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COMINEVENTS

(,2) Onsundvitt December 2nd, Al Seckel gives a talk (‘dcll slid~sl on BR,in Santa Barbara. For rrore, see (21)
il

ANNUAVEETIN31985)

»i;5.Fh,;-,}~oh,'~).C. is the place, June 21-23 is the time, tne next-to-last weekend in June. Mark it on.
GaY';:;"i=irs"-iNiclude it In your plans eee and in your budget. DonJackani.cz, whose arrangements for the 1981

r~s8t.irr;; made it an outstanding one, is again in charge of arrangements, so.ee expect a 10 T~.%
pre.qT f(r the annual rreet.ings of the past 2 years were devised by the 2 Russell Conferences in Can::ca; tr.e
s, . . rr2ting will be the first in 3 years in which the BPSputs on its —— program. More to come,

REPORTERONDFFICERS

TI"'  °CClrcHor a cell BRSLibrarian has ended in the appoi.ntrrent; of TomStanley. I \VQuidlike to \~|.~)-"
hi\ ' ;:c, t.his positi.on " tlile again thanking his predecessor, J'ack Ragsdale, for a job well done ufse [IIE+:
k ..-.e:..:L years. By rnal.ng diverse and often rare rraterials more readily available, '‘Ene BPSLibr2r/ lcc'D?;
i ;t1Msell, s work and views kncwn to the academic and general communities. Its ect.ivi ti.es have als~-';>"x" ..
,j,....{X)It'7~It part of the BPS's aim of disseminating information on Russell to wider audiences. LI\
fJtul.-:>1 anticipate a grmving role for the Library,’ and I invite all rremces to wri.te to Tom :UK' ili<.-

"~C|<;E.:~ning the Libr2,ty's mission and howto foster its performmce to an even higher level.

r| -:ontinuesn planni.ng the June 21-23, 1985 Ifunual Meeti..'Ilgto be held in Washington, D.C. The p.!:t:c:::isp
o, Ot ch place has not yet been chosen, though the likely site would be one of the area urriver siti.es o0;-
tK':~f":Is. Negotiations are now being conducted. Any memberinterested in making a presentation shcul.d ,:-:t(,

.V) me at the earliest convenience' as the program is gradually betng compiled. Suggestions for Frr..~a1.
items and agenda proposals for the Soci.ety sus.iness Meet:L,gshould also be directed to me. And, of CA'cse,
I vay muchhope each rremoer is seriously considering attending. The next newsletter will contain fl.~it.:.,,r
")'21:3ils on meeting plans.

Nt':'.:rotiations for the annual BRSAward and your views on the proposed 1986 BRSAnnual Meeting in Brita.Ln
are also welcomed. Nowis the time for your input.

(5) Vice-President  David Hart reports:

Lee Eisler has once again earned the gTatitude of all BRSmembers, this time for his fine work in getting
a videotape of the BBCS "Bertie and the Bomb". It is available from the BPSLibrary, and we might all
think acout thowwe could present it to various audiences. Manycolleges have groups that work to promote a

nuclear  freeze. Student groups are always glad for any cnance to hold a meeting; I:..1leywould likely
wel9orr'e sorreone whowants to show our videotape. In addition, even in this era of darkness, there are-
still a few colleges that have an ecology chili. They too might have an interest in our videotape.Most
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groups like to have outside visitors. So in thinking of prospective viewers, we need not limit ourselves
t.o those groups to which we belong. @ Manychurches have peace groups that do very good work; we ought not
to ignore this potential source of int.erest.

In  reading over the questionnaires returned by our new members, | amagain and again surprised to learn
how some casual event has set off a wno.lehearted interest in Russell. Russell is howawn best advocate,
if only people can be made aware of his work. Perhaps our videotape will be the small event that awakens
curiosity and sends someone off ‘co a bookshop or library, eager to read anything Russell wrote,

(6) Vice-President/Special Projects  Marvin Kohl report.s. His review of Russell's Cambridge Essays 1888-99
appeared in Choice (April 1984, p 242). Here it is:

An extraordinary  volume that should delight both the scholar and the general intelligent reader. For the
scholar there are Rmsell's early and shorter  wvrritings on economics, epi.st.erroicqy, and logic; a
~wlio:j~::::",":~" "nCl oenera.l index; and 127 pages of annotation and textual notes. For the general reader
there are essays about the nature of ethics, politics and utilitariarU.sm. In addition (and simply a delight
to read), there is the diary of a 16-year-old arguing~ut the nature of religion and religious belief
and, as a special bonus, a reading list containing 758 entries. The bi.ographaca.l material will be of
special interest to those adolescent readers searclling for a model or intellectual hero. A must for all
college  collections, and highly recorrunended for general libraries who wish” to have the partial.
;.mtobiography of a manwho is clearly one of the greatest, if not tlle greatest, intellectual of our
cencury,

[The rerLe<"ler's copy of this volume, furnished to us by the publisher, Allen & Unwin, is available fri-'in :h(

BPS Library. Handle with care; it is a $70 volume.]

LS.lI-:"ncedon hand (3/31/84) 3053.60
13 new In2liLide.CS . 246.45
62 rene',/al.;:3. 00, .eeeee cccee, . Jeeennees 1232.50
total dues eeeeccccccce 1478.95
cont.tibut.ions . :75.00
s~les of RS~; 080ks, stationery,etc (oo 18.25
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4625.80
E:x?'O'ndi.1:U:c,Iisformation and Membership Conmittees 1100.19
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other i { escecccccccccccccccccccee 0.00
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(fo) L~:rt~parter ending 9/30/84:

Balance on hand (6/30/84) . . . «3093.62
Income: 15 new members. eeecccee oo , socee, . 285.00
18 renewals . Loeee, 332.70 |
total dues eeeee o ccce ,617.70
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sales of RSN, books, stationery,etc eee ceo cccscccce coccccce soce 60.83
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total SpPENt e.eecccccce 1464.18 eeccccce o 1464.18

Balance on hand (9/30/84) . ... - \ 2425.97
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REPORTSFROMCOI'IMI'ITEES

(8) Library Committee (TomStanley, Librarian):

The Library is in process of being shipped to Vermont. | ex-pect it will be intact, and orders processed,
by the time this issue arrives. Please excuse any delays that have occurred during the transition.

"Bertie and the Bomb", the BOCdocumentary, is our latest acquisition. We have four copies of this VHS
cassette, three of which are on loan. If anyone has a specific date when they would like to view it
please notify me at once.

The Librarian's appeal (RSN43-27) has elicited a very generous donation of bocks from Al SeckeL Also
worth noting, we have The Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell. Mol 1 (Cambridge Essays. 1888-1899).  (See
® 1

(For more nlfws about the Library, see (12-15) 1

(9) Philosophers’ =~ Committee (David E. Johnson, Chairman):

(11)

Program
of
THE BERTRANRISSELLSOCIETY, INC.
at the Dece~r 1984 Meeting
of the Eastern Division of
THE AMERICARHILOSOPHICAIASSOCIATION

TIME: December 28, 1984. 10:00 to 11:50 a.m.
PLACE: The New York Hilton Hotel, Nassau Suite A

PAPER: "Knowledge By Description”
Russell vlahl, Wabash College, Crawfordsville, IN

eatJt. IEINJTNI'OBustin ~ Leiber, Univers ity of Houston,

QIAIW..AN:David E. Johnson, U. S. Naval Acaderny

* * * * * *

ABSTPJICDF RUSSELL'AHL' S PAPER,"KNCWLErGEY DESCRIPTION"

This paper examines Bertrand Russell's notion of knowledge by description and explores two cues t.iions:
1-/Cle'cher it is really correct to say a person can have merely descriptive knowredge of a thing, and whetiher

txc.,tLs can be known about things known only by descrj.ption. | argue that Russell's original intention -
Lnt.roduc.i.nq this notion was to account for the possibility that truths could be k.110\-Jbout things viU,
whi.ch one is not acquainted. This is the case despite some of Russell's later cla.ims that such thincs as
pi.ccadilly, physical objects and other things which are known only by description are reall v logic~3.1
const.ruct.i.ons of things known by acquaintance. Far from being a, consequence of the position in  "On
Denoting" and "Knowledge by Acquaintance, Knowledge by Description," this more constructivist vi.ew
actur:;Uyconflicts with it in some respects.
In~t~ead of a forrra | report;:, Alex submits (1) his article, "Accidental War", that appeared in a University of
Arlzona_p-~llcatlon (Fall 84) ,and (2) _~ related pet~tion ~ut accidental war. We suqgest that you photocopy
the pet~tlon, "get s~gnatures, and rra.i It to the address glven. Alex has drafted an "Accidental Nuclear \var
Prevent/On Act, whlch,has been submltted to Congress, and your petitions vnth signatures might be helpful.
The arti.cle and the pet.Lti.on are on the next page. .

THE MEMBERSOI'S

Results of the vote: The Bylaws revised in June 1984 were approved. All candidates for Director were elected
1-  re-elected for 3-year terms starting 1/1/8S:  JACQUEL1+HEERTHOJ\N-PAYQbIs DAVIS, ALEXDELY, ALI GHAEMI,

HUGH'mru-IEAD, DANWRAY.The ballots  were tallied by Lee Eisler, and the count was verified by Secretary John
Lenz, asreqidired by Article 11, Section 2 of the new Bylaws.
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A key theme of our
themselves  and each other
to make informed decisions. By conscious
US. and USS.R. are deploying weapons
the cruise missile” and the stealth bomber, which are invisible
to the standard  techniques of radar or satellite verification.
Other systems, such as the $$-20 and Pershing-2  missiles, are
placed so dose to enemy territory that they can strike essen-
tial systems within six to ~-t:elveminutes after launch.

These factors create a precarious balance, an unstable equi-
Hhrium, which could be upset by many events. In 1980 Sen-
ators Gary Hart and Goldwater conducted an investigation
into the 1 S. strategic warning system. They found 151 sig-
nificant false alarms during the preceding 18 months, some
lasting a full si-c minutes. The U.S. false alarm rate increased
to 186 N 1%1, 21$ in 1982 and was up to 130 as of May 31,
1983, the latest available data under our Freedom of Informa-
tion Act request. This represents a 35% increase, Most signif-
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By Alex Dely

the Soviet computers are even more unreliable.  And
what about the 15 or so nations possessing or building nu-
clear weapons, many of whom are poor and are located in
troublespots such as the Middle East, Asia, Africa, and
, South/Central America?

| A key argument s that the defense community  (but not the
, publici) is aware that many false alarms do occur. They also
, know that the amount of time necessary to check whether
:the alarm was false or not, equals or exceeds the time for a
real attack to occur. This is Catch-22 in the extreme!

The practical result will almost certainly be the adoption
by necessity by both the U.S. and the USS.R. of a launch-
on-warning policy, an open invitation  to unintentional but
real disaster.

In addition, the Pentagon

icantly

uses between 300 and 1000 dif-
computer  languages, a babble of tongues that could
chaos should electronic  chips fabl or computer  pro-
contain errors (and no practical tests seem to be ad-
Finally we must presume that during a crisis, which
could last as little as six minutes, all members of the
chain of command are at their posts. Even then it is absurd
to b:lieve that in six minutes a coherent message and sup-
portrng analysis could be sent from the radar/satellite com-
puter operator at NORAD headquarters, be verified by other
computers, passed along to the Secretary of Defense in the
Pentagon, on to the President, who must make a careful de-
cision, then back down the chain of command to the
launch  officers.  Again we must wonder how a highly bu-
reaucranc  cham of command, such as the Soviet one will
deal wi th this issue. !
What can be done:
1) Establish a U.S.-U.S.S.R.
This  permanent new institution,
_ and Washington, would facilitate
information exchange and consultation

, ferent

i Create
grams
equate).
recall

and

Joint Crisis Control Center.
originally in Moscow
face-to-face  immediate
whenever  crisis

Noverrrer 198"

would be staffed 24 hours a day
and diplomatic  personnel.

the U.S. Senate incor-
into the Fiscal Year
this oc-

Both locations
and U.S. military
Originally  proposed by us in 1981,
poratedthis suggestion by 82"0 vote
1985 0.0.0. Appropriations Bill. Unfortunately
curred  via nonbinding resolution.  Since Secretary  of De-
fense Weinberger in April 1983 summarily  concluded  that
a ‘crisis control center was not desirable at this time,"
the political pressure must be maintained.
Upgrade the present 60 words-per-minute
line. The present system:

-does not allow use of high-speed satellites
- does not allow high-speed map or facsimile
sion capability

- does not ha ve secure voice and video capability
«- does not provide either side with high-speed
tive links to their embassies in crisis area nations
We must undo, our present dependence on a slow printed
message in a time when decision-making time has been
reduced from hours to only a few minutes.
An Anti-Satellite ~ Treaty must be negotiated
each side access to secure means of verification
movements and weapons deployment.
A process needs to be established in the Congress and the
Pentagon  to continuously evaluate all the issues men-
tioned in this article. At present no one has this responsi-
bility.
In the next five years,
$3 trillion for "defense.”
war prevention. Unless
cide by oversight.

Alex Dely is co-author of th~ book Accidental Nuclear War: Th:
Growing Peril. is a lecturer in physics at the UA and Pima Commv-
nitv College, and isa third year VA law student.
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BRSLIBRARY

(12) NewlLibrarian is Tom Stanley, book lover, bock collector, and bock seller ( specializing,with his wife, in
used and out-of-print bocks, as STANIEYBCX)KS.)A 7-year BRSmember, he says they "finally settled in Vermont
where | had hoped to make a living selling bocks. After starving at this, I found employment selling
[electronic equipment], and my wife took up teaching. OUr business only allows us the luxuries, like buying a
set of the Collected Papers.." He is a member of two local “peace" groups, the Vermont Archeological Society,
the Vermont Historical Society, and the Vermont Antiquarian Booksellers Asso iation. In his free time/he
enj oys Bach and hiking with his daughter. Wewelcome him warmly to his new posto His address is on Page 1,
bottom.

(13) 7 Eilms for rent,  listed below with  rental prices, may be borrowed by BRSmembers and r'espcns.ib.le  non-

(14)

members. All are 16mm.black and white. A $75 deposi.t; is required, to be refunded when the film is returned,

less the cost of shipping and insurance. Films are rented for one week, except when other arrangements are
made with the Librarian. When ordering, specify the date when the film is wanted. If you know of any other
films in private collections, other libraries, or broadcasters' files, please tell Librarian Tom Stanley about

it. His address is rn Page 1, bottom. Here are the films:

1. Bertrand Russell Discusses Philosophy

2. Bertrand Russell Discusses Power.

3. Bertrand Russell Discusses M~~ind's Future.

4. Bertrand Russell Discusses the Role of the Individual.
5.

Bertrand Russell Discusses Happiness.

Each of the above runs for 13 1/2 minutes. BRis interviewed by WoodrowWyatt (1959). The interviews are

t.ranscr ibed in the took Bertrand Russell Speaks His Mind (Greenwood, publisher). The aUd~o fX)rti<:m of #1 IS
available on LP "Bertrand Russell Speaking” (caedm::mTC-1149). Rental: $25 plus $75 deposi.t, per film.

6, Bertrand Russell.

I-<L::n39 minutes., DR is intervie'Ned by RomneyWheeler on his 80th Birthday (1952). A transcript can be found
in Atlw,tic M-nthly (Aug~st 1952,pp. 51-54). Rental: $40 plus $75 defX)sit.

7. 1'h2Life and 'l'i.mes of Bertrand Russell.

Runs wuq ~"i'1,-\b.":;., PF-x:lucedby the BBCfor BR's 90th Birthday Celebration (1962). BRis interviewed, and so ;'l'e
several 'i";::crriinenBl:i.tish fj-:zjl.l.:cr:;8dain emphasis is on the threat of nuclear war: and BR's efforts to dir.ll.nis:n

it R-nt;;-tl;.  $,~G ~:)Jd.ns :~75 riepos.i.t,~

~~~~)~.---i3,~1£..:.S~£79ITh" ~he BRELibrary has acquired a VHSvideotape of this 40-minute BBCTV program that was

~no\T(~ol Hnta:Ln In Apri.! and very well received. (We've seen the laudat.ory press clippings. We've also seen
‘Te.r-tjie 2nd, trre Bomb" itself. Not to be missed!) It has not been seen on USor C~dian TV, so we have
Eo,reullLg,,,,,uql.le; dt least. for the noment.. It deals mainly with BR's opposition to nuclear weapons, Two BRS

Award reclplents appear 111 It: D-~ra Russell and Joseph Rotblat.

Y21 f12\;;I'':"Lsb borrow, ~t from the BRSLibrary to show to your group or organization. If you do this, ment:i.cu
irrrat .l.thas r-een p:ovilded by the Bertrand Russell Society; and anyone wishing inforrration about the Society
(by mai.l) should glve you hi,s name and address.

If you show it to a group, please send us Dbrief report.marre of group (Lf any), size of audience, how many

. asked. for Lnformat.i.on about the BRS, and audience reaction.

One Lirnit.a_tif)n on Lts use.. don'tt ge carr ied away and aff er It to a local TV statloh. Wedo not have BBCS
=nnissio!l  ISIE. that

Tecllllical note: the tape has been recorded at a slow speed. Some videotape players play it correctly, some do
not. Try it out to make sure it plays on your player.

As report~ last issue (~43-28), there is no charge for bor.rowing tapes. Borra"er pays for pcs'tage and $50
~rth  of ansurance :ath -ays, oro.inar.i ly, But in this case, if you are shcwi.ng "Bertie" to a group, theBRS
will share the co-L, Wwill pay It gomg out; you pay it coming back. If you are not showing it to a group,

please. send $3 wi.th your order for one-way postage and $50 insurance;any excess will be refunded in stamps.
Order from BRSLibrary, address on Page 1, bottom.

(15)5&;1@1_ on aUdiotape. Last issue,JACK RAGSDALfcommended a videotape (#260A) of Gore Vidal on the Donahue show

(RSN43-29).Since many more people have aUdiotape players than have videotape players, we made an audio
cassette  copy of the video. The aUdiotape turns out to be axcellent eee like an unusually good radio  show.
Available from the BRSLibrary.
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BRONUNILATERNUCLEARSARNING

In Sidney Hook's review of Volurre | of Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell
statement, "I amfor controlled nuclear disarmament,

then | amfor unilateral d.i.sarmamengven if

vle wrote Professor Hookand asked for the source of the statement (RSN42-7), and he responded:
and was the occasion of myexchanges with Bertrand Russell

Joseph Alsop, the newspaper correspondent,
Newl eader in 1958 wrricn continued for some time... R. himself in
acknowledges he 1TBd& but implies he was tricked Into doing so and that

We have read the 1958 newspaper article
shows, we believe, that this one sentence, st.anding alone -
that BRsaid on L~at occasion - misrepresents BR's position. The part
Here it is;
article,and

judge for yourself.

to the Hawaii Star-Bulletin  for supplying it, from its

taken out of context,
is not the whole.

(Weare indebted to HARRRUJAfor telling
issue of 2/21/58):

(RSN41-25),he

us where to

Bertrand Russell Gives an Opinion
On How to Survive In Nuclear Age

By JOSEPH ALSOP land a passionate anti-Com-  armament?"

LONDON, Feb. 21-The Imunist. "Then,”  he says, with;, n"t rua; Cifl™ 0 r~ch
rcom is co.orlessiy comfort- I' But now his life and work sharp emphasis, 'l personal- | "3:1 €~me~t by ~")1sible shg~s '
able, without. character ex-lare dedicated to a vigorous Iy am'for unilateral  nuclear | ~n(! zoun cc/c, 5>10:1s
cept for the superb view of [crusade to ban the nuclear disarmament. It is - bltte' .ud so ro f~1 tq atal}//z
the Thames through the wide rweaoons at all costs. chmcei 1hav§ldthought mucn ,,; 1 "Laroal-tl

ws, ™ : Abe has not dimmed the a an T MUchsh ewdQ iss,  the va;
The room s_.in abltant su lPlower of his mind or in- decelve myself aoouc ns | rus,>(he™ " ofin
gests a  particula %/ . . alsa
creased his_ appetite for self- "ure: " : amert "9s, <||e, ,grfemcnt
blrd The nose IS beakIJkeI lus'on either, Unilateral dI_S?, mament : ;" oul JiTH( '
the shock of white hair is a | What' sets Bertrand Rus- is likely to mean, IC: a whtle.] ! b ,.1 0 “’/""""
superb crest, and even the [sell altogether apart from! Communist. domination  Of i ~(Pd~~t~,,0 ,,,ch' is"
VOice, high, dry and some- :the vast majority of his rel- 1 this world orours, russr-d.’
tm(]es a4y Ilttle harsh, IS de-low crusaders is mainly his 1+ "As vou know v-irv well { A"" d
: ) . ; - . “the Close ne We' ZSIme>
ci sedly a~|anL' _ d [honesty in facing hard facts how I feel about the Cmliti: ~I\(Jthe qI ~S:i~r '\' ~h"r'h~
uch IS . ord Berfran iand hard choices, Jl nist system, my enoree rma:" " col , _
R!4§§hgllgtd thef ﬁge of E:]S and! surprlse you- and mlnd you, i atio tn"~ d'lh W ooas be"
in the midst of his inexhaust- ;SURVIVAL - OF THE RACE, | I' tier o marqt e raranc
Ible career's new phase as a ' ,] "am lor controlled nu- ‘If' spea on]y or mySet nr? Tor ¢ erro, M Erne er_ern n
most powerful influence on!'clear disarmament,“ he says, WIth a%d WIth Iltrtri'e hope of : " g 0~oge\ 1‘,1 or 1. was
British and world opinion.  ibriskly, fixin' his caller with. o di th ' r~oy ;
lan eye that i; almost hypnot- , persua ,ng o ers. And o thls' he replied
~LL  GOI?\G STRCING [1~ally sharp. TILTIMA'I'E CHOICE again, i tell yo, if we go on

'st'~ with any sense of I "I am ior an negotiations "But il the alternatives are 3s w~ are :;;omg much lona-
histof,.~a~ first encounter: first step;’ any effor~ the eventual extincticn of ¢, we ri3;' the end of the
B ~~| With ' 2 - ki . "

Feggaandof Jg Ihc?ajdu- ‘,h m proho & un deérr Etan ind land a- terr porary human  racv.
. standlng anythlng, in short. ornrunrst  conquest” t pre- (U JTine ACTIN- 1 #R\S
I|t¥ 4 1K t t rna_ bm controlled  fer the latter, . )

. here he still v&.("say tha Y lg. t would be inex ressmby A one ™! ‘the slmple
to _~oyrsell, =<:jd .his ;disarma.ment a little nearer. | hornble but it ;vVO-~I~ not room, the mind's eye held a
213 s to the man who mOvecfl What 1s at stake IS Simply " G\ 1 vision of the erandfather's
Britain's reform bill of 1832 lthe survival of the human ~~~~~n~~~~t~~~n  h~;rlb";: ' timc-Welington's dispatch
and reached the Prime Min- l:ce; for if we go on as we ~m ir~ e~dured.- e, rider driving furiously into
Istership  before Palmerston.!-,e going. we fisk a ~uclear P, . = London with the Waterloo.

The grandfather, Lord |war, and the human race, nAnr%i1 emeoneggrtuhf .the : won standards  of Napoleon's

" 15, e

John Russell"  bore  the  WIIl not survive such a war. wgﬁi an aqbsolutely lrrevgrsfable """ ::ds poked out of the car-

largest si~gle share of there-.I There IS somethi~g m him . ev~nt." ! ndge window,

sponsibility for  ushering | somethlng per nap s of . t And to make tlie cornrarrr
England into the new demo- |those “ancestral v oice S He mused for a while arter th ind' h 1d.

o S o to prephesymg war" that "0l stating his uitimate choice, t'he Igaerpo ffmelTlgfarprecfse ,
do so., he helped drlve from eridge heard In nis, dream- p"_hen he began t% set forth Voi I
offlce the” men who beat Na- T 'at rna es one reluctant to S arguments, that - “sane settlhg e hl”satterqta |ve§On

poleon. interrupt  the-llow of rus ex- . men among th,e SOVletsmust for the H-bomb age as he:
ALY FAeETS planation R]%r{ugtn Sur dslls[tgrtthdﬁndasthsg%e gnm Iy percel\;\e/ses fnern. ,
The grandson has been a THE !-L~RD DEC!SIO\" .selves in this prison of the You may think Jus advice
dozen things-great philos- But the question has to be | balance of terror,” ,altogether wrong. as .does ,
opner.. great logician, First asked: "What if the Soviets 1 this reporter:  but this ,was.
World War pacifist. Second  cannot be induced. by any! VARIOIS 'SCHE'IES still a voice deserving to be
World War anti-Nazi and al- imaginable effort, to agree IWe have not really tried, heard and carefully consid- ;
ways a passionate libertarian to controlled nuclear dis- . he kept repeating; we have ered in the final judgment. ,

look for
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but if the Corrrnunistscannot be induced to agree to
it meansthe horrors of Corrrnunisdomination.”

by Joseph Alsop from which Professor Hookextracted one sentence.
the context being everything

1984

BR's

it,

"It was 1TBdto

in the
the course of the correspondence
I misunderstood his real intent."

It

the Alsop
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Hook's 1984 misrepresentation of BR's position on Corrmunismin his review of "Collected Papers”, is not new,
Hehas dcne it often. Herecently said,”So long as we keep our guard up and do not capitulate, as Kennanand
Russell would have us doee. "(R5N39-10c). Hookaccused BRof being a "spokesmanfor appeasementand surrender
to Corr.munism”,irman article -In Comrrentary (July 1976) (R5N41-6).

Let us look at the 1958 Newl_eader articles that Professor Hookrefers to.
A FOREIGNLICYFORSURVIVAL
by Sidney Hook
in TheNewlLeader April 7,1958

Americanforeign policy has been in a state of crisis ever since the end of WorldWarll. The crises have been
partly of this COWItry'Sownmaking. It has madeerror uponerror, all based uponthe failure to unGlerstanc

the nature of the Communisthreat. It sacrificed essential political principles in the military struggle
against Nazi totalitarianism. It demobilized its troops in Europe too soon. It failed to use its monopolyof
atomic Powerto effect world disarmamentand international control of nuclear weapons. It withdrew its troops
from Korea, practically inviting COfl'~st aggression. It fought the KoreanWaragainst the Chinese under
self-imposed limitations. It liguidated the war short of victory whenthe Communis€Chinese were in retreat.

It stood idly by whenSoviet troops slaughtered the Hungarian freedom fighters, [I'lho were actually the allies

of the West.

* * * * * * *

Shortly after the first atomic bcmbwas exploded, Elmer Davis responded to the call for one world with the
retort: "Noworld is better than someworlds.” It is possible to panic the Westby a picture of the universal
holocaust a nuclear war wouldbring, to pa'lic -the Westto a point where survival on any terms seems preferable
to the risks of resistance. The pages of history sh~v that moral integrity in extreme situations is often the
highest political wisdom. The struggle against totalitarianism is not only a political struggle but also a
moral one, which limits the extent to whichwe can carry appeasement. If Hitler had commandedthe weapon
resources of the Soviet Union, would-wehave yielded to one Munichafter another until the world was one vast
concentration camp?l hardly th:L'lkso. 1lnose whoare prepared to sacrifice freedomfor peace and for rrere life
will find after such sacrifice no genuine peace and life unfit for rran. Paradoxical as it may sound, life
itself is not a value. Whatgives life value is not its mereexistence but its quality. Wnoever proclaims
that life is woth living under any circumstances has already wr.i.t.t.erfor himself an epitaph of infamy. For
there is no principle or humanbeing he will not betray; there is no indignity he will not suffer or compound.

Sornet.i.mdahose whoshould knowbetter seemto ignore this, Bertrar:d Russell recently declared in an interview
with Joseph Alsop that, if the Corrununistgould not be induced to agree to reasonable proposals for controlled
nuclear disarmament, he would be in favor of unilateral disarrranent even if this meant Com-st domination
of the entire world. Although he stated the view as only his cun, the fact that he made it public is
tantamount to an advocacy of a policy sure to be widely interpreted in the West'and in the Krernlinas one of
corr.plete capitulation to Communistrrt.ansi.gence,

It is with a feeling of great personal sadness that r observe Bertrand Russell urge that, to avoid the ris~( of
war, we in effect haul downthe colors of freedomand moral decency to save mankindfor Communistule. After
all, we cannot be certain that the t.erxor of Communiswmill not endure or be followed by something worse. "Oh!
what a noble mindis here orerthrown!" The man,'hoin The Eree Man's Warshipwas prepared to defy the very
cosmos and "the trampling marchof unconsc.iouspcwer, "in order to sustain the ideals of humanfreedom come
what may, now sinks on unwilling but still bendedknees before Khrushchevat the thought of the danger of
universal destruction. .

Bertrand Russell's career as a counselor to mankind, here as in someof his observations abcut the United
States as a police state, proves that all tlle mathematical logic in the world is not a substitute for corrsror
sense. In so manywords, he says: "I amfor controlled nuclear disarmament, but, if the Communistcarmot be
induced to agree to it then | amfor unilateral disarmanent even if it meansthe horrors of Communis
domination.” Wherthey listen to sent.irrent.s like this, whyshould the Soviets consent to controlled nuclear
disarmament? All they need do is wait and the world will be-given to them on a platter to do willi- as they
will.  Whyshould they compromise? Not knowingwhether they will survive our resolution to fight if necessary
for freedom, they maybete.'llpted to accept reasonable proposals. But words like Russell's tell themthat all
they need do is sit tight, [lake threats, and wait for us to comecrawling to themdisarmed. It is like saying
to a ruffian or burglar: "Youlet mealone and I'll let you alone, but if you insist on not letting me alone,
you can have your waywith me. If you find mylock too difficult to force, be patient and | shall renovelLt;
This is almost a provocation to the burglar to makethe most extreme demandsand reject any reasonable
settlement.  Russell's words express a dlmious political worality and a bad strategy.They bring abcut the very
intrans~gence amongthe COmnRL'lidtat he uses as the justification for capitulation.

[Hook's article continues, but without further reference to Russell. Endof excerpt.]
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hURLCOMNUNKENNUCLEARAR
By Bertrand Russell
in The NewlLeader May26, 1958

Dr. Sidney Hook's article, "AForeign Policy for Sur'.rival” (NL, April 7) contains muchwith which I amin
agreement -- [fore, 1 think, than Dr. Hookrealizes. Before embarking upon controversial mat.ters, | will
emphasize tlle extent of agreement by repeating a statement, the first three paragraphs of which were
originally fTBdby the AmericanNobel Anniversary Committeeand subsequently published, with the addition of
the last paragraph, in rrar:ycountries on both sides of the Iron CUrtain:

"Negotiations between East and I'lest with a view to finding ways of peaceful coexistence are urgently
desirable. Certain principles  should govern such negotiations: (1) Anyagreement arrived at should as a
whole be not advantageous to either party; (2) it should be such as to diminish causes of friction; ) it
should be such as to diminish the danger of a moreor less inadvertent outbreak of nucleal'warfare.

"The procedure 1 should wish to see adopted would be, first, a meeting at the highest level between the
governmentsof the U.S. and the USSRnot intended to reach binding agreements but to explore the possibility
of a compromise which both powerswould accept. The negotiations involved 'should be secret until the
possibility of such compromise had been established. If such a compromiseseerrl.Sfeasible, it should be
recommendetby both parties -to the other powers of NAT@nd the WarsawPact.

"If an agreement is to be successful i.n averting the risk of nuclear warfare, it must provide for the
destruction  of nuclear weaponsand the cessation 9f their rTBnufacturelli~derthe guarantee of inspection by an
agreed neutral authority. It must also provide for the removal of all alien troops from agreed territory

including, as minimumEast and V'e3t Ge:::-lllar§zechoslovakia, Poland and Hungary-- Germanynot to .rema'in in
NATOr the above satellites in t~"le-varsawPact, The Countries in Eastern and VJesternEurope must be free to
adopt whatever form of qoverrurent;3n6 whatever economicsystem they rray prefer.

"I have been dealing with iTl2aSl;redrat areirmn.inently necessary if the risk of a great war is to be
diminished. But in the long ri~lI, Uleonly solution ,''hichwill ITlakéhe world safe is "L~establisrunent of a
World Government with a rronopby of the major weaponsof vr.r. ~I'heworld is not yet ready for such an
institution, but it fTBye hoped that experLencsij.i gradually convince menof its necessity."”

Lt; will be seen that the st.at.ementjs ve..rys.irnlar to the first p<:L.rof Dr. Hook's article. Wherehe and |
disagree is as to the advisabil.:it/ of an ultillli.,teresort tc nuclear war if the Corrmunist powers cannot be
contained by anything less. Both HL Hookani | are concerned with possibilitief which we respectively think
improbable. Dr. Hookma.intdns that even if his po.l.Lcyled to the extinction humanlife, it would still be
better than a Comrrrunistictory .. 1 r:Bint"in.. on the contzary , tlldt a Communistvictory would not be so great a
disaster as the extinction of humanlife. Headm.lb3 timt his policy might lead to the one disaster, though
he does not think that it wourd, | admit t.h2t tJ)2 pclLcy 'i-lhiehl advocate =ht = lead to the other disaster,
though 1, again, do not think t:hat it woul do ss, Y-eare agreed that both these extreme consequences are
sorrewnathypothetical, and we are also aqreed that both of t.I'lemwould be disasters. Wediffer only as to whi.ch
of themwould be the greater disaster.

Before arguing this question in-;.mpe:c:"onaterms, there are someobservations of a rrore personal kind that may
help to clear the ground. Thor;e\-lhooppose the polLcywrii.chl advocate Lns.inuat;e that it is inspired by
personal cowardice. Amoment'sreflect.ion \:"lcl .shc" ,them that such a supposition is absurd. Neither universal

Corrrnuni.sipmination nor the ext.i.nct.lonof t.he nutep race is likely to occur before | die a natural death. |
do not, therefore, have to consider vil"lo2zthe:c 1 should rrost fear mynuclear disintegration or myslow torture in
an Arctic labor camp. At myage, views as to the not immediate future are necessarily impersonal.

Another thing wi.this insirmateo is that | amsurreptitiously favorable to Communisn©ne might as well accuse

Dre  Hookof wishing to see the rn:;nan::ace excerreinated. Obviously he does not wish the one and I do not wish

the other. Weboth admit that Loth woud be disasters. li\ldiffer only, | repeat, as to which wouldbe the
greater disaster.

I cannot but deplore the passage in «hich Dr, Hooklaments mysupposed moral downfall. It is not by such
arguments that difficult issues can be decided. Hedoes not seemawcre that it would be easy to'make a retort
in kind and to accuse himof being a super-Caligula.- But arglliT.<2lltatidn this vein is an obstacle to
rationality. I shall, therefore, abstain from it, and | wish that he would do likewise.

I come now to an impersonal consideration of the issue. There are here tyroquite distinct —matters' to be
discussed: First, what is 1:.'ldikelihood that the policy which | advocate wodd lead to the universal
domination of Communism?And, second, if it did, would this be worse than the ending of humanlife? It is the
second question that | wish to examine, since the first involves difficult political and psychological
considerations as to whi.chdifferences of opinion will inevitably persist.
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Dr. Hookasserts that "Bolshevismis the greatest movemenof secular fanaticism in humarhistory.” 1 will not
dispute this,but is there not also fanaticism in the attitude of Dr. Hookand of the powerful menwho agree
with him? Hurran history aboundsin great disasters. Onecivilization after another has been swept away by
hordes of barbarians. Thellinoan-l.Jycaeneartivilization was destroyed by savage warriors whosedescendents,
after a few centuries, becamethe Greekswhomve revere. Wherthe Mohammedarswvept over the greater part of
the Eastern RomarfEmpire, it seemedto Christian contemporaries that; the civilization of the regions which
they conqueredwas being destroyed, and yet, before long, it wasthe Arabswho mainly preserved the heritage
of antiquity. GenghisKhanwas quite as bad as Stalin at his worst, but his grandson Kublai Khanwas a highly
cdv.ili.r.,edmonarchunder whontChinese culture flourished.

The menwho think as Dr. Hookdoes are being un-hi.st.otcal and are displaying a myopicvision to which future

centuries are invisible. A victory of Communismight be as disastrous as the barbarian destruction of the
RomanEmpire, but there is no reason to think that it wouldbe moredisastrous than that event. \V'hile t.he
h~~ race survives, humaneness,love of liberty, and a civilized wayof life will, sooner or later, prove
irresistibly  attractive. The progress of mankindhas always been a matter of ups and downs. The downs have
always seemed final to contemporaries, and the ups have always given rise to unfounded optimism. Western
Europe in the year 1000 gave no promise.of the renaissance that began somecenturies later. The humanspirit

throughout Western Christendomwas as narrowly imprisoned as it was in Russia under Stalin.  Anyperson who
supposes that the evils of Conmun.i.srrif it achieved a supremacy, would last forever is allowing himself to
be so limited by the heat of present controversies as to be unable to see thei:r; similarity to equally virulent

controversies in‘the past or to realize that a dark age, if it is uponus, like the dark ages of the past,

will not last forever.

Dr. Hooksays quite truly that life, in itself, is not of value. It gives, bowevex the only possibility of
any value. | cannot applaud the arrogance of those "no say: "If the next century or so is to be suchas 1 (if
I were alive) wouldfind unpleasant, | shall decide that not only this per.iodbut all future time shall be

destitute  of life.” Norcan | wholly admire the kind of "courage" whicn is advocated by Dr. 'Hookand others
whothink like him, whi.chhas, in large part, a vicarious character somewhatietcacting from its nobility. |

.bave nothing to say against the manwhoconmis suicide rather than live under a regiJnewhichhe thinks is

evil, but I do not feel muchapproval of the manwhocondemnsverybodyelse to death because he himself does
not find life worth living.

I have tried to keep this discussion on a rational rather than an emotional plane, but | Cfu~otresist giving
expression to myfinal judgment, whichis that to risk the end of hurr~nlife L~ause we regard ConTIHIDig®
evil is'fanatical, defeatist and pusillanimous in the highest possible degree.

A FREBMAN'EHOICE
by Sidney Hook
in the NewlLeader May26,1958

It is a debater's strategem, unworthyof Bertrand Russell's great gifts, to ,:J;3se:dhat | called his personal
courage into question in criticizing the policy he advocacesas one of surrender to C<»Tu-,unislitl. was his

political judgment | criticized, not his character. Indeed, despite his prai.seworthy declaration that
arguments in the impersonal modewill best clarify our disagreerrents, it is he whodescends to the use of
personal epithets. | shall not follow him. I ask only that, he stop pretend.ing that anvoneis chargillghimwilL'l

cowardice or that any politically literate person believes he favors Communismee, no rrore revers Corrrrnuni
than that democratic Western statesman whoappeased Hitler, out of fear of war., favored Fascism. Nonetheless
they were the assisting architects of the ruin of millions.

The issues between.us are two, The first Russell wholly avoids, even though it is mymai,npoint and by far of
greater political weight. Russell has declared to the entire world that, if: t."1leSoviet Unionrefuses to accept
reasonable proposals for international disarmament,the Westshould disann unilaterally -- even at the cost of
the universal reign of Communisterror. | criticized this view as helpirc to produce the very situation in
whichwe mayhave to choose between capitulation to Communistyranny or war.

I find bewildering Russell's claim that the four pacagraphs he cites in his rejoinder are "very similar” to
the first part of myarticle. These paragraphs are worth precisely nothing whencoupled _wi.th his present
advice. Theyflatly contradict it. The first principle he recommendso govern negotiations betvJeen East and
Westis: "Anyagreementarrived at should as a wholebe not advantageousto either party.” Excellent! Thenhe
broadcasts to the word; If the Kremlinrefuses to make such an agreement, the West should disarm
unilaterally. \V'hy, then, should the Kremlinenter into any such agreementor abide by it if it does? Russell's
position today constitutes positive encotrragemento the Com~-ist leaders to be unreasonable and thus
inherit the world without a struggle.

Let us not deceive ourselves: It is obvious that the leaders of the'Soviet Union are keeping a sensitive
watch on the pulse of public opinion in \'i7esterrcountries. It is not for nothing that the manwhonthey called
“the running dog of imperialism,” and whostill despises thei~' tyranny, is nowbui.lt up in their controlled
press as the "true friend of peace.. Throughoutthe world, Communistare infiltrating into the pacifist
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moverrentwhosenon-pacific' demonstrations they often spark. | amconvincedthat the qrowthof pacifist and
neutralist  sentirrent in the Vlestwas at least partly responsible for the Soviet Union's withdrawal from the
sessions of the UNDisarnBrrentCorrmission, where reasonable proposals along the lines of Russell's paragraphs
could be considered; its hardening attitude along the political front; its repudiation of t..h.€&Senevaagreement
on Germany; its recent UNveto of the proposal for Arctic inspection. Suchactions mayalso be based on the
hope that a position like Russell's will underlTlinthe West's resolution to resist aggression.

Argumentsfrom history are rarely decisive, but | think it is fairly well established that the appeaserrentof

Hitler - not only Munichbut the mocxi that nothing could be worse than war - encouraged Hitler in his
aggression. | go further. Evenif in myheart | agreed with Russell (as | do not.) that in the ultimate event,
capitulation to Communisrwas a lesser evil than the risks of war, | shouldregard it as a piece of

unmitigated political foolishness to proclaim it. vk live in a contingent woldd, Whatwedo, even sorretirres
what we say, counts. Especially important are the policies weadvocate. For, to the extent that they influence
humaraction, they influence future events. Russell's proposal is tantamountto playing with all the cards
face up against a shrewdand ruthless gamblerwith a hidden hand. Wherthe stakes are humanfreedom, it is
irresponsible to play' a garrewhich invites the Kremlinto bluff us into submissionwith threats of atomic
blackmail. The Soviets are just as vulnerable to us as weare 'to them.

The Soviet leaders belong to the humarrace, too. For themsurvival is an even moreimportant value than for
many in the West. That is whyl amconvincedthat ultimately they are morelikely to consent to reasonable
proposals fora peaceful settlement once they are persuaded that wewill fight rather tt'lansurrender, than if
they are persuaded by Bussell and others that wewill surrenCierrather than fight. This is the crucial point
which Russell has completely ignored. -—--

Santayana somewherelefines a fanatic as one who, having forgotten his goal, redoubles his efforts. Arrongmy
goals are freedomand peace. That's whyl believe that all nations should freely choose their economic and
political systems. ""Thatis whyl have never advocated a preventive war for the sake of peace,as Russell did
in 1948, whenthe Westhad a monopolyon atomic power Hewas wrongthen in urging that the Soviet Unionbe
forced, by atomic bombsif necessary, to yield to a world government. (ManyA--bomhkmould have the effect of a
few H-bombg9. Heis wrongnowin urging capitulation on the Westbecause the Soviet Unionhas the hydrogen
bomb.Hewent too far in one direction; he nowgoes too far in the other, as if he were atoning for his
earlier extremism. In both cases, he underestimated the political and psychological elerrents in the situation
and overestimated the technological ones.

I do not see whya policy which seeks to confine the fanaticism of Bolshevismby talningit with the fear of
failure should be called fanatical. Aswell say that a manwhobelieves in tolerance and is therefore
intolerant of those whomanifest intolerance is himself intolerant. Onthe contrary, assumingbelief to be a
habit of action, a person whois tolerant of a showof intolerance does not really believe in tolerance. If
the West follows the foreign policy | have advocated, it will not have to choose between capitulation to
Communismor war. This is the choice Russell's proposal forces us into. It seemsto roe today that the
probability of Communistlestroying humanliberty everywhereis considerably gre?ter than the probability,. if
it corres to war, of humanlife being destroyed everywhere- particularly if wekeep up scient.ifie inquiry
into defense.

After all, just a few short years ago, Russell declared that the destruction of the whole of Europewas not
too great a price to pay in order that "Communidm wipedout." There were sorrewhoregarded this position as
"fanatical, defeatist and pusillanimous,” since such a war'if prolonged might have had a disastrous effect on

the human race. It maybe that today, if the scientists of the free world rally to the cause of freedom's
defense and not to the cause of Russell and unilateral Westerndisarnament, discoveries will be made which
will counteract sorreof the lethal after-effects of weapons. In that case, even if the Kremlin forces a war
on thE: ~'i'est, it maybe repelled without the destruction of all humanlife or even the whole of Western
Europe. It is an error to assumethat a balance of armarnent®r even an armamentsace inevitably makes for
war. Thereis a risk, of course. The important thing, therefore, is to see to it that the potential aggressor
never is certain that he can win. But this 'is precisely what Russell's policy prevents us from doing.

Suppose now we were confronted with trie limiting case: choice betweenthe horror of Communisnfior sorre
hundreds of years and the end of humanlife. Here every lover of freedomand of life is on uncertain and
tragic ground. One cannot be sure that at the decisive nomentthe situation will look tile same, Yet every

compassionateperson, including Russell, feels that there is a limit in suffering and ignominybeyondwhich
the whole humarenterprise comesinto moral question. Theproblemis whereto drawthe limit. At present, |
cannot, like Russell, find grounds in history for reconciling myself to the first of the above alternatives.

Someof myreasons are:

1) In the past, the triumphs of barbarism were local, not universal. Today,a Communistvorld wouldbe a
tightly  knit despotism of fear without sanctuaries, without interstices to hide, without possibilities for
anonymity.

2) In the past, tyrants ruled with a primitive technology. The possession today of refined scientific
techniques increases immeasurablythe extent and intensity of terror ruthless rrencan .irnposeon those they
rule. A Comniunistvorld could easily becomea scientific Gehenna- sorrething incomparably worse than tile
destruction of the RomarfEmpireby the barbarians.

3) | cannot regard the achieverrentwruch in the past has sorretirres fol lcwedl:,"l&riumph of cruel tyrants
as worth the price in torture and agonythat preceded it. Toroe the splendor and glory of the court of
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Kublai Khan were not worth even one of the manypyramids of humanskulls his grandfather, Genghis Khan,
heaped up in carving out his empre, Anda few years ago | believe Bertrand Russell would have agreed with rre,
If the triwnph of Hitler were a necessary condition for a newrenaissance, what anti-Fascist wouldbe willing
to pay the price?

4) It is not at all unlikely that factional struggle will break out again either at the Conmumgti center
or periphery arrong the political gangsters whorule the Communistvorld. In such an event, thennonuclear
weapons of even rrore destructive powertnan those we knowmaybe used to end men's miserable lives, and all
the additional agonyand terror wouldhave been in vain.

5) It is no arrogance on mypart to propose to the generation of the free that they follow a policy of
resistance rather than surrender, any morethan it is arrogant for Russell to propose surrender rather than
resistance. But perhaps he meansit is arrogant for any generation of mento makea decision which will

prevent the future generations of the yet unbornto have their chance fu~dmaketheir choice. 1 il1lUStconfess
that | have some difficulty with tni.s notion of' obligation, as if it implied there were millions of souls
extending"into eternity waiting to be born. | do not share this theology. If there are' such souls, they may

perhaps becomeembodiedelsewhere.

Communists have always argued that it is justified to bury several generations, if necessary, in order to
fertilize the soil of history for a glorious future to be.enjoyed by the still unborn. In some respects,
Russell's argumentis simi.lar except tllat, as an opponentof Communismhe puts the glory muchfurther into
the future. Cosmicoptimism, however, seemsno rrore credible to methan historical optimism.

Morally, those whoare unborn cannot reproach us for denying them the bliss of birth in a Communisivorld but
those whoalready exist, our chi.ldren and grandChildren, maycurse us for turning thelnover to the jailers of
a Communist984 in wrrich, bra inwashedand degraded, they are not even free to die until their masters give
them leave. There are morehorrors in the Conmmistheaven or hell than Russell seemsaware of.

There is an air of unreality about this phase of the discussion. It is improbablethat Englishmenwhorefus—~i
to knuckle under to Hitle:!:'and his V-2 borrbswill seriously consider doing so to Krushchev and his rror'e
powerful bombs. If they did, the United States and Canadawouldstill remain staunchly opposedto Communis

tyranny. Thediscussion seemsfanciful, alrrDst bizarre, because only if we accept Russell's position or one
similar to it will fhe enerniesof freedombe emboldenedio confront us with the rromentoushoice of total
surrender or total war. Humarli::e maybe destroyed by accident or by the maniacal whimof a dictator, against
which there is no safeguard -- even by surrender. But, if it is destroyed by \Jar, it will be because our
foolishness will tempt the enemyto forget his mortality.

In conclusion, | wish to repeat that, nothing 1 hovewr.i.t.t.ens intended in any wayas a reflection on Bertrand
Russell, a manand philosopher whoml have usually adrni.red even wheni1 have strongly disagreed with him. 1
impugn only his political intel.ligel,ce in t.his g-::avécrisis of hunan freedome | lament t.he fact that he has
capped a lifetime of gallan-t opposition to despotism with the unsoundrecommendatiorthat we uncondi-tionally
surrender to the cruellest tyranny In humanhistory.

FRI:."11XX-1 TO. SURIIIVB
by'Bertrand Russell
in 'I'ne Newl_eader July 14,1958

My discussion with Sidney Hookin your pages has not given a clear picture of what myposition is. | do not
blame Dr. Hookfor this. | have been Jed into a purely academicissue as if it were one of practical politics.
Everybody knowsthat neither tJ'le U.S. no:cthe USSRuvill disarm unilaterally. The question of whether either
wouldbe wise to do so is, theretore , no morethan an exer'c.i.sein theoretical ethics. Speaking practically,

and not theoretically, what | advocate is that methodsshould be sought of, first, lessening the East-1'Jest
tension and then, negotiating agreements on vexed questions on the basis of giving no net advantage to either
side. Such negotiations, if they are to be satisfactory, must include the mutual renunciation of nuclear

weaponswith an adequate system of inspection.

It is true t-hat | advocate practically, and not only theoretically, the abandonmenbf the Hr-borrky Britain
and the prevention of the spread of I-j-bombt powersother tnan the U.S. and the USSR. do not consider that;
unilateral renunciation of British H-bombsvould have any measurable effect uponthe balance of IXMer, and |
do consider tllat the acquisition of H-bcmbdy manypower~will ~:ceatly increase the d~lger of nuclear war.
This makes the question of British renunciation of H-bombsguite distinct from that of general ~lilateral
disarmamentby one of the b"o camps.

The question at issue betweenDr. Hookand myself arises only if all attempts at neqotiation fail. Dr. Hook
speaks as though | wished the United States GoverTh~nto announcethat it is prepared to give way at ail
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points and suggests that | have no such wish as regards the Soviet Government. | think this question Ls quite

unreal since, whatever might be trie part. of ideal wisdom, it is certain that neither side will surrender

completely to the other. However,since the question is considered important, | will do mybest to restate my
opinion nDre w~nistakablY.

Toeliminate emotional factors | shall speak of twopowerblocs, Aand B, leaving it completely undetermined
which of them is Comrnunisand which arrt.i-Conmrni.st The argwnent proceeds on the hypothesis that, if there is
a war betweenthe two blocs, the hwnanrace will be extenninated. It further supposesa situation in whichone
of tJ,e twoblocs is so faP~tical that it prefers the ending of manJ<:irtd a rational compromise. In such a
situation, I tru.nkthat the less fanatical bloc, if it had the welfare of rranki.ndn view, would prefer
concession to warfare. | should say this equally to both sides.

There are those in both campswhotrunk that the extermination of the humarrace wouldbe a smaller evil fhan
the victory of the "enemy".l regard this view, whether held by Aor by B, as.insane. Dr. Hookand someof Mr.
Krushchevs supporters agree whenit is held by one side, but not whenit is held by the other. The opinion
which | have expressed that it wouldbe better to yield tJlanto indulge in a nuclear war is addressed to both
parties equally, and | do not think it likely to have any moreinfluence on the one side than on the other.

The argumentthat you cannot negotiate successfully if you announcein advancethat., if pressed, you will

yield, is entirely wvalid. If | were tihe governmentof eitdler. A or B, | should makeno such announcement.But
this has no bearing on tJ,e purely academicquestion of what it wouldbe wise to do if the completely desperate
situation arose. | must, however, once moreinsist that tlJleview in favor'of avoiding nuclear vlarfare even at

great cost is .onewhichapplies to both sides equally and which, as far as | can Judge, is no more likely to
be adopted by one side than the other, It is entirely unjust to regard the opinions that, | have expressed as
moreuseful to tJleone side trian to the ether.

So muchfor defense. | pass naN to attack.

Dr. Hookbegins his rejoinder by a lofty rejection of personalities to which, ~is readers are led to suppose,
I wasthe first to descend. Herel ies on their forgetting his crocodile tears expressed in his lament,"Oh!
What a noble mindis here o't~..rovm!”l amcompelledto think that criticisms of him are 'personalities,”
whereas criticisms of meare jJI1R-rsonabeclarat.ions of Truthe

Throughout his art.icle, he gives his readers to underscand that it is only t0 the west t.hat;rproclaim the

view that submissionwouldbe Ixtte1' than nuclear "laT. In fact, | proc:laimtihi.sto both sides equally, and my
advocacy of this view has been published as wj.di~lyi.nConmmi.stgountries as in the United States. He will

retort: "Bah! Youdon't supposethe Commini.st'dill listen to you." | reply: "Pshaw! | don't suppose that

Americawill listen to meeither. ".

He points out tJlat "the leaders of -G18SoviEt.Unionare keeplng "' sensitive watch on the pulse of public
opinion in \'Jestem countries, . Of course they are; and of course rhe Westkeeps an equal watch on opinion in
Communistountries. Hesupposes th-3t myaavcc':J.Cof peace, though it mayhave someinfluence in the viest, c21
have none in the East. This is cont.rary to all tho evidence | nave been able to obtain. | do not attribute any
very great influence to m effo::its to d.irrurri.sikak;l:-Ylesénsion, but | have reason to t.hi.nk tJlat this
influence has been quite as great ir, the East as .in the liJest..

Dr. Hooksays: "If the WestfollcJtisthe foreign poli.cy | have advocated, it will not have to choose beb./een
capitulation to Corrrnmi.san war... This is 21t least E<'jUallyue of tJ,e foreign policy which | advocate. | do
not believe tJlateither side war.t.s::~nuclear "i:ll;; and | trii.nka modicunof sanity on both sides will prevent
it. The quest.i.onat issue betweenDr. Hookand w, \.;ouldarise -orily if one side lacked trii,s rrodi.curof sanity.

Dr. Hooks reasons for SUPIX'singhat, if Communistonqueredthe world, its bad features would persist
indefinit.ely are, to mymind, co:npletely Clnh~!labld@heworst features of Corrrmmi.$rve t."€endeveloped wider
.the influence of fear and wouldalrrost; certainly grow less if fear were rerroved Hepoints out triat; "in t.'le
past, tyrants ruled with a primi.ive tecb.nology."” But it was no less effective for being primitive. Healludes
t.0 Genghis Kh&'4'pyramidsof heads, ,vtjich,,,ere just as moroughgoingas Auschwitz. It. is an exampleof his
slippery methodsof controversy wheel o says t.bat; "the splendor and glory of of rthe Court of Kublai Khanwere
not worth evenone of me ITI3myyramidsof hurranskulls his grandfatller, C-enghikhan, heaped up.. 1 had
never rraintained t..hattJley.were. \'lhat I had said was mat they gave reason for hope that a bad regime m.i..gh
improve-- which is a ve..rydifferent trdng.

Anomer exampleof his dubious controversial methodsis his argwnentthat we oweno obligation to generations

tJlat, if his policy is fol lowed will never be born. Hesays: "I do not share. tru.s theolcqy.." 'lI'he:cds, as he
perfectly wdl knows, and knowsthat | know, no question of theology involved. The question invoived is
whether it is likely to be woth-whi.le that future generations should exist. It is not a question of
"rights',” since obvi.ouslythe non-existent have no "rights”. But |l amsure Dr.Hook, in his calmer rroments,

will admittlat "rights” are not a fundamentalethical conception.

Dr. Hookis guUty of curious inconsistencies whichare an indication of his fanaticism. Hesays: "Communist:
have always argued that it is justified to bury several generations, if necessary, in order to fertilize tJle
soil of history for a glorious future t.o be enjoyed by the still unborn;" His ownposition is that it is
justified to bury not several generations but all future generations, not in order that they nay enjoy a
glorious future but in order t.hat;they nay have no future at all. This is an immeasurableexaqqger'at.ionof the
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very fault for which he criticizes the Communists.

I should like to correct a misunderstanding promoted, | think, by a report of an interview in which only a
small part of mythought was expressed. | trunk that, with wise statesmanship on the part of the \'iest, it
will not be at all difficult to avoid both nuclear war and surrender. vmat | advocate in practice, ~Id not as
the outcorre of an artificial logical dilemma, is a conclusion of agreerrents between East and West admitting
the inevitability of co-existence and the disastrous futility = of war. | wish both sides to realize that war
c~ot achieve anything that either side desires, and that/in consequence, points in dispute can only be
settled by negotiation.

Dr. Hookis in the habit of proclaiming that he values freedom. Onthis point, however, he deceives himself.
He does not trii.nk that those who prefer life under Communisno death should be free to choose the alternative
they prefer. Not only the inhabitants of Com-~ist nations but the inhabitants of all the uncommitted nations,
are denied by him the most elerrentary freedom, which is freedom to choose survival. The view that Nov.lorld is
better than a CommunistWorld, or that No World is better than a Capitalist \iorld, is one triat; is difficult to
refute by abstract argurrents, but | thirx that those w1l®old it should question their right to inlJQsetheir
opinion upon those whodo not hold it by the infliction of the death penalty upon all of them. This is an
extreme form of religious persecution, going far beyond anything that has been advocated in previous human
history.

BERTRANRDSSELREI'REATS
by Sidney Hook
in The NewlLeader July 7-14,1958

The attent.ive reader will have observed that Bertrand Russell has retreated from the position he took L1 his

interview  wi.ch Joseph Alsop. This was the occasion of myoriginal criticism. He was not talking into the
wind. His words Here reported allover the world, They camewith an impact of brutal intellectual and
ooli r.i.cd shock in derrocrat.i.c countries. Nevertheless, although the wire services were always available to

him, he neither .retracted nor qualified what he said until this discussion began. Nor, as is obvious frorn 11i~3
rone, has he welcomedthe opportuni.ty to clarify his stand.

Norrcally | should have been content to leave his reply unanswered. It is in effect &1 admission that it \4a,,
po.lit.Lca ly foolish to have declared that,in the event the Kremlin refuses to' negotiate on reasonable terms,

the h'e.st: s.hould disarm unilaterally "even if it means the horrors of COITJllunidbmination."” The .issueo,
however, are so rroroentousand Russell's recent views about them have done so muet!'harm to the free warld, t.hat
feel | must.continue the discussion. Perhaps if | eschew poetry (the line from Hamlet was directed only at

his po.li.ti.car judgment) and irony (the reference to theology!), he will understand rre better even if he agrees
Viltd"lme less ~

?irs::.. of all, it is di.si.ngenuous for Russell nowto rraintain he was not advising the \'lest, Lndud.inq the U.s.
Governrrent, to disarm unilaterally and risk the triumph of Corrmunism, and that, he was rrerely engaging "in no
more than an exercise in theoretical ethics." The very language of his Intervrew with Alsop, as well as his
first; :ceply to mein THEiw LEADEBRf May26, shews how false this is. In the former, he proposed "uni.lat.eral
disarmament” if the Kremlin cont.i.nued to be unreasonatlle. What has this got to do with theoretical etrucs>
In the latter he stated that there are two matters at issue: First, what; is the likelihood that the policy |
[Russell] advocate woud lead to the universal domination of Communism?He refused to discuss it but admitted
.it .invo.lves "political and psychological cons.iderat.ions ," These, indeed, are of the very essence. The matter
at issue is 'certainly not one merely of theoretical ethics.

Even if it were, R'llssellwould still be wrong. \'matever does he irragine "theoretical ethics" to be? Al
theoret.Lcal ethics has an indirect bearing on practical life and conduct. For it is concerned not only witt;
the nature of the right and the good but. with what actions are right and what things are good and which should
be preferred when they conflict. Russell would be the first to point outthat the theoretical etrucs  of
certa.in groups - e.g. ,which teach that if it is impossible to save the life of both the pregnant mother end
the child, the rr:other should be sacrificed -- sometirres has important ~  fateful bearings upon practice.

Similarly, is there any doubt that belief in Russell's "theoretical" proposition, that capitulation and the

risk of COIT'J11UDashination with all its barbarity should be preferred to war and the risk to humans~~ival,
tends to undermine the will to resist Com-~st aggression? Russell is so absolutely convinced of the validity
of his proposition in theoretical ethics that he believes that only the insane can disagree with him. Why,
then, does he not accept the responsibility for its practical effects?

Second, Russell asserts that "The question at issue between Dr. Hookand myself arises only if all attempts at
negotiation [between the West and the USSR]fail." He is wrong again. The primary issue between us is whether
Russell's position  will contribute to the failure of those negotiations and wllethermine will contribute to
their success. Russell's belated second thoughts indicate that he, too, new believes it was not practically
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wise to declare what he did in his interview. The inferences |- and others drew from his interview were
perfectly  legitiETk1.te. Further thought, | hope, will convince him that tile Kremin is less likely to risk
aggression if it believes the West will resist t0 the end than if it is persuaded that Russell's  proposition
in  “theoretical ethics”  will guide the West's actions. Only if Russell admits this are our remairung

differences minor.

In this connection, I wish to challenge the truth of Russell's contention that he offered his "ideal wisdom"
to both sides impartially. He has emphatically not addressed the Communistsand advised them that, if the
West refused to be reasonable in its negotiations,the Kremlin should uni lat.ere.l ly disarm even if it meant t.he
triumph of the free world. What has been published in Communistcountries and the neutralist world on this
particular choice has been only his advice to the West, as expressed in his Alsop interview, with

corresponding specific advice to the Communists. As | read tile evidence, Russell's recent efforts to diminish
East-West tensions have helped disarm psychologically only the West ru~dstrengthened the position of the
Communist world as well as tile resolution of the Kremlin to pursue its present tack. Some of the atomic
scientists ~of West Germanyhave cited his position as justifying their abandonment of defense research in
nuclear weapons. Russell should know that the absence of a free press and of any possibility of freely
expressed dissent makes it impossible for him to have any appreciable i.nfluence in the COI1JI1l..I11tistrld the
Kremlin is not willing to let him have. He refers to public opinion in tile Soviet Union on which "the ~vest
keeps an equal watch." There is no public opinion in the Soviet Union except the opinion of the Kremline

That Russell can believe that his influence has been "quite as great in the East as in the West" is simple
wishful thinking. Without intending it, he has made more di'fficult tile tasks of trie Western governments which
fear that -the Kremlin desires remmciation of all atomic weapons, even of defense, so that it can overwhelm
the free world with seas of Soviet a-j C-~Jr,ese soldiery. W.ithout intending it, he has made easier the cru~paign
of propagandistic deception by Ccnmcru.atyegj_m-~s which playoff, whenever they can, poli.ti.cally naive menof
intellectual distinction, as "",~E as mind]eSf, millionaires like Cyrus Eaton, against the policy of the lvest.
That policy has been weak b:.'t it has ceen qgenui.nely peaceful.

This is ignored in the Olj%pian intellectual posture taken by Russell toward the hypothetical case of the two
power blocs. It is a fundamental mis.take to treat the problem as if it merely involved abstract mathematical
relationships  between two anonymousblocs, ir~tead of t.he historical = relations between he Communistbloc and
the Western bloc only one of v7hich-UJ.rE'-2terhe peace of the world. The foreign policy of the West, and of

the U.S. in particular, ha~ been deficient in inanyrespects and | have been amongits unremitting critics.
But all we need do is call the roll of aggression L'lLEast-1'Jest relations - Eastern Europe, Czechoslovakia,
me blockade of West BerLi,n, Korea, Hunqga.ry-~. to determine who threatens whom. It is unrealistic in the

extreme therefore to draw a simple equat.i.or. between two pcwer blocs in the abstract if we wish to predict
their behavior or propose a reesonaore poli.cy,

Tru.rd, Russell's il lustirat.i.on of the two P::h2t: blccs supposes, as he says, ‘tilat one of them is fanatically.
insane.  This removes it still furLilEr f)."rna~y l:ieJ evance to \:"8 present situation. The rulers of the Kremlin
are riot Insane, They are det.ezrruned men .zith n'~n'0OS of steel, wonderful actors' of surpassing skill in duping

the politically unwary, "t\greenl2nt:cx3:0 li)<.e pie--r;LIJstS. ifk'.deto be broken"™ is one -of their maxims. But tiley
have never taken an aggressive mcve urrti.l they thought. that; victory was surely in their grasp. Their basic
doctrine, their operational code and trie.i.r t-isr:or:i'-;al behavior (0111 confirm this. To be sure, they are r'uth less
and fanatical and can playa v.;ii.tineg171is.  ThEoircat.-and-mouse gambhi.t;toward Tito shows they will never stop

trying to destroy the slightest de\-i'ltOr. | Tt~,;tbecause they are sane, however, -they must never be encourged
to think that the Ivest will not resist. Despite his intent and present di.savowd, this is precisely what
Russell's  "ideal wisdom"encour-agesthem to think. The greater the numcer of pecple ill the West who accept and
proclaim tl).is piece of "ideal wisdon.,” the g:ce3.t:ergradS te'le danger of appeasement and war. | do not fear

Krushchev's insanity but his Shrev.Dn8SS, tl1Bdeall me more formidable by the foolishness of those who
underestimate it.

I come now to Russell's "idsa). -viisdorr,” the "purely academic issue” he believes has no practical
consequences. Russell's wisdomecoroec into play, he repeatedly reminds us, only if one side lacks "a mcx:3.icul
of sanity. . If the Corrmunius attack, sr011 we resist and probably go down fighting, or shall we surrender?

In myrejoinder | said: "Here every Lover:of freedom and of life is on uncertain and tragic ground. One cannot;
be sure that at the decisive Iroment: me situation will look the same [as now]." | believe I am open to
argument on this point, but at present; | amnot; persuaded that a choice of resistance, even if it threatens
the probable destruction of the hw~ race, is morally worse than a surrender to those who lack, in Russell's
own supposition, even a mcx:3.icurh sanity. Indeed, Lf they lack a mcx:3.icurh sanity | fear all the more the
tortures and cruel ties they can impose on the living generations - the only ones who count -- in weighing the

scales of joy and pain, dignity and humandegradation .whose balance determines basic rr.oral judgment.

RusseLl impugns mysanity because | do not agree with him. But surely in principle everyone can imagine a
situation in which to prefer the non-existence of mankind to its continued torture would be to ctoose'a lesser

evil. For example,if as a result of some mutational change, a universal and .incuraole ailment caused men to
die in slow agony, would it be wrong to prefer a world without man? | vaguely recall a conversation with
Russell or a passage from his writing irJ.which he expressed the view that a world without human beings
sometimes seemed preferable to him than one in which bloodtll.irsty sadists ruled. Such preferences, like my
own, may be irtational. I-amnot so fanatical as to have closed mymind on the subject.

It is at this point that P.ussell brings in the hope of the future and reminds us tilat the agony of present
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generations may be followed by improvement. "Genghis Khan,” he wrote, "was quite as bad as Stalin at his
worst, but his grandson Kublai Khanwas a highly civilized monarch under whomChinese culture flourished.”

In my criticism | did not contest the possibility of improven~nt, | denied, what is essential 1o Russell's
argurrent, that it was necessarily worth the price. To which Russell retorts with indignation: "[Hook] says
that, "the splendor and glory of the Court of Kublai Khanwere not worth even one of the many pyramids of
humanskulls his grandfather, Genghis Khan, heaped up,” | had never maintained they were. Whatl said was

that they gave reason for hope that a bad regime might improve - which is a very different thing."

Of course it is a very different thing. But Russell misses mypoint, which is that it is not enough to sustain
his position. For unless it is believed that these possible improvements are worth the price paid in suffering
and submission to Genghis Khan, there would be no justification for choosing to endure his tyranny rather
than ending humanhistory. It is not enough for Russell to believe that no dark age lasts forever, that after
Communisntriumphs for some hundreds of years, there maybe improven~nts.

He must also believe that the anticipation of these possible improvements is worth to the living the agony
and, to use his ownwords, "the horrors of Communistdomination."” Otherwise his recommendation makes no sense,
even as a proposition in theoretical ethics!

This argument is so.li.dvand straightforward: if Russell finds it. "slippery,"it is only because of L'leburden of
the position he is defending. I am puzzled to explain Russell's failure to see that in order to justify
submission to 1-'Joscowhe cannot stop short with believing t.hat there maybe improvements in the distant future
but must also believe that the expectation of these improvements is worth the cruelties and indignities which
will  follow submission in the present. (Mutatis Mutandis, the same logic holds in relation to Genghis and
Kublai Khan.) | suspect his lapse at this point flOws from a natural and creditable reluctance to drain the
cup of appeasen~nt to its bitter dLegs.

Russell mayretort (1) that in ti~€ ComrffilDismay be followed by nuch greater glories than those of the Court
of Kublai Khan, and that these glories are worth the price of submission to 110sCOWand (2) that ;as he
actually says, ‘"the worst features of Communisrhave been developed under the influence of fear and would
almost certainly grow less if fear were removed..

Let us consider the second point first. If the worst features of Communisrhave developed under the influence
of fear of the outside world, hr.waccount for the fact in the early years, when seven invading armies stocd on
Soviet soil, political and cultural terror 'NaSnot as widespread or severe as when the Soviet Union was

subsequently free of invaders and at peace? The entire history of Communist Russia (and China!) makes
Russell's generalization  dub.ious, Cruelty and arbitrariness are indigenous to the very system of totalitarian
Communism, and the fear in the hearts of the Soviet rulers is not so muchof the free world as of their own
oppressed people.  Further, Russell ignores myarqurrent, that it is likely that future Titos and Maos and
Stalins will war on each other ru~d use the existence of differences in Com-~ist states as pretexts for their
organized cruel ties. | grant that sorre things maygrad better, but I amnot sanqui.ne that the worst features
of Communismwill grow less, or sufficiently less to justify Russell's recommendation to surrender @ to
universal torture ralL-~er t.~an to resist. Perhaps under COInmJDism,in time, greater glories will develop than
lIj.‘lOISe of the court of Kublai Khan. But the probability is just as great that greater infamies will also
evelop.

Russell taxes ~ with inconsistency where tllere is none.. 1 criticized the Communist view which cruelly
sacrifices existing generations for a glorious future to be enjoyed by the still unborn, To which Russell
retorts: "His own position is that; it is justif i.ed to bury not several generations but all future
generations, not in order that they mayenjoy a glorious future but in order that they may nothave any
future at all. This is an irrmeasurable exaggeration of the Vel-Yfault for which he criticizes the Communists."

This contains a serious misstatement and another logical lapse. The misstatement conceals the fact that |
justify mychoice of resistance rather than of surrender only in terms of the experiences of the existing

not future generations. ~~d the ground of mychoice is not that existL~g generations will escape
any future but that they will escape a future of torture and infamy which Russell a~~its will be theirs if
they submit to "the horrors of COIl:1Jflunismrlhe error in logic arises from Russell's failure to note that,
since on myargument there are no future generations whose desires need be considered, | cannot sensibly be
criticiZed for trying to bury them. | have not returned to the ontology of Plato and the early Russell. My
argument is addressed only to the present generations. They must make the choice -- only {tlleir desires,
wishes, -fears and hopes count. This is as far away as anyone can get from the Communist position, Russell

to the-contrary notwithstanding.

Even more misleading is Russell's statement that | amdenying to those who prefer life under COmMrminism
whether in Cornrnunistor neutralist countries, freedom to choose the alternative they prefer. | have no quarrel
wi.th those who live in Commusst; countries - only with their dictators who seek to impose the yoke of
bondage on other peoples. To say that because | urge resistance to aggression | do not believe in freedom for
those whowish to live under Conmuni.sm, is as absurd as to charge Russell, because he urged resistance to
Hitler, witll not belieVing that those who preferred a peaceful life under Fascism should be free to make L~eir
choice. Hitler was morally responsible for the fate of the victims of the resistance against him. The rulers
of the Krenllin are morally responsible for the consequences of the resistance to their aggression.

Russell's argument would make every rebel in history whobelieved in resistance to injustice a fanatic who
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wanted to deprive others of their freedom of choice.Of course, it is the barest tautology that if two choices
are mutually exclusive, where one is taken the other cannot be. By t.he same token, should not those  who
prefer to resist aggression be free to choese the alternative they prefer? Russell's choice excludes

theirs as muchas theirs excludes his.

It is from this tautology that Russell derives the remarkable conclusion that | amguilty of "an ext.rerre form

of religious persecution” because, forsoeth,resistance to the Kremlin will deprive those whowant; to live
under Communismof their chance to do so. This is a surprising comrrentfrom one who, like the rest of
us,supported a war against Fascism in which the victims of Allied air raids were deprived of "their freedom to
choese survival." Il/asthis religious persecution? WasRussell guilty of "religious persecution”in advocating a

preventive  war against Russia and declaring that the destruction of the whole of \'lestern Europe vias not toe
great a price to pay in order that ConmillDisbe wiped out? Wouldhe not have deprived the victims of their
freedom to choese survival?

Russell, of course, does not believe in religious persecution. Nor do 1. That he can make the charge betrays
the atrophy of his sense of proportion.

In myarticle, "A Foreign Policy for Survival,” | advanced a policy of military disengagement in Central Europe
and other troubled areas of the world under certain guarantees. Although | believe we were remiss in not
making proper political use of the atom bombwhenwe enjoyed a npnopoly, | have never advocated an aggressive
or preventive war. "If we can keep the free world,” | wrote, "from falling into the trap set by the Kremlin
and preserve peace by increasing its power and readiness, ~recan then rely upon t.lleprocesses of education,
thefor:ce of example, the contagion of free ideas, the gradual OSITDsiof the great traditions of the West
gradually  to soften, to liberalize, to round off the edges of the totalitarian regirres of the world lliltil
their own people rally their energies to over-throw their oppressors and establish the dernocr'at.i.c governments
necessary to establish one free world republic.”

I am convinced that ITDstof the people behind the Iron Curtain deplore the position taken by Russell in h.i.s
interview with Alsop and which Russell himself has now m::xlified.Despite tru,s, and his earlier statemen':. tnat.

tle agrees muchITDrewith myarticle than 1 trunk, I am' under no illusion that , with all his hedging 3.
t.acki.ng, Russell's posi tion on foreign policy is like mine. Granted the need for continuous effort to
negotiate a reasonable settlerrent with the Kremlin, the troublesorre questions arise when we ask: If b"s
Comnu.nists seize '"Jest Berlin, should the free world resist? Or if 'ilest Germanyis invaded? Or the rest of
I'iest.ern Europe? Or England? As distinct from Russell, | believe the free world should declare it will resi.st;

wherever the Comniru.st;world resorts to force, and to declare it in such a way that the Kremlin has no dour.t.s
it ,1.11 ::esist. Ther",'dill then be no war.

Ne ifan  can win freedom and peace unless he conquers his fear of death. No nation can preserve its freedom
ur.less it is willing to risk destruction in its defense. To do otherwise is to break faith with those wno (i.ed.
to kee? it. free.

The f'Ci:'.~ u::ciety, from Pericles to the present, has survived because it hastvalued some things ITDre Ukn
survival , because its vision of hUI1\3#xcellence, dignity and joy has made some kinds of life unworthy of nan.
D(rl:rand Hessell.is  one of. the great rroulders of the traditions of trie free society. In disagreeing with h.L:,

strongly on a matter of policy, we nonetheless honor the values and visions he has served during a long lire
itnd wJhic" he has taught. us to cherish.

[End of article]

(]
(161.) T,heyear of these exchanges, 1958, carte just one year after the first Pugwash Conference Russell's g-.ceat

i.dea and great achieverrent in the real world of nuclear weapons. Pugwash, as you recall, was a breakthrcugh;
it brought together for the first t.irne eminent scientists from both sides of the Iron Curtain, to discuss \-:ays
to diminish the nuclear perizhe _ 1958" Conference was the first of manyPugwashConferences. They paved t.b=.
"W for the Salt Talks and the Limited Test Ban Treaty that banned nuclear tests above ground (1963).. The
Pugwash idea has not died; Pugwash Conferences continue to take place on a regular basis.

Cyrus Eaton, Hoek's "mindless millionaire", financed the first Conference, which met; in. Pugwash, Ncpa
Scotia, Eaton's' birthplace.

Wehave given a lot of space to these exchanges between Hoek and Russell because we thought them important and
interesting.

Were you persuaded by Sidney Hoek? By Bertrand Russell? Tell us your reactions to these articles, for
possible inclusion in a future newsletter.

Here is our reaction, for what it's worth: Wethink that BR just couldn't bear the thought that the hUI1\3

enterprise might come to an end. That all of man's great achievements in the arts and sciences, tne
inspiring examples of certain lives, the prospect of a happy and exciting future for all rrankind that enormous
advances" in knowledge could bring into being ... that all this might disappear forever, along with all human
beings, and all other living things ... might disappear into thin air. .. vaporized ... leaving no trace... He
just couldn't bear it. He refused to give up; he fought for survival, constantly seeking ways to make his
fellO"N humanbeings becorre aware of the nuclear danger, and do something about i.t., Andhe did this at a time
in his life -- his 80s and 90s-- wh.enmost menare content to take things easy.
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(16j) It appears

that our hunch about what motivated BR
nark, as we discovered

which BOB DAVIShad sent.

later,

Russell Society News, No. 44

Here it is:

| had a controversy with an American philosopher named
Sidney Hook at this time that was one which both of us found
difficult to conduct on logical lines. He was a Menshevik who
had become apprehensive of Russia ruling the world. He
thought this so dreadful that it would be better the human race
should cease to exist. | combatted this view on the ground that
we do not know the future, which, so long as Man survives,
may be immensely better than the past. | instanced the times of
Genghiz Khan and Kublai Khan, separated by only a genera-
tion, but one horrible, the other admirable. But there were
plenty of contrary instances that he could have adduced, in view
of which a definite decision was impossible. | maintained, how-,
ever, that any chance of a better world depended upon hope, and
was on this account to be preferred. This was not a logical ar-
~l1nent, but | thought that most people would find it convinc-
ing. Several years later, Hook again attacked me publicly, but
this time in such a manner that no comment from me was neces-
sary. It amused me, however, that for his defence of "freedom"
and his attack on my views on Vietnam, he chose as his vehicle
a journal later admitted to be financed by the Cencral Intelli-
gence Agency. "

«.The New Leader received $3.000 from Chiang Kni-shek'a treasury  for pub.
lishinrr en articte hostile to China. Later it prepared the book The: stratcgld  of
Deception, A Study in ~VIrld-Widc Communist Tactics and was s-c-ctv  toroid
.$12,000 by the U.S. Gover-nment. When the U.S. Information Accnc , asked r,
House Appropriations Sub-Committee to increase its allowance for "boo'c cc-
w-lopment”  from $90,000 to $195,000, the Agency assur-ed the letrisir.tors  that
we  fund'! would go For books "wr-it ten to our own specifications” and ii.,"."ilg
"struug- anti-Corumunist content*  {The New York 'Times, May 3, 19G.~).

NovemlL--et984

in his exchanges with Hook -- was not too far off the
on reading Page 147 in BR's Autobiography Il (NewYork:Simon & Schuster, 1969),

BR QUOTED
(17) Parents and Teachers for Soocial Res[X)nsibility ("1oretowD, V1 pamphlet has this lovely quote on its front
cover:
b
"eee the world has sprouted a weird sense of security and a
warped sense of morality. Wea[X)ns ar'e sheltered like
(Thank you,

(18) 1985, Award nominations wanted. Please nominate the person you think should

treasures  while j:hildren are exposed to incio'rc,t.ion.”

Bertrand Russell

TOr1STAI."JLEY)

Society AVlard, and state

condi tions:

THEBRS AWARD

worked closely with BRon an important project (Joseph Rotblat 1983)

fur thered
e promoted
enhanced

closely

some cause oOr

idea that BRthought important (Henry Kendall 1982)

Russell scholarship (Paul Arthur Schilpp 1980)

the public's appreciation of BR (Steve Allen 1981)
exemplifies  some quality
related to BR (Dora Russell 1984)

of character that distinguished BR

receive
your reasons. Candidates for the Award should satisfy

at

Please send your nomination(s) c/o the newsletter (address on Page 1, bot.t.om), for

Correttt.eee

the 1985 Bertrand Russell
least one of the followi.nq

forward.irig to the BRS Award
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1984. Dora Black Russell is the recipient of the 1984 BRSAward. The press release, shovm below reduced in
Size, was ITBiled 9/15/84 to about 25 American, Canadian and U.K. universities, U.S. scholarly journals,
and in the U.K.: 'I'ne NewStatesman, The Tribune, The Listener,The Times, The Guardian, The Observer ,

Lee Eisler. VPIlInformation For Inned ie te release

The Bertrand rtussc |1 Socrcty, Inc. Scpeerrce r 15,1904

RD 1, Box 409

Coopcr sburq , PA 1B036

215-346-7687 "ok; in at th« Llegpiruung of thc  rj@izl furr birh control, ulh.'<Jrthin<d u\Cc

startling fact Lhat it, .as "four tirocs as dangerous to bear a child as to

. cork in a mine... «ens rrost; dangerous trade.” 60 ye<:J.rsago, she campaigned
roM RUSSELL R.U:EIVES THE 1984 BERTRANDRUSSELL sa;1E"Y mARD

for 6 .!eeks paid materrii.ty leave before and ef ter childbirth.

The 1984 Bertrand Russell Society Awardhas gone to COra Black Russell,
. . . . " . She has vr'Ltten COoksabout public affa.irs end scx:ial attitudes that needed
social critic, champ.ion  of ,01x.-nsand ch.i Idren s rights, ca.mpa.ignerfor
. changing: Hyp__tia: Or Lklom and koo ol o~ (19£5) was written  in reply to an
liberal causes for nore than 60 years.
attack on feminists. One reviecer ~ said it should be banned because it said

. U that wccen should enjoy sex. -0 B! l=rC)V (1927) said t.'latthe social
The Awardis given to a person wno in an irrportant way is linked to Bertrand oy The g 120 £ =@V ( )

. . . basis of society should rest not ~:maescrecetcos but on the biologic.al needs
Russell or to a cause he took great interest in.  (bra Russell qualifies

- " . of  human beings. Defense jldren (1932) .!as primarily on the status
abun:lantly. She was Russell’'s second wife, rmther' of their teo  children, 9 o af chl ( ) P! y

co-author with him of :IThe Proscects' of Industrial Civilization™.  co-fcunder

with him of the Beacon Hill SChool, and ITL'ch, mach core, In the early 19205,

and. rights of children, tney ceing, like  cccen, an oppressed  class. Ihe

Religion. of the Jalchioe A9- (1981J is a stUCj of the dancers of the rrechani.ca |

. n . . - and techno logfce I society. 1~ JoalTdrisk~  is her autco.icqreph , volurre 1
she gave up a Fellcwship at Girton College, cambridge, to go to Clina with q 4 arephy
. . . 1975), volurre 11 {:"~Sn). ~13r.ef tier earlier writings are collected in
him; and on their return, she helped him in 2 election carrpe Igns ~ when  be (¢ ) ¢ ) 9
was l.abour cand.idat,e for Chelsea. In October 1980 a rrerrorial bust of Russell
was unveiled in  Red Lion Park, 1.000011; it was ‘her idea, she prceoted
. . The  Bertrarr) Fili~~~~~Jj~~i€ty is a cc";\?.ny O! asmrrer s of Ser craro gnsse |1
it, and underwrote its cost.
(1872-1970): It b ret a scool ar ly soc~i;;;~~it"lou~l)a nurroer of schal,ars belong
" . . to it. anc: is open to enycoe ar.tr-reated in Russell. For Infcme tion about;
The }ward plaque reads: For  sharing Bertrand: Russell's concerns, P 4
. R B . R the SECrecy, \vril:~'BHS InfolilatiQn .« P.D 1, Brix 4('j e Coopersbnrq , 1?Al.E036, USA_
collaborating in his work, and helfing to preserve his  legacy™.
The light that erenaeces from the lady is of her cwvii making aro is not the
reflection of scoecee else's. it she had never rret eerrr-arc  Russell  we still
~Ild have heard fran her. Along Wlth Margaret Sanger arrl Marie sccces , she m n m J
~ ~ ~
'

(20)

If ~ see this Awardmo-ntioned in ~ publication. please let. ~ b, FX'-'_'i~ 2

SPREADINBR'S VIE'NS

I:jlgH~hte~chers  spread the word. A number of BRSmembers have told us -ellal: tL8Y were firs~:introduced to
Bert.rand Russell's  writings in college courses in English. An essay by Bertrand Russell -- cont.ained .i.n an
anthology -- would be assigned reading.

Weasked GLADYBEITHAUSERwho teaches 'English at- University of Michig'iT\-'{)ea:cbxn, if she could give us the
narres of some anthologies containing essays by BR. She obliged wib'l these reconmendat.ions .

AWorld of Ideas: Essential Readings for College Mriters. Ed. lee A. Jacobus, NewYork: St. Martin's
Press, 1983. Contains "A Free I-lans Worship"

The Conscious Reader: Readings Past and Present. Ed. Caroline Shrodes, Hany Finestone, Michael Shugrue.
NewYork: Macmillan, 1978. Contains "If WeAre To Survive This Dark Tin18ee "

Fields of Writing: Readings Across the Disciplines. ill.  Nancy R. Comleye.t al. NewYork: St. Martin's
Press, 1984. Contains "Touch-and Sight: the Earth and .the Heavens."

. Tk;(e Little BrownReader. 3rd ed, Ed. Marcia Stubbs and Sylvan Barnet. Boston: Little, Brovm,1983. Contains
ork™.

Gladys writes: "I have other anthologies on the shelf witn selections from BR, but some of the volumes are
older. t was looking for up-to-date anthologies to recomrend.."” Anyone wanting more anthologies may write
Gladys [eithauser ,H\II1Wlities Dept..r University of Michigan:-Dearborn, 4901 ~vergreen Road, Dearborn, HI 48128

Incidentally, she has used net only essays by BR, but also Viholebocks, "Power" and "Filucation and the Social
Order" «She reported on her ex-periences with these in RSN23-16. She has also used "The Rise of Science"” from
History of wes~rn, Ph.ilOs2EQ.7'The tvl.at;helTBtkiansNightmare"” from .~ones:tedStor:ies,a.'ld the opening essay
from.AuJ.Qb.l.Q.gLa.p.h;LJ.LL (the three forces that shaped BR's life).
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Al Seckel spreads the word. Al, whogave an absorbing talk, "BRand the CubanNissile Crisis”, at the BRS1982
annual meeting in Los Angeles, often appears before groups, talking about BR.

Hewill give a talk, "The Life and Wisdonof Bertrand Russell” r illustrated with slides, on Sunday, December
2nd, at the Unitarian Society, 1535 Santa Barbara Street, Santa Barbara, CA at 7:30 pm,

Al gave a talk on OCtober 25th, at a meeting in Los Angeles sponsored by the Humanist Society of Friends (an

AHAsffiliate.). His talk served as an introduction to a showing of the BBC's "Bertie and the Bomb,"which Al

described as "a 40-rninute documenta-ry, featuring film clips and interviews With Bertrand Russell, inclUding

his debates with EdwardTeller, faG~er of the 'H-bomb'." Hetold the audience G-atthe videotape had been made
available  "through the generosity of the BRS." 7 persons signed a sheet of paper headlined FOR INFORZ1'IA'l'l
AOOUTHEBERTRARDSSELEOCIETSIGNHERE The BRSsent them information by mail.

At a June meeting in San Diego, sponsored by the First Unitarian Church, the Humanist Fellowship, and the
BRS, Al gave a slide-lecture, "The Life and Wisdonof Bertrand Russell”. By the end of the meeting, 8 persons
had signed up for information about the BRS.

Al is not only spreading the word, he is also helping the BRSacquire new members.

THEL985 BRSoccroRALGRANT

This 1985 annoucementwas sent to some 25 American, Canadi.anand U,K. i-,.nivsrsities, d to scholarly journals,
in September.

I .
THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, iNC;.
Please post Oty 132984
Announcing
:1be Bertrand Russell Society's |
$l000

1985 =roAAL  GAAI'fl'

The Bertrand Russell Society will award a occecrar Grant of SI00C)
to a. currently enrolled doctoral candidate in a.llYfield  ‘llio:.e
proposeddissertation rest gives premiseof dealing in < significant
waywith the thoUght, life or tiJres of. Bertrand Rnsad L,

TheGrantis unrestricted. It might, for instance, be us:o (o1 travel
to the Russell Archives (in canada}, or for typing the dissertation.

:Ibe caNiidate is required to sand the Society:

(1) an abstract of the therre of the dissertation ~id of the plan
of study:

() a letter frem the chairman of the card.idaca's depa:ttr'nt

which states that all -work for the doct.orat.e has ~~~ !
corcteeed except the di.sser'tat.ion, and that the "~ic of the

disserta tion has received academic approvajs

13) a letter fran the dissertation adviser evdluati.~ tJie
caNiidate and the plan of study,

(4) a staterrent, in the carrlidate's covering let.ter, in:licaur;.'3"
that if the cand.idate is awardedthe Grant, ne/sfe WwiE provide
the SOCiety, at its expense, with a copy of the o~!lplete
dissertation as as approved by the carriidatc,'s departrrent.,

-lt is not a requtr-erent that the candidate be a rrerrcer of the
sererard Russell Society . as SCXrehave thclught. fust past recipients
have not been seecers, 1

The appjlcetion am. suppxting docurrerrcs  sht:JUld  reach  Professor
Hugh S. Moorhead, Chairman, Philosophy Departrrent Northeastern
Hlirois University, 5500 N. St. Louis Avenue, Chicago, IL 60625, by
Mal'1,1985. 1M candidate selected will be ootilied 10 June 1985.

If you~ this Grant annoucementmentioned in ~ publication. please let ~ knowabout it.
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ON NUCLEARISA.1\MAMENT
(23) AP, in the San Diego Union (10/11/84)---------- >
What is interesting about this item is that it

is exactly what BR had advocated for years, for

these reasons:
Associated Press

British nuclear capability, small  \vhen BLACKPOOL. England - The op-
compared with that of the superpo~~rs,  makes no position ~ Labor  Party  voted
significant contribution to the armaments of the ovel?NheImlneg_y_eslterdayI to unilat-
West; it merely serves to make Britain a target ?Jrnas ye)fgerprBSmilrﬂissemrjrclissirleswe;r%
for Russian  missiles. close U.S. nuclear bases if the party

. wins power.

« Britain, unarmed, could use her very The vote came on the third day of
considerable experience in  diplomacy to help the socialists' annual conference in '
bring about peaceful  solutions to conflicts. this northwest England resort and

. . marked the party's most radical
* Britj.sh reluctance to give up  nuclear commitment yet to unilateral nucle-
weapons is based on pride, on reluctance to ar disarmament.
believe  that; Britain is no longer a major rower The conference rejected a resolu-
on the world stage. tion that would have committed
Labor' to closing ail U.S. bases in

(7HHDK you, HAIIRYRUJA) Britain, where 25,000U.S. troops and
scores of planes, ships and subma-
rines are based.

Party defense spokesman Denzil
Davies toid cheering delegates that
\the unilateral disarmament policy
,waf.:'both morally right and militari-
ly sound.”

Jrij-rmer Prime  Minister  James
Callaghan and other  party
moderates pleaded in vain for the
conference to reject a policy plank

—_ e T --"-—-——— — e ———

NEWMEMBF..RS

(?i.,) vre tale rilcasure i welcoming these new members:

DAVIDAVIL.I1./6613 ~V. 55th  St./Mission, KS 66202

JACC< E. BE.BINGEE/I3139 S. Greenway Av./Chicago, IL 60633

JEtMI<DO - BCTEW\,M.D./4085 N. Tamiami Trail  (B203)I.Naples, FL 33940
GL,:"n:i~ El. CLOUGH/467Tuck St. (213) /San Francisco, CA 94102

MO:UY <\ DEPPEN/IOI Tiffany La./Willingboro, NJ 08046

Y.Ei:.JNETIH DIA.\1OND/720lest End Av. (603) /NY NY 10025

DAVIDJ. GORNIK/4112 N. Crogan St. /Port Clinton,  OH 43452
GREGQAV.HILL/25 Dunkirk Road/Toronto, Ont./Canada ~14C2Ml

TI-Rf(Y r..cx::KHART/5460Valton Road/Richmond, B.C./Canada V7C 2L9
GHAHAME MAISEY/463C Olde Bridge, Salem Harbour/Bensalem, PA 19020
DAVID~V\RTINEZ/1304 Hansen Av./Pomona, CA 91766
FRANKMCCHRISTIAN/PCBox 955/Melville, NY 11747

ERIC PASSAGLIA/644 MASS. AV. NE (502)/Washington, DC 20002

JOHN PLOURDY/255 Lisbon Av./Buffalo, ~y 14215

JOSEPH M.RODERICK/Center City One (901)/Philadelphia, PA 19107
KENB. SCffiVEDA/40E. White 12A/Charnpaign, IL 61820

PROF. RUSSELLWAHL/312 Union St./Crawfordsville, IN 47933
CALVINWICHE~~/3852 S. Olathe Circle/Aurora, CO 80013

November

British. Laborites back
nuclear disarmament

they said would rupture the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization.

"What is proposed, however laud-
able, can have the impact of destabi-
lizing the present situation ... by
opening up a Pandora's box," said
Callaghan. whose 1976-7%dministra-
tion lost power to, Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher s Conservatives.
Callaghan made a similar appeal on
the eve of the vote.

"We are not Holland, we are not
Belgium, we are not Denmark. We
are one of the main pillars uf the
alliance," said Callaghan.

But Labor Party leader Neil Kin-
nock and most labor union leaders
and party activists supported the
commitment to dismantle Britain's
nuclear arsenal.

The Labor party suffered its worst
defeat in 50 years in June 1983,when
it ran on a platform of scrapping
Britain's  Polaris nuclear missile>.
canceling Britain's order to update
them with the U.S. Trident system.
and banning' U,S. nuclear weaoons
from Britain.

1984
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NEW ADDRESSES OR OTHER CHANGES
(25) If something is underlined, only the underlined part is new or corrected.
ADAM PAUL BANNER/2143 Medford{ll1)/Ann Arbor, MI 48104
LeDR JOSfPH F, OOETCHER/SJA, Naval Medical CMD, NW Region/Oakland, CA 94627
DENNIS C. CHIP~VIN, M.D./PO Box 2092/Hickol~, NC 28603
PRADEEP KU~FFiRDUBEY/3700 Lillie Dr. (123)/Santa Clara, CA 95051
LELA ELLIOTT/1617 Fannin (2508)/Houston, TX 77002
CHRISTOPHER = FUJJKERSON/1249 4th Av. (29)/San Francisco, CA 94122-2640
ALEJAt"IDROR. GA.J:(CLJIDIEro/Joséda. Velasco #71/Del. Benito Juarez 03900/Mexico, D.F.Mexico
DR. LARRY HERSH/Harvard Club of Boston/Nova Scotia, BIA 5V4 --
PROF. PAUL KURTZ/00X 229/BUFFALO, NY 14215
DANIEL J. O"LEARY/95 N. 4th St./0ld Town, ME 04468
PROF. NATHAN U. SALMON/Dept. of Philosophy/University of California/ Santa Barbara, CA 93106
JOHN S. SCFwENK/RE2, Box 42/Sherman, CT 06784
JOHN SHOSKY/214 12th Place NE/lvashington, 0C 20002-6302 <
JOHN E. SONNTAG/c/o ConmBnding Officer/USCG Training Center/Governors Island, NY NY 10004
CA_-PTM.ICHAEL H. TAINT/2025 Shroyer Rd./ Dayton, OH 45419
LLOYD N. TREFETHEN/16 Upland Road/C~~ridge; MA 02140
KEITH W. YUNDT/310 Bowman Hall/Kent, 011 44242-0001
ON FAST-VIEST TENSIONS
(26). Buguas=. Here is the OCtober issue of the 134 Scientists from
monthly Inside Pugwash Newsletter",wilich f
describes itself as the "Special newsletter 40 countries
for "Bulletin" readers on the PUgWaSh Eastern bloc, Western and third world scientists Tkhe ;’ugwash scientists ~ are duniquelv placed to do such
n " T = " meet and taik in Sweden work. They are eminent men and women or SC1,-nCE. respect-
Conferenc-es - -[ Bu-llet..ln IS BUIIEth C_)f The 34th Pugwasb  Conference  on Science and World Af- ed by their peers,. As well. »mo.st are in pusitions» W hich 'Iil,?wl
the Atomic SClentlStS - The NEWSIEtter IS fairs met in Bto-khccn.  Sweden  this summer. The conference them to communicate their idees Jnd their views, and Il
R H H . : " vie ws of their Pugwash colieJgues to their own gu\'t'm-
|"1I0t pa_rt"-Of_t”e_ Edltorlal content Of tree (c:zr:?:renf::te " cmr:;:;al cltég::e. As the statement Issued ~ after  the rnents‘. This unique  combination provides buth. f?r fruitful
Bulletin ; 1t 1s an adVertlsement.] The Conierence to:Jk place a: (:trne ot rising tensions in talks in an atmosphere  of trust among member scientists. and
internationu!  r:2iatioff$ and scewigy  p.ror proseicis for haltllg ;‘;:/;ﬁr’:]‘gt'“icaﬁ:’:ders Daft r‘]’gtg‘e h/a:" g]eii" (a;ea?eedachiteo\/eguwe\tf#‘lh-
We ~repeat what we said in February (RSNAL- G o et Wi Dfida Eomcest ang I O e miblc potumg  snd policsl marceemg i
10) : ma;l~" resuects, North-South  rc!"tiollS at a dangerous lou pomi &€ currently  hindering  arms talks. _
- t}ie P~tgwash approach VI building urfdasiindgilg  alla saking den'" ::: ;iza/tsh 'ssuégun;?ersete D;‘Ei‘;:iret:t E]J:a';':::n'whsi‘g:'
i H I i -Iht'~ is::ussi iJI!7uentiai :
Since BR was probably the first person of  Zul S o s oilnoresed mporance I MOBTEN.  Goud leat 10 8 gt mproverent i e
. H i i ifi current  situation.
SoIT". _emlnence - OUtSIde the Splentlflc Statement claims ‘an erosion  of security These measures, you can be sure, ere now being discussed
community - to speak out against, t.he In its statement put out following the conference. the @ the highest levels of government I the countries rrom
nuCIear danger, it is highly appropriate Pugwash  council stressed that recent deployments of nuclear ‘I’IV(;‘e'ﬁh C;Tfer?rzmb:rsm 1??:'0'1?”; ::EE li<rt]f';'uernecciors of tgfek 8)6“‘;'0
- . i . . wofkmg
that BRS members who wish to _fUI_’tfler BR S \e/:e:r';?:e Z;/dtr:jeecrl:asseamlurth:eczis;é l\l}r;:rezsnely ::: \;'/aen%ﬁieat_m mitigate against the dangers of the current situation.
purposes Support PUgWaSh acti vi ties. Ti'12 ened by the increase in the numbers of weapons deployed. Ift you WD;"? like I;° l:)e |nv0|[ved I'" the T“g‘;‘/asth move-
. "far in excess of those needed to guarantee  devastating ment - your help - wou e most welcome. In fact. your in-
coupon below shows how to do so. retaliation”,  but the risk of catastrophe  is heightened by the  Volvernent  could make J real dlﬁerelpce. .
qualitative  characteristics  of these weapolls: combinations  of c As.la PliglNESbt supporter.  you ~dIHfrece|ve t:;e rtl;bwa~h
i i i A ouncil ~ statement  so you can read for yoursel e nun-
(Thank YOU, OOB DAVIS) 22::plefromwa\:::ef\iticz}ion?hon flight _ time, - and _ease o conceal public conclusions  and recommendations of the Bjorkliden
Th - | inted h h d meeting.  And in the future, you can receive reports Vi the
undern(jin?liIgemlsmwhata Sohadpulzrfeady Dutbeetnat acthiZf/eed trer\]/viih \;V:cri workshops  and meenngs  held regutartv, ~where the real. con-
great difficulty: a worldwide  realization  that deterrent forces  crete breakthroughs - frequently occur.
are adequate and attention must be turned to reversing the In order to get these reports. and to help Pugwli<h. you
nuclear arms  race. need only become a Friend of Pugwash.  Your support il
H to stop these threatening _trends make a significant  difference  to a movement  which 1s now
ow to stop crucial to.ur survival. And you will be kept mformed. month
As always at Pugwash meetings, the scientists worked to Dy month, of events as thcy develop.
identify the nature of the dangers we face, and the trends Simply  fill out the form below, and become part of
which, if unchecked,  will lead to disaster. They also turned Pugwash today.

their attention towards concrete solutions: steps which might
be taken by the nations from which these scientists come,
and which would help resolve the current crisis.

,’ O Please enroll me as a Friend 01 Pug

wash ana send me summaries Ot its
major meetings.
1984 ccntnbunon.

I enclose SI00 as my

fl Please enroll me as an associate

mernoer at Pnencs ot 2ugwash and
send me digests of its Important meet-
ings,

lenclose S

I~~~

— e m e m = e

.- S
IOSLIOOY EPOSLEY POLE |

Make check payable to AEPPF. Pugwasn and mail KJW\H\am M
Swartz (Chairman, Finance Comouuee. Pugwash Conferences o011
SCience and World AllaHsl. 1430 Wesl Wrigtl .~60d xveove.
Chicago, illinOIS 60614. All contnbuucns — are lax oeoccume

Name
Address

City
Stale/Zip ecce
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BRS BUSIt'<'ESS

(27) Directors Dblease  npote. 4 kinds of reports/papers are available to you. Let us know which ones interest you.

They would be routed to you, and you, in turn, would mail them to the next person on the list.

These are the 4 items:

A. MEMBERSHIP-1:US ~PORT. Gives the names of new members, of renewing members, of ex-members. Also
gives  new addresses, the number of current members, and the nwnber of inquiries and enrollments

during the past month. Monthly.

B. ADVERTISINGCHEDUL ETells which publications we advertise in, and the dates of the issues. Twice a
year.

C. RESULTOF CUI~-  YEAR'SADVERTISINGnd Proposal for Next Year. Yearly.

D. MEMBERSQUESTIONNAIRESIssued as accumulated during the year.

To get any or all of the above,ssend a postcard with your name and any or all of the Iletters (A,B,C,D) to the
newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.

DUESAREDUE

(28) IO ALIL MENBERSEverybody's rene,'ial dues are due: January 1, 1985 (with one exception; see below). The January

1st due-date applies to all rflP..cri:-2T3Hcludillg those who joined recently.

10 NEWMEMBERS members who jODIeQ the BRSanyt.irre during 1984: the rest of this msrrois for you.

We know from exper.ience that ,-,sw:rerrh?x-s sorrot.iroes feel put upon when asked to pay dues again after less than
a year of membership. We undez scand that. Wewill expta in ,Yhy"B use the present; system, and we hope that

our explanation  will be found psr suas ive ,

In the previous system, a new member's dues covered 12 full months of rremoerahi.p, That was good for the member

but bad for the BRS. It required us to notify each memoe.rindividually -- on the anniversary date  of
enrollment - that the next year's cueswere due. Andwe had to faHoel up on each member individually, to see
whether dues had in fact been paid. This ".rent o~ throughout the wy,ole year. It "'as curroersorre to administer.

It  provided many chances for f..ITors. And it took a lot of time. In fact, it took more time than we had
available. That s why we had to i a change.

The present system is easier to admi.ni.sber , produces fewer ,errors, and takes less time. Everyone's dues come

due on the sarre date, January L Si"fllt::~

We don't think that the new member whosl;;.first year of membership is less (sometimes considerably less) than
12 months has been short-chil.'1gs'C'l in "my important way. Helshe has received just as much BRS material (and
after reading it, knows just as ;Tiuch acout ‘the BRS) as the member who joined in January.

Granted, the system is not perflect., for Lnst.ance , a member who joins after June, and who might edant to attend
the BRSannual meeting the followi.nqg -fuEr cannot do so in his first year of rrernbership, though he could have
under the old system. However, si.nce tni,s member could attend the June meeting in his 2nd year of merrbership,
and since about 90% of the members do not attend meetings anyway (because, unfortunately, it costs mcney to go
torreetingsJ, this kind of shortcolling is not likely to carry much weight.

All new members (except those who enroll in January) have an initial membership period that is shorter than a
year. This happens only once - in the firist year. Thereafter, dues come due every 12 months, on January
first.

There is one exception to all the above: ,members who join in December 1984 (they do not receive the 1984
newsletters) will not ~)y their first renewal dues till January 1, 1986. It's virtually the same as if they
had .enrolled the follO\Vling January (1985).

Here is the 1985 dues schedule: Re~lar 22.50, Couple 27.50, Siudent 12.50, Limited InconE 12.50; plus 7.50
outside USA, Canada and 1'leXico; plus 2.00 for Canada and Mexico. Il US'dollars.

Please mail yourdues to 1985, RD 1, Box 409 Coopersburg, PA 18036.

Hyou want to make our life a bit easier, send your dues soon, Thanks!
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NE"\WBOUTT<IEMBERS

(29) Zip code sleuthing. WARRBMLERNI>1ITHs not exactly an idle man. Heis a full-tiw€ high school teacher,
proprietor of a busy Manhattan recording studio, managerof a Mensainvestment portfolio, etc.,etc. Yet he

found time to eeewell, let .s let himexplain it himself:

Thorras Jefferson once excised the supernatural from the Holy Bible, deleting reference to Jesus's

paternity via the Holy Ghost -- the volumecan be found in most public libraries. SomeChristians at the
time, fearing the Jefferson Bible would becomethe official state version, reportedly buried their King
James book in the backyard and prayed for a President whowas not a blasphemousheretic. (Howtimes have
changed!) Scxrewherd have read to accomplish the feat, Jefferson needed two copies of the Bible, for were
he to cut a holy angel from an even page, the odd page behind wod.d have a wholly unwanted hole.

Receiving the membershiplist in the last issue, and wondering if anyone lives near me, | was inspired by
Jefferson to rraketwo copies and then cut and paste the entries by zipcode rather than by Ato Z. As a
result | found a membemholives in an adjacent townand also find myUnitarian minister.The list is

sure to disappoint people in the A's wholike to head lists, but it might result in a few neighbors
calling upon'each other.

Here is Warren's list, reduced in size, and therefore not too easy to read, but decipherable with a magnifying
glass. Try it; you rrayfind a friend nearby.
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(30) Davidand Celeste Hart are expecting a baby in. April. Goodnews!
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RECOMHENDED RFADING

AdampPaul Banner greatly admires Deschooling Society a~d Medical Nemesis by Ivan lllich, which he says are
"well worth your time. The footnotes on each page of (of Medical Nemisis] are the equivalent of another
bookeee and are very revealing."

THEBRSBOOKWARD

1985 nominations wanted. Please nominate any recent book you feel has considerable merit, and tell why you

think so. The book should deal with some aspect of BR's life, work, times, or interests. The Book Corrunittee
will evaluate the nominations, and recormnend a book to the members for their approval. For a few more
details, see RSN43-8. 3 nominations have already been received.Please send your nomination(s) soon, c¢/o the
newsletter,address on Page 1, bottom. .

ONFINANCES

(33) Please consider making a contribution to the BRS Treasury.

Why? Because we need to acquire many more new rremoers in order to to become secure financially. To acquire
many more new members, we need to do more adver tirxi.ng (so that more people will know of our existence.) And
to do more advertising, we need ~)re money,

Furthermore, our costs are going up,
So it's not hard to understand wh{\» have a need for extra rroney,
And when we do become secure finoncially, i.t will gn.;;atly Increase tJle probability of our long-run survival.

Help if you can. Send us some extra noney, -i-JtlateV(you car. a.ffordto. No sum.is too small to be useful, but
send dS muchas you can spare.

Send it c/o the newsletter: SO I, Box 409, Coopez'sburq, PA 18036

And accept our thanks!

. +"1;'YISLE;TTER MATI'ERS

(34) Copyright. This issue and all future issues of Russell Society Newswill be copyrighted.

The Library of Congress has accepted a complete set of back issues of the BRSnewsletter, and will receive
future issues as they are copyrighte~.The newsletter will be listed in LGe Library-'s serials catalog, so that
Russell scholars will know that it exists and is available.

FORSALE

(36) Members sta tionerv. 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top: "The good life is one inspired by love and guided by
knowledge.* Bertrand Russell" On the bottom:"*Motto of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." $6 for 90 sheets,
postpaid. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.
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BOOK REVIEWS

(37) From The New York Times:

October 7, 1984

________.__-______'_____’y_._
/Vashington's vVar (f

DEADEY'MMSrrm .

The Reagan Administration and the

Stalemate in Nuclear Arms Control.

p.) L~
By Strobe Talbott, 1.l ~-
380pp. New York: Alfred A. Knopf. $17.95. ‘!il. ] 'j"' ‘-
' Bl
- W
' By McGeorge Bundy ~
| et 1
' ’ If you think that Ronald Reagan "o
. 1 "o has been serious about nuctear arms ;
| | -~ 't . y control, or that he has 1l1'lderstoodhill N
13wy’ owndeclsions,orthatthepros~tfor fl'
| .- ~ a good agreement with the Soviet 'ii I
~" S - Unlon in a second Reagan Adminls- I
\, t:"". ~ "".',< L~ eemilif~ob~~~ni~0i~ —~— I r
[ ¢ . :: L Strobre TalllO!t's "Deadly Garn- | LY
| r - - < 1bns a masterly account of the \. 5
I ~.~ Rea'gan record on this subject. It- .
| . you think the soviet Govemment _d \ 1—
H 15, &Izl not a major partof the problem. or .\]"‘
| A Tritiel'l< nub.,'arin.e. that Amertcan ertc, began only in | {
"""" 193), o, that good agreern~ts ..
S R Bl et vou showa v
Me. Taltllitl, d.t diplomalic correspondent for Time ~.1 ..
magazine. ha\ han .e.seat In the club enclosure of the Wash-
. ing'.0" policy-""aki.ng  arena throughout the Reagan years. It
1\ is evident from ills account that just about everyone 1 the

Government has u,iked with him privately about the bureau-
cratic intrigUe.3 tllewtlte House comprocztsea and the false .
fronts at seriousness  t~a\. have passed for policy making on [
\ arm~contr')lunderMrReagan.Peoplehopi.ngforagood !
,lreSf hke to ta_lk 1.0tne man from Time, and i>Lr. Talbott
| NN o~~~
' ~~~-~fe\i~~~

~~~tia~~~I:t the Rea- I 0~

| . '~;George k.und::;;~ pro~~ry

1 _<leViYm'k UroJyersity and was special ASS|stant to '.
I Tpk= 1 —~— —~—

No' "™~ ~:

appearance I't responsiveness and Mr. Perle eter-  Yuli Kvitsinsky,
nally tearful that by some soft-headed blunder an
agreement might actually be reached. Mr. Tal-
bott's account shows us how Mr. Perle won most of
the skirmishes in this contest while Mr. Burtwon  Reagan years,
the war, successfully obtaining a sufficient show of rr‘
tlexibillty to sustain European support for the Ini-

tial deployment when and where It counted most- 1
in 1983 in West Germany, Great Britain and Italy.

Much more important, and told in "Deadly
Gambits" with extraordinary sympathy and au-
thority, Isthe story of the lonely effort of Paul Nitze
to reach a real agreement. As our chief negotiator
on this issue In Geneva, !VIr.Nttze went a country
mile beyond his instructions and singte-handedly
framed a proposal which in essence offered the
Soviets the abandonmet  of the American weapons
they disliked most - 108 Pershing Il ballistic mis-
siles with ranges not tar short of Moscow and a de-
llvery time of less than 10 minutes - in return for
(I) SOVietacceptance of some 300 American cruise
missiles, subsonic in speed, and (2) aconstderable
reductton in existing levels 01 Soviet deployment.
This proposal, relined with his Soviet counterpart,

mism of his effort.

in the famous walk in the woods . / !
near Geneva inJuly 1982 and taken by each of them ' ductton of strategic weapons in the Strategic Arms
to his Government as a possible package deal, has
been the one moment of bilateral

~UT the very forces in Washington that had
), @ven Mr. Niue to the bold and even arro-

=~. gant choice 01 negotiating without Instruc-
—J tions shot him down when the bureaucranc
battle was joined. After Washington's
came Moscow's, which may weil have been toreor.
dained in any event by the reluctance ot Soviet lead-
ers to agree to anything that would give Soviet sanc-
tion to any American deployment
whose main concern all along was simply to hold
the alliance together owe a great debt to Soviet ri-
gidity and heavy-handedness.
Minister Andrei Gromyko forgets nothing but he
learns very little. Mr. Talbott'S account does not
leave us astonished at Mr. Nltze's tanure,
both the imaginative terce and the unrealistic opti-

The Soviet Foreign

I! the negotiation on Euromlssiles was inherit-

TR —— — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

.Qver Arms Control

’recent events that histonans will be using for years to come.
Even when the official documents are published. Mr. Talbott's
work will remain important because he persistently and skillfully ad-

A\N dresses the very issue that internal documents so often fail to rllumi-

~ =g nate: who Is trying to do what to whom and Why? His account is
\t richly detailed; his heroes and antiheroes live and breathe,. and the
v book has a splendid index. The people Inthe Reagan AdministratiOn
will find it easy to look themselves up, and not many will like what
1they read, but it all rings true, and nearly all of It comes from
-ll\..\..”‘ them.'vI .
=" r. Talbott has two main tales to tell. The tlrst concerns the
, hegotiations on new American missiles for Europe - the ilie,
w~  mediate-range nuclear forces talks (IN!"). The notion that there
shouldbeanewland.basedforcewitheXpandedabilityioreach
Soviet targets was developed by the Carter Admimstration,
ad;;; reacting with foolish cleverness to exaggerated Europ,;an con-
g~ 't 1~=1:neu~:@~~~O~;i~~nn isS.~:~; H~~n~

J, ,7' I Reagan inherited a dillicult double commliment - to deploy
by tt~;;;.. 572 warheads beginning late In 1983, and in the meantime  to

4 negotiate with Moscow lor an agreement th~t might allow"
'l I' I smaller deployment or perhaps none at all.

» ~

,t is not surpris-

It" ing that the newly Installed experts ofthe Reagan Adffi:~'~S'
1\ ;)\ tration tound themselves divided on the choice 01 racucs.
1 t The dominant view, from start to flmsh, was that no good.
%%E%Iee@e\%ﬁmnlthhé\ﬂgatr:ﬁmWas Ilkejy, an)d m9§t111 h*m SJ or.
. r.f tlon were contests over what 1 w oo
= would or would ~ot look g~ ; ~L " f)?
€ enough to sustam the WesL"jl'
I ern alliance in Its decision 1 Vr‘,;'- ..-~'
.t for deployment.
2\~ The two assistant  sec- t —t 2~~~~7+—>5m
retanes plincipally in.. ? 9~ "~ l
"_..~'~'..; volved, Richard Burt of »<, 5\Aj. i
i .~ the State Department and i 21 L \>.\~)

r'- L \...Rlcha~ =~~~e¢ of ~~fi::d

m o J

L , |

| <l"~~'f"~"lY M~ ~~~ T uk " ‘.~ .
'~preferring an'

-sscc.’0,,"
. m
CO" j~~~: A

ed, the posture ot the Reagan Administration on reo

Reduction Talks (START) has been all its own
work. Here again the bureaucratic battles were
clamorous, but Mr. Talbott demonstrates plainly
that no one Olany rank ever dared to put forward
where Ronald Reagan could see it a proposal that
the Soviet Government might conceivably accept.
Everyone in the Administration appears to have
found it necessary to make it a basic premise that
the only desirable strategic agreement would be
one that forced major reductions in the two largest
Soviet intercontinental forces, while leaving all the
new strategic programs 01 Secretary 01 Defense
Caspar  Weinberger essentially  unconstrained.
Nothing approaching a negotiation ever took place.
The Administration has its share of dumbbells
and doctrinaires on these mutters, but It also has
many members bright and honest enough to recog-
nize that, in the words of Mr. Reagan's most nearly
independent adviser, Brent Scowcrolt, "START Isa
non-starter."  After making this remark, General
scowcrott did his best to produce some improve-
ments by the unlikely process of bargaining be-

seriousness Inthe

refection

at ail. Those

only at



(38) Dan McDonald was inadvertently
and we don.t think that s a proper way to treat

Page 26

tween members of Congress and the President, but
Mr. Talbott correctly notes the wholly marginal
character of the complex and HJI-defined changes
that resulted.

Given the general mind-set O the Reagan Ad-
ministration, these results are less surprising than
the extraordinary intensity of the bureaucratic con-
test among Mr. BUrl and Mr. Perle and others tor
their preferred versions Of what was never negotia-
ble. When Mr. Burt says, "I really want to win this
one," he is not talking about a.victory over the Rus-
sians or over nuclear danger; he is talking about
winning the President's approval for the particular
unworkable proposal he prefers. Ann .en Mr.
Perle says triumphantly, "We're going to zero-out
[Soviet) heavies," he is not talking about a real re-
duction In Soviet forces but about his success in
pushing a proposal that he knows the Soviets will
never accept; he wants a paper victory. The ditter-
ence between the two men is that for Mr. Perle It is
a clear sign ot soltness to ask whether any proposal
is negotiable, while for Mr. Burt, on START it not on
INF, negotiability does remain an unconfessed -
and In these years unachievable - objective.

Why, one may ask, Is Mr. Talbott so intent on
the result-free bureaucratic ~ wartare between these
two determined Intriguers?  Partly, of course. it is
Washington's  fascination with political gossip, and
Indeed gossip on nuclear policy is seldom ftrtvial.
Read aJl about It. Read how Richard Burt joined
forces with the Joint Chiefs of Staff to get approval
of a proposal for keeping misslle-launchers  few and
.vulnerable on both sides, a proposal that correctly
seemed preposterous to both Paul Nltze the hawk
and Paul Warnke the dove from the Carter years.
Read how Richard Perle regularly enlisted the un-
derinformed but fervent advocacy of his chief, Cas-
par Weinberger, to win the President's nod tor a:
stiffer stand - "Cap has a point."

Above atl, read how Ronald Reagan himself re-
peatedly betrayed his Ignorance of the most ele-
mentary issues. His first START proposals would
have required the Russians to reduce their two prin-
cipal missile forces by two-thirds, but when he put
them forward he did not know that the Soviets
might think them unbalanced; no one had told him.
He was also unable at any time to say just what was
good about missiles on submarines. In a press con-
ference in 1982 he said these misstles couid be re-
called and to Congressmen in 1983 he said they did-
n't have nuclear warheads. At one level, this Is a
riveting account of infighting for the approval at "a
detached, sometimes befuddled character.”

. At a second level, the book teaches larger les-
sons. Mr. Talbott shows us just-what happens to nu-
clear arms control when the interest and attention
ot the President are concentrated not on the sub-
stance of the matter but on what will sound good to
Amerlcans, On sounding good, Mr. Reagan is a cer-
tified expert, and on his own terms it cannot be said
at this writing that he has tailed. To most Amer-
Icans over the last three years, his publlc proposais

have seemed talrenough. Why not propose, late In
1981,a zero option for the Euromissiles - zero tor
both sides? In the judgment of Alexander Halg,

then his Secretary of State, the proposal was "ab-
surd" because it called for the Soviets to abandon
hundreds at weapons already deployed In return for
the cancellation ot a smaller American force that
was only on the drawing boards. But it sounded all
right to the public. Moreover, when you want to
make a plausible pitch tor a bad position with a
clear conscience, It probably helps not to under-
stand things very well. It way down deep you prefer

left
there aren 't many! -
OuUr apologies.
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arms to arms control, it is a presentable appear-
ance and' nota negotiable. reality that you want.

In this sense, the nasty little struggles that Mr.
Talbott recounts may have led to just the barren but
presentable postures that Mr. Reagan really want-
ed. When he insists on keeping the Pershing I mis-
sile against Mr. Nitze's advice, is it not because he
truly does bellevein these American "tast-llyers"?
When he keeps the iine print deeply secret In his
first START proposals, so that their imbalance will
not show, is it not plain that he is governed by how
things look? When he later begins to use changes tn
the START proposais as the political shield In Con-
gress for his MX-in-Minuteman, is it not because he
really does prefer what he calls the Peacekeeper
(this name tor MX is the only one he can't make
stick) to any particular posture in Geneva? Is he
not really quite content that START should be a
non-starter, as long as he can put the blame on Mos-
cow? Is that not exactly what we see him doing In
October 1983, a month before the Soviet walkout:
"The door to an agreement is open. All the world is
waiting tor the Soviet Union to walk through." It
was palpable nonsense, but it sounded good at the
time. .

When the Soviets did walk out in November, the
President did look good by comparison. Nor can
anyone make that Soviet action mainly Mr. Rea-
gan's fault. The Soviet Government had accepted
with a vengeance the Invitation to make trouble
that was issued by the Carter two-track decision,
and unless Mr. Kuvttsinsky's wall: with him meant
more than Mr. Nitze now beHeves, they neve. made
up their minds to accept any arrangement hut tile
on!" Mr. Reagan skillfully described as one-hall of
his zero option - zero for the Americans. While
Moscow's bitter rejections of the Reagan offers in
START are more defensible, they themselves 01-
fered nothing much better In reply. The Soviet Gov-
ernment we encounter In this book is not an easy
partner;  Its negotiators are shrewd, secretive,
tricky and ioyal to their country's "habit of detuilng
itg, security in a way that makes other states fe{,1
insecure.’”  They are no more interested than tuner-
Icans In giving up advantages bought and paid tm.
They are real Russians, and Mr. Talbott, the trans-
lator of NIklta Khrushchev's memoirs, underatands
them well.

» No matter who is President in 1985,these dim.
cult Russians will be there, and It will not be easy to
make-agreements with them that the American
people and the Senate will approve. Anyone who
thinks that Ronald' Reagan's is the only way to rail
should remember the fate of SALT 11 under his
three nredecessors.

M~. Talbott attempts no comparison 01 Mr.
Reagan and his present challenger; Walter Mon-
dale is not mentioned, and the wholly dliferent ap-
proach to arms control that he.advocates is not ex-
amined. Sothis book alone is no guide to a compara-
tive judgment oi the candidates. The best it can do
for us in this election season is to help us consider
what Mr.Reagan himself might do about arms can..
trol in a second term. Would he still tnstst on conces-
sions the Russians simply will not make? Or might
he decide to bargain in earnest, as he has so oiten in
the past with domestic opponents? We know that
our last two-term President, DwightEisenhower,
changed course ill just this way on just this subject
in his last four years. Some of Mr. Reagan's more
zealous supporters are said to tear that he too may
change in this same way.

But other observers reach an oppositeconclu-
sion, noting the threat posed by his programs to the

CORRECTIONS

off of the June 1984 rrembership list

a lO-year nemoer,
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limits ot the SALT Il treaty - unratified but still ob-
served -.and still more the potential for direct con-
flict between his Star Wars program and SALT I,
which directly prohibits the defensive systems tor
which he has called.

On the evidence of Mr. Talbott's book, the tears
of the zealous seem excessive. Mr. Reagan's words
have been the words of an ardent advocate of arms
controi, but in his heart he seems to be most in sym-
pathy with the men who mistrust the whole notion.
To Richard Perle and Caspar Weinberger (who
should be listed in this order on this subject), the
path to safety Is in competition, not agreement, in
widening the arms race and not limiting it. Mr.
Reagan does not seem to share their intense passion
or their deep mistrust of the bargaining process,
and | do not find it hard to believe that he would
very much like a good agreement with his name on
it: Presidents do. But there is a good agreement in
relatively easy reach right now - on anttsatelltte
weapons - and | doubt if the President knows It or
has anyone nearby to tell him plainly what is wrong
with the objections of the Perles and the Welnber-
gers. In his recent speech at the United NatiO?S he
continued to tie the discussion of this opportunity to
‘the reopening ot the dead-ended talks on strategic
weapons; a serious diplomacy could do better.

Indeed, the U.N. speech, on the evidence so far,
conforms to the pattern exposed in "Deadly Gam-
bits": 1, is more forthcoming In appearance than tn
reality. The rhetoric Is that of a man of pence, and
Mr. r'illixdtl's [)(lokallows us to recognize the use of
the word "framework" as a victory tar Secretary ot
State George P. Shultz and the State Department's
believers in real negotiations. But the President's
specific ~n~rJposalsremain those of the hard-liners.
It is most unlikely that Soviet leaders will-think  him’
forthcomir.g VI!'en he insists on adding to the unrati-
fied treaty on underground nuclear tasting 8 re-
quiremenr f:)ren-s: te mspecnon that was correctly
seen ,S UIJICCC"sar,. by that old sottie Ricnard
Nixon when he signed that treaty in Moscow 10
years ago. It is 1 safe bet that the internal bureau-
cratic bante over the eventual content ot the
I{ramewo:'k"  stil~ Ees ahead, and so far there ts no
reason to sur-pose that Mr. Shultz wEi win"

AfL\C)H-JL:filial  lesson is more clear-cat. A Prest-
'r\ dent who truly wants p~-r:sressin arms con-
~1 . ltrol cannot have it by Hving above ~he:ou-
\'~::;;'f reaucranc  IYflY. If Mr. Reagan wiis a eec-
or.d term rind de,;ldes to take arms control serious-
Iv, hp..hll have to change his way of work. Without.'
s~.rongand det,ennined executive leadership, ,10 Ad-
ministration  nas ever reached any arms control
agreement. The internal confhcts that inescapably
beset this topic in the Pentagon and elsewhere are
too strong & be resolved into negotiable proposals

by merely ;' ureaucratic bargaining, especially

when the most Ilerer::lined infighters are also the
most ardent enemies of agreements. Either the
President  himself, or some senior colleague to

wham tif: cle2,rl~rgives his trust, must take the lead,
aCld en substance, not slogans. Ita re-elected Ron-
ald Reagan should choose this path, he would have
many formidable advantages.iWhat he approved
the Senate would endorse, and he 'could survive the
anger of the most determined superhawk.

But can he truly change his way of work as well
as his priorities? Or is it more likely that we will get
another tour years of plausible flimflam at the top

and ruthlessly effective resistance to ell remotely
negotiable proposals at lower leveis? Read this
book and decide ior yourself. 0

(RN43-S1). Danis a 1974 rrember
Or any other membes
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ABOUTYI'HEBRGANIZATIONS

Americans for Religious Liberty is the new name of The Voice of Reason. Their literature includes a fact sheet
ab()U~ARL, "wbich Vision for America?", an article by Edd Doerr, "Will Religous Liberty Survive the 1980s?"
repnnted from Religous Humarsm (Spring 1984), and "A New Constitutional Convention: Threat to the Bill of
Rights”. Their address: PO Box 6656,Silver Spring, 110 20906. (Thank you,BOB DAVIS)

(40) Greenpeace. From the NewYork Times (9/2/84, p. 7):

River in Quebec.

Looking for Another Shlpment They climbed the Statue o! Liberty to Private Donations
] ; : p hang a banner saying, "Give Me Lib- " ~
le said he is hoping for as much luck All our support comes from the pub
Greenpeace' In}detecting a foFr)thgoming shipment, ?’retélt'ng?'m Nuclear Weapons - Stop lic,"” Mr. McTaggart said, adding that
approved by the United States, ot plu- Ing. S el most donations are $5 and SIO. "We
G IObaI Gadfl tgrll)ium tromy France to Japan. ’ The protesters had their difficulties. l don't get any grants. We have to be ab-
y "If it went by sea, which looks likely, The French police arrested an,d beat up solutely nonpolitical. We attack  the

the penguins, and the Canamans .were left, the right, and the center

imagine a worst case Inwhich the ship and no

couid sink on a rocky coast and break arrested ~ on charges of comrmttmg one with the organization is allowed to
or CcoO Ogy up,” he said. “There” are 500pounds of glljamﬁ; tﬁautt g&%ngggéegarfgggdlstgse run for political oltice.”
i - i illi X : "We attempt to bridge the gap be-
gle%t&r:ﬁm he s%r_i]cci’.u g‘hV\;g'vkeJ“azn??)B::ge%n sential, tween the Apudobon Sgciety agnt? the
9, v Bl s e 0 0T e st Lo Sl e o
LONDs(p)e'c\.lanoS;hetNewlvork: Tm\;/hen e formad i )(/ancouver, Cana?ja, 1t has "We use action,” said DavidoMc'l'ag- American. "But we're hardly amiddle-
French cargo vesgél Mont Louis sank a been called tile Don Quixote of environ. qart, e}_foundgr z”d Cha'”{‘ﬁ” -fthg or- of-the-road group.” .
week ago gﬂ the Belgian coast with a mental groups, tilting at toxic waste ?_anlza fon, - an torl]cgb here s atten- "We draw the line at violence,"
cargo of uranium. authorities  Initiall dumpers and at whaling ships from |0|n, 1‘%’92 r,{‘/lo"eM”]ro °ty'”%tw i Steve McAllister, another American,
ann%unced that the ship was carrvin Y- small rubber bouts, dyeing baby seals n I'I h ré 00% aglgarfan N 0 OZ er said. "We don't fight cops, break things
only medical suppplies pThe first yingi- green to make them unnt tor slaughter, :neg S{a' (teh b .fm' est ”romf Mew ea- up, or blow things up. In the case of
Y he shi . di releasing balloons 111 Leningrad Urging" and to the racific atoll of Mururoa, whales, we get between tile whales and
cation the ship was_ carrying _ radioac, "Soviet Union:  Stop the Atomic where the French planned a series of | the harpoon. Or we plug a pipe and
rive material came from the French of. Tests!" ’ atmospheric atomic tests. They sailed \ maintain a vigil. We force tile issue to
fice of Greenpeace, the environmental ’ inside the 200-mile security acne and the public's eyes.”
gr(#]% announcement arew out of & con An Active Summer floated within sight of the balloon that Mr. McTaggart:s confrontation I'it."
inui ﬂu by th grew ou h . This is what Greenpeace protesters was to carry tile bomb. until their t_)oa_t the French authorities in the South Pa-
tf'é}‘ﬁr',';?-o?] or; ly ihg grrg‘é’)c{%r?maﬁg ,In did this summer: was rammed by a French mine cific led him to believe the approach
temaﬁ},na| at?;ding ,ff ur:ni:Jm whicnh- They dressed up as penguins and Sw&erperrvﬁg_?_ato‘gﬁd tr%tﬁ?ﬁég' a vear would work. "There was an image of a
G beli is best left in th climbed the frent of t.je oHices or a - rvielagg year big nuclear bomb and a little wooden
grgel:e:geace elieves s best eft In the French organization that is promoting E’gg{’ ..‘%Vﬁgn kt)zgt ':]imh " b%irdfaqd h'ls boat," "he explained. "You can talk of
" According to Peter  Wilki an airstrip in a particularly ~ sensitive poat. | Chey up, 1c. Ghandi and all that. But if you can see
ck():or "}gth g gerfG ilkinson, I“ part of the Antarctic ..as blinded inone eye for a long time. | this huge steel navy grinding along, a
member ofthe board of Greenpeace In- \ - . ) f I ng,
ternational, the discovery of F\)Nhat was They climbed the highest chimney in ‘I’:Vg:]tchbacéovtgrnﬁzﬁqa ir\]td tﬁgedsamg little piece of sand can get caught in the

actually aboard the Mont Louis grew Europe. part of a coal-fired power time, he recalled, NeViZealand began machinery and bring it to a halt. Our

out of a hunch. When the organization's

plant complex near Helmstedt,  West philosophy is to put yourself between

patrolling the area in protest at the

i i i i Germany, ina protest over acid rain. : : the problem in a nonviolent ~ way."
\I,Evr:Snctr;]eotJilsci:rrez“iz;doftht%eMé)grtolaionu;s ._.Theyypartlal_lyp blocked the discharge iﬁset% and the French discontinued \ "We're not suicidal,” he said. "We
which regularly  carries  radioactive pipe of tne Ciba-Geigy cbemical corn- Greenneace tnternational  which has. want to draw attention to something.
products between France and the pany at Toms River, N.J. in protest its headguarters in Britain. has 30 of.. and we know what our plan is years in
Soviet Union, "we made some inquir- ‘Over discharges of organic compounds fices in 15 countries. It has tour boats advance. It's easy to say, 'l want to
fes” Mr. Wilkinson said. "One person ;Into Barnegat Bay. and emolove its own crews. and scien clean the whole world up,’ but all our
admitted the ship was carrying nuclear , They tried to plug « pips Jiscllargh:g . Tr?isyear's budget "(111be about goals are just possible and can be got
material.” ' 'sulfuric acid Lito the St. Lawrence ?12 miIIiony get "(111be to."

(41) North American Corrmittee for Hurnan_ismmet in NYCat the N.Y. Society for Ethical CUIture August 24-46,1984,

(42)

BOB DAVIS attended. There were reports and papers by NACHPresident Sherwin Wine (Society for Humanistic
Judaism) ,Edward Ericson, (former Leader , Nevl York Society for Ethical CUIlture) ,John. Hood (Leader, St. Louis
Ethical Society) ,David Clarke (Student., Hurnallist Insititute), Roger Greeley (Hinister,Peoples Church of
Kalamazoo) , Maxine Greene (Professor, Teachers College, Columbia University), Robert  Hemst..reet (I'linister,
Flushing Unitarian Church,Queens), Joseph Fahey (Director, Peace Studies Institute, ~lanhattan College) -

Roger Greeley punctured severalpervasive and perniciopus myths, long regarded by millions as guideposts
in American life: tJlat most early k~erican settlers came to enjoy religious freedoffiithat the founding fathers
were god-fearing  Christians; that religj.ous freedom reflects the will of the majority. "Most of the religious
dissidents came to the NewWorld to escape British tyranny and created a new tyranny of their own." And most
of the founders were "highly individualistic men who hardly fit any Fallwellian stereotype of the gocd
Christian. "To inquire about Confer ence papers, write Editor-Elect Gorden Stein, 2114 Marine Street, Santa
Monica, CA 90405.

Palestinian HumanRights Committee. Wenow get regular mailings from this organization. The latest mailing, of
OCtober 17th, starts off "Dear PERCACTIONALERTNET'I\DR#€ " and deals with 3 issues: (1)the Al-Jnaid Prison
("lsrael's new high tech prison"), where conditions are said to be unsatisfactory; (2) the closed An-Najah
University, that they wish to see re-opened; and (3) alleged distortions of Palestinian issues in the
AlTerican press. It tells its readers whomto write to, in the Amnesty International marrrler, and also lists

coming events. The 5-page mailing, complete with visual symbol of an upraised hand,is put together wvnth skill.
It chould ~chieve some results. Their address: 220 S.State St.,One Quincy Court (1308), Chicago, IL 60604

World Affairs Bookstore calls itself  "The Largest UnknownWorld Affairs Bookstore in the Nidwest". It is a
project of the viorld \lithout War Council -- Midwest,with offices in Berkeley, New York, Seattle, and portland.
Its  Awugust 1984 order form lists 33 books on"Nucleaervieapons, Nuclear War, and U.S. National Security

Policy”. Their address: 421 S. Wabash Av.,Chicago, IL 60605.
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(44) People Eor The American\Wayran a full-page

p, 24E). Three-fourths of

state.

"The Constitution of the United
States is a marvelous document for
self-government by Christian-people
But the minute you turn the docu-
ment into the hands of non-Chris-
tian people and atheist people, they
can use ti to destroy the veryfoun-
dation of our society. And that's
whqt's been happening.”-Televan-
gelist Pat Robertson. Founder, The
Freedom Council

"The idea that religion and
politics don't mix was invented by
the Devil to keep Christians from
runnins: their own country."”
-lelevanp;el istJerry Falwell. Founder,
The Aloral Majority

For 200 years, our Constitution
has guaranteed religious freedom.
But today there is a spectre of pow-
erfui voices arguing that theyhave a
devine mandate to mix church and
state and destroy the freedom guar-
anteed by the \(<1110f senaration
between church and state.

Dz 1aodiesdefizqe Tnat
thfl_l__f_.. S‘-‘s’.-rL‘FEaa:,?l:.1{;'<::i,3ers, (AgITHiI~ 9.nc!
doctrine become the law of theland.
For everyone ..

rQiHJcal  Orgamzattons fllatrn to
speak for (Ald. Ultra-fundamental-
rsts 98@Rre "L on# oorn-agam
I, m<;;uans sRoidt be elected to

you can.

THE CONSTITUTIODHAPI'ER VERSHE."
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ad in the (sunday)

public office. Those who dare to
disagree with-their political platform
are branded anti-God, anti-family,
satanic, infidels, or secular humanists.

Leading public officials claim a
biblical mandate to govern. They
debate faith instead of policy.They
confuse disagreement with sin and
evil. To favor separation of church
and state is to be "intolerant of reli-
gion"or "anti-religionist!'

Debate, dissent and diversity
have become uri-American activities.
The resultrMoral McCarthyism.
Wemust not remain silent. We
must fight back to preserve freedom.
America is about freedom of
speech and belief. The separation of'
church and state. Our country was
started by people who fled here from
lands where religious diversity was

restricted, not respected.

America is about respecting our
different religious and political
beH~fs.If!Arnerica, there are no
religious tests for public office.

Political leaders can speak about
religion and religious leaders can
speak about politics. The First
Amendment guarantees both.

But when politics is transformed
into a theological battle between the
"sinners-and thersaved," open

OPPORTUNITIES

Hark the date of the 1985 annual meeting on your calendar. (3)
Offer suggestions for Library activities. (4)
e Offer to do something on the proc,rram,atthe '85 annual meeting. (4)

e Select a group you can show "Bertie and the Bomb'to.

Notify Librarian TomStanley,
Photocopy the petition

(Page 4) . get signatures,

(5,14)

if you want "Bertie and the Bomb'for a. specific
and rnai.lit off. (10).

Nominate someoneyou think ‘Worthyof the 1985 BRSAward. (18)

Notify us if you see the Dora press release

publication.

e ?end moneyto Pugwash,.if you can. (26)

Pay your. dues! (28)

e Check the zipcode list: -for nearby BRSmemb,ers. (29)
« Nominatea recent book for the 1985 BRSI3cX)Rward; (32)

And knowthat we appreciate your help.

NewYork Tirres Review of
the page pictured a stone tablet with the words:"Thoushalt
Here is the accompanying text:

look oVer the followi.nglist

(19) or the Doccoral Grant armouncement;22)

Novembery'984

the Wee..k(9/23/84,
not mix Church and

debate and religious liberty are
jeopardized.

Religion has flourished in Amer-
ica because ofthe separation of
church and state. Religion is ¢ matter
of private conscience. But freedom
of religion is a constitutional
commandment.

People ForThe American Way
142416th Street, NW.,Room 605
Washington, NC 20036

| BELIEVE THAT THE SEPARATION OFCHURCH
k"iD STATE IS WORTH FIGHTL"iG FOR

C!Here is my contribution of$  to
join People For The American Way in its batue to
protect religious freedom in America.

O-Please send me a free pamphlet on ten rules for
maintaining the separation of church and st2.tt.-

NAME
ADDRESS-

CITy

© 191!4. People For The Ame~can Way

~~:I"rar:L9.t...Q2POrtunities.Here are 11 things to do that would benefit the BRS.AIll have been mentioned in this
.LE'sueof tl1'.~newsletter « Canyou do someof them? Please

and lend a hand wherever

date. (8)

in any
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FFIWRIBUTIONS

(46) Qur thanks to these m2mbers for for their recent contrbutions to the BRS Treasury: ADAM PAUL BAN}.,TER
CHRISTOPHER BOYLE, BOB I.CMBARDI, JERRY DE.I\NPEARSON.
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P.S.

One more opportunity:

e Tell us your reactions to the BR vs, Hook exchanges. (16il



