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(1) ~itlightSI Dues are due 1/1/89 (15). New BRS chapter, at McMaster (10). Coorad Russell reviews book about his
a er-rrsT. Directccs elected (20). '!his issue oo-edited by Ben Eshbach (2). Tenniel's Mad Hatter caricature

(38). Valll.lnllblows the whistle. (8). '!he atheistic Rabbi's Humanistic Judaism (23). Resten's favorite BR
propos i t ion (7). The Index is en the last page (40). An asterisk in the left colUlll1irrlicatesa request.

CO-EDITOR,

( 2) We received the following from the Co-Editor of this issue of the newsletter:

"Greetings: This issue of the newsletter is being co-edited by me, Ben Eshbach. I am a student
attending California State University at Northridge majoring in philosophy, and have made
philosophy my primary interest for the past five or six years. I intend to teach philosophy
eventually. My great interest in Russell is due, probably, to the diversity of his works. To pin
him down in anyone category is impossible! I am particularly fond of the philosophers of the
Enlightenment (for their style and efforts against dogmatism), and the twentieth century analytic
philosphers. Russell is, of course, both of these and much more.

Lee Eisler and I are working together from opposite sides of the North American continent on this
experimental issue. Changes will be kept to a minimum. If you have any comments about this issue
let's hear from you."

STATUE PROTESTED

(3) MQses Statue Protested From The Times Union, Albany, N.Y., Saturday, June 25 1988. A letter to
the Editor. "Thanks to Hugh Mc Veigh.

To the Editor:
The June 17 Times Union printed a photo of a statue of Moses in Washington Park being
"spruced up." As one who values freedom of religion, freedom from religion and a separation
of church and state, I must strongly protest the placement of a religious symbol on public
ground and maintained with public funds.

I realize this is not one of the larger issues of the day but am happy that one of our other
basic rights, freedom of speech, guarantees me an opportunity to object with the hope of
being heard in a public forum .•

William Hansen, West Lebanon

FOR SALE

(4) BR ~ Norman Rockwell. '!his is an oil painting that shews BR in 2 different moods s an angry mood (as at an
anti-nuclear raIly), and a wise and benign mood. Really quite attractive. Probably dane from photographs,
it appeared in the May 1967 issue of Ramparts. Aba..1t11.5 x 17 indies. Price $5 postpaid. Says 'lUo\sr~:
"Since the first class postage canes to $2.40, I think the price is quite reaS<nable. Thanas Rockwell has
assured me that his father's portrait is not available as a postcard or poster." Order it from: Attention
Henry, The Arlingten Gallery, Arlingten, VT 05250•

•RUssell S5Clety News, a quarterly. tee Eisler, Eihtor, RD 1, BOx 409, ccopersbUig, pA 18036
Ben Eshbach, Co-Editor, 1730 N. Lima St., Burbank, CA 91505

Russell SOCiety Library: 'IbmStanley, Librarian, Box 434, Wilder, vr 05088
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August 1988

(5) ~ssell in ~layboy, January 1964. Th~Swas not Ru~sell 's first appearance in Playboy. He had been interviewed
In Plarocr, In March1%3. The intervIew appeared In RSN31(Item 12), and was later reprinted in "The Playboy
Inter';lew (NewYork: Playboy Press, 1981). Weare indebted to 008ERI' HIO<Sfor the present article from the
1%4 Issue, p. 117.

THE.CONFLICTING IDEOLOGIES OF EAST·AND WEST
an eminent philosopher weighs the factors in toda1ls critical balance of power

opinion By BERTRAND RUSSELL

nu TD<UOH UTWUH EAST AN» wur h.u OWly 10rDll and ia aupponed by awly very dilftring ugumenlL One 01 Ihc
causes 01 LenAon u aupposed 10 be that the West haa one ideolog-, and the Eaat h.u anothrr. It u said in the West thai
the West u Chrutian ••••hile the Eaat u godIeaa. and thai Ihc West loves freedom. while the I!aat practices despotiam.
and thai the West beliC'Ves in aeU-deLennination for nationa, •••hile awaia it out for •••orld ccnquese. A correlative "'I
of beliebc:xiJu in the CommunUl world: the Wesl it laid 10 entertain supentitiona •••hich help ainitler inftuences 10
gain po•••er; the vaunted freedom of the Wesl u laid 10 be only freedom for the rich. and 10 have DO purpo'" escepr
txploitation. Communilt countries call themoelves "peace-loving" and are aa persuaded of America'. imperialism aa
America ia of lhal of Russia. By meant of these opposing belief •• each side becomes persuaded thai the other io wicked
and that the destructioe of the lorees of C'viIi. a noble •••ort. •••hich must be performed al no mailer •••hat COIL

Although the ideological dilferences an aincercJy believed by each puty 10 jwtily iu boatility 10 the other. I do

not myaelf believe that ideological que •.
lions play any important put in C4wing
the reruion between wi and WeaL I
Ihink. on the rontrary. that they are prop-
aganda w~J.ponl designed to stimulate
warlike ardor and to convert neurrals.
WhenC'\ler. in pall hiltary, two ap-
proxiDUlcly equal ltal« have had much
more power than any others, they have
been hostrle and have foughl each other
unril both were too exhausted to remain
formidable. France and Spain. England
and France, Germany and England have
all. in (Urn, followed thil pattern until
now all have rendered themoclves nearly
powerle... and the old futilitiea have
been talen up by Am~rica and Ruuia.
All these variow .troggles had their ideo-
logical upect. bul all were. in bcl.
caused by love of power. The resl ia
merely an elegant decoration.

The evidencea lor thi. theoia an not
Iar IO""'~. Weolem propaganditta tell
u. that the West hu noble aimo, where-
as the wt i. malerialiltie. BUI one of
the mOlt persuasive argumenu for an
American invuion of Cuba u that. il
Castro io allowed to remain, raJ eaute
in Miami •••iII not be worth 1>0 cents an
acre. Throughout Latin America. and
in voriou. other paru of the wOI'ld a100.
American in8uence is devoeed to keep-
ing COrTUpl, cruel tyn.nu in power be-
Quae they ace more convenient for
American capitaliltl to deal with.

J Go not with to suggest that one side
has a monopoly on humbug. Wt Ger.
man y i. called "The German Demo-
cratic Republic," whereas it ia, in Iact.
a mililary dictatorship cstabliohed by an
alie-n military power in the counc of
suppreuing .I. popular revolution. But.
although RUlli.n humbug exi.u. I do
not think. it hal ever surpassed in cynical
pretenae the Western contention that
the Wesl .tand. for what it call. "The
Free World." The Wesl i, ready 10

accept Spain and Portugal ••• lli", aI-
Ihough bolh Iheae counlriea have a de •.
poti,m a' ruthless as Ihal of Ruuia in
the wont daya or Stalin. Nor i, it only in
allied countria that Americ.l. ,hows in-
dillerence 10 freedom. Modern develop.

menu of capiulism have placed immense
power in the banda of great indusirial
corpcranom. and those who do not RIb-

mit to their dictation find scant respect
lor libeny. Thi. w•• much lett the cue
in earlier times. CapitaJisu were leu or-
ganized and were often engaged in com-
petition with each other. Craftsmen and
peasanu had a certain degree of eco-
nomic freedom such iU il now possessed
only by rhe gTe.1 magnata 01 indwtry.
Freedom of the prea. which hOI alwaY'
been a liberal .Iogan, ha. now become
almost completely a sham. Newspapers
•••ilh large circulationa depend for .01.
veney upon advertisements, and well-
paid advertjsements ineviLably rome

8 a.lmost wholly (rom the rich. h is UU~
that in the Weotern •••orld the prett hOI
a certain degree 01 ugGJ liberty. but
new.papen which oppoae the Eatabli,h·
meru cannot bope for luge circalauons.
because they do not appeal 10 advertiaen.
The O)~uence u thaI the general pub-
lie gelJ iu newt distorted and biased, and
u ~ept in ignorance of many thingo
•••hich it it importanl thai it ohould
kno.... The moot ainilter example of
thit lind of diatortion ia the in8uence
of the armament indwtr)' in represaing
'the faeu about nuclear warfare, iu prob-
abililY and iu datructivenett. In the
Weot. the press i••thw controlled by lead-
ing industrialuu: in RUlli a, by leading
poliucians. The one ')'Item it no mor~
democratic than the other.

There also it a tendency in the Weol
10 by too much Ilre-ot upon purely legal
freedom and to ignore: the economic
penalties to which .a man of unorthodox
opinions it exposed. While he i. a RU-

dent at a univenity. he u 'pied upon by
the authoritiea and. if hit opinions are
not wholly conventional. he find •• on
leaving the univenily. that ir i, very dif-
ficult 10 aecure a job. If he doeo aucceed
in thi •• he i. liable 10 be harried by Con·
gressional inveotigationa which taJr.e up
hit lime and are likely 10 leave him b.nk·
rupL h il 10 be •••ondered al that moll
men take paint to avoid ruch penallie.?

I am not pretending thai RUMia i.
better in th~ TeSpectl. I am onlv con-

Lending that "The" Free World" haa be"
come. everywhere. a beautiful dream
•••hich can be honestly believed in only
by those •••ho an ignorant of modem
laetl- but these, unfOl'lUnaLely. eonsri-
rute about !19 percent of the population.

It is ironic that the curtailment or
freedom in the West ha. been chiefty
due 10 the belief thai the West i. lighl.
ing lor Ireedom. So 10nK •• East and
Welt continue to regard each other u
monsters 01 iniquicy, freedom it aure to
diminith in the West and •••i11have diffi-
culty increasing in the Eatl.

'This bringo me 10 the question: What
can be done 10 diminioh the acerbitj in
the conftiel of ideologie.? Something can
be done by an increase or lOCia.1inter-
course between wt and Weat. But
I do nOI think thaI anything very
decisive can be done until ways are
found of diminishing mutuaJ fear. At
present, moet people on each aide be-
lieve that the other may at any moment
make • treacherous attack •••hich will be
utterly diultroul in in effecu. This be-
lief naturally engenders hatred of the
other aide. The hatred increases the other
aide'. fear. and therefore the other side's
armaments. The Rusaiaru tal~ about 100·
megaton bombs. and We shudder and
think how wicked Ihey are. Our authcri-
lies, in return, boast or our numerical
superiority in nuclear weoipolli. Each
aide. like a brallRing scboolbov, "Y'.
"You're the ones who will be extermi.
nated. while we sh.t.Usurvive." Thu is so
childish rhar one ",ould hardly have be.
lieved, in advance, mar eminent poliu.
clans would talk such nonsense. And 10

in a kind of deadly interc!U.nge. each
inCJ"e,;l5CIiu own danger in the attempt
to decrease the danger of the other aide.
I do not o-ee.how thi. deadly spiral it to
be overcome except by mutual disarma-
ment. But there will nOI be dioarm.amenl
until fear is leaicned., and fear will not
be leuened until there il diaarmamenL
Whal can be done to find a way out 01
thu tangle? Disarmament conferences
keep on laking place. but it u under.
"nod on both 'ides Ihal they are only a
game to bemwe tI•• populace .nd that

tbey m\Ut on no account be allowed to
lead to any good resuh. AU the people
engaged in Ihit dangerous game know
perfectly well that sooner or later it •••ill
lead 10 disaster. Perhaps tempen will be
frayed beyond endurance. perhaps nero
YOW apprehension will rome to be
thought wone than whal il fears, per·
hap' an accident or a mUta~e will plunge
the •••orld into nuclear war. All these
thingo may not be very probable. but
sooner or later. if there is no change in
public policy. one or another of them i'
almost a certainty.

There u one quite simple thing which
could be done. however, and which
would make all the difference. Each side
muat acknowledge th.u the desrrucnon
on both .ides would probably be about
equal and thOl nothing that anybody
desiree would result. Each lide ebould
aay to the other, "We have a common
interest. whidl ia to remain alive. We
abo have a common enemy. which ia
nuclear weapolU. Let ue conqut::r the
common enemy and punue our com-
mon interest in peace. Let w hate
armaments instead of hating IWI of
those who wield them. At pretent. both
halves are mad. and each hOI'" the other
h.1I lor being mad. It ia absurd that such
a state of affai" should be prolonged by
men with any shred of rationality.'

I believe that jf either Kennedy or
Khrushchev were to aand up at a dis-
armament conference and make thi5
speech. the world would rise to applaud
him. and the merchants of death who at
present govern our policies would alink
away and hide to escape the common de-
testauon which they have so amply
earned. I shall be told that this i. a
foolish vision of an Ideahst OUt of touch
with reality. Reality. I shall be told. i'
corps.e5. Anything else is an idle dream.
Perhaps UU:)6e who say this are riKhc..
but J cannot think 10. I am persuaded
thaI one eminent ma.n. 'whether Rus.sl~n
or Americall, could, given counge ilnd
eloquence. convert tbe world W S3nity
and allow mankind to live in joy rather
lh ••n perish in futile agollY.
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RUSSELLAPPRECIATED
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(6)' Jim Duncan was Professor of Radio and Journali~m at Drake University (Iowa) from 1950 to 1981, when he
retired fran teaching. He oontinues to announce the Drake relays, which he has teen doing ever since 1951. If
Ronald Reagan was Iowa's test-known sports announcer in the 1940s, Duncan has been its test-known ever since.
Drake Stadium's track has just been named after Duncan.

SOCwnthe Russ7ll scci ety newsletter, which he had not seen tefore, Duncan proved that in additicn to J:::eing an
athlete, he 1S a cogent intellectual. He wrote Director WARRENALLENSMITH(to whomwe are indebted for all
e,is informaticn) as follows:

Russell appeals to me for two reasons. One is his quick acceptance of Wittgenstein, his recogniticn of the
amaz inq genius of the man, even in a field in which he was untutored. In fact, Frege sent Wittgenstein to
Russell, who was wi th G. E. I-b:lre at Cambridge. Although Wittgenstein was per fect Iy happy with the
professor-student relationship, wi thin a matter of weeks Russell and Moore had changed it to three
confreres. Krxw inq the pcmposity of so many scholars of reputaticn, I feel this shows not only a very quick
appreciaticn of rare talent, but a remarkable humanity as well.

~~ second pleasant observation of Russell is that he introduced me to the horrible wrong the Newtonians did
Leibn i z , In 1900 he had done "A Creative Expositicn of the Philosophy of Leibni z ", I had learned atout
Lei bniz' s monads in college philosophy, rut had no idea the man died in disgrace. Isaac Newton developed a
calculus; so did Lei cni z . The Newtcnians were so jealous of their turf that they brought charges against
I£ibniz at tl,e Royal Academy, charges that he had plagiarized Newton. As Russell poi~ts out, he had not
plagiarized; he had developed a tetter calculus, one much closer to the calculus taught today than
Newton's. But the latter's followers had clout; their charges were encugh to keep him from important royal
commiss ioos and to make him such a pariah that only one person was present at his burial. After reading
Russell, once did an investigation and paper on the matter. One of tile world's great minds died in
disgrace.

RUSSELLQUOI'ED

(7) Reston loves this proposltlon (as indeed we all do.) He also did an earlier column on it, in 1977, which
titled, "Silly Season Samples" (RSNl6-17). BR'S profl?Sition first appeared in "Sceptical Essays" (1928),
POn DAVIS. The current oolumn is from The NewYork T1mes (8/29/30, p.Al9), willi thanks to a.ARE HALLORAN.

he
says

Bertrand Russell, on the Candidates' Claims
By James Reston

WASHINGTON

IIyou'lI UCUle the pun, Vice
President Bush Is aClin.g like a
bush leaguer. He's running
around the coentry telling se-
lected audiences how marvel-
ous he'd be In !he majors, but

he's always striking out or gelling
caught oil base.

BUJh made one solid hll during the
big exhibllion game In New Orleans,
but ever since he's been In slump. He
picked another busher as a pinch-run-
ner, and Lhen, whal was even more
embarrassing, delended that pinch-
runner, Senator Quayle, on the
ground. that "he didn't go 10 Canada,
he didn't burn his dralt card, and he
damn sure didn't burn the American
IIag,"

It was !he most memorable recom-
mendation since President Nixon
said: ". am I\Ol • crook."

Bush praised the Junior Senator
lrom Indiana lor being· young, strong
on delense and co-sponsor at the JoI>-
training act (Without menUonlnglhat

James Reslon Is the .enior columnlsl
or The New Yorit Times.

the other sponsor was Ted Kennedy
01 Massachussens), bUI by selecung
another rich conservative lor the
Vice Presrdenual SPOl he handed the
Democrats a couple of Issues they
didn't expect.

By not looking carelully Into the Im-
pllcarlons 01 Quayle's military
record, he revived the old argument
that the inlluential rich minimized
the dangers 01 having to light in Viet-
nam, and by picking a wealthy goller
as his running mate he invited the
Democrats to argue that this cam-
paign was between the country and
the country club,

There are sound reasons tor debate
on nallonal security and other Issues.
Gov. Michael S. Dukakis has been
emphatically vague on delense, but

, Bush has turned down the proposals
lor early debates with his opponent
and wants 10 avoid them until late in
September.

Meanwhile, the Vice President
prelers to argue that he alone be-
lieves In Ihe Pledge 01 Allegiance, and
implies that Dukakis Is unpatriotic
because he vetoed a bill that would
have compelled the teachers 01 Mas-
sachussells to lead their classes in
the pledge each morning.

Never mind thai the, Unlled Stales

Supreme Court is agarnst such com-
pulsory pledges. It's an obvious bean-
ball puch, but George's Iast ball is
better than his control.

It's the old Harry Truman "give
'em hell" technique, but with two dif-
ferences. Bush gives them "heck! ,.
And he's giVing it co them early.
Truman waited until the last two
weeks of his lamous campaign 40
years ago before comparing Dewey
to Hiller and Mussalint, but it helped
turn rhmgs around when the voters
had to vote belore they had lime to
think.

This election, however, the voters
will have time to reflect on Bush's ar-
gumenrs about the Pledge of Alle-
giance, prayer in the schools, abor-
rion, "Star Wars," budget and trade
deficus, child care, cabinet and judi-
cial appointments.

Even with Bush's delaying tactics
on debates, he will have 10 lace Duka-
kis and the tacis before a national
television audience.

Meanwhile, the voters may wish 10
consider the value 01 skepticism, as
proposed in another election long ago
by Bertrand Russell.

The old man had some goofy ideas,
but on elections he had something
worth remembering: '" wish to pro-

His advice?
Don't believe
anything that
can't possibly
be true.

pose lor the reader's lavorable con-
sideration," he wrote, "8 doctrine
which may, I fear, appear wildly
paradoxical and subversive. The doc-
trine in question is this: that it is un-
desirable to believe a proposition
when there Is no ground whatever for
supposing it true,"

Many such propositions are being
put lorward in this election by both
Bush and Dukakis, with little or no
truth to Support them.

Dukakis is not unpatriotic and
would not place the country's de-
lenses in jeopardy, and the Vice

President knows u.
Likewise, Bush is not a prisoner 0

the Republican right wingers. a'
Dukakis implies, but is merely
using them lor his own election pur-
poses.

The guess here is that they're bolt
closet moderates, and even if they're
not, Congress ultimately will force
them back toward the middle. Bu
Bush, especially, is playing the Rea
gan game. He is not thlnking prt.
marily about how to govern bUI how
to get elected.

Ronald Reagan proved that It did-
n't mailer so much what you said
provided you smiled, tossed a fe~
bones to the growlers on the nght
and denounced (he Democrats anc
the RUSSians as scoundrels, in that or
der.

The Vice President doesn't smile
but he SWings just 8S hard, and lht
question is whether, after eight year s
of borrowing and spending. sunshine
and deficits, the voters are gomg te
swallow more of this voodoo politics'
Bush is belling that they Will, anc:
maybe he's right.

But he shouldn't be fooled by hI'
slight lead in the polls. People are
beginning to laugh at the wrong
places. t;"
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NUCLEAR APPAl RS

November 1988

BR wolld have approved -- of that we are quite certain. Vanunu chose to do the unpcp.11ar thing, because
like BR -- he had great moral courage, and teeause -- like BR -- he viewed nuclear weapons as the ultimate
evil. He felt obligated to fight against that evil. .•even more obligated than his obligation to his om
country (Israel). Eminent fellCJ.olscientists plead his case, as reported in '!he New York Review of Bocks (June16, 1988), with thanks to BOB DAVIS:

To /h~ Editors:

Your leaden may be intereued in the enclosed
• ppeal by IwentY'lCYen "'icntlsU on behalf of
Mord«hai Vlnunu. the Israeli nuclear techoi.

. ciau who, on March 27. was sentenced by •
I military lribunal10 ciahlecn years in prisoD for
f hlvinl made public information about Israel's

nuclear CApacity.

Rudolf P.lem
Oxford. EnaJand

AN APPEAL ON BEHALF OF
MORDECHAIVANUNU

The v.....•.al.\.:n.1J of nuclear weapons in the
world is • continuous threat 10 the survival of
life on the planet.

Over the years, many people of conscience
have wuahl to arouse world opinion 10 the
grave daniel posed 10 humanity by expandin&
nuclear weapons syslems and the-ir introduc-
tion 10 new IleQA.J of confhcr.

AJ; early IJ; 1946, Alben Einstein appealed
10 humanity to place ahead of every comidera-
lion the moral imperative of active opposition
to the imminent prospect of annihilalion
presented by the stock pilio. o( nuclear
weapons, their delivery systems and the will.
in,ness of ,overnmenu 10 threaten their U5.(.

"Henceforth," wrote Einstein, in 15'46,
"ever)' nation's foreign policy must be judged
at every point by one consideration, docs it
lead 10 a world of law and order. or does il
lead back toward anarchy and death? When
humanity holds in iu hand the weapon with
wttl.:h :1 can commit suicide, I believe Ihal 10

put more power into the lun is II' increase the
proboilbililY of disaster,"

Citin. Bernard Baruch's declaration Ihal the
problem b nOI one of physics bUI of ethics.
Alben EinUein stated in 1946, "In all negoiia-
lions; •. hetber Over Spain, Ar,eotinl or
Palevune, SO lon, IS we rely on the threat of
military power, we arc auempting 10 use old

THE CASE OF MORDECHA~.'y~

mcahoch in I world which is chanlcd forever."
Alben Einstein urged sclenusu to CUT)'

these truths "'10 the village square." He sum-
moned people of conscience to speak out no
miller the magnitude of personal risk and con-
cluded with the words

When we ire: clear in heart and mind-
'only then shall we: find courage co sur-
mount the fear which haunts the world.

The Einstein declaration was taken up by the
Emergency Committee of Atomic Scientists and
sianed by linus Paulin" Harold Urey, Hans
Bethe. Sclia Hecbr, Philip Mon e, Thorlin
Hogn ess. leo Szilard and Vietor Wciukopf.

By 19H. liflY-IWO Nebel Laureates added
their voices in the Mainau Declaration, urlin.
all "scientists Of different countries, different
creeds, different political persuasions: 10 speak
out aaainst the "horror that this very science: is
aivin, mankind the means 10 destroy itself." H
nations, the Nobel laureates warned, did not
heed the moral imperative to renounce such
weapons and their use, "they wilJ CCU( 10 exist,"

Men and women of science have, over the
yean. responded 10 I moral imperative, aware
Ihat they occupied a unique position as crea-
Ion of knowledge which had enabled aovern-
menu to (or,e weapons of man murder.

Alben Schweitzer, in his Declaration of
Conscience. said in 1957 10 Ih:c Nobel Peace
Prize Committee in Ostc. "A public opinion of
this kind slands in no need of plebiscites ... 10
express itself. It works through jusl beina
there .... The end of further experiments wilh
atom bombs would be like the Cally sunray, of
hope which lucrerin, humanity is lonaina for."

In chis same spirit, ninety-five Fellows of lhe
ROYoiIl Society and thirty·six Nobel Laureates
(rom twelve countries were among the 9,23$
scientisU (rom around the world who sianed
the petition to the United Nations initialed by
Linus Paulina, opposing the leslina of weapons
of mass destruction.

For Over Iorty years , men and women of

We naninate Vanunu for the 1989 BRS Award.

COnscience have been stirred by the knowled.e
Ihat the prolpec:l of nuclear annihilation poses
I moral Imperative transccndina I•••••loyal.
ties. RelislInce to areal evil. even when SIne.
tioned by ,overDment" lulhority. b iu own
justification. It is also the prerequisite 10 social
advance. -

The crime of Mordechai Yanucu is that he
could Dot. in conscience, maintain silence
about I pro".am of_ nuclear weapons in his
country and he spoke of lhis 10 • major
newspaper. He was responding, in part. to the
'Nord. of Bertrand Russell and Albert Einstein
"'hen they wrote,

We appeal as human bdngs to human be-
in,s: remember your humanity and forlct
the rest. If you can do so, the way lies
open to a new paradise:. If you cannot,
there lies before you the risk of universal
death.

We appeal to the Israeli Court 10 recognize
that Mordechai Vanunu is a man of con.
science. deeply disturbed by his role in a
nuclear weapons program, who first sought
reli8ious Juidance and then decided 10 make
public his COncerns.

However the court may view a citizen's
respcnsibility to the state, this act-of makine
public the reality of Israel's nuclear prolram-
deserves the court's underslandina and its
p(rceplion of a moral imperative seized by
scienrius of conscience throughout the world.

No grealer regard can be shown by the court
for the decem opinion of humankind than by
acknowledging the lonely courage of Mordechai
Vanunu, who has acted from comideralions of
conscience.

We urge you to consider OUf appea].

Hannes Alfv!!n. Nobel Laurea te _ Physics.
1970; Fellow or the Royal Society; Edoardo
Amlldl. Fellow or lh. Royal Society; Paul

B«son. M. D., National Academy of
Science; Hans Bethe, Nobel Laureare c,

Physics, 1967; Fellow or the Royal Soclery:
siener or oriainll Einstein Declaration: Owen

Chimberllln, Nobel Laureate - Physics.
1959; SubrabmlnYID Chand •• sekhar .

Nobel Laureate - Physics. 1983; Fellow of the
Royal Society; Ra&na. Granl t, Nobel

laureate-Mrdicine and Physiology. 1967;
Feilow or the Royal Society; Rebert Hind e,

Fellow of the Royal Society; Dorothy
1I0d&kln. Nobel laureale-Cherni",y. 1964;

Fellow of the Royal Society; Thomas
Klbbl e, Fellow or the Royal Society: S. E.

Luria. Nobel laureate - Medicine and
PhysiololY. 1969; Pbillp Momson. IIoup

leader. los Alamos. 19«-1946; Unus Pluiln&.
Nobel loilureate-Chemislry, 195.; Peace.

1962; Fellow or the Royal Society; 51.
Rudolpb Pelerls. Fellow of the Royal Society;

Francts Perrin. Grand Offic.r. Legion of
Honor; former High Commi15ioner fOf Atomic

Energy. France; John Polanrl. Nobel
uureate-Chemistry, 1985; Fellow of the

Royal Society; Edward Purcell. Nobel
laureate-Physics. 1912; Carl Sa&OD; Abdus

SllIm. Nobel Laurea te - Physics. 1979;
Fellow of the Royal Society; frtil.rick

SanKer, Nobel Laureate - Chemistry, 19~8,
1980; Fellow of the Royal Society; Ro&er

Sperry, Nobel Laurea te - Medicine and
PhysiololY. 1981; Fellow of the Royal Society;

Nikolul Tlnbergen, Nobel Laur •• te-,
Medicine and PhYliololY. 1973; Fellow of the

I•. Royal Society; Chlrl •• Townes. Nobel
Laur •••• -Physics. 1964; Fellow of th. R0>--l

Soci.ty; Ceora. Wald. Nobel Laurea te _
Medicine and PhysiololY, 1967; Vktor
W.lukopr. IIoup leader. Los Alamos.

19<C3-19-47; sianer of ori.in.tJ Einstein
Declaration; Torslen Wiesel. Nobel

LaUIUte - Medicine and PhysiololY. 1981;
Mloti« Wilkins, Nobel llurcate-

~ledicin. and PhySioloay. 1962; Fellow of the

Royal Society i

RELIGICN

(9) Jim Curtis on GOd vs , god:

Further to Item (5) in RSN59, I would like to reinforce Mr. Jacob's argument: the use of the capital letter
'G' in reference to the most commonly worshipped deity is not so much a case of subtle bias as it is of
slipshod logic, because it assigns a specific identity to the word, thereby implying •His 1 existence and
rendering the statements 'I believe in God' and 'I do not believe in GOd' an affirmation or denial of a self-
evident truth. It is as if one were to say: 'I believe (or not) in the sun.' The obvious solution is to place
U1e article 'a' in front of the lower-case 'god'. Russell's choice of the upper-case is, I think, a rare
instance of his deference for common usage overriding his usual syntactic precision.
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LCX:7\L GlAP1'ERS

(10) McMaster no.v has a BPS chapter, guided by KEN BLAO<WELL.Here is the attractive announcerrent of its formation
and its october 12th reeting:

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

RUSSELL SOCIETY HAS FIRST
PANEL DISCUSSION OCT. 12

A local chapter of the Bertrand
Russell Society has been formed to
bring together all those interested
in Russell Studies at McMaster. The
usual format will be the panel
discussion. The panels will feature
not only McMaster scholars but also
distinguished visitors researching
in the Bertrand Russell Archives in
the University Library.

The first panel, "Faou GWHtTlY
TOPOLITICS",concerns the remarkable
correspondence of Bertrand Russell
with the French logician Louis
Coutu rat. The panel features Anne-
Franc;:oise Schmid of the Ecole

. Poly technique Fe de r ale de Lausanne,
the Univer-ette de Ge ne v e and the
Universite de Paris X, Nanterre.
Funded by the Centre Nationale de
la Recherche Scientifique de France,
Dr. Schmid has spent three months
at McMaster on her complete edition
of the correspondence. She will
offer some of the results of her research here before returning home on the 14th.

The other panelists, Drs. Gregory Moore (Mathematics), Richard A. Rempel
(History) and Alasdair Urquhart (Philosophy, Toronto), are all editors of the
Collected Papers who have drawn upon the correspondence in their editorial work.
The moderator is Dr. Kenneth Blackwell, Russell Archivist.

Upcoming panel topics include "RYAN'SBOOKON Russsu.ts POLITICALTHEORY"and
"Russ rt.i. OHCONTRADICTION".• AIl are welcome to attend.

Wed 12. UH-317.
n m mm,

Oct 1 2 30 P rn .•

q -,,,

FOR SALE

(11) Members' station~. 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top: "The gcxxl life is one inspired by love and guided by
knowl.edqe . * Bertrand Russell" On the bot.t.oms"*Motto of 'I11e Bertrand Russell society, Inc." New reduced USA
price, $5 for 90 sheets, postpaid. Canada & Mexico still $6. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1,
bot t.cm,
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NEWSAOCUTMEMBERS
(12)

Dennis Darland, BRSTreasurer, and ~mber Susan Endreshak were married in August. cur congratulations and best
wishesl

Ben Eshbach is co-Etlitor of this issue of the newsletter. He may in tine become the next Etlitor. !-bre aJ:::cut
him in Item (2).

Paul Logeman says: "Lets have more acti vi ties in SOJthern cali fornia. "

carl Miller writes:
tngether on stage of

"Pr'oud and happy to be a member of the BRS.
Lecture Hall at Harvard."

In 1928 I saw B. Russell and A.N. Whitehead

Benito Rey wrote this on his BRSballot: "I knew Cuban capitalism under Fulgencio Batista, and Cuban
O::mlllmisrnunder Fidel castro. Now, at age 40, I may say that this is the first free electioo of my life!"

Jdm Rockfellow: "I will be in the Department of Law at Trinity COllege [Dublin], working on a bock on the
parallels in repressive legal and representational maxims governing both Northern Ireland and SOJth Africa.
The common-qrcund between Apartheid and the Diplock Ccurts of Northern Ireland are amazing. It is a very sad
piece of work, to be certain." He will live in a staff flat this year, and hopes to take a farm ootside of
town next year.

Olerie Ruppe: "Amoff this month [september] on my annual junket to Australia. Have exper ienced major txirnout;
thi s year, and hope thi s wi11 re juvena te me."

carl Spadoni has changed jobs at McMaster University. Formerly at the Health Science Library, he is now at the
Research Collections Library, responsible for all archives (excluding the Russell Archives) and the post-1800
collection of rare books.

RanDn carter Suzara: "I'm novl bo i Idi nq admini st.r at.or of LT300 (417 units), the biggest condominium complex in
the Philippines. It has 22 floors with 56,000 square meters of floor area. It's a piece of cake for me to
manage. "

Susan Berlin Vanbrack, a Data Bank Analyst at Ford Aerospace, is working on a degree in Philosophy at Cal
State, Long Beach. She says she may "create a special master's degree that combines philosphy and computer
sci ence . I wculd be interested to knew if anyone has done that yet." Her address: 4126 Del Mar St., Long Beach,
CA 90007.

Vincent Dufaux Williams: "Visiting Mexico quite often, I note many Russell titles
There is a bit of a [Russell] cult anDng University students. As a delegate, I
Congress (XVII) in Bordeaux of the I.W.A. (International Workers Associatioo)
Trabajadores), the main Anard1Q-Syndicalist !-bvement worldwide.

(in Spanish) in bockstores.
attended the Easter Weekend
or A.I.T. (Asociacion de

(13 ) CCNTRIIJJTICNS

v~ thank RAMONCARTERSUZARA for his recent contril::ution to the BRS treasury.

*
vie remind all of ycu that a good way to, as they say, feel geed about ycur se l f is to bolster the BRS
Treasury- with sore of yon hard-earned money. Arrj amount , even a little, is weLoorne, Send it c/o the
newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.

CORREC1'ICN

(J 4) In reponing the ser ioos money-shortage that will stop publication of most of the future volumes of' the
Bertrand Russell Editorial Project (RSN59-2) -- a total of 28 volumes had been planned we incorrectly
referred to "Ken Blackwell's research team"; it isn't Ken's; it isn't anybody's, apparently; it's just
there ... or was till the nDney ran oot. Dr. Lcuis Greenspan is Managing Editor of the Project (see photo
and caption, Item 21.)
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1989 russ AREWE

(15) TO NL MEMBERS:EveryJxx:ly's renewal dues are due January 1, 1989. The January 1st due-dat.e applies to all
members, including first-year members (except those who join in December 1988).

Here is the 1989 dues sclledule: Regular, $30; couple, $35; Student and Limited Income, $12.50. Plus $7.50
rutside U.S., canada, and Mexioo. Plus $2 for canada and Mexioo. In US dollars.

Please mail duestoI989.RDI.Box409.Coopersburg.PAI8036 •

• If yru want to make rur life a little easier, send yrur dues soon. And if we receive tl1em before January 1st,
you'1.1 find yocr name on the Renewal Honor Roll.

Thanks I

TO FIRSI' YEARMEMBERS- members who joined any t ime during 1988; the rest of this item is for yco ,

We kro.-l fran experience that new members sometimes feel put upon when asked to pay dues after less than a year
of membership. We understand that , we'll tell you why we do it this way.

In the previ cus system, a new members's dues covered 12 months of membership. That required us to ootify each
member individually -- on tl1e anniversay date of enrollment -- tl1at the next year's dues were due. And after
that , we had to follcw up Ct1 all members, to see whether dues were in fact paid. This went on tl1roughrut the
whole year. It was cumbersome, provided many chances for error, and took a lot of time. In fact, it took more
time than we had. we had to make a change.

The present system is easier to administer, produces fewer errors, and takes less time. Everyuone's dues corne
due on tl1e same day, January 1st. Simple!

We don't th ink that the new member whose first year of membership is less (sometimes oonsiderably less) than
12 montl1s has been short-ehanged in any important way. He/she has received just as many newsletters (and
krxws as much about the BRS) as the member who joined in January.

All first-year members (except those who enrolled in January) have a first-year membership period that is
shorter than a year. Thereafter, the yearly nembership period is always a full 12-months.

The one exception to all the above are those ~10 join in December 1988. Their renewl dues are not due till
January 1, 1990.

1989 BRSAWARDANDBRS I3CCK AWARD

(16) Input wanted. Members are invited to submit candidates for the 1989 BRSAward and 1989 BRS Book Award.

THE BRS AWARDgoes to someone who meets one or more of the following reg uirements: (1) had worked closely
with BR in an important way (like Joseph Rotblat); (2) has made an important contribution to Russell
scholarship (like Paul Schilpp); (3) has acted in support of a cause or idea that BR championed (like Henry
Kendall); (4) whose actions have exhibited qualities of character (such as moral crurage) reminiscent of
I.lH; or (5) has promoted awareness of BR or BR's work (like Steve Allen.)

TIrE BRS so::K AWARDgoes to the author whose recent book thrcws new light on BR's life or work or times in
an important way.

• Please give it some thrughtl Send ycur suggestions c/o the newsletter, address on the bottan of Page 1.

BOOK OFFER

(17 )
.::£3er~,~~_d_~ssell", by Paul Kunt~, 198~ BRS Book Award Winner, is offered to BRS members by its publ i sher , G.
K. Hell! & Co., at 30% off the llst pr i ce of $14.95 = $10.47. We wculd receive the book and re-mail it to co
(add pos t aqe $1.25, and mailing envelope, 7S¢). To order, send $12.50 to the newsletter, address on Page 1.y

-_.__._-------------------
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(18) COnrad Russell reviews a book abcut his father, in the Lcodon Review of Bocl<s, 1 September 1988, pp, 6-7, with
thanks to KEN BLAa<WELL:

It is only necessary to cite the cases of
Gwilym and Megan Lloyd George 10 show

that a politician's biological heirs are not nec-
essarily the infallible custodians of his or her
political legacy. The fact that Alan Ryan's
view of Bertrand Russell and my own are
very closely. similar is not, therefore, proof
that' we are both right. It is merely proof
thaI our perceptions are compatible with a
thorough knowledge of the evidence, and
perhaps reason for suspecting that he and I
view the evidence from fairly similar political
standpoints.

II is particularly hard to have an authoritat-
ive gr.,p of a poliucal legacy if that legacy
moe Is either of two conditions, both amply
fulfilled here. One is. very long life: much of
[he key part of the SIOl-Ywe are here consider-
ing happened between twenty and thirty years
before I was born, and on that, my view
is incviH1b\y second-hand and ex pUrlt. Alan
Ryan's search for consistency between Ber-
trand Russell's reactions to the First World
War and his reactions to the Vietnam War
seems to me entirely admirable and in the mid-
dle of the bat, bUI he and I must both allow for
the bet that a book wr iuc n, for example, by
Lord Fenner-Brockway rnighr have found •
consistency of a different kind. In a political
life of eight)' years, the search for underlying
consistency put.!; l1CJ1VY pressure on the 'kill
of sclccrion, and the selection must in some
degree reflect the prejudices of the selector.

The Of her condition which makes authorit-
ativc gra,p of • political life difficult is if
that life is Ii ved in the light 'If the Brit-
ish liberal tradition, and extends through the
hammer-blows inflicted on thaI tradition in
August 1914 and October 1917. '018t condit-
ion also is abundantly fulfilled here. Winston
Churchill, in 1900, shrewdly observed that
'war is alway. bad for Liberals.' The fact that
issues of war, defence and foreign policy lend
to create confusion in the anti-Conservative
opposition is not a new fact of the 19l1Os:
II extends right back into the Liberal Party
of the 19th century: it can be seen in the
disputes of the last Gladstone cabinet about
Dreadnoughts, and in Gladstone's correspond-
ence with Granville about the future of Cyp-
rus. The disputes the war created bel ween
Asquith and Uoyd George could have been

. foreseen in a party which combined the in-
heritances of Bright's Quaker Pacifism and
Palmerston 's imperial jingoism. It is more im-
portant still that the intellectual inheritance
of liberalism, as developed by J .S. Mill, de-
pended On a doctrine of progress which came
perilously close to a belief in the perfecub-
ility of man. It was this son of moral optim-
ism, a crucial element in Gladstonian liberal-
ism, which, along with innumerable soldiers,

Radical Heritage
Conrad Russell

Bertrand Russell: A Political Life
by Alan Ryan:

Allen Lane, U6 pp.,.£16.95, 30 June, 0 7139 9005 g

wasmachine-gunned at Passchendaele and gas-
sed al Ypres.

Bertrand Russell never believed in the per-
fectibility of man: a Victorian religious up-
bringing left roots which went too deep for
that. Yet most of his politics, and a very large
amount of his writing, depended on a belief in
the potential for moral improvement of the
human being-a belief on which the First
World War inflicted an almost mortal injury.
Alan Ryan understands this very well, and
some of the most perceptive passages in the
book deal with the way these nightmares were
revived by the conduct of the Vietnam War in
the Sixties. Everything he says on this subject
is right. and yet, as a child of the post-Hire-
shirna age, Dr Ryan can never quue under-
stand the depth of the faith which was threat-
ened in Augus11914.

It was in this wilderness that the ideals
of socialism came to offer temptation: where
men saw demons, Marxian Socialism offered
a neauy-organised demonology. It is DO coin-
cidence that my father', 'Socialist phase'
came in the decade after the First World War.
The extent to which he did, and the extent to
which he did not, succumb to this temptation
provide some of the very best writing in the
book. The answers, of course, vary sharply
according to the date under consideration, and
none of them are simple. Alan Ryan, discuss-
ing the difficulties of liberals in deciding what
concessions were to be made 10 socialist crit-
ics, rightly says that 'Russell was never en-
tirely sure what he thought about this.' He is
also right in seeing the variations as being in-
fluenced by the extent of the current threat to
pre-war liberal optimism: he is right in saying
that in the Sixties, 'casting his mind back to
1914: he surely felt thai the war in Vietnam
was proof that western, civilised, rational,
liberal, scientific man had reverted 10 some-
thing lower than the beasts.' This revived the
sense of betrayal which August 1914 had ere-
ated: I can remember him, I think in 1968,
shifting from a denunciation of the Vietnam
War to the remark that he could never again
vote for the Liberals, because they were the
party of Sir Edward Grey. That remark sure-
ly indicates what had been, in the technical
sense, a traumatic experience.

One of the key temptations of socialism, to a
fanner liberal optimist, was the belief that , as

Dr Ryan puts it, 'only socialism could avert
another war.' Marx, in his attempts to link
war to the development of capitalism. provid-
ed a generation with a way of explaining war
without wholly abandoning me faith in human
nature by which they had previously lived.
The temptation was a very powerful one, and
it is one 10 which Dora Russell, 8JlIODgothers,
seems 10 have succumbed. Yet Bertrand Rus-
sell could never entirely fall for this temp-
tation, since he had seen through the intellec-
tual pretensions of Marxism, and had publish-
ed the results as early as Ig96. Altitudes to his
Gaman Social Democracy are one of the lit-
mus tests which son one type of Russell ad-
mirer from another. To those who are devout-
ly of'the left', it is one of his juvenilia, a work
to be passed over in silence if possible. To Dr
Ryan. it is 'neither stale nor out of dale even
now'. To my father himself, it was a verdict
he could never forget, but whose comparai-
ive importance in his scheme of things var-
ied almo't infinitely aecording 10 the urgeney
of the dangers he saw from other quarters.
Dr Ryan's understanding of this ambivalence
runs all through his book: he says at one point
that Bertrand Russell' remained a liberal of a
very recognisable kind", and at another, de-
scribes him as holding 10 'traditional Lib-Lab
ideas'. These statements are not identical, but
both are correct in their contexts, and they
describe the ambivalences, not only of one
man, but of a very large proportion of a gener-
ation. These tensions were, of course, panic-
ularly acute in a man who was the godson of
J .S. Mill,· and had been brought up by a
fanner Liberal prime minister on the belief
that the word 'history' 5100d for 'hiss-Tory',
but the recent work of Peter Clarke, for ex-
ample, has shown how much these difficult-
ies were pan of the central experience of a
generation.

The other great refuge of liberal oprirnism,
in 1914 as in J 867, was education. It is 'hard to
read Russell On Education without seeing that
the subject was carrying a misplaced faith: cd-
ucation is a fine means of intellectual develop-
ment, bUI he might more often have remem-
bered when working on education his Own
Humean belief that 'reason is and ever must
be the slave of the passions.' Education is a
way of enabling us to justify things well: it is
not a way of ensuring that we justify good

things. It is well worth encouraging for what it
does do, not least for my father's deep (and
justified) conviction that it can be fun, but
some of the reaction against our educational
system now in progress is the result of its
failure 10 satisfy hopes which sbould Dever
have been placed upon it. Education is no

, more able 10 make a reality of the perfectib-
ilily of man than the churches have been.
Among all his many ventures, the attempt to
run a school seem, 10 have been ODe of the
least successful.

Dr Ryan remembers very well that in dis-
cussing a 'political life' he is only discussing
one among many lives. He is aware of the
philosopher and of the mathematiciJln, and
of the' constant cyclical progression between
quiet work and reflection in his study, on the
one hand, and vigorous public utterance, on
the other. In choosing to write about one part
of this combination, he has well understood
the combination itself, and has never lost sight
of the other half. Dr Ryan stresses that 'before
1914, politics was not his ruling passion.' Dr
Ryan is also aware of the constant pressure to
write for money, a pressure which accounted
for a very large proportion of the output here
discussed. Here, as with the impact of Augus:
1914, Ryan is entirely correct in what he
says, but perhaps has not imagined the full
urgency of the situation as it appeared al the
time. My father', situation in 1918 wu lIOC an
enviable one: he was 46, and had just lost
hisjob, suffered imprisonment and social dis-
grace, and was facing the failure of his mar-
riage. He had, in effect, no inherited money
left, and, it must have seemed, a very bleak

future indeed. Many men have broken under
stresses no greater than this, and that the writ-
ing which came OUt of il should sometimes
have been done for effect is no more than,
reasonably, we should have expected. His sit-
uation in 1941 was no more enviable: he was
trapped in the United States by the outbreak of
war, unable to get himself into Englaod or his
money out of it, again dismissed from an acad-
emic job in disgrace, and in difficulties even
for money to pay the fare into New York 10
meet a publisher. I can still remember the day
When Simon and Schuster came to lunch (and
Illy own bewilLicnncnl that they turned out to
be a singlc person), and the overwhelming re-
lief in the household when they happily de-
paned. The result was The History o/West-
em Philosophy. The tension. and the urgency,
which such recurrent situations gave to the act
of writing are accurately described here, but
their contribution to the strident note which
sometimes appeared in his writing is even
bigger than Dr Ryan suggests.

Yet this is not the whole story. It could be
said of him, as was said of his grandfather.
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til'H ·i d!'i~:.:. \lI:J~ his lite-blood. and yet be
'W~~ ;;lltirdy \.wpalllic:o.J.· Dr Ryan's comment
011 BI..:.dl ~u.dRo~""cll, lhill he 'was an apolitical
libc rul , p'_fbi.lp~ CVr,:Il1111anu-polnical liberal'.
is Vtl)' close h..; ;1rcpcriuon of Dr Prest 's judg-
nL.:nl "..Ii his. ~(aliJfuth;;r. lie was, us Dr Ryan

r::n:M"'$, 'nOI lUI nlKlJnisdlion Hum', His one
3.H,:.nlj,1 Col: 'J~r jvi.l~ WOJ~, inside an organisar-
ton, fOllnt' Nv Conscripri..n Fellowship, was,
~-.c.i.h'AP~ h.)t as disastrous as he believed it,
b\!~ i. \-hb i'~U( .It cocspicnous success. Some
01 the dif nculty ld0s.c from (he intensity of
his couvicuon [!Jut 'thou shah not follow I

multitude io do evil': such a conviction. held
strorigly , docs not make a committee man. In
[act, u.e experience of joining the majority
could alene be enough to make him uneasy:
flllding himself, in the late Forties. both fam-
om and respectable .. '[ began 10 feel slight-
ly uneasy, fearing Ihal this rnight be the on-
set of blind orthodoxy. I have always held
that no one can be respectable without being
wicked, but so blunted was my moral sense
that Icould nOI see in what way I had sinned.'
The choice of the verb 'sinned' here should
provoke tbought on the experience of grow-
ing upa non-Christian in a devout Victorian
household.

Yet there i; more to it than this: he did not
fmd committees exciting. He also held a dif- .
ferent picture of political power from that of
the classic committee man: his interest was
always in changing the way people thought.
To an active politician, the current stock of
ideas provides the straw out of which he must
make his bricks, and therefore is an important
part of the constraints within which he oper-
ates. Bertrand Russell was always interested
in changing basic ideas, rather than in the nuis
and bolts of how ideas could be translated into
action. He was to some extent right that the
two tasks are not easy to double, but they were
perhaps not quire as difficult to combine as a
nonconfonnist conscience would have liked
to think they were.Tniellectual puddings have
their proof in the compromising, and it is per-
haps not quite fair to leave all the proof of
one's own pudding 10 others.

These reflections are relevant to the final
stage of his career, devoted to the issue of
nuclear disarmament. Here his contribution
was more that of a prophet than a politician:
the basic insight was that nuclear weapons had
so changed Ihe nature of war Ihal it could
never again be used as an instrument of pol-
icy. This simple insight was one which chang-
cd the Whole nature of foreign and defence
policy, and at first itwas very widely resisted
IIHJc..:d. It is now generally accepted, save by a
few dissidents such as George BUSh, and it is
not easily remembered now quite how Contro-

versial this view was in the years up to about
1964. Securing gcncrat acceptance lor this
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view was his major, and significant. success.
A second insight was thai, because of the risk
of error, panic, pre-emptive strike and the
called bluff, if nuclear weapons were kept;
they would SOOner or later be used. On this,
Bertrand Russell would have been entitled 10

usc the argument he used against the Christ-
ians: that it was unfair that if they were right,
Ihey would be able to say, '1 told you so,' but
ifhe were right, he would never be able to say:
'Ltold you so.' The difficulty of this argument
was and is that it remains conjectural on both
sides, and only a nuclear war or the disappear-
ance of nuclear weapons can ever make it any-
thing else .. A third insight was that the nature
of the political process was such that disarm-
ament by multilateral agreement would simp-
ly never happen. On this, the record has so far
borne him out, but it was here that the bulk of
the argument should have been concenuated,
and it was here lhat he did not succeed in
understanding his opponents well enough to
enter into a serious dialogue with them. In-
stead he was left wilh the Committee of 100, a
classic case of 'the medium is the message.'

Twenty-eight years after that Committee was
form~, it is painfully clear that it has done
more to publicise the cause of civil disob-
edience than it ever did to publicise the cause
of nuclear disarmament.

In discussing these issues, Dr Ryan is par-
ticulary good at setting them in a long-term

- COntext of Bertrand Russell's thinking, rightly
stressing that his attitude to war was always
consequenualist rather than straight pacifist:
war was wrong because, and in so far as, it
increased Ihe sum of human misery. Dr Ryan
also stresses the underlying belief in world
government as the only possible remedy for a
state of war of every nation against every nat-
ion. With these points, Dr Ryan brings out a
good deal of underlying consistency which is
very well presented. He devotes less effort to
understanding Edith Russell, a person who
deserves more admiration and respect than
she has yet been given.

The Eighties are ideally the wrong decade
to see the Sixties in perspective, and in an-
other twenty years (if we are still alive), it .
will be much easier to assess the implications
of the campaign against nuclear weapons than
il is now. On other issues, 116 years after a
man's birth is perhaps soon enough to begin
an assessment of his achievements. The first
thought to strike me here is the obvious par-
adox that his biggest achievements are those
which, because of his success, we can now
afford 10 regard as unimportant. That, of

, course, is nOI good for his reputation, and it is
pan of the explanation of why a prophet lends
to be. without honour.

One of the biggest changes of his lifetime, a

change to which he made a very large contrib-
ution indeed, is that the world has become safe
for non-Christians. This is an area in which
we easily forget the magnitude of change
during his lifetime. The debate in which Ran-
dolph Churchill accused Gladstone of being
an atheist for arguing that Bradlaugh, al-
though an atheist, should be allowed to sit in
the House of Commons was within my fath-
er's memory. Today, on the other hand, the
right to affinn instead of taking an oath is SO
casually regarded that many unbelievers do
not even fcelthe need to take advantage of it.
We do not easily understand the fear attached
to not being a Christian, even as recently as
forty years ago. The issue is not dead, as this
summer's debates in the House of Lords have
shown extremely clearly. Yet, when I found
that Iwas able to put a non-Christian case in
those debates and emerge with a whole skin, I.
was aware jhat I was deeply in my father's
debt.

The other area in which change has been so
big thai we tend to forget it is thai of sexual
morals. It is not easy now to remember the
fear which,' even very recently, was auach-
ed to any admitted departure from sexual
regularity. The fact that Richard Crossman
lost an Oxford fellowship for having a di-
vorce, and was not the last fellow to do so,
is one which is now received with general
incredulity. The fact that it is now perfectly
safe, for example, for a couple to admit that
they live together when they have not gone
through a ceremony of marriage is something
for which my father deserves a great dcal
of credit. The fact that such couples. having
established their right. so regularly live exact-
Iy like any other married couple merely makes
the irony more pleasing. The coming of
contraception, an issue which interested my
grandfather before my father was even born,
is something which can compete with indus-
trialisation for the' title of the biggest change
in the social history of the past two thous-
and years. That a change so great should not
always be met quite in the middle of the bat is
no more than we should expect, but my fath-
er's contribution to freedom from fcar in this
area remains one to which the 20th century has
a profound cause to be grateful.

The parallel concern with the ernancipauon
of women, with which my grandparents were
involved before my father was born, also
deserves a mention. That issue is one which
shows the strengths and weaknesses of the old
liberal tradition. On the issues on which that
tradition was strong. which arc essentially
those of rights, the battle has been fought and
won. Women are now eligible for all the maj-
or political prizes, up to and including 10
Downing Street, and on that front a former
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Women's Suffragist candidate could afford to
be well cement. Yet the success of the tradit-
ion has served to expose its incompleteness:
the key issues which now affect women's stat-
us in the world are the complex of economic
issues associated with equal pay and with
child care, and these were the sort of issues
on which neither my father nor the old lib-
eral tradition had very much to offer.

At this point, some reflection is in order
on the rival liberal and socialist claims to
the radical inheritance. It is an inheritance my
father made a large contribution to keeping
alive, but l mUSI take strong exception to Alan
Ryan's description of him as 'one of the last
great radicals'. Such a claim is 'grossly exag-
gerated', and will remain so unless or until
nuclear war brings all our traditions to an end.
The great weakness of the old liberal tradit-
ion was its excessive indifference to practical
economic issues. This, as Peter Clarke has
shown, was' a weakness the' new Liberal ism'
of the years before the First World War had
almo~t got over when the war rudely inter-
rupted the process, and the post-war realign-
meru drained the Party of many of those who
had learnt the necessary lessons. In the past
thirty years, the Party has re-learnt those lessons
allover again, and the infusion of Labour-
trained politicians from the SDP hu fixed
a change which was already substantially
complete.

The Labour Party, on the other hand, is tied
to a set of egalitarian assumptions which, in
their extreme forms, have already proved un-
palatable, and is wedged in the cleft stick of
being able neither to deny them nor to assert
them. It is wedded, by the basic notion thar
there is. thing called 'socialism', to ideas of
class solidaruy which have been empirically
falsified. and to ideas of class hostility which
have not increased the sum of human hap-
piness. It has absorbed a large amount of
the old radical tradition, and often represents
ir effectively. Yet, however little many of its
members may be affected by them, it cannot,
by the very existence of its socialist label, en-
tirely extricate itself from that colossal wrong
turning in the intellectual history of Europe
which is represented by the body of ideas as-
sociared with Karl Marx. Over the past ninety
years or so, the body of ideals that bear the
label 'socialist' has shown far less potenual
for growth than those with the label 'liberal'.
When that is recognised, my father', German
Social Democracy may get the credit it de-
serves, and Alan Ryan's description of him
as 'one of the last great radicals' be seen as
being as premature as il reallv is. 0

OFFICERS OF '!HE BERTRANDRUSSEIL SCCIE:lY, INC.

(19) O1airman, Harry Ruja; President, Marvin Kdll; Vice-President, Michael J, RockIer; Treasurer, Dennis J.
Ddrlund; Secretary, DanJackanicz; Vice-president/Information, Lee Eisler.
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(20) 9 Directors elected. originally, there were 10 candidates for 9 openings. Carl Spadoni notified us on 8/11
that -he preferred not to stand for election. In other words, Carl withdrew, which left 9 candidates for 9
posts. Consequently, all the other Candidates have been elected: LClJ ACBESQI, ADAMPAUL BANNER, KEN BLACKWELL,
J01N JACKANICZ, DAVID JOiNSQI, JUsrIN LEIBER, GLADYSLEITI-WlSER, srEVE REINHARDI', TCM srANLEY.

Only 14% of the members voted. Pretty awful! Even a U.S. Presidential Election gets more than 14%! We thank
the members who voted; here they are: ARAGCNA, BANNER, BllX'TCN, CANTERBJRl', CLIFFORD, aJRrIS, EISLER,
GARCIADIl'XiO, GIRCD, HARPER, HARTER, D. JACKANICZ, LANSDELL, M2WILLIAMS, MILLER, PAGE, REINHARIYr, REY,
ROCJ<.FEU.£W,ROCKLER, RUJA, RUPPE, SQiERER, SPl\DCI'lI, SUZARA, TOBIN, VAN DYKE, WEYAND,WILLIAMS, i-mDR.O.-<,plus 7
ANGiYMClJS.

As for the rest of yaJ: ocr feelings t.owar d yc:u are not kindly.

Incidentally, some ballots -- all were marked FIRsr a~ --took over a month to arrive!

-----------

RUSSELL ARO-lIVES

(21. ) From The McMaster Cour i.er ,
August 16, 1988, Page 9, ----->
wi th thanks to KEN
BLACKWELL:

Support for Russell Editorial Project
Dr. Harry Ruja, centre, chairman of the Bertrand managing editor 01the project, is shown receiving the
Russell Society, presents the Russell Editorial Project cheque on behall of the Development OHice. Dr. Ken
with the Society's cheque lor $1,000 to go toward the Blackwell, right, co-author of the bibliography also at.
Bibliography 01 Russell. Dr. Louis Greenspan, left, tended the presentation.

rIRECI'ORS OF 'THE BERrRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, .INC.
elected tor 3-year terms, as sha,.;n

(22) 1'987-89: JACK CXMLES, WILLIAM FIELDING, DAVID GOLDMAN,STEVE MARAGlDES, FRANKPAGE, MIOIAEL ROO<LER, GlERlE
RUPPE, PAUL SGII LPP, \'iARRENSMI1li, RAw::NSJZARA

1988-90: IRVING ANELLIS, BOB DAVIS, JIM KWILJ"IAMS, !IUGHM20RHEAD, KATE 1'1',11'

1989-91: LCU AO-lESCN, ADAMPAUL BANNER, KEN BLACKWELL,JaIN JACKAlHCZ, DAVID JaiNSCN, JUsrIN LEIBER, GLADYS
LEI'IHAlJSER, SI'EVE REINHARDT, TCM srANLEY

The 6 BRS officers are also directors, ex officio
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(23) From Insight (5/4/87, pp. 56,57):
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Giving Judaism a Humanist Face
SUMMARY: The Incompatibility of Sherwin Wine's agnostic &eCular
humanist views and the theistic elements In Reform Judaism JH'Of11ptod
ti,e Michigan rabbi to found tho Socloty fur I'umanlatlc Judaism. Tho
movement maintains Jewish rttuals, but II replaces rellgJouG values
with aecular content. WIno Is confldont that secularism will only grow.

S..-~hctwm T Wine is an agnostic. He is
abo rabbi of Ihe Birmingham Tem-

., pie in the Detroit suburb of Far-
minglOll Hllb.

"'nIL main division ideologically be-
tween people today," he ~ays. "is between
t!ln!\.L who !I;IVC •..rdaptcd fo the secular age

and lho\l' who have rejected it " Wine knew
prot! y much which side he was on - thai
01 (lPIlO~lic secular humanism - by the
lime he gradualed from the University of
/-.lilhigan rn 1950. having majored in phi-

his own ideas with the theistic elements in
Reform Judaism. So in 1%3, together with
eight families in the Detroit area, he
founded the Birmingham Temple. the first
congregation 10 celebrate both secular hu-
manism and the Jewish identity Within one
year, the congregation membership in-
creased 10 I (X) families.

In 1969. as the movement grew. the
Society for Humanistic Judaism was
formed with headquarters in Farmington
Hills. Wine claims some 30.000 followers

Wine, a secular humanist, says he became " rabbi "to serve the Jewish people."

IO:--t..lph> The ltlllnwHl!: year he obtained a
m;j~lL'r':- dcurce in the xamc subject I lv
realized he '-wanted 10 be a r;lhhi h)r lwn

reasons: 'The onlv way ill our socictv Ihal
you can teach rhi1o.\(-)phy 10 [he public.
outside of an JCadl'lllic ~llinl!. is as a
clergyman." And. he .\;IY...." '-1 ha~c J ~(f(ln.t:
desire lO serve the k\\ ish people." So he
wen! 10 J lcbrcw Uruon Cullcuc in Cin-
cinnati and wa\ ordained II r;~hhi in IhL'

Reform brunch oj" Jud.uvrn In I l):)h.

SUI \\'IIlL' lound I~;[f he could not .\quarL'

rived from Poland just before the turn of
the century and seulcd in the Bronx
Though they lived in the United Stales lor
more than 60 years, neither learned Eng.
lish, which compelled their seven children
ro pick up Yiddish. Chumans grandmother
remained "folk-Orthodox" throughout her
life. His g'dndfathcr conducted the Seder
in flawless Hebrew but had become a non-
believer who was attracted to unionism and
socialism.

With the possible exc.option of my
mother," writes Chuman, "all
seven of my grandparents' chil-

\vorldv. ilk for Ihe movement. JO.O::X-Jin the
United SlalL':- "

Lasl.OL'hlhcr. rcprcscnuuivc-, from Can-
ada. South Amcnc, .•. Europe. brJcI and
Auxtralia. <.I:. well as the United States. mel
at the Birnunpharn Temple In found an
lnrcmationul Federation of Secular Hu-
manist Judaixm.

The socicrvs posirion i~bluntly stared.
"There arc two krnd-, of rclicion. Thristir
rcficion-, a~~L'11that IhL' ullin';-atl' source of
11l1lr:J1 authoritv and of the power for the

drcn became arheim But because of their
active family involvement, which was duti-
ful even if il was rebellious. and because of
[heir antircligilln. which was also a fonn of
intimate conncctcdnc-,s with religion. their
identity a~ Jews a~ secular Jews. was un-
contcxtahle :'

But. Churnan notes. "With religious
cornrnirmcnt on {he asccndance, and wnn
the concomitant ideological attack on rno-
demity, the nonreligious Jew feels betrayed
by events and squeezed by two unaccept-
able alternatives." These, he cites, are ei-
ther 10 join a synagogue and so violate his

solution to human problems is to be found
outside of people - in a supernatural
realm. Humanistic religions affirm that
moral authority lies within each person and
thai we have the power, the right and the
responsibility to be the masters of our own
lives. I

"Theistic religions, such as Christianity
and conventional Judaism, stress the irn-
portance of prayer and faith. Humanistic
religions, such as Humanistic Judaism, de-
clare that reason, rather than faith. is the
source of truth and that human intelligence
and experience are capable of guiding our
destiny."

Why, then, retain the particularly Jewish
identification" "Humanistic Judaism." the
promotional literature explains, "is" reli-
gion for Jews who question the traditional
view of Jewish history. but who value their
Jewish identity Humanistic Jews under-
stand and appreciate the Jewish past and
present in ways consistent with the best
insights of modem enlighunent"

Wine's book "Judaism Bevond God; A
Radical New Way to Be Jewish;' published
in 1985, argues thar Enlightenment ideas
successfully undermined both strong belief
in the supernatural and the popularity of
worship. The Enlightenment. writes Wine,
"turned religious epics into myths and
made public acts of reverence, even di-
recred 10 human rulers. an uncomfortable
experience.

Another victim of the Secular Revolu-
tion i, humility. a virtue that. according 10
Wine. is lied 10authoritarian altitudes. Hu-
rniluy has been replaced by its democratic
opposite. dignitv, which. Humanistic Juda-
ism asserts. has emerged "a~ the primary
value of the secular ace"

"In the contemporary world of individ-
ual acendas" Wine savs. "Ihe demand for
diQllit\' continues to i~crea~. Traditional
hierarchical structures are collapsing.
Women demand equality with men. Bluck-,
demand equality with whites. The young
demand equality with the old. Even chil-
dren speak of their right to freedom. As for
God. he is no longer presented in educated
circles, as a lord and master. The Ill'V.

egalitarian philosophy prefers him to he a
cosmic friend.'

In one sense of the word. Humanistic
Judaism is a religion: The movement hind,
its adherents together by virtue of a shared
philosophic outlook and panicipation in rbc
rituals of Judaism. BUI these have been
emptied of their sipnilicance a-, memorial-
ofGod's acrivuv in the histo" of the Jews.
his "chosen people :"and tilled instead with
i..Isecular content.

metaphysical commitments or to "tran-
scend his Jcwishness and elect to assimilate
totally into the mainstream culture. . the
dominant Christian culture."

Wine, 100. is aware that his philosophy
is far from having swept the field. "There
is a large and vocal minority that rejects
secular humanism:' he says.

"Moreover, among the majority who
have accepled secular humanist values,
most are ambivalent about having done so,
feeling guilt at having left their conven-
tional religion or retaining it in a vestigial
form."

For example, a manual on how to cele-
brate Passover, the spring festival com-
memorating the Jews' delivery from bond-
age in Egypt. states that the patriarchs, who
are described in the Bible as guiding the
people on God's way, did not actually exist.
"Neither Abraham, nor Isaac, nor Jacob
were real people," writes Wine. "Each of
them is a personification, a symbol of a
group of Semitic tribes who lived in the
Palestine area and who became the an-
cestors of the Jewish people."

As for the belief that the Hebrew slaves
in Egypt were descended from a single man
called Jacob (Israel), Wine finds the notion
"as probable as the assertion that all

.Americans are descended from Uncle
Sam."

The Passover Seder is, in the Societv's
"Humanist Haggadah," purged of all ref-
erences to divine intervention or to the
wickedness of the Egyptians. (The tradi-
tional intoning of the plagues God inflicted
on the Egyptians is also omitted.)

Other holidays are reinterpreted accord.
ingly. For Yom Kippur, the solemn day of
atonement and fasting, the Boston Congre-
gation for Humanistic Judaism came up
with a family service that ends with a sing-
ing of "We Are the World."

Ruth D. Feldman, who edits the journal
Humanistic Judaism, feels that her beliefs
are consistent with the way most Jews live
their lives today. Indeed, she says. secular
Judaism allows them to do so with honestv
and integrity .

Last year, her mother died. Al the fu-
neral, a -humanisl rabbi encouraged every
member of the family 10 voice their feelings
about the dead woman. and the service look
account of her eclectic religious beliefs.

, "Humanistic Judaism allows you to express
what you feel in a way that is appropriate
to our world," she says.

Her daughter's recent wedding, 10 a
non-Jew, violated traditional Jewish law in
that a rabbi presided. Everyone felt com.
fortable, reports the editor, and all present
agreed thai the happiness of the couple
came first.

How a secular Jewish identitv is formed
is recounted by Joseph Churnan, leader of
the Bergen County Ethical Culture Society
in New Jersey (The Ethical Culture move.
ment was founded in New York City in
1876 by Felix Adler and drew much sup-
port from other German Jewish ermgrants
who abandoned Judaism and embraced a
secular humanist outlook.)

Writing in Humanistic Judaism, Chu-
man recounts how his mother's parents ar-

Rabbi David Novak, who teaches Jew-
ish law at the Conservative' Jewish The-
ological Seminary of America in New
York. finds Humanistic Judaism to be nei-
ther humanistic nor Jewish. Any arternpr to
constitute a godless Judaism must fail
historically or any other way. he believes.
And. he adds, true humanism recognizes
that the person is related to God.

People such as sociologist Peter Berger
and the Lutheran author Richard John Neu-
haus make the poinl thai most Americans
persist in believing in God and following a
religion and consequently are living con-
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tradiCllon,) (0 the claims made for the sec- be secular, wnerner (hey admit to II or not.
LJlar age, says Novak. Wine's argumcnts, This year his followers will hold regional
he U1nlends, art redolent of a puerile opti- meelings in Brussels In June and Buenos
Ill'"'' that li"s ignored such historical Aires in Aug'J>l. and plar», arc under way
cvcnt-, a: Auschwitz and Hiroshima for an Inslitule of Secular Humanist Ju-

Wine, meanwhile, is confident thai "as daisrn in Jerusalem. The institule will offer
lime goes by, more aod more people wi~, .five-year ~o~rses for those inlending 10 be

rabbis ana tnrec-year courses lor madric-
him, congregation leaders.

To Rabbi Seymour Seigel. professor of
theology and ethics at Jewish Theological
Seminary of America, .secular humanists
are simply wrong in believing that the eth-
nic and ethical aspects of the Jewish iden-

tity can be funhcred without reference to
the divine. . .

"The survival of the Jewish commurury,
despite all the mishaps and I"'rsecutions it
has undergone," he says. "IS an obhque
proof of God's concern."

- Derk Kinnane Roelofsma

RELIGICN

( 24) From
Freethought Today -- >
(JUly 1988, p.14)

"Tch, Tch. Try A human next lime ... Greetings from the Deep South"
- Submitted by j<anro" Buczynski, Alabama

NEWADDRESSES

(25)
MR. J. ~RREN ARRlNGTON/86//RT 4, BOX 220/HILLSBORO/OR!97123_9007/ /
MR. WALTH. COKER /84//NOVA U.8601 N.BLK CANYCN,711/~iOENIX/AZ/85021/ /
MR. PRADEEP K1JW\RWBEY /82//3612 BRAMP'I'CNDR. SQJ'ill/LAFAYEITE A/IN/47905/ /
DR. SUSAN J. GIROD /87//1934 HOSPITAL PLACE/LC6 ANGELES/CA/90033/ /
DR. JEROLD J. HARTEp./87//1934 HOSPITAL ~~CE/LOSANGn"ES/CA/90033/ /
MR. KENNETHKORBIN /77//P.O.BQX 763,VILJAGE STNfION/NY/NY/I0014/ /
PROF. PAUL GRIMLEY KlJNTZ /84//1655 PONCE DE LEON AV. /ATLAN'rA/GA/30307/ /
MR. JAMES E. MCWILLIN1S /74//331 NlJECES/EAGLE PASS/TX/78852/ /
MR. STEVE L. ~ /87//3108 WES'IVIEWROADNW/WIUnR/r-t</56201/ /
MR. DANIEL J. O'LEARY /83//37 APPLEVALE DR./DOVER/NH/03820-4233/ /
ProF. JX:toJ D. ROBERTS /74//PHILOSOPHY/U. OF WATERLCO/WATERI.ro,CNr./ /CANADA/N2L 3Gl
DR. JaiN D. RCC<FELLCM/86/ /FLAT #4, TRlNI'lY HALL,DAR'l'RY/RATHMINES,WBLIN 6/ /IRELAND/
DR. HENRYVAN DYKE /87//69 roSQ1w.NN AV., 2ND FL./HALEDOO/NJ/07508/ / .
MR. ~LTER VANNINI /87//20 CY\KST.,F'LOOR 2/NEW BRUNSWICK/NJ/OO901/ /
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ASSESSMrnTS OF BR

(26)
Max Eastman devotes a chapter in his book - "Einstein, Trotsky, Hemingway, Freud and Other Great companions"
(NY: Collier Bod<s, 1%2) -- to BR. Thank you, 'K:M STANLEY,

Two Bertrond Russells

BI!IlTJlAND RUSSELL is the most readable of living highbrows:
he also knows more than any of the rest of rhern. When Lenin
died, hi. adoring disciples had his brain exammed with a rrucro-
leope 10 see if it differed in some occult way from the normal.
Bertrand Russell's might be better worth examuung, for It is a
more variously prodigious specimen. George Sanlayaoa, 10 the
tinal volume of his memoirs, described "Bertie" as tbe most
gifted of all the men he had known.

"He had birth, genius, learning, indefatigable zeal and en-
ergy, brilliant intelligence, and absolute honesty and courage.
His love of justice was as I::een as hi, sense of humor. He was
at home in mathematics, in natural science, and 10 history. He
I::new well all the more- important languages and was. well in-
formed about everything going on in the world of pollllcS and
literature."

That is high praise indeed, bUI Santayana added that as a
great intellect Russell bad somehow "petered out." In discus~-
ing the subject with me he said, more harshly: "Along with hIS
genius be bas a streak of foolishness.". . .

I waa reminded of this wben reading a review by Milton
HiDdua ot Russell's recent book, Portraits From Memory and
Other Essays. Hindus praises the book highly, as any good
critic must. but also remarks: "The goddess be worships is
Sprightliness, and she can make him do and say silly things at
times ...•• [ should say irresponsible or light-minded. rather
than foolish or silly things, bUI 1 have long shared this two-fold
opinion if Dertrand Russell: unbounded admiration for his
mind, and a certain embarrassment about this trait of his char-
acter

He is a tunny-looking fellow. rather like some eaper-bcaked
bird, or birdlike gargoyle. and I sometimes wonder what etTect
thi.9 had on him as he grew up. To discover the finest brain of
the generation .in such a receptacle must have been a surprise.
He is not unpleasantly grotesque, however, but pleasantly so
when yOll see his eyes lighted with interest in an idea.

II was thirty-two y.:ars ago (November :!I. 1927\ that he
and I entertained ;1 crowded Cooper Union with a debate on
The ROQl/ If) Freedom. and I came horne and wrote down the
tille of this essay: "Two Bertrand Russells." I bad then rend
IOUle of Russell's philosophic writings. notably Our Knowledge
0/ the External World as a Field lor Scientitic Method in Phi-
losophy, The title is almost as long as the book. and is not logi-
cally constructed. it seems to me. It should read: "The Problem
of our Knowledge of the External World, etc .... " But the
book itself is bri~f and is logical to a degree rarely 10 be found
in books of philosophy, even tbe most famous. They arc all,
with but two or three exceptions, dedicated to proving. Of build-
ing into a conception of the universe, some notion that is saris-
factory to the emotional needs of the philosopher. This, at least,
was my firm opinion after emerging from a four-year ...course in
philosophy. I cherished a feeling of admiring kinship with the
few so-called skeptics--HlIme, Montaignc, Sextus Ernpir icus,
Protagoras perhaps-men wbo had all em pled without (In)'

other mali v, 10 find out what could be known about Ihe plight
of man's mind in the universe. I believed, and believe still, that
Bertrand Russell belongs among these cool and elevated spirits,
and thai in a wise history il philosophy his place would be se-
cure. For that reason 1 approached the meeting in Cooper
Union somewhat awed by the honor of being associated in con-
Ilict with so great a mind.

Proposed Roads 10 Freedom was the title of a book that Rus-
sell bad published, and my opening speech, which as usual I
wrote out and delivered from memory, was as thoughtful a
criticism of it as I knew how 10 make. Indeed for those in the
audience with a taste tor proletarian revolution, it must have
seemed quire conclusive. I took a backward glance at all the
great advocates of a better social system, and pointed nul that
none of them, from Pluto to Russell, had ever even looked tor
th« road to freedom. Tbey bad merely told us what a free so-
ciety might be like when we gOI there. Karl Marx, I declaimed
--and 1 was then immature enough to regard this as very wise
--did not bother his bead about what it would be like when we
gOI there. He concentrated on finding the road: the working-
ch••• struggle. namely, for the conquest of political power.

Russell replied, as 1 would now, that this was all very much
more neat than convincing, that it was impossible 10 treat
buman history as though it were a process laking place in a

laboratory-words, at least, to that effect- And he remarl::ed
bow many years had passed since Marx predicted the revolu-
tionary change Iwas still wailing for. and spoke of Ihe folly of
any man's imagining that he could predict the course of history
over a long period of time.

"Not one of us can tell right now wbat is going to bappen in
the next seven year s," he exclaimed.

Toward the end of his speecb-;-whicb w•• not a speech, but
just brilliant inconsecutive talking-be happened accidentally,
as any impromptu speaker might. to get to telling us. rather
explicitly, what might be expected of the rest of the twentieth
century. 11 was a bad accident, and I made some good tun in
my rebuttal out of the striking contrast between the propbetie
genius of Karl Marx and of Bertrand Russell. His answer w••
magnanimous, and also clever. He acknowledged that witb this
lucky eracl:: 1 had probably won the debate. but remarked that
Ihis did not prove the validity of the theory of progress through
cl ass struggle,

We willed across town together after the debate. and I tried
to gel him 10 say something illuminating about my teacher, John
Dewey, toward whose instrumental philosophy Iwas still strug-
gling to orient myself.

'" find him such a dull writah," was all I could get out of him.
I don't I::now why, but thougb I have of len mel Russell since.

and ridden in taxis with him, and dined beside him, and made
speeches from the same platform, I have never been able to
gel mucb farther into a conversation tban that. Something rises
up between us--whetber my too humble admiration for his
mind, or an opinion on his part that I haven't any mind. I can't
pretend to say. Mathematics, of course, is an alarming thing to
a man of my temper and experience. Although I passed ex-
aminations in both algebra and Irigonometry, nOI to mention
plane and solid geometry. 1 could nOI at this moment describe
the binomial theorem, or state what a logarithm is, if the sword
of Oamocles were hanging over me. So perhaps il is just the
phantom of Mathematics that rises up between us, putting me
in my place witb tbal mystic and impenetrable gesture that has
the wbole world of uneipbering mortals buffaloed.

At any rare, this memoir will contain only one more phr as e
spoken to me by Bertrand Russell. That, 100, was on the way
home from our debate, and wbal he said was-and be said it
disdainfully-"Anyone wbo lakes these debates and lectures
of our seriously must be an idiot." I had taken my part of it
seriously as my manuscript testifies, and whatever may have
been my answer, 1 recoiled inwardly from this remark. As he
was then making an enviable income out of these debates and
lectures, playing up 10 the eagerness of a half-baked American
intelligentsia 10 gaze upon, and gather pearls of wisdom from,
a great British philosopher, this roused my democratic indigna-
tion. I thought he ought to give the best he bad for the money
and adulation be waa getting. I also thought-al that time--
that his political opinions were as trivial and superficial as his
philosophic speculations were profound. Tbat was the source
of my title: ''Two Bertrand Russells." 1 now see that his answer
to my neat speech, in spite .of that accidental lowering of his
guard, was a good one. But I still resent bis tlippant attitude 10

that attentive andiellU- There is a point of view from which
nothing that any of US "intellectuals" do or think seems very
important. But from that point of view, I am not sure a book in
the library on the Principles of Mathematics rank> so much
higher than a speech in Cooper Union on the Road to Freedom.
I would like to find the same Bertrand Russell in both places,

I will give another example of wbal I mean. Not so many
years ago 1 attended a lecture by him in the Rand School for
Social Science. It was a lecture on Aristotle, and was attended
by a throng of young boys and girls, mostly working-cl ass , all
bungrily drinking up with burningly attentive eyes whatever
gems of wisdom and guidance they could get from Ibis famous
and truly great man. And the great man delivered a very tine
leeture-a chapter perhaps from his History of Western Phi-
losophy. He was particularly illurninatiug on the subject of the
virtue which Aristotle called megalopsychia, and which is often
but incorrectly translated "magnanimity." It means something
more like high-rnindedness or dignity of spirit. You might say
tbal it means "what noblesse obliges." for it is essentially an
aristocratic virtue. Russell was engaging and wonderfully subtle
in describing it. BUI afterward one of those burning-eyed young-
uers, a girl in her teens, breathless with bashfulness and a zeal
to understand, asked him a question-c-oot a penetrating quC$-
tion perhaps, bUI not foolisb. He brushed ber off and out of the
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intellectual world with some frivolow jest about co?sulting
Mrs. Ari,totle. As I watched ber sink back miserably mto her
chair. I thought: "Well, he hal given a perfect dlSco~ 00
megalopsychia and a perfect example of the. lack nf It.

Jt must have bun after that lecture. tor It was 10 an ante-
room at the Rand School, that Bertrand Russell confided to me
the genuinely desperate flnanciallituation he wal in. His radical
opinions, particularly about military patn~t15m and marnage,
bad closed all the innumerable chairs of philosophy that would
otherwise have been open to him. To climax this hardship, he
bad just been summarily ejected from a profe=~lup at the
rambunctious art foundation in Phdadelphia established by the
Argyrol king and ex-prize fighter and cranky ,,?nn~)ll~r.
Albert C. Barn es. He told me wilh genume distress in bll V~lce
that he really did not know how be was going to earn hIS IIvon~.

This will surprise the reader now, bul hardly more tha~ 1\

surprised me then. I wu indeed so appalled that a great mind
should be in such a plight-and my adn:uallon for the delving
mind Was so much stronger than my distaste for the flIppant
tonguo-that I went over the next moroing to the New.School
for Social Research and pleaded with its founder and director,
Alvin Johnson. to give Bertrand Russell a job! Both Johnson
and the New School, I thought, were bold enough .to stand up
10 public opinion in such a cause. I r~alized how lillie Russell
bad exaggerated his plight when I rec~.ved ,?y answer. Johnson
listened patiently, with the genial twinkle 10 h15eyes and the
genial pipe in his mouth that are both a p~rt of him, andwhen
my plea was finished, removed the pipe with friendly delibera-
tion and said: .

"Max, I agree with everything you said ... But the quesuon
will have to come before the trustees. I will put it before them,
but I can advise you in advance not to hope for a favorable
answer:' . .

The two-fold nature of Bertrand Russell bas given nse to
some other interesting reactions besides those I quoted. W. B.
Yeats. in an imaginary letter to a schoolmaster about hi. SO?'.
education, made this amwing remark: "Teach him mathematics
as thoroughly a. his capacity permits. I know that Bertrand
Russell must, seeing that he is such a featherhead. be wroog
about everything but as I have no mathematics J cannot prove
it. I do not want my SOD to be as helpless." Even the Encyclo-
padia Britannica shares this two-way attitude toward the great
philosopher. It describes him in a biographical essay as "tern-
perarneutally desperate, loving extremes ... alm~st q~lerulously
criticising the world's workings," and declares ironically that
be "bas been peculiarly successful in eliciting from contempo-
rary physiea those theorems tbat are most consonant Wilb his
own temper." But when it comes to gelling an article on the
most subtle and difficult SUbject in the whole encyclopedia, one
requiring acuity and balance as well as learning of the most
reliable kind. the article on Knowledge ilself-wbat we can
know and how we know it-the editors tum to Bertrand Rus-
lelll'

I have a feeling. which I cannot verify, that the trivial and
Irresponsible member of this dual personality is apt to be upper-
moot when be is dealing witb America. Many other distin-
guished Europeans have come overseas annually to tap the
gold mine of our provincial adoration of Old World Culture--
it Was natural enough-but most of them tried hard, however
unsuccessfully, to give a good lecture. Yeats, for instance, ac-
cording to hi, biographer, "always gave of his best ... and this
consideration sprang no less from his inborn courtesy than
from B sense of his own dignity and what was due to others."
But Bertrand Russell was content merely to stand up 8.Qdchat-
tor about ideas. Perhaps. indeed. he was the only one who could
stand up and chatter about ideas without fear of exhausting
the reservoir. or losing control of the taps. Icannot help doubt-
ing, however, whether in lectures 10 a British audience he would
have been quite so ca valier. "Love of England," he says in this
recent book. "is very nearly the strongest emotion I possess'v->
a statement so surprising in one whose closest companion seems
to have been the universe that it adds weight to my feeling that
in order to understand him we have to divide him in two.

Russell himself contributes a tittle (0 this feeling. "The seri-
ous part of my life ever since boyhood," he says, "has been
devoted to iwo dillerent objects .... I wanted, on the one hand,
to find OUf whether anything can be known; and, on the other.
to do whatever might be possible toward crearing a happier
world." He adds that he has found his work on social questions
"much more difficult and much less successful" than his earlier
work on mathematical louie, He thinks it is more difficult "be-
cause us utility depends ~pon persuasion." My f<cling is that
00 social (and political) questions, he is inclined to spend more
time in persuasion than in doing the work.-tbe work, I mean,
of establishing valid opinions. It is in this sphere, at least. that
the ligbt-mindcd Bertrand Russell seem. so often to have sway.

Having said this. I must hasten to add that in 1920. when he
paid hi. visit 10 Soviet Russia, Bertrand Russell arrived with
speed al an opinion that time has verified. He was right when I
most of us who shared bis bold view. about World War One
were making the mistake of our lives. He is entitled to all the

boasting he so gentedly refrain. from doing about that fact.
At that early date, his adverse report On the "Great Experi-
ment" said pretty nearly everything that the rest of us wasted
10 much time in summoning the mental force or humility to
lay. It was not as though be had gone over there with adverse
prejudices, either. On the contrary. a month or so before boar~-
ing the train. he bad issued a .lJlrtJing announcement of h1l
conversion to Communism. He had to take that announcement
back while it was still tloating like a tlag almost from the mast-
head of all pro-Bolshevik publications throughout the western
world.

The memory touches me rather deeply because it was in my
magazine, the Liberator, that he published the original con-
fession of his faith. We printed it in extra-sized type on the first
pag es of the magazine. rejoicing that we had now a ~mrade-
in-arms who would strike res poet at least, It not fear, into the
hearts of our enemy. the general public .. He did not. send.his
recantation to the Liberato', but to out rival the Nation, Wish-
ing perhaps to save me a rather ~ainful em?arrassment, for I
believed in free discussion as well as proletarian revolution and
should have had to publish it. As it was, I felt compelled to
answer the great philosopher, and 1 did so with all the scholarly
heft 1 could muster. entitling my essay, "Plato, Nietzsche and
Bertrand Russell." I am happy to recall that I did not disrni ss
his recantation as a class-conscious reaction, although that
would have. been made easy by the fact that bis traveling com-
panion. Robert Williams, head of the British Transport Work-
ers' Union, came back with an exactly opposite reaction: "All
my previous hopes and expectations were more than bo~ne out
by my actual contact with Soviet affairs." J brushed this easy
argument aside, and answered according to my own pretty
thoroughly un-Marxian Iype of revolutionism.

"It is possible.' I said, "for persons of drastic and pure in ...
tcllect, or militantly sympathetic emotion, 10 abstract from
their own economic or social situation I conceive the process of
revolutionary struggle scientifically, and put their personal force
in on the side where lie the ultimate hopes of human life." And
I paid a special tribute to Russell's capacity for such disinter-
ested logic, his championship of "scientific method in philoso-
phy." "Wbat is it," I asked. "that prevents bim from bringing
over that austere and celebrated method into his contemplation
of the problems of society? It is the contagious Christian dis-
ease of idealizing the soft, and worsb.ipping the ineffectual."

So I disposed of this most devastating intrusion on my state
of exalted belief. Bertrand Russell was in China when my edi-
torial essay came out. His wife, Dora Russell, wrote a ponder.
aU3 answer to it, and he sent her manuscript to me uying that
it expressed his views. I am Dot by any means a toucby person;
my inferiority complex takes other form. tban that. But Imust
confess J was not flattered by this left-banded, or no-handed.
way of answering my studious and deeply pondered criticism
of his changed opinion. Twice since then, once in a leiter, once
io a personal encounter, Bertrand Russell has reproached me
for betraying the principle of free discussion in not publishing
his wife's letter. On neither occasion did I say in reply-s-wbat I
thought should be obvious-that I did not care to advertise the
position be put me in by replying to my dissertation through
an unknown woman who happened to be his wife. Icannot help
wondering, since Iam still in the vicinity of that SUbject, whether
be would have sent such a communication to a British editor.

I wish I might feel as happily confident as 1 did in those day.
about that "hard-headed idealism" wb.ich I regarded as the
heart of the Marxian doctrine when purged of Hegelian meta.
physics. My present feeling when Bertrand Russell expresses
his "firm conviction" that "the only stable improvements in
human affairs are those which increase kindly feeling and dimin-
ish ferocity," is one of nostalgia. I was brought up to think so.
and I would like to go back to my childhood. ButI do not
believe we can increase kindly feeling and diminish ferocity on
a large scale except by selective breeding. And I still think that
the political Bertrand Russell fails to confront such facts witb
that unremitting, diligent'and disciplined nard ness of mind with
which rhe philosophic Bertrand Russell confronts a proposition
in logic or mathematics. One cannot be so sure. it is true, about
political as about mathematical matters. but one can require of
himself that he be as sure as possible before advising the world.
And this, it seems to me, is what the political member of the
Bertrand Russell combination fails to do. His recantation after
the visit to Soviet Russia was an act of admirable devotion to
an ascertained truth; It is beyood praise. BUI was not his star-
t1ing proclamation of a conversion 10 Communism jusl beforo
be went, by the same token. somewhat cursory and carel ••• ?

Bertrand Russell bas made a good many such ltartling shifta
of opinioo in the course of his work on social questicna, more,
by a good deal. than the changing conditions have warranted.
I remember-it cannot be so long ago--hia announcing in tho
N •.•••Leader thai love, after all. is the only force that can SAve
the world. Yet in 1948, in an address at Westminster School
which be took pains to publish. be said:

'There must be in the world only one armed force allpra-
national and all-powerful, .. It ia the only way to prevent Great
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Wan. Tbere 10 alneuI&rly nllle hope ol ooub\iJhiollucll ~ force
by Iotanatlooall~ ••• The Wa\all AI!JaJ>cI With Lbt
Ulllled $Uta IIld the CoouooowuJth hive the 1I0<:IelllollUCb
• f~ II mUJI Impou tudt OIlthe _boI. workS. IIld rcmal.D
powu1ul, unJqucly 10, IIlIlB the world ha.a beca edllUled Iolo
• uniAcd w~lIy.-

A vay far uII from Iovc u the •• vIex of the worl4.
Thoup Ipriptly coouv.. eooe of thc.M npld tlwlJCC -

qui~ to futhu'wCl&h! U 1ia ahift of pauioo Lod opinloo In Lbt
lut teVUl yean 00 the tubject ol the Ilp11laintt tMnmunlt.m.
lJI1950. iD the N,.., Yotl TIma Ma~. be Iuued I battl,
cry thai mutt bsve rowed lhous&Dcb wbo cue .bout ruJ valuec
to joi.o In that 6ihL He depicted with miliWlt doquwce Lbt
bonon ol Ufe under the O>mmunisl dictalonhip: "$ovid m&1I,
,"wlinl 00 hit kDcct 10 betray hit fa.mily Lod frieodt to alow
bul<:hcry"'; "A world iD whicb bUl!Wl eliply -.ott foe DOth-
10,"; • "o<ld in which "it II tbouJhl riJhl Lod propel th.t meo
abould be &,ovelin, all vee. bowiol down befDr'O tbc aeml-<1lvm.
being> wbo embody Ibc &:,utnest of Ibc state.

"II II thit cooceptioo that we have to 6gbt, " be cried. -I coo-
uptloo whicb ••. would. it it prevailed, take evcrythio& DOl ol
Ufe that civet it value. Juvio, DOthicg but I regimeDled coIIec·
tioa of &:,ovclio, animaIL I eanoo( ima gioc I Uea ttl DC monI
prolouDd u...., loe whicb 10 6J1rt.-

Durin& lbe eigbt ytltl .~ that battle uII w•• issued. the
"regimeated collection 01 groveling lnimAIs." with DO change
in its nature, b•• l1eaclily ViDed Uouod Ihrougboulthe world.
The 6gbl 10 ••.hicb •..•••.• re 10 gloriously summooed, thougb
more dcapenl e, iJ Slill being fougbL And whal has become of
our intellectual .bowd bearer DOW. our p.al philosopher who
caroe down from tbe heights 01 pur. reasoc 10 summon w ieto
battle loe "all human vaJucar' H •• its aloft DOCemore aad in-
forms w that "aati-Commu.n.i.m" may be c1a•• ilied ••.ilb Com-
munisrn •• a "dogmatic aod flDlticaJ belief in some doctrine I
for whicb there is 00 evideoce." "NalioaaJiun. FasciJm, Com-
munism, lad 00'" I Dti.o,mmunUm, " b. Ul)'l. "have IU pro-
duced their crop ot bi~OI.d '0100 rudy 10 ••.ork untold horror

iD the iDtuatt ol IOlnC IIoIlTOWcreed. ".
AJId to unity thiI IWUDdct to l!>c cQCmy ol In humAn val·

-. be cootribula • prcf~ III t.DOIhu book wriuco by _ of
lbc moat IIlIIbaJI>cd dcfcswScn ol that "r'&imc0led collec:lIocl of
&,oveUn, allim.ala- ill the WCllW1l world. Codisa l&tnoot. t III
Ihia preface be rc.aeha the dimu ol. Kria ol alUldcn Ilai.lllt
America thll would, In I miD Ic::u famed for the Ichincmcntt
ol his miod, teem very IlCIrly ~ IwiI1 quote but _ ClI·
ample ol thiJ wild talk, since It II DO pleasure to dwell DO that
aipu ol the f•• thct -hi:e paItDU In tbc lInD ollkrtrLod Ruucl1.

"Momhcn of the FBI joiA Cve1I mildly liberal oertliz.atioaa
••• piel IDd report Illy WlI'JUded word. ADybody wbo Cae. to
fll •• to IUpport equal riptt fot colored pcoople. or toUlY •
load woed for tbe UN. b li&ble to vilil by oftI«n of the FBI
and threalened. it DOl with pcNC\l1Joo. ~ leut with blackfut.
1.0, IDd COouqueDl iDabilily III ~ I Uv!,QC'Whea I .u1Iiciollt
IIIte ol terror bu bcal produecd by these _as. the victim II
Wormed thlllbcre it I wlY out: if be will dctlounce I .uJllcie41
Dumber of his frietlda, be mlY obtai4 lbao!utioo.-

I imagine thlt Butraod Ruaull (Cgl1da It U 10 uampl. of
unprejudiced logic 10 likeD Ibc c.ltrcrnet of Intoleraoc:. 10 !hit
wbicb tho pu.ioo of the 6pt l,aiDst tMnmwilim h •• carried
eertaln individualJ in America to Ibc Iystaniud brutalilia of
tbe lOIalilariao police JWe. To my rniod it IUUOSU. nlhot. I
deep-tyine aod irraliona.l pr.judice.

BUI thll iJ DOl Ibc poiDt I wisbc.d 10 DlUe iD cooc:ludiD& thit
•••• y. The enor underlying evuythiDg Russe u DOW Ul)'1 lbout
the "gruJ tigbl" 10 whicb be lummoaed UI ~ &Joriowly "'u
present Ilready iD tbe sunutlOQI. II iJ DOl I "conc.ption" ••.e
bave to ftghl, bul I corupi",ey-I coa.piracy by lewae politi-
cal pow.r 10 lorce thaI cooccptioo upoo 10 unwWine world.
Tbe probl.m is indeed comple. aDd lubtle bow I relalively Iru
lOCicty UO. without destroyiag its own fr.c-dom. defeal Juch I
CCtl5piracy. There If room ber. for a wide latitude of opiaioc.

• 'l/IINraJ" TN'. ",....-y .••. sa.
t 'r,~c.M 11 fI.I ""~9" DOlI", hol~ 1.1dM £AlUM edfdoe .,.

BERTRAND RUSSELL'S VIEWS ON RELIGION

(27) Bertrand Ru~sell's Views on Religion is a pamphlet on Russell with a forward written by AI Seckel
(Editor of Bertrand Russell on God and Religion and Bertrand Russell on Ethics, Sex and Marriage)

Some excerpts from the pamphlet are reprinted below. You may. purchase these pamphlets for ten
cents per copy from Atheists United, 14542 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 211 Sherman Oaks, Ca. 91403

GOD
"I've observed that the belief in the goodness of God is inversely proportional to the
evidence. When there's no evidence for it at all, people believe it, and when things are
going well and you might believe it, they don't."

RELIGIONS
"The fact is that religion is no longer sufficiently vital to take hold of anything new, it
was formed long ago to suit certain ancient needs, and has subsisted by the force of
tradition, but is no longer able to assimilate anything that cannot be viewed traditionally."

FAITH
"What I wish to maintain is that all faiths do harm. We may define 'faith' as the firm belief
in somet>hing for which there is no evidence. When there is evidence, no one speaks of
'faith'. We do not speak of faith that two and two are four or that the earth is round. We
only speak of faith when we wish to substitute emotion for evidence."

PRAYER
"It is not by prayer and humility that you cause things to go as you wish, but by acquiring a
knowledge of natural laws. The power you acquire in this way is much greater and more
reliable than formerly supposed to be acquired by prayer, because you could never tell if
your prayer was answered favourably in heaven."
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LINUS PAULING

November 1988

(28) The Paulin<;j'Prize; A Welcome Honor from Norway from the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, Dec.
1963, vol. 19, no. 10, p. 18

"On October 11, Linus Pauling was awarded his second
Nobel prize. The first was awarded in 1954 for his
achievements in theoretical chemistry; the second for his
relentless and dedicated campaign against the testing of
nuclear weapons. Pauling's achievement in thus winning two
Nobel prizes in two widely separated areas of human
endeavor is unique. We extend to Dr. Pauling our sincere
congratulations.

"The award of the Nobel Pe~ce Prize to Pauling is a
recognition that in our time scientists have become an
important influence in mankind struggle. Pauling was among
those who spoke out against nuclear weapons testing early
and vigorously. He emphasized that the production of
radioisotopes in these tests can lead to an increased
frequency of congenital malformations in future
generations. His estimates, as well as those of others, of
the likely extent of this genetic damage, have helped to
increase public appreciation of the danger.

His efforts to publicize this hazard included the well known petition to the United States of
January 14, 1958, signed by 9,234 scientists from 44 countries, and the suit against the
governlnents of the United States and the Soviet Union seeking a court injunction against nuclear
weapons tests. Pauling's condemnation of these tests have been equally vigorous when levelled at
either the government of the United States or at the government of the Soviet Union.

"Pauling's scientific work has encompassed a broad spectrum of molecular science. His earliest
efforts were directed toward understanding the nature of chemical bond. He made significant
contributions to theoretical chemistry and the knowledge of the molecular structure of chemical
compounds. He emphasized the view that the behavior of such compounds can be understaod in terms
~Tthei~'-'molecular structure. Beginning in the mld':"l930s,ne became increasingly" interested in
the molecular structure of biologically important compounds, This led to his work on the
structure of proteins; coupled with this was a growing interest on his part in the broader field
of biological phenomena. He made a significant contribution to biology by developing the concept
of "molecular disease," such as sickle cell anemia based on a single "error" in the molecular
structure of hemoglobin.

"The range of Dr. Pauling's genius has thus made him a key figure in controversy over the
scientist in politics. While we have not always seen eye to eye with him on uses of tactics, we
have only admiration for the courage, energy, and integrity with which he has pursued his
principles. It pleases us as fellow Americans that the Norwegian Parliament has now given this
special recognition to his role a~ scientist-citizen."

BCa< REVIEW

From the JCl.lr~ of Pain and SymptomManagement (Winter1987, pp. 53-55),
~unl4ry Eutharwi4
Edited by A.B. Do-o.·ningand Barbara Smoker
Published by Peter Owen, london and
Hum~nilies Internations]
Allamic Highlands, New Jtrscy, 1986, ~O~ pp
$29.95 '

(29)

practice, Under the influence of whal may
broadly be called quality-of·life points of view.
advocates have urged that sanity and wisdom
consist not in the pursuit of life bUI in the
pursuit of a quillily life and conversely thaI.
where: a life is irreparably blasted by the most
loathsome forms of disease and degradation, it
~ay be desirable 10 exit. Despite great variety
In the kinds of justifications oITered. quality-of.
life advocates baslOllly agree that voJunlUy
euthanasia II sometimes excusable. perrnlssi-
ble, virtuous, or obligalOry. Indeed, the quality.

Reviewed by Marvin Kohl

The put two decades have wilnessed both a
notable increase of interest in voluntary eutha-
n~lla and consider-.ble insurgence againsl the

with thanks to Ml\RVINKaiLl

of-life group might well be called Promethean.
since they are: hostile to the idea of jUlt lelling
nature take iu course and insist thai man
should consciously and intenigcnlly control his
own destinies.

The contrary point of view is put forward
with considerable vigor by antl-<\uality-or·liCe
advocates or vitalisu who argue thaI glk about
worthwhile or worthless, meaningful or mean-
ingless, quality or non-<\uality life generates for-
mldable problems. Here too we find a divcnlty
of philosophical and moral positions. Buttherc



is general agTeement that life is irurinsically
valuable or th at a human life can never be cor-

.---_.__ ._--_ .._-----
Mnrvin 1(01'.1,i'hO, is Profcnor and Chair oCPhilos-
""hy, 5'.1< Onivcrsity of New York, College at Fre-
donia, Fredonia. NeVI York..

reedy assessed as being worthless or to be suffi-
ciently I"cking in quality as to warrant the
acrive pursuit of death. Against the euthana-

'!' siast's position, it is argued thai a judgment
about the quality of a person's life cannot in
principle be a reasonable basis for killing that
person.

This volume is an enlarged and updated edi-
tion of Euthanasia and lilt Right to Life (1969).
The majority of papers-including Anthony
Flew, Joseph Fletcher, Granville Williams, and
Christian Barnard's-s-are written from the
quality-of-life perspective. Yale Karnisar and
Luke Gormally represent the opposition, each
making an able case against euthanasia. In
addition to Barnard and Gormally's papers, the
new material in the volume includes the Vati-
can's Declaration, Colin Brewer's discussion of
the hospice movement, P.Y. Adrniraal's outline
of the way euthanasia is and should be prac-
ticed in the Netherlands, and an insightful arti-
cle about the suicides of Arthur and Cynthia
Koestler.

Let us begin with Barnard's story about a
patient named Eli Kahn, Aged 78, he was suffer,
ing from carcinoma of the prostate, obstruc-
tion of the bowel, and very severe emphysema,
Mr. Kahn said to his doctor. "You mustn't try to
save my life. I am ready to die. The machine is
worn out, and the mechanic must now give up:'
"No;' was the reply, "this is no! a hospital which

just allows patients to die like that, We treat you
here, we don't just let you die:'

Unfonunately what happened to Mr. KAhn is
all too familiar. After pointless surgery he
developed problems with his lungs, and was
intubated. During the night he somehow man-
aged to disconnect the respirator. And in bed
there was a note, written in a shaky hand. The
message read: "Doctor, the real enemy is not
death-the real enemy is inhumanity"

According to Barnard that also should be our

message. We should not allow medicine to
become inhumane. And to become uncon-
cerned about the quality of life is to become
inhumane. Thus he writes:

It is not true- that we become doctors in order
10 prolong life. We become doctors in order
to improve the quality of life, to give 'he
patient a more enjoyable life ... And the
same: is true when we arc dealing with "termi.
nally ill patients: what we should ask our.
5~lvcs is whether there is still any quality of
life left. The donor who is unconcerned
about the quality of life' j.J inhumane; and the
real enemy is nOI death but inhumanity.
(p (77)
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Barnard's point about quality of life is well
taken. We may allempt 10 dodge the issue and
argue, as Gormally does, that quality of life
arguments are not sound and that "the only
reason for killing a man which is consistent
with the true dignity of human beings is that
the man deserves death." (p 89) But morality is
not limited to a rnauer of desert, And the hean
of Barnard's argument is that it is difficult to
see how an inhuman act can be a moral one,
even if it be one of omission.

But improving the quality of life is by no
means the only function nor perhaps the most
important function of medicine. And it is at
best hyperbole to say that "the real enemy is not
death but inhumanity:' It is true that death may
be a friend but more often than not it is an
enemy. Thus it seems much closer to the truth
to say that the general function of medicine is
to improve both the quality and quantity of life.
And even if we want to add that we are not
talking about the prolongation of mere biologi-
cal existence but the prolongation of life of at
least minimal quality. undesirable death is still
a very great enemy.

To prevent misunderstanding, let me say
emphatically that I do not wish in any way to
minimize the importance of the daily routine
of most physicians who may not be engaged in
combat against death but who decidedly help
improve the quality of their patient's life. But I
do wish to argue thai because this function is
important and must not be neglected, it does
not follow that the fight against death is of no
importance, or that it is a lesser function. What
is often lost in the fury that accompanies public
debates of this kind is the common sense
understanding that being humane, improving
the quality of life, and fighting against undesir-

able death are all necessary pans of modem
medicine.

The harder question, the question of
whether a patient still has any quality of life left
or the more general question of what consti-
lutes the lack of a quality life, stands on a some-
what different footing. All the evidence indio
cates that what we generally regard as a life of
minimal quality is bound up with an individu-
al's ability 10 satisfy certain kinds of reasonable
desires or goals_ It is undoubtedly true that
men form different conceptions of what consti-
tutes a life of high quality, even a life of suffi-
cient quality, but many would unhesitatingly
maintain that when a human being cannot pos·
sess or achieve any goals that life is devoid of
quality. Quality of life advocates certainly think
it reasonable to say that where an individual
lacks both cerebral hemispheres (as in the case
of the hydranencephalic infant), there is not
even minimal quality life. They also think it
reasonable to say that where an individual has
perminently lost all higher brain function the
same holds true.
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When, however, we tum to cases where there
is no brain damage or where there is less than
full impairment, we find another judgment,
which [ will call the judgment that a life lacks
suffli:imt qualilJ. This is often blended indistin.
guishably with the judgment that there is no
qualilJ. Space does not permit full elaboration.
But I do wish to suggest that, even if we admit
that where there is no quality of life, death is
not an injury to. the decedent, it does not follow
that this is true in all cases when a life lacks
sufficient quality. To argue, as some libertarians
do, that a life that merely tips on the side of a
negative balance is sufficient to warrant volun-
tary death is, I believe. tantamount to saying
that it is permissible for people to exit when life
merely tips on the side of unhappiness. Such
thinkers seem to forget that a life of this quality
is not necessarily an empty, or nearly empty.
one. It still may possess opportunity for great
moments of satisfaction and achievement. So
that exiting from a life that has just barely
tipped to the negative side of the scale is one
thing; exiting from a life devoid of any quality
for its possessor still another.

JudgmenlS as to quality of life become even
more complicated. We can and should further
distinguish between those who have just tipped
to the negative side of the scale and those who

are close to being devoid of quality. Eli KAhn
was ready to die. But he welcomed death not
because of cognitive incapacity, Nor did he
decide to die because his life had just tipped to
the negative side. His decision to die was made
on significantly different grounds. Because of
advanced prostatic cancer and very severe
emphysema the judgment was that his life was
almost drooid of any quality. This indicates that
there is a difference-c a vital logical, if not
moral difference -between a lift deooid of any
quality. 01U almost deooid of quality, and 01U that has
just tipped on tilt negative sid« of the scale.

The essence of "he quality-of-life position is
that we are being nhumane when we do not
actively respect tfu former conditions; that we
are being inhurnar when a patient correctly

judges his own life to be devoid or almost
devoid of quality and wants to die, and we do
not help. Thus doing good in the sense of being
beneficent or helping others is an essential
pan of being humane. It is the duty of every
man, we are told, to be beneficent, ie, to be
helpful to men or women in need according to
one's means. This duty becomes a stricter one
(and.a necessary condition for being humane)
when there is dire need and it is relatively easy
to help. Contrary to Gormally's suggestion that
the minimally moral man is one who rewards
and punishes only on the basis of desert,
Barnard and other quality-of-lifers are urging
thai it requires the recognition of the duty to
help others when their need is dire and it is
relatively easy to do so.
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RUSSELL SOCIETY LI BRARY
Tom Stanley, Librarian

Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088

Bod<s for sale:

By Bertrand Hussell:
Appeal to the American Conscience •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $ 3.15
Authority and the Indiv1dual •••• ~•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3.75
The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell, Vol. I •••••••••••••••••••••• "16.00

Vol, II •••••••••••••••••• II' 13.00
Vol. III •••••••••••••••••••• 11.00Edllcation and the Social Order ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,••••••••• 4.25

Essays in AnalYSis, edited by Douglas Lackey ••••••••••••••••••••••• 6.50
Has ~lan a Future? •••••••••• ,...................................... 8.00
History of the h'orld in Epitome •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1.00
In Praise of Idleness •.•••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~•••••••••• 3.75
The Impact of Science on Society ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3.00
An Inquiry into Heaning and Truth.................................. 6.00
Mortals and Others, edited by Harry Ruja.................. •••••• ••• 8.50
My Philosophical Development ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3.75
Political Ideals •••••..•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0. ••• 3.75
Power: A Ne1V Social AnalySis....................................... 5.50
The Practice and Theory of Bolshevism.............................. 3.75
Principles of Social lteconstruction................................ 3.75
Roads to Freedom................................................... ~.OO
Sceptical Essays................................................... ~.25
The Scientific Outlook ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5.50
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By Other Authors:
Bertrand Russell, 1872-1970 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Bertrand Russell and the Pacifists in the First World War

by Jo Vellacott •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••
Bertrand Russell as a Philosopher by A.J. Ayer •••••••••••••••••••••Essays on Socialist Humanism in Honor of the Centenary

of Bertrand Russell •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

1.50
10.50 H#

2.25 +

Into the Tenth Decade: A Tribute to Bertrand Russell •••••••••••••••
The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His OliO Words •••••••••
Mr. Wilson Speaks 'Frankly and Fearlessly' on Vietnam to B.R •••••••
The Tamarisk Tree, Vol. I by Dora Russell ••••••••••••••••••••••••••

~.OO *
9.00 H
5.00 *6.75 +
1.755.50 HH Cloth, othenvise paperback.

* Out-of-print. Available until present stock is eXhausted.
+ The publisher's pricing on these titles has increased dramatically.

The Autobiography volumes now list at $27.95; Unwin paperbacks sellfor i7.95.
# New title. PUblisher's price is it27.00

Prices are postpaid. Please send check or money-order, payable to theBertrand J~.!!~,'?_e_llSociety,' to the Russell Society Library
New and forthcoming:

Bertrand Russell by A.J. Ayer September University of Chicago Press 9.95 Papel __
Logie and KnOWledge, edited by Marsh October Allen & Unwin 19.95 Paper
The Problems of Philosophy by Russell September Prometheus ~.95 Paper
Bertrand Russell: A Political Life by Ryan September Hill & Wang 19.95 Cloth

New books to lend:

150. ~Is Life Heaningful in a Universe Without God?~ by Paul Kurtz. Paperread at the ~988 annual meeting. The author.The Amberley Papers. Dan NcDonald
Russell Remembered by Rupert Crawshay-lYilliams. Dan HcDonald.Which Way to Peace? Whitfield Cobb.
Bertrand llussell on Education.by Joe Parle. Tom Stanley.
Nightmares of Eminent Persons. 2 copies, Jerold Harter and Herb Lansd~~l.

151.
i52.
153.1511.
155.
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"A Bibliography on Philosophy and the Nuclear Debate" by VilliGay. 12 pp offprint The Author. am
"Philosophy and the Contemporary Faces of Genocide" by William Gay18 pp offpr1nt The Author.

RUSSELL OBITUARY

(3t) Bertrand Russell is Dead is from the February 4, 1970 issue of the Times of India (New Delhi) .
The obit was written by J. D. Singh from the Times of India News Service.

LONDON, Feb. 3
Bertrand Russell died at his home in Wales this morning at
the age of 97. He had been,il1 with influenza.

Philosopher, mathematician, logician and crusader, Lord
Russell made a unique contribution to improving the moral
and political climate of this century. His passionate
advocacy of public causes, generally-of an unpopular kind,
made him a controversial figure and led to his imprisonment
twice--first in 1918 and again in 1961.

During the First World War, he was a pacifist and
campaigned for "no conscription". He was fined one hundred
pounds (his library was seized to pay the fine) and removed
from lectureship at Trinity College. In 1916 he was due to
lecture at Harvard but the British Government refused to
issue him a passport. In 1918 he was sentenced to six
months' imprisonment for making comments on the American
army which were intended to prejudice Britain's relations
with the United States.

His second imprisonment came in September 1961. Impatient of its law-abiding methods he had
left the campaign for nuclear disarmament which he had helped to found in 1958 and launched a
civil disobedience movement. He was sentenced to two months' jail. He was 88.

As late as December last he protested to the Soviet Prime Minister, Mr. Kosygin, against the
expulsion of the well-known author, Mr. Solzhenitsyn, from the Writers' Union.

Throughout his life he was an ornament and an acquisition to a variety of causes and worked
actively for the Fabian Society, the free trade movement and women's suffrage. He stood
unsuccessfully as a parliamentary candidate on three occasions--the first time in 1907 on the
issue on women's suffrage.

Often called "the Voltaire of our time," he was a stimulating speaker and lecturer and
prolific author and wrote more than 50 books, many of them on mathematics and philosophy.

In h~s "Principles of Mathematics" he explained that this purpose was first to show that all
mathematics followed from symbolic logic and, secondly, to discover, as far as possible what
were the principles of symbolic logic itself.

Bertrand Arthur William Russell was born on May 18, 1872, in one of England's aristocratic
families known for its radical stand in politics. One of his ancestors, Lord William Russell,
lost his head on a charge of rebellion against King Charles II while his grandfather, Lord
John Russell, was one of Queen Victoria's Prime Ministers and famous for pushing through the
Reform Bili of 1832.

Bertrand Russell's mother died when he was two and his father when Bertrand was three years
old. llIs father had directed that his son should be brought up as an agnostic, and had
9ppointed a free thinker as his guardian but the direction was set aside by a court.
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As a young man he won an open scholarship to Trinity College where he took a first class in
Mathematics and Moral Sciences. He spent some months as honorary attache at the British
Embassy in Paris. After the First World War he visited Russia as a member of the British
Labour Party delegation. In 1920 he went to China to deliver a series of lectures on
behaviourism at Peking University

On the death of his elder brother in 1931, he succeeded to the title as the third earl.
liewas awarded the Order of Merit in 1949, the Nobel Prize for literature in 1950, the Kalinga
Prize in 1957 and Danish prize for outstanding contributions to European culture in 1960. He
founded the Russell Peace Foundation and the Atlantic Peach Foundation.

lie married four times and had three children, lIis obituary, he suggested some years ago,
should mention that he had many friends and survived them all.

Bertrand Russell fought to save the world from the horror of nuclear war.

liehad done much to change the course of philosophic study, but to most people he was a figure
of opposition--his own opposition to many beliefs during his long life and others' opposition
to his views.

He was best known as an advocate of civil disobedience who urged people to demonstrate against
war, nuclear armaments and racial discrimination.

Advanced years did not diminish his fervour, and just before his 95th birthday in 1967 he
organised the Bertrand Russell International War Crimes Tribunal -- unofficially and without
legal standing -- in Stockholm. The Tribunal found America guilty of committing war crimes, in
Viet Nam, and its Allies guilty of being accomplices.

Only last December he appealed to the U.N. Secretary-General, U Thant, to back an
international war crimes commission to investigate the alleged "torture and genocide" by
Americans in South Viet Nam.

He was reviled in his early years as a crank because of his views on pacifism and sexual
freedom. Even as an octogenarian and nonagenarian he was mocked--and revered--for his views on
the Cuban missile crisis, on the threat of the hydrogen bomb, and the Viet Nam war, and was
thrown out of academic posts.

At the age of 90, he sat in the roadway to back his opinions, only to be hauled away to jail
again, but gently.

In his later years, Bertrand W3.S called "pro-communist" and "anti-American". A series of
lectures on the British Broadcasting Corporation in 1945 were described by Moscow Radio as
"the howling of a wolf".

THREE PASSIONS

In that year, he was reported a~ saying if communism could only be swept away by war, he would
accept war in spite of all its destruction.

When his views on communism later mellowed, he lobbied the Soviet Government over the fate of
an imprisoned student and raised with Premier Nikita Khrushchev the position of Jews in
Russia.

He described himself as "never a good Victorian".

In his autobiography publi shed in 1967, he said three pass ions had governed his life: "the
longing for love, the search for knowledge and unbearable pity for the suffering of mankind".

"I have sought love, first, because it brings ecstasy so great that I would often have
sacrificed all the rest of life for a few hours of joy", he said.--AP & Reuter.

"The Guardian" said that Russell's death will bring home the fact that his philosophical work
has already taken its place alongside such greats as Descartes, Leibnitz and Kant.

"The TJ.mes", in a massive four-column obituary, said: "Bertrand Russell had a secure place in
history. There exist no disciples of Russell. Instead there exist scores of inquiring
phJ.losophers driven by questions which Russell was the first to ask."
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BERTRAND RUSSELL: A LIAR?

NoYeroer 1988

(32) The following article appeared on page 2 of the Oct. 29, 1956 edition of the Daily Express
(London).

Bertrand Russell is called a liar today by the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

The 84-year-old English philosopher has written a sizzling attack on the F.B.I. in a preface
to a book due out tomorrow.

The book, a new edition of "Freedom Is As Freedom Does," is by 54 year old Corliss Lamont,
Left-wing New York lecturer who has appeared several times before congressional committees.

Russell accuses the F.B.I. of employing "spies and agents provocateurs" and of creating "a
terrorist system" in the U.S.

Informers are safe, he says, "so long as they continue to do the dirty work. But woe betide
them if they repent."

What says the F.B.I.? "We decided we should never add dignity to the name of Bertrand Russell
by making an official statement." said a Washington spokesman. •

"The history of the F.B. I. will be published in two weeks I time. It is accurate and will
stand in sharp contrast to what Russell said - a complete falsehood."

BR's foreword to Lanait's t::o:j( is reproduced in RSN30-9 (May 1981).

(33) Ryan's "Bertram Russell, A political life,":' reviewed b;{ Jchn Campbell (Lordon TiJres Literary Supp1e.rrent, July
1-7. 1988} ••. with thanks to KEN KCRBIN.

B,nr.nd Russel] stood fOI r.,hamenl three
lime> in hi' long life - once In 1907 as. Libe •• ,
.ind I•• ",e In 19:: and 1923 for Labour In the
lorrner case he stood ,ptClfi"lh". Suffr'~ISt
in the rather ')pecu) CIfCUrnS1Jnn:s of ~ bv-
election at Wimbledon; .•tile alter the •••.·If he
"as, careful to select true-blue Chcls.ca as ~ufe
platform from w hrcb 10 IT.il. h" Besturc of
support fOI Labour .••.-ith no po",biht~ of ••,n·
nIne Wbe n he did make ~ se nous ane mpr In
i91u to ,,:'u« 'he Iamrlv p.xlet borough of
Bedford. the local cornrmnce very .••.isely re-
Jtetcd him. For Russell .••.·a~ not in iny normal
sense of the w ord a polincian at .11. He could
never co-operate hJppily in .n~ son of orga-
niranon. His. one-experience or trying, in the
So Conscription Fello ••ship rn 1916--17, cured
him yen' nearly for life ollhe ambition to tT)'
again: hi, presidency of the Campaign lor Nuc-
lear Disarmament in the late 1950< ended
equally acnmoniocsly.

So Alan RyJn', subtitle i' ambiguous .• A
political life • normally implies a biolrophy 011
politician !rom which the personal and private
life has lugely been excluded. A!ternilively it
m.y mean a specialized study 01 one pirticular
as peel of a varied career. RYln', meaning i,
closer to the second, except thil Ruuell.
though not formally I politician. lived, wrote
.nd thought for most of hi, life within a
lramework thlt ••.as IlwlYS in the broadest
sense political. Hi, [ormat i, iD flel a clever
device for allowing him to write freely about

the public Russell. ••110m most of us Ire iD-
_l<rC1led in. leaving out on the one hind the
mathematics and most of the philosophy Ind
on the other .11 Russell' tortuous emotional
and rnarital entanglements. lUving thu.s
cl e arcd hISground. he hu wrinen an enjoylbly
lucid. shrewd ind cruically Idmiring u.scu·
rnent of tbe old 'Oil" extraordinary mixture of
cle ar-sighted and cock-eyed ideas.

• Ru""II', potiric.al thinking was founded on
hi' philosophical work: the luthonly ..,th
••hich he spoke .nd .••.rote on politic> derived
pinly !rom hi' matbemancal achievement,
partly Irom hi, rank and pedigree. He be-
longed, as Ryan puts it. to two overlipping
anstocr acies. or omn ana 01 exceptional ta·
lent. He ••a, born not merely into the Liberal
purple - hi, grandfather was Lord John Rus-
sell. hi' godf.lhel John Stuart Mill - bUI into
the radical tradition as well: his parents were
prominenl advocates of birth control and hi'
midwife. debarred by the prejudice, of the day
from attending him as a dOCIOI.••.•• Elizabeth
Garrett Anderson. For most of hi, life. ho •..•
ever. Russell's radicalism was in some tension
with hi' intelleel. He lost hi' position at Trinity
College. Cambridge. as a result of hi, opposi-
tion to the first World War •• nd give lway
most of hi' money. He was thenceforth
obliged, in order to support wive, and children
(and lor seve ra 1 ye." Irom 1927 hi' ex-
perimental Beacon Hill School), to cam hi'
living by his pen. Though he chafed at not

be,"g able to get on Wllh hi' serious work. most
of hi' enormous output of political writlnB,
over h.1t a centurv Irom 1916to the late l%Os,
••'as w rinen 101 monev and therefore .t leasl
~nl~' with the dclibe;>te intention to shock .

Hence there arc IwO Russells. expressing
often contradictory vie~ in quite distinct
tones of voice. Russetl One is 'he SObel liberal
- rational. sceptical and humane. Russell T •..o
i, a wild railer as.inst theiniquitics 01 the
•..orld - strident. personalized and foolishly
.exaggerated. Ryan iC1uilly di'tingui,he, •
third, the utopian pre acbe r: but this is only the
positive aspect of the hell-fire prophet. Both
equilly lack the intellectual rigour of •..h.t one
would like to call the "true" Russell. The point
is. for those who only remember him in ex-
treme old age squaning intransigent in Tnfal·
giT Square and. later still, violently denounc-
ing American "genocide" in Vietnam through
the mouth of his sinisler disciple Ralph
Scboenrnan, that the second Russell did not
emerge only IS an aberration ar the end of hi,
lile but had been present throughout: as ~rly
IS 1915 be "'IS capable of alleging that the
blsbops supponed the war because they hoped
to get large dividends from their armament
shares. He was always liable to spoil a good
arlUmeDI by intemperate personal abuse. His
religious agnosticism, for instance, was quite
ntioDIUy founded; yet hi, loathing of orga·
nized religion became $0 intense •• to be It
times disturbingly religiose itself.
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The rationalist's desire for a faith was one of
the springs of Russell's thought. This, Ryan
suggests. was what initially drew him to
mathematics: he wanted to discover the fun-
damental structure of things. He very early saw
through the political naws and economic errors
of Marxism; but he understood its appeal as ,
secular religion. even though it was not for
him. As an old liberal anti-tsarist he initially
welcomed the 1917 revolution: but a visit to
Russia in 1920 only confirmed his horror of the
infant Soviet Union's inherent tyranny. With
equal realism. Russell the sober sceptic simi-
larly recognized the futility of the League of
Nations, in which so many of his high-minded
liberal friends like Gilbert Murray placed such
faith; but characteristicallv Russell the utopian
preacher insisted not that the League was over-
ambitious but that the only effective safeguard
of peace would be a world government. Once
seized of the idea. he did not deign to bother
his head about how it could h.' brought about.
In Russell's mind shrewd Reat,o!itik coexisted
bewilderinglv with blind utopianism.

The dilemma that most exercised Russell all
his life was the classic liberal dilemma of late
nineteenth-century liberalism threatened by
collectivism: how to secure for the many the
freedom enjoyed by the few without thereby
destroying it; how to preserve the intellectual
integrity and cultural inheritance of the edu-
cared elite (which Russell prized more than
anyone) in the face of advancing democracy
(which he also supported): how to reconcile: in
the terms of one of his best and most thoughtful
political books. Freedom and Organisation
(1934), the freedom of the autonomous indi-
vidual with the necessary regulating organiza-
tion of the Slate. So far as domestic politics
were concerned. this sense of confbctina im-
peratives led him by the early 1950s 10 a ;eally
very sensible. if unexciting. Lib-Lab com-
promise: in particular his belief in the fun-
damental importance of education, and his
own experience of running a private '!:hool.led
him to place great value on pluralisn against
the monopolistic claims of the allpowerful
State. But he had never really been p socialist
even when he had joined the In"'pendent
Labour Part v and stood tor Parlianent. He
had declared' himself a guild socialu as a sort
of best-of-both-worlds fudge between Marx-
ism and anarchic syndicalism. He Itally only
called himself a socialist because hI believed
that capitalism caused war; and fron 1914 on.
the: prevention of war was what anused his
political passion.

In truth he was not very interested _ domes-
tic politics at all: Ryan points out thatre never
wrote anything between the wars aboo, mern-
ployment. It was the Great War which crnnged

(34)
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his life, wrenchinz him out of his comf~able
Bloomsburyish Cambridge niche. He jlined

first the Union of Democratic Control- writing
a superh demolition of the entente policy of Sir
Edwarc' Grey - then (though he was already
too old himself to be called up) the No Con-
scription Fellowship; he lost his job at Trinity
and in !918 was sent to prison for "insulting an
ally" -'he United States. (In six months inside.
we are told. he read 200 books and wrote two.)
For th , rest of his life it was war and the in-
creasir g!y monstrous threat of war that con-
tinued to trigger the emotionalism. extrava-
gance. name-calling and. in the end. absurdity
of Rursell Two.

In ['}36 Russell published the silliest of all his
book, and the onlv one he himself explicit lv
disavowed a lew vears later, Which Way 10

Peace", an openly' defeatist tract in which he
argued that war would mean the certain end of
Euro oean civilization and that therefore con.
ques' by Hitler was the lesser evil. In (cat:r\lJl~

this conclusion Russell was influenced by the
widespread expert consensus thai (as Baldwin
expressed it) "The bomber will always get
thro-rgh", Heavy bomhing of cities in the first
day' or hours of a war was expected 10 produce
panic and the rapid disinlegration of civil soci-
ety. It is odd 10 find the habitually maverick
Rus sell thus tarnelv accepting the received wis-
doni; as Ryan points out. he failed to consider
either the prohibitive cost in aircraft of deliver-
ing such a knock-out assault or the possibility
of mutual deterrence as an alternative: (0 sur-
render. It was not because he was a pacifist.
Rrsse ll was never a pacifist. He had no abso-
lut ; objection to the laking of life, if the Iike!v
end justified the sacrifice. Back in 1900, he had
deiended the Boer War on the ground of Bri-
tain's civilizing mission: a British victory over
th·' Boers would. he believed. advance the lar-
8<r interest of the human race; therefore the
W.IT was justified. Forty-five years later. notor-
it usly, when the Americans had the atom
bomb but the Russians had not. he seriously
proposed an American pre-emptive strike
a.tainst the Soviet Union to prevent them ac-
quiring it. Throughout his life Russell judged
the issues of war and peace against the loftiest
measurement of the future of humanity - as he
reckoned it.

His attitude to both Russia and America
changed little over his life: at least the poles
between which his attitudes veered remained
consistent. Russell Two hated them both
equally. His virulent anti-Americanism did not
make him in the least pro-Soviet; Russell One
was quite clear that CND was no place for
fellow-travellers. He was not "soft on Com-
munism"; yet more powerfully than as the
headquarters of world Communism, the Soviet
Union always remained in his imagination the

~tPB's "Bertrand Russell, A political life, " reviewed by
~lement (Novenlber 1988) ••• with thanks to WARRENSMITH.

Ccnant in

This modest, serious book by political his-
torian Alan Ryan is a guide to the remark-
ably various views of Bertrand Russell.
Ryan's prose-sober. dispassionate, don-
nish-can't hope to compete with the flash
and sparkle of Russell's own, style. However,
anyone who welcomes lhe chance to be re-
minded of what Bertrand Russell meant in
the world could do no better than to read
Ryan's careful examination of his lesser-
known but fascinating essays, pamphlets,
and books. He has also provided well-re-
searched commentary on Russell's astonish-
ing public life-or was it lives? -as "polemi-
cist, agitator, educator and popularizer."

Despite Ryan's disclaimer that he bas not
written a biography, Bertrand Russell cov-
en Russell's aristocratic and liberal up-
bringing; his qualified feminism; his coura-
geous agitation against \'obrld WaI I, for

. which he served time in jail; his trip to the

oliver

USSR, which resulted in one of the earliest
and harshest accounts of the course of the
Russian revolution, TM Practice and The-
ory af Ba/'heuism, written in 1920; his uto-
pian educational ventures in the 19308; his
stormy visits to the U.S.; and the last two
causes with which his nsme was associated,
the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
and the movement against the war in
Vietnam.

Ryan most admires Russell's "refusal to
grow old, calm down and become respect-
able." Russell's vigor was in evidence
throughout his long public life. When, in
1916, he threw in his lot with the group of
young English pacifists called the "No-Con-
acnplion feOowship," he was already 44,
with an established reputation. But Ryan's
book is no hagiography. Russell's faulta-
his tendency to demonize his opponents, his
polemicsl excesses and reckleesness. his 81-

rogance, what Ryan tellingly calls the "curi-
ous thinness" in his argumentative style-
are kept in plain view, Ryan deplores Rus-
sell's sentimentalized depictions of the Viet-
namese (which, he notes, contradicted a
long-held scorn for doctrines asserting the
superior virtue of the oppressed) and his
support for the Vietnamese Communists.
To depict them as the leaden of a "purely
indigenous movement of national liberation,
with scarcely s communist in their ranks,"
was, Ryan writes, "either disingenuous or
self-deceived, or both." It was also self-de-
feating, since it allowed his opponents to
claim that he hsd become senile. Ryan him-
self is far from believing snytbing of the
sort- in "War and Peace in the Nuclear
Age," he acknowledges fully the prescience
of Russell's observstions on the barbarous
American conduct of the war in Vietnsm,
and asks, movingly, "At the age of ninety-

three or ninety-five, what more could he do
than cry out against the horror and lend his
prestige and his name to those wbo seemed
most energetic in combating it?"

Bertrand Russell was a man of volatile
combinations: a rebel-aristocrat, a passion-
ate rationalist. One of tbe more disquieting
impressions to emerge from Ryan's "politi-
cal life" is how reckless a manhe could be,
the extent to which he veered between ex-
tremes, capable of advocating "virtual anar-
chy at one moment and a completely con-
trolled society at the next." Vet RU88ell
consistently attempted to write and speak
as a free intelligence, a task that was passed
on to him by the great 19th century liberals
and radicals, including his own godfather,
John Stuart Mill. In an atmosphere as
fouled with aversion to liberalism 88 OU", a
man like Bertrand Russell is ir, danger of
seeming irrecoverably alien.
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cruel. backward imperialist Russia of the tsars.
Loathing America, however, Russell One
nevertheless simultaneously for a substantial
period looked to the United States as the only
possible guarantor of peace and the nucleus of
his projected world government. In the mellow
decade after 1945 when he began to age
gracefully into the role of '"ge ("a new Vol-
taire?" Ryan asks. before emphasizing the dif-
ferences), receiving the Order of Merit and a
Nobel Prize for Literature, he actually sup-
ported the creation of Nato. Then, however.
from about 1954 (when he was eighty-two) he
began to age disgracefully into the raving old
monomaniac of the Bertrand Russell Peace
Foundation and the Vietnam Tribunals. Ryan
is as kind to this sad coda as he can reasonably
be; but he tellingly illustrates how far Russell
Two had by the end slipped the last restraints
of Russell One by quoting some of the uncriti-
cal idealization of the Vietcong thai - if he did
not actually write it - went out over his name.
(Ryan judges thai Russell did know broadly
what he put his name to.) Hitherto Russell,
even when at his most outraged by the iniquity
of governments, whether British, Russian or
American, had been scrupulously impervious
to the sentimental fallacy of imputing special
virtue to the victims of invasion or oppression.
At the end he fell for it hook, line and sinker.
He thus brought himscl! down to the level of'
the very mindless slogan-chan ling rabble he
had. as one of the greatest living embodiments
of Intellect, all his life most furiously despised.
He should have died a decade sooner.

Yet (or all the follies. contradictions and
absurdities he catalogues - and that is largely
omitting the distinctly unlovable: human frail-
ties of his private life - Ryan cannot suppress
his admiration for Russell. Even Russell Two
at his most egregious has a magnificent lest (01

lire which is infectious and life-enhancing.
What he said was ultimately less impor tant
than how he said it and the fact that he
bothered to say it, insisted on s3ying it and
went on saying it in the teeth of the condemna-
tion of the righteous. It comes back. of course.
to his aristocratic self-confidence in hi-, righl to
speak out. addressing American Presidcru-.
for instance. from Woodrow Wilson to Lyndon
Johnson, with a lordly assurance of cqualitv
Who can pretend to such self-confidence to-
day? And for what values would a l1lodcr~
Russell speak? He was an extraordinary survr
vor from the high age of Liberalism into the
world of nuclear war and mass extermination.
Russell's liberal instincts, even when imprac-
tical, even when on occasion chillingly lofty,
were rooted with absolute certainty in a
morality. a faith in human possibility that
we have lost. Who. in our cynical age. now
speaks to overweening governments with such
certainty?

the Village LiteraryVoice's
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(35) Victor Lowe reminisces, in tileBaltimore Sun (6/16/74, p.K3). Our tllanks to HARRY RUJA:

Tea -uiith. the ~'MadHatter'
By VICTOR LOWE

When Bertrand Russell was at Har-
vard Unlversitv lor the fall term 01 1940,
he loosed like' the Mad Hatter. We met

llor1lllt1lO-reaT'tali-:13ulln the summer
of 1863 J did want to talk to him very
much. I was in England to research the
life 01 Allred North Whitehead, the
philoeopher whose woril had first drawn
me to Harvard where I became his
• tudeot In 1129.' Russell had been his
ltudent in the Nineues as an uncergrau-
ute .1 Cambridge University, and later
-before Whitehead moved Irom matne-
maucs. to .philosophy-his intimate
friend and his collaborator on the monu-
mental, three volume "Principia Mathe-
matica." He wrote me lrom rus home in
North Wales Ihat he would he happy to
lee me there; he had a fair number 01
Whilelttad letters that he would let me
copy. (A bonanza, for Whitehead was a
nol.orlous noo-leuer-writer c-unlrke Rus-
sell who wrote letters incessantly.)

The llOUU in which he bad lived for
the la3t nine years. Plas Penhryn. stood
sbove and behind the oddly charming,
fake·I1.lian r~011 town of Portrnerion,
where I put up at the hotel TIle house
'us smallish. but pleasantly secluded
Irem Ibe road by beech trees ard "'ith a
Ola~nilicent view 01 mountains. Cardi.
t,n D-ay, and the Glassiyn River valley.
I never saw. servant there-then or

~i a htN vlslt Lady Russell opened the
door and brought tea into the living-
room. Slit was in her 60's, a small,
IlIr~ctiy~ -uoman, civilized and utterly
lkvall!'d 10 him A peace-button in ber
IJo(.ld declared: ,,( iike Bertrand Rus-
HI!." Edith Finch wal' his fourth wife.
Ali •• woman once said to me, "tour
wiw~ l~n'l many lor a man his age."

A8 I I'>cl<ed at RIU:;e1l I thought. "How
h-e hu Ilihrunk!" But age had rniniatur-
Ired rlU)tr tnan changed him. His hazel
eyea wer;: u direct, hi. jaw 1\& finn or
firmer aiJove the wrinkled neck. lie had
I<>lOt nothing except that look of the
Mad Halle r. His only visible concession
III lile wiS in "earln~ Ilippers Instead
of Jhoes. But why shouldn't an earl
wen .lIppers In bill own house!

His wife wore a hearIng aid; Russell,
the told me later, should have worn hi3
100. but he could not adjlUt it. lIIis
locompeteri~ with mechanical eontrap-
tionI •••.18 legendary.) My speech Is na-
tanlly alow, however, and In our' talks

Dr. ~ It prolu •• r emerillll of pili.
..,.,. at !be Juna Hopkin. Valver.
idty, a~" lilt autb<lr of "Understanding
Wllltdleltd." .

he missed but one word-Xerox I had
ra.hl)' assumed that there' would be a
Xerox maetune nOI Iar away with which
Husse'lI's secretary and I could copy the
letters quukly When I mentioned this
dream to explain why 1 h••d left my
portable typewriter in London, ht' only
said "You can use mine, in my study, •
and'took me upstairs to B small.. plain
room. The typewriter was a Remmgton
Noiseless. apparently one 01 the first of
its kind; but il wonted, once )'OU
learned its tricks ann manners, and I
was glad 10 humor it. .

Whitehead, Russell said, had been •
superb teacher. As I copied the letters
of the "Principia" yurs, I became
convinced tbat the teacher-pupil r ela-
tionship had not wholly disappeared. At
30 Russell was unhappy. easily discour-
aged. I was struck tit" tbe frequency
with wluch Whitehead praised Ule work
that Russell had sent him. But their
work could no! have been so good if
Whitehe.d had been soft in hi, cr iti-
cisrns, He was not. One leiter. interest-
ingly, had not been saved in roro. there
were only two sentences: -"Evu,·thlng,
Hen the purpose of the book, h,I' been
sacrificed 10. making the pro-us look
short and neal. It IS essenual. r,'p""I;t1lv
in the early parts, thai the proofs be
written out tully .,

I could not ask Russell directly what
he had dcstroved. Cut I did d"k whv he
had saved those 11"0 sentences :'Be·
cause thev show thai Ihe lullnl'" ot
.Principia is due 10 Whilehead." In h"
.. AUlobio;:raphy." puuhshed two years
later. Russell quoted the lirst sentence
tor another purpuse-vto show that as his
first marriage began to disintegrate his
unreal state 01 mind made even his
mathematical work defective I think,
however, that in his treatment of many
subject. Russell was always neat and
often too short. considerations lhat
would interfere with a simple, witty

conclusion did no! get considered
I came back 'to Russell's house the

next morning to go on copying. A
pretty, bareloot teen-ager let me in.
When I asked il she was a gr anddaugh-
ter she answered pleasantly, "Oh, there
are hundreds of us." Around noon ne
came Into the study to see II I was
comfortable and to apologize for not
asking me to lunch. Then he look me
out through the garden and showed me
a short-cut through a cow pasture to my
hotel.

In the afternoon we talked for an
hour. Russell's speech was deliberate,
never hurried. His voice usually rose at
the end of a sentence, as if tn say: this
is the truth. period. No gn'ping for
words; Russell, the most highly verbal-

Bertrand RlIsspl/
I '-flp. H~.·"rd_ ~\lnp~I'f'Mlo .1,'1'"

ized man I have known, thought entirely
in them.

Naturally, he could not answer hall
the questions I asked about the While·
head he knew 60 years earlier. As to
when their collaboration started he
could only say. "It grew up." When he
was quile specific, and, as it turned out.
accurate) about the sums that the Royal
Societv, he, and Whitehead had put up
towards publication I thcugbt. "What a
mernorv. at 93'" However. 1 later found
the same figures in his autobiography;
they were part of a story with a witty
punchllne, the sort ot story that one
finds oneself reelin~ of( by rote-a goon
conversational set-piece.

At Han ard, some people called White·
heaJ ~ saint. I asked Russell. who has

. often mentioned Whitehead's great kind-

ne" In 111m. "helhpr he thnll~ht it was
tI", ri~hl word. ";;0," Ihllughtlull"
"Whitehead was a complicated rn nn .
"Saint." he pointed nut. "IS a rl~llgll1us
1101'0." His voice rose. ".~no I dunt like
r('1i2ion~"

.~t the limp of their coll.horilt",o
Whitl'head, like Russell, believed Ih.rt
there II rre no rational arguments for
Gnd'S existence, and called h-rns--ll an
agnostic. The agnosttcrsrn did nnt last.
Russell. said that the death of \':hllr-
head's son in the war "mild" him w"nt
to believe in rrnrnortaluy " A, !llls,,,11
knew that Whitehead when youu; h.id
almost become a Catholic, I rili"'o the
possibility Ihal he had always wiloted to
be religioUS. Russell dismissed it : "I
~lIrpo<f that when Whitehead professed
tn be an acnosuc he really was one." It
seemed to me, though I did not say so,
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th~I human hein~, ran hr more compli.
ralPrl Ihao Bussell wruld allow.

Ru.,,-II first went to priMn for paci-
fIsm in World \l'ar I. The Whiteheads
hari t wn sons In lhr sen icc. Whllehearl
hlln,,·" (lirl some rnathr-matical wnrk lor
rll!' War effort-flom a sense or dutv,
and .•••.u1J a he;,\,v heart Huss"lI's onlv
rnrnmr-nt was. ",'t must have given hi~
so, ru- happine.<s. or he w ouldn't have
vone il " Yet Russell told JYH' emptlati.
callv that Iherp had never been a break
between them. I bcheved him. Letters 1
harl eopir-d 1101 only sho .•••ed how
strunRlv the Whileheads di,aRreed with
hIS pac'flsm. but thelr strong sympathy
when hI' was persecuted' lor it. The

kllers w ere quite rnovtng ..
, w as surprised. though, when he told

me wilh equal emphasis that Whilehearl
had never influenced his philosophy.
Both publicly anG in our correspondence
he had Iully acknowledged his debt to
Whllt'head in the early ecvelopment 01
his phlloscphy 01 science. I silently
concluded that Russell's denial simply
expressrd his rejection of Whitehead's
laler work.

Russell himself alwavs felt il bolh a
. riuty and a pleasure' 10 expose and

denounce wrongdoing by governments.
There was pride in his voice when he

said that one 01 his ancestors had Ills
ileaci cut off by the king
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.\1 the end 01 the secon1 dav, I looked
In on Russecl] aiHI his lamilv to sal'
thank you and good-b)'. and then let
m"s"lf 0111 rhc side door !o rtl<> p,>rdrn
anrl Ihp cow p,>(Urr. Ju.<1 Insicie the
door. ~ lable hr-ld a nrel slack of
oulgoln!: Irllrrs The one on lop was

tlrl.<frrssrd 10 Hn Chi ~Iinh.
J was next in f.nglaod in t!Hii on a

leavr of absence lrnm Johns Hopkins.
and anxrous to see Russrll again He
invited me and 011' wife r, lea at Plus
Penrhvn on a Sunday In earlv Mav
Lcd.\ Ilussell brought us in. Belore. my
'mlOd full 01 \\'hilehearl. I had not no-
ticrd 10 Ihe h~1I Ihe Epstern bust 01
I1lls~"11 before which rnv wife stopped.
rll'lil!hled. In tlH' S"11W wav, I had onlv
.','e~ Ihr living- room as pteasant. livea:
ble and uncluttered It was also-ml'
·wile Irlls mc-full nf beautilul things,
Irom Ihe rare old Chinese scroll paint.
ing' 10 the exquisite Eighteenth Cenlurv
teacups. On a table there were tal'l
tulips with unusual blue markillgs.
'''1/,,1'' lnvelv ' IIhat arc Ihn'" :ieither
flu""'11 nor' his wife knew: "11'e rnus!
ask the garvl'ner" But il was I rour.
I~<\' answer Gardens were not lheir
subject.

Russell's appearance had not changed
in two vears .. His wile. [l'ointlOg 10 a
round, Iilled pipe-holder, 101d us l~,at he

had smoked them all S1l1CCbreakfast.

When rnv _ile had lasl .<Nn him. In
'940, <he Ielt In aura which sugguled
that he did nOI suHrr lools gladly. In
.awr-. she ('ould say nOlhin~ but "Yu'
Lord HU"e1I." and ":'<0. Lord Flu_II.'''
,'0" Ih_, ,,"S gon~ Wilhln 1"0 week< 0(
h" 9Sth bJrI~a,·. he 100krrl civilized.
en~aglOg .• nd not jlbfl\'e a bit o( gossip-
eng about pr<J~I~ lhey had both known
and who could no longer be hurt. They

.coulrl and did Rossip.
Sh~ admired Ihe unu.<uall-" heavy gold

''''lchchaln across his vrsl. "Mv grartd-
~~lI1t'r had one likr i\." Russ'ell uid

Thl~ on,. .~llV1g~~ In my gr2n1fdfhtt',
lArd John Russell" IIr touched it. aod
r.pokr the name proudly 'and alfection-

plely .

There Wal an echo 01 thr same lefflln,
'wtJrn the. tll_k drilte-d to his firsl md'
most dlstmgulshed mistress. Lady Ottl).'
1lne Morrell, d dukf'S daughter ••ho hltd
maml'd I •.commooer. "We. understo<>li
~'lCh other, ~ !aId unsellcon'CiOlltly.
You see. we ••e r e both aristocrats .. _

We had ~IJ IIske<l to Slay f~r an
,hour. bUI to our <'elighl were kepi an
eXira 30 minute.. Neither 01 us ••.••.•
,BertraM RII!-~II 8lf8in. but I Iml IUJ"
e~al letters wilb lurther questlO/U about.
\\ hlleheld; . It decent intervals, lot' I
respened h13 preoccupation with peace,
He an~werl"d them 1111. Russell "' •••
kind man.

NCNeJllberJ988

There is much to tH' said (or calling
!lIm Ihf En~I"h Voltaire. as many did
'lIwn he dif-(! in 1970. His r enction In
,ullering "" mt v and grNt an8N. M
h.id exrlauned 10 me. "Mrn tlke tbeir'
~rl'dtes! plt·:~ure in killing other rnen ;"
_It- "as a man of great courage end
~lJ,>dwill.••nd a brilliant man-s-but not a
meditarive one. His incorr igible wil got
in the wav. and demanded exaRl!era-

t Inn! 01reliilY .
It is .'1Ol ttit meditative rmud. but the

Simplifying. Iightln~ one that /(alllS a big
IlIlIowing I saw the size o( I~US,&II'.
'whi-n ttlt crnl~narl' of hIS birth ••"'.
Icelebrated t .•••o year. ago at ~cMasll'T'
I'nll'e"il' in Hamilton. Ontario. whe~
the Bertrlod Russell Archives are kept_
It drew In amazing crowd. Since Ru.

6ell wa.' an important philosopher. tbe
,wthor ri aboul iO books. and a man
;who could not open his mouth .••.ilhoul
,eorin~ a«ainsl hypocrisy and respects-
lJrlily. professors. bibliogr aphers. jour-
nausts anrl simple acolytes all eele-:
br.led together Some of the proceed-
IO~, would have made him laugh. but I
thlllk th.1t 011 the whole he would have

loood thai big sho •••. highly gralifying,
l.nlike Wbi1ehead, hr rl'li~Md publicily_
Ana I think. odd though it seem. when .

ooe COIlsider. his accomplisblMllta. that
"" ne\'er ceased 10 nerd' prAiN! an<!
e~cour3gttnenl.

RELIGICN

(36) From Wisconsin State Jcurnal (5/13/88) and Freethcught Today (7/88, p.24):

Tutu right for wrong reason
By Annie Laurie Gaylor

Archbishop Desmond 'rut u is a
.b(Teal human being. and one whose
personal charm and warmlh seem ir-
resistible. Rut as a feminist and a
freethinker. I also feel greatly disap-
pointed in his message.

I aJ11sure many other non-Chris-
lians who applaud his cause, but who
were lorgollen by him during his
Madison visit, also fell estrangement.

Tutu asks us to base our comrnit
mcru 10 equality and justice nol on
human values, bul on adherence 10
Ihe dictates of supernatural author-
ity. The elderly black woman walking
down the dusty streets ot Soweto de-
serves "not just respect bul rever-
ence," he said, because she is "God's
child." Ills views, he said, are not
adopted as "a political ideology but on
the basis of Scriptures. You and I and
all of us (or the sake of the survival of
our global village home have to op-
pose apartheid and racism and injus-
tice wherever we find them."

In the historic pattern of the
powerless, Tutu has adopted the reli-
gion 01 his oppressors. The oppressed
often desperately hope that. if one 01
their own could be accepted as a
mouthpiece (or God, the oppressors

Gaylor is editor of Free/hought
Today, a oewspaper publish~d by
th~ Fre~dam From R~ligion Foun-
dation, Madison.

Guest column

would finally listen.
Tutu seeks to persuade not on the

justice nf ,.oS cause, but on the author-
ity 01 a religion whose patriarchal
hicrarclucal values created the very
oppression he seeks 10 end.

Bertrand Russell once noted:
"Cruel men believe io a cruel God and
use their belief 10 e:fcuse their cru-
elty. Only kindly men believe in a
kindly God, and they would be kindly
in any case." Clearly, Tutu is a kindly
man who could only believe in a
kindly god. Because Tutu is kind, he
sees only the kind references in the
Scriptures he upholds so passionately.
Rut basing a movement of human lib-
eration on the Bible is like building 00
quicksand.

Even conventionally religious
wmnie Mandela notes in her book
"Part of My Soul Went With Him":
"... the while man came with a Bible
in one hand and a gun in the other; he
gave the black man the Bible while
taking his land. He taught the black
man that when master hits the one
cheek, you turn the other. And while
the white man was enjoying his
heaven on this earth, he wanted us to
believ,! we would have our share of
the fat of the land in the next world."

II islorically, Christianity has sup-
ported and upheld slavery. segregation

and racism. Abolitionist Theodore
Parker once remarked that if the
whole American church had "dropped
through the continent and disappeared
altogether, the anti-slavery cause
would have been further on."

Other tnan the Unitarians and
Quakers, mainstream churches were
.Johnny-cume-Iatelies io opposing
slavery. Mid-1800sestimates reported
80,000slaves owned by Presbyterians,
225,000 by Baptists and 250.000 by
Methodisls. Tulu might be interested
I" kIlOW that Anglicans probably
owned most of the rest 01 the nearly 4
million blacks held in slavery at the
beginning of the Covil War.

Why was this, and why is the church
the backbone of apartheid in South Afri-
ca? The Bible from which Tutu claims
all authority for racial equality is rid-
dled with laws, endorsements and com-
mandments for slavery.

Exodus 21 contains barbaric or-
ders for slavery and punishment of in-
surrection. Jesus' parables tell of
slaves justly whipped and "delivered
to the tormentors" (Matthew 18:34).
Paul tells slaves to honor their own-
ers (Tim. 6:1); servants are told to
obey with "rear and trembling" (Titus
2:9); "Servants, be subject to your
masters in all fear" (I Peter 2:IR).
Paul even turns in a runaway stave
(Epistle o( Paul to Philemon).

My sermon 10 Archbishop Tutu is
lhis. rr you look to an authority out-
side yoursel/, outside the human mind

Desmond Tutu

and heart, you will never solve any in-
justice. Injustice is created by human
beings (often in the name of reU-
gion): justice must likewise be
created by human beings. When you
argue from authorlty, you must
remember that there will always be
an opposite authority. Wlleo you say
"God" grants us freedom and equal-
ity, you are tatking like a slave, and,
Mr. Tutu, you of all people are nol
worthy o! that. .

Social justice L<not right because
a Big Daddy tells us so - it is righl
because our human reason and Colll-

passion lell us so. The elderly African
woman walking down that dusty road
docs deserve respect and reverence,
nol because she is "God's child" hul
because she Is a human chilrl.
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NEW MEMBERS

(37) We welcome these new members:

MR. BEN CAILARD /88//21 W. AffiMEAD PLACE NORIH/PHILADELPHIA/PA/19144/ /
MR. E.TIORE L. CAMPANILE /88//62 WATERSED3E roAD/SCUTHAMPTOO/NY/ll%8/ /
MR. BARRY GCLU11\N/88/ /19919 OOSLYN/I:ErROIT/MI/48221

. MR. RJBEN <n1EZ /88//13799 mARA ST./KlRENO VAUEY/CA/92388/ /
MR. MARK HlliRICl<SEN/88/ /PO OOX 1129/EL RENO, OK 73036
MR. WILLIAM A. JCNES /88/ /PO BOX 7l20/E.VERErr/WA/98201/ /
MR. JOSEPH K1WJS1'IN /88//355 WlISHIOOI'CN AV./AI.13lillY/NY/12206/ /
MR. MICliAEL W. MAHER /88//1313 MINNEAP<LIS ST./SAULT sm. Ml\RIE/MI/49783
MR. PHILIP CLIVER /88/ /BOX 1885/WBOCa</TX/79408/ /
MR. JAMES R PEARSE /88/ /BOX 356/NEW HAZELTCN, B.C./ /CANADA/VOJ 2JO
MR. JQlN F. SCliAAK /88/ /PO OOX 449/FILLKJRE/CA/93015/ /
DR. ANNE-FRANCOISE SCHMID /88//22, RJE TAINE/PARIS/ /FRANCE/750l2
MS. SUSAN BERLIN VCMBRAO</88//4126 DEL MI\R ST./I.£:NG BEAOi/CA/90807/ /

AroJT BERTRAND RJSSELL

(38) ~re 00 the Mad HaUer, fran Martin Gardner's "Annotated Alice". Thank ycu, TC1'1 STANLEY.

~~''''.''''''~''

"It is impossible to describe Bert-
rand Russell," writes Norbert
Wiener in Chapter 14 of his auto-
biob'Taphy Ex-Prodigy; "except by
saying thai he look, like the Mad
Hatter ... the caricature of Ten-
niel almost argues an anticipation
on the pan 01 the ar tist." Wiener
goes on 10 point out the likenesses
01 philosophers J. M. E. Me Tag-
!:an and G. E. Moore. IWI) of Rus-
~c1l's lellow dons. at Cambridge. to
the Dormouse and March Hare
respectively. The three OI~n were
known ill the community as the
Mad Tea Pany of Trinily.

This is Tenniel's caricature

,AOCUT RUSSELL'S WRITINGS

(39)

From the Philadelphia Inquirer (8/2/53, p. 19, Society). Our thanks to HARRY RJJA.

Russell, 81,...
Tells Stories
WithTwinkle,

Bertrand Russel]. In his Blat ycn.r,! There are (our short stories here, detect the VoltAlrean touch And.
presents Il new fneet of his versa- And II. novelette which bears the too, the Inftllence or II, G. Well •.
tile powers In this slender VOlume, book's title. All are odd. unclasst- Russell, In hl~ preface. .tate~ .
or short stories. . flable. There 1:1 a marked Victorian "Each or them WII8 written Ior 1~

. or "old-Jaahloned " nllvor to the
Whll" he would hardly merlt I prose but with an added element own sake, "Imply lU Il story, and It

hand~prlnl' Crom tht public for __ 'hlch I ht be called the twin- It II round either interesting o,~
w . m g , "musing It haft served I~ purpose.

thfl pruent achleverne nt Alont, i kle In an octogenarian a eye. No one ?l1II deny that entertaln-
tnAny rtadeu will whh to rrad The talrs Appur to stern from ment 14 the book's main purpose.
lhul" talu, nnt orrly Cor their a rAmlllarlty with a'host ot writ- The pen-and-Ink drllwlnj(M by A~.
MlM'dal charm nnd \4'1t. hut he- era: Beerbohm, Dumu. Bronte. Kelr Beott. which embelllsh the
CAUH lhey art, aCltr all, Crorn the Hanard. Btevenson And otheNl tales, are particularly good. and
pen 01 one or the world'. leadlnr or the pre-20th century sehoet or 811iiest that more publlahers mJil'ht
clU1enl, dor,.·tellinr. Some reAdel'1l will employ the service. or Illustrator •.

WILLIAM TARG

SAtAN IN THE SUBURBS BV
Bertrand Russell. (Simon and
Schuster. 148 Pr>. SJI

MATHEMATICIAN. philosopher
and Nobel Prlze - Winner,

Did yoo notice the price of a hard-cover l:ook in 19537

I
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