements may
lie indifference and militant activity becomemeaningless.
against the danger of nuclear arms There isn't much pomt in calling for
since the first two were chopped.Dis- trust, If there were trust, there would
tiessed at failure to understand, Ber- be no need for verifiable agreements,
trand Russell and Albert Einstein no excuse for haviD8atomic weapo!lS
Issueda dramatic manifesto in1955. at all.

That led to a meeting of top scien- Nor bas public pressure yet
tists from East and West at the boy- brought tangible respoose. 1be
hood home of Cyrus Eaton, the late words are there, but who knowswhat
U.S. industrialist, in 1957.So was they mean. SovIet Cbairman Leonid
foundedthe Pugwash Conference. Breztmev announced a llllilateral

For its 25thanniversary, the confer- freeze 00 deployment of SS-20's
ence is here again. The two signato- (after the prtlMraIDWas virtually
ries of the Russell-Einstein document complete), A few mon~ later, the
still alive, Linus Pauling and Joseph United States said a number of addi-
Rotblat, noted that ali those years, 'tional Soviet missiles had been de-
marches and U.N. conferences later, Ployed facing Western Europe. Mos-
the threat is greater than ever. ~ said that this was a lie.

And people are stirring again. The 1bere has been DO explanation. The
peace movement has never bad .same problem weakens the cali for an
broader support. Once again, East· ·Americanpledge of Unofirst use" of
West relations are cold and angry.anyatomicweapon,whicbMr.Brezh-
The U.S.and the Sovietsare ta1kingin nev has proclalmed. Howcan youtell,
Geneva about braking the arms race, untflit's too late?
and sustaining it at home. M:r.Pauling, a twiDkly-eyedveteran

Time is running out on even the of declarations for clisarmament sup-
chance of arms control, the scientists ported by fellow Nobel laureates,
say, because science itself bas made urged a unilateral freeze on ali nu-
possible new weapons so much more clear arms by both the United States

(16b) Fox Butterworth, in the NewYork Times (7/19/82) p.2:

IIDdthe Soviets until they get around
to a biDdingtreaty. Butnobodyhas de-
fined the proposal. The United States
would presumably abandon not only
M:X,ali cruise missiles and PersIJings
In Europe, but planned Trident sub-
marines and Minuteman improve-
ments. Whl\ wouldthe Russiansdo?

It is the underlying fear of discard-
ing the nuclear shield that makes it so
bard to blunt the nuclear sword. The
numbers game of balancing off mis-
sile for missile to set a level of se-
curity is clearly nonsense in a world
that stocks 50,000warheads withmore
than a million times the power of the
Hiroshimabomb.

And yet, the awesomeness of the
bomb has maintained nuclear cease-
fire in a world that hasn't stopped
fighting since 1945.This morning's
newsreported on three full-scalewars
(in Lebanon, Iraq and Somalia), two
long, bloody guerrilla campaigns (in
Northern Ireland and the Basque
country) and a shattering new spy
scandal in Britain. Peace is not at
hand. Declarations aren't settle-
ments.

The dilemma of fear remains. In an
early attempt to confront it, President
Eisenhowerproposed an "open skies"
program so the United States and
Sovietscould see for themselves what
the other was doing. Moscowrefused.
It happened anyway, with satellites
and electronic intelligence. But no-
bodyis reassured.

Sothe issue comes back to Informa-
ti:m, a way to knowand judge what is

distinguished scientists from 10 coun-
tries, including the Soviet Union and
China, who met at this tiny fishingvil-
lage of Pugwash to discuss ways of
averting a nuclear holocaust.

That conference, sponsored by the
Cleveland industrialist Cyrus Eaton in
response to an appeal by Bertrand Rus-
sell and Albert Einstein at the height of
the coldwar, was the first suchmeeting
between American and Soviet scien-
tists. It and a series of so-called Pug.
wash meetings that followedhelpedlay
the groundwork for the Nuclear Test
BlIpTreaty of 1963,the United Nations-
sponsored treaty to ban the spread of
nuclear weapons and the 19l19conven-
tionoutlawing biological weapons.

In 1960the scientists split with their
patron, Mr. Eaton, fearing that his
closepersonal ties to the Sovietleader-
ship imperiled their neutrality in the
East·Westconflict.

But this weekend a group of 35arms
controlspecialists, disarmament activ-
ists and scientlats, including Professor
Ogawa, returned to Pugwash to cele-
brate the 25th anniversary of the meet-
ings and pay tribute to Mr. Eaton, who
diedin 1979.

Pugwash, across the Northumber-
land Strait from Prince Edward Island,

being prepared, in order to weigh the
self-serving official counter-declara-
tions.

One of the most hopeful ideas en-
gaging some of the Pugwash scien-
tists is what Australia's Sir Mark
Oliphant calls "technological
spying" by the middle powers. A lot
of countries are now advanced
enough to compete with the United
States and Russia in monitoring
preparations for war if they pool
scientific and economic resources,
thoughnone could do it alone.

A group including delegates from
Canada, Australia, France, Britain,
Germany, Japan, Austria, Sweden,
among others, is to meet in Octoberto
work on further details, already set
lIUtin an experts' report to the U.N.
The European satellite launcher Ali·
ane would put their own spies in the
sky.

The U.S.has opposedthe ideaonthe
grounds that ambiguous intelligence
could be politically abused to con-
foundthe world even more. Givenex-
perience, Washington has a point if
It's to be a U.N. operation. But the
eotmtries capable of participating
could set up their own structure. An
objective <Whichdoesn't mean neu-
tral) venfication of superpower
agreements and menacing moves
wouldgo a lang way toward easing the
questionofwhat to believe. Then,uni-
lateral restraints could be monitored
and the argument of balance better
~ed: It's something concrete to do
\:IUicltly,worth more than ta1k.

was Mr.Eaton's birthplace. Theconfer-
enceswere held on the waterfront in the
converted storehouse of iI lobster fish-
erman, and the guests were housedin a
1m.year-oldwhite frame inn.

Group BacltsWeapons F~
Althoughthis weekend's meeting was

an infomial one - a full gathering of
the 2,000scientists from 75 countries
wbo now make up the Pugwasb move-
ment is to be held in Warsaw in l\.ugust
- the Jlroup adopted a resolution sup-
porting a nuclear weapons freeze, a re-
du(:tion . in nuclear arsensals and
pledges of no first use of nuclear weap-
ons like the one made by the. Soviet
Unionlast month.

The major question before the group,
which included Linus Pauling, twice a
Nobel laureate, was that of how scien-
tists couldtake advantage ofthe sudden
popularity of the antinuclear arms
movement, particularly the freeze
campaign. For years scientists like
Professor Pauling warned about the
dangers of nuclear war without much
popular response.

Herbert Scoville Jr., president of the
Arms ControlAssociation and a former
Deputy Director of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, recalled that President

Antinuclear Movement
Turns 25 in Nova Scotia

By FOX BU1TERFIELD
Sped.&.l to Tbe NewYorknm.

PUGWASH, Nova Scotia, July 18-
The morning of Aug. 6. 1945,was clear
and sunny, Prof. lwao Ogawa remem-
bers. At the time, be was helping his
students at the Impefial Japanese
Naval Academy, 10miles south of Hi-
roshima, build a bomb shelter.

Suddenlythere was a brilliant flashof
light, then a terrible rush of wind that
shattered the windows in his house. A
hugecloudrose over the city, singedred
bythe firestorm burning below.

Professor Ogawa was in a unique
position. He is the only nuclear physi-
cist known to have observed the explo-
sion of that first atomic bomb over Hi-
roshima. Within hours he beganmaking
calculations that led him to suspect
what had happened, for Professor
Ogawa knew that two teams of Japa-
nese scientists were themselves se-
cretly trying to build a nuclear weapon.

Pugwash was the birthplace of the
confereoce sponsor, CyrusEaton.

1be Pugwasb Meetings
Professor Ogawa also has a more

pleasant recollection. Twenty·five
years ago, he was one of a group of 22



(16c)

Page J3

Johnson proposed a freeze on nuclear
weapons in 1967 and that in 1970 the Sen-
ate approved a freeze resolution by a
vote of 72 to 6. •

Most of the participants agreed with
sergei P. Kapitsa, a member of the
SovIet Academy of SCiences and the
boet of a popular science program on
Moscow television, that neither super.
power can gain nuclear superiority.
"There is an essential parity of strate-
gic weapOns, overkill parity," Profes-
sor Kapitsa said, differing WIththe Rea-
gan Administration's view that the
SovIet Union enjoys an advantage be-
cause of its lead in large land-based in-
tercontinental ballistic missiles.

But the participants did not all agree
011 how to put a freeze into effect. Paul
M. Doty, director of the Genter for Sci·
ence and International Affairs at Har-
vard University, said that in most
freeze resolutions, which call for a
moratorium on the testing, deployment
and production of nuclear weapons, it
would be difficult to verify whether a
nation had stopped arms production.

Russell Society News, No. 35

Professor DQty, a leading arms-cen-
trol expert, said it would be simpler to
monitor deployment and testing of IIU·
clear weapons. "I myself WIshproduc-
tion wasn't part of the freeze," be said.
"We have too little experience with It:"

Professor Daty said he hopedto begin
work soon on drawing up a more care-
fullydefined freeze proposal.

He also said the next 18 months to two
years would be a crucial period for
arms control. If the talks in Geneva be-
tween the United States and the SovIet
Union on strategic and medium-range
nuclear missiles do not make progress
within that time, be said, the United
States may haw deployed its cruise
missiles in Europe.

Cruise missiles could up;et the
strategic balance, be said, and wouldbe
almost impossible to verify as part 'of
an arms-control agreement. 1be SovIet
Union trails the United States in devel-
oping a sophisticated cruise missile,
Professor Doty said, bUt it will eventu-
ally have them and the arms race will
have escalated to a new level.

But Professor Doty was skeptical Qf
Moscow's recent pledge not to use nu-
clear arms first and of similar propos-
a1& by disarmament groups in the
Ulllted States. Such pledges would be
tooeasy to circumvent, be argnec1. Alla
nation would have to do, be said, is ex-
Plode a nuclear device inside Its own
territory and assert that It bad been at-
tacked, absolving itself of responsibility
for sticking to the promise.

Hesbur&h TryJaa Ie Form MeetID&
ADother partidpant in the COIlfep.

ence, the Rev. Theodore M. Hesburg\l,
pn=rident of the Ualversity of NotR
Dame, said he had been working for tB
1ast18months to try to bring the world'.
top scientists together with the leaden
qf the Roman Catholic Church "for the
first time since Gallileo."

Father Hesbui'gh said that be ball
worked out a draft PfOirlllll on the dam
gers and possible solutioos to nuclear
war and that the presidents of 15 n5
tiOllll1academies of science, indudiD&
that of the SovIet Union, would preseut

Howthe Senate Internal Security Cozmnittee viewed P\!ID@sh(1961):

THE PUGWASH CONFERENCES
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the program to Pope John Paul II iii
Rome in September. The draft does not
single out any particular plan, Father
Hesburgb said, bUt by joining scientifiC
and religious authority it could Increase
pressure on the world's leaders to act.

Professor Ogawa said be remem-
bered how. after the atomic bomb bad
been ~ of Hiroshima, be helped
organize teams of scientists to deter-
mine what had caused the disaster.

"Our first clue was that X.ray film in
the hospitals bad all been blackened,
exposed," he said. "That could OI\Ilf
have happened by radiation. We a1So
bad seismologists who measured the
distance from Hiroshima at whic!I
gravestones had been toppled. Their
estimate of the bomb's size proved very
accurate.

"The bomb was a terrible thing,
Professor Ogawa went on. "But until-if
was dropped, the navy officers went
very confident they could fight on. After
It, they came to me and asked for books

, about physics. It may bave shortened
tbewar."

COMMI'l"l'IGEON 'l'BE JUDICIAllY
JAM:Ecl O. EASTLAND, l'o'Ilssl:dppl, C'/wirlllIJlI

Es'rES KEFAUVER, Tennessee ALEXANDt:R WILEY, wtscoustu
OLIN D. JOHNS'fON, Soucu Oerouue EV"'~H.g·l"l' McKINLE.Y DI1~KSEN", HU/lois
JOlIN L. Ml:OLELLAN, Ark.ulS~ HOMAN L nuusx.c, Nebraska
BAM J. ERVIN, JR., North Oarouna KgNN1~TH H. Kl;:A'l'l~G. New York
JOlIN A. OARROLL, Oolorudo NORRIS OOTTON, New Hampslure
THOMAS J. DODD, Connecticut
PHILIP A. IIA H'l\ Mlclugun
EDWARD V. LONG, Mtssoun
WM. A.. BLAKLEY, 'feus

SUBOOl,UUTTEE To INVKS1'JOA.'1'lt 'l'lIli: Al.lMINH:rrUA'fION OJ!' TIlE INTERNA[. HH:GURl'l'Y
AOT ANU Onu:.u IN'l'EUNAL SC:UUUl'J.'Y LAWd

J:\f\'LE::I O. EA:-ITLAt\J), f,'Jl:isb:;lppl, ClluiT/lllIll

THOMAS J. DOl)[), Oouucctteut, \'it't ClIujrllllw

OLIN D. JOHNSTOr-;, tiolllh Cu.rlIIIHtt. HOl\l:\.N L. JlHU~I;:A, .".:(:hr~lska
JOHN L. :M.cCLl'~LLAN, Arkansas li:VEHL'~'I'T McKl.\ILEY DIHKSEN, fHh:tuls
SAM J. ERVIN, ru., Nort.h Oeroltnu Kli::-.lN~'l'H U. KEA'l'I~U, NeW York

NOHRJS COTTON, Now Hampshlru
J. O. clOUIl\V''''£, Cuullul

UIkNJA.WlN MANUt::I" Dirccicr of R~3f(l(ch

II

The free world scientists are under no diSCIpline. The scientists
from the Communist bloc countries, when they attend internationa.l
conferences, do so under the discipline of the Communist Party.

.-:r:h~free world scientist, brought up in the tradition of freedom of
criticism, IS frequently critical, and sometimes overcritical of ills own
government.. The Soviet scientist-especially the Soviet scientist who
r~presents his government abroad in any capacity-has been condi-
tioned to blind obedience to government policy.

The free world scientist has been accustomed to an exchange of
views with fellow scientists based on 11 common regard for the truth
and scientific objectivity. The Soviet scientist knows from his own
sad experience, that, whenever there is a conflict between scientific
objectivity and Communist dogma, it is scientific objectivity that must

yield. f d sci t.:" h S' . tiThe roe worl scientist comes to nis meeting WIt oviet scien IStS
with an open mind, full of trust and a desire to communicate and
coopera.te. The Communist scientist comes to these conferences with
carefully defined political directives. It is his duty to attempt to
shape and exploit the conference in a manner which will best serve
the ends of Soviet imperialism.

SUBCOMMITTEETOINVESTIGATETHE
ADMINISTRATIONOFTHETh'TERNALSECURITY

ACT ANDOTHERINTERNALSECURITYLAWS

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
UNITEDSTATESSENATE

IJA ~'lI:EN"!" J'~a 0n10

"~N,1Ml

A STAFFANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

By Thomas J. Dodd vice chairman, Subcommittee on Internal Security of the
, Senate Committee on the Judiciary

For better or for worse, the coming period is likely to see increasing
contact between scientists of the free world and scientists of the Com-
munist world. .

Some of these contacts will take place in connecti.on ;<ith m~e~a-
tional conferences convened by the speCIalIzed scientific SOCIetIes.
Others will take place as part of the cultural exchange program be-
tween East and 'Vest. Still other contacts will be fostered by co-
operative scientific programs Iike the International Geophysical Year.
Finallv there have been and WIll probably continue to be privately
sponsor~d conferences at which Communists and non-Communise
scientists are brought together.

III most of the contacts that have thus far taken place, the free
world scientists, although they have sometimes. argued strongly, have
not been able to compete with their Communist counte.rpa.rts. The
en.ensive use which the Communist propaganda apparatus has made
of the Pngwa.sh conferences is proof enough .()~ this, ., .

The free world scientists have no central guiding political Ideology.
The Communist scientists have such an ideolozv.
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SOME OF THOSE BEHIND THE LONDON APPEAL

LoRD BERTR.A.:!w RUSSELL

As the philosophical initiator of the London appeal and the subse-
quent Pugwash Conferences, Lord Bertrand Russe1l has, in a way, set
the background and tone of these Conferences. It is true that since
1920, Russell has carried on an energetic and continuous theoretical
struggle against the forces of communism. He admits that, "For a
little while after the death of Stalin, I, like others, had hopes that the
Soviet regime was improving. These hopes have been shattered by
events in Hungary." 71 Simnttaneously, hoWJlller,and for seme unea-
plained psychological~son, the British philooopher has:~ \IpOl;
a frenetic crusade ar-ainst our Federal Bureau of Inves£lgatJOna.na
tnll American 'courts.'" In this crusade he demonstrates close ideological
kinship with Cyrus S. Eaton, fellow initiator of ~he Pugwash Con-
ferences, "en: 'l!0Im' oonous 'JIlWlOn;~nsselI's stnytu~ agamst tJle
Amel'1c:m}undicals,ystem l\1'e ptilMtily trn-ecred In behalf of Com-
munist cases and COlhn1nntst at'01!Jm Spw.!. For evidence he does
not turn to the proceedings of the American courts hvt to writers
notorious for their pro-Communist bias. lflm!1Rn~, the vet-
eran Socialist leader, has accused Russell of a n~sll'e "to use the black-
est possible paint in depicting the American scene." 72

Russell admits, for example, that he has "been at times critical of
some things American, more particularly as regards Communist
China and- police action against American alleged Communists.""
Note the skeptical reference to "police action" and "alleged Commu-
nists." With regard to Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and Morton
Sobell, Communist atomic spies, convirted by the American courts on
the basis of exhaustive testimony, Russell has not examined the court
record but has been convinced by a book by Prof. Malcolm Sharp en-
titled "Was Justice Done!" Sharp, it should be noted, was a defense
counsel in this case and has repeatedly signed appeals ill behalf of
Communist cases." In his New Leader article Mr. Thomas denied
that Professor Sharp was "better able than the jury to judge the facts,
(,1' than the courts to judge the law.""

He adds: "Lord Russell damns the FBI by reference to Max
Lowenthal's book, 'The Federal Bureau of Investigation' I read
the book when it came out and found it, in important points,
unconvincing. • • * The force of Mr. Lowenthal's Look, I must in-
form Lord Russell, was weakened because he had a per-onal grievance

n New Leader, Feb. 18, 19ti7, p- 16.
121Lld., p. 17.

-: ~~d8'hi~'!!lJnPost. June 6. 1953. p. 8: Dally Worker, May 22, 1953, p. 6; Mar. s, 1941,
p. 2: Dee. 10.1952: Jan. 14. 1953. p. 7; Apr. 16, 1947, p. 2.

n New Leader. Pl'b. IS, 19~7, p. 19.

CONCLUSIONS

Our cvuluation of the Sixth Pugwush Conference at Moscow in
December lOGO is not complete because we are still receiving infor-
mation about it and expect to learn much more about it. From what
we now know, our conclusions, in general, apply to the Sixth Confer-
ence as validly as they do to the preceding ones. There are, however,
some important variations.

For example, it appears thus far that no strong efforts were made
by the Soviet scient ists to enforce unanimity of opi;tion upon t~e rep-
resentatives of the United States and other free nations. Thus It ma v

be that Conclusion ~o. (j does not. apply to the Sixth Conference.
1. The Pugwash Conferences were initiated, in part, by individuals

with significant records of support. .of Commumst causes, including
one leading member of the Cm.nm:r-mst Party of France.

2. Among the sponsors and initiators of the Pugwash Conferences
were indivi duals who have displayed a sharp. unreasonable, and sus-
tained hostility to the United States, its representatives, institutions,
and policies.

3. The Pugwash Conferences were approved by the Soviet Govern-
ment and the Soviet delegates were chosen. b:( the Soviet Academy
of Sciences, which operates under the discipline of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union.

4. The Pugwash Conferences were made possible through the finan-
cial support of Cyrus S. Eaton, who has shown strong. and unconcealed
sympathy for Soviet policies a;td hostility to American policies and
activities of our Government to msure national secunty.

5. Among the Soviet scientists who attended the Pugwash Con-
ferences were highranking.

y
disciplined representatives of the C?m-

munist Party of the Soviet Dillon and of the SOVIet military establish-
ment, who "ere far superior in political, diplomatic, and military
experience to the American delegates, who attended merely as individ-
ual scientists. '

6. Exploiting the natural desire o.f scientists for interna.tional co-
operation and exchange of information, the SOVIet dslegation to the
Pu{Ywash Conferences sought to impose upon American scientist-
del~gates a form of international discipline superior to the obligations
of American scientists to their own Government. Strong efforts were
made at the Conferences to enforce unanimity of opinion.

7. The Soviet delegation sought to exercise ideological leadership
at the Pugwash Conferences.

8. From the viewpoint of Soviet interests, the Pugwash Conferences
served as an organic part of their cold :"ar design to discredit Ameri-
can nuclear policy and accredit SOVIet nuclear policy within the
United States and throughout the world.

9. The Soviet. Government has extended flattering honors and recog-
nition to some Arucricn n scientists who attended the Pugwash Con-
ferences and to Cyrus S. Eaton. who made the conferences possible.

10 The "encral tenor of the Pugwash Conferences, as set by Lord
l~ ~ll and the Soviet delegation, was to weaken the will of
Amsrtcun scientists to resist Soviet aggression.

11. The Soviet delegation and others prominently ass~ciated with
the Pugwash Conferences souaht to ut.ilize the meet.ngs for purposes
of pressure upon American <Tove"nment policy. in th<; nuclear field.

12. A veil of secrecy surrounded the proceedings of the Pugwush
Conferences. The full proceedings have never been l~lade ln~bhc.m
the United States although they have been sent to Soviet Premier
Nikitll S. Khl'u~hchev.

13. The Pugwash Conferences were utilized polit icully to open the
doors to delelTl,tions from Communist countries which have not been
recognized by"'the United States. . . .,

14. The Soviet press and the Communist press In the United States
were uniformly sympllthetic to the proceedings of the Pugwash Con-
ferences.

15. In general the American scientists who pnrt.icipated in the
Pugwush Con fcrouces had. no elelll: uudersluud 1I1g'of ~he n[lt~ll'e of
the international Cornruunist couspu-ucy as ,I, ~)l""'ates III the flo!,1 of
science or of the relationship butween the SOVIet Academy of SCIence
and it~ individual members t.o the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and to the-Soviet goverl\lllellL

The excerpts above come from the 143-page 1961 pamphlet - it resembles an unbound book - for sale by the
Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, DC. Priced at 40¢ in 1961

(16d) HowBRviewed the Senate Internal Security Committee (1961):

The Pugwash Movement has recently been honoured
by the Senate Internal Security Committee (a sub-
committee of the Judiciary Committee of the United States
Senate). The report of this Committee is a truly astonishing
document. It regards it as self-evident that any person in
the West who wishes to diminish East-West tension must
be actuated by pro-Communist bias: that in any more or
less friendly contact between any Communist and any non-
Communist, the Communist must be capable of outwitting
the non-Communist, however great may be the ability of
the latter; that any Communist participant in Pugwash
Conferences must only express the policy of his Govern-
ment; but that, nevertheless, in spite of Pugwash pro-
nouncements in favour of peace, which Communists have
signed, the Russian Government is bent on war. The report
allows itself a resort to tricks which is really surprising. In

an account of me, it quotes my statement: 'We have to learn
to ask ourselves not what steps can be taken to give mili-
tary victory to whatever group we prefer, for there no
longer are such steps'-but this last phrase it omits. It
points out that my views on policy were not the same in
1948 as in 1959, and benevolently suggests, 'that, in 1948,
Russell was only 76 years old, while in 1959 he was 87'. It
omits to mention that, during the intervening years,
another change had taken place, possibly even more
important than my further descent towards senility-
namely, that, at the earlier date, America alone had the
A-bomb, whereas, at the later date, both America and
Russia had the H-bomb. It proceeds to point out that
there were Communists at the Pugwash conferences, as
though that fact alone discredited them. The aim of
diminishing East-West tension, which could not well be
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pursued in the absence of Communists, was evidently
regarded as, in itself, reprehensible. Moscow's approval of
Pauling's book No More War is guo ted as showing
Pauling's wickedness, on the ground, apparently, that no
right-minded person could oppose nuclear war.

All these, however, are minor criticisms which might
amount to no more than evidence that Western scientists,
as the Report says, are simple-minded folk, '.who blissfully
believe that Soviet participation was motivated purely
by a scholarly desire to further the cause of international
science or by an idealistic urge to advance the movement
towards disarmament and international peace'. The eagle
eyes of the Senate Internal Security Committee have pier.ced
deeper into the hidden motives of Pugwashsclentlsts.
There is a section of the report entitled 'Incitement to
'Treasonable Action'. This gives an account of the

fran "Has ManA Future?", pp.71-73.

activiues of Alan Nunn May, Julius Rosenberg, and
Klaus Fuchs, intended to give the reader the impression
that these 'traitors' were somehow connected with
Pugwash. I have seldom come across a piece of propa-
ganda more dishonest than this.

The whole tone of the report is to the effect that the
wicked Russians praise peace, while all patriotic Americans
praise war. Any unprejudiced person, reading the Report
and believing it, would inevitably be driven to .the support
of Russia. Fortunately the West is not quite so black as it
is represented to be in this Report. But it would be very
unwise to overlook the fact that Senate Committees have
immense powers of persecution, and use these powers, in
the main, to discourage and discredit every approach
towards san ity.

OPINION

atOOlicbomb. It 'lis a marvelous gift given to our country by a wise God." (NewYork(17)

COMMENT

(18) Harry Ruja would like us to knowthat the 2 radio talks in the last issue (RSN34--9)were broadcast in 1948, and
were first printed in the BOO'spublication,"The Listener", on May27 and September 3 of the same year. Harry adds,
lilt's good to have a reminder fran the Jewish Post (RSN34--l0)that BRsupported the idea of a Jewish stal;e 5 years
before its establishment."

NEWS'AIDUTMEMBERS

(19) Kevin Boggs got his B.A. in Microbiology fran the University of Florida in May. He will now do graduate wrk there
on biological nitrogen fixation. "If just a few of the important food crops could be genetically manipulated to host
a species of bacteria that can fix atmospheric nitrogen" -- replacing expensive' commercial nitrogen fertilizer--
tlit would be a great achievement in the fight to end world hunger."

(20) Alfred J. Carlson, Jr. ,M.D. -- father of 3, Bo~certified Pediatrician, in private practice for manyyears --
is working toward his Masterlsin Philosophy, at Villanova, and has nearJ.y got it.

(21) Alex Daly is Chainnan of the BflS Science Collllllitteeand teaches physics at the Pniversity of Arizona. He is about
to go to LawSchool. Unusual? Yes. "Public interest and politics (water' law ana national security as well as
immigration) are mymain present motives. A science-law canbination is rare and will be useful. For financial
reasons, I will keep teaching at U. of A."

(22) Sarah ("SaJ.ly") Primm conducts a 2-hour talk show on religion, on Sunday evenings, over KVORRadio,Colorado
Springs. She is a Humanist Counselor, AHA.

(23) Nathan U. Salmon. FormerJ.yAssistant Professor of Philosophy at Princeton, he is now Associate Professor of
Philosophy at the University of California at Riverside. Wesaw this ad for his book in the Princeton University
Press ad in The NewYork Review of Books (7/15/82)p.29

The small type says:
In this work Nathan Salmon anaJ.yzes the recent claim
made by sane direct-reference theorists that certain
forms of ,nontrivial essentialism can be derived fran
their theory. Clothbound,$25.00. Limited Paperback
Edition,$9.95.
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(24) Celebrating Popper:

IN PURSUIT OF TRUTH

Essays on the Philosophy oj Karl Popper
on the Occasion of His 80th Birthday

Edited by
PAUL LEVINSON

HUMANITIES PRESS, NEW JERSEY
HARVESTER PRESS, SUSSEX

AVAILABLE frorn HUHANITIES PRESS
Atlantic Highlands, NJ 07716

about Aug. 15, 1982 at $25.00

HONORARYMEMBERS

a convocation
ANNOUNCI NG:

THE FIRST I NTERNATJ ONAl CONVOCATIOH of THE OPEN SOCI ETY AND ITS FRJEI~DS

at TdE PRI NCE GEORGE HOTEL in New York City

NOVE~iBER 22-24, 1982

featuring addresses by F A HAYEK

DOI~Al.D T, CANPBEll

AliTONY FLElv

and 25 other speakers and discussants

The Conference will explore the pru lcsoohv of Sir KARL POPPER from three
interrelated perspectives: the destruction of the old epistemology;

.the erection of a new ects temo locv: evolutionary epistemology;
and the presuppositions of the open society,

Conference registration ree : $25.00
(U.S. funds)

(Special early registration fee.
received before Sept.emce.r 15, 1982
$20 in" U.S. funds)

Accomodations at the Prince George:

$48 (U.5.) single OCCupancy per nigh

$27 (U.S.) double occupancy per
pe r-son per night

Please make checks payable to Paul Levinson/The Open Society)
and send to Prof. Paul Levinson, Fairleigh Dicki nson Universi t y ,

Teaneck, NJ 07666, U.S.A.

Reservations must be received by October 15, 1982 to assure accomodations.

For further information write to Paul Levinson at the above address,
or phone: (212) 548-0435.

TURN OVER PLEASE for

CONFERENCE PROGRMi as of 7/82

('25) SchUpp tells it like it is. Professor Paul Arthur Schilpp, winner of the fira:.Bertrani Russell Society Award (1980),
gave the COllDllencementAddress at Southern Ulinois University on May15, 1982, titled ''Whither?''. This is it:

Mr. Chancellor, Mr. President, members of the Board of Trustees, members of S I U's faculties, Distinguished
Guests, parents and other relatives of our graduates, and last, though far from least - for this is,after all,
YOURday _ today's graduates, my fellow students:

Customarily cOllDllencement-speakersbegin their remarks with congratulations to the graduates. I find this
difficult, to say the least. For, after 60 years of university-teaching, I !mowthat your education, so far from
being completed, has only just "conmenced"! And, with the unemployment situation being what it is toda;v, it
certainly would not be kind to congratulate you on the job which for many of you: does not seem to be awaiting
you next week. ,tnd, worst of all, how could I possibly, with any degree of honesty,. coogratulate you at the
kind of a world into which you are graduating? I could perhaps congratulate you on having canp1eted some
particular course of study; and this I am glad to do. But in doing so, I am reminded of another comaencement-,
occasion a few years ago.

It took place at Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore. on the occasion of a graduating class of M.D.I s. As
conmencement-speaker the graduates had chosen a world-famous physician-surgeon, who, in his address, told the
graduates that, since they were just fresh out of medical school, they obviously had been taught all the latest
that medicine had discovered, invented and achieved. That, consequent1y,they came out of medical school !mow.ing
much, much more than the actually practicing physicians. Hearing him thus go on and on, the graduates' heads
began to swell until the speaker came to his peroration, saying: "Perhaps half of the things you have learned
are true; unfortunately, I cannot tell you ~ half."

As a mere philosopher, I would not even dare to be that sanguine. If one-tenth of what you have learned in
college is so, I would say that you are very fortunate;" indeed. But, again, I cannot tell you ~ tenthl
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It used to be said that ''Where there is no vision the people perish" (Proverbs). But, what vaaaon can anyone
recODDnendto you today? The vision that~ooms up before anyone who has the nerve to look at the existing facts
and then dares to project tomorrow from what he is able to see today is that of a no-longer-existing humanity
on a despoiled planet wiped out by nuclear war: obviously no vision to be enjoyed!-

One thing which .!!2!! seem to be the case - in the light of the ever-escalating armaments race between the
world's two super-powers - is that, whether we like to face up to it or not _ we do have to think the
unthinkable (as even TIMEMagazine in its recent cover story,6 weeks a8c>,foundit necessary to renand us).
And the unthinkable is the possibility of annihilating every living thing from this planet!

Perhaps you opine that a day of celebration like today is not the time to be reminded of such possibilities.
But, as a philosopher, I consider it my duty to try to induce you to think even on a day of supposed celebration.
If TIMEMagazine finds it necessary to do so, howmuchmore a supposed philosopher! Andthis all the more so
when I find that most of my fellow-citizens have been turning a deaf ear to such voices of warning for over 30
years now, even when the voice was that of a President of the United States (hiJriself a General) or that of the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of all America's armed forces.Since TIME's issue of March 20th, almost
every magazine,and even newspapers such as the"Southern Illinoisan"and the "Daily Egyptian" ,have been trying to
call us to our senses on this issue. Yet, as you knowfrom your ownviewing of TVand reading of papers,
neither the administration in Moscownor the one in Washington,DCseems to be paying the slightest attention to
these warnings. Both seem to be ignorantly going on not only with the nuclear race~ but increasing it and asking
our people to support such increases. Each super-power tells the world that the nuclear weapons NOWin their
possession can annihilate the humanrace not once but 25 times over. What neither seems ever to ask - let alone
tell us - is: Whois going to do it the second time when the annihilation is complete on the first time
around? Yet each administration is bent on increasing its destructive arsenal ever more. This insanity must be
stopped! World.-widecatastrophe cannot be avoided by heaping insanity upon insanity.

But it' you yourselves are inclined to turn a deaf ear to both TIMEMagazine and to a mere philosopher, then,
please, listen, firlt.to President Eisenhower: Onthe evening of January 18th, 1961, in his farewell address to
the American people (i.e., the night before he left office), Eisenhower tried to warn us as follows. I quote:

The conjunction of an illmense military establishment and a large arms industry is new in Amarican experience.
The total influence - economic, political, even spiritual - is felt in every city, every statehouse, every
office of the Federal Government••• Wemust not fail to comprehend its grave implications. Our toil, resources,
and livelihood are all involved. So is the very structure of our society.

"In the councils of government,"Eisenhower went on,

we must guard against the acquisition of unwarrented influence, whether sought or unsought, by the milit8JJ=
industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist •

• ••Disarmament, with mutual honor and confidence, is a continuing imperative. Together we must learn how
to composeour differences,not with arms, but with intellect and decent purpose.

More than 21 years have passed since that presidential warning. Today it is all too obvious that, while mostor
our fellow-citizens may have heard those words, they certainly did not listen.Neither did the State Department
or the White House. -

I shall never forget the time when the 20th Century's greatest scientist personally retold me the story of lolha.t
happened when, a year after World War II, a reporter from the NewYork Times came to see him in Princetcn to ask
the question: "Whatwill be the weapons in World War III?" to lolhichEinstein replied:"I am sorry that I can
not answer this question because I do not know. But I can tell you for a certainty what will be the weapons in
World War IV, namely: sticks and stones!"

Let us not forget that the great BeatIe singer, John Lennon, for whomyou students marched in a candlelight
parade on this campuswhen he was murdered, tried to fight against war. As a peace activist, he spoke up
courageously in manyways and no one ~ ever forget his song, "Give Peace A Chance." others of you ~
remember seeing the dramatization of Nevil Shute's "On The Beach", which finds only 2 humanbeings alive after
a nuclear war.

On the other hand I cannot agree with BobDylan's famous two lines, "If God is on our side, He will stop the
next war." Goddid not stop the first two world wars.And because He endowedman with freedom of choice, it is
up to .J!!! to stop it:--

But if you think that President Eisenhower's warning was fairly drastic, I invite you, finally, to listen to
the words spoken even 13i years before Eisenhower's Farewell Mdress. At an Armistice Day (now called Veterans
Day) address before the Boston Chamberof Commerce.(scarcely a radical organization) on November10th, 1948,
this speaker tried to rouse his audience with this searing blast:

With the monstrous weapons man already has (remember, this was 1948!), humanity is in d~er of being
trapped in this world by its moral adolescents. OUrknowledge of science has clearly outstripped our capacity
to control it. Wehave too manymen of science, too few men of God. Wehave grasped the mystery of the atom
and rejected the Sermon on the Mount. Manis stumbling blindly through a spiritual darkness while toying
with the precarious secrets of life and death. The world has achieveEl brilliance without wisdom, power without
conscience. Ours is a world of nuclear giants and ethical infants. Wl!Iknowmore about war than we knowabout
peace, more about killing than we knowabout living. This is our Twentieth Century's claim to distinction and
to progress.
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Those were not the words of a pacifist, clergyman, philosopher, educator, poet, or bleary-eyed visionary,
dreamer, commencement-speaker, or do-gooder j they were uttered by General omar Nelson Bradley, a five-star
general and, at the time he spoke, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Let his words sear into our
consciousness! They are far more powerful than anything I could possibly say. It must be clear to anyone
hearing those words that America paid no more attention to General Bradley than it paid to President
Eisenhower.

"Ethical infants" General Bradley calls us - and so we are. In fact, one comes to wonder whether anyone in
the White House or State Department has any idea of ethics (remember "Watergate" or the "Bay of Pigs") • We
certainly seem to know how to kill. Do we know how to live?

Yet this is the kind of world into which you are graduating - a world which was not of your making, but which
we, your elders, are bequeathing to you. There can no longer be any question that we, your elders, have miserably
failed. If you cannot do any better than we have done, humanity is doomed.

Many of you have, rightfully, opposed our presence.dn such places as El Salvador. But that, after all, is a
relatively minor matter when compared with the annihilation of what we have come to know as "civilization" or
the very existence of the human race. To stop the insanity of even contemplating annihilation must now be our
first priority. At IIJ;!l age, what have I to lose? But you?!

Of what value is a se-called university education, .if it cannot help prepare us to take on the enemies of
humankind, wherever they may be found?! Even if in our own house. And surely, those who are so persistently
at work preparing for the possible demise of the human race - surely, if anyone - those are the real enemies
of mankind.

I'll dare you to go forth from these exercises and take on any and all goverrunents which persist in continuing
the present insanity. If you fail at this point, no one will be left to tell the tale.

America's dream is not dead it is only hidden under the bushel of selfish nationalism, rampant militarism,
and would-be imperialism, which are eating at the very fabric of our society.

I'll challenge you to proceed to recover America's great dream of world-brotherhood, so that this beloved
country of ours, already hallowed by the sacrificial deaths of millions of our fellow-citizens, may - instead
of disappearing from the earth - rise to a new rebirth of freedom, justice and democracy, the hope not only
of America but of all mankind!

(Copyright by Paul Arthur SchUpp) (Thank you, DCli JACKANICZ)

NEWMEMBERS

(26) We warmly welcome these new members:

JERRYBAKER/1811S. Buchanan/Little Rock,AR 72204
FELIPE BERRO/POBox 3464/University of Idaho/Moscow, In 83843
E. E. BRENNAMAN/129N. Goliad/Amarillo, TX 79106
JUDITHG. CIEAVELIN/1936N. Clark St. (Jll)/Chicago, IL 60614
ROMANDI VALENTI/259S. Roxbury Dr./Beverly Hills, CA.90212

LARRYD. DORITY/2002Liberty St ./Bonham, TX 75418
EDWARDM. JOHNSON!743North Rush St./ChJ.cago, IL 60611
M. JAVADKHAN/560Riverside Dr.(2N)(NY NY10027
GEORGES. LUWS,JR./Temple Team/APONY09090
RICHARDA. M:COUN/5692Oak MeadowDr./Yorba Linda, CA 92686

PHILIP WATSONOBIKA/Cam Postal 7540/Sao Paulo CEP OlOOO/BrazU
THOMASF. ROLFSEN/306Diamond St./San Francisco,CA 94114
JANETM. RUSSELl/18 E. Bridge, St.(A)/Dublin, OH43017
TIMJTHYS. ST. VINCENT/ 240 W. Emerson St. /Melrose, MA02176

JOHNE. SONNTAG/10lG St.,SW (A313)/Washington,DC 20024
DR. PAULA. SPENGIER/146Cloverside Drive/West Seneca, NY14224
CAPT. MICHAELH. TAINT/400 W. Central (410)/Wichita, KS 67203
DANIELTORRES/Wl NE 50th (3)/Seattle, WA98105
PATRICIATURNER/I022S. Crescent Heights/Los Angeles, CA90035

ELIZABETHVALENTINE/315S. Main/Eaton Rapids, MI 48827
JANETR. WIlSON/13l8 Wesley/Evanston, IL 60201
JEFFREYA. WILSON/ditto
RABBISHERWINT. WINE/555 South Woodward/Birmingham,MI 48011
MIKEWIRTH/33Park Av./Dansville, NY14437
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NEWADDRESSES& OTHERCHANGES

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

VIVIANBENTON-RUBELj1324Palmetto St./Clearwater. FL 33515
GLENNASTONECRANFORD/1500Johns Road/Augusta. GA30904 (Mrs. Peter G. Cranford)
ALEXDELY/6150 E. 31st/Tucson. AZ 85711
ARTHURL. DE MUNITIZ/4121Wilshire Blvd.(21§)/Los Angeles. CA90010
KATHLEENFJERMEDAL(1555Princeton St./Santa Monica.CA 90404

DAVIDGOLDMAN.M.D./35E. 85th St./NY NY10028
THOMASGRUNDBERG/Uardavl!genA 63/5-223 71 Lund. Sweden
STEPHENHAMBY/3206Ack1en Dr •• S.W.(B-24)/Huntsville. AL 35805
MARKR. HARRYMAN/POBox 1885/Chula Vista. CA 92012
MARTINLIPrn/7724 Melita Av./N. Hollywood.CA 91605

SUSANAIDA MAGGI/Room1457/United Nations/PO Box 20/NY NY10163-0020
PETERMEDLEY/2571N.Humboldt Blvd./Milwaukee. WI 53212
THEOMEIJER/PO Box 93/Abbotsford.B.C./Canada V2S 4N8
KENNETHJ. M'ID:YrT/1380SW4th St ./Boca Raton.FL 33432
KARINE. PETERSON/Grinnell College (Box 5.4)/Grinnell.IA 50112

PROF. RICHARDP. PHARIS/Biology Dept./University of Calgary/Ca1gary.Canada T2N lN4 (drop Vivian Pharis)
DR. DONROBERTS/Dept. of Philosophy/University of Water1oo/Water1oo.Ont./Canada N2L 3Gl (drop Lorraine Roberts)
DONNAWEIMER/327Harris Dr./State College. PA 16801
KEITHYUNDT/3716Ranfield Rd.(l)/Kent.OH 44240

CONTRIBUTIONS

(28) Your attention, please! The BRSTreasury is just about flat. Membership renewals this year are down. probably
due to tight money. But expenses are up: advertising rates are up. printing costs are up, postage is up. You
could say we are in a predicament.

One casualty might well be the $500 BRSDoctoral Grant that we have been offering annually( since 1979) to the
graduate student who qualifies. See (13). We may have to suspend it for '83. which would be unfortunate.

We know that many of you do not have money to spare. All the more reason why contributions from those of you
who are able to send them would be particularly helpful to us now.

Please do what you can. We need your help. Any amount is welcane. Send it c/o the newsletter. address on Page 1,
bottom. Thanks!

(29) We thank these members for their contributions to the BRSTreasury: JOHNFOTIt CHARLESHILL, DONJACKANICZ,
JACKRAGSDALE,HARRYRUJA, WAYNESANGSTER,WILLIAMVALENTrnEand (as always!) KATHYFJERMEDAL••• and DON
ROBERTSfor his contribution to the BR Mem9rial (London):

MONEYMATTERS

(30) "Russell". As you know, all BRBmembers receive "Russell: The Journal of The Bertrand Russell Archives", published
by the McMaster University Library Press. We think very highly of it and no doubt so do our members.

A problem has arisen as a result of the increased cost of publishing "Russell". McMaster finds it necessary to ask
the BRSto pay $2.50 more per member (per year).

The BRSTreasury has no extra money. We have been able to pay our bills, but we have no surplus.

If we are to pay an additional $2.50, we will have to raise our dues by that amount.

We are reluctant to raise dues; and in any case we would not want to raise dues in these circumstances without
the members' pennission. The decision to consult the members was made at the recent annual meeting. We are going
to put it to a vote. The ballot (last page of this newsletter) has a section asking you to vote "yes" or "no" to
a $2.50 increase :lll dues, starting :lll '83.

We think there are compelling reasons for voting "yes"; (1) "Russell" is an excellent publication and, in our opinion,
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no one interested in BRshould be without it. (2) The $2.50 raise is a bargain compared with the cost of an
individual subscription ($7.50). (3) The consequences of voting "no"are all undesirable: (a) you would not
receive "Russell" starting in '83; (b) it would weaken our ties to the Russell Archives, for our present
arrangement - that provides "Russell" to every BRSmember- is a gesture of support for the work being
done at the Archives, and we think it most appropriate that the ms should show this kind of support;
(c) it would penalize the Archives financially, because it seems unlikely that a substantial number of BRS
members would subscribe to "Russell" at the new individual rate of $7.50 per year.

If' the majority votes "yes" you will continue to receive "Russell" as before, and your dues will increase by
$2.50 a year, starting in '83.

If the majority votes "no", it will save the BRSthe cost of the present group subscription, but we will not
lower dues, because the BRSTreasury can use the money!

Weurge you to vote "yes".

ElECTIONOFDIRECTORS

(31) We elect Directors, 8 of them, for 3-year tems starting 1/1/83. Please use the ballot at the end of this newsletter.
There are 11 candidates. We like 'em all, but there are only 8 openings. Take your pick. Here they are, in
reverse alphabetical order. You need not sign your ballot; it can be a secret ballot, if you prefer it that way.

DANWRAY(Hollywood). BRSmember since 1975.Playwright and screen writer. Attends local (Los Angeles area)
BRSmeetings and presentations. Especially interested in BRas an intellectual historian, as in "A History
of Weetern Philosophy".

CAROLR. SMITH(Seattle) is a 5-year memberwith 28 years of business and professional experience. Her
B.A. is in Sociology, from the University of Washington. Belongs to AI, ADA,Greenpeace, Audubon. Is
strong on organization and creativity.

_ STEPHENJ. REINHARDT(Wilmington) has been a member since the BRS's first year, 1974, and has atterded
every meeting. He was BRSTreasurer for many years, and has been a Director since 1976.

_ JIM MCWILLIAM:i(Eagle Pass,Texas), BRSmember since the Year One (1974). AHA,ACID, Sierra Club. Fulbright
Scholar (India). Describes self as "occasional teacher (German, English), fanner and storekeeper." Currently
teaching English as a second language to Spanish-speaking students at Eagle Pass. "I invite members to visit
me in the garden spot." Attended several annual meetings;took photos of the '82 meeting (pp 2 & 3).

MARVINKOHL(Fredonia, NY) is a Professor of Philosophy at SUNY,Fredonia. Has had a life-long int erest in BR's
writings. Has written books and articles on Abortion and Euthanasia. With Paul Kurtz, he drafted "A Plea for
Benificent Euthanasia", has been an active Humanist, helped draft Humanist Manifesto II.

DWALDHYLTON(Pico Rivera,CA) teaches math in secondary schools, and is working for his doctorate in
Educational Psycho1ogy.His primary academic interests are math and philosophy. "I consider myself a citizen
of the universe. I despair for the future of mankind."

_ DAVIDHARI'(Rochester lis a 4-year member, has attendeq 3 of the last 4 annual meetings. At the '81 meeting,
he gave a talk on BR's advice to the English left (ignored) .His interest in BRled him to sperid a leave of
absence in Cambridge (England), which he wrote up for the newsletter (RSN30-27). He also wrote "Russell on
Marx"(RSN30-14).

_ lESTERDENONN(Brooklyn) is a distinguished lawyer, a BRSHonorary Memberand Director, and editor or co-editor
of "The Basic Writings of Bertrand Russe11","The Wit and Wisdcm of Bertrand RUSSEl'll",and"Bertrand Russell's
Dictionary of Mind, Manners and Morals".Also "Recollections of 3 Hours with Bertrand Russell" (RSN14-16).

JACKCOWlES(NYC)is a retired naval officer (Commander/Aviator/Intelligence) and has been interested in BR
since taking BR's course in Philoso}ily at UCLAin 1940. A member since '76, a ERSDirector since '79.

_ KENNETHBLACKWELL(Hamilton, Ontario ) is Archivist of the Russell Archives, Editor of "Russell", a Founding
Memberof the BRS, and a BRSDirector since its founding.

- LOUISACHESONJR.(Encino, CAl 4-year member. 30 years with Hughes Aircraft;now Senior Scientist(aer.os~ce engineer
and systems analyst);on NASAspace projects for past 10 years. World Federalists, Worldview Exploration
Seminars, International Cooperation Council (now Unity-in-Diversity Council). As a teen-ager, read "Selected
Papers of Bertrand Aussell" and has been hooked on BRever since.

Please vote! Whynot right now? Turn to the ballot on the la>t page.

(32) Board vacancies.Bob Davis ncminates2 members - PAULARTHURSCHILPPand STEVEMARAGIDES- to fill the unexpired
tems of former members, AdamPaul Banner and P. K. Tucker, who were originally elected for the )-year period
1981-1983. BElS Bylaws (Article VI, Section 6) provide that vacancies on the Board may be filled by a majority
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vote of the remaining Directors. Professor Schilpp needs no introduction. He is an Honorary Member, and won the
first BRS Award (1980)(RSN27-17,26). Steve Maragides is an attorney employed by the State of Illinois Department
of Revenue. A member since 1975, he has attended 5 of the last 6 annual meetings. His degress are in Journalism
(from Northwestern) and Law (from U. Illinois).
These 2 nominees, if approved, will serve as Directors for the unexpired terms, which run until 1/1/84

* Directors (only), please vote on this. Use Part 3 of the ballot on the last page.

NEWSLETTER MATTERS

How to help the newsletter.When you come across a reference to BR -- or a reference to something he was interested
in _ in your reading, please let us know about it, for possible use in the newsletter. If you are in doubt as to
its suitability, send it anyway and let us see it. Send a clear, clean photocopy, ,if possible. Please remenroer
that the newsletter depends, in large part, on material that members send. Thanks!

Minutes of the Members' Annual Meeting, 1982:

The Ni.'PlthAnnual Meeting of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. was held
Friday I June 25 through Sunday, June 27 I 1982 at the Sheraton Townhouse Hotel,
2961 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, California.

Fridav, SMa 25. 1982

At 8: 00 p.m. President Robert K. Davis called the first session to order
in the hotel's Viscount Room. Following his greeting and introductory remarks,
Bertrand Russell, a thirty minute film, was presented. The session concluded
with a panel discussion entitled "NewHopes for a Changing World Revisited--Rus-
sell and the 1980's" which examined the applicability of Russell's 1951 book to
contemporary world problems. Robert K. Davis was Panel chairman. Panelists
were Louis K. Acheson Jr., Donald Hylton, Donald W. Jeckanacz , am. Dan Wray, each
of whomwere provided ten minutes for an opening statement after which gr-oup and
audience discussion followed. The session was adjourned at 10: 00 p.m. at which
time the first· session 'of the Board of r:~ectors Annual Meeting was called to
order ill 1:..1.eViscount Room.

Saturday, June 26, 1982

The second. session was ca.lled to order in the hotel's WedgewoodRoomat
9125 a.m. by Robert K. Davis. Projector mechanical problems prevented the sched-
uled film, Bertrand Russell Discusses Power. from being shown. Robert K. Davis
then presented a talk entitled "Russell end World Government." Following a brief
refreshment period, the f1xst of two Society Business Meeting sessions was held.

Announcement was made of the previous- evening's Board of Directors election
of Society officers whose terms run for one year beg1."Ulingupon their election--
Donald W. Jackan1cz, President: Jacqueline Ber-tcon-Payon, Vice President I Cherie
Ruppe, Secretary; Dennis J. Darland, Treasurer. Also announced were the election
of Harry Ruja as Board of Directars Cha1rma.nand Cherie Ruppe as Board of Direc-
tors Secretary. At the new President's request, former President Davfe -cont.anued
to chair the Society Meeting. Former Secretary Donald W. Jackanicz read the Min-
utes of the 1981 Annual Meeting: these were approved as read. Treasurer Dennis
J. Darland then gave a summaryof Society income and expeneee , referring members
to his regular RfnsS!l.11 SQCietv..New:s-oreperUa'for details. •

Former President Davis outlined the following about. his activities and views:

1. In 1981-1982 he attended humanist meetings in College Park, Maryland
and New York City.
2. He is working with Gerald Larue to plan a Fall 1982 West Coast "v odce
of Reason" conference to appose Moral Majority influence.
3. Paul Kurtz of Prometheus Press has cor-responded with him on the pos-
sible pubUcation of Dora Russell's The Tamarisk Tree, II (not yet avail-
able through a North American company) am her (unpublishei) book on the
machine age. A Prometheus Press offer tc publish 'thr-ee popular Russell
e seay s 'With Society cooperation will probal::ly not work out as the pub-
lisr .•er would require the Society to purchase a large number of the
rather expensively priced volumes for financing.
4. He suggest.e the- Socie-ty work to keep Russell books in print and to
bring back into print such contemporary titles as CommonSense and Nu-
clear Warfare and Has Man a Future?
5. No progress has been made on securing a permanent home for the
Lester E. Dennon Russell 'tibrary or attempting to raise funds for a
sculpture of Will and Ariel Durant for a Los Angeles park; hosevervhe
will continue working toward these ends.

Attention theX" t.urned to the resignation of Peter G. Cranford from t..~eBoard
of Directors and the series of related events occurring over the year following
the 1981 Annual Mee"'::ing. Robert K. Davis read former Chairman of t:-,e Board Cran-
ford's June 10, 1982 resignation letter and provided an account of Pet-er G. Cr5.cf6rd' s
effarts durir...g the past year to reverse the expul sdcn of John Sutcli.ffe. These
efforts, he maintained, took considerable liberties with the BRSBylaws and alien-
ated a majority of t.."leBoar-d of Directors, they would not have z-eeLec-t.edhim Chair-
man tbis yea:r. He concluded by stating he has a large set of suppor-t tng documents
in his possession, which are available for individual examination. Lee Eisler
and Donald \f{. Jackar .•icz agreed wit..'1the Davis account of events, and also have sup-
porting documents. other members giving their opinions were Robert Lombardi, Steve

MINUTES

Maragides, Harry Ruja, Jack Ragsde.Le, and Dan Wray. A mot1on was then made by Joe
Cormar. and seconded. by Jack Ragsdale that Peter G. Cranford be given an opportunity
tc examine these ~inutes prior to publication in Russell Societv Newsand to make
any comments about them as an appendix to the Minutes. This motion was carried. Acting
Secre.ta.ry Donald". Jackandcz stated he vonld-corrtac't Peter G. C'r-anfoz-d accordingl;,.

A Society Byla·•..s amendment concerning Article X, Section 1, "Bylaw amend-
ments" was proposed. by Robert K. Davis and seconded by Lee Eisler to aLt.ez-the
Section's wording to the follOWing:

These Bylaws may be amended by a majority vote of the Society voting
at a meeting called at least in part for t..'">.ispurpose. and after prior
notification of at least thirty days, or by mail througb the Newsletter.
In the case of mail ballots, the proposed change 1s to be speoafded
w:ith supporting argument-s in a Newsletter issue; in the following issue
other vaeve are to be presented and a ballot provided.

Dfscuss'ion centered on the proponent's claim that this amendment would demo-
cratically broaden member participation in the amerrlment process which until
this time has been restricted to those members present at Armual Meetings.
This amendment,was accepted rlth a vote of 1es--15, No--O, Abstain--4.

At 12: 15 p.m. -tne first Society Business Meeti.."'lgsesadon concluded and the
Meeting itself was recessed far lunch.

The Meeting was reconvened at 1: 25 pvm , as The Life and Times of Bertrand
Russell, a forty minute film, was screened. Al Seckel then presented his paper
entitled "Hueae l.I am the Cuban Missle Crisis" which was followed by discussion.
Robert K. Davie announced the recipient of the 1982 BRS Award, Dr. Henr-y W.
Kendall, who, among other not.escr-tay accomplishm.ents, has disting-.lished himself
by his cpposat.acn to nuclear weapons. Robert K. Davis also read a letter
from Pet.er Cadogan on the European peace movement and ment doned the Oc-tober 1982
Vienna peace movementgati-.e:ting i.tl \oi1ic~.members may ...-is; tc par-tdctpat.e •

After a brief r-et'reahnerrt break, Dr. Timothy J. Hayes of Physicians for
Social Responsibility and the Council for Liberal Education introduced a film,
"The Last Epidemic," in which a group of physicio.ns, scientists, and former
military officials described wr.at would happen to the exemplar! city of San
Franciscc were e. single major a-tomi.c bombdetonated over it. Dr. Hayes next
presented a talk on the ecological and medical consequences of large scale nu-
clear wa...""'fare.

The session was adjourned at 4:48 p an , At 6:30 pvm , t."1eeecord session 0-:
the Board of Directors Annual Meeting was called to order in Room 902 of t.'1.e hotel.
Due to an unexpected scarcity of the scotch for which it was named, the trad.it::'on-
al Red Hackle Hour was net held: instead, nenber s rested or ir..fo=mally gathered
before comir..gtogether- again at 7: 30 pvm , for the Banquet h aLd in the hot.e) 's
Inner Te1:Tace. After the fine meal, a film, "Ob , Wha:';.a Lovely war," to which
Russell referred in his Autcc·ioe;ra:ol"'y,was presented in aI1.adjoining r-oom, The
evening's events concluded at 1l:50 p-m ,

Suniay, June Z?, 1982

At 8:40 a cm , the t."ird and final sessior. of the Beard of :Cirectcr~ AnnuaI
Meeting was held in Room902.

The t::irrl and final eessaon of the 50ci~"ty AnnuaL Meet:.ng was called to or-der
at 9127 a.m. in the Viscount Boca 'b)' Dcra.Id 'if, :"acka..crcz. T::e' second of ~:.•.., -Sc-
c1ety !;nintlss f.1eet1."lgsess1ons~~egan _;.'"i'tf. -}!2-~ F1nja moving and-Lee Eis':?=" sec-.
~oo1..'lgt-'lat the fi=st sentence of the Society ByLawe, Article VII, Secticr. 1,
"-Office:::'s" be amended tc read as follows: "The officers of t.~e Society shaH
consist of a president, a vice president, a secretary, a -tr-eesur-er, and other
vice presidents for special areas as deemed ciesL-ra:'le by t~e Boar-dof Directors."
It was stated t.~-:. the Board of Directors, pending acceptance of t.~e Society
Byla"s amendment, had elected Robert K, Davis Vice President/SpeCial Projects
am Lee Eisler Vice 'President/Information. (For details of the special ar-ea
vice president proposal, see the acconpanydng Board of Director::; M:in'Utes.) Steve
Rein.lJardt then voiced reservations to this change, pa-..-tict:.larl)· regarding the
Vice President/Special Pro ject e position whose incumbent m:.gnt without authori-
zation involve the Society in the ccrrtr-over-sda I affairs of indiviCuals and ather
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organizations. SimUa= criticism was offered by other members. After this dis-
cussion, the a.menimm was ~ied with a vct.e of Yes--7, No--O, Absta1n--;.
Robert K. Davis and tee Eisler spoke about their new positions in whic.'J they
would essentially be performing the same duties they had previously un:i.ertaken.

Lee Eisler also urged all members to sul:xnit materials to Russell Society
News for possible publication; he explained 1i' one were unsur-e of t.~e SUitability
Of"'an item, it should nevertheless be su1:mitted an:i would be includ.ed if found
to be appropriate editorially. He then announced the Board's decision for a
Russell Society News ballot concerning the possibility of increasing membership
dues to cover the subscription increase for Russell: '!'he Journal of the :Bertrand
Russell Arch.lves.

President Jackanicz announced the Boar-d of Directors' decision to form an
ad hoc committee staffed by Steve Reinr,a--..it, Lee Eisler, and himself to review
the Society and Board ByLawe am recommendreiorms. He also announced the Board's
decision that tile next Society Annua.l Meeting be held in Hamilton, Ontario in con-
nection with the June 1983 Bertrand Russell Archives symposium on Russell's non-
technical writings. With no fur-ther business at hani, the Society Business Meeting
was adjourned and the gavel was presented to Robert K. Davis who presided over the
remainier of the pr-ogram,

Minutes of the Directors' Annual Meeting,1982:

The Board of Directors of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. met in thr-ee
sessions on Friday, June 25, Saturday, June 26, and Sumay, June 27, 1982 at
the Sheraton 'IcwnhouaeHotel, 2961 Wilshire .socrevere , Los Angeles, California.

Friday, June 25, 1982

Because of' ti1e resignation of Peter G. Cranford as Chairman of the Board of
Directors, Bo6XdSecretary Donald W. Jackanicz called tne first session to order
at 10:24 p.m. in the hotel's Viscount Room. The following nine Board nember-e
were present: Jacqueline Ber-thon-Bayon, Jack R. Oovl es , Dennis J. Darl.a.nd,
Robert K. Davis, Lee Eisler, Donald W. Jackanicz, Jack Ragsdale, SteIhen J.
Re1Ilhardt, and Hatty nuja , The following nine Board mem.berswere not present:
Kenneth Blackwell, Alex Dely, Lester E. Denonn, Ali Ghaemi, Edwin E. Hopkins,
Hugh S. Moorhead, Cherie Ruppe, Warren Allen Smith, ani Katharine Tait.

Secretary Jackandcz read. the former Chairman I s letter of resignation, 1'/h1ch
also stated Board memberJ. B. Ne1la.nds had resigned, as well as a letter the
Secretary had received. from J. :B. Heilands affiIming his resignation. The Sec-
retary then called for nomina:t1ons for Board Chai...~. Only one ••as made--Lee
Eisler nominated Ha.rr"J Ruja with tJtep-en J ° Reinhardt secoDiing the nomination.
With a vote of Yes--8, No--O, Abstain--l, Harry :Ruja.was elected. Board Chairman.
Secretary Jackanicz then handed the gavel to Cha.i...~ Ruja who made a brief ac-
ceptance speech. The Secreta.rJ° read the Minutes of the 1981 Board Annual Meeting;
these were approved as read.

To fill one of the unexpired D1rector terms, Robert K. Davis nominated Paul
Arthur SchUpp; this nomination was eecorded by Lee Eisler. How-ever, citing
Article VI, Section 6 of the Society Bylaws, Cha1l:'ma.nRuja ruled that no Board
vacancies could be fUled unless a majority of the Board was present.

Dennis J. Darland gave the Treasurer's report which r...ated the Society's
cash balance was $2,395.],4 as of March 31. 1982. He explained that a more CUI-
rent balance figure could not be immediately proV1ded because of recently written
checks, mostly in connection with the 1982 Annual Meeting. Thp.Treasurer's report
was accepted. as read.

Discussion turned to the election of officers. Robert K. Davis nominated.
Donald. W. Ja.ckanicz for President I this nomina:tion was eeccrded by Harry nuja ,
Jacqueline Berthen-Fayon nominated Robert K. :DaVisfor President; this nomina-
tion was eecorded by Dennis J. Darland. ChaUman Ruja det.ermaned a secret bl.l-
lot was required.. ".""Ili...respo"nse,Jack R..=C~les:.a+..ated he Ha. pleltsed the new
Chainlan had chosen to follow formal parliamentary procedures in this and other
Board matters. Jack R. Cowles and Jack Ragsdale were requested to count the bal-
lots whose votes were Donald W. Jacka.nicz--8, Robert K. Davis-I. For the office
of Vice President, Donald W. Jackanicz first no:m1..natedStelta J. Reinhardt and
then Jack R. Cowles; however, both declined thej,x nomUlations. St.ep1en J. Reinhardt
nomihated Jacqueline Ber-thcn-Payon r this nomination was seconded by Robert K.
Davis. She was unanimously eLec t.ed , For both Society and Board Secretary, Lee
Eisler nominated Robert K. nevt sr however, he declined. this nomi.rn.tion. Donald
W. Jackanicz then nom.d..na..tedCherie Ruppe I with Robert K. Davis seconding the
nomination. She vas elected. bJ- the vote of Yes--8, No--O, AbS""..ain--l. For
Treasurer, Robert K. Davis nominated Dennis J. Darland, with Jacquel~e B.erthon-
"payon second.1.ngthe nomination. He was unanimously elected. His work -ee
Treasurer was then praised by 'Robert K. Davis, particularly because of his ex-
cellent quarterly reports.

Several Bylaws ameniments were next. introduced, however it was decided these
would be discussed at a later time. The last order of busdneas concerned the
date and site of the 1983 Annual Meeting. Lee Eisler reported on t.'l.e possibility
of holding a June 1983 Meeting at Hamilton, Ol'ltario in conjunct.acn w"'iththe Bez--
trand Russell Archives' symposium on Russell's non-technical \o,7itings. The Board
discussed the merits of such an arrangement, and Lee offered to contact Kenneth
Blackwell for "further information. With the late hour, it was agreed that the
Board would again meet the next day at a time and place to be announced
The Meeting was 'recessed at lll37 p.m.

SaturdaY, June 26, 1982

The seccrd session of the Board Meeting was called. to order by Chairman Ruja
at. 6: J8 p.m.. in t..••e hotel's Room902. Except for Robert X. Davis who was not
present, the same list of present and absent members applied for this session.

Step"enJ. Rein"lardt introduced a resolution, seconded. by Jack Ragsdale, as
follows:

Peter Crani'ord took a leading part in the affairs of the Bertram
Russell Society from its inception, first as its President am
then as its Chairman. On the occasion of his resigna:tion from
the Board. tQ.e Board expresses its gratitude to Peter for helping
to establish the Society am for giVing freely of his t1Jne am
energy 'to further its prospects. The Board urges Peter to con-
tinue 'to present hi::! views on Society matters and assures him of
their respectful reception.

The Board approved the resolution with a vote of Yes--6, No--O, Abstain--2.

Lee Eisler then proposed that Article X of the Society Bylaws be amended to
allow for mail ballots for Society Bylaws amendments. Hie motion was seconded b:v

Twotalks or. the Moral Majority and the attack on ideological :pluralism fol-
lowed. Dr. Gerald Larue spoke first about his experiences cOl1J..7ontingreactionary
religious spokesmen and attempted. to analyze the founiations of tne Moral Majority
movement. Then Robert Burkett of People for the American Way introduced his or-
ganization's film, "The Religious Right," which captured Moral Majority leaders
uttering extreme statements. A lively discussion period followed.

The Meeting was adjourned at 12: 00 p vm • after which members informally talked
in the garden outside the Viscount Room. Jim McW"illia.msinvited all present to be
photlilgralhed by hdm, After a series of flIrewells and departures I some members en-
joyed brunch together ina hotel di.'ling room.

Su"tmitted July u, 1982

~.!t{ W.~,&,.,y
Donald W. Jackanicz, Acting Secretary

For Cherie Ruppe, Secretary

Jack B. Cowles ani accepted. !JYlthe Board by a vote of Yes--8, No--O. However, it
was subsequently agreed by the Board that its vote was merely advisory, as only
the Society--not the Board--can amend.the"~Society ByLawe, Lee Eisler then pro-
posed another Society Bylaws 2.lD.e~ent: regarding Article 7, Section 1, he moved.
its fj,xs't sentence mould read, 'The officars of the Society shall consist of a
president, a vice president, a secretary, a treasurer, and other vice presidents
for speci~ areas as deemed desirable by the Board of Di:!:ectors, with each such
vice pr-esdderrt servl-ng at the pleasure of the Board..n This motion was seconded
by Jack Ragsdale. In discussion, this amendment's purpose was established as
being a means of enhancing the Society status of certain active Society members
who were e.Iz-eady engaged in extensive projects authorized by the Board or through
Society tradition. With the title ''Vice President for X," such a membercould
more effectively communicate with non-members and other cr'ganaaatdons , In no
way would this aaerdnerrt alter the role of the Vice President who is next in
line to succeed tbe President. And it would be unlfrely for any "Vice President
for X" to engage in any activities not previously engaged in by other officers
and. committee chaixman. However, St.epben J. Rei.nha..~t objected, explaining he
feared the :?,ssibility of such a Vice President acting in unauthorized ways to
commit the Society to controversial p:::lsitions or to align the Society with con-
troversial organizations. This motion was accepted. by the Board. by a vote of
Yes--5, No--l, Abstain--2. Again, however, it was eubsequent.Ly agreed by the
Board that its vote was merely advisory to the Society.

A motion 'to form an ad hoc Bylaws Reform Committee was made by Donald W.
Jackandca ani secord ed by Lee Eisler. This motion was accepted by a vote of
Yes--8, No--O. Chairman Ruja named.Lee Eisler, St.epoen j , Reinhardt, and Donald
W. Jaclqm.icz to serve on the Committee which is to report. to the Board on 1:x:lth
the Society arxl Boaxd Bylaws no later than the 198) Annual Meeting.

Treasurer Dennis J. Darland next m.ovedthat both the Treasurer and the
President be authorized to sign Society checks. This motion was seconded. by
Jack Ra.gs:ia.le. Previously only the Treasurer's name appeared. on the Society
checking account, creating the possibility of difficulties were the
TreaS'.rrer to die in office. With two officers capable of signing, risks would
be diminished, although it would remain the Treasurer' s respo!'..s~bil1ty to manage
and sa.£egua.rdSociety fund.s. This motion was accepted with a vote of Yes--B,
No--O. Treasurer Darland stated. he would. sul:mit t..lo;enecessary bank paperwork.

A firmer commitment to a Hamilton, Ontario 1983 Annual Meeting was made as
Lee Eisler formally moved the Meeting be held in conjunction with the Archives'
symposium, subject to successful pla.nn1ng With Kenneth Blackwell and McMaster
University. Jack Ragsdale secon:l.ed this motion which was approved by a vote of
Yes--8, No-O.

lee Eisler next moved that the question be subnitted to the membership through
a Russell Society News1:a.llot"_"whether"to .continue'~to include a 'Subscri.ption to 'Rus-
'sell:.The" Journal elf w aert....-andRuaseU Archives with membership dues. increasing
the dues:by the increased su):lscription price. This motion !fas eeccrded by Jack
Ragsdale. ·1.beneed for this action is based "on the Ar~ives' intention to increase
~ts subscription price, Hhich in turn will either require higher dues or
Society subsidizing of member subscriptions. The exact increase has not been an-
nounced, but Lee is inqu:ixing with Kenneth Blackwell. !bis motion was accepted
unanimously •

Chairman Ruja then recognized. non-Board memberRobert Lombardi to speak. His
three points were: he questions the desn-ability of the '~ice President for X"
amendment; Russell Society News :production costs could. be cut by using a smaller
size print and so];t1ist1cated. typewriters; he believes the Society mould become
involved in environmental issues such as pollution control.

With t..l-:eBanquet to begin in a short time, at 7::35 pvm , it was decided to recess
the Meeting until the next day at a time am place to be announced.

Sunday, June ZI, 1982

The third and. final session of the Board Meetj.ng was called to order by
Chai:rma.nRuja. at 8:40 a sjn , in the hotel's Room902. Except for Jack Ragsdale
who was not present, the list of Bear-d members present and absent on Friday,
June 25, 1982 applied for this session.

Ja.cqueline Berthon-Payon moved tha.t, in 'accordance with the Bcaz-d' s .actions
the previous day, the position of Vice President/Information be created with
duties consisting of transmitting information about the Society to members, non-
members, and external agencies, urrler the supervision of the President. Her
motion was seconded by Robert K. Davis ard accepted by a vote of Yes--8, No--O.
Jack R. Cowles then moved that the position of Vice President/S:peCia.l Projects
be created with duties to be assigned by ani direction to be provided by the
President. His motion was secon:ied. by Jacqueline Ber-toon-Payon ard accepted by
a vote of Yes--7, No-O, Abstain--l.

To fill these newly created positions, Robert K. Davis nominated Lee Eisler
for Vice President/Information, with Jacqueline Berthon-Payon seconding the nom-
ination. and Jack R. Cowles nominated. Robert K. DaVis for Vice President/Special
Projects, with Jacqueline Bertbon-Payon seconding the nomination. Lee was elected
unanimously, while Robert vas elected by a vote of Yes-7 f No--O, Abstain--l.

It was subsequently agreed "by the Board that the actions described in the two
paragra:t::Osabove were valid pendir..g Society approval of an amendment to Article 7.
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Section 1 of the Society BYl3.wsallowing for additional vice preaident a. ~is
amendmeYTt was approved by the Society on June 27, 1982.

With no furt..'1.er business at hard, at 8:.52 avm, it was uneninousrv agreed. to
ed.jcurn the Meeting.

For Cherie Ruppe, Secr-etar-y

August 1982

(36) Ex.-ChairmanPeter Cranford was shown a copy of the above minutes prior to publication in this issue, and his
commentswere invited. Here they are:

CUMCAL PSYCHOLOGIST

AuGUSTA, GEORGIA 30904

MEDIC.A.L VilLAGE

1500JOHNSROAD

August"5, 1982 TELEPt-IONE 73&·3514

733-6612

Bob Davis on the Cranford letter of June lOth --a continuation of BobI S report as Outgoing President (5):

For RSN ~Jblication:

I would like to thank the Dire0tors for the
~ajority vote of th~ board me~bers present in passi~; a
resolution of gratitude to me for my help in establishing
the Society and in fu=thering its prospects.

It had been our original intent that the Society
would be a vehicle through which we could promote
Russell principles for the rest of our lives. However
I note with sadness that only two of the original
founding members were present at the 1982 meeting.

I further thank the Society for giving me the
opportunity to respond to a matter discussed at the
meeting. I must state that there are no points of
agreement between me and Messrs. Davis, Eisler and
Jackanicz concerning the expulsion of John Sutcliffe.
I see a parallel between this matter and the persecution
of Bertrand Russell in New York City, when he was not
allowed to participate in his own defense. It is a
matter of principle.

To those members vho responded to my letter of June 10,
I regret to write that I have as yet been unable to reply,
due to a lengthy hospital stay ~d a convalescence which
continues to limit my activities.

~£;;e~~
Peter G. Cranford r v I

I feel I muet camnent on Peter Cranford's letter of June-10th. ldJich muat havo CLlIIIA as a lIh.ockt>1 BIlS mel'b~
who did not know_ could not know_about his ilIlproper babavior ae Chairlllan. Hie r-eef.gnet.Lonwae clearly an
att"",pt to beat the Board to the punch _ that is, h. a&1d, 1Jl etreet, "I quit, "before the Board could aq,
"You're f1red!"- and to do eo in a hannful ..-;y. Wevould lIU1'elynot have elected hiln,Chainnan again after hie
behavior during the past year,in his attempts to overrule the Society's vote expelling John Sutcliffe. Hia
letter is vagus and duplicitous. To begin with _ it is not true that problema he vagusly refers to - the
Sutcliffe expulsion _ have "failed to surface in the newsletter". His 0"" NovemberChairman's Report (RSN32=6)
was wholl:y devoted to thie topic. See also m;yremarks in that n"""letter (RSN32-7). It ••••••also mentioned
in the February issue (RSN33-32). To clailn that the probl •• failed to surface after he had lBlIl1ea report on it
is duplicitous.

Jack Pitt resi8Jled more than 2 years ago because he did not like the fact that changes in the IllS tranI Grant.
llhich he had devieed, vere proposed. To put this tact in with the others as though they ""re all related is
misleading, to say the least.

a.t Peter is correct in saying that something has been withhsld, llIIIlely, the details of his own irregular
behavior. Lee Kisler has been protecting hilll, in ertest. Since he haa rarced the issue. I will relate a
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."iU. of hiB b.havior. WIlenLe. WSe <>rtg1nalJ;rtlI111ldJl& ot IlOYiD&to expel Sutcllfta (for ,epeatedJ.;J
IIi8NDN8ll1ltinghu...U •• our agent, &lidtor ~ ~ing people with ""omhe diaagrMd), Leenotified
Peter about this U two diff.rent t1.1lle.,to learn lIlheth.. etar object.d. Pet.r did not. repl;r to th••• QIleri•••
Six month. att.r the .xpulsion, at the '81 Meeting, Pet.r tri.d to re1netat. SUtcliffe. I objected b.caull8
(a) the Boardcannot overrule a vote of the Society, and (b) SutcliUe •• nat. e de.1rabl* •••• er. 'nI. Board
did not give Pet.r ""at he watecl.

Peter th"" aaid he wauldvrite Sutcliffe <••• tlIa lII»ard'.~,QII ot the up&le1onprocedure)but WOlld
ahollthe letter to the Directora for appronl betore ~ it. H. did not.do thie. Hewrot. to Sutcliffe,
b;rpaaaingthe Directora, aoliciting an aweal. a. til-. •••• cop1•• (of 5at.clitfe 'a 1"8IIpcn•• >to the .lfIIIbera
of the Board.&ekingfor th.ir reactiOQllto Sutcliff.'. requ.st to appeal hie expulaion. WIleh. go!;the
r.actiona, he called thlllll·vot•• • and said the majority had voted in favor of appeal, 9 to 7. Savaral Directors
objected, aa;r1.ngthey had not intended their ·reaction.- to b. countedaa -vot•• , &lid&witchedth.ir poaition,
""iob canc.lled Pet.r'a majority. I aakedthat the reactio~lett.ra b. turned over to the S.cretary for
v.rifioation _ standard procedure_ !lilt Peter retuaed. WIlenDonJackanic8 repeated the requeet, Peter
attuked lI1a.

I then had t.ne 1JOaI'QPOlle<!on z queet.lone,{a) Canthe Boardov••••rule a vote of the Society? (b) Should
Sutcliffe be giv.n the right to appeal? TheBoardvoted "no· to both questiona. D.apit. thie, P.t.r wrote
Sutcliff. that he wasd.claring the Society llIldBoardyotea null and Y01.Il,llIldthat he - Sutcliff. - -
r.inetated. That lIlUIaheer fant...,. {or bluffh 'it i. alao an «I"BIIlPl.of the wayPet.r aakea lip the
rul •• aa h. go.a alClllg,not ~ wob att.ntion to DRS1l;rl&w8,""lob do not _power hia to oyerrul.
decialona of the Society or the Board. 'nI. upallad .-ber hu not.been reinet&tad.

ReIlq Plant'a r.aignation: Ilq originall;y favored an appeal. In August '81 h. wi-ot. 2 lettera,lIietakenlJ'
baaed on our obaolet. Conetltutlon, supporting appeal, and &antth"'" to Peter with tile requeet that thq
not be uMdwithout hiB pe1W1a8ion.WIlenhie 4i'rrorlIlUIpointed out, Ilq checkedthe current B,rlaa (""ich
bad r.JUaeedthe Con8titl£bl). and changedhie 1III.nd.H.-r, Peter ran the lAtters. e,gainet Ilq'. intention.,
in hie IIaYembarChairman'a Report (llS!C2-6c).Later, Peter i1adhia aecretary, BrendaGoolab;r,vrit. Ra;r
that h. had not intended to run the lett.rs llIldthat Le. had don. it on hiB oe" thet Leehad edited
Pet.r'a report. Unfortunat.l;r for Pet.r, the facta were aga1neth1m.Hehad .ent a copyot hie ehaina.n'.
Report, ""ich included the 2 lettere, to all Directors; it lIlUI88eyto _ th•• both et•• _t. Wi'll fala ••
At that point, Ilq reeigned.

Pet.r'. lett.r of June loth aaid RayPlant waa·a lII8IIlb.rot the camnitt•• inveetigating the Sutcliffe
caae.- 'nIere wasno such cOOlll1tt••• 'nIe BoardB,rla""are clear: onl;ythe Boardmq create cceaitt ••••
It created on., to inveetigate the expulaiClftprocedure. All during the paet y.ar,Pet.r k.pt comingup
with newcOOlll1tteeaof hie own, 80 that I had to writ. the people he appointedand point oat that
h. did not have the powerto create a c~tt_

I hop. thie •••tter ie behind ••••, but it Pet.r pursue. it with future lAttere, it w1l1"e •• 11 to k••p
in aind the hieto17 of hie bahanor in the Sutc~f. c••••

BR, PANELIST

(38) "The FUture of Man" was a televised symposium sponsored by Joseph E. Seagram & Sons,Inc., in 1959. Here are
excerpts from the printed record, for which ws are indebted to TOMSTANIEY:

The spectacular advances ill IIH~sciences arc I,ringing nhoul the
greatest revolution in man's history. transcending till' t!oal~ of even
the greatest visionn rics,

If, as is now expected, nHlIJ: in lllt~ next (;('111111')". gain .••rnntrol over
his physical r-nvi ronment, what will happen 10 him as all inrii vdual?
\VIll'n scicnrc gin·s him gn'alf'1' lrisur« thau ever Ilt'fotT. will he lI~e;

it 10 develop It"is gn·.11 rescrvoi r of potcntials ? \Vill Iw t1~I' this nr-w

lime' 10 hring nhout a n-naissnnrr- ill II\{' a rts. ~Ci(,I1f'('!"alld the luunau-
itir-s? Or, j~ lill'n' a dangf'T rhru Ill' will fall iutu a ~tafl' or d('('adellc'("!

IL is our hopo Ihal 111f'~(~out:-;lallding nu-n of our gt-'IJ('I'.1tioll who
huvc grncioll~l}' gin-'n of their lime 10 this SYIllJlo~iLlIll, il.lay provide
us with gllidaJlc(~ and insighl 10 l·fTPdi'·c nu-nns for coping wirl: tllf'

gr('at ('lIall('III\'" IhHI will fH('(' mauk ind ill tlu- fon-,,-,-ahl,- [ul.un-.

DOUGLAS Enwxnns
CBS

l nteroicuing l'unrl

WIl.!.!.\\! 1.. l..\l·,a:\u:
The i\'('1\' York Tim'"

hl.z Ho""
nill·d ,",{'allln's

* * * * *

IJ

DR. EISENHOWER: Now, finally, before we begin the iniormal
discussion, I am going to present Lord Bertrand Russell. His
initial statement will be presented on a three-minute film, but
Lord Russell has been listening to our comments in London via
two-way radio hookup, and so will be able to participate in the
discussions which follow. Ladies and gentlemen, the eminent
philosopher and mathematician, Lord Russell.

LORD RUSSELL: What the effect of science will be on human
life during the next hundred years I do not think anybody can
foresee. What men can foresee is that there are two possibilities:
human life may immensely improve, or it may become vastly
worse than it ever has been before. It cannot stay where it is.
Science is a very dynamic force, and it compels change, a change
which may be either for better or for worse. And I don't think
anybody can tell at present which it will be. It rests with human
volitions. There is no fate about it, there is nothing predeter-
mined. It's not a matter of natural forces, it's a matter of human
choice, whether we shall choose to prefer disaster to everybody

I·:,,,;..II( ~1. 11,,0\1'.'/"\
l'rrsirlrnt, JUSf'/'/' I~·.,,,,,'/'up;ram awl ,"'ilJfI,~. l nc,

S,\~'(IJ:/. B"O\F'/.\N
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or good fortune even to those whom we don't like. That is the
thing that we have to choose, and I don't know which we shall
choose.

The only way that I can see in which a scientific society can
become stable and survive for long periods is the establishment
of one single World Authority possessing all the serious weapons
of war. If that were done, science could then devote itself to mak-
ing people happier, which it could do quite easily. At present,
more than half the human race are undernourished. There's no
reason why there should be any poverty at all in the world if sci-
ence were allowed to devote itself to making people less poor.
At present, we devote most of our energies, most of our thought
and most of our money, to the business of trying to kill each other,
and that is generally considered the most important.

But when you put it like that, anybody can see that it's mad
and quite absurd, but still very few satisfied people are doing

more.
I think that the trouble is not so much the conflict between

communism and capitalism-this is what is generally thought to
he the trouble. I think the trouble is more "nationalism," and it
so happens that communism is associated with one great state and
capitalism with another. But I think that if you had no ideological
conflict there would still be nationalism as a conflict, and I think
that is the greatest danger, and that you've got to get international
feeling into thc world if the human race is to survive.

Well now, at present there are three things that may happen-
and I don't know which of them will~the first is a great war in
which all civilized nations arc wiped out and only savages remain.
I snppose that if that happened the savages might in the course
of several millenia climb up to the present peak of enormous
wisdom that we've arrived at.

The second possibility, which is not too improbable, would be
the extermination of man altogether.

And the third possibility is what I mentioned before, the estah-
lishment of a world government. We must, in the world that we're
in now, have either disaster or a new world far better than any
world that has ever existed before.

It rests with us to choose, and I really don't know which we
shall choose, because we have to alter our habits of thinking; we
have 10 cease to think of people as enemies and think of them
just as human beings - and that is a difficult job, it's not a thing
we've been in the habit of doing. We 'have to choose between

utter and absolute disaster on the one hand, and on the .other
hand a better world than any that has ever existed before. The
choice is ours. The choice is one to which each separate one. of us
can contribute.

I hope--but not quite confidently-that we shall choose wisely.

* * * * *
MRS. ROBB: The problem of over-population has haunted this

symposium. I would like to address this first question to Lord
Russell. Can Lord Russell suggest any practical solution to this
pressing world problem?

LORD RUSSELL: Yes. Yes, the problem of over-population is
one which can be very easily settled. One can provide, quite
cheaply, methods by which population will not increase at its
present rate. And such methods are, in fact, advocated in Eastern
Asia. It is only in the United States and parts of Europe that

superstition interferes with the solution of this problem. It is not
a difficult problem.

SIR JULIAN: Well, I'm afraid I can't agree with Lord Russell.
Population control isn't an easy problem; it's an extremely diffi-

cult problem. I've just been in India and I realize what a terrible
problem it is. So do the Indians; they have now realized, thanks
to the careful studies made by various economists, that if they
don't get their rate of population increase down by about 50%
within about 35 years they will never be able to industrialize,
never reach a stable state of society which can develop along
industrialized lines. Far from that, they will get to a point of no
return, after which the standard of living will go down.

Furthermore, it is not true to say that there is any simple and
cheap method which is available for use by poverty-stricken peo-
ple living in places like rural India, in villages with no sanitary
conveniences. On the other hand, the problem is soluble; we've
got to plug hard at research, and we shall get a cheap and simple
method.

The Indian government is taking the problem very seriously,
it is starting to train people t~ go out into the villages and will

eventually make population control part of the Public Health
Service. But it won't be easy, though it is exceedingly urgent.

LORDRUSSELL: May I reply to that?
DR. EISENHOWER: Go ahead, Lord Russell.
LORD RUSSELL: I wanted to make a comment to the criticism

of my saying that it was easy. Now, I agree that it is not quan-

titatively easy, as compared to some other things, but if one
hundredth part of the money that we spend on learning how to
kill each other were spent on birth control, it is pretty certain that
we should very soon arrive at some method which would be cheap
and easy, and which could be applied in countries such as India

to solve the problem. But at the present, we think it more im-
portant that infants should be born and exterminated very cleverly,
rather than that we should prevent their being born.

* * * *
MR. EDWARDS:We were talking about values. Is there anything

wrong with our value system? I take it there is something wrong

now; it's been changing. I'd like to ask Dr. Montagu about that.
DR. MONTAGU: I think there's a great deal wrong with our

value system. One of the most frequent criticisms made of us is

that we subscribe to too many unsound values. The supreme
American value is success. Success in terms of what has been
called the principle of conspicuous consumption, or "keeping up
with the Joneses." I think this is the principal value which has led

• to a large number of personal and social disasters in this country.
America is not the only country that suffers from the worship of
this value, it merely happens to be in a position to realize it more

effectively than others.
DR. EISENHOWER: Lord Russell, I believe you wanted to say

something about this.
LORD RUSSELL: This thing I want to say, which is that I find

a certain optimistic assumption running through almost every-
thing that has been said. Now, of course, I hope-I hope with all
my heart that the optimistic assumption will be right, but if you
feel too sure about it you will get lazy and you will let yourself
acquiesce in the continuation of dangers which, in the end, may
make the optimistic assumption wrong. Now, take for example
this question of what you can do with education to make people
better. You can do just as much to make them worse, and there is
always a danger that an authoritarian government, equipped with
more scientific knowledge than we have at present, will breed
people to be submissive and to endure evils which they ought not
to endure. And I feel it very important, not only in that respect
but in a great many others, to realize that a happy outcome is
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not a certainty; it is a thing which we have to work for and which

may perhaps not be realized.
DR. EISENHOWER: Mrs. Robb?
MRS. ROBB: I would like to ask Lord Russell about a subject

on which he touched in his preliminary speech. He deplored the
rampant nationalism abroad today as one of the threats to our
world. Does Lord Russell see anything that can abate or control

that nationalism which threatens us?
LORDRUSSELL: Yes. Yes, it can be controlled by education and

by the establishment of a world government which makes anarchic
actions by single nations ineffective, but I think it requires educa-
tion, and I don't think you'll get education of that sort until you've
moved a long way towards world government. I see in the world

today new liberated nations. Each liberated nation brings in a

new nationalism, and I think that's a very great danger.

* * * * *
LORD RUSSF,LL: Yes, I do want to. I want to say what I was

thinking about in the matter of education. I wasn't thinking of
conveying knowledge, I was thinking of conveying ways of feel-
ing. Now, in almost all civilized countries at present the school
child salutes the national flag. He ought instead to salute the flag
of the United Nations. He ought to salute some international sym-
bol and not a national symbol, and I feel that in all our education
-I'm not saying this about onc country or another but about all
of them-they go on glorifying their own country,which is no

longer the right thing to do.
DR. EISF,NIIOWER: I hope some member of the panel is going

to disagrce with what's just been said.

* * * *
LORD RUSSELL: May I speak for a moment?
DR. EISENHOWER: Please do, Lord Russell.
LORD RUSSELL: I just wanted to say that it seems to me that

some of the discussion has brought in big words and difficult things
to achieve. And the problem before us is really a rather simple

one. The problem is: Would we rather that the human race con-
tinue to exist even though that may involve some happiness to
people that we don't quite like, or would we rather have the whole
thing exterminated. That is the whole question.

* * * *
DH. EISENIIOWER:
I would like to break over on the prerogatives of a chairman and

pose one concluding question myself, which may involve Lord
Russell and several members of the panel. It seemed to me, when
the question of nationalism came up, that it was left wi th the as-
sumption that nationalism is evil in itself, and I just don't think
this is so. I t seems to me that true love of country, like love of
family, can be one of the greatest forces for progress in thc world.
Historically, when we developed allegiance to the tribe and then
the nation, we didn't give up any allegiance to the family. Although
we exist as a national to which we show allegiance, we still
recognize loyalties to our families, to our churches, and to our
local and regional communities. And today, now that we have to
build a peaceful world in cooperation with other nations, this
doesn't imply that we must give up nationalism or love of country.
Indeed, nationalism or taking national pride, in this sense, can be
a highly constructive motivating force. It seems to me that this was
left in a rather bad way, and I wonder if Lord Russell wants to

quarrel with the Chairman before we conclude?
LORD RUSSELL: Yes, I certainly do. I should like to say about

nationalism that it has two entirely distinct aspects. On the one
hand, there is cultural nationalism, and there is love of your native
soil. And against that I have not a word to say. On the other hand,
there is the view that your nation is so much better than any other
that it has a right to fight and kill people of other nations whenever
it happens to suit its interests. And that is the sort of nationalism

that I don't like.
DR. EISENHOWER: I'll call the kind you are talking about "blind

nationalism."
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