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ANNUM. td.EErl~ (TOocm'O, 1984)

This report is in 3 parts. Part 1: The Conference. I7ar;t:2:  The Society' s Annual /-leeting. Fart 1: The Board's
lInnual tfteeting.

12art 1. the Confer<>..nce. It was titled "Russell Confer-erce 84". It..,-cS sponsored by tl:'e Russell Editorial

ProJect (at !c.<\aster University) ,The Higher Education Group, Ontario Institute for Studies in Education, and
the Institute for t'te History and Philosophy of SCience and Teclmoloc:rf (at University of Torom:ol. It dealt
with BR's early ~cal work.

RIJS~tl.L CONfERENCE. 198
On R~UA E<1rly YeCllllical Phllosophy

Trinity College, University < Tororuo
June 21-21+. 19&'+

thursday,  June 21 !l:egisua_ tiQll and Receolioo
.':00-3:00 Re~istr .erion }:QO-8:00 at Trinty College, POrler'S Lodge,
al (, Hoskm AVenue
Recepticn ~ 7,00-S,00 ,n Senior Combn:liHion Room, Trmlty College

ALL, CONFERENCE _ SESSIONS  IN IGNATIEFP  TUEATRE.  TRINITY COLLEGEL
Eriday. 22 Welcom". G™wt*hi Remarks  d Ini".m.flotl on tl>cConlerence
~t.3Q-I(Jt0O0O Welcome..and tr'l~ormQ.ltcnon C~tl(erence - ian 13{Jf\cra:\ic;(

~ay1niHig Rem rks Jild Welcotne ¢ Ket\fietn tiane, Prig'/o,l J3tTrinH
The Russell feMorl atProject - RlcMrd Remp<:l, Direcree

Bessi™_ b fom  te Found"tn.s  of ety 10 Leibliz

10:00-11,00 Russell's  Conceprion  of Phdo.sopn)’ _ john Slater (T.;rollto)

11:00-11: LS C"f(ee

1: 1"..r2:30 Russell's  F"enda 110'ts of Geometry - josan Ricnards tt~roeen)

12:30- 1:)0 Lunch:  The Quadral’KI", Tm"t)" College

1,10 - 2,.)0 The Tiergarten  Prvgr..,.."™ - Nick Crill= (McMaSI"rl

2:30-3:30 The Prcture 01 Physicol Science m -lebrli..:;" <ind'tne fnllcipte$-
lall wincheseer (OISE)

),30 - J4~ , Coffee

}>5 - ~,,+ The Roots of Russell's Drscovery of the Parado“es ,n l.og.c and SCI
Theory - Creg Moore (Stanl"rd)
1,00-10:QQ Banguet,  The Un"er'l) Feu ly CI"b. 41 Wil cocks Aye.
Spcller:  w. .o L™
.tAll reglnanls  ..N0 per ncrpanrs)

S<ltrddt, Ju,eee23

Zesstodlc. Eoly Work on the Theor of Knolovied & and tl>e Philos<>  1>1Mind
'00 .10,00 Rueeeli's SClentH"; R",lim e Llich"cl Ur™e @ "I~ Grc\
10,CO-H,00 N"r al Mofluim- Sob Tully (TorotHo)

H:00-11.B Calfee

11:15-11,15 Russell's  Re-Eyaluauon r:>tMetliOn' - Janet Farrel -Smlth

U::..Cli~, i las.s==;.)7-- . . .
vy 01 Lo tc and taneua e From the Principles e Prine. ia
The Pr:'poSitlon:l)  Log.c o1 Poncipa  MiHnemauca . an  Seme at

Its Forerunners. Daruet O'Leary \M,Ilne}

2,10.3,JQ RUlieU's ZiR~ g Path to the !la'l"Ueo Theory of Type s-
Alasdair Ur i'l4n{Tor-onto)

);30.3145 Colfee

345 - 4™ Ru~Il's Loglcal Manuscnpts: Ah Apprehenstv e urid.
|.Gratlan.Gulnn e=.¢ (Middles" + 1'0 ,.lechOlc)

4,"5.5.,>} cJLt'nsi," 10 Geometr)- of PonClpa M:_,,_ma.ﬂsa and Rel.l.ed
SYSlems « Martha lid"ell ~ (:ie, J",nn™

6,00. 7:30 Supper - Open .

1,30 -10:30 The. Berttand Ruso;e!l Society, GeneNl ‘Jeering in the !>oardr*'m,

The Omado t AlltUle ior Svcdles in E.ciuc;nioll, 2J Uloor St. -4l
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fu.:"L.Ildutid~~_

I ~IUWY ronon ~uom: In the Pri"v'~

2;tfiI"G:. (I l-ie R.el~rrTItUd ui'_s n. ~t{h\C'.llc~npuons - \le .ar'~)"Hi.""'f
11\, ~r~llc <" Q,.,CKoxl .
00 use EIhC3:CUY Oi.=)J~lill_nfOtlut t)~nllht"r5:  h>r e J; EldH,t1.:.JtJ;V1
ai Cla'ts™:™:": til P'tI'll-pi 1 _lolth=pwtl=l Jac;:t)'nC"t:;Juwre (I hi-;joj\rte

de \1\,nu’;.1)

1~4) It :00 C-olt.,,, o

11:t10-12dQ panel DIsc™ou =1 'he ®nalHI"y of RuseU. t"ly Te.;;l\mcal
I'h,10.Ujlhy - A,~. Ayrr. Nc:llul.,, Croflin, "Ql>ertTully,). G, ItJ"-
GUJOfI<;:-U

1: (),2:00 Lunch: Op"n

2~00- )::30 R~t1 Ecdttorlal  t~r~wil:MC<r-llog-.  PrL'JeC'l Mec uu-g, In \-he i..'()~rd..e

room. The On,,no 1"lllLHe tor StUG,es in EcluC.oitlon

The locale was the UIU'If:Isity of Toronto, with it.s r.andsorre £:>glish-u.ni\r&sJ. y-stj'le billdIngs. from ;,he
attractive gr~n  C<IUmJUSyou would never guess thac 1 is I=ated an t.hecenter of a gxea C.l:/.

the faCilities -,'=L axcel lent.. Al11BRSr.enOers -;.:erehoused in the sene Ou:\.ldi'.’ lo:::=redJust: across t;-e
street from the =ite 0:: the Coni-eren-:;e. Tr.e BFS Alllllall-eetl.fig "as held in e si?l~d OOa:erancr..Ir  ~,
at the InsututE> (OISEL.  vie are indebr.."<l to prof, IAN XI. ;E'ESTER (110, we il'e iU.ee t.0 report, jOlled ehe EP.S
durd.T,g L'm Conference) and his colle<.;;lUes at t::heUnivers.LtY of Toronto :01' narfj courtesies.

23 11lefllb'>-gere therG: KEN ELI\CKWELL,  JOHN DA!Z, DENNIS Di\RLNID. BILL tASIT1A"l, LEEE EISLER, M.£.1I-IDPO
GNR'CII>))Ift.o,  DAVID HIR'T, 1Dl JIV::10>IrCZ, INRVIN KOHI" Gr,ADYS LENfU\.:;SER, JLi.:N 1119z, IIRTHUR i£\JIS + BOB ICNI'h\2})I,

STJ;,VE ~\ARI\.GIDES, ilU:;Il i>tX!PJiF)J),  Di-.N O'IEARY, .Ft~\NK PAGE, PAUL F.~NER, STINE f.EINHAP))I, HARQ'y ttUJA, CAPl.,
$PAIXnN, and JOHN N WISSENi plus !0 a1~ Joirvrl during the Annu;:;l I~ting, STSFI'N "NDu~SON and Nt
\11;Q!£SJ,'ER. 1'.150 zeseru; ," e Honora.)' lolelrbersy~;l€1'AlT and A. J. AYER,t~e latter as a partic~pant. an  th~
Conference.

Par' 2, the S:cciet's Amual .12f 11 Rere are highliahts. The 'linl,;~sprovl & n re cetails u9l,
~  flLo\CI(>,: Lt po:u;.-j diat uisiR OEt-NN is m-aveiy ~11. Presldent ":aci<aria will \>T.Lte a letter to his
wift?t E~:ss."

D?I'INI5 DIRL:.ID ri2FOrted th'lt th> BRS is solvent, with a year~'1d l:alanca OI s1 134. 41.
LEE;81$.LER ';!'=¢rted or a quesuonr.aira he had Een~ to dropouts , w at: 1".a hriought soire of w.iri back.
008 I0i-IBARDI IXWed. that we send leccers to wor.ld leaders, troStly against nl.'Cleal. w af0O . The ITQUOMI

carried lin oart). )
STEIJEWIAP,\GIDES  1iiN;Q  tnac a 1986 ~—e:etingn Britain  be seriously co sid red. The rrotion car" Isi.

HUGH ~rrm.IE..;o,Dr~r'.0oor €0 tra th~ arrount, of _ERS ral  Gra.'ll: Ifill be doubled, to SIOOO 1.1 )985.
Hughalso pr'ai.sed U~oenewslett:er, as had a Jet 'pr fran _Aul. ~1L'rfITIRSaUI..I'"?
fI'>f<RYSIJJA narreo thE' ()!fl.c~s electc-d tor 151;1-8:>, ard mv ted ffial'l:>ersto sub.llit rafis .for I;.i'lenew Bns Oc'4,:;
Ayzar0. .
JOHN W....¥IISSELI rrove:i tita=. '~'etllatk IXI VHK! 1%k for 1lanm.ngt.'te Confe~Z(v..e an:l providing us with
excelle..et iacilit.i~-. Th>c" ion carried, with .«a&;:n;.a lauz~-

e 1#N~I1:CHESTE~-.-lUl pla:;;e a.;S ootl.ces tad$l On ja.:rna.ls rea:! ' educacors , at no cost to the ERS.

P.ort3, the D:\i~rd':;.~.nual lleetinct, He~eare t.ignllghts. For rore, see the to'inuteS (50).
The. BRSC¢Ctor~l G::iull '.,~1%jr".:;:;i;~as from S.iOQ O S1000, for 1985 »

e The BRS I30:>kiveard wi 11 be given ‘'or Ihe fir.st Citra in 19135.—~-uicers she Id subroi- books for consh-loara icc.
Tte 1;'Ork0_ the lluma,n Right:s/l.n "I EBvelO£ll.~nt Coovrd tee (Ala," £X!lly, Chcu:owm) was <I\;;thorized for enoche
year,

JOIIN JA~I<JICZ -,aS named the BRSCot'fX)rate Agent ifl tho) State of lllinois.
SocieLy OD:icet's 1,~: eleclej for 13a~-B5.

Bo:>..roOfficers  -,--ereelec~ for 198..;-BS.
Prep)Sed revi.'=€d ay'vs for tte- SXJa y were rmr~'ed, and W1.1lbe submi ed to the -~s ror' approvalL
ReVLSedByla™$ for the twoard "ere sbric."<l eo the saara, revi-. ang approveD.

RE:I?0RTS rnrn OFFICERS

(:;) Pr=iden = DonJackanicz ., porbs:

With the fine 1984 Annua] ~lee ing berum us, we & <o0ofJ look foOly>ard to a June 1965 Annual 'feeti'lO in
Washingtcn ec, | had hoped 1.935 «Ollld see us ‘j\).1<ing plans for an Annual Meeting i1 !5r'";t:ain. '1'0 "315:

iffili, 1 confact:-- repl:tiser,t2::ives of the l.:r)'l.o"ersiaes of Calr.brig.,ae, Oxford, and wnCcn, aN! also
received €nccuragemmt fran Dola Russell.  SuCh a 1"r-ieting, ~ feel, 1.5 feas.lble . Fo.xha!'S L.'1' 1.986 .1.t eedsll
happe.'l,

A this c.imel. ask allmJ'bEL>-s ;:0 note th las ~kel\d in June 1985 on t:'leir calendars, to ~n<lo:ler tb~
possibility of actendlflg the '95 loleetirn:l, am to Worm Ire of agenda pte sals, including prof. s Is to
present a  per, r '.o/Ouldalso bene.f'jt from heari,.n your thoughts on a 1 86 leeting in Britain

r would 1.iJe.to thank Loe Eisler and Stev", Rein!. dt; whoworke-J with rme o TO\V"'e\yanu sugqc,;l:
impraverrents in the yJa\"3. There are 2 sets of Bylaws, the Board's dod the Scciet::y's. The pro):._eO

changes in both S_ - \O'eresereviewed at the Toronto Meewlg. 1'he!JOdJ;d tormall~ a -olfr...ed its Ci |V
By!i:i\-IS, .bjtict: to th.a SOClety's at: rova |l "'f the ne ee.socteey Byla'n's. Such v,;)rk can be tecillUeall~'
ce.TandIDgr and at; <iHIt5 n°y rBSerro € ~eval .eology, but; it can resulj; - as | trust, .I. has in trus

case - in a :i:I;m?ror9.uU~atiQna 1 basis for ~  Sceiety,
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Hearty thanks, too, go to Jack Ragsdale whohas headed the BRSLibrary for the past several years. He
has decided to step down from his IXJstas BRSLibrarian, and nowv.e must find a successor. If you
might be interested, let meknowe (901 6th St., SW(712A)Vashington, OC20024).

REPORIFROM COMMILTEES

Philosophers ; Committee (David E. Johnson, Chainnan):

The Bertrand Russell Society announcesa call for papers to be presented' at its meeting at the Eastern
Division of the Arrerican Philosophical Association in Decemberl985. Papers nay be on any aspect of
Russell's philosophy. Tney should have a reading time of about one half-hour, and should be submitted 'in
triplicate, typed and double-spaced, with an abstract of not more than 150 words. The name of the
author, with his address and the title of t..lljaper, should be submitted on a separate page. The
submission deadline is May15, 1985, and the papers should be sent to David E. Johnson, The Bertand

Russell Society, SampsornHall, U.S. Naval Academy, AnnalXJlis,HD21402. Those desiring the return of
their papers should enclose a stamped, self-addressed envelope.

The above announcementappears in journals read by professional philosophers.

BRWRITER OF LETI'ERS

L 1963 Jetter,  with thanks to OPHELIAOOPES:

From: ~he Earl Russell, O0.M.,~.R.S.,
PLAS PENRUYH.
PENRUTNDEUDRABTH,
MERION 11:TH"
TIL.  PS™ e« YNOIUIU = TB 114liil.

28 September 1963

}Irs. Mary E. Oiling,
Reoording, Seoretary,
F;verglades ChApter,
~erican Humanist Assooiation.

Dear Mrs. Edling,
"Phank you very muoh for your letter. 1 should wish to send the

following messa6e:

"The danger of d08llland of cruelty whioh results T:0111
,dogm& 1is best il,lustnted by the "Holy War" unow be:l.ng
oonducted by the United states and the Soviet Union.

The two sides have stookpiled the equiVAlent of 320,000
million tons of T.W.T.:o exhaust this arsenal of death it
would be neoessary to employ all of the destructive power
used in the Seoond World War each day for 146 years.

The United states has stookpiled as well 1~0,000 nerve gas
bombs, whioh, 1if used, would eliminate life on the land
areas of the earth eight times over.

Allor this barbario oruelty is the reeult of the dogma
which obsesses men oonoerning the "evil® of the power
designated as the enemy of the moment. Free thought
entails the responsibility to oha.llenge oruel myths.

I hope you will oarry on this struggle which 1. essential
to the surviV&l of mankind."

With best wishes, )
Yours sincerely,
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AOOUBERTRANRUSSELL
"A Portrait _ from Mernory'". We are indebted to KENBLACKI'iEar alerting us to the following article by-

Sidney Hook, which ran in
the Kki.nd of nastiness

"Encounter" (U.K.,March 1984). It
sometimes found in gossip columns.

is sometimes fasciP.ating
Hook is clearly ambivalent

and sornetirmes nasty, Wwit-r
about BR. As he says, "0,

all the persons | have known, the one | have come closest to hero-worshipping has been Bertrand Russell."

Nevertheless, he accused BRof anti-Semitism and of being a "spokesrran for appeasement and surrender to
Communism"”, in an article in "Commenta.ry'(Quly 1976) (RSNNL12-62). Hook is an ex-Corrmunist, a reformed
sinner, so to speak, who -_. as often happens with reforlTJed sinners - swings to the opposite pole: after

leaving the Communists, become an ant.i,-Communist hard-liner. He says: "So long as we keep our guard up and
do not capitulate [to Communism] as Kennan or Russell would have us doe.e etc.” (RSN39-10)

The Hook article  follows, after a brief excerpt from Ken Blackwell's Editor .s Notes in "Russell" (Vol.4, no. 1-

SUmmerl984, Page. v).
Editor's notes v

Sidney Hook's "Portrait from Memory". In the March J984 issue of
Encounter there is an essay by Sidney Hook on Russell's character. Hook
knew Russell well over a period of twenty years and before that, as early as
WWI had been influenced by Russell's Justice in War-Time. The essay
reve~Is many fascinating details about Russeli, although to. Hook "they
seem too irrelevant to Russell the philosopher".  This material will reappear
in Hook's forthcoming autobiography. | have had the opportunity of edit-
ing atranscript of Hook's 1953 BEe discussion with Russell on "The Nature
of Liberal Civilization". By this time their disagreements were becoming
sharper, and Hook carne to regard Russell's political writings as "even.
surpass[ing] the political libels of the Communists in the darkest days of the

Cold War". The story of Russell's concern over McCarthyism has yet to be'
investigated  thoroughly, though a start has been made in Volume 2 of
Feinberg and Kasrils' Bertrand Russell's America, His dictation of the early
J950S-which I am currently indexing-includes this advice in a letter of
August 1952 to a Mr. Larey, who had asked him for assistance in studying
the threat to u.s. civil liberties: "There is another thing that you must be on
your guard against. Unpopular opinions, if avowed, make it almost impos-
sible to earn a living, but economic as opposed to legal penalties are usually
ignored by those who maintain that America is afree country.” Also helpful
in understanding  Russell's conception of economic as opposed to political
terror is a large file of F.B ,I. documents on Russell, acquired through Harrv
Ruja at the suggestion of John Slater.

Bertrand Russell

A Portrait from Memory

nere are some individuals of whom it would not be unjust or even unkind

to say that they had outlived themselves. They do not have to be historical

personages. We all know men and women who have become so trans-
formed by age and experience that they no longer exhibit those distinctive traits
of thought. feeling and character that have defined their personality in our
recollection of them. Their physical presence blurs the memory of what they
used to be. I am not referring to any pathological changes associated with
premature senility. The individual is as rational and coherent as ever but the
pattern of judgment and behaviour is so different from what we have been
accustomed to that we could easily imagine we are hearing or observing another
person.

Bertrand Russell used to say that Socrates was the luckiest of men. He died at
the right time and in the right way for a noble cause, And had Russell died at
about the same age as Socrates there would have been no puzzle to decipher
about his subsequent judgments and behaviour, No one ~ho knew him during
the firstBOyears of his life would have thought it conceivable that before he died
Russell would hail the regime of the ruthless Communist dictator Ho Chi Minh

as the hope of progressive mankind, or lavish fawning compliments on Nikita Khrushchev, who crushed the
Hungarian Revolution, as a token of his high regard during the Cuban missile crisis which Khrushchev
precipitated by introducing nuclear weapons into Cuba.

| have already written a critique in my Philosophy and Public Policy (I~RO) of this sad chapter in Ru-sells life
and shall not discuss his final years except peripherally, The Bertrand Russell who meant so much to me has little
in common with the shriil and querulous anti-American who was quite prepared (or U he said) to accept the
horrors und terror of universal Communist domination should the Y.\emlin refuse reasonable measure.s.of
disarmament. The image of the Bertrand Russell | shall write about still lives in me (and only the personal and

philosophical influence of John Dewey was greater),

Have  sever BHS a hero-worshipper. not even when
Iyoung. Of all the persons | have known. the one [ have

come closest to hero-worshipping has been Bertrand i
Russell. This was not because of his moral traits bUI purely;
because of his intellectual virtues among which his matchless
courage. expounding and defending unorthodoxies in theory
and practice. was the most inspiring. :-'lyardour and boundless
admiration were all the more remarkable because. except for a
brief interlude towards the end of my undergraduate studies.
"hen | was attracted bv the earlier vintage of his Platonic
realism. | have never vhared Russell's philosophical views.

\Is tirvt encounter with Bertrand Rusvell was In his role as a
publicist. A, a vtudent in a :\ew York City high school.
embattled with all rmv heart and soul against Urutcd States

participation in World War 1. Istumbled upon Russell'sJetil;a
in Uar Time. Atrocity-mongering against the Germans was at
its height. and Russell's cool demolition of the myths about
Teutonic  frizhtfulnevs azainst Belzian children and other
horror stories confirmed- my scepticism of wartime propa-
ganda, His passionate lucidity and dedication to lhc truth
sustained me in the difficult years imrncdiatclv after the
Armistice when It was extremely hazardous 10 life and limb in
the United States publicly to espouse the socialist cause. which
was automatically equated \\ith being "pro-German" and
"anti-American”. and then with" Bolvhevivm."

~ly first glimpse of Bertrand Ru-scl! in the lk,h carne from
the gallery of Carnegie Hallin 1Y:J \ hen he debated \\ilh Scott
“\earing on the desirability of a Cornrnuru.. revolution in the
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-Wes!.  -le"rin~'~  simpli'lic mind failed to grasp the force
and logic of Russell's argument. So much so that. fortified
hv the applauve of a part*™'dn audience (on"I"lnng rn.-..rly of
(= nist “inpathi~e" (the  hard-core rncrnherv  were  [uvt
er. ,~ fro';" the underground to form the then Worker's

Partvj, :\oearing imagined that he had carried off the honours.

He ;emainetl  simple.mintled to the end of his days.

Aly second glimpse of Rus,11 was at the dinner in honour of
R. Cohen. in the fall of 1'i27~a
,Ir=~Inl'lcXo protect Cohen from anricipatcd

mv teacher.  Morri« dinner

adrninistrunve

reprisals at the hands of the President of the College of the City
of New York (CCNY). Frederick B. Robinson. The ISsue was
Cohen's intellectual independence and support of the agi-
tation of his son. Felix. a student leader. against compulsory

military  training (ROTC). In a burst of political and collegial
solidaritv ~ with Cohen all the speakers and celebrants e.,ag-
geratcd Cohens  philosophical ~ stature and pedagogical — gifts.'

Russell. who was in New York that fall. was approached to
serve as one of the speakers. He had never heard of Morris R.
Cohen  (Harold Laski to the contrary notwithstanding)
wanted to know whv he should speak at a dinner in Cohen's
He was not_impressed by the report of Cohens

of him or

and
honour. intense

political
he would

admiration of the academic
at CCNY. But when he was told that
receive a fee of S50 for some brief remarks. he promptly
accepted with the observation:  "Those are fifty good reasons!"
Some of Cohen's reprints  were left with him and
at the dinner little speech saying-that he had
in common  with Cohen. that
minorities  in the

intellectual
atmosphere

philosophical
he made a clever
that he had something
they were both members of one of the smallest
wo;ld. viz. those interested in symbolic logic. (Cohen's
in the subject at that time was actually quite peripheral.)
himself was deeply moved by Russells presence. | shall
forget.  however. the look of unfeigned  astonishment
Russell's face when Cohen in his reply turned-to
said: "If anv man has been my philosophical ~ Allah. it has been
[""'rand Russell. _.Those of us who had studied with Cohen
k~at his tribute was quite !",nuine. Althoug~
n 1 disciple nor a devotee of any of Russell
in  mathematics or epistemology. his -homage to
as a thinker w:iIs unqualified.  Those of his students
like myself. acquired  this
, absorbed it from Cohen. 50 to speak.
0smosis.

discovered

interest

Cohcen
never
on

Russell and

Cohen was
s doctrines.
W, j
Ruwecll
had not.
own

who
admiration  on their

by classroom

already

YFIRSTFACE-TO-FACE-EETI"G with Russell took place in
the spring of 1:130-1 am not sure of the exact date-at
the home of V. F. Calverton Joy. was
at Russell's of my own
the shattering
experience. Calverton. entrepreneurial talent.
and cultivated everybody of importance in tho" days. Aware
of how | felt about Ruvscll-c-he had gone out of his way 10
arrunue the rncctinz-c-he

whose daughter.
in England.
time.  the

a literary

a student
inhibitions at

school Because

meeting ‘was a
knew

rnav have been trying to impress me

with the degree of his familia;ity ~with Russell.

| Cohen. « the w<n believed cvery word rhut 4<1” ‘aid of him thH
nizht. The rc~t ol his'iifc wuv huthcd in the afterglow of itv euphoria.
inci.ivelv critical of all large claim.s -ccptical Viith a deva-taurig
humour ~,fall rhetorical exaggeration h~'or about others. Cohen took.
the hnliJa\  tribute- rendered him iJ~literall)’ true.

(3ttl;h™ar-" (~c ess¥urk j, September und :\u\'cmbcr 1)/52.

| arrived before  Russell a few minutes'

later.  So
to bim and said:

did. He appeared
had we been introduced than
“Well. you old s.o.b. What have you
been up to? | was in the 'john' with Ji** the other day. On you
she watched me peeing" ‘'Daddy.
is larger than vours.. "

Russell responded
commendation.”

Calverton  with a kind of mock indigo
she's learning more than this kind of

sooner Calverton

turned

know what she told me after
Uncle Bertie';, wee-wee
her little heart".
hair. “for her generous
~11". grumbled

"l hope
Jlogy."

The rest of the details of this bantering
me. Russell complained  about
and the difficulties of recruiting
efforts to change
Calverton.  who regarded
had expressed  disdain

“Bless without turning a

colloquy were lost on
the financial cost of the school
new children. | made several

but they were turned aside.
of a prude because |
excursions-in this
to enjoy niy

the conversation.

me as somewhat
for his sexological
area he was 30 years ahead of his time-seemed
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discomfiture. Russell puffed away on his pipe until the time!
came for himto leave for-another appointment. Calverton'
promised  to arrange another meeting for philosophical  con-
versation.  but it never came off. \ly guess at the time was that
Russell hadn't even heard rnv name and Iwas therefore some.
what surprised.  when.my To""ard, the Understanding of Marx
was published in London a few years later. to learn from
Calverton  that Russell had written to him about its reception.

rather of the

of his teaching post

well on the occasion
incident of the cancellation
in 1:140.The Committee
Executive ~ Committee

.disgraceful

at CCNY
of whose
public  meeting o Russell's
protest movement that resulted
wide editorial  support
Mayor La Guardia's

I GOT TO KNOW Russell
for Cultural ~ Freedom.
called a
a large
and
because of
from the liberal
Russell

| was co-chairman.
behalf and organised
in many letters to the pre"
for him. It was of no avail
Fiorello defection prin-
ciples he had previously mouthed.  After lost his post at
CCNY. John Dewey arranged for him to give lectures at the
Barnes Institute of Fine Arts at Merion (Pennsylvania). I have

elsewhere' the that led to Albert C.
animosity  towards Russell's  third wife. and
towards in the circumstances  had to
peremptory  dismissal
for him. By this time.
for Russell

described incidents
Barnes' Patricia.
then Russell  himself who
stand by his wife. It ended in Russell's
and a period of acute financial
having arranged  for some
democratic Rand School
advisor, 1learned
was wholeheartedly on the side of Russell.
and bee". repelled by his ruffianly treatment
took issue with him. ladvised Russell. who
was an innocent. on how to behave
tightlegal ~ case against (Having
of the American  Association  of L'niversity
years earlier. lhad learned
larranged  weekly
him when

distress
at the social.
lacted as a kind of educational

himself the details of the rift. (

lectures
where
from Russell
has ing met Barnes
of anyone who
in these matters
in order to have a water.
served onthe Council
Professors
a great deal about procedure.j
lectures  for Russell at the' Rand School.
he came in from Pennsylvania. spent the day
and dined with him before the lecture. Russell

and after we would go to the homes of

Barnes.
a few

met
with him.
parties,

loved
his lecture
Greenwich would
curiosity
enjoyed every
that I'made him
social

Village
hold forth on topics
concerning
minute

friends;  Russell.  drinking
Ifed to him out of my insatiable
life and thought.  Russell
of it although years later he complained
talk philosophical shop.
England 1 often
venience

freely.
his past
occasions in

which on similar

was taboo. arranged.  at considerable  incon-
to 'some of my friends-Herbert
and others who were

enthusiasm  for Russell-for Russell
York. lonce took him home

tiring for him. As Chairman

Solow.  Houston
by my protective
to spend the night inNew

to Brooklyn.

Peterson. infected
but the trip was

of the "Conference  on Methods in

Scie~ce and Philosophy". I built a programme  around him
where  he could confront Reinhold Niebuhr in a discussion
of naturalism. Niebuhr  took evasive action by writing his paper

“The  Naturalism
unfamiliar
although

n‘aturalism"

on of F. J. E. Woodbridge".

to Russell.

whose  views
were But the discussion
exciting,
“faith"

It was at this Conference
strong
concerned
excessively'
seemed

was sharp and
that the basic terms like
were not precisely defined.
that lunwittingly  overheard
him and Patricia. who seemed
his  overtaxing himself:
about

Russell complained
and
some
to be
Russell  was
him. that
He would some-
anyone

treated him as an

between
about
sensitive

words
any behaviour  towards
to take considerate  notice of his age.
times  react
ordinary.  conventional kindness
The only time he lost his temper

carrv  his Gladstone

to a point of rudeness towards who out of-
“oldster."
| tried to

bag the six blocks from the subway station

with me was when

in Brooklyn to my home. Since J was 30 years younger and
sported o~ly a portfolio, it seemed natural for me to carry it
“Don't treat me like an old man". he growled. elbowing me
vigorously ~ away from his bag. Judging by his flirtatious be-
haviour ~ towards any comely woman around who was im-
pressed by his reputation  or conversation. he certainly didn't
‘actlike  an old man.

FOR AL~OST A "EAR | saw more of him than of anyone
among we talked mostly philosophy and
politics. I drew him out (iong before he wrote about
.on the philosophers
«him on details of articles

else
my friends;
and

some
them)
question.

| was an

of the past whom he had known.
he had written (of which

! ments.

\

: that

i had gone unheralded

August 19(14

avid reader) and about

and accurate.

which his memory was sl!rprisi~gh
fresh During all this time.
repeat

quently

I never heard him
on any matter although
the persons incidents  he discussed
the same words he used when talking about them with
spontaneous conversation had the
incisiveness.  wit. and brilliant  finish as his oubtished
(The only thing disconcerting was that he
uproariously  at his ownjokes.)

intellectually the exciting  year | had
experienced. although | confess it . sas not give-and-take.
take, on rnv part. Russell
provided to hold forth to admiring
me: .. |1 have never
i-t's rather  pleasant.”
that as the zrcatest
lionised.  Lookinz ~back. it now appear> to me that he ":2.
enjoying some emotional recompense  for the bitter
of the First World War vyears. for his alienation from friends
like Alfred North  Whitehead (his co-author  of the great
Principia Mathematica  of 1910) which grieved him deeply. a~d
for the searing experience  of the debacle at CCNY
and the injustice suffered at the hands of Albert Barnes which
brouzht  to fever heat his latent
Othe";-v.-ise it would be difficult
painfully truthful
reporting in  America. deliberately and, maliciously
invent  and that surpassed the
political jibels in the darkest days of the
Cold War. belo e..)

himself of substance. subse-

he wrote about and
in almost
me. His

structure.

same coherent

prose. | found
laughed
It was most ever
but
every opporturutv |
audiences. He once said ,;)
been made a fuss over before-t riust Qi
His remark at the time seemed odd to me.

in England.

mostly seized

-l assumed mind he had aiwav s
been

exper.ence

especially

oreiudices.
why™  ~2n  so
himself

anti-American
to explain
and meticulously about should. in
events
exazzerate incidents even
of the Communists

(I shall cite examples

ERHAPS WHAT GAVE RUSSELL the
pleasure  and satisfaction
for his 70th birthday
of Fifth Avenue.
volume

intellectual
| anango;::d

greatest
was the celebration
at the Hotel Brevoortat the boucm
He had never had a Festschrift (the Sehilp
had not yet appeared). and his 60th and 65th birthdays

and unrernarked. It was a cornpar ativelv

srnal! and cosy affair. Patricia. his lustrous redhaired wife. was
among the few wives present-e-very  much LAdy Russell, chain-
smoking cigarettes out of a miniature pipe. | had invited about

25 philosophers from the metropolitan region. all of whom
regardless  of their technical disagree-
John Dewey had sided with Barnes. Iknew h'e
even invited.)  After a~i
had been served. we went around the long table twice.
putting a question to Russell about probtc.ns
in his views. | had briefed theparticipants on the
and each one came well prepared.
How | regret that no record was kept: Russell
his form. The wine and the atmosphere gave him an exhilaration
intensified effervescence. My recollection  of
upshot of that evening was that it consisted O:
a kind of repudiation and posirivr-.».
and u:ilitanan”,,:.
of the "Free ~,I'tn’
questions  elicited Russell's
and fear of Communism despite
of the Soviet Union as a wartime ally in the
He glossed over the fact that he had been in
Munich  settlement. Although a sceptical
was that wou«!
assumptions
Knowledge  (1':1-13).
Everybody had enjoyed
who had always held me at arm's length as
little  commoner. was particularly  gracious.  She had
most of those present that she i
to get back to England because she
that Conrad. on whom Russel! de ted
as his Benjamin sadly told me that his children oy

admired  Russell
(Because
would not attend

liqueurs

greatly

if he were coifee
each philosopher
and difficulties
procedure,

was at the too of

his normal
the philosophical
oiall varieties of platonism
of epistemological dualism.  of pacifism
and a wry disavowal of the rhetoric

Worship.;  The one or two political
unqualified opposition
growing  popularity
Hitler.
the

there
the

in his book on Human

the

war against
favour  of
empiricist.

subscribe to
developed

Russell
subsequenvl-

no intimation.

ontological
The ‘party broke

up late. it. Russel!

most of o'i. Patricia.
a grubby

antagonised by explaining
anxious

feared

as soon as possible
her son by Russell,
(he once

Dora. his second wife. had turned out disappointingly), -0U:.;
acquire  --that atrocious American accent.” Most outraged .;f
all at this remark was William Pepperil Montague. an unrccon-
structed  Platonic  realist. and an indigenous  American \dIn
happened  to speak English with an impcccabie Oxford ac¢-L
After the dinner. Russell invited my wife and me :0 rrs
apartment  at the Brevoort to have a nightcap. Russell was il.'a
most mellow mood. He had en loved (he evening immcnst.:
But he soon turned dour. aNd ‘then angry. | had C;1:.t;ii,
remarked  that some of the evenings discourse reminded me of
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Plato's Symposium. and the conversation turned to the nature
Patricia asserted with more than her usual vehernence

that all love. and especially romantic love. was based on pHV
t\tv wife and | demurred at this arbitrarv view. and so did
with a few gruff words. He then lapsed into a mood v
his jaws clamped on the stem of his pipe, as Patricia
in a rising voice on her viewpoint and deming

compassion  with !Ole.
and we took leave

observation

of love.

R~ssell
silence.
kept insisting
that she had confused.
The atmosphere ~ became tense and painful.
as quickly as we could. fearing that our innocent
would provoke a conjugal quarrel. It was not so much the

absurdity  of the sentiment Patricia voiced that angered Russell

but what it revealed about her feeling for him which clashed i
with the image of himself as an irresistible gallant.

as I suggested.

As sa0" ASHECOULD. Russell
of the House of Lords) returned
of triumphs that meant more to him than any' honours the i
United States could bestow. Having surrendered  ‘his near-]
pacifism.  he had cauuht up with the Establishment.

Russell had a profound love of England and especially of the
Enzlish countrvside. ~ When | asked him whv he was so eager to

turn to England he told me that he wanted to be buried thcre.i
Ifl talked the English past. speaking with ‘less than his,

(invoking his status as a member'
to England and to a succession!

about

1+ Sub-equcntty | was to learn on good authority that rhis was

because  Russell himself. despite his advanced age. wai purvuing any-
thin a in skirts that crossed his path. and that he was carrying on
flalzr-dnlh ~ €Ven with [he servant 21AS. not behind Patricia’s back but

hdorc h-r eves am! those of hiv h~U'lceuevu. |
customary  ha~shness o~ it~social ah~u‘ics and c;(Jciai.inc~u~.lilY~ ”
recall him once defending, to my amazement. the mstitut.on of
monarchv ~ as a symbol unifvinz the country in acommon loyaltv

bevond thc strife of party’ fac~ion. He had words of praise for
winston  Churchill and his Elizabethan which surprised

me in view of his previous
Churchill's

prose.
of some pronouncements on

“warmongering."

\ ITER HE RETI:R"ED to England. I met Russell on three
Once he came to Columbia to deliver
“The Impact of Science on the
tendered to him. he had asked
then Chairman of the Philosophy Department.

his time was short in the US and we
| had heard his lecture which

of his attack on pragmatism

.L' . other occasions.
some lectures on
Modern  World." At a dinner
Irwin  Edman.
to invite me because
otherwise ~ would not have met.
contained  the same stale version
that he had published almost 40 years earlier. and took issue
with him on the ground that he was quite unfair to the actual
texts of Peirce. James. and Dewey. | had been tempted to
challenge  Russell's remarks about pragmatism from the floor
of the crowded theatre:  but knowing
meet for dinner and fearing that my language
hard and indignant. I foolishly and uncharacteristically
remained  silent as did the rest of my colleagues at Columbia.
who didn't want to talk about philosophy
that William James and John Dewey were no clearer in
their replies to his criticism than in their original papers. He
spoke about how busy his life had become in England.
welcomed as he was everywhere and in continual demand for
speeches ‘'and articles. He also spoke glowingly about
Conrad. and indicated (with a frankness that had always made
me uncomfortable when he discussed intimate details of his
mother's and father's and his own sex life) that he was having
some difficulties with Patricia. 1was too embarrassed to press
him but lgathered that there was another man on the scene. J
The second meeting with Russell was in Amsterdam at the
Xlth Congress ~ for .Philovophv in 19~", | pre-
sented read one by John Dewev as his proxy. 1|
hadn't to appear and when we met | was
surprised in him. He seemed nervous
and irruablc. rapidity For
the first time he grasped mv arm as we spoke. and was obvi-
ouslv under tension, He said almost in passing that Patricia had
gone off to Italv with someone. taking Conrad with her. We
spent most of the Congress days toge rher , It was as if he could
not be alone. Althouuh lionised bv the participants. he seemed
to be unacquainted ~ith anv of them. | was surprised to dis-
cover that Gilbert R\ le had never met Russell. When | intro-
I noti~ed Russell eyeing him with a kind of
as if he were taking hiS Intellectual
Russell and |sal side by side.

lecture that we were to

would be too

Russell. at dinner.

claimed

his son.

International
and
Russell

a .paper
expected

at the change
and spoke with greater

extremely
than usual.

duced them

appraising  glance. measure.

During the course of the sessions

,Zhdanov
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We were intrizued bv me presence of a huge figure with a
\losaic ~ beard -that swep: down' to his waist. He seemed to
personify  the presence of philosophical ~wisdom as he nodded

or shook his head at the speakers' remarks. The only time Isaw
Russell smile at that Congress was when Professor Beth. one of
the Coneress orzaru .erv, informed wuv in rcplv to our inquiry
that the bearded- happened 10 enjoy a reputation as
the leading abortionist in Amsterdam.
Whether it was because of his personal
political  conviction. Russell let flv at
Communist  spokesman  present-a certain
Czech but nurtured in Stalinist
line about “bourgeois
and who made
the US 10 atom-bomb  the Soviet Union if
the Acheson-Lilienthal proposals  for
and inspection  of all sources of atomic
on Kolman's paper. Russell said: "Go
in the Kremlin that they must send
to carry out their programmes  of
Russell's
not only

Socrates

intense
only official
originally
the
in the service of

mood or
the
Kolman.
Russia.
philosophy
some  passing

who was purveying
imperialism". reference 10
view urzins
it refused to accept
international control
energy, Commenting
back and tell your masters
more competent  servants
propaganda
rejoinder
among
opportunistic

balance their

Russell's

So vitriolic  was
sympathy  for Kolman
but even among politically
in delicate
and

and  deceit.
that it won some
certain  fellow-travellers
who always tried to keep

both totalitarianism

Americans
appreciation of

democracy.

RUSSELL apparently  recovered poise after his
return to England. Patricia
the Nobel Prize and received many other accolades of fame.

our relations continued to be friendlv. 1

his psychological
returned  to him: he was awarded

For a few years after.

induced him to accept the first Honorary Chairmanship  of the
Conaress ~ for Cultural Freedom. organised in 1950 in West
Berlin.  When Hugh Trevor-Roper wrote his flagrantly unfair
account of the Berlin Congress. picturing it as a meeting of
manic  anti-Communists who allegedly wanted to treat Com-
munists  in the same way as Communists  were treating. non-
Communists. Russell  accepted my version of what had
occurred and declined to resign.

the fall of 1953. By this time Patricia had finally left him,
After the divorce
woman who. 1
had married a

THE THIRDA"D LASTNnSfE I met Russell was in London in

to let him see Conrad.
married  his fourth wife.
(together  with his daughter.

and lived near Washington).  was the source of some
views about what -;"™as occurring in the United
States.  Russell had begun to take an increasingly
attitude  towards America and published articles implying that
“reaction”  was in the saddle. 1"Tote once or twice protesting
this and other reasons. and
Idid not even let him know 1
the Third Programme of

and refused
an American
who

Russell
suspect
clerzvrnan
of his bizarre
critical

against "his exaggerations. For
partly out of fear of presuming.

was in England. Much to my surprise.

the BBC got in touch with me and proposed a debate or
discussion  on "American Democracy and Freedom."  There
were some difficulties about timing. but we finally met. Russell
was quite general in his remarks about the danger of mass
democracy  to freedom. 1took the line of my pamphlet entitled
Heresv, Yes-s-Conspiracv, ,\'O. Tapes of the exchange exist.
After the BBC programme was over. Russell invited rnv wife-

and me to a late lunch at Hatcheus where we gradually warmed

until the level of “the old days" was reached and
as usual. doing most of
satisfied

the
his
for

to each other
we gossiped
the talking.
with  what
matter  no further.
trip to Stockholm.
once. of Patricia.
What .esas memorable
in his element.  Alreadv

away merrily. with Russell,
He did indicate that he was not altogether
he said during our exchange. but te pursued
We talked about local British politics,
and other matters. He made no mention.

about the occasion was to see Russell

at the BBC studio. people had bowed

and scraped when he appeared. Their tone of voice changed
when the v addressed  him. When the taxi rolled to a stop at
Hatchett;. the doorman ushered him out with a "Yes.
m'Lord". and "The usual. rnLord?" came in rapid fire from
the head waiter, the waiter. the wine waiter. and others who
clustered about wus. Russell was quite well known at Hatchetts.
The meal was too sumptuous for our appetites. ‘Russell insisted
on liqueurs and cigars-for Once forgoing his pipe. | could not

the present and the lean
Russell had received one

on the contrast between

Not long before.

help reflecting
years a decade ago.

AUgus~ 1984
of England's most coveted awards. the Order of Merit. He
entertained  us with an account of his Visit with the King. and he
mimicked the King's stuttering comment warnin?""--" in ;;
friendly fashion about the dangers of living an adver an"
unconventional life. 1t was on the tip of my tongue .-..U<;"dl

recalled. "to say to him: 'Your Majesty is quite right-as
Majesty's ~ brother learned some years ago'.

I twitted  him about respectability. unsougi"
as it had been. "How the world moves' | never expected thnr
end up dying in the odour of sanctity.” He laughed

“Don't fear, Hook. In a few days | shall love mv
respectability ~ once more,. . Hook. do youknow how aborn-
inably  cruel the English are on homosexualitv? I'm
planning to come out and blast them." And he went off on"
long disquisition  concerning  how oppressive they were. He
must have been aware of the character of these laws for man ..
years. and he himself had made some disparaging rernar k
about homosexuals in the past without deploring their lot ¢i
protesting  the cruel laws against them. lcouldn't help feeline
that he was looking for another cause to preserve his role as 3
perpetual now that he was no longer an outsider
Before a public statement on the
issue.
cation of the laws and took the headlines.
Britain  were getting A few years
Wolfenden Report was published  and.
obnoxious  laws were repealed.

After lunch we took a taxi
walked in the October sunshine as pointed our the
house Fnwhich he had spent his early childhood. His mood was
quite nostalgic,c, and he spoke about his grandmothcr and
especially  his brother fof whom on other occasions he was v."ct
to speak with bitterness) with some gentleness,
twilight. we walked to his flat where he prepared
complaining  about the undrinkable tea he had been sen cd in
{he United States. \'e were aware that there was someone cl-c
in the Aat who seemed to help set out with invisible hands the

vour
his new-found

you would
and replied:

laws

dissenter
Russell managed to make
a few English bishops came out for the repeal
Lost causes
| believe

in due course.

or rnodifi-
in Great
. the
the

scarce. later.

to Richmond  Park where we

Russell

Toward'.
tea for us.

materials.  When we arrived at his Aat. Russell had ~c'!rcd
something about his wife being indisposed. an/ .~'d it
was she who was hovering in the background \~\S .o

It was obvious that Russell had not anticipal't”,c;;;,aling lunch
or tea with us when he came to the broadcast. That had been
arranged through third parties carrying messages he tween us a:.;
i-fwe were principals in a championship hoxing event. I\(t~-r our
meeting, as | made polite inquiries about his writill,g
plans, some sentimental of our past meetings. or
perhaps the presence of my wife whom he seemed to like (and
who had never shared my awe of him and was given to pert and
uninhibited on his stories). must have thawed his
initial and rather He Soon lapsed into the old
pattern  of gossipy". less them the usual
irreverence and sting. Vie parted once more un the friendliest
of terms. but 1 was acutely of the emergence  of
sharp political ~differences  between us concerning  what was
happening  in the United States. On the few occasions during
the afternoon when 1 tried to tell him that someone was
misinforming him about the cultural climate. and that there
“intellectual in the United Stales
he turned ] said with the
that Iwas judging the whole country by what was
happening in relatively  enlightened places like Easternuni-
versities. He. however. itseemed to me. was judging the whole
of the United States either by some isolated incrdc ru
sensationalised by the press (like the demand of a senile old
lady in the mid-West that the tales of Robin Hood "who
robbed the rich to pay the poor" be removed from the lucol
library, on the ground that he was a Communist) or by some
scare of ~IcCarthyism. Although  Russell granted th"l
most he had met were liberal. he "as
convinced majority  were either activ e
supporters  of Senator McCarthy. whom he tended to equate
with Hitler and Stalin. or had been completely cowed by him. It
was clear to me that in the back of his mind Russell was d,'binng
the episodes at'CCNY and the Barnes Institute to th'~'ra;
account of the United States iis a whole.

In the Manchester Guardian (30 October. 1951) xussct!
asserted that the United States was just as much a ",olle-
state” as Germany under Hitler and Rusvia under Stalin. H.:
explicitly declared that in the United States "nobody “en lures
to pass a political remark without first looking behind the door
sure no one [isj listening. you
yoll

however.
recollection

comments
distant
infectious

reserve.
gaiety with

aware

repression”
aside what

less
he visited.

was much
than  when
observation

stories
of the Americans
that the overwhelming

to make If by some misfortune

were to quote with approval some rcmark by Jefferson
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would  probably lose  vour Job- and lind vour-clf oehind
burs.... " Russell wi1s even willing to stake money on his
fs “bout tho United States. He bet Malcolm  1>.luggcridge
f. .rnds that Joe McCarthy  would become President of the
Uruted ~ States, but when he paid it off aft:.,; \kCanhy died in
disgrace. ~ he didn't alter his views. if anything he became more
vitriolic.

Even after ~'kCarthy had been uttcr ly repudiated by
Congress. the law courts. and the pcoplc-e-hc hat! alway,; been
defied by the universities-Russell continued  to believe that
(he United States was in the Acree giip of a reign of terror
exercised through the FBI. Although he did not explicitly
always say that the 'United States was an outright  Fascist
country.  his descriptions  suggested it. In 1'156. short Iv before
the FBI arrested and jailed Kaspar. a racist rabble-rouser. for

encouraging violation of a Federal court order. Russell wrote
in the preface to the English edition of Corliss Larnonts

Freedom /5 as Freedom Does: "Anybody  who goes so far a, to
support  equal rights for coloured people. or to say a good word
for the U7V is liable to a VISit bv officer" of the FBI and
threatened with blacklisting  and consequent inability
living."  This brought J sharp criticism from Norman Thomas.

the socialist leader who had led the fight for civil liberties in the
US.  protesting that  Russell's exaggerations were  hardly
distinguishable frern outright fatsehoods [New Leader. 7
january  1957). Russell remained unmoved.

Within -~ a few years, with the development of nuclear
weapons, he returned once more to hiv old pacifist position.
although. to do him justice. he had never been In absolute
pacifist.  Fearful ~that the Kremlin  would never accept
able  proposals of multilateral dis-
, he publicly  proclaimed that if the
refused  to accept reasonable proposals.  the West should dis-
arm  unilaterally if this meant the universal  triumph  of
Communism and all irs evils." Considering  just how evil
Russell had believed Communism to be this was quite a turn-
“bout. It was at this point that | ventured publicly to criticise his
r98J1~\:"" and oui debate on this and allied issue-, continued  for
sorne ) (,jrid,., the ragelio[ the New Leader, at the time an orvan
of d~i;loc[;nic Socialisti under the editorship  of Sol Levit~~. |
a few letters with him before that. In his replies he
of his fantastic accounts of the American

A~ time wore on. he became more and
accusinz  the United  State} of
and gojn~g2s far as to \1iy that he

to earn a

reason-
inspection to ensure
arrument Communists

@ .en

exchanged

my criucisrn
“unsatisfactory.”
more” rabidlv  anti-American.
planning  del'iberar~  genocide.
was prepared to believe (he old Communist canard that the
United States had aged “"germ warfare" in Korea. ‘Towards
the end he accepted, as gospel truth, atrocity about the
US military compared  to which the stories of German atrocities
in  Belgium. that had once  caused him to blaze with
indignation. were very mild indeed.

found
scene

stones

v.hen | first became

T THIS POIST | return  to the period

AA. acquainted with Russell. i.e., when the Committee for
Cultural Freedom rushed (o hIS defence against the
of the Catholic and Protestant hierarchy. who  were
using as a cats-paw  MrS Kay, "Jewish  housewife in Queens. to
deprive  Rus",11 of his post at the CC.iY. ~Irs Kay. as a tax-
p“yer. applied to the courts for an injunction to prevent

Russell ~ from teaching, on the grounds that the morals of her
daughter (who was a student at Queens College) might be
impaired if Russell were permitted to teach symbolic logic to
the undergraduate students at CC:-<Y, twenty or more miles
distant. ~ Her evidence consisted of certain passages cited out of
Marriage and Morals f1929).

app'ointment was told to me
with HarTy .Allen O_erstreet

it without any distinguished

man who held the

efforts

context ~ from Russell's
The inside story of the Russell
by Morris R. Cohen who together
had retired from CC:--Y. leaving
philo™>ophical ng'ure. The remaining
rank of an associate  professor  feared
outsider  to a full professorship-one
lines or "SIOIS" had been dropped-would stand in
i of his own promotion  to th"t post. Whereupon. aware
or-me fact that Russell was crowding 68, and that retirement at
CCNY was m"ndatory at 70. the associate  professor ~ who was
Actlllg Chairman  extended an invitation to Russell to join the
Department with th" rank of full Professor. His colleagues.
who had nothing to lose and were aware of the distinction tha'

senior
that the appointment of
an able of the senior

~oria!

Bertr~nd Russell's  nome gave their truncated department.
endorsed the in"itation. By the time Russell would have
retir~d.  the as’>odate professor, who had published little or
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nothing  of value. hoped to have in the works; book he was
editing (consiz;~ing  of contributions by other  we lI-k nown
philosophers)  which would justify his own promotion. Cohen
told me that Je$pit~ his great admiration for Rtlsstll, he
himself. ~ when apprised  of the contemplated appoinrment. had
advised  against it on the -grounds  thar the students a: the
College  were hardly prepared rc profit from Russell's  high-
powered lectures, and that Ruv.ell himself would not fetl at
home among" them. 1 confess | was taken aback by Cohen's
judgment  and disagreed  with it. It seemed to me that whatever

the Vv certainlv
presence by itseif

the students got out of Russell's lectures-and

would have had to reach f~r them--Russell,s

would shakeup  the department and certainly enliven the local
philosophical scene.'

At the tin.c. Russell was teaching at the University of
California  at Los Angeles. As he subsequently told me. he was

more than content there. enjoying  himself in the company not
only of easy-going sun-worshipping students  but of Aldous
Huxley and his circle. who treated him with veneration as an
intellectual guru, and also of culturally  aspiring  Hollywood
starlets.  He was earning $6.fX.10a year; CCNY offered him
$7.000. When | asked him, after listening to his dithyrambic

account Ot his life at UCLA. why in the world he gave i:all up
for "a lousy SilXXJ". he replied that Patricia was extr avasant
und spent more money than he earned. None the !"ss~ he
admitted  that jus; as soon as he got wind of the oppositionto his
appointment at CC:-1Y. he tried to withdraw his resignation
from UCLA. But. according to his story, the administr~tion at

~ Preressor  Philip Wiener, to whom f have related Cohen's version
of why Ru~s~jJ wus invited 1i.HIJ who was then in the Department of
Philosophj-) denies it. Professor Lewis Feuer. who at thai time was in
[he Department, also gucvnons  the validity of Cohen's account to me.
Since  Cohen was not oresenr durin e (he deliberations of (he
Dcpurtmeut. ni~ view wa~'b3~ed on his r;ading;jf thc eveets.
L'CL~, had suddenly been akrt~c (o his radi,..~~1procli“itit:~in

to accommodate him
Russe!l had no
-never expect-
a disastrous

areas, and refused
of his colleagues.
the offer from CC~Y

culminate in such

politics and  other
despite  the intervention
alternative but to accept
ing, howe ver. that it would
denouement.

Despite  his persona!
Morris R, Cohen  fought
Chairman of the Committee
of us on Russell's behalf.
literate  and articulate organs of public opinion
side. The Sew York Times gave editorial
succeeded in arousinz educators and administrators
institutions  of higher- education to the dangers
freedom  and integrity posed by the effort to bar Russell from
teaching. | was able to induce the conservative Chancellor  of
New York University. Harry Woodburn  Chase. to come out in
strong  condemnation of the action against Russell. but after
SOme hesitation ~ he vetoed my recommendation that New York
University invite  Russell to join [he staff of the Graduate
School  of Philosophy. "It like a provocation to
Bishop  Manning and to the Church". he lamely
explained  to me.

The action a-gainst
York court by an illiterate
ceived his judgeship  as a political
the case makes hilarious reading.
unanimous that when the Corporation
City appealed  against of Judge
court of higher instance. the case against
would be thrown out. Everyone was surprised to discover that
the Corporation Counsel did not appeal against the verdict.
We  subsequently learned on the best of authoritv ~ thit the
Corporation Counsel had been ordered bv the ~,la'vor not to
lodge an appeal. The Mayor at the time “:a, none ~thcr than
“the  little  flower". Fiorella ~ La Guardiafv.ho as  "usion
cancidate had defeated = Tammany Hall in 1YJ7 and who wa,
running  for re-election in 19~1). Afraid that he mi~ht lose
the  Catholic vote if Russell ~was rein'tated. he betraved
a liberal tradition ~much more important to the lives and mi'nJs
of free men than any of his famous municipal

disapproval of Russett's

manf“jly  alongside  John
for Cultural ~ Freedom.

We had no difficult)

appointment,
De .+j. then
and the rest
in winning the
to Russell's
support, We
of other
to academic

would  seem
Catholic

in the lowest New

who had re-
hose opinion in
Informed  leaal iudzrnenr  was
Coun~d ‘'of New York
I-IcGeehan  to the
Bertrand Russell

was  sustained
Tammany  politician
reward and"

Russell

the decision

reforms.

R‘—'SSELL WAS MORE THAN A UTTLE puzztep by my zeal in

his behalC  especialiy  afler the quarrel with Albert C.
Barnes  developed. He was aware that rn"yphilo>ophical
allegiance  was publiciy pledged. so to speak. to John Dewey.

August  J.964

quite close. He 'i-,

and that Dewey and | were personally

learned  that in consequence of Barness  enmity low:.;rd nc ,
which  fL1lred up v.hen Barnes discovered it ( "us o~-tni"
helping and advising Russell. a ternporary rifl  had ~rif\l.
between  Dewey and me. Barnes had written me that til:: bv,h
between him and Russell involved belief in “"democrucv u-
woy of. life." Barnes trie d to convince Dtwvev It I hid
berruyed  both democracy  2s a way of life ant! De\~tty him)df ir-
my lectures on contemporary philosophy

ut the New Scltm'l)l
He -had sent one of his secretaries to tuk e norcs a- some ~ht:
sessions, an edited version of .vhich he sent Dewey. Alrhoucn
Dewey  professed to bearnused by Burnes's “~h~nJni:lJns-’
especially his misreading of the report of his philo-ophicali.
illiterate secretary, i myself felt that Dewev was m~ch to.)
indulgent  towards Barnes, The notion of Barnes
tagoriist of “the democratic ~ way of lite" was fantastic to ar:...one
whC' was aware of his brutal' and feudal arrogance ro\i-~t) -,
anyone with him. Dewey used to bail him out o
some of the wurst scrapes. he got into as a result of abusing and
insulting  people. by getting Barnes to make alncl;ds.’ -
With respect to Russell.  Deweyadmitted that Barnes hoc no
that he had a moral one because
contract  not to kct..rc
to tca OCV.cV wus tLl(

as a pre-

who disagreed

legal case but insisted Rus ..cl:
terms

Barnes

had  viotatec the of an. oral
i'H:ewhere.  What had omitted
Russell had speciricalty ~ exempted  tnc.accectince of invjt3tio:ls

from  professional philosophical associati;ns: and Barnes heG

agreed, Anyone who knew the two men could harrilv be i
doubt as to who was tcUing the truth. Alt~lovch Ru™eH ‘iz
capable of the wildest exaggeranons anduntruth"s;:, hen L.
about a people or a:nation for political purposes. he was m~:.:ti
too proud ever to lie where he himself was concerned. li
z~~ything. he was on the contrary much too uninh;bl~~j in
revealing  truths about himself. One could say o! him Wh<H he
himself once said of G. E. Moore: "The only lie Moore e\er

uttered  wasin reply to aquestion ionce out tohim .. \ioo( - do

you always tell the truth? To which he answered. 'No."
Russett's puzzle.nenr about my championship of his cauz

grew to a point that led him once to ask me outrizht whv f;.Jd

For onc-e roo sh™: fu t(;!l
the First \ljorld"War  h,lU n-e:"nt ie.
years. lIplayed ~p my r: ;1(
Bur the fun and intclicctuat cxc.:«.
Russell  undoi.btcolv were
gripp::d  -by an ‘inrclhe
of his rhi/O>;0phi":,|Il
of his-ur;'lin3tic
His conversation. CliT(
a monologue. was absolutel-, bnllIJTIL  r-n
covered ulmost all fields O; knowh .'uv.c. hh:rl
cJefighL luil of Jrre'ting in~ights. ~.(rik I;';;!
observations. He had a rroji2iil\u~1
of stories  and

embroiled
him  what

myself to the extent
h~s courage  during
me in my most impressionable
men! of Barnes's  bullying.

merit  of the association w.rh
~n~Jenl.:cs  just as  strong. I wa~
intellectual  curiosity  about th~ stages
development and the occasions  and
shifts  from one position
when  largely

discourse  (which
and low) was a,sheer
phrases  and unexpected
memory. an inexhaustible stuck
unfailingly relevant  to some point he was rnukmz . and :ni
ability to recite notonly  extensive pas~ai-!CS from ~{he -~r,.::.1
poets of the past but also the most obsceill'~ljmcrick~n hi~n he

[ had.

causes
to another.

arjt.:(LI~~(c~

attributed to Dante Gabriel  Rossetti and his circle but some of
\Vh:ch.l was con vinced, were original with him." HCil:tl!d t:-n
me things | never knew before about john Stuart Mill. hi,
godfather.  and about T. S. Eliot whom he had known in the
dark  days of Eliot's despair before his  conversion to
Christianity.

Russell  had often been befriended in the cast when in need

on the basi~ of some unhappy
hostility against being put under

But he had developed. probably
experiences. an Ill-concealed

obligation 10 anyone.  Sooner or later. he implied. u.0ose who
had helped  him. especially if they were women,  expected
something  of him in return. He found this quite annovinu  e\tn
if ali they wanted was praise or complime~ts. fur R~ss~1 hal

21ways been extremely  chary of lavishing praise on .:Im'one or
anything unless he felt it was de,erved. After a v.tllle. h"
seemed  convinced that my h;:lp, whateler it was \lonh. \;{-;,
re~dly disinterested. On several occa)ion~. one of the [e\l, time ..

he did repeat himself to me. he v.ould say.-after.<J hearr ...LJu;h

at one of his own quips or a witty bun mot | had pro\(;i-eJ h~,
dredging up some person or incident from his past fcifhim to
-comment  upon: “"Do you krow. Hook, what !like about you?
You don't expect anything of me:' Thi~ We') perfect\' true. T(h:
only thing' ever asked of him was to autogrBph' a portCO™
picture  of himseif taken by Sylvia Solow. thephotograoher. Ile
did this cheerfully. ob ..ious-ly ro\r relie .ed thar -he' wa..en,:~
being asked to inscrib.e it ""th. anything  more  [hanl  hn
signalllre.
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The fact that Russell realised that | had no expectations
made it easier for me to ask him questions about anything, to
challenge  positions he had taken in the past. or hi, judgments

o11 men and events. and even to criticise: sometimes sharply,
some things that he did or failed to do during the period that |

knew him. He never seemed to resent any of my questions.
which ~ were limited only by mv own inhibitions. He. on the
other hand, was completely  and embarrassingly uninhibited.
He volunteered confessions about  hi, sexual powers. and
5 That ™<s how he expluincd to me hi" rclationvhip  \..ith Harne ..si..i

if Barnes were an ovc h.t~gy gnL/l~ OCiH sho rt.:J13~ no
harm when he embraced people The rt:J! Barncv i De et~ va..sthe
man of aevthetic and rcmar kablc ..c.:n,ibilitt frorn -a horn-he hud
learned rnovt of ..mat he knew about European Jr{ ;JnJ painting

s | recall one of them v, hrch he recited wilh.~dc(":

~ranlu~

There ‘HiS U .—mui- gtrifroll Aha'pr.nh

Who tool: vack vto tlie mill (o felch grivt .es;rh.
Bill (he .mtter son, Lack,

Lard herjlul ou hr:r had.

And wiqra (ht! thyigy mur tht'y P;U(e/  -vnlt.
related  matters  about ‘;"hich 1 would
him than lwould of my own father. He seemed always on the
prowl when attractive and vivacious young women were
around and he assumed that my interest in extracurricular
matrimonial activity was as keen as hisown. On occasions | was
n:odered speech levs by his unsolicited advice on how to
."Jke" agirl and "hat to do after one made her. "Hook",  he
;Cie advised.  “if you e'er take a girl to an hotel and the
reception  clerk seems suspicious. ~ when he gives you the price
of the room have her complain loudly, ‘lts much too
expensive!' He's sure to assume she is your wife, At
another  time when | commented on his remarkable ~ memory.
he mildly demurred and observed that it was not what it used to
be. Seconds later. as if to illustrate  his point, he turned to me
and asked: .. Hook. what's been the most embarrassing
moment  of “"our life?" Without waiting for a reply from me. he
went on. "~line was the failure to remember  at breakfast the

no more have inquired of

name of an attractive woman to whom | had made ardent love
the night before. I really knew it. of course. but itcame to mind
too late!" Like George Bernard Shaw. Russell apparently — was

-+ eloquent vocaliser  in hi'slove-making  ecstasies.

I Fouso I could not
Russell  about basic philosophical
interested in  drawinz him  out.

develop a philosophical position in answer

raised, he was so fluent. subtle. and detailed
seemed little more than stuttering
been at a loss for words with anyone
affected me this way. not even
was a merciless  polemicist ~ and with whom | often crossed

swords, It was only when we talked philosophy  that | felt
longue-tied ~ with Russell. ~ Until we engaged in written debate, |
would not have been surprised if. in his heart of hearts. Russell
had regarded me as an amiable person with a tenth-rate  mind
consumed by an insatiable curiosity about his past which he was
perfectly ~ willing to supply. At any rate. it must have appeared

io him a fair exchange for the fuss-and-feathers made over him
and “specially  the parties he so much enjoyed, To be sure. he
was sometimes  put out to find his lere'Q-lete with some luscious
girl interrupted by a query about whether he still believed in the
theory of types. or what he thought of Henri Poincare  or

Coutu rat or Godel, or why he felt so strong an animus against

Lenin or G, B. Shaw. or whether there was any truth in the

rumour  that Cyril Joau. one of his minor philosophical critics,

was his natural  son-a flattering ~ rumour  which  Russell attri-
buted to Joad himself. But although  sometimes surprised,

Russell was never really annoyed or at a loss for an answer that

more often than' not provoked some merriment in himself and

others. George Santayana somewhere says that  Russell
laughed  like an hyena. but although | have never heard an

SE THISC do was to argue with
issues. | was more
Whenever he did
to some difficulty |
that my rejoinders

comments. | have never
else and no one else ever

Morris  Raphael  Cohen,  who

7 Incidentu  Ily. Rus .=II'- stories about Santayana left link doubt
lhat even in hi~ vounecr I.he.\ Sunruvuna hud been o suppressed  pri™)~
qutt~ ~n3 a 000 -He: g~\-"t:_S<dnt~~i.1ni.stullcr-uil. hti~c\l,.r,  for
convmetng him o1 the urucnabduy of e Phnunic theory 01 value buUl
he lucked apptccianon  of the grcut wisdom uf Santayanus
masterpiece. rilt:" LIJt! uf Reuson.

hyega laugh.|
understood

doubt it, for Russell's
what he was laughing

laugh was infectious  if one

about.'
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.. Because  Russell was perfectly
him that lwould in retrospect
although ~ they have no bearing

the magnificence

himself  with me,
have preferred
upon

I saw sides of
not to have seen,
the quality of his mind and
of his achievements. There is hardly a philo-
sophical doctrine of Russell's  which he himself had not
abandoned or which critics, armed with methodological tools
that he originally  forged, have not rendered questionable. Yet
his life-work  as a whole exemplifies  that perpetual — quest for
knowledge  and self-understanding that one associates ~ with the
great  philosophical tradition. Intellectually. there are many
Bertrand Russells-testifying to  his  venturesomeness.
originality ~ in outlook, and ingenuity in the execution  of detail.
He could restate stale and familiar positions on the perennial
problems  of philosophy in a way that made them seem fresh
and challenging, He was not a "hedgehog" who saw only one
great thing. but a “super-fox"  who could turn himself inside out
to glimpse different  visions in a pluralistic ~ world.
Russell was a great mind. and a great man
mind is enough to ensure greatness
not enough.  Hobbes was a great
Spinoza  was a great mind and
Russell  only by his writings.
classified  him with Spinoza

if greatness  of
in a human being. But it is
mind but no! a great man:

a great man. Had | known
| would have unbesitatingly
and other great minds who were
great human beings. Knowing him in other ways. there were
three things about him that prevented me from doing so.

The first was Russell's vanity. He once told me that when-
ever he met a man of outstanding intellectual reputation. his
first unuttered reaction was: “"Can ltake him. or can he take
me?" He was most fearful of John Maynard Keynes. but he got
over it. He greatly respected  Whitehead's intellectual powers
and was aware of canniness  or shrewdness behind  the foxy-
grandpa  benignity ~ of manner that made him a “"dear old soul"
to adoring  Americans. He felt that Whitehead's thought  had
been derailed by his cosmic and social piety. He was fond of
G, E. Moore. and admired the purity of his character. but
exclaimed — with some asperity after reading Moore'scritlcism of
his theory  of descriptions that he had always suspected  that
Moore had missed his calling: "He should have been a classics
scholar!"  Moore had used thousands  of words-almost fury
printed  pages-to correct the defects in Russell's analysis of
"Scott was the author of Waverley." His chief criticism was that
Russell was wrong in saying that if Scott was the author of
Waverley this meant that Scott must have written Waverley.
For Scott could have dictated if! This was not only minute
philosophy; it was trivial. Russell was irritated and frustrated
by Moore's  unconcealed dislike of him. but was not deeply hurt
by it .

He was caustic about John M'Taggart  primarily for political
reasons. and regarded C. D. Broad. despitt  his immense
abilities. with  distaste. He once referred to him as an
"intellectual bully" with “the malice of his kind". and agreed
with the appraisal by Susan Stebbing, made in a conversation
with me during the 1930s. that Broad was "absolutely  the first
second-rate mind in contemporary philosophy." There  was
hostility in the glance with which Russell sized up Gilbert Ryle
when 1 introduced them.  which he subsequently gleefully
indulged in when Ryle unfortunately announced  to the “arid
that he would not first book to be
reviewed in Mind personal  tone
towards the, ignoring  the
genuineness of some great philosophical problems,

While at Barnes's  Institute. Russell had begun writing his
History of Weslern Philosophy  which in some ways tells more
about Russell than many of the figures he discusses, ~When he
talked about the progress of the book (which was not seldom) 1
got the impression  that. somewhat like Hegel. he was rating his

permit  Ernest
because  of its offensive
ordinary’  language analysts ~ for

Gellner's

predecessors with respect to how close they had come to antici-
pating  Russellian  truths. He had an unalloyed adrniration  for
Albert  Einstein  asa physicist but did not take his philosophical
excursions seriously,  nor. at least in the period I knew him.
Einstein's ~ post-War  appeasement politics. He made no secret
of his intellectual ~ contempt ~ for all politicians.

Although  Russell suffered  unpopularity in some quarters  for,
his role as a political dissenter.  he enjoyed that role immensely,
There was more than a touch of exhibitionism in the riskless
sit-downs of his last years when he made well-publicised
gestures  to "Ban the Bomb" that were as futile as they were
ill-advised. [ once  wondered aloud to him whether  his
temperamental bias towards nonconformity and dissent was an
expression not so much of intellectual courage  as of the
aristocrat's disdain  of the commoner  and his desire to epater I".
bourgeois.  He replied with a disarming  frankness:  "Hook, 1

think you have got something  there, Lt

AUguS(~1984

Despite occasions when  he employed the
modesty, I never sensed the presence of any genuine inrcllcc-
tual  humility  in Russell. He knew he was first-rat~
assumed  you knew it too, That is why he was also free
tincture of intellectual arrogance. He never behave"
Morris  R. Cohen who would tell you how extraordinary he was
or how brilliant others (like Einstein) thought he was. and then
cover up his shocking  display of conceit by proclaiming:
"Blessed  are those who are not modest. for they shall not have

rhetoric  cf

10 devise measures  to call attention  to their modesty.

Russell's  vanity about other than intellectual matters ~ was
more quaint than offensive. When | once told him that 1
refused to accept Max Eastman's  challenge to a public debate
on the meaning of Marx, to be chaired by John Dewey. unless |
had a guarantee  that not more than half of the audience  would

be made up of women, he murmured with a sly grin: "You
surprise  me. Eastman doesn't seem so formidable, I'd take him
on at any time for any woman's favour." Russell was then close
to seventy. (My guess is that even in Russell's prime this would
have been a vair. boast were I\lax Eastman on the scene, except
perhaps,  with  some  blue-srockings.) One dav in a rare,
depressed mood, he suddenly turned to me and observed
without ~ any preliminaries. "Hook.  don't let anybody ever teil
you about the consolations of old age and the serenity that
comes from the release from desire.” I mentioned  something
about Tolstoy and Gandhi,  “"Hypocrites both!", he snorted.
This was the only negative judgment he ever made of Tolstoy,
Concerning Gandhi  he was always mordantly  critical. I never
could determine  whether  Russell's  hypertrophic sexual activitv
was more'S matter of aspiration  than of power, The memories
of his passions seemed to feed his desires. Cddly enough.
Russell's ~ final rift with Patricia.  his third wife, when he was
approaching eighty was (according to her letter to Freda Utle I

to make a pledge of mutual marital
she proposed, That was the last straw for Patricia
suffered  humiliation enough  because  of Russell>
roving eye and affections. To do him justice. Russell had tried
to live up to his own conception of ideal mar~i:-=-
"monogamy with  romantic  episodes.” But he had under'
estimated.the  strength  of the jealousy of women in 10v-<..A~d
when-the shoe was on the other foot. he admitted he had
underestimated the strength  of his own jealousy

a direct result of his refusal
fidelity ~which

who  had

HE secosp TrRau that |found hard to take
his  greed, I was shocked to find what
prepared  to do for a little money. and often do unneces-
for with aliule effort he could have raised the funds in
less objectionable ways, He always seemed strapped  for
and tended to blame it on Patricia's extravagance which
seemed hardly plausible to me. He left UCLA for CC:O<Y for «
measly sum he could easily have earned by giving a few extra
lectures.  The real source of his quarrel with Albert Barnes was
his wife's  detestation of Barnes, her stiff-arming  of him. and
her  foolish  (because uninformed) running-down both  of
Barnes's  private art collection and his judgment about modern
painting.  Barnes  first tried to bar her from Russell's lectures
on the ground that her knitting was distracting the class.
Russell naturally  tended to stand by his wife and got the cia"
to vote that Patricia's  knitting was unobjectionable. which
only intensified Barnes's  fury. He then wused as a means ior
for further  harassment Russell's  desire to earn a little more
money  through  commercial lectures.  Russell's  salary at the
Barnes Institute  was the same as at UCLA. Bares offered
Russell an extra S2,UJ. provided Russell  diu not leCl"e
elsewhere for  money. Russell  agreed, but made an ural
exception for academic appearances. Barnes  untruthfvilv
denied he had consented to the oral exception.

Although Russell ~ was perfectly  within
behaviour  could not be legally or morally
poor judgment. His position at the Institte ~ was a sinccuj\.".
created  especially ~ for him at John Dewey's personal  reque,;,
He could have easily eamed bv writing \\hal he did by~\
ing. When he became aware of Barnes's search for a pr
get rid of him, evident in Barnes's objection to hl~ lectLiiig
elsewhere.  he could have forsworn  commercial lecturing  \.dnic
at the Barnes Institute  without exacting a compen,:>awl~
emolument. But the lure of quick. ready cash was hora
resist. There were other occasions when this was apparent.

~t the height of the controversy  at CC~Y. Ichanced acr™ /'
an article  headlined of an issue of Gte!l ™"
magazine, entitled to Do li You Fail in Love ~—mi :r

in Russell was
Russell ~ was

sarily.
other.
money

his rights and hr,
faulted.  he sho- «sed

on the cover
"What



-Page 9

~i<lr.-ied \lan--by Ruvscll." with him
on the grounds
"WtitiflE] on these themes v. hen his case

~ .. and when

Bertrand I cxpo-tulatcd
that this wis not the place and lime for him 10 be
was still undecided in the
we were attempting to counteract the
n-inspired campaign  again\t him-as a sex-obsessed  and

prurient old man-by  stressing his international eminence asa
scientific ~ scholar and profound  philosopher.

"Why did you do it:". lasked.

"I did il for S5U", he replied.

"We_could  have given you the money
speaking ~ for the Committee.

Russell  bridled

ourselvesl.} retorted.
"if vou needed it that badly."
reddened. “I'm tired of hearing people
talk that way but who de nothing.  Meanwhile my obligations
continue  to be heavy. Whatever assets are tied up in
of the War." When off he promised
like that again. him I could easily
for him to review earn much more'

and

1 have
Enaland because he cooled
write  pieces
get serious books
than S50
The article
young  woman
(It advised  that
about the article
had
Patricia
him at finding
spoken  rather
by Bertrand
the author's

| assured
that  would

notto

itself  contained quite sensible advice on what a
should do if she fell in love with a married
she move awayl) But to me the real
was Russell's avowal. later,
signed
surprise

Russell

man.
shocker
that he
it--
to
had

a fewdavs
He had onlv
later 1 expressed
of whom
"with

not written the article at all.

it! Some time
by an author

advertised

had  written

a book.

disparagingly,
Russell.”  Russef had not altered
competence. "Why,  then,
inquired. ~ "for fifty dollars",
not agree that it was unfair
that Russell  approved
they read the book they
no praise”,  he countered. "But they will have
the book b)' then". I objected. "probably
your introduction." I cannot  recall
ro joinder. but my distinct impression
experience  ‘'.'ould enhance their
fuwle.

an introduction
his judgment  of
did you write the intro-
he replied.
to readers. who would
of the book its
will see that it contains
already  bought
on the strength
the words of his laughing
is that he felt that the

discretion in the

duction?"!

He would
naturally  assume
author.  "When

and

of

or caution

on which his attitude tov vards
with his principled moral positions.
and me that a relative
rather ~ had undergone

seme

re Were occasions

j ourof  keeping

once told :ny wife
Orthodox Jew. or
version,
Jew ish lather-in-law-c-although.
secular-minded as he was himself. we expressed  doubt
the moral  propriety action,  Russell  stoutly
her right to act as she did and made us feel as if we
rather simple-minded members the

money
H~
had become an
the ritual of con-
from her Orthodox

assured us, she was as

in order to inherit monev
Russell
When
about of such
defended
were
Society.
There
publisher,

visit and

of Rationalist

his friend and
would  occasionally
warmly  several times as
in the past. After he had
of making a book of his lectures on "The History of
Philosophy". Russell wrote to Xorton asking for a
and a substantia!  advance. Norton was willing to
publish  the book but was doubtful — whether it would sell (in the
light of Will phenomenal success, this was a bizarre
judgment), of5So0.  “for friendship's  sake."
Russell of inquiry to Simon & Schuster,
to as "vulgar publishers” of the
of their advertisements. mail
for S2,0c() as an advance before  the
was drawn up. He then returned the cheque of SSIM to
breaking off all personal relations with him on the
that he didn't want an advance “for friendship's  sake.”
related  the story with gusto as if he had scored a
Although™! knew  from  personal experience that
with publishers tenuous  sort of thing,
that had treated  Norton

that involved
Russell

was  another incident

W. W. Norton. whom
of whom he had spoken
someone who had befriended him
conceived
Western
contract

Durant's
but sent an advance
then sent off a letter
he had referred

of some

a cheque

because
The return
even

"hom

character
brought
contract
"orton.
grounds
Russell
triumph.
“friendship"
I could not help feeling

was a rather

Russell rather

The Nobel Presentation = Address was given by Anders Osterling

the occasion of the award.inqg of the Nobel Prize to Bertrand Russell in
July 1975 newsletter r and perhaps it 's tirre to take another look at it
by Kjell Strémberg. With thanks to FOU AQIESONOr reminding us about it as well

. Canterbury
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of Russell's to

shabbily.
(IALLY,
light.

A:-<OTIIER
F | reluctantly
religion  of truth overlaid
are some truths which, when
expressions of a desire
expression of cruelty.
It was Shaw's cruelty
indignation even more
Hitler, Stalin.
needlessly  deliver
some individuals,
.. Whatever

TRAIT gradually
that

of cruelty.

came
Russell's
There
told. are not
justice  but an
of this in others.
that  aroused Russell's  intense  moral
than his cynical apologias  for Mussolini,
But Russell  himself  would often
himself of the most devastating things
and enjoy it
happened  to W.e.
discovered molesting little  girls disappeared
England"”, he replied, going off into a gale of laughter.  The
man in question  had been of great help to Russell when Russell
had been threatened with jail. At another time. out of the blue:
.. Hook, did you ever read William Temple's article in Mind on
Plato's theory of ideas" No? Well. he traces it back, with all the
flourishes  of scholarship. to the Greek practice of pederasty.
~ow wasn't that a peculiar article for the future Archbishop  of
to write? " The implication  was plain. I looked
was right as usual.
1 enjoyed
1 fell
what

to the conclusion
a strong  streak
they are gratuitously
knowledge  or
was not unaware

came

for
Russell

and and

about

T": Jonce asked him. "He was

and from

Russell
that
when

up the article:
] must
expense
retrospect
macabre
hypocrisy
He seemed
really
biography
pages, not only his account
mung  woman who followed
the  reproduction
who after  making
mathematics had become
like jeering at a cripple.
What seemed  worse
his own
Usually

sallies at other
uncomfortable.
moved him. His short
exposure
relish

Russell's
somewhat

admit
even

people's
But
stories
in their cruelty
but they. are told with than  compassion.
convinced  that any man who passed as a good man
a, fraud. Sensitive readers of Russell's Auto-
will have by the cruelty of some of its
of the infatuated
but particularly by
German  savant
to the philosophy of
of that letter was

in
1 wondered are

monotonous of human and

rather

was
been  revolted
of his treatment
England
of a letter from a harmless

some  contributions

himto

insane.  Publication

to me was Russell's insensitiveness to

unwitting it was called

chary of ever

cruelty when to his attention,
praising a book or manuscript  on solici-
tation. Russell had made an exception and had written

Oxford University Press lauding Alfred Tarskis  outstanding
contributions to the foundations of logic and mathe'matics. The
publishers  used a few sentences  from Russell's letter as a jacket
blurb.  few people take blurbs seriously or literally, But as soon
as Russell saw the blurb and became that Tarski was
teaching at Harvard that year, he wrote to C. I. Lewis
(then Chairman  of the Department) and requested  that he call
a meeting of the entire department and read a declaration  from
Russell  to the effect that his remarks
butions  were not to be taken literally

way from A. N. Whitehead's  superior
was present and felt completely  humiliated.
incident from  Ernest Nagel,

to

aware
a letter

contri-

in any

Tarski
about the
to whom Tarski  had bitterly
complained. When I related  the incident to Russell and
described  Tarski's  hurt, Russell was altogether — unmoved. "My
withers  are completely unwrung", he said (or words to that
effect).  "The blurb was unjust to Whitehead.” It is quite true
that Russell had a special regard for Whitehead and felt that
ever since Whitehead had lost his son in the first World War,
he had kept him at arm's length despite genial references
in public.' Whatever the it did not justify
letter  publicly  downgrading Tarski-at that
Polish  refueee  smarting  from lack of adequate
simple  note to Whitehead would  have sufficed
matters. in the untikely event that Whitehead had seen the
blurb in the unlikelier  happen't'nce that he had tuken
umbraue  at it There was no need for RU~:-I:1l to make a tedcrul
case Utit. ~o~ did it suggest itself to C. I. Lewis th~Hhe wa.en\it
the :li}Lhtest obligation to carrv out Rus.cll:, request.

about  Turski's

or as derogating

achievements,
I iearned

to him
reason. Russe II's
a Jewish-
recogpnition. A

to clear up

time

and

under It

~~is testimony

Perrranent Secretary
1950.
(next page).

AUg-LISt984

in which
the
of not

and -nc
devpite

thought

to the profevsional
was held by American

and Barne-ges, that
with his request.

rc-pect
philovopherv.
no one ever

Russell all
\lcGeehans

cornptying

HERE
T that I record
the "Better
he advocated

IS 0-IE LAST bite of toothless ma,~ice on Ruvsclls
with sorrow.  Our published  “change
Red than Dead" line of post-War  appease-
had been sharp but not vindictive,  After he
the Viet Nam War Trial of the United States in which

was announced the

part
over

ment
organised
the verdict
of his position
contributed and

I wrote  a critical
he had
exchanges had
appeared. Russell made no rejoinder but in the
third volume of his Autobiography he refers to my article as
having  appeared in a periodical ~ that had been charged (falsely,
let it be said) with having once accepted a subvention  from the
Chinese Nationalist regime  years ago. Whatever the impu-
was for contributors to the New Leader. and
including  Russell
to most other contributors at
SSG for his pieces "hen
elsewhere). Years earlier he had
connection the New Leader
There is no doubt. unfortunately,
there
reply
is some evidence
under  hi, name,
appeared

before
in the New Leader,
in which our several

“trial”,
analvsis to which
ofte~'

previously

tation | see no
it extended to all contributors

in contradistinction

relevant
himself

one,
(who,
the time he wrote,
they were reprinted
retered to his

used to receive even
from
"pleasant with
extending over many years."
was an intent

to v criticisms,

in Russell's own mind
than make a reasoned
the end of his life there
things  that appeared
this  malicious footnote
and approval.

that
rather

to smear me
Although
that he did not
Ido not
his

towards
wr ite all the
that

believe without

knowledge

| could
.0

THERE
the

ARE  ~IA"Y
And  yet
and (except
the victory of Communist
Russell  the fighter freedom,
that he should be and will be remembered,
It is not the greatest tribute one can pay to a philosopher
say that he is never dull. for there have been great
sophers  who oiten are dull, like Aristotle and Kant. Nor
sufficient  sign of great philosophy to be clear and lucid.
Russell', erose has been compared bv T, S. Eliot to that of
David Hu'mes.  lwould rank it hi"her.- for it had more colour.
juice. and humour, But to be lucid. exciting and profound
the main body of one's work isacombination of virtues given to

OTHER  THI:-<GS say of Bertrand  Ru"dJ

they seern to RUy:I~1J the
for th~ last yea" of hi' life "hen he
Monh  viti. :"am . to

It is J" a philosopher

man, irrelevant
philosopher.
welcomed

for human
1o

philo-
is ita

HI

few philosophers. Bertrand  Ru ..~cll hu-, achieved irnmor taluy
by hi~ philo-ophical vritin~.."  EV crvthing  clve about  him ', ot
link con:>eljuence. except for it..pas...ng human .nrerc .=

" On the basis
volunte ercd information

of advice received from friends at Cambridge. |
to Russell thar. judging by -‘hat was Jc(~.lil~
said at the informal get-together with students and cotrcagues <t the
Whitchcuds. it was .\lrs Whitehe ad Who was the source of the coo'oev-
to Russell , nor whitehead  himself. Russell insisted. howe.scr. that he
knew better.

, In hi" Bertrand RaJ"/{ and the World (1~H1). Ronald Clark
records an incident involving the “editorial® activities of Russetls
personal  secretory, Ralph Schoenman  (p.llO):

. Russell intervened in the Cuban crisis which threatened to br,ng
America and Russia to the brink of nuclear war. A~ an American

blockade of the island appeared imminent a statement . us i)>'J~J
to the prcvs from Plas Penrhvn. As tvped it begun. ‘*-lankind
faced toniuht «tth a zrav e crisis. This was alteredin  Sctioenm.rn-,
“ttand to: -it seems likeh-' that within a week ou ™ Wl ;. 10e dead o
plea - American mad-~en.’ On Rusve!l s >uggesiion. s 'v.cc k \-\u\
ulter ed to 'a week or two'. but otherwise  the: eratcment .15 issued

a) Schoenrnan hud altered it."

of the Swedish AcadelT1ah
Weprinted thi.s Address in trie

It is followed by remarks
as providing the text.
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THE GREAT WORK on Western philosophy  which Bertrand  Russell

brought out in 1946,

characteristic

that s,
numerous reflections
of the pre-Socratic
right attitude
thetical sympathy,
in his theories,
should
abandoning
And place
either to forget the questions

philosophers,

is neither reverence

resem hie, as far

in another

selves that we have found

live without certainty,

perhaps the chief thing that philosophy,

With his superior intellect,

been at the center of public debate,

at the age of seventy-four,

giving us an idea of how he himself
might like us to regard his long and arduous
he says, "In studying a philosopher,
nor contempt,

as possible,
opinions which he has hitherto held."

in the same work he writes,
that philosophy
indubitable
and yet without

Russell
watchful

contains

life. In one place, speaking
the
but first a kind of hypo-

until it is possible to know what it feels like to believe
and only then a revival

of the critical attitude, which

the state of mind of a person

"l
asks, or to persuade

is not good
our-
answers to them. To teach how to
being paralyzed by hesitation, s
in our age, can still do."

has, throughout half' a century,

and always ready for battle,

as active as ever to this very day, having behind him a life of writing of

most imposing scope. His works
and mathematical
to Newton's

these achievements

knowledge
compared fundamental
primarily meant to recognize.
view, is that Russell

of laymen,

alive the interest in general philosophy.

His whole life's work
mon sense. As a philosopher
lish empiricism,
dogmas is a most independent
The great philosophical
gards, so to speak, the

perspective  of the English Channel.

tion.
from

evinced those characteristics
authors.

this area, which are fascinating

It may suffice to mention such books as the History of Western Philos- answer to the question of "whether
ophy (1946), Human Knowledge (1948), Sceptical Essays (1948), uted to improve morals." Rousseau answered
and the sketch "My Mental Development” (in  The Philosophy  of -which  may Dot have been a very serious one-in
Bertrand Russell, 1951); but to these should be added a great number of serious consequences.
equally important books on practically all the problems which the pres- This is true also of the Swedish Academy,
ent development of society involves. ward you for your philosophical

Russell's views and opinions have been influenced by ~aried factors of service to moral civilization and, in addition,
and cannot easily be summarized. His famous family typifies the Whig to the spirit of Nobel's intentions.

tradition in English politics.

man John Russell. Familiar from an early age with the ideas of Liberal-
'ism, he was soon -~onfronted by the problems of rising socialism and
since then he has, as an independent critic, weighed the advantages and

IN 1950 the Swedish Academy had two
Nobel Prizes' toaward, since the one ior
1949 had been held in reserve. Everyone
expected that one of the two would go to
Sir Winston Churchill. The former Prime
Minister of Great Britain had just pub-
lished the third volume of his masterly
epic on World War II, and he had seve~al
enthusiastic  supporters in the Academy
itself. Another very prominent candidate
was Par Lagerkvist, the Swedish poet,
dramatist, and novelist, who had been

logic are epoch-making

in special branches
What
has so extensively
and, in doing so, has been so eminently

His grandfather

in the sciences concerned with human

and have been

results in mechanics. Yet it is not
of science that the Nobel Prize is
is important,  from our point of

addressed his books to a public

successful in keeping

fulfill just those desires
is a stimulating defense of the reality of com- when he
he pursues the line from the classical

from Locke and Hurne.

Eng-
His attitude toward the idealistic

one and quite frequently one of OPposi-
systems evolved on the Continent
chilly,
With his keen and sound good sense.
his clear style, and his wit in the midst of seriousness,

he re-

windswept, and distinctive

he has in his work

which are found among only the elite of
Time does not permit even the briefest

survey of his works in

also from a purely literary point of view.

was the Victorian states-;

proposed
navian

that' year by all the Scandi-
literary societies. There was no
shortage of other distinguished candi-
dates, English, French, and American,
some of whom were later to carry off the
Prize.  Having agreed on  William
Faulkner for the 1949 Prize, the Swedish
Academy made a choice farther afield
.rnd awarded its J950 Prize to an outsider
who had bee" proposed that year ior the
first time, Bertrand Lord Russell, the
English philosopher.

disadvantages

ness and joy in living. After

cannot
the prescription.
--obscure
control.

wars-s-even

repudiated-we
rebellious

was awarded

of humanity
on the occasion

No. 43

journey

be used as a panacea,

Unfortunately,
forces which evade intellectual

Thus,

must nevertheless  admire

hero

In conclusion, Russell's
and intentions

instituted  his Prizes.

spokesmen

My lord - Exactly two hundred years

and free thought,

1928, the year in which Henri
received the Prize,

Bergson -
no philosopher had
been chosen. The elderly English peer
'was now nearly eighty. Unlike his
French  predecessor, he did not show
great artistic imagination in his style of
writing, but he was very well known and
popular as the witty and elegant de-
veloper and popularizer of the empirical,

humanist philosophy of the great English

thinkers  of the eighteenth  century,

of this form of society. He has consistently

his visit to the Soviet
strongly and resolutely opposed himself to Communism.
hand, during a subsequent
by the calm and peaceable
and recommended

in China,
frame of mind of China's
it as an example to a West ravaged by wild aggression.
Much in Russell's writings excites protest.

his rationalism does not solve all troublesome
even if the philosopher
there are-and

even if Russell's work has, from a purely practical
of view, met with but little success in an age which has seen two world
if it may look as if, in the main,

teller of the truth and the sort of dry, fiery strength
buoyancy  with which he presents.
dictated by opportunism
philosopher

his convictions,
but are often directly unpopular.

in a Shaw comedy,
tones he throws out his bold retorts and keen arguments.

philosophy may be said in the best sense to
that Alfred Nobel
There are quite striking
tween their outlooks on life. Both of them are at the same time skept 'V':;m,
and utopians, both take a gloomy view of the contemporary
both hold fast to a belief in the possibility of achieving
for human behavior.,
spirit  of Nobel's
sary of the Foundation,
our time's brilliant

it wishes to honor
of rationality
champion of free speech and free thought in the West.

the arts and sciences

The Academy of Dijon had no revolutionary
which has now chosen to re-
works just because they are undoubtedly

We honor you as a brilliant

August 1984

and earnestly

warned us of the dangers of the new bureaucracy. He has defended the
right of the individual against collectivism, and he views industrial
civilization as a growing threat to humanity's chances of simple happi-

in 1920 he
On the other
he was very much attracted

Union

cultivated  classes

Unlike many other phiioso-

phers, he regards this as one of the natural and urgent tasks 01 an author.
Of course,

problems and
willingly writes out

obviously always will be

analysis and refuse to submit to

point

his ideas have been bitterly
the unwavering valor of this
and gay
which are never

To read the

Russell often gives very much the same pleasure as to listen
to the outspoken

when in loud and cheerful

had
similarities

in mind
be-

world, ~
logical standards

The Swedish’ Academy believes that it acts in the
intention when, on the occasion

of the fiftieth anniver-
Bertrand  Russell
and humanity,

as one of
as a fearless

ago Jean Jacques Rousseau

the prize offered by the Academy of Dijon for his famous

have contrib-
"No,” and this answer
any case had most

aims.

most eminently answer
champion

and it is a pleasure for us to see you here
of the fiftieth anniversary
With these words | request you to receive from the hands of His Majesty
the King the Nobel Prize for Literature for 1950.

of the Nobel Foundation.

Locke, Berkeley, and Hume, He also had
an affinity with the no less influ~1
utilitarians  of the nineteenth er
Jeremy Bentham, John Stuart Mi.
Herbert Spencer.

We know that Herbert Spencer was
particularly appreciated by Alfred Nobel,
who would have been gratified to see him
receive the first Nobel Prize for Litera-
ture, for which he had in fact been a
candidate and a very prominent one. No
doubt the Swedish Academy, on verj
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goqd grounds. wonted to ma_rk _the. tiftielb  _a defender of humanity and the freedom prize  for Literature. If tht= Swedish :the foHowing nay he gave a public
anniversary of the Nobel institution' by of ideas." The Committee'’»> adviser w="lS a

paying  tardy and discreet homage to th- professor of philosophy ~at Stockholm i cypure of England in the ssme way,  poliics.  Be r-amimed  his unshak.lb-t:
world of ideas represented by Ri,;.5~~;1as University, and after a J~taiied snalvsis

Academy wonted to honor the inrellec- ture on the current trenda in

. ) e it could not hc.ve chosen a werthier rep-  faith in  human intelligence, the

well as by S;J;Dcer. _ ‘ of Russells vLt ;h ilosopbi cal, scientific, resentative  Than Bertrand  Russell. thing capable of making  thi~ world

According  to the brief published ac- historical, sociological, and  uolitical Anders Osterling. t~le re-rw~.n~nt which Vie live a better one. It should
count. of the: rcasoeis for ws  choice, the  works. he came 10 the chnclUsi-n  that  seretary  of the Swedish it cademv, did  remembered that  this  profession
Nobel Prize cf 1950 was awarded to  Russel! compared favorablv with the ot spare his clrai~c in awarding the Prize  optimistic faith was  composed
Bertrand  Russell "in boOffiB.g~ to his philo- other  "non-litcrary" writers-"".rI'lorr~inse!l, to the noble lord. spoken at the moment when a
sophical ~ werk, which s as rich as it b  Eucken, and B-~rf,.Son-who had pre. Lord RilS~H clid 0:>( make ". formal  struggle with tar-reaching repercussiorrs
important  and which makes him rank as  viously been !:I'Jnored with the Nobel acceptance  at tnt: awtn) ceremony but on  had just broken cut-e-the Korean war.

(3)

(10)

BRS BCO\\: AI/APJ)

Nomiriat.i.ons ',.;;mted for the 1985 BRS Beck ,~;.vard. This Award was proposed ty Gladys Le.ithauser some years
zgo:We\~ilCroTLow--this crccedure i (1) t~enlb€rsmely nominate cooks they feel have- sr.::eat merit; the books s;-,0uld
deal Wit son: aspect o(EH!s life, worx , tirres , or causes, (2) 'rle Book Award Committee will evaluate the
nominations , and re<;on''ll2lld book to tke members, (3) The In2mbersw:Lil vote their approval or disapproval of
the recor~:nendati.on, or perhaps indicate L"le.dr prGfcrance arrong seveza | E".or-fifidE:l Nl 1YJOY..s.

The In2li.bers of the Book Awa~d Conmittee are Gladys I",~ithau.ser, Hugh ~iCG'rhead, anc~P.JIrry Ruja..

PleaSO se:.d your nominations to the newsletter (address on Page 1, bottom) for fCrrlat:dillg to the Corrmi.t.tee,

BHS IXCL(IliL GH.ANI' (1985)

No\,;$1000. Tr.2 value of t'le BPS Dcx::toral Gra.'lt:has been doubled. In 1985 the recipj.ent will receive $1000. The
aiJ:~'o-fdoubling the arrount; .is ~L-8%)I'ft1".la+-erearar . . 1'.~L-P:"liestthe G'-arl-t. In anr~oUllclng the 19%% eortint ¢ W8
will rrent.i.on that the Grant is open to non-;J<2lTu:e-s as well as rremoers of the BPS, and that the rroney could

jy3y for typing a dissertation, traveling to the Russell Archives for research purposes, or for any purpose
whatever.

~lan\s p~Ql . was BR:s no" farrow::ESC talk at Crxistrra.s 1954 about, t118danger to mankind of c. nuc lear wax. It
became the basis of the Statem2nt (also knc-ai as the RusseU-Einsteill  HanJfest.o) ',tLieh BR had .invi.ced eminent
scientists from both sides of the Iron Curtain. to sign. They had done so. And t'ley c,120 attf'..!ld~cd2 press
conference on July 9, 1955 at wni.ch BRread th.3 Statement and answered the press's queations, Vmat followed,
2 years |,;;te~, was the first of the Puqwash Conferences, attended by scxent ists  from both sides of tile Iron
Curta in, Tio,elibra,"Y ha~ a tape of the pz-ess conference, 11213 (28).

The radio talk was also the basis of an article for Saturday Review (4/12/55), wHit a new bUe, "Na'l' s Duel
With the Hydrogen Bomb."['he text reprcduced here is f.rom "Hurmnitas Internatiork,l HUITh-1I - Rights ~ Commit-tee"
(Spring  1984), whi.cn  uses t'le Saturday Revi.ew version. "Man's Per'LL" is inc:uded in BR's Portraits From
leJ~~ and in The Basi.s:l'lri~~~  of Be:.~and Russell Here it is, with thanks co HERBVEE. anc IWEx_ DJLY:
Twmry-iiine yea:. ago, Bertrand Russellwamed of the grove danger« I'am writing not as a Briton, n07 as a European, not as a
Ihe world faced if il continued io ami iiself u,ith nuclear we'IpOltS. His member of a I(es~eTn dernccracy, but as a human being, a
visionary article on "Man's Duel With the Hydrogm Bomb" r:p;:mmi member of the species Man, Vi/hose continued —existence 1$in
in U:eAprilli, 1955 issue of The Saturday Reyiew. Wher. [rece"a~ doubt. The world is }uH of conflicts: Jews end Arabs; Indians
discovered thai maga.zjneln " rad: af discarded periodicals at fhe Menlo and Pakistanis; white men and I~egroes in Africa; and, over-
Park Librarv, 1read the article and discovered thai, despite the vast shadowing  all minor conflicts, the' titanic struggle between
changes thai have occurred ouer the past three decades, Russell's analysis Communism  arid and-Communism.
held up very toell indeed. It is interesting 0 noie that his recommendation Almost everybody who is politically conscious has strong
that lilt neutral nations ad as medi>liors btiviem the Sooici» ad the feelings about one or more of these issues. But Iwant you, it
Americans has 10ttg been Igt/omi. but has. in the past few yems, you can. to set aside such feelings for the moment and con-
stimulated new interest. Apnrt from ih« tlat're of Russell's spfdfic sider yourself only as a member of a biological species which
recommendations, hotoeoer, the ameli 1;most striking for lwo reasons: has had a remarkable history and whose disappearance  none
the eleg:mcewith which Russell presented the !tatl,Ye of In! problem he of us can desire.] sh,d! try to say no single word which should
pelTeiued in 1955, Qra the irony with :0;,;(h we 17iusmiiw his unheeded appeal to one group rather than to another. t~tl, equally. are
WI1mnittg ihre: decades hence, 11is i wanting. we f~el. tha: cannat be in perij, and, if the peril i; understood, there ishope that they
rcpe'l/ed oflen malign. may collectively avert it. We have to learn to think in a new
-Jim - Wah way. We have to learn to ask ourselves not w:'ar steps c2i1 b~

Editor, Humard.Bs newsletter taken to give military victory to whatever group we prefer,
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for there no longer ere such steps. The question we have to
ask ourselves is: What steps can be taken to prevent amilitary
contest of which the issue must be disastrous to all sides?

The general
authority,
with hydrogen bombs.

public, and even many men in positions of
have not realized what would be involved in awar
The general
terms of the obliteration of cities. It is understood

public still thinks in
that the

new bombs are more powerful than the old and that, while
one atomic bomb could obliterate Hiroshima, one hydrogen
bomb could obliterate the largest cities such as London, New
York. and Moscow. No doubt in a hydrogen-bomb  war great

cities would be obliterated.

disasters that would have to be faced: If everybody

danger zone.

No one knows how widely such
lethal radioactive particles might be
diffused, but the best authorities are
unanimous in saying that a war with
hydrogen bombs is quite likely to put
an end to the human race. It is feared
that if many hydrogen bombs are used
t~":remwill be universal death-sudden’
n;,Jy ror a fortunate minority, but for
;he majority a slow torture of disease
and disintegration.

I will give a few instances out of
many. Sir John Slessor, who can speak
with unrivaled authority from his expe-
'riences of air warfare, has said: "A
world war in this day and age would be
general suicide”; and has gone on to
state: "It never has and never will
make any sense trying to abolish any
particular weapoll of war. What we have
got to abolish is war" E. D. Adrian,
who is the leading English authority
on nerve physiology, recently empha-
sized the same point in his address as
president of the British Association.

He said: "We must face the possibility
that repeated atomic explosions will
lead to adegree of general radioactivity
which no one can tolerate or escape";
and he added: "Unless we are readv to
give up some of our old loyalties: we
may be forced into a fight which might
end the human race." Air Chief Mar-
shal Sir Philip Joubert says: "With the
advent of the hydrogen bomb, it would
appear that the human race has arrived
at a point where it must abandon war
as a continuation of policy or accept
the possibility of total destruction." |
could prolong  such quotations
indefinitely.

Many warnings have been uttered
by eminent men of science and by
authorities  in. military strategy. None
of them will say that the worst results
are certain. What they do say is that
these results are possible and no one
can be sure that they will not be
realized. | have not found that the
views of experts on this question de-
pend in any degree upon their politics
or prejudices. They depend only, so far
as my researches have revealed, upon
the extent of .!-he particular expert's

But this is one of the minor
in Lon-

knowledge. |have found th~t the men
who know most are most gloomy.

Here, then, is the problem which |
present to you, stark and dreadful and
inescapable:  Shall we put an end to the
human race; or shall mankind renounce
war? People will not face this alterna-
tive because it is so difficult to abolish
war. The abolition of war will demand
distasteful limitations of national sov-
ereignty. But what perhaps impedes
understanding  of the situation more
than anything else is that the term
"mankind" feels vague and abstract,
People scarcely realize in imagination
that the danger is to themselves and
their children and their grandchildren,
and not only toa simply apprehended
humanity. And so they hope that per-
haps war may be aliowed to continue
provided modern weapons are prohi-,
bited. |1 am afraid this hope is illusory.:
Whatever agreements not to use hyd-:
rogen bombs had been reached in time:
of peace, they would no longer be con-
sidered binding in time of war, and
both sides would set to work to manu-
facture hydrogen bombs as soon as;
war broke out, for if one side rnanufac-,
tured the bombs and the other did not,:
the side that manufactured them would
inevitably be victorious,

On bo'th sides of the Iron Curtain'

there are political obstacles to ernpha-
sis on the destructive character of
[future war. If ejther side were to
announce that it would on no account
resort to war, it would be diplomati-
cally at the mercy of the other side.
Each side, for the sake of self-preserva-

tion, must continue to say that there
are provocations that it will not endure.
Each side may long for an accommoda-_
tion, but neither side dare express this
longing convincingly. The position is
analogous to that of duelists in former
times. No doubt it frequently hap-
pened that each of the duelists feared
death and desired an accommodation,

but neither could say so, since, if he
did, he would be thought a coward.
The only hope in such cases was inter-
vention by friends of both parties sug-
gesting an accommodation to which
both could agree at the same moment.
This is an exact analogy to the present

'position of the protagonists
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don, New York, and Moscow were exterminated,
in the course of a few centuries.

might,
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the world
recover from the

blow. But we now know, especially since the Bikini test, that

hydrogen

bombs can gradually spread destruction

over a

much wider area than had been supposed. It is stated on very
good authority that abomb can now be manufactured which

will be 25,000 times as powerful
Hiroshima. Such a bomb, if exploded

as that which destroyed

near the ground or

under, water, sends radioactive particles into the upper air.
They sink gradually and reach the surface of the earth in the
form of adeadly dust or rain. It was this dust which infected
the Japanese fishermen and their catch of fish although they

were outside what American experts

on either
side of the Iron Curtain. If an agree-
ment making war improbable is to be

reached, it will have to be by the
friendlv offices of neutrals, who can
speak ~f the disastrousness of war

without being accused of advocating a
policy of "appeasement."” The neutrals
have every right, even from the nar-
rowest consideration of self-interest,
to do whatever lies in their power to
prevent the outbreak of a world war,
for, if such a war does break out, it is
highly probable that ail the inhabitants
of neutral countries, along with the
rest of mankind, will perish. If | WE'rein
control of a neutral government, |
should certainly consider it my para-
mount duty to see to it that my cO,un-
try would continue to have inhabit-
ants, and the only way by which Icould
make this probable would be to pro-
mote some kind of accommodation
between the powers on opposite Sides
of the Iron Curtain.

I, personally, am of course not neu-
tral in my feeling and Ishould not wish
to see the danger of war averted by an
abject submission of the West, But, as
a human being, | have to remember
that, if the issues between East and
West are to be decided in any manner
that can give any possible satisfaction
to anybody, whether Communist or
anti-Communist, ~ whether ~ Asian or
European or American, whether white
or black, then these issues must not be
decided by war. Ishould wish this to be
understood on both sides of the iron
Curtain. It is emphatically not enough
to have it understood on one side only.
Ithink the neutrals, since they are not
caught in our tragic dilemma, can, if
they will, bring about this realization
on both sides. Ishould like to see one or
more neutral powers appoint a com-
mission of experts, who should all be
neutrals, to draw up a report on the
destructive effects to be expected in a
war with hydrogen bombs, not only
among the belligerents but also among
neutrals. | should wish this report
presented to the governments of all
the Great Powers with an invitation to
express their agreement or disagree-
ment with its findings. | think it possi-

believed to be the

ble that in this way all the Great Pow-
ers could be led to agree that a world
war can no longer serve the purposes
of any of them since it is 'lik~ly to
exterminate friend and foe equally and
neutrals likewise.

As geological time is reckoned, Man
has so far existed only for averv short
period-1,000,000 years at th~ most.
What he has achieved, especially dur-
ing the last 6,000 years, is something
utterly new in the history of the Cos-
mos, so far at least as we are acquainted
with it. For countless ages the sun.ccse
and set, the moon waxed and -' <.
the stars shone in the night, bu. .as
only with the coming of Man that
these things were understood. In the
great world of astronomy and in the
little word of the atom, Man has un-
veiled secrets which might have been
thought  undiscoverable. In art and
literature and religion some men have
shown a sublimity of feeling which
makes the species worth oreservinz

Is all this' to end in t~ivial hor;~r
because so few are able to think of Man
rather than of this or that group of
men? Is our race so destitute of wis-
dom, so incapable of impartial love, so
blind even to the simplest dictates of
self-preservation  that the last proof of
its silly cleverness is to be the extermi-
nation of all life on our plant? For it will
be not only men who will perish. but

, also the animals and plants, whom no
one can accuse of Communism or
anti-Communism.

i lcannot believe that this is to be the
end. 1 would have men forget their
quarrels for a moment and reflect that,
if they will allow themselves to sur-
vive, there is every reason to expect
the triumphs of the future to exceed
immeasurably the triumphs of the past.
There lies before us, if we choose, con-
tinual progress in happiness, knowl-
edge, and wisdom. Shan we, in~,
choose death, because we cannot
our quarrels? | appeal as a ho-.«dll
being to human beings: remember your
humanity, and forget the rest. If you
can do so, the way lies open to a new
Paradise; if you cannot, nothing lies
before you but universal death.
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A brief description, and ~ctivities 1984-65.
Puawash has identified major problems arising from 5 ientific
and" te~hnological innovation and has directed attention 0 them
The pugwash Conferences resulted f_rom the Dert_rand Russ~Jl - at an early stage. There 1s good reason to ~el~eve™;hat Nn~s~me
Albert Einstein Hanifesto of 1955 calling wupon scientlsts ~f all cases conclusiOns drawn from meetlngs have nad a dl~~ct, n_luence
political persuasions to gather in confere~ce and dCVlse ways to on the decision-making precess by national gove-nmen,s Involved
avoid the danger of nuclear war. These C-nle~ences - fr-m the in actual or potential conflicts, particularly with relation
first Conference in pugwash*), Nova Scotla, In 1957 untll t~d~y,- N
- B arms control and disarmament.
have attracted the most respected representatives of the"sclentl- _ . ~ ~
fie co--unities, notably from the East and the West, and have A case 1n point 1s the problem Of_mtermedlate—range nuc-ear
created an important bridge between scientists of ,opposing poli- “forces (INF) iCI Europe a?d'theur relation to -eDeral, stcat~?":
tical viewpoints which has been maintained for over 25 years. nuclear forces. Following”™ the NATO declsl-n or Dece-Der, 19,3
introduce Pershing [llIs and ground-launchea cruise m_ss~.es by
Since 1957 more than 100 Pugwash Conferences, Symposia,and "end of 1983, unless agreement on the problem of INFs, was achieved
workshOps. with the participation of over 2 000 natural SClen- before then pugwash initiated in January 1980 a serles of Work-
tists, scholars and various experts from allover the world, have shops to di~CUSS this probl~~ and the relat~on to gen:ra~ :tra-e-
been held in closed meetings in an atmosphere of free and Informal "gic forces. By December 1983, nine such Worxshops wert":~_ICl i.n
d"scussion without publicity and offlcial responsiblllties. The Geneva. These meetings are known to have exer-ced, an Lnf:~2n~e, ?
m~jor findings have been transmitted to high le~els,of governm-nts, official negotiations, for example .the prornulgatlon br.e.: ;'S;"“
the united Nations, and leaders of the world SClentlflc comm~nlty, 0" a no first-use policy. a temporary morat.saurnon t,led .pioy
as well as to the public. m~nt of INFs capable of reaching Western I::t:ropean  cOltntri-~s,
Puawash meetinas have also made an important contribution an offer to remove nuclear battlefield weapons from a def-ned
toward; establishi;g co-operative links be:ween scientists fro~ zone.
the industrial North anc the underdevelopee South, almed at re-, Other examoles of recent Pugwash efforts include the chemical
moving the threats to peace which are a consequence of the grow~ng ~eapons field ~here p-~rticular attention has b~en given to pro-
gao between the affluent and ~he n~edy portions of the world, and blems of verification of destruction of stockplle~ a~? on -~on-
th~ arms trade and militarism which affect many of these cCQuntrles. oroduction of weaoons, and to the investigation at allegat~ons
iscussions in pugwash meetings have of-en,had - direct an- ~se. Arrlonast the ~easures for crisfs prevention ~nd m~nagement
- - - A d proposed by pugwcsh is space surveillance ~atel~ltes to~ peace-
ome times a cruciQl influence in the negotlatlon o~ ~rms cont~ol K - d th N f the Unlt Natlo
~"reements, such as the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1903; the €eping  purposes  under € aegis 0 e tnitec ations.
clear Non-proliferation Treaty of 1968; the Conventlon on the Although the main thrust of pugwash®s efforts is aimed~t
rrohibition of the Development, Production and Stockplling of avoiding nuclear war by influ~ncin~ ~av~urab~Y"t.he ,for~~latlo~ O:
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin weapons,and on" thelr De- nuclear and other military and polltlical pol~cles 1ln tne -~P?e.
struction of 1972; and the Anti-Ball~s\IC Misslle (i\Mo) Agreement echelons of governments and alliances, for exam?le -~on n~clear
of 1972., Pugwash exchanges have also helped to lay the groundwork weapon-free zones in the Nordie- Central E~ro?e ana BalKa~ re-
for the:Strate~ic Ar~s Limitation TalKs {SALT}, the Conference on gions, it also recognizes the need to reacn other.pop:lat~on.
Security and cOoperat.io!l in Europe (CSCE), and the Mutual Balanced grouQs in seeking support for its goals. An exa~~~e or thlS,I~S
: B the ;982 Puawash Declaration signed by 111 Nobe"™ ~aureates n
Force Reduction ~BFR)_ talks. o R R the natural;scicnces, which Out?ines yspeclfic steFs anc ?alls
. Because of the prlvate,_ Uh_OffIE}‘Ia_l and informal manne~  In upon all members of the world"s scien~ific community. all govern-
which they are conducted, it is difficult to measure preclsely to ments and all peoples to help remove the threat of"nuclear ,,)~T.
what. extent the ?ugwash Confere_nces, Symposia and WorKshops huve Th-s declarati~n, issued in Warsaw on the 25th annlvcrsary or
been 09ntr|b~t|ng to_~he solution of the vast and complex prob~ems th; founding of pugwash, was oue of the first 7-bli~ stat-m-n—-
on then_’ _acenda. It is cle~r, however, th_at. pug~ash has succc~ocd by a large group of influen~ial scie~tiS~s call-n~ ::i~ a s-c~:i-
in Frovici-S an effec-ive channel —of cOffimun-catl?n be;-ce~,sc)e~: still freeze" on nuclear arsenals ana a stop to t'e: c_~e:oprlLle.;,-"
tists of widely ~i-ferent “Zolitical and sO-lal Vlews -~or ,a-SCUSS™NG  ,f .o, weaDons technologies. pugwash has long stood for no .use
highly COntro-O-sial  -attErs, often of a ~llitary -~r p-I-tlc-I of nuclear-weaoons in co~flicts under any circumstances, ~nQ
nat-re, by fln~Ing a cc~~on a-proach bas~o upon SClentlfIC  oo)ec- large cuts in ~xisting nuclear arsenals lead~ng to com?renens-ve
tivl-y ~—C -vi-a- respect. nuclear disa~mament.
Pugwash will continue its uniqu~ role in wor~ing towards.com-
prehensivc_.cisarm.J.ment and ultimately general and complete cis-
R va scoha was the venue of the 1st con-
_) p~gwaS~g ~~s~~~~vlllage ~ -~t -(1884-1979) canadiaJ benefactor. armamo nt,
fere:nce  ~Yy mwvii :z: . of CyrJ.s ca on N
(12) jgglrsfgif_ fo Harold Willens.,. the manwho put the nuclear freeze rroverrent on the map. He was Chairman of the
alitornia

Nuclear Freeze,
rroverrent had to be taken seriously.
calling for a "nuclear rroratorium" before the word "freeze"
According to Willens, the rrost influential people
bring about change is to convince business executives
interview, he"said this:

Years ago the Ford Motor Companybuilt
into it, and then they realized
stubborn or too fearful to adrnit a mistake,
we have to do as a country.

a car called
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which proved that people really wanted a freeze
(The Quakers were there first,

that a particular
founded Business Executives Against the Vietnam War. Discussing his new book Ihe Trimtab Eactor, in

they had misread the market and it was a mistake.

there would be no Ford Motor Companyalive
Wehave to say,~Nobody,can wiri the nuclear
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and that therefore the freeze

of course. They usually are. They,had been

took over, but not too many people heard them.)

in p.rrerica are business e.xecutives, and therefore the way to
change is desirable. Years ago he had

a radio'

the Edsel. They put hundreds of millions of .dollars

If they had been too
tcxJ.ay. That.'s what,

arms race. We've been carrying

it on for alrrost 40 years, and it's clear that one side catches up with the other and both sides come
closer to the edge of doom. Andso, it's an Edsel. Let's scrap it. Let's find another way."

Willens offers another way, in 5 steps, the first 4 of which (he says) "arrount to an incremlfantal weaoons

freeze." Werecomrend his book. The interview excerpt, above, comes from "In The Public Interest”(March 1984/

Vol.12, No.3), newsletter

of "The Daily Nationwide Radio Voice of the Fund for Peace".
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(13) The DayAfter Norld Mar 111" by Edward Zuckerman (NYViking) was reviewed in Newsweek (7/9/84,

p. 72) by
Walter Clemons. This is his review:
In case of .nuclear attack, the U.S. Postal Service is prepared to trace the displaced (and dead) by r=:
issuing postage-free e~rgency change-of-address cards. Your local post office already has them. In its

surreal absurdity, this detail stands out amongmanywell-meaning bureaucratic lunacies Edward Zuckerman
has gleaned from the files of the Federal Emergency ManagementAgency (FEMA)which coordinates planning
for a postattack society.

Meticulously  researched, sardonically wri.t.ten, "The Day After World War IlI" is more frightening than
doomsday tracts like Jonathan Schell's "The Fate of the Earth” and Helen caldicott’ s "Nuclear Hadness,
which portray nuclear war as a global cataclysm. While the civil-defense  professionals and military
planners in Zuckerman's book mostly pay lip service to the idea that nuclear war is undesirable,they are
contemptuous of those who find it unthinkable. Nuclear war "would be a mess,” Gen Louis Giuffrida of FEMA
said in 1981. "But it wouldn't be unmanageable to the extent that we had a plan.”

The plans are more comprehensive than we realize. They range from an order freezing wages, prices and
rents __ ready for signing as the President circles above the fallout in his specially modified 747 -- to
a revised tax system under which, if employers are unable to issue W-2forms, the IRS may "forgive'
income tax and substitute a 30%sales tax. The have-a-nice-day cheeriness of the documents sometimes
lapses into unavo.ideble gloom when such subjects as the smell of corpses in fallout shelters are
addressed, but optimism prevails. Life underground can be brightened by group singing and board
games, a shelter-manage~t gui.de advises, and "Arts-and-crafts products can be shownand admired.”

Zuckerman traces the change from the post-Hiroshima belief that "this thing is so terrible ... that there
may not be any more Viars," as Gen. "Hap" Arnold said in 1945, to an i.llcreasing confidence in the
feasibility of limited nuclear war. By studying the "lvy League" exercise conducted by the Reagan
administration in 1982 and by interviewing Strategic Air Cornrnandfficers, Z\J.ckermaris able to provide a
detailed scenario  for a nuclear war that might begin with the release of "a relatively srral |  tactical

nuclear weapon" by the United States, perhaps only as a warning. Defense Secretaries Harold Brown and
caspar Weinberger have both admitted doubts as to whether a limited nuclear exchange could remain
limited,and the Soviets have declared it impossible. "But policy debates are beside the point,”” Zuckerman

observes, "The operational plans for limited nuclear war fighting have been made, and in place, for
years."
Illogic: Zuckerman tells us in a reasonable tone where we seem to be heading. He does not suggest that~

nuclear-freeze  marches will change anything. But the absence of exhortation in "The Day After World Wa:::.
111" has an eloquence of its own. Instead of the blinding flash of apocalyptic extinction, he invites us
to consider nuclear war.as its most optimistic planners envision it. With the possible exceptions  of
reward Teller and Phyllis Schlafly ("The atomic borrois a marvelous gift that was given to our country by
a wise God"), the book contains no hissable villains. Zuckerman patiently untangles the illogic of
bureaucrats and strategists acting in good faith. "I'lhat if FEIJA were right about everything?" he asks.
If only 45 million Americans were killed outright (FEMA'most hopeful estimate), only 20 million more
suffered sublethal radiation sickness, only a few million of those who survived their shelter stays died
of cancer later on, "and the world did not end? Andthings were nearly normal in Argentina and New
Zealand? Wouldnuclear war be acceptable then?" As Zuckermanoutlines the busy planning for such a war,
one is aroused to rage.

CREATIONISM

(14) Creationism loses a round, thanks to the fine work of People for the American Way,

as reported in the NewYork
Times (4/15/84):

. . . PR -me repeal came on a voice vote of
EXAS DROPS CURB "textbooks in Teias. TeXas spends about J-'lltis is role by intimidation  and the 27-mepmber board with only one au-
- . : threat,” she said, referring 10 Mr. Hud- dible dissent. The panel then unani-
-E §tsastem”tHgnfo?Jr{]e:ﬁrargoer;ttexmﬁwarnlggtklm‘:{n %ﬂg son's group. She added that textbooks mously approved a new provision stat-
1 country. had not changed ~much under the rule ing, without mentioning evolution. that
| SClENC E BOOKS . and still presented ~evolutionary  theory. “throries ~ should be clearly  distin-
. ' wh%tmétftg(e) ethewraes ea?lswgﬁeldmelq;ve over "They still show hunched-over ~ men guished from fact and presented in an

Lawsalt V\?Itlj Threatened e moving up to man from monkeys and objective educational manner."”

fishes coming out of the water,” she The rule did not forbid the teachi~

"This Is going to free publishers to said. . If you want to believe you came

" p " h . b of evolutionary  theory or require any,
o H H . rom a monkey, that's ine, ut 1 i ioni i
Limit on TeaChmg EYolution \|  write about science. accurately,  un- o Y mention ot creationism ~in texts. —But
hampered by religious dogma  said don't. . books rentloning  evolution  were re-
. . All textbooks in Texas must be ap-
Lifted After Threat of SUit

quired to print a disclaimer identifying
evolution “as only one of severa! expla-
nations of the origins of mankind" and
must “avoid limiting young people in

1>{ichaeJHudson, the Texas coordinator
for People for the American Way, ana-

i proved by the state board in a proce-
1

! tional  anticensorship group that had

|

dure similar to that in 17 other states,

most of them in the South and South-

By ROBERT REINHOLD petitioned for today's change and west.

! their search  for meanings ot their
~t0TbC:Ne"t Yor\:Times threatened to sue if it was not made. The move today. taken reluctantly, human existence. n
EL PASO, April !l _ The Texas "It undoes 10years or creationist in- ~ Came a month after the state’s Attor- The rule also compelled text "riters \
Board of Education today repealed a nuance on textbook content and it will ?eeé,ui(irenréi{al’ ilnmev'::llittti?)); iﬁdz:\e:cnsfje to "enhsure thfél the rererent_:f._edis clearly
decade-old role that reqoired textbooks spill over into every state”  Mr.Qud. tutional _intrusion _ of religion into state to Iant I:gryrual?ng ”Olta;? an;ﬁ:m'? Al;g:lney
used in the state's public schools to de- son said. ) ) matters. He indicated then that he General Mattox said. "The mterence 18
scribe evolution as "ol one of several It won't make a bit of difference would not defend the board against an inescapable,  lrom the narrowness 01
explanations" of the origin of h'man ~Ul)tert."<I Norma Gabler .of Longvie~, expected lawsuu challenging the rule, the requirement. thar :a concermn for
lleulgs and to present it as ..theory Tex',Sae and her husband, Mel, repre- . and members of the board said today religious  sensibilities rather than a
ratherthan  fact.” senung  the fundamentalist religious they had no choice but to repeal it. dedication to scienuuc truth was the
Critics had charged that textbook View of creation, have long exerted a Moreover, the board has been under \ real rnotivauon lor the rules. ..
publishers  had to water down their powerful influence' on the approval of heavy pressure from many Texas polit-
treatment  of evolution In books sold all \ textbooks 10 Texas and were the au- ical and business |.eader-s. uneasy over

over the counlrv ii.tnuv wanted ~osell thorsol.th~origina! f~91lution rule. . ~  criticism ol Texas scnools..
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(15) Cr~'2tionism mayor nuy not lose Llus one. The Arrerican Arbitration  Ass'n arbitrator
ruLing, at trie tirne this story appeared in the NewYork Times (2/21/84, p.Al4):
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had not yet wade his

\Drama onSco~es Trial Is Barrea From Clas.s

SiJ"CUodo Tho " e y",-t nm..
ST. LOUIS, Feb. 20- To 5001", i
seems like the Scopes monkey trial all
lover again. James Dickeson, "
teacher 'in a nearby suburb, has been
trying lor a year and a half to show his
students a fictionalJred mavi." account
of the 1925 c<<se Inwhich anotnerteach-
er, John T. Sco~, was arrested whi
he agreed to challenge  an o1:1 Tennes-
are 'aw protubtung the teaching of Dar-
of evPIutlon

lnMS trgo% ﬁ? an eal

science

Fﬂa{heeh/fetlwlle Sch’o%ﬁl Drsrtru:r9 o§ﬂl #

here. In November 1982 he announced
plans to ~~ow the 1960 movie ': Inherit
the Wind t~ 300 s~ldents in his class.
The school district s assistant superin-
tendent a .the time, R teI—

mann, school”’ |C|as wou net
allow’ the mowe to be shown because it

| was historically Inaccurate, poked I\m
at religious beliefs and was not appro-
priate lor an earth sciences class.

Tracy and Marcb In Film
Mr. Hoefelmann, who now works for
an investment company, said he knew
the deciston would cause controversy.
"Everyone knew it was going to be
volatile," he said. "We all put a lot of
thought into it."

L T

.-rowwho was the attorney tor Scopes,a'

teeacher In Dayton, Tenn.; and Fredric
Mareh as a character based on William
Jennjnlgs Bryan, who was in effect a
special prosecutor for the state of Ten-

00
( %)tckerson said the film would
supplement class material on creation-

ism and evolution. But he said the
school's principal, Ronald Paul, said
00 to his request in November &2.

Jndgkm Not Binding

In January 1m Mr. Dickerson iij>-
oealed to Thomas L. Blades, the Mel-
VME Superintendent, who upheld the
principal's decision. Efforts at compro-
mise were unsuccessful, and Mr. Dick-
ersoo then took tile matter to the Mel-
ville  Community Teachers Associs-
tion The association arbri the school ad-
mmtstrarlon were unable to azreg en
an arbitrator, . and the American’ /-\~N?j»|
trauon Assdciatica assigned ene.
arbitrator heard the case early this I

.month and 1s to rule in the oo:<1 S!VICI-al

months.
But

1 am let offici", = do .
[ i)
have to followtbe IU'bltrator's decision.

0.1 EDUCATION

If they do not, the teachers association
mlght sue to lorce a settlement, said
Michael S:<jnner, grievance chairman
lor_tile associattcn.

Too whole dls""-Ite hints at censor-
ship, said JO:I~ Armstrong, executive
director of the American Civil Ltber-
ties Union ot Eastern Missouri. It wan
the AC.L. U. that pressed Scopes to
challenge the Tennessee law 59 years
ago and hired Darrow to represent
him. &
wodldvh%uo% \}Qr'{) shalFow ground IStrsﬁte
said. "School officials have a c%rtam
control aver the curriculum ~ but
reacaes a point of academic ‘freedom."”

_Meanwlule, the original stage vel'.
sion ot "lrulerit the Wind" with Hai
inden m the role base% on Clarence
arrow IS to ope t. Louls area

theater March

"Neill and Russell” from Neill Of The Permanent Rebel by Jonathan Croall  (NY:Pantheon, 1983
-16-0:16= wfth thanks to 'roM SJ.ANL.h"Y:

.~.Russell and his second wife, Dora, had two children coming up to :...ofam~emem, puzzlement and irritation to many involved with Summer-
school age. She too was unhappy about existing schools, in particular their hill: a streak of mild if harmless' snobbery, which allowed him to be
rigid timetables and intense competition. She was active in various move- impressed by titles and eminence, and a very Scottish respect for learrnng,
.ments for reform, but found that even the pioneer schools, though certainly which sat somewhat uneasily with a genuine hatred of 'book learning'.
more humane places than conventional public or state schools, did not go When Russell sent Neill a copy of his O' Education, at about the timc The
far enough: 'Nearly all the new type of schools, though outside state Problem Child was being published, Neill wrote back saying that it was
jurisdiction, were in tune with the established beliefs, psychology and cus- ‘the only book on education that | have read that does nor make me swear.
toms as to conduct and class; they were not seeking to upset the social All the others are morals disguised as education.’” He ignored the fact that
system.' In the belief that there would be other parents ‘like ourselves who he had mace similar comments on earlier books by Edmond Holmes,
desired radical changes in education’, she and Russell decided to start their Norman MacMunn and Caldwell Cook during his New Era period, Here
own school. The idea, as the first prospectus made clear, was to produce he confesses himself impressed by Russell's knowledge: 'To me the most
not listless intellectuals, but young men and women filled with constructive interesting thing about your book is that it is scholarly (nasty word) in the
hopefulness, conscious that there are great things to be done in the world, sense that it is written by a man who ‘knows history and science. | am
and possessed of the skill required for taking their part’ There was to be ignorant  of both and 1 think that my own conclusions come partly from
no corporal punishment; attendance at lessons was to be voluntary; there blind intuition.” Only in a very tentative manner does he point to a differ-
was to be frank and full discussion about difficult topics such as sex and ence between them: 'Possibly | attach more importance to emotion in
religion; and both the rules and the timetable were to be decided upon by education than you do.'

a School Council. This was indeed a crucial difference, and one that was underlined by

In preparation  for opening the school, the Russells did some homework Russell in a letter to H. G. Wells a year aftcr his visit to Summerhill. In
on the ideas of certain pioneers. One of their children spent some time in trying to persuade Wells to help raise an exrra £1000 a year to keep his
a Montessori  day school in London, Both were taken for" half-day to the and Dora's school going, Russell wrote:
open-air nursery school in Deptford run by Margaret McMillan, while their . . . .
parents talked with its creator, and observed the environment which she | believe profohndly In t_he importance  of what_ w- arc _domg here, If
had created, aiming to allow children room to move and play. The Russells I were to put_lnto onc smgle_ phra_se our educatu_)nel_ ngeCtS_’ I should
studied the theories of psychologists such as Freud and Adler, and the say that we aim at t_ramlng_ initiative ~ without  diminishing _|ts
educational ideas of Piager, Froebel and Pestalozzi. And, in 1927, Russell strength You will realise thaF hardly any other e_ducatlonal
arrived in a Minerva limousine to stay for a week at Summerhill. The staff reforrhers lay much. stress upon inrell.zence, A. 3. Neill, for example,
, . . . who is in many ways an admirable man, allows such complete
S2! at. the feet' of the two men as they discussed the problem children at X ] ] . C

- X liberty that his children fail to get the necessary training and are
the school. Though the great mathematician  dropped in on some lessons, . . . X .
. f ] . } . always going to the cinema, wh en they might otherwise be interested
there was disappointment  that he missed one in particular, as Neill wrote : . . ;.
X X AN R . . in things of more value. Absence of opportunity for exciting
in a letter of 26 May just after the visit: 'l have it on :ny conscience that - . . B R
H . pleasures at this place is, | think, an important factor in the
I docked you of that Maths lesson. Especially so when | learnt that Mrs . B X
. . L . . development  of the children's intellectual interests.

Barton [jonesie] was annoyed at me for not bringing vou in. It transpired
that she had a specially brilliant lesson that day. | think therefore that The distinction is clear: while Neill aims to release the emotions, Russell
you'll have to come back again bringing your wife next time. wants to train the mind. In anyone else Neill would have attacked this

One night, when he and Russell went for a walk together, Neill defined ‘attitude, since it falls clearly into his category of 'moulding’ adults at work.
the difference between the two of them: ' "Russell,” 1said, "if we had a In the New Era days he had several times criticised the ‘high lifers' of the
boy with us now you would want to tell him abour the stars while | would progressive movement for placing Shakespeare above Charlie Chaplin, and
leave him to his own thoughts." He laughed when | added: "l maybe say trying to force their cultural values on children. Yet there is no direct
that because |know damn all about the stars anyway." , Neill was certainly evidence that Neill was overtly critical of Russell in this sphere.”
right to see a fundamental difference in their attitude to children, despite Neill certainly kept in touch for as long as Russell stayed with the
the fact that he and Russell shared many views about the deficiencies of school. When he left in 1931, Neill found in Dora Russell someone who
conventional  schooling. The difference had first become clear when the two was able to give him rather more practical support, and whose idees were
men had initially made contact by letter the previous year, But to some closer to his own. Like Neill, she was critical of other progressive schools
extent it was obscured by two qualities in Neill which were to be a source ~or limiting self-government  to older children, feeling that an undr,jrhl~



@an

(18)

(19)

(20)
(21)

(22)
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advocated by the diehards. Can't we get up a league of heretical
dominies called the 'Anal'vists?

in more serious and

The week before, he had outlined his apprehension

graphic terms:

"You and | wil! have to fight like hell against having a few stupid
inspectors mucking about demanding why Tommy can't read. Anv
inspector coming to me now would certainly be greeted by Colin'
(aged 6) with the friendly words, 'Who the fucking hell are you?' So
that we must fight to keep Whitehall out ofour schools.

1931 Neill and Mrs Lins decided to do some walking on the
and Neill suggested that they might call in at Beacon Hill
conversation  on parents’. Russell replied that he
at the prospect, and afterwards wrote to
to us both. There are so few
explanations.”  Neill replied

In April
South Downs,
‘and enjoy a blasphemous
and Dora would be ‘overjoyed'
Neill: "Your visit here was a bright moment
people to whom one can talk without tedious
the next day: 'Yes, we said the same about you two .. how fine to talk
to people you haven't to explain and defor-d with’; and some rnonrhs later
he told Russell: 'Wish we could have a yarn again. You are one of the few
people | like to talk to and hear talk. The other educational blokes and
blokesses are simply not there. They have ideals, bless em.'

Tlle arrival of Beacon Hill and Darrington HJII produced a surge of
interest in the more libertarian  progressive ideas. Neill, Curry and the
Russells found themselves referring to each other interested teachers, par-
ents and visitors, and comparing notes on their virtues and deficiencies,
Neill was grateful to be able to p<l1SSon some of the increasing numbers
descending on the school, as he confided to Curry in December 1932: 'Fact
is that crowds of people come round asking for lobs, and to get rid of them
| sa}' sweetly, Now there is Darrington Hall. What about applying there?
Sometimes | send them on to Beacon Hill; most of them | send to hell; but
not audibly. Yet Neill was both patient with and helpful to many who
were looking for a job, especially any who he felt were 'genuine cases who
want the new ideas and hate the old schools in which they teach.
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-deference to authority might I.ive become ingrainedby  that age. She be-
lieved that 'a child going on the rampage at the age of four or five would
do less harm to himself and to others than in adolescence, while in so doing

he would at the same time begin to evolve his own self-restraint an' r
control."  Under the influence of Margaret 1"1cMillan, she placed muc
emphasis, as Neill did, on the child's need for free play. Over the next few

years, when she ran the school without Russell, she aimed to let the children
express themselves through unorganised playas well as through drama, art
and movement. Though at first she felt unable to go all the way with Neill's
libertarian  ideas - 'it seemed to me that he might be too much concerned
with a negative revolt against what he now condemned, rather than with
a positive statement of what should be put in its place’ - after a few y~ars
she came to the conclusion that his approach was a necessary one, smce
‘the gulf between the old and the new was too wide to bridge by com-
promise', By the middle of the 1930s, Neill was telling her that he and she
were ‘'the only educators'.

* * * * * * *

Neill took delight in speaking his mind to Russell, having quickly got
beyond the formality of addressing him as 'Mr Russell' ..!here is an element
of mischievousness  in their correspondence, as Russell with dry wit and
Neill with warm humour compare notes on the inadequacies of fellow-
pioneers, government deparrmenrs, parents; inspectors and ~isirors.

In December 1930 Neill looked ahead WIth some trepidation to the
outcome of the deliberations of a new Committee on Private Schools, which
seemed likely to recommend more stringent rules and regulations  for
schools outside the state system. I::e told Russell of his fears:

They will call in all the respectable old deadheads of education as
expertwitnesses (Badley and Co.) and .unless men of moment like
you make a fight for it we (the out ana oute~ Bolshies of education)
will be ignored. Then we'll have to put up with the ruce rules

NEWRBOUME14BERS
DEAN BABST, memberof Alex Dely's hrumzn Rights/Intl Development Corrrnittee, and co-author with Alex and 2
others, of Accidental War, The Growing Peril was the subject of a feature story in the Sacramento Bee,
(Sunday, 3/11/Cl4).The article, wni.ch identified Dean as a "61-year old retired criminologist"”, was mostly
about; the GroYling Peril, which is perhaps summarized by the following paragraph: "In the 1950s, Defense Early
Warning gave the wOrld.s leaders 12 hours or so to determine whether a radar blip was bird or bomber and
decide whether to ccunterat.tacx < Tcx:lay, reaction time is dawn to about, 7 minutes, said Babst."

DQ."IG-IRRAE, who told us he had returned

to South Korea from West Gerrrany (RSN42-20), has been narred Associate

Sciences, Kangweon National University,

Professor, Department of Sociology, College of Humanities and Social
Chuncheon, and it keeps him very busy!
ADANAULBANNERas also been busy: married .on April 12th; sold one house, acquired another; with  wife,
Adele, took 8000 mile trip via Canada to California, and back to Michigan; saw chi.ldren and
grandchildren; received tentative  appointment as "Executive Director" of the Third World group publishing
"Approtech” + Journal of the Int' 1 Ass.n for the Advancerrent of Appropriate  Technology for Developi.nq
Countries. "Do not know how far we can go. As usual, funds are lacking, and perhaps a long tenn plan. In any
case | amwhere | want to be, ready to write about Third World development in tenus of the iceberg syndrome
everythipg looks beaut.i.ful, but ohl so rotten underneath.”
JOHN LENZ, the new BRSSecretary, has received a Fellowship in Classical Studies  from Columbia University.
HERB VCGT writes (6/3/84): "I feel great, but I'm a cancer patient at present. | had quite an operation
(exploratory laparotomy) eee lymph nodes are cancerous as well as prostate. However, I'm hoping for tne rest
(mind over matter) & have resurrect normal activities. Stay healthy. Herb". W€ join him in hoping for the rest!
His -address: 2101 S. Atlantic Av. (307)/Cocoa Beach, FL 32931.

NEWMEMBERS

Wewelcome these new members:

STEFANANDERSSON/Sandgata0/22350 Lund, Sweden
FRANK. ANGILELLA/5598eWIBSRoad/Cincinnati,
WALTOKER/P@OX3164/Scottsdale, AZ 85257

WILLIAMK. FIEIDING/POBox 218/'iTare, MA01082

OH 45239



rage 17 Russell ~Society News, No. 43

DR.. LARRYH. HERSH/135 Ocean Parkway/Brooklyn,
JA}MFISJOLLY/1206 Thomas Lane (5l/Renton,
VIN~r  DE PAULKIRCPDOERFFER/I@aniel
JOHNI"IALITO/105Cactus  Av.Nillol,<}:jale,

NY 11218
WA98055

Drive/Hazlet,
Ont./Canada

NJ 07730
H2R2V1

RALPHA. MILL/33405 8th Av. S.,C-3000/Federal
SANDRIPERRY/4415 Hedionda Ct./San Diego, CA 92117
PROF. IA..NWINCHES1'ER/OISE,Suite 9-196/252 Bloor St. West/Toronto,

HARTING, ZAJATA/611Carnathan  Ct/FtWalton  Beach. FL 32548

Way, WA98003

NEWADDRESSEANNO01'HERCHA..NGES

(23) These are the current addresses. (vinen something is underlined,

J. M. liliTIERI/Box 892/EnsePzda, PR 00647
RUBENARDILA/Apartado 88754/Bcgota, Colombia

IX)NG-INBII.E/Dept. of S=iology/College of Humanities and socfal
Chuncheon 200, S. Korea

ADAI1PAULBANI''ER/130€East Preston/We. Pleasant, MI 48858

DEANT. ro~'DENkurrent address uncertain

MARKE. FARLEY/318Normal St./Denton, T'{76201

TERRYL. HILDEBRIIND/I07Porteus  Hall 1Uh Nanoo/Honolulu 96822

JERRY DEANPEARSON/4207Brazil Circle/Pasadena IX 77504

OORNBIACKRUSSELL/Carn Voel/Porthc-rrno, Penzance/Cornwall,

GREG SE!")BRCOK/6120/. Vernon St/Kissimee = FL 32'141

KATHIEENVINSOR/RDL, Box 633 A/Fishkill, I~ 12524-9756
LUCILLEB. ZA..RSE/1417Columbia St. N./Lafayette, IN 47901
FREEZE
(24) Letters 1o the leaders. of the nuclear supe.rp::wers, the result of proposals

THE BERTRAND RUSSEIl  SOCIETY, INC.
Donald W. Jackanicz, President
901 6th St. SW--#71ZA

Washington, DC 20024 USA

26 Jline 1984

President Ronald Reagan

President  Konstantin
The 'Ohite House Centrel Couittee
llashlngu>n, DC 20500 I; Staraya Ploshch.ad
~0scow
Dear President Reagan, USSR

only the underlined

Sciences/Kangweon

THE BERTRAND

Donald W. JacKanicz,

August 1984

Canada H5S 1V6

part is ned or corrected.)

National  University/

England IRiQ 6IN

made by BOBLOt-1BARDI ):

RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

President
901 6th St. SW--H71ZA
Washington, DC 20024 USA

26 June 1984

Chernl'nko
of the Ccee.1amist

Party

At its 1984 Annual ~.eeting, the Bertrand Russell Society adopted Dear President Ch~.rnenko,
the following resolution which | as now respectfully submitting to you.
Identical ~ let tars have been sent to President Konstantln Chernenko, At its 1984 Annual lleeting, the Bertrand Russell Society adopted
Senator Howard H. Baker, Jr., Senator Robert C. Byrd, a.nd Speaker the following resolution whl~~ 1 a& now respectfully submitting to you.
Thea"s P. O'Neill, Jr. Identical letters have been sent to Prestdeni Ronald Reagan, Senator
Howard H. Baker, Jr., SenAtor Robert C. Byrd, snd Speaker Tho,""s P.
O'Neill, Jr.
Resolved, that there shall be " bilateral, verifiable, nu-
clear weapons freeze; a denunciation of any atteEpt to deploy
nuclear snd "nti-satellite weapons in outer spacer 8 call for Resolved, t..>,atthere shall be a bilateral, verifiable, nu-
. return to arms tal.ks, if not . suamit meeting; and a call to clear weapons freeze; a denunciation of any atte.pt to deploy
ban ,,11 cheeeical weapons; and that the Unlted States shall nuclear and anti-satellite weapons in outer opace; a call for
withdraw Pershir.g 1l elLssLee fro e Europe; negotiate  with the e.return to arao talks | if not a BUIIIBiBeetlng; and " call to
Sovlet UnlOnto ban cruise aissles; and prevent further appro- ban &11 cheesical weaponsl and that the United States shall
priations for KXaissles. withdraw Perehing Il 8iosles fro,. Europe; negettate "Ith the
Sovilrl. Union to ban cruise .16sles; and prevent further appro-

priAtiolUl for PIX
Sincerely  yours,

.iesleo.

Sincerely  yours,



Page 18

ZAccidental = Nuclear War:The GrOW'ingPeril®,
(PAULPFALZNER)Nd 2 of the authors

ACCIDENTAL NUCLEAR WAR:
THE GROWING PERIL

by Dean Babsé RAf)ert Dma” dDavld Krieger,

June 1984, Peace Research Institute,
Dundas.  Ontario, paper. ~ vols., $5 each.
Reviewed by PAUL PF ALZNER

This review Is based on pre.publicatlon material prould.
ed by Dr. David Krieger, President, Nuclear Age PeaCE
Foundation, Santa Barbara, Coli/omla.

Unless the current direction of the arms race is chanq

ed, accidental nuclear war is a certainty. Itis only a matter
of time. Such is the terrifying conclusion drawn by the

hi h. . d _ith
aut “ors or t is first comprehensive stu 'y at tl e complex-

Ities and uncontrolled dynamics of modem arms technol -
and strategy.

As described in their fully-documented report, the pro-
bability of eccidental nuclear war is increasing for the follow-
ing reasons:

- Decreasing time for declsion  making

The opportunity for a war to start by misjudge.nent,
miscalculation or false alarm has greatly increased. The
rime evauable to the United States or the Soviet Union for
(I,;ckling whether or not to lz.mch a nuclear attack has
diminished from 12 hours in the 1950's to less than B
minutes today. This is all the time available for identifying
and confirming whether an object is an approaching missile
or not, and for deciding whether to launch nuclear missiles
in response.

Sneak attack weapons  being planned

The present cructally short lime for decislon-making is
Oecoming increasingly meamngless as the number of
weapons  systems deSigned to atuick Without warmngJ
grows. The US is spending more than $100 billion for B-18

ddT h \ B ber d f
bombers, for A vance ef noiogy 5~
mere than 90C() cruise miSSles, build'
r;ud<:ar. Other countries are no~

ese m~

Russell ~ Society News, No. 43
ECOKREVIEWS
as reviewed in "Humanist in

warning systems have false alarms. During one 18-mOnthi'
period, the US had 147 false alarms, with one lasting a
full six minutes. The false alarm experience of other coun-
tries is not knowp. Could thF first false algrm thﬁu, trigj.
gers acountry to aunc missies, igniteaga  ~Xx ,ange.

A number of US Congrcccional and General Account:.
ing Office reports are concerned about the US warning]

system. A congressional committee chaired by Sen. Jack~
Brooks claims that "the severe and potentially catastrophic
deficiencies found in the nation's rntsstle-attack wamind.
system are a result of significant and long-term manage-'
ment fallk'lgswithin the Air Force and Joint Chiefs of Staff"]
Yet a Department of Defense "Fact Sheet" (1983) describes
the warning system as "very good". Could we have a lalse

sense of security?

Arms increases Itrat-atrtke
apprehensions .

As weapons syst;ms gro;" mcreasmgly accurate and
powerful,. fears of a tlrst. strike also mcrease. Beca.use of
growmg weepons-cornprexity  and secrecy, .It IS difficult
for countries to determine with any acc~racy the strength.
of their opponents. A country maystnke  first bealUs~ It
believes. that an opponent IS gaml73 an overw~el~~g
supe,;onty. From the Soviet point o view, the rerust 'y
~e ,NATO cou~tries to reClproc~t~ a nuclear no-firs liuse
piecqe IS bound to be seen as deliberately provoca ve'l
- Growing number of countries with  nuclear
weapons

As the number of countries Wlth nuclear aims

build-up

increases.

.+ how accidents and

to prevent the destruction

August '1984

Canada" (Sumner 1984).  The reviewe:

(DE.~ BABSTand ALEXOELY) are BRS rrembers.

‘difficult .
illnesses of national leaders can con-
‘tribute to dangers

how terrorists could trigger a nuclear war
« how weapons unreliability and accidents increase lire perilI
« how biological and chemical weapons can lead to geater
insecurity.

it ISclear that looking in isolation at each of the separate
ways an accidental ~war could start may greatly
_underestimate  the total magnitude of the danger.

The authors consider some ways to halt the otherwise \
inevitable drift into disaster. There needs to be a far gre.3t,,[
i sense of urnoncy to obtain at the very least a nuclear 1r22ze
iand an' initia arms reduction agreement, before further
destabilizing technology becomes evailable The US and

SU need to be assessmg each lanned harg%e in
weapons  systems  or policy to t m| e whether not

it increases the dancers of accidental war. Suggestions for
establishing Accidental-War Assessment Centers are given
by the authors. Does it make any sense to spend thousands
of billions of dollars for arms and to know so little about
the greatest rhreat to our existence?

Since increasino concern about accidental nuclear war
could help prevent it, we also need to assess the reasons
for low public awareness. Here lies an enormous challenge.
Ca.n the catastrophic  danger of an accidental war be made
so clear to humanity that there results a great surge in public
consciousness  demanding  the abolition of all nuclear
weapons? How content are you to make little or no effort
of the earth as an inhabjt~:

(India, Israel, South Africa, etc.), the probability of nuclear 1l planet for human beings?

war increases:
« the nearer countries are to eac~ other, th~ less. warning
time they have for assessmg a threat or false ararrn

« since ittakes fewer weapons to destroy a small country”
1may respond more quickly to a threat or false alarm
« a local nuclear war may go global by accident. A nuclear!
exchange anywhere could create communications chaos
scenarios

Other destabilizing discussed by the authors

uu mg Simiar weaponSjinclUde.

~~titute -

Clearly. in the face of these horr.tying dangers all 1y -1
and self-serving ~ecto:mg and postunng can only be seen
as the ravings ~' madmen.. .

.We owe thanks to the (Canadian) P~ac~ Researcn In-
neglected and st~T'/ed for, funds lor ~~ lo~g -
ror sponsonng  this book by the four US au~ors. \le should
also note that two of the authors, Dean Babst and Alex

e t~' anbe' o~ and cause other countries to believe they are under attack. HDely, are members of the Bertrand Russell Society, whose

Saence Committee charred by Dely contributed to this pre-
ject over the last 2 years. David Kriecer has recently con.

Crds<? missiles and shtealth bombers are designed to evad < how the arms race in space increases chances of acctden- tributed an article on oeace Issues to Humanist in Canada
radar and strike WIt. no warnmg. tal war (No. 68, Spnng 1984)
- False warnings -. how the growing complexity and workload of strategic
There can be little doubt that all countries wit~ strateqi  warrung systems may be making their tasks Impossibly.
(26) ARSENAI :Understanding = Weapons in a Nuclear Age by Kosta Tsipis and IHF ABOLITIONby Jonathan  Schell,  reviewed
by Ereerran Dyson, in Science 84 (June 1984):
These two books about nuclear  tarn to look at the rnvths with a skeptica -v,;:0~u!(Li:J_a.2:L~e.!Hhallge9_i.s_joost: Arsenal and The Abolition, though

weapons are superficiallv as unlike as
two books could be. but alike in some of
their basic preroncept ions. Before ex-
amining them individuallv, it may be
useful to examine the preconceptions
they share.

All American thinking about nuclear
weapons is strongly in(luenced by two
popular mvths. One myth savs that nu-
clear weapons were decisive in bring-
ing' World War Il to an end. The sec-
ond mvth says that if Hiller had gOlI
nuclea~ weapons first he could have
used them to conquer the world. Both
myths were believed bv the scientists
and statesmen who built the first nu-
clear weapons. They are still believed
by most Americans today. Since we can-
not explore the rnighr-have-beens of
history we cannot know for sure
whether these rnvths are true.

I believe that ~th rnvrhs are false. Of
course I cannot prove ir. But it isirnpor-

eve and to consider how different au
view of nuclear weapons might hay
been if Hiller had in fact got them first.
Suppose that the Americans had ne-
glecred to push nuclear weaponry seri
ously and that the' Germans had
pushed as hard as possible. Hitler
might have had a bomb by 1943 at the
earliest and perhaps a few tens O
bombs bv 1945. What difference would
it have made; London and Moscow
would no doubt have shared the fate 0
Hamburg and Dresden. Perhaps a few
square mile' of New York would have
been demolished .. A lot of people
would have been Kkilled. But it seems
highly unlikelv thai the arrival of Rus-
sian soldiers in Berlin and of Americanl
solders in Tokyo would have been sub-
staru iallv de laved. Hitler's  bombs
would n~ither h~ve changed the grand
strategvof the war nor lessened our de-
termination to fight it to a finish. Whal

‘surrounding
.have been a myth of contempt

‘enter into theirs. An understanding

war perception of nuclear weapons.
Forever afterward we would have seen
nuclear weapons as contemptible. used
bv an evil man for evil purposes and
failing to give him victory. The myth
nuclcir weapons would
and
failure rather than a myth of pride
and success.

It is important for Americans to go
through the mental exercise of looking
at nuclear weapons as if they had been
Hitler's weapons rather than ours. be-
cause this exercise enables us to come
close;' to seeing nuclear weapons as
they are seen by Soviet citizens. To un-
derstand Russian stralegy and diplo-
macv, it is necessary for us to distance
our;elves from our own myths and to
of
Soviet views isthe essential first step to-
ward any lasting amelioration of the
danger in which the world now stands.

they differ greatly in subject matter
and style, are both aimed at educating
the American public on the facts of the
nuclear predicament. In Arsenal, Kosta
Tsipis, a physicist at the Massachusetts
Institute  of Technology. explains in
moderately  technical language the
character istics of various weapons. He
begins with a detailed account of nu-
clear explosions and their effects. then
describes the main nuclear weapon de-
livery systems. and ends with a discus-
sion of the apparatus of missile defense
and antisubmarine warfare and intelli-
gence gathering. His explanations are
dear and, with minor exceptions.  accu-
rate. He firmly refuses 10 go beyond ex-
planations. He is not taking a political
stand.Tn  The Abolilion.Jonathan Schell.
a sratl writer for Th, Nell' lorke-r. is ad-
Focallng a particular politica] solution

o the problem of nuclear weapons. He
proposes a formal aboliuon treaty. with
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Audio  casseftes. Weighs about 3 oz.
201 I-LARRRUJA. "BERTRANLCRUSSEU.'S ANTI-SEMITISM" (1979)
JACK PITT. "BERTRA.I'RUSSELLS RESPONSETO MARX"
202,71 J.ACKPITT continued. ' |i17t:f )
:)4 .J LESTER DENOON."BERTIE A.."IRLITIGATION" PLUS GENERALDISCUSION OF DENCNNS LIBRARY
2' v~203 ALBERTELLIS "PSYOIOTHERAPYA."IBERTRANIRUSSFLL"(II'f7f")
?~~f)-4  PRESENTATIONOF BERTRANURUSSELL SOCIETY AWARDD PAUL ARTHURSOIILPP ANDHIS ACCE?I'ANCESPEEX::H
(1980)
€€C 2es- KATETAIT REMINISCES ABOUTHER FATHER (1974)
, OOUGLAZ.ACKEY. "BR'S FIRST ENCO~"TERSWITHVITTTGENSTEIN"(1974)
~"1  -206- KENNETHBLA(,;KWELL'RUSSELL'S ETB:IC- A NEWIroK"iri/'.A)
2t~ 2@7- NICK GRIFFIN. "FIRST EFFORTS" (1981). (BR's intellktual develoJ:XImen,t before  Calrbridge.)
70-..208- DAVIDHART."DE'IDURON THE ROIKD TO FPJilIXIM: BERTRANDRUSSELL MTI 'IODIW'S NEWENGLISH LEFT"(1981)
~Jo-20~  DAVIDHARLEY. "BERTRAI'IDRUSSELLAJ.'IDVETIS", "ON EDITING RUSSELL'S PAPERSI(J~. J
.. 212 NATIONALPUBLIC RADIO'S "SOIINDK1RTRAITOF BERTRANDRUSSELL"(19<Q } -3
Vi 213 RUSSELL-EINSTEIN ST.r.IEHENDR "MANIFESTO" (1955)
e 214 NBC INTERVIEWN'1ITH BERTRJIL-IRUSSELL (1952) (80TH BIRTHDAY)
I 215 BERTRAI'RUSSELLL'S NOEIELPRIZE .~.CCEPI'ANCEPEEC-{( |( 5'0)
216 RUSSELIi-COPLESTONDEBATEON EXISTENCEOF GOD (1948)

Reel-to-reel audio-tape. Weighs one pound, , ,
11 i 250 "SINFONIA CONTRA TIMORE" (Symphony AgairlSt Fear) BY GRAHAMWHETTAM, DEDICATED 'ID BERTRA.I'ID

5 RUSSELL (1965)

' Corrrnercial = Television Viewi..-no Tape. Weighs one pound.
'260 DONAHUHENTERVIEWSGOREVIDAL
z,z{y 5f 1y :
VHS video  c-assettes. Weigh.s one pound.
9~ " 260A OONAHUHENTERVIEWSGOREVIDAL. ALSO, A JONATHA.MILLER INTERVIUtI
261 STEVEALLEN'S "MEETIN3 OF MINDS" #305 & 306 (BERTRAtIRUSSELL, THQ.IASJEFFERSON, ST AUGUSTINE,
ENPRESSS THEOOORA)
BEe'S "THE LIFE ANDTIf--1ESOF BERTRANDRUSSELL" Ht—
NBC IN'TERVIEWIT TH RUSSELL 1" 5"I-
263 BERTRANDRUSSELL INTERVIEI>JEBY W::X.JDRCW WYATT:"DISCUSSES THE ROLEOF TP.E INDIVIDUAL,
HAPPINESS, @ THE FUTURE OF MM'KIND, PCWER" (1959)

Betamax  video casseftes. =~ Weighs one [OU1l.<l.

270 "MEETINGOF ~IINDS" #305
271 "MEETIN3 OF MINDS" #306

" (29) Recorrmended. JACK RAGSDALEays this about a Phil Donahue program with Gore Vidal as _its guest: "Vidal appears

before an audience of Chicago housewives full of religion, astonished at meeting a real live atheist, wanti.l,g
to conderm him, but ready to save him, if at all possible. The resul t is one hour of cool wit and gocx:l hurror "
Ne are indebted to AL SEx:KELfor rerroviing the commercials and adding a Jonathan Miller interview to t'le

tape. This VHS Video cassette (#260A) is available from trie Library.

TRIVIA

(30) Bertie  at Dartmouth from the New York
Times Magazine (5713/84, p, 86) - ~ 2

Dartmouth's ph;ilosophyde-
partment  offers students
studying logic either the
choice of supplementing their
classwork in the traditional
manner 'or independently
using a program called Bertie
(Bertrand  Russell's  nick-
name). "We did a controlled
experiment and found that
those who used the computer
did better,” says associate
protessor James Moor.

CCNrRIBUTIONS

(31) OQUr thanks to t'lese rrembers who have recently made contr ibut.Lons to the BRS Treasury: DAVID GOLDMAN, QIARLES
HILL, JOHN MAHONEYKEITH THOMPSONand D~ VIRAY.
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We have failed to br ing the rressage horre to 17i0st members. The message: contributions to the BRS Treasury are
essentlal  to our financi.al well-being as an organization. contr ibut.ions have lagged seriously.We have beat
the drum in every issue of the newslet.t:er but only a few have heard it. Can you hear it now? No? How loud
must; we bang the cirur2 Louder? LJu<ier-~LOUDER?STILL IDfFJIDER?Let us restore the quiet. Help us do it. eeby

writing a check .- for, say, $10 or "!l.atever you wish to send - to the BRSTreasury, and mailing it. Weare
talking of course to ITerrbers,,'hocan afford to do t.his, and do not wish to di.scomfort; those who cannot,
whose membership we value equally fLighly. Mail your check - those .tno can afford to - to BRSTreasury

c/o the newsletter, address on Pa.ge 1, tottom.

BRSBUSINESS

Revised Bylaws, or ;yore properly, ~;X;sed revised Bylaws, have been developed by the Bylaw Comnittee,  whose
11r.~s are DonJackanicz, Steve Reinhardt , and L3 Eisler.

The original Byla't/s, under ,,'hicb we current.ly operate, have been unsat.i.sfactory dn a number of ways, While it
is probably not possible for any set of Bylaws to provide detailed procedures for all possi.b.le cont.ingenc.i.ss,
the revised Bylaws are clearly an ir;:provernent, and reflect our exper.i.ences of the past ten years. They are,
for example, more precise in these areas: the various kinds of membership, expulsion procedures, duties of
Officers and chaizrren,

To becorre effective, the revised 13'/la",sroost;be approved by a rrajo:dr..f of the Irerrbers voting. Please :read
the revised Bylaws \47) and then use the I:'.a.llot at; the end of this newslet.cer to irldicate whether you
approve.

ELFX:TICOr DIRECTORS

Please vote. Use the ballot at the end of this news let.ter , to vote for Directors. BRSOffi.cers are ex—f)ffici.o
w~nb€r5~tlle Board; ttlat is, Dley becorne Directors automatically has a result of being Officers. This year
w2 need to elect 6 Directors, to 'nail,tain a total of 24 Directors. These are the candidates:

JACQUELINBERT~ON-PAY @N~errOnt, CA), cJrrently a Director,member since' 1978, for'me~ Vice-President,
former Co-ehairnan/Mernker srrip Committee. pn “instant convert” to SR upon::eadjng ‘rhe \Jill '.1'008ubt; and
has since given away great numbers of ?-er~rarld Russell's Best (Egner, ef'l).  -----—--- -

BOBDAVIS(Los JI_ngeles), FOIi.'ldingMember, BRSPresident 11'974--1982), fonner Vic~-:?reside!lt and \'P/Special
Projects, currently a Director, business proprietor, former high school teachE'":.

ALEX DELY(Tucson;. currently a Director, merr,bersince 1976, Chairman of Science Committee ana HUlaD

Rights/Interns,tional Developrrent; Committee, co-author of Acci':'ental lvar: T.'“‘ﬁumd_ng Pro}?abi_:I'Y and 4

papers submitted to Congressional Hearir.gs on Dept. of Defense Appropr.i.at.i.cns, cecupying 38 pages in the
official record (~141-5a).

ALI . GHAEM({McL-ean, VA), rremoar since 1979, Director (1981-1.983),2nd year law student, interested in
Russellian philosophy applied to poli.t.lcs of the Third World; author published .in va:dcus poli.ti.ca.i,
religious and humanities journals; affiliated with humanright.s, civil right and int'l studies groups;
publisher of special rer:orts and becks dealing with culture, ru.scory, business/feconomics and arts of
Third ~Vorldccuntr.ies , with particular  errphas.i.son Isl.ami.cand Middle Eastern countries.

HUGHbroRHEAD (Chicago), membersince 1976, currently a Director, cnatrnan of BHSD::ictoral Grant
Corrmittee, Professor of Philosophy, Northeastern |Illinois University (Chicago).

DAN WRAY (Hollywood),me.rrrer since 1975. Pla 'Nright and filrrma.\er (witn Master's degrees in English and
-Theatz'e) . his plays have been produced In NY, Los Angeles, and in the mid--West. Interested in  history,
especially’ rm the effect of rrodern ideologies on states in conflict.

we suggest you turn to the last page and vote right now for the candidates.

FOR SALE

Members' statiopnery, 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top:lIThe good life is one inspired by love and guided by
knowledge. " Bertrand Russel I" On the tottom: "*~-jottoof The Bertrand Russell Society, InG." $6 for 90 sheets,
postpaid. Order from th~ newsl.etter + address on Page |, tottom.
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referring-

like to

for several

for the Society,
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NYNY 10003), in its Global Report No. 16 (March 1984),

to the
Its sponsors

international
1-'la. TBorgese,

"present archaic

include Eliz. Stuart Chase,

system" ,and ci.t.inq

Norrran

Cousins, Alva & Gunnar Myrdal. It favors the Binding Triad proposal to amendthe U.N. Charter. Here is an
excerpt (with thanks to POBDAVIS):
the present precarious international  situation appears at least in but usc of military force would remain the prerogative of the Securitv
part to stem from the confrontational altitude of U.S. President Council. And of course the Assembly would be bound bv the Chaner'~ /
Reagan, and with luck that problem mav be solved bv 1985. But the proscription  of any interference into the Internal affairs of a state.
underlying problem is that the internatio~al system is ultimately based By now, the Binding Triad system has been given some rather
on war, so it is only natural that mass violence occurs rezularlv. The rigorous test runs. For the past three years, each October during the
time in human history has come o convert from a war -syste~ to a U.N. General Assembly session, the CW IPS has oreanized simulated
peace system. But how to do it? ‘working groups on various international issues at i7s Conference on
There are many who argue that the way is simply to disarm, either Global Decision-Making at Lake Mohonk, New Paltz, N.Y. We invite
unilaterally or by multilateral treaty. However, this approach treats ar- a busload of diplomats (including Americans and Soviets), U.N.
maments as the fundamental difficulty, ~whereas they are in reality more Secretariat members, international  journalists. anci r.rh-r eueee.  tn Cfli;
a symptom of the core problem-unlimited national sovereizntv. As singularly beautiful lakeside hotel for a weekend of hard work in seek-
long as nations feel that they have no way to sen le disputes with ‘other ing solutions to pressing problems on the basis of the Binding Triad
states when negotiations iail other than by threat oruse of force. they will system. We have the Binding Triad computer and computer program-
insist on maintaining their armed might. Theoretically. the U.N. Securi- mer on hand so that the working groups at the end of their deliberations
ty Council might fill this political vacuum between failed negotiations can put the vote they project on their resolution into the computer to
.and war, but the veto power of the snarling superpowers makes this un- determine whether it could win the three required majorities
workable. In legal disputes. the World Court could bridge' this void; In 1981 we had working groups on arms control/disarmament and
however, there is no accepted body of world law applicable to the cases . ‘Afghanistan;  in 1982 we ran two working groups on the Middle East,
that today are threatening and causing wars. The U.N. General both with the same mandate, so that we could compare the results of
Assembly, with its one nation, one vote system of decision-making, is stwo groups working independently, ~and one working group on North-
too politically skewed to be of significant help; moreover, its decisions ‘South  (rich-poor)  talks; in 1983 our three simulations ~were on outer
are not bindine. ‘space, Antarctica and Lebanon. (Originally, the latter was to have been
It is this analysis that led the Center for War/Peace Studies to advance ‘on the hypothetical case of civil war in the United Democratic ~Republic
the Binding Triad proposal for global decision-making. ~Regular readers ‘of Problemia that is threatening to escalate to nuclear war between
will know that the Binding Triad system would amend two articles of the ‘Greater  Alphamania and Greater Betarnania, but at the last minute it
United Nations Charter so as to make General Assembly resolutions jwas changed to Lebanon at the suggestion —of Ambassadors — Amre
binding. not recommendations  as at present, provided they were approv- ‘Moussa of Egypt and VictorGauci  of Malta)
ed by the three simultaneous majorities of the Triad. Couruinz in each I In-my opinion, all eight working groups turned out products that
,case only those present and voting, the first majority requires t;o-thirds \were at least marginally better than those that actually have come out of
of the countries; the second. nations representing two-thirds of the ‘the U.N. on the same issues, and in some cases-e-notabiy — Afghanistan,
population; the third, members representing two-thirds of the contribu- ithe Middle East (Israeli-Palestinian  conflict), ~Lebanon, and Antarc-
tions to the regular U.N. budcet. Under the Binding Triad the General ‘tica-e-the  resolutions  were markedly superior to those that emerged
Assembly could employ peacekeeping units to implement its decisions, !from the real-life world organization.
Creation National Congress (POBox 152 - MidtownStation/NY NY 10018) is again charging that the Serbian
rrajority in Yugoslovia is oppressing the Croatian minority. "An OpenLetter To the U. S. State Department”
claims that the U.S. is collaborating wi.th "the Yugoslav government in persecuting the opponents of the
inhumane and totalitarian Yugoslav regime.” A'letter to trie Editor of the NewYorker claims that the author of
a recent article on Yugoslavia relied "exclusively on Serbian sources,within Yugoslavia or in the U.S., or. on/
the obedient apparatchicks of other nationalities.”
Eriends of Robert G Ingersoll. in their Newsletter 13, provide the schedule of the Ingersoll Festival (August
11 & .12), which D;cludes the 2nd Annual Freethought Fair, and Roger Greeley's perforrrance as Ingersoll,
speaking Ingersoll s ownwords, from Greeley's book, "The Best of Robert Ingersoll* (Prometheus Bocks). Their

address:

PO Box 5082, Peoria, IL 61601.
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Ereedom From Religion Foundation has issued this attractive little  folder (4 1/4 x 5 3/8). The other side is
blank, and serves as stationery, for short notes. Their address: Box 40, Asbury, NJ 08802.

THOMAS PAINE

A lover of liberty, freethinker Thomas  Paine
(1737-1809) is best known for his political writings and
for his resolve to change'T'the sentiments of the people
from dependence to Independence and from the mon-
archial to the republican form of government.  Without
the pen of Thomas Paine, said one contemporary, the
sword of Washington would have been wielded in vain.

A self-proclaimed  deist, Paine still is vilified for his
book The Age of Reason, an unabashed analysis of the
bible which Paine labelled "a history of wickedness that
has served to corrupt and brutalize."

Organized religion, Paine wrote, was "set up to terrify
and enslave" and to "monopolize power and profit." He
repudiated the divine origin of Christianity on grounds
that it was too "absurd for belief, too impossible to con-
vince and too inconsistent to practice.”

"l believe that religious duties consist in doing justice,
loving mercy, and endeavoring to make our fellow
creatures happy.” he wrote. "I do not believe in the creed
professed by the Jewish Church, by the Roman Church,
by the Greek Church, by the Turkish Church, by the
Protestant  Church, nor by any church that | know of. My
own mind is my own church."

Paine Portrall by Jo Kotula

FREETHOUGHT SERIES, Number 3. 198\
Freedom From Religion Foundation, Inc.
P.O. Box 7SO, Madison. Wisconsin 5370\

The Foundation has just published "Reason, the Only Oracle of Man" by Ethan Allen (1784), "the first
Freethought work in the New World" (10 years before Tom Paine's "The Age of Reason”). It has been
"translated"” from Allen's highly abstruse metaphysical language into readable everyday English. 16 pages.

kScx:;jety, (POBox 66218/Los Angeles, CA90066). Its 8-page "HemlockQuarterly” (Issue 16,
July 1984) Includes (1) an announcement of the Second National Voluntary Euthansia Conference in Santa Monica,
california, February 8-9, 1985; (2) an article,"Pros and cons of suicide literature"; (3) books for sale;
andrrore. Membership in Hemlock Society, $15 per year, includes the Quarterly.

HWTI3Ilistss'n of san-Di.-0's  rronthly publication, "The San Diego HWTI3I1li.st(JUly) devotes its front page to
Robert Ingersoll. POBox 6446, San Diego, CA92138.

- and Shcharansky has very broad academic support, including about 40 Nobel
laureates, many heads and top administorators of universities (including Theodore Hesburgh, President of
Notre Dameand Michael Sovern, President of Columbia), many members of the Royal Society (England), of
I' Aca~e des SCiences (France), of the Royal S<x:iety of canada, and of' many organizations (including
United Steelworkers of America, Canada). Orlov is a physicist, Shcharansky a computer scientist, both being
very badly treated by the Soviet government for their humanrights activities.

To help this Campaign, write: The Ambassador (namenot heeded) /Embassy of. the U.S.S.R./capital city of vyour

country), saying what you think of the treatment of Orlov and Shcharansky. For information about other ways
you-can help, write Nick Griffin/ RR#1, Troy/Ontario, Canada LOR2EC.

Palestine . HwnanRights C~ign. issued a Conference Statement (Mayl12, 1984) on "the ¢nS1S of Palestinian

humanand national rlght~overing 5 topics; U.S. network of various goups; a reassessment of u.S. Middle
East policy; a call for "trialogue"” arronq American Christians, Muslims and Jews; the negative stereotyping of
Palestinians and other Arabs in U.S.media; and international investigation into the Ansar Prison campe. Their

address: 220 S. State St.,One Quincy Court, Suite 1308, Chicago, IL 60604

(45) World Federation of Right to Die Societies, in its World Right-to-Die Newsletter (Issue No 4, May 1984) lists

the 26 right-to-d.ie  societies in the world. There will be an International Conference of right-to-die societies
in Nice, France, September 20-23, 1984. New--sletter Editor Derek Humphry'S address: Hemlock Society, PO Box
66218, Los Angeles, CA90066.
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National EmergencyCivil Liberties Comnittee ran this ad (shownless than half original

Times(~713784,

p-E7):

"The President has asked us to back his foreign policy. ¢

Bill, how can we back his foreign policy when we
don't know what the hell he isdoing? ... This is an

act violating international law. Itis an act of war."
-Sen.  Barry Goldwater to CIA Director William Casey, April 9, 198i

MUNRINZ © ¥ g

".Thereis alot of talk about not trying to overthrow
the government, but the facts speak for themselves.
Unless you're trying to do this, why else would you

mine their harbor?"
£ El

In early April, the press revealed that
the Centra! Intelligence Agency was
directly involved in mining Nicaraguan
harbors. Senators Goldwater and Moyni-
han accused the Administration of
concealing from their Senate committee
the information about coven activities
required by law. While members of
Congress expressed outrage; the rest of us
were left wondering "who is running the
country: The President? The C.1.A.? The
Pentagon?" Whatever became of govern-
ment by and for The People? What
happened to the open government we
were promised after the Watergate break-
, -insand cover-ups?

From the invasion of Grenada to the
not-so-secret war in Nicaragua, we see
abuses of executive power and the exercise
of an invisible government. This violates
the American people's right to know.

We believe that there can be little doubt
that this executive misconduct constitutes
"high crimes and misdemeanors.” Nor is
Congress blameless in this matter. The
press seems to know more about what is
happening than does Congress. In its
disinterest in the existence of both covert

-Sen Patrick Leahy"

" izl
and overt war Congress has abdicated its
constitutional responsibility to the
American people.

The National Emergency Civil Liberties
Cornrnittee demands an end to President
Reagan's dictatorial abuses of executive
power, to covert activities and secrecy in
government. And we say that.it is time the
people know who is running the country.
If you agree, join with us to bring an end
to the invisible government. .

Corliss Lamont, Chairperson

Edith Tiger, Director

Leonard B. Boudin, General Counsel
N.ticoal Emer¥<1ICy Ovil Lib<ttica Commitleo

17' Fifth Ae-eaue, New York. N.Y. 10010 | (212) 61J..:D40

| t7Sfifth Avenue.New York, N.Y. 10010
l To+5 Na/ioM! Eme~ency pviJ Liwtil:s CommiJt«:
I want to help you continue the

| struggle for the American People's

i Righl to Know. Enclosed is my
II

1

!

contribution of S

Sy

I_ STAn: ~ oo
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BYLAWS- THEBERTRANRSSELEOCIETY INC. Page 1 of 3
Revised June 1984

Article 1. Narre
The name of this organization shall be The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. It nay also be referred to as "the

Society" or "the BRS".
Article 2, Aims

The aims of this Society are: (1) to prorrote interest in the life and work of Bertrand Russell; (2) to bring
together persons .i,nterested in any aspect of the foregoing; (3) to prorrote causes that Russell championed.

Article 3, Motto

The Society's rrotto shall be Russell's staterrent: "The good life is one inspired by love and guided by
knowledge. "

Article 4, Power and Authority

Ultirrate authority resides in the Members. The Memberselect the Directors. The Directors elect the Officers.
The Officers ITBkalecisions and take action.

Article .Membershi
Section LGeneral. Membership in the Society shall be open to all persons and organizations interested In
Bertrand Russell and the Society's activities. Types of membership shall be: Individual, Couple, Student,
Limited Income, Life, Organization, and Honorary. Dues shall be set by the Board of Directors,and are to be

paid annually. Life membersshall pay dues only once in an arrount set by the Board. Honorary memberspay no
dues. Life and Honorary memberships are for life unless terminated for cause, as specified hereafter.

Section 2. Individual Membership. Individual membership shall be available to all persons.
Section 3. Couple Membership. Couple membership shall be available to two persons sharing the sarre mail
address. Each person shall have one vote; 2 nail ballots shall be sent, but only one copy of other Society

nailings.

Section 4. Student Membership. Student Mernl:J<>--rshigdl be open to any student enrolled in an educational
institution and who is less than 25 years old.

Section 5 Limited Income Membership. Limited Income Membership shall be available to a person who, as the-
name implies, is living on a lliiiited income.

Section 6. Life Membership. Life Membership can be conferred on any person who meets the minimumdues set by
the Board of Directors for Life Membership.

Section 7. Honorary Membership. Honorary Membership maybe conferred on a person whohas been nominated by a
mernber and approved by two-thirds of the Directors voting, after having met one or rrore of the following

conditions: (1) is a memberof Bertrand Russell's family; (2) had worked closely with Russell in an important
way; (3) has made a distinctive contribution to Russell scholarship; (4) has acted in support of a cause or
idea that Russell championed; (5) has prorroted awareness of F'lssell or of Russell's work; (6) has exhibited
qualities of character (such a rroral courage) reminiscent of Russell. Honorary Membershave the same rights
and responsibilities as Individual Members, but they pay no dues.

Section 8. Organization Membership. Membership of organizations such  as libraries, associations,
corporations - is a available upon payment;of dues and approval of the President. Dues shall be higher than

"for a Couple. Organizations nay not vote or be on the Board. Only one copy of Society mailings shall be sent.

Section 9. Conditions .of Membership. Application  for membership shall be trade in writing, submitting  name,
address, and correct arrount of dues. The Board nay refuse an application, in which case the President must
notify the appli.cant; within 30 days, stating why the application was turned down.

Membership terminates when a memberfails to pay dues, resigns, dies, or is expelled.

Any member- including Life or Honorary - nay be expelled for seriously obstructing the Society's busirless,
misappropriating the Society's nameor funds or acting in a way that discredits the Society. The expulsion
procedure consists of 5 steps:

Step I.A forrna.l expulsion proposal shall be presented in writing to the Board by any mernber.

Step 2. The Board shall examine the evidence. If a majority of the Board Membersvoting decides ,either by
nail ballot or at a meeting, that expulsion maybe appropriate, the natter will be submitted to, and
decided by, the members. This shall be done by nail, or at an Annual Meeting if one is scheduled within
2 rronths.
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If it is to be done by mail:
Step 3: The case against the rremoershall be presented in the next newsletter or by a special mailing.

Step 4. In the following newsletter, or in a second special mailing, the accused memC€shall present a
defense against the charge. Aballot shall be included in the second newsletter or second special
mailing, so that rnemoer can vote on whether to expel.

If the expulsion process takes place at an Annual Meeting:

Step 4'. The equivalent of Steps 3 & 4 shall be follcwed, that is, the case against the rrernbershall be
presented, after wruch the accused shall present his defense; and then the IrelT1lbengresent shall vote
on whether to expel.

The President shall notify the accused rremberas soon as the result of the vote 'is known,

Article 6. The Board of Directors

sect ion 1. ReSpOnsibilities. = The Board of Directors (also referred to as "the Board"™) shall be responsible for
. Society affairs and policy, and shall elect the Officers. The Board shall be subject to these Bylawsand to
the Bylaw-sof The Board of Directors of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. .
1

S€ction 2. Constitution The Board shall consist of not less than 6 nor rrore than 24 IrelT1bersSociety Officers
are ex-officio Melnbers of the Board. Elected and ex-officio Board Henrers shall have the samerights and
responsibilities.

Members may nominate candidates for the Board, or volunteer to be nominated as candidates. Directors are
elected to 3-year tenns that start on January 1 of the following year; one-third are elected eve..ry year.
Dil:"ectorsmaybe reelected. If a Director dies, resigns, or is expelled, the Board mayfill the unexpired tenn/

with any rrernber.

Article 7. Officers
Section 1. General. The Society shall have the followi.-ng Officers: President, Vice-President, Treasurer,
and Secretary. There iilayalso be other Vice-Presidents whose duties shall be specified by tne Board. Officers
shall be at least 18 years old and shall have been rrembersfor at least one year. They shall be elected by a
majority of the Directors present and voting at the Board's Annual Meeting. 1mOfficer's term of office lasts
until the next election of Officers, the followi.-ngyear. Noone shall hold. rrore than one Office at a
time,exC8pt that, the same person shall be Secretary of the Society and Secretary of the Board. AnOfficer may
be rerroved or suspended by a majori.ty of the Beard rnerrrersvoting. AnOfficer mayresign by notifying the
Chairrran of the Board in writing. If an Office becomesvacant, the Board shall elect a successor to fill the
,tmexpired tenn. If an Officers is temporarily unable to serve, the Board mayelect a temporary replacement.

Section 2, The President. The President shall be the Chief Executive Officer, coordinating. the work of other
Officers and Committees. Other Officers and Committee Chairrren shall cop~ult the President about their
activities, and submit a written report on their activities to [limone rrorrthbefore the Annud Meeting, wi.th

a copy to the Chainnan. the President sha.ll promptly inform the Chairman of any major decisions.  After the
Board has selected the site and brre of the next Annual Meeting, or of a Special Meeting, the President shall

be responsible for making all Meeting arrangements, including compiling the Meeting.s agenda. The President
shall chair the lleeting. The President shall report regularly, through the BRSnewsletter.

Section 3. The Vice-President. The Vice-President becomes President if the President .s Office becomesvacant.r
and assumes the office temporarily if the vacancy is temporary. The Vice-President shall assist the President
as requested.

Section 4. TIhe'Secretary, The Secretary shall: (1) record the minutes of Society and Board rreetings; (2) handle
Society and Board correspondence; (3) maintain a permanent file of Society and Board Bylaws and ether

corporate  docurrents, including minutes of Society and Board rreetings, Officers' and Committee Chairrren's

reports, newsletters, correspondence; (4) maintain a permanent record of Society and Board decision, rules,

rrotions madeand carried; (5) have custody of the Society's corporate seal. /-
Section 5. The Treasurer.  The Treasurer shall: (1) keep records of rroneyreceived and spent; (2) safequarc

Society funds; (3) invest funds, with Board approval; (4) submit an annual budget to the Board; (5) submit
quarterly and annual reports, for publication in the BRSnewsletter.

Section 6, Other Vice-Presidents. = The Office of "Vice-President/ eee. maybe created and filled by the Board.
There is no cormection between this Office and that, of the Vice-President.
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Article 8. Committees
Section 1. General. There shall be standing (permanent) and ad hoc (t.empoary} Committees. Each shall have a
Chairman, and mayhave a Co-Chairmanand other rrembers. A rrembermayserve on, or chair, more than one

Corrmittee. Comnittee ChaLrmenshall consult with the President about their activities, and describe them in a
written report to the President one month before the Annual Meeting, with a copy to the Chairman.

Section 2. Cor.mittees, The Board shall establish standing and ad hoc Gomnittees, and appoint their
Chairrren who, in turn, appoint Cornnittee Members.EachConmittee shall provide the Secretary with a written
staterrent of Committee aims and procedures.

Article 9. l-leetings

Section 1.Annual Meetings. The Society shall hold an A.rmualmeeting,at a tirre and site determined by the Board
and in firre to give the rrembersat least 2 months's natice of the Meeting. As {0 tirre: it should  suit the

convenience of as manyrrembersas possible. As to site: it should be either (a) near locations of special
interest to the BRS, or (b) near population centers having manyrrembers. Anyrrembermay propose agenda
items,in  writing, to the President, in advance of the Meeting. At Meetings, items may be added to the
agenda with approval of the majority of the rremberspresent. Six membersconstitute a quorum.

Section 2. Special Heetings. AnyrrembermayWrite to the Chairman requesting a Special Heetillg,claiming that

an errergency exists requiring irrmediate action. The Chairman shall decide whether the request rrerits
consideration by the Board; if it does, the Chairman shall promptly inform the BOard, which shall decide,
within 3 weeks, by mail ballot, whether, when and where to hold a Special Meeting. The Special Meeting shall
be held no later than 6 weeks after the Chairmans initial receipt of the request. The chai.rman shall announce
the Special Meeting to all rrembersby letter, as soon as possible. A quorumshall consist of the rrerr.bers
present.

Section 3 Board of Directors Meeting, The Board shall hold its Annual Meeting during the Society's  Annual
Meeting and at the S&'llsite. The Board mayalso hold Special Meetings, in accordance with its cowr Bylaws.
Board Meetings shall be open to Society rrembers.

Section 1. Newsletter. The Society shall publish a newsletter at regular intervals.

Section 2. Other Publications.  The Society mayauthorize other publications.

SeCtion 1. General. All Members, other than Organization Members, shall be entitled to vote. AIll votes shall
have equal value. Membersmayvote by proxy. In contests of more than 2 candidates or choices,a plurality
shall be sufficient.

Section 2. Voting by Mail. Voting maybe by mail. Ballots shall be sent to all eligible rrembers, either in
the BRS newsletter or by special mailing. The deadline for the return of ballots shall be not less than 3-
weeks from the date ballots are mailed by first class nail, not less than 4 weeks if mailed trii.rd class.
Ballots must go first class to Canada and Me.uco, and by airmail to other foreign countries. Mail ballots
shall be tallied by the Elections Committee, and verified by the Secretary. Ballots for the Board's voting by
mail shall be tallied by the Chairman, and verified by the Secretary; the Chairman maydesignate a substitute
for the Secretary.

Aurticle 12. Arrendrnentdo these Bvla'N'S

Votillgto Arrendat a Meeting. These Bylaws maybe arrendedat a Society Meeting by a majority vote of those
rrembers present and voting *

ALb_tj_ng 1o Arrendby Mail. These Bylaws may also be arrended by mail ballot. The proposed ‘changes, with
supporting arguments, will appear in the BRS newsletter or a special mailing. In the fo.llcwi.nqg BRS
newsletter or second special mailing, other views, including opposing views, will appear, along .with a
mail ballot. To pass, the Arrendmenimust be approved by a majority of the ballots cast.
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(48) BYLAWH THEBOARDFDIRECTOPS OF THEBERTRANRMSSELEOCIETY]NC.
Revised June 1984

The Board of Directors (also referred to as "the Board"™) has these respons ibi.Li.t.i.ese (1) to set policy for
the SOCiety's affairs, and (2) to elect Officers of the Society and of the Board. The Board has these
obligations: to be governed by these Bylaws and by the SOCiety's Bylaws,

Article 2. Membership

Membershipshall be in accord with Article 5 of the Society's Bylaws.

Article 3. Officers
Section 1. The Chairman. The Chairman shall be elected by a rre.jority of the Dir.ectors present and voting at
the Board's Annual ~jeeting. The Chairrre.n's term of office shall start as soon as elected, and shall run till

the next election, at the Annual Board Meeting the followi.nqyear. The Chairrre.n may be reelected. @ The Chairrre.n
presides at Board Meetings, and rules on procedure.

If the Chairman is absent, the Directors mayelect an Acting Chairman. If the Office of Chairrre.nis vacantthe
Directors shall elect a new Chairman as soon as poss.ib.le, at an Annual or Special Meeting or by mai.l ballot.
The votes shall be tallied by the Acting Chairrre.nand verified by the Secretary. The Chairrre.n may be rerroved
from office by a rre.jority of Directors present and voting at a Meeting, with t.lleSeeretary presiding.

Section 2. The Secretary. The Secretary shall be el-ected by a rre.jority of the Directors present and voting

at the Board's Annual Meeting. The Secretary's term shall start as soon as elected, and shall run till the
next election, at the Annual Board Meeting the following year. The secretary maybe reelected. The Secretary
of the Board and the Secretary of the Society shal | be the sane person. If the secretary is absent from a

Meeting, the Chairnan shall appoi.nt, an Acting Secretary.
7

Article 4. Voting

Voting shall be in accord with Article 11 of the Society's Bylaws, except as follews: the Chairman's vote
counts as one except in a tie, whenit counts as two.

Article 5. Committees

Committees may be created by the ~d, to perform Board functions, and shall follCI'NBoard instructions.

Article 6. Meetings

Section 1. Annual Board Meetings, The Board shall meet annually,at sorre tilre during a Society Annual MeetlLl1g,
and at the sane site. SOCiety Membersmay attend Board Meetings.

Section 2. Special Board Meetings. A Special Board Meeting shall be called by the Chairrre.nwhen at least three
Directors request it, stating the purpose. In choosing the tirre and site, the Chairrre.nshall aim to achieve
the largest poss.ible attendance by Directors.

Section 3. Adgenda. The Agenda for Board Meetings shall be prepared by the Cha.izrnan, Additions to the Agenda
rnay be madeby any Director, with the concurrence of the Chairrre.n.

Section 4. Quoru'l11The quorum for any Board Meeting is 3 Directors.

Atticle 7 Amendrrentsto Board By:l'aws
Any Director may propose an amendrrent.,

At an Annual or Special Meeting, a rrejority vote of the Directors present and voting shall carry the proposed
arrendroent.,

When an anendrrent is proposed to the Chairrre.n, in writing, between Meetings, the Chairman shall decide
whether to hold the proposal for the next Meeting or put it to an earlier vote by rnai.L,For voting by mail,
the Chairman shall promptly notify the Directors by a special rre.iling of the proposed amendment with
support.i.ng argurrents, requesting oppos.inq argurrents by 21 days after the date of mailing, Thereafter, the
Chairrre.n shall mail the opposing arguments, and a ballot, to the Directors,wit.h a voting deadline of 21 days
after the date of rre.iling. The votes shall be tallied by the Chairrre.n, and verified by the Secretary, who
shall notify the Directors of the outcome.
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MINUTE®F ~IlilITINGS(1984)
Minutes of the Saociety's Meeting

The Eleven.th Annual Meeting of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc., was convened at 7:30 p.rn, on Saturday,

June 23, 1984, in the Board room of the Ontario Institute for Studies in Education, at 252 Bloor St. W,

Toronto, Ontario, Canada. Members present were KENBLACKWELLDENNISDARIANIBILL EASTMAN,LEE EISLER,
ALEJANDRGARCIADIEGAAVIDHART,CONJACKA..NICZOHNLENZ, BOBICMBARDI STEVEMARAGIDE$HUGHVIlIRHEADDIu"
O'LEARY, FRAJ."RAGE, PAULPFALZNER, F.ARRRUJA, STEVEREINHARDTIOHNVANWISSENes and STEFANANDERSSCiNd
IANWINCHESTER®o joined the BRSat this Meeting. Guests "Jere also present: Jane Lenz, Abe Najjar, Itrs. Frank
Page, Lois Pineau, Robert Tully.

President DONIACKANICZzresided. DAVIDHARTread the 1983 Minutes ,wllichwere accepted. DONread a letter
from Dora Russell which expressed appreciation of the BRS's work (RSN42-34), and a letter from Honorary I-lember
PAUL ARTHURCHILPPgenerous in its praise of the May newsletter (RSN42), with its excellent 1967 report on
the War Crimes Tribunal, by Robert Scheer.

KEN spoke of the serious illness of Honorary ~lemberLESTERDENOON,and of Lest.er 's contributions to Russell
studies and to the BRS. Ken:5 motion, that President Jackanicz write a letter to Bess Denonn on behal.f of the
ERS, was seconded, and carried unanimously.

DENNISDARLANdave the Treasurer's  Report. The BRS 1is solvent.

LEE EISLER,VP/Infonnation,told of his sending a questionnaire to members who had dropped out, in an effort to
find out why, A number of the dropouts renewed membership. He also asked members to send him items they come
across in their reading, for possible use in the newsletter. .

IAN'WINCHESTER,of orSE, offered to place notices about the BRSin journals which reach educators, and at no
cost to the BRS.

HUGH MOORHE.ptBised the newsletter,and echoed Professor SChilpp's words (lilt is an admirable piece of work
and | want to send you [DON] and the editor my personal congratulations and corrrnendations. Actually it is a
superb  piece of workeee ). STEVEMARAGIDHBought a fonnal rrot.i.on of praise for LEE'S work, whicll was
seconded by Hugh, and carried unanimously, with hearty applause.

Hugh reported that the Doctoral Grant Committee had doubled the arrount of the Grant. Formerly $500, it  will
be $1000 in 1985. He noted with pleasure that two past Grant recipients were present at the meeting:
Alejandro Garciadiego and Lois Pineau.

HARRMRUJA, Chainnan of the Board, reported that the fo.llcwing have been elected (or re-elected) as Society

Officers: cqQl JACKA.."ICZ,President; DAVID HART, Vice-President; DENNIS DARLAND,Treasurer, JOHN LENZ,
Secretary. MARVINKOHLs the new VP/SPECIALPROJECTS$,replacing BOBDAVIS, who stepped down. Next; year's

Heeting will be either Dearborn  or ‘ilashington. (It will be Washillgton.] The Bylaws have been revised, and

will be submitted to the rrembership for approval. (See 33). Harry invited memberS'to submit nominations for
a new BRS Book Award. (See 8 ).

STEVEMARAGIDHESoved that trie Board seriously consider a 1986 Meeting in Britain  (seconded by HUGHVOORHEAD
which arrong other things would provide the possibility of visiting Dora. KEN suggested having a trip to

Britain  for those interested, in addition to the regular -meeting the same year in North Ameriee. Steve .s

motion carried.

FRANKPAGEasked about the possibility of arranging for the publication in paperback of KATETAIT'S QY.!ather
Bertrand = Russell. HUGHoted the prohibitive cost of such a venture -e.

JOHNVANWISSENmMoved that we thank IANWINCHESTHERr his work in planning RUSSELICONFERENCB4, which we
were attending, and for providing excellent facilities. IANwas thanked with warm applause.

BOB WIilIARDI proposed that the BRSPresident send letters to world leaders mostly on the subject of nuclear
weapons. DAVID HARTseconded. A number of objections were raised: the poor response to last year .s letters
(STEVE M.); the difficulty of reaching a consensus in the Society (HUGH); the newsletter could be used to
canvass the membership (HUGH HARRYDr urge individual appeals to congressrren (JOHNV.). BILL EASTMPN LEE
urged the BRSto send the letters. "If the Russell Society cannot publicly state its position on the issue to
which Russell devoted the last 25 years of his life, we ought to quit and go horre;"

HARRYmoved for a vote on the proposals one by one. The motion carried.
The follewing parts of Bob's proposal were approved:

The letters will go to President Reagan,. Chairman Cherrienko, House Speaker Tip O'Neill, Senate
Majority Leader HCM'alBaker, and Senate Minority Leader Jim Wright, urging the follewing:

1. a bilateral, verifiable nuclear freeze
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2. A denunciation of attempts to employ any weapons in space.
3. Areturn to arms talks.
4. No funding for the MXmissile.

The follICMing parts did not carry: withdrawal of Pershing Il missiles from Europe;wit..~drawal of wu.s. forces
from Central America; condemning the mining of Nicaraguan harbors; congratulating Lowell Weicker for his role
in defeating the school prayer amendment in the Senate. Decision deferred on the follCMing: a ban on chemical
weap:>ns, a call for Soviet ‘.. ithdrawal from Afghanistan.

The Annual Meeting of The Bertrand Russell Society was adjourned.
Submitted July 10, 1984

John Lenz, Secretary

(50) Minutes of the Directors : Meeting

The Board of Directors of, The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc,, met in 4 separate sessions, on June 23 & 24. The
following report, sumrarazes what took place in all 4 sessions. The actual minutes, written by CONJACK~UCZ
(with another set by DAVICHI>.RTare in the keeping of BRSsecretary  JOHNLENZ. Directors present at sore or
all of the sessions were: DENNIS DA,.P-LANDEE EISLER, DAVID HART, MARVIMOHL, CON JACKANICZ, STEVE
MARAGIDESHUGH MXJRHEAD STEVEREINHARDTHARRYRUJA. In t..~e absence of BRSsec:ir<etary CHERIE RUPPE, CON
JACKANICWasapp:>inted Acting Secretary by Chairman Harry Ruja.

The BRSDaoctoral Grant was increased from $500 to $1000. Lee Eisler cited the lack of applications Eor the
$500 Gra'lt; $500 was probably too small an amount of money to be interesting. After some discussion, and
confirmation that  there is enough money in the BRSTreasury to cover the $1000 Grant, the increase was
approved. The arrount and cond.i.t.lons of the Grant w'ill be re=nsidered next year.

The BRSB=k Award will be given for the first time in 1985. It had originally been proposed by Gladys
Le.ithauser' some years ago. There was discussion as to whet.h.er the Award should go only to a book that deals
directly with BRor his work or could also go to one that furthered some cause that BRhad thought important,

such as the abolition of nuclear weapons, No final decision on this question was taken. The Book ".ward
Committee will  consist of GLADYESEITHAUSER, HUGHM:X)RHEADand HARRYRUJA.. Members are  encouraged to
nominate bocks as candidates for the Book Award.

The BRS Award Committee consists of HARRRUIJA, IXN JACKANICZBOB DAVIS, s LEE EISLER. Members,  please
submit candidates for the Award.

The HU!T'aRights/International Developmel.t committee's work was considered. Lee Eisler played a tape of a
phone conversation he had had with its Chairman, Alex Dely, in which Alex had answered a number of questions

Lee asked. Lee .told Alex he intended to let the Board hear the tape. The Board decided to authorize the
Committee to continue its present work for another year, and to inform Alex that, it is "imperative that he be
present at the 1985 Board Meeting, to discuss the work of his Committee.”

The Saciety's Corporate Agent in the State of Illinois is NCMJOHNA. JACKANICZas a result of STEVE
MARAGIDHESotion, carried unanimously.

Society Officers for 1984-1985 were elected ‘'or re-elected by the Board; CONJACKANICZPresident; DAVIDHART,
Vice-President; DENNIS DARLAND,Treasurer; JOHN LENZ, Secretary. The Office of Vice-President/Special
Projects, which had been held by BOBDAVIS, who stepped dowri, is offered to MARVIMOHL(whowas absent from
this session).

Board Officers for 1984-85 were elected or re-elected by the Board: HARRYRUJA, Chairman; JOHNLENZ,Secretary.

Bylaw revision _e..A Bylaws Committee - consisting of 1XNJACKANICZ, STEVE REINHARDTand LEEEISLER- had
been working on proposals for revised Bylaws for many months. Their proposals were approved by the Board,
after some modifications were made. The proposed revised bylaws will be submitted to the members for their

approval  (33).

MEMBERSHIRST
The list is in 2 parts. Part | lists those whowere members on June 1, 1984. It was distributed at the 1984
Al".nualMeeting, in Toronto. Part Il lists members who have enrolled since June  1st. Please check your name

and address and notify us of any errors. This list is provided solely for your personl use, and is not to be
given to nonmembers without permission from the President. Part | is on the next 3 pages, follcwed by Part II.
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HEMBERSHIP LIST
June 1, 1984"

*honorary rrember

+Louis K. Acheson, Jr.,Ph.D./17721 Marcello Place,
CA 91316

J. r1. Altieri/Box 892/Ensenada, PR 00647

Jean Anderson,Ph.D./92600 west Fork,Irrlian Creek
Road/Swisshome, OR 97480

Trurran Anderson, Jr./1138 Hwnboldt/Denver, CO
80218

Ruben Ardila, Ph.D./Apartado 88754/Bogota,
Colombia

*Professor Sir Alfred Ayer/51 York St./London,
U.K. Wl

Dean V. Babst/7915 Alma Mesa Way/Citrus Heights,
LA 95610

Dong-In Bae/c/o Geon-hak Choi/13-1 Jang-dong,
Dong-gu/ G\vangju/Chonnam/ Korea (SOULI-J.)

Gunjan Bagla/PO Box 5026/eulver City, LA 90230-
8626

Jerry Baker/1000 East OCean Blvd./Long Beach, CA
90802

Don C. Ba.ldwi.Lt. Col, ret }/28 Crescent Drivel,
Plattsburgh, NY 12901

Adam Paul Banner/1306 East Preston/Mt.
17148858

Carrie Bartell/Box 131/Palmer Lake, CO 80133

John Bastone/3460 S. Bentley Av./Los Angeles, LA
90034

Dr. Walter Baumg~tner/Clos
St. Legier, ~flitzerland

Pleasant,

de Leyterand/1806

Prof. Robert H. Bell/152 1de Road/Williamstown,
MA 01267

Vivian Benton-Rubel/1324 Palmetto St./Clearwater,
FL 33515

+Jacqueline Berthon-Payon/463 W. 10th St./
Claremont, LA 91711

Fra."1iBisk, D.D.S./2940 110ttAv./Far Rockaway , NY
11691

.+Kenneth Blackwell, Ph.D./Archivist, Russell
Archives/McMaster University/Hamilton,Ont./
Canada 18S 4L6

Howard A. Blair/Mansfield Apt./55 S. Eagleville
Ct./Storrs, CT 06268

LCDR Joseph F. Boetcher/2801 Park Center Or./
Alexandria, VA 22302

Dan Bond/1112 West Av./Ri.chrrond VA 23220

Dean T. B~lden/8283 La Jolla Shores Dr./La Jolla,
CA 92037

Christopher E. Boyle/Box 3107/APO NY NY 09109.

Michael EmrretBrady/9426 Flower St./Bellflower, CA
90706

Prof. Andrew Bri.nk/Dept, of English/r-<.cMas:ter
University/Hamilton, Ont./Canada L8S 4L9

Phil Brown/16607 NE 23rd St./Bellevue, WA 98008

James Haley Buxton/373S Orange St./NorfolJ<:,VA
235J.3

Gayle Campbell/6S"Long..:ood Or./Waterloo, Ont./
Canada N2L 4B6

Robert S. Canterbury/41S S. Verlinden Av./Lansing
MI 48915

Dr. Thanos Catsambas/3003 Van Ness St., NW(S-418)/
>vashington, DC 20008

Dennis C. Crii.prnany.D./Box 8S/Kingsport, TN 37662

TilTothy Cissner/121S Harvard Blvd./Dayton, OH
45406

Harry W. Clifford/27S Prospect St./East Orange,
NJ 07017

+director

#officer

Whitfield & MargaretCobbh/800
Blacksburg, VA 24060
Eugene Corbett,Jr.M.D./PO Box 267/Fork Union, VA

CUpp St.,SE/

23055
+Jack R. Cowles/392 Central Park >\Test(6C)/NY NY

10025

Peter & Glenna Cranford/1500 Johns Road/Augusta,
GA 30904

Jim CUrtis/ IS Elizabeth Dr. /Fonthill, Ont. /Canada
LOS IEO

Steve Dahlby/265 Calusa Av./Citrus Springs, FL
32630
John R. Dale, M.D./C52 Aalton Road/RR 1, 100 Mile
House/B.C./ Canada VOK 2EO
~~gelo D"Allessio/25 Mor~ouse Av./Stratford, CT
06497
*#Dennis J. Darland/1406 26th St./Rock Island, IL
~ 61201 (BRS TREASURER)
Alice Letitia Dariington/Avenida Toluca 537-8/
Mexico 20, D.F. Mexico

+#Robert K. Davis/7711 W. Norton Av./Los Angeles, ¢,
90046-6214  (VP/SPECIAL PROJECTS)
Peter A. D"Cruz/67 Gloucester St. (10)/Toronto,
Canada M4Y 118
+Alex Dely/6150 E. 31st /Tucson, AZ85711
*+Lester E. Denonn/13S Willow St./Brooklyn, NY 11202
Pascal Diethelm/La Vignule-Possy/74380 Lucinges,
France

Paul Doud~/10644  Jeskamp Or./Ferguson, MO 63136

Pradeep Kumar Dubey/E.C.E Dept./U. of
Massachusetts/Amherst, MA-01003

Willaim Eastman,Ph.D/Dept of Philosophy/The
University of Alberta/Edmonton, Canada T6G
<wd

*Prof. Paul ~Brds/390  West End Av./NY NY 10024

Ronald Edwards/60S N. State St./Chicago, IL 60610

+#lLee Eisler/RD 1. Box 409/Coopersburg, PA 18036

(VP/ INFORMAT ION)

Lela Elliott/800 Heights Blvd. (23)/Houston, TX 77007

Albert Ellis, Ph.D/Institute for Rational Living/
45 E. 6Sth St./NY NY 10021

Graham Entwistle/70 Corrrnondr. (S)/Shrewsbury, MA
01545

Richard Fallin/153 W. 80th St. (4A)/NY NY 10024

Mark E. Farley/318 Normal St./Denton, TX 76201
Paul Figueredo/2929 Rolido Dr. (167)/Houston TX

77063

Kathleen Fjermedal/1555 Princeton St./Santa Monica,
CA 90404

Richard A. Frank/6520 Selma (171)/Los Ange l.es CA
90028

Thomas Frink/321 A 72nd St./Newport News, VA 23607

Christopher Fulkerson/882 33rd AV./San Francisco, CA
94121

Frank Gallo/1736 19th St. N;~/Washington, DC 20009

Alejandro R. Garciadiego/Jose Maria Velasco #71/
San Jose Insurgentes/Del. Benito Juarez/
Mexico, D.F. 02900, Mexico

Paul L. Garwig/228 Penn Valley Terrace/Yardley, PA
19067

Seymour Genser/2236 82nd St./Brooklyn, NY 11214

Ali Ghaemi/PO Box 427/McL€an, VA 22101

Mary W. Gibbons/211 Central Park Wewt (7G)/NY NY
10024

Francisco Giron B./Calle Lorena 182/Col.Roma/
San salvador. El Salvador
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Salvator  Giustra/1705-60~~  St./Brooklyn, NY 11204
Steven Darrell Goins/4238 San Juan Av./

Jacksonville, FL 32210-3341

+David Goldman, M.D./35 E. 85th St/NY NY 10028
Atttie Gomez/1674 Stephen St. (IR) /F'lushi.ng, tIY

11385

Joe Gorman, Ph 0./1333 Mountain Av./Clarelront, CA
91711

Charles Green/307 Montana Av.(301)/Santa  Monica,
CA 90403

Bill Gregory/7850 S.W. Hall Blvd. (33)/Beaverton,
OR 97005

Charles M. Griffith 111/PO Box 386/Saugus, CA
91350

Monnye R. Gross/1052 Coddington Way/St. Louis,
MJ 63132

David G. Grubbs/34 Iladison Av (3)/Cambridge, MA
02140

Thomas Grundberg/Uarda~gen A 63/S-223 71 Lund,
Sweden

Stephen Hamby,Ph.D./Center for Rational Living/
500 Lcwell Dr. S.E./Huntsville, AL 35801

Tim Harding/454 Wellington  St./Clifton Hill,
Australia 3068

John W. Harper, Jr./571 S. Coronado St. (-112)Los
Angeles, CA 90057

John W. Harrison,  Jr./2241i
48124

+David S. Hart/16 Warren St./Rochester,
4210

John L. Harwick/29 Fairway Av./Delmar, NY 12054

Beech/Dearborn, Ml

NY 14620-

Dr. Larry M. Hersh/US OCean Parkway/Brooklyn, NY
11218

Terr.t' L. Hildebrand/1659 A l.eilehua Lane/
Honolulu, HI 96813

Charles W. Hill,Ph.D./Rte
70433

Ophelia & James Lloyd Hoopes/250 Avalon Av./Ft.
Lauderdale, FL 33308

Thomas Horne/2824 E. !lission Ln./PhoP...rUx, AZ

85028

5, Box 61/Covington, LA

Kennan A. Hutchins/Zaungasse 5/8500 Nfunberg 60/
West Germany
Richard & Iris Hyrnan/6697 No. Grande Drive/Boca
Raton, FL 33433
Arvo lhalainen/6322  Colbath Av./VVan Nuys, CA
91401
Brent Isham/Box 581/Keene Valley, NY 12943
+#Donald W. Jackanicz/901 6th St. SW (712A)/
Washington, DC 20024 (BRSPRESIDENT)

John A. Jackanicz/3802 N. Kenneth Avv/Chi.cago
IL 60641

Gustave Jaffe/844  Stanton Av./Baldwin, NY 11510

Ann Jepson/167 Mimosa Dr./Dayton, OH 45459

Connie Jessen/2707  Pittsburgh  St./Houston, X
77005 .

Prof. David E. Johnson/Sampson Hall/U.S. Naval
Academy/Annapolis, ~121402

James M. JonesiRt. 8, Box 294/P,ickory NC 28601

Andres Kaarik/Reslagsgatan 40 C, 3tr./113 55
Stockholm, SWeden

George A. Kaufmann/17264 105th- AV./Sun City, AZ
85373

James Kennedy/346 W. 71st St./NY NY 10023

Richard K. Kenney/Box 21751/Seattle, WA98111

Vincent DePaul Kirchdoerffer/10 Daniel Drive/
Hazlet, NJ 07730

Hans Koehnke/1205 Judson Av./Evanston, IL 60202

News, No. 43 Auqust:1~84

+#Prof. Marvin Kohl/Dept. of Philosophy/State

University  College/Fredonia, NY 14063 (BRS
VICE-PRESIDEI-<'T)

Victoria Kokoras/20 Greenwood Road/So. Peabody, MA
01960 r-

Kenneth Korbin/300 Jay St. (914)/Brooklyn, NY 11201

Henry Kraus/5807 Topanga Canyon Blvd.Moodland
Hills, CA9136

Prof. Paul Kuntz/Dept.of Philosophy/Emory
University/Atlanta, GA 30322

Scott Kurhan/44 Cottontail Road/Norwalk, CT 06854

Prof Paul Kurtz/1203 Kensington Av./Buffalo, tly
14215

Corliss Lamont, Ph.D./315 W. 106th St./NY NY 10025

Herbert C. Lansdell/4977  Batte...ry Lane (115)/
Bethesda, MD20814

Herman Lefk~tch/49 Kingsland St./Nutley, NJ 07110

Justin  Leiber/Dept.  of Philosophy /Universa ty of
Houston/Houston, TX 77004

Gladys Lei~hauser,Ph.~./122 Elm Park/Pleasant
Ridge, MI 48069

John R. Lenz/317 W. 100 St. (4F)/NY NY 10025

Vivien Leone/52 Gramercy Park/NY NY 10010

Dr. H. WLessing/50 F, Cornwal | C,ardens/London,
U.K. SW.7

W. Arthur Lewis/PO Box 23/Fishers, NY 14453

fol.artin Lipin/7724 Melita }1.V.IN. Holl:1,'V-IOCK2 91605

John M. Liston/80S Verde VistalVisalia, CA 93277

Don Loeb/423 S. Seventh St. (2)/Ann Arbor, MI 48103
Rol::ert Lombardi/209 Hutchinson Awv. (I)! Buffalo,
NY 14215
Susana Ida Maggi!247 E. 28t.~ St. (15G)/NY NY 10016
Dr. Charles Magistro/12 Van Buren Circle/Sta'TIford,
CT 06906

John M. Mahoney/208 South Bl.vdv/Ri.chrrond, VA 23220

Micp.ael H. Malin/2235 Line Lexington Road/Hatfield,
PA 19440

John Malito/105 Cactus Av./WillOM::1ale, Ont./
Canada M2R2VI

Mary E. Mann/3422 N St. ,N;v/Washington, DC 20007

+Steve Maragides/2438 Pine St./Granite City, IL
6'2040

Mary Elizbeth McAdam/1020S.Sherburne Dr. (205)/
Los Angeles’, CA 90035 .

Calvin McCaulay/470 Dundas St. (701)/London,
Ont./Canada N6B IW3

William McKenzie-e~ich/77
Portland, MEO04102

.Buoh McVeigh/311 State St. !Albany, NY 12210

+James E. MCWillialTs/PO,BoX34/Holly Ridge, MI 38749

Pine St. (110)/

Peter Nedley13220 N. Bartlett (F) /Milwaukee, WI
53211
Thea Meijer/Box 93/Abbotsford, B.C./Canada V2S 4N8

Soott Miller/140 OCean Parkway (5B)/Brooklyn, NY

11218

+Prof. Hugh S. Moorhead/Dept. of Philosophy/
Northeastern Hlir~is University/Chicago;
IL 60625

Jerre lloreland/209 Burnett Hall/Dept. of
Psychology/University of Nebraska, Lincoln, NE
68588-0308

-1 Nolan/372 S. SUllivan/Gary IN 46403

Daniel J. O'Leary/95 N. 4th St./Old Town, ME04479
+Frank V. Page/l9755 Henry Road/Fairview Park OH
44126

*Prof. David Pears/Christ Church/Oxford,U.K.  OXI IOP



r-a”, 33

J~"urv t.,.~.,?e0 ot ::207 Ul:azi~ CiTe le Pa~:;1ds:\a,
IX 7150.

faul MTIC Izne../33"; HulLinii n 'A". S./Octa'el,
GI\t. /CUNda t.v if;;

'Sir Karl 2rp,;?".rir'd L.,.-"= . -~mol" Clooe/:>a."lOr
RO3.d!!"mTI, Bu.=ki:'Oh ,.;11ix8/U,-. 1INO BflZ

Davia C. ?ridrlxo?-".t'<-'<r 1'JI1 CldL t"~<W'ar/
I".eCo:;co Eeiid:C:., i),—q~277

'J';'Cf~ f.ago..:ale/-Ho 23~, t/$.:<.n Frall- Zisco, CA

~4114
G. Na;;abeushana Fedrly/Ce L af Cheml.:n:iyfCr ‘'gon
":,~te Univerg~t'v/Corvalli" OF ;,173:"1
-5b;rchen J. flellln'll"d~1z4fl P& ,:'v&.1£ .A"v.(021:
*Wilmmgtcto, GE 19300 .
DonRoci?rts,Ph.D,/Dep  « of PhiloS:'9tlj/iJru. ersi
of \;acerlco/Nater!oo, Cll: JCU"tC;. t<2L 1~
‘Jar  Slobe:1:.S!!")) Box :i4/;=:bl ,~Bay I:»I: ,Cdnada
<11 CiHO

Eric RrooTellJS"-75 C".i".urr L" 61vD./;'gi...nCOurt,
Ont. <=areCa Hle.» 2,17

~I<JICY?.:;8811264 Pr 'S'P'~;:'; ;.? :Otfr'oJJa, Cnt.!Ca rada
Kll-i 71":4

~p,rQf.. P™rLY R'lja/4G64 ''ro:! 1liff-~. ~'1 ~l,esa. CA
no4. (3.5 1<, <MIV2AM-

ey ri%,pafi. 7114 ;-0 2-d ?~a~, &elevue, i

~800e LBS SP;:-ETAPY)

‘Celal  Fus ell/Rist:ir)  t--pt./Yale: U dvers' tj1li;;d
ib.ver., ("1' 06520

"Dor:aBlacK ~sseJ l/car'l Vool/Por)\C:..u;"X1,P,znzancel
COl «,lall/ X, T.RI9 -U:

"The Earl ::tdl'sellit:.:axr:}'leel i. ot 1curio ,Penzar,cel
cmurssizlr {0 FL U 1~

Sig-.:id 5,,~11339 "'k.l:r-r “rlal: k-.nef::-r..;:"lai, 00
~5224

Two 1y S. $l:vincen [7AQ I-J. Eitr..rsQI1 5t../f4",d.rose,
A e:'~76

Paul f-2.1(.,./3350S  ~tl.::hic;.'rl Av./-'iey;re, 1-1 4813,
N3than fJ. S-rr.'tdn/v.r-t. of PhJ.losoyiny/On:"versity
of tatLor.U.-i!/Ri\;-e! side, ~ 9.2521

?aul Sal urarsh/ 5 Soutl B:i:nk/frevall:,.":1,
Lal:.'1C>.Istonl72S0 .:'~-at~,iiUstralia
lold t1z'i  SarrUJro/H-liJ g SL[SUSL. nyside, tY
11104
.Rcl:J..;;.Bassl121 Spruce Dr./&;5:- toon, saslt./
Cor.adaS7~ 2":3
Gregory J. sea LI/I-larldand  Road/~oyettet JY
13084
*+Pr:of. Paul Arthur Scnilpp/cept. of pt-J.Icosophyl
Southam LiLi.noi.s Univ~siC'.flcaroondale, IL
(nOl
vera sc~"".rcz/~pt. of I".istotY/~esleYa:\
Or~v~rsityIMidl_own. CT 05~57
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Francis L. Scot 11".0L, Box 5SSIGc.-'4lldd, N:::J.4070
hl & Laura Stckelr200 S. catal.ira. (404J/RedonCo
Bea"...h, CA 90277

Greg ~...nrookl'lO  W. vernon st./Kiss.intree, FL
32741

Ricaard Shore/3410 Peter St. (3~5}/WindSor., an' .1

CaTlada N9C 'w]
le!"l.nSlloSky/4616 ~ Oriole lar.e/tara."l'..ie, I'rt 82070
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Imrvdg SItIS'ky/903 19th St. (IU /Greel~y ( CO 80631

+Carol Ro. Sm.ith!'tO 27 - 67tn tl -.$0\;th/5eatt.le,
WA 99178

<Warren Allen smir:.h11435 &sdford Sc. /101')/
Stamgord. CT 06905

taynp; O. 5mithtPO  Box 2MS/NiLi",;nsburg, VA 231B7-
0:95

Kenneth  SClomon!1052 Cc.;ld' ;goon ‘'lay/St. IOuis, :-:0
63132

John E. So:tntag/ll'il G 3" ~.;Jt-;asilir.<::;or.,200:!4
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1:'c,{.Rol",nd :J. S~0.T_ «{g/7C33 Fairclll d Ci:rcle/F~)(
Pomt, .'11532:7

Jim Sllllivan/1103 lianc. ester Drive/South Bend, TN
40615

Glenn (1. Sunderland/HI<'4, ‘'sex 275/Neo..een, lit 62.\48
Ra.!x:In Carter Suza:::a/6oa E:llis St. { 02)/5an
Francisco,  Cor. S0"10:1

*Katharil'e Russell "' -~/ «6 Dunst; & ./Carrbri.dge,
:A 02138

Cape..» Micl,,)~l H. Ta:.nl;12 25 Sr.royer F..L/flak'.
OR 45419

Jarres V. Terry/PO Box 7702/'tanford, Ct\ 94305

Rugh B. Thor.as/105S s..igert ;:wJIPJG.r-,"te:i, KY 40505
B'"1:.Ce 'I'nOITI9son/e”  Tcppino Dr've/RiverhlJad, Sy 11901
John R. 1'CthiJgel E. EC'-.m:c!St.iPasaCw..3. 0, ';;L04
Lloyd ~~. 'I'tefet.'<en/4 vasl'utlgton 5..-;uat:l:¥ill.ge (75, ,
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John Van Wissen/F.R2/Alli;;ton, Ont./Cmada tO1l IAO

Fernando Valt;as/130 1™ 42.'10St. (53I) Iw Iy 10(;.35

Jean r sconce & Rita Vi~C;:mte-eoyd/1906 Grove
v,IRic.ll.rrord 0, 23220

}:ajor Retbr:2.tt G. (ret) anc E_iral;.et.'l Ve,rt.l;101 S.
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