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MEMBER. , ?HIRENEi " 1AL

Last call for 1984 dues. Everybody®*s dues were due on January 1st (except those who enrolled during December
1983.) If you have not yet paid your dues, please do.

IT your dues have net been received by the end of February, you beccme a non-Ferson -- a dreadful fate; we
do not recommend it. } }

Dues are t22.50 re~lar, $27.50 couple, $12.50 student. Plus $7.50 outside the usa, Canada, and Mexico.
Please mail dues.ina.S.dollars.t01984_RD1.Box409.Coopersburg.PAI8036

\ihyrisk the dreadful fate? Do it now.

Thanke!

C

ANNUAL MEETING (:".984)

Professor Winche~ter, Coordinator of Russell Conference 84, has sent this information. You may wTite

to hiu.,as he sus~ests,for information on regi3tration and accommodation. Or you mav decide to wait fer the )~y
BRS newsletter, which will provide it, including how to make a reservation, how to ~et ther~, where to check in,
where to register,etc.

The Brs will provide some sessions parallel to the technical sessions.

Plan to come if you can!

Eer~-and ==ssell's [Early Technical Philosophy, 1895-1927?

A conferenc~ on fussell's earl:>' technical philosophy will be held at Tr:L'liy
College, Umversity of Toronto, June 21-24, 1984.

The conference is spor~ored by the Russell Editorial Project of Mc~~ter
University and co-sponsored by ';he Institute  for the Hist.ory ani Fhilcso::hy
of Science and Technology at the Univer-s.ky of Toronto and the Higner EJ:IUcation
Group at The Ontario Inst rtute for Studies in Ed.lcation. ‘'lhe confer-ence will
cover fussell's work on the foundations of Geomet!"j, his plans for an encyclo-
paedia of the sciences, bis work on Leibriz, the early logical rrarJSCriDts,
the Principles, pb~losophical issues relatirg to Principia (the paradoxes,-
the ~am of choice, the theo!") of descriptions, the theo!"} of tJ~es), his
early work on thee!"} of knowledge, philosophy of science, and logical atonism.
P.morgthe participants  will be A. J.. rver and W.V.O.Ql.re. 'Theannual :neet~
of the Bertrand Russell Society 'Nill coincide with the cOnl~erence.

The regist~tion fee for the conrerence ™,ill be approxirrat.ely $40.00 (Can) and
accornmodatlon ca~ be arrc~~~j in Trinity College, Toronto. For :L~o~ztion on
registration and accommodation, please wTite to lan Wir~hester, CoordL~tcr of
th7 fussell CorSerence '84, The Ontario Ir.stitute for Studies in ~cation,

s.ute 9-196, 252 Bloor Street "lest, Toronto, ontar-io, Canada, 1'153Vv6.

‘lhere is still roan for sane parallel sessions. For those inter-ested in
contr-ibut irg a paper, please send an abstract to the above address.

*Russell Society News, a quarterly (Le~ Eisler, Editor): RD 1, Box 409, Coo~ersbur~, PA 18036
ags Library: Jack Ra~sdale, Librarian, 4461 23rd ~treet, San Franeiseo, CA 94114
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A loth Birthday this month for the BRS -- founded at a meeting, called by Peter Cranford,in hYC, February
3-10, 1974.

At age 5 in February 1979 -- we asked how we were doing, This is how we answered (RSN?1-2):
We"re doing pretty well, but there's plenty of room for improvement.
Here are some of the things we have done during the first 5 years of our existence:

« tapped existing reservoirs of Russell admirers, and enabled them to be in touch wi~h one another;
grew to a membership of over 2C0 (222 at last count);
e acquired distinguished honorary me~~ers;
e presented a @~ symposium at the annual American Philosophical Association convention, every year
for the past 5 yearj;
held a BRS symposium for psychologists attending the ft~ericanPsychological Association®s annual
meeting in 1976;

e propagandized against chemical weapons, nuclear weapons, and uncontrolled technology;
e set up a SRS Library that lends books, films, tapes;
surveyed U.S. colleges and universities for courses on BR;
established a BRS Travel Grant, to enable a scholar to visit the Russell Archives;
offered books by and about BR for sale;

e issued a list of books by BR,sorted into categories;

held 5 annual meetings: 3 in NYC, 1 in Los Angeles, 1 in Hamilton;"

issued 20 newsletters;
e printed or reprinted a number of short articles, book reviews, recollections;
» reproduced a list of 62 (-2l dissertations on ag.

Here®s why we say there®s room for improvement:

e Fund-raising: we haven"t yet raised a penny except from our own members.
The BRS Award, first proposed in July 1975, has never been awarded. A new attempt will now be made to
organize for it -
e The BRS Travel Grant has never teen awarded, although funds to cover the first of these Awards are on hand.
Applied Fhilosophy. There have been efforts to apply some of ER"~ views to everyday living, but nothing
has come of them as yet.
e Local chapters. Several chapters were started and seemed to be going well, but none has been heard from
in quite a while.
e Universal Human Ri.ghtsCo=ittee has done virtually nothing. It now exists in name only, and has no
cha.rrnan,

\
Now at age 10 we c.skthe sainequestion: how are we doil)~?Are we doing better than we were 5 years ago?

\

Here are the,p\bses and minuses:
Have we ip~r.o'l"W:i:x f*_.md-1"aisir.~? .
NO. We "5t~il;J."im\*en"traised a penny except from our own members, and even that has fallen off a good bit.
(r.femt;'er'sj,~:l.en.~e not.e t)
Have we;gotten'fS~Ikﬂ€;about the Bertrand Russell Society !ward?
YES _:rhere~-a,r~""iY1, Awards in the past 4°years: Paul Arthur Schilpp in 1980; St.eveAllen in 1981;
Henry ,;1. K;*ndall. in 1982; and Joseph Rotblat in 1983.
~lhatabout "travel Grarr:* (now called Doctoral Grants), have we done.any better?
YES, 4 Crahts r1 th: past 5 years: Kirk ~tlillidgn 1979, Steven J. Livesey in 1980, Alejandro Garciadiego
in 1982, and Lois I. Pi.neauin 1983.
Have we made rir.oireios' In ADolied Philosophy (or in Philosophy in High School)?
NO. These~pir~itetees eXI~t in name only.
lihatabout-Iccal chapters, are th$y prospering? i o
NO. A Los Angeies grQ~p met a few times in 1980-31; otherwise there has been no activity.
Has the Univer~al Human Rights Cemnittee been functioning?
YES. Now callpd the~~~~nRi?,htsand Interr.ational Develop~ent Committee, it olfers technical assistance
to Third World "~ountt®iesin the belief that this ~~y give leverage in cases of human rights abuses.

Have we anythil;l~~;"EXb~Crm. -- or eat crow -- about? Yes:

e The BRS Book AN;Td" proposed by Gladys Leithauser in 1978, has never been made, nor have we made serious
.effortsto.do so, we should.

The BRS Folly A~rd, proposed by Nick Griffin in 1978, has never been bestowed. This should be approached
cautiously, but ifisuitable folly can be found, it mi~ht garner useful publicity for the ERS, and be
amusing to boot,, ,Qi,veit t.houzht

e We continue to present a"3RS session every year at the December convention of the Eastern Division of
the American Philosophical Association.
e We" collected over $1000 for the-BEl1l.emorialin London (a bust of BR in Red Lion Square).

i)
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* We maintained close relations with the Russell Prchives.
We had input to th~ House Appropriations Subccmmittee Hearin~s on Dept. of Defense appropriations for 19B4.
The size of our membership list is dd aappodrrtinz , le hover between 200 and 300 members, year after year.
~~ny join each year; many leave. ~e would like to have 500 members in order to be self~supportin~ and
not dependent on contributions.

Anything else?
Yes.

''le survived.

REPORTS FROM Cm-IMI*ITEES

Goy  Sclece dmites (e bely, Chatmen): DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS
The Science Committee submitted 4 papers,

chiefly on accidental war, to these FOR 1984
hearings =

The papers are given 38 pages in this
public record of the hearin-~s.

) HEARINGS
Alex reports many media requests for

information on the accidental war issue. BEFORE A

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE

CO~nlITTEEON APPROPRL~TIONS

N e e ey ot et HOUSE OF REPRESENTATN~S
NINETY-EIGHTH CONGRESS

Alex has written a 12-patSe report on FIRST SESSION

the activities of this Committee.
~nich he ~11 send on reauest (6150

! SUBCOMMITIEE  ON THE DEPARNIENT ~OF DEFENSE
E. 31st, Tucson, P2 857li.)

JOSEPH P. ADDABBO. :'less York. Chairman

BILL CHAPPELL. JR.. Florida ,TACK EDWAIIDS. Alabama
JOHN P. MURTHA, Pennsylvania J. KENI'TTH ROBrNSON. Virginia
NORMAN D. DICKS. Washington JOSEPH  ~J.McDADE. Pennsylvania

CHARLES Wrtsox. Texas C. W. BILL YOUNG. Florida
W. G. (BILL) HE~"ER, North Carolina

JACK HIGI-ITOWER. Texas

Lrn AuCOIN. Oregon

piTn J. MURPHY, JR .+ J. DAVID  Wnasox. JOHN G. 2LAsHAL. RoBIUTT V. DAVIS. AUSTIS G. SMITH.
RoBOT A, sawapPHIS,  PALIL J. MAGUOCCHETTI samves  S. van  wag-+e~ and posao  E. ricH-
Bou.c, Staff Assistant.!: SANDRA A. Gfl..8UT, Admin.L<;tratiUt! - ssLstant MARCIA .. MATIS,
DoH" L. PAn.. and AwelA JONES Administrative Aide:6

PART 9
. Pal'~
Views on Defense Buildup 1
Testimony of ~lembers of Congress and Other Interested
Individuals and Organizations 125

Reprogrammings, Fiscal Year 1983

Printed for the use of the Committee on Appropriations

US GOVERNMENT  PRINTI;G  Orrtct
22-146 0 WASHINGTON, 1983
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BY BERTRANIRUSSELL

From "The Humanist®, 1953, Number 5 (with thanks to BOBDAVIS and HERBVCGT):

The Prelate and the Commissar

BD.nAND RUSSELL

February.

(A comment on Paul Blanshard's Communism, D.mtXr«y wme Cl:tholieP™,",)

The Prelate and the Commissar

Were walking hand in hand:
They wept like anything to see

Much laughter in the land..
MIfthis could but be turned to tears,"

They said, "it would be grand!"

MiIfseven Priests with seven spies

Purged it fd half a year,
Do you suppose,” the Prelate said,

"That they could purge it clear?"
"I think so," said the Commissar,

And did not shed a tear.

MO Workers, come and walk with us!"
The Prelate did beseech,

.X pleasant walk, a pleasant talk,
Along the briny beach:

We cannot do with more than four,
To give a hand to each."

And four young Workers hurried up,
And many more behind:
Their coats were brushed, their brains were washed,
Their thoughts were clean and shined-
And this was odd, because, you know,

“The time has come," the Prelate said
MTo talk of rrwty' things:

Of bombs-and  ships-and  aeroplanes-
Of prc.lidents-and-kings-

And how to make the sea grow hot-
And give policemen wings."

“A sacred book," the Prelate said,

"Is what we chiefly need:
Rubrics, and ccmmenrarore, too,
Are very good indeed-
Now, if you're ready, Worken dear,
We can begin to feed,"

"It seems ashame,” the Prelate said,

"To play them such a.trick,
),ft~r we've brought them out so far,

And made them trot so quick!"
The Commissar said nothing but

"The butter’, spread tOOthick!"

MOWorkers," said the Commissar,
"You've had a pleasant run!

Shall we be trotting home again?"
But answer came there none--

And this was scarcely odd, because

They hadn't any mind, They'd starved them every one.

This original poem by Bertrand Russell, "The Prelate and the Cornrnisar,” was
written by the distinguished British philosopher as a commentary on Paul Blanshard's
Commu"ism. D.mocrary anel Catholi~Pourer, Like'Mr. Blanshard, Lord RUS5<:!|
believes that Roman Catholicism is not a necessary bulwark against communism,
and he has had the courJge to say so in unmistakable lang=ge. Three years before
he produced this parody on ™g'he Walrus and the Carpenter,” Lord Russell said
in a lecture at Columbia:

It i dtmfm:lUlm-cr to thi"k thtll th~ rvils of rommu™Im ctm b. romblltul
by Catholio/m, Th. ™“jill uf rommu"ilm mtry k autli".el es toilOft/l: t:4h<r~~
to v ,;tiel ""el stati~I'jlum ot doctrin«, ot which part il doubtful "".I part demon-
strl:bly [els«; paucutio™ asa means of enfarcing orthodosy; |: baief that salvetio«
is only to b~ tound "™thi" th. church a"d that th. True Ftrith mun b. spead
throughout th. world. by tara if "uess""!; that th. piarhood, which alone has
th~ ,,:ghrto interpr«: th~ Scriptures, hQJenormous power, physical eatt of lhe Iron
Curt,,;n """l spi,,'tual 0'(1' the faithful in partibus; thot this powa il uud to secur«
" undu« rhare of ",.olth'tor th~ pn'elthDOd.J th. apmu of th. rest of th. poouia-
tion; Illidthat bigolry, and th. hostility that it "",gend(1'l.is a posen: source of war.

Ecry 0" ot th~u evils u/a: ahibj"d by the Catholic Church wh™", it had
poUl<Tand would probably be .rhibiteel agai" if it recoveredth. positio« it had in
th~ Mitidl. Ag«). It il th"efor. irrationalto IUppoU that much IWW/d b~ rained if,
in th~ ,,~.iU ot eommu"ilm. CiUhoii.i/m w<r rothrOfleeiin its pi«~.

1984
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But whodunit?  CHERIE RUFFS writes:

Our Humanists of Seattle “ere discuss in>; "MarriatSe and Korals", and found an inter-estin!? difi“erence
in different editions.

In the Liveright pa~erback, 1970, p. 266 -- also in the Bantam paperback, 1959, p. 120 -- SR says:
It seems on the whole fair to re~ard negroes as on the average inferior to white men, although for
work in the tropics they are indispensable, so that their extermination (apart from questions of
humanity) would be highly undesirable.

The Unwin paperback, 1976, p. 171, has PH say:

There is no sound reason to regard negroes as on the average inferior to white men, although for
work in the tropics they are indispensable eeee

Considering that the first version would not have been at ~Il extraordinary, even for BR, in 1929,
and that the sentence doesn"t make much sense in the second version, | tend to think that the change
was made by Unwin, not BR.

Does anyone know?

BR QUOTED

®) Did = " 1 efit rizht? In their issue of 11/21/83, p.356, they offer this quotation:

The biggest cause of trOUble in the world today 1is that the stupid people are so sure about things
and the intelligent folks are so full of doubts.

WHITFELD  COBB (to whom we are indebted for all this) says: "It just doesn"t (to me) have that succinct
clarity and punch which 1 associate with BR."

To which we add our own doubts that ER would have used that folksy word, "folks".

lo."higays," For years | have .quoted® from my own memory this version: "The trouble with the world is the
stupid are cocksure and the intelligent are full of doubt. *"

Whit next came across this by W. B.Yeats:
The best lack all conviction, while the worst are full of passionate intensity.

He asks: (1) /fuat is the printed source of the BR quote, and the exact wording? (2) Is it likely that BR
is indebted to Yeats for this thOUght?

* What do our learned friends at the Archives think?
BR INTERVIEWED
(©)) VYed Mehta, in "Fly and Fly Bottle"(Columbia  University Press, 1983,PP. 39-45, -pb.) calls on BR:

Next day, | walked round to Chelsea to have a talk history, politics. The worn volumes stood as an impres-
with Earl Russell at his house. He opened the door sive testament to his changing intellectual interests; they
himself, and | instantly recognized him as a philosopher were wedged in with rows of detective stories in glass-
by his pipe, which he took out of his mouth to say, "How fronted Victorian bookcases. "AhI" he said. "It's just
do you do?" Lord Russell looked very alert. His mop fourl | think we can have some tea. | see my good
of white hair, swept carelessly back, served as a digni- wife has left us some tea leaves." His "ee" sounds were
fied frame for his learned and animated eyes - eyes that exaggerated. He put a large Victorian kettle on the gas
gave life to a wintry face. He showed me into his ground- ring. It must have contained little water, for it sang like
floor study, which was sandwiched between the garden a choir in a Gothic cathedral. Russell ignored the plain-
and the street. It was a snug room, full of books on a song and talked, using his pipe, which went out repeat-

large number of subjects: mathematics, logic, philosophy, edly, as a baton to lead the conversation. Now and again
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he reached out to take somc tobacco with unsteady fin-
gers from a tin. When we were comfortably settled with
our tea, he began interviewing me. Why was | concerned
with philosophy when my life was in peril? | should
jolly well be doing something about the atomic bomb,
to keep the Russians and Americans from sending us all
up in flames. Anyone might personally prefer death to
slavery, but only a lunatic would think of making this
choice fot humanity.

At present, when he wasn't working on nuclear dis-
armament, he used detective stories for an opiate. "I
have to read at least one detective book a day,” he said,
“to drug myself against the nuclear threat,” His favorite
crime writers were Michael Innes and Agatha Christie.
He preferred detective stories to novels because he found
that whodunits were more real than howtodoits.  The
charactcrs  in detective stories just did things, but the
heroes and heroines in novels thought about things. If
you compared sex scenes in the two media, in his sort
of pastime they got into and out of bed with alacrity,
but in the higher craft the characters were circumspect;
they took pages even to sit on the bed. Detective stories

were much more lifelike. The paradox was that authors
of thrillers did not try to be real, and therefore they
were real, while the novelists tried to be real and there-
fore were unreal. The things we most believed to be
unreal - nuclear war - might tum out to be real, and
the- things we took to be the most real - philosophy -
unreal.

The ~avior in him was eventually tamed by the tea,
and the elder statesman of philosophy reminisced a bit
about Moore and \Vittgenstein, his Cambridge juniors,
and said a few caustic words about today's philosophers
in Oxford and Cambridge. "I haven't changed my philo-
sophical position for some time,” he said. "My model is
still mathematics.  You see, | started out being a Hegelian.
A tidy system it was. Like its child. Communism, it gave
answers to all the questions about life and society. In
1898 (how long ago that wasl ), well, almost everyone
seemed to be a Hegelian. Moore was the first to climb
down. | simply followed him. It was mathematics that
took me to logic, and it was logic that led me away from
Hegel. Once we applied rigorous logic to Hegel, he be-
came fragmentary and puerile.”

| asked if he had based his system of mathematical
logic on the belief that language had a structure.

"No, it is not so much that | believe language has a
structure,” he said. "I simply think that language is often
a rather messy way of expressing things. Take a state-
ment like 'All men are mortal: Now, that has an unnec-
essary implication when stated in words; that is, that

there are men, that men exist. But if you translate this
statement into mathematical ~symbols, you can do away
with any unnecessary implication. ~ About Moore - the
thing | remember most was his smile. One had only
to see it to melt. He was such a gentleman. With him,
manners were everything, and now you know what |
mean by 'gentleman.’ To he Left, for example, in politics
just 'wasn't done: That was to take somcthing too seri-
ously. | suppose present-day Oxford philosophy is gen-
tlemanly in that sense - it takes nothing seriously. You
know the best remark Moore ever made? | asked him
one time who his best pupil was, and he said 'Wittgen-
stein.' | said 'Why?' ‘'Because, Bertrand, he is my only

Russell Society News, No. 41

pupil who always looks puzzled.'" » Lord Russell chuckled.
"That was such a good remark, such a good remark. It
was also, incidentally, vcry characteristic of both Moore
and \Villgenstein. Wittgenstein ~ was always puzzled.
After Wittgenstein  had been my pupil for five terms, he
came to me and said, ‘Tell me, sir, am | a fool or a wise
man?' | said, '\Villgenslein, why do you want to know?'
- perhaps not the kindest thing to say. He said, 'If | am
a fool, | shall become an aeronaut - if | am a wise man,
a philosopher: | told him to do a piece of work for me
over the vacation, and when he came back | read the
first sentence and said, ‘'\Vittgenstein, you shall be a

philosopher. | had to read just a sentence to know it.
Wittgenstcin ~ became one. 'When his "Tractatus' came
out, | was wildly excited. | think less well of it now.

At that time, his theory that a proposition was a picture
of the world was so engaging and original. Wittgenstein

was really a Tolstoy and a Pascal rolled into one. You
know bow fierce Tolstoy was; he hated competitors. If
another novelist was held to be better than be, Tolstoy
would immediately challenge him to a duel. He did
precisely this to Turgenev, and when Tolstoy became a
pacifist he was just as fierce about his pacifism. And you
know how Pascal became discontented with mathematics

and science and became a mystic; it was the same with
Willgenstein.  He was a mathematical —mystic. But after
‘Tractatus' he became more and more remote from me.
just like the Oxford philosophers. | have stopped read-
ing Oxford philosophy. | have gone on to other things.
It has become so trivial. | don't like most Oxford philoso-
phers. Don't like them. They have made trivial some-
thing very great. Don't think much of their apostle Ryle.
He's just another clever man, In any case, you have to
admit he behaved impetuously in publicly refusing a re-
view of the book. He should have held it over for two
years and then printed a short critical review with Gell-
ner's name misspelled. To be a philosopher now, one
needs only to be clever. They are all embarrassed when
pressed for information, and | am still old-fashioned- and
like information. Once, | was dining at Oxford - Exeter
College High Table - and asked the assembled Fellows
hat the difference between liberals and conservatives

was in their local politics. Well, each of the dons pro-
-duced brilliant epigrams and it was all very amusing.
but after half an hour's recitation | knew no more about

liberals and conservatives in the college than | had at
the beginning. Oxford philosophy is like that. | have
respect for Ayer; he likes information, and he has a first-
class style."

Lord Russell explained that he had two models for his
own style - Milton's prose and Baedeker's guidebooks.
The Puritan never wrote without passion, he said, and
the cicerone used only a few words in recommending
sights, hotels, and restaurants.  Passion was the voice of
reason, economy the signature of brilliance. As a young
man. Russell wrote with difficulty. Sometimes Milton
and Baedeker remained buried in his prose until it had
been redone ten times. But then he was consoled by
Flaubert's  troubles and achievements.  Now, for many
years past, he had learned to write in his mind, turning
phrases, constructing sentences, until in his memory they
grew into paragraphs and chapters. Now he seldom
changed a word in his dictated manuscript except to slip
in a synonym for a word repeated absent-mindedly.

February 1984
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Pa.;e7 Russell

“"When he said, sucking his
pipe, “there were many boys cleverer than I, but | sur-
passed them, because, while they were degage, |
passion and fed on controversy. | still thrive on opposi-
tion. My grandmother was a woman of caustic and biting
wit. When she was eighty-three, she became kind and
gentle. | had never found her so reasonable.
the change in herself, and, reading
the wall, she said to me, 'Bertie,

| was an undergraduate,”

hac!

She noticed
the handwriting on
Il soon be dead." And
she soon was."

(Thank you, Bob Davis)

~ociety

News, No. 41

February 1984

After tea, Lord Russell came to the door with me. |
told him about my intention of pressing on with my re-

searches at Oxford.
“"Most Oxford philosophers
he said.

He wrung my hand and chuckled.
know nothing about science,”
“"Oxford and Cambridge
islands - all right for first-class people.

are the Jast medieval
But their security

is harmful to second-class people - it makes them insular

and gaga.
for some but sterile

SAST-WEST  TENSIONS

Pufwash -- the series of conferences
conceived by BR and administered (for the
first 23 years) by Joseph Rotbl~t
continues. This newsletter appears (as an
advertisement)in the January 1984 issue of
The Bulletin of the Atc~~c Scientists.

Professor Rotblat
Russell

received the 1983 Bertrand
Society Award, as most of you know.

Sinc~ Brt was probably the first person of
so~e eminence -- outside the scientific
ccmreunity -- to speak out a~ainst the nuclear
peril, a cause to which he devoted the last
25 years of his life, it is hi~hly
appropriate that BRS members who wish to
further BR" e purpc ses support Pugwash
activities. The coupon shows how to do so.

(Thank you, BOB DAVIS)

This is why English academic
lor many:

life is creative

INSIDE  PUGWASH 1J-rEVTSLETTER

Special newsletter forBulletin readers on the Pugwash conferences

IMPORTANT CONFERENCES

A5 the new ~'eal begins,

SCHEDULED FOR 1954

we are .1llthaukfu! Mt JnOIh"T  vim

has passed ~ Without th-' Unmate diSd +tc.'T- nudvdr =H kI more
and more of our most knowledgeable sotennsts.  thinker,; m.1
statesmen are predicting that ttus rugnrrare \VI-lil soon oe upon
us. that It ISonlv a metter of time

Thilt is why the p.:Insoi
more  important.

Pugwash  for the coming year ere all the

Current  plans  for 1984 include:

« 44th Pugwasn Symposium,
Warfare", Denmark,  early

“Conventional
in 195~

-Tenth Pugwash Workshop on Chemical
Warfare, Geneva, first quarter of 19ti4

.45th  Pugwash Symposium, “Political Cnnditions- and
Obstacles for Peace end Security in Central — Europe,
Federal Republic 01 Germany, May 191H

<Tenth Pugwash Workshop on INF and START,
Geneva, June 1~84
-34th Pugwash Conference, Sweden. [ulv 19R4

-46th Pugwash Symposium,
(tentative) ~ last quarter

African Security",
of 1984

-47th Pugwash Symposium,
Security”,  (tentanve)

“Larin American
last quarter of 14rl4

PAST ACCOMPIfsHMENTS REASON FOR HOPE

The- Pugwash  meetings  remain one of the mUSI fruutu! me.m»
to achieve interati una | agreements,. and to stave ott nuclear
war,

This has been rue from {he btginnin~
the first gathering.  In response  to Ih e+ 1-55 Einsll:in-Kus<>t>I1  mani-
festo. That meeting,  held in Pugwesh. at the hel¥-hf
01 the cold war, wds attended scrennsrs.

or ru=wJ"h- from the

Nova Scone.

by twenty-two  eminent

Jan. vol. 1 no.

The-sseeincluded: i Iroru the United 5tit6.
Union ar1a JolJ11, 2tut h nom Ih! Unit"! Kindom .md CHLId)
whi o lelth nom Austrdia  Austll  Chill.l, 1-n1111~ Inc! Folano
Jdnet by 3 -oun<(r  pIfO(1pInt:> teho lo.rvid "L

Sind:' that nme there have been

J :a, h from  tht Smon

wdl uv er It10 e-onterenccs.

Aemrtill Land worksbops ilHTIVIn~  esedlov.T ~,u(iOpeople.  Co:n-
errtly, the annual contervnce IS JUtm~</Jbv dPout 125, and tht
emuller  work sbop-s Il —iTiposta  mvolve  ~(1—-u

The accomplishments
trie-s hut ofttcialty
have been truly

Drscussicns  In- 'ugwasb
Irequentlv  crucial uuluence

Olthese flI"fITI~" held In various coun-
cunnrued W no t>ui-iL nanon
astounding

of mterest i;roup,

meetings have orten had .l direct and
in m: negouancn oi ams
J~rlitments such as the Nuc! car [-SfHan Trcav 01 lved: rhe
Nuclear  Non-Prelirerauon T,CHV Vi Tieti: me Cenvennon on rhe
I'rotubrmon oi rhe Da-vejCiuient,  Prauenmn.md Slvekfdin~ of
Bactenologual (BIDMglt,dl eod TOXin wop -neand no INITD o
-trucnon ui 197:; and the Ami-BJI-ll- A\ .41, IABA) A~Ntm -t
J1i \97:;, Pu~ -ash €).(hin~e~ have Jis’ htlp<d to LIV tht —T0-ii1a
work fur the StTate~lc ~m" Lnnnauon Tk~ \SALn, (he Corurr .
~nc-- on SECUrUY -ni1 Ccopercnon ICSCE), and thc
~lutu.11  Balanced

reshirol

I [UTCIpt

Force keducnon i~IBFR) talks.

KEEPING IT ALIVE

There is no doubt of the importance
now. ~shen we art' all well aware

of rlig\'tish,  pamcutarly
that 119 L.=ut, no need. no other
dmger looms so l:i~e, or matters "1much
nuclear  lisbl'r,  then J1I our ocher ~Ttf
meuts  will come to norhtng. il we .iuctel,
success 01 all.

Tour help s needed

Il we 1111tn prevent
urcr e e Jd le:hl<At-
11\"111be the ~Tes.te-t

In thi> e, T Ltp
ahve.and to make POSSI1L the aucit  Ole=tlil~~ =1l 19114, nnarutal
suretTl must come trom people iti<.rt,K| peopl € who undervtand
the 1>jues and Iht Jall)i<~we race  BLLLE TIN readers uch os
vourself.  Thil IS why me rU-Wrh  J:entS) appeal  to you to

I'ushIsh  movement

become parrut rhe movement  todav. [It.l:>eeslllin the ru-w.l-h
movement  bv >upporting.  <Inti h'lpln~ td fm~nc( the 19H-\ m ei-
nt~. Simply fill tutlh, torm below and send it to Ih ss.ddre-v on
the coupon. Pugw.ln | crall and us .urVIvIID  orecanous.  )lur
-nglt" ccomburicn Wl make J vttal uinerence.  PK'Jst:- scnu it
today.

. Please enroll yne as a Friend 0T Pug
I —_— - > ~ ~ _0 —
—_ 5y v tn—055-y <,

198-4 coomccuon.

~
Please enroll me as an
I member 01 rnenos

1 me diQests OLits important

associate
01 Pugwasn ana

meet-

- lenclose $

DI'sPI .\y \t B co.

Make check payable to AEP?F, Pvgwasn Jnd mdil 10wilham M -~

~~|:~t~~C;~~m~~~I~In~~~~r~|~~.~~te~:e"~g~~~ghn?~:;e~~:
CrUCECC. illinois 60614. All contributions e tall oeoccubte

Name |
Aooresa a
City i

StaletllP coce

L w0\ 0L




Nuclear winter.  An editorial

On “The Dav Arter". as reported

Is an underst arernent,
,~€(Irdin~ to recent :-,ut:nuhc studies.

~reW Clties involvmg perhaps as few as

p-rceru of the world's nuclear
~1J.uld set in monon global a
rzore hostile to life than previously an-

-roke plunging Ihe planet into a winter
might not arrive for

Caught Ina trlgr(%iigtg With no ap-
dnubtless face great hardship,' And al-
thuugh the movie broadcast by ABC:
Tv last night focused on the people of

rtaght face even greater .
,,cordlng to studies by the Federal
ncy. Management Agency. an
agalnst this country of "5.000

wtuch 15 downwmd
of misslle silos that are
~tume Soviet targets.

Russell

ON NUCLEAR

in The NewYork Times (11/6/83,

Society News, No. 41

lHAR

p, 202):

The Winter After the Bomb

Even a limited exchange of nuclear weapons
will so blot out the sun with smoke and soot, a group
of scientists asserted last week, that life for the sur-
vivors will be almost impossible in the ensuing dark

and cold.... Paramount Pictures has just released
"The Testament," a movie about life after The
Bomb .... In two weeks, ABC will broadcast "The
Day After," a movie about a typical American city

following a nuclear strike.

Why this deluge of restating the obvious? Does-
n't everyone know by now that nuclear disaster is
hazardous to human health? Surely every sensible
person everywhere believes preventing it is the
world's most important cause.

The hard question is how, and the settled, if,
crude, answer is nuclear deterrence, Deterrence
works because it L~based on borror. What different
policy is desired by those who now agonize about the
extent of the horror? There's no visible alternative
to deterrence,no  matter bow ghastly the ways nu-
clear war would Kill.

Yet there is one justification for the rush of pro-
tiles in apocalypse: some people'S persistent con-
viction that some nuclear war would not kill every-
ODe, that some nuclear war is survivable, even win-
nable. Cavalier statements from the Reagan Ad-
ministration about fighting nuclear war are in part
0 blame. For instance, officials once took a noisy
interest in civil defense with shovels. But such ideas
h.idean trnoortant issue, one raised by the scientists
who are predicting nuclear winter:' Perhaps rela-
tively few nuclear explosions are needed to trigger
terminal effects.

, Nuclear destruction may be measured in mega-
tons of explosive power. The Hiroshima bomb con-
tained far less than one megaton. The United States
and the Soviet Union now possess weapons totaling
about 12,000 megatons. In 1975, the National Acad-
em] of Sciences examined the probable effects of

in The NewYork Times

than Lawrence. Most of the East Coast

could also be expected to sustain pen to the earth itself.
grearer devastaucn. Burning cities,
The 1~5 kiloton  atomic bomb

dropped by the United Slates on HI- 95 percent or the sun's light. cooOling nut catch fire. BU~wood dwellings near
rosrurna. Japan, in 1945earned the ex- much of the planet to sub-freezing tem-  a targeted city might burst into flame.
8Ioswve equivalent of 12.5thousand tons peratures sutt.xaung or poisoning many occu-

T;0;T. Mo:e than 68.~ people '“e~e “Things would be pitch black in tar- pants of basel~ent shelters. In.Dresden
~lled a~d ,60?) were I-Jured within, get areas within a few days." said Dr durmg the flrebumb raids In World
tnree m.ties of t~e blast sue, where the ICarl Sagan. a Cornell aStrOohysicist war |l, about 135,000Germans died due
POPul~[lond~nsity ~ was le:s t~an that ~f . and one organizer of a recent confer. to inhaiauon of hot gases. carbon
New York City. In contrast, some mllt-J ence on the effects of nuclear war monoxide and other toxins released hy

tary analysts have suggested that a

(11/21/83,

also by new studies of what Would hap-

for |nstance.
send up enough soot and smoke to block

a nuclear exchange involving 10.000 megatons.

The Academy concluded that would have no
more effect on climate than the eruptions of large
volcanoes, which inject similar amounts of dust into
the high atmosphere: ~ "At most, a 0.5°C deviation
from the average, lasting for a few years, might be
expected.” The consensus now emerging is that
ground temperatures  would drop well below freez-
ing. Why the change? !

Because until last year, no one thought about
soot. It's no secret that Hiroshima and Nagasaki
burned, yet scientists calculating climatic effects
thought only of the dust from pulverized, rocks and
buildings; not of the soot and ash caused by fire.
Being more absorbent, these particles block sun-
light far more effectively.

The scientists who spoke last week were de-
scribing a study that should not be confused with

science; it has not yet been published or properly
checked. Nonetheless, their conjectures seem in
line with parallel studies, including a second effort

by the National Academy of Sciences.

The conjectures suggest that an exchange in-
wiving only 100megatons could cause catastrophic
changes in climate if it incinerated 100 cities. The
sun would be almost totally blotted out through at
least the northern hemisphere, land and water
would freeze, only narrow' strips along the coast-
lines would be habitable and those would be ravaged
by violent storms.

From such studies, some threshold megaton-
nage may be definable above which climatic disas-
ter is likely. Such a figure should temper the casual
talk of nuclear war-fighting capability.

And while scientists argue about soot and sun-
light, the public may wonder what other effects of
nuclear war have not yet been taken into account.
Defining degrees of destruction is not an empty ex-
ercise so long as there are those in the United States
or the Soviet Union who believe there is any point in
ever risking nuciear war.

p.Al19):

Tv film downplayed the consequences
of fire. smoke and resulting
i~dividuals. In the film. the farrnhou~e
aoove the basement fallout shelter did

could

"You wouldn't be able 10 see your the flames,
. =kd~~~;~~t;~e~-n,.~g;it~~  hand," Stale Air Is Major Issue
warheads. the equivalent of 18 million Onset of Freezing Global Night “The Day After,” in its understated
tons of TNT. Each one-megaton  blast A nuclear war would stop or impair way, did not allude to a. seemingly

~oul~ be ~. times m?re powerful that

photosynthesis in plants tor

months, minor but critical issue of life in fallout

me Hiroshima explosion. and possibly aSI?n,g as a year or more. shelters - stale air. "In warm weatn-
Film Sanitizes Bombs' Effects People who survived heat. blast. radia- er." say the writers of Nuclear War
tion and fallout might freeze or sra e Survival Skills. a publication of the Oak

"TheDay After" ends with the state-  todeath, eorsrarv  Ridge National Laboratory. "larue vol-
ment,. “The. c~tastrophlC .efiects. ya~ liThe concept of smoke. effect~ did wurnes of outside air must be p~mped
have Just w:tnessed are, In all likeli- come up in the 19{i{)'dut was dis. through most fallout or blast shelters i

hood less severe"than the destruction
that \auld occur.
That assertion

fewer warheads

Is.generally  regarded about the global effect at fires," said water vapor from occupants Will raise
as correct by a Wide range of research. Dr. Mj,chael MacCracken, an atmos- the temperature-humidity condtuons
ers and SCientists in and 04l of Govern. phenc scientist at the Lawrence Liver- to dangerously high levels." There IS
ment. It is t:>omeout not only by the more Laboratory In ,Clifornia, one. of also the cntical Is.sue of trying [0 re-
film's sanitized portrayal ~ of burns, the nation's top racrlines for the design move the rudioacuve fallout and tuxic
shock, and radjation sickness - vomit-  of nuclear weapons,

100 and diarrhea are omitted _ but

gases.
In addition to giubal night. the ABC-

missed, probably because there were |they are crowded and OCCUPietbr a
-and thus less concern

day or more. Otherwise. body heat and

The question is whether

\emer gmg from
toxins  fur

uuvcne

February 1984

Scientists Say TV Film Understates Possible Devastation of Nuclear Attack

By WILIL.UI 3, BROAD

rea! thifH! could be worse.

a well-built  sh-ucr
would want to inhabit the world. Ac
curthng to the rcceru Conference un (roe
Long-term.  world-wide ~ Consequeno-»
of Nuclear war, a group of 600 Arnrr:
can and toreign scicnusts Wt-Omet thi~
month  In wastungton, D.C.. living
things would be threatened by ult ravto-
let radra uun when the sun una..
peeked through clouds of soot. dust .H'~
smoke. ThIS gla nng hght , as <.leplet~
in "The Dav After,” can hinder th-!
growth of crops and. in humans, can
~~~~e~~in~~~ssim|~¥~l~s"’~<~,I3’
when the atmospheric shield known .-
the ozone layer
would be the case after
nuclear war.

The conference suggested that the ul-
timate result of a large-scale cat a-
clysm would be the extinction of a™",
runcant  poruon ot the earth's arurna.:
and plants, In the Northern Hernt-
sphere there might be no human sur
-Qrs, whrle in the South ali that r-uan:
remain would be srnalt bands at nunt
ersand gatherers, the screnusts say.

a large-sca.e

has been damaged. -



Page 9

~:ore on nuclear winter, from

SPECIALISTS - DETAIL
NUCLEAR  WINTER

2 Articles Discount Survival
in Southern Hemisphere if
Cities in North Are Hit

By WALTER SULLIVAN

. Detailed arguments for the hypothe--
SISthat a catastrophic “nuclear win-
ter" might result from concerteo mis-
sile attacks on major cities and be fol-
lowed by the annihilation of much, if
not all. of the human species have been
presented tor the first time in a scien-
tificjoumal.

Two articles on the subject written
by teams of authors representing many
specialties appear In the Dec. 23 issue
of Science. They elaborate on argu-
ments presented at a conference held
in Washington on Oct. 31 and Nov.T.

An article on biological effects

states: "In any large-scale nuclear ex-
change between the superpowers,
global environmental changes suffi-

cient to cause the extinction of a rna jor
traction of the plant and animal species
o011 the earth are likely. In that event.
the possibility of tile extinction of
Homo sapiens cannot be excluded."

The other article presents the basic

NATO goverr-ent head questions
includes the first use of nuclear weapons

means.

Last issue, for instance,
Defense from 1961 to 1968,
of authority.

Now at last

Canada, and he deserves

., contrast

The Prime
our thanks.

it has happened!

Russell

The Hew York Times (12/26/93,

"nuclear winter" hypothesis. which
sees much. if DOl all. 01 the world
plunged into darkness by a pall 01

smoke suspended in tile stratosphere.

This would cause widespread and pro-
longed freezing of the earth's surface.
even in midsummer.

After the nuclear winter hypothesis
was descnbed at the original coarer-
eece, a Pentagon official was quoted in
the journal as saying, "So what?" He
said that the Government already
liDewnuclear war would be devastat-
ing and that the real question was bow
to prevent it.

Effects 01 Attacldng Clties

The report places special emphasis
on the effects of concerted nuclear at-
tacks on cities. Smoke produced in the
widespread ennilagrations  would be
carried aloft by the intense updrafts of
fire storms. carrying great volurnes of
smoke into the stratosphere, according
to the analysis. .
to dust that would be
th.roWn up by explosions in rural areas.
1M article POintsout. srnoxe particles
u1 highly efficient absorbers ot sun-
light. The stratosphere would therefore
become far warmer than normal and
the region below, shaded from sun-
light, would become very cold. Global
air circulation would be fundamentally
altered. creating VIOlentstorms.

Contrary to earlier oeuer, it Is
argued, the smoke would rapidly
spread into the Southern Hemisphere.
This is based on data trom the Solar
~esosphere  Explorer Satellite, which
monitored the spread of volcaruc dust
tnrowrsup' by the eruption of EI Chichén

first use!

Sefore now,

we presented Robert McNamara®s
he certainly knows what he

~~nister
Here

mar~
in case Soviet troops

ar-ents
is talkin~

of a NATO country has said it.
is how The New York Times reported

Eociety Newll, No. 41

p.A15):

in Mexico early in 1982.

AlthOugh me volcano ISat 14 degrees
DOrch latitude, within about seven
weeks, 10 to 20 percent of the matenal
It had thrown into the stratosphere had
moved into the Southern Hemisphere.

It was previously believed the air Clr-
culation systems of the two herni-
spheres were sulficiently independent
to allow only slow atmospheric ex-
change between hemispheres. It had
been assumed that oeoole in me South-
ern Hemisphere would be relatively
Immune Irom the ertects of a nuclear
war in the north.

Recently discovered evidence that
the impact of an asteroid may have
caused me extinction of the dinosaurs
and many other species 65 million
years ago is cited to support the view
that a heavy load of smoke particles in
the stratosphere could have a Slmilar
etfect. The asteroid is thought to have
emloded and thrown vast quantities of
material into the upper atmosphere.

Loss 01 Sunlight

Particularly ~ damaging. according to
the analysis of biological effects. would
be a nuclear attack whose smoke
blocked out sunlight in spring and sum-
mer months. whben trees. crops and
other vegetation are vulnerable to se-
verecold.

Tropical vegetation has no tolerance
tocold at any time 01 the year. Further-
more, the seeds of trees there are ;o
short- lived that tbey could not regener-
ate forests after an extended period of
darkness. "'I! darkness or enid tern-
peratures, or both, were to become

February 1924

widespread in the tropics.” the article
said, “the tropical lorests could largely
disappear."

“This would lead to extinction of
most 01 the species of plants. animals
and microorganisms on the earth, with
long-term consequences Of the greatest
importance  for the adaptabiliry of
human populations.” it continued.

In an editorial preceding the articles,
Willliam D. Carey. publisher of the
journal, comments: "It has been a
very good thing lor woeintegrity 01 sci-
ence. and a sign of courage, that some
<0 scientists of high standing have gone
public with their considered estimates
of th.e global atmospheric eHeets and
long-term biological consequences of
nuclear war.'

Despite Vatican admonitions that
scientists thinlt rwice betore devoting
their talents to weapons 01 mass de-
struction, Mr. Carey said, "Scientists
are justified in doing what is necessary
to offset the unmistakable progress of
an unpredictable adversary."  Never-
theless. he added, in the application of
new knowledge. scientists must also
consider “the consequences of Vio-
lence."

'11 says a good deal for the emer-
gence of the scientific conscience." he
continued, “that. in a ditticult age of
""perpower hatreds and technological
gusto. the present warning s uruely,
unvarrushed and stark.” Mr. Carey is
executive officer of the American As-
sociation fo' the Advancement of SCI-

have spoken against NATO"s current strategy which

about.

Trudeau Assailed forRemal~kon NATO
[

It took courage for the head of a NATO country to say publicly what he said.

By MICHAEL T. KAUFMAN
S~lifo'the~YO'l"tTImes
OTTAWA, Feb. | - Prime Minister
Pierre Elliott Trudeau has run into a
storm of criticism at home for remarks

he made in Fyrope last \tegkgnq éues-
Pt Pt Pt P Pt Pt Pt Pt Pt Pt Pt

~~Oeni~~~hes
strategy.

ThP controversv  over the Prime
Minister's remarks has also led to the
issuance through the United States
Embassy here 01 an unusual State De-
partrnent response saying Mr. Trudeau
“has repeatedly expressed privately
and ~ubltcly his X
NAO sstrategy of det~rrence. .

Mr. ~rudeau, who I~ currently In
~umama as part of his rruuanve to
lirmt nuclear arms, touched ot! the con-
iroversy S~turday: During ~ syrn-
.postum on m~ernatlOnal security held
In Davos, Switzerland, he asked pub-
Hcly whether any United States Presi-
dent would actually order a nuclear
strike on th~ Soviet Union if Soviet
troops moved on Western Europe.

Tills first-strike ~ assurnption. some-
times reterred to as a flexible re-
sponse, has been the principle oo which

ful gU~7  tor-

strategic deterrence fiRs been built,
and while its validity has been de~ated
by such figures as Henry A. Kissmger
and Robert S. McNamara, no head of a
NATO Government had raised It m a
public forum. .
Pt Pt Pt Pt Pt
A Question of Credibility .

Most of the criticism aroused by Mr.
Trudeau dealt not so much with the
substance 01 the remarks as WilL~th,
fact that he mace them and that bl
dam" so he ran the nsk of eroding th,
arliances solldanty and credibility.

"Sometlmes the Prime Minister for-
gets that his country tSa part of the al-
Hance." said Sinclair Stevens. the op
position critic on rmutary issues, whc
led the attack on Mr. Trudeau in Par-
liament. That attack essentially 101
lowed the line set by Raymond Barre
the former French Prime Minister
who along with Kenneth W. Dam. th'
Untted States Under SecretarY ot State
argued with Mr. Trudeau at the Davos
pa~el.

At that meetiﬁg. after Mr. 17am dis-
puted Mr. rrudeaus contentlo~ that
United States missile stockpiles in Eu

He is Prime
it (2/2/84 , p. A3):

invade Europe and cannot be stopped by non-nuc~ear

a~ainst first use (RSN40-17).Secretary of
Out he 1is not currently

in a position

I{inister Trudeau of

rope were increasing. Mr. Trudeau
said-be had meant only to suggest thai
it was the quality of the weapons rather
than their numbers that were rismg.
and then he added, "Incidentatlv. it
draws us into the whole cuestion of
whether the NATO overall strategy is
still the right one."”

The Canadian leader. who had just
finished a visit to Prague and who or
Monday became the first head of gov-
ernment of a NATO country to set foot
in East Berlin. said that the alliance',
two-track policy - to deploy missile!
while pressing for arms agreements
with the SQV1eUnion - was based or;
the assumption that the United State!
nuclear arsenal could and would be
committed if there was an invasion by
Soviet conventional ~ forces. Mr. Tru-
deau said this assumption was now
being questioned.

french Leader Challenged

When Mr. Barre said that the open
debating of this issue would lead to
“neutralism  and pacifism" in Europe
and reduced cred.tbility in the alliance,
Mr. Trudeau responded: “Let me ask
vou about your credibility. Mr. Barre.

He may

Do you think the President of the
United States. in answer to an overrun-
ning of Europe by conventional forces.
will want to start World War |lIl. an
atomic war'? You have to believe that
in order not to have a credibility gap?

Mr. Barre answered sharply. I will
never put the question because If I.p"lt
the question. there is no longer credibil-
ity." Mr. Barre took the posruon that
quesuorung such issues in public de-
bate could lead Moscow to rell;ard
NATO as a less than W11tP.'dlliance

This was echoed in Parliament  here
on Mondav. One Conservative leader
said 1t WaS a principle of any strategic
alliance to "keep your adversary in
doubt" over possible responses and not
debate them in public. .

The Davos exchange hag led the Con-
ser-vative opposition to make its nrs:
direct challenge to the prime Mints-
ter's peace irutiauve. which unn'.now
nas not oeen dealt with ~ a partlsafi
issue. It also marked the first ~im~ d~r.
ing the three-month peace imtiattve
that Mr. Trudeau had departed Irum
his aff~rmation of ~ treaty urganll.a~
non's two-track policy.

pay a p~ice for havin~ done

it.
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RELIGION AND ITS ADVERSARIES

arsed vivisectionist. From The New York Times (10/25/8~

By PHILIP M. BOFFEY

DURHAM, England

~I"I\, 7 HEN John Stapy'ton Hab9,o0d
s\ . started studying” and teaching
-~1 "t science at. Cambridge ~ Uruver-

)

'*J .&1 sty more than three decades
ago. 110 had what he considers his first reli-
ljuus eXlJe.;v~LH. _;0:."lization tb.u the ki-
n,.~ic theory ot gases describes quite ele-
ganuy and accurately what the properties
ot a gas will be.

"Il was one of the beautiful things that
you are constantly finding in science," re-
calls Dr Habgood. -/in experience of beau-
ty, of order and of mysteries revealed."

But gradually, as he earned his doctorate
en physiology at Cambndge and became a
lecturer in pharmacotogy, Dr. Habgood
came to feel that sometrung was missing in
his scienutic training. Science achieved its
enormous practical  successes. in his view,
by narrowmg its focus, dealing primarily
WIth trungs that can be measured or
weighed, and excluding human values as
much as possible. “In science. you deliber-
ately cut out all the interesting human
things," says Dr. Habgood, "so we are left
With irus hard. mearungless. valueless uru-
verse and we recoil in shock if we think
that's all there's.”

science has indirect ly undermined ~ Meats”

religion
problems  with technology

by helping people to solve
“rather

than by kneeltng down to pray about spneres

u.

Science and technology also snietd
most people -nowadays from close
contact with dying relatives
the world of nauire , he adds, thus de. ~ Plank —check
prtvmg them of experiences
to alert people to a religiOUS dimen-
Ylion in Itft-.

A" modem
form of blaring
sets. deprives
and sohtude
fO\Undspu-uuat depth, he believes,

Dr. Habgood warns that scientific
sducatron
per-renee’ en) can ‘“impoYensh a
.reveloprng  personality."”
narrowing
00. he adds. bv the fact that “most

scientists do fairly hack jobs in lane

(16)

or with

that used

technology, in the
radio and television
people of the silence
in which many once

he 0JIp™™

can be "a narrowing ex- mothers

effects are often mitigat-

commercial

tl'at the')'
wilLl] outside acuvities in nonsctenutic

Although Oro Rabgood admires the
success of science and “enjoys tecn-.
nology tor its own sake,” he b-elieves

to give scientists a
to do whatever they
please. -Some ar-eas 01 science, he
thinks, need to be controlled for euu-
a view bound to disturb
the many scientists who believe in an
unfettered quest for knowledge.

Dr. Habgood accepts in vitro rerttlt-
zauon to help a husband
achieve a successful

it is dangerous

cal reasons,

embryos because technology, in those
But these  cases, separates
relationship  between two people from
the act of creaung
such techniques "humanlv and Chris-

So Dr. Habgood abandoned a prormsing,
scientific career ann ~wit('hJ:l:dto meotozt-
cal studies instead. He was ordained aS-an
Anglican priest in 1954 and climbed steadiiy
upward in the Church of England, holding
posts as curate and pansh priest, vice prin-
cipal and principal of theological colleges,
and, for the last 10 years, Bishop of Dur-
ham.

Last week, at the age of 56, he officially
became Archbishop of York, the second-
ranking prelate in the Church of England,
He is perhaps the highest-ranking  prelate
anywhere with a professional background
in science,

Few theologians or scientists in the mod-
ern world have a more profound under-
standing of the fundamentals of both sci-
ence and retigron or have wrestled as hard
in.their own lives to reconcile the conflict-
ing dictates of these two bodies of thought.

Take the theory of biological evolution,
which Dr. Habgood considers so well estab-
lished that it is “the only conceivable basis
for modem biology.” But he also acknowl-
edges that the theory is troublesome  for
theologians because it contends that chance
events

causing genetic changes play a
major role in evolution.
“The large element of chance,” he says,

tlanly undesirable."

research establish-
where the work is so boring geEe&ic Hibr%(;ﬁg'erinagso
hurnanize themselves problems"

genetic engineering

burnan beinzts "
genetic

human
these techniques.”

and wife

pregnancy, ly, religiously,
sperm donors, surrogate  hands oi God."
long-term  treezing  of Animal exoertrnents

the normal loving

a child, He calls

believes  that
poses
for Lt}duture.. He believes
a good case can be made for using
to repair detects

He finds 1t “very frightening” that
engineering  may
much power into the hand!
beings wbo have

“This is where religious
rebel against too much
put  Power,” he adds, "because
our lives are In the

are another
area in which Dr. Habgood feels sci.

enee may have to be restrained. Al- war. But he does not favor “unrealis-
though he did many animal

merus at Cambridge and describes

“does create difficulties about inter-
preting it as the work. of a loving crea-
tor."”

Nevertheless,  Dr. Habgood man-
ages to do just that, partly by noting
that evoluuon is not completely ran-
dom - there are only certain direc-
tions it can take - and partly by nat-
Ing that theology itself practically de-
mands that a certain amount of un-«
planned freedom be built into the pro-
cess. Otherwise, he savs, it is difficult
to explain all the waste and tragedy
and evil in the world or why a loving
creator would deliberately — extermi-
nate whole species o0t life in the course
of evolution.

Similarly, Dr. Habgood has little
difficulty reconciling relativity
theory, or the indetermmacy of quan-
tum mechanics, or artificial intelli-
gence with his religious beliefs.

Essentially, he considers science
and religion two kinds ot knowledge
at opposite ends of a spectrum. Sci-
ence is precise. articulate knowledge
gained by asking only those questions
Lut can be answered. Religion is
groping. partial, Inarticulate  knowl-
edge about the mysteries of exist-
ence, gained partly through personal

himself as "the only Archbishop who ur.

has held a vivisection license.”
“grave
carelessness

is needed. Christianity

he acknowledges,
becauseit concentrates

animal life.
pu:so On nuclear
of a few
mastered

concludes that the current
reactors are acceptgble
posed breeder reaclors

instincts,  cause their fuel can be too easily used been well received
human
ultimate-  tron bomb, a nuclear weapon

buildings and vehicles,
renee that prevents

expert-  tic abandonment”
. ~~P(t~~t  Lnj.~stage.

of all

and aruty, by teaching man's

Itself "has not of resources,
that C31J.S(tlsease. But he is opposed got a Ve.l~enviable record" in arumal current 'View among leading ecclesi-
to I'a whole range Ot further tinker~' protection.

largely  asucs
ing" that might lead to "manmade

on the value man should exercise
of human life and tends to devalue

power, Dr. Habgbod books embodying

nuclear dits, he acknowlodges,
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~rchbishop-Scientist Wrestles vVith It All

ms.ght In grappling  With the enor-
mous prutosophicat  problems  posed
by the experience of being alive.

Religion often goes wrong. he s3s,
when it toes to.becorne quastscient it-
ic. or to dispute -sCience (in its own
ground by pitting Scripture  against
scientific discoveries.

But iscientists often go wrong as
well. he adds, when they try to apply
tneir SCientific methods to theological
quesuons.

Dr. Habgood finds, for example,
that many science graduates  are
theologically naive - so determined
.tv tind clarity and certainty and evi-
dence in [heir religion mac they fall
easy prey to fundamentalist  theology.
where Scripture  becomes their data
base and everything else is deduced.
logically from It.

Thus  fundamentalism, the Chris-
tian theology most in conflict with sci-
ence today, nevertheless attracts a
surprising number of scientists as ad-
herents. says Dr. Habgood. He at-
tributes thrs to their "deslre for more
ctarity and orderlmess than perhaps
reugion can €ver give us."

Even in the absence of direct con-
flicts between the doctrines of science

aaogooo  otames  Cnr-isnarutv

he be- as well as science for environmental
lieves there has been "unnecessary
with animal life"
that “"some tighterung up of the law"

and conservation  problems.  Christ i-
dominion
exploitanon

he says, whereas the

over nature, encouraged

and conservanonists is that
a caring stew-
ardsrupover  nature.

Dr. Habgood has wr-itten two maier

his  perspectives

fiSSIOn "Science and Religion" (19&i) and
but that pro- Working Faith"
are not, be- books and addresses

(18801. He savs his
~.ave generally
by both theoio-

to make bombs, He opposes the neu- glans and SClentists, But the BntJ"
that Brcadcasting
would kill people WIthout l;:iestroying_ radio script in which he planned to

ecause

would erode the psychclogy of ueter- human
ail-out nuclear

Corporation  rejected a

it praise a book that descnbed how
values are built into the
human biological system at a suocon-
serous level. The broadcasung  pun-
thougnt  the

~~i~ too outlandishly preposter-

"tighink 51 woul.d have agr-eed with Dr. Hab.;oods statement: "In science you cut out all the interesting human

things, so we are left with this hard, meaningless,

"laluelessuniverse."

Where PR and Dr. Habgood differ is in what they did next, to find the values they sought. Dr. Hapgood turned to
religion; BR turned, not to the supernatural, but to a system of ethics (i.e., values),based on hUman desires.

BR, asked whether his system satisfied him, answered: "No. But other people.s satisfy me still less."

Fake deathbed conversions, from a Letter to the Editor of "The Humanist™ (November/December 1983, p.10):

I was  most
Ragsdale'S.

the Editor,"
about the supposed
versions  to Chnstle
Bernard  Shaw and Bertrand
His comments were
my letter

(republished
ber/Decernber

Interested to read
comments C'Letter~
January,
deathbed

10 response
to the Johannesburg

1982) In which

February)

mty of George
RusselL

In Free .\flrd, Novern-

done my best to refute a story that
Charles  Darwin. In the last year of
his hfe. had rejected lus own theory
of evolution a~d become a Christla-~.

[ have started  collecting  stones
of alleged deathbed recantations by
famous  atheists and agnostics and
would welcome any help. So far, in
addition to Darwin, Shaw. and Rus-
sell, | have Voltaire (Amencan Athe-

1St. January 1982, p. 16), Herbert
Spencer,  Thomas Paine, and Robert
Ingersoil (Amaican  Atheist, July
1982, p. 22). (Richard  Smith tells us
that Avn Rand (Amaican Atheist,
July 1982, p. 26) was one well-
Known figure about whom stones of
such  rec;ma:lOn did nor circulate 1

Does anyone  know of any com-
prehensrve article on this phenome.

non? Or can anyone help to add to

my list:
W. F. Harris
Department of Chemical
Engineering
Univers.tv  of the Witwatersrand
johannesburg, 2001 South Africa

,__ For Teelw.n letter:RSN37-16
(Thank you, Bob Davis)
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COINCmENCE ~ DEPI".

17) VP on IV. In November we asked BR~ VP Harvin Kohl 1if he could review Doris Por-twcod 's book, "Common Sense
Suicide: The Final Right" (published by Hemlock and Grove Press, 1983). He said he could and he did.
On January 15th, a Sunday ni~ht, we turned on television to see what David Suskind was offering (on
Channel 5, NYC).The topic was suicide, and the panelists were ~~rvL~ Kohl, Deris Portwood, and Derek
Humphry, Hemlock"s founder. There were 2 other panelists, a smug rabbi and a dogmatic doctor, both on
the wrong side of the issue (we"re biased). Feelings ran high, at tL~es. The discussion held one"s attention.
Apparently it was mere coincidence that ~hrvin had written a review (not yet published) of Ms. Portwood"S
book, and later appeared on the Suskind pregram with her.

The Kohl review of the Portwood book appears in this issue, Item 27.
LETIS?S TO EDITORS
B B . . Like the proverbial sword of Darnocles. the very real
(18) Earry Clifford, in the Star-Lede;er (Newark, NJ) 12/10/83:-4 threat of nuclear war is figurativelv suspended by a Single
hair over the coilective heads of mankind. The suuauon is
very fragile. How long must this continue' WBIthe immi-
~ i H - ) 1 nent deployment ~ of hundreds 01 American rmssiles on Eu-

19) Peter C-anford.in the Chronicle-Herald  (Augusta % .ropean soii. and a hundred :I1X nnssiles somewhere In the

- United States constitute the ultimate deterrent and are-
vent "the unthinkable" from hapoemng I;;nv oualified
experts do nhot tr\]/\i/?klthﬁt It Wifll. | |

. . Thus the meeting vias cGmpos~ Must the awful threat of nuclear war continue unti
'hShOUIdb II]ke to dravr\]/ attention sible - of mutual 9 advantage P to we are all destroved. or until such time as the leaders of
to what 1believe are the most im- Il parties - and such a situati the two superpowers meet face to face and agree to out an
portant  aspects of Rev. Jesse all parties - and such a situation ; ;
Yackson's  visit to Svria is almost automatically  success- end to the insane arms race. and do all that 1Spossible to
ackson's  Visit 10 oyria. ful. Compossibiiity is exchange establish more oeaceful relations?
The negotiations  were  suc- p - X The existing tragic impasse between the C.S. and
ful b h in li give and take. Christian love and :
cessful because they were in line ; il USSR can be attributed largely to mutual fear and mutual
with Bertrand ~ Russell's idea of cooperation  as opposed fo retail mistrust. With 33 U.S. rmlitarv bases around the world-
compossibility - that is, the iation that breeds further ~ retalia- some not far from the Soviet (-nion-it seems that we can
were mutually advantageous.y g tion. - Compossibility i.s at the feel pretty secure. but v\\llle cgntlinu-eI the proliferat‘ilgn of
Jackson had an opportunity to heart of the free-enterprise  sys- nuclear weapons. and the Soviets do the same. The proba-
demonstrate  his ability as a via- tem and is the cause of its success bility that a nuclear conflict could start due to an accident
ble presidential candidate. to ex-  through billions —of daily. ex- or computer error becomes greater the more weapons we
.pand his political base. and to changes of goods and services . have in our respective arsenals. There have b-een false
achieve a humanitarian  goal. Com possibility is the only altern- alerts in the past that could have led to universal disas-
Assad had an opportumty to ative to saber-rattling and certain ters. i.e., the unthinkable. . ) )
make a face-saving move toward nuclear war. o Some 1.500 American physicists. including 22 Nobel
conciliatlon,  to affirm  Syria's I hope that you can assist. in laureates. have just issued a call (o halt the arms race.
genuine liking for Americans - making the idea of com POSSIbllity Will the powers that. be take affirmati,'e action to assure
as recently documented by the better known. survival of humankind'
journalist yRobert Kaplan y and Peter G. Cranford, Ph.D In 1963. the English philosopher and mathematician ;I
to win mternauonat  good WIII at 1500 Jobns Road Bertrand Russell wrote the following concerning peaceful
; coexistence: "We are told bv fanatics on both sides that
little cost. . L - "
peaceful coexistence is impossible because the other side
1Sso wicked. This was said in the conflicts between Chris-
tians and :llohammedans. and :n the contests between
Catholics and Protestants. In the one case. it took seven
centuries to learn the possibilities of coexistence. In the
other case. it took 130 vears. Xowadavs. the lesson must
; R B be learned more quickly-ii there are ta'be any left to learn
(20) Lee Eisl~r. in the Globe-Times (Bethlehem, it"

SPEAK FOR 'SURVIVAL'
To the Editor:

In Westgate ~ Mall Saturday, |
overheard one woman say to another:
"But he knows more than we do. He's
got information we don't have ". "

Yes. he knows more than the rest of
us He gets his information not only
from the media 1as we all do i, but also
from close advisers. from the CIA,
from the Pentagon. from ambassa-
dors and technical people and people
on special assignments and commis-
sions.

up to Congress and to the public; and it

Harry W. Clifford,
East Orange

made Congress agree to accept enor-
mous budget deficits to pay for the
build - up. Before that, it had helped
him get elected President.

And it was false! There is no window
of vulnerability. Don't take my word
for it. His own Scowcroft Commission
said so. in April '83. IThat's the
Reagan - appointed commission that
came out in favor of the MX missile
that the president very much wants.)

The wmdow of vulnerability is a the-
ory that the USis vulnerable to a first
strike - a surprise attack - by Rus-

counter to theirs.

But the theory is false. In the highly
unlikely event that all our land - based
missiles were destroyed. we could still
retaliate  With obliterating  effective-
ness. Asingle one 01 our Trident sub-
marines can target every Russian CUY
of over 100.000. And we have rnanv
Tridents. Not to mention our nuclear-
armed bombers.

As the Scowcroft Cornrnisslon put it
lin stilted Pentagonese 1. "Different
components  of our strategic  forces
should be assessed collecuvelv  and
not in isolation.”

sion by saying he is making Amenca
stronger. But we are not the safer for
it. Just the opposite. We - and the
Russians - are now adding to the
50.000 nuclear weapons already in ex-
istence.

Survival - the prevention of nucle-
ar war - istoo important to depend on
theories voiced by experts and their
superiors. no matter how much extra
information  i" available to them. We
all have to gel into It. and make our
voices heard. Wrtte your congress-
man and sellators, .-;aylllg what you
think of the arms race. It can make a

Lets see how he used all the extra  Sian missiles that would destroy our So the president. with all the extra  difference: in many Sltuations. it al-
information  available to him in the  Missiles in their silos and leave usun- information available to him. did not  ready has.
case of National Defense. able to retaliate. According to this the-  assess the situation  corr eci ly. He Lee Eisler
He told us there was a window of CO e Russians might be tempted to  made a bad decision. and It triggered Coopersburg
vulnerability That scared  us. It strike first. Therefore we need our  an escalation of the arms race,

helped him sell his great arms build -

own first strike weapon. the MX. as a

He would no doubt ddend Ilus deer-
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NEVISABOUT XS!-~P.S

(21) Don~-In Sae _ who, as you know, has political asylum in West Germany, founded the Korean Bertrand -~ussell
Society, and has a recently acquir8d doctorate in Social Sciences (RSN38-13) -- has decided to return to
South Korea. His job prospects in Hest Gel*!lla.l"1fwatrepr-omeing, "I have no fear facing the present
government in S. Korea, . he writes;.he will"not give up any crucial political conviction, such as the
desirability of HUJ:!aRights andDemocracy ;"

(22) BruceThom~son, a 10-year BRS member, is a graduate student in History at Stanford, specializing in French
intellectual history. "l spent the last year in Paris, doing thesis research. | expeot to spend the next year
writing it, and working for the retirement of Ronald Reaf(on."

NEW HEHBEP.s

(23) We are very pleased to welcome these new members:

ALLAN ARNOLD/4261 Roosevelt ~~/Seattle, WA 98105

CHRISTOPHER E. SOYLE/Eox 3107/APO ~Ir~rr09109

DE~rnISC. CHIPMEN) M.D./Box 85/Kingsport, TN 37662 - B, -

*LELA ELLIOTT/BOO Heights Blvd. (23)/Houston, TX 77007 Lela Elliott isa menber , but may not be
R. W. FOSTER,JR./FO Box 386/Lihue, HI 96766 a new member. We are checkanz records.

CHARIES M. GRIFFITH 111/PO Sox 386/ Sau~s, CA 91350
BRENT ISHA}VBox 581/Keene Valley, ~~ 12943

JAHES KDmEDY/346 'd. 71st St./m:IT  10023"

RICHAPJ) K. KSNI"EY/Box 21751/Seattle, "ilA8111

HA~S KOEHNKE/1205 Judson Av./Evanston, 11 60202

DANIAL KEI"I"HIKOLAVICH/fO Box 2645/Sacramento, CA 95812
JE?~"111:"10:rEUNDi2B@rnett Hall/Psych010~, U. Nebr-akaz'Li.nccLn, NE 68588-0308
MARTAIJINE FHILOS/126 Southport ‘lids. Dr./South!,ort, CT 06490

NA}~Y R0SS/2264 Prospect Av./Ottawa, Ont./ Canada KL~ 7G4

GREG SEDBROOK/903 Vain St./Kissirrmee, F1 32741

NEW ADDRESSES AND OTHER CHANGES

(~4) ~ben something is underlined, only the underlined part is new or corrected.

TRUMAN E. A}mEP.sO~, JR./1138 Humboldt/Denver, CO 80218 )

DONG-IN  BAE/c/o r~on-hak Choi/13-1 Jang-dong, Dong_gu!Gwangju,Chonnam!Korea(South)
OSX~~ffi'BENAHMSD/_no current address

GRAHAM EETTS/Hammick, Sweet & }~Nell/116 Chancery Lane/ London, U.K. TNC2A IP?
DAN BOND/1112 ~lestAv./Richmond, VA 23220,

PASCAL Dn:THEL"tjlLa Vignule _ Possy/74380 Luci.ngee, Franc e

DR. V~RY W. GIBBONS/no address change

FRANCISCO GIR6N B./Calle Lorena 182/Col. RQma./San Salvador, El Salvador
STEVEN DAR~"I11130INS/4238 s2u1 Juan Av./Jacksonville, FL 32210-3341

BILL GREGORY/7850 S.W. Hall Blvd./Beaverton, OR 97005

DAVID S. HART/16 Warren St./Rochester, ~1T14620-4210

DONALD W. JAGKANICZ/901 6th se ., S"I7q2A)/,ilashin~on,DC 20024
JAMES E. MCWILLIA}~/FO Box 34/Holly Rid~e, }S 38749

PETER MEDLEY/3220 N. Bartlett (1")/Hilwaukee, NI 53211
JOSEPHXS}MEN/  no current address

PAUL M PFALZNER/380 Hamilton kv, SJOttawa, Ont./Canada KIY IC7

GREGORY POLLOCK/School of Social Science/U. of California/lrvine, CA 92717
ANTHONY ST. JOHN/Casella Postale 10/51016 Hontecatini Terme/ltaly

JOHN SHOSI\"Y/401fDriole Lane/Laramie, WY 82070

LUDWIG SLUTSKY/PO Box 2292/Greeley, CO 80632

WILLIAM H. SPERBER/5811 Oakview Circle/Minnetonka, MN 55342
GLENN W. SUTHERLAND/R~ 4, Box 275/Newton, IL 62448
JEAN VISCON11 and RITA VISCON®I®1-BO*ID/naddress change
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The Philosopher as a Young Man

THE COLLECTED PAPERS
OF BERTRM,m RUSSEII

llolume One: Cambridge Essays, 1[{85.99.
Edited by Kenneth Blockwell and others.
lllustrated. 554 pp. Boston:

George Allen & Unwin. $70.

By Sidney Hook

+ HIS is the tirst volume 01a monumental edition
- 01 all “"the shorter writings" of Bertrand Rus-
T . sell. regardless of whether they have been previ-

- ously published. It is to be lollowed by two

series. The tirst, llolumes 2to 11, will contain papers on
ptutosopfucat, logical and mathematical themes. The
second. cegmmng with Volume 12 and running to' a

much iarger number, will be devoted to writings that re-
fleet the encyclopedic array of Russell's Interests,
wruch made him very much a man ot hiS times. The
first series is concerned wah eternal themes. the second
with transient practical affairs. There isa certain Irony
in the tact that before he died in 1970, Russell concluded
that the eternal world. even Withits radiant mathernati-
cal beauty. IStrivial. while some of our own problems
are of transcendent importance.

The editors of this publishing project are to be con-
grarulated on what promises to be a magmficent
achievement.  When brought to completion. it will have
made available all the material necessary, with the ex-

cepuon 01 Russell's voluminous correspondence. to en-
hance our understanding 01 hi. views.
The early writings collected in the first volume

make it clear that the young Bertrand Russell was not a
prodigy or a stormy petrel. They reveal Immense intel-
lectual abilities, great acuteness and a capacity for ieux

ti'esprit but nothing comparable to his later achieve-
ments. What is surprising in one whose matchless intel-
lectual courage com.manded t.he admiration even ot

[nose who sometimes deplored his lack at cammon
-1~ 1.4.0(joG the extent of hLSmhibltions tn concealing
from his paternal grandmother and others of his Irn-
mediate tarmry the agonizing doubts about God and im-
mortality he confided to the "locked diary" he kept
from 1890 to 1!19-l. His Sllence IS all the more strikmg be-
cause of the unhappiness these doubts caused him be-
fore he settled Into a comfortable agnosticism.

This seems to be the only occasion on which be re-
framed from publicly tak.tng a principled position on
any subject lest it grieve or alienate these near or dear
to him. When | knew him, he seemed the most urunhib-
ited person [ had ever met. both about himself and

. about others. The only pecple about whom he was retl-
cent were some of the Cambridge Apostles, thai secret
etrre order of the highest intellectuality and in many
cases of what one of its younger members. Lytton Stra-
chey, once called the "Higher Sodomy."

L] L[] L]

Several things about this tirst volume are netewor-
thy. Russell's sryle has clarity and precision, except
when he speaks of the General Will and the harmony 01
the whole. This was m the phase when he was sun under
the Influence of Hegel and Hegel'. late Victorian disci-
ples. But not until much later did his writing reach that
level of felicity, simphclty and distinction that jed T. S.
Eliot to characterize  him as the greatest master 01 Eng-
hsh philosophical prose since Hume. Until then, only
F. H. Bradley 'NOUldhave been in the running, although
if color and vitality are taken into account, the palm
should go to Wilham James.

Second, these Cambridge essays testify to Russell's
early, continued and all-absorbing concern with social
artairs and mathematics.  And or these interests. the
first was the earliest and the longest-lasung.  HII! first
published book was "German  Social Democracy"
(\896). followed the "ext year by "An Essay on the
Foundations of Geometry." It seems to me that the

Sidney Hook. ts emeritus professor of philooophy at
New York Umversuy al>d senior research fellow at
Stanford Univerairy's Hoover tnsutuuon on War, Revo-
lution and Peace. His """l recent booi<is "Phltollophy
and Public Policy."

brevity of both books would have justilled their inclu-
sion in this volume. (The first one will appear in volume
12 and the second in Volume 2.) Acase can be made that
there Is greater continuity between Russell's SOCial
views (except for hill ambiguous pacifism), from his
tirst reflections on socialism and Marxism to his rtper
evaluations of their validity, than between his early and
later phllosophies of mathematics.  In view of recent
developments in West Germany, his analysis of Ger-
man Social Democracy can still be read with profit.

There are two other items that may be of Interest to
those concerned with Russell's subsequent life and the
consistency 01 his ideas.

The first is ~ brief essay he wrote at the age ot 25
under the pen name of Orlando. It is entitled "Self-Ap.
preciation” and was originally published in The Golden
urn, a shert-llved.periodical ~ edited by Logan Pearsall
Smith, Russell's brother-in-taw. w.ith the collaboration
of Bernard Berenson. The significance one attaches to it
depends on what relevance one believes the details Ot
personal life have to the crigrn, meaning and validity of
a thinker's ideas. For my own part, | regard such de-
tails as completely irrelevant to science, mathematics
and technical philosophy, and even with regard to social
and ethical philosophy, 1am loath to acknowledge any
essential connecnon. Only when a person puts himself
forward as an educator or sage or denounces the
wickedness 01 those who disagree with him do his per-
sonal conduct and beliels have a quail tied bearing.

Among other things, Russell confessed that the most
attractive tigures to him in history were Spinoza and the
German socialist Ferdinand Lassalle, a rather improb-
able conjunction. More arresting are some of his other

avowals. "I am quite indifferent to the mass of human
creatures,”  he wrote; “"though | wish, as a purely intel-
lectual problem, to discover some way in which they

might all be happy. [wouldn't sacrifice myself to them,
though their unhappiness, at moments, about once m
three months, gives me a feeling of discomfort ... Ibe-
lieve emotionaUy in Democracy. though | see no reason
todoso... 1believe insevere 1definite measures (e.g.
In/anticide) by which society could be improved ..... 1

live most for myself. .« , I care for very few people. and
~ave several enemies-two or three at least Whose pam
ISdelightful to me. lotten wish to give pain, and when |
do, Iflnd it pleasant lor the moment. Psychologrcal-
ly, Sin has a meaning to me, and | love to see sinners
punished. Logically | Can find no meaning for the word
Sin."

Anyone reading this or Ronald Clark's "Bertrand
Russell and His World" or even the reminiscences of
Russell's daughter may find It difficult to accept at face
value the selt-appreciauon  expressed by Russell in the
opening sentence of his" Autobiography”:  “Three pas-
sioos. Simple but overwhelrrungly strong, have gov-
erned my life: the longing for love, the search for knowl-
edge, and unbearable pity for the suttering of man.
kind." Of these, judging by the record, the second was
the strongest and sincerest, although it had its' hmits
when he wrote about the United States in his later years.

DL e greater  s.ignificance to t.he understandin of
{ - Russell's views 15the concepnon of sociausrn
\: .. _ he expressed In a lecture in 18£16Although the
xS text 1s missing. its dr-ift i1s apparent from us
title and a brief newspaper summary. It is enntled "SO-
ciausm as the Consummation of Individual Liberty,”

This idea Is a clue to the most important of hISwnungs

on social themes. To hiIS everlasting credit. he showed

the true face of Cornmumsm behind us rhetorical mask
in “The Practice and Theory of Bolshevism" (192Q),
which in key respects is as topical today as the day it
was published. Despite some of his latter-day detrac-
tors, Russell never subscribed to Communism. even
when some of his acnons contributed to the triumph of
Communist regimes. Indeed. the record shows that the
intensity  of his opposuion to Communism  was so strong
he sometimes forfeited a good deal of popularity. Dur-
ing the euphoria atwoi¢ Stalingrad about the Soviet Union
as a democratic ally. he outraged audiences by contend-
ing that the military victory of the Red Army against
the Reichswehr no more established the virtues of Com-
munism than the victory 01the czarist army over Na-
poleon established the virtue of serfdom.

Shml'ime~ his onoosrtron carried o0Im bevond the
bounds of common' ~ense. In 1948, when th~ United
States offered, through the Baruch-Lilienttia! PHI.
posals, to surrender the monopoly of atomic weapons to
an international authority ~mst ead of uSing it to roll bac k
the Red Army from Central and Eastern Europe, as me
Kremlin teared, Russeil foolishly urged that the Soviet
Union be giver. an ultimatum  to accept these reasonable
proposals or be atom-bombed. Even as late as S"™'t. 27,
1953, in his 82d year, after the detonation of the hydro-
gen bomb, Russell wrote in The New York Times, "Ter-
nu!C ~ "V.le.$'"l .euwal De, 1sun rv( my part
would prefer It to a universal Communist empire.” He
overlooked the fact that until there is multilateral disar-
mament. a reliable deterrent will obviate the simple
choice between war or surrender.

As It to prove that the opposite of a foolish position can
be just as foolish, a few years after he had urged that
the Soviet Union be given this dire ultimatum.  he de-
clared in a famous interview with an American corre-
spondent, "\ am for controlled nuclear disarmament
but tf the Communists cannot be induced to agree to it,
then 1am for unilateral disarmament even if it means
the horrors of Communist domination.”  Such state-
ments could only increase the Kremlin's determination
to reject reasonable controls for disarmament,  controls
that must include mutual on-site inspection.

In the long perspective, Russell will be numbered

il ucn

among the immortals more tor his contnbutions  to
philosophical. analysis than for his Judgments of the
political scene. There IS hardly a major theme m the

foundations of logic and scienutic method and the tradi-
tional disciplines of philosophy (with the exception of
esthetics) that he did not illumine. He has profoundly

affected the thought of three generations of philoso-
phers. He is not a philosophic hedgehog who saw one
thing clearly but a tux who saw many different things
but, unfortunately, only one at a time. He sought strn-
plicity in everything but did not distrust it sufficiently.

His evolution from nco-Hegelianism to neo-Kant iamsrn
to Platonic realism to logical atormsrn and empiricism

Connnued  on next page
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and the tiMI reversion to ontology In bis last major
philosophic work, "Human Knowledge," testify not to
inconsistency but, as this first volume of the “"Collected
Papers" already demonstrates, to his intellectual hOn-
esry and resolute pursuit of truth. It revealed an arnaz-
ing imaginative fertility and capacity for seeing and in-
terpreting “"what there is" from different points of
view. (There were inevitably some blind spots; his
greatest failure was his misunderstanding  of John
Dewey and his caricature of American pragmatisrn.)
Russell relates that in 1&17, while walking alone in the
Tiergarten in Berlin. he was struck with a vision that
lett him with a resolution to write two sertes ot books.
“one abstract. growing gradually more concrete; tlle
other concrete, growing gradually more abstract. They
were to be crowned by a synthesis, combining pure
theory with a practical social philosophy.” Russell on
his 80th birt.hday thought be had succeeded inall but tbe

Russell

Society News, No. 41

ccmpleted either series and attribute his failure to rely-
ing too much on abstractions to solve the problems of
practical reason. His conception of reason is so abstract
or mathematical that when It comes to human values-
the heart at policy - he jettisons them into the realm of
the purely subjective, in which the arbitrament of dif-
ference can be only through terce. "To proclaim the
ends ollile." he writes. "is not the business Olscience-

It is the business ot the mystic, tile artist and the poet.”
But wben the vision 01 Ez.ra Pound or T. S. Eliot Is set
against that of Whitman and Shelley, whom Russell
once admired, bow does one rationally decide between
them? He 'never made that clear.

Russell Jumps too soon from the conflict of values in
problematic situations to the counterposing at allegedly
irreconcilable ultimate values. There is a long way to go
until then. He rejects the view that trom the standpoint
of practical reaeon, these values. may be penultimate.
Even it it turns out that in the absence at a shared inter-
est, values may not be universal, they may still be 01>-
jectlvely relative, Justified by their consequences tor
the interests involved. What justifies values Is their
relation to present or anticipated interest. not the brute

February 1934

brute force at a hostile interest unwilling to live and Jet
live, they do not thereby lose their Justification.

As for the first volume 01 the "Collected Papers,” a
natural question lor a prospective reader i1s what fresh
light it casts on Russell's lire and thought. over and
above what Is revealed inthe 60-0dd volumes 01 his pUlI>-
lished work - especially his" Autobiography” _ and
secondary sources like Ronaid Clark's biography and
Paul Levy's "Moore: G. E. Moore and the Cambridge
Apostles.” The answer is. very little of significance. ex-
cept possibly to someone contemplating another biogra-
phy 'of Russell or intent on ferreting out details of his
personal behavior of presumed importance in explain-
ing his subsequent ideas or attitudes. For one thing, he
soon abandoned the philosophic idealism at his under-
graduate and early graduate years. For another. there
are no great secrets disclosed in these early writings or
udbrts to delight the pr'ying analyst. not even in the
locked diary. The volume marks the beginning at a
notable scholarly enterprise, but | think anyone unta,
millar with Russell's subsequent intellectual develop-
ment and tempestuous personal life could not reason-
ably h'lve predicted them on the basis at these early

final synthesis. Some critics, bowever, doubt that he  tact of their triumph. And it they_ are defeated by the wtitings. [J.
Professor Hook quotes ERas saying, "Terrible as a newworld war would be, | still for my part would prefer it

to a universal Commum st e!nvire." The statement appears in an article by BRin The NewYCI!rkTimes /l.a~azine

19/27/53, starts on p, 10; also in "The Basic liritin.e;s of Bertrand Russell”, Ee;ner & Denonn eds.NY:Simon

& Schuster, 1961, pp.688-692). It is titled "What'fould Help Y.ankindMost?" The article does not advocate

war a~ainst the USSR, as the quotation, out of context, mi~ht imply; it advocates a conference of all the

great powers for the purpose of avoidine; "the destruction that mi”ht be expected in a new world war, v and

proposes rules for such a conference.

You mi~ht wish to recall

earlier newsletter

remedy for the evils of nationalism by in the establishment
world gov=ment

A. J. Ayer's commentson BR's talk of war against

item (RSN17-25, Feb.'78), which is an excerpt frclll Ayer's book, "Part of My Life".

the USSR.Werepeat

part of an
p, 301:

He had long ~cld the view that the only

and he then believed thar the only pracucal

of a
W'ly

in which this could come about was through the hegemony of the

United  States,
and social climate,

political

there was much that he disliked in
he still preferred

Though

it to -thar of Soviet

Russie; but this counted with him for !e~sthan the fact that the

Americans possessed the atomic bomb, while the Russians did not.

He was convinced thar it would be enough for the Americans to
threaten the Russians -;rith the bomb, without actually using it. This

did not, however,
lase resort its use would be justified.
leading the campaign for nuclear disarmament,
this view and admitted wt he ha-ddone so only when it
His critics naturally
but they could aave been wrong.
he
ne power possessed this
the evil resulting from its limited employment,
longer-

ever men

was shown that he had expressed it in print.
accused him of inconsistency,
as he did, a predominantly
could Mve argued ~t
superior weapon,
though very great, would be outweighid by the probable

Taking,

absolve him from holding the view thatin

utilitarian view of politics
so long as only

the
In later years, when he was
he forgot thar he had

term good; when tw9 rival powers possessed it, the harm done by

their each employing

it would almost cuuinly be ~tu

than any

good thAt could be cxpeacd to result. But while Russell might have
ao:cpted thiJ argumc:nt th¢9retic:ally, | doubt if he would have been

'iady to I« it put intoe!fea.

His re:uon wu often ill conflict with

h.ia emotions, and this iJ mo.t probably an iasesace ill which [0.
cmotiosll wocld haTe prev-ai.ied. li it hsd come to an issue. | think

thst

irntll(‘<3izteevil,

oo T

= with the prospect of 13 I~ding

€ would .have recoiled from the iniliction of so greae an
ro a gt'eate:r:

good. ITvu because I believed this at the time that I did not on thia
point tHe him wholly seriously.
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From "City Paper, \fashiruston's

Prindp,ia
Russell

lkrt:n.1ld RUMU'.  A.mdrks:
1t45-1110

by Barry FnnbnJ aNi R"™.aJd Kamh
Sou.th E.Qdrea.  $10.00

By Frash Gallo

I HERE _."no g.ucxer method

to persuade eorneone not to
read a book than to advernse it " a
collection by ,'1 eminent philoso-
pher. These great scholars, it d well
known, do not achieve their emi-
nence by writing books either corn-
pelting or readable.

Bertr and Russell, however . is his-
tory', exception to this rule. In a Efe
laanng nearly a century. Russell was
jailed twice for civil disobedience
(once at age 90), married four times,
Wa3 hounded out of an appointment
at the College of the City of New
York, and received the Nobel Prize
for Literature.

The latter was .warded for Rus-
1-eUIS authorship  of more than 70
t)00is~ .rcuging in complexity ~ from
the three-volume Principia MarM--
matica e The COn.qlUSI of HaPPINe1J.
But however complex the subject
martel, the prose was invariably is
dear n a window pane.

Barry Fernberg and Ronald Kas-
-“rib hliv. now cornciled a second
lintL~ 3f [z B—— " ~t--il~s..;phrir)s
writingl on A.'11.Uj(2!spanning the
years [.Oom 1945 until Russell's
death in 1NO. The book is divided
uno rwo secuons, ~he firs; contain-
ing 1 narrative icrerwoven ‘A-1th
QUOte3@rom Russell's boon) arti-
des, speeches, letters and television
appearances, and the second com-
posed of the texu of 21 articles by
Rw"™U on America. Russell's pri-
rrwy con-:um _during these ye:an
were nuclear warfare and the Viet-
nzm War. but the collection abo re-
<ords RUMtU', thought' on civil
rights. )0< McCmhy',  reign of ter-
rol:s JFK't ~ssU5ination, tbe ROICn «.
b<:g atrutions, :md oth.irr ab~  of
freedom in thi* countrv.

At the do™ of the Second World
Wu, RU3~J)'S opinion of .Auneria
W:lSat its 'i~6tt: “Elitry country
has its defect!, but in relation to the
world, 1 believe thos< of Ameria to
be)", ttun tho" of my otoer “,un-
Iry." Lecture tours throughout thiJ
country were o ,ua:esaful that J wit
remarked that one would have
thought <1 ,ymbol J'.ne Ru..u wu
on.tour. NBC I.UlI<hd its,1Lnl TV
intep,'iew  :scri,Cl with a hill"-hour
portroit of Rlis:o<llin 1952.

‘The mutual  admilaticQ between
RUI3ell and America was shon-
lived. Alarmed by Amenca, in-
crees j.~g belligerence abroad and its
wi[c:h huna  within, Rwull  caati~
gated both tbe .ovemment and the
liberal' who he :houghl were too lu
in  defending lib<ny.  Arguing
against the ides that freedom ohould
be cunailed in order to preserve it,
he saUl; "I cannot ajO"a:~L.atthe first

RUS8sell Society News, No. 41

Free ‘'[eekly" (January 27-February 2, 19f:>4)revie,.ed

step in a war for liberty should be
the surrender of what you you
are fighting for." And if the resc-
tionaries punished suspected com-
munists by sterilization, Russell ssr-
donically remarked, liberals would
be sure to insiJt on an adequate right
of appeal,

More than any other single human
being, Ruu<U founded the anti-
nuclear puce movement. Wi:b.in
weeki after japan's surrender, he
wuned of the peril of nuclear welp-
ona to mankind u.'l1ao vigOTOUlac-
tion wu taXr~'l.Russell's efforts cul-
m.i.wued in h.il involvement in the
1962 Cuban missile crisis, when his
cabled plcas for sanity to both Ken-
nedy and Khrushchev — were sn-
«eered by the Soviet leader. Russell

.hsd the highest praise for Khrush-

chev's decision to remove the rnis-
oiles, J move which averted ‘nr but
=ud the Premier to lose face. 'u
for Kennedy, Russell thought his
thr<21 of wu simple msdnesa and
the height of American hypocrisy.
“If nuclear bases are intolerable in
Cube they are intolerable every-
where," he said.

Halfway around the giobe, Ameri-
can assertion of power, primarily in
Vitttuml, -wit  ~ting with some-
what 1t1-5 success. As earlv as 1963,
Russell challenged both 'America’s
right to ".ge wu in South <t A.U
end her conduct of it. By thal time,
howevtl, the 90-yeu-old philoso-
pher hod been dismissed by “re-
spected” opinion in thi! country \i1a
senil_e"dupe of the communists.

1954 Gee:-;l  Conferences
held after the French defeat in Viet-
nam had called for elections in that
country. Eisenhower, while rtiu~i.ng
to sign these sgrecmenrs, professed
tc accept aad abide by them-e-com-
mitrnents the Unued States reneged
on by blocking elections and replac-
ing France ~. a.coloma! power In
Vietnam.  lorl0r:coever, like Reagan',
policy in Nicaragua, the governmeat
attempted to disguise its role. “One
of the most important aspects of this
war has been ttlE! the Unued State,
pretended for IDlltly years that no
such wu wu Witina plive and that
the war which was no[ tli.x.m~ place
Vial n.ot beinll conducted by Ameri-
C211J," RuutUemphasized.

"Ui'L.likemost
social thinkeJs,
Russell advanced

alternatives and
then tried to show

how they could be

attained. In some
cases he went
further ... "

When the war escalated under
President [ohnson, RU!seU became
convinced that his anti-war writings
by themselves were not enough. De-
claring that America's leaders would
have to stand before the dock of hi,-
tory u surely «.sthe Nazi>at Nurem-
berg, Russell organized an Interna-
tional War Crimes Tribunal in
1967. In response, Secretary of Slate
Dean Rusk >aid disdainfully that he
hod no intention of “playing games
with @ 94-y..r-old Briton." When
the reports about the maesacre at
My Lai surfaced, however, R"™"U',
charges could not 10 easily be
scoffed at.

Aput from Vieroam and the arms
race, [his collection is also valuable
for Russell's insights into American
character and society. We Arneri-
CUW Liltc to thinlt that we are hard-
boiled 1Uli.olS,but RU»<U observed
thilt this pose rea.l.lyW.>." @ more
fundamental  naivete: “Americans
for the moet pert are unable to face
reality except in amood of cynicism.
They have a set of ideal rules which
they i=.¢cle  that a virtuous pcliti-
cian would obey, but the rules are
ouch SS "™ouM cause illy man to be
out of politics in- ¢ w<cit. Conse-
quently, it is recognized that no poli-
ticisn an bevirtuous sccording to
the nominal code. It follows, 10 at
least the average American con-
cludes, that a politician cannot be
justly blamed wbarever crimes he
may commit." W:. have seen thU
psrtem again and egain (with the ex-
cepden of Witer*“te), nro.<tr=t.ly
in 1M ccltecnve  no-burn given by
the public to Rugan Administrstion
10.ndab in the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency and in the 1980 Pres-
idential CIUDpaign.

Ruu“l) also noted the ridiculous-
neee of. moral cod. which frowned
upon 1et while sim\litaneoU!iy seek-
ing to constantly titillate taual feel-
ing through advertising. But it i.s
through  his comments on liberty
that thiJ Briton moot.clearly enabled
the American mind to see the chasm
between our ideals and practices. To
those who said that ~the witch hunt!
were merely an abenant pha,." he
replied that it WIIS impo"ible to
have such ar. environrnent for more
than a deC2de wllhout profound ef-
feet. WIIl:n American e+ id that po-
litica.1 penecution ~ wis still the ex-
ception !laher than the rule, RUS3CIl
pointed out. "\I'hen Dreyfu, w"™
sent to Devil’, bland the world w"
shocked) and 'it we not considered
that a Frenchman  wvi* giving an ade-
quate deftn" if he ‘aid, 'Oh, but
you ought to mention all the French
Jew, who are not in Devil,
Island: "

Although he never ceased to thilllt
of Ihe American- peapl< ;.. human-
ity'! best- hope for-the fmu,e, Rus:
sell refused to truckle ~fore double
sundard). Naoalm was a b.ubQrous
wnpon not ms<le innocuou3 by the
fact that u.s. leaders cleemed they
were using it to defend fre-edom,
Franco of SpQin wis. a dictator when
the Nazi, backed him, and hi' re-
gime was not improved when AniC:r-
i<:anpresidents Clilled hinl a bulwark
of freedom.

Februa:-y 1981.

by ERS Hember Gallo:

The last 20 year, of Russell' life
muked-.a -5hift in his - public  role.
While Runl,!l never eschewed activ-
ist politics if he thought action ne-
cessary-e was for
months for his opposition 10 World
War |-he spent most of hi! hfe trv-
ing through  his Writing !O demon-
strate a progress: ve vinon of the
future not bound by the dogmas ia-
herem in religion, .M.arxi!lm or
nationalism. These books examined
nearly the entire range of human ac-
tivity: 0" Education, Tnt Impact cf
Science on Society) Protpecn of Indus-
trial  Civilisation, Marnage and
MOTals, ~'hy I Am Not a Ckriuum,
Po-JJn, The Analysu of \ind, etc.
After his death, Time magazine de-
scribed his collected works as the:
modern equivalent of the Bible.

Wh.i[ was particularly  sfrulng
about his wrinngs beyond their inci-
sive analyses of the past and present
was their coru(ructtt>t vision. Unlike
mon social  think-en, Russell ad-
vanced alternatives and then tried to
show how they could be attained. In
some cases he went further ,as in his
establishment of an alternative
school with hi* wife Dcra.

During the 1950.. he gradually
changed from social thinker to social
activist and-crinc because of what he
called “"mankind's  peril." In that
rote, he wrote another activist in
1952, "Those of us who fed th.t we
belong to rninorines which are more
or less impotent almost inevitably
become bitter and ouarrelsome and
querulous. !always find it difficult
in siruations of that sort to rernern-
ber thG:tlt is more irnportant  to be
persunnve than to :lizythe things
that give pleasure  to oneself. .. 1
sometimes feel that vou are in dan-
ger of falling into controversial er-
rors of which | mvself am constantlv
guilty." h was advice which Russr.il
was often to stray from in his later
years. During th~ Vietham w1, his
exaggerations and thunderbolts de-
livered with the tenor of a Biblical
prophet could ..only' .L.ve alienated
‘many ~IPen~.whom be wished to
persuade, But ifhe strayed from the
truth i~7i."Cl~iF, defend.ing frccdoG1
during- the iierte political muggl.,
of Ih: 1960's, that i, a, notht~g
weighed-in th. blllance .gzin't ‘ho™
who either ‘tood hy and w.tc.~ed or
those who actively engineered the
deaths of hundreds of thou=d:l in
Vietrwn.

When neuly 50, Benrilld Ru'seil
esee awarded the Nobel Pr.u: for
Litenrure in 1950. It would have
been p“rfectly natural for him te re-
tire. In51"",d he ‘pent Il,. na! ,0
yean <ioingwhat he “,uld to &Chieve
""icc >u freedom in. America and
the :~",Id-an!i brijlging "11'90 him-
self mostly vilifiCAtion in the pro-
=S. -Butin those 20 yeu,-he preved
hirti;:1f J fli more worthy d=nd-
ant Qfthe RcvolutiotULry W" patn-
otl than. u.o.fortunlltely, any Ameri-
can in rtCl:tlt years. HI-

FranA Gallo i) pras . ,.t/ary of
AmmcCalU for D.nMctari< A tioft.
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@27 "Common Sense Suicide: Ihe 2innl I light. by Doris Port\~ood(Los Angeles: Hemlock Society;New York: Grove Press,
193], $8.(0). Reviewed by I"!ar~,ikohL-

The Rationality of Suicide.

Ms. Fort .eed has writte"l a readable and most useful introduction to the problem of voluntary death.
She [rovides valuable information about suicide and the law, and a rather delicious chapter on the
so-called reli.!"ioustaboo. She cor-r-ect.lyeminds us that. the decision we make in choosing death is
ours to make, that we ",iveup our aut.cnomy too easily when be become old and weak, and that it is
time to talk and know more about the phenomenom of suicide.

Ms. Portwood presents a largely personal philosophic point of view and does so with qreat charm.
Xoreover, her advocacy of suicide as a rational method of problem-sclvin~ is well-intended, often
Levi.ndy done. T?le question is whether "SOod intentions are enouzh , Russell, as most of us know,
maintained that "Neither Icve with*Jut l-moHledg;e,nerkno®,dedge without love can produce a ,;ood life. .
The same, | believe, 1is true of a s~tisfactory suicide policy. ~~en it comes to vital life decisions,
love must be supported by the best knowlerl~e available. And what does this knowledse indicate? The
best evidence indicates that suicide is eGmetimes rational, but most often not; that most acts of
suicide are noti t.he rational solution. Typlcal adolescent suicide and cases of t.he chronicallY
depressed in which external conditions do not seem to warraDt self-jud~ment of death are perh~ps

the best examples.

Let us, nevertheless, r-ecorm.i.zthe rationality of ~ acts of suicide. Let us say that a society
that refuses to allow 1its members to exit when their lives are irreparably blasted by the infirmities
of existence is neither a just nor a benftvolent society. There 1is, however, another side of the coin.
Having reasons 1is not suf~icient. -~nat 13 needed are good reasons, reasons or evidence which will
adequately show that- the act in question jS the preferable means of proble~ solvLng, the best means
of protecting the interests of the individual h quesoion. ~r all this | mean to stress noo the motive
but the resulting act. | mean to stress the need to reasonably know, and not merely believe, that the
act in question i3 the preferable solution.

A further emendation should be mentioned. It.is not sufficient to say, as Portwood does, that suicide
must neither be raised to the heroic stature it enjoyed under the Ro~ns, ncr be embraced with the
frantic delight of the prinitive Christians. -Amore a.dequate description of the problem would have
added that there is a vital difference between between those who threaten or attempt suicide as a cry
for help and those who want to a~it from life because they feel helpless or hopeless and have
_reasonable evidence that their lire is irrevocably meanin~less. ~ore 1important, a life that Iis,

in balance, unhapFY 1is not necessarily an empty life. It still may possess opport~nity for great
moments of satisfaction. So that exiting from an unhappy life is one thin~, exiting from an
irrevocably meani!lF,less existence another.

Of course, it is true that it is possible for a sane or non-chronically depressed per-sen; thinkinp;
logically, to set off the intolerable aspects of his or her life against the chances for betterment
and find the result waig;hted on the side of death. Indeed, seme kind of rational calculation is often
possible and always desirable. But why a simple balance sheet? \fhy say, as Portwood does (pp.34-35),
that a slight tipping of the scales 1is sufficient? Is the choice of death sufficiently like buying
a garment, where other thinp;a being equal, the color determines the choice? 1 think not. Exi.st.ene
is not always a ~ood. Bare biological life is neither the primary good nor death the greatest evil.
But if we follow the logic of Portwood"s argument, then we seem to be cocmitted to encouraging most
or at least too ~any human beings to commit suicide. For if one should choose death when life merely
tips to unhappiness, and if most hurruL-beings have lives which are, in balance, unhappy, then it
appears to follow that most h-~n beings should end their® lives.

CONTRIBUr IONS

(28) The BRS 1is grateful to the foll~~ng members for their much-appreciated contributions to the BRS Treasury:
CRANFORD, DA'llS, EISLER,  GI3BONS,HARDING,  HOOPES, REINHA..1.DTRUJA, CAROL SMITIi, SUZA?~~, TOBIN eeeand
KATHY FJERI1EDALi, who hardly ever misses a month.

(29a) BReminder that the B?3 could use some of your mon~y. Not all of it; not even most of it; just some of it:
we don"t me&~ to leave you strapped. Isn"t there some you can spare? Have the satisfaction of helping to
support somet.hang you think worthwhile. Hail what you can spare - any amount, big or small - to the

BRS Treasury, c/o the newsletter, address on Paga 1, bottom

(29b) Further su~gestion to those who can: how about followin~ Kathy Fjermedal®s fine example, and !ending
50methin~ evelJ® month. Can you do it? $5 a month? $10? $1? Whatever you can. Just get the monthly habit.
Nothing is too small to be useful.
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DUSS  SURCHARGE

(30) C~r adaand Mexico. It costs us no more to mail a letter to Canada or Mexico than within the USA. But the same
is not tr~e of newsletters. Thanks to our non-profit status, the last newsletter, for example -- RSN40, Noverrille
1983 _. cost less than 6~ per co~y mailed to members living in the USA; but to members in Canada and Ma~co,
the postage was 54e each. Had the issue weighed more than 3 ounces -- which happens occasionally -- postage
would have been 71¢. The non-profit rate applies only within the USA.

We mention this so that our Canadian and l~exicanmembers will understand why we will ask them to pay an extra
$2 per year, startin.gin 1985. It will just about cover costs.

BRS BUSINESS

(31) Directors, please note: 4 kinds of reports/papers are available to you. Please let ue know which ones interest
you. They would be routed to you,and you, in turn, would re-mail them to the next person on the list.

Each year we start from scratch. Even though you have been receiving, say, the Membership Status Report, please
request it e~ain if yeu want to continue to receive it.

These are the 4 ita-s:

A. ==IE}~ERSHIRSTATUS _:>"-PCRTives the names of new members, of members who have zenswed , OF member-s
who have rlropped out, of members with new addresses. Also tells the number of current members,
and the number of inquiries and enrollments durin~ the past month. Issued monthly.

B. AD\~R'IS~:G SCHEDULS, Tells ~nich publications we advertise in, and the dates of the issues.
Issued twice a year.

C. REPCR! on PAST YEAR'S ADV®:R1Stn<t AnD PROPOSAL FC:*THE FOLLCI>IINGEAR. Issued yearly.

D. HEHEERS® OQUESTIONE~.BES. [Issue~ as they are received (more or less) from new members.

Send a postcard __ with your n~e, and the letters (A,B,C,D) that indicate which ones you want to look at
-- to Reports, RD 1, Box 409, Coopersbux~, PA 18036.

Thanks. .

INVITATIONS

ichal Bonino, 23, B.A. (U. of Pittsbur~h) would like to correspond. His interests include these topics that
BR deals with: reli~ion, morality, sexuality and marriage, ethics, literature and education. 4925 Friendship

Av. (4), ~ttsburgh, PA 15224 .
(33) Christot”her Fulkerson. 29, would like to meet” other members in the Bay Area "for whatever discussions "o are

int.erested in/capable of." He is a conductor, composer, and is interested in many things. Assorted degrees,
including Ph.D.(UC Berkeley.) 882 33rd Av, San Francisco, CA 94121. 668-9834.

MISC.

Fake. A number of members wrote saying they hoped we had recovered from our illness. We didn"t deserve their
sympathy; we have not been ill.

Last issue, we wrote - on the yellow sheet - "Unexpected illness has caused the delay” (in mailing some
material to new members.) It is true that illness caused the delay, but it wasn"t our illness, it was someone
else’s.

We"re sorry we caused concern, and we promise: no more false alarms. To those who wrote: thapk you yerv much.
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ABOUDTHERORGANIZATIONS
Hemlock _  "a society suppor-ting active voluntary euthanasia for the terminally ill" - feat.ur-es the
following article in its "Hemlock C:uarterly” (January 1984);
Mrs. BOlivia's sad mistakes are lessons
n
Every caring person has sympathy Publicity in such cases is self-
with Mrs. Elizabeth Bouvia, the 26-year- By Derek Humphry defeating for the individual. He or she
old woman in Riverside General becomes so closely observed and criticiz-
Hospital, California, who wants to be ed that even the kindest, most law-
allowed to stay in hospital while she abiding helper is at risk.
starves hereself to death. . Mrs. Bouvia told the Los Angeles
Mrs. Bouvia was born with celebral only be intellectual because we kr_low Times (1/3/84): **! deplore the media
palsy and is virtually a quadriplegic. She merely what we read of the case. Final circus it has become T have gotten
suffers from arthritis and her condition jéldge_~ents Ctﬁn only be n:ade k:y I\élrs, lost in all this."
is slowly deteriorating. "I no longer OlutVIsaeerﬁ; toosjs ;’;g ncwizfzkeso w:rré Hemlock v_iew in _similar cases is that
want to live in this condition,” she says. a person terminally ill, or severely hand-
For three months she has fought a f“ade from the.sta.rt. She checked her.self icapped and deteriorating, has the in-
much-publicized battle in the courts to lntc_) the psychiatric wing of a hospital dividual right to end it all, after careful
be allowed to stay in hospital, asking not Wh'?h would be .bound_ o thwart her consideration  of the circumstances and
for help in dying but the medical care' suicide. She gave interviews and sought options.
which she needs anyway. Because the  AllOrmeys. But it is a very private action, certainly
hospital and the courts believe this In the world euthanasia movement we inappropriate at this stage in a hospital
would be assisting a suicide, (assistance have seen similar cases over the years.  because both current law and medical
is a crime; suicide is not) Mrs. Bouvia When developed as has Mrs. Bouvia's,  ethics forbids assistance. ~ Hemlock
has lost her fight. As this newsletter goes they have always ended unsatisfactori- believes that if you have a loved one or
to press early in the new year, she sits ly. The_ courts, for all the!r willingness  close friend who is willing to help upon
in a hospital bed being force-fed. Her 0 do right, have an appalling record of  request, if needed, then that is your
four attorneys employed by the ACLU fal.lure when involved in death—and.— business.
plan ways to stop this and further dying cases. Karen Ann Quinlan, for in- The integrity of the decision. plann-
appeals. stance, is alive eight years after that ing and absolute discretion are the onlv
The Hemlock Society's position can celebrated court case. way to justified euthanasia. .
New. Nuclear Fr=e Zone Cc—ittee's newsletter  (Oct/Nov 83) claL~s that over 5~ of NewZealand~rs
live in nuclear-free  zones. Local bodies have declared their communities to ce ~~7Z, Nuclear ile~Fons Free
Zones. It is "a symbolic act, as central government retains the power to wa~e war and contract

weapon alliances

Statiener:, S! x 11, white.

such as ANZIJ8e "

Croatian  Iational Con!liress (in exile)

~rievances

They also sent a 42-pail;e pamphlet, “The Croatian National
Dr. iarko Vaselica gave to West Germany's "Del' Spiegel”
labor.

reproduces
for which they say Dr. Vaselica was sentenced to 11 years at hard

I~e have

“The Humanist"- Plblished by The American Humanist Association -

an interview that

mentioned the Congress before

ad, next page.
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-IEN AND WOMEN OF GOOD\.'ILL

or Ynder and Mte Slibstanrial

concern for
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rwentv
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ALTIVQ/  sut-sCTIpnon, Thank you, gob Davis
515 00
BRHONORED

The Tom Paine Award, of the Emergency Civil Lioerties Committee, went to BR in 1962. This is his accentance
mesaage, j-uo.Li.snéd "The Reporter™ (January 1963);

You honour me in a way | deeplv ap-
preciate.  Tom Paine symbolises for Ameri-
cans the articulation of a radical conscious-
ness that human welfare and intellectual in-
tegrity depend upon courageous insistence
upon freedom for men and women. Freedom
can. not effectively exist where it is under-
stood to mean no more than the toleration

of occasional differences about matters which
are of small importance.
Disputes. {or example, about the compara-

tive- merit of consumer
of £ann expenditure may be cited as ex-
amples of freedom. but only by those who
are dead to it! life and deaf to it! death.
The vision of Tom Paine was that of a
serious public involvement in the direction
of those affairs which affected people. lives.
He struggled for the right to partake in
radical change and in the constant

produce or the total

debate  as.

to ho; the good life might be provided for
to the American people.

Values and great behefa live on after their
institutional ~ expressions  have ceased to lJive.
So it is with the nornnal  civil liberties en-

joyed today either by Americans or by
cirizens of other coun tries.

Thousands  of vears of human effort, of
great suffering. of un.que achievement are

in daily jeopardy been JSethe absence: of the
freedom striven after by Tom Paine preventS
men from lorestalling consummate folly.
Today, the exercise O power is so remote
from the daily Hve3 of men and women, and
the control of the very springs of thought so
concentrated in the hands of those syco-
phantic to power, that freedom is increaaing-
ly an abstraction with which we are deluded.
Delusion rakes the form of public incanta-

(Thank you, Ophelia Hoop~s)

cion over values and beliefs which are dis-

directed. are not spoken for by the Govern-
honoured even as they are invoked. Presi- ments of either of our two countries, 1 find
dent Kennedy speaks of human freedom as it difficult to express the leelings | have upon

he takes actions which may condemn  hun-
dreds of millions of human ‘being'S to agonis-
ing death, Future generations are forfeited
to the _paranoia of those who compulsively
act for garrison states.

So it is that power possessed by the few

condemns us all to futile death and empties
our formal

receiving this award because | k.now how
Tom Paine would feel about the country he
left and the nation he helped to found.

The pity of it. The disgT:lce to all that is
best in man', long odyssey. The intolerable
affront to the dignity of us all. contained in
ihe readiness to an-nihilate whole continents

rig-hts of meaning- or of visible in pursuit of the insane dictates of power_
life, Only to the extent that we are able to If there is one message. one sentiment |
remove those who- would .perpetrate  this  should wish to give to you. it is that | can
crime against humanity can “freedom" be

not brinJit myself to believe that mankind is

so base that none of his representatives  will
! fed honoured in a way ! do not find struggle for a more excellent way of lire. no

easy to acknowledge. | am an Englishman mau er the chances of success. Thank. you [or

and so was Tom Paine bv birth. | believe "our honour to me. \Ve share the con-

that human freedom and ‘th~ civilised ends ~ietion that the struggle must go on.

to which that freedom was to have been

seriously our possession or our right.
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BRCELEBRATED

The Sierra Club ran the followin.g ad in Scientific

American (June 1974).
(September 1974), and perhaps it is time to run it

a~ain.

life reproduced the ad in Nswsletter "#3

Welcome to the club,
. Bertrand Russell

Scientist, mathematician.  philoso-  Principle of conserving  the natural
pher, writer-and conservationist. values thal sustain life itself. our
We have an idea that if Bertrand soils, our oceans and estuaries. our
Russell.  long life had lasted even air and water. We want people w_ho
longer, today he could well be a share our goal of protectmg the bio-
membér of the Sierra Club., Most logical and physical foundations  of
certainly he would agree with our living. i icati
principles. ~ which he recognized full As_areader of this publication. you
well a quarter of a century ago. are likely to be one of those people.
Russell understood the limitations We would welcome  you to the
of natural resources, He understood Club.
this at a time when our resources r""""""",
SCC'lledinfinite. In those years, con- Sierra  Oub

servation was generally regarded as
a dream, but 10 Russell it was a
necessity.

The Sierra Club was formed in

1050 Mills Tower

San Francisco. C.hfornia.4104

O 1 wish to participate with the
Sierra  Club in achieving its

objectives. Enclosed 1s my check
for S~Oto cover S15 annual due!
{includes subscripn In to Sierra
Club Bulletin), and 1-5admission

1892 to conserve and protect the
wilderness  that man had been sub-
duing for centuries. Our focus now

is the wholeness of the habitat for fee.
mankind and for all living things.
That is our purpose today-develop- foire
ing an ethic to make the world fit for o
living.
The Sierra Club works in a tradi- iy
lion of strong, decisive action to
achieve such a world. We work in sta~ Lie
realistic way s. We lobby effectively Tehgto™
for sound legislation. We take legal
action to enforce it. 'VY'dnform and SI~tUte
educate. And we ask for expertise L O Please send more information. —
from people who understand the

Sierra Club

Actually, BRwas speakin~
in "Principles  of Social
pointed. out in Newsletter

out for conservation earlier
Reconstruction”, Chapter 1T
#4 (N<;>vembet974).

than the Sierra Club ad says --

as early as 1916,
(U.S. title:wllhy  MenFight"),

as Ken Bl.ackwe.Ll,

(Thank you, John Wilhelm)
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RELIGION

Einstein on God, from Atheists United's Newsletter (January 1984),?0 Box 65706, Los Angeles, CA 90065:

Dear Mr. Einstein: 10 June 1945

I had quite a discussion last ni~ht with a Jesuit-educated Catholic
officer on various questions related to reli~ion, during the course of wh~ch he made
certain statements regardin~ you which 1 tend to doubt. To clear my mind on the subject
I would appreciate it a great deal if you would co~~ent on the following points:

He said that you were once an atheist. Then, he said, you talked with a Jesuit priest

who ~ave you three syllogi~s which you were unable to disprove; as a result of that you
became a believer in a supreme L~tellect which governs the universe. The syllogisms were:
A desi~n demands a desi~er; the universe 1is a design; therefore there must have been a
desi~ner. On that point 1 questioned the universe being a design; in evolution 1 s-e

an explanation of the complexity of plant and animal life; I-ws of repulsion, etc., can
account for the motion of the planets; and a consideration of the infinity of the universe
can account for any complexity not covered by evolution, by the laws of chance alone.

But even if there was a"designer”, that would give only a re-.arranger, not a creator; and
again assTh~ng a designer, you are back where you started by bei~~"forced to admit a
designer of the designer, etc., etc. Same as the account of the earth resting an an elephant®s
back _ elephant standing on a giant turtle; turtle on turtle on turtle, etc.

Anyway, he said
that was eno~gh to convince you of the existence of a supreme -~overnor of the universe.
Point Two %wassllLaws" of nature (gravitation,etc.) exist; if you have a law, you mist. .have
a law-giver; the la~~iver was C~d. Sounds like an exercise in se~~ntics to me. Admitting
the existence of the universe, whether there was a "god" or not, sQ"l%ethinewould happen;*
if all of the matt 3r fell toe;ether into a ball, you would have the lilas¢eof"3.ttraction”
or somethine;similar. The "laws™ he refers to here seem to be n:ere statements of fact,
not laws which would imply an intelligent la-e;iver.

He could not remember the third
syllogism; however if the story is accurate,you probably cia. He also stated ‘na~
eVolution was today a completely disproved theor}/; ~ impression does not hold that. While
Darwin"s conception of llsurvival of the fittest!! has been e;enerally disproven (1 think;
1 admit 1 kno.edittle about current theory in the field), 1 have the impression that
evolution is today one of the basic concepts in the biological world. Am | rie;ht?

~~ present philosophy agrees in the main with the position of the Humanists, expressed hy
the kmerican Humanist Association. 1 was under the impression that you were associated with
the movement, which is what led oe to doubt that you were convinced by the above ar-ents
into believing 1in a "supreme intellect which governs the urriver se;" 1 would greatly
appreciate a short letter clarifying the situation. My friend, with whom | had the araument,
said he would appreciate a ~ of the letter sent to this address:Ensign Edward J.

Glinden, USMS, 1450 46th Avenue, San Francisco, California.

Very sincerely yours,

Ens. Guy H. Raner.Jr. (C)L us~m
USS EOUGAINVILLE (C\~ 109)

July 2nd, 1945
Dear Mr. Raner:

I received your letter of June 10th. 1 have never talked to a Jesuit priest in my life
and 1 am astonished by the audacity to tell such lies about me.

From the viewpoint of a Jesuit priest | am, of course, and always have been an atheist.
Your cOllnter-ar~ents seem to me very correct and could hardly be better formulated.
It is always misleading to use an~hropcmorphical concepts in dealin~ with thi-~s

outside the hurr~-n sphere -- childish analogies. We have to admire in humility the
beautiful harmony of the structure of this "..rorld- as far as we can grasp it. And
that is all.

With best wishes,~
yours sincerely,

Albert Einstein
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Sept. 25, 1949

Dear Dr. Einstein:

This letter is written 1in reference to a letter you sent me dated July 2nd, 1945 eee

I considered your letter in the nature of a strictly personal
communication and have never permitted any of it to get into any
publication, although 1 have shown it to a few personal friends.

Last su.~er, 1in a seminar on Historical Criticism and Historio~raphy
at the University of Southern California, I mentioned vyour letter to

a fellow classmate, who rerr~rked that such a letter 1is of historical
.value, and that 1 should 1i;etyour permission to publish it at some
future date, 1if the need should arise. Have you any objection to its
future publication, 1if an occasion should ever arise making publication

possible?

I feel that the forces which seek to campel a belief in superstitious
religion -- for the same reasons that Franco seeks to compel such a
belief __ are very strong, and that today they would like to \tart a

"holy war" against Russia. Though | have no more respect for Communism,
which appears to h~ve become a religion rather than a tentative philosophy
in Russia, | feel that any "holy crusade" by either side would have no
result other than the destruction of civilization. | will enclose a
fantastic little leaflet which was circulated around the University

of Southern California this summer as an indication of one type of
inflacmatory religious propaganda extant. A few years ago, | noted
that Hearst ran a series 1in tis 3unday papBrs purporting to show that
scientists really believe in a supernatural faith, and he included an
article by you which, although it gave no evidence of such faith, yet
was furnished with a headline which would indicate to the casual reader
that you were as faithful as the Pope hL~self. In the event of any
future attempt to align you with the forces of superstition, |

.feel that your letter will serve as good ammunition for a reply.

There 1is or~y one part of your letter which might be

interpreted in a way which might weaken its effect. You -~ay that
"From the viewpoint of a Jesuit priest | am, and have always been
an atheist." Some people might interpret that to mean that

to a Jesuit priest, anyone not a Roman Catholic 1is an atheist,

and that you are in fact an Orthodox Jew, or a Deist, or somethin~
else.Did you mean to leave room for such an int~rpretation, or

are you, from the vie"""Pointof the dictionary, an atheist ,i.e,,"one
who disbelieves in the existence of a God or Supreme Being"?

I conducted a poll of the 18 students in the graduate seminar

on Historical Criticism, to determine their religious attitudes,

in view of the fact that the textbook, Shotwell®s "History of History",

treats Jewish and Christian historiography as susceptible to the same

errors that E-~ian, Greek, and Roman historiography are. Although

a certain amount of confusion was apparent in the answers,.it appeared

that all had read the text, and that 2 were atheists, 3 were agnostics,

10 were Deists, and the remaining three had orthodox religious beliefs
2 were Roman Catholic, and the third was.a Reformed Jew.

>his was, however, a highly select gr~up. Such polls taken in
high schools have indicated that about 95% of the students held
orthodox religious opinions, reflecting more accurately, | believe,
general opinion, which indicates a long, uphill climb before the
mists of superstition give way to a more humanistic outlook.

Sincerely vyours,

Guy H. Raner, Jr.

September 28, 1945

Dear 31x. Raner:

I see with pleasure frcm your letter of the 25th that your convictions are near my own.
Trusti~ your sound judgment | authorize you to use my letter of July 1945 in any way you see fit.

I have repeatedly said that in my opinion the idea of a personal God is a childlike one.
You may call me an agnostic, but 1 do not share the crusading spirit of the professional
atheist whose fervor 1is mostly due to a painful act of liberation from the fetters of
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reli~ious indoctrination recei"redin youth. | prefer an attitude of humility corres?ondin~
to the weakness of our intellectual understandin~ of nature and of our own bein~.

Sincerely yours,

Albert Einstein

(Thank you, Bob Davis)

PUBLISHING

Dodd, Mead knuckles under. From The New York Times <9/1/83, p. C17):

Publisher Rejects 'Offensive’ Books

and refused to make any changes in

By HERBERT MITGANG

Dodd, Mead & Company, the 144-

year-old New York trade-book pub--

lisher, has canceled two novels adver-
tised in its Jall 1983 catalogue and
withdrawn a volume of verse that is
already in print. Dodd, Mead was or-
dered to take these actions by its par-
ent company, Tnomas Nelson Inc. of
Nashville, the world's largest Bible
publisher,  which considered  some
language in the books objectionable.

After being set in type, "Tip on a
Dead Crab" by William Murrav and
“Skim" by Thomas Henege wilt not
be published by Dodd, Mead, which
was acquired a little more than a year
ago by Tnomas Nelson. In addition,
about 5,01);)copies vi "I"i.e Devrl's
Book of Verse," edited by Richard
Conniff, are not being shipped from
Dodd, Mead's warehouse, on orders
of Nelson,

Lewis W. Gillenson, president of
Dodd, Mead, said that Nelson had in-
sisted that certain “four-letter words,
excessive  scatology and language
that took God's name in vain" had to
be eliminated before the books could
be published. Me. Gillenson said that
Sam MO09re, president of Nelson. had
asked him to "publish books thai will
not have offensive language in
them." Executives in NashV1He were
not available for comment.

The language considered not ac-
ceptable by Nelson included words or
word combinations  that used God
Christ or Jesus as expletives. Mr. Gil:
lenson said that an executive of Nel-
son told him it was all right to print
“damn"  but not "goddamn." The
four-letter word ior copulation was
forbidden, but the tour-letter word for
defecation was permi tted.

‘censorship,’  Say Authors

The authors and their agents de-
scribed the action as “censorship"

their books. Me. Gillenson declined to
call Dodd, Mead's refusal to publish
“censorship;" he described his or-
ders a) a desire to save Nelson from
“embarrassment  because its execu-
tives were "deeply involved in the
Christian movement.”  Mr. Gillenson
added, “This makes them look like
bigots, but they're not - they're not
book burners."

Dodd, Mead has informed John
Cushman, agent for Mr. Henege, and
Helen Brann, agent for Me. Murray,
that the two novelists could keep their
advance money. In addition, Dodd,
Mead will turn over the tvoe and
graphic designs of the unpublished
books to the authors.

Mr. Murray, who writes “Letters
From italy" for i New Yorker and
has written nine novels. said "Tip on
a Dead Crab" is about people who live
by gambling on horses.

‘Oneof My Mildest'

|I~Tnis is one of my mildest books,"
he said. "They should have seen my
novel ‘Malibu,’  which had some
steamy se~ scenes. I'm laughing now.
but I'm still mad. The 20 words they
wanted changed in the new book were
not in themselves of great artistic irn-
portance. But it's the ethics and
morality of forcing changes that's
wrong - no writer should put up with
it, Of course, it's censorship.”

Mr. Murray continued: “When I
was first told that all I' had to do was
change 20words, Isaid, ‘Let me sleep
on it' But then | thought: 20 words
today, tomorrow a chapter. Who are
these people to censor my book?"

Me. Cushman said that his clie;t,
Mr. Henege - it Is a pen name; his
real name is Albert F. Gillotti, and he
is a vice president of Banker's Trust
in Europe - had been asked to re-
move the word "goddamn,"  which
appears a number of times in his
manuscript,  Mr. Henege responded

91

through his agent that he wourd nut
tolerate changes in "Skim," a thriUer
about Internanonalbanking and polit-
ical corruption.

Mr. Gillotti said: "When the a~-
countants or salesmen who head.con-

glomerates can tell an editor of a 15uJ>.

ushing subsidiary what he car .not ac-
cept for publication because the book
might interfere  with the stream of
revenues from another part of 1ti.s
business - cigarettes, say. or -food
additives - then I fear fer the future
of independent thought in the United
States."

Verse From Dryden to Porter

"The Devil's Book of Verse," puo-
lished AU!I'1, is a collection of poetry
ranging trom John Drvden to Cole
Porter. 1S ecntor, Mr. Conrun, a serf-
ior editor at Ceo magazine, said there
were objections to two poems. One by
Ezra POUIld, "Ancient Music," uses
“goddalll1ll" 10 times; the second; by
an unknownauthor.  contains lour-iet
ter words - to which Nelson did not
object-but  contains “goddamn, <

Mr. GiUenson had asked :-'1r. Con-
niff to permit pages with the two of-
fending poems to be removed from
the book before it left the warehouse.
Mr. Conniff said he refused to do so.

According to BP Report, a book-
publishing newsletter, Nelson teared
that its competitors in L1e religious-
book field would call attention ‘'to
Dodd, Mead's “offensive books" and
damage the company's reputation
with Christian bookseliers.

Nelson  acquired  the taltermg
trade-book house in April 1982for $4.5
million. Dodd, Mead's backlist is con-
sidered to be its most valuable edi-
torial property. A fresh effon was
being made to acquire modern works
of fiction. but several New York liter-
ary agents yesterday  expressed
doubts trot they would submit novel”
to Dodd, Mead in the 11.:t14".

Birthday me&~age in the Minority of One, June 1963: (Thank you, Ophelia Hoopes)

Quixote madness this lecturing to heads of Its they who now must choose to live or
state. die.
Oh sad day, when English lords lose Nobel Yet. | suppose. this sage advice is wasted.
(May 18, 1963) Prize decorum. You'll go on beinv a grand old gander
You ought to be dead. you wrinkled kilight. Your day of combat's done. Put down your a crazy wrinkled champion,
Senility alone explains this jamming of lance. The very best this West can offer.
Trafalgar. Let )ouliger hands lake up this work. -0.N Georgakas

For Berrrand Russell on
Reaching Ninecv-One
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OBIT.

How LIFE remembers 3R, who died on February 2, 1970. The followin*S is
issue of Life (which was then a weekly), Unfcrtunate~v we cannot do a
pictures that acccmpanied the text; we thought it better to emit them.

AN ILLUSTRIOUS

February 192L.

probably from an early February 1970
good job of repreducing the superb

'LIFE OF DISA;GREEMENTS~

. . . Un« ollhe 1nos1 prolitic of thinkers  (155books, hundreds of
r@@ertrand Russell, the philosopher, mathematician and intellec- .
t\wy.f. countless  remarks), Bertrand ~ Russell turned his
tual gadfly of the Western world who died last week at 97, liked to § .
R nund 10 (refy conceivable concern ofmun. Some examples
refer to his career as a "life of disagreement.” That locution was. like rom writings and interviews:
all his language. precisely correci. A lifelong quest for truth susceptible of
proof drove him to question everything and everybody, produced a body i
. . . . . “Two very different things caused my interest in philos-
of writing that won him the Nobel Prize for Literature in 1950 and made R
. . : . k ophy. On the one hand, |wanted to understand the prin-
him the outstanding skeptic of his time. The child Bertrand, orphaned at J. ciples of mathematics. | obsc, .e~ihat al: t1e proofs of
showed no tendencies toward skepticism until he was 4. Then. he once told mathematical propositions  that were taught me were ob-
an interviewer, after hearing the story of Little Red Riding Hood. he viously fallacious. They didn't really prove what they said
dreamed he had been eaten by a wolf and found he was not in heaven but they did, and Iwanted to know whether there isany truth
in the wolf's stomach. The questioning never stopped  thereafter. In 1961 in the world that is known.!  thought if there is any it prob-
when he was nearly 89. he led sit-do.n dc~"nstrat;"ns against the H- ably is mathematics. but it is not in mathematics as I was
bomb. At his death Russell was still campaigning  against nuclear weapons, taught it. The other thing that made me interested in phi-
racial  discrimination. war in general and the Vietnam war in particular. losophy ~ was the hope I might find some basis for reli-
gious belief. In the mathematical part of my hopes Iwas
fairly satisfied, but in the other part. not at all."
“The skepticism that | advocate amounts only to this: (1)
that when the experts are agreed, the opposite opinion can-
not be held to be certain; (2) that when they are not agreed,
no opinion can be regarded as certain by a nonexpert;
and (3)that when they all hold that no sufficient grounds
for a positive opinion exist. the ordinary man would do
well to suspend his judgment." -
A fierce opponent of nuclear weapons, “Boredom is a vital problem for the moralist. since at least
Russell led a sit-down protest outside the half of the sins of mankind are caused by the fear of it"
Defense  Ministry in London in 1961.
"I think freedom is not a panacea. In the relationship be-
tween nations there ought to be less freedom than there
i~. To some degree this applies to modern education  too.
| think that some progressive  schools certainly have more
freedom than you ought to have. Both in education and
in other matters. ! think that freedom must have very def-
inite limitations, ~ where you come to things that are def-
initely harmful to other people, or things that prevent you
In 1950. IOyears aflerhe had b,:cnjudgcd yourself  from being useful, sue: .. rs lack of knowledge."
until to leach at New York's City Col-
lege because of his writings. which were “Every man would like to be God. ifit were possible; some
called  "lecherous. libidinous.  lustful. K" find it difficult to admit the impossibility.”
~CNCreous. erotomaniac. aphrodisiac
irreverent. narrow-minded. untruthful . . . o
and bereft of moral fiber” Lord Russell The ngeate?t |anL-Jence tov‘va'rd effectmg monogamy is im-
won the Nobel Prize for Literature. mobility in a region containing  few inhabitants. If a man
hardly eyer has occasion to leave home and seldom sees
any woman but his wife, it is easy for him to be faithful.
The next greatest assistance to monogamy s super-
sntion: those who genuinely believe that 'sin' leads to eter-
nal punishment might be expected to avoid it The
third support of virtue is public opinion. Where, as in ag-
ricultural  societies, all that a man does s known to his
neighbors.  he has powerful motives for avoiding W hat-
eyer convention  condemns.  But all these causes of correct
behavior are less potent than they used to be. Fewer peo-
ple live in isolation;  belief in hell-fire is dying out; and in
large towns no one knows what his neighbur does."
“"Mule  domination has had some very unfortunate ef-
fects. It made the most intimate Of ;uman i~ution; that
(Thank you, Ophelia Hoopes) of marriage. one of master and slave, instead of one
between equal partners.”
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ON REAGAN

Mr. Harriman so-s it up, in The New York Times (1/1/84, p. E13):

For three years, | have retrained
trorn directly  crui cizmg the Prest-
drot of the Uruted States. | have been
reticent because | believe-that Amer-
Il must Stand uruted before the
world, particularly 10.the face 01 our
foremost  adversary, the  Soviet
UnlOn. 1 also believe a President
should be given fair urne to pursue hi'
guctis  and test rus policies. In this
sense poluics should stop at .the
warers edge. But this cannot mean
that all cntJcism should be muted.tn-
JefinHeily, no matter how wrong a
President may be or how critical the
werld snuauon may become.

President Reagan has' had his lair
chance, and he can oo longer expect
.vrnericans 10 support policies that
make our reta ncnsh ip with the Soviet
Lmoo more dangerous than at any
time in the past geaerauon.

This is the gnm result 01 Reagan

Aormrustrauon diplomacy: If-present
Ge-veloOmetIl5  in nuclear arms and
united  States-Soviet relations  are

PEf7Utted to continue. we could tace
.o~ the nsx but the reality of nuclear
war

ro be silent in trus situation is not
oarnouc but irresponsible. In the last
m~~nlh. nuclear arms negooauoos

have collapsed. Communication ot all
Kaias between the United States and
1ne sityeee  Uruon has broken down: in-
- Tt:.J.dwe have propaganda barrages
end the spectacle or the leaders of the
;WO mighuest MuUons on earth trad-
mig msults, as If they had no
mere serious Obligations  than their
own personal pnde and political sur-
Viva!

FlilIs11 wuh the polls and the' over-
..shetrrung victory 01 6,00 Americans
over C) Cubans on Grenada, the Ad-
rrurnszranon now shows every sign of
urawmg the wrong lesson from that
exoerieoce and risking defeats of a
proporuon it seemingly cannot even
imagine.

Day by day in the Middle East, the
Adrrurustrauon  sinks further into a
gl.i.agullre, commu nng  American
llye$ and Amencan honor with no
dear poucy, no certain plan and, in-
deed. no ObVIOUS8oncern lor the day
wnen American soldiers and Soviet
soldiers rome face-to-face, no longer
safely separated by the butters 01 dis-
ranee and surrogate mrhtary forces.

Moreover, Lebanon is only the most
immediate troubie Spot.. Around the
world. possible pornts of conflict and
escalauon become more volatile than
ever as each superpower. in today's
uerenoranng suuauon, may be
tempted to confront rather than to
cornprormse, to treat every test as a
measure 01 nanonat will. The de-
strucuon of the South Korean airliner
by the Soviet Uruoo last summer pro-
Vik<) crulung proof of the mcreasing
pctenual for rruscalculaucn and rms-
undersiancnng. Events can toe' read-
ly overwnelm common sense and
human safeguards.

These trends bv themselves would
be cause enough ~for worry. but they
rake place against the backdrop of a
nuclear arms race rapidly escaping
out -of C'.ontroJ- and d3.ngerousiy
pas.stng li"'1ePOUIt of no return.

If the Rea:gan Pattern Continues,
America May Face Nuclear War

Within a lew years, both the United
States and the Soviet Union will have
in place intercontinental missiles in-
terpreted each by the other as instru-
ments 01 a massive first strike.
Within a span 01 months, both nations
will put shorter-range nuclear mis-
siles nearer each other's territory,
missiles capable of striking crttical
command and control centers ..#h
flight times so short that caution may
be the first casualty 01 some future
crisis.

As if this were not SUfficient, thou-
sands 01 nuclear-armed cruise rms-
sties will soon be stationed on Arneri-
can submarines, to be followed try
thousands more carried on Soviei
ships, or bidden, in uncountable nurn
bers, in the vast expanse of the Soviev
Union. These cruise missiles will pose

extremely dilficult challenges to
arms control verification and they
will vastly complicate our ability

ever to achieve the nuclear reduc-
lions both American and Soviet lead-
ers say theyseel<.

Perhaps the most tragic trend -

because it is so avoidable - is thal
i:L2 "i1115 race 15 about W be iaua<n00
into spare. Anri:satellite ~ wiL

coestrtute a continuing threat to earl’j
warrung, reconnaissance and com.
municatioos satellites - all critical
to our security and vital to preventing
nuclear war by accident or miscalcu-
lation.

The Administration's “Star Wars"
defense scheme will mean more than
the destruction of three solemn a.tms
control treaties - the Limited Test
Ban, the Outer Space Treaty and the
Anl..1-Ballistic,Ml.ssile Treaty - that
have served our security so wellvit
will mean that both sides will aceu-
mutate t.hou.sands more offensive
weapons to overcome whatever de-
fenses they each might devise. It
promises security that is beyond our
capability to provide and thus plays
cruelly on the lear and the hope o1
every Cltizen. It promises a techno-
logical shield when the solution ts in
ourselves - in serious negotiation
and mutual restraint.

It is always easy for Americans to

blame the Soviet Union, and no
American - 110matter how much he
or she desires a safer world - should

lose Sight o1 the fact that the Soviet
Uruon does indeed bear a heavy
sponsibitiry tor where we are today.
But biarmng the Soviet Uruon, wrucn
has been the smgle-rmnded indul-
genceof trus Adrrurust ranon since the
first day it took. office. is not a strat-
egy or a policy. It will not reshape m.e
Russian-nauon; it Vrill-not bring down
the Iron Curtain; and, above all, it

re- .

By W. Averell Harriman

wilU not reduce the nuclear threat that
hangs over every American.

Anyone can assail the Soviet Union
for the failure 01 Soviet-American
relations. But we must demand more
of our President, who, after all, is
elected not to preside over lailure but
to tind an acceptable solution even in
the face of formidable problems. The
untortunate mnn, however, is that we
are now witness to more than a Presi-
oennal failure to act or an Adrninis-
tration's lack 01 policy. President
Reagan and his Admmistration bear
tbeir own heavy measure 01 responsi-
bility lor the situation we face
today.

No President in the nuclear age,
suengthened abroad as was Mr. Rea-
gan by the consensus at home for a
strong national delense, secure poiiti-
cally on the right and the left lor the
endeavor 01 arms control, has had
such an opportunity to ~verse the ~u-
cleat arms race. Yet this opportunity
has been squandered. And all Ameri-
cans hoped that when he took office
his past opposition to arms control
would end. Yet the record o1 three
yearshas betrayed tnese nopes.

Despite '.-'scampaign pledge to the
nation that "as President, | will im-
mediately open negotiations on a
SALT Il treaty,” Mr. Reagan waited
more than 17 months before even
beginning to talk with the Soviet
Union about such an agreement.
Since then, the pace of negotiation
has been, to pur It politely, tepid; the
discussions have been punctuated by
long recesses, and there have been no
signilicant results. All thai has been
done IS to rename SALT, to call it
Start: the talks have now stalled in-
definiteiy.

The negotiations on intermediate-
range nuclear forces in Europe have

collapsed completely. In the most
promising initiative duripg those
talks. the so-called "walk in the
woods" proposal, our negotiator, a

veteran hardliner in dealing with the
Soviet Union, was repudiated by the
Administration for trying too hard to
reach a WQTkablecompromise that
actually would have been greatly to
OUCadvantage.

Indeed, the behavior and the
I'fOllOSa\Sof the Administration in
-Notll the strategic and European o
dear ~iQnS have raised serious
doubts in the minds ot many about
whether there ever was any intention
to reach any reasonable agreement.
Negotiaticns have been treated as a
forum tor propaganda, an occasion
for invective, a mask tOOJver n€"Rde-
ploymeots and- an arena to gain;ad-
vantage - rather than 's a"th to

human survival on this planet. This is
a most ~bortsighted policy, for irs QUt-
come-will simpl)l be more missiles in
Soviet hands - scarcelv a sensible

program lor America's s xurtry.

The SALT !l treary, n-gotiated by
three Presidents - rwo of them Re-
publicans - was rejected bv this Ad-
ministration, with the President's
own counselor saying, “"We leel there
is oo legal or moral comrmtrnent to
abideby SALT l.and SALT !I," inter-
nauonal law to the .contrary. Apart
from its effect Ollthe negotiating eli-
mate with the Soviet Union, this Te-
jecnon means that almost 300 Soviet
missiles and bombers that would
haVllbeen destroyed WIder the terms
01 SALT.II still are targeted on our
.cines and towns. What should have
rematned at worst an irresponsible
elecuon slogan was elevated to the
level of a nauonal policy, ushering in
anew era o~strategic uistabihty.

Other acncns amplify my deep con-
cern about the course that the Admin-
IStrauonhastaken.

Despite the mounting threat 01 nu-
clear terrorism and the snread of nu-
clt:4C. weapons to more nations, the
Adllllistration has rejected the irn-
peranve 01 nuclear nonprotuerauon,

and ill fact has undercut important
uutiatrves  of previous Republican
and Democratic Presidents. The goal

of a comprehensive nuclear test ban
-:- a p~erequisite to effective nonpro-
literation and an objective of every
other Prendent since Dwight D.
Eisenhower - hag been summarily
discarded. The President w.ll not
even dISCUSSthe COntrol of space
weapons WIththe Soviet Union.

The issue of veriticauon - S9cen-
tral to arms control ~ has been
blurred by the Administration. Sen-

ous problems with Soviet compliance
have been submerged in irresponsi-
ble charges, innuendo and leaks. The
oojecnve, instead, should be 10 clar-
ify questionable Soviet behavior and
insist Oncompliance - not to exploit
these concerns in order to further poi-
son our relations, repudiats existing
agreements, or, worse still, terrni-
nate arms control altogether.
Additionaily,  even the Instruments
with which our Government carries
on the business of arms control have
been degraded. Long-urne opponents

uf arms restraint have been put in
charge- ut policy making. Amencan
celegauons have arrived at the

Geneva uegouauons empty-handed,
then waited weeks to receive tormuj

negonaung  .nsuucuons. Fifteen
months after taking ufflce, the Ad-
ministratiOn ~ could not agree on an

opeOlngposlItlOn to lake In strategic
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arms talks. Three years after tak;ilg
office, the Administration sll1licoes
not have a policy on verification. ThIS
lack of professionalism presents  a
stark Contrast with the prt.'Cision and
p.u~.se of our adversaries _ and, in-
significant though it may appear to
some, It speaks volumes about ani-
t~de and commitment.  That is what
disturbs me most of all.

It will not be easy to undo these
~hree years of nuclear irresponsibrl,
ny, or t.ofree both nations from execs-
slv~ pride, Or to control new weapons
wtule we set abuut-the task 01 COntrol.
ling ail weapons. But we are obliged
to try with every ounce of strength we
can muster, lest our generauon of
Amencans be the first to imperillhe
legacy of life it has been given.

lam convinced that SOVietleaders
des.Ire serious negotiations.  Such ne-
20tlations Wil nut be easy; they will
Involve, as they always haveia hard-
headed struggle to rrnnrove thena.
tional security of both countries. Nor
need they Signal our approval ot other
Soviet acuons, such as the invasion of
Atgh..,tstan or the repression in P<>-

land.meir  object, despite the irrec-
oncilable Ideologies of our two na-
tions, is the common goal that nu-

clear weapons have made a necessi-
ty the prevention of nuclear war

| am also convinced that construc-
tive agreements to reduce nuclear
arms, to make their use less likely,
are possible - even at this late date
The Limited Nuclear Test Ban "I
1963, after all, came aher the Cuban
mis~ile cnSIS and years at tension In
D~r..r.,> 3'\h, tdt's, oh \T..y=-rpnu-l_, .
want an agreernent.: Eden'Sfde"mus,t/
be Willing to seize on what is posiuve
Inlh~".nners proposal rather than be
p.u.uyzed hy the least favorable ele-
mvru., presented by each  Both side-,
TILQt be' WUtUIg  to work for .m J.gn“e-
mont that wijll serve our mutual ad-
vantage. nus essential change i aru
tude alone could be the catalyst for
progress.

To put it plainly, President Reagan
must be ready and willing to negon-
ale; he must want progress even
more than he wants to berate the
Soviet Union.

I am convinced that we must en-
gage ourselves now Inthis fundamen-
tal choice about our future - and that
IS why | write as the New Year be-
gins. We must demand a new ettort to
prevent war, not to prepare for it. A
leadership fat peace can be the finest
expression of America's dream. We
dare not tau. We are only human
beings. subject to all the mortal penis
uf life. all [he rernptanons to power;
but. at the .same time, in our very hu-
rnanuy, we must seek to pass on to
our children and grandchildren .not
lear , but hope; not an arms race, but
arms control: not the death of the
earth, but a better .and safer world.

Harhman. former  Ani-
bassador 10 the Suvlet Union' ana tc
Britam. has been un oh-Iser to five
Presuienss tind ~ti:s ctuei neROL/atnr
0 the 1963unwed resf Ban reuLy.

W. Averel



the end of warfare: .ie now 'peak of "mega-

corpses”.  “overkill",  “kill-ratios" and of ex-
terminating entire  nations in an instant.
This is no. gradual change or difference
in degree. The world is different than it was

in a more fundamental
ings first evoked horror.

way since |iT bomb-

We believe in indiscriminate  mass murder.
We believe in genocide. ~We believe in the
elimination  of whole peoples. It is proudly
proclaimed. ~ The common parlance of our
time bespeaks our willingness to do this.
Each All.  miedle base is an American
Auschwitz and aU Americans know it. This
also it true of each Soviet missile. There

are now stockpiled in the United States three

hundred  -thousand million ton' of T.N. T.
A. stated by Dr. Linus Pauling (November
TMO). in order to exhaust the stockpile of

capacity- for love are to end because a tech-
nician makes an error or because Americans
fear Russians and Russians fear Americans?
It i. too infantile and too psychopathic. too

degrading and unworthy of civilized adult
men and women, How can we 5ay that
there is nothing we can do because “the
other" is wicked! The evil we see is no
more than a reflection of our own be-
havior.

It is understanding  of the enormity of our
pr~ent action and our daily Jives that is
needed if man i. to survive. Fifty thousand
yean of human hi3tory and the breath of

life are in the balance. We devote each hour

many millions to killing, to the promotion of
arms. Two-thirds ~ of mankind lives at sub-
sistence level

I do not single out Americans in the
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From The Minority of One(December 1963), with thanks to Ophelia Hoopes:
An examination  of recent history discloses that nations change
friends and foes "like partners at a dance.” Yet for the sake
of a passing relationship we are ready to destroy civilization.
By ~rtrnd  RUIStn
The danger with which man is faced both the United Stutes and the Soviet ab_ove reflect_ions. I should, however,. like to
today derives not only from the love of Union. all the explosive pow~r employed  Orillg certain  facts [0 the atfention ~ of
power which motivates those who posses! it. during the entire length of the Second World ~ Americans because they concem Amer icans
It follow, as well from the moral debauch- War would have to he used every single day I pamcular. It is'sJi)' that individual free-
ment of the people of nation-states after  for one hundred forty six years. All of this ~dom is valued oy the West.
two world wars. and from a total lailure of insane arsenal for global butchery s justi- \Why then do those countries which com-
imaginariou. At tne urne at the rirst vvortc fied, by the powers concerned in moral prise the \Vestern arms alliance consist al-
\aT, sneer- greed induced great powers to terms. What could be more obscene than most entirely of ruthless rvrannies? \Vhy do
pursue their own economic destruction, pre-  this? the_ most cm_)rrupt a_nd poverty-stricken
paring the way for Nazism and for the col- The testing of nuclear weapons over the  regimes of Asia, the :\fiddle East. Southem
lapse of Czarist Russia. This led to the years has poisoned the atmosphere of the Europe and Latin  America compose the
advent of the Soviet Union. In that war the  planet. Did those countries WO committed “lree  world™? Is it because indivicl ual
enemies of England and the United States  this act 'against man consider their own re- liberty or the welfare of human being'S are
were Germany and several Balun states. action should Kenya and Tanganyika have  honored in Thailand, ~ South Vietnam, SOUdI
Japan we<u a tacit ally. Russia wsj an enemy  poisoned the genn plasm of future genera- Korea.  the  Philippines, Taiwan, Iran.
and an ally in the same war. Nearly forty tions in the course of a border dispute? But ~ Turkey,  lIrag,  Pakistan.  jordan. Saudi
million people were killed. In the Second  the United States Govemment sneaks of in- Arabia, Greece. Spain, Portugal.  France,
\WorJd War, Germany was again an enemy.  ternational law and the Soviet Government West Germany, ~South ~Africa, or the Latin
Japan became an enemy and Russia was an  complains of exploitation. American  dictatorships? Is it because Ameri-
enemy and an ally in the same war, but in can industry is favored in those countries?
reverse order. Almost as many people died It is said that war by accident is not going
in the Second Worl<i War as in the First. to take place. I, it realized that each day
Within  two years of its conclusion, the Cer- 50,000 aircraft are detected on NOR.AD,
mans and Japanese were allies and the Rus- which is limited to computers which must
lian, were the enemy. What moral -right have we who Jive today  transmit information  in microseconds? 15 it
We change enemies like partne.. at a 1o deprive future generations of life? Could known  that radar can not distinguish
dance. The angel of one year becomes the Vou who read this article justify a decision natural  phenomena  from missiles?
unspeakable  devil of the next. And popula- Dy Marc Aniony. in the course of his quarrel It is said that the Russians will not agree
tion' march to the slaughter as enthusias- ~ With Octavius, that the latter was evil and  to inspection or controls over dis.umament.
tically or apathetically as before. contested his power and, therefore. he would Do Americans know that the Russian dis-
This depressing  behavior has been ac- exterminate  mankind?  Through  the ages  armament proposals require early agreement
companied by steady deterioration in our fanatical ~ contest] _for power have _occurred. in pFInCIp|E to general  disarmament and_ to
. and deeply held ideologies have given vent Russian admittance  of "thousands of United
moral  sensibility. ~ When the airplane  was " _ . X .
X . . to great cruelty. The Crusade” Jle spread Nations inspectors on Soviet soil before any
first introduced  into warfare, people were . . 5
. DA of Islam. Attila, the Mongols and Genghis reduction of armam-~nts Ls .started™ The
horrified and  thought it incomparably L . n . .
wicked. Soon it became accepted. When it Khan, the Religious Wars between Catholics  Soviet proposals call for internationally — re-
) - - and  Protestants-c-ali these conflicts have  cruited inspection reams to be placed in
was used to kill civilian populations the .
caused suffering and death. Would anyone  every country before ally mellSures of dis-
users were thought to have gone so far as S . A, .
. . maintain  that it would have been justifiable armament ati begun. “These  inspectors
to produce a worldwide moral revulsion . L X ) "
. . . to stop life for all living at the time whether could control on the spot: the disbanding of
against them. The saturation  bombings of § i
Hamburg and Tokyo were sheer raids of contestants ~ or not; WOU|_d anyone hold that 60~0 of Russian manpower, one hundred
terae and indiscriminately  killed the civil- fe should have ended in 300.B.C. or 1,000 percent of the means of delivery of missiles
jan' inhabitants.  The atomic bombing> were A.D.?_ ) . . a_nd all other carriers: Why. then, do we
treated with fear and dismay and, again, Is it right that all of man's historv, his lie about each other and ,uppress the truth?
voices were heard assuring us that thil was @t hi, culture, his hope of life and his I should wish Americans also to under-

stand what the Cold War and the arms race
have done to the institutions of the United
States. Five year, ago, in 1958, the value of
property owned outright by the Defense
Department ~ was 160 billion dollars.  This
figure did not include property leased to
the Department  or dependent  upon build-
ings of the Department for its value. The
Defense  Department ~ owns over thirty-two
million acres within the United States.

The budget for 1962 called for sevemv
cents out of every one hundred to pay fo~
past wars and present war preparations.
Military  financial ~assets are triple the com-
bined  holding, of U.S. Steel, American
Telephone and  Telegraph, Metropolitan
Life Insurance, General Motors and Stand-
ard Oil. Three times as many people work

for the Defense Department as in all the

1984
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“I"I>'e  corporadons and their .uooidiZll retired to the board of directors of that defense  expenditure. In the UnitEd Stales
fllm.e. c~::-poration. of America as a whole . betu-eeti on c-q uarter

~filitar:"  power. and the —viim of i.U~e  There arc now over 1,000 such retired and one-third 01 all economic IlcziViry hinges

industrv ~ trlerg~ because the top pcrsonne!  ofgcxr. over the rank. of ~jor  in the top  -SPon military -xperiCzi-tdre. Lt is expected
are interchangeable. Billion) A dollan are (ne hundred corpora tions. These one hun- 10 reach fifty per cent .snQrd:"
provided by the :n.ilital}’ and are iwflle-d. I yroq corporarions  divided. sixteen billion Preparunons  lor mass murder :.deet every

military and quasi-milita ry contracts. 10 Geilapi in one lingte year. .Che list of food ~torf: and petrol station. They ave:
t;(l:; g;smyi?:' n:ir]Hr{gr?f)éogés hll\l(lstn Ihi‘:ml\ij;;t . OHicers includes  ~fil generals and flag-rank  each industrial wor-ker and each politician
L -~ilire..I'3. Gene~Il  DYJ~am_:cs has 187 retired They affect the entire nation. Tlie psycho-

igrrn Y/ngoa f?guontakce)f Iﬁ?eemngzz'abl:?‘?'it ~ilicet3, 2~/ gu:crah and adiairals and a |ogical, political and economic implicadons
General bynamics Lockheed  3n.- Boeing’ termer  Secretary of the Army, a~ <-erlgrave. When a 6rrelt n.uion, any
1lajor war contractors have dispersed sub- ~ nauon, makes unimaginable  sl.iugcter Prt

I each received over one billion UQil2Tj, in one ' ! " '
year for military contracts. G-enerai Electric  [IJUrrl.C!3as 'HeJ to every part ot tae AID-~ri- of the tabric of its national hf~, its people
and North American Avi.rticn reelived ceer can economy and society. The Defense De- .fe harmed more deeply chan they may
900 million dollars. parnnenthi(~ over three and one-half understand. \Vill tuan survive> 1 should

"who made these awards? Pubhc men  Million peo T and in addition another lcur  rather 2s-. "Has man Llewill to siu™izer
million PEOFIE work in defense induarries. 1 believe that when the- Facts in this article

who only “hartly before doing so were wp
executives in thew:.ry industries receiving In many importanr cities fifty pr.-rccn; of ~become generally  known, discussed and
the contracts. \Vhen rnilitarv. officers have  manufacturing  jobs consist of missile pro-  Politically important in American public life,
campaigned  for a particular weapon pro-  duction. In :an Diego it is 8$~0' In Los there will be more hppe than this dark age
duced by a given ccrporsuon they have  Angeles over half of all jobs dg;.elld all can now provide.
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1984 BRS Awardto D~.  Dora is, of course, Dora Black Russell, now approachin~ her 90th birthday (~n April.)
Here are a few~f the thin~s Beb Davis mentioned in proposing this Award (a proposal that was approved
unanimously): aside from having been BRrs wife, and mother of their two children (John & Kate), Dora visited
China with BR ,(j,n 1921) and when he became :sravely 111 there, nursed him back to health. She and BR .iointl:,-
Wrote "The Prospects for Industrial  CivilizatiO:.'lI"  (1923); later they jointly started tlle Beacon Hill Scheol
~1927). She has been a tireless  Norker for liberal causes for some 60 years. (707) (80?) She initiated,
sponsored, and walla major backer of theBR 1le:norial in Red Lion Square, London (1980). There 1s much,

=ch, much more.
It Dora accepts tlhe Award, which will be ofl,~red to her, the plaque will read:

The 1984J3ertrand Russell Society Award
to’'
Dora Black Russell

tor sharing aertrand Russell,  concerns,
eollaborating in his work, and
he:l;ping to preserve his legacy



