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ON EAST-WEST RELATIONS

(2) Dysonon hew to get along with the Russians. Wethink Freem:mDyson is always worth listening to. (For several
revi.ews of his r-ernarKablebook, "Weaponsand Hope", see RSN42). He was interviewed on TV recently, by
Conchita Pieroe, on March 24, 1985, over Channel 4 (NYC).This is haw it '.'lent:

[Tedaywe talk with world-rencwned physicist Freem:mDyson, who wrote "Freedomand Hope"because he wanted to
discuss the greatest problem new facing mankind, the nuclear arms race, and he wanted to discuss it from a a
hurranrather than a technical po.int; of view.

[He's trying to build a communications bridge between those whobuild and o.pploy 'dC'.a:x;l'.s - he calls them
the warriors - and the rest of us, whornhe calls victims. He comes to us today as a coro inatnon of warrior
and victim. Let's first take t.'1e concept of warrior.]

That means of course not just the people in the Pentagon,it also Inc ludes a lot of my professional
friends at the uruversities, peopl e whoare professionals in arms contxc l , for example, who look on the t.'1ir"~
as an Lntellectual exercise. They're just as muchwarriors as t.'1e soldiers.

[811d in looking at it as an intellectual exercise, is it rrore figures, is it more assured computer
readouts?]

No I wouldn't say that. Bt:t it is a discipline,arid it is part of t.'12ir culture tc t;alk very coolly and
not to get emotional about; it.

[In doing that., wnat. do you think they lack?]
Very oft.en of conrse,these are wonderful people; They've contributed 3. g-~'eatdeal, but still the :,;::rld

~\"'.ey live in scrrenowisn't the real world because it's too abstract. So I i;0.ve gre.at dis.a.g:-".;'"21Tent.s ~<Jit.h t.I1f2:f:1

alxmt strategic doct.rines , for example,bec2use their doctrines never seem tc t;~J,"3 into account; t,:e realit"! '.)f.
the "lOrld - what a messy world it is - and '"hat different kinds of peopl.e the;:-e a!:e :..:~it.

[Andyet they are part of this world, so why don't they take in tr.e r""'.L::'r:y?] "
Well, it's hard,if youze sitting at the university, andreading books al.i_ tt,:e ti.T;.2fLt.'s not t.~e :SoFC

thin<j as being out there, living it. I am of course interested in these D8':,jot.i.atior,s;;~llch ,EC Just star+-..1_ng
and I'd like first of all just to say, let's not expect anytrunc to happen, It's probably net; going to hap~;en.
That's not bad. It's important to talk with the Russians whether or not a treaty cemes cut oi it.

[Wnydo you say, let's not expect anyt'1ing7]
Because 'He have to be verj patient, Negotiating is always veri slc',{.The best treaty ',,''f;' ever qc'-,:., since

\~'orldWar II, '.'las the Austrian State Treaty, wni.ct. most people have neve: even 11'-,ar·:1of. To my mil:d that was
muchrrore important than most of these ether tllings that; are rrore farrous. The Austrian Sta:t~eTreaty '"as accut;
people, not about weapons. And it got the Russians out of AU3tria, and estJ'illlishcd Au,-:;::cic,as a neut.ra l and
independent country, The resul t.s have been wonderfu.l ,Austria I1as prospered ever since, a1/.:1 F,u35ic,has accepted
the situation with grace. I find that a tz.iumph, The reason it happened w,.-;s~.aUS2 '.,.f(, ~','2::::eve.ry pac i.ent., erhe
negotiations went on rrore or less for about ten years, and it was done qui.et ly , w:tL'lout:my c;::::eat, fuss, and in
the end a velY qood treaty caineout. That:'s tile kind of t.'1ing we should hooe for'. 'do' renoc going to have a
t.reaty in a burry.

(As ",,,= are looking at b';,enews .ir; Geneva, ..•.'hat should we watch for? Is H, juSt: an exercise in futility?
You're not suggesting that.]

No, but i.E something serious is being done, it has to be done a quietly,So we shouldn vt expect, either
side to talk. If they start negotiadng in public it means the thing isn't se.::ious.Ti12.t's been t!12 trouble all
along wi th lTB11yof our neqoti.ations , If you start telling t.'1epublic what,you're ,33y5.11("; at tr.e table, it means
you're not really talking to the people across the table, you're talking tathe peop.Ie back horre,

[Doyou have a chcice wt'.enthe publi,c cIarrors so muchto knew wnat' s happening?]
Yes, you have to learn to hold your tongue and Keep qui.et., Tr.at's something """= find diffiC'J.lt. 'The

Russians of course are better at that.
[You've explained the concept of warrior. Newexp.la.i.nthe concept of victim, and ho;.; that differs,

because you want a bridge between the two.]
A victim is sorrebodywho feels the evil of nuclear weapons in her bones.The victims seem to end up being

ferrale" though that t s not always true.The rrore effective spokesmenof the anti-nuclear rrovementare woroenfor
some reason or other. I thir~ it's just t.~at somehowthey do have a betteL' way of locking at things. It's
anywaydifferent. Youstart from a gut feeling, real total disgust and horror at the idea of nuclear weapons.
That's what I 'mean by being a victim. It's sorrel::cdywhoapproaches t.'1e thing from a rroral point of vie'll rather
than from an intellectual point of vie<.••

[You're saying that tIle warriors who are planning all of this car'11othear the victims.]
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They sometimes do but on the whole not. It tends to be a dialog of the deaf. The warriors tune out any
kind of errotional Ianquaqe because that's the way they're trained and the ,-laY they operate. And rhe victims
tend to tune out tIle rrore technical discussions, D'1ereal horse-trading that has to go on in international
negotiations, because to them that's kind of trivial and sordid, and hasn't anything to do with the real
issue. That's a caricature of the two sides, but to someextent it's true.

[You're optimis~ic that the dialog will open?]
Well, that.' s one t.hi.nq that I hope for. I think i·t has opened to some extent. We've seen in the last few

years a definite rise of popular pol i.t.i.cal activists against nuclear weapons, which I find very hea l thful ,
It's not only in tru.s count.ry, but it's happened In manyotner countries too. I think we're seeing a very slew
convergence of these two points of view, and what one has to have in the end is a pol i.cy that; satisfies both.

[You've said that when a real discussion is going on , it's not going to be going on in public.]
Pight.
[rtTnenyou heard the concept of Star 'lIars, what was your reaction?]
i\'ell, it's a misrepresentation of what President Reagan actually said.wll.at is called the Star Wars

program is a research program. It's not anything you carl poi.nt; to and say, this is it. i\'e don't yet knewwhat
it is. It's a program for investigation wruch will be on a long time scale, to find out whether defense
against nuclear missiles actually is feasible or not, or what kind of defense is feasible. So me program as
it exists is about one-rhi.rd technical nonsense, about one-third militarY nonsense, and rraybe one-t.hi rd things
that; might ul t imateIy ITBkesense. The trouble is, those are tru.nqs are wr2.ppedup in a fog of secrecy; ne i.ther
we nor me Russians have a chance to see how little substance L~ere is in muchof it.

[Is it arrogance or concern for survival that, prompts us to propose it?].
It is a concern for survival , and •.. if you actually read what 1-'1r.Reagansaid on I-I.arch23, 1983, 2 years

ago, when he first proposed thi.s proqram, you can see that rroral conviction had a big part in it. He just was
horrified, and I trunx quite rightly, that he might one day be forced into that sit:.Jation where he has to
press rr,e button to exterminate tens of millions of people. He said, isn't there a better way? Isn't there
someway we can defend ourselves ramer than avenging ourselves? And 1 think he ' s right. The rroral conviction
mat he started from I support , The only trouble of course is that the w'1inghas been di.stort.ed out of all
recognition by me technical people so that it's been presented to me public as a grand, grandiose system of
laser bat t Iesh.ips and death rays and all kinds of idiotic stuff which n••axes no sense technically or
militarily.

[Andyet D'1etechnical people are always there. That's one of the problems, isn't it.j
Yes. Thez'e are of course, good technical people in me program, and sore of t.he procram I think is very

good. There's a hard core of stuff which makes sense, rrostly ground-based. That's oId fashioned rockets, old-
fashioned radar, computers and stuff, which in fact might actually worx . but of course Tne real problems are
not wim the death rays in the sky, the real problems are data processing, taxget discrir.ination, rather
mundanethings. That's where me real guts of the program is.

[Dowe t.ry to deal wim tne Russians in our own .irnaqeramer man as they J"eally ace?]
I don't ~,ow if that's true. The only one of me negotiators ~'ha.n I Y_l1OW

is General rtowny. He has a pretty good W1:)rkingcontact with Russians. He's been !1egotiatir.g f0r qt;ite a long
time. I trunk he understa11dswhat Russians are l ixe ,he understands them as mxrans. I '''''·.11ctl1' t; say chat; ~:l';;'
negotiators are unaware of the humanaspects of the trunq , after you".re ne.;c.:tiated for a:a, years, '::J7. cour.se
you understand.

Amer.icansare profoundly ignorant about the rest of D'1ewor Id , part icu.lar ly ill::out. ;;he Sc\:i.e'c'jnicn, They
have been tJlrough some terrible wars, and other catastrophes, muchmore than WE. have , They've 12a.l-nedthat; you
can't calculate what;will happen••• mat war, and peace also, is chact.i.c and LncaIculaoje , But you do survive
somehowor other, if you're tough and if you hang on and hang on and hans: on, you survive, ani tnat , 50l11'.::.'1CM,

is very deep in their culture and I trunk we have to respect that , So t.:·,sy vTilJ.not 7!E.r':>2 :-'6ppy wi th our
notion of assured destruction, 'l'Ihich is ver:/ muchpart of our st.rateo ic jcz:tri"e, not G"1e whole of our
doctrine but part of it.And the idea that; we can somehowlive In a 1o,tato:.of stable equilibrium forever by
kncwiriq that we can assuredly destroy the otter side if tney do sometrurs; bac is S()r.et~ljngI don' t trunk t.'1C
Russians really understand or accept. For mem the importEf1t th.inq is su:c,'jval ar,o I Uillx it a lways will
be. So what they are doing is building whatever weapons they find appropz Late to sHr-....ive, and rhat, of course
dcesn't look right irom our po.irrt;of view. It's hard to come to any sort of agL'ee.'lleI,t.aoout; numbers of weapons
as long as we don't have a feeling for the concepts on their side, and they don ' t have a feeling for the
concepts on ours.

[IVouldcommunicationbe better if diplorrats played a bigger role?]
I don't know. Hard to tell. Naybe they could do the job. I sorret.irres have t.."'Jc;feeling we would get along

better if tlle soldiers on botll sides talked to each oLI;er. The soldiers r~ve more iJ~comncnti~~ the political
people. The soldiers understand things sorret.ines very welL They after all Ii",,,: in the real v/Orld. They knew
what war is like,better than we do. So I don't necessarily think it would be such a bad t.Iring to have them
negotiate. General Rownyis an exarnpLe , as a soldier who negotiates. And rrost; of the So-viet negotiators are in
fact military people.

I think I am by rrany standards a hawk. I do believe that military strength is .irrportant , I think
nuclear weapons are a very SITBllpart of military strength. And in a v.'ay the worst thing about these Geneva
negotiations is mat they are sort of addressed to not very relevant problems. They're addressed to these
esoteric questions about numbers of we.aponsand wnethar or not you have particular warheads or particular
weapons and where they're !JUt, and things of this sort. To my mind those are sort of tru.rd rank problems.

First rank problems =e,What's me political future of Germany? Couldn't we have a deal about cernany
like the deal we had about Austria? That to my mind should be problem No. 1-

[Unified Ge...>lJE1W?1
No, I '\iOuldn't Unify Germany, I would neutralize Gemany. Have 2 neut.ral states, more or less as they are

nCM, except they don't belong to the alliances., and they don't have nuclear weapons•. That· would be a
ITBgnificent treaty, but we are not going to negotiate that. It's not on the agenda, and wont be for a long
time.

What else? I would like to get rid of a great numberof nuclear weapons in a nore drastic fashion than
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anylxdy's talking about. "Live and let live" is sort of myslogan. It implies - it has sorrething of the Star
Wars philosophy in it - that we should tryto defend ourselves, but with non-nuclear weapons.

[How optimistic can one be? •./hen the Russians get the SS 20, then we then go into Cruise and Pershing
missiles, deploying them in Europe. Because they have the SS18 that can carry 8 to 10 warhe..ads,wefeel we must
have the MX.It's rratch for match)

That will always be so. There is always this tit for tat in the arms race. I don't f i.nd that so bad. The
arms race is in fact grinding to a halt, although people aren't aware of it. Wehaven't increased the number
of weapons substantially in the last 20 years. The Soviet Union has, but that's rrostly catching up with us.
The way things are OCM, it' 5 very minor changes that are going on. What is the MX? It's a hundred missiles
altogether. It's a srrall addition to the force. It really doesn't change things in any appreciable fashion,

. both from a military point of view and from a political point of viffN - it's a sort of a minor triinq, The
same is true of the Pershing 2. As far as I'm concerned the Pershing 1 and the Pershing 2 are rrore or less the
sarre,

The major things directly concern people rather than just weapons.Andit concerns '.'ho is doing what to
whom. I think conversations about weaponsare Imcor tant , but more important are the conversations that go on
in the background. For instance, there's a thing called the Joint Consultative Corrmissionwmch is a joint
conmi t.tee of Americans and Russians that gets toget.'1er every 6 rrontns to discuss strategic negotiations,
particularly to .irrplerrent; the treaties \ve already have, These discussions are very qui.et; and on the whole have
gone very well. The Russians wi Ll only talk on a business-like level if they are sure the thing is going to be
kept secret. That kind of thing is more important probably than wr.at goes on in punlic,

Another thing we ought to be talking about muchrrore is crisis manageme..nt;setting up things that are
more robust than the hotline so that we can deal wi.th each other whenwe get into a stupid crisis. The most
likely ways wars begin is throuqh some lceal crisis in somepart of the world that; we haven't been thinking
much about •.•. rrostly Third lverld. It could be also in Europe or ir, Korea or sGw.€o~~er place. Anyway we
should have someorganization in beir:g for getting together with t.he Soviet Uni.cnfor sorting things out on a
rapid time scale whenbad things happen.' They've done it very well in the ~lediterranean, with the 2 fleets,
because in the l·jediterranean you have Soviet ships and American ships al l t.'1e ti,ne almost bumpinginto each
other, and they have nONworked out a system of traffic control rrore or less so that wnenbad trrinqs happen,
when ships alrrost co.lLide.when they alrrost start shooting at each other, the naval officers on the 2 sides
actually get together and sort it out.

[Are you comfortable with the President as President?)
. Well, that ' s a complicated question. I don't want to makea political speech, I rnea.nI'm••. I happen to

agree with him about that [Star vlars]. I disagree with him about lots of other tIlings. T:'1enice thing about
the ?resident is that he Se"'--msto get what he wants, which is always a 9rea<: advantace , so that if he did want
an arms control treaty, it wouId alrrost cer'ta inly get throuqh the Senate. I trunk that's EXcrernelyveluao le ,
To have a President whohas the political savvy to get a treaty thrcuqh the Sa>ate and get it rati-£ied is
extrerrely important.

[Andfor all those who th~~ ~~e President might be wrong?]
Of course he can be wrong. I meanhe's wrong about a11 kinds of things. I tliillk his vie"" abcut. foreign

affairs are usually highly unreal i.st.ic, Nevertheless if he oould get IlS a t.reaty , I; d be ','el.-Yq.cateful.
[If his views about foreign affairs are unreal Lstac , foreign affairs is not unreianed to ccncepcs O!.'

defense and peace.]
Eisenhower was in sorre M~YS a very similar character, and he got IlS a very fiJ18 trS31t:y., U ;"""5 Eisel"Jre'M2r

and John Foster Dulles r•••'ho got us t.'1is Aust.rian Stat.e treaty. They wer-e2 ha.•!ks, if ever U:ere ,,-ere, so just,
because a person is a hawk , it doesn't rrean that they're necessarily wrcnq.

[If someonewere to describe you, if they did not kno.. you, what;""0ulri they say?~
I'd leave that to other people, I don't want to indulge i11any false :r.:x'ie:-s;';v.I' ill a s::-:ient.ist~',.,'he tries

to dabble in politics. That's really all I am.

BH.ASSESSED

(3) Annanon Russell. In his book,"Leslie Stephen. The Godless Victorian", revie,,;::-,l In the Ne<// York Times
(12/26/84, p. C22) ,Noel Annansays t.~is about BR:

Bertrand Ruussell was the most original. British philosopher since Humeand t.~e greatest British logician
since OCcam, but whenhe considered rrora l and sceial problems he still wrote as if they could be solved by
the simple application of reason without a thought for the structure of society ar.d its L'1stitutions
his prose resounded.with imprecations against menfor behaving irrationally. He wrote as if MaxWeber had
never lived. .

Thankyou,PAULGARWIG.

BRMENTICX-JED

Jl'

(4) Espionage novel. "Bertrand Russell makes a carreo appearance in the espionage novel,The Shade',.,rof the Moth (NY:
St. Mart':in;s/narek) by Ellen Hawkesand Peter Manso. The setting is Bloomsbury, Garsington, Londonand Paris.
I enjoyed reading it, "says KENKORBIN,"but hesitate to stronqly zecomrend it. It was pleasant light reading."
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~lay ;'985

(5) The Merrorandum.Toviclrd the end of the 1984 BEedocurrentiary, "Bertie and the Bomb, "corres an inte.."Viell with
Ralph schcemen, BR's one-tirre secretary and general assistant. Scheenrrancorres through as an intelligent,
corrtC€tent, forceful person - which he no doubt is. Russell, in his Autobiography, tells of Scheenman's many
useful and even remarkable achieverrents in tr.e anti -nuclear and anti -war rroverrent.s,

There began to be rumors that Russell ~BS old and senile, that Scheenm&nwas ~anipulating him, that Scheer~
was tne real author of statements beirq palmed off as Russell's ,etc. Typical of the treatroent that Russell
received in the Americanpress is the follO\"ing from the NewYork Tirres of Hay 12, 1967. C. L. Sulzberger is
a distinguished foreign affairs reporter, a meml::erof the family that owns the newspaper, and not considered
extreme in his views. This appeared on the edi torial page:

By c. L. 5ULZBEItG!:1t

PARl5-It a medieval ~rOOl""
l.,n kin; died on t~e eve ot b&t-
tle, retainers would dress his
~ti((.t?ned corpse, bind it astride
3. warhorse, and leJ.d it !gainst
the: enemy to encourage r.te
troops. The system worked well
:a.nd Wa.3 adopted hy the Spa.n .•
l<trd!' When EI Cid (ought Li.e
~fcor!.

;-.low Wf! find the rellc of
Bertrand Ru..e.seil. t.h.I3century's
most.-di.sti.""'.;U~3..'ed !,b.i.lo~~her.
led into batt!~ ~ & totem !I;lr
the extreme lett.. 1n! c.'-1-.1rgtr
carr.iing t.:'1ft 3-i·Y~ilr .•old lo;l~
dan'! . intellectual r!m&L"'"1.5 ts
his young tri~nd. an American
expatriate named Ralph Schoen-
man.
Behind the Symbol

The fora! :nar!h.a1ing 'oeh.L"ld
this decr-epit ,symbol Are ~!.;.de-d
by Jean-Paul sartre, f~mous
extstentiallst. They Include
sartre's companton, simone .j,e
Beauvotr, and several medtcc-
ritieJ playinr the role ot yM
men.

This strang-e caat has just pr-o-
rtnced & sony morality play in
Stockholm whose purpose Wtl~

: f'l conviot-e-noe tr:,"-th! United
8tat.P-! (or war cr-imea in viet-
narn. Of ccurae, the Swedish
pPlrllJm"'..ancf! -waan't \. "tr-tal"
U!.d ::.iH~" was r.o 'O~r!y con-
rututed "court" Thll m~..L.'1ID.;
Wa.! prop.1;a.nfutie, not judicial.

Corpse on Horseback:
insulted. Surprbinb'l~ UteStock.•
holm Government remained 3i .•
lent although it i5 & Swedish
legal offense to a.!front leaden
o~ governmecta With which reo-
lations are rnatntatned,

The tragedy implicit in ll-ii:1

shoddy farce is not accuratetv
represented by Sartre. who ha·.;
been work..i;t~ hi" way back to
the political east ever !lnc-! he
broke \~tit:.h :,(O:5ooW ever L:".e
Hun;3.rian uprtstng. Nor i1 the
tragedy accurately re'Ore~rnt~d
'tr-J t.i.e nonentittea who ::.od-ded
approval ot t.1eil" exist~!!.dalist
patron. ~.I! tragedy comes •.vith
Rou",e!! himself.

Raman Eeho Chamber
'T':1e gT'!a.t philosopher ~irr'.1'{Y

OUtliV2d hi! own conscious lG!!<!.S

and became clay 1:'1Schoenman's
t..;.1l.SC:UPUlOU3 hands, TI~e :na n

who •.two g~!leration..! 2.&;0,wrote
"The Practice and Theor-v <}{

Bolshevtsm' ts now an automat-
Ie soundiriz board tor Co)'ln.11"!.U~

nist drumbeats. Twf;nty yearz
AgO he wanted Washing'ton to
threaten war 'On RU3.ila if the
latter wouldn't. !'~T'e~:0 i:1terna .•
tiunalize nuclear weapons. A.~tt'!,
hjr.ng Sc~{.!enma.n ~e e.;5':;~l~eri
Kennedy .:tnd pr ci-ed .Khm·
shchev ~uring the 'Cuban m.i5::;~:Q
crisis,

it 13 piu.1bie when ~ hero he-
come] hl.5own tomb. a.."!d il'. t..h!
case ot Lord RUs~~ ~t i~ ;'lut
hard to see wh'!n the inte~ne-n.t

occurred, Schcenmo.n joined hJm
;t.~secretary in 1~60. S,nce t.h~n
the philosopher has talked !!):e
a. zornbie, He announced th at
the Warren Commies snon repor-t
"COV('f5 its author-s with s..i.an"e.~

Invaluable to tho :-I.L.F.
D0U~!~' P1Ke. j, h \3 ~tllail)'tU

~M:.t "V:et C'nn;;;,"writes: ·'~O
indiv.du al W1trun 'TJ1.€ Cvm:r:-:ulo

ruse h~J.C or without ',-"0.3 "r
more va.iu~ to -w'la :-l.L.F'. r.""..
l:Lc.it (!),.-p!'ts...<;ion of. the Vitt.
l.:con;' in :lot.! n:~..r:-';:7laJ.lZ-'!.tion -d.
fort.s t.han Ber tz-and RUss-e11. L~e
British philosopher .••. 7~1r.
h~ S-~lOl1~dhavu b-e-CCT.~l~ sucn l.-3
u: •...::..1.i:-:xi..:."":.;'..ran5':n15-3.icm.~,eit lor
L1,~ most t::H'L';t>a.rent c.")J'T'.1!"u"
mst ;!c':; ., . _ ·~1:jat. ~.~ .ili.:-u~d

~~~,!~~reO;~~:~ir~~1t~;~~~~
Ha.teri ba.5is 1i!rtU2JiV' all sta.t:·..;.~·
tj~ :,,~nd statzm el;t.! S!rpptl~
h:n:: by Ul! ~.r.L.f·. is ry::{; ("It th·.
.{I'ea.t i.'lt!'E~tu<,_l 1J.·a!-,:e<i"~e~O'!
our LL7:.e~:· .

'rhi~ traSi:7:d.y C'\.tl.t:' ..\: fa'::-l)" (~
Iaid at. the door at t..:la wasce-t
?/~er .vaose Ol)<:i!i:: 2:l·~l.Jl·:;nc~
outpaced }:{s br-an, R.-.:i:,;l'.n:nri.:1
has simply proved hirn3~lt an
.:ldepi: oper ator. ::t:J.:::s~~l L~ :'1.0
more .\cc'1i.1r.t"M~ll' t'Jt'" th ...~ sicck-
holm (zrce e.nacLt--d b hlJ n.=t!';l-'"
U:'::ln ·.1,'~re 'ne dead ),(oorl -Y..!f

,i~~·~l~~t.l~tL~~~errs;:~e~:J~~~Y l~l:
'J,'hico. llie'.!" 5W!.)'ir.g e~~J
wera oorn~.

BR says: "What I carre only gradually to appreciate,what could only eIT18!:qe with t"J1e?3.s"age Cof tiJre, 'lias his
difficulty in putting up with opposition, and his astonishingly complete, untcuc!1c,bleself-confidence."
(Autobiography III,p. 149)

Foreign Affairs:
The production, adroitly stage-

managed oy iichoenman in Rug-
,,!'!l'J name, pretended it would
exami. •.ne "evidence" Impartially,
.A YugOSta..v member of the "tri-
bunal:' Vladimir D.mjer. told
U1.8 Ljubljana n~r VJe,,·
nik Last SE:lntt:"mbe-r: "Th" court
will also heM' wttnesses from
America: Amertcan soic'Jers who
hAve: seen ';'1.th their own eyes
what is gctng on in V!et...~
. . This is. no mutiny o! Eu..""'O--
peen iatelleczuala a6"aJ.n.st Amer .•
rca."

1":'J.! \\"M t'>",...e.~-e, t,.o.ng be-
fore p~~.g, began Sa.!"tl'e.
as ci':ie! "Judg~," P~Ollr:.>Ced L'r18

accused 6,.dlr.l O"{mtin; t.'1ertt
was "only one \"'i.etim in t'.-"rli.., war,
arid that 13 Ho Chi ~u."'1.h." The
"tribunal" rerused to h~r sev .•
er-al North VieL'"'l.3.."l1eose de!erters
including a. colonel,

It rejected " Swedish t>,wy.r'3
ottM' to d~~ the Americans,
It ..,.,mod tho :Ngg""tkm that
••.prof"""" o! lnte..,..a.t:!oo.<iJlaw
appear' as en Impartial expert,
T"No U.S. jO' ..lnujjst'!J -who had
been in Vietnam (){!er~d to tee-
tity: Iherr credentials wer-e de-
stroyed.

In contra ..st. the "tri.hun~r' in-
vned ."IX .>;:ntlt Vietnamese
prosecution wi tnesses, including
th8 president n! Ha..'1O!-·~ su-
prerne Court and &. boy said tfl
h.tv& ~~ bu.r'rlbi by American
tH-D&L"!"...President johnson &"'1.d

SeCr~ta..ry F•.u:ik W~~ .P~nona.lJY

Russell eventually fired Scheenrran.

Bsca.use of
publication,
11 SetJtember

the gossip and the rUlrors,Russell 'Hrote a rrer.orandumon Schoenrnan. 2~]ssell did not 'Nrite it
but to ~ake it available for setting the record straight. It appeared in New Statesma."l,

1970 (a few rronthsafter BR's death). Here it is, with t..'1anksto HAHEYRw'A:

for

TIlE RUSSELLHE!1JRANDUM

(This is the full text of the d<:JC1.lITentwhich Bertrand Russell dictated and approved b'O
rronths before his death. It clarifies the history of his relationsrJ.p wit..'1Ralph Scheer.man)

I am~'ritir.g this rrerrorandU'11concerning Ralph Scheenrnan,not necessarily for publication, but for reference in
case any of myactions in relation to ;,im should be called in question by him or, possibly, by his friends, or
by anyone else. In part I am'Hriting it for myownsatisfaction since I have bee.n told that he 'has it in
writing that I a[11senile' -- t11e implication being that wnatever I nO\·i do or say in regard to him is said or
done, in reality, by sorreone else using myname. This is not true. 1-ly relations to him have been mine from
our first meeting whenhe carre to see meat Plas Perryhn towards the end of July 1960, to the time of my
letter breaking off relations dated 19 July 1969.

Hy general analysis of his character is given on page 109 ff. of the Allen and Unwinedition of the third
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volume of myautobiography. In it I tried to give myfirst impressions of him, both pro and con, and to
indicate what I later discovered. In the first draft of this analysis I 'NaSs~Nhat more adversely outspoken
than in the published version, which I toned dawnpartly to avoid both. the possibility of libel and the
difficulties of recriminations and Ionq-wi.nded'evidence' and "defense.", and partly l:::ecauseI did not wish to
injure him in any wayor his position in wor'ki.nqfor causes that seem to meto be just.

I had said in the first draft that I found him •surprisingly unl i.cked", I found [lim not only impetuous but
'aggressive and entirely undi.sci.plined and I realized that these character ist.ics might well makehim seem a
"dangerous younq man".'as I had been warned that he was, I to anyone of whomhe did not approve.' I early
recognized his lively ~'1stL'1ctfor self-dramatisation, his swashbuckling assumption of the importance of his
ownrole at the centre of the stage. His conviction of the unshakeable belief in the penetration and breadth

. of his understanding v:ere obvious. I did not for sometime, however, grasp the closely related characteristic
of his utter incapability of imparting reli2~le iIlformation. tUS reports of peeple's reactions ar4 his
observations were - and unfortunately, I fear, still are - very often excessively and rni.sLead.inq Iy incorrect
and his quotations must always be verified. I was impressed by hi,s courage, both moral and physical although
it too often flouted necessary caution and resulted in unnecessary provocat.i.cn, AndI was impressed by his
generosity in helping anyone of v/homhe thought \\'ell or thought to be suffering injustice, although it often
led to useless waste of effort and money, both of which might have beer. far more advantageously spent.

I·lere I to list his kindnesses to me, the list would be very long and wouId include rranygenerous deeds that
must have cost him dear In worry and worx, I found the quickness of his mind, although it wade for
considerable superficiality and glibness, irrmenselyrefreshing,as I did his sense of fun and absurdity and
irony, although this often created difficulty, unrestrained as it was by any sense of decorum. In fact, in a
world rradeup largely of people whoact, if at all, only on second or more thoughts and guard themselves well
wiL~ subsidiary clauses, his companionshipwas as welCQ~ as a delicious fresh breeze on a muggy day. The
drawbacks and fauHs that, I found were, I both hoped and thought, such as would be t.ernper'ed, even erased, by
time and experience. They seemedto me to be the outcomeof his prodigious driving energy. I underest imated
because, certainly in the early years of our acquaintance, it was rarely shcscnin mypresence, the ext.rerre
irritability that soroet.iroes accompanies such quick energy. Only after considerable time did I come to
appreciate, as I said in the first draft of myautobiography, I the essential Intolerance of opposition and the
ruthlessness of his rush towards whatever happened to be his im~iate objective'. I did not understiand in him
at first 'the ascendancy of t.he ego over intelligence' which has prevented him from profitir.g by his
experience or rus recognized mistakes. He has not grO'NIlup - only grawn older and rrore rigidly confirmed in
all his characteristics. He has amassed a great deal of e experience, but it rerrains a mass of expar.i.ence, The
pattern of his thought and attitude and action remains the sarre, I have had occasi.on to call his at.t.ent.i.onto
this fact increasingly often. He himself soret.irres alluded to it in deference to mycriticisms.

To the admirable obverse of Ralph's charact.eristics there is alwavs the reverse to be feared. His opt.irni.sm,
for Lnatance, is invaluable. It" permics him to see the practicability of ideas that anyone less hopeful would
not even attempt to carry out, and to Lnspi.re other's to worx for these ideas. His persistent determir.ation to
justify his optimism supports him through setbacks t:.hatwould discourage most people. But t..'1ese~Jalities, so
adrnirable in somerespects, are dis2.strous in other ways. They are in large part responsible for his marked
tendency to act as if gestures of support and half-hearted promises of fL'1ancial help are finn premises which
will be confirmed and to count; upon them as if they were already confi.rmed, They are also in large part
responsible for his finn belief that if he but tries long and hard enough he can extract support from even
the rrost, reluctant target. This, in turn, led to his prolonging the rrany travels and visits that he madeon my
l:::ehalf or on that of the Foundation to twice, or ITUchrrore, the Ienqtri that they had been p.Iannedto take.
And, in its tum, this extension of his term of absence from myor the Foundation's daily work has left his
colleagues to carry on activities that he began but of ....rich he had not fully informed them because he
expected to return in time to deal with them hirnself . Moreover, as he movedabout wirh speed and often with no
prior notification to his colleagues, it was .iropossib.le to obtain ir>£ormationfrom him quickly, if at all. As
his journeys becane more and more frequent dur~'l.CJthe ye.ars that he ••'as ;.;arking for the Foundation he l:::ecame
more and more difficult to worx with. Andthe fact that the 'promises' and 'important things' that he was
accomplishing so seldom bore obsex-v2~lefruit, terrled to bewilder &'1ddisrray and ultiwately discourage his
colleagues.

Linked to, and perhaps causing, tni.s failure to bring promises and schemes to fruition is his failure to
retain the respect or liking of rrost of those wi.th 'Whomhe has had any sort of protracted relationship. He has
drawn rrany peeple into the work of the Foundation. He has inspired manyothers, someof them of public
distinction, to see the work of the Foundation, as I do, as potentially important to the worId, But those 'Who
have been drawn in gradually drop out or, because they are led to emulate his extravagances, have had to be
sacked. Often after several meetings with those whoat first were ready to help us he has lost their sympathy
by his importunities and exaggerations, arrogance and bad rranner's,

His self assurance, 'Whichenabled him to carry through transactions that would have been impossible without
it, also permitted disastrous displays of tactlessness and offensive importunities. These displays were
increased by the limelight shed upon our part in the CUbanaffaiJ:. It inflated his ego more than I at the time
realised. When,for instance, he went to China, on mybehalf at the end of 1962, or the beginning of 1963, he
took it upon himself to teach t..'leChinese wnornhe lTet the folly, as he considered it, of the rroralities and
customs inculcated by their Government. At the first interview given to hirn and his companionby Premier C10U

En-lai they were received most courteously and the Pre.11ierwas friendly and helpful. At their second interview
they were received coldly and severly chided for their l:::ehaviorand tactless indiscretions. while in China. As
their sponsor, naturally, I was rendered suspect. To mydistress and to the grave ernbarassmentof our worx I
have never beer. able to recover the warmthand friendliness formerly accorded meby the Chinese C-overnment.
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On the other hand, it was necessary to balance against Ralph's infamous folly in Chi.na the fact that he had
gone there bearing a rressage from Nehru which might have provided a yrayout of the entanglerrents of the Sino-
Indian Border Dispute .. '\ga.inst great odds, he and his companionhad rranagedto reach Nehru and obtain this
message from him. Andthey had also obtai-ned the backing of ~lrs. Bandaranaike, then Prirre ~lil1ister of Ceylon.
Noone else, I believe, would have done th.i.s, No one else would have believed in the possibility of doing it
or had t..'1e persistence and hardihood to achi.eve it. It provides an obvious example of the dichotomy of
Ralph's work, admirable up to a point, but finally ruined by impetuous egotistical folly.

Discourteous Stupidity

,Again, I remernberthat on one of his visits to Israel for rre he was given an interview by the Prirre />1.inister,
Ben Gurian. He took it upon himself to lecture the Prirre Minister on his and the Israeli Governrrent's
shortcomings, a lecture naturally resented by its recipient. He told meof this, as he told rre of the Chinese
episode, upon his return and I pointed out that I thought he had been greatly at fault. He agreed with roe, I
optimistically believed that he would not repeat these quite uncalled-for rude provocatiors.

The lack of good mannerswas obvious both in very .irrpor'tant;matters such as I have just recounted and in small
daily give and take. Discipline was abhorrent; to Ralph and he revolted from it instinctively, whether it was
administered from wi thout; or was recognisably called for from within. No rudeness t;o someone of whom he
disapproved was flinched from by him. Noengagementfor a fixed time, whether madewith an elderly or
distinguished pundit or one of his friends could be kept on time. Mewas unable to restrain. hirnseIf from
taking over the conversation if it seerred to be going as he did not wish. Sometirres this was ext.reroely
unfortunate. I remen1bertwo occasions in particular when this happened. Oncewhenan old friend, with whomI
had worked closely and had had rranyvehement discussions, carre to see rre concerning our joint work and
disagreed wi th rre, Ralph drew the unhappy impression that I was being brew-beaten and not being treated with
due deference.Finally, myfriend remarked angrily that he had cometo see ire ciPd not to see RaIph, In he end,
I had to ask Ralph to leave us. Onanother occasion, Ralph believed that::: did not hear cor.rectly what; was
boeingsaid by an Americanacquaintance. He undertook to reply, himself, to all questions put. to roeuntiLrny
acquaintance, like myfriend, pointed out that the questions ware addressed to rre, Bott'1t.heae unwarranted
intrusions caused considerable trouble. In SPite of myrerronstrances, I de:not think Ralph eves: u.'1derstoodthe
discourteous stupidities of whi.chhe had been guilty. The basis of them ',;as perhaps the 2:niable one, from my
point of view, of a wish to protect me, a wish that sometirres led him int.o fu l sorre follies or worse, as it did
at the end of myspeech at the LondonSChoolof Economicsin February 1965. The wi.shsprang, I sz.il l trunk,
at least in part; from a genuine affection for rre, and, possibly, admiration, -3.S did his other fulscrre
flatteries. I amby no ITeam;imnuneto flat.tery. It is so rare as to be SWf:",:,t.in myears. But if it is very
obvious, it can only be irritating and err.barassing. And his was too often so obvious as to makerre feel a
fool. At first I thought that this was the result of sincere feeling and of hi.s desire to please me, but later
I realised that it was also an indirect way of inflating his CJIoIl1 ego. on ",J.l occasions he used my
reputation and any weight that mynarre might carry to support his CJIoIl1 vievr.-::. Andhe hod a 'lastly inflated
opinion of myimportance.

Ralph could not, of course, resist the lirrelight, even in small and silly 'Nays, ani even again,~t myexpressed
wishes. Tcmards the end of June 1965, a lobby against ourgove....rr.rrent'ssuppozt; of ;;.S. pot i.cyLn Vi.et.nern was
held in the ·Houseof Corrrrons, Ralph wished rre to attend it. I did not want to do so, a'S it Sf".';lrec! that' my
v.i.ews on the Vietnarrese Warwere very \VeIl kncwnand that there were plenty of others who .,t.luld attend the
lobby. Finally, hcwever, I gave ".ray to his pleas on condition that , since it was a very sei ious cccas.ion, I
should go quietly and as one of many. Ralph acceded to this condition. Wnen,hcw-ever,'\o,-e reached cne Houseof
Corrrrons, he produced a large sign that he insisted mybeing photographed ho.ld.i.no, He t:len p::oceeded, like a
rronkeyon a st ick , to climb all over the rrotor car in which we had driven up in order to flout the police -- 1
forget nON hewand why. It was all quite foolish and undignified, and I was ashaJTed.. }I,gain, .after his
ostracism by the British Government, he appeared here - his last visit -- done up in a preposterous
'disguise' late one evening. It did not occur to him that i-'1.doing so he wc.sexposinq me t.o the charge and
penalties of harbouring someoneforbidden entry to Britain. He simply could not r~ist flarnbcyant showi.nqoff.

Telegram to Khrushchev

It was after the CUban crisis that I began to see more clearly than I [l.addone the effect of t:..~ereverse side
of Ralph's good qualities. He found himself at that tirre at the centre of 'the events in which I took part and
have related in mybook Una..rmedVictory and carre to regard himself as havi.nq been tndispensable to rre at the
t.iroe, Perhaps he was. Perhaps I should never have sent the telegram that gave Krushchevan opportuni ty to send
his open letter of withdrawal had it not been for Ralph's encouragement and work or for the telegram t.hat he
sent to Krushchevfor rre in the early hours of 26 Cctober 1962. BYy~ll after midnight I had becorre very tired
by the stress of the day. I went;to bed after a long discussion with Ralph and after a=anging what might be
done in various eventualities. I exacted a pronuse from him that he wouldwake me if anything further
transpired before breakfast., He did not wake rre, but wokemywife to obtain her backi...nq in sending a further
telegram to Krushchev, the possibility of which we had discussed. It was sent, and when I woke, I approved of
its having been sent. It did not occur to methat Ralph had done nore t.han a good secretary should have been
expected to do in tne circumstances. I did not knowuntil consicerab ly later that he was rrost i-ndiscreetly and
inaccurately putting it about, or perhaps allowing it to be put about, that the correspondence at that, tirre
was all initiated and accomplished by him. At first I did not believe this of him, but reports coming through
the years giving chapter and verse concerrunq this and similar indi.scret.ions have convinced rre that he is not
to be trusted where his ego is concerned. I amno.• forced to believe that he has madeit incorrectly evident
that he, or to a lesser extent , other.s have been e.nt:..irelyresponsible for various writings and stat.errent;s
published by rre since our acquaintance began. \mett'1erhe has ever cIa.imedto have written Una.I:1redVictorv or
not, I do not know. He was out of the country at the tirre of its writ:..ing and, whenhe returned to London, I
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asked him to verify and supply certa~. facts that I needed. In reply he sent mea long account of the whole
affair from his point of view, a book, wt,ich he had written. Mywi.fe and I spent a day in concentrated search
for the few facts that, I needed. It was the culmination of his t.endency to wri.t.e full Ienqt.h rerort.s of his
impressions instead of the factual notes required of him. Since that egregious performance, he has improved L'1
t.hi.s respect, in regard to mywork at any rate. For myanswer to the charge that anyone else, other than I,
has written myletters or publications or opened and replied to letters from mycorrespondents see Page 164 of
the Allen and Un'dn edition of VolurreIII of myautobiography.

Ruining myReputation

.Complaints, all couched as jokes, came to me in the early days as often as might be expected from the people
upholding our civil disobedience work. Ralph would, they said, t.ry to bully them into doing what he thought
right by saying that, he \oIOSspeaking as mysecretary and voicing my\>Iishes . This, I gather, IIDVedthem less
than he thought it should. Not till the year fo l Iowirs; the establishing of the Foundation did I receive
serious complaints of him save from people whodid not in any case like what we were trying to do. Always,
when any complaints of him came to mynotice, I discussed themwith him and IIDreoften than not he admitted
~~em,promising reform and t..'1ereafter referring to mycriticisms and his determination to defer to them.

~£ter t..'1eestablishment of the FOw'1dationin September 1963, hONever, t..'1eunfortunate traits of ,.;hich I have
spoken becamesteadily IIDremarked. I began to receive serious comp),aints from his colleagues and others who
were syrnpathet.i.c to our work. At the end of January, 1964, two of his colleagues called upon me at Plas
Penrhyri to beg me to expel him from his position in the Foundation as mysecretary. They spoke for themselves
and three other colleagues. Their charges had three rrain bases: (1) that Ralph was ruining myreputation by
telling people that he was responsible for what;P\1I1Xlr+---ed to be mywork; (2) that he \'iC.Splaying fast and
loose with funds obtained on the ground that they were to be used for l11'./ work for peace; (3) t.~at his attitude
was dictatorial and his intolerance of opposition intolerable. For these charges they presented chapter and
verse. I asked the two whohad cometo see meand the other three colleaques to put their charges in writing.
They did so, and with t.hei.r letters gave me someprecise knowledge that r had not before possessed. I was
c;rateful to them for troubling to do UUs. Neither they nor any of Ralph' s ether associates in the wurk had,
up to UUs t.irre, rrade to ire any serious or precise corrplaints. 1-;''1enasked whynot, they all said, in various
VlaYS,they had not wished to distress me. They did not seem to realise that by delaying rhey had put me into a
ver./ false position and one that wouId tnevi taoly harm our work if and when I tried to e.xtricate myself from
it. They had hinted at dissatisfactions but had never given meany inforrration v;it:h which to face Ralph. I
could now, and did tackle Ralph about, the matters that they had brought up. He either deni.ed the charges and
IT,e evidence for them in toto or explained what the 'evidence really sprang from'. Jn view of hi.s rebuttal of
the charges,his promisetoreform in one case (the charge of wasting rroneyand energy on ill-plar1l1ed jou...rneys)
and, especially, t..':.efact ad~tted by all his colleagues, that t..'1ere'MaSno one else wnocould take his place
and carry on his work, I did not repudiate him. Moreover, I had strong reasons to doubt the reliability and
even the capability of IIDSt·of the complainers. I nowsuspect that 'these 'reasons' mayhave been carefully
provided by Ralph himself! The IIDStreliable and capable of Ralph's co.lIeaques '..•ere unwi.Lli.no at that time to
bear the unpleasant; consequences of plain speaking,although later they were driven to do so. Their re Iuctance
has done great harm both to rre and, what, is worse, to our work.

Ralph'S Uproar

AIIDngthe first serious complaints that. I received from anyone not working wi.th us fo l Icwed the Peace
Conference at HeLsi.nk.i in July 1965. On July 15 I received a telegrarn signed by the 'Delegation of Federal
Republic of C-errrany'saying: 'Speech of your personal representative caused uproar. Strongly rejected by
audience. Tremendousprovocation of Peace Congress. Bertzand Russell Peace Foundation discredited. Essential
you dissociate yourself from Schoenmanand his speech. Friendly greetings.' (The stops,at'sent in the telesTa.~,
are added by me.) Needless to say, I was exceedingly di.sturbqd by UUs. As I }mew nctrunq of what.had gone
on at the Congress, hcwever, I felt that I must await fu...rtnernews and, especially: Ralph's version of the
mat.ter, before taking any action. Following the Conference, I received manyconflicting repcrt.s , Towards IT,e
end of July I replied to one correspondent:

Thankyou for your letter of 26 July and its enclosure. It was kind of you to write expos tu Latinq with rre
directly about the difficulties at Helsinki. As I was not there, I find it hard to straighten out the
conflicting reports that have cometo me. The statement that you enclose lwrucn she said L. her letter was
the speech which caused a great deal of disturbance] was a message from me. Fromall that I can gailier I
makeout: that it was not this message but a later speech by Mr. Schoerunan tnat. caused the difficulty. At
any rate, the final resolution adopted by the Congress Se"'JT'S to me admirable - but not the first that, thev
adopted after the first meeting. It seems to me just possible that strong obstructionist methods were needed
to make the change between the first and t.he final resolution possible. If so, I amqlad that, they were
taken, though I am sorry that the Foundation has to bear the burden of the dfsapproval of some of the
delegates. As to whether the same end could have been achieved by another and IIDreacceptable manner, I
should think probably it could have been, but I was not there, I repeat, in the heat of confLi.ct.inq points
of view. I amglad that you found the Conference a success from manypoints of vi.ew,

Fromtihi.s reply, it rray be understocd hCJloltangled, apparently prejudiced, and often mistaken the criticisms
were. Those whoupheld P.al;:>h's action were hardly clearer. wllat I madeof it all at the time,the above letter
indicates. ~loreover, as I have said above, the resolution of which I approved was adopted by the Confe.rence
after, and not before Ralph's' s uproar and was probably owing to it.

A roorrthlater,a \..amn scientist, whohad done very comrrendablework in Britain for international peace; "T.ote
to mywife criticising P.alph's actions at the Conference very severely. She had not herself been present and
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based her remarks upon those of a delegate whodid not himself complain to me.All these criticism I took UP
with Ralph whenhe returned, He replied that he had gone to Hel s.inki, not only as Il1'( representative but also as
an appointed delegate in his ownright. He said that, apart from reading mymessage, he had made it clear that;
he was acting and speaking not as myrepresentative but as himself. He was 'convinced' -- a favorite word of
his -- that had he not acted and spoken as he did, the Chinese delegates would have had short shrift. He was
convinced that the Conference had been rigged by the Americans against the Chinese. It seerred to me, as I
told him, that even if this were so, he might have achieved his end by restraining his tef!l!Y2rand being very
much more tactful and quiet. He agreed re luctant.Iy that, possibly this was 50 and that he would try not to
ccrrrnit such impetuous and provocative errors again.

A few weeks later I received a long letter from a friend, whohad also been a delegate at Helsinki, describing
Ralph's actions and describing howfantastic and fanatical they had appeared to be and, consequently, how
harmful to our work. They destroyed, she said, muchgoodwill tcwards it and achieved only an i,TIl1ediate and
Pyrrhic victory for Ralph's point of view. Again I discussed these matters with Ralph, pointing out clearly
that,·while the end that he had wished to achieve [11ighthave been praiseworthy, his met.'1odsof achieving it had
been altogether deplorable. He countered by saying triat; no other rrethods \<.Duldhave been effective. I
disagreed. He promised again to be less violent and ill-rrannered in future.

Is Russell Senile?

I received a long letter from this same friend a year later. She had been in Londonfor six weeks, during
whi.cht.irre, she said, no fewer than 26 people, all of whomwere sympathetic to rtrj ownY.Drk,had remarked on
the way in which my 'image was being tarnished' and myfriends alienated by 'Ralph's unfortunately arrogant
personality plus attitudes 'and methods which are all too often 0pe..T1to question, I am told, from the
standpoint of ethics'. These people had asked:'wnat is t.'1ehold this manp~s over Russell? Is Russell now
senile and unable to makehis 0'#11 decisions and so is accept.inq whatever is put before him? Howis it Halph
seen's to ove...rrule Russell to continue doing the trunqs Russell himself has personally repudiated?' To my
request for specific facts backing up these charges, I received no reply and they continued to seem quite
unreal to rre,

A rrcnth or t:I-.Dlater in this sameyear, I received a letter of resignati.on from one of the Directors of the
Foundation. In it he said:

~lysympathies and engar;ementin your work and the aims of the Foundation are what they always ~re. I feel
as strongly about the war in Vietnam as ever. I mink t.hat; the Bertrand Russell Peace Foundat.ionwitn trie
extraordinary example of your life and work could becomet.'1emost imp:)rr..anti'1dependent 5.Dtellectual force
in the world today.

The reason for myresignation is personal. I feel that Pa Iph Schcenmanhas captured the Foundation and
turned it into a rronoli.thi,c expression of his own limited Interest.s and abi.:U.ties.

Before my
Schoenman's
independent
disbursement

resicmation becornes official, I \<.DUldstrongly urqe t.'1at an irde",.endent group examine
competence to continue further his sole leadership of t.he Foundat.ion, I also f",~l that,
group of accourrtant.s should makea report to the board of di.reccors concerning bot.h incorne
over the last three years.

Mr-.
aI1

and

Believe me, Lord and Lady Russell, that resigning at this momentis painful _ I also fbd it painful to be
unable to conclude the film about you which I have begun. I have notified SChof.'l1nB..'1of Uris on four separate
occasions in "Kiting. I believe that t.'1e raw materials of the film, as !lCN; unedited, is of great vatue , As
of today, SChoenrnanhas not answered any of my letters concerning its d.i.sposi.t ion, :r.feel that; it is
improper for me to continue physical ownership of the negative and film. \vlll you be kind enouqh to let roe
knowwhat should be done with it.

Aud:\.ting the ACCOU11ts

I should at that time willingly have consulted accountants and an independent group of individuals as to
Ralph's administration of funds and general cornpet.enoe, But where could I find such a group? As to the matter
of the film, Ralph and his colleagues told quite a different story from that told above. we were finding it
difficult to extract the film from its maker in spite of rrany letters to him askiriq to have it sent to the
Foundation.

Until that time,though I had received other complaints, few had given me precise Lnformat.i.onthat could not
[be], and was not, explained awayby Ralph. A good example·,and a very nice letter of this sort, cane from a
young manunknownto me in ~la.y,1967 :

I have an unusual letter to write, so my I in advance beg your patience and forgiveness.

I have been engaged in the activities of the HampsteadCNDand the CarrrlenCommitteefor Peace in Vietnam
during the past bNO years, and more recently, Hampstec.dlabour party.

Inside and outside corrrnittees I have !ret a great manypeople holding a great manyviews, 'a l thouqh naturally
alrrost all fall within that part of the spectrum called the Left. I have found hCMevertwo t..'1ingst.hat alrrost
everybody has in comron, one is a profound respect for you, the other is dislike of RaIph Schoenrnan,
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I certainly have no doubts concerrung his dedication to 'lour work. It is his public presentation ~~t is in
question. I wish I could give you specific exampIes of ,;mat I meanbut this is very difficult. There is a
certain conceit, a certain unwarranted hostility tCMardspeop.Lethat goes ill with his position. My
impression of ~tr. SChoenmanis general, as are the impressions of most people, but such as it i~,it is a bad
one. I wDuldnot presume to write to you thus were I alone in L~S feeling.

I am vaque on the cause, perhaps I can better illustrate the effect. I have a friend "..mo holds a very
resp:msible position, has a most pleasant disposition, and excellent opiruons , I remarked to him on fhe
photograph of you on your verandah in the "Observer" earlier this year .He agreed with me, an excellent
picture, but added that Ralph SChoeruranwas probably just out of sight propping you up. He \YaSr.alf in jest,
but others makesimilar remarks, and are serious. The spite or cynicism of such remarks is not directed at
you but at ~tr. Schoenman.

Mypurpose is to bring to your attention something that I find very disheartening. Had I not met many other
persons who share myopinion, I would not presume to write to you.

I must say I intend no harm or calumny to~. Schoeruran, but knowiriqho,.•.widespread myfeeling is, I think
it has to be of some importance.

I hope you will not think me impertinent for I am, sir, with the greatest respect, yours most faithfully.

Such generous and obviously sincere criticisms as t~e foregoing ~~e extremely disturbing and carried entire
conviction. But it was quite impossible to makeRalph understand them, His reply \vas to the effect that
anyone wTIOworked wi.t.henergy for the ends that I desired w::Juldbe rr.orethan likely to Incur such CL:'UClsm.
And it seerred to me that there was a good deal of t.ruth in this rep ly, I could only beg Ralph to be gentler
and more tolerant in his presentation of our views and beliefs.

Display of Egoism

As I watched the deveIopment;of the War Cr1.JT€S Tribunal in 1967 doubt becarre even stronger in mymind. Ralph
was acooi.nted Secretary General of this 'l'ribunal. I watched his doings with greater objectivity than I had
been able to do formerly since he was acting, not as mysecretary or representative, but as an executive of an
organisation whi.ch I entirely supported triouqh in the running of which I took no active part. I had been
increasingly aware for some time that , thouqn Ralph was invaluable in deveIop.inq an idea to L'le point of
practicability, he was disastrous to that idea whenhe attempted, hirnsel f , to carry it out. This belief was
confi.med by his actions as Secret.a...ryGe.neral and by the unnecessary quarrels and muddles largely created, I
understood, by him. Again, L'1edichoton~ was visible: it is quite possible that the TribUI1a1would never have
got off the ground had it not been for his inter~e efforts; but had his efforts bee~ accompaniedby even a
little restraint and considered plillUl~ngand w~th less provocation to tr~se whodid not approve of his ~€thods
or of the Tribu.nal itself, the latter might have accomplishe::ias great -- and it was great - a work as it
did with far less cost in humanfrustration and futile work as well as in rroney,

I felt that his display of egoism and f Iout inq of advice, especially of advice given by his colleagues, at
this time and in the following months whenhe fle ..•.about the worId , as it seemedto me, heedlessly, rendered
him only a liability to the Foundat.i.on, But the Foundat.i.onhad becorre, in Novemi:Jer1966, a limited company.
The change had myentire appr::rvaL The companywas adrninistered by di.rectcrs of whomI was not one. I had no
executive position in it. It '..ras, consequently, no part of mybusiness to retain or to dismiss Ralph except,
as mysecretary. Andhe ceased to be mysecretary in 1966.

I felt that Ralph should be dismissed from the Foundation. I had for scrre t.irre insisted that he should not
speak either as mysecretary or my representative except on such occasions as we had specifically agreed that,
he should do so. I reiterated this Ln a letter in 1966. H~assured me that; he honoured tru.s decision of
mine. I constantly heard and read of his having madepronouncements as mysecretary or represerrtat.iva, He
pointed out that this was not his fault, that in spi t;e of his denials, others took it for granted that he was
still mysecretary. Perhaps this '....as t.rue, In any case I could do no more than urge him to make it very clear
that he \YaSnot speaking or acting for me. I felt that I might or might not agree wi th what he said or did. I
"''rote to him in 1967 on this subject in cate<;orical t.erms such as I had used only in speech theretofore.

The Directors of the Foundat.i.onccmpanywere not even yet fully convinced that, he could no longer be useful to
the work and was harming it. I had frequent discussions with someof them about the matter. They appeared to
feel that it 'dould maketheir position as colleagues of Ralph more difficult were I myself to break with him.
They feared also, I learned, that if I did so, he would retaliate in ways that would not only hurt r"y feelings
but would harm mywork, I did not knowat this time that this was one, and perhaps the chief, of thea.r reasons
for thei.r cooler than Lukewarmreception to mywish to break 'with him. Nevertheless, I nCMthink I should have
broken wi.tn him several years ago. Instead, I temporised. I madea grave tactical mistake: in mydesire to put
my attitude t.cwards him and mycriticisms quite clearly before rum and yet in no way harm the efficiency of
his work as the directors had mademe feel I might do, I agreed w:i.thmywife that she should make the
criticisms to him in mypresence and that; I would merely agree w:ith them. It was a foolish plan. Un.fort\L~ate-
ly, his. assurance was such that he took refucre in the belief that rrrvwife was oersuad.inc me to cpoose and
mistrust him. I soon realised that all I was-doing by L'1is roundabout rrethod was confirming in hiin"the very
characteristics that I most deplored. Wnen, in 1969, I learned of what I had not suspected hitherto, that,
consciously or,' again, through over-optimism he was indulging on behalf of the Foundation iIi what can only be
termed dishonest meansof accurnrl.at.i.nqfunds for his work. I could no longer continue to support him an any
way.
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Fir0ncial Unscrupulousness

He was wi thout; authority, selling the rights of books, refusing to send on funds O'o'lingto the Foundation in
London, attempting to divert funds payable to it from t..~esale of myarchives, insisting that English tax laws
be flouted, and employingother such discreditable means. Perhaps I should have recognised this tendency
tCMardsfinancial unscrupulousness in Ralph earlier, for I had had occasion to remonstrate with him a number
of t.irres when it seemedto methat he was sailing very close to the wind. For instance, he arranged wi.tr; the
editor of one journal to pay a certain sumfor t..'1eright to publish statements and articles by me hitherto
unpublished. He then sent these articles and we received the moneyfor them. But he sent them to other
journals which occasionally, ewing to thei,r dates of appearance, published them before the editor \vith whom'M:!

had made the original contract could get them out. Naturally, this editor was angry. And so was I. I
quarrelled wi th Ralph about it, but failed to convince him. At the tirre I felt I had to support Ralph. I new
feel I ...vas mistaken in this.

During the past two years, since he has been forbidden entrance to Britain, he seems to have been attempting
to carry out his ideas without reference to the advice and needs of his colleagues in t..'1e Foundation.
Certainly he has flouted mycriticisms, paying no attention to them save to pronounce them all biased. His
actions have reinforced the confirmation that the WarCr irres Tribunal has given to mybelief as to where his
value lay whenhe was still valuable. But his actions since 1967 have becomeso egregious that he appears to
me no longer to have any value in carrying on the work that I believe the Foundation to be engaged in and
which I think should be done. It is for his colleagues to give the facts of thefr difficulties in working with
him.~1y own reasons for breaking with him I have tried to make clear L'1tru.s rrerrorandumand to indicate to a
slight degree in ITTj autobiography. I have given them directly to Ralph himself in the past, especially on the
few occasions whenhe has visited mehere in the last tnree or four years. I have referred to them in ITj last
letters to him, copies of wnich I trunk are in myfiles along with other cor respondence addressed to rre by
him and otriers , I amparticularly sorry to have had to makeUlis open breach wi.th Ralph because I fear that it
will distress his parents whomI both like and respect unless of course they can take refuge in the belief
that. I have been persuaded; or even forced, to make it by mywife and the ot.her wicked people who surround
me.

Defini tive Break

The question of cardinal importance that has been put to me is why I did not break with him ear l ier , I did not
do so because, until tine last few years, he ''''CIS' tne only person whocould and wouIdcarry out the work t."J.atI
t.houqht. should be done. The balance of his accomplishments over his draW!.Bcks has only gradually been
reversed. His faults and mistakes were of less importance than his abilic.y to rurn vision into pract.i.cabl.e
effect and his courage and optimism in carrying out our ideas. Wnen, 50r~time after the OJL2J1debacle, he
finally took the bit in his teeth and later careered away unrestrained a.s Secretary C'€neral of the war Cri.rres
Tribunal, I became .i.ncr'easi.nqIy doubtful of his usefulness to the work a11Qrerronst.rated w:'.t..'1riim both
frequently and severely. Since Dis roetnods, hcwever, have becomeirrportunet.eIy open to question ard ,
consequently, intolerable, during the last two years, and during the last. year can cr.ly be tel'Tl'eddisnonest , J
have felt it necessary to makea definitive break with him.

I did this in my letter to him of July 1969, to which I received no reply. To;..rard.s the end of NovemL1f:o!:1959.
I was obliged to wri.te again in an endeavor to extract an underta1<ingthat ht~ 1-I"\:.1u1dcease using !TTj narre or my
wife's as he has been doing to support his ownwork. Andin the past few days, I have found it necessary to
prepare a public statement of repudiation" sir~e I must, if possible, dissociate ITTjselfard IT~ ,ufe from all
Ralph's actions in the minds of all menwhowill listen.

Russell

Postscript:
Had I seen the letter which Ralph wrote to two of his co-directors on 29 June 1968,earlier, I would have
unhesitat.ingly broken defirlitely with him at once. But I was not shewn trri.s U11t:Elate in November' 1969. It
is a preposterous document. But in it he presents his point of view on O,Jr asacci.at.Ion at length. It therefore
deserves examination. In it he objects to wnat;I said of him in myautobtccrapny on t.he ground that, it is 'a
betrayal of all the years I have devoted to the Foundation and to Bertie, years in which I have worked flat
out and at the risk of life for twenty hours a day'. Possibly he is refer:::i:1q to the first draft of my
autobiography. I was, and still am, unaware of any occasion upon which he r i.sked his life either for mysake
or that, of the foundation. If he is referring to his travels in Africa, Ute dangerous parr of those were rnade
wi.thout, authorisation from either meor the Foundation. The same is true if he is ref'er'r.i.nqto his second
journey to Bolivia wr.ere he got himself imprisoned and shot at. In roth cases, he was begged to return to
London or to stay in Londonas he had been away manyweeks longer than had been Intended and all the work of
the Foundation ~s held up by efforts to straight~'1 out what he had bequn and alxL~doned. Muchof the rest of
his letter, three closely typed pages, is a diatribe against mywife wno, he states, has been waging a
campaignagainst him. In the course of this he utters nonsense, sayingt.l'J.at 'she has tried to deny mehelp of
the Foundation when I have been in prison or in need of assistance to recover !11'j passport. She has
rranoeuvered to prevent myreturn to Britain and when I did return she put out a vicious Press st.aterrenf
dissociating Bertie from mewh~chonly a miracle prevented the rourgeois press from blewing up into a major
scandal'. All this is, of course, untrue. She has often helped Ralph and would have helped him in prison had
there been anyth.inq that she could have done for him. She has never put out a Press statement of any sort,
vicious or othe.rwise. Moreover, he says t..hat 'she has harassed and bullied. and tormented Bertie to secure his
acquiescence in her efforts'. I have never been bullied or harassed or tormented bv her. The idea is
ludicrous. Andin point of fact, she felt optimistic al::outRalph for a longer tirre than I did. Ralph thinks
that, it was she whomademedemandthat he should not be mysecretary. 'The muted and barely existent public
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support of Bertie for rre when I have been in qrave danger and new calmed from Britain' is ow.inqto her. And
her nefarious actions culminate in "harrnful ' remarks that I make about him in my autobiography. I had been
under the irnpression that I had helped Ralph as muchas I could and I do not think that I have been ungenerous
to him in my autobiography.

There fo l Iows L'1 this letter a long, very revealing paragraph. He sums it up in the .int.roducnory sentence:
I the truth is that every major political initiative t.h.at has borne the narre of Bertrand Russell since 1960 has
been mywork in thought and deed.' He continues, naming what he considers these major political initiatives.
To all this he says I have agreed enthusiastically. I have referred to mywife' 5 evil campaign against him
'with anguish', assuring, even crying. This is entirely the figment of his irragination. He hirnself , he says,
has been 'trapped in the dilemm. of not tearing him (that is rre) apart by fighting Edith' •

I should ask Ralph to reflect on his own past speeches concerning the duties of a good secretary. And also
upon the number of tirres that I have urged him to work and to publish in his 0\\1I1 narre. Further, I should ask
him to compare the paragraph about my wife on page 5 (Allen and Unwinedition) In the preface written by him
in t..'1ebook which he edited entitled Philosopher of t..'1eCentury. It was first published in 1967. I entirely
subscribe to what; he says in that paragraph, as dces mywife. But I should think that, the chanqe that he
f~lds to have taken place in one year, 1967-8, ~uuld seem even to Ralph to be unlikely. I suppose t.'1at he has
invented my wife I s campaign as a face-saving device against mycriticisms. Tnere is po s lightest danger, and
never has been, of mybeing torn apart by conflicts between mywife and Ralph.

This letter leaves rre with the impression that Ralph must be well established in rregalo!J'ania. The truth is, I
suppose, that; I have never taken Ralph as seriously as he liked to trunk I did. I was fond of him in the early
years. But I never looked upon him as a man of parts and weight and much individual importance.

NUCLEAR AFFAIRS

(6) COn't let t..'1eexcerts intimidate you! COn't get snewed by technical talk ••• number's of missiles, numbers of
\'larheads,deliverj systems, first strikes, hardened silos, S520s, ~tinutemen, Midget:Jren,etc. ,etc. ,etc.

That I s the rressage from Dr. Paul Olum,
President of of the Un~versity of oregon:

who worked on the Manhattcu"1Project in Los AlanlOs, and is new

You don't need to knowall the technical details to be informed. I trunk you kncs« enough ""'henyou k.'1Cl'.1 that;
DvO of our nuclear subrar.ines will carry 480 warheads and there are only 200 Russian citi.~~s over 100,000. If
·,.;e wanted to aim them at -c.it.i.es w'e could destroy all tne.i,r cities with t •.s: of our nuclear sulxnari.nes wrucn
are rrobile and essentiaEy invulnerable. lie do have overkill. •• It seems to ;rer the ir,for;nat.lon you need you
have. Youdon't need all the technical details.

This remark was madeduring an excellent Phil Donahue shew, in December 1984. The F3rticip,mts - Dr. ol urn,
Herbert York, and Peter I;leyden- discussed Weyden's new book, "Day One", about; the building of the first a.tom
bomb.

NE\\1SABOUTI'lEMBERS

(7) Ilalt Coker is at.t.ernpti.nq to put together a book on Bertrand Russell and A. S. Nei.ll as rrodel s of prcgressive
* educators. He would like to correspond about research for GUS project. ro Box 3164, 3cct:tsdale, AZ 85257

(8) George Kaye has been reading "The Lost; HaIfi-Centnrry'", an essay (in "A Hoard for Winter", Columbia LJiversity
Press, 1962) by Dean Emeritus Virginia Gildersleeve of Barnard "which sadly notes that, nearly all books and
newspapers printed in l\r!'erica... are on paper wnose chemical composition d0011'5[them] to disintegration within
20 to 100 years. [She] regretfully contrasts their passing with sorre of her treasured volurres printed in the
16th Century, and even the recently found Dead Sea scrolls from 2000 years ago. To whomcan we entrust the
selection of wnat shall sllrlive, she asks.

"The question assurnes the existence of sorrethingworth preserving .•. Consider all t..'1ewasted words t.fJat
wend their w'a¥to the printer. Do they deserve a second chance .•• ?

"..• our best current; hope is the chemical decomposition of paper. What we need is a law requiring that
all other Iaws be writ ten on paper guaranteed to last no more than 2 years, or at most 5. [And the sarre for}:
newspapers, rragazines, best-selling fiction, etc. .etc ," [Except, of course, certai.n n€'NSletters. Ed, ]



Page 12 Russell Society News, No. 46 1'I.ay1985

BRCELEBRATED

The Morris Frorn!<in~lerrorial Lecture, was given by ROLANDN. STR01.JBERG'at the
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukeeon Nov~ber 4, 1981. Wepresent it here but
without the 8 1/2 pages of footnotes, which we will lend on request. I'ie show
where the footnotes belong: (*1) indicates Footnote 1, (*2) indicates Footnote 2,
etc.

A man who lived 98 years, "no wrote some 75 books and several thousand articles, as well as 50,000 or so
letters (*1), who has frequently been called the philosopher of the century, or the twerrt.ieth century
Voltaire, whose range extended from The Principles of t~ad1eJnaticsand Outline of Philosophy throuqh PO"''erand
.l'luthority and the Individual to ~larriage and t-lorals and The Conquest of Hap!:); ness was truly a ph.iIosopher in
every sense of the word. But he was also historian, journalist, educationalist, religious controversialist
and, of course, especially relevant for our purposes, reformer, social critic, political gadfly. He was a man,
too,who lived a rrost, interesting life, whet.ne.rwe consider the four marriages, the several other major love
affairs, and how this private life intertwined in fascinating ways with his creative life and his varied
intellectual concerns; or whether we think about the nan whoespecj.ally in his later years becarre a sort of
independent world power, firing off letters to world leaders (Krushchev, Kennedy, U Thant) at every
international crisis -- ern getting replies.

My topic as accepted by the Fromkin Lecture Cor.mittee proposed to use this extraordinary person as a rr.eansto
the definition or clarification of t..'1erream.nqof "social justice and hurran rights," the Frcrn!<in therre,
espec ially ',vith reference to his extensive Americanexperi.ences, The Fror.1kinLectures on the therne of Social
justice and Hur;anRights in the United States (*2) ,though they have discussed manyinteresting subjects have
never, during trie dozen years of trie.i.r existence, addressed the question of the meaning of the term social
Justice, I hoped to fill this gap. Not by an abstract forrral analysis, but rather, as befits a historian, by
looking speci.fi.cal Iy at a philosopher and activist who -- a pure philosopher of the highest quality and
siqnificance -- also addressed himself copiously to social and political issues; and whorroreover involved
himself actively in manypolitical causes throughout his life. It seemed a plausible goal. I do not krlow
,,,,tl(~th2rI have been able to reach it. But I have had fun a tribute to t..'1ecompelling vitality of Bertrand
Russell, :'11ichmakes studying him an exciting adventure.

The eh~ent of ~Jssell's political/social irlterests is revealed by the nurrter of his non-philosophical
I>r..:iti;-ij's; \"h:l.cb oecarre rrore dominant as his life wore on. Of his first ten published volurr.es, ni.ne 'n'ere
philoso?:"hical 0::: matner.atLcal, But of the next 64, only 12 w-ereof this sort •.<;r.alysis of his books by content;
reveals t±at rsughly a ~hird were on philosophical or scientific subjects, another third political,social,
or econorro.cr tt-IE'renaininc;tflird belong to a miscellany that includes of course religion and autobicgraphy
(to. :',C)ved to '".cite oCow: hirnseLf, to an extent that mayjustify Virginia woolf's description of him as a
"fervid eqoi.st." (*3)); also two volumes of short stories, and historical writings. (Russell valued history
;',).g:11y ani ,.r:cote it well i.f W1tJ1 a certain Voltairean carelessness about mere fact: a characteristic citation
ran "I remerroer reading th.is once in a book which I hope was accurate"! "an the Value of Scepticism, to 1947.)

Russel l t s inter.2st in politics and social or economic issues actually goes back to his earliest years. He said
that but. Eor: the acci.dent, of obtaLning a fellowship in mat..'l.erratics/philosophy, he might have been an economist
(*4). He H:cotesomeearly tracts as a free-trade economist. His first book (1894) was about the GermanSocial
Derro...crat ic Party. His Int.erest; in politics was rranifested in the United States in 1896 whenduring his first
.:.omri.::ar.visit he got excited about the Bryan-Mckinleyelection. A period of desperate unhappi.neas in ru.s
first lTi2~Tiage, to the AIT:€ricanQuakeress Alys Pearsall S~th, accorrpani.edan inmersion in matnerrat.icaI
studies. He said that adolescent impulses to suicide had been cured by eratherratical work (*5) and it would
seem that; whei1he was happy, especially in love, he turned more to his social ideas and projects. An alrrost
flystical exper i.ence in 1901, connected with the illness and suffering of Evelyn w'hitehead (",'lie of his
cc.lIeaque and collaborator Alfred North wllitehead) he regarded as a rrajor turni.nq point in his life, leadi.nq
rum to abhor suffering and cruelty, to experience that "unbearable pain for the suffering of rrankind" which
at the D8<jinningof his Autobiography he namedas one of the three passions domi.nat.i.nqhis life.

In 1903-,1904 he e.ntered into the debate about protectionism in Great Britain, raised by Joseph Chamberlain,
CL'1dtook part in a parliamentary campaign. "The beginning of a rrore endurable life for rre was my time in
politics last \'hnter," he wrote in 1905 in the diary he was then keeping, rrostly to record the unhappiness of
his marriage.· (*6) "I suppose he wi.lL always be popping out of his cloister into the world, to his father-in-law
observed at this tirre; and so he did. The Evelyn \~itehead,experience led to a conversion to antl-irrr~rialism.
(*7) In 1907, he ran for ParliruTent as a votes-for-women candidate. In 1910 he c~-aigned for Philip Morrell,
husband of Lady Ottoline t<lorrell wi.th "homhe was about to embark upon a passionate love affair; thi.s was the
time of the great political battle over the budget and the powezof the Houseof Lords. It is true that dur.inq
these years (c. 1900 to 1910) Principia Mathsnetica, his chief claim to pbilosophical immortality, which he
co-authored wit..'1Whitehead, absorbed more of his energies than any other purely philosophical topic ever did.
But \-iorld ,-Jar I was to arouse his political instincts to the fullest, as he dropped everything for his long
battle against the prevailing war spirit, which cost him his fellowship at Trinity college, Cambridge, and
ul tierately a -not;altoget.'1er unpleasant term in jail.

At this time he
point on, it is
must notice a

produced books on Justice in Wartime
fair to say, social reconsL"llction,
split.._between Russell's philosophical

and Principles of Political Reconstruction. From that
politics, reform, never ceased to dominate his life.;.ie
tmnk..i,!1g and his et.hi.cal or political views. RusseLl
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generally held that pure philosophy has little or nothing to do wiL~moral values and wiL~one's actions as a
reformer or political activist. It ,vas in fact a hall"ark of the revolution in philosophy at C2~ridge that
Russell participated L, early in L~e century, L~at philosophy should be strictly scientific, and L~at science
has nothing to say about values as ends. "Philosophy throughout its history," he wrote iT1 his
History of I'i'estern Philosoohy, has consisted of two parts inharm::miouslyblended"; the failure to separate the
scientific, factual, from the ethical or political "has been a source of muchconfused rh.i.nkinq;" Indeed, the
belief that rretaphysics has any bearing on practical affairs is proof of logical incapacity." (*8) The
genuinely scientific philosophy, Russell wrote LT11914,"must not hope to find an answer to the practical
problems of life." (*9) Reason can only advise as to rreans; as ORussell puts it, "There is no such think as an
irrational aim except in the sense that it is iInpossible of realization." (*10) Sharply separat.inq the
scientific from the moral in order to gain precision and clarity L'1eAnalytical philosophers ,,'ere forced to
abandon the latter realm to personal taste •.hich cannot be argued about. A judqrrent;of d.isapprovaI is just a
cry of distaste,"I disapprove of adultery," or of economicgreed, is exactly like "I hate spinach or "I can't
stand rock music." In Russell's owntypically puckish ""Byof putting it, to say, "I don't IL1<e the Emperor
Nero" is to say "Nero - 0 fie!" All judqrrent.sof value are based, in the last analysis, upon emotion." (*11)
It is true that Russell was never very happy with his wri t inqs on ethics (*12); and around I';orld I'iar II, along
with rranyothers, he struggled to define a rrore objective standard. "I could not bring myself to t.h.i.nkthat
Auschwitz was wicked only b because Hitler was defeated." But, he added, "t;he qhosts of Hobbes and
Thrasymachus... seemedto jeer at meand say I "las 'soft'." [*13) In 1922 he wrote that "to apply 11'0::0.1terms to
human beings •.. to call therm knaves and scoundrels or what not -. is unscientific," which to Russell meant
totally unacceptable. (*14)

The paradox is that he himself freely and profusely did just tnat , calling everybody in pcwer from Lord Grey
to Harold 'dilson a scoundrel , (*15) He acknowl.edqedthe contradiction: "I have suffered a violent conf li cr .
between what I felt and what;I found myself compelled to believe" about; eth.ics , (*16) But in general he was
content to follow his impulses on questions of value. Paring a"By t.he rroral elerrent to rrake philosophy rrore
scientific meant leaving morals, in effect, to unreason, and Russell pretty consistently accepted this. He
agreed wi th David Hurrethat "Reason is and ouqht; to be the slave of the passions." In answer to a question
concerning the source of his political commitments, the old Russell wrot.e that "If you saw a child dro..ming,
you would try to save it and and would not wait for sore -ism to persuade you that. it was wor'th sevinq ,"
(Unlike the st.udent; of the ancient Greek philosopher ""noleft his r.aster Ln the ditch because he could think
of no valid -reason to help rurn!) "I see the hurnanrace drcwning and have 0.11equally direct illl?ulse to save
it." (*17) Years earlie.r pis friend and lover Constance 1'lalleson, watching him at a rreeting, said that "he
seemed detached i.n mind and cody -- but all the furies of hell raged L'1his eyes." Russell cculd no aore
resist trDse furies ~han he could silence his superb logical-fu"1alytical gifts. The two enormous energies
resided .in the same slight body of tru.s passionate sceptic, and at times pulled hi.m in opposi.t.e direcdons. It
is;ronic that the rationalist philosopher was, for that very reason, a creature of irrpulse and Instance Ir:
his political responses - a source, rrost students would agree, of serious flaws as well as muchst.renqth,

'l"nis tendency to choose causes errot.ional Iy and uncritically, adopt and defend them passionately wh.iIe putting
at; ':heir service his .1.rrmensedialectical gifts, fray be a questionable rrethod. It S€"'Jl1S typical of manynodern
intellectuals, who are searching for a faith as ....Jell as looking for chances to exercise their intellectual
c;iftsoTr,e. [X)int ~ere is that it see~s appr.opriate to look for RJssell's conception of justice and ~ights less
in his formal. philosophy than in his life, actions, and non-philosophical writings. vie cannot divorce ti::c
concept.ion f rorn the man; we can only point; t.O Russell and say "look at the man, look at the life; there is
your definition."

*****

I \":o'-J.'.dlike for a few rromentsto pay respects to L'1esecond part of our title, reminding you of Russel l ' s
Ion'] and close connection with the United States. Twoof his four wives wo..xeArreri.can, His visits of 1896 and
1914, wr.enhe taught at Harvard (with T. S. Eliot as one of his students), and lectured also at Madison, Ann
Arbor, Chacaqo, '.verefollOlved by sorre years in the 1920s whenRussell becarre a familiar f ig'Jre on the American
lecture circuit. He madeL'1erounds iN 1924, 1927, 1929, and 1931. He lectured in thhvaukee, i.nterestingly
enough, of the very date of this lecture, ~ovember4, in 1927.The HilwaukeeJcu..rnal of that; date rem a f.ront;
page story about the rran whohad recently debated with ,Yill Durant on "Is Derrocracy a Failure?" (Russell
thought it was not) and wno t.hat rrorning addressed the Wisconsin 'I'eachers Assccat.i.onon "Education and the
CcodLife."lHe also spoke in the evening at St.. Johns's Church on "England's Political Situation.") At a t irre
'when headl i.nes procIa.irred "Teapot Domecase Ceclared tAistrial" and "Most.radio sets still battery operated,"
as \"'211as "DaddyBrcwni.nqDances His Nights Away, never trunkinq of girl Peaches who is qone;" Russell chose
to allude to Chicago Nayor Bill Thompson'sassaults on "unpatriotic hi.st.ory'", urging the teachers to stand
fast for "truth first" against prejudice. It was certainly a characteristic n-essage.

Russell's purpose on these tours was simple enough, it was to makerroney. Hewas at th.i,s tirre dependent for
his Incorre on lectures, book sales, and journalism. Perhaps '.,'eno longer rerremberthat the U.S. lecture circuit
was once second only to the rrarriage market as a roeansof transferring wealth from the NevI'lorld to the Old.
It vias the samerrotive that led Russell to write a column for the Hearst newspapers , 1932-1935, after the
Depression dried up the springs of lecture feeS and book sales. Havi.nq[fade-himself into an accomolished
public speaker, and adopted that persona of sardonic iconoclasm that cecarre his t.rademark, Russell was a great
success as a public speaker. He wrote, "Aroeri.capersecutes Americans for the opinions it hires foreigners at
great expense to express." (*18) These lectures cont2.ined muchnot only of Russell's soc.ial philosophy, and
his vie ..•.s on worId affairs, but also, especially during the 1929 tour, his daring excursi.ons into free love,
open marriage, "preliminary partnerships."In the 1920s Russell had children by his second wife, Dora, turned
his thoughts to education, and established an experirrentel school. He found himself in need of rronev to
finance the school as "Jell as support his family. He madesorre $10,000 on the 1927 tour, :10rrean sum- (one
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would have to multiply by elgnt or ten for the present equivalent), in addition to spinning off books like
The CongJest of Haopiness which tbreatened to makeBertrand ~Jssell the Dear Abbyof his day.

In Seoterr.ber, 1938 Russell returned to the United States, partly to avoid the comingwar, partly because he
had y~t another wife, another child, and newrroneyneeds. Hewas appointed visiting professor for a term at
Chicago, then professor at UCLAfor three years. In 1940 he received what he thought 'lias a permanent;
appointment at City College of "lewYork, 'Nhereuponhe resigned from the California post., prerraturely as it
turned out. wnat followed becameone of the rrost, celebrated of Minericanacademic cases. A colleague at tni s
university wIlowas a student at CCNYin the early 1960s told rre recently tnat; echoes of the Russell case could
still be heard then. Attacks on the appointrrent; as a "chair of indecency," a trireat; to public rrorals , offering
atheism and the rroraIs of the barnyard in the guise of philosophy emanated chiefly from RomanCatrioli.cs, Like
Socrates, Russell was held to be a corrupter of youth. The attacks were answered by those whosa',. in tru s
rrovenent; "an at.tack upon the literal demccratic tradition, "one which."imperils the whole scructure of
intellectual freedom upon wn.ich the An-ericanuniversity rests." (*19) There was great excite:rent, mass
rallies, manifestoes, editorials, petitions. It \~S a t-rue cause celebre. Russell's friends deplored clerical
fanaticism and held academic freedom to be at stake. (Anappo.irrtrrent;approved by the Board of Regents was
revoked by the State SupremeCourt acting on the suit of a citizen whohad a child at the uruvers itv.j His
works were described in the brief filed by the opponent;of his appointrrent as "lecherous, libidinous, lustful,
venerous, erotomaniac, irreverent" and also, she added, "bereft of ii'Oral fiber"

Russell noted that wi th this affair "I seem to have recovered w'fth the radicals the ground had lost by
disliking Stalin." For it should be noted that for all his socialist dislike of capitalism, Russell ever
since bis visit to the Soviet Union in 1920 "'BS a fairly consistent foe of what he saw almost from t.~e
beginning as a betrayal of the freedom he so passionatelY believed in. (*20) So in the fellCM-':::ravelinq days
of the 1930s his standing amongmodish i.lltellectuals was scrrewnatambivalent. Seld:xndid he join the crowd,
even when it was an unorthodox crcwd,

In the event, Russell lost his fight and was denied his chair; in part because gre.ater things "''ere In U1eair;
the second world 'NOr in Europe broke out in earnest, and Russell, whohad ear lier been an "Lsolat.ioni st." and
an "appeaser, "out of simple shrink.inq from war,changed his mir.d and sl:.p::ort4c:d.this war aca.inst, Hi.t.Lerism,
Wit..'1great clarity, as aIways, Russell in 1936 had seen the alterr.atives as sucmission to Hitler or war
and opced for submission (*21) But he could not sustain trii s position. He nevertheless staved in t.he United
States during the war, teaching at Harvard;. then at the Albert Barnes Fourxiat ion e'en by the eccentric
Philadelphia .nil Li.onai re and art collector, with whomRussell socn violently (~Brreled and ended .in court;and
at the Rand School. It was while with Barnes that. he wrot.e t..'1epopular !i~~~L.?.!'·'estern r.hilos.s:~, said to
be the leading seller of all his books, He "'BS then 73, but his career had haJ:dly begun, one might say;
certainly his greatest fane lay ahead, also his rrost;notable involven-ents vr..th ::.heUS,,__

It is probably a COmITDnview that Russell never had anything good to say about rhe United St~ate", but that is
not quite true. One might build a theory of a love-hate relationship: ref Iect.ed tn the r:-"irriage and then
rejection of the first wife , and the final marri.aqe to a rather ant.i-Anericen il_creri.c2'.n.E i;1 ··,heWorldW;'xI
years and in the 1960s Russell frequently inveighed against American "Irnperi.eLism'' (he was jai.led in 1918
primari.Iy for an outrageously anti-Arrerican remark), he also wrote in 1922 dE,t "If any one Power is to ce
supreme In the worId , it is for't.unat.e for the world that America should be tJ'.at one (*;:;,), Fe> said s.irniIar
tru.nqs iII '\Torld War II, and after, e.g.. "I lock to the Empire of .:lJrerica for T'_'l8 best hopes that; a
distracted world permits" (.he certainly muchpreferred us to the USSR)/ and "Every country r~J.S .i.t.s cerecr.s ,
but in relation to the world, I believe those to be less than those of i"J:YOG1S;:- country."{*23) Even on the
cultural plane amid rrany scathing ccmrrentson the "absolutely unbeLi.evab.leconvent.i.onaLi.ty"Ln t:.12 United
States, the appalling corsbi.nat.i.on of Puritanism and technology, the ~.dckof anytrunq except "the tare
unmitigated fight for financial success," Fussell could also say that the intellectual Ievel of students was
higher at Chicago than at Oxford, that; Arreri.cens were doing the best work in OJhi Ioscchy/ that; t.'1eU.S. might
overcome cultural sterility to "create the new forms appropriate to rrcdern life." (*24) Russell, wno l!.-%ed
Arreri.can movies and was an omnivorous reader of detective novels, was rather 1e',8 a cul tura l snob unan one
mi.qht,think - muchless so, for exarrple , than George Santayana whomhe reproached for a lack of respect for
the COmITDnman. (*25) In a characteristic ambivalence, Russell in 1933 rer:,:u:kc-cithat "Lif'e in !\.mericais born
more violent and rrore vital than life in Er,gland; what is bad is worse s and wnat is cood is t>etter. (*26) These
are rather randomsamples from a large 2lno~T]tof material on this subject. (*27)C~lat ~ussell most disl~<ed
about A..rnericancivilization ~BS a facet of his leading passion, his love of free ard told speech,
individuality and dissent.The tyranny of the majority in the USAdisturbed hirn as muchas earlier it had
tothered that other liberal Eurcpean aristocrat, Alexis de Tcqueville.

For several
Philadelphia
to receive
figure.

reasons, including the deterioration of his third marriage as well
contretemps, Russell waS not happy in the Unit2d States dl~ing his 1938-44
his Trinity College post back, to inhabit the rooms Newi:ononce lived in,

3.S the' New York and
stay. He returned harte
and to becoire a world

*******

The world fqmew~ich carne to him after
stemmedin part from success on British
(Brains Trust); from being awarded rhe
with which he was associ.eted, nost,
profession.al philosophical reputation

1950, wnenhe becarre an octaqenar i.an and then nonagenarian wonder,
television, where Russell exh.ib.it.ed his amazing quickness 0:: intellect
Nobel Prize in 1950; &'1dof COlrrsefrom the series of political causes
notably (from 1954 on) the c~T.paign for nuclear disar~arrent. His

son-ewhatdeclined as he gr51 a bit out of date and out of touch; he
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scorned the new linguistic school, based on the later turn. of his one-trine pupil and friend Lumd.g
Wittgenstein. But of course he becalle an internationally ~awn sage ar~ and oracle to whompeople wrote from
all over the world and to ",110mst.at.esmenwere to render tribute.

Our task is to isolate his conception of social justice and human rights.' If we seek what Russell
specifically said about "justice," we find that thi s was not one of the topics he .most often or fully
addressed. Philosopher T. V. Smith, in a review of one of Russell's books, observed that

TD~this Russell's god. He has little to
say of Beauty, and less to say of Goodnessand
Justice. (*28)

This is relatively true, I think.What aroused Russell most was intellectual error. Truth and justice, indeed,
=overlap. In 1914, Russell felt a sense of outrage primarily at t..'1eunfairness with vmich C-ermanywas treated.
"Every tale against Germanyis believed - there is no hint or trace of justice or mercy.""I suffer most from
the absence of any attempt at justice, at iIragining hewmatters look from the Geman side." (*29)
Justice in Wartille was t..'1etitle he gave to his war essays. So, if trJth was his god, it entailed justice in
the sense of intellectual fair play, seeL~g a~d stating all sides of a controversy and jUdgingg it fairly.
Elsewhere, one of his few specific discussions of justice begins by construing j.ustice as Jleaning "desert,"
and contrasting it with equality. "Justice" is, paradoxically, unjust in the sense of al Icwinq SOlieto have
more than others , perhaps not altogether deservedly. (HeM' can we.measure services to the commmity, weigh the
musician's claim against the roerchant' s , the professor's against the lawyerI s7) Pure equality is not workable,
but inequality must be justified by its effects: "I think, therefore, that one should say tnat; the principle
of justice demandsequality except in so far as inequality can be proved to be socially useful." (*30) (By
equality Russell here meansequality of condition, not opportunity.)

Russell does not pursue this very far, but he would seem to have comeclose to the most celebrated recent
formulation of a theory of justice, that of John Rawls (*30A), who argues that Lnequal i ty (of access to
priIrary goods) may be justified if it helps the least advantaged: inequality meaning giving a special
advant.aqe to some. There is a difference in that P-awlsrejected utilitarianism, to which Russell pretty
consi.stent.Iy held:actions are justified by their results, in maximizing hunan welfare, (Utility is a rival
principle to "justice"in a sense: we do not ask about an act prirrari ly where it is "just" but whether it
secures the rrost happiness.) I must leave t.hi.s rrat.t.er to t.he philosophers; but there does seem to be a
reserrblance in triat; both Rawls and Russell urge equality unless inequality can be shownto be beneficial to
society. Russell held that, claims to the bare minimumof freedom - he spec.ifi.ed food, dr i.nk, health, nousinc ,
clot.hing, sex, and parent..hood- should override any other claims. ("'31) As examples of the :Eact.that mirurreI
standards of justice wer'enot yet realized in the world, he cited radical inequalities, Injust.Ices to worren
(he instanced denial of equal p3.yfor equal work); and inner itance of vJealth.

But "I would tell the huth whatever the consequences for humanbeings"! (*32) The first of Russell's two
greatest social passions was rhe pass i.on for truth,for liberty of op.iruon, diversity of opiruon, open
discussion, "unt.ramreIed debate," "equal facility for all opiniop.s."'This essential liberalism was a relic of
his aristocratic \~1liggism, reechi.nq far tack in t..l-Jeproud Russell line to t..l-Jeancestor whohad lost hi.s head
opposing .the tyranny of Ute Stuarts in the seventeenth century, and ext.end.inqto the JotLl'1.Stual·t Mill
influence transmitted via Russell's rrotrier, Kate Ar.berley. It was nourished in the Cambridge of his early
years, when Russel l part.ic.ipated in the revolt against Victorian orthodoxy that. errbraced the Bloornsbury
Circle. It included drs l ike of popular hysteria as well as state control.

His closest book to a ~Jsterratic treatise on politics was Po.ver, in which waS reflected a fear of, as well as
a preoccupat i.on witri, repression as the most important factor ill humanaffairs. The fear of unchecked p:::wer
also colored his socialism; it perhaps also produced it, but it qualified it. RL13seJ.l's leading reproach
agair.st capitalism was that, as he thought, it concentrated too ITIuchpoc.tecover polit.ics and opinion in the
hands of an economicol i.carchyipcwer in private hands subverts political detrocracy and threat.ens liberty of
thought. (*33). This was also his foremost criticism of Russian Communism."The most dangerous features of
conrnini.srnare reminiscent Of the rredieval church. They consist of fanatical. acceptance of doctriI'.es
uncritically, and savage persecution of tt'iose whoreject tt;em.(*34) He sai.d be <,greedwith John Delve'" that
having with difficulty errancipated himself from one orthodoxy, he was not about to shackle himself with
another. A.!1d(1951) "In t.l1eSoviet Unionhumandignity counts for nothing." (*35) ",nat turned this sovi.et
Union"s r'eqirre from a hopeful liberator of rnanki.nd.irito a qreat.er tyranny than any that. ever exi st.ed, he said,
was its ignoring the principle that tne State must be limited by law whi.chprotects the individual from
arbitrary and irresponsible power, "It is the abandonmentof democracy that I find particularly disastrous."
He occasionally expressed fears that under any kind of socialism "power'fu.l officials" wocId inherit all the
oppressive 0~its of t.l-Jecapitalists; his socialism ,,,,s anti-statist, leaning ta.,~d the guild '~iety at one
time, and always toward social democracy. (*36) • "I do not believe that, the economic chances advocated bv
socialists will, - of themselves, do anything t~~ds cur inq the evils we have been considering," he de:::lared
(the evils being popular credulity, misinformation, propaganda - enemies of the free mind.) (*37)

Russell's libertarianism was at the root, too, of the rather unsuccessful experiments in education rraxirnm
liberty and freedom from autnor itar i.an constraints for children, wrii.chseen'Sat times to have turned the
school at BeaconHill into pandemonium.If proper educational rrethods "''ere adopted, Puasel I then believed,
"one generation would suffice to solve all our social problems." He did not seem to find the secret. But the
aim was to '''cure peeple of the hab.it; of believing proposi.tions for which t.".ere is no evidence." (*38)

The other pers i.st.ent;political t.hernein Russell was Internat ional i.sm, extending from the free-trade enthusiasm
of his youth to the insistence in old age that there must be a single r•••xirId qovernrrent, the sole alternative
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to terrible global death from nuclear weapons (even if, as he alternatively posed, the vor ld governrrent was
imposed by the USor by the USSR.)-His ccrrmi.troent;to freedom of discussion even faltered in the presence of
this goal, for he occasionally said that the teaching of nat.i.cnal i srn should be prohibited or banned from
education. (*39) In Education and t..'le Social Or-der (1932) he wrote that "establishment of an international
authority sufficiently strong to impose its set.t Ieroent.of disputes upon recalcitrant states" is the most
important of all reforms, I find no sign that he ever ,vavered from this opinion. His Hobbesian realism
convinced him that this would never comeabout by mere p<J'Nerof opinion or humanvirtue - Russell ger:erally
thought of humannature in no flattering terms - so he was prepared to see it established by force of arms.
"I do not say this is a pleasant. prospect" but it is a necessity. (*40) This conviction led him into some
characteristic extremisms, such as the famous advocating of preventive war against G1eSoviet Union in 1947,
if they did not accept internationalization of atomic energy, a~d later forgetting or denyulg that he had ever
said this ("I had, in fact, completely forgotten that I had ever thought a pol i.cy of threat involving possible
war desirable, .. 1 read these [staternentsl with arrazement. I have no excuse to offer. ") (*41); or, by 1958,
holding that a world governr:ent brought about by the Soviets wouId be preferable to no world governrr:ent. In
1933 he had wrat.ten that "terrible as a newwar wouId be, I still ••• should prefer it to a universal ccrrmini.st;
empire." (*42) The hydrogen bombchanged his mind.

Russell's twin passions of free thought and international government" to save the worId from a final
destructive war, reenforced by his mystically based hatred of cruel ty and suffering, cane together in his last
great crusade, the one that earned him both worId farr:eand oblcquy. He forced himself on the SECin 1954 to
point out that the worId was on the brink of nuclear disaster from the new and more terrible weapons and
delivery systems, the H-bombsand missiles. He did not really have any answer to the cruel diler:ma of the
balance of terror (*43); but he was convinced that it must be talked about: He set in rr.otion the Puqwash
conferences to bring Soviet and ~'1estem sc.ient i.st.s together for discussion. He created the Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament to bring tne issue to Ute streets (still very muchalive as recent headlines remind us).
Later he was prepared to advocate civil disobc-dience as a mears of arousing the publi.c, The arrrarrent;s issue
took precedence over all others; for, unless we survive, there can be no just society or any other kind. The
only cure for it that. he knew"as discuss Lcn and controversy, forcing the issue before the attention of an
apathetic public and attacking it "lith .iriformat.iort,

He becarr:e an ernbat.t.Iedand cont.rovers.i.al public: f i.cure , Sorr:etirr.eshe was more trrin-skinned than one would
suppose. At least triree tirr:es he brought or' t~!l:eate!1eato bring law suits against those who ventured to answer
his epithets in kind. One of these involved the erni.nent;scholar Robert Conquest, who had reproached him for:
declaring that there M2re no Soviet missiles at all in Cuba n 1962, it was all a fa':Jle made up in viashington
(*44). A newspaper columnist snraced RusseLl by rernark.inq that the Earl ought to issue just one st.at errent,
namely that he is "in favor of aEy act calculated to render the West helpless in the face of international
COlT1lTlUI1ism,"and then shut up. (*45)

So it no doubt seemed at tirr.es to manypeople. Russell asserted th",t Kennedyand Macmillan were "much more
wi.cked than Hitler." (Apri.I 1961) He later c Ia.irred t.hat; the Vietcong 'NaS non-corrmmist ("a non-corrrmni.st
popular front"). (*46). But emphaLically it is not t.rue that; RtlSSell in his last years cr it.i.c'ized v only the
i'lest. The record clearly shews that his protests h'E'l'ltin all din"S'tions. (*47) To Nikita Krushcnev, with whom
he~~cr~"1ged long letters, ~Gsell der.ounced the sentencin8 of PastelT~'S friends in 1961, and l~ter he
protested to other Soviet'leaders CH·?r the txeatment of So',riet .Je<.-I.3 and other political pr i.soners , He
protested to Tito the imprison~nt of Djilas. He filed complaints ~~thCuba and Rumania, as well as Greece,
Portugal, Turkey, Algeria, '.vheneverthere was abridserr.ent .of free 802ech. Tnis ccrrmi.trrent;to intellectual
freedom comes through 0.5 an authentic bel i.ef , beyond a.II political exped iericy.. Andthis is rare indeed. It is
rare, it seems to rre, to find anyone whowill denounce all cases of injustice and oppression; people's
indignation is amaz.inqly selective. Those whoburr: "lith indignai:ion at the situation In EI Salvador or SOlIG'l
Africa usually have nothing to say about i'£ghanistan or Poland. If it "las a matter of .iritel Iectua I freedom,
Russell always was rroved to righteous wrath reeja~::lless of the offender, whether Comnunist, of whatever
variety, or non-Cornnmi.st , A rare and nchle trait, :t submit••

11:******

Bertrand Russell's idea of social justice a.ndhUf!1CClrights, then, included the vi.saon of the fearless, free
intelligence doing battle wi th the Lcli.ocyof the world. Lord Acton once wrote of "the vast tradition of
conventional rr:endacity; Russell agreed "li7',Iltru s t..houghhe would , perhaps, have preferred "stupi.di ty ;" It is
the solemn humbugof the world that inflicts suffering; HannahArendt's banality of evil would have pleased
Russell. "Nice people are the ones who have nasty mmds," he wrote in an essay on "Nice People". Nice peop.le
are cruel as well as stupid. Russell once said he was prepared to believe anythi.nq bad about the police,
regardless of the evidence! He accepted the ~ark Lane line on the Kennedyassassination, he was certain of the
innocence of 1:,'1eRosenbergs, etc. This conspiratorial rr:entality, this uncritical belief in the wrongness of
whatever authority and Establishment affirmed, nay well, be a Russell defect; but his belief that ilnportant
truths are suppressed by conspiracies of silence was what, motivated him to speak out.

"The evils of the ~rld are due to moral defects quite as muchas to lack of intelligence," he once wrote,
"But the human race has not hitherto discovered any methcx:lof eradicating noral defects; preaching and
~~ortaton only add h}~isy to t..~eprevious list of vices. Intelligence, on t..hecontrary, is eaily in~roved
by methcx:ls kncwn to every competent educator. Therefore urrti.I somemethcx:lof teaching virtue has been
discovered progress will have to be sought by improverrent of intelligence rather tnan of morale." (*48) The
scientific methcx:l, the scientific t.errper, which "is capable of regenerating mankind and ,providing an issue
for all our troubles," as he once wrote, (*49~ is applicable to fact not values. The rrost; troublesome
contradiction I find in the life and thought of the t'tJer:tieU, century's greatest all-around philosopher is
tr~t this view of salvation by the critical intelligence, which he so often preached and which i~ so
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compatible with his fundamental philosophical position, is something that he did not in the end live up to. It
was not "the improvementof intelligence" that he represented in his last years, for he was gullible, often
factually wrong in his appraisal of world affairs, and alrrost hysterically errotional. He \vas, rather, a
rroralist and a prophet, an accuser condemningthe wickedness of a world whose leaders he claimed were
deliberately bent on the extermination of the hurran race. (*50)

The cleavage between fact and value, science and rrorals, is a dilenma not alone of Russell's, but of our
age, which he mi.rrcred so well. It has been so ever since Neitzsche (a philosopher whomRussell, so far as he
knewhim, intensely disliked, but whomin fact he resembles in manyways) pointed out the death of God. "The

. sense of the world must lie outside the world," LudwigWittgenstein observed."rn the world everything is as it
is and happens as it does happen. In it there is no value." The scientific world-view neither praises nor
condemns. Yet never has there been so muchcondemnation as in our age of science.

But I am not here to criticize Russell so muchas to call him to your attention. First, the man- the long,
interesting and illustrious life, the incredible energy, the passionate idealism and the lightning-quick
razor-sharp brain - Dionysus and Apollo superbly if not al\vaYSharIroniously combined. (*51) second, the
significant connection with the United States over the years, including muchrrore than I had time to tell of,
downto the attempt to hold a trial of the IoJarcrimes of the United States in the 'Vietnam War. Lastly, the
long search for social justice and hurran rights, which led him in and out of prison, into the streets as well
as the chamber'sof the great - and which intensified as his long life went on. It is a life and quest that we
will not soon forget.

.
This large postcard ---------->
announced the
Stromberg Lecture

..,~

,
.{

Bertrand" Russell;:
'·'~Alneri.ca,.aildthe<,",},i;~

Idea 'of'Social Jilstice?; ,"~j

....~'t'l
. .. -. Th.Pu~I~coraln~VinYttedtO.~' ..••. ~tton~, ":. " .. ,":,; . "., .. _'.,.._~

S'l'ftMONG '" Ute Fmffttdn ~-temOfrtl ccueenee at ee ~~~a_,:r. ~~ 11M~of ~~~:.~~ •.-:• .,. .;.-~.

ROtAND N. STROMBERG
Professor af·Histcry

The Unryefsity'of Wlscoosm-Mil"Naukee
P'#iQf.WJl'lf"tJ(rtN 19Q1.Fmm4IIf'~CIl Grdm



Page 18 Russell Society News, No. 46

BR I~"TERVIE'W"'J)

May 1985

(10) Freeman Interview. John Freeman of the BOCinterviewed BRin l-1arch1959. Here is trie transcript, as it appears
in the appendix to The FUture of Science (N"Y: Philosopohical Library, 1959). It will also offer relief to
those who are suffering from too much small print.

I observe that the date I attributed to
my death is 1962, which is coming omi-
nously near, and begins to cause me some
alarm.

Freeman:* Well, before you feel too
much alarmed, let us examine this obit-
uary which was written in jest and see how
true it really is. To start with, let's go back
to the distant past. What is your veryearli- -
est memory, Lord Russell?

Russell: I suppose my very earliest
memory is tumbling out of a pony carriage
when Iwas two years old, and my earli-
est at all vivid memories are of arriving
at the house of my grandparents, Pem.-
broke Lodge, in Richmond Park, after

• John Freeman is the B.B.C. correspondent who
conducted this interview.

the death of my father, who died when I
was three.

Freeman: How did you come to he in
the care of your grandparents? Your
mother had also died?

Russell: Yes, she also. She died when I
was two.

Freeman: Do you have any memory of
your parents?

Russell: Very little. I remember noth-
ing of my mother. I remember my father
once giving me a leaflet printed in red let-
ters, and the red letters pleased me.

• ••• •••

Freeman: Wel~ you always a skeptic

from small childhood or did you believe
in the conventions?

RUSSf'.ll:Oh, I wasn't a skeptic when I
was very young, no. I was very deeply
religious and lost m¥ conventional beliefs
very slowly and painfully. I remember
that when I was four years old they had

just been telling me the story of little Red
Ridinghood, and I dreamed that I had
been eaten by a wolf, and to my great
surprise Iwas in the wolfs stomach and
not in heaven.

Freeman: This was the beginning per-
haps of skepticism?

Russell: Yes.

Freeman: Tell me, did you say your

prayers when you were a child?

Russell: 011, yes.

Freeman: When did you. cease doing
that?

Russell: I suppose when I was about
twelve or thirteen.

Freeman: Do you think now that you
had a ha~lp), childhood?

Russell: More or less. It was very SOli-
tary. I had one brother who was seven
years older than me and I had little to do
with him. Otherwise I didn't have much
to do with other children, so that it was
a sclitary childhood, but it was not un-
happy.

Freemau; Looking back now, with all
the learning that you have acquired since,
would you say that some feeling of in-
security was one of the spurs tointellec-
tual action?

Russell: I don't quite know. I think it's
a possible spur. I think there.are others of
a different sort; pure ambition will some-
times-do it

Freeman: Were you obsessed at a ten-
der age with a sense of guilt or sin?

Russell: Oh, yes. They asked me one
day what was my favorite hymn and I

chose 'W cary of earth and 'laden with my
sin.'

Freeman: At what age was that?

Russell: Six years old. The things I felt
guilty abou; were - oh, eating blackber-
ries when I had been told not to, and I
remember once when at family prayers
my grandmother read about the prodigal
son, I said to her afterwards: "I know
why you read that today: it was because .
I broke my jug."

Freeman: Do you think now, looking
back, that there is any really unfortunate
legacy you carried out of your childhood?

Russell: Yes, Ido. The family attitude.
c~rtainly on matters of sex, was morbidly
puritanical.

Freeman: Now, let us tum to your
schooling.

Russell: My grandmother didn't 3?-
prove of public schools. She was very un-
conventional in her outlook, and she
thought they were a sort of conventional
institution.

Freeman: Would you have liked a more
conventional education?

Russell: No, not at the time. I was
quite satisfied, and I think looking back
I'm still satisfied, because I learned a great
deal more than I should have done at any
school.

Freeman: What sort of learning, at that
age? Did you, for instance, study the clas-
sics?

___..Russellr To a certain degree. J was
never fond of the classics. Mathematics
was what I liked. My first lesson. in mathe-
matics I had from my brother, wh~
started me on Euclid, and I thought it the
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most lovely stuff I'd ever seen in my life.
r didn't know there was anything so nice

.in the world. But Lremember that the first
lesson was a disappointment because he
said: "Now, we start with axioms." I said:
"What aloe they?" and he said: "Oh,
they're things you've got to admit al-
though we can't prove them." So I said:
"Why should 1 admit them if you can't
prove them?" and he said: "Well, if you
won't we can't go on." And I wanted to
see how it went on, so I admitted them
pro tem.

Freeman: How did you educate your
own children?

RUS£eU: r educated them in various
ways: I tried to find modem schools, but
Ithink that there are some things in what's
called progressive education that r like
and some that r don't like; and I never
found exactly what I should like.

Freeman: Did you send any of your
Own children to an ordinary public
school?

Russell: Yes, my youngest son went to
Eton,

Freeman: And was that successful?

Russell: Yes, quite successful.

Freeman: What was it that first pro-
vided you with the incentive to become a
mathematician?

Russell: I liked it for a number of rea-
sons: in the first place, the sheer pleasure
which is the sort. that people get from
music or poetry - it just delighted me.
And then, apart from that, I thought that
mathematics was the key to understanding
the universe,and I found all sorts of every-
day things explained by means of mathe-
matics. I remember I had a new tutor once
who didn't know how much I knew, and
I spun a penny, and he said: 'Do you know
why that penny spins?' I said: 'Yes, be-
cause I make a couple with my fingers,'
and he said: 'What do you know about
couples?' I said: 'Oh, I know all about
couples!'
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Freeman: Howald were you then?

Russell: I must have been twelve or
thirteen.

Freeman: Have you found on the whole
in your own life that the pursuit of either
mathematics or philosophy has given you
some sort of substitute for religious emo-
tion?

Russell: Yes, it certainly has. Until I
was about forty, I should think. I got the
sort of satisfaction that Plato says you can
get out of mathematics. It was an-eternal
world, it was a timeless world, it was a
world where there was a possibility of a
certain kind of perfection, and Icertainly
got something analogous to religious satis-
faction out of it.

FreelWU1: What period of your life, or
rather what episode in your life, led yor
to tum again from philosophy, to some
extent, into social'Nork and politics?

Russell- The first war. The first war
made me think 'It just won't do to live in
an ivory tower. This world is too bad. We
must notice it.' I thought, as a politician,
and r still think, that it would have been
very much better for the world if Britain
had remained neutral and the Germans
had won a quick victory. We should not
have had either the Nazis or the Com-
munists if that had happened,. because
they were both products of the first World
War. The war would havf.' been brief:
there would have been nothing like so
much destruction.

Freeman: Have you ever had a moral

objection in principle to killing?

R~Jj: all. no. I don't like any kind
of general rule like that

Freeman: How much in fact did you
actively campaign against the first World
War?

Russell: As much as I could. I went all
over the place, making speeches, and I
did everything 1 could to help the con-
scientious objectors, I wrote about it

. wherever I could.
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Freeman: Did you have a sort of public
notoriety as an unpopular figure or were
you regarded as just a crank?

Russell: I wasn't actually pelted with
rotten eggs, but I had an almost worse

experience, I was at a meeting of pacifists
at a church and it W:1S stormed by a mixture
of colonial troops and drunken -viragos.
The drunken vir-agos came in bearing
boards full of rusty nails, with which they
clamped everybody on the head, and the
colonial soldiers looked on and applauded
them, and the police looked on and did
nothing. Women had all' their clothes torn
off their back and were badly mauled, and
the viragos with rusty nails were justabout
to attack me - I didn't quite know what.
one did about this - when somebody went
up to the police and said: 'Look, you really
ought to stop these women, you know,
he's a distinguished writer.' 'Oh,' said the
police. 'Yes, he's a well-known phil-
osopher.' 'Oh,' said the police. 'And he's
the brother o] all earl I' And then the
police rushed and saved me.

Freeman: Was this the time that you
went to prison?

Russell: No, this was earlier.

Freeman: What exactly did you go to
prison for?

Russell: For writing an article. I WdS

convicted on the ground that thisarticle
was 'intended and likely to cause bad re-
lations between England and the United
States,' because I pointed out how United
Slates troops were used as strike-breakers
and itwas thought I oughtn't to have done
that.

Freeman: Were you tried by a jury
or by a magistrate?

Russell: By a magistrate in London.
And he said this was 'the most despicable
crime.' He. sentenced me to six months.
Originally it was six months as an ordi-
nary criminal, and then on appeal it was
altered to six months in the First Division.
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Freeman; Which meant more lenient
treatment'?

Russell: Oh, very much. It's a profounJ
difference.

Freeman: iJO you think, looking back,
that Trinity College behaved either wisely
or justly in depriving you of your Fellow-
ship at the time of your own trial ami im-
prisonment'?

Russell: No, certainly not, especially
as they did it while the case was sub judice.
You see, all the younger Fellows had gone
to war and the government of the college
was left to the old boys, and the old boys
said, 'We must do our bit - we can't fight,
we're too old: and their bit wasta get rid
of me!

Freeman: Something very similar to
that, of course, happened in the second
World War, when your appointment at
the College of the City of New York was
terminated. What actually did happen?

Russell: Oh, in the second World War
Iwas completely patriotic, Isupported the
war, and I was entirely orthodox in my
views about that.

Feeman: Nevertheless you were thrown
out of another coll,ege?

Russell: Ali, but that was for quite
different reasons. That was on the ground
of my views about marriage and morals.

Freeman: But your views must have
been known when you were appointed to
the College of- the City of New York?

Russell: Oh, yes. Civilized people didn't
mind them, but there was a whole rabble
in New York of uneducated Irish people,
and they had completely ignorant views.

Freeman: What happened to you when
you lost your job in New York? Did you
have another job to go to in America?

Russell: I didn't know I should have. I
was completely ostracized. No newspaper

Russell Society News, No. 46

would print a word Iwrote, no magazine
would print a word, no hall would allow
me to lecture in it, so that Iwas cut off
from all my means of livelihood, and I
couldn't get any money out of England at
that time because of currency regulations,
and so I was expecting to starve. I had
three children whom Iwas educating, two
of them at the university and one younger,
and I expected we should all suffer very
badly; and we should have done but for a
certain man called Dr. Barnes who came
to my rescue and gave me a job.

Freeman: Is that the only time in your
life that you've ever been really short of
money?

Russell: Most of my life I've only had
just enough, and the' rest of my life I've
generally had just enough with a certain
security; but at that time I really did not
know how I was going to carry on my
children's education.

Freeman: Could I ask you, because it's
of interest to the background of the aca-
demic life generally, were you left a for-
tune by your family, or have you earned
all you've had all your life?

Russell: I was left a certain amount of
money. When Icame of age J had capital
that brought me in about £ 600 a year,
and then I became a socialist and I came
to the conclusion that I ought not to live
on inherited money, and I got rid of my
capital gradually to various causes which
I thought important. Since' then I've lived
entirely on my earnings.

Freeman: Looking back now on all
the causes that you have especially cham-
pioned throughout your working life, do
you think your advocacy has been on the
whole successful?

Russell: It depends entirely upon what _
things you're thinking of. My views on
what you may call sexual questions have,
I think, been immensely successful - I
mean, the world has moved that way; and
to a very great extent on education, too.
And one of the things thatI used to be
enormously interested in was equality of
women, and that of course has been com-

t~ay 1935

pletely successful. Also I was from an
early time a socialist and there is a great
deal of socialism in England now and i'rn
glad of it. So that I have had a fair meas-
ure of success; but in other things of
Course not at all.

. Freeman. Do you think that on the
whole the fanatics in the world are more
useful or more dangerous than the skep-
tics? .

Russell: Oh, much more dangerous,
Fanaticism is the danger of the world, and
always has been, and has done untold
harm. I might almost say that 1 was fanati-
cal against fanaticism.

Freeman; But then are you not fancHi,'
cal also against some other things? Your
current campaign, for instance, in [avor
of nuclear disarmamenr -e- would you- en.,

courage your supporters to undertake
some of the extreme demonstrations that
they do undertake and isn't that fanati-
cism?

.RUS5eI.!:I don't think that's fanaticism,
no. Imean, some of them may be fanati-
cal, but I support them because everv-;
thing saneand sensible arid ~;u:!~ttj;'ll \~e
do is absolutely ignored by theprzss,;Hid
the only way W~:can get into the pres'; is
to do something that looks fanatical. The
worst possibility is that human lile mav be
extinguished, lind it is a very real possi-
bility; but assuming that doesn't happen,
I can't bear the thought of many hundreds
of millions of people dying in agony,
solely because the rulers of the world are
stupid and wicked.

Freeman: Is it true or untrue that in re-
cent yeats you advocated that a preventive
war might be made against communism,
against Soviet Russia?

Russell: It's entirely true, and I don't
repent of it. It was not inconsistent with
what I think now. What I thought all
along was that a nuclear war in which
both sides had nuclear weapons would be
an utter and absolute disaster. There was
a time, just ;lft..:rthe lust war, when the'·
Americans had a monopoly of nuc!e;lr'
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weapons and offered to jnternarionalize
nuclear weapons by the Baruch proposal ..
and I thought this an extremely generous
proposal on their pun, one which it would
be very desirable that the world should ac-
cept; not that I advocated a nuclear war.
but Idid think that great pressure should

be put upon Russia to accept the Baruch
proposal, and Idid think that if they con-
tinued .to refuse it might be necessary
actually to go to war. At that time nuclear
weapons existed only on one side, and
therefore the odds were the Russians-
would have given way. I thought they
would, and I think still that could have
prevented the existence of two equal
powers with these means of destruction,
which is what is causing the terrible risk
now.

Freeman: Suppose they hadn't given
way, would you have been prepared to
face the consequences'? You would have
used these weapons on the Russians in
spite of the words you have used to me
about their horror?

Russell: I should. They were not, of
course, nearly as bad as these modem
weapons arc. They hadn't yet got.the hy-
drogen bomb, they had only the atom
bomb (and that's bad enough, but it isn't
anything like the' hydrogen bomb), I

Thank you, TOI-ISTANLEY.
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thought then, 'and hoped, that the Rus-
sians would give way, but of Course you
can't threaten unless you're prepared to
have your bluff called.

Freeman: Do you look back to the nine-

teenth centur- on the whole with nostalgia
and regret?

Russell: It all depends on what you're
thinking about. The world was much more
beautiful to look at than it is now. Every
time I go hack to a place that I knew long
ago I think how sad it is. One piece of

beauty after another is destroyed, and that
Ido profoundly regret. But when it-comes
to ideas, there's immensely less humbug
than there was, and that I rejoice in.

Freeman: Have you written an auto-
biography?

Russell: I have, yes.

Freeman: Are you going to allow it to
be published in your lifetime?

Russell: No, not till I'm dead. In the
first place because it won't be complete
until then.rand in the second place be.
cause there are all sorts of things that
ought not to be said too soon. It may even
have to wait some time aiter I'm dead - I
don't know.
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Freeman: One last question: suppose,
Lord Russell, that this 111mwere to be
looked at by your descendants il;l 1,000
years' time what would you think it
worth telling that generation about the
life you've lived and the lessons you've
learned from, it'?

Russell: I ":lOuld like to say two things,
one intellectual and one moral. The in-
tellectual thing I should want to say to
them is this: when you arc studying any
matter or considering any philosophy, ask
yourself only what arc the facts and what
is the truth that the facts bear out. Never
let yourself be diverted either by what you
would wish to believe or by what you think
would have beneficent social effects if it
were believed. But look only at what art:
the facts. The moral thing I should wish
to say to them is very simple. I should say
Jove is. wise. hatred is foolish. In this
world, which is getting more and more
closely interconnected, we have to learn
to put up with the fact that some people
say things that we don't like. We can only
live together in that way and if we are to
live together and not die together we must
Jearn a kind of charity and a kind of toler-
ance which is absolutely vital to the con,
tinuance of human life on this planet.

(ll) \,e welcome these new rrembers:

" NEW MEMBERS,

SHAw~ A. BURKLIN/8733 57TH ST. N./PINELLAS PARK/FL/33565
BARBARA L. COLLINS/637 SOCTH 13TII ST. (28)/HUDSON/WI/54016
BERNARD DAVIS/29 p~,~ ST. (4)/BOSTON/~~/02114
ALLEN GENTIlE/755 IJIJ."lCASTERST. /PLATTI:vILLE/W! /53818
STEPHEN H. LEPP/113 \'lAWEN ST. (3)/CAHBRICGE/MA/02140

RICHARD LYNCH/9615 LlVENSHIRE DRrVE/DALLAS/TX/75238
JEFF M. ~~SHINSKY/4117 JONES BRIDGE RO~D/C~Y CHASE/~ID/20815
ROBERT S. YON'TEMURRO/588 AVE. DALLAIRE/QUEBEC/Cfu'JADA/J9X 4V9
MICHAEL J. ROCKLER/5105 NORTH PARK DRIY~/P~~SAOKEN/NJ/08109
KERJ'IITROSE/ 1914 OOSEDALE/TALLAP.ASSEE/FL/32303

PHlli SHAPIRO/5201 GlEVY CF.ASE PK'NY. ,NW/WASHINGTON/rc/20015
ZACHARIAH SHUSTER/27 W. 7~ ST. (HarEL OLCCfIT) /NY/NY/10023
RICP~ C. 'SLAGLE/USS ~~IN~RN~f,FFG-8/FPO MIAMI/FL/34092-1466
STEVE SPRAGUE/2836 E. 1ST ST./LO~~ BEACH/CA/ 90803
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NEW (OR CORRECTED) ADDRESSES

(12) \~l1ensomething is under lined , only the underlined part is new,

DR. TFJ~US CATS?}ffiAS!no adequate address available
ALEX DELY/8522 E. Helen Place/Tucson, AZ/85715
DR. STEPHEN HN,ffiY/124 Bibb Road 9~/Huntsville, AL/35801-3225

DR. CHFFLES W. HILL/Rte 7, Box 1414/Covington, LA/70433
JOHN R. LENZ/511 w. 112thSt:(7) /N'{ NY/I0025
DANIEL J. O'LEARY/5562 Bear Road (M2)/N. Syracuse, ~IT/13212

DR. CARL SPADONI/56 Dalewood Crescent/Hamilton, Ont./Canada LBS 4B6
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BR AND THE ATOM BOMB

(13) AnoG~er ooinion.Last issue we reprinted I.P Stone's disapproving vi€w of BR's apparent willingness in 1946 to
atom-bomb Russia, if necessary, to bring about war ld government. HA,.Q,m.RUJA di.saqreed with StDne. This is hew
he expressed his disapproval of Stone's disapprova:;' , in the Nay 1973 issue of "Hunanist in Canada":

Did Stone Come To Praise Rl~?
Whether that was a nettle LF, &-eitle got
hold of et the Russ-ell centeaary eoe-
Iereoce at Mch!vS-ter 01' Ju.;;tro.-n~',lifu9
spaghetti CM only be d!>C\rlo."d. I &l.\?"

pose, whea hl.z t~ 'I! p;r'1l1w.l M<\njl
evtdence evalueted. BLt -..hat mystlfied
me when I listened to him in Hamiltoo
last Octcoer end watched the reactions
oCthe audience - and !'till mystifies me
..- Is how Stale could consider himself,
and be considered, an admirer of·
RusseU while 8CCIlsJr1J him of having
advocated droWlng atom oom~ on
RUllsia without prol'OC!tlon and in time
of Peace. •

When I d!!plted Stene'! inter]:l'etations
and declared that be WBS at ~
!X'aising Russell with Ceint damns, I
Wall &!louted down by the 1,COl other
RusseU "admiren" in the auditaitlIll,

As a child, $!ooe told us, he went bodly
into dliIk corners and found rotlllIliito
Iear; now S.oo~'gC'(~ inVl t..~e Ildark:
eornera' 0-( ~...seU IS career and finds II

o]()Q<i,l.."JirEtymocster, r••dJe&Jy ""gL>tg
A;J';~riea 0'..1 to 011183 destruction of the
lnbabilants 0{ one of tile most IlOp'.1JOlla
countries 00 'C0rth.

I myself am skepticm that the rom"" la
lIS "dm'It" <II> Stooe s',\,posez. RsUl •.•.,
StlJlte ••=~Bimply to be pfrJJecting the
!c\e-o!(,g'j of co~jrontatiol'l (Y.'1i'l<:1l en to
&:t1l>el!.'z WOrG5 instead of app;oxiat\.il:i
them Ilf. a dctmnined. r/HI'.E.p> even a
d."'r~'El/.e, attempt I:J UJ.li.'~ advantage
of il wl\q\le09p'1rtl\nity to, eo,tat>iish <Jl
authe.l~ic -'f.':\"Jr[dgover"llrnent ano Ufl.t5
8SBa,'!! I",ace for !UUI"e gCi'2I'ati9"~,
~~rr.ap!! .!\I~" 'uvi.ng .int~nki;..ldtJ1"Om

exdw:Uon, If. an Stone lusists, H"""cil
W'lll prop::-sing diaOOlical '<lUSUrel! in
tlie indulgeoc€ of rancor agillllll! t:w

Soviet Union, then why does be not call
him a devil and "itlldraw from the
=pa.ny of Russcll~cimirera?

Stone entitled his address. "Bertrand
Ru;,sell as a Moral Force in WOt"ld
Politics". How troruc in the 'Ugh! of ita
content! The r,otle title roes greater
justlce to the man than the speech did.
When ooe br'.ngs to mind some of the
events In Russells long public UIe
which th~ chacaeterizadon fits - from
his de:w'l':lalions in 1914 of the liara,
froia,and brutes wOO embroiled his
country in 'Iit;!8-t lTooically came to be
called ,,!,..-e "reat War' to the challenge
wilhin our Owtl memory to Lyndon
Joh!\t.OO ~ ill"":! tr1!li l!.5 a war crtmical
fer r..u. Ol!'iM;;;ti:\n Of the land and
l',,-'C'plc 01 Vi~-.-n- OIle cannoe help
feeilil.g pllilll$ of ctluppointmen! that
5::0C'Jt!cbese inmJ.~ to misccestrue, U
A bit ol l&il •.tic co(o .•••1lr jargOll, litJat,

-----_.__._-------..,---

In context, i& • ~alJ.lltlc, c<:lld~'
ll!!l.al)"Ita ct thoe l'!"l'IP'!Ct:I fur pIllfC1lt,od

the Itkely ways of achieving it., His
performance. in the light oi wtllU . it
could have oeen, must strrke thecandid>
observer as Detty. perhaps even
maliCIOUS, a travesty on the nobility of
the man we had come together to hooor.

1 Let the reader judge (Of himself i:rf
examination o! some' of R~3eJj's
wnungs o{ the perrod. See. e.g., '!'he
Outlook (or Mankind", Ustener, 13
M!lrch 1947, 37, 37002; "The In-
ternational Bearings of Aromlc WUo

fare," Lnl~d Empire. January 19>48.l~.
18 • 21; "There is Ju.->t One W'!y To
Peace," :'>fAclean' •• 1 January 1~8. n
(t). 7-3. 33-5; "The F'Jtllno( Manidnd,"
Un!"'9wJIl' Eueyl, lAndoo !< ~'ew·
York, 1950.

ABOUT BR'S WRITI~~S

I

The Lure. We don't know anytlting about; Jacob Needham except; that he teaches youngsters and has written
book, The book is titled, "The Heart of Philosophy" " and here is a bit of it, with thanks to MIKE TAI~"T:

!
have tried ailing people about their own ,do!=n~: What "'os
the most important book fat themwhen thev were yr)lm", What
turned them on to serious ideas? I ask them that because I have
been scrutinizing every book in my library tryir::; to find at least
the right readings to start with. But every book Of author men-
tioned is one ! have already considered and rejected. Spinoza?
Toodidicult, Hermann Hesse? Too sentimentaL Plato? Of COUI>e,
but not to begin with; they will have heard too much about him
from other sources. Grimm's fulry tales? Rich with real ideas, but
teenagers are still too close to childhood to approach them freely.
Nietzsche? Camus? Too subjective. Kierkegaard? Too subtle-

, and also. although anyone with a search can see he is as far as
.possible from being conventionally "religious," young people would
be too distracted by the Christian language of Kierl:egaard; one
can't begin with Kierkegaard. The Stoics-Epictetus and Marcus
Aurelius? No, although I myself had been deeply moved by them
when quite young. Examining Epictetus again two months ago. I

was disappointed by the moralizing tone that the Victorian trans-
lations had put into his writings. Moralizing in any form is the
kiss of death in pondering great ideas.

So I have thought again of how I first became interested in
ideas when I was young. What author first helped me? The answer
surprises me: Bertrand Russell.

Had anyone advised 'me to start my class with Russell, I would
have dismissed the suggestion out of hand. I had not even consid-
ered his work over the summer-Bertrand Russell. lucid, winy,
skeptical, a principal founder of modem logical analysis who ap-
proached the great questions of philosophy with little more than a
very sharp pencil in his hand; Russell. who brought into the twen-
tieth century the faith of the Enlightenment in scientific method
as the model of understanding. who could dispose of Plato In a
paragraph, or the whole of the religious traditions-of mankind in a
brief and amusing chapter. No, not Russell.

Then how to explain the immense impact that his writings haG
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on me when I was sixteen? Although he cleverly tears at every
ancient and medieval metaphysical doctrine, 1 did not fed clever
or even wish to be clever after reading him. Although he demon-
strates the logical fuws in the Western idea of God. he did not
shake my belief in the existence of a Creator-on the contrary.
Master of the modem scientific canons of knowledge, he pictures
man as a wisp of consciousness in an immense, indifferent uni-
verse that will inevitably snuff out his life and the very memorv of
his life on earth. Then why did I keep turning to his books for the
very thing Iwould wish to bring to my own students-a sense of
man's enduring place in a greater scale of reality?

I remember to the day and hour the first time I read Russell.
It was shortly after the start of my third year in high school. Ihad
just earned my driver's license and on Sunday mornings I used to
take the family car and drive out of the city in order to be by myself
in some wooded area. On the seat next to me was a pile of books
representing the week's fOr.lging in the public library. Iremember
that at that time Iwas very taken with the novels of Thomas Hardy;
their austere representation of the human condition confirmed, in
some sweet way, my own loneliness. This time, among the books
beside me was one I had picked off the library shelf without think-
ing too much about it: Human Knowledge: IlJ Scope and Limits
by Bertrand Russell.

Imentioned loneliness. but [ don't mean to imply anything
beyond what many, if not most. adolescents experience in our
culture as a result, I believe, of their not being sufficiently occu-
pied. This problem takes on a colossally destructive dimension.
however, when it exists within the confusion that has now spread
evervwhere about the nature and function of the family. To my
mind, the question exists in the following form. The familv is the
matrix of the growth of feeling in man. Modern psychological
theories of the family have concentrated mainly on the emotions
ofloving acceptance and personal warmth. T raditionaJists stress its
function of inculcating moral values and a sense of responsibility.
Others speak of preparing the child "for life," and there are count-
less other theories as well as numerous experiments being tried
throurhout the modem world "'ith different forms of the family.
But something seems to me to be lert out in all these views of the
role of the f.Hnily, and this something has to do with the true range
of feeling that is possible for man and necessary for his complete
development Father and mother: Sooner or later in every individ-
ual Iii" something must take their place, something that is not
external. In a grown-up man, wbt is the source of aspiration and
love of seli? What guides one's o•••n individual struggle for Being
in a grown-up man? From what place in oneself comes authentic
shame and authentic pride? And to what. and with what quality,
are the impulses of reverence and honor directed in a grown-up
man? These lee not rhetorical questions and I hope 1 will not be
misunderstood if I tentatively propose an answer. As a child loves
father and mother, so the man may come to love truth.

Creek north of Philadelphia, I was encased in self-pirv. On the
way, I had tuned the radio to whatever music would support this
emotional state, and now I regarded all the beauty around me
through its lens. Anything to intensify it, anvthing to bring emo-
tion of any kind. It was the only wav I could feel alive. Surely,
that is the fundamental meaning of the boredom that begins to be
such a dominant fact of life when •••..., are young: the yearning for
emotion. Out of this yearning rome many things-including some
forms of crime.

I picked up a book and began to read-it was Hardv's [ude the
Obscure, perfect for the mood I was in. But right beneath it was
the Russell book, and the title, Human Knowledge, drew me.
While enjoying the crushing sorrows of poor Jude, my mind kept
wandering to the title of Russell's book. I soon put down Hardy
and took up Russell.

I stayed glued to that book for the next three hours without
even thinking of lunch. Why? What happened'

Iwasn't able to follow much of Russell's sophisticated thought
about science and human exoerienc'e. So there was no question of
this teenager agreeing or disa~eeing with his point of view. Some-
thing much more important and elemental was taking place in
me. Russell spoke about human language and I realized that lan-
guage exists-I spoke language. j read language; poetry and novels
and books, and perhaps music and art were also language. He

.discussed space and time, and 1realized that space is ail around
me, that everything exists in space; and time flows everywhere, I
am in it, everything is in it-but what is it? And there is ethics;
my worries and problems-were they not ethics' And there is
mind-l have mind and I have a body, and everything Isee is a
body, but where is the mind? My loneliness dissolved; it simply
dried up as the various aspects of myself were presented to me as
objects of inquiry in the large world. Iknew then that there exists
something that one rrught callejanty. 1 knew it as a feeling, a
wish. It was an entirely new feeling and yet. at the same time.
strangely intimate and warm. Critics of the ccntemporaryera often
speak of the sense of alienation and cosmic loneliness produced oy
the modem emphasis on the scientific attitude. Thev have their
point, but it has no weight when placed against the iirst taste of
objectivity toward oneself. There is nothing cold about it. On the
contrary, then and only then did I first begin to feel that there is a
home for man behind the appearances of this hapoyiunhappy
world. I could not read many more novels after that in my ado-
lescence. Inever even finished Jude the Gbscure.

So now I look upon this summer's efforts to prepare mv course
as somewhat beside the point I have been worrying too much
about the content of the course and not enough about the search
that need! to be brought to all philosophy. no matter what its
content, I don't agree with Russell; Ibelieve his vision of real ity u
shallow,' his concepts of human nature and knowledge lead n0-
where. Yet his is a greater mind than my own, and I once needed

• to listen to it
Today is September 10 and in two hours I meet with my young

class for the first time. 1 feel that I am back at square one. Yet. for
some reason, I am not nervous about it anymore.

That particular Sunday was especially dreary for me. The Sun-
day boredom had set in even before noon. By the time I parked
the car near an especially beautiful stretch of the Wissahickon

CONTRIBUTICNS

\'le acknO'N'ledgewith thanks the contributions made by the follcwing membersto the BRS Treasury during the ~st
six rronths i MICHAEL BRADY, STEVE DAHLBY, l-LlCE DARLINGTON, EOB DAVIS, LEE EISLER, DAVID GOLCMAN, BI~ GREGORY,
CHARLES HILL OPHELIA & JAHES HOOPES, OCN JACKANICZ, HERB U\..NSDELL, HER'1AN LEFKCWITCH, GLADYS LEITHP.USER,
SUSANA MAGGI: JIM l'K:rtlILLIN1S, STEVE REINHARDT, HARRY RUJA, G.ROL SMITH, C.~L SPll.DJNI, TI!olOTIIY ST. VI}''CEN"T, ..10.\1
STANLEY, RAHJN SUZERA, HERB & BETTY vccs, JOHN WlLHEIJ.1, VI1\1CENI' WILLIAMS, JUDITH & TERRY ZACCONE.
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THESUBJECT

(16) roes the subject of rroney bore you, exci.te you, or nei ther ? It doesn't bore or exci.t;e us either. ;-le just want
the BPS to have enough of it to be. able to trove forward,

For instance, we'd like to acqJire a lot rrcre memters, not because bigger is necessarily better but because --
in this case -- the greater the number, the greater the financial stability. And that is a prerequisite for
our long-run survival as an organization.

BUT...

To acquire iTOreme~~rs:
tde1 d have to advertise rrore, That takes rroney,
We'd have to ~aJ(e sur/eys. That takes iTOney.
Wemight wish to hold contests, and offer prizes. That takes ITDney.
Ive might think of other things to do, to stimulate interest in the BRS. They will all take money,

furtherrrcre, results are not guaranteed. Wemight spend the rroney and not get resul cs , Wecan hardly afford
that new.

BUT•..

If we had some e.'<tra rroney, we could afford to take sorre chances. \'i'ecould afford to go after a substantial
number of new members.

That's why we "lOuld like to have some excra rroney•••for the serious business of trying to increase our
r.embership: .. and our life-e.:,:pectancy.

*
If you thi.!1.1.::trii s makes sense, and youd like to lend your support,here's hew to do it: when you've got some
rroney to spare, send it along to the BRS Treasury, c/o the. newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom. ive'll put it
to good use. Thanks!

BRS LIBRARYNE",iS

(17) Librarian TomStanj ey reports:

Book sales have picked l!P considerably since the list was printed in RSN 45.
A few are now unavailable from the publishers. ';Ie have these additions:
Into the Tenth Dec,,!:.dedemy ltto, wr aps , Spokesman Press
IT"":A handsome brochure, IlTofusely illustrated, prepe.red in honor of Russell's
90th birthday. An essential addition to all Russell libraries. "•••••• 3.00
Appeal to the ~merican C~l~~c~ 8pps. fold-out format, demy 4to, Spokesman
A 19bb sta~ement on the war in Vietnam ,••••• ~•••• ~o •• n ••••••••••••••• 2.00

The IncornD,,:t~bleP:Z:~.!.beci~S:An. Essay_on Science and Liberty in the PoE tical
\¥rl'tln!!S 01 Dertranu Hilssell by i.ou i s Greenspan. ;:itiffwraps 110saic Press
IT Wri't"tenin a d.i st in r.Lve , Luo f.d style and based on exb.austi~e research, this
book should provoke mUCD debate in the grow~~g literature of Bertrand Russell"
A review of this item by fi~rry RUja is in Russell: 33-34 •••••••••••••4.00 .

I'd like to suggest that each of us donate a Russell book to our local library.
}lany of them will acknowledge the gift With a bookplate:" Given by the Bertrand
Russell Society"
Merv Griffin has agre~d to donate a video-cassette of his 1965 interview with
Russell. Dealing almost exclusively with the war in Vietnam the bulk of this
talk was printed in RSN 36. I have not as yet received the tape but it will
certainly be available for the annual meeting. '
We are indebted to'UNESCO for their donation of four photos of B.R. at the
Kalinga Prize Award ceremony.

(18) Books to lend:

W1en no author is indicated, the work is by J3er+...randRussell. The doner ' ~
narre appearsat the end.

1. flistorj o.f \'~ste0 Philosophy. Jack Ragsdale.
2. Mystl.c~sm&'1ClLoci.c,
3. Bertra'ld RusselPsBest. Ra:ron Suzara.
4. An Outlir.e of Philosopiw.· Farren Suzara.
5. Autobiography of3ertra;a Russell, Vol.l. RarronSuzara.
6. Let !,~. Die Before I vake, by Dezek Hurrphery.
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7. Essay on Ee...rtrandRussell. edited by E: D.' Klerrke. Bob Davis.
8. M:Jrals Wl.t.hout'lystery. by Lee Eisler. Author.
9. l>.ut.,'lOntv aru::i The I.ndividual. Lon Jac:kanicz.

10. Autob~c:xrra;::hvof 2er+--randRussell (in 1 VoL). DonJadCi:,;llcZ.
11. Bertrar~ Rus~ell 1872-lS70. DonJae~anicz.
12. Bertrar~ fussell - l>. Life. bv HerOOrt Cottsd1.alk. DonJadcarucz.
13. Education and tre Soc~al Ord~r. DonJackanicz.
14. Effects and Ccnqers of Nuclear \'iar. Don Jackanicz.
IS. Essays on Soc~alist Humani.sm.DonJackanicz.
16. Gerrran Social [eI;ccra....rv. DonJack.ani.cz.
17. Icarus or The Future of Scier.ce. DonJac:kanicz.
18. ~act of Sc.i.enoe0:1 sociecv, DonJackanicz.
19. An J:rJiury lI1to tr:e Vearu.r:g of Trutl •. Don Jac:kar..icz.
20. In Praise of Id.Leness , DonJac~arucz.
21. P.as Han a Future. Don JacKanicz.
22. Justice 1I1\.;a.r-~. Con Jackanicz.
23. National Frontiers and Int.e..rT'"""tionalCooperation. by Zhores !>Ed~ev.

Con Jac:kanicz. .
24. My PhilosO[)hical D=velcprrent. Con Jae~anicz.
25. Poll tical Ideals. Con Jack.ani.cz.
26. Pri.nc~ples of Social ~=nstr<.lc--..ion. DonJacka.n.icz"
27. The Prac--w.cea'1d Theory or 201she,...-ism. Con Jackf'nicz.
28. PDads of Freedan. Con .Jackeni.cz ,
29. sce~~cal Essays. Con Jae~cz.
30. Secrecy of CorresfOndence Is Guarante€d By law. by 7,h:)res 1-EQveeev.

Con Jae~anicz.
31. 'The Tarrarisk Tree. by D. Russell. Con Jackanicz.
32. Hr. \"'iUscnSp=a\;'s "frarJ<ly ... " Con Jackanicz.
33. Marnaqe arC. '·'orals. DonJackanicz.
34. Dear 2ertrand Russell. Jack Ragsdale.
35. Education i:1I'.dTIle G:x:d Life. Jae~ Ragsdale and Lee Eisler.
36. HurranKnew ledqe: Its &''''01;:13 a'1d LL'1'its. Jack Ragsdale.
37. !my I ;1.•••n tbt A a-.•ristian. .Jack Ragsdale.
38. 'The Evolution or Coriscaence, Ralph N:!WIran.Jack Ragsdale.
39. 'The Ccrouest of p,apoiness. Lee cisler.
40. The ABC 'of Relativity. Lee Eisler.
41. Bertrar~ Russell, 'IDe Passionate Sceptic. by Alan I-b:xl. Con Jacka.'1icz.
42. Iobrtals and otners , DonJackani.cz •
43. Unarrred vic--...orv.DonJac:kanicz.
44. Tl-e Bertrand RuSsell Peace Foundation its aims and its ~:dc.
45. Yes to Life. by Ccrliss Larronr., TIle Author.
46. Russell.by A.J. Ayer. Ranon suzara,
47. 'The \'Jill to Coubt. RarronSuzara.
46. The Lite of Bertrand Russell. by Ronald Clark. liamon Suzara.
49. The Problems of Philosoohy. Hamon Suzara.
50. Unpopular EssaY~. Ramon Suzara.
51. Human Society 10 Ethics and Politics. Don Jackanicz.
52. Principles and Perplexities: Studies of Dualism in Selected ~

and fo'j ction of Bertrand itussell. by Glad}'s Le.1t nau ser ,
non-Jackanicz. •

53. Photos, 1983 BUS Annual Meeting at McMaster University, June 24-26,
1983. Jim Hc Williams.

54. The Art of Fund Raising. by Irving Warner. Bob Davis
55. The Grass Uoots Fundra~sing Dook. by Joan Flanagan. Bob Davis
56. Dear Russell-Dea: Jourdain. uy I. Grattan-Guip,ess. Bob Davis57. ~hy Men Fi5~t. Dob Davis
58. Grants. by Virginia White. Bob Davis
59. Fund Raising for the Small Organization. by Philip Sheriden. Bob Davis
60. 1he Grantsmanship Center rrain~ng Program. Bob Davis
61. Nonprofit Organ1zatlon Handbook. by P.V. and D.M. Gaby. Bob Davis
62. Successful Fundra1sJ.ngfechniaues. by Daniel Conrad. Bob Davis
63.' ~ Foundation Direccory. dob Davis. .
64. Great~mericaZ'.s r~xamine Religion. by Ralph de Sola. Jack Ragsdale.
65. But For The Grace or ~od. by Peter Cranford. Jack Ragsdale.
66. Godel. Escher, Oach. by Douglas Hofstader. Lee Eisler.
67. 'rhe Collected PaDers of Bertrand Russell, Yol.I. Cambridge Essayst

1888-99. Edited by Blacc#ell, et al. Allen & UnWin.
68. The Right to Be Haof:.Z. by Mrs. Bertrand Hussell. Al Seckel.
09. Power, A New SOCIal Analysis. Al Seckel.
70. Bertrand Russell, A libliographV of his Writings. 1895-1976

Compiled by Werner Martin. Al Seckel. . .
71. Satan in the Suburbs. Al Seckel.
72. My Father, Bertrand Russell. by Katharine Tait. Al Seckel.
73. A Matter of Life. idited by Cl~ra Urquhart. Al Seckel.
74. Essays In Skepticism. Al Seckel.
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75.
76.

The Problem of China. Al Seckel.
Russell Ou General Pacts by Ausons o Marras and Russell.Freg,e,and

'tile II ~\eaning rr-;;:r-The 'l'heory of Descriptions. Papers read at
.the 1976 Me~ting of the A.P.A.

Acquaintance and Namin&.:.A Hussellian Theme in Epistemolo&l by
Augustin ll.iska and Russell on the Essence of Desire by aaymond
Frey. Papers read at ~he 1977 Meeting of the A.P.A.

On Russellian Clusters by Eugene Schlossberger and Repression in
Be r.t r and !;usselll s tron Education II by Howard Woodhouse. Papers
-readattii:'e1978 Meeting-of the A.P,A.
Definiti0!Land D.escription in Russell. 1900-1210 by Thomas Barron

and ~ussel~. and Ontological Excess by D.A. Griffiths. Papers
read art'iie 1979 Heetip..g of the X.P.A.

Russell On Lo~cal Truth.by Nicholas Griffin. The Author
Bertrand Russell anti the Origin of "the Set-Theoretic Paradoxe~

by Alejandro Ricardo Garciadiege Dantan. The Author.
Bertrand Russell. America, and the Idea of Social Justice

by Roland Si;rpmberg. The Author.
The Relevance.oLJlillr3.ud Russell To Psvcholo~'y and Be'rtrand Hussell' s

Conception til the :.leaning of Life by 'peter Cranford. The Author.
Dictionarv of the',}lind. ~latter, and Morals. Edited by Lester Dennon.

'iiom Sb.nley7"' ..
Bertrand Hussell S )eaks His Mi"d. 'l'om Stanley
'he Bertrand Russell Library of Lester Dennon , Tom Stanley

The AnaTE}~ -of Nind. Tom Stanley .-
Re l..i£Q;p:ua:r[.f~·~nce. Tom Stanley
Portraits .From'r·i(~mon. 'I'om ::itanley.
~cien'{rric Outlook. Tom Stanley.
~is(l(Jl1) of-the \oie~. Tom Stanley.
tr'i.Ie Principles of Mathematics. fom Stanley,
BeEtrand Russell: Phllosooher and Humanist. by John Lew is , Tom Stanley
The Go~cizenls Alphabet. Whitfield Cobb
~i~es in Vietnam. ~hitfield Cobb.
Tntroduction to Hachematical Philoso h • Whitfield Cobb.

be roi Bcts of ndu3trial iVllizntion. Whitfield Cobb.
rae ta..!-;l;~ ogico-Philosophicus. by wit t gens te Ln, I.ntroduction by

~ertrand Russell. Whitfield Cobb.
Freedom Versus Organization. Whitfield Cobb.
Bertrand Rutlsell and His "'·orld.by Ito na Ld Clark. W.W. Norton.
~lin~!£ide~ic: Physicians and Scientlsts on Nuclear War. Edited

by Ruth Ad'tlll$ and Susan Cullen. Physi~sfor :joei,,'l -
Responsibility.

Photos, Kalinga Prize Award Ceremont. Paris, J..;.,rlUf.l.l-Y 28, 1957. UNESCI.'.

77.

78.

79.

80.
81.

8j.
84.
85.
86.
87.
88 e :

1:19.
90.
91.
92.
93.
94.
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.

100.
101.

102.

There is no charge for torr.rowi nq books, The torra"ier pays post.aqe both '·=ys. p'
h bel

.. l.A.)W wu lease note Lie m;e--,.•a¥ r:Ost2.0e
s = ow, and remit t"w1cethat arrount when returning the cook Ia) , 0

One-Nay postage:

39t: *#1, 14,32 44,64,82, 83, 93, 94 95
69t: ** 2, 3, 4, 6, 9, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25 26, , 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 35, 39, 40, 4:,

46, 47, 49, 50, 54, 55, 57, 65, 66, .68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 84, 85, ss.
.. 87',88, 89, 90, 92, 96, 97, 98, 100, 101, 102

94t: ~:5, 7, ~O, 22, 31, 36, 37, 38, 42, 43, 45, 51, 53, 56, 58, 59, 67, S9
$1.19:rr#1, 48, 52, 62, 81, 91
$1.62:##60, 61, 63

NEARBYMEMBERS

~w ~er':ice~ Occa~ionallY a member~as asked us whether other rrernl::erslived nearby. in the past, we haven't

of other~~~~~~~1i~~ ~~~~~ :r~t~~ff~~e~'a ~~~ to a•.c~mput~r: ,we.can provide L~e ~TeS and addresses
(address on Page 1 bottom) ~_. th •.

o
oy sta~e~. 1_ ~~s lS of lnterest, wr1te the newsletter. ,. , nanu.r:.g .e stat.es ,
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RECO~1MENDED READING

(20) Ten Best Books Weinvited members, at ~ffiS ~mKI'S suggestion, to list ~~ejr 10 favorite books by authors
other than Rus~ell (RSN45-10). Here are some responses:

G.-"'OrgeKaye:

1. James L. Adams, "Conceptual Blockbusting", 2nd ed, (NY:Norton, 1979)
2. Kenneth L. Bisbee, "Your Memory:HowIt Works & HaN to Improve It" (Englew<XJdCliffs, NJ:Prentice-Hall,

1977)
3, Gilbert Highet, "Man's Unconquerable Mind" (NY:Columbia Univ. Press, 1954. (esp. pp 3-45)
4. WayneC. Booth, ed.,"The KnowledgeMost Worth Having"(Univ. of Chicago Press, 1967. (esp pp. 1-28, 109-

202, papers by Booth, Platt, Scott, Redfield, t1cKeon)
5. ~'lill & Ariel Durant, "The Lessons of History" (NY:SilTOn& Schuster, 1968)
6. Mortimer Adler & Charles Van Doren, "HowTo Read A Book"(NY: Sirron & Schuster, 1972)
7. Isaac Asimov, "l'.sirrov's Biographical Encyclopedia of Science and Technology" !(NY:Doubleday, 1982)
8. The norld Alrranac, annual (NY:NewspaperEnterprise Ass'n)
9. Ronald Gross, "The Independent Scholar's Handbook" (Reading, MA:Addison-Wesley, 1982)
10. John Bear, "HaN To Get The Degree You Want" (Berkeley, CA: Ten Speed Press, 1982)

AdamPaul Banner:
"Books that I would recorrrnend to our member"shipas wcrthy
The ivory tower economic and educational researchers have
as their patient died."

of reading in terms
accurately diagnosed

of personal 'Jnderstanding •.•
the world's economic woes

1. Paolo Lionni and Lance. J. Klass, "The Leipzig Connection" (Portland, OR: Heron Books, 1980)
2. Ivan Illich,"DeschooEng Society" (NY:Harper & RaN, 1983)
3. Ivan LlLi.ch, "Medical Nemesis" (NY:Pantheon Books, 1976)
4. Lansing Larront, "Carr-pusShock"

John Wilhelm. "My favorite book":

Alfred Korzybski, "Science and Sanity: An Introduction to Non-l'ristotelian Systems and General Semantics",
available from Institute of General Semantics, PO Box 517, Ridgefield, CT 06877

Ken Korbin

1. "The Fall". by Albert Camus
2. "The Plague" by Albert Camus
3. "St.eppenwol f " by Herman Hesse
4. "Time !-lust Have A Stop" by Aldous HuxIey
5. "Messiah" by C--creVidal
6. "A ~!ovable Feast" by Ernest Hemi.nqway
7. "Eyeless in Gaza" bv rAl.dous Huxley
8. "The Benefactor" by Susan Sontag
9. The Erasers" by Robbe-Grillet
10. "The Lake" by Kawabata
11. "Blind Date" by Jerzy Kosinsk.i

James Ma1<i

1. "The Life Triumphant" (1908) by ,Janes Allen
2. "As A ~!an'I'hi.nket.h" (1890) bv James Aflen
3. "A Pru Ioscohv of Solitude" (1933) bv John Cowper Powvs
4. "The MeaniIlg-of Culture" (1929) by John Cowper PCMlJS-
5. "Reflections of a Lonely Man" (1903) by A, C. McClung
6. "wayside Wisdom" (1909) by E. M. ~·!artin
7. "The Pl.easures of Life" (1890) bv Sir John LubJ:xx::k
8. "The Art of Thinking" (1961) by Dagobert D. Runes
9. "The Life of the Bee" (1901) by Maur-ice Naeterlinck
10. "Signs and Seasons" (1886) by John Burroughs

Keith Thompson

"Soldiers" by Rolf Hochhoff. "This 3-act play illurnir.ates the nora l issues of total war Ivith an exactitude
that only great theatre aspires to ••• That no production of this play has been staged in conjunction w~t.1-:ltJ.~e
disarmarr.ent debate seems a gross oversight."



Page 28 Russell Society Nev.'S, No. 46 May 1985

THEASURE.qDENNISDARlJI.NDI S REPJRT

(21) For the ouarter ending 3/31/85

Balance on hand (12/31/84) 586.64

Income: 23 New~1embers•••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 433.00
144 Renewals ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••. 3281.90

total dues •••••••••••. 3714.90
Contributions ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 423.50
BRSLibrary ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 120.00
!'lisc............................................................ 3.00

total income•••••••••• 4261.40 •••••••••• 4261.40
4848.04

Expend.itur es r !'lembership Corrrnittees ••••••••.••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••. 125.17
Information Corrrnittee ••••••.•.•••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••• 471.19
BRSLibrary •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 43.77
Bank charges •••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.. 24. 33

total spent •••••••••••• 664.46 ••••••••••• 664.46

Balance on hand (3/31/85) .................•............................................... 4183.58

ELECTIONOF DIRECIORS

~orrir~~.i,ns_ fer Directors, please. vIe wish to elect 9 Directors this year, for
1/1/80, \vhich will give us a total of 24 Directors. The August newsletter ~~11
voting, In this (May) newsletter we seek the candidates who will be on the ballot.

3-year
provide

terms startL~g
a ballot for

Pe are asY.ing you to nominate candidates. Any member may nominate any other memberto C€ a Director-candidate.

If you wish to te a candi.dat.e yourself, notify the Elections Corrrnittee and someone will probably nominate you.

The duties of a Director are not burdensome. Directors are occasicr.ally asked the i.r opinion about; sorre'trunq , c!'!
mail, ar-d t',,,y are expect ed to {,ake a reasonable effort to attend annual meetings, thouqn not at great expense,
The cost of attending l112etir,qs Ls tax-deductible for Directors.

\\Iewould like tD have rrore tnan 9 names on the ballot,so as to give members a choice.

,"\ bri'"f state,r.ent about the candidate should accorrpany a nomination. If you are volunteering, include a brief
statErrer.\t a..t.QlJt yourse lf .

D!xecWt·[: \"t'.ose terms expi.re in 1985 are IDU ACHESON,KENBLACK1tIELL,LESTERDENJNt<, DAVIDRJl,h'T, PMVIN KOHL,
JIl..JY(.'YnLLIAYIS,ST£VEREIJ>IBJ..PDI',jI.NDCfu..'"'OLsr'lITH. They are eligible for re-election.

* To ncerinate someone - or to volunteer yourself - write Ute Election Corrrnittee,c/o the newsletter, address on
Pa.ge l,bottom •
.._--------------------------------------------

NUCLEARAFFAIPS

(23) Do nucIear affairs get too much space in b'1e newsletter? That's what ~ asked you in the last issue (R....CN45-18).

l'nCH1\EL TAINTsays: "I think that the R.::>"N treatITent of the nuclear issue is right on the nail. From personal
experience (ie., I';n a former Titan II missile crew commander) I can tell you there's no greater issue facinq
humanity teday • I think the BRSshould continue to discuss the topic."

PRESIDE},'TroN JACKANICZI S REroRT

(24) Imrk continues on planning trie 1985 BRSAnnual Meeting. If you have never attended an Annual meeting, why not
make this your first? If you have attended one, you know how rewarding the experience can C€, of rreetir.g fTBDy

persons approaching Russell from differ-ent per spect.ives , of participating in preserrtat.ions , discussions, and
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other prOgram events,and of joining together to study/celebrate!criticize/evaluate/defend/attack/interpret
the life, yDrk and times of Russell. I ask eacfl memberto review the rreeting announcement-reservation form and
to consider taking part. liTe'dill be meeting in liTashington, CCat C-eorgetcwnUniversity and The AIrericaI1Film
Irstitut~. T~e progra~ is diverse, the setting attractive, the cost reasonable; the decision is yours.

In early April I visited Britain wis~ the intention of learning more about the possibility of holding a
future Annual Neeting there. I had or.iqana.lIy cons idered several meeting sites, but t.he appropriateness of
Carrbridge is obvious. During myvisit, I becarre convinced that Trinity College would be the ideal setting. I
was well recelved at the Trinity Bursar's Office. Officials there readily agreed that a Russell Society
meeting at Trinity would be a welcome event. The one difficulty is that the popularity of conferences at
Trinity requires reserving time and space two to three years in advance. Sot the earliest BRSAnnual Meeting
in Carrbridge would be in 1987 or 1988!

I have previously heard from some members in support of a Britain Annual Meeting. Others have expressed
disagreement. with the proposa.l chiefly because of the time and expense for our members, who are mostly
llinerican and Canadian. Between nCMand the June 1985 Heeting,I would very muchappreciate receiving additional
opinions from members. \men the BRSBeard of Directors, which is responsible for choosing future meeting
sites, meets tru.s .June, I will submit all such opinions.

villi Ie at Trinity
mam:script, fine
Shakespeariana. In
weas~ering well.

College's l'lren Library, I had the privilege of'seeing on
examples of medieval manuscripts, Newton's books,
London, I again visited the bust of Russell in Red Lion

display an original Russell
and the Capell collection of

Square, and can report that it is

ABOUT OI'HER ORGANIZATIONS

(25)
*

I.A.T.A. -- The International Appropriate Tecf1nologyAssociation -- has issuecl a call for papers for
symposiu.rn, titled "Problems and Premises in ,Appropriate Tecf1nolog'l", to be held in the Fall of 1986.
Executive Director, BRS~lemberADAl'1PAuL,BMJ."'lER,can be contacted at I .A. T.1,. ,60:; .Fast Madison Street,
Arbor, MI 48109.

(26) Palestine HumanRights Ca.-npaign was "established in 1977 to secure internationally TE~:'(X}nizedhurran rights
for the Palesc:ine peop Ie .•• " It Lssues a mom:hlynewslett.er -- physically 2.tt.::active and ver.y we l I writte_'1
and the enemy is Israel. Here is the start of the March editorial:

Israeli occupation policy has consistently relied on collaborators who ccold be 2ITI"',Q i!nd
local population. The collaborators are generally petty =iminals or E'Oli"cical f:<3CI<S
support;, in either case, s~ey are artificial creations of Israel. In t~eWf~;tp~~( tbe
kncwn as the Village Leagues; in south Lebanon they call themselves 'the Sourb Lebanon c\rmy

se~ agains~Wle
(~ith no po[Ju~",r
col l abor auor s are
(SI,A) ,

In south Lebanon, we are r.O''';watching the Israeli response to the cat.eqor.i.cal failure of its surrcqates , the
SLA, to control and intimidate the local population.

Israel's vicious 33-rronth occupat.i.on of south Lebanon has united the r:.c-oplethere in a ctasstc guerrilla
'dar against the occupier. Unprepared for guerrilla warfare,Israel placed its faith in tne SLA, only to see
it completely disintegrate when Israel announced its plans to withdraw iroT' T.€Q?~1,'1-,.

Their national office is 220 S. State St.,Suite l308,Chicago, IL 60604. There ",le al so offices in Seattle and
\vashington, CC.

FOR SALE

(27) ~lembers' stationery. 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top:"The cood life is one inspired by love and gaided by
knCMledge.*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.

OFFICERSOFTHEBE..P:£RlIND RUSSElLSCCfETY,INC.

(28) Chairman, Harry Ruja; Preside!1t, Donald I-i. Jackanicz; Vice-President, David. S. Hart; "Treasurer, Dennis J.
Darland; Secretary, JOf1nR. Lenz;Vice-President/Special Projects, Marrin Kohl; Vice-PresidentlInformation, Lee
"Eisler: "
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DIREX:TORSOF THE BERTRANDRUSSELLSO:IERTY, INC.
elected for 3-year terms, as shown

(29) 1982-84: IDU AGlESON, KEN BLACKWELL,LESTERDENONN,DAVIDHART, MARVINKOHL,JIM NCWILLIAMS,STEVE
REINHARDT,CAROLSMITH

1983-85: DAVIDGOLDMAN,OONJACKANICZ,STEVEMARAGIDES,FRANKPAGE, CHERIE RUPPE, PAULSCHILPP, WARRENSMITH,
KATETArT

1984-86: JACQUELINEBERTHON-PAYON,OOBDAVIS, ALEX DELY, ALI GHAEMI,HUGHImRHEAD, DANWRAY

BR'h'OOORED

(30) The Kalinga Prize for the popularization of science was established by UNESCOin 1951, with funds provided by
Mr. H. Patnaik of India. BR won it in 1957. In other years it has gone to Julian Huxley, Gerard Piel, Eugene
Rabinowitch, and Margaret Mead, arrong others. we reported on the 1957 event in some detail, in the November
1979 issue (RSN24-20), but had no photo. Here at last is a photo of BR receiving the Kalinga Prize (one
thousand pounds sterling, and a UNESCOgold medal), from Professor P. Auger,Director of the Departrrent of
Exact and Natural SCiences of UNESCO, wit..'l Dr. L. Evans, Director General of UNESCO, looking on. Our thanks
.to UNESCOfor supplying the photo, and to TOMSTANLEYfor obtaining it from UNESCO.
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Al\'NUALl'1EETIN3(1985)

(1) June 21-23, Washington,OC. A separate enclosure, sent with this RSN, gives rather complete details, .inciucn.nq
the program, costs,reservation form, how to get there (by car Dr from bus terminal, RR station, or
airport), etc.

To summarize: everything takes place on Georgeta.m University's campus, except for Sunday morning in the JFK
Center for the Perfom.ing Arts, Ameri.can Film Institute, /<lainTheatre. Regular sessions in the Cniversity's
Intercul tural Center Auditorium; Saturday evening's Red Hackle Hour, Banquet, and presentation of the BPS
Award, in Darnell Hall; loOgb,g in Copley Hall.

President Con Jackamcz planned this meeting and rrade the ar'ranqerrent.s , If you have a question, write him [901
6th St.SW (712A), Washington, OC20024] or phone [202-484-1398].

Be there!
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