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ANNUAL MEETING (1983)

(2) June 24-26 at McYaster. For the information provided in the previous newsletter, see (41). We have no additional
information, except that we think we've found the cheapest way (by far) to send payment in Canadian funds: by
U.S. Postal Money Order.

(3) Deductible expense reminder. Members whose presence is essential to the conduct of the meeting are entitled to
treat the cost of attending it as a deductible expense on tax returns. That would include officers, directors,
committee chairmen, and anyone else who might be giving a report at the meeting.

REPORTS FROM CmlMI'ITEES

(4) Science Committee {Alex Dely, Chairman):
Alex's chief activity recently has been on the subject of accidental nuclear war. See ( 8).
Alex is University of Arizona'correspondent for the Federation of American Scientists. He sent us the
FAS Public Interest Report (February 1983) on the topic, "Recipro:CalVisits by US and USSR political leaders."
The basic reason for the arms race is fear of the other side. Yet what do we know about the other side?
The Report tells us that "•••a majority of the ruling political bodies of the two sides have never visited
the country of the other." The l2-page Report aims to encourage Congressional travel to the Soviet Union
with a view to achieving a better understanding -- and a lessening of fear -- of the adversary.

BR AT CAMBRIDGE

The Apostles were the source of BR's greatest delight while at Cambridge. As he says in his Autobiography
(Boston: Little, Drown. Volume 1,1957. pp.9l-92):

The greatest happiness of my time at Cambridge was con-
nected with a body whom its members knew as "The Society,"
but which outsiders, if thev knew of it, called "The Apostles."
This was a small discussion society, containing one or two people
from each year on the average, which met every Saturday night.
It has existed since 1820,and has had as members most of the
people of any intellectual eminence who have been at Cam-
bridge since then. It is by way of being secret, in order that
those who are being considered for election may be unaware of
the fact. It was owing to the existence of The Society that I so
soon got to know the people best worth knowing, for White-
head was a member, and told the younger members to investi-
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gate Sanger and me on account of our scholarship papers. With
rare exceptions, all the members at anyone time were close per.
sonal friends. It was a principle in discussion that there were to
be no taboos, no limitations, nothing considered shocking, no
barriers to absolute freedom of speculation. We discussed all
manner of things, no doubt with a certain immaturity, but with
a detachment and interest scarcely possible in later life. The
meetings would generally end about one o'clock at night, and
after that I would pace up and down the cloisters of Neville's
Court for hours with one or two other members. We took our-
selves perhaps rather seriously, for we considered that the vir-
tue of intellectual honesty was in our keeping. Undoubtedly, we
achieved more of this than is common in the world, and I am
inclined to think that the best intelligence of Cambridge has
been notable in this respect. I was elected in the middle of my
second year, not having previously known that such a society
existed, though the members were all intimately known to me
already.

May 1983

Things change. We do not recognize the Apostles of Russell's day as they are described in a current book review.
The book reviewed is "After Long Silence" by Michael Straight (NY: Norton). The review is by H. Trevor-Roper,
·identified by The New York Review of Books -- in which the review appeared 0/31/83, pp3-7) _ as"Master of
Peterhouse, Cambridge. Author of 'He~nit of Pekin', 'The Last Days of Hitler' ,'The Rise of Christian Eurc;e',
and 'Princes and Artists'."

The following excerpts do not give the gist of the review, but are the passages that
As is well known. the most prolific of mind," or the sanctimonious teach- irony and I particularly enjoyed his ac-

breeding ground for such moles was at ing of E.M. Forster. with its subordina- count of this absurd secret society. Like
Cambridge University. Why was this? tion of public virtue to private relations. most university societies. it had origi-
On the face of it, Oxford would have being received in Oxford. And what is nally been founded (in the early nine-
seemed more promising. Oxford was the One to say of the "Apostles:' the teenth century) with a serious purpose
scene of the famous Union debate. Just egregious .secret society of self-per- (the laicization of the university), and
before that, the Oxford University Com- petuating, self-admiring narcissi to had not been secret at all.' But-again
rnunist Society-the "October Club"- which Moore and Forster.. Burgess and like most university societies-it had
bad been dissolved by authority: an in- Blunt, belonged? Could it have existed quickly become purely social. It had
vitation 10 its members to go under- at Oxfqrd?· Would it not there -have also become secret and complacently ex-

been blown up from within, or laughed elusive. One of the silliest members in
ground. Oxford is .traditionally more out of existence? Mr. Straight's lime was the then
nolitical than Cambridge. But Oxford.
as far as we know, produced no Russian * provost of Kings, J.T. Sheppard, a
spies, whereas Cambridge can glory in * * * 'f third-rate classical scholar. According to
the names of Burgess. Maclean. Philby, \1[, . Straight had Sheppard, in order to be an Apostle,
Blunt, not to speak of smaller ky. How already met Blunt on'a visit to Russia. one had to be "very brilliant and ex-
are we to account for this? Was it a sponsored by a communist student, tremely nice. Of There was an initiation
mere accident: the presence of a par- earlier in that year, and SO 011 he was ceremony and a learful oath: the initiate
ticularly expert angler at Ihat well- friendly with both him and Burgess. prayed that hismul might writhe in
stocked pool? Or was it the consequence Next year, he found himself co-opted unend~rable pain for the rest of eternity
of some particular quality of the place? into the secret society of the Apostles if he so much. as breathed a word about

The two ancient universities of Eng- and could be scrutinized closely by the society to anyone who was not a
land. as Macaulay wrote, have always them. Burgess had by then publicly member. When Mr. Straight remarked
had distinct characters. Oxford, in this broken with the Communist' Party and, that th'is seemed a bit harsh. Provost
century, has been gayer, more sophisti- as a blind, was moving in reactionary, 'See Hugh Sykes O-;;vies, "Apostolic
cared. more cosmopolitan: ideas there not to say Nazi, circles. Philby and Letter," in Cambridge Review, May 7,
overflow, collide and mingle with 01her Maclean, we may note, were not 1982, and June4, 1982.
ideas. and are diluted or complicated in Apostles. Consequently they did not Sheppard reassured him:' "You see," he

I the process. Cambridge is more esoteric come his way. Apostles were hardly ex- explained,' "our oath was written at a
and intense, even solipsistic: its ideas peered to know anyone outside the. h

.d h tune w en il was thought to be most
(where they exist) gal her steam and society. As one of them once sa, ,wen unlikely that a member -of the society
build up pressure in the sealed test tubes asked a question about other undergrad- would speak to anyone who was not
of introverted coteries. It is difficult to uates , "There are no other undergradu- Apostolic." Such was the selt-consti-
imagine the philosophy of G. E. Moore, ates." tuted elite which, by now. had become
with its complacent cull of "good states Mr. Straight has a delicate sense of

relate to the Apostles.
me envelope for au even more secret
cell: the crypto-communisr recruiters of
Russian spies.

*
In 1949, at an Apostles dinner in

London, Straight again met Burgess and
Blunt, and next day a crucial conversa-
tion took place. Burgess was eager 10

ensure that Straight would not betray
them, and Straight, having been assured
.that both were now inactive-that Blum
had returned to art history and Burgess
was about to leave the Foreign Service---
gave or implied such an assurance. In
fact Burgess did not leave the Foreign
Service and Blunt did not c ease to act as
his accomplice. HUl Straight did not
betray them-at least not yet.

* ".
For this reason, although can for-

give their error and even, at a pinch,
their treachery, 1 cannot forgive their
arrogance. The picture of the priestly
Blunt, with his thin precise voice, order-
ing the lives of others at the behest of
"our friends" in the Kremlin and laying
a paternal hand on their shoulders as
they leave his presence, will remain with
me as the perfect icon of a Cambridge
Apostle in 1937. So might St. Paul have
sent Timothy to the Christian cells of
Greece, or the 1esuit general sped a
doomed missionary to the secret priest
holes of Elizabethan England. 0

The decline of the Apostles .began soon after DR's time. Actually, he was aware of it, for he writes (pp.94-95):

Some things became considerably different in the Society
shortly after my time.

The tone of the generation some ten years junior to my own
was set mainly by Lytton Strachey and Keynes. It is surprising
how great a change in mental climate those ten years had
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brought. We were still Victorian; they were Edwardian. vVe
believed in ordered progress by means of politics and free dis-
cussion. The more self-confident among us may have hoped to
be leaders of the multitude, but none of us wished to be divorced
from it. The generation of Keynes and Lytton did not seek to
preserve any kinship with the Philistine. They aimed rather at a
life of retirement among fine shades and nice feelings, and con-
ceived of the good as consisting in the passionate mutual admi-
rations of a clique of the elite.

BR ADMIRED

(6) Kisty. "George Kistiakowsky succumbed to cancer December 7, 1982 after a long, productive, inspiring career,"
writes George W. Rathjens in the "Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists" (A.pril 1983, pp 2-3).Rathjens -- a chemist
and Professor of Political Science at MIT, and a former Director of the Defense Department's Weapons Systems
Evaluation Group -- continues:

He had a distinguished' career in
chemistry, as is attested by the honors
he received: medals, including the
Medal of Science from President
Johnson and the Priestly medal; hon-
orary degrees and membership in the
distinguished scientific societies. But I
am ill-qualified to comment on the
purely scientific aspect of Kistiakow-
sky's life or, for that matter, on his
contribution to the Manhattan Pro-
ject and other government service
during World War II, for which he
received the Medal of Merit from
President Truman.

Although I first became acquainted
with him in 1958 when I was working
in chemistry at Harvard, it was during
the ensuing 24 years that I came to
know him well, both as a friend and as
a comrade-in-arms in what was the
consuming passion of his later years:
his effort to prevent nuclear war. It is
to this period of his life that I turn.

Kistiakowsky went to Washington
in mid-1959 as President Eisenhower's
science advisor and as chairman of the
President's Science Advisory Com-
mittee. He brought with him incisive
knowledge of military technology,
gained through his wartime experi-
ence and, later, service on a number
of advisory groups, including Science
Advisory Committee panels, concern-
ed with missile and other military pro-
grams. But he brought something else
that was probably even more impor-
tant to his relationship ,,"ith the Presi-
dent. Eisenhower is reported to have
said that the scientists were the only
group that had come to Washington
to serve the country rather than their
own interests. It was the President's
appreciation of this quality, coupled
with hard work and healthy skepti-
cism, that made Kistiakowsky and his
predecessor, Jim Killian, so influen-
tial with Eisenhower, and that gave

them such weight in dealing with the
hard sell of the military and aerospace
contractors during that period of
almost unrestrained interest in mis-
siles, space and other exotic technol-
ogies. Would that there were such sci-
entists in Washington today-and po-
litical leadership that valued those
qualities.

Kistiakowsky left Washington at
the end of the Eisenhower Adminis-
tration with the Medal of Freedom,
with a broader view of the world, and
with a very considerable amount of
political savvy which he was puckishly
wont to downplay when it served his
purposes - for example, in testifying
before Congressional Committees.

He also left with a concern, much in
creased since I had first met him,
about the danger of nuclear war and
the futility- indeed insanity - of the
arms race. In testifying on the Nuclear
Test Ban Treaty of 1963 he said:

"I do not believe that we or any
other nation can find real security in
a continuing arms race .... To
speak of winning such a conflict is
to misuse the language: only a Pyr-
rhic victory could be achieved in a
nuclear war."

He continued so to believe for the res'
of his life.

After his return to Harvard, Kisty
continued to serve as a government
advisor until 1967 when, thorough-
ly disillusioned by events in Vier
nam, he made a clean break with the
Administration.

He then turned to working for :'
change in policy relating to both Viet-
nam and the nuclear arms race by

speaking out in public, by efforts to
secure the election of like-minded
people to the Congress and by trying
to influence those already in office.

He found a channel for his endeavors
in the Council for a Livable World, of
which he was chairman from 1977 un-
til his' death, and to which he was
devoted.

Kistiak owsk y's friends were legion,
but there were also people and institu-
tions about which he had strong nega-
tive feelings: and he was not reticent
about making those feelings known.
Among American institutions, there
were probably none that so infuriated
him as the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion and its successor agencies. He
was appalled by the Oppenheimer af-
fair; by the Commission's coverup of
the fallout problem in the 1950s; and
finally by its persistent and often de-
vious efforts to prevent the cessation
of testing of nuclear weapons. And
I do not remember his having said
many kind words - none, after Cambo-
dia - about President Nixon or Henry
Kissinger.

Although he was feisty and on occa-
sion irascible, Kisty was also a man
of great charm, warmth and humor.
And, I should add, a man with some
vanity. On visiting my home once, he
said to me that he was pleased to see
that my copy of his book, A Scientist
at the While House, was next to Bert-
rand Russell's memoirs, and that that
was an appropriate place for it. Just
this week I learned that he had placed
the book there while I had been out of
the room. But he was right. He be ..
longed in the company of Russell.
Like Russell, he was one of that small
group of scientists with good taste not
only in research problems - all great
scientists have that, almost by defini-
tion - but with good taste in how to
spend their lives, in deciding what to

be f or and against; and in the courage
to act, based on their convictions.

(Thank you, BOB DAVIS)
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NUCLEAR DISARNAMENT

Pugwash. It was at the first of the Pugwash Conferences (1957) that scientists from both sides of the Iron
Curtain met for the first time. They came to discuss the danger of nuclear war and to seek ways to 'avoid it.

The Pugwash Conferences were BR's idea. In organizing them, BR was greatly assisted by Professor Joseph Rotblat,
about whom BR says, in his ~,utobiography (NY:Simon & Schuster, 1969, Volume III, p , 98):

He was, and still is, an eminent physicist at the Medical College of St. Bartholomew's Hospital and
Executive Vice-President of the Atomic Scientists' Association. I have often worked closely with
Professor Rotblat and I have come to admire him greatly. He can have few rivals in the courage and integrity
and complete self-abnegation with which he has given up his own career (in which, however, he still
r~nains eminent) to devote hjBself to combatting the nuclear peril as well as other allied evils. If
ever these evils are eradicated and international affairs are straightened out, his name should stand
very high indeed among the heroes.

The Conferences were not official meetings of government representatives or agenciesl and had to be financed
privately. The costs of the first Conference were paid by Qyrus Eaton, a wealthy industrialist. The Conference
took place in the town where he was born, Pugwash, Nova Scotia.
Professor Rotblat has written 11ft. History of the Pugwash Conferences". Actually, that is not the title of a book;
it is the sub-title. The title is "Scientists in the Quest for Peace" (MIT Press, Cambridge, Mas s , and London,
England, 1972). Here are the first paragraphs of the Preface, followed by the Suriming Up:

.!:!eface

pU~'ash is an international movement, started in 1957, involving some of
the most famous men of learning and aiming to ensure that mankind will
not destroy itself. Yet few people, other than its participants, are
aware of its existence. The cause of this obscurity lies within the Pug-
wash Movement itself. Anonymity is the price paid for bringing eminent
scientists together and getting them to talk freely and without inhibition
on matters which are of deep concern to them but on which they are not
necessarily experts. Such talks can be effective, and generate original
ideas, only if the participants do not have to worry that what they say
may be taken down and published, more likely than not in a distorted
fashion. For this reason the meetings are private and the Press not ad-
mitted. But if th~ Press is excluded/its members do not write about
them, and hence the ignorance of the public' about Pu gvrash ,

There are other organizations which debate the same issues in public, in
front of a wide audience and in full glare of the mass media. But usually
the discussions turn into speeches for the benefit of the audience d
little original thinking takes place; on the whole such gatherings' a::
less conducive to the emergence of new concepts than a true confrontation
of minds, with cross-fertilization of ideas, in a small meeting round a
table.

SU}flH~iG UP

In the course of 15 years, the Pugwash Conferences on Science and Horld
Affairs have become established as an important and effective channel of
communication between scientists for the study and discussion of many of
the complex issues which confront mankind at the present time. The par-
ticipation in these conferences of eminent scientists from East and ~est,
and the constructive proposals which have emerged from the discussions,
particularly in relation to disarmament, have secured for the Pugwash Con-
ferences the respect of the scientific community, of governments, and of
many sectors of society. The name "Pugwash" has become a symhol of suc-
cessful international dehate on controve:'sial issues, and the conferences
are cited as a model for similar efforts in other fields of human rela-
tions.

The success of the Pugwash Conferences is the result of resolute efforts
of a group of scientists, determined to retain an independent and unbiased
outlook, and anxious to build and consolidate international understanding
and co-operation. The Pugwash Conferences have shown that it is possible
to apply the scientific approach, which has proved so successful in sci-
ence and technology, to problems which are only indirectly related to sci-
ence. They have shown that even when dealing with highly controversial
matters, it is possible to tell the truth, without being abusive, to be
candid, without trying to embarrass, provided that there is a common ap-
proach based on scientific ,objectivity and mutual respect.
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Another aspect of the Pugwash Movement is that it represents an excursion
into a new type of activity by scientists, the fulfilment of their social
responsibili ties. The importan c.,role played by science in modern society,
and the special opportunities and competence of scientists, put on them
the duty to help mankind to avert the dangers which are arising from the
progress of science and technology, and to assist in the development of
a new world, in which the beneficial applications of science can be fully
developed.

Since 1955, when the Russell-Einstein Manifesto was issued, the world
situation, as far as it affects the aims of Pugwash, has changed consid-
erably. All nations now accept the view that a nuclear war would be an
unmitigated catastrophe, and that no side would emerge as a real victor
from such a war. Much has also been achieved in bringing nations together
to talk about various aspects of world security. Whereas at the beginning,
Pugwash was the only channel of communication between East and West ~or
debate on these issues, nowadays many cha~nels are open, and with the in-
clusion of China in the United Nations, there are great hopes of extending
the lines of communication.

Above all, there has been a dramatic change in the attitude and the in-
volvement of scientists in issues facing mankind. Stimulated by Pugwash
in some measure, many scientists have made the study of the problem~ of
disarmament and arms control their main occupation. The increasing aware-
ness in society of the importance of research on peace and conflict, has
resulted in the setting up of a number of national, and a few interna-
tional, institutes, where scholars from both the social and the natural
sciences carry out full-time research on these problems. The usefulness
of closer international collaboration in science and technology is often
linked with the need to establish a better clima~e for East-West under-
standing and good will, and this has brought forth projects for new in-
stitutions, from an international university to regional institutes, and
many scientists are involved in their planning. Other scientists, re-
sponding to the realization by society of the importance of a proper or-
ganization of science, have made science policy their chief interest and
became professionally involved in science planning and administration.
The special problems of developing countries have been taken up as a sub-
ject of study by social scientists in universities and academies of sci-
~nce. In the affluent countries, society is becoming increasingly con-
cerned with some negative aspects of the peaceful applications of science,
e.g., pollution of the environment, or the possible interference with the
natural evolution of mankind by "genetic engineering"; many scientists
are worried about the possible misuses for war purposes of their academic
research and often find that their pursuits pose before them many new
moral and ethical problems. This has given rise to the setting up of so-
cieties specifically concerned with the social responsibilities and moral
obligations of scientists.

All these developments mean that one of the aims of Pugwash, to get scien-
tists to think and work on the various aspects of the impact of science or
society, has been largely achieved, and it may be argued that Pugwash
should now retire and hand over the remaining tasks to these professional
or specialized bodies. On the other hand, it may be argued that the
uniqueness of Pugwash as an "amateur" body, in bringing together ineJi-
viduals without commitments and allegiances, and the very fact that over
the years it managed to maintain its independence and yet retain the con-
fidence of governments in both East and West, are sufficiently compelling
reasons to continue its existence. In any case, the main aims of Pugwash
are still to be fulfilled. Although the foreboding of irruninent cat as t roph«
expressed in the Russell-Einstein Manifesto has not come true, and we have
managed to avoid a world-wide conflagration so far--in a'small part per-
haps thanks to the existence of Pugwash--the dangers facing mankind have
not disappeared. The arms race continues unabated, and is indeed acceler-
ating; the soph Ls t Lc at i.on of weapons of mass destruction and of their
me an s- of delivery is Ln cre asLn g m"kinE an accidental o utbr eak of war
ever more probable. The discrepancy in the standard of living between
nations is increasing rather than decreasing. The world is in a tunnoil,
with the ideological differences as pronounced as ever, and with many
local conflicts threatenine to engulf the whole globe. Clearly, the ini-
tial aims of Pugt,ash, as expressed in the Russell-Einstein Manifesto and
in the Vienna Declaration, are still to be achieved, and this alone calls
for further and more intense efforts by scientists from all countries and
various disciplines to fulfill these objectives. Pugwash remains one of
the most effective vehicles for such efforts.

·By increasing the scope of its activities, and by bringing in ~ore scien-
tists, young and dynamic as well as senior and respectable, Pugwash, with
its unique structure, wo rld-wf de links, and established reputation for ob-
jectivity and independence, could serve as the rallying point for the di-

:vcrse activities of scientists. It could be the central forum for critique
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of efforts by other groups of scientists, assessment of their results,
and generation of new ideas. Thus, Pu~~ash could become the source of
inspiration and hope for the strivings of scientists to create a stable
and happy future for mankind.

Professor Rotblat will receive the 1983 Bertrand Russell Society fward. See (32).

ON NUCLEAR W~.R

(8) Accidental nuclear war is a possibility that BRS fcience Committee Chairman, Alex Dely -- and his
colleagues, De~~ 3abst and David Krieger -- have been investigating. Last issue we reprinted his 2
"call for help" papers __ addressed to Nuclear Weapons Researchers, on accidental war and "Nuclear
Weapons Treaty Verification Methods" (RSN37-6a) -- and highlights of his proposal for an Accidental
War Assessment Center (RSN37-6b).
Alex points out that concern about the possibility of accidental nuclear war is not new. He sent us the
1960 Mershon Report, produced by the Mershon Program at Ohio State University. The Program, funded by the
late Colonel Ralph Mershon, conducts research into areas vital to U.f. national security.

The Report was republished in England, in 1960, jointly by The Campaign in Oxford University for Nuclear
Disarmament, ~~d Housmans, Publishers and Booksellers. It has an introduction by BR:

INTRODUCTION
by

instructors U'"ot v) gi",·e IS cerermmeo by a supreme instructor. Dr
Hurt. che O~\: Ridge Nacional laboracory psychologist. Some 01
the remarks which those whom he instructs are Co spread through-
out che country are worth quoting:

"The good-goodies and the (ancy pants - the brains
minus the brawn - are most apt to (01/ by the wayside
when war comes. Not i( war comes - just when. There
wil/ be war ... it is Just a question o( when. and [he
main thing we have to (ear is people out o( contro/- even
more chan the utorn out o( conrro! . . . I recommend that
everyone wich a (aI/-out she/cer include a gun in the equip-
ment . .. I recommend shooting anyone who tries co
invade a (aI/-out shrlter."

(The Oak Ridger, November 8.1961)

I am afraid chat Dr. Hurt is considered sane. With such men
engaged in manufacturing fanacics. it is almost inevitable chat in a
time of tension some excitable people in responsible poscs will
feel that individual initiative is called for to force the Government
to take action.

BERTRAND RUSSEll

I am very glad that the Mershon Report entided Accidenul War:
Some Dangers in the 1960's is being printed in England by the
Campaign in Oxford University for Nuclear Disarmament and
Housmans. In spite of the extreme sobriety of this Report. and its
obvious desire for objectivity. the document is one which no
candid reader can study without the utmost alarm. It takes. one
by one. the various ways in which an unintended general war may
break out. Among these are the spread of a limited war and
diplomatic miscalculation. These causes alone. according to a senior
military analyst who is quoted. give an even chance of a general
nuclear war during the next ten years. Sheer accidents are another
sort of danger. Anti-aircraft missiles have been accidentally
launched at least twice. False radar warnings have occurred fre-
quently and are likely to occur even more frequently as radar
becomes more sensitive. These false warnings have hitherto sent
manned bombers on their murderous mission. These were recalled
when the mistake was discovered. but they are being replaced ,by
missiles which cannot be recalled.

Anyone who requires new material for nightmares should bear
In mind the following statements which have been made by men
l/1 positions of critical responsibility. and which reflect the views of
cheir colleagues around the world:

Admiral Radford:

,,/ demand total victory over the Communist system - not
sta'emate."

In other words. war.

General Nachan Twining:

"I( it were not (or the. politicians I would sect/e the war in one
afternoon by bombing Soviet Russia."

General Orvil Anderson. Commander of the Air War College:

"! would be happy to bomb Russ/a.just give me the order to do it."

These statements are the ravings of men in power. See New York
"Nation". October 28. 1961. "Juggernaut: The Warfare State".

The sombre conclusion is chat, unless the policies of the Great
Powers are radically changed within che next few years. the chances
of human survival are very slight.

All these dangers. to my mind. are far less threatening than
what the Report heads as "Human Aberrations". We are told that
in the United States "3 per cent of medical discharges from the
armed forces are for psychiatric causes and that. nevertheless. there
is no psychological screening for men who are going to occupy the
most delicate and responsible posts. It is pointed out that such
men, if in any degree unbalanced. are likely in a time of tension to
act with fatal rashness. What is even worse is that men whom
American authorities consider sane would not be so considered in
any less hysterical atmosphere. The United States Government is
inaugurating a campaign of civil defence and. in order to further it.
is sending instructors to all parts of the country to persuade people.
falsely. that shelters may keep them alive. What instruction these
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This is the first paragraph of the Publishers' Note: Human optimism dl•• hard: to live but on. oxampl., on 1st January 19)9
1I0yd'i wert elvlnl 32-1 odd •• ealntt war In 1939. It II dln.orou,ly o•• y In
such a spirit of optimism to convince oneself that nuclear war is so terrible
that it could not happen. With the development 0' new and speedier
weapon, systems and of more and more nuclear weapon. the daneer of war
II closer than .v.r.

These are the titles of some of the sections of the 25-page Mershon Report: ACCIDENTALWARIN HISTORY.
SPECIFIC DANGERSIN THE1960s:DEFENSESYSTEMACCIDENTS,ACCIDENTALNUCLEAREXPLOSIONS,HUMANABERRATICNS,
UNINTENDEDSPREADOF LIMITEDWARS,CATALYTICWARS(caused by spread of nuclear weapons); DIPLCMATICAND
MILITARYMISCALCULATIONS,HJTEllliATIONALTENSIONANDREADINESSFORWJI.R.

Alex writes:

Our many accidental war papers are generating many replies, including about 6 from the Pentagon, NATO,
and various generals. They disagree with us but can It state any contrary facts.

We are amassing much critical data,and our book foI;. Canadian Peace Research Association will certainly
only be a start on a much more detailed book in a few years,

Senator Hart had indicated he would hold hearings in Accidental War in September, Last week I received
a call from his staff that Pentagon officials are worried about a scare, so he's holding off
indefinitely till we have more concrete information, and he can ask Defense research agencies to look
into our "allegations".

Eventually, Alex may testify at a Congressional hearing.

From the NewYork Times (12/20/83): 'Survivors' Manual
r" '".

One of tbe triOSt tAtked-about new
books !II Washington IIlI the
holiday season moves Into high

gearIs bound In rei! and gold, Ia dls-
tributed by Farrar Straus " Girowi
and :costs only $4.95. ttl!' arrestinB
title; "The Official Government Nu.
cl ear Survivors Manual_ Everything
that Is Known about Effective Proc&:
duresln Case of Nuclear Attack" jo,. :

The publisher, Bill Adler,'sald: "We
~ the American public should
De brought up to date on everYtb.lnR
the Government Is doing In Its behalf.
In our, opinion, that knowledRe -may

,well be America's only hope for sur,
."Viva!."' .. ,-. ".., ... , ,",. ~' .~
, Not counting endpapers, the book
has 192 pages, every one of them abso-
.Iutely blank. -

(Thank you, roN JACKANICZ)

RELIGION

(10) Reagan: Better dead than red. From the New,York Times (3/Z0/83,p. l8E):

Reagan's Unsettling Life-Of-Death Preference
lng of Bernard Shaw's "TIle'Devil's
Disciple" might have taught him,
does not, after all, depend tlll tbelr'
religious beliefs.

We have even more reason for con-
cern If, as many think, Mr. Reapn Is
a true believer In the kind of -.ti-
ment he uttered. For, as the most
powerful political leader In the world,
Mr. Reagan can, by a touch on a but-
ton, determine whetber hundreds of
ml1l1ons of people shall live or die.

It Is profoundly dlsquletin& that the
lndlvldual who has llte-and-death
power over the future of hwnanlty,
young II.Qd old alike, may believe
that we are better off dead but devout
than alive and atheistic, '

Eow AIlDPESSEN
Brooltlyn, March 11, 1983

To the Editor:
In addressing the National Associa-

tion of Evangelicals In Orlando on
March 8, President Reagan praised
"as a profound truth" the sentiment
that it is better that children "die now,
still believing in GoII, than have them
grow up under Communism and one
day die no longer believing in God"
(news story March 9). These words
are cause for dismay.

'If they are essentially opportwtlstic
rhetoric, calculatingly expressed to'
an audience that the President had
reason to expect would respond en-
thusiastically to them, they raise em-
barrassing questions both about Mr.
Reagan's judgment and about his
good sense. The decency of people and
their right to continued life, as a read-
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(11) Religious beliefs surveyed. The San Francisco Examiner (of 4/3/83) polled close to 700 people in the Bay Area,
asking, fndhich category best defines your religious beliefs?"

These are the categories: These are the results:

Atheist - You do not believe
in God.
Agnostic - You do not know
whether there is a God or a future
fife or anything beyond the
material world.

Mystic or spiritualist -
You don't necessarily believe in a
God that created the world, but
do believe there is some force
beyond the material world. '

Christian - You believe that
Jesus Christ is the Messiah and is
the son of God.
Jewish - You regard yourself
as descended from the ancient
Hebrews and follow the Jewish
Scriptures.

Humanist - You believe in a
moral system based on human
interests, not religious beliefs.

Christian 41%

Mystic/Spritualist 22%

Humanist 19%

Agnostic 11%

Jewish 3%

Atheist 1%

Other 3%

(Thank you, JACKRAGSDAlE)

More than 30%do not believe in the supernatural -- more than we had realized.

(12) Non-prophet.Karl Marxhad some brilliant insights, but he wasn't so hot as a prophet. A lot of things have
happened that he didn't figure on. As Sidney Hookputs it:

What was distinctive about his theories concerning
how socialism - which au fond was an extension of democracy
to a way of life - was to be achieved has largely been dis-
proved by historical events, History, alas', has been guilty of
lese-Marxism, Marx underestimated the capacity of capitalist
societies to raise the standard of living of its population,
including even the longevity of the working class; he under-
estimated the growth and intensity of nationalism; he was;
mistaken in interpreting all forms of coercion and exploiia- .
tion as flowing from private ownership of the social means of
production; he ignored the prospect of bureaucratic forms of
collectivism; and the very possibility of war between collectiv-
ist economies, illustrated in the nuclear threat of Communist
Russia against Communist China, was inconceivable to him
by definition, As we have seen, he shared the naivete of anar-
chist thinkers in believing that the state would disappear with
universal collectivism and that "the administration of things"
could ever completely replace administration by men and
women and the possibility of its abuse. He underestimated the
role of personality in history; and, although he contributed
profoundiy to our understanding of the determining influ-
ence, direct and indirect, of the mode of economic production
on many aspects of culture, he exaggerated the degree of its
determination and its "inevitability" and "necessity," That is
why those who have learned most from Marx, if faithful to
his own commitment to the scientific, rational rnr: hod,
should no more consider themselves "Marxists" today than
modern biologists should consider themselves "Darwin .ans"
or modern physicists "Newtonians." "Marxism" today sig-
nifies an ideology in Marx's OJ iginal sense of that term, sug-
gestive more of a religious than of a strictly scientific 'or
rational outlook on society,

The above quotation comes from Sidney Hook's article in "Free Inquiry" (Apri.l 1983, p , 27). Hookmaintains
that the Marxists have perverted Marx. The article Ls titled, "Karl Marxversus the CommunistYiovement",
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NEWS A BOUT MEMBERS

(13) Dong-In Bae. (First, fop the benefit of recent ERS members, a few words about Dong-In: a ERS member since
early 1975, he is a native of Korea, with political asylum in West Germany. He founded the Korean Bertrand
Russell Society, headquartered in West Germany. He set a record for long-distance travel to attend a BRS
meeting, traveling all the way from West Germany to Canada for the 1978 meeting at HcHaster.)

I am glad to inform you that on 18th February 1983, it was
officially proclaimed that I passed all the doctoral examinations
_ there were "born" other 19 new Doctors in our Faculty of
Economics and Social Sciences at the University of Cologne.

He writes:

In the meantime, my dissertation with the theme "Arbeitsdesign
('Job Design'): Entwicklungskontext, Praxis, Perspektiv.e" has
been printed and delivered to the.University Library and to the
Dean Office of the Faculty, and I received today the Certificate
of the Degree of "Dr. rer. pol." (Doctor rerum politicarum).
My major is Sociology, and the secondary subjects are National
Economics and Political Science.
In writing my above dissertation, I was happy to quote the follow-
ing passages from 3R and Dora Russell, The Prospects of Indus-
trial Civilization, London: George Allen & Unwin, 1970 (1959),
F.76f., indicating their foresight into the problems of techno-
logical development and industrialization:
"Oil is a good example of a commodity of which there is a short-
age •••• Competition between nations will increasingly tend to
be not for markets, but for raw materials; that is to say, they
will compete as producers, not as traders •••. Industrialism in
its heyday is being extraordinarily wasteful of the natural
resources of the world, taking no thought whatever for future
generations. It is probable that, within the lifetime of those
who are now young, scarcity of raw materials will radically
transform industry, and compel nations to adopt less frantic and
excessive methods of production. Some authorities assert that
oil, coal, iron and many other hitherto necessary materials of
industrialism, will have grown very scarce fifty years hence;
in any case, it is nearly certain that they will have grown
sufficiently scarce for those nations which possess them to be
anxious to avoid waste." (quoted on P.21 of my diss.).

Now, I must find out a job, above all, in the fields of
scientific researches. It v;ill be, however, very difficult to
find any job which is adequate for me. As we know, the economic-
ally hard, present situations are allover the world more or
less the same. On political reasons, as you know, I cannot re-·
turn to Korea in the near future; I should still stay here(or
in any free society).

(14) Alejandro Garciadiego -- recipient of the 1982 BRS Doctoral Grant -- has completed all the requirements for
his Ph.D., and has sent a copy of his dissertation to the BRS Library.

(15) Marvin Kohl tells why he views abortion as a mixed good,in "Free Inquiry"(J1linter 1982-83, p.42):

There are good rea-oris for supporting a
liberal abortion policy. Ma ny a rui-abo nio n
arguments we hear todav arc inadequate. If
born human progeny 'have greater moral
standing. if fundamental respect for women
demands the recognition of their r igh t to
choose responsibly. and if an anti-abortion
public policy i" dceplv harmful. then we hav e
a plausible case for abortion as a mixed
good. It is a mixed good because it typically
harms by killing another closely akin being
--even v...hen an. abortion is performed to
prevent injury to the life or health of the
mother. Moreover. to take away a life leaves
many of us with a sense of mora! uneasiness ..
often anguish-c-eve n if it be less sentient or
only a potential human being. even if it be
the best we can morally do in a particular
situation. This sentiment is not the result of a
Ghandi-like sense of purity. Rather it is due

to-the understanding that. in many cases. sex
education or hir t h-co nt r o l migbt have been
workable and, if so, clearly seems 10 be
preferable. A large pari of this a ngui-h i-,
that. a~ vit h rnanv human problem". \\L'

have a llow cd the sit uatio n to develop 10 the
point w h erc the be s t m o r a l al t ern ati v e
(though not the o nl , one) i-, to kill another

being.
In light of ihi». I \\ ish to :-.ugge,,\ that

Richard Taylor and Jeanne Carutn-~
"Abortion and Morality" (FI, Fall 1982, p.
32) i~ an unfair po rt r av a l of t hc p roblc m.
Fir-: orall. su p pocc u is true twhic h l rhin k it
is not) that "I he question of v. hen a lertilivcd
ovum becomes a 'human being' is clearly
u na nswe r a ble." Surelv it i:-. then a r lca ct
pIa usi hlc to maintain that. since a line
cannot he :-ucces:-rull~ drawn. w e xhould
assume that we indeed do have a h u man

bemg lr0111 the moment or concepuo n.

Taylor and Caputo attempt to rarr~ this
c riticis m b~ :-.ugge"ting that si nce mo s t

Ierulizcd o va arc never impla ru cd In the
w ornb. Cod i~the supreme abortionist. \Ov.
this xla pda sh move mCl~ be arnusing t o somc.
but it is clearly fallacious: for the ivs uc In
abort ion is not the dca t h of {he tct u- (a" in an
honest miscarriage or ib lik e l. hut deliberate
killing.

Taylor and Ca put o rightfully rnar sha!
evidence about the human <ufte ring and the
capacity for t\ il thai llc:-, in the pro poval'; to
curtail the legal right in abortion Ag ain . I
am sympathetic wit h their co nrl uvio n. BUI

to arrive at it by :-ugge:-\ing t ha t all. or ev e n
most. a rui-abo rtionist-, arc blind to mor alit ,
because Ihe~ arc indittercnt to suffering i:-.. at
be-,t , si rn plixtrc.

Fir"t or all. it i~ one thing to di-ag ree
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w it h a rnora l positio n and a not hc r to denv
thai it i;-. a moral p ovition. Second. not all
harm i..."uflering: killin g <orne one \I, ho:,e life
h a x. or could ha vc. genuine mea nin a i...
pla uviblv conceived of as an act 01 ha-rm.

Third. dogmatic tundamcntalivts arc no! the
o nl y one . .., w h o o p p o .••• e a b o r tio n . Ma n ,

r e fle c r iv c p c o p l c o p p o s c a b o rtio n . a'"
utilit aria nx. bccau ...c t hcc belicv e killi nu i .
co nr a giou .... They belie", e t ha t a :-.Iid; i .

inevitu b!c and therefore that a liberal or
moderate abortion Jl()lic~ ha-, net negative
utility. Many other oppone ru-, of abortion
..•ecru to be act im uitioni ..•b. Thc-, maintain
that one call "sce " the right ne- ...·or wrong-

(16)
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ne s s of an act. They rnai nt ai n that all
abortion is wrong because, if one would
wunc», an a bonio n. one w ould see or
intuit the \~rtHlgne\~ of that act.

~ov. both of these posu ions rnav be
mistaken. 'vonet hele ,s t he y are moral pointv
of vic v And t he humanist can dis.mis , them
our of hand onl , if he is w illing to embrace
the sa rne kind ofsimple-minded dcg matis m
he hopes 10 conquer. Pe r ha px in the great
battle wit h the Morell Majoruv it is under-
standable that some should become almost
like their enemies. But an open society. a
political de m oc ra cv if it i, to work well.
requires that \1,{' ha ve full rele va n t inforrna-

May1983

non a", to choices. To the c x t cn t either vide
fal\ifle~ or 0\ c r si mpii fi e-, t he is s ue». the
pr oce-, ...ot de m orracv i", made" more diftic ult
To t he ex t cnt thai ~C' hu ma nixt-, lo-,e our
~t'\crcncc for certain idc-al , or c h o o ve
lmr~~.dialt' political gain at t hc price of
\~cn(H:ln~ truth and Iair ness. w e v iolat e our
blrthnght. •
Marvin K(~hl i.\ l~r{Jh'.\.\u,.of philo.\o!Jhl Of

[he Store L'f1Il'ersIIY (!f\e\\ '["orA Colleg(' at
Fredonia and author of The Moralit , of
Ktlling, -

Corliss Lamont. The following ad -- in The NewYork Review of Books U/17/83,p.54) - tells the story:

Lover's Credo
POEMS OF ROMANTIC LOVE

By Corliss Lamont

A book of eloquent and exuberant verse by a
Humanist philosopher that provides an antidote-to to-
day's pervasive vulgarization and debasement of sex
relations.

"The bliss of sexual and spiritual love, the beauty of
the loved one and of nature, the loneliness and ironies
of lost romance are gracefully conveyed in these
meticulously structured poems."

- The Booklist
American Library Association

. "C~rIiss Lamont, bored with pornography and four-
o letter words, !Jas shown that one can speak candidly
~-of the delight of tenderness, passion, exaltation and

lasting comradeship of two people in love without
resorting to coarseness. The title poem, 'Lover's
Credo' is especially appealing .. :; TIiislittle volume
should please lovers of all ages."

-The Atlanta Journal

Second revisededition issued in paperback. 72 Pages.

$4.95 at your bookstore or direct from
WILLIAM L. BAUHAN, PUBLISHER

DUBLIN, NH 03444

(17)

QUESTIONANSw7.RED

"Horrible, horrible, horrible." The question Jack Ragsdale asked last issue (RSN37-1l) has been answered by
JOHNFOTI. He referred us to "Bertrand Russell: The Passionate Sceptic" by Alan Wood(NY: Simon & Schuster,
1958). The following is from Pages 236-7:

My wife then spoke of young men
who had been killed in the war; and said that it seemed mon-
strously unjust that they should not, somehow or somewhere,
have a second chance of happiness and achievement. 'But the
universe is unjust,' said Russell.

In this, I think, lay the essence of Russell's practical wisdom:
to the end he remained true to the faith-preached long before
in A Free Man's Worship, and intensified by the horrors the
world had known since-that the beginning of any worthwhile
creed of living must be a recognition of harsh and unpleasant
truths. He said that 'the secret of happiness is to face the fact
that the world is horrible, horrible, horrible.... You must feel il

deeply, and not brush it aside .. , .'You must feel it right ir
here'-hitting his breast-'and then you can start being happy
again.' Russell went beyond Christian morality in not onlj
stressing man's insignificance compared with the universe, but
in saying that the universe has no principle of justice at work ir
it. I call this practical wisdom because, if you can give up believ-
ing in cosmic justice, then nothing can make you have a gricv-
ance against the world; and there is nothing so sterile and profit-
less as having a grievance. Russell, unlike many philosophers
seemed to find in the fundamental point of his philosophy of life
a practical help in his own living. I do not think he could poss·
ibly have kept up his courage and cheerfulness, in the face of sc
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much recurring sorrow and anxiety, if he had not come 'to lean
by experience the knack of not feeling sorry for himself.
Energy which he might have wasted on feeling sorry for himselt
was diverted into feeling angry with other people: which I
think is much more healthy. He once said 'I don't believe in
meekness'.

This, perhaps, was one of his sharpest departures in practice
from Christian precepts. But only in practice, because, of course,
his theories did not allow him to be angry with anybody. An
evil man was not to be hated, but studied and cured by scientific

methods: 'It is a' waste of energy to be angry with a man who
'behaves badly, just as it is to be angry with a car that won't go.'
But the truth is that a life based strictly on Russell's principles,
without occasional deviations, is as difficult as one based
strictly on Christian teachings, except for a few, exceptional
saints. And even Christ himself (as Russell pointed out) was
capable at times of unloving remarks to his enemies.

'Hatred of some sort,' Russell once wrote, 'is quite necessary
-it needn't be towards people. But without some admixture ~f
hatred one becomes soft and loses energy:

(Thanks, also, to Ramon Carter and Bob Davis.)

.NEW MEMBERS

(18) We warmly welcome these new members:
HOWARD A. BLAffi/135 N. Wilmoth Av./Ames, IA 50010
WCY M. BORIK/52ll Dumaine Dr./La Palma, CA 90623
DEAN T. BOWDEN/8283 La JoUa Shores Drive/La Jolla, CA 92037
SHEILA DRECKMAN/pO Box 244/Kieler, I'll53812
TERRY L. HILDEBRAND/17802 Clark St./Union, IL 60180
WILLIAM R. OSTROWSKI/1441 W. Thome Av./Chicago, IL 60660
PAUL M. PFALZNER/380 Hamilton Av./Ottawa, Ont./Canada KIY lC7
ADELAIDE PROMAN/3653 North 6 Av. (25C)/Phoenix, AZ 85013
LELA MARIE RlVENBARK/2615 Waugh Dr.(233)/Houston, TX 77006
HUGH B. THO~~s/I05 Swigert Av./Lexington, KY 40505
RICHARD H. THOMAS/141882/pOB E/Jackson, HI 49204
LLOYD E. TREFETHEN/4 Washington Square Village (75)/NY NY 10012
CLIFFORD VALENTlNE/5900 Second Place,N.W./Washington, DC 20011

,...- Nill~ADDRESSES ~,NDOTHlm CHANGES

(19) When something is underlined, only the underlhed part is new (or corrected).
LT LEONARD R. CLEAVELIN,JAGC,USNR/1936 N. Clark St. (812)/Chicago, IL 60614IT ROBERT J. DELLE/3969 Adams St. (20SB)/Carlsbad, CA 920S8
PRAtEEP Km~R DUBEY/E.C.E. Dept/U-Mass/Amherst, MA 01003
MARK E. FARLEY/302 S. Masters Dr./Dallas, TX 75217
FRANCISCO GffiON B./l71 Chest.er-sHouse/University of Strathclyde/Glasgow 4AF/Scotland, UK G61
DR. STEPHEN HAMBY/Center for Rational Living!500 Lowell Dr.,S.E./Huntsville, AL 35S01
DOUGLAS HUTCHISON/254 S. Lanza Ct./Saddle Brook, NJ 07662
DON LOEB/423 S. Seventh St.(2)/Ann Arbor, MI 4S103
JIM SULLIVAN/II03 Manchester Dr./South Bend, IN 46615
PAUL WALKER/RR Box lSI/Blairsburg, IA 50i034
Qg TERRY Z. ZACCONEj13046 ArizaDrive/Sarahlga, CA 95070

8.~SLIBRARY

(20) Books to lend. On the next page is a list of 38 books available from the BRS Library. You may borrow any
that interest you.
To borrow, order from Jack Ragsdale, ,BRS Assistant Librarian, 4461 23rd St.,San Francisco, CA 94114. The~e
is no fee for borrowing, but please enclose postage when you order, 861 for HB, 63¢ for PB; stamps accepted •.
Return books in 3 weeks, unless you request an extension. On the list of books, the nan~s of donors appear
in parenthesis.
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1-
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
II.
12.
13.
14.

HISTORY OF WESTERN PHILOSOPHY" HB (Jack Rag sda Le}
MYSTICISM AND LOGIC PB(Jack Ragsda Le )
BERTRAND ,'WSSELL'S BEST Robert E. Egner, Ed. (Ramon Carter) a,
AN OUTLI NE OF PHILOSOPHY PB (Ramon Carter) HB
AUTOBIOGKAPHY OF BERT'''.AND RUSSeLL (1872-1914) HB Vol. J.(Ramon Carter)
LET 'ME Dr E BEFORE I WAKE PB by Derek HUIphry(Author)
ESSAYS ON BERTRAND RUSSELL edited by E. D. Klemke HB (30b Davis)
MORALS WITHOUT MYSTERY by Lee Eisler (author) HB
AUTHORITY AND THE INDIVIDUAL PB (Don Jackan i.c z )
AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF BERT2AND RUSSELL (in one volume) HE (Do~ J~ckanicz)
BERTRAND RUSSELL* 1872-1970 cartoons pix, articles etc PE (Don -Jack anf cz )
BERTqAND RUSSELL, A LIFE by Herbert Gottschalk (Don Jackani c z ]
EDUCATION AND THE SOCIAL OJDER PB (Don -Jackan.i c z )
EFFECTS AND DANGERS OF NUCLEAR WAR (15 p~ An educational

exhibit)
ESSAYS ON SOCIALIST HUMANISM PB (Don Jackanicz)
GERMAN SOCIAL DEMOCRACY PB (Don Jackanicz)
ICARUS or THE FUTURE OF SCIENCE PB (Don Jackanicz)
THE IMPACT OF SCIENCE ON SOCIETY PB (Don Jackal'licz)
AN INQUIRY INTO MEANING AND TRUTH FE (Don Jackaai.cz )
IN P-,,\AISE OF IDLENESS PB (Don Jacka:nicz)
HAS MAN A FUTURE PB (Don Jackanicz)
JUSTICE IN WARTIME HB (Don Jackanicz)
NATIONAL FRONTIERS AND I~~ERNATIONAL COOPERATION PB

by Roy Medvedev

MY PHILOSOPHICAL DEVELOPMENT PB (Den Jackanicz)
POLITICAL IDEALS PB (Don Jackanicz)
PRINCIPLES OF SOCIAL RECONSTRUCTION PB (Don Jackanicz)
THE PRACTICE AND THEORY OF BOLSHEVISM PB
ROADS TO FREEDOM PB
SCEPTICAL ESSAYS PB
SECRECY OF CO~ESPONDENCE IS GU~RANTEED BY LAW PB

by Roy Medvedev
THE TAMARISK TREE by Dora Russell,' an autobiography
MR. WILSON SPEAKS "frankly and fearlessly" ON VIETNAM TO

BERTRAND RUSSELL PB
MARRIAGE AND MORALS PB (Jack Ragsdale)
;)EAR:BERTRAND 'ROSSELL - a selection of Russell's correspondence

v.i th the pub l i c HE (Jack Ragsdale)
EDUCATION AND THE GOOD LIFE PB (Jack Ragsdale)
HUMAN KNOWLEOOE-ITS SCOPE AND LIMITS PB (Jack Ragsdale)
WHY I' AM NOT A CHRISTIAN plus 14 other essays on religion and

related SUbjects and a 50-page appendix on
the history of Russelll8 being prevented from
teaching at New York's City College., (Jack
Ragsdale)

THE EVOLUTION OF CONSCIENCE~by Ralph Newman PB (Jack Ragsdale)

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
2l.
22.
23.

24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
3l.
32.

35.
36.
37.

38.

(21) BaS Library Campaign. 1<Teare not satisfied with the BRS Librf-ry is it exists today. It's much too small!

We think the BRS Library ought to own a copy of every book i3R ever wrote and every book written about him
or his work.

That's a big order.

Perhaps you can help us work our way toward achieving it.

If you have a book by or about i3R that you've read but are not likely to read again.oon, if ever __ or if
you have several copies of the same book, perhaps in different editions -- please donate it to the BRS Library,
which will make it available to many. If the book you donate is out of print __ ..n1'books by i3R are __ it will
be Specially welcome. ; ,

If there's some book by BR that's a particular favorite of yours, and that you'd like to see reach more people,
buy it -- if you see it for sale -- and donate it to the Library.

In a future issue we expect to list the books by BR that the Library does not own, along with their current
prices ••• in case you wish to contribute money to the Library for the purchase of a ~rticular book.

Help us fill the gaps - there are many! -- in the BRS Library. Send books to Jack'lIlgsdale, BHS Assistant
Librarian, 4461 23rd f,t.,San Francisco, CA 94114. Book postage: 1st lb. 63¢, ther •• :f'ter 23~ per lb.
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FUN

Puzzle.JACK RAGSDALE asks you to guess who is being referred to in the following:

Professor of Paganism; philosophical anarchist; moral nihilist of Great Britain; dessicated, divorced and
decadent advocate of sexual promiscuity; corrupting individual; Professor of Immorality and Irreligion;
ostracized by decent Englishmen; dog; conducted a nudist colony; ape of genius; devil's minister to
men; pro-communist.

Jack SS;)TS all these quotes come from "How Bertrand Russell .vas Prevented from Teaching at, City College, New
York," by Paul Edwards. It is included, as an appendix, in "Why I Am Not A Christian" (London:Allen & Umdn,
1957, pp 181-220).

ONE-LINER

(23) A fundamentalist is someone who worships a dead radical.

From "The Founding Fathers and Religious Liberty"
by Robert S. 'Alley, in "Free Inquiry" (Spring 1983, p.5)
Alley calls it a paraphrase of a comment by John Holt.

CONTRIBUTIONS

(24) We thank these recent donors: BOB DAVIS, PAUL FIGUEREDO, DAVID GOLDMAN, DON· JACKANICZ, MICHAEL TAINT.

(25) We invite contributions. Invite, did we say? Nay, beg were Inore like it. We beg contributions.
'~ns~~J~ sua ~4+ u1 A~uomJOJ p~~u yens nun ~ s1 ~J~4+

ptre <s~lIrn 1~nsnun ~~ ~S~Wt ~Sn"80lOq<pmsnun s1 4014/0\<P"8~l.i.mo uo l'lu1P~+s aJ'Il ~/o\ PjOo1

So please send what money you can spare. No amount is too small*to be useful.

Send it c/o the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom. *or too large, for that matter

BRS BUSINESS

(26) Use of the BRS name by members. Some BRS members, when writing a Letter to the Editor (of a newspaper or
magazine)-- or to a prominent person -- wish to bring in the BRS name. We like that idea, and encourage it,
provided it is done in the following way: write your letter on BRS member-e.' stationery (29).
We ask you not to write BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY after your name, when you sign your letter -- no matter
what kind ofStationery you use. That would make it appear that you are writing on behalf of the BRS, and
that would be an unauthorized use of the BRS name.

(27) ~new address for the BRS.You may have noticed a new BRS address at the top of Page 1. It replaces the former
Georgia address.

We have, in effect, moved the corporation from Georgia to Illinois. We did it this way: we dissolved The
Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.(a Georgia corporation) and formed The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.(an
Illll10is corporation).

From the standpoint of BRS members, nothing has changed, nothing is different.

How did \olehappen to be incorporated in ::rl!orgia?Why did we make the change?

We were incorporated in Georgia because that's where Peter Cranford lives. Peter, our former Chairman, founded
tho BRS and made all the arrangements in the early years (and paid for them), for all of which we are
permanently in his debt. He incorporated the corporation in Georgia because that's where he lives. That was
reasonable and proper.
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A oorporation is required t.o have a "registered agent" (of the cor-porat.Lon ) who is a resident of the state.
Peter, a Georgia resident, was"the registered agent of the BRS,a Georgia corporation.

But circumstances changed.

Peter is getting on in years, and has had a "lengthy hospital stay and a convalescence which continues to
limit my activities," he told us in his letter of August 5th (RSN35-36).

Do we have another BR.Smemberwholives in Georgia and whomight becomethe registered agent if that
should becomenecessary or seem desirable? Wehave no memberin Georgia, except Peter, whohas been active
in BRSaffairs.

So it seemed prudent to move out of Georgia. Wemovedto Illinois, where we have quite a few members,
including 5 Directors, two of whomare BP~Officers, any of whomcould satisfactorily fill the post of
registered agent.

And that's howit has comeabout that the BRSis nowan Illinois corporation, and that Don Jackanicz,
BaSPresident, is its registered agent. It is Don's Illinois address that is nowthe official address of
the FillS,and appears at the top of Page 1.

Weare greatly indebted to EllSDirector STEVEMARAGIDES,who is an attorney (and whohappens to live in
Illinois) for donating his legal services -- which were not inconsiderable -- and \vhich enabled us to
make the move from Georgia to Illinois.

-~- * * * *
Here are the minutes of the two Roard of Directors meetings held in connection with the movefrom Georgia to
Illinois:

THEBER'I.'R.A11DP.USSELLSOCTE'l'Y
'Special Meeting of the Board- of Dfr ector e , Ckar e-cnt., California, 19 Dec. 1982

Present: Harry Ruja (presiding). Jacqueline Ber t.hon-Payon , Robert !:.
Devis.

Harry Ruja (henceforth HR) called the meeting to order, announced that
according to the By Laws, e quorun ••as present, and presented the agenda
ccnai s t.t ng of two t tens . (1) approving the Society'S Bylaws in connection
with the application for tax-exempt status, and (2) approving the cancella-
tion of the incorporation of the Society in Georgia and its reincorporstion
in illinois.

Robert Davis (henceforth roCD) moved appr ovaL of item Ij Jacqueline Ber t.hon-
Payo n (henceforth JB-P) seconded the motion. There being no discussion,
HR called for a vote. The motion passed unanimously.

JE-P moved approval of i tern 2 j RKD seconded the motion. HR raised the issue
ot the method to be used to notify the membership of this change. consensus
'Was reached that the BRS News was the appr opr Lat.e vehicle for that pur pose ,
There being no !urtherdi~sion, H? called fa:' a vote. The motdcn paaeed
unanimously.

There being no further business to conduct, the meeting was adjourned.

* * * *
Weare not reproducing the "Resolution to Dissolve",
which is referred to in the April l{inutes, because
the Minutes give the substance of the Resolution.

MIKUfES CF n:r.: 30ARD CF D}?;;:;S;-CRS MuTING OF illS ES"rl'T?AND RLS33LL ~CX:EIT!
INC.! APRIL 11,198)

The Specia"l Meeting of the Board of Directors was called to order at

4:00 p.e , on Monday, April 11, 1983 in Room.S-2()t1 of the Science Building

of Northeastern Illinois univ er ef t.y, 5500 Ii. St. Louis Ave., Chicago, !L.

A quorum was es t.a.bl.Lshed by the presence of three Boa rd members--Donald

W. Jackanicz, Steve Mara.gides, am Hugh S. Moorhead. In the absence of

Board Chairman Harry Ruja, those present chose Steve' -xaragades to serve

as Acting Chairman.' In the absence of Board Secretary Cherie Ruppe, those

present chose Donald 'Ii. Jackanicz to serve as Actil",g Secretary.

The sale agenda item was to authorize d Lsso Iut.fon of t.~e Oecr-g f.e cor-

poration known as The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. arrl to establis.' the

corporate ide"ntity of our organization as that of Tne Bertrand Ruase l I So-
ciety, Inc , , an Illinois cor-jorat.ton, by apec Lf'yLng tha't, upon dissolution

of the Georgia cor-pora't.ton, all Society attributes other than state of

incorporation are to be transferred to the Illinois corporation. Steve

Maragides mcved , with PoughS, Moorhead seconding -th e motion, that the

"Resolution to Dissolve" (see accompanying sheet) be appr-oved by the

Board am sublllitted to the Secretary of State of the State of' Georgia

in accordance with that State's cor-pcr-et.aon dissolution pr ccecur e . This

motion was carried by a vote of Yes--15 (tl"le three Board mem'ber s attending

in person plus 12 Board members casting affirmative votes by proxy through

Do:.a1d W. Jackanicz) ani No--1 (one Board member casting his negative vote
by proxy t.l-Jrough Donald W, Jackaru cs.) , Seven Board members did not vote.

See the accompanying sheet for a complete vote tally.

Witl"l no other business at hand, Acting Chairman Steve !".aragides moved

t.,l;,at the lteeting be adjourned. Hugh S, Moorhead secorded th e motion which

••.as unanimously accept.ed , The meeting adjorned at 4: 15 p-ra ,

FOR SALE

Dona Id 'Ii', Jackanicz., Acting Secretary

April 12, 1983

( 28) Ell button. b&w,2~" diameter, $1.50 postpaid. Samehutton with a magnet instead of a pin, $2 postpaid. Order
from 8nttonworks, 55 Bowse ., Portsmouth, NH03801. Allow 4 weeks.

Members' stationery. 8~ x 11, white. Across the top: "The good life is one inspired by love and guided by knowledge.*
Bertrand Russll". Onthe bottom: I/*Notto of the Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." Newprice: $6 post paid, for 90 sheets
(weighs just under a pound, travels 3rd class). Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.
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(30) &'1 postcard, Philippe Halsman' s handsome 1958 photo of BR with pipe, is presently cut of stock at the source.
We will let you know when it becomes available again.

REPORTS FROM OFFICERS

(31) President Don Jackanicz reports:

On April 16 I attended the second of three national conferences on
No First Use of Nuclear Weapons sponsored by the Council for a Liv-
ab 1e W 0 r 1d . In 0 c t0 be r 1982 this 0 r g ani z a t ion sponsor-ed a s imil a r
meeting in New York; on December 3, 1983 a San Francisco meeting
will be held. Five hundred people were present to hear seven hours
of talks and to participate in discussion. The program centered on
the article "Nuclear Weapons and the Atlantic Alliance" by McGeorge
Bundy, George F. Kennan, Robert McNa~ara, and Gerald Smit~ appearing
in Foreign Affairs, Spring 1982. This article advanced the argument
that a firm American commitment to the nO first use ~f nuclear wea-
pons would be a great advance in reducing East-West tension and could
be the starting point of more meaningful nuclear arms reduction talks.
Both the Soviet Union and China have made such commitments. In dis-
cussion, arguments favoring and discrediting this thesis were made
so that the proposal was subjected to a substantial critique. Of
the four authors, only Bundy was present, but other diplomatic,
military, and scholarly authorities were on hand to add their ex-
pertise. If you are interested in more infctfuation on the Council
or would like some of its free publications, including an offprint
of this article, write to Council for a Livable World/II Beacon St./
Boston, MA 02108. Attending public interest meetings like this one,
studying the issues, and voicing one's opinion to elected and ap-
pointed government officials are among the ways each of us can con-

tribute in some small way toward ending the nuclear weapons folly.
If you have something of this nature to share with members, please
submit a report to the RSN. Your thoughtful contribution might just
have some worthwhile affect.

As the June Hamilton Annual Meeting is approaching, I trust as many
of you as possible have made travel plans and reservations with our
host, McMaster University. Our Annual Meetings have always been the
highlight of the BRS year, and in 1983 this tradition will continue.
A fine program has been prepared by the Archives, and we will have
the pleasure of enjoying it within the beautiful setting of the Uni-
versity. Accomodations, as always, will be very good. The BRS will
have several business matters to attend to, and I hope each of you
will consider attending for this reason as well as to participate in
the other Meeting activities. A final note: After a long search,
it seems I have located an adequate Red Hackle supply. This tra-
ditional Annual Meeting beverage, I do expect, will be available
to us in adequate quantity.

BRS Al"ARlJ

(32) Professor Jospeh Rotblat will receive the 1983 Bertrand Russell Society Award. He worked closely with BR
on that most important of all possible projects, the elimination of nuclear weapons -- a project which
began to take on substance at Pugwash ,

Pugwash was a breakthrough. It brought scientists from the East and West together for the first time
(to discuss the danger of nuclear war.) Professor Rotblat helped BR bring Pugwash into existence and
keep it going. We have alreadY mentioned BR's very high opinion of him (7).

In accepting the invitation to receive the Award, Professor Rotblat writes:

l"ith regard to my relations with Bertrand Russell, I was in close touch with him until his death and,
later, with his wife, Edith. The Movement originated by Bertrand Russell, the Pugwash Conferences,
has occupied most of row time and still does. Although I am no longer Secretary-General, I am very
active in the Pugwash Council and its Executive Commi.t.t.eeand I am Chairman of the British Pugwash
Group. I am proud of the fact that I am the only person alive who attended all the Pugwash Conferences
so far.
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There is a possibility that we may be able to present the Award to Professor Rotblat in person at our June
meeting. He writes:

I note that the presentation would be made at your banquet at Mc:l'l8.BterUniversity on June 25. I shall be
in the United states (in Wisconsin) at that time, attending a conference. Should my commitments at the
conference enable me to be free on that date, I would be glad to make the trip to Hamilton, but I -will
not know whether this will be possible until late in May.

This is one more reason for BRS members to come to the ,Tune meeting at McMaster: To make reservations, see (41).

OBITUARY

(33) Herbert A. Stahl has died, we regret to report.He has been a BRS member since early 1975. The many difficulties
which he successfully surmounted were described in the Congressional Record of Y~rc~ 1, 1976 and reproduced in
RSN19-45 (August 1978). We offer our sympathy to his widow) Dorothy.

ABOUT OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

Wilberforce seminar cancelled. The s~~nar was to have taken place at St. JOhn's College, Cambridge, on
August 5-7 (RSN37-31), but August, Jack Lennard advises,"is a holiday month, especially the first half,
when possible speakers, and others, are on vacation." Hence the cancellation. "I thank you fo!"your kind
interest," he adds. "Perhaps we will try again another year."

Earthday Society Foundation
sponsored "Earth Day (a
global holiday)" on Narch
20-21. This is their
announcement --------+

EAR T II 0 A Y 'n) - MAnCIl 20th - 21st

PEACE BELL CEREMONY - UNITED Nl'.TTONS

~UNDAY, MARCil 20thC~=:.L--,-,-=,,-,=,,--,,---,lcol,",PM,,--TO 12 tnDNIGBT

THE EQU INQX HILL OCCUR AT 11: 39 PM (EST)·

The Peace Bell will be rung at the moment of the aqu r no x , followed by
two minutes of silent prayer or meditation; a t t roo for vo r Ldwi de dedication

to the care of Earth. Radio and TV in a I I co nn t ri e s are urged to give
live cove r aqe g t o t.h Ls event, to commomo r c t.o World Communications Year

with a breathtaking global commitment to the care of Earth.

Individuals a nd groups who w Lsb to c e l ob ra t o r artf Di!.Y ffiily come to the
Uni ted Na tions, or plan the! r own l o ca 1 celebra t Lon .

Earth Day projects can begin one or two woo k s bo f o r e Earth Day. Reports
during this time on the s t at.c of Earth in local communities are requested.
They can be given to local media a nd by Maillrdm to the Earth Society for a

State of Earth glohal round-Up on r.c r t.n ne v . This w i Ll, include reports from
Space and from the North and Soui.:.h Poles.

COMMU~ICATE EARTH CARE IN 198~ WORLD COMMUNICATIONS YEAR

·EQUINOX: 0439 Universal Time (GMTI March 21st ~' (March 20th in New York)

(~) iTli11 /', EARTH SOCIETY~9 = I FOUN DATION------------I c--"-=..c---=--=':-...--
:,A!"l 5TH AVfNlJ[, NEW YORK NY 10017 PHON£; (717)574-3059 121218.32·3~!ig
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World Policy Institute, Publications 1983. This is an impressive 24-page catalog of books and papers that
deal with the really big problems. This is how the Institute describes itself and its areas of interest:

\Xi.RLD POLICY
INSTITUTE

",he purpose of the World Policy Institute is to
.adevelop and implement practical proposals for

preventing and eventually e limmating war, achiev-
ing economic well-being, advancing human rights,
and establishing a healthy global ecology.

",he World Policy Institute, formerly the Institute
.afar World Order, changed its name in 1982 to

;reflect a new emphasis on scholarly research aimed
at producing pragmatic policy recommendations-
in the form of books, World Policy Papers, and brief-
ings-for achieving a more peaceful and just struc-
ture of international relations.

",he Institute's communications program conveys
.athese recommendations to legislators and public

officials, to the genera] public through the media, to
professional and service groups, to universities and
schools, and to religious and other membership
groups.

Most of the material is published by the Institute itself,
publishers, including Basic Books,W. H. Freeman, UChicago
Jovanovich, Princeton U. Press, Praeger, etc.

Here are samples,
from Pages 12-13

.------flo The National
Interest and the.
Human Interest:
An Analysis of
U.S. foreign
Policy

tCONTENTS
World Security...................................... 3
War and Militarism 4
Disarmament and Demilitarization 5
International Relationstworld Order

Studies 7
U.S. Foreign Policy 11
Economics. Development •

Environment 14
Human Rights 17
Curriculum Development

Resources : 18
Audio-Visual Materials 19
Additional Materials 20

\\;'. R L D POll C YIN S TIT UTE
777 United Nations Plaza
New York, N.Y. lOCH 7

(212) 490-0010

but the Catalcgalso lists books from other
Press, Monthly Review Press, Harcourt Brace

Peddlers of Crisis: The
Committee on the Present
Danger and the Politics of

Containment

~- Terry W. Sanders. Boston: South End Press, 1983.
~" 335 pp. Paper, 57.95

Traces the remarkable odvvsc y lIt the Committee nil the
Present Danger from poh nca l pov....cr. ro pohnc.r! exile. Jn~
back to the present where J number ot the Comrm r tcc -,
members hold top po-u rons In the Reagan Adrruru s t r anon
Sanders uncovers the confhc cs and crnicalmtvraction that
takes place amonu pohc y cutes. pubhc opi ruon. .md exam-
tries the uppor tum n cs tor popular m()VCr~1cnt~ .tt horne and
.ibroud tIl challc nac elite dnmination ot pohcv and break
the gnp of Cnld \VJr mi h t arisrn

,. Presents import.mt new material on rhc torci an rnlJq
debate in the U S at tWO cr in. ..:alluncrurcs the -cb. liar-
ship IS superior dod the historical rt:rurong IS rnctrcu
lous."-Ri<.:hard Barner. Irian rut •...tor [Julie\" SWJIC";'

Friends of Robert G. Ingersoll. Newsletters 4 & 5 (February and ~~rch 1983) report that there will be an
Ingersoll Sesquicentennial Festival in Peoria,IL for several days in August, with scholars giving talks at
Bradley Un iver-s.i.ty , To coincide with the Festival, the Friends are putting on a Freethought Fair."Representatives
of various freethought publishers and organizations will have displays featuring their wares and literature.
The Fair will not be limited to Ingersoll and will include the entire spectrum of American freethought:
atheism, agnosticism, deism, rationalism, etc." For information about the Festival, Fair, travel and lodging,
and exact dates, write the Friends at PO Box 5082, Peoria, IL 61601

Robert Ci loh ansen. Princeton: Princeton Universi-
ty Press, 1980. 517 pp. Paper, $7.95
Iobansen develops a new global humanisttc framework for
analyzing U.S. foreign policy, and assesses the impact of
U.S. foreign policy on strategic arms limitation, human
rights in Chile, economic well-being In India. and environ-
mental protection of the oceans.

"tndispensible for anyone wishing to teach international .•
relations courses from a perspective that takes into account
the ethical issues suppressed by' rcalpoh nk . thinki ng.v-s-
Bulletin of Atomic SClentist.s
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(38) FFRF. The Freedom From Religion Foundation devotes its March 1983 newsletter toa12-page article,
'ii'Creationism:The Fossil Record and the Flood". We reproduce a portion of the conclusion:

•• t they have given unwary "evolutionists" quite a scare and at times
waylaid scientific evolutionists by thrusting a fresh, unexpected attack upon
them in debates for which the scientists were totally unprepared. Science had
thuught that this low-level foolishness had long since been disposed of, and It
was caught flat-footed by the novelty of finding a coterie of well-prepared de-
baters with rather good credentials in science now standing behind the bible it-
self! Until then, it was easy to dismiss the superstitions of the bible as super-
stitions. Suddenly, the new breed of fundamentalist burst forth from the covert,
quiet halls of fundamentalist colleges where they had been perfecting the attack
upon evolution for some time!

The forces of science found themselves in disarray as creation scientisrs fired
volley after volley of challenging, scientific-sounding, and apparently credible
arguments in every direction: at school boards, at science itself, at political tar-
gets, at textbook publishers, at the blindiy faithful-a virtual MIRV barrage de-
SIgned to bring down the constitutional barrier between religion and the state.

FFRF's address is PO Box 750, V~dison, WI 53701. They seek members. Annual dues $15.

The Hemlock Society __ "supporting active voltmtary euthanasia for the terminally ill." The Society
is sponsoring a National Voluntary Euthaniasia Conference on April 29 and 30,at the Unitarian Center,
San Francisco, according to Hemlock Quarterly (No. 11, April 1983). The Quarterly lists the very
considerable publicity the Society has been receiving in the media, including NBC-TV's "Today Show"
(March 9),ABC-TV's "The J.oast Word", with Phil Donahue (taped Narch 29, release date not !mown), Time
Magazine, Behavior Section (March 21). The Quarterly reproduces the Time article.

And we've just come across this sizeable article in The New York Times (4/25/83,p. B8):

The 'Right
To Die':

'ls It Right?

SINCE the apparent suicide In
March of Arthur Koestler and
his wife in London, something of

an old subject - euthanasia - has
been debated anew. Only last week,
the Koestler deaths were the focus of
Intense discussion In Dallas at the an;

'nual meeting of the American Associ-
ation of Suicidology, the group of sui-
cide-preventIon professionals.

And this Friday, the first National
Voluntary Euthanasia Conference Is
expected to attract several hundred
people to the Unitarian Center In San
Francisco. The event's sponsor Is
Hemlock, a two-year-old, Los-An-
geles-based' organization with 7,500
members that has publlshed a contro-
versial book, "Let Me Die Before I
Wake," written by the group's found-
er, Derek Humphry.

The book's subtitle describes it as a
volume "of self-dellverance for the
dying." Critics charge the book is a
suicide manual that may cause unnec-

'essary death among the young and the
depressed, people who might not kill
themselves if it weren't possible to
buy a guide to self-destruction.

The word euthanasia, derived from
the Greek roots "good death," has
been loosely applled to everything
ft:Om an Individual's right to die with
~lgnlty to the extermination of those
In nursing homes by the Nazis. Hem-
!ock, however, Is primarily Interested
In those who wish to end the life of the
terminally or Incurably ill.

An Introductory disclaimer In "Let
Me Die Before I Wake" suggests that
those contemplating suicide should
convey their intentions to family
friends, a physician, counselor, miniS:
ter or suicide-prevention center. The
book then presents case histories of
dying patients who were assisted In
klllinJ( themselves by family or
friends, and describes dosages of
drugs that were used by people to die.

•
"We are all going to die, and a few .

of us are going to die badly," said Mr.
Humphry. "We regret suicide In the
young, and we hope that people will
not misuse this book. But are we to de-
pnve Inte1llgent, thinking, terminally
III people of this resource?" What he

·calIed "rational suicide" was the ultI- .
mate civil Iibertv. h" .• aId. --_ .. -.-

Hemlock's stance has not gone un-
criticized. "Our organization believes
that under no circumstances can one

'iustlty the violent taldng of Ilfe," said
Dr. Jack WllIke. president of the Na-
tional Right to Life Committee. "We
don't say that you have to use medica-
tion or mechanical equipment if the
patient is In the process of dying. But
one never directly kill s, Doctors who
prescribe drugs to such people are
helping a patient die, and the doctor is
an accomplice to the killing."

A physician for 35 years, Dr. Willke
believes that there is no such thing as
pain that cannot be controlled. "No
matter what the illness," he said
"one can be kept reasonably comfort:
able. If you can't control the pain, get
another doctor. " .

Others oppose the Hemlock book on
rellgious grounds. "Certainly one has
the physical abillty to do away with
oneself," said the Rev. William B.
Smith, professor of moral theology at
St. Joseph's Seminary in Yonkers.
"But the moral right? I'd say no. If
you belleve Ilfe comes from God, and
you have it in trust for a while, then
you believe that you cannot take It.
But if you beHeve you're not oniy the
tenant but also the landlord of your. ex-
istence - then I suppose you can be-
lieve that you can take your life."

Dr. John D. Arras, philosopher-In-
residence at Montefiore Medical Cen-
ter In the Bronx, frequently advises
doctors on these issues. "I don't know
why believers can't have the view of
God as a compassionate innkeeper
who gives his residents the right to
check out whenever they want to," he
said about religious objections.

The Hemlock Society's address is PO Box 66218, Los Angeles, CA 90066.

o
Some, like Father Smith believe

that the term "rational suicide" is a
contradiction In terms. Dr. Arras
thinks that suicide under certain cir-
cumstances can be an ethical option
:'1 believe that the classIcal philosoph:
leal argument for suicide or assisted
suicide is very strong," he saId. "But
these. are decisions that should be
made In fear and trembling. I'm wary
of the ,Popularization of suicide. It's
one thing to stake out the abstract
r.I~t to die, another thing to parade
this before depressed people who may
take advantage of it."
L There Is also implled crltlclsm of
Hen:lock In the polley of older "right.
to-dts" groups. "We decided not to
make available methods that would
enable people to take their own life"
said Alice V. Mehling, executive di-
rector of the Society for the Right to
Die, a group In Manhattan founded In
1938. "Suicide can be botched with
rather unfortunate results. No one
knows really what their tolerance is to
an overdose of any drug."
. Another Manhattan·based organiza-

tion, Concern for Dying has decided
. against distributing suicide manuals
"We completely support the principle
of bodily self-determination," said
A. J. Levinson, the group's executive
director. "But the vast majority of
people who want to commit suicIde
are depressed people who need coun-
seling - and not Instructions."

ELECTION OF DIRECTORS

(40) We are to nominate Directors. Directors are elected to 3-year terms. The Bylaws call for a minimum of 6 and a
maxinlum of 24. We currently have 22. If we elect 7 this year, it will bring the total up to 24, which is
desirable.
Any member may nominate any other member to be a Director-Candidate.

If you wish to be a Candidate yourself, notify the Elections Committee, and someone will probably nominate you.
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The d~ties of a Director are not burdensome. Directors are occasionally asked their opinion about something,
by mall; and they are expec~ed to m~e a.reasonable e~fort to attend annual meetings, though not at great
expense. The cost of attendlng meetlUgs lS tax-deductlble,for Directors.

We would like to have more than 7 names on the ballot, so as to give members a choice.

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

The next newsletter (RSN39, August) will contain a ballot, with the brief statements about the candidates.

Directors whose terms expire this year are ALI GHAEMI, DON JACKANICZ, CHERIE RUPPE, WAR..'l.ENSMITH, KATE TAIT.
They are all eligible for r~election.

* To nominate someone -- or to volunteer yourself -- write the Elections Committee, c/o the newsletter, address
on Page 1, bottom.

ANNUAL MEETING (1983)

(41) June 24-26.The following information was provided in the last issue (RSN37-33):
The meeting is timed to coincide with a Conference at McMaster. The Conference -- jointly sponsored by the
Bertrand Russell Editorial Project (at McMaster University) and the Institute for the History and Philosophy
of Science and Technology (at University of Toronto) -- is in 2 parts.

Part 1 __ June 24-26,1983 -- is on BR's non-technical ("humanistic") writings.
Part 2 -- June 1984 -- will deal with BR's technical writings.
The program consists of 10 talks, starting Friday at 1 PM and ending at noon, Sunday. (Actually the program
starts at 12:50 PM with a brief speech of welcome by Richard A. Rempel, Coordinator of the Russell Editorial
Project.) It's not solid talk, talk, talk. It's talk alternating with coffee breaks and ending with a
Barbecue at the Faculty Club, 6 PN on Friday, and a Buffet Banquet with Red Hackle (BR's brand of whiskey),
7 PM Saturday.

These are some of the speakers and their topics:
• S. P. Rosenbaum (University of Toronto),'Russell and Bloomsbury".

Kirk Willis (University of Georgia and recipient of the 197'1 BRS Doctoral Grant),"Russell's early views on religion".
Peter Clarke (St. John's College, Cambridge University),"Russell and Liberalism".
Brian Harrison (Corpus Christi College, Oxford University) ,"Russell and suffrage".
Thomas C. Kennedy (University of Arkansas),"Russell and Pacifism".

A ERS business meeting will be held Friday evening. No Conference talks are scheduled.

Costs: A Conference fee of $30 (students $15) covers talks, coffee breaks, Barbecue, Banquet. Cost of l6dging
anct:meals is $43.84 per person double, $54.34 single. This covers 2 nights lodging (June 24,25), 2 breakfasts

(June 25,26), 1 lunch(June 25). Extra lodging before and after the Conference is available at the daily rate of
$15.75 double; $21 single. Rates include bedding, towels, soap, daily maid service, parking and Ontario's 5%
sales tax. •
To make a reservation you need 2 money-orders, payable to McMaster University in Canadian funds. (1) Send the
Conference fee to .Secretary, The Bertrand Russell Editorial Project, TSH 719, McMaster University, Hamilton,
Canada L8S 4M2. (2) Send payment for lodging to Conference Services, Commons 1018, McMaster University,
Hamilton, Canada 18S 410., and mention dates of arrival and departure.

On arrival at McMaster, go to the Main Lobby Registration Desk in the Commons Bldg. (Bldg 28 on map, circled),
and pick up your room key and settle into your room. Then go to the Russell Archives in Mills Memorial Library
(Bldg. 10 on map, circled) between 9 and 5 PM Friday, to register for the Conference and get a program. The
Conference talks will all be given in Room Ill, Gilmour Hall (Bldg 20 on map, circled). Map is on next page.

Transportation to McMaster. Go to Tororto by train or plane. Then it's an hour's bus-ride to Hamilton/McMaster,
from Toronto Airport or BUs Terminal. lhe Toronto-Hamilton bus may stop at McMaster on request; we're not sure
of this. In any case, "McMaster is in the west end of the City of Hamilton, just a few minutes from downtown
by car, taxi or public bus," according to McMaster literature.

If you can't get there before Friday evening, you will have missed 3 talks Friday afternoon. There are 7 talks
scheduled after Friday.

* Come if you can!
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ANOTHERVIEW

Socrates is greater. You recall the nasty statement attributed to BR which appeared in Ei Espect.ador- (Bogota)
(RSN3b:6), and which translates from the Spanish as follows:

Socrates is greater than Christ because he did not have the cruel and sanguinary in~tincts of that
hallucinating Jew.

'ie thought it was pure smear. But HARRYRUJA has this to say:

Though I cannot affirm or deny that BR sa.Ld exactly what is ascribed to him by the unnamed professor,
according to Jose Velez Saenz, he has expressed somewhat similar sentiments in "Why I ft.m Not P. Christian ",
On Page 17 of the Simon & :'",chuster edition, we find: "There Le one very ser-Lous defect ••• in Christ I s moral
character, and that is that He believed in Hell. II He was furious with those who would not listen to his
preaching, an attitude absent from Socrates and one which detracted from his superlative excellence. On
Pa~e 19, BR says further: "I cannot myself feel that •.• in the matter of virtue Christ stands quite as high
as some other pecple known to hLst ory , I think I should put Buddha and Socrates above Him in those r •.•spect.e ;"
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ON NUCIEARWAR

May 1983

"Nuclear ~ense and Nonsense" by 5011:\' Zuckerman is nominally a beck review in The New York Review of Books
(12/16/82, pp. 1'1-26). Actually it is much more; it is an excellent history of the nuclear arms r-ace by somecne
who ought to know. He was Science Adviser to the British Government.

The books reviewed are "The Nuclear Delusion: Soviet-American Relations in the Ptomic Age" by George F. Kennan
(Pantheon) and "With Enough Shovels" by Robert Scheer (Random House).

Any European citizen who picks up the
two books under review hoping to in-
form himself about the nuclear dangers
that bedevil East-West relations could
well be excused were he to gain the im-
pression that George Kennan was
brought up within a culture wholly dif-
ferent from the one out of which the
characters in Robert Scheer's pages
emerged, How, one might well -ask,
could a politically sophisticated analysis
of American-Soviet relations, of the
kind which George Kennan provides,
appear in the same country and at the
same time as the proclamations of a
band of military camp followers who
pretend to' provide intellectual backing
for the controversial defense policies of
Ronald Reagan and Caspar Weinberger?
How is it that senior and experienced
American military leaders who have
spoken out have so far failed to refute
the martial vaporings of a handful of
civilians who offer guidelines for all-out
nuclear war. as though tts consequences
would be little worse than a succession
of severe droughts? Cau it be that the
enormous momentum ot· the arms .race,
and the pervasive power of the military
machine, have in recent years so condi-
tioned the environment of American
opinion that, for all that may be said in
favor of free speech, public expressions
of dissent have so far had as little im-
pact on the formulation of government
policy in the US as the whimpers of dis-
sent have in the USSR?

Whatever the answer, the belligerent
noises now coming out of Washington
are certainly sharpening the anxieties of
ordinary citizens in parts of Western
Europe where public expressions of con-
cern can still have an impact on govern-
ment policies, People are scared by talk
of protracted nuclear war; by the fact
that there is no let-up in the nuclear
arms race; by the lack of progress in the
START and "theater weapon" talks,
And, however regrettable, and quite
apart from differences of view about
steel imports into the US, or trade rela-
tions with the USSR, strains in the
Atlantic Alliance wi II increase the more
it becomes clear that European govern-
ment, are unable to influence the East-
West military confrontation.

The recent admissions that the Pen-
tagon, with presidential blessing, is em-
barking on preparations that would
ostensibly provide the US with the
means to fight a "protracted" nuclear
war against the USSR have generated a
new wave of alarm, and more than a lit-
tle astonishment, in those European
quarters where questions were already
being asked about other aspects of nu-
clear strategy, Caspar Weinberger's ef-
forts at retraction, culminating in his
"open letter" to some seventy news-
papers, have done nothina to allav anx-

-iety or to reduce bewild~rment. 'Theo-
dore Draper's "open reply" 1 indicated
that the Weinberger letter will more
likely than not intensify fear among

'The New York Review, November 4
1992. '

started, the result would be scores of
millions of deaths on both sides, This is
not simply propaganda-any more thau
were the predictions of the nuclear
physicists about the amount of energy
locked up within the atom.

Nonetheless, as the nuclear arms race
now pursues its course, the USSR con-
tin';.es to develop more and more ac- I

curate ballistic missiles, in order, as the
Pentagon claims, to eliminate America's
equally accurate land-based ballistic
missiles, with the object of decreasing
the intensity of a retaliatory nuclear
onslaught. As further "proof" of the
USSR's aggressive intentions, the Rea-
gan strategists point to an evacuation
program which the USSR is said to have
ready for its bigger cities, and to a
belief that some significant part of its
industry has been built underground, It
is also said that the USSR has invested
in a 'vast shelter policy, To those who
wish to interpret such developments that
way, this means that the USSR is bent
on a "first strike," What such inter-
pretations ignore is that regardless of
the number of American land-based
missiles that might be destroyed, the
USSR could still be utterly destroyed by
the warheads launched by the airborne
and submarine limbs of the nuclear
triad of the US,

As seen by the men whom Scheer
interviewed, and whom he quotes, the
"scenario" of a Soviet first strike neces-
sarily has to be the basis for American
policy, Therefore the nuclear arms race
must continue, both in quality and
quantity, The US must also embark on
a shelter policy, 11 is, of course, admit-
ted that absolute invulnerability of land-
based launchers cannot be guaranteed,
not 'even for an MX system, Nor. if
there were a nuclear exchange, can there
be any guarantee that there won't be
casualties, even when the primary tar-
gets are so-called "military" targets,
But given a civil-defense policy like that
of the Russians, fatal Soviet casualties
might be kept down to the level of, say,
twenty million, which, Professor
Richard Pipes thinks, is a tolerable
figure, He also believes that if all Soviet
cities with a population of a million or
so "could be destroyed without trace or
survivors, lind, provided that its essen-
tial cadres had been saved, it [i.e. the
USSR] would emerge less hurt in terms
of casualties than it was in 1945,"

Professor Jack Ruina, a professor of
electrical engineering at MIT, tells us in
Scheer's book that Pipes is a nice man,
but that he "knows little about technol-
ogy and about nuclear weapons. tI Jack
Ruina certainly does know about both,
But he is being overgenerous when he
limits Professor Pipes's ignorance just
to technology arid nuclear weapons,
Scheer describes Pipes as a "notorious

anti-Soviet hard-liner" who came, to
America from Poland, To someone like
myself who has seen it happen, it is
clear that Pipes has lillie or no idea of
what it's like when a city is devastated
even with conventional bombs; when it
is bombed even at the intensity which
London suffered at the height at the
Blitz, Hamburg, Dresden, Tokyo were
worse. If the Soviet Union were being
nit in a nuclear exchange, the US would
also be hit. I shudder to think how
America, or for that matter the United
Kingdom or the USSR, would react
were, say, six of their largest cities to be
struck simultaneously by a one-megaton
nuclear warhead, Each strike would
result in something like a quarter of a
million immediate deaths, A one-mega-
ton warhead on Detroit would, in
theory, exhaust the medical facilities of
the whole United States,' I say "in
theory," because such facilities couldn't
be mobilized, Have none of th mem-
bers, past or present, of the Committee
on the Present Danger the imagination to
translate numbers of warheads, launch.
ers, or megatons into human realities?

Official American forecasts indicate
that without the kind of shelter policy
that Professor Pipes has in mind the
number of deaths that would be caused
by an all-out nuclear exchange would be
scores of millions on each side, But
what shelter policy does he have in
mind?

Here we turn to T, K, Jones, now the
administration's deputy undersecretary
of defense for research and engineering,
strategic theater nuclear forces, To sur-
vive a nuclear onslaught, Soviet citizens
evacuated to the outskirts of their cities
are advised, so he tells us, to dig a hole
and to cover it with small saplings, over
which is spread three feet of earth, That
would be enough to deal with radio-
active fallout. Americans should be
taught to do the same, "If there are
enough shovels to go around" -,this is
how Scheer got the title for his book-
"everybody's going to make it." And
speaking in what he calls general terms,
T. K, Jones is quoted as saying that
without protection against an all-out nu-
clear exchange, recovery time

'The Effects of Nuclear War, Office of '
Technology Assessment, Washington,
DC: US Government Printing Office,
1979,

would take a couple of generations,
probably more, You'd lose half the
people in the country, With protec-
tion of people only, your recovery
time to prewar Gt'P levels probably
would be six or eight years, If we
used the Russian methods for pro-
tecting both the people and the in-
dustrial means of production, te-

those of America's European allies ou
whose territory such a war. were it ever
to occur, would be fought.

But the whole concept of a nuclear
war is nonsense, and the purpose of Mr.
Scheer's book is to revealthe degree of
nonsense it is, If the subject were not as
serious as it is, parts of the book could
be read as a skit on the Reagan adminis-
tration's foreign and defense policies,
Unfortunately. however, it is not a skit.
What Scheer writes is backed by tapes
of conversations he has had with Mr.
Reagan; with Vice-President Bush; with
Eugene Rostow, now the head of the
State Department's Arms Control lind
Disarmament Agency; with members of
the group called the Committee on the
Present Danger, of whom Rostow,
Richard Pipes, Richard Perle, lind sev-
eral other members are now officials in
the Reagan administration. Half of the
book is devoted to notes and appen-
dices, which include transcripts of tapes
and of other records, It's real enough,
Europe and North America have every
reason to be fearful. So have the Rus-
sians.

No one in his senses should dispute
the basic assumption that the rulers of
the Soviet Union will do anything in
their power to prevent the political
disruption of their 'own state, or that of
the satellite countries on whose stability
they have in part based their own secu-
rity. The USSR must be expected to do
anything that could further its own in-
terests, To that end it will also take
risks, such as, for example, its interven-
tion in Afghanistan, On this there is
considerable agreement between George
Kennan and Reagan's advisers, But
from that point on, their paths diverge
sharply.

What is highly questionable in the
Reagan doctrine. and certainly to much
informed European opinion, is the
assumption that the Politburo would
deliberately risk intruding into NATO
territory, in the near certainty that such
aggression would be likely to entail nu-
clear war, But this is what Reagan's

people seem to believe, They also now
say that America has to plan for a
"protracted" war because the Russians
believe that they could fight and win
such a war. The Reaganites point to the
development of new Russian nuclear
launchers and warheads as proof'. But if
this is proof, then what is not explained
is why the Soviet leaders, while deploy-
ing nuclear arms with their forces, pub-
licly declare that a nuclear exchange
could never be contained and that, once



Page 22

covery 'times could be two to four
years.

As I read this passage, I kept thinking
that Jones must have been pulling
Scheer's leg. But we are assured this was
not the case. That being so, is it neces-
sary to comment further on the think-
ing behind the Reagan administration's
notions of a "strategic nuclear ex-
change"?

I am equally hard put to understand
what lies behind the concept of a pro-
tracted nuclear war. How would it
start? How measured a pace does "pro-
tracted" mean?

It is a basic tenet of the policy of the
Western Alliance that war in Europe
could start only if the Russians moved
westward from their present positions.
Every effort would then be made to halt
them with conventional weapons, and
resort to nuclear arms would be made
only if our defense failed. The next act
in this script is "limited nuclear war ." a
concept to which no experienced senior
European military commander can at-
tach any reality. On the other hand,
Scheer reminds us that it is now fash-
ionable in American military circles to
talk about "command, control, com-
munications and intelligence" (reduced
in jargon to C'I, or C cubed I) as a
system whereby a nuclear war could be
kept both limited and protracted
through measures that would allow the
US military establishment to launch and
control a war in which nuclear weapons
were used and would survive whatever
level of destruction took place.

This is nonsense. Whatever form war
takes, what's missing from the term is
"J"-judgment. Only political judg-
ment could stop a nuclear war from
erupting, and only the facts of im-
mediate destruction could stop it. Bat-
tlefield nuclear weapons would destroy
whole villages and small towns; so-
called "theater weapons" big towns and
cities. How does a protracted nuclear
war proceed? Tit for tat? And how is it
contained? We now know that there
wasn't enough C' in the Pentagon, at
the time the plan for protracted nuclear
war was leaked, to prevent General
David Jones, as he stepped down in
June from the chairmanship of the Joint
Chiefs, from denouncing the whole idea
as military rubbish. By so doing, he did
far more than Caspar Weinberger could
ever do to reassure America's allies that
Washington is not deviously plotting
their destruction.

But how on earth could the school of
thought to which T.K. Jones, Professor
Pipes, and Mr. Perle belong prosper,
while that to which men such as George
Kennan belong has Iailed to influence
policy? Is it that Reagan's amateur
strategists are really representative of
."uneritans? Are typical Americans so
consumed by their hatred of Russians,
and so ignorant of the nature of
destruction, that they are prepared to
hazard the continuity of Western
civilization in order to further their per-
sonal prejudices in a fantasy about nu-
clear war? If that is the case, so much
must have been forgotten about the sig-
nificance of nuclear weapons in East-
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West relations that it's worth going
back to the beginning.

A month after Hiroshima and Naga-
saki had been devastated, Henry Stim-
~on, then secretary of war, advised Pres.
ident Truman that America's possession
of the nuclear secret could n01 be used
as a weapon to change the communist
system.' Instead he urged that the
American government-having consulted
the British-should tell it all to the Rus-
srans, and so avert a "secret armaments:~ceof a rather desperate character."
I consider, H he wrote,

the problem of Our satisfactory
relations with RUSSIa as not rnerelv
connected with but as virtuall~
dominated by the problem of the
atomic bomb .... If we fail to ap-
proach [the Russians] now and
merely continue to negotiate with
them, having this weapon rather
oste?tatiously on our hip, their
suspicions and their distrust of our
purpose and motives will increase.

That was written on September I J
1945. Four months later, in January of
1946, Secretary of State Byrnes ap-
pointed Dean Acheson chairman of a
small committee to produce a plan for
the international control of atomic
energy. The result was a report which,
as Acheson tells us in his memoirs,' was
IaJ:gely the work of Raben Oppen-
helmer, who himself kept closely in
touch with some of his physicist col-
leagues-C. C. Lauritsen, I. I. Rabi, and
George Zaccharias.

Contrary to Stimson's advice, the
RUSSIans were not brought into the exer-
cise. Nor were the British. In June of
1946, Truman's appointee, Bernard
Baruch, presented the Acheson-Lilien-
thal Report to a newly constituted UN
Atomic Energy Commission. The choice
of Baruch was greeted with dismay by
both Acheson and Oppenheimer, neither
of whom seems to have trusted him.' In
December the report was agreed to by
ten members of the commission with
the Soviet Union and Poland absU:ining
and then in due course it was vetoed i~
the Security Council. According to some
cynical commentators, this result was
not unwelcome either to Mr. Truman or
to Mr. Baruch.

In retrospect, one cannot regard the
Soviet veto as surprisingr-the USSR was
close to completing the development of

"International Herald Tribune, Septem-
ber 11-12, 1982.

'Present at the Creation (Norton, 1969).

'Nuel Pharr Davis, Lawrence and Op-
penheimer (Simon and Schuster, 1968).

It. own bomb. The United Kingdom'.
position was also ambiguous. The UK
had been one of the ten that voted in
favor of the American plan to "interna-
tionalize" the military and civil applica-
tions of atomic energy, but it has now
been disclosed that two months before
the vote was taken, the inner group of
Prime Minister Attlee's cabinet had
decided to go ahead with the manufac-
ture of a British bomb. The decisive
voice in this move was that of Ernest
Bevin, the foreign secretary. uWe've got
to have this," he is reported as having

said to his colleagues. ';1 don't mind for
":,yself, but I don't want any other For-
eign Secretary of this country to be
talked at or to by the Secretary of State
of the United States as I have just been
In ,my discussions with Mr. Byrnes.
We ve got to have the thing over here
whatever it costs. '" Clearly the Russians
were not the only ones who were war-
ned by the possibility of American nu-
clear domination.

A few of the more sophisticated of
the senior scientists who had been in-
volved with Oppenheimer in the Man-
hattan Project realized from the start
that since no theoretical limit existed to
the destructive power of nuclear war-
hea~s, the latter could not be regarded
as Just a new form of armament.
Among the nonscientists who had cpme

• to the same conclusion was George Ken-
nan. Stimson had spoken in 1945. In
1946 Henry Wallace, vice-president to
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, had sent an
open letter to President Truman advis-
ing against the views of "a school of
military thinking" which was ad-

'Sir Michael Perrin The Listener, Oc-
tober 7,1982. '

vacating "a preventative war" against
the USSR before it acquired the weap-
ons.'

There were others. In 1947 a book,
The Absolute Weapon, had been
published under the editorship of Ber-
nard Brodie.' It spelled out the message
that "the bomb" implied a watershed in
international politics, Kennan's initial
reaction against the use of the bomb
was, as he puts it, instinctive and
moral-much the same as that of the
Chicago physicists, led by Leo Szilard,
whose work had been crucial to the
development of the bomb, but who,
unlike Oppenheimer, were urging Presi-
dent Truman, before the weapons were
used against Japan, that they should
never be used. If the Russians too came
into possession of the weapon, so Ken-
nan felt,

then it had to be viewed as a
suicidal weapon, devoid of rational
application in warfare; in which

• case we ought to seek its earliest
possible elimination from all na-
tional arsenals. If we were suc-
cessful in achieving its elimination,
fine. If not, then we might, I
thought, have to hold a few of

'P.M.S. Blackett, Militarv and Political
Consequences of Atomic- Energy (Lon-
don: Turnstile Press, 1948).

'Harcourt Brace, 1947.

these devices for the unlikely event
that others should one day be
tempted to use them against us.

The latter consideration of deterrence
remains to this day the basic and logical
rationale against the concept of unilat-
eral nuclear disarmament.

In 1949 the Russians exploded their
first atomic bomb. President Truman
then decided to proceed to the develop-
ment of the hydrogen warhead. Like

Oppenheimer, Kennan opposed the deci-
sion. He spelled out his views in a paper
which in January 1950 he addressed to

..Dt>"n Acheson, by then secretary of
state. How, he asked, were tnese new
weapons to be regarded?

Were they to be seen as "an in-
tegral and vitally important compo-
nent of our military strength, which
we would expect to employ deliber-
ately, immediately, and unhesitat-
~ngly in the event that we became
involved in a military conflict with
the Soviet Union"? Or were we
holding them solely as a deterrent?
In this last case, we must take care
"not to build up a reliance upon
them 1Il our military planning."
Our public position should then be
that "we deplore the existence and
abhor the use of these weapons;
that we have no intention of initiat-

ing their use against anyone; tnat
we would use them only with the
greatest of reluctance and only if
this were forced upon us by
methods of warfare used against us
or our allies .... " We would, in
other words, eschew the first use of
such weapons ourselves; and we
would try to inculcate into others
the assumption that they would
never again be used.

I left no doubt in Mr. Acheson's
mind as to which of these alter-
natives I favored. If we were to
adopt the first alternative-if, that
is, we were to base our military
strategy upon the use of nuclear
weapons-then, I wrote, it would
be hard "to keep them in their
proper place as an instrument of
national policy." Their peculiar
psychological overtones would ren-
der them "top-heavy" for the pur-
pose in question. They would im-
part "a certain eccentricity" to OUf

military planning. They would
eventually confuse our people, and
would carry us "towards the misuse
and dissipation of our national
strength." Before launching our-
selves on this path we should, in
any case, make another effort to
see whether some sort of interna-

. tional control could not he devised
and agreed upon by the interna-
tional community.

Kennan's doubts were brushed aside.
Since then, all that he and others feared
has come to pass. East and West now
face each other with tens of thousands
more intercontinental nuclear warheads
than would be needed to assure a state
of mutual deterrence. Warheads have
been elaborated tor use as oatneneta
and so-called "theater" weapons. On
paper at least,' their deployment has
become pari of tactical doctrine, regard-
less of the fact that no responsible army
commander has the slightest idea of
how, given political authority, their usc
could ever be controlled. Only desk-
warriors who have never seen action.
only computer specialists who can trade
the deaths of millions in war games be-
tween the NATO and Warsaw Pact
powers, can devise the world of fantasy
where nuclear weapons have a role in
active warfare, as opposed to being
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weapons which, because of their limit-
less and suicidal destructive power, deter
states with nuclear weapons from taking
military action against each other. Nu-
clear weapons deter; they cannot de-
fend.

Here, to European eyes, lies the irony
of present American policies. In 1947,
at a time when Europe was tottering as
it tried to overcome the grievous eco-
nomic, political, and social problems by
which it was then confronted, the US
generously came to Europe's aid with
the Marshall Plan. In 1948 Soviet hostil-
ity to the West reached a peak with the
coup in Czechoslovakia and with the
blockade of Berlin. A fragile European
defense organization was set up under
the Brussels Treaty, to be underpinned a
year later by the formation of NATO,
with the US as its main military partner.

Then, alas, the distortion of military
planning began, the "certain eccentrici-
ty" which George Kennan foresaw the
bomb would bring in its train. The
European members of NATO were still
far too exhausted even to try to imple-
ment the 1952 Lisbon Conference goals
for conventional forces. The Federal
Republic of Germany, whose contribu-
tion in manpower is today bigger than
thar of any other member of NATO, was
not even a member. And in any event,
the idea had already taken root that
disparities in numbers of troops could
be compensated for by the provision of
battlefield nuclear weapons-an idea
which Robert Oppenheimer misguidedly
supported, and which Kennan opposed
on political grounds. .

Twenty years ago, long before Prest-
dent Reagan assumed power, this notion
was openly challenged in NATO circles
on direct military grounds,' but to no
avail. Because it suited Western eco-
nomic and political circumstances, the
European members of NATO have, over

'Solly Zuckerman, "Judgment and Con-
trol in Modern Warfare," Foreign Af-
fairs, 40(2),1962, pp. 196;212.
the years, preferred to stick their heads
into a mass of nuclear verbiage rather.
than face the truth that the more they
do so-and the more they ignore
NATO's weakness in conventional
forces-the more defenseless we become
in fact, should war ever break out with
the Warsaw Pact powers. Of course, we
could make the ridiculous assumption
that the Russians are so irrauonal as to
risk an uncontainable nuclear exchange,
which could only end in the total de-
struction of Western Europe, of War-
saw Pact territory west of rhe Urals, as
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well as of the United States and, pre-
sumably, Canada. But what would be
the point of that?

Up to the mid-Seventies, not a single
one of the military leaders who had
been involved in NATO planning had
spoken out in public to declare his
doubts. Since then several have." Ad-
miral of the Fleet Lord Mountbatten,
chief of the British Defence Staff for six
years, said that the belief that nuclear
weapons could be used in field warfare
without triggering an all-out nuclear ex-
change, leading to the final holocaust, is
more and more incredible. One: of his
successors, Admiral Hill-Norton, said
that he knew no informed observer who
believed that war with nuclear weapons
is credible. His successor, Field Marshal
Lord Carver. observed that uno sensi-
ble, responsible military person" be-
lieves that a war could be fought in
Europe in which nuclear weapons were
used without avoiding a strategic nu-
clear exchange.

In the latter half of the Fifties and in
the early Sixties public alarm about nu-
clear weapons was essentially due to
fears about the health hazards of
radioactive fallout from atmospheric nu-
clear tests; it died down after such tests
were banned by the treaty of 1963.
Political and military NATO circles con-
tinued to base strategy and tactics on
the nuclear weapon. All the phrases
used over the years to imply to the
public that NATO is always updating its
policies in the- end add up to the same
thing-if the Russians launch an attack
which cannot be held back by means of
conventional weapons, NATO would
resort to nuclear arms. What is more, in
such circumstances,' NATO forces would
initiate the nuclear exchange. What per
contra would the Russians then do? Ob-
viously, if NATO forces move against
them, and if NATO starts to use nuclear
weapons, the USSR would most likely.
respond in kind, even if the risk were
that the ensuing exchange could end in
hundreds of millions of deaths. There
could be no victors in such an exchange.
The end would be mutual suicide.

George Kennan perceived all this from
the moment he realized that the Rus-
sians, come what may, would devise
their own nuclear weapon. By 1949,
when they exploded their first bomb,
and the debate about the, "super," or
hydrogen, bomb started, Kennan was
certain. A year later his heterodox views
led to his resignation from rhe State
Department and to his first attempts to
circulate those views in public, culrninat-

ing in the six BBC Reith Lectures which'
he delivered in 1957." In one of these
lectures he argued forcibly for the with-
drawal of American and Soviet forces
from Western Europe and for the
unification of the two Gerrnanies as a

"Solly Zuckerman, NUclear llluston and
Reality (Viking, 1982).

"Russia, the Atom and the West
(Harper Brothers, 1958).

demilitarized state. In another he
pointed to the dangers of introducing
tacncdt nuclear weapons into the armory
of NATO's military forces.

Both ideas, as he tells us, "en-
countered a violently adverse official
reaction, particularly in Germany and
the United States." His idea of a
demilitarized Germany serving as a ouf-
fer between East and West was unaccept-
able to the Western allies and, by the
time he made the proposal, to the Rus-
sians. His objection to battlefield nu-
clear weapons was anathema to military
technologists and amateur tacticians.
But in retrospect, how right Kennan was
when he concluded that if nuclear weap-
ons were treated as battlefield weapons
rather than as instruments of deterrence
they would intensify military tension in
Europe, and

would be bound to raise' a grave
problem for the Russians in respect
of their own military dispositions
and their relations with the other
Warsaw Pact countries. It would
inevitably bring about a further
complication of the German and
satellite problems. Moscow is not
going to be inclined to trust its
satellites with full control over such
weapons. If, therefore, the Western
continental countries are to be
armed with them, any Russian
withdrawal from Central and East-
ern Europe may become unthink-
able once and for all, for reasons
of sheer military prudence regard-
less of what the major Western

,., powers. might be prepared to do. "

It did not help Kennan that
when he
made {his pruuouncement the Russians
were propounding the same message.
Nor did it help that the consequences of
his counsel would be a demand for
more resources for conventional arms
and forces.

In the introductory section to his new
book, Kennan pessimistically observes
about the nuclear assumptions and
strategies of Ihe kind exposed by Scheer

(44) Mr. Pipes obj~cts, in The New York Review of Books (March 31, 1983):

To tM Editors:

Lord Zuckerman's essay, "Nuclear Sense and
Nonsense" (NYR, December 16] contains a
few critical remarks about me to which I
would lik:~ to respond.

Contrary to Lord Zuckerman's assertion,
Mr. Robert Scheer, the author of With
Enough Shovels, cannot have "tapes of con-
versations" with me because I have never
talked to him. To the best of IllY knowledge,
I have never met him. In fact, I do not even
know who he is apart from being the author
of what (judging by Lord Zuckerman's

review) is an ill-informed and nastv book.
"Given a civil-defense policy'like that of

the Russians," Lord Zuckerman writes
"fatal Soviet casualties might be kept down
to the level of, say, twenty million which,
Professor Pipes thinks, is a tolerable figure."
Twenty million casualties is the number suf-
fered by the Soviet Union in World War II:
since among these victims were members of
my own family, I can hardly regard such
figures with equanimity. I may further add
that estimates by Soviet Civil Defence
authorities suggest that they (not l) believe a

well-developed and executed civil defence
program will keep casualties in a nuclear con-
flict down to that, le .•..el. If Lord Zuckerman
regards such expectations as nonsense then he
may wish to communicate his views to
General Altunin who heads the Soviet Civil
Defence effort rather than criticize American
rapporteurs of Altunin's estimates.

Quoting Mr. Scheer, Lord Zuckerman
describes me as a '''notorious anti-Soviet
hard liner' who came to America from
Poland." If Lord Zuckerman will define 1'01

me a "notorious pro-Soviet soft liner":.J will

limy 1983

that

they are now so deeply and widely
implanted in the public mind that
in all probability nothing I could
say, and nothing any other private
person could say, could eradicate
them. Only a senior statesman and
political leader, speaking from the
prominence and authority of high
governmental position (in our coun-
try, a president, presumably) could
have a chance of re-educating the
public successfully on these various
points, and this is something for
which one sees, at this present junc-
ture, not the slightest prospect.

This is obviously true if the present
American administration continues to
follow the path it has chosen over the
past two years. But I think that Kennan
forgets that there are other countries in
the world besides the US and the USSR.
I feel that there may be more force than
he or any of us now realizes to the anti-
nuclear movement in Europe-which he
discusses in his penultimate chapter.

Sure enough, as his title implies, there
is a nuclear delusion-or illusion. But
there is also a nuclear reality which is
undoubtedly better understood in Europe
(including, I would say, the Warsaw
Pact countries) than it is in the United
States-a land mass that has never been
ravaged by modern war. There are West
European leaders as well as American

"Ibid.

esidents. I do not despair of the
possibility that at some moment one of
them could start the process that will
remove from today the threat that there
will be no tomorrow.

So long as political differences be-
tween East and West remain as they are,
there is clearly no logic to the concept
of unilateral disarmament on either side
for either side. But, equally, there is no
logic to the nuclear arms race between
the US and.Jhe USSR, a race which con-
tinues because of a built-in technological
:Uomentum, and a race which inevitably
increases the danger that, by in-
advertence or through mad decision, the
weapons could one day be used. The ex-
plosive release of the enormous forces
which hold together the invisible par-
ticles that constitute an atom provides a
way of erasing in a flash centuries of
human achievement. It is not a means
whereby political differences can be
resolved. 0

be able to tell whether I am indeed his op~
posrre. My coming to America from Poland:
however. has no more bearing on my intellec-

-tual qualifications than Lord Zuckerman's
migration from South Africa to England has
00 his.

Lord Zuckerman admits to knowing little
about me .but he is "clear that Pipes has little
or no idea what irs like when a city is
de vastated even with con .•-entional bombs."
Whence tbe certainty? It so happens that I
resided in Warsay,. in September 1939 when
the city was devastated in Nazi terror raids.
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la monkey nor an ape'!
. Lord Zuckerman expresses dismay that the
school of thought with which 1 am associated
"prospers" while that which he regards as
having a monopoly on political wisdom "has
failed to influence policy," To the extent that
his essay is representative of his favored
school, the reason is not far to seek,
Carelessness with facts, frequent resort to ad
hominem arguments and to ridicule are symp-
tomatic of contempt for the opinions of
others. Such a "method of argumentation gets

other records" related generally to those
which Mr. Scheer reproduced in his book.

The references to Dr. Pipes's beliefs are in
the form of excerpts from his writings. If
tbeyire false, I suggest that he take the mat-
ter up with Mr. Scheer. If they arc Dot, those
who like myself regard the views which they
expressed as nonsensical will learn with relief
that Dr. Pipes now wishes either to qualify or
to disown them.

one so far but no further. It may sway some
readers, but it certainly does not impress those
who must make fundamental decisions affect-
ing national security.

The experience has etched itself deeply in my
memory, though I fail to see why it should
make me more competent to 'discuss SOviet
nuclear 'trategy. MOIIt knowledge which
ci>ifuled man has at llis disposal be acquires
vicariously, learning from the experience of
others. Were this not so, were we required to
undergo. personally all that we profess to
knoW. 'on what authority would Lord Zucker-
man himself [have] dared to publish fifty
years ago his pioneering Social Life of
Monkeys and Apes since he clearly is neither

Richard Pipes

Harvard University
Cambridge, Massachusetts

Lord Zuckerman replies;

I fear that Dr. Pipes protests too much. My
reference to "transcripts of tapes and' of

"To Preserve A World Guaced By Life", a 12-page pamph.Let.'by Carl 8agan, is being mailed to all BRSmemberswith
this issue of the newsletter. It is a plea to save our world from nuclear devastation. It has been supplied -_
at DONJACKANICZI S suggestion -- by the Council for a Livable liorld, whose objectives and distinguished members
are listed in the pamphlet. We'are grateful to the Council for providing the pamphlet at no charge.

WEAPPLAUD

Felix De Cola's Letter to the Editor of the Los Angeles ~iraes (April 27, 1983):

This is my very last letter to The
Times,

I know that I am dying and I am
unafraid, I am still a happy atheist,
and with Bertrand Russell, I say:

"I think our own hearts can teach
us no longer to look around for
imaginary supports, no longer to
invent allies in the sky, but rather to
look to our own efforts to make this
world a fit place to live in instead of
the sort of place that the churches,
In all these centuries, have made it.

Adieu,
FELIX De COLA

Hollywood
This letter was dictated to De Cola's

wife; it was mailed on Monday, the
day he died,

Felix had been a memberof the BRS. (Thank you, Jacqueline Berthon-Payon and Bob Davi6.)

soox REVIEW

"Marriage & Morals" by Bertrand Rusae.Ll.(NY: Liveright, '1929). This is one of the books that offended Judge
McGeehanin the trial that prevented BRfrom teaching at City College of NewYork (1940). This is what reviewers
thought of the book at the time it was pub.ll shed, as revealed in "Book Review Digest, 1929" (NY:H.vl. Willson Co.):

-eJrea,O)· 1n- the process of being created blind!}:
by tne very people who have never heerd of
Mr. Russell or of, the new theories of morahtv
that many ?f t h is generation have proposed
Th~\, ec~nomlc anc ps)"choio¥'"icB.!forces in O'.1r
ctvtttzatton are at work achieving this chance.
Mr. Rusaetls boc-k e ttempts only to give ctarttv
to tbis chance. :-:'U: ir, trying to do this h••.{g
e t teruptlng In a flrl'O- cour-ageous manner an -ex-

~~c~il~' t;:a~i~·er~?.:ok·tho~~oWh~UJ~~e~~~i~eU5SC:~'
see this change as part or 8. greater revolution
in the ver-y structure of social Ute." V. F. Cal-
verton + Nation 129:677 D -4 '29 850w

"If M.r. Russett had more charity towards the
world in which he lives he would write a less
enler~oJning book, but he might make a more
etrecttve contr ibuuon to the diecuseion of n.s
subject." Ray Strachev

- T Nation and Ath 46:255 N 16 '29 750w
New Statesman 34:162 N 9 '29 850w

:'Mr. Russell's tr-umpet blast is not goIng- to
bnng dowu the watts of Jericho. but 'Marr-iag e
and Morals' is a civ llizlng book by one of the
two great ctvtltaers of the cur-rent age-the
other is Havelock ElJls---and even the person
whose blood pressure mounts rapid}" while
turning tts pages will be better off for hn ving-
read it." F: F. Yal~ de \\'att"<

;- N Y Evening POst pl Lm 0 12 '29 280w
"Permeating the hook 1s his delicious dry wit.

his ten tattve, half-humorous way of aayrng
things wbtch he means in deadly earnest. There
is a good deal in the book wfth which tradr-
tional moralists would take issue. His whole

'posmon on individua! freedom, the legal aspect
of marriage, and family life is very advanced ...
wfie ther or not one agrees with (his] conctu-
sion s-c-and he makes them very easy to accept
m ar-gument-c-the importance of such a book and
such a writ>;" as Russell is immense. This
Impor-tance lies in giving us perspective, more
of a bir-dseye vtew of problems that lie all too
erose to ever-yday life and experience." isabel
Proudfit

-r- N Y Times p2 N 17 '29 1300w
"P~ty the unsuspecting reader who ar ttesstv

opens Ber-tr-and Russetl'e new book wl t hout
hny pr-emonltton of 'Where this astute phtloso-
pher wi:; lead him. In that easy. informal man-
ner which discounts all the airs of scholarship
P...u!"£i:1J puts himself on 8. footing w ith the
a.verege man. and presrot-c-he is discussing the
runde.menters of his belief" and practices. his
ranh , h:~ !ar:-.i:y. his national loyalt y. and the
verv ex st ence of hi s sroc s 01: this eart h. Mor-e-
O\''':T. F'~~se!l stirs up these subjects. each of
V>'!.!C!': is fra~:;-i;,: wit h controve rsv. in the
mos; am;", 1':<;- manner. dtsc ussmc th-m as
common sense dictates. g'iving' both sides. for-e-
ing DO.ccnclu stons on the r-eader." Harry Han-
sel,

-7- 'N Y World p17 0 15 '29 1l00w
"Ltberal minded readers will find much to

interest and nothing to shock them in Bertrand
Ru.sseti'! new book. He writes with perfect
fra.nkneSJ5. and transparent purity of motive, and
the C~E: of eenttmentantv often made against
s ucn h.i?"c.rr::::dE-d ideafis t s c an scarcely be ad-
var.ce~ ~~~OS~k ~ :31610m~3"'2r llo'o:Obbins

RUSSE.LL, BERTRAND ARTHUR WILLIAM.
MarnagE: and mor-als. 320p $3 Liver-ig ht

170 Sexual ethics. Marriage 29-216%
Beginning with an historical and ethical

survey of sexual moratuv. 11r Russell discusses
the moral standar-d as it existe-d among savage
tr-ibes and durmg the Chrtstjan era as a back-
ground. t? a conetder at ion ot the modern prob-
lem. wtt h emphasts upon sexual ertucs in re-
lat ion to modern marriage. Sllg-g,,:stions for
cert~ln modtncatf ons of the conventtonat code.
makmg for g-reater ha pptness in the Whole
realm of sex and marr-iage. are g-iven.

"Bert rand }-:u:;J'(!]has cert at-itv produced the
most nu manc aud pe-suaslve volume ln t.he
r-ecent flood. of bocks 01, mnri-Iaae. None of
J: is un ramtuar-c-whtcb is quite as it should~7i'~:;.~~~:.~~~r~~~~~~·;{:e~~i:j~~~JE1:n~7:~~1
is convinced 0: tWO facts: that marriage is
fa, the eake of the children born in it, and
that love IS or:e of the first values of ex.s-
terlCl;." Ru t h Bene -uct+ Bool(~ (N Y He rald Tribune' 1:'5 0 2;''2916~JW I·

Reviewed by Francis Snow
Current Hist 31:630 Ja '3D 280w

Li~~I~e~·~ei;a~i-.:,~~~~·:i~~t~in~U;~~!;, N~eiSJ~~f:
sug ge sting a candtc f6.clng of B. new fact. An
old mor-alttv i:J bankrunt: a new morality wtll
have to:; hp r-r-rc,·P:Cl In fact. a new mor-autv is
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"M,. Rus seils book sets the problem 1n Its~~~~~;!~(~~J7f~~~:£j!~[io~~~t~~~!~aH
0' er-d l..::~.-:'.

- Spec H:;:sup':~:1 K 9 '29 SO(lw
S.~dngf'd Republican nte N :3 '2~ 40e·w

":ME.:-:-iG.ze anc )!ofals Is interesting insofar
as it. (Ii. t:-a.c€-,'!;.the history of. conv£ntio~lgJ
Ethics b6.CE to t neir sour-ce conditions. and \~)
shows i:t.:..~ those conditions no Jcnger exist. Mr.

;~t~:~;1t1i~:r~1g!£~~£{.~~~~~\1;-lf~n~:~·e~i
-r- - Surv~y &3;35~D 15 '29 350w

Times [London] Lit Sup p860 0 31 '29
!5f,"'IlO
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AGAIN,THE BIG ISSUE

(48) From The NewYork Times (4/24/83, p. E21):

r 'Frightened for the
Future of Hurnanity'

The following statement was signed by 70 scientists who contrib-
uted to the development of the first atomic bomb, in 1943. Among the
signatories are five Nobel Prize winners - Hans Bethe, Owen
Chamberlain, Richard Feynman, Ed McMillan and Emilio Segre.
Others include Robert Marshak, Victor Weisskopf and Frank Op-
.penheimer.

The signers of this statement are scientists who came to the Man-
hattan Project at Los Alamos in its earliest days and who are now
gathered to observe the 4<lthanniversary of the opening of the labo-
ratory. We write this because we worked on the creation of the first
nuclear bomb and therefore, even though the consequences and the
concern must be the same for all people equally, we feel a special
sense of responsibility. We are appalled at the present level of the
nuclear armaments of the nations of the world and we are pro-
foundly frightened for the future of humanity.

The single crucial fact Is that the two major world powers now
possess a sufficiency of nuclear warheads and delivery systems to
destroy each other and a significant part of the rest of the world
many times over. Furthermore, in view of the massive overkill
potential already achieved, the mobility of many launching sys-
tems, and the absence, after many years of research, of any cred-
ible defense, we SCi: no conceivable probability of preventing, by
any military action that could be taken. such total or near-total de-
struction. This being so, considerations of possible comparative ad-
vantage to one side or the other in numbers of.warheads or in mega-
tonnage become irrelevant.

Our one hope is that both the United States and the Soviet Union
will recognize the futility of trying to outbuild the other in nuclear
strength and also the cataclysmic danger inherent in the effort to do
so. We urge upon the leaders of both countries that this recognition
be made a cornerstone of national policy and that it lead to the
beginning of a mutually agreed upon reduction of nuclear arma-
ments and, for all nations, to the ultimate goal of the total elimina- .
tion ot such weapons.

BR QUOTED

,. t for its "Thouahte on the Business of Life" section:"Forbes" loves BR, and continues to cn.g up nugge s ~

To be able to fill liesure intelligently is the last product of a civilization. (April 11, 1983,p. 220)

another• "Change" is scientific, "progress" is ethical; change is indubitable,Change is one thing, progress )
whereas progress is a matter of controversy. (May 9, 1983, p.352 •

(Thank you, \'I'Hl'l'FIELDCOBB)
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LASTMINUTEITEJ<lS

(50) Still more new merr~ers, and we are very glad to welcome them:

THANOSCATSAMBAS/JOOJVan Ness St. ,N.~l. (S-418)/lIashington, DC 20008
GUSTAVEJAFF:S/844Stanton Av./Baldwin, NY11510
JAMESM. JONES/Rt. 8, Box 294/Hickory, NC28601
VERASCHWARTZ/Dept. of History/ Wesleyan University/Middletown, CT 06457
LUDWIGSLUTSKY/J9J9Apache Trail (D12)/Antioch, TN37013

ROBERTE. VHLKINSON!2425Sharon Road/Charlotte, NC28211

(51) Bylaws of the BRS will be discussed at the June meeting. Come, and have your say about them.
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