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Ten. We are reprinting the following because we think it ought to be looked at every so often. 9 years have
gone by since we found it in BR"s Autobiography, Volume 11l (S&S:1969) and ran i.t (RSN20-14) = ",‘, first
appeared in the New York Times Magazine of December 16, 1951, where it was called "A Liberal Decalogue”. This
is how it appeared

in The Humanist (July/August 1982). (Thank you,

CHERIE RUPPE.)

BERTRAND RUSSELL'S
TEN COMMANDMENTS

Do not feel absolutely  certain 6 Do not use power to suppress
l of anything « opinions you think perrucious.
for If you do the opuuons  w|il sup-
2 Do not think It worth while to press you.
« produce  belief by concealing
evidence.  for the evidence IS sure to 7 Do not fear to be eccentric In
come to light. « opinion. for  every opimon
nov.' accepted was once eccentric
Never try to discourage  think-
3. ing, for you are sure to sue- 8 Find more pleasure in intelli-
ceed. « )i\t disse nt than In passive
agreement. for. if you value intelli-
When you meet wub Oppos.- gence as you should. die former im-
4. tion, even If it should he from plies deeper agreement than the latter.
your children.  endeavor rc overcome
it by argument. and not by authonty, 9 Be scrupulously truthful.  even
for a victory dependent  upon authon- *+ when truth IS inconvenient,
ty is unreal and illusory. for It IS more mconvernent when  you
try to conceal N
Have no respect for the au-
5- thonr y of others. for there are :I_O Do not feel envious  of the
always  contrary  aurhonucs to be * happiness  of those  who
found. live 10 a fool's paradise, for only a fool
will think that it is happiness.
BR QUOTED
Q Who is the author of this simply marvelous
« and unforgettable quotation: "There issome-
thiMig better than victory, and that is the avoidance
of war" ?-Adrian  Thompson, Springfield, 1/1.
Better than victory, from Parade Magazine (2/1/87, p.2), =-=-- >
with thanks to WHITFIELD COBB and piN JACKANICZ. A Those memorable  words have been credited
.to the late Bertrand Russell-British philoso-
pher, mathematician. writer and winner of the Nobel
Prize in literature in 1950,
*Russell Soc~ety News, a quarterly (Lee E~sler, Editor): RD 1, Box 409, Coopershurg, PA 18036
Russell Society Library: Tom Stanley, Librarian,

Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088
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BY BERTRAND RUSSEIL

My Impressions Of Australia 1is the title of BR"s fourth talk over Australian radio, on August 23rd, 1950

At the end of my eight weeks in Australia 1 have formed some impressions, but, being gathered in so short a
time, they are, of necessity, very superficial, and likely to be in many points mistaken. There 1is one thing,
however, about which 1 am confident that | am not mistaken, and that is your great kindness to visitors.
Everywhere 1 have received generous hospitality, and | have experienced every wish to make my tour a pleasant
one. For this I wish to thank all who have contributed to so pleasant a result.

|

It is natural to an Englishman to compare Australia with the United States. | had expected to find great
similarities, but, 1in fact, 1 have been more struck by the differences. It has seemed to me that Australians
on the whole are happier than Americans. They do not seem to have the same restless itch to be always doing
something else or being somewhere else. No doubt American restlessne 1is bound up with American energy and
enterprise, and it is possible that if Australia were inhabited by Americans, its resources would be developed
more rapidly, but if so, this result would be dearly purchased at the price of universal discontent. The
possibilities of development in Australia seem to me to be enormous. 1 think that"some of the inhabitants of
your big cities are perhaps insufficiently aware of the possible importance of vast undeveloped rural regions.
I am 1in no degree opposed to industrial development in Australia, but the importance of your continent in
relation to world economy must be as a producer of food and wool, 1in regard to both of which there is [likely
to be an increasing world shortage. The very little that | have been able to see of your northern regions has
persuaded me that by means of science and collective enterprise, they can be made immensely more productive
than they are at present. It has been said by some that these regions cannot be developed by white labor
alone. 1 do not believe this. White men living 1in your tropical north seem just as healthy, as well developed
and vigorous, as those who live in the south.

I have been struck by a curious difference between individual feelings and technical necessities,
particularly 1in your more sparsely populated areas. people®s feelings are those of pioneers. They believe in
individual enterprise, and in what they can achieve by their own energies. In America a hundred years ago when
the West was being conquered, this mentality was largely adequate. There was abundance of timber and water; a
man could build his own log house, and, as soon as the ground was cleared, he could raise crops. But in
Australia the situation is different. Only by very great capital expenditure can its resources be developed.
The Snowy Mountains irrigation project -- to take a well-known example -- requires an expenditure which 1is
beyond that of private capital. Throughout the sparsely populated districts, vroad, vrail, and air
communications are vital, but cannot be expected to yield private profit. The admirable flying doctor

service, which 1is mainly supported by those who use it, requires a government subsidy, which, 1 should have
thought, ought to be larger than it is. The scientific study of possibilities 1is evidently a matter to be
undertaken at Government expense, and while something 1is being done in that direction, | am sure that much

rrore could be done with profit to the community. The individual Australian pioneer 1is in all these ways
[more] dependent upon the Government than the pioneers of other regions in former times. He 1is rrore impressed
by activities which the Government forbids than by those which it makes possible. | think perhaps this
attitude is wholesome since it prevents urmecessary encroachments upon individual liberty, but it can be
carried too far if it involves refusal to vote public money where public enterprise is essential.

IT your resources are to be developed as they should be, you vrequire, side by side with technical
developments, a corresponding increase of population. This 1is necessary also on other grounds: if Australians
are to hold their own as a white man®s outpost on the borders of Asia, they can hardly hope to be successful
while their population 1is no larger than that of London. From the point of view of defense, as well as from
that of development, there should be energetic encouragement of imnigration on a large scale, even though this
may involve considerable capital expenditure. A European who has never been in your country does not easily
realize the difficulties involved in your geographical position, and | count it among the benefits | have
derived from my time among you, that 1 am more aware of your international problems than 1 was before. A long
term solution of these problems 1is only possible by a parallel development of technical progress and large
scale immigration.

No country is perfect, and you will, I am sure, bear with me if | mention some matters in which | think
improvement 1is possible.

I have had some opportunity of studying the treatment of the aborigines in Australia, and while | am aware
that this is rapidly improving, there seems to me to be still room for a considerable advance. Both popular
feeling and the police seem unwilling to grant to the aborigines elementary rights of justice. Their tribal
organization is largely dissolved, their best lands have been taken from them, and many of them are left
helpless through no fault of their own. This places a heavy responsibility on white men, and those who are
endeavor.ing to fulfill this responsibility deserve, | think, more cooperation from the general public than
they are apt to receive.

Another thing in which 1 think there is much room for improvement is your sources of public information. There
has been a general belief in Australia in recent years that England was in a bad way, and that people Wwere
suffering from an insufficiency of food. The truth is that the average inhabitant of England has begn
receiving more adequate nourishment during the last few years than at any previous period in history. This
misinformation which has been dissemirBted in Australia has been part of a deliberate propaganda against the
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Labour Party. TheLabourParty in England, whenit cameto powerin 1945, was faced with a very difficult
situation, which it coped with vigorously and honestly without too muchregard for popularity. I wonder non
Australians who believe that England has been in a bad wayaccount for the fact that so few of those who
desire to settle in Australia are English? It is true that nON, ONingto the threatening international
situation, England will be obliged to revert to a regime of austerity from which it had emerged, but there
would certainly be no less austerity if a different Governmentvere in power.

one of the most noteworthy characteristics of the modernworld is increasing integration. It is less and less
possible for communitiesto live to themselves. In old days a village could live on its produce with very
little relation to the outside world; but nowthis sort of thing is impossible. In the early Eighteenth
Century in England, roads were almost impassable, but were the only meansof communicationbetween different

places. In such a community local feeling could develop without muchharm, but few villagers needed a
knowledge of world conditions. Nowall this is different. The profit to be derived from sheep or cattle

depends upon the export trade, and export dependsuponcomplicated conditions of currency and trade
agreements. Remote regions are utterly dependent upon meansof communication, and will be more and more
dependent upon large scale irrigation works and upon scientific research. Since watersheds have no respect for
State boundaries, large irrigation worksare likely to require action by the CommonwealtBovernment. Local
feeling, whether in a city, a district or a State, is liable to becomean obstacle to development, and the

functions of the CommonwealtBovernmenwvill, for technical reasons, almost inevitably increase. Beyondthe
confines of Australia, the fortunes and the very lives of Australians maydepend upon distant events -- upon
the for't.unesof war in Europeor the Middle East. For goodor for ill, the world has to be thought of as a

unity. Anatombombdropped on NewYork might be as fatal to Australia as an atom bombdropped on Sydney. we
have to learn to makeour thoughts less parochial than they used to be -- not that we should cease to love our
own country, whichever it maybe, but that we should realize morefully than someof us do non the fate of
our owncountry is linked to that of others. This is the sort of thing that -could be taught in schools and in
the course of instruction in history. I think all this could be taught in a wayto give the Australians an
increased sense of their individual and collective importance in the history of the human species.
Civilizations which owetheir origin to western Europe have discovered a way of life in manywaysbetter than
any that former times have known, and this is especially notable in Australia. Youhave in Australia no
great poverty. Youhave opportunities of enterprise for all whoare energetic and vigorous. Youhave a vast
country to be conquered. Youhave freedomand derrocracy, and a high level of general education. You have
diffused throughout the population various good things which in former times were the privilege of a
fortunate minority. If our Western wayof life were to becomegeneral, these advantages could in time extend
to all parts of the world. But if the world is to revert to a formof governmentin which the few can
tyrannize over the many, as happens wherever the Russians have control, = mankindwould lose -- perhaps for
centuries -- the possibility, which nowexists, of makingthe wholeworld as happy as Australia is already.
YouAustralians have a great part to playas pioneers, not only in the developmentof your continent, but in
pointing the wayto a happier destiny for manthroughout the centuries to come. This is a noble ambition, and
I should wish to see it inspiring your national life and the thoughts and hopes of the young. | am a firm

believer in your capacity to play your part in this great work, and | leave your shores with morehope for
mankindthan 1 had before I cameamongyou.

[Thankyou, TONSTANLEY]

H~RS

a.M. Asyou mayrecall, we have at times past reported on honors awardedto BR. For the presentation speech
that acc~nied BR's Nobel Prize for Literature, 1950, see NL7-52. Hereceived the Prize for being a
"brilliant champion of humanity and free thought". BR's response on this occasion became a
chapter, "Politically Important Desires,” in his book, "Humarsociety in Ethics and Politics”. BR received
UNESCOKalinga Prize -- "for the interpretation and dissemination of science" -- in 1951. The presentation

speech, and BR'sresponse, can be found in RSN24-20. The SonningPrize -- "for the advancementof European
civilization"™ -- wentto BRin 1960; the presentation speech, and BR's response, are printed in RSN25-21.

All this is prelude. Wewanted to print the citation that accompaniedBR's Order of Merit (a.M.).

No.luck. There isn't any citation.

But the quest wasn't entirely fruitless. Welearned that the Order was founded in 1902, is awarded "in
recognition of eminent services rendered in the armedservices, or toward the advancementof art, literature
and science. It is opento both sexes. Except for honorary membersfrom overseas, the Order is limited to 24
persons." Somecurrent Members: Sir lIsaiah Berlin, Sir William Walton, Professor Dorothy Hodgkin, Mr. Henry
Moore. We found this information in an excellent 28-page booklet, "Honoursand Titles in Britain” (1952),
which was sent us by the British Information Services, NYC.The newsthat there isn't any citation was sent us
by Sir EdwardFord, K.C.B.,K.C.V.O., Secretary and Registrar, the Order of Merit. His address is Central
Chanceryof the Orders of Knighthood, St. JamesPalace, SWIAEG. Using the booklet, we found that K.C.B. is
for Knight Corrrnandesf The MostHonourableOrder of the Bath, and K.C.V.O.for Knight Commandesf The Royal
Victorian Order.
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PUGWASH

Ihe 14th Pugwash Workshop on Nuclear Forces was held in Geneva, SWitzerland, on 13 and 14 December,
1986 eeespecifically to explore ways to reduce the danger of accidental nuclear war. 34 scientists and public
and military figures from 15 countries took part as individuals,not as representatives of their governments or
other agencies. What follows are excerpts from the "Statement of the Pugwash Executive Corrmittee"”, which was
sent  to us by the Pugwash office, and received on 3/8/87. [Most BRS members will recall that the Pugwash
rrovement was started by BR in 1957 .

Starting a nuclear war would be likely to lead to national suicide and global catastrophe, and therefore
could not be justified by any rational purpose or recommended by any responsible leader. Consequently,
nuclear war is unlikely to be started by rational leaders who correctly perceive the consequences of their
actions.

The rrostprobable initiators of nuclear war are irrational acts, mistakes, and malfunctions. Irrational
leaders or groups may come into control of nuclear weapons. Leaders who are ordinarily rational may act
irrationally under the intense pressures of a crisis or simply may fail to correctly perceive the
consequences  of their actions. And mechanical or electronic malfunctions may precipitate chains of events
leading to nuclear war in spite of corrective actions -- or in concert with irrational or mistaken actions
_ by the human participants in the process. These are the dangers conm:mly combined under the heading of
"accidental nuclear war".

The only way to eliminate completely the chance of nuclear war is to abolish nuclear weapons.

The systems elDPloyed by the major pCMers to maintain control over their nuclear weapons 1in peacetime and in
war (denoted cJi, for Conmand, Control, COI1TI1Ullicationsnd Intelligence) are complex, sophisticated, and
largely secret. It is difficult even for experts to understand all their facets -- and to discover and
correct their weaknesses. Because they are largely secret, the peer review that roots out errors in other
technical fields is absent in this one, and the dangers residing in the potential interactions of the C3I
systems of different countries are unlikely to come to light at all.

weaknesses  In C3l systems are more dangerous during crises than when international relations are calm and
stable. c3l components are known to have malfunctioned eebut few if any [occurred] during a major
international crisis. People in a crisis are likely to be rushed, frightened, tired, and confused. Layers
of safety hardware may be peeled away deliberately to bring the weapons to a higher state of readiness for
use on short notice.

Mutual  fear of pre-emptive attack magnifies the danger. If either side believes its retaliatory forces are
vulnerable to pre-emptive attack, it has an incentive to put those forces in a state of high alert, and, if
an attack seems to be under way, to try to use them before they are destroyed eee a hair-trigger posture.

The "roodernization" of nuclear forces on both sides has aggravated the fears of pre-emptive attack, [which]
has tended to increase the danger of accidental nuclear war. Development of nuclear weapons systems with
high accuracy, short flight times, and numbers sufficient in theory to attack the retaliatory forces of
potential adversaries, contribute to the fear that is so dangerous.

The ultimate dangers of this sort will ensue if countries decide that short-warning-time threats to their
retaliatory capacity require that the response be completely automated, relying on computers and pre-
prograrrmed reactions with no time for significant human participation.

Space-based or pop-up "defensive" weapons would have to be activated almost instantly on detection of enemy
launch, and their activation for defensive purposes could not be distinguished from their activities for
suppressing the defenses of the adversary as part of a pre-emptive attack. These systems also would pose the
threat of nearly instantaneous destruction of space-based and ground-based Ol systems. Their deployment
therefore could hardly fail to stimulate the complete automation of the processes for starting a nuclear
war, intolerably increasing the chance that such a war would start by electronic accident. Once such weapons
were in place, it is hard to see how an automated hair-trigger posture could be avoided even in periods of
international calm.

The most essential immediate steps toward reducing the danger of accidental nuclear war are: (1) stopping
the nuclear arms race, which in the name of "roodernizing" nuclear forces" continues to lead to dangerous
deployments, (2) initiating a process of deep reductions 1in nuclear arsenals, with emphasis on rerroving
first those weapons with high capability for counterforce attack, (3) avoiding permanently the weaponization
of space”.

The proposals that emerged from the Reykjavik meetings -- combining deep and rapid cuts in strategic
nuclear forces, removal of U.S. and Soviet intermediate-range missiles from the European region, and
recommitment of both sides to strict adherence to the Anti-Ballistic Missile [ABM] Treaty of 1972 for at
least ten years -- offer a highly promising approach to the most fundamental problems eeeand do pot require
the Reagan Administration to give up research on strategic defenses.
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ELEX:TIOB DIRECI'ORS

i please. We wish to elect 5 Directors this year, for 3-year terms starting
1/1/88, which will give us a total of 24 elected Directors. The August newsletter ~Will provide a ballot
for voting. In this (May)newsletter we seek candidates whowill be on the ballot.

we are asking you to nominate candidates. = Anymember maynominate any other member to be a Director-
candidate.

If you wish to be a candidate yourself, notify the Elections Committeeand someonewill probably nominate you.

The duties of a Director are not burdensome. Directors are occasionally asked their opinion about something,
by mail, and they are expected to makea reasonable effort to attend annual meetings, though not at great
expense.The cost of attending meetings is (federal) tax-deductible for Directors.

we would like to have more than 5 nameson the ballot,so as to give membersa cnojce ,

A brief statement about the candidate should accompanya nomination. If you are volunteering, include a brief
statement about yourself.

Directors whose tenns expire in 1987 are JACQUELIBERTHON-PAY@OBAVISALI GHAEMHUGINMX>RHEADey
are eligible for re-election.

we urge last year .s candidates whowere not elected to try again this year.

TONOMINATBMEONE or to volunteer yourself

-- write the Election Committee,c/o the newsletter, address on
Page 1,bottom.

BRSAWARIEWS

Anthony T. Podesta, President and chief spokesmanof People For The American Way, which wonthe 1986 BRS
Award, will be stepping downin May1988, according to this story -- sent us by DONACKANIGZ in the
Washington Post (2/2/87) .He accepted our Awardin person, at our 1986 annual meeting in NYC,spoke briefly,

and showed a videotape, "The 'People For' Story" showing the excesses of the religious far right. (That
videotape is now in the Russell Society Library.)

. Podesta, a Democrat who has run concentrate  on public speaking and 1980 presidential ~ campaign of Sen.
UnUSlJa| EXlt the  media-oriented group  since long-range  planning. Edward M, Kennedy (D-Ma.ssA) and
television producer Norman Lear Under Podesta, People for the was a volunteer for 1984 vice-pres-
F0r Leader Of founded it in 1980, gave no hint of American  Way has grown into the idential candidate Geraldine ~A. Fer-
. what he would do next. "I'm by na-  best-financed  advocacy group on raro, said he has been approached
Liberal LObby ture a nomad, ,,.lIve never be-  the left, one that frequently clashes by some 1988 White House aspi-
fore stayed any place for more than with the Reagan  administration. rants, including  former  senator
Anthony T. Podesta, who culti- 18 months” Podesta said. "Il The group, which specializes i Garﬁ/ RHaE?d (D:]Colob) Da?d ie‘:-d‘lo'
vates an unconventional  approach spend the next year flguring out  First ~ Amendment  and religious Sep o Ifelnl o (_‘be_')' I_“_ 0es
as president of People for the  What lwant to do when Igrow up. | freedom issues, h_as raised record ”OtDP an a full-time JOI in politics. "
American  W"y, is leaving the or- don't have any particular game amounts of cash with letters attack- ) _959“? O?Cﬁﬂona T_SPOTIS o
ganization in characteristic  style. plan.” ing Attorney General Edwin Meese friction involving the excitable Po-
Podesta has given notice 16 Art Kropp, a former staffer for 111and television evangelists Jerry desta, staff members say _the de"-
months' before a planned departure the Republican National Committee Falwell and Marion G. (Pat) Rob- Iaveld d_epart_ulre was his idea. "l
in May 1988, saying that he wants ~ @nd now the groups chid fund-  ertson. lts budget has nearly dou- don't thmkﬁlti good to have a;)lgr-
to give the liberal lobby enough raiser,  will take over day-to-day bled to almost $10 million in the m?nen: o Hree;ucdracly |n_dpu e
lime "to figure out what they want management  of the group as exec- last two years. interest  groups,” Podesta said.
to do in the post-Podesta era." utive vice president. Podesta will Podesta, ~who worked for the

OFFICERSF THEBERTRARDSSELEOCIETYINC.

Chairman, Harry Ruja; President, Marvin Kohl; Vice-President, John Lenz; Treasurer,

Dennis J Darland;
Secretary, DonJackanicz; Vice-President/Information, Lee Eisler.
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IN)K REVIEW

"Berfrand Russell” by PAUIG. KUNrZBoston: Twayne,1986) is reviewed here by Flemish philosopher, William A.
de Pater, of Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (Louvain]. This review will also appear in "Review of
Metaphysics". For a brief review by MARVKOHL,seRSN52-321t has also been recorrrrendedeading (RSN51-24.]

The mainthesis of this bookis that "wefind in Russell more system than he is given credit for, and indeed
nore than he even knewhe had" (p. 135). Withthis the author opposesthe current interpretations, which
chop Russell's philosophy in pieces without any connection. Thebasic notion is that of "order"” (long
Russell's preoccupation), defined in Russell's terms as asyrrrretrical and transitive connexity. This serial

relation wouldbe omnipresent for Russell: in thought and reality, both cosmological and political (pp.41-
43). Yet the author is not blind to the fact that "not only did Russell constantly alter his theories of
truth; at any period of developmentwecan find himtaking both sides to illuminate the problem in a
dialectical way" (p- 28). ThusRussell's journey mayhave gone in different directions (p.12), but what
incited him was always "his concern with objective truth and with the explicit virtues of the Iliberal

humanitarian" (Preface). So the unity of his workmayhave to do also with Russell's staying faithful to
himself.

Thus the first chapter sets out whichwere the rebellions which inspired Russell's writings and actions

(rebellion against parental authority, against the identification of pleasure with evil, against military
patriotism,  inequalities created by birth, and religion as reinforcing these evils); it ends with Russell
looking back on his long life, finding that he had mademanymistakes, but still sticking to the ideals

which motivated these rebellions.

The second chapter sketches Russell's quest for certainty; it contains sections on belief, universals, and
truth (with a nice argumentagainst the pragmatic theory of truth, p.26). In "TheNewlogic of Relations"
the author points to the central place of Russell's otherwise neglected article in Mind, 1901: "on The
Notion of Order": here the basis is laid for his achievementsin mathematical logic.---ril this samechapter
sometechnical terms, needed for the concept of "order", are explained. Thus "connexity" meansthat in a
field, ordered by relation R, any twoterms, say ~ andy, are related either as ~ or as YRIf. In the case
of order, this implies that for any term there must be one and only one place where it can occur (p.34).
The difficulty with Russell's definition of order is, as Mr. Kuntzremarks, that it is too narrow: it
applies to linear order only, not to the cyclical one (like that of the seasons, wherein a sense winter is
a successor of itself, such that besides asyrrrretrythere is syrrrretry). Kuntznotes someother oddities as

well: the basic disorder in the world as problematic for Russell's "order-realism" (he is not a substance-
realist), and his neglect of the causal order (till in the forties he concentrated on the spatial and
temporal orders). The first oddity can be overcome by defining order morebroadly, namelyin terms of

"structure”, Le. ,as a pattern (or morespecifically: as a similarity) of relations. So Chapter Four follows

with an exposition of logical atomism, whichis based on the structural similarity between languageand the

world (an inference Russell later thought fallacious). The stress is here on the method, namelythat of

"relational analysis" (p.60), and with this on paradoxes and their solutions, such as the theory of types

and that of descriptions versus proper names. Chapter Five then fills in the metaphysical aspect; it turns

out that Russell not only criticized all previous metaphysics, but also what is called "antimetaphysics". He
did not succeed howeverin producing a metaphysics of cosmic order: he had too muchof the Anglo-Americat
inhibition for such an endeavor,he failed to unite after having distinguished, and he cametoo late to

recognize the role of causality (pp.89-92). Yet he sometimesdropped his "anxiety for metaphysics"”, e.g., in

1928whenhe cameclose to Whitehead's system (cf. pp.93 and 163 note 23).

The next two chapters are an exposition of Russell's ethics and political philosophy. Hereagain he is a
victim of his dichotomizing, in casu betweenfact and value: only during someshort periods he succeeded in
giving moreobjective foundations than only desires for what he sawas the ideal life, sumnarizedas "love
guided by knowledge". Kuntzrightly spots the problem: howcan one be an emotivist in ethics, and yet teach
morality? Much of what Russell said in these areas (andthe fact that he said it) can be explained by his
Puritan upbringing and temper; but its fanaticism was most of the time (except his last years because of
the lack of time left and the bigness of the dangers) mitigated by the skepticism whichhe professed as the
first conmandf his "Liberal Decalogue":» "Donot feel absolutely certain of anything” (p.ll). For Russell
the great evils were poverty, war, stupidity, annihilation, and bad religion (pp. 120and 136); the main
virtues are vitality, courage, sensitiveness and intelligence (pp.129-132form pleasant reading about these
virtues and what blocks them).

Chapter Eight, finally, tries to guide the reader through "the labyrinth of Russell's religion" « His
occupation with religion turns out to be moremoral than theological. Being an austere intellectual, Russell
could not arrive at an ultimate groundof order: God. Yet he was constant in ho.ldnq that the mostvaluable
aspect of any person is his personal religion, and that it is a grave defect to have none (p.135). Good
religion is motivated by hope and love (p.150). His fighting is against bad religion, which he sees
embodied' in the churches, which, instead of makingthe world better, brought cruelty, timidity, and
stupidity (ib). Asa Puritan he had to denouncehypocrisy (p.140); that his wholesale attack on the churches
was based on the fallacy of selecting instances should be explained from the samesource (p.151).

Perhaps Kuntzhas overemphasizedthe importanceof order or structure, although Russell did makeinferences
from the structure of languageto that of the world, thought of mankindas an organic whole, and replaced
sUbstances by bundles of properties. But except in the first case, the structures are not very specified,
and | can scarcely see Russell's logic (andso his analysis) as "relational. Yet the author is right in
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stressing the unity of Russell's thought. Thusthe latter's revolt against monismand idealism is not only a
question of real external relations, pluralism and the correspondence theory of truth: it is also a revolt
against the idealist's metaphysical optimism, which led the Christian thinkers whoadopted it to deny the
existence or seriousness of evil (p.143). Already the subtitle of Russell's "History of Western Philosophy"
["And Its Connection with Political and Social Circumstances from the Earliest Timesto the Present Day]
(making connection with political and social circumstances) should have madeclear that his humanistic
convictions are not that isolated from his ontology or even logic (p.117). Muchof his ethics is dominated
by epistemological questions (e.g. ,whether there can be truth in ethics) and vitiated by the sameerrors he
committed elsewhere (notably in his dichotomizing). So although in myopinion Russell's political and
ethical convictions do not follow from his metaphysics or logic, there is morecoherence in his philosophy
than scholars, blinded by the varying of Russell's standpoints, have thought. Kuntzhas done well in
introducing us into the whole of Russell (only the exposition on logical atomismshould have been a bit more
concrete). His book is relatively small, 'but extremely well documented, and yet not difficult to read.

Perhaps because it is well ordered.

GOVERNNMHENTTICS

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE'S RIGHT TO KNOW

NO MORE AMERICAN MONEY FOR MURDER,
DESTRUCTION AND TERRORISM |
REMOVE ALL U.S. MILITARY PERSONNEL
AND BASES FROM CENTRAL AMERICA,

To President Ronald Reagan:

(11) NECLContinues to focus on

e - R Since 1981, the U.S. has covertly con- Now the United States faces another crisis
Reagan Administration abuses, in --------------- ) stucted o developed in central America  with your caling on Congress 1o ap-
- “Ine military bases, fourteen airfields, a  propnate an additional $105 milion for the
the NewYork Times (3/22/87, p.E6). highly ~ soptlistjcated  intelligence apparatus Contras fo buy weapons. This unjustiied
H H d - oth it o factht Und
(shownhere reduced in SIZE) and other miltary support ~ facthties.  Under and Immoral plan must be hatted
environmental, clf:latic and terrain ccnci-
ncoe similar to Nicaragua's,  over 70,000
troops, Army Reservists and National Guard" W follo 11 ™"
have been trained in continuous military " - =
maneuvers  in Honduras. 7,500 more Na- In*.pon - tothe CIQI~
tional Guard are scheduled to be trained N ¢ _  polishaUU.S.covertaetions,
1967, ) o !
2. - End the use of miitary solutions as

We demand that you stop aU covert ac-

tivites  throughout  Central ~ America  and substitutes for diplomacy and - sup-

especially the C.IA's secret war against port the Contadonl  process for Cen-
tral America,
~trrai-O-~eth—-voa~— Tenr 3. - Strengthen  Congressional  oversight
sands of Innocent civihans, nearty hatt of and control of Executive war-making
whom are chidren, and have destroyed
schools.  hospitals  and medical  units. Mr. powers,
[WWR:nt, your shocking hypocrisy is dear- s+ - Cut off all military and economic  aid
~ seenPMgbif pretense o oppose  terrorism to the Contra terrorists. and
~ and th- Near East. but to openly S0 - Abide by the principles of constitu-
it bylgiVing ail possible  aid to the tional government,  most importanlly
In SO doing you flout international  law and the ~strict  observance  of - domestic
the decision of the WONO Court condemn- and intemational  law. This includes
the still existent Treaty of Friendship,
~~—-~eua  ~Fi~~Ca~9~~e~~~iC:i~~i~ Commerce  and Navigation  between

C.lA the United States and Nicaragua.

CORUSS LAMONT °Tr.?}n:1€|¥ﬂ- e L

EDrrHnOIR 175 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10010

Toffle  NalJonalEmetpen<:yCMIUbAtie:s CommetBe.
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|
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“The Persecution of the Jews. What Can We Do?"., by Bertrand Russell, appeared in The Berwick Mercury
12) [Berwick-on-"1"Weed, England] on July 9, 1938. It had care to the Berwick Mercury from "a little knCMI1 service

that sent columns to provincial newspapers,” says KEN BLACKWELL, to whom we are indebted for this article.

To wunderstand our age, as it appears almost. everywhere from the Rhine to the Pacific,it 1is necessary to go
back to earlier times. At the end of the wars of religion, in the seventeenth century, men discovered that
life is lroreagreeable 1if there is general toleration than if nations are divided into hostile factions bent
on destroying each other. Christian sects gave up mutual persecution, the belief in witchcraft suddenly
ceased, and in one nation after another, torture was abandoned as a recognized part of judicial
procedure. Jews, like other minorities, profited by the decay of fanaticism, although they continued to
suffer severe disabilities in Russia till 1917 and slighter ones in German till 1918. Everyone supposed
that persecution was a thing of the past; the Spanish Inquisition roused retrospective horror even in the
Irost devout Roman Catholics.

In the painful age in which we live, hardly anything is more horrible or more discouraging than the renewed
persecution of the Jews. The sufferings which are inflicted on them wherever the Nazis have JXIWErare, in
one respect, worse than those of former ages, for, 1in the past, it was, at least nominally, the religion,
not the race, that was persecuted. Jews who outwardly became converts to Christianity escaped from
oppression, except in Spain, where the Inquisition attempted by torture to prove the insincerity of
corwer sions, But when, as now, it 1is the race that is persecuted, no escape is possible except by
emigration.  The German government professes to desire that German Jews should leave the country, but at the
same time, it makes this impossible for [lIrostof them, since intending emigrants are first deprived of all
their property, and then for permission to emigrate, are charged twenty-five percent of the property they no
longer have. The result is that only those Jews can emigrate who have well-to-do friends or relations
abroad, and then only by helping the finances of the State which is persecuting them.

Minorities abroad

Many Germans, perhaps a majority, no doubt, deplore the lroreextreme cruelties perpetrated against the Jews;
nevertheless, Irost of them support the government which not only inflicts intolerable legal disabilities,
but encourages unofficial sadistic outrages on the part of its criminal partisans. From what has happened in
Austria, we know what would happen 1if Germany obtained control 1in the Sudeten district of Czechoslovakia.
Whatever grievances the Germans in those districts may have, they are utterly insignificant in comparison
with the misery which the Nazis would, 1if they could, inflict upon Jews, Socialists and Communists who now
profit by the liberality of the Prague government. Such questions cannot be reckoned by counting heads.
That millions should have put up with slight political disabilities 1is not so grave an evil as that hundreds
should suffer the extreme of torture and agony. So long as Germans treat their Jewish minority as they do at
present, they have no right to make demands on the behalf of German minorities in other countries. There Iis,
from our point of view, no justification for treating such minorities badly; but from the point of view
adopted by the Germans 1in dealing with theijr minorities, there is every justification.

Speaking historically, such liberties as are enjoyed by individuals and subordinate groups in countries
which practice toleration were originally won by majorities in conflict with wunpopular governments,
especially kings. It was in order to combat the despotic acts of rronarchs, that the doctrine of the Rights
of Man was invented, and when governments became popular the doctrine was forgotten. But the oppression of a
minority by a majority is no better, except numerically, than the oppression of a majority by a minority.
The doctrine of the Rights of Man may be indefensible in its absolute theoretical form, but as a practical
precept for the prevention of injustice and oppression it has been highly beneficial. It was forgotten when
the evils against which it was directed appeared to have been overcare; but as soon as it was forgotten, the
old evils reappeared.

A government which 1is enthusiastically supported by a large majority of the population is a great danger,
particularly if it has won its popularity by an organized appeal to hatred. This is one of the chief merits
of democratic government, that at all times not much less than half the nation are opposed to the men in
power, and free to criticize them. In the hang-the-kaiser election of 1918, we saw what an appeal to hatred
can do in our CMIlcountry; but owing to free speech and parliamentary institutions the effect was temporary.
There 1is no way of preventing occasional fits of insanity in nations, but it is only by a dictatorship that
recovery can be prevented.

Tolerance: Not Hatred

What, in actual fact, can we do to help the Jews who are victims of Nazi cruelty?
bring pressure to bear upon our CMIlgovernment to be hospitable to refugees,
granting them .permission to earn a living arronqus. In the second place, we can and should proclaim our
horror of Nazi wickedness, and our contempt for Nazi stupidity, which is pursuing exactly the same course
that brought Spain to grief in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. But | do not think that our dislike
of the"Nazis should make us willing to risk a great war. It is war and its aftermath that has made Germany
fierce, and the next great war is likely to have the same effect upon us. In the course of defeating the
Nazis 1in war, we shall acquire much of Nazi mentality, and even if they are defeated, their philosophy will
triumph. It s only in peace, by propaganda and by readiness for economic cooperation wherever possible,
that the outlook of the Nazis can be defeated.

In the first place, we can
and not too niggardly in

At the time of the Tokyo earthquake, the inhabitants of that city turned upon the Koreans
massacred  them, not because they supposed those harmless folk had caused the disaster,
and misery made them wish to massacre somebody. We and the French spread terror

living there and
but because terror
and misery throughout
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Germanyin the years after the armistice; they could not massacre us, so they turned uponthe Jews. It wasa
gesture of insanity; but if, as | firmly believe, terror and misery caused the insanity, it will not be
cured by another dose of the samepoison.

NOTEBO NUTTINESS

[This is a newsection in the newsletter. Memberare invited to send in instances of nuttiness that they come
upon.)

Martin Gardner on Shirley Mcl aine. Gardner has earned his scientific credentials. Heedited a column in
Scientific Americanfor years, and has written manybooks including, recently, "The Whysof a Philosophical
SCrivener”, and, not so recently, "Fads and Fallacies in the Nameof Science” (NY:Doverl957).

In "The New York Reviewof Books (419/87), Gardner writes about McLaine's recen~ book, "Out On A Limb"
(Bantam)

In "OutOnALimb", it is David Manning, a young occultist, whoinitiates  Shirley into a smorgasbordof
fashionable paranormal beliefs. Shirley later disclosed that David is a composite of “four spiritual rren”,
each claiming to have knownrextraterrestrials from the Pleiades. The book swarmswith occult shibboleths:
energy Vvibrations (of which love is the highest), Karma, other dirrensions, auras, OBEs (out-of-body
experiences), synchronicity, ESP, precognition, holism, Atlantis, Lemuria,~UFOsthe Shroudof Turin, and a
hundred others.

Shirley and David face the surf on a Malibubeach, arms outstretched Ilike Jesus on the cross. They
repeatedly shout in unison, "I amGod!"

David, whonever gets mad, quotes Mayanas saying that if you want to get to the fruit on a tree, you have
to go out on a limb.

Back in the Big Apple, in a taxi with Bella Abzug, Shirley tells .about;asking Maria, a Peruvian psychic,
whether Bella will get the Democratic nomination for mayorshe is seeking. No, said Maria, it will goto a
"tall manwith no hair and long fingers." Qy Mey! Could this be Ed Koch?

But Shirley McLaine's obsession with herself is accompaniedby a canny (and highly profitable) capacity to
touch the sarre qualities in the Americapublic. All four of her autobiographies are available in a boxed
set, and she is n~ workingon a fifth. Whocan guess what newastral adventures she will have to report?
What will she learn next from Ramand other friendly spooks, from the occult junk books she keeps reading?
Miss McLaineis nowon a tour through sixteen cities, giving weekendseminars ($300per person) on h<M to
get in touch with your Higher Self. She is also teaching howto heal yourself by visualizing colors -- blue
for throat problems, orange for t.he liver, green for the heart, yellow for solar plexus.

Rationality, where art thou?

Wantmore nuttiness? We've only scratched the surface. It's all there in that splendid issue of the New York
Reviewof Books.

FORSALE

Members'stationery. 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top:"The good life is one inspired by love and guided by
kn~ledge.* Bertrand Russell” Onthe bottom:"*Mottoof The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." $6 for 90 sheets,

postpaid. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.
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Christopher.
October 12,
Autobiography 1l

Farley reminisces. at the Bertrand Russell Centenary Celebrations at
1972. Farley had been BR's secretary,
p. 228) reveals BR's high opinion of Farley.

(NY:Sirrorz. Schuster,
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and is a Director

from Humanist in canada, No. 23, with thanks to ''CM STANLEY:

Many pieces of advice and wisdom
which, over the years, | gleaned from
Berlrand Russell  crowd inlo my
memory at this lime. Two of them,
poinling in differenl directions, may be
appropriale to this occasion. 00 not be
solemn,” he urged, "Observalion of life
shows one that solemn people are
generally humbugs,” On another oc-
casion he advised: "In the company of
foreigners, do not altempl a joke, It is
sure to fail,” And so | commence, nol
too solemnly and - alas' - nol too
humorously either,

When a man of Bertrand  Russell's
stature dies near the end of hi. 98th
year, his centenary is not yet the oc-
casion 10 attempt a definitive

assessment of his life and influence, In

Russell's case two particular  problems
remain, First, he was such a prolific
writer over eight decades in many
lands that his papers are still being
discovered, collected, or made
available, Secondly, we are still too
close to his own lifetime to view im-
parlially all the controversies in which
he continued 10 engage at such an

advanced age, The future of the nuclear

arms race, the relalionships of the
superpowers, and the conflict in Indo-
Olina continue to dominate  world
politics,

If | forego the lemptation to orrer an
assessment of Russell's life, 1 must
equally decline to  present a
biographical sketch, Russell's life was

so long and full and varied, his vitality
so great, that | could not begin to do
justice to it. Russell himself faced
something of this problem, On his 95th
birlhday he began 10 publish his
AUlobiography, and it soon became
clear that three volumes would still
leave much unstated, however oflen he
could refer to at leasl 60 other books
which he had already written, Here,

therefore, | must settle for something
very much less ambitious than an
assessment or even a sketch,

Unlike lhe Renaissance, our own age
conditions us to beware of exccllence in
diverse fields, Russell has slaked such
a large claim to enduring farne in
malhematicallogic and philosophy that
there is a danger that the whole man
may be overshadowed in history by one
parl of his achievement, My purpo e
here, then, is to introduce one or two
facets of Russell's lile and character
which may help to suggest the full
measure of his stature,

Disillusionment and isolation

At the age of 18,in 1890, Russell went up
to the University of Cambridge, His
adolescence had been preoccupied in
considerable  part with doubts about
religion and the search for indubitable
lolOwle<!ge,"Wha' | most desired,” he
explained of his hopes 01 Cambridge,
“was to find some reason for supposing

mathematics  true,” In his second year
he was invited to join a small discussion

society; the Aposlles. “We took our-
selves  perhaps rather  seriously,"”
Russell recalled, "for we considered

that the virtue of intellectual honesty
was in our keeping, Undoubtedly, we
achieved more of this than is common
in the world, and I arn inclined 10 think
that the best intelligence 01 Cambridge
has been notable in this respect.”
Russell went so far as 10 claim for
Cambridge that “the one habit of
thought of real value Ihat | acquired
there was intellectual honesty,” There
was, however. earHer evidence of it in
his childhood, At the age 0111, with his
brother Frank as tutor, Russell was
introduced to Euclid, but was disap-
pointed to discover that Euclid starled
with  axioms, "At  first," Russell
recalled, "I refused to accept them
unless my brother could offer me some
reason fordoing so, but he said: "If you
don't accept them we cannot go on", As
| wished 10 go on, | reluctantly ad-
mitted them pro tern."

When the first world war broke out,

shallering  the Victorian liberal op-
timism  which  Russell had largely
shared, one Olhis many sorrows was to
discover that “even at Cambridge,
intellectual honesty had its
limitations." “l had supposed,”  he
wrote about the war, “"that intellectuals

frequently loved truth, but I 1OWId

that not ten per cent 01 them prefer
truth 10 popularity,  And he recalled
one intellectual Iriend who "went out 01
his way to write about the wickedness

olthe Germans, ‘'and lhe super-human

virtue 01 Sir Edward Grey,"

In 1907 Russell had  stood lor
Parliament, unsuccessfully. as a
women's suffrage candidate, and en-
countered an irrational  popular op-
position which warned him of the gulf

between  pre-war Cambridge and
political life, Soon afterwards. he had
tried to be nominated as a Liberal
candidate for Parliament.  but it came

to nothing when he informed his in-

terrogators 01 the local Liberal
Association that not only was he an
agnostic, but he and his wile would not
be willing to attend church oc-
casionally,

Russell's honesty was lundamental to

his character, and so it had to be,
because throughout his lile it lost him
friends, comfort and recognition, By
the time 01 the first world war, when
he had completed the most demanding
and financially  unrewarding 01 his
technical work, Russell gave away the
last 01 his inherited income because he
felt it inconsistent with his purposes,
Therealter he lived by his pen and by
lecturing,  though, at times, in con'
ditions of great financial insecurity.

Near the end 01 his life, he one day
received a letter which he lelt con-

of the Bertrand Russell

tained a dishonest
he dictated a brier
signed it immediately .he instructed me
to take it straight to the post office,
Unaccustomed to such a practice, |
hesitated in the doorway. Russell
became visibly distressed. it was clear
lhat he did not think his house quite
clean unlil the offending correspon-
dence had been answered and filed
away,

proposition. At once
reply and having

10 see how such a man
could have endured lhe discipline,

deceits and hypocrisy 01 a lile in
politics. Repeatedly  his honesty and
scepticism  led him mto an isolation

which no pOlitician can afford, by
making him unpopular  with orthodox

opinion or powerful interests, In the
struggle lor voles lor women, the op-
position he encountered  was greater

even than the hostility he met in World
War 1. In 1914 he lost overnight nearly

all his Liberal friends, and despite his
doubts on the eflectiveness of op-
position to the war, he felt thal "for the
honour of human nature those who were
not swept off their leet should show that
they stood [irrn.* This road led 10 the
lossofhis  lectureship at Trinity College
Cambridge and linally' to jail. In 1916he
wrote a leaflet published by the ‘No
Conscription Fellowship' and was
alarmed to find that those Who
dislributed it were sent 10 prison. He at
once wrote to Th., Times 10 admil his
authorship, and as a consequence was
lined one hundred pounds, At the great

It is difficult

meeting in Leeds to celebrate  the
Kerensky revolution 01 February 1917,
Russell, always avoiding the easy
speech, devoted his remarks not to
Russia but to lhe men in prison at
home. He visited Russia shortly alter

the revolution and
most of his socialist

immediately  lost
friends by

publishing a book of balanced
criticisms. In 1927 he lounded a
progressive  school and suflered much
misrepresenlation 01 its aims and

methods. For his writings on Marriage
and Morals he was judicially hounded
out 01 City College, New York, and, for
a time during World War Il was pen.

niless and laboo throughout the Uniled
States, His agnosticism, olten
provocatively formulated, enraged
established  opinion, but he managed
also to upset some agnostics by urging

Ihe need lor more OQiristian love, His
call for nuclear disarmament in the
1950s put him outside the mainstream

of the NATO-oominated politics of his
country, In his 90th year he was back in
Brixton prison, trying to find some
means to warn man 01 impending

annihilation, Undaunted, early in 1963,

when most people in the West had no
knowledge 01 events in Indo-China. he
started a public campaign against the
policies 01 the United Slates in Viet-
nam, Four years later he launched his

Hay 1987

McMaster University, on
Peace Foundation.
The following

is taken
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International War Crimes  Tribunal,

whose cautious  findings were  SOOn
overtaken by the publication of the
Pentagun Papers and the admission of
massacres.

In case we are tempted to dismiss

lightly the public abuse which Russell
suffered throughout most of his adult
life, it is worth recalling the terms in
which the New York Times attacked

him in May 1967ill a feature article at
the time of the War Crimes Tribunal.

Entitled "Corpse on Horseback,” the
article likened Russell to a mediaeval

Moorish king who died on the eve of
battle, but whose stiffened corpse was
dressed, bound astride a warhorse and
led against the enemy to encourage the
troops. The article went on to describe

Russell as a "relic", "led into battle as

a totem," a  decrepit symbol,"

surrounded by “several —mediocrities

playing the role of yes men" The
tribunal, “stagemanaged" in Russell's
name, was a “pretence”. a "“shoddy
Carce" with "nonent ities who nodded
approval.” “The great philosopher,"

the article continued, “simply outlived
his own conscious ideas and became
clay' in ". unscrupulous hands." Russell
was "an automatic sounding board for
Communist  drumbeats," a hero who
had become “his own lomb", talking
“like a zombie", a "wasted peer whose
bodily' endurance outpaced his brain,"
and "an unthinking transmission belt
for the .nost transparent — Communist
lies,” who had “thrown over all ob-
jectivity."

Russell felt such wounds deeply. not
because his vanity was affected. but
because such abuse was a cheap and
effective means of reducing the public
sigmticance  of his work. About a year
later, ir, the middle of conversation, he
asked me suddenly what Ishould like to
see in my obituary notice. When |
protested that nobody was ever likely to
read or write my obituary, he persisted

“It's your duty," he explained. "If you
believe in anything important, it's Your
duty to get a good obituary for it." This
sense of public duty was very strong in
Russell, as was to be expected from his
Whig aristocratic ~ ancestry: to be a
Russell was to be a radical in public
life. Russell received many visitors at
his home in his later years. The most
damning criticism | ever heard him
make of any of them after therr
departure was: “A pleasant fellow, but
utterly lacking in public spirit."

In his childhood, his Puritan grand-
mother, Lady John Russell, who was
responsible  for his upbringing, gave
Russell a Bible and inscribed on the fly-
leaf some favourite texts. One of these
was: "Thou shalt not follow a multitude
to do evil." It was an admonition which
Russell might have written himself.
What has been less widely recognised,

however , was that Russell was not a lot
better at following a multitude to do
good. Here. in a passage which tells us
so much about Russell, is his
descriplion of London on Armistice

night, 1918:

“Late into the night J stayed alone in
the streets, watching the temper of the
crowd, as J had done inthe August days
four years before. The crowd was
frivolous still, and had learned nothing
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during the period of horror, except to
match at pleasure  more recklessly
than before. J felt strangely solitary
amid the rejoicings, like a ghost
dropped by accident from some other
planet. True, Jrejoiced also, but Icould
find nothing in common between my
rejoicing and that of the crowd.
Throughout my life Ihave longed to feel
that oneness with large bodies of
human beings that is experienced by
.the members of enthusiastic ~ crowds.
The longing has often been strong
enough to lead me into self-<leception. 1
have imagined myself inturn a Liberal,
a Socialist, or a Pacifist, but J have
never been any of these things, in any
profound sense. Always the sceptical
intellect, when 1 have most wished it
silent, has whispered doubts to me, has
cut me off from the facile enthusiasms
Olothers, and has transported me into a
desolate  solitude. During the War,
while J worked with Quakers, non-
resisters and Socialists, while 1 was
willing to accept the unpopularity —and
the inconvenience  belonging to un-
popular opinions, J would tell the
Quakers that J thought many wars in
history had been Justified, and the
socialists that J dreaded the tyranny of
the state. They would look askance at
me, and, while-continuing  to accept my
help, would feel that 1was not one of
them. Underlying all occupations and
all pleasures I have felt since early
youth the pain of solitude.”

I read aloud to Russell this passage
from his  Autobiography, for the
reading aloud of anything that gave
pleasure was a continuing part of his
life. "Was it really so?" | asked. "Oh
yes. A little voice would ask me: 'You
don't really believe that, do you?' AndJ
dido't."

Doubts

With a constant stream of visitors, and
in the thick of unorthodox plans,
Russell was in a peculiarly good
position to observe  some of the
weaknesses of frailer men. These often
took the form of excessive vanity - a
little of which he thought to be normal
- or cowardice, which he thought
despicable. He received many
promises 01 support for his public work
which evaporated. One visitor went so
far as to agree with his actions but
excuse himself on the grounds of what
his friends might think. Russell was
never again able to bring himself to
take that visitor seriously. Of course
many came to see Russell to satisfy
their own vanity, and he knew it. They
dined out for months .on stories of tea
with Russell, and often the stories came
back to him, sometimes in recognisable
form. “"Every man," Russell observed
on human vanity, “would like to be God
if it were possible: some few find it
difficult to admit the impossibility."
What troubled  Russell ~more than
human frailty were doubts about the
effectiveness  of his own actions. By the
time he had been sent to prison in World
War |, he had come to leel that he had
done what he could against the war and
there was little point in continuing. In
his later years. he saw his public work
as "a puny effort against vast forces",
and sometimes  questioned its value.

When, on occasions, he told me he was
not certain if such work had any value,
J could only reply that if he really
believed that, he would not be Jiving as
he did. "I suppose that is so," he would
say, but something of the doubts
lingered. Many strangers wrote to him
from allover the world to thank him for
writing his books. “They have changed

my life" was a phrase which
frequently recurred. This too en-
couraged Russell, and in case he

overlooked the value of his writings, |
moved all his own published works,
which occupied five shelves in his
library, from their modest place,
tucked away behind his usual chair,
and placed them opposite him.

Fame

But this is to see Russell out of per-
.spective. He survived years of abuse
with amazing resilience, and lived to
see almost all his unconventional

views become widespread or con-
“Ventional - from Support for women's

suffrage to opposition to the war in
Indo-China.  His inOuence was world-
wide, making him a legend in his own
life-time. This he achieved without once
holding political ~ office, and usually
without even the help of a university

chair. On different occasions, Russell
sent me to Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
Auschwitz and Hanoi. Jfound there that
the school children talked of him, while
their parents saw him as some secular
saint who might deliver 20th century
man from his tormentors. In many
nations  without  civii liberties or
dominated by powerful neighbours,

Russell was regarded as a national
hero. J saw something of this in Greece
at tbe funeral of the murdered Member
of Parliament, Gregory  Lambrakis.

Political ~ demonstrations were for-
bidden, but a quarter of a million
Athenians  turned out for the funeral
procession  with prolonged cries of
"Russell, Russell.” In 1968, with his
usual foresight, he had appealed

publicly to Breltznev weeks in advance
not to intervene militarily in
Czechoslovakia.  When the tanks rolled
into  Prague, his name became a
household word there, and during the
censorship was used as a form of
shorthand to reveal what the Czech
speaker really wished to say. The first
day larrived in Hanoi, in 1964, I found
myself in a reception of many. hundreds
of foreign visitors. Almost immediately

the Prime Minister came through the
crowd and J learned later that he had
asked to be inlormed 01 the arrival of
Russell's ernmissary.  For 20 minutes
'ham Van Dong discussed in perlect
French his study of Russell in Paris in
his youth, and 01his gratitude that such
a man should tell the Weat what was
happening to his people. Russell indeed
corresponded ~ with dozens of heads 01
state, and was far better known than
many 01 them. In all such activity he
was sustained by his hopes for the
future, his vision of man's potential

dignity, the love 01 his family and
friends and the gratitude of strangers.

Throughout his life Russell frequently
gave great alarm  to those  who
imagined superficially that he held with
them an identity of views in 8 given
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field. We may Bee this clearly from his
writings on socialism.

He accepted the orthodox socialist view
of the alienating and dehumanising

nature of capitalism, and of the need for
economic justice. "Except slavery," he
said, "the present industrial system is
the most destructive of life that has
ever existed." And he made much fun
of the sanctity of private property
under capitalism:

“"We may distinguish four chief sources
of recognised legal rights to private
property: 11) a man's right to what he
has made himself; (2) the right to in-
terest on capital which has been lent:
(3) the ownership of land; 14' m-
heritance. ‘lbese form a crescendo of
respectability: capital is  more
respectable  than labour, land is more
respectable than capital, and any form
of wealth is more respectable when it is
inherited  than when it has been

acquired by our own exertions."
Russell's advocacy of social change
was scarcely moderate.  "What our

modern society needs,” he urged, "is
not a little tinkering here and there, nor
the kind of minor readjuatments to
which the existing holders of power
may readily consent, but a funda-
mental  reconstruction, a sweeping
away of all the sources of oppression, a
liberation of men's  constructi ve
energies, and a wholly new way of
conceiving and regulating  production
and economic relations." He saw the
chief defect of the capitalistic system in
its denial not of economic justice but of
any oullet for the creative impulse.

Juatice as an end in itself, he argued,
“contains no source of new life". He
wrote mockingly of the “old type of
Marxian revoh.tionary  socialist*  who
ignored problems  of life after the
inauguration  of the millennium, and
who "imagined that, like the prince and
princess in a fairy story, they would
live happily ever alter." "While |am,"
he explained, "as convinced a socialist
as the most ardent Marxian, | do not
regard  socialism as a gospel of
proletarian revenge, nor  even
primarily as a means of securing
economic justice. | regard it primarily

as an  adjustment to  machine

production demanded by  con-
sideralions of common sense, and
calculated to increase the happiness not
only of proletarians, but of all except a
tiny minority of the human race." The
continuation  of large-scale  industry,
which Russell saw as inevitable, need
not hinder the growth of induatrial
democracy: ~ “there is no reason why
their government should he centralised

and monarchical.” State  socialism
without  industrial democracy led
straight to the tyranny of bureaucracy.

In a socialist society, what was im-
portant was to give the largest measure
of freedom to initiative and vilality, to
emphasize creativity and  reduce

concern about possessions. To ignore
such considerations was to ignore the
danger to liberty from the State. It was
in part his prediction, before the Oc-
tober revolution, of the disaster of state
socialist forms of organisation, which
led him to welcome so enthusiastically

the Czechoslovak  "Spring”  of 1968,
the concept of “socialism with a human
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face" was reasserted as the objective.

Education

Russell's  concern  for liberty and
creativity  similarly informed his ap-
proach to education. In the Twenties,
when he began to have children and
consider their education, he could find
no school of which he wholly approved.
With typical thoroughness he gave up
almost everything to found hIS own
school where prudery and religious
instruction  were absent; restraints on
freedom were minimal but scholastic
instruction was held to be important.
Unfortunately,  he recalled, his school
had more than its fair share of problem
children and far more than its fair
share of problem parents.

The ideal character, he held, was based
on four characteristics: “vitality,
courage, sensitiveness, and in-
teJligence. | do not suggest,” he added,
“that this list is complete, but Ithink it
carries us a good way. Moreover, |
fundy believe that, by proper physical,
emotional and intellectual care of the
young, these quz lities could all be made
very common,”

The task of a liberal education was "to
give a sense of the value of things other
than domination, to help to create Wise
citizens of a free community, and
through the combination of citizenship
with liberty in individual creativeness
to enable men to give to human life that
splendour which some few have shown
that it can achieve."

This led Russell to his key to happiness:
“A life lived in ... the spirit that aims at
creating rather than possessing has a
certain  fundamental happiness, of
which it cannot be wholly robbed by
adverse circumstances.  This is the way
of life recommended in the Gospels,
and by all the great teachers or the
world. Those who have found it are
freed from the tyranny of fear, since
what they value most in their lives is
not at the mercy of outside power."
Such unorthodox views did not allow
Russell to be a great respecter of many
educational institutions which  he
frequently assailed with his wit. As an
undergraduate  at Cambridge, he was
persuaded  that lecturers  were “a
wholly  unnecessary part of the
university.”  He claimed to derive no
benefit from lectures, and vowed to
himsellthat ~ when he became a lecturer
he would not suppose that lecturing did
any good. "I have kept this vow," he
added.

But he went far further than this, "Men
who allow their love of power to give
them a distorted view of the world," he

wrote, "are to be found in every
asylum: one man will think he is the
Governor of the Bank of England,

another  will think he is the King, and
yet another will think he is God. Highly
similar  delusions, if expressed by
educated men in obscure language,
lead to professorships  of philosophy;
and if expressed by emotional men in
eloguent language, lead to die-
tatorships.”

Reading Russell's letters and essays
gives enormous satisfaction and joy.
First there is the beauty of his prose. In

his youth he had been strongly in-
fluenced by the style of his lay god-
father, John Stuart Mill. He soon found
that he could write with scarcely any
revision by contemplating  his subject
and then allowing it a period of "sub-
conscious  incubation". In time “it
would germinate  underground until,
Suddenly, the solution emerged  with

blinding clarity, so that it only
remained to write down what had
appeared as if in a revelation."  This

made him a most lucid writer and
populariser  of scientific ideas. He had
one favourite example of execrable
prose which he dreamed up for a work
on scciology:

“Human beings are completely
exempt from ,undesirable  behaviour
patterns only when certain

prerequisites,  not satisfied except in
a small percentage of actual cases,
have, through SOme fortuitous con-
course of favourable circumstances,

whether congenital or en-
vir0ll!J'lental, chanced to combine in
producing an individual in whom
many factors deviate from the norm
in a socially advantageous  manner."
This Russell translated as follows:

"All men are scoundrels, or at any
rate almost all. The men who are not
must have had unusual luck, both in
their birth and in their upbringing.”

Russell added, typically, that any
professor  who used his translation

instead of the original  would be
dismissed.

But there is far more to Russell's

essavs than his Nobel prizewinning

proe style and clarity. He allowed
himself the broadest canvas, stood
conventional ideas on their head,
illustrated  his themes with the widest
range of knowledge; .he leaves his
reader confident that he could have
written with authority, interest and wit
on almost anything. He also had almost
uncanny  predictive abilities  which
preserve  much of his writing from
becoming dated; his books continue to
be much in demand. Here is 8 sentence
from 1916which sounds far more like a
contribution  to the dehate on the

defence of the enviromnent a full half-
century later: "Our present system is
wasteful of human material .. The

same Istrue of malerialresoU!'ces-the
minerals, the vlrgtil forests and the
newly developed wheatfields of the
world are being exhausted with a
reckless  prodigality which  entails
almost a certainty of hardship  for
future generations.”

As a writer, Russell continues to make
a memorable impression on readers in
manv lands. But it was as a con-
ver''tionalist ~ that he was most con-
vincing that one was in the company of
genius. When he died in 1970, the Prime
Minister of the day, Harold WiIlson,
whom  Russell had criticised S0
severely in office. found himself faced
with the problem of what to say, just as
King George VI before him had done
when awarding  Russell the Order of
Merit. Wilson's speech writer saved the
day by pointing to Russell's brilliance
in conversation.  One is tempted to ask
how Wilson knew of this, for he met
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Russell only once lor some 10 seconds.
It was in the summer 01 1964 when
Wilson was looking for votes. Since
Russell as a member of the House 01
Lords was debarred from voting, the
conversation was necessarily brief.

RIIBsell's conversation when he relaxed
at home was the delight of all who
shared it. His vast knowledge 01
literature, much of which he had
committed to memorv, and of history
reflected a lifetime's" reading and his
appreciation 01 both beauty and
knowledge.  Shakespeare's sonnets,

Gibbon, Millon, Shelley and Dante
nowed with particular ~ fulness in the
company of hundreds 01 poets,
essayists and playwrights.  Then there
was always the hope that Russell would
produce a portrait from memory.
These were not so frequent, because he
was never a name-dropper, but If the
conversation  turned naturally to a
personal Iriend, one could be treated to
a dazzling recollection. William James,
John Dewey, Moore, Gilbert Murray,
D.H. Lawrence, Conrad, the Webbs,
Shaw, Wells, Keynes, Toynbee, Ein-
stein - Russell knew them all, and so
many more. He could also produce the
most unusual pieces of information,
and long quotations from the OId
Testament (comp.ete with  verse
numbers)  or from childhood hymns.
But he was also a good listener. Many
were the times | complained that he
was reckless with the hours he gave to
listen to strangers, but he would have
none 01 it, for this was his means of
keeping up with public opinion, and he
kept up uncommonly  well. Russell
remained shy throughout his life, but
once he got to know a person he would
regale him with his wit, which gave

enormous  pleasure, not least to
Russell.
One wide  misunderstanding of

Russell's lile is that thousands of people
through the press came to think of him
as a distant, aloof, Cassandra-llke
figure, forecasting in solemn tones
nuclear doom for the human race. The
truth was very different: he was always
joking. His love of irony, his sense of the
absurd and his hatred of humbug
combined with the amazing speed of his
brain to produce a now of brilliant
epigrams and aphorisms  which often
left the listener fellching for his note-
pad or at least content to make the
COnversation a monologue. The ex-
traordinary part of it was that.
although he also had a fine stock 01
well-worn  jokes, botl; they and his in-
stant epigrams were always relevant
to the discussion. Here are a very lew
which | noted over his last 10 years:
"To win the Nobel Peace Prize, one
Inust make statements which are at
least 10 years too late to be useful.”
“The difference between machines and
human beings is that machines are
subject to error."

“The Prime Minister is preserving the
House of Lords as a first step to making
the Premiership  hereditary."

"Sir Moses Mootefiore retired in 1824,
and | later came to know him."

"l cannot think how anyone who has
had anything to < with education can
believe that all men are equal.”
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"The lady's father ruined himself by
the pursuit of fast women and slow
horses."

"There is a very line passage in Gibbon
which refers, | believe, to St. Thomas.
Gibbon enumerates  his vast wealth
acquired  aller taking his vow 01
poverty, and adds 'l forget the eon-
sequences of his vow 01 chastity"."
Finally, a note | made only nine days
before Russell's death:

“People's opinions are not dictated by
tneir  Virtues  but by their cir-
cumstances

Often | fell that there was more 01 the
poet than the politician in Russell. On
the eve of his departure to Russia in
1920 he wrote to Lady Constance
Malleson:

"l know that no good thing is achieved

without fighting, without ruthlessness

and organisation and discipline. I know
that lor collective action the individual

must be turned into a machine. But in
these  things, though my reason may
force me to believe them, Ican find no
inspiration. Il is the individual human
soul that | love - in its loneliness, its
hopes and lears, its quick impulses and
sudden devotions. It is such a long
journey from this to armies and states
and officials, and yet it is only by
making this long journey that one can
avoid a useless sentimentalism.”

Russell's reluctance to make that "long
journey" was in part because he felt it
to be a journey to a spiritual death, to a
world  of politics dominated by
acquisitiveness, vanity, rivalry  and
love of power. It was a dilemma he
never resolved satisfactorily, though he
found many ways of stating it: "Only
kindliness,” hewrote in 1924in reply to
Haldane's optimism on the future of
science. '‘can save the world, and even
if we knew how to produce kindliness,
we should not do so unless we were
already kiadly."

Seven years later Russell returned to
these themes: "“The lover, the poet and
the mystic," he wrote, “find a fuller
satisfaction than the seeker after power
can ever know, since they can retain
the object 01 their love, whereas the
seeker after power must be perpetually

engaged in some fresh manipulation if
he is not to suffer from a sense of ernp-
tiness. When | come to die | shall not
leel that | have lived in vain. | have
seen the earth turning red at evening,
the dew sparkling in the morning. the
6l10": shining under a frosty sun; | have
smelt rain after drought, and have
heard the stormy Atlantic beat upon the
granite  shores of Cornwall. Science
may bestow these and the other joys
among more people than  could
otherwise enjoy them. U so, its power
will be Wisely used. But when it takes
out of life the momenta to which life
owes its value, science will not deserve
admiration, however  cleverly and
however elaborately it may lead men
along the road to despair."

Russell's character ~was dominated by
his courage, Vvitality and wit. He was
gentle, shy, modest, even vulnerable.

Cruelty he hated. and he lelt deeply the
pains 01 others. He himsell radiated

that “kindly feeling” which he held to
be the hope of the world, and received

affection because he gave it so fully. He
clearly loved every minute of life, and
gave his time and money, when
available, with an almo!l\ reckless
generosity.  “'Psychologists, . he once
told me, “would say that's proof of how
much | love money." Liberated from
the Puritanism 01 his childhood, he was
happy  but selliisciplined and highly
productive. He took great joy in im-
pulse and mental delight, and was
uncomfortable when not close to
nature. He would stop anything to
watch the slow selling of the sun, and
insisted on living in houses with wide
horizons. He was genuinely tolerant,
not in any paternalistic ~ manner, and
delighted in the company of the young.
Strikingly he practised what  he
preached, so that there was no
dichotomy  between his public and
private lives. He was not a man to
guard secrets from the world; when he
came to hold beliefs or approve
practices, his -impulse was to publish
them. In the preface to his book The
Conquest 01 Happiness he wrote: "All
that | claim for the recipes offered to
the reader is that they are such as are
confirmed by my own experience and
observation, and that they have in-
creased my own happiness whenever |
have acted in accordance with them."
The life 01Bertrand Russell was of epic
proportions. His maternal grand-
mother took tea <.>gularly in Florence
with the widow 01the Young Pretender,
Bonnie Prince Olarlie, whose cause
failed in 1746. His grandfather  visited
Naploeon on Elba. History, it was said
in the lamily, ended in 1815; alter that it
was gossip. Russell grew wup at the
centre 01 public affairs, expecting to
meet the politicians and men of letters
01 his day. He had Iriendships and
debates  with hundreds  of the most
eminent literary, scientific and
political figures of his lifetime. In his
chosen lields he achieved lame at an
early age, becoming a Fellow of the
Royal Society when only 36. In Moscow
he interviewed Lenin and Trotsky aller
their revolution, and he lectured to the
young Mao Tse-tung in Peking. His
vitality as a traveller.  controversialist,
writer and friend of the opnressed,
were prodigious  and enduring; he
published more than 20 books after his
80th birthday. If men continue to walk
this plane’ much of his work will be
read with benefit a hundred years from
now. The- prescience of much of his
general  writing, constantly  reprinted
without alteration, shows him far ahead
of his times.

Throughout his lile he sought not only to
clarify his ideas but to gain their ac-
ceptance by publics and by men of
power. He intervened repeatedly in
public affairs. No sacrifice was too
great, whether it invited ignominy or
imprisonment,  to lurther the cause of
reason, to diminish cruelly, or to in-
crease the happiness 01his fellow men.
For those who knew him well, the
totality of his life was greater than the
sum Olits parts. He gave his friends a
memory of a life of genius which they
treasure. The dignity and beauty of his
lile followed closely his own definition
01 the good life: one “inspi *ed by love
and guided by knowledge."
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BR, LETTERVRITER

May 1987

Athank-yvou note. A friend of ours, Jean Hollyman, who had taken pictures of BRIN 1947, for a magazine,
afterwards received this note:
27, Dor8et Bouse,

Gloucester Place,

e LONDO~, N.W.L.

21st Januarl, 1947.

Dear Friend (whose name 1 cannot decipher),
end

as it

It weS ~ery find of you to send me some pipe cleeners,

you ere right
in thie country.
rather then hendwriting,

comrletely baffled me.

in thinking that the~ ere ~el"y difficult -to get

You were also right to employ a type"l"/riter

if 1 may judge by your signet'ure, which

I enjoyed the occesion on which we metmore than 1 usually

enjo;i being "Shot".

Your s sincerely.

ASSESSMENODS BR
CARTERUZAR#pent the Marcos years in the USA, and is nowback in Manilla. This is an article by him
appeared in Manilla's Chronicle Magazine of September 11, 1962:
"EV,ERYBODY k“°",“1" wrote Ber‘{randl Ru.s_ was based: The Foundation of  G,ome/r), The
sell |rT The ABF'of Rdaliuitl”  “that Einstein  die! PhilJWph" of Leibnir, Thr Principle” of Math'ma-
something  astonishing,  but very few people know S1".and. in tesllifooration with eMred Nonh  While-
exactly what it is that he did" The same can be head. Princi ma Mothrrnatic a, which consumed mosr
‘aid  of Lord Russell himself. ~Widely acclaimed of Ru~~Ilc., intellectual — ~n(r~
as d world renowned  mathematician and one of
the greatest of living philosophers, he is also one- Mllitint  Paclflsm
o~ the most misunderstood and bitterly  maligned. Rut a early as the First World War. Russell
Manv of those who are familiar with his mathe- had recoanizcd that a 101 of his “rarional  ide e "
matical and philosophical ~ work, and appreciate  hi. werr- wronc  and that most men wert not so ra-
prolific  contribution to that body of knowledge tional as he believed. The War plunged him into
have joined the multitude of m-~diocr'es and philis- a shock of despair and horror. Rut his mood passed
tines in degrading hi. political attachment  to world from passive despair into active opposition to the
react:’, demxraC'y. and socialism. Their attitude war: hr- enlisted 3\ a member of thr IINo.Con
~C"emsto stern from either of two basic assump- ctiption Fellowship." the main organization  of the
tion:  that Russell the mathematician and philoso- pacifi” and  anti-war propal!alllia_ Rather  than
pher is competent, while Russell th" political think- prove sheer animal rourage in the battlefield  of
er‘ is amateurish. or. that Russell the political the unjustifiable "war of prestig" amonc  nauons,
thinker is the product of old age. , .
hf' chose to demonsrrau-  moral courase bv his Tr-

The second  assumptirm derives  mainly  from lusal 10 enlist and made a public appeal to hi,
L::m insufficient famili'arity with the man and hi' coururvmrn 10 do so. HF took up the banner of
ideas. Before the First World ~War. Russell pr.. militant  pacifism and thus had his first open clash
duced books on which hi, intellectual reputation with the homicidal  insrint « of thmf who ran his
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Russell
en"ntn"’ Gnv~rnment. Amid.t the ridicule of tie
m:>b. he wa' sent 10 jail for hi, beliel-

1"t th.. who do not know and delilworateh'

ienore  this episode in RIlesell's lifr- are unable to
understand whyv, at the heiehl of hi. academic
fame. hee hould lend hi, prestice IO ‘he  mlltr!tle
allaio.t politiral prr<ccution and belli!le~", policies.
Usina at lhr abro)litr measure of Hr~a~onabl<-nr(l,.--
their own moral cowardier and herd menta litv,
R"elr. detractor. have called him .enile in nrd,-,.
|n diminish  his appeal ‘0 the  con'rienee of the
eivilized werld.

There i a ~O(( ntivanrrplion in rhr- fin'l ac.e
tllmption what Ru~((11 Ih( mathf'matician  and "hi-
locophrr  i~competent. ~ "hill- R\I~.dl thr political

lhinker is amateurish. The fact is, Russell aban-
doned malhemalics  for philosophy  because his phi.
losophy was always and is related with politics
and 10Cial life.

Shaking the Foundation

Having lived from childhood in' the' realms of
abstract thought and incessantly in Karch of “cet;:
t"ioty" in knowledge, he began to question cere
tin principles in mathematical laws. In  Pnncipi«
~ alil,malic .es Russell ‘fulfilled his wishes, for the cal.
culated result of lhat book was that it s.hook the
foundation ~ of mathematics accepted  ever since the
lifoe of Pythagoras. Russell  pointed O\t existing
nlathematical and  philosophical “contradiction™
a~d succeeded in reducing  malhematics 10 logic.
In logic he showed that there are many more

forms of “inferences" than  Aristotle  had taught.
Thus :Russell became a world renowned mathema-
tician.  B\If'rwhen people also ask why Russell is

also one ot the greatest logicians, the simple reply
is that he also showed how little logic can do.

Before lhe War, Russell's attitude 10 mathema-
tics was expressed in an article called "The Sludy
of Mathemalics': "Mathema'ics, rightly  viewed,
possesses not Dilly truth, but supreme  beautv-r-a
beauty cold and austere, lik,- rhat of sculpture,
without appeal to any pan of our weaker nature,
wilhoul  the ~oll(COus trappin!,:. of painung or rnu-
sic, yet sublimely pure, and capable of stern per-
fection such as only the greatest art can show.
The true spirit of delight. the exaltation, the sense
of being more than man. which is the touchstone
of the hilthest excellence. is 10 be iound in mathc-
maries as surely as in poetry. .,

But after shaking the foundation of matherna-
tics. he was djsappointed at' not lindinc "~e"ainlY."
partly  because of technical reasons  but precisely
because of his political rhouchis.

Farewell to Math

11 later years. in M) Pililo.<opilicai Dcuelop-:
m(1U, ht- wrcu-:

“Matht>matics has ccastd t) 1001 10 me non-
human in its subjtoCl mauei ) nave.come to btlit\"l'
thou~h  verv reluctantly. that it ronsists of tauro-
loeies, | lear thai. 0 a mind o] sufficient inu-1-
leciual ~ power, the ""holt'" ot" mathrmalictlo  would
appear  trivial. as trivial as til' sraremern thai &
fuur-footed  animal is an animal ) think that tilt'
rimelessness  of mathemali('~ has none ot the sub-
lirnirv that 1t once see-med 10 me to han', hut
consists mcrelv in the- fact that the purC' marhe-
rnarecian is not talk inc about rime" .One  d{((t
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of [lhe First World] War was to make it impose
sible for me to /10 on Jiving in a world of abstrac-
tion. | used to watch youn!! men embarkin~ in
woop trains 10 be slaughtered in Somme  because
/lenerals  were stupid. | felt an acninl!" compassion
for these vouna men. arid found myself united to

the actual world in a mange marriage of pain.

All the high-flown  thoughu that | had had about
the abstract world of ideas seemed to me thin and
rather  trivial in view of the wvast suffering that
rurrnnnded me. The non-human world remained  a.
an occasional refuge bUI not as a country in which

to build one's pennanent habitation,"
An author of more than sixty books. Russell
wrote on subjects ranfin~ from mathematic~.  1000ic.

and philosophy  to religion, ~thics, war, economic-.
and politics. H~ wrote a book in 1917 called Polio
tical Idrals, and most pmbablv the assumption  that
he is an amateurish  political thinker clerives from it

Quotable Russell

Undoubtedly, thephomieidal maniacs  will jud!l<,
it a. amateurish. But let us see its validity in, the
litbt of the fellowing' quotations  from the book:

“Political  ideals must be based wupon ideals for
the individual life. The aim of politics should N-
tn make the lives of individuals as trood as po'
sible. There is nothinc for the pofitician to consi-
der outside or above (he various men, women and
children  who compose the world ... ~e world is
full of preventible evils which most men would DI
elad to see pre-vented. Neverthe\~, thesr- evils pn-
i,.. and nothing elfeetive is done toward abolish-
ina it"

"The [First  World] War has come as ~
ehall~n<:e.- 10 all those who desire a better world.
The wstcm which cannot save mankind  from ap-
pallinl!" disaster is a fault somewhere. and canno
h* amended in an)' laslin~ way unless the dancer
nf I!l'reat eears in the future can be made ‘“cry
‘mall.”

“But war is onlv lhe- final fruit of an ™il
tI'(f:- Even in rimes of pt“acr, most men live live-
of monotonous  labour. most women are con~rmn{'(‘
to a druducrv which almost kills the J>O'Sibilil\
oi hanpinr-« before vouth is past. most children
are alloeeed 10 <irow up in i!Ooranee of all rha:
would enlarue their thouchts or stimulate their ima-
Uination. TIIP [ew who are more fortunatC' ar-
rendered illiberal  hy their unjust privilcces.  311¢
(.ppn-~IO,i\-I"'throuch ~ fear of th(' awakeninc indicn.»
rion (f thf mavses. From the hiche« to thr- 10ess.
almost all men are absorbed in thr f("on,“Imir strur-
(s tlu- “trucelf to acquire  what je ihr-ir dur-
In retain  \\hat jee nO1 Ihcil due. ~farrlal po, °....
sion-. in lact or in desur-. dominate  our outlor».
1I<il,ll~to wnr r~d\I"inn o1 all p-nfron and r-rea-
tivt-  1omion.(-s.  p..)<*eseh-f'n(-~s-lhe passion to ha\ "
and 10 hold-r-js ,he ulnrnarc source of war. anr®
the i"und"ion of all ill, from which tht politica'
\World je. c;I1ffl'rinc. Onl'Y hy diminishin!!  thr ~trrn!!ti.
oi ihi- passion and it, hold upon diu dailv li",-
ran nr-w instiiutions hrin~  permanent benefit
mankind."

-a

On Nationalism and Internationalism

In 111" samr- honJ.. itf wrote about national in-
dependence and internationalism:

"A man does ri<ht, as a rule. eo have his

May
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thoughts  more occupied with the interests of his
own nation than those of others, because his ac-
tions are more likely to affect his own nation. BUI
in time of war, and in all matters which are of
equal concern to other nations and to his own,
a man ‘oug-ht to take account of the universal wel-
fare, and not allow his survey to be limited by
the interest, or supposed interest, of his own !(Toup
or nation."

"The matter in which the interest of na-,
tions are supposed to clash are mainly three: ftar-
iffs, which are a delusion; the exploitation pf in.
ferior races, which is a crime; pride of power and
dominion,  which is a schoolboy folly."

.. "So long as hatred, suspicion, and fear do-
minate the feelings of men toward each other, so
lonl: we cannot hope to escape from the tyranny
of violence and brute force. Men must learn to be
conscious of -the common interests  in which  the
nations are divided. It is not necessary, or even
desirable, to obliterate the difference’ of manners
and customs and tradirions between differrnt  na-
riens. Th('~ differences enable each nation to make
its own diStinctive contribution  to the sum total of
the world's civilization.”

... "The international spirit  which  we should
wish to see produced will be something added to
love of country, not something taken away. Just

as patriotism does nill prevent a man from feel-
in~ affection for his own country. Rut it will some-
what alter the character' of ‘hat affection. The
things which  he will desire for his own country

will no longer be things which can only be ac-
quired at the expense of others, bUI rather those
things in which the excellence of any one country

is to the advantage of all the worlef He will wish
his own countrv. to be ~reat in the arts of peace.
to be eminent in thought. to. be maznanimous and
just and generous. He will wish it to help man-
kind on the way toward that better world of Ilil>-
e-rtv and  international concord which  must  be
realized if any happiness is to be )rft to man. He
will not desire for his country the’ passine triumphs

of a narrow possessiveness, bur ‘rathl-r the endur-

in~ triumph  of havinu helped tr- -mbodv in hu-
man  affairs  something of that spirit of brother-

hood which Christ taught and which the Chr;;.’

tian churches have forgotten. He will see that this
spirit embodies not only the highest morality, but
also the truest wisdom. and the only road by' the
nations. torn and bleeding with the wounds which

scientific madness has inflicted. can emerge into a
life where growth is possible and joy is not ban.

ished at the frenzied «call of unreal duties, whatever

pain and self-sacrifice  they may involve. Life and

hope for th" world are to be found only in the

deeds of f;1\e."

(18) Booksto lend:

THERUSSELSOCIETNIBRARY
TomStanley, Librarian

\oban no author is indicated, the workis by Bertrand Russell. The doner's

na:re appears at the end.

1. Historx of western Philosophy, Jack Ragsdale.

, Mystl.c~snmand ¥riic.
Bertrand

PN UAWN

[ Russe 5 Best. RanonSuzara.
lin QJtline of philosophy. RarrorSuzara.
Autob~~aphy of Bertrand
Let MeD~eBdore 1 wake. by Derek Hurphery.

Essay on Bertrand Russell. edited by E. D. Klerrke. Bob Davis.
. lte>raldVihout Mijste: X' by Lee Eisler.  Author.

ValLl. RanonSuzara.

9+ Authority and ‘the lrrlividual, LOnJack.anicz_
10. Autobwaraphy of Bertrand Russell (in 1 Vol.). LOnJackanicz.
11. Bertrand Russell 1872-1970. LOnJackanicz.

12. Bertrand Russell - ALife. by Herbert (bttschalk.

LOnJackanicz.

13. Education and the Socaal Order. LOnJackanicz.

14. Effects and —ers  of Nuclear War. DonJack.anicz.
15. Essays on Soc=alist Humanisml OnJackanicz.

16. GermanSocJ.al.cerrocr~, = LOnJackanicz.

17. Icarus or The FutureQ

SCience. LOnJackanicz.

18. —ct  of SC-~enceon society, LOnJackanicz.

An=ry  lInto the =~aru.ng
20. In Prillge of ldleness. DonlJ
21. HaST\3na Euture. DonJackanicz.
22. Justice _l.nWartirre. DonJackanicz.

of Truth, LOnJackanicz.
ackarucz.

23. Natl.onal Fronuers and International Cooperation. by Zhon's r-cdvedev.

DonJackanicz.

24. > Philosophical.

i Developnent. L OnJackanicz.
ZS. Pohtical = ldeals. Ibn JackarUcz.

26. Principles of Social lEoonstruction. DanJackanicz.

May 1987
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27. The Practice and Theory of Bolshevism. DonJackanicz.
28. 1bads of Ereedciii. DonJaCkanicz.

29. Sceptical Essays. ton Jackanicz.

30. Secrecy D{ %m:mmndm Is Guaranteed By Law. by ZOOres-vedev.
tal Jackanicz

31. dhe Tamarish Tree. by D. Russell DonJack.anicz.
32. Mr. W=IsonSpeaks “frankly ... " DonJackanicz.

33. Harnage .and !>brals, DonJackanicz.

34. Dear Bertrand Russell. Jack Ragsdale.

35. t:lucauon ana file GoodLife. Jack Ragsdale and Lee Eisler.
36. Hulren Kro.lledge: Its Scope and Limits, Jack Ragsdale.

37. ;i 1 Anrbt b Odristian.  JaCk RagSdile.

38. Evolution of Conscience. Ralph neinman. Jack Ragsdale.
39. The Con:Juestof HaWiness. ~ Eisler.

40. The AQQf R.eJanM.l.I.t_ Lee Eisler.

41 BFmand B(!jsgell, f‘% Ea?suanaxe SCeptic. by Alan Vbod. DonJack.anicz,
42. Mortals an thers. onJack.an..icz. Y

43. lnarrrex MLQLQ_QL_ Dan Jackanicz.

44, 'nle Bertrand R Il Peace Foundation its aims and its ~rk.
45, isjg Life. EY Corliss Lanont. The Author.

46. Russell.by A.J. Ayer. RarronSuzara.
47. 'file Will to O>ubt RarronSuzara

48. IE_e by Uonald Clark. Ramon ~uzara.
49. Probl m Ramon Suzara.
50. Unpopular §§ay§ Ramon Suzara

51. RUman Society 1in Ethics and Polltlcs Don Jackanlcz

52. Prine! les and Per lexities: Studies of Dualism ipn Selected Essa s
q.ﬂ.g adftlen of Bertrand Russell. by Gladys Leithauser
53. Photos ~ 1 8 _BRSAnnual Meetln at McMaster Universit June 24-26,

’ 1983.7Jim Me willia

54. The Art of Fund Ra_|§_|_n,g_. by Irving Warner. Bob Uavis
55. The Grass Roots by Joan Flanagan. Bob Uavl.

. | i
§§ ﬁﬁg.rmﬁqqe Bob‘lB%'\%%m‘ by Grattan-Guiness. Bob Davis
58. Grants. by Vlrglnla White. Bob Davis

(?8_' EHg.d ﬁ .T.Eg %by Ptl)nllp Sheriden. Bob DaVis.

61. anization J:Iand.bo.ok_ by p.V. and D.M. Gab% bBob Davis
0

2. Hcc%ssfiél Eundrﬁls n& echni by Daniel Conrad Davis
3. m

. Great Am.e.uca.ns. Religion. by Ralph de Sola. Jack ltagsdale.
65. %ﬁn’ J]Jﬁ ,gm_, by Peter Cranford. Jack Ragsdale.
66. I, Escher. Jgg_ Douglas Hofstader. Lee Eisler,
67. The Collected Pagers of Bertrand Russell VOI - Cambrldge Essays,
1888-99. Edite et ale AlTen ¢ & unWin.

68. Ri-ht 1o b Mrs Bertrand Russell. Al Seckel.
69- ﬁer; New Wﬁ_ Al Seckel .

70. . A Bibliopaphr of his Writings. _1.;395-3925
mpi erner Martin. Al Sehﬁgel.
71. Satan 1n ﬁﬁbm:bs_ Al Seckel.
72, My Father. Bertrand Russell. by Katharine Tait. Al Seckel.
IZ é.]ga.t_teﬁ o_g Edited by Clara Urquhart. Al Seckel.
. Essa~s In Skepticis Al Seckel.
75. The roblen —o%m Al Seckel.

76. Russell On General Facts "by Ausonic Marras and Hussell.Frege.,and
IH_S =M nmtirrfggg ThEGNEQ_S.. of Deseri tions. Papers read at
77. Ac uaintance and Namin ARuss.eJ.l.i.anIJlemej.nE.i.slemolo by
ugustin iska and gg§%e n the Essen sg f QSire by Raymond
Frgy Papers read at the 97 ﬁt_mg t% . i
78. Qn Russellian Clusters bE Eugene SChlossberger and Bep.l:ess.l.on in
Bertrand Russell®s" 0On Education by Howard Woodhouse. Papers

read at the 1978 Meeting of the
79. Definition and Description in Russell. 1900 1910 by Thomas Barron

aggd% %Qﬂ%%ﬁﬂf MD _A. CGriffiths. Papers

80. Russell On logical J'_r_u_‘m_._by Nicholas Griffin. The Author
81. Bertrand Russell and the Origin of the Set-Thearetic
by Alejandro Ricardo Garciadiego Dantan. The Author.

82. %I%ﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁeﬁﬁdtﬁm Idea of Social Justice by Roland
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125.
126.

127.

128.
129.

130.
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Ihe Relevance of Bertrand Russell To PSYChOIO&~ and Bertrand Russell’s
of Life by Peter ranford. Ihe Author.

JlI.GEQ.Q_.D%{_Ién.iL‘gYﬂle Mind. Matlere and Morals. Edited by Lester Dennon.

- Bertrand Russell Sreaks His Mind. Tom Stanley

J___Iu:aS% of lester Dennon. Tom Stanley
Anahﬁ.lﬁ SLf Hind. Tom tanley

- Religion and Science. Tom Stanley

Portraits From Memory. Tom Stanley.

- E he Scientific OQutlook. Tom Stanley.

isdom of the West. Tom Stanley.

- The Principles of Mathematics. Tom Stanley.

Bertrand Russell: ﬂlLlDSQD.hFJ_ and Humanist by John Lewis. Tom Stanley
The Good Citizen"s Alphabet. Whitfield Cobb.

. War Crinmes ipn Vietnam., Whitfield Cobu.
- .I.nlm.dus;tmn o Mathematical PhilOSOphy. Whitfield Cobu.

Ihe Prospects of Industrial Civilization. Whitfield Cobb.
by Wittgenstein. Introduction by
Russell. hltfleld CObb.

. gggg Versus Or ganlzaygn Whitfield Cobb.
bertrand Russell and

His World by Clark. W.W._Norton.
Einal Epidemic: HJ;&LQLans' and Scientists on Nuclear War edited
by Adams and CUllen. P. S R., N.H. chapter.

Prize Award Ceremony. Paris, Jan~ary, 1957. UNESCO
- The VIl of the
Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell. Allen & Unwin.
Sense and Nuclear Philip LeCompte.

- Common
- Late Night Thoughts an LlﬁLen.l.ng ing to Mahler®s Ninth Symphony
by Levis Thomas. Dan McDonald.

. Six Men by Alistair Cooke. Craig McGee.
- Bertrand Russell and the Pacifists in the First World War by

e e eem S22 S e 2 e

- Bussell by_Kllmlster St. Martin's Press.

Action, Volume X1l of the Collected Papers
of Bertrand Russell. Allen & Unwin.

Ber r n uﬁsgll'g America 1945-1970 by Feinburg and Kasri.ls
The South End Press.

- D v 11: An Exchan edited by Samual Meyer.
eilsﬂl IosopﬁlcaI_Ll brary- y y

Ramon Suzara.

- Bertrand Russell A Classified Bibliography by Harry Ruja.
poassitied bioliograpny

print. The Author

- Principles of Polemic in Russell by Harry RUja. Offprint. The Author.

ertrand Russe edited by Ann Redpath. Creative Education, Inc.
Russe by Paul Kuntz. G.K. Hall (publisher).

- B.em:and
- Noam Chomsky: A Philosophic QOverview by Justin Leiber. Bob Davis.
. ABC Broadcasts. ~Iranscripts

of Russell®s 1950 broadcasts in
Australia. Document Archivist, Australian Broadcasting Company.
i of Atomisn Volume VIII of
the Collect Papers of Bertrand Russell. Allen & Unwin.

- Bertrand Russell on Compossibility by Peter Cranford. The Author.
. Ihe Dora Russe B_e,a.d_e_L. Methuen, Inc.

Ma.CJlJle by Dora Russell. Methuen, Inc.

- The Religion of
-Jﬂm JAg‘MwstLeﬁL?' by
124.

Offprlm:_ The Author.

M Ph|| hy of Logical Atomism edited and with an introduction
by Davi Pears Open Cc~rt

May 1987

The evglgpmen; gLf er;ranq Russell"S Philosophy by Ronaid Jager. The Author.

Burali-Forti"s Paradox: Reappraisal of its Origins by Moore and
Garciadiego. Offprint. AIeJ|andr0 Garciadiego.-

U Reactions to Cantorian Set Theory and Russell®S
with the Calculus by Irving Anellis. Offprints. Together with abstracts
papers on logic and mathematics by Anellis. The Author.

of

Library by Spadoni and Harley In "The Journal of Library

1story” . anley
Short Story: The Perplexities of .lohn Eorstice As _Sp.l.r_l.tual : !
. Autobiography'
andmeMAsuganEHadﬂE&LtLandBussﬂJj Protest Against Ihe
|r§1: World War by Hargaret Horan. Offprints. The Author.

The 1 QQFIQHQQJ Ph||g§gph§r§ of The Bertrand ugggll Arghlvg, Bertrand
Russell-The and will

In Editing Russell®s Collected Papers' by Kenneth Blackwell. The Author.
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131. The Concept Of Grolithln Bertrand--RubSsell”s Educational Thought by Howard
Woodhouse. In "The Journal Of Educational Thought'. The Author.

There 1is no charge for borrowing books. The borrower pays postage both ways.

Please.note the one-way postage shown below, and remit that amount when
returnlng the books.

39¢ #11,14,32,44,64,82,83,93,94,95,113,114,123

69¢ #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,
40,41,46,47,49,50,54,55,57,65,66,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,75,76,77,78,79,80,
§§08§2§61§7 88,89,90,92,96,97,98, 100,101,102,104,105 11 112 115 117 118

94¢ r~65,10,22,31,36,37,38,42,43,45,51,53,56,58,59,67,99,103,106, 107 108 110

$1.19 #48,52,62,81,91,122
$1.62 #60,61,63,109,119

Books for sale:  these are listed in the February

newsletter (RSN53-32).
AS A PHILOSOPHERy A. J. Ayer (his 1972 British

Academy lecture.) Limited

Add the pamphlet, BERTRANDRUSSELL
supply. 2.95 postpaid.

(19) Newlibrary member:

(20)

New member Irving Anellis has offered to serve on the Library Committee. Irving
studied with Morris Weitz, wrote his doctoral thesis under lIqgic historian
Jean van Heijenoort,and has worked as a research associate al the Russell

) i Project.
In addition to informing us of new work on Russell"s technical

philosophy an

obtaining offprints for the Library, Irving will occasionally reTi~ books for
the NEWS. Look for his review of The Philosophy o~ Logical Atomism and
Essays in a future issue.

HUMANISM

ROY TORCAS@nswers Rev.Pendley's
with thanks to IXN JACKANICZ.

questions, in the Free For AIll page of the Washington Post (4/4/87, A19). e

No, Humanists Don't Have a 'Clergy’

The Rev. Howard V. Pendley Ill raises some
worthwhile questions in his tract ("Who Are
Secular Humanism's Clergy? How Are They Or-
dained?" Free for All, March 281. Asa member of
the Humanists' “clergy,” | will endeavor to pro-
vide information that, apparently, has eluded
Pendley all these years.

Although we do not lise the term clergy, the
Humanists do, in fact, have individuals duly ap-
pointed to serve the pastoral needs of all persons,
not alone Humanists, atheists or other groups of
Freethinkers. The title used is "counselor,” and
we perform rituals for all rites of passage, naming
ceremonies. weddings (one scheduled soon) and
memorial eervices.. We do not lise the term
ordained, preferring, instead, the word “in-
vested," and counselors are appointed by the
Division of Humanist Counseling, a department of
the American Humanist Association.

Applications are examined by a committee, and
those selected to be counselors are appointed on
the basis of their education, knowledge, special
training and experience. They are chosen for
their capability. talent and willingness, their care.
concern and compassion for their fellow human
beings. Counselors have a wide variety of skills

and experience, Including PhDs. There are sever-
al AHA counselors in the area.

Where are the Humanists' houses of worship? In
our hearts. It is not necessary to enter a church to be
reverent. Go forth into the cathedral of open sky and
“list to Nature's teachings." What hymns do Human-
ists sinR? None. Since a hymn is usually a song of
praise or adoration (of Godl, and because most
Humanists do not believe in God. Humanist music
consists of songs and compositions that excite the
human spirit and give joy, encouragement or solace,
as the OCcasiorrequires.

What holy books are read by Humanists? We
ponder the writings of great thinkers, such as
Robert G. Ingersoll, Thomas Paine, Thomas Jef-
ferson. James Madison, Julian Huxley, Bertrand
Russell, Corliss Lamont (and thousands of other
authors dedicated to the enrichment of the lives
of people). Also, The Humanist magazine has
many thought-provoking articles dealing with
practically every problem facing humanity.

So what is Humanism? First, it is far older than
Christianity. It is a philosophy or way of life
whose followers conduct their lives with a very
high degree of individual and personal responsibil-
ity. and this without any fear of hell or any

thought of reward in heaven. Humanists are
persons of moral character. You will never find an
atheist or a Humanist threatening or trying to
intimidate Christians or attacking their places of
business due to a difference of opinion. On the
contrary, ~Christians have harassed unbelievers
unmercifully for endeavoring to protect the “wall
of separation." Also, Christians have destroyed
thousands of dollars' worth of property and placed
at risk dozens of lives, even murdered those with
whom they disagreed.

There are a great number of people in this land
and across the whole world who have eacaped
from the chains of superstition of conventional
religion, but they dare not “come out of the
closet" lest they be shunned. ostracized or even
subject to physical attack by the pious.

There is a continuing debate among Humanist
members as to whether Humanism is a religion. If
any inference is drawn from these words that it
is, that is in the-mind of the reader. It is not my
intent to reclassify the philosophy of Humanism.

-Hoy R. lorcaso

The writ" is president of lhe Humanist ASJIX'i-
ation of the National Capital Area.
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.Reagan.

Page 20
senator J. Bennett Johnston.of Louisiana,

little  of what he had to say, from the congressional

Mr. President. | think the situation
is much clearer now than It was when
star wars burst upon the consciousness
of people in the U.s. Senate and across
America.

The first question 1 think we sought
to ask. Mr. President. is: How did It
come about? How do we find ourselves
today debating the question of the
level of funding of star wars debating
this new issue about whethe; we make
nuclear weapons impotent and obso-
lete? Did it begin with a group of our
best scientists who came up with this
great idea or did it start somewhere
else?

Interestingly.  Mr, President. star
wars began not with the Joint Chiefs
of Staff. not with DARPA, or the Re.
search and Development Assistant
Secretaries. or with the scientists at
Lawrence Llvennore Lab or elsewhere.
Star wars began with Ronald Reagan

Mr. President. on March 4, 1985:
Newsweek did an interview of the
President of the United States. They
asked him where star wars came from.
The President said:

It kind of amuses me that everybody Is so
Tre__L_ st have heard about It. that. |
= thought of it myself. And the truth Is,

Mr. President. |1 like President
The American public likes
President Reagan. | think he Is the
most. for whatever else you can say
about President Reagan. he Is the
most personally successful President
perhaps, in the history of this coun:
try; if not the greatest communicator.
then he ranks up there with Roosevelt
in the two or three best commumea.
tors we have ever had. He is a man of
strong principle and ideology and
there are a lot of other things you can
say about President Reagan that are

on religion are tolerated.

They are starting
religious liberals
headline,
in their
Am Not A Christian;
Hunanismin the NewTestament;
GOQs Possible;
Robert Ingersoll;

For information,

We don'-t ordinarily  give
"Thank GOO¥+?) But we think there are good reasons to
they'd be on the sameside as we -- they would be our allies -- on most issues.
membersare required to hold any particular

something new:
whoare isolated for geographic or other reasons.”
HCVIDOEST FEELTOBE THEONLYNITARIAMNMIVERSALIBY TCMNPhe titles
lending library give an indication of their
Dialogue (Beattie - Kurtz);
Whyl AmA Humanist;
Secular Humanist Declaration;
and muchmore.
write Church of the Larger Fellowship,
0210B. (Thankyou, TONSTANLEY)
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good. much of which | agree with.

But. Mr. President. anybody who
says that the President of the United
States is noted for his technological
process. for his ability to understand
and make judgments in weapons sys-
tems. if that man is here in this
Senate then 1 would like to see him
and hear him and talk to him. 1 have
never heard that charge or that accu-
sation made. And yet it was the Presi-
dent himself who made this great deci-
sion about star wars.

*kk

Mr. President. he
thought up the basic concept but with
whom did he consult in writing the
mornentus star wars speech, the
speech that launched a thousand con-
tracts?

Now. Richard Perle, the top nuclear
straseist in the Pentagon. heard about
it 2 days-2 days-before it was tele-
vised. Paul Nitze, the chief arms con-
trol adviser, learned of the speech the
very day it was given. The Secretary of
State. Mr. President. was not consult-
ed at all. George Keyworth. the chief
science adviser to the President, reo
ceived 5 days' warning. We are told
that Keyworth would have gotten less
notice but someone cautioned: "How
can the President go on the tube di-
recting a major. high techrrology Initi-
ative and tell his science adviser noth-
ing?" based upon which he received 2
days' notice.

Mr. President. the Joint Chiefs of
Staff received 2 days' notice of the
star wars speech-the Joint Chiefs of
Staff. The Pentagon's chief scientist.
Assistant  Secretary of Defense for
RDT&E, Dick DelLauer, learned of the

ABOUODTHERRGANIZATIONS

space to

doctrine;

openness, their
Dialogue (Beattie

addressed the senate at some length on this occasion.
Record of August 4, 19B6 (p.S1023Bj:

church news. (Did
lend support to the Unitarian Universalists.

the Church has adopted no creed;

the Church of the Larger Fellowship (CLF3=. "organized
Apiece of their

lack of rigidity:
- Wine);
Prospect for Hunanism/Bertrand Russell;
Communicatingthe Hunanist Message (Kurtz);

Unitarian Universalist,

May19B7

Here is just a

speech 9 hours before it was delivered.

The reporter who interviewed the
participants noted: "Both proponents
and opponents of star wars agree that
it was not carefully considered."

George Krywort h. tlu- President's
Science Adviser, descr iued Ins Immedi-
ate reaction to notice of the Impend-
ing speech in these words, If | may
quote. this is the President's Science
Adviser George Keyworth:

Give inc tune.It's big. Gtve me time.

Most r,..op\- saw tht' spl™(‘h vrrv close to
ttne tlnu- of] delivery. lind most-e-rnyself in-
cluded, incidentally-had the same reaction:
My god, let's think about this some more.
Let's think about the implications for the
allies. Lets think about what the Soviets
are golrigto think. Let's think about what's
fecnntcanv  feasible. Let's think about what
the scientists are going to think, Let's think
about the command and control problems.’

But, then, of course. Mr. President,
there was not time, when George
Keyworth was given only a couple of
hours, the Joint Chiefs only 2 days.
Dick DelLauer no notice at all. and so
it goes. there simply was not time. The
strategy. Mr. President. was very
simple: Most top officials would not
learn of the proposal until they had
no choice but to support it.

What it came down to. Mr. Presi-
dent. was if you supported President
Reagan. you supported SDI. And if
you did not, you did not support BDI.
which meant you would not be around
in the administration. So It has been
very clear. Mr. President. that star
wars came down as a proposal full-
blown. risen from the ashes of quick
consideration and was presented to
those in the administration on the
basis of --take it or leave it."

someone say,
Wethink
Neither its ministers nor its
and differing opinions

to minister to
literature has the
of someof the cassettes

Bertrand Russell; Whyl
Happy Birthday, Copernicus;
Religion Without.
six cassettes of

25 Beacon St.,, Boston, MA
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ANNUMEETINQ@987)

Thetine an:iplace: June 19-21, at EIl conquistador,a residence hall at San Diego State University (not the
University of San Diego, as was incorrectly stated in the Feb newsletter.)

It 'WOulbe well to have eaten supper before registering (at 6:30pm)because the program (34) does not nention
supper on Friday.

Andnem for the corrrnercial, by HARRRUJA:

The program promises to be an interesting one. If you send in your reservation early enough, | can send you
a flyer issued by the Visitors Bureau illustrating someof San Diego's attractions. Plan to come. | think
you'll find it worthwhile. [or double your moneybackvl .

How 10 get there.  Wewill sleep and eat at EIl Conquistador (locally knownas El Conk),located at Montezuma
Av. and 55th Steeenext to the San Diego State University campugeeand about 15 miles east of the major SD
airport (Lindbergh). It has no official connection with SDSU.

BYB%E[d_aL Bus #2 to to 30th St. & AdamsAv. Transfer to Bus #11 going east, to 55th & MontezumaFare $],
50t with Medicare card. (Driver will not makechange but will accept paper dollar.) Last #2 Bus leaves airport
East Terminal at 10:06pm; last #11 leaves at 10:55pm, arriving EI Conkat 11:06pm

Saturday, Bus #2 to 11th Av. and Broadway. Take Bus #15 or 15Ato College~Av. and El Cajon Blvd. Take #36
or 36Ato San Diego State Uniersi ty Transit Center, comer campanile Drive and Hardy Av. Walk 2 short blocks
south to Montezumaand 1 long block west to 55th St. Last #36 leaves College Av. and El cajon at 9:56pm.

Sundayreturn to airport: Bus #43 from SDSUTransit Center to 5th Av. and Broadway. Walkacross street
and transfer to #2 going west on Broadway.Last #43 leaves at 5:37piTl.

Lost? call bus company(233-3004) or El Conk (286-2030) or (as last resort) HARRRUJA(469-4887.)

BYCAB:
Fare about $20. Fare varies from cabbie to cabbie; inquire! Yellow Cab permits dividing fare arronq
passengers.

BYC%Bdmthe North: Takel 5, to | 805, to | 8 (eastbound), to College Av. offramp, to MontezumaRight on
Montezumaand on to 55th St. Free parking in lot behind El Conk (tall bldg. S side of Montezuma.)

Fromthe East:l 8 west to College Av. offramp,etc.

Fromthe South:l 5 north to | 8 east, etc.

Fromthe west: use your water wings.

RECCt+IENERHEADING

“The Space Of OneBreath" by Brad Leithauser discusses chess, computer chess, and artificial intelligence, in
an article in The NewYorker (3/9/87, p. 41). Youdon't have to play chess - or knowanything at all about
chesseeeor about computers, for that matter - to find it engrossing. It deals with technical matters with
great dexterity from an cultured layman's point of view. Asarticles go, it is a long one -- about 16 full
pages of text, net, after deducting the space taken up by ads -- and it isn't a bit too long, in the opinion
of Lee Eisler, whorecorrrrendsit highly. Incidentally, the author, whorecently wrote a highly praised first
novel, happens to be the son of a BRSnember, Gladys Leithauser.

BRSBUSINESS

Contributlons welcome. Enjoy the satisfaction of knowingthat you are helping to keep the wolf from the BRS
door. Send a few bucks to the BRSTreasury (c/o newsletter; address on Page 1, bottom). Noamountjis too
small; or too large, for that matter. Sendwhat you can. Thanks.
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Thel ouisiana Statute and its
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PIDM:JI'ING BR'S PURFOSES

Beyondwar: To Whorwe Are Beholden

What has evolved on our planet is not
just life, not just grass or mice or
beetles or microbes, but beings with a
great intelligence, with a capacity to
anticipate the future consequences of
present actions, with the ability even to
leave their homeworld and seek out life
elsewhere. Whata waste it wouldbe if,
after four billion years of tortuous
biological evolution, the dominant
organism on the planet contrived its cwn
annihilation.

No species is guaranteed its tenure on
this planet. Andwe've been here for only
about a million years, we, the first
species that has devised the means for
its  self-destruction. I look at those
other worlds, cratered, airless, cold,
here and there coated with a hopeful

stain

future.

to fight for that life,
just for

of organic matter,
myself what an astonishing
happened here.
live, to

and | remind
thing has
Howprivileged we are to
influence and control our
| believe we have an obligation
to struggle not

ourselves, but for all those

creatures whocamebefore us, and to whom

we are beholden, and for all

those who,if

weare wise enough, will comeafter us.

There is
dedication

no cause more urgent, no
morefitting for us than to

strive to eliminate the threat of nuclear

war. No

political

social convention, no
system, no economichypothesis,

no religious dogmais more inportant.

Carl

sagan, in
(3/8/87) of
St. Louis, with

Ethical weekly
the Ethical Society of
thanks to STEVE

MARAGIDES.

implications,

CREATIOOISM

as described ALSECKEInh "The Skeptical

1987, pp.147-158)eeewith thanks to TONSTANLEY.

in the public schools of the United States

Inquirer"

May1987

(Winter 1986-

under ideological control and to warp the presentation of information de-

Sis once more under attack. The Supreme Coun is about to consider
the constitutionality of a Louisiana statute that would require public
schools to vitiate their presentation of modern science by presenting a thinly
veiled religious construct as a comparably scientific approach to explaining
nature. In discussions 9f the history of the universe or of the eanh or of life
or human beings, any consideration of "evolution science” (as the statute calls
it) would have to be offset by a presentation of "creation science." The latter
is a concoction. based on religion, that offers "scientific" justifications for
belief in the literal truth of the creation stories of the Bible.

The case is of great importance for science education not only in Louisiana
but throughout the country, and it therefore has great impon for science
itself. The statute represents a bald attempt to bring the content of science

veloped in a score of scientific disciplines, from cosmology and astrophysics
to paleontology, biochemistry, and even linguistics. .
The Southern California Skeptics (SCS), the largest local group associated

Al Seckel is executive director of ‘he Southern cCalifornia Skeptics.

with the Committee for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of the Para-
normal (CSICOP). has led a highly effective effort to inform scientific
organizations and individual scientists about the nature and urgency of the
case and to enlist their participation in an amicus curiae brief that asks the
Coun to declare the Louisiana statute invalid. The brief includes among its
signatories 24 scientific organizations (including CSICOP) and 72 winners of
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the Nobel Prize in the fields of Physics, Chemistry, Medicine or Physiology.
It attacks the statute's mischaraeterization of creationism as science and repre-
sents the largest group of Nobel laureates ever to support a single statement
on any subject. Furthermore, this is the first time that so large and respected
a group of scientists has joined together to publicly challenge the constitu-
tionality of a statute, making this brief a document of historical importance.

First, some background. The creationist movement is closely aligned with
what has been called "evangelical fundamentalism." For example, the Creation
Research Society, a leading association of creationists, requires its members
to subscribe to an explicitly fundamental “statement of belief.” The Louisiana
statute marks the culmination of decades of fundamentalist efforts to change
the way science is presented in the public schools.

Certainly the most famous battle in the ongoing struggle took place in the
1920s, when Tennessee prosecuted John Scopes for teaching evolution in the
public schools. Despite the renowned efforts of defense attorney Clarence
Darrow, Scopes was convicted. His conviction was later overturned on a
technicality, but the Tennessee law prohibiting the teaching of evolution
remained on the books for another forty years. During that period, crea-
tionists maintained a strong influence over the content of public school text-
books. Rather than inviting confrontation with creationist activists, many
textbook publishers chose to ignore or minimize the importance of evolu-
tionary theory and its power as a scientific theory.

In the 1960s,the Supreme Court was finally called upon to evaluate
several practices of critical significance to the creationists. In 1962and 1963,
an almost unanimous Court held that the Establishment Clause prohibits
state-sponsored  school prayer. And, in 1968, the Court struck down an
Arkansas statute that prohibited the teaching of evolution-a  statute very
similar to the one in Tennessee under which Scopes had been convicted.

During the 19605, in response to the clarification of constitutional law,
the creationists-under  the leadership of Henry Morris and Duane Gish-
accelerated the dissemination of what is variously known as "scientific crea-
tionism" or "creation science." The objective was to describe the Genesis
account of creation in a way that might appear sufficiently "scientific" to be
usable in the public school classroom. Primarily through the efforts of the
San Diego-based Institute for Creation Research, a vast literature of "creation
science" emerged.

A number of states then considered whether the new form of creationism
ought to be incorporated in public school education. Legislators in at least 17
states have introduced bills calling for the teaching of creationism. In 1977,
the Indiana Textbook Commission adopted a creationist biology textbook.
However, when the religious content of the book was brought to light, a local
court held that its use would violate the Establishment Clause.

Creationist efforts to obtain legislation requiring "balanced treatment” of
creationism and evolution in public schools later came to fruition in the
passage of an Arkansas statute. After a lengthy and expensive trial featuring
numerous expert witnesses, that statute, too, was held unconstitutional.

In 1981, the Louisiana legislature passed a law requiring "balanced treat-
ment" of evolution and "creation science” in the public schools. The law
provides that both evolution and creation be taught as "theory" rather than
as "proven scientific fact.” A group of parents, teachers, and organizations
immediately challenged the law as a violation of the Establishment Clause.
"In other cases, the so-called Establishment Clause has been construed to
forbid the teaching of religion in the public schools.

The Louisiana case came before a federal district judge in that state who
ruled that creationism is a religious belief and that teaching "creation science”

in the public schools would therefore violate the Constitution. (Tech~icallv
the judge ruled on a motion for summary judgment, deciding that he did not
need to hold a trial since there were no disputed issues of fact and the only
questions for decision were purely legal ones.) Louisiana appealed to the
United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, which affirmed the
district court's decision. Louisiana asked the entire Fifth Circuit to rehear the
case, but the request for rehearing was denied by a vote of 8 to 7, Louisiana
then exercised its right to have the United States Supreme Court review the
Fifth Circuit decision, and on May 5, 1986, the Court announced that it had
taken jurisdiction over the appeal.

The Supreme Court ordinarily has a fair amount of discretion in deciding
which cases it will hear, but has much less discretion when a federal court
strikes down a state law. In those cases, the Court can decline to review the
decision only if there is"no substantial question” about its correctness, In this
case, at least four of the nine Justices concluded that Louisiana had raised a
"substantial" question. but the Court does not disclose which four Justices or

SOCiety News, No. 54 May 1987

their arguments, It is reasonable to speculate, however, that the Justices who
voted to hear the case were concerned about why the District Court had
ruled "creation-science” to be religious without holding a full-blown trial.

When the newspapers published the Supreme Court's decision to hear this
case, | contacted my friend Jeff Lehman, who had recently clerked for a
Supreme Court Justice and now works for the Washington law firm of
Caplin & Drysdale, to find out more about the decision and what SCS could
do to help, After learning that an amicus brief is the proper way for inde-
pendent outsiders to present their views to the Supreme Court, | went to the
SCS Board of Directors, and they agreed to help put together and fund a
brief on behalf of the scientific community on the issue of the teaching of
evolution and “creation science." Meanwhile, Jeff approached fellow Caplin
& Drysdale lawyer Beth K.aufman (knowing of her expertise on the Establish-
ment Clause) and together they got Caplin & Drysdale's agreement to provide
its legal services gratis. SCS board member and Nobel laureate physicist
Murray Gell-Mann (a CSICOP Fellow) agreed to send letters to the U,S.
Nobel laureates in science and medicine, and to other scientific organizations,
asking for their participation and support of the brief. The SCS amicus brief
thus began to evolve.

To help familiarize the lawyers with the past works of "creation science"
groups, | put them in touch with SCS member William Bennetta, who has
spent several years investigating and writing about “creation science.” Ben-
netta, armed with boxes of material, flew to Washington. In short order, he
was able to give K.aufman and Lehman the flavor of the entire controversy.

An amicus brief may articulate any particular view its supporters wish to
express: it need not and should not make all of the possible arguments in the
case. Since the ACLU would be discussing the Establishment Clause decisions
and their bearing on this case, it was decided to focus on the issues that,
scientists would consider important in order to make a meaningful contribu.'
tion with the amicus brief.

Ultimately, the brief focused on two issues, First, drawing on the wealth
of "creation science" writings now available, the brief sought to prove to the
Court that "creation science" embodies certain religious ideas that come from
Genesis: that a divine Creator. created the universe and life from nothing: that
all the "kinds" of plants and animals were created at once and no "kinds"
have ever evolved into other "kinds"; that a worldwide flood caused the
formation of fossils and all other geological and paleontological phenomena;
and that the universe and lifeare less than 10,000 years old.

In the Louisiana law that the Supreme Court will assess, "creation science"
has been fully sterilized, The law prescribes "balanced treatment” for "evolu-
tion science™ and “creation science,” but it does not describe creation science
at all. It says only that "creation science" comprises the "scientific evidences
for creation"; it says nothing to suggest what "creation” may mean, The state
of Louisiana denies that the “creation science" of the statute is linked to
religion, denies that it corresponds to orthodox “creation science,” and denies
that it is anything more than a preoccupation with "origin through abrupt
appearance in complex form." That phrase, or some variation of it, appears
in affidavits that were devised for the state after the statute had been passed
and had been challenged in a lower federal court, The state asserted that
“creation science” did not involve these concepts; the SCS brief shows that
the “creation science™ of the statute can be nothing but the *creation science
of fundamentalists, the state's representations notwithstanding, Furthermore,
the brief argued that the "abrupt appearance” construct is not a sufficiently
well defined alternative to orthodox “creation science." It fails to define a
concrete alternative to evolution: accordingly, it is implausible that the
Louisiana legislature intended the Act to embody it rather than orthodox
“creation science,” Therefore, the sterilized "abrupt appearance" construct
can only be understood as a post hoc explanation created for the purpose of
defending this unconstitutional ~Act.

The second argument proceeds by offering the Court a careful distinction
between scientific fact and theory, Facts are properties of natural phenomena:
theories are naturalistic explanations for a body of facts. The brief explains
that this distinction permeates all of science, not merely those areas governed
by the theory of evolution, By requiring that evolution be taught as "theory,"
while permitting other scientific theories to be taught as "proven scientific
fact," the statute deprecates evolution, By singling out one topic of science
(so-called "origins"™) for special treatment, the legislature conveyed the false
message that the prevailing theory of "origins"-evolutionary  theory-is less

robust than all other theories in science, If the Court can understand this
distinction between fact and theory, it will understand that the act could not
have been intended to promote academic freedom. but rather was intended to
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disparage evolution because of its conflict with certain religious beliefs.

Because of the historic importance of this brief and of the case itself, it
was decided to hold a news conference in Washington at the National Press
Club on the date of filing. Representing the brief and the issue of "creation
science'Yevolution were 1972 Nobel laureate biochemist Christian Anfinsen'
Harvard paleontologist and CSICOP Fellow Stephen Jay Gould; geneticis;
Francisco Ayala, chairman of the National Academy of Sciences Section of
Population Biology, Evolution, and Ecology; and SCS Executive Director Al
Seckel. Beth Kaufman and Jeff Lehman were also present. Gell-Mann, Gould,
and Ayala read prepared statements. (See texts.) Approximately 70 members
of the press attended: reporters from all the major wire services, television
and cable news networks, major newspapers, and news magazines, as well as
representatives from the major scientific, legal, and educational publications.
The story was widely reported all over the United States and was front-page
news throughout the state of Louisiana.

The purpose in holding a news conference was not simply to advertise the
brief but also to focus public attention on how important proper scientific
education is to the welfare of this country. In their statement of interest in the
brief, the scientists explain that, while it is important that science education
accurately portray the current state of substantive scientific knowledge, it is
even more important that science education accurately portray the premises
and processes of science. They contend that teaching religious ideas mislabeled
as "science" is detrimental to scientific education: "It sets up a false conflict
between science and religion. misleads our youth about the nature of scientific
inquiry, and thereby compromises our ability to respond to the problems of
an increasingly technological world. Our capacity to cope with problems of
food production, health care, and even national defense will be jeopardized if
we deliberately strip our citizens of the power to distinguish between the
phenomena of nature and supernatural articles of faith."

The range of scientific expertise found among these Nobel laureates indi-
cates that they perceive more than just the theory of evolution to be at stake.
As even the creationist writings reveal, evolutionary biology is intertwined
with other sciences, ranging from nuclear physics and astronomy to molecular
biology and geology. Therefore, although the creationist campaign is adver-
tised as merely an assault on evolution, it is in fact an attack on the. full
sweep of scientific knowledge. Moreover, by challenging the methodology of
evolutionary biology, the creationists also challenge the methodology of all of
modern science.

It is because of the creationists' broad attack on science that the brief
was able to attract such wide support in the scientific community. Earlier
attempts to rally these scientists against the Reagan Administration's Strategic
Defense Initiative, often called the Star Wars program, failed miserably.
Arno Penzias, who shared a Nobel Prize in 1978 for his work in discovering
cosmic radiation, supporting the "big bang" theory of the universe. called the
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unified action on creationism unusual and said that he could not imagine any
other issue receiving support from such a broad range of Nobel laureates.
Among the other Nobel signers of the friend-of-the-<:ourt brief were people
with whom he often had violent arguments on other issues. Penzias said.

According to Val Fitch, Whowon the prize in Physics in 1980 for helping
to explain the predominance of matter over antimatter in the universe, the
action was a defense of the integrity of science. "When scientific method and
education are attacked, the laureates close ranks and speak with one voice:
he said. The Louisiana law earned this unprecedented opposition because "it
defies all scientific reason: Fitch said.

The brief was filed on August 18, 1986. Oral arguments will be heard
around January, but a decision may not be issued until June or July 1987. As
usual with cases involving religion, this case will have impact far beyond the
state lines of Louisiana. If the Supreme Court affirms the lower courts'
decisions in this case, other states will know that similar statutes would be
considered unconstitutional. If it were to reverse, the creationists would enjoy
a devastating propaganda victory (even though the case itself would continue
in the lower courts).

Both sides in the controversy —admit that the SCS brief will receive more
attention than the many other friend-of-the-court briefs that flood court
clerks' offices. "It's got to make the Supreme Court sit up and take notice:
said Martha Kegel, executive director of the ACLU's Louisiana chapter. "I
think it shows the impact of the case to the scientific and academic communi-
ties: she said. "There's the ~ealization that this law, if allowed to stand, will
have a detrimental effect on scientific education and academic freedom."

Kendall Yick, the Louisiana assistant attorney general, said it is difficult
to gauge how much effect the brief will have. But in most cases, he said,
"unless it isa very significant brief by a group like this or the solicitor general
or attorney generals of all the states, [one of these briefs] doesn't have much
impact."”

If next summer the Supreme Court rewards our efforts with a victory, we
should not be lulled into complacency. Often school boards or even individual
teachers institute religion in the classroom either in ignorance of or in spite of
its unconstitutionality. These actions are far less visible than a state statute;
they will continue unless involved parents and community members complain
about them. It is the responsibility of each of us to ensure that the Constitu-
tion is not thwarted in this way.

Postscript: A tremendous amount of effort was spent in preparing this brief;
we thank the many volunteers who made this effort successful in so short a
time (two and a half months). We would also like to thank those individuals
and groups who made contributions to help defray the expenses, including
CSICOP, which generously donated $2,750. .
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CURRENT ATINTUDES

Meet some fellow Americans, courtesy of the NewYork Times (4/13/87,

ByDENNIS HEVESI

The Devil is not only responsible for
lhe faUof the Rev. Jim Bakker and the
troubles facing the IUllion'stelevision’
ministry; he Is an active, negative;
force at work in the universe who is'
constantly tempting human_ beings,
many foUowersof the television evan-
gelists believe. .

Andwhilethe Devilis net the homed
and pitchfork-bearing caricature of
evn, most of those followers say, they
believehe is a spirit created by Godso
humanity can struggle through great
tribulation toward ~ the coming of
heaven onearth.

Those views were expressed in a fol-
low-uptoa New York TimeS-CBNews
Poll conducted two weeks ago in re-
sponse to the adultery scandal mvolv-
IngMr. Bakker and his PTL Ministry.

Ibat survey indicated that the 505re-
spondents whosaid they "made a point
of watching" one or more of seven weU

knownevangelists were evenly divided
about whether "the Devilwas responsl-
ble for the troubles" of Mr. Bakker.
Forty-three percent said the Devil was
rr‘%\)stponSIble and 43 percent said be was

For example, Carlos Velez, a 46-
ear-old claims agent for the Long Is-
and Rail Road who Jives In Rockville

Centre, LI., believes the Devil "took
possession" of Mr. Bakker.

w) do believe thai there is a Devil,"
said Mr. Velez,a Catholic. "When the
Devil takes somebody's mind and he
Ras no willpower, the Devil can control

im.

HH.ere"sa man running this, you can
call It an emplre," Mr. Velez said of
Mr. Bakker. "He has everything going
for him. AU of a sudden this young
wo~an comes along. He sees an OPPOr-
tunity. | believe the Devil took gosses-
Sionofhim. It can hag;)en 10anybody."

Janee Holdaway,27,who works in a

B9 [benign?]):

foam rubber factory in High Point
N.C.,concurs. "I feel, like any person
who reads their Bible, that the Devil
tempts people,” she said.

But Mrs. Holdaway,a member of the
Pentecos\81 Holiness Church. voiced
ambiguity about. where to place re-
.Sponsibi ItY,and_ Jindoing so raised the
theologicallycritical issue of free will.

"| feel he was tempted by her," Mrs.
Holdaway said of Mr, Bakker and the
secretary” with whomhe had the affair.
"But he'wasn't made todoan thmF he
didn't want to do. He could either sleep
;.~tl)her or walk away. He's responsi-

Mr. Bakker has contended that the'
woman, Jessica Hahnoi west Babylon,
L.J.,seduced him ina Florida hotel in
December 1980. Miss Hahn has said

.through an adviser that she yielded'

onlyafter drinking drugged wine.
Mrs. Holdaway wondered whether
the Devil wasn't “ultimately to blame.



(29)

(30)

(31)

Page 25

“Essay on the Foundations .of Geometry" by Bertrand Russell, any edition in reasonably good condition at a
reasonable price. Dr. Irving H. Anellis, 110 McDonald Drive, #8-B, Ames, IA 50010-3470.
INVITATIONTO WRITE

Sailor. "Because of making my living at sea and seldom being home, rrost; of my relationships are  maintained
through letters. To a sailor, one of the rrost. important things in life is mail: people to write to and
receive mail from; especially people with whomyou have a COITITI®aond and interest."” So writes a new rrember
who enjoys reading Science, History, Philosophy and Theology. He is: QM2 Thomas Bollin, USN; USS Arthur W.
Radford (DD-968); FPC New York 09586-1206. [QM2= Quartermaster 2nd Class]

ABOUTDTHERORGANIZATIONS
Eree Inquiry,  the publication, will hold its annual conference on September 11-13, 1987 in Washington, D.C. It
will focus on "The Roman Catholic- Church and Hwnanism." To find out rrore: Box 5, Buffalo, NY 14215-0005.

Russell

"He Is a spirit that can make you do
lltings Iltat you /IOrmally wouldn't do,"
abe said. "So, here we are baclt to
square one. Who Is responsible?”

And If God created everyt/ting, In-
cluding lite Devil, then is God responsl-
ble for evil?

For Rod Sladek, 31, a real estate
salesman from Albany, the answer -
seen as part of a higher plan -Is yes.

"God creates everything and gives

us all free will," said Mr. Sladek, who is
Catholic. "And He allows us to be indio
viduals, as opposed to robots. He could
have created us as slaves that would
only worship. But he gave us optioos.”

"Right /IOW,we're In the midst of a
spiritual war between the kingdom of
God and the kinlldom of Satan,” Mr.
Sladek c.ontinued. "And we're losing. |
think that if you look into the prophe-
cies of Jesus you'll find lltat the events
happening today have been foretold,
and this Is the beginning of the birth
pangs of the great ftribulation, which
will eventually usher in the kingdom of
Christ.”

Mike Bell, 26, a communications  sys-
tems analyst from Decatur, Ga., sees
the Devil in terms of an “opposing

force,8 negative spirit."

"God created lite Devil as being a
good force,” said Mr. Bell, a Baptist.
“But the Devil wanted 100 much power
and, as a result, he ended up, turning
against God:'

Satan's  PefSIIDIIl ReaUty
SUcha "personali2ed”  Interpretatioo

of the Devil as a negative spirit or force

Independent  of, though influencing,

human action - le valid, according to
Dr. Carl F. H. Henry, a theologian at
Trinity Evangelical —Divinity School In
Deerfield, 111.

“There has been insistence In evan-
aellcally orthodox circles on the per-
-.1 reality of Satan,” Dr. Henry said.
"You've IOtto say thal Jesus affirmed
lite reality of lite personal Satan as a
rebelliouS angelic creature, as did the
Old Testament prophets, the New Tes-
tament apostles and the greatest Chris-
tian theologians. "

“If the moral principle of ‘the good'
can be grounded in a personal,Invisible
spirit - that Is God -~ why cannot the
principle of evil likewise be grounded
In a personal demonic spirit?"

The Rev. Ronald Thiemann, dean of
the  Harvard University Divinity
SChool, however, aees limitations to

wch personalizations.

Dr. Thiemann said he sees evil exist-
Ing on three levels: As “personalize<!
evil, as natural evil, such as earth-
quakes, and as a kind of structural evil,
which Is spawned by human activity
but somehow takes on a life of its own
and infiltrates organiZations and sys-
tems. Nazism, of course, Is the classic
case.

“If we limit OUrview to talk of the
Devil," he said, "then we're going to
~Il to Identify some O0lthe most terrify-
Jog expressions  of evll. The danger = of
focusing on the Devil is that we person-
alize and thereby Uivialize the enor-
mous social power of evil."

Bob Cash, S5, of Oklahoma City,
ooids to the personalized View of the
Devil. "He's a spirit, and he's real," he

WANTEDO BUY
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said.

Mr. Cash has difficulty coming te
terms with the incapacitating pain h'
StiU BUffers from an automobile acel-
dent 16years ago.

When' asked if the Devil caused th'
accident, he re;>lied: "I wouldn't be e
bit surprised. He's probably behind it."

“If | had a choice to go to heaven
right now,” Mr. Cash said, "I'd rather
be where all thal peace is instead of all
lhis pain. Why didn't | get to go on?

lbal's  what I've always wondered;
whal's the lesson 1 was supposed to
learn?"

In theend, the only answer for Mr.

z:ash s falth. "I'm not going to question
=>od," he said.

And that 1s how he views the Jim
Bakker affair. "There surely is some
Itind of good to come out of it,” he said.
“Somebody will get the right experi-
ence or the right ans\\\er."

The right answer for Lydia Mayo is
summed up Inone word: Forgiveness.

"01 course, it's wrong when you do
these things," said Miss Mayo, a Bap-
tist who is 65 and lives in Newport
News, Va. "But | think some people
just use this as an alibi: 'The Devil
made me doll.'

“It's notlik~ 1can see the Devil walk-
ing down the street. Just like I can 'l see
God. To me, the Devil comes in people,
in our actions. Actions that God is not
pleased with. We have all come short of
the glory of God. Some people saidthat
Jim Bakker, because he is a minister,
shouldn't have donett, But | can 10r-
give him, llithe Lord can."

May 1987
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(32) PRIZE CCNI'EST
Win a good book, a Russell book

10 books, 10 winners
5 copies of each of the following:

Berfrand = Russell .on God and Religion
edited by BRS Member Al Seckel
. published in 1986 by Prometheus Press of Buffalo, NY
Five copies donated by them to the BRS
in support of this contest

Bertrand  Russell
by BRS Member Paul Grimley Kurtz
published in 1986 by Twayne Publishers of Boston
Five copies donated by them to the BRS
in support of this contest

Purpose of the contest:
to help the BRS acquire new members

Howto enter the Contest:

1. Talk with people you know about the BRS, and if they seem

interested in the possibility of joining, send us their names and
addresses and we will send them several pages of infonnation
about the BRS. Also state which of the two books you would
prefer, if you should be one of the winners.

2. When one of your people enrolls, we will credit you with one
point.

3.  When the contest ends, each of the 10 members with the most
points wins a book. We will ship the books according to the
stated  preference, to the extent possible.

4, The contest will end December 31, 1987.

Send your new-member-prospects to the newsletter, address on Page
1, bottom.

You help the BRS
by winning a book

Stay with it!

If you like this contest, credit MARVINKOHL. It was his idea. He arranged for the books, too.

(33) DIREX:TORSOF THE BERTRANDRUSSELLSOCIETY, INC.
elected for 3-year terms, as shown
1985-87: JACQUELINEBERTHOO-PAYCN)OBDAVIS, ALI GHAEMI, HUGHVIX>RHEAD

1986-88: IDU ACHESOO,KENBIACKWELL,JOHN JACKANICZZ, DAVIDJOHNSON, JUSTIN LEIBER, GLADYSLEITHAUSER, STEVE
REINHARDT,CARLSPArX::NITCMSTANLEY

1987-89: JACK CCWLES, WILLIAMFIEIDING, DAVIDGOILMAN, STEVEMARAGIDESFRANKPAGE, MICHAELROCKLER,CHERIE
RUPPE, PAUL SCHILPP, WARRENSMITH, ~ SUZARA

The 6 BRS officers are also directors, ex officio,
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PIHCGRAKANNUALEETING)
The Program: (tentative)

Friday, 19 June 6:30 p.m. Registration. Infornal Reception

7:30 call to order. Announcements
7:45 ixliit JACKANICZ'Bertrand Russell: the San Diego Connection™
8:15 Film: CBCClose-Up Interview
9:00 Break
9:30 Board of Directors rreet. All memberswelcome. RICIIARBVILK's proposal for a
Russell Prize
10:30 Recess
saturday,20 June 8:00 a.m. Breakfast

8:30 MARVIKOffi"Locating the Primary Good"
9:30 Break
9:45 MICHABEROCKLERRussell on Education”
10:30 Break
10:45 Talk
11:30 Business Meeting of the SOCiety
12:30 Lunch
2:00 p.m. ALSOCKEL/Bertrand Russell on Ethics, Sex and Marriage
2:45 Break
3:00 MICHAECARELLA Mysticism and Logic, a second Look"
4:30 Break
5:00 Red Hackle Hour
6:30 Banquet
9:00 Board Meeting. All memberswelcome

Sunday, 21 June 8:00 a.m. Breakfast
9:00 JOHNLENZ,"Russell and the Greeks"
10:00 Film: Bertie and the IloiTd>
11:00 SAM_ABSON/Russell on the SCientific Spirit"
12:30 Checkout

I'S.To reserve a roomfor the June 19-21 Meeting, send your check to El Conquistador, 5505 Montezuma Road,
San Diego, CAQ92115, for 48.50 for single roomwith all meals; or 42.50 (per person) for double roomwith all
meals; or 1850 for meals only (all meals including banquet.) "All meals" means 3 meals Saturday, breakfast
Sunday.

BYBERTRANRWSSELL

Howto oppose Apartheid, from "Dear Bertrand Russell”, Feinberg and Kasrils, eds, (Boston: Houghton Mifflin,
1969. pp. 53-54):

~ussel~ rep.liesto a correspondent who is opposed to the Apar- public opinion so that the British Government can be induced t~

theid regime In South Africa but who is equally opposed to violent apply pr-sswe. | do not believe anti-apartheid —organisations

forms of struggle. should dissociate themselves from nationalist movements advo-
cating violence.

27 November 1964 2. In the event of outbreak of violence in South Africa the cam-

DEAR MR. HOUGHAM, paign for external pressure of an economic order 'should be

Th~nk you very much for your letter which I read with care. I stepped up. United Nations intervention is rarely beneficial be-
thmk J1.pro~able that non~violent action will not succeed in altering cau.se the U.N. it-elf is so much the centre of Cold War power
the regme m South Afnca. As with most industrial totalitarian politics._ Until this ceases to be true, intrusion of the U.N. will
~untries, .organized revolution is extremely difficult ~nd non- mean little more than the introduction of American power into
Violent resistance even more so. The regime in South Africa makes ~e area concerned. This was evident in the Congo. If Na-
0?~n opposition impossible and, therefore, minimises the opportu- tl~nahs.t movements seek assistance from Cold War powers, it
nities of organized non-violent opposition. Having said this, bow- WIII,without doubt, increase the danger of world war. There is
~ver, ~sbould point out that it is very difficult to stop violence once no rc:medy other than seeking economic sanctions against the of-
It begins, The Algerian revolution cost one and a balf million lives fendmg governments. The longer pressure against the govern-
out of a population of 8 million. Comparable disaster in Britain ment of ~uth ~frica isdelayed, the more dangerous and violent
wo~d involve the lives of 6 million people and a devastation of the the eX~loslon will be. There is no escaping this. Western invest-
entire coun~:  The end r~sult.is a government dependent upon its ments 10 South Africa are colossal. If the government is toler-
army and It'IS because victonous revolutions invariably succeed ated by ~ose who bold these investments until the final explo-
through the discipline of a determined guerilla army that they soon sion of Violence, the situation will be even more grave.

enter a Bonapartist phase. To answer your queries specifically: . L
In short, the task of those seeking to oppose apartheid is to work
1. It is presumptuous for those of us not faced with conditions such for the. maximum pressure against the regime from the outside.

as those which obtain in South Africa to determine the form of There 1s 20 way to remove the spectre of violence short of that.
VIOlence 1s endemic where governments of this order hold sway.

Yours sincerely,
BERTRAND RUSSELL

struggle: | believe our efforts in Britain should be concentrated
on makmg known the nature of the regime and On mobilising
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SOURCE  WANTED

SCience vs. Religion. "SCience provides
evidence." can you tell us who said it?

evidence without certainty.

Religion provides certainty

without



