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ANNUAL MEETING

(2) The 1981 Annual Meeting will take place at the Russell Archives, McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario,
June 26-28, from Friday evening till Sunday noon. For details — such as costs, how to reservea room, how
to get there, etc. —— see (L7).

REPORTS FROM OFF ICERS

President “ob Davis reports:

(3a) Work on the Annual Meeting at McMaster continues. It will be organized primarily by Ken Blackwell, a
BRS founding member and Director of the Russell Archives. Speakers are needed and suggestions are
# welcome. Questiocns or suggestions may be sent either to Ken (Russell Archives/ McMaster University/
Hamilton, Ontario/Canada L3S 4LLS) or to me (2501 Lakeview Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90039).

(3b) In November we had a local HRS meeting at my house. Present were LOUIS ACHESON JR.,JACQUELINE BERTHON-
PAYON & guest Gary Aurouze,PHIL FREER, JOE GORMAN,CHARLES GREEN, ARLYN KRAVIG & guest Berry Hall,MARTY
LIPIN, and ELLEN YOUNG. We discussed "Wwhy I Am Not A Christian" and "What Is An Agnostic?"

(3c) We decided to have another meeting, and our poster tells the story:

3FRTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY will hold a public meeting Sunday, February 15 at 12:30 P.M.

at the Claremont College Faculty House. There will be 2 Bertrand Russell filmed interviews,

and a discussion of his viewson religion, based mainly on "A Free Man's Worship”,"Why I Am Not

A Christian","what I Believe”,'What Is An Agnostic?" More information from Jacqueline Berthon-
Payon, Joe Gorman, and Robert Lavis (we listed addresses and phone numbers.) Also lunch (optional).

We felt that, in this age of increasing religious obscurantism, BR's works have peculiar merit, in that
they address the questions directly and honestly and provide a rational alternative.

I urge members in other cities — who are concerned about the growing power of the fundamentalists —-
to get together and do something similar, as part of the good fight.

(3d) On the following page is a letter from the American Humanist Association. I plan to attend their San
Diego conference in April, as does Joe Gorman. Note that they are having another conference in late
October at the University of Maryland. This provides an opportunity for Maryland-area members who feel
strongly about the resurgence of religious fundamentalism, to do something about it! Let AHA know,
probably at the Amherst address, that you plan to attend.

(3e) I am taking a one-week course on how to raise funds from foundations, in early February, here in L.A.

The 3RS has many projects it could pursue, if it had money. Perhaps, with the aid of this course, I can
raise some.

Treasurer Dennis J. Darland revorts:

(sa) Deductible expenses. As previously reported, the cost of attending a BZRS meeting is a deductible expense,
for US income tax purposes,for some BRS members — those whose presence is essential to the conduct of the
meeting, such as directors, officers,committee chairmen who report to the meeting (and probably committee
members who supplement a chairman's report.) The ZRS does not reimburse these expenses.

*Russell Society News, a quarterly (Llee Eisler, Editor): RD 1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036
SRS Library:Jack Ragsdale, BRS Co-Librarian, PO Box 28200, Dallas, TX 75228




(a7)

creereesessesesecgTEMBUST 0T

108/TE/CT BuTpus JB8L 9Y3 J07 LIISE 6 ,J8JNEBed]

ozoaz -ob-oov.o-boovo..-ou.o-..oos”J snmm TﬂnuuY

SV.ZSZ.'..’..'......‘...'.’..:’29 ‘gxooq (NS.E JO ans
OO.Loélg...-.......-.........o..-o...-.Buo?mqp;uoo

ZLTTL L """ ******ganp TEIOL

OS'ZZS Fad AR AL X RS EE
a-éso‘T-ono-ooo'oo-.o-o-o.-oo--o..uaqm MA3U 06 :stUI

LET6TT B " euWoouT Te30]

T6CT B

0T.9IL‘Z.........-....................--.....-....(6L/T£/ZT) PUBY uo @oURTEg

LT ST T

L

("wo> ®v)

‘Jeanswal] SHE

83 40 PapI0dad I 8683 PUE ‘OTQTIONPIP ‘@SJIMOS JO ‘3T SIE 8U3 03 SUOTINGTIJUCD JBTTO] °*PRSEsIdUT uasq

*Jeansess] SHE U3 03

sosusdXxe esey; I0dsd 07 Pesu OU ST 8J8Yl :CL~LZNSH UT PTBE SeM JBUM EOTITPOW 3T MU §T SUTMOTTOJ oyl

£ Jo enTes oyl °meJSoad s&,3uTgesuw 8yj Jo Ldod e pue ‘sesusdds Jnof Jo3 s3dTedses deay

SARU A¥I JUNIOWE ETU3 (8TTW T P8 ® ‘peionpsp oq Lew aFBITIH ‘et sesuadxs jexdod-Jo-3no LTuo ‘eTqrionpsp

20U SJF $80TALS8S INO.

HUMANISTS OF THE YEAR

Anlan J Cartsnn— 1053
Arthur F Qentlay — 1054
danws P Viaitmsse— 1055
€ Ju0sCa Herich — 1958
Masgeiat Sanges — 1957
Oscar Hiodle — 1A
@roc Chishoim — 1949
Le2 Sunterd— 100

Linus Pauling— 1981
Sutian Husiey — 1962
Heimann ) Mulles — 1983
Cart Rogars — 1084
Hudason Hosgland —~ 1065
&ilcn Fromm-— 1968

A N Masiow— 1937
Benjumin Spock— 1968
Buchaunater Fulle: — 1969
A Phibp Handotph— 1870
Alvert Ettia — 3971

@ F Swinnei — 1072
Thomae Szasr-—- Vil
Mary Caideone— V974
Joseph Fistcnas-- 1974
Hanry Morgeniaier — 1975
Bty Fisodan — 1375
Jonas € Selx—1078
Cotiias Lamont~ 1972
Maigesst €. Kunn— 1878
Edwin H Wilwon— 1979
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January 8th, 1961

The Bertrand Russell Soclety
R.D. 1, Box 1409
Coopersburg, PA 18036

Dear Sirs,

We would like to extend a special invitation to you

to designate a representative from The Bertrand Russell
Society, to participate in a panel at the Annual
Conference of the American Humanist Assocciation, April
17-19, 1in San Diego, California.

We regret we cannot cover travel and lodging costez,
but perhaps you may have a member living in or near
San Diego would could be officially delegated.

Our panel will focua upon the many varieties of
Humanism, Freethought, Rationalism, Secularism, Atheism
and Agrosticism in the US today. How do we differ?

In what ways are we alike? Then, the second main point
of consideration will be how we might join forces to
counter the attacks upon freethought in all forms, coming
from the radical Fundamentalist fringe groups which
rigured so markedly in the racent election.

Please reply at your earlieasat convanjence to:

Annual Cocnference Committee
American Humanist Association
953 8th Avenue Suite 208
San Diego, CA 92101

We plan another conference in late October, at the
University of Maryland. Again, we would extend an in-
vitation to your group to come., Our goal 1s to invite
the many similar groups to all futurs conferences of the
AHA, to build toward cooperative efforts in support of

our common goala,
( Sincerely, /0 :
224 (Uil a—
A\tteb ‘cha{nbacrs
Amorican Humanist Association
President emeritus
c¢c Lyle L. Simpson
Fred Edwords :
Annual Conference Committee, AHA

(*3u02 pe)
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FOrward.seecoesecsecosescesscosconsvscssossesssacsnssssoncsssnscsnsssseell,lf5.47

Expenditures: Information & Membership Committees...4,541.88
236 subscriptions to "Russell",.........826.00
2 Travel Grants @ $500 ('79 & '80)....1,000.00
Russell Memorial (Llondon)..eeceseeses.1,032.50
Libraryeceeeeesccacssassosanscsaonnesse 264,59
1980 Annual Meetinge...e.eeeeseseess..1,295.49
Corporation Fee.veieseeccccsenseccnsansssl5.00
Bank ChargeS...eceececssssccssovacvecaseeadb.b
Other.ceecaseascasassssasoscsscssessneseslle3s

Total expenditures 9,103.37 -9,103.37

Balance on hand (12/31/80) ..eeeeeeccasenctosccsnscaccssaassacsosssasasesdelbell

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

(s) Science Committee (Alex Dely, Chairman):

(5a) Future plans. Alex wrote the following letter to a member who had expressed interest in getting on the
Science Committee. We primt it because others may also wish to know what this Committee is going to be
doing.

You have already discovered that the BRS is a loosely knit organization devoted to critiecally
evaluating the relevance of Russell's ideas to today's world problems. Russell, during the last 25
years of his life, was first and foremost concerned with the spread of nuclear weapons. In the light
of the continued proliferation of such weapons, I consider this issue to be of towering importance.

fecondly, implieit in Russell's (and Einstein’s) thought was the concept that man, in order to prosper
as a species, must learn to live in harmony with nature. For that goal to be achieved, the public must
be made aware of the intricate ecological balance of nature.

Thirdly, Russell delighted in the phenomenal explosion of radical concepts throughout the physical and
biological sciences. However he would have been pained by the lack of comparable breakthroughs in their
philosophical consequences, i.e., our outlook on the Universe, our "World View". Indeed, our sciences at
present live in the spirit of analysis,whereas what we desperately need (in order to have the public
understand, value, and adopt our conclusion) is an attempt at synthesis, an integration of the emerging
concepts and their meaning. In short, we must construct a comprehensive philosophy that is relevant to
today's world problems and which incorporates findings of all the sciences.

The above are the three main interests I would like to develop through the Committee. However, you are
probably more interested in specific tasks. Here they come!

Tt will not help a bit if we restrict cur ideas to the B3RS itself. I have expressed these concerns
through some newsletter reports,e.g.,"The Social Responsibility of Scientists" (RSN27-8). I think we
should approach the print media. Although my time is limited and my interests vary widely, from physics
to politics, one series of projects I have in mind is to compose a series of short essays on envirormental
matters, to be sent to newspapers for inclusion in their editorial pages. Those essays could be expanded
for magazines such as"Saturday Review" and many similar publications. As we are in a depressed economy,
the enviromment will take a back seat politically, which I greatly deplore.Some topics are: DNA dangers

and possibilities, pesticide dangers, untested chemicals' effects on the foodchain,quality of food we
consume, sources of pollution...and the list goes on, as you well know.

A similar series of essays could be written on nuclear weapens or biological & chemical warfare, which
was the approach that interested my predecessor, Joe Neilands. Finally, most of today's problems are
global : the world food situation, energy, porulation, technolegy transfer, etc.,etc. They can only be
solved at an intermational level. That would be an excellent topic for essays, especially in the light
of the prevalent attitude that govermment intervention is necessarily harmful. Is it? When does it
become so? How can we make an international effort that's effective? Are ideoclogies, parties,etc.,
harmful to the cause? There is literally no end to the topics that need to be brought to the public's
attention, lest it remain uninformed. That is the first leg of my specific actions. I'm in the process
of writingz a series of such short essays and will soon start sending them off. I also hopre to do scmething
similar in the semi-technical scienmtific journals, such as "“ulletin of the Atomic Scientists" and
"Physics Today™, in my area of specialization.

Finally, at the local and state level in Arizona, I'm hoping to get politically involved in environmental
matters, and at the federal level, in energy rolicy. :

I try to svend L hours a week on the aforementioned essays and other committee work, primarily gethering
information and taking notes. Every couple of months, I swmmarize these, and compose a few essays. I have
built up a modest collection over the past 4 years. Soon, after exranding some of them, I expect to start
sending them out. The main purrose is to spread concern over issues that concerned Russell, and to spread
awareness of the Society and ourselves.
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Perhaps you are thinking,"My God, all that sounds great, but it is so frustratingly complex! Where do
I start? Will it make a difference?” I understand the feeling of inadequacy at times. I have had it
many a time! However, Russell, in his 80s took to the streets of London to protest nuclear weapons and
was thrown into jail. With this in mind, I say, let us all do what we humanly can and feel we should
according to our values.

I'm sure your interests differ widely fram mine. The projects above are strictly my plans for myself.
They are not fixed Committee plans. Since I receive only on-and-off help from other members, I am pretty
much on my own; that's why I mention my interests. However, I'd be delighted if you could join me on the
Committee. Choose your own title and pick your topics, if mine don't suit you. Spend as little or as much
time at it as you wish. We're dealing with a world full of problems crying out for thought. Every bit of
help would be appreciated.

(3y the way, the State Department has authorized construction of a nuclear plant at Bataan in the
Philippines, after geologists found active quake faults only 10 miles away. Disconcerting!)

(5b) Pugwash 1980. Alex's report,which follows, is based in part on the November 1980 issue of "The Bulletin of
the Atomic Scientists" and in part on correspondence with some of the Belgian and Netherlands organizers
of the 1980 Pugwash Conference (which was held at Nijenrode, Breukelen,Netherlands): Dr. Smith, Netherlands
Pugwash Director; R. Gastmans, of Louvain, Belgium; Unesco's Dr. Apostel, of Ghent, Belgium; and a Russian
emigré in Selgium who prefers not to be named.

In "A New Approach To Peace," Russell states "...Not only would such a (nuclear) war be a total disaster
to human hopes, but...a nuclear war may break out at any minute... We have first to persuade governments
and populations & the disastrousness of nuclear war... Of these tasiks, the first has been largely
accomplished... They have succeeded in making very widely known, even to governments, the dangers of
nuclear war..." :

However, today, neither govermments nora majority of the populations seem to take this view. The Russians,
we are indoctrinated, are using sophisticated technology and are ahead of us, so nothing but the best,
latest, and most modern nuclear weapons are necessary to protect the free world. (Nobody seems to worry
about the continued abysmal performance of the 54 25-year-old Titan missiles, rotting in the Southwest.. )
The public is swallowing that scenario whole.

Instead, limited nuclear war has become respectable, whereas mutual assured destruction {MAD) is considered
outmoded (primarily because scientists in many laboratories have developed new generations of nuclear
weaponry.) Professional patriots, including our President, have opted for a first-strike capability.

That nuclear war will probably occur before this cemtury ends was an unspoken fear at the 1980 Pugwash
Conferences, a formal conference of scientists and scholars from all parts of the world. This past
August.'s 30th Conference -- on Science and World Affairs — was the 25th Annivsrsary of the first Pugwash
Conference, that resulted from the "Russell-Einstein Manifesto", which advised men to "remember your
humanity and forget the rest.” Here are some of this Conference's conclusions:

1) "A major nuclear war would mean the end of civilization. And yet —— nuclear arms are proliferating tc
many additional states,...while attempts are made in various countries to lend respectability to the
insidious notion of a winnable nuclear war."

2) "™ilitary expenditures ($500 billion worldwide, and growing at $20 billion a year) consume resources
needed for improvement of human life, especially in poor nations.”

3) "Resulting economic, social,and political inequities...create dangerous foci for the outbreak of local
wars, which could easily escalate."

L) "e must more than ever make this appeal:'Thall we put an end to the human race; or shall mankind
renounce war?'"

Alfred Nobel thought that once armies were able to annihilate each other in mimutes, civilized nations
would then recoil with horror. Well, we have reached the point where not only armies but entire populations
can be wiped out. Yet no public outcry is forthcoming. Science and technology are continuing to play
devastating roles. Immediately after SALT I was signed, both superpowers started to develop new kinds

of weapons (such as the cruise missile) that were not covered in the treaty.

What can be done constructively?

I. International agreements must remain a priority.First-strike capabilities must be outlawed.

II. Disarmament has been a failure, in the main, because the negotiators have been the superpowers them-
selves, who want to preserve their power-superiority over the rest of the world. The smaller states
must get deeply involved in the negotiatioms, and end their sin of silence; those nations are the ones
where a limited nuclear war would be fought!

III. Pugwash has tended not to take sides. They must throw away their respectful attitudes toward
ineffective agreements. Pugwash must organize the scientsts and leaders of small nations to use their

superiority in numbers to influence the superpowers.

IV. Scientists in the nuclear natiocns must speak up.Many, as individuals, speak out against nuclear war.



(5¢)
(5d)
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(éb)
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Many, however, remain silent on the public front, for fear of losing jobs and prestige. As 1long as the
public does not show them appreciation for whistleblowing, their first loyalty will be to those by whoem
they are fed, paid, and nurtured. In short, the public, and only the public, can make the position of
nuclear-war-protester a prestigious and rewarding one.

V.Opposition to renewing a nuclear arms race has, traditionally, been confined to individuals and small
groups outside the policy-making establishment. In all countries, large coalitions are needed, consisting
of aschools, universities, churches, labor unions, the private sector and those agencies of goverrment
that would have to deal with the remains of society after a nuclear war. Such coalitions, to be effective,
would need an enormous grassroots network of dedicated and informed indivuals in all communities.
Organizing such a network involves small sacrifices from lots of people, and mcst jobs could be handled
by ordinary citizens.

VI. The Bertrand “ussell Peace Foundation has, over the past 12 months, effectively staged a Campaign
for European Nuclear Disarmament (END), for a nuclear-weapons-free Europe.Due to its persistence — and
the work of others — the British Parliament held its first debate on nuclear weapons in 15 years, in
Jauary 1380! Even though Britain is notorious as a country where public debate on defense issues is
severly hampered by lack of information and resources, the END Campaign shows that accomplishment is
possible.

VII. Finally, what must every BRS member do? They must get involved in at least one of the above
activities, more than one if possible. They must inform themselves, join local groups of discussion and
public education, they must speak in schools and before school boards. They must use radio, TV and
newspapers to get their activities and messages across. If religious zealots can do so, so can we!

We must run for local goverrment positions, so we can have meaningful input into commnity decisions amd
can influence public policy. Ultimately, in a nation, everything ties together. If things go wrong,
aggression comes alive. All of us can take a few hours a month and compose a short article, or paraphrase
a Russell idea on nuclear war. If we do so, and send them to local, state and national mass magazines,

we will spread Russell's word and our own concern for mankind!s fate., Those among us who do not contribute
in their own way do a grave disservice to the memory and image of Russell, a man who fought for his beliefs.
There is a world out there that needs our message. It may not be there for long!

Alex is insistent about what ought to be done."If the BRS is not to be seen as a farce in studying and spreading
Russell's activism, all our members should be as informed and involved as possible... Any human endeavor
consists of two main chases: one is analysis and information gathering, the second is action. 3ither one
without the other is doomed to failure..."

If Alex sounds too insistent, it is well to remember what BR said when accused of being fanatical about the
need to get rid of nuclear armaments: "It's hard not to be fanatical about it, because the issue is so
important and we have no Ark." (Can someone supply the source of this quote?s

Alex gets a grant, a $2500 grant from the Arizona Research Labs, to use as he sees fit.
"How To Avoid MNuclear War" — a l2.page essay that Alex and Jerre Moreland (Psychology Department, Bradley

University) submitted in the Essay Competition of "The Bulletin of the Atomic.Scientists"(RSN27-19,RSN28-3) —
is available from the BRS Library, address on Page 1, bottom.

(Thanks to CHERIE RUFPE for sending the pages of the November 1980 "Bulletin” referred to above.)

RESULTS OF THE VOTE

Expulsion, The members voted to expel John Sutcliffe. The vote was not close.

Travel Grant changze. The directors voted in favor of changing the "Travel Grant" (formerly the "Travel
Scholarship") to a Doctoral Grant, starting in 1982. The Grant will be $500, to be spemt as the doctoral
candidate wishes.

BY SERTRAND RUSSELL

Bob Davis is a book collector, as we 'mow(RSN28-36). When in EZngland for the unveiling of BR's bust (RSN28-48),
he located 2 volumes,to each of which SR had contributed a chapter. Here is one of them (the other will appear
in RSN30):

What Is Happiness? by 10 authors. London: John Lane/The 3odley Head, 1938. T's contribution follows.
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T TAPPINESS depends upon a com-

t—

{1 ] bination of internal and external
causes. Writet. on happiness, most of whom

have been in comfortable circumstances,

have unduly emphasized the internal causes.

What Marcus Aurelius would have
thought if he had been put on a raft in
the Arctic Occan with nothing to eat or
drink, would not have been quite what he
said in his writings. Any man who maintains
that happiness comes wholly from within
should be compelled to spend thirty-six
hours in rags in a blizzard, without food.

There have, no doubt, been men who
could have remained happy in such circum-
stances, but they have been few and not
far removed from lunacy. For the over-
whelming majority of mankind certain
clementary necessities and comforts are an
indispersable condition of happiness. I do
not much admirc those rich men and
vomen who tell the poor that happiness is
spiritual and just as easy on a small income
is on a large one.

Omitting saints, lunatics, and men of
senius, ordinary people need, for their hap-
siness. certain fairly simple conditions,
~hich with a little wisdom in economics and
aolitics, could be fulfilled for almost every-
sre. [ put first the purcly physical condi-
rions—rfood and shelter and healtii. Only
when these have been secured is it worth
-vhile to consider psychological requisites.

Having said this, however, I do not want
co deny the importance of mental causes.
We all know many people who have good
health and enough to eat, who are neverthe-
iass miserable. They may suffer through
axternal circumstances: unpopularity, lack
of success, unbappiness in marriage, or
unsatisiuctory children.

Or they may suffer through internal
maladjustment, through conflicts in their
own psychology. Not infrequently, external
misfortuncs have their source in the charac-
ter of the sufferer; but conversely, the
character of the sufferer may be warped by
external misfortunes.

Happiness, if it is to have any depth and
solidity, demands a life built round some
central purpose of a kind demanding con-
unuous activity and permiiting of progres-
sively increacing success. The purpose must
be one which has its root in instinct, such as
love of power or love of honour, or parental
affection.

Some people, it is true, are like cats, and
can be contented so long as they can lie in
the sun; but this is exceptional, at least
in northern countrics. As the mental life
develops, men become less and less able to

Russell Society News, No. 29 -

find happiness in mere passive eajoyment.
Nor is activity for its own sake satis-
factory; what is nieeded is activity directed
to a desired end. For the great majority of
mankind there is too much of this: the time
and energy spent in earning a living con-
demn the hours of leisure to fatigue and
futility. But I doubt whether those who win
sudden wealth in a sweepstake or a lottery
are able, after the first, to enjoy their new

" leisure, unless they can become sufficiently

interested in something to take again to
wcrk—though not such severe or unin-
teresting work as most people find necessary
in order to avoid starvation.

Economic insecurity is, at present, one of
the great sources of unhappiness. I am
thinking not only of that extreme form which
consists in fear of utter destitutiow, but of
the dread of a descent in the social scale.
This is not only painful in itself, but is a
cause of terrible political consequences—
Fascism, imperialism, and militarism are all

reinforced by it.

It is entirely preventable: with a better

economic system there need be no destitu-
tion and no social classes. But meznwhile
the evil perpctuates itself by filling men’s
minds with envy and fear. So long as our
economic system remains competitive, these
emotions, with all their evil progeny, will
continue to govern large parts of the lives
of individuals and nations, making happi-
ness precarious and embittered unnappiness
very common.

The psychological ‘sources of unhappi-
ness, which are studied by psychiatrists in
their extreme forms, mostly have their
source in unwise treatment during child-
hood. A child may be ualoved, or may feel
that another child is unjustly favoured at his
expense; the result is almost sure to be a
proneness to discontent and envy and
hostility.

Or he may be thwarted in his legitimate
impulses of adventure and exploration, with
the result that he becomes either timid or
blindly rebellious.

This form of mistake is especially common
with uneducated parents, who are perpetu-
ally saying *don’t” when there is no occasion
for prohibition. Tt must be admitted that this
ztitude is not surprising in harassed and
over-worked mothers, since 2 child’s ad-
venturousness is dangerous to himself and
inconvenient to others.

This is one of the arguments in favour of
nursery schools, where the environment can
be free from dangers and fragile objects, and
the child can learn muscuiar dexterity with-
out fear of disaster.

February 1981

There is an opposite danger. which is that
of ‘spoiling” by too much emotiofial atfec-
tion and too little training in self-discipline.
This produces an adult who is too much
attached to a parent to be able to form new
ties, or so accustomed to indulgence as to
make impossible demands upon contem-
poraries. ‘

Thesc are only a few of the ways in which
bad handling during the first years may pro-
duce a character incapable of happiness or
success in later life.

The happiest body of men in the modein
world ure, I should say, the men of science.
Their work is intercsting, and difficult with-
out being too difficult; they feel it to be
important, and the world agrees with them;
their sense of power is gratified, since science
is transforming human life; and in spite of
the new horrors that science has added to
war, most of them are convinced that the
effects of scientific knowledge are pretty sure
to be beneficial in the long run.

They have the pieasure of exercising skill,
the pleasure of winning public respect, the
pleasure of seeing the practical benefits of
their discoveries, and their work has a large
impersonal interest which is a protection
against self-absorption.

The conditions of a happy life, it seems to -
me, are: first, health and a fair degree of
2concmic security; second, work which is
satisfying both because it is felt to be worth
doing and because it utilizes whatever skill
a man possesses without making impossibl
demands; third, personal relations that are
satisfying, and especially a happy family life;
fourth, a width of interests which makes
many things enjovable.

Qur age is not 2 happy one, because it is
oppressed by vast organized hostilities, of
nation against nation, class against class,
and creed against creed. These evils have
their roct in political and economic evils, but
they are perpetuated 2iso, in part, owing to
defects in individual psychology, which make
mass appezls to hatred and fear more suc-
cessful than appeals for sanity and co-
operation.

If the majority of men were individually
sane they would soon make an end of the
coilective insanitizs which threaten our
civilization. But it is difficult to see how
individual sanity is to be brought about in
the countrics whose Governments depend
for their existence upen its absence.

Perhaps there is in human nature an
impu’.seAtowards sanity which will reassert
itself before long. It has been so in the past
after epochs of tempoiary madness; we may
therefore hope that it will be so again.
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"MY FAVORITE RUSSELL"

(8) Karl Popper writes that his favorite Russells are The Problems of Philosophy and Mysticism & Logic. He regrets
that he cannot say more at present because he is "totally snowed under by urgent unfinished work and I simply
cannot spare the time to write. I am sure you will understand." We do, and we were pleased to hear fram him.

ER POPULARIZED

9 . The New York Public Library at Lincoin Ceﬂtef PROGRAM SEQUENCE:

Introduction Full Ensembie

¥ Autobiographical Interiude B8ill Bonham
Rememorance of Friends Past 8ill Bonham,

George DelL ucenay Leon

On Education Beveriy Fite, Saralee Kaye, George

Delucenay Leon, Toby Sanders,

AUDlTDRlUM Nancy Tempie (wearing mortarboard)

On Sex and Marriage  June Miller, Saralee Kaye (seated

at beginning of section), Toby Sanders

111 Amsterdam Avenue  Telephone 799-2200 Mr. Bowdler's Nightmare  Beverly Fite (Mrs. Bowdler),
George Delucenay Leon (Mr. Spiffkins),

June Miiler (Narrator), Toby Sanders (Mr. Bowdier)

On Old Age Bitl Bonham
On Comets Fuil Ensembie
On the Future of Mankind » Full Ensembie
THE OPEN BOOK
presents
BERTRAND RUSSELL'S BERTRAND RUSSELL'S GUIDED TOUR OF INTELLECTUAL
GUIDED TOUR OF INTELLECTUAL RUBBISH RUBBISH was originally commissioned and performed by the late

Robert Rounseville as a one-man show. Portions of it were staged
. by him at Deerfield Academy and Westem Washington State Univer-
dramatized by Marvin Kaye sity. :

The complete scrict is a two-aet drama. The present version,
arranged for reading ensemble, represents roughly half of the full

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1979 play, revised and slightly condensed to meet the strict staging
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1979 limitations of THE OPEN BOOK productions.

4:00 P.M. ADMISSION FREE Incidental Music: Two Swdies for Flure, Coroner, & Cello by
Burt Levy; used by permission of the composer.

BERTRAND RUSSELL'S GUIDED TOUR OF INTELLECTUAL
RUBBISH is the only authorized dramatization of the writings of the
late LLord Russell. It is performed with the permission of the joint
copywright owners, Marvin Kaye and The Bertrand Russell Estare,
and is expressiy guthorized by those parties, as well as Edith,
Countess Russell; George Allen & Unwin L., the publishers of
Bertrand Russell's works; and The Bertrand Russell Peace Found-

The use of cameras in this theatre is not allowed. arion.

Free tickets may be obtained at the Amsterdam Avenue entrance on the day

of the event. For evening programs apph in person aifter 4:00 p.m.; after THE OPEN BOOK is a professional readers theatre company
12 noon on Saturdavs. For 4:00 o' clock programs, applv after 3:00 p.m. sponsored by Jay Broad cnd Jose Ferrer and registered with the

New York State Cherities Commission.

We've been in touch with Marvin Kaye since 1973 (yes, '73, before we were born, so to speak. The BRS was not
founded till '74.) (For more, see NL3-33 and NL6-32.) His group, THE OPEN BOOK, is now a federally-approved
non-grofit organization, and is now seeking funding, in order to put "Guided Tour” on in NYIC and alsoc to
make it available for touring. We've asked him to let us know next time "Guided Tour" is staged, so that
members in the NY area who wish to can attend. .
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BR QUOTED

"Forbes" loves BR. Hardly a month goes by, it seems, without finding BR quoted in "Forbes”, The issue of
11/2L/80 offers this:

It is the preoccupation with possession, more than anything, that prevents men from living freely and nobly.
How odd of "Forbes'to pick this particular quotation for its readers, mostly businessmen.

(Thank you, WHITFIELD COBB)

BR MEMORIAL

The announcement of the unveiling, issued by the Appeal Committee, is reproduced here, for the record:

BERTRAND RUSSELL MEMORIAL

An Appeal made by Sir Alfred Ayer, Lord Brockway (Chairman of the Appeal Ctiee),
Peter Cadogan (Secretary), Lord Ritchie Calder, Frank Dobson MP, John Gilmour,
Dora Russell, Lord Willis and Baroness Wootton.

¢/0 SPES, Conway Hall, 25 Red Lion Square, London WC.1. Tel:0l. 242. 8032/3.

The Unveiling Ceremony

of the bust of Bertrand Russell - sculptor, Marcelle Quinton

12. 00 mid-day, Thursday 23rd October 1980
in the Gardens of Red Lion Square, Loadon WC.1
LORD FENNER BROCKWAY
DORA RUSSELL (who will unveil the bust)
SIR ALFRED AYER
PETER CADOGAN (ex-Committee of 100)

and

THE MAYOR OF CAMDEN
CLLR RON HEFFERMAN

All who would like to pay tribute to the life and work of the great
philosopher will be welcome.

For-photos taken at the unveiling by DON JACKANICZ, see (29).
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ABOUT BERTRAND RUSSELL

Asimov's minibiography, in Asimov's Biographical Encyclopedia of Science and Technolo

Achievements of 1195 Great

{8217 RUSSELL, Bertrand Arthur Wil-
liam Russetl, 3d Earl
English mathematician and  phi-
{losopher
Born: Trelleck, Monmouthshire,
May 18, 1872
Died: Penrhyndeudracth, Mesion-
cthshire, February 2, 1970

Russell's parents died while he was
very young and his grandfatber John
Russell took charge. This grandfather
had been Prime Minister of Great Brit-
ain from 1846 to 1852 and from 1865
to 1866, and was created 1st Earl Russell
in 1861,

Young Bertrand led a lonely, unhappy
childhood in the puritanical home of his
grandp He d Cambridge in
1890, where George Darwin {642] was
one of his teachers and where Whitehead
[748] grew interested in the young man.

Bertrand Russell inberited the earidom
from his elder brother in 1931 but pre-
ferred not to use the title. This was all
of a piece with his stroog and uncoan-
ventional liberal views. Through much of
his life he had been a militant pacifist
(which is not the contradiction in terms
it seems) and for this lost his college post
during World War [ and spent some
months in jail in 1918. He ran for Par-
liament (unsuccessfully) on the Labour
ticket in 1922,

His views on social problems were
equally unconventional. From 1927 to
1932 he ran a school for children in
which advanced aotions of discipli

cyclop gy."The Lives and

Scientists from Ancient Times to the Present.” Garden “ity:Doubleday,1964,1972.

used by the clergy and the Hearst press
to arouse a storm of disapproval against
him. His appointment was pusillani
mously withdrawn as a result by a State
Supreme Court order. .
. During the stressful times before
World War 1I, Russell retreated from
pacifism, but with the coming of the
" nuclear race and the cold war oflthe
1950s, he returned to his earlier views
with greater force than ever. Ia his
nincties this militant patriacch led the
forces of neutralism in England and con.
stantly defied the governmunt, confideny
that it would not chuose o juil him (ul.
though it did for a short while in 1961),
Russell heard Peano [731] lecture in
mathematics in 1900 and grew ioterested
in the basic logic of mathematics. In
1902 he made hig first mark in this di.
rection when he wrote to Frege [657],
poiating out what has since bgcome a
famous logical paradox and asking how
Frege's new system of mathematical logic
wouid handle it. Frege was forced to ad.
mit that his'system fell short and so added
a footnote to his two-volume work that
nullified all that had gone before.
Russell then weant on to try to answer
his own question by setting up a still
better system of logic on which to base
matbematics. This effort reached it
climax in the publication from 1910 to
1913 in collaboration with Whitchead
of Principia Mathematica, a name remi.
niscent of Newton’s [201] great work
This was the most ambitious aod nearly
uccessful effort to make all of mathe-

(or, rather, lack of it) were used. In
1940, when, during a temporary stay in
the United States, he was appointed to
the staff of the City College of New
York, his published views on sex were

matics completely rigorous, but as Godel
[1069] was to show twenty years later,
all such efforts were doomed to failure,

Russel] wrote aumerous books and in
1950 he received the Nobel Prize ia lit-
erature.

ASSESSMENTS OF BER

Gilbert Ryle on BR the Philosopher. Ryle read the following at a meeting of the Aristotelian Society
at 5=7 Tavistock Place, London, WC 1, on Monday, December 7, 1970, at 7:30 P.M.

We members of the Aristotelian Society are here tonight to say "Goodbve
and thank vou’ to that grand philosophical thinker, Bertrand Russell,
who gave his first paper to this Societv in 1896.* This is not an occasion
for an exegetic commentary on the almost infinite variety of his thought.
but rather one for concentrating our gratitudes on those three or four
determining impuilses by which his thinking has given to the philosophi-
cal thinking of all of us, quite irrespective of our particular opinions and
specialities. much of its whole trajectory.

For what concerns us today and. [ maintain. for what should chiefly
concern the future historians of twentieth-century thought. it matters
comparatvely little whether a few or manv of us accept. or whether a few
or many of us reject. this or that Russellian doctrine. The fact that he did
not found a school or capture disciples was due partly to the accidents of
his career. but especially to certain admirable features of his thinking.
Among these was his immunitv from reverence in general and especially
from reverence {or himself. He would have found Russeil-acoivtes com-
ical and Russell-echoes tedious. On the other hand. what matters
immensely is that. not what we think but. so to speak. the vervstvleofour
philosophical thinking perpetuates. where we are ordinarilv teast con-
scious of 1t, a stvle of thinking that had not existed in philosophy before.
sav, 1900.

1} In speaking. metaphorically. of the Russellian stvle of thinking,
though I am not alluding primarily, I am alluding secondarily to one
particular intetlectual temper for which the credit - the great creditas [
think - needs to be divided between William james and Russell. For in
one respect James and Russell were quite unlike Mill. Sidgwick and
Bradlev. quite unlike Brentano. Meinong and Husserl. and quite unlike
even Moore. namely in their combination of seriousness with humour.
Hume and Bradley had wit. and Hume could play. But James and
Russeil found out for themselves and so taught us at our best how to pop
doctrinal bubbles without drawing blood: how to be illuminartingly and
unmaliciously naughty: and how. without being frivolous. to laugh off
grave conceptual bosh. Stuffiness in diction and stuffiness in thought
were not. of course. annihilated. but they were put on the defensive from
the moment when James and Russell discovered that a joke can be the
beginning, though only the beginning, of a blessed release from a strangi-
ing theoretical millstone. .

(2) Much more important was a new stvle of philosophical work that
Russell. [ think virrually singie-handed. brought into the very tactics of
philosophical thinking. Anticipated, I suggest, only bv the unre-
membered Aristode, Russell occasionally prescribed and often delib-
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erately practised what can be called ‘aporetic experimentation’. In his
Mind article of 1905 ‘On Denoting’, he savs:

A logical theory may be tested by its capacity for dealing with puzzies,
and it is a wholesome plan, in thinking about logic, 10 stock the mind
with as manv puzzles as possible. since these serve much the same
purpose as is served by experiments in physical science. I shall there-
fore state three puzzies which a theory as to denoting ought to be able
10 solve: and I shall show later that my theory solves them.

In 1904, near the beginning of his first Mind article on *Meinong’s
Theory of Compiexes and Assumptons’, he had praised Meinong for the
excellence of his quasi-empirical method of psychological research. His
1908 article *Mathematical Logic as based on the Theory of Types’
opens with a list of seven selected contradictions demanding some com-
mon solution. Now of course other philosophers, indeed all other
philosophers worthy of the name. always had resolutely and con-
scientiously tried to overcome theoretical difficulties. They knew that
their theories were in jeopardy so long as hurdles remained uncleared or
uncircumvented. Nearly all of them. too, had from time to time opposed
error by putting up obstacles in the way of the erroneous views or the bad
arguments of others. It is not criticism or seif-criticism that Russell
invented. What was. I think, new was Russell’s heuristic policy of
deliberately mobilising, stiffening and constructing his own hurdles
against which co pit his own nascent speculations. Difficulties in the way
of a theory are no longer obstacles to thought; they can be and should be
constructed or collected as aids to thought. They can be the seif-applied
tests by which philosophical thinking may become a self-correcting
undertaking. As in the laboratory a well-designed crucial experiment
tests a physical or chemical hypothesis, so in logic and philosophy a
well-designed conceptual puzzle may be the experimentum crucis of a
speculation.

To us. in 1970, this heuristic policy is obviously right. The most
modest discussion note in one of our philosophical journals presupposes
that philosophical progress requires positive and planned operadons of
sifting the tares from the wheat of doctrines and of arguments. Criticism
is now not hostility: self-criticism is now not surrender. But we should, [
suggest, search eighteenth- and nineteenth-cencury philosophy in vain,
cases of a philosopher actively hunting for and designing conceptual
hurdles to advance his own future progress.

In his Principles of Mathematics. chapter X. entitled ‘The Con-
wradiction’. and in its second Appendix. Russell had launched himseifon
what was to prove to be that most arduous of his theoretical undertakings
which culminated many vears later in his historv-making Theory of
Tvpes. Already, in 1903. he was marshailing a battery of heterogeneous
paradoxes against which he would test the desiderated solution of the
special paradox of self-membered classes. Each of these auxiliary para-
doxes. whether superficial or fundamental. was 10 serve as a testing
device. with its own special edges. of the theory-to-he of self-reference.

Two precautionary words. By ‘aporetic experimentation’ | do not
mean tentativeness. diffidence or even undogmatism. Russell meant
some of his conceptual experiments o vield not "perhapses’ but definite
results. Next, in using the notion of experzmentation. 1 am not. of course.
referring 1o physical tests: and | am not supposing that itis the mission of
conceptual experiments - if anvthing has this mission - to engender
inductive generalisations.

Unlike Wittgenstein. Russell was not focallv. but only peripherally
concerned to fix the places in human knowledge of logic and philosophy-.
\When. as in Our Knowledge of the External World as a Field for Scientific
Method in Philosophy. he did try 1o do this. he adopted too easily the idea
that philosophy could and should be disciplined into a science among
sciences. [t was not. however. by this sort of promised assimilation of
philosophy to science that he taught us a new kind of dialectical crafts-
manship. but by the examples that he set of planned puzzie-utlisation.
Like Moore. Russell constanty preached Analvsis: but what. when
pioneering, he practised included this far more penetrating. because
self-testing. method of inquiry.

13} At the end of the ninth chapter of The Problems of Philosophy (1912)
Russell wrote:

The world of universals. therefore. mav also be described as the world
of being. The world of being is unchangeable. rigid. exact. delightfui to
the mathematician. the logician. the builder of metaphvsical svstems.
and all who love pertection more than life. The world of existence is
fleeting. vague. without sharp boundaries. without any clear plan of
arrangement. but it contains all thoughts and feelings. all the data of
sense. and all physical objects. evervthing that can do either good or
harm. evervthing that makes any difference to the value of life and the
world. According to our temperaments. we shall prefer the con-
templation of the one or the other. The one we do not prefer will
probably seem to us a pale shadow of the one we prefer. and hardly
worthy to be regarded as in anv sense real. But the truth is that both
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have the same claim on our impartial attention, both are real, and
both are important to the metaphysician. Indeed no sooner have we
distinguished the two worlds than it becomes necessary to consider
their relations.

Here Russell declares, what his writings show, that he himself knew and
loved the views from the Alpine heights where there dwelled Plato.
Leibniz and Frege, but also knew and loved the vaileys that were tilled by
Hume. Mill and James. Russell was that rare being, a philosopher whose
heart was divided berween transcendentalism and naturalism. His mind
had been formed in his youth both by john Stuart Mill and by pure
mathematics.

Indeed Russell got much of the impetus and nearly all of the tur-
bulence of his thinking from his being homesick for the peaks while he
was in the plains. and homesick for the plains when he was on the
heights. However drastic, his reductionisms had some reluctances in
them; however uncompromising, his Platonisms were a little undevout.
Neither transcendent being nor mundane occurring felt to him either
quite real, or gravely unreal. When in the mood he could think flippantly
of either.

His ice-breaking and Ockhamising article ‘On Denoting’ came out
only two vears later than his ice-breaking, Platonising Principles of
Mathematics: and in his Our Knowledge of the External World (1914) the
second chapter ‘Logic as the Essence of Philosophy’, which is Fregean in
inspiration. is immediately succeeded by two chapters entirely in the
vein of the phenomenalism of John Stuart Mill. His paper of 1919 ‘On
Propositions’, which is very largely in the idioms of Watson, James and
Hume, succeeds by only a vear his lectures on Logical Atomism, where
he is talking as if in the hearing of Meinong, Whitehead and the youthful
Wittgenstein.

In his very earlv Platonising days he submitted in the Principies of
Mathematics. section 427, a list of terms or objects that possess being,
though thev lack existence, namely, "Numbers, the Homeric gods, rela-
tions, chimeras and four-dimensional spaces . . . if they were not entities
of a kind. we could make no propositons about them’. Though he wrote
this with complete seriousness, vet we can surely detect in his list an
accent of slv shockingness. as if he could already guess what it would be
like 10 season this overhospitable platter of being with a pinch of salt; and
even what it would be like one dayv. though not vet, 10 investigate the
credentials of the argument ‘if they were not entities of a kind, we could
make no propositions about them’.

Conversely, however far he moved away from the Platonism of his
vouth, he never conceded to Mill's reductionism about the truths of
mathematcs anything more than the recognition that it really is one
business of pure mathematics to be capable of being applied to what
there is in the everyday world. In the Introduction to the 2nd edition
(1937) of his Principles of Mathematics he rejects the formalism of Hiibert
for, apparently, excluding applications of mathematics to the real worid:
he allows, with regrets. that mathematical truths. with those of formal
logic, being “formal’ truths. cannot. as he had once thought. be construed
as describing transcendent entities. He allows too, again with regrets.
that there is something in some wav ‘linguistic” about these formal
truths. But not for a moment does he concede to Mill that these truths are
merely high-grade inductive generalisations about things that exist and
happen down here. None the less he would quite soon be deveioping a
theory of perception and. therewith. a theory of physical objects which
does not do very much more than bring up to date the phenomenalism of
Mill's System of Logic.

[t is sometimes said that Russell merelv oscillated. pendulum-like.
hetween transcendentalism and naturaiism. or between Platonism and
empiricism. The truth. [ suggest. is that. anvhow in his formative and
creative vears, we {ind him neicher at rest in the vailey nor at restamony
the peaks. but mountaineering - trving to find a wayv from the valley
back to the peaks. or a wav from the peaks back to the vallev. He had two
homes. But where he toiled. and where he was alone. and where he was
happv was on the mountainside.

i4) The last of the four determining impuises by which Russell directed
the course of subsequent philosophy is this. Russell was nuvt onlv 2
pioneer formal logician. but. like Anstote and Frege. he was a lugicuan-
philosopher. He saw every advance in tormai iogic as. among viber
things. a potential suurce of new rigours in phujosophv: and he saw ever
philosophical puzzie or tangle as a lock tor which formal logic might
already or might some dav provide the kev. Tt was due to him. as well as.
in lesser degree. to Frege and \Whitehead that some raining in post-
Aristotetian tormal fogic came fairly soon 1o be regarded s asine g v
tor the phiiosopher-to-be: und debutes between philosophers on
philusophical martters quickhy hegaa otten mereiv to ape but sometinies
to apply or empiov the biackbeard operations of the tormal iuzic

Naturally it was. at the start. the more dramatic innovauons in
Russellian logic that were adopted by philosophers. The new term-
relation~term pattern of simple propositions was for a time expected to
accomplish nearlv all the ohilosophicai tasks at which the sui-
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jcc:—pr:cdicatc pattern baulked. Buteven if not into this new patter. §uli
formalisation into some newly sponsored pattern or other was for a timie
expected 10 make short work of anv surviving philosephical problems.
But to say this is onlv to sav that Russell. Whitehead and Frege made
many pﬁilosnphers ‘enthusiasts for their new so-called S mbolic
Logic - and enthusiasts are always impetuous. The remarkable thing is
that these three - and Russell more than the other two - did fire this
enthusiasm. Even outside the English-speaking world thev fired 1t
partly through the mediation of Wittgenstein. as far away as Vienna: and
without this mediation as far away as Poland.

Doubtless some of these zeals were ephemeral or factitigus; dpub}less,
100, some of the Frege—Russell hopes for a monolithic Euclideanisation of

mathematics were doomed to disappointment: and certainly we have

long since forgotten the promise, if it was ever made, that philos«}ph_ncal
problems would now receive their solutions by instant form:'ahsaqon.
None the less, philosophy in the English-speaking wqud has inherited
from the Principles of Mathematics and Principia Mathematica. as “.rd! as frop
Frege's logical writings. not only a respect for rigour. buta discipline in
rigour. the absence of which from what. with reservations, I labei "con-
tinental’ philosophy sull makes cross-Channel discussion unrewarding.
However. [ do not wish merelv to acknowledge the huge effects ‘of.
especially. Russell’s logicising of philosophy. There was another massive
legacy left by Russell, the logician-philosopher, which we can call the
Theory of Types. S
Bv 1903 Russell had found. and imparted to Frege. a contradiction in
that notion of class which had been a central concept in the work of
Cantor, as well as in Frege’s and Russell’s own definitions of number.
With this contradiction the young Russell had associated a whole battery
of partly similar antinomies. for all of which. it seemed, some gex_xcral
diagnosis and. hopefully. some general cure could be ff)und.‘Enhcr
answer. *Yes or *No'. to the question “Is **] am now lving,’ lrgc.’ seems
to establish the other: *Yes. if no: but no. if ves'. To the question :Is the,
class of classes that are not members of themselves a member of itself®

Sertrand Russell Memorial Volume, George W. Roberts, ed. New York: Humanities Press, 1979

London: Allen & Unwin, pp. 16-21

W. I. Matson on 8R's Ethics:

Spinoza is the noblest and most lovable of the great
philosophers. Intellectually, some others have surpassed him,
but ethically he is supreme. Asa  conseq , he was
considered, during his lifetime and for a century after his
death, a man of appalling wickedness. (A History of Western
Philosophy, New York, Simon & Schuster, 1945; 569;
a passage written with the fervour of fellow feeling,
soon after the CCNY affair)

The first [ heard of Bertrand Russell was in the 1930s when halfa page,
with portrait, was devoted to vituperating him in the Hearst Sunday
paper. I can’t remember the particular occasion; [ think he was just
being denounced on general principles as an enemy of the peopie, an
atheist and immoralist. He was quoted as having described his outlook
as like that of Lucretius ~ an opening which the author exploited in this
way: ‘All we know of Lucretius comes from Bishop Eusebius, who in his
Chronology notes for the year 33 ac: *T. Lucretius Caro died. Having been
driven mad by a love potion. in intervals of sanity he wrote some poems
which were edited by Quintus Cicero.” ' That’s the kind of man Russeil
is {the furious scholar continued): an admirer of sexual psvchopaths.
With youthful perversity [ was led to find out more about Russell, and
Lucretius too, whose poems, [ discovered, were still extant in our public
library. So I took up philosophv because William Randolph Hearst
hated Bertrand Russell. There must be many of my generation who,
whether or not as a result of these protreptic discourses, got their first
enthusiasm for philosophy from some encounter with Russell’s work.
Not mathematics, philosophy; and not epistemology, ethics; for what
first arcused our interests and passions were the same books and essays
that shocked Hearst, those cooilv sensibie, humorous, and humane
disquisitions on what kind of life is worth living for a human being.
Man has been called a rational animal, vet to look at the human
condition rationally is often thought an inhuman thing to do. Most
people cannot examine life; some, like Dr johnson, can but do not want
to; of the few who are willing and able, most, like Plato, Marx and Freud,
throw away received opinions onlv to set up new orthodoxies often more
constricting than the old, thus justifving Dr Johnson. It was the rare
merit of Russell, as of Voltaire, to have looked at the way of the worid
with a gaze childlike in its directness vet deeply pcncu‘atirig and to have
asked of what he saw: Does this help or hinder a man in his effort to live a
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the only answer again seems to be *Yes, if no: but no, if ves’. Russell
came, in the long-postponed end, to the conclusion that for a specifiable
reason these questions are unanswerable by ‘Yes or by "No’; they are
improper questions. Epimenides’s assertion was a pseudo-assertion: an
assertion cannot be a comment upon itself: and a given class C can only
be nonsensically spoken of as one of the items that belongs, or even does
not belong as a member to C.

Besides the sentences that convey standard propositions that are true
or else false. there are grammatically passable sentences which are
neither true nor false. but nonsense. It was some. but only a very few,
nonsense-excluding rules that Russell. in his Theory of Types, tried 10
formulate and justifv.

[tis of some historical interest that the \'ienna Circle misappropriated
Russell’s notion of nonsense for its own special Augean purposes. Butitis
of huge historical importance that the whole Tractatus Logico- Philosophicus
can be construed as a Procrustean essay in the theory of sense/nonsense.
The Philosophical Investigations also is. in large measure, an inquiry into
the rules of "grammar’ or ‘logical syntax™ of which patent or latent
absurdities are in breach. In his lectures on Logical Atomism Russell
showed how he had already been giad and proud to learn from the voung
Wittgenstein of 1912-3 some of the expansions. extensions and new
applications of which his former Theory of Types had now become
capabie.

In these different, though doubdess internally connected wavs. Russeil
taught us not to think his thoughts but how to move in our own
philosophical thinking. In one way no one is now or will ever again be a
Russellian; but in another way every one of us is now something of a
Russellian. Perhaps we do not even read Russell very much: but in at
least four radical wavs what we say to philosophers and write for
philosophers differs in intellectual method and intellectual temper from
what we would have said and written in pre-Russell davs and from what
we would say and write today if we were - shall [ sav? - Ruritanians.
Magdaien College
Unicersity of Oxford

life worth living by a radonal animai? If not, why do we have it, and
could we not have something berter?

Life does not get examined even by its appointed examiners uniess
some shock sets them off. With Russell it was the First World War. No
wonder. He was not a padifist, but he saw that there was not enough at
stake on cither side to justify the slaughter, and that a negouated
settlement, on almost any terms, would be better than its continuance.
This empirical approach, whereby what it would be best 1o do is decided
not in accordance with rigid and mechanical deduction from abstract
principles, but by artention to the particular circumstances of the case at
hand, is the rule from which he never deviated. In the seventeenth
century he would have been called a trimmer; in the twentieth he was an
act udlitarian® :

Like Aristotle’s, Spinoza’s and John Stuart Mill's, Russell’s idea of the
happiness that ought to be the aim of conduct is not titlladon but the
untrammelled development and exercise of innate powers: vitalicy. Vil
activity manifests itself more as what we do on impulse than in accor-
dance with plans and schemes, Russell believed. In his early ethico-
political treatise Principles of Social Reconstruction, impulse, hvmned as the
very ‘expression of life’, generated some curiously sophisticated var-
ieties, such as an impuise towards art and science, and even one "t0 avoid
the hostility of public opinion’. He recognised that not ail impuises are
splendid, nor all premeditated actions mean, and the tone of HSEP is
more cautious. Nevertheless Russell always saw happiness as roughly
measurabie by the scope afforded to spontaneity, and the occupational
malady of civilised life as the subordination of impulse to purpose that it
necessarily imposed.

The means—end distinction has great importance in Russell’s ethical
thinking, defining the place of reason in conduct and clarifving the
difference between purpose and impulse. Reason, we are told, is con-
cerned oniy with ‘the choice of the right means to an end that vou wish to
achieve. [t has nothing whatever to do with the choice of ends' (HSEP:
8), which are the bailiwick of the emotions. The picture is familiar. There
are the things vou want — the objects of vour impulses and feelings, and
there are the means you may adopt to get them, vour planned actions.
The latter are the domain of reason. the finding out of how things are and
of the logical reladons that may hold between statements. Whether such
and such a course of action is likely to obtain what vou want, is some-
thing on which reason mav deliver a verdict. But whether you wantit or
not is simply a matter for feeling ~ vou just do, or don’t, have this
emodonal attitude towards the thing. It is not reasonable, nor unreason-
able, to like or dislike anvthing for its own sake. ‘There is no such thing as
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an irrational aim except in the sense of one that is impossible of realiz-
ation” (HSEP: 11). When we call something good or bad, we are not
making a statement that is true or false, we arc making an exclamation,
expressing a wish, or commanding or suggestng.

Some philosophers in this century have been content with this emodve -

ethical theorv descended from Hutcheson through Hume. Russell, how-
ever. was dissatisfied, at least part of the time, and strove through his life
to work out a version that would not lead to the consequence, which he
confessed to feeling was profoundly wrong, that reason has nothing to
choose between the ends pursued by Adolf Hider, on the one hand, and
Dag Hammarskjbld. on the other. Much of his last and most important
ethical work, HSEP, is concerned with the problem of avoiding having to
sav that no ecthical judgment is liable to criticism on grounds of
truth - that condemnation of Nero boils down to ‘Nero? Oh fie!’ (HSEP:
26).

His way out was to hold that although ethical judgments are based on
feelings. still the feelings of mankind are sufficiendy in agreement to
allow for the possibility of ethical generalisations valid for ail animals
like us. He summed up his efforts in four "propositions and definitions’
which, he claimed. "provide a coherent body of ethicai propositions,
which are true (or false) in the same sense as if they were propositions of
science’:

(1) Surveving the acts which arousc emotions of approval or disap-
proval, we find that, as a general rule, the acts which are approved of
are those believed likely to have, on the balance, cffects of certain
kinds, while opposite effects are expected from acts that are disap-
proved of. )

Effects that lead to approval are defined as ‘good’, and those leading
to disapproval as ‘bad’.

An act of which, on the available evidence, the effects are likely to be
better than those of any other act that is possible in the circum-
stances, is defined as ‘right’: any other act is ‘wrong’. What we
‘ought’ to do is, by definition, the act which is right.

It is right to feel approval of a right act and disapproval of a wrong
act. (HSEP: 115 1%)

(2

-

(3

-

(4

If ethics is to be founded on ‘the fundamental data of feelings and
emotions' {HSEP: 25), this is a more plausible version than some others.
[t does not base goodness and badness directly on the feelings that we
allegedly report when we assign the words ‘good” and ‘bad’ to things.
Rather Russeil savs that we have ‘emotions of approval’ (whatever those
might be) for reasons that boil down to beliefs about the likely conse-
quences of the acts approved. If the Aztec approves of human sacrifice
and cannibalism, thatis because he believes them important for securing
a bumper crop of maize. We may disagree with his belief, but we do not
disagree with his contendon that a bumper maize crop is a good
thing - or at any rate that feeding the surviving people is good. The
relevant agreement would still exist even if we happen not to desire the
contnued supply of maize to Aztecs. For what the Aztec thinks is a good
thing is enough maize for his group: we likewise value food for sur herd.
This is not a logical truth — the Aztec. or we, could desire the starvadon
of our respective groups without violatng any logical laws — but Russeil
thinks it unlikely, in fact, that we would. He is saying that, as a general

* rule, human beings disagree only about means, not about ends. And
disagreement about means is not really moral disagreement, for the
question whether a certain act is likely to have a cerrain effect is a factual
one, resolvable in principle by scientific methods. We could grow maize
with and without the assistance of human sacrifice, and by stadstical
analysis of the yields conclude whether the means proposed was, in fact,
efficacious.

Again the means—ends distinction is made to bear the whole
philosophical load. This is a heavy burden. Except for the acts of God,
everything we have to contend with is the effect of a human action, and
anything at all may be approved or disapproved. So you may approve,
and [ disapprove, the same act, just because we both believe {correctly,
let us assume) that it is likely to have the effect of diminishing the
population of .X’s. As this kind of disagreement is frequent, this kind of
effect cannot be what Russell has in mind as falling within the scope of
the generalisation (1), which affirms general agreement of the ‘emo-
tional’ reactions to agreed facts. And the reason is easv to see. Disagree-
ment at this level doesn’t count, for we have not vet reached the realm of
ends. Why do you approve of diminishing the population of X's, while
disapprove? Because you think that something ultimately desirable, let
us say the ecological balance, will thereby be furthered. But perhaps [
agree with this estimadon of the facts, and still disapprove: perhaps
because [ think it's better to upset the ecology, which within broad limits
can take care of itself, rather than cause widespread and acute suffering

November 1980

here and now. So we have to go on to-a sdll higher plateau, where you
want the ecology let alone in order to produce a better world (or at any
rate not a worse one), and I likewise want a better, or non-worse, world.
Here we agree, but itis a sterile kind of agreement. What, indeed, would
it be like to wish for a worse world - worse for everyone and everything,
and for oneself as well? We have reached the end, to find there only a
tautology. Thus, it was not quite right of Russeil to claim that the
'ethial propositions advocated were ‘true (or false) in the same sense as
nf_ they were propositions of science’, at least not if one holds, as Russell
?ld"calth“ the most general propositions of science are non-tauto-
O .

One should not make too much of objections like these to the four-
proposition ethics, however. For that was not really the ethical system
that Russell advocated, even though he sincerely believed he did.

Russell thought along these lines: Ethics ought to be objective. Objec-
tivity means being scientific. Being sciendfic means generalising by
induction from partcular data. Now, the data of ethics are not the
sense-data out of which science is constructed; but they are another
species of the genus consciousness, namely, feelings or emotions. Ethical
propositions, therefore, are generalisations from those feelings in which
mankind agree, as science is generalisatons from the percepts that
command agreement.

We need not here consider whether this is a satisfactory conception of
the structure of science, for the analogy with ethics does not hoid. An
‘objective’ system based on feelings as data would be, as we have seen,
cither false or trivial. And even if it were neither, it would stll not be
ethics, but rather a compendious statement of what people feel ~ sociol-
ogy or psychology, without normatve import, despite the ‘definitions’ in
the second and third propositions. This is not to say that vou can’t derive
‘ought’ from ‘is’ - but you can’t do it this way. You might just as well
come right out and say something like

What ought to be approved is what enhances vitality.
If you are an optimist, you may aiso say
What is approved = What ought to be approved.

Russell certainly believed the first of these. Equally certainiy he did not
believe the second. But there is also the Kantan element: Russell wrote
of ‘that respect for the human being as such, out of which all true
morality must spring’ (Marriage and Morals, New York, 1929: 153), and
however little formal attendon this non-utilitarian principle got, it is
never far beneath the surface in all his particular disquisitions.

Thus, Russell’s real ethics was at least in part Aristotelian-cum-
Kantan - somewhat ironically in view of the rough treatment he gave
those philosophers in his History and elsewhere. That this was his real
‘system’ can be seen, for example, in his consistent and emphatic opposi-
don to Marxism, an opposition for which the four-proposition ethic
provides no grounds; on the contrary, the two almost conflate them- -
selves. Russell detested Marxism because it is a philosophy stemming
from and perpetuating hatred,? manipulating human beings and sup-
p:;ssing their spontaneity and individuality more thoroughly than any
other.

No one in his century had a mind freer of cant than Russell’s. Such
freedom had its price, as he often found to his rue. He could not solace
himself among the intellectual herd when buffeted by Hearst & Co. If
Russell had lived only to the age recommended by the Psalmist, he
would have died in poverty, far from home and virtually friendless.
Happily, he survived to attain high honours and moderate wealth. But
he would not have been pleased to see. as | did, his portrait stuck on the
wall in the place of honour between Mao Tse-Tung and Che Guevara
in a den of student revolutionaries. It is a nice question whether it is
better to be praised for the wrong reasons than not to be praised
a;, all. But an undoctrinaire apostle of common sense seldom has another
choice.

Department of Philosophy
University of California
at Berkeley

NOTES

1 Anactof which. on the available evidence. the etfects are iikely to be better than those of
any other act that is possible in the circ es. is defined as "‘night’ (Human Socuety in
Ethies and Polites (HSEP). London, George Allen & Unwin, 1954: 116). This is vastly
different from rule uulitarianism, alas the domino theory, which got us into the
Vietnam VWar.

2 Even more perhaps from envy, an emotion whose importance in human affairs Russeil
ar . ; '

ily under

3ertrand Russell Memorial Volume (as above), pp. 422-427
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_m's INFLUENCE

(15) Abbie Hoffman, in an interview in the Tucson Weekly News (12/10/80):
Q:Do you see people returning to an organization like SANE?

A: Yes, I would think an organization like SANE, Bsn the Bomb, Campai for N i i
that's goir'xg to happen. Nuclear weapons are going to become bg.g isgtaztgr.! uelear Disammament, T think

The Su':tle:s began for me really with those movements, triggered by Bertrand Russell in Trafalgar Square
- Cam;;a:.gx_l for Nuclear Disarmament — CND. We saw the image of fifty to a hundred thousand people and him
with his lion mane up there on a platform, and people would sit down and they wouldn't lst traffic come
through. They blocked off Trafalgar Square with 100,000 people. And those images filtered across this
country. And that was very early. Against the testing of nuclear weapons.

(Thank you, AILZX CTLY}

SRS PROJECTS

(16) "Russell on Ethics" is the title of a short paper by PHIL STANDER, written in response to our request (RSN28-10).

Tt's the [Lirst of a series of short papers that present BR's views on a variet j ring
‘ y of subjects, How about
% 1o write one? See RSN28-10 for suggested topics. Here is "ussell on Ethics”: ’ out offe

"411 human actiw(ity is prompted by desire or impulse."” On this point fyssell is emphatic. "If you wish to
know what men will glo, you must know not only, or principally, their material circumstances but ratherthe
whole system of their desires with their relative st.renzths."(l)

Russell states his own desires:"...three passions, simple and overwhelmingly strong, have governed :53 life:
the longing for love, the search for knowledge, and unbearable pity for the suffering of mankind."(

In all that Russell writes, there is the implicit or explicit view that, although both love and knowledge
are the two main requisites for right action, love is more fundamental., This is so, Russell te&3 us,
because it will lead men to seek knowledge in order to find out how to benefit those they love.

Russell considers the general happiness of man a legitimate ethical end or aim. Contempt for happiness 1is
easier when the happiness is other people’s. History demonstrates that the men who did most to promote
happiness er)'e those who thought happiness important, not those who despised it in favor of something more
"gublime”. Only a philosophy based on love, empathy and compassion can serve man, can produce stable
impravements in human affairs, and can avoid the nightmare of war.

The fundamental data of ethics, for Russell, are feelings and emotions. Ethics differs from science, for an
ethical judgment does not state a fact. "It states, though often in a disguised form, some hope or fear, some
desire or aversion, some love or hate. The Bible says,'Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself,' and a
modern man, oppressed with the spectacle of international discord, may say, ‘Would that all men loved one
a.notheri é)these are pure ethical sentences which clearly cannot be proved or disproved merely by amassing
facts."

Since, in Russell's view, actions are determined by subjective desires, how is it possible to say that

scme actions are ethically superior to others? Russell finds it possible by examining desires.

qussell calls a mmber of desires "compossible" (a term borrowed from Leibniz) when all can be satisfied by
the same state of affairs. When desires are not compossible, they are nincompatible”. When a nation is at

war, the desires of all its citizens for victory are mitually compossible, but incompatible with the opposite
desires of the enemy.Obviously there can be a greater total satisfaction of desire when desires are compossible
than when they are incompatible. Therfore, according to Russell's definition of the good:

...compossible desires are preferable as means.It follows that love is preferable to hate, cooperation

to competition, peace to war, and so on.{Of course there are exceptions: I am only stating what is likely
to be true in most cases.) This leads to an ethic by which desires may be distinguishes as right or wrong,
or,speaking loosely, a3 good or bad. Right desires will be those that are capable of being compossible
with as many other d”ifﬁ as possible; wrong desires will be those that can only be satisfied by
thwarting other desires.

From this ethic of general happiness, or the common good, one can infer an indefinite number of ethical
maxims. In addition to the test of compossiblity, there is a simple rule by wnich all ethical maxims are

to be tested:"No ethical maxim must contain a proper name," meaning "any designation of a particular part

of spacetime’ —— not only the names of individuals but also of regions, countries, and historical periods.
Russell is suggesting something more active than a cold intellectual assent, something in the nature of

real desire, "something wnich has its roots in sympathetic imal gina.%isn. Tt is from feelings of this generalized
sort that most social progress has sprung and must still spring.”
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"If your hopes, wishes, desires and plans are confined to yourself, or your family, or your nation, or the

adherents of your‘cre?d, you will find thaf. all your affections are paralled by dislikes and hostile sentiments.
From such a duality in men's feelings spring almost all the major evils in human life — cruelties, oppressions,

persecutions,and wars. If our world is to escape the disasters which threaten it, men must learn to be less
circumscribed in their sympathies."(8

Given this emotive basis of programs of action, i.e., the principle of universal love or reverence for life
and its manifestation in the generalized sort of sympathetic imagination he calls "abstract sympathy", Russ;.ll
proceeded to design programs of reform which would insure the future of man. World govermment and worldewide
democracy as--the organizational panaceas and a tolerant population characterized by a sense of the unity of
the world and the family of man constitute the general aims of Russell's programs of reform.

1.Russell,
2.Russell,

3.Russell, Education and t
4 .Russell,
5.Russell,

he Good Life, New York: Liveright, 1926,p. 187

6.Ibid. p.u7

Human Society in Ethics and Politics, New York: Mentor Boaks, 1952,p.132
The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell(1872-1914),Boston:Little Brown, 1966,p.3

A History of Western Philosophy, New York:Simon & Schuster,l1945, pp.b44~5
Human Society in Ethics and Politics, p.19

7.Russell, "A Philosophy for Our Time," in Portraits From Memory and Other Essays,New York:s&s,l95l,p.182

8.Ibid.

PHILOSOPHY

'ANALYSTS' WIN BATTLE IN WAR OF PHILOSOPHY,says the heading on this story in The New York Times (1/6/81),p.Cl:

By EDWARD B. FISKE

Contirued From Page Cl1

BOSTON

gree, sometimes with passion. Last
week, in a battle fought with virtually
every traditional academic weapon short
of hemiock, proponents of “analytic’’ philosophy
reasserted their controi of the Eastern Division of
the American Philosophicai Association. .

At the division’s anmual meeting here, the ana-
lysts soundly defeated candidates of a coalition of
“pluralists’ who charge that they have been un-
fairty excluded from positions of leadership.

The debate, marked by personal acrimony as
well as philosophical differences, dramatized the
political nature of the world's oldest academic
profession. ** All academic fields have factions and
personality conficts,” said John J. McDermott, a
pluralist from Texas A and M. *'In philosophy the
issue seems to be whether some of us are actually
in the profession.”

Since Worid War II, the “‘analytic’” approach to

i has been dominant in American uni-
versities. Primarily a product of such 20th-cen-
tury thinkers as Ludwig Wittgenstein and Ber-
trand Russell, it seeks to clarify traditional prob-
lems of philosophy through logic-and by careful
analysis of language and concepts. *“Philosophy is
a continuation at a more abstract or inclusive
level of the natural sciences,’” said Willard Quine
of Harvard University, one of the greatest of con--
temporary American analytic philosophers,

The opposing term, "‘pluralist,” describes not a
single approach but a variety of nonanaiytical
schools, including phenomenology, existential-
ism, metaphysics and the American ‘‘pragma-
tism’* that grew from the thought of John Dewey
and William James. Unlike the analysts, they see
philosophy as a way of describing the world rather
than anaiyzing thoughts, and they see themsetves
as heirs to the philosophers and issues of the past.

In discussing the ethics of abortion, for exam-
ple, an analytical philosopher might begin by ana-
lyzing terms such as “non-voluntary,” while a
representative of one of the piuralist schools
might start by describing a situation in which an
abortion took place.

Pluralists charge that analysts’ fascination
with logic and highly technical arguments —w cou.
Continued on Page C4

pled with their acimowiedged indiffer-
ence to the history of philosophy — is
driving undergraduate students away
from philosophy courses. “In schools
like Vanderbilt and Stony Brook, where
pluraiists are represented on the {acul-
ties, you get as much as 15 percent of
students enrviled in philasophy courses
at any given time,’* said Donaid Idhe, a
professor at the State University of
New York at Storry Brook. *““At places
like Maryland or Pittsburgh, where the
analysts are dominant, you get only
about five percent.’”

The struggie between the two fac-

organized by piuralists on the eve

- rally
of the election Bruce Wilshire of Rut.

gers University said that he looked for-
ward to a day when ‘“the various
groups and parts of it will define them-

Professor
for the piuralists: *“How about those
who have the political power without
philosophical distinction?**
Undertying the conflict are some fun-

tions broke out at last year’s conven-
tion of the Eastern Division, when the
“Committee on Pluralism’’ success-
fully challenged the “official’’ slate of
officers. The dissidents managed to
elect John E. Smith of Yale as vice
president and the other two
available

of the 3000-member division.

At last week’s convention, the ana-
lysts fought back. A letter was circu-
lated over the signatures of nine past
presidents charging that the Commuit-
tee on Pluralism “‘seeks to obtain
through political means a position of in-
beca able (o obtain thraugh thetr philo:

ableto in through their philo-
sophical work.”

The counterstrike succeeded. When
the votes were counted, Adoif Grun-

” baum of the University of Pittsburgh,

an analytic philosopher who had lost
the election last year, won the vice-
presidency over William Barrett, the
New York University professor who
was the pluralist entry. The pluralist
did for the ive commit-
tee, John Lachs of Vanderbiit Univer-
sity and Sandra Rosenthal of Loyola in
New Orieans, were also defeated.
The rhetoric of the political debate
left little doubt that the participants

were professional philosophers. At a

within p phy. As in other fieids,
there has been a dispersion of talent be:

yond such traditional bastions of influ. .

ence as Harvard, Princeton, Michigan
and, more recently, Pittsburgh: and

ents at unjversities such as
Vanderbilt, Kansas and Arizona have

that the structure of the A.P.A. does
not reflect this ‘“‘democratization.’
“It’s a revoit of the provinces against
the Northeast,'’ said Mr. Laclis.

The pluralists l?lso ci::ﬂ thy%t an:i-
by conspire to keep n c phi-
Iynsosophy out of the influential journals
and that they do not regard the piurai.
ist approaches as serious philosophy. It
would be most unusual, for example,
for a student at Harvard to do a disser-

ames.

Analysts readily concede that they
are not particularly familiar with the
oppesition. Professor Quine, asked
whether individual piuralists might be
exceptions to the generalizations in the
letter he signed, replied, “'I suppose so,
but I don’t know their work.”

A variously attributed saying in
higher education is that academic poli-
tics are so bitter because “'so little is at
stake.” At the convention this became
aseriousissue.

Pluralists argued that, by controiling

mu-vonnn-‘)n-ml.mn
Ruth Marcus and Willjam Barrett

the association, the analysts are in a
pesition to advise foundations and the
National Endowment for the Humani-
ties where to distribute their grants,
suggest experts to evaluate depart.
ments, determine who presents and

associations

Yalie. “I can’t think of a single occasion
where the A.P.A. was called upon to
compose 2 council or make a grant for
someone.”"

The Eastern division voted last week
to elect future officers by maii ballot.
Pluralists said this procedure would
give a voice to philosophers from
smatiler institutions who cannot afford
to come to the meetings. One analyst
disputed this conclusion, however, say- -
ing “they will still vote for the people
they read.”

Professor McDermott, formerly a
professor at Queens College in New
York City, noted that there is not a sin-
gle major philosophy department in
this country devoted to American prag-
matism. He called it “‘rather iromic’
that he traveis from Austin to Cam-
bridge to compiete a new edition of the
works of Wiiliam James, shunned by
the analysts at Harvard.

Asked whether he agreed that this
was indeed ironic, Professor Quine look
somewhat quizzical and said, “I don’t
believe I know McDermott.”
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"Rugsell's Cryptic Reply to Strawson" -—= an article by James W. Austin in "Philosophy and Phenomenological
‘Research” (June 1979) = concludes with a paragraph that "ought to ignite the interest of Russell scholars,"

says DAVID PAUL MAKINSTER.
The paragraph refers to Russell's article,"Mr. Strawson on Referring,” in "Mind" (July 1957). Here is the paragragh:

Most read his article as the incomprehensible ramblings of an old warrior no longer able to rationally defend
his theory from its detractors. While his thoughts are admittedly skeletal and recondite, they are neither
ultimately incomprehensible nor the ravings of senility. Moreover, they are right.

David continues:"This article, together with a companion piece by the same author (DENOTING PHRASES AND
DEFINITE DESCRIPTIONS, "Southern Journal of Philsophy", V1. XIV,#L), constitutes an original and sympathetic
illumination of Russell's contributions to the theory of reference — contributions too often given short
shrift by contemporary linguistic philosophers."

NUCIEAR AFFAIRS

Medvedev's nuclear disaster on "60 Minutes! Nuclear Disaster in the Urals — a 1979 book, which is an
expansion of a 1976 magazine article, by Zhores A. Medvedev — i3 a piece of scientific detective work
that points to a nuclear disaster in Russia in 1956 (RSN23-1L). "his was at first disputed (RSN24=6) and
later accepted as probably correct (RSN26-18).

Medvedev's nuclear disaster finally got the national attention it deserves when it was discussed on CBES's
160 Minutes", on November 9, 1980. The point — especially for the USA, where we may or may not go ahead with
nuclear power plants -—— is that nuclear accidents can contaminate large areas, and have,

EMD — the European Nuclear Disarmament Campaign launched by the Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation —- has been
endorsed by "The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists.®The Bulletin carried the Foundation's "Statement on a
Nuclear Free Zone" in its December '80 issue. To refresh yourself on the text of the Statement, see RSN26-36.

(Thank you, BOB DAVIS.)

For book reviews of Nuclear Nightmares, ses (34).

RELIGION

Creationism, continued. From "People®(12/8/80):

THE SCOPES TRIAL SETTLED THE ISSUE

Stephen Jay Gould admits that if na-
ture had endowed him somewhat
differently, *‘| would have been happy
playing center fieid for the Yankees or
singing Wotan in Wagner's Ring cycile at

. the Met.” As it turned out, he’s done

all right. Raised in Manhattan, a court
stenographer’s son, Gould graduated
from Antioch College and received

his Ph.D. in paleontology from Colum-
bia in 1967. That same year he joined
the Harvard facuity and is now a tenured
professor of geology. A gifted writer,
Gould produces a monthly column on
evolution for Natural History magazine.
Called “This View of Life,” it won the
1980 Nationai Magazine Award for Es-

OF EVOLUTION, RIGHT? WRONG: DARWIN
IS ON THE RUN AGAIN, CLAIMS AN EXPERT

says and Criticism. Thanks to “‘a lucky
bit of physiology,” the 39-year-old
professor can work past midnight sev=-
en days a week, sleep for only six hours
and awake totally refreshed. Under
this regimen, he has written Ontogeny
and Phylogeny, a 1977 scholarly study
of the theory of evolutionary stages,
and two volumes of collected essays.
Ever Since Darwin (1977) and his re-
cently published The Panda’s Thumb
(W.W. Norton, $12.95). Gouid lives in
Cambridge, Mass. with his wife, Deb-
orah Ann, and sons Ethan, 7, and Jesse,
11. There he discussed the facts and
fantasies of man's origins with Eric Lev-
in of PEOPLE.

Is evoiution reaily a controversial idea
?

In the last five years there’'s been a
tremendous resurgence by creation-
ists, or fundamentaiist Christians, who
deny evoiution and hoid to the Bible as
literal truth. Instead of hoping to dis-
credit evolution entirely, as they did
with the Scopes Triai in the '20s, they're
willing to settte for a so-cailed dual
modei, the teaching of evoiution and
creation side by side. During the cam-
paign President-elect Reagan made
a statement supporting the duai
model. This is becoming one of the
most pressing political issues ’
today.

Is the dual modei catchingon?

The creationists are getting even
more than they asked for from focai
school boards. Instead of adopting the
dual modet, the boards sometimes just
kick avolution out. Cowardly textbook
publishers have been quietly excising
avoiution too.

Are refigion and sci r ilable?
Certainly. Science can’t answer the
uitimate questions of where it ail came
from. Either matter was here all the
time, or something that created mat-
ter was here ail the time. Either way,
some notion of eternity is inescapable.
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THE SN IMANN ARCHIVE

| don't think the facts of nature nec-
essarily prove the existence of an
ordering agent—which is what a lot of
people mean by God—but that's an is~
sue sciencs doesn’t get into. Sciencs
does nat threaten anyone’s faith. What
galls me is that the creationists seiec-
tively distort the work of scientists

and prey on the public’s misconception
about what the word “theory”’ means.

How?

In the American vernacuiar, a factis
something well estabiished, while a
theory is more dubious and a hypoth~
esis is just a guess. The creationists
say ignore evoliution because it's oniy
a theory. That isn't the way scientists
use the words at all. Facts are the data
of the world; theories are ideas that
help us interpret and explain facts, The
fact of evolution is as cartain as the
fact of gravity. You can debate end-
lessly, as physicists still do, whether
Newton’s or Einstein’s theory of grav-
itation is better, but appies stili fail.
Likewise, scientists debate whether
Darwin’s theory of evoiution or some-
body eisa’s is better; but people still
evolved from ape-like ancestors. The
debate indicates not that evolution is
in trouble, as the creationists wouid
have you believe, but that biciogy is
alive and weill. In fact, it's a marveious-
ly joyous and fruitful debate.

What has the debate focused on?

Mainty, the Darwinian hard iine of the
last 40 years. it states that smail ge~
netic variations occur at random in
local poputations of a given species.
Gradually, over vast spans of time, nat-
ural selectian preserves those varia-
tions that heip the organism better
adapt to its environment and elimi-
nates other variations that do not. The
hard line says, aithough Darwin himseif
never ook this hard a line, that any
major change must be seen as an ad-
aptation produced by natural selection,
or survival of the fittest.

For example?

One classic case of naturai seiection
is the peppered moth. The species
around Manchester, England became
biack over 50 years or so after the in-
dustriai Revoiution. it was an adaptive
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1esponse to trees darkened by soot
from locai factories. Camouflaged
against the sooty bark, they survived.
The light-colored motnhs, easily sp d

“Caliing an Edsel & dinosaur is untair to di- o
nosaurs,” says Gouid. Dipiodocus (letft}, like

What do you mean?
The fossil record—the record of the
past as documented by fossils—has

never indl d slow, graduat change

by hungry birds, were eaten and died
out.

-
How is the Darwinian hard line being
chailenged?

We've seen that a lot more genetic
variation occurs than we thought. it's
been found that individuai genes
may exist in as many as 20 different
chemical states, each state beinga
kind of mutation. Some mutations don’t
change the behavior or form of the or-
ganism, so they don't affect the
organism’s ability to survive, Thus evo-
lution may be less survival~oriented
and mors random than we thought.

What other myths about svolution are
being expioded?

Darwin argued that change is aiways
slow and gradual, but we now see oth-
erwise. Today, for instance, 5,000 to
10,000 years is often cited as the av-
erage time required for the production
ot a new species—ior axampie, for po-
lar bears to arise from their immediate
ancestors, the brown bears. Darwin
would not have denied that species
couid deveiop that quickly, but he
would have said that in generai a iot
more time is necessary.

Ten thousand years is “quick’?

Absolutely. You have to consider

that most species survive an average

of five to 10 million years. If they arise

in 5,000 to 10,000 years, that is

about one-tenth of a parceant of their

antire existence. On a geological time

scale, that is instantanecus. .

How could Darwin have missed this?
Today we know a lot more about the.
actuat mechanics of how sgecies arise
than Darwin did. Aiso,.Darwin was
vary mucir a 19th-century man who
shared the cuiturai bias of his day that.
siow, steady progress was the way of
the world. The historicai catactysms of
the 20th century have discredited that
notton. Perhaps the most subtie point is
that we are no ionger making excuses
for the fossil record, as Darwin and his
immediate successars did,

between species. it has shown species
arising suddenty. For years scientists
explained.that away by cfaiming the
record was spotty. We can’t say that
anymore. Millions more fossils

have been found since Darwin's time.

Very rarely for iawer-levei species,
But for enarmous transformations like
the rise of mammais from reptiles
—which took tens of miillons of years
—there are numerous steps, For
instance, two smalil bones of our mid-
dle ear called the hammer and anvil
waere ariginaily components of the rep-
tilian fower jaw. We-can very distinctly.
trace their siow-movement to the
back of the jaw and then into the head,
decreasing in size and Increasing in
sensitivity to sound as they went.

So evoiution buiids new parts with ma-
teriais airesdy on hand?

Exactly. As the French biologist
Frangois Jacob once said, nature is an
excailent tinkerer. A wondertui exam-
pie is found in pandas, which is:
where | got the title of my book. They
spend their days eating bamboo, strip-
ping off the leaves by running the staik
between the pad of their paw and
what seems to be an opposabie thumb.
Actually itis not a thumb but a greatty
entarged wrist bone. It's 2 somewhat
clumsy solution, but just such odd
arrangements prove that avoiution is a
real process, full of imperfaections.

Did such impertections cause the dino~
saurs’ extinction?

No, extinction is a natural part of life.
Dinasaurs, in fact,.were one of the most
succassful animai groups ever. They
ruied the world for 100 miilion years.
Humans beings have only been around
200,000 years as a species and five mii-
lion years as a lineage distinct from
apes. Dinosaurs have really gotten a-
bum rap. The oid view was that they
wera siow, clumsy brutes, inefficient.
and very dumb. Recant anatomical re~
constructions show that dinosaurs

were perfactly efficient, adequate-
creatures whose brains wers the right.
size for reptiles of their dimensions.
They were (inishad off eventuaily by cii-
matic change, biological competition
and possibly the impact of an immense
asteroid 85 millfon years ago.

i extinction is a naturai part of life, then
how long do we human beings have?
That's not answerable because
we’'ve aitered the earth so much it just
isn’t a biological question anymore.
Qur destiny is in our own hands. | se~
riousiy doubt, howevaer, that we or any
species now existing will still he here
in five billion years, when the sun blows
up and the earth comes to an end.

Why da you cite Mickey Mouse as an ex~
ample of evoiution?

A long time ago | noticed that Mick~
ay Mouse's appearancs had changed
considerably since his invention in
1928. He started as a nasty, rambunc-
tious creature, but as he became a
national symbol Disney made him more
lovable. Mickey's nose got thicker and
shorter, his eyes bigger, hislimbs softer
and putfier and his ears moved back.
Al this made him appear more cuddty
and juvenile. The Disney artists intu-
ittvely understood what changes wouild
make Mickey cutar; { don’t think they
reaiized the biology behind it.

What is the biological significance?
Human avoiution follows a process-
called neoteny——the ratention of
youthtul features. We, meaning man-
kind, grow more siowiy and mature
sexuaily much later than other pri-
mates, We retain certain features in
adulthood—iack of bady hair, smalil
nose, smail teeth, large eyes—that are.
part of the juveniie stages of other pri~
mates. This has been extremely
important to us in at least two ways.
One is that our large brain is partiaily
the resuit of brain growth continuing
into early lite. in most animals, the body
keeps growing but the brain stops. Per-
haps more important, we remain
flexibie in our behavior. As aduits we
can play and learn the way other pri-
mates can do only in infancy. We are; in
a literal sense, grown-up chiidren. So
Mickeay’s evolution mirrors oue own. I

Vatican Opens Study on Clearing Galileo says a headline in the Los Angeles Times (10/24/80). Here are excerpts:

On instructions of Pope John Paul II, the Vatican has undertaien a new study of Gali;eo Galilei with the
apparent objective of reversing the 347-year-old finding of heresy brought against him by the Holy Office.

.+.In 1611 he was convicted of heresy for arguing that the sun is at the center of the universe,.and he was
found "at least erroneous" for arguing that the Earth was not at the center of the universe but in fact was

in motion.

No formal action was taken against Galileo at that time because he agreed to abandon the censured views and
not to communicate them to others.
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In 1633 at the age of 69, he was again brought to trial on grounds of his new findings again supporting the

theories of Nicolaus Copernicus, the 1l6th Century Polish astronomer who said the planets revolve around the sun.
The court concluded that he was "vehemently suspected of heresy" and he was forced to kneel and forswear the

scientific findings and then face life imprisomment. House arrest in Florence was substituted for the prison term.

J. Bronowski tells the story of Galileo's trials and triumphs in The Ascent of Man,Boston:Little Brown,1971,pp.198-218.
(Thank you,JOEN HARPER,JR.)

ER devotes 8 pages of The Scientific Outlook (New York: Norton, 1931) pp.2i-32, to excerpts from the sentence
passed on Galileo in 1833, Here is how it starts:

Whereas you, Galileo, son of the late Vicenzio Galileo,of Florence, aged 70, were denounced in 1615 for
holding as true a false doctrine taught by many, namely, that the sun is immovable in the center of the world...

NEWS ABOUT MEMBERS

(3) Adam Paul Banner has good reason, we think, to feel pleased. Here's why, as reported in the Midland Daily News:

Banner's petition answered

By DONNA SANKS
Daily News staff writer

“If vou buy a wood stove next winter

and are surprised at the amount of in-
formation in the accompanying liter-
ature about how to install and main-
tain it. you can thank Adam Paul
Banner.

Banner. 2aikhemgme decided in 1977
that consumers needed 10 know more
about the coal and wood burning appli-
ances that, when improperly used,
were burning their houses down.

He petitioned the Consumers Prod-
uct Safety Commission to require man-
ufacturers to put safety information on
coal and ‘wood-fired appliances and in
literature about them.

Starting in May, manufacturers wu
be required.to do just that.

The commission’s new rules, issued
almost four years after Banner ini-
tiated the action. requires product
makers to provide information on the

stove and chimney connector and com-
bustibies to avoid fire. type of chimney
and floor protection to be used. how to
prevent over-firing, inspection and
cleaning information and the name
and address of the manufacturer.

Banner said he decided to petition
the product safety commission whiie
working for a local building supply
company whici sold coal and wood
burning stoves.

“I detected a tremendous ‘lack of
education on the part of consumers
about how to use and maintain them,”
he said. Much of the information re-
quired by the commission will have to
be permanently attached to the burn-
ers so when they change hands, the
new owner will be aware of safety pre-
cautions.

Banner’s petition contained fire data
from New York, Illinois; Wisconsin,
Minnesota and Michigan about the
«number of fires and deaths caused as a+
result of improper use of coal and

According to the product safety com-
mission about 14.000 fires and 115
deaths are estimated to have occurred
in 1978 from the use of wood or coal
stoves. The major causes of fires was
improper installation. placing the de-
vices too close to combustibies which
are ignited from the heat of the stove,
the commission report said.

Banner said he doesn’t expect the
new regulations to cut down dramati.
cally on the number of house fires or
deaths resulting from improper use of
the stoves. “There is the possibility
that people will tend to become more
aware of what the problems are,” he
said.

“You don’t change people. You con-
tribute in small quier ways. Maybe-you
may save one or two lives. What does
it matter. Even if you save oms; .it’s

worth it,"”” Banner said.-

The Midland resident sa_id he: 1§ in~
terested in energy and the environ-
ment and regularly reads the federal

F

Adam Paul Banner

appropriate clearances between the

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28a)

{28b)

*“This is just another step in con-

i i E must
: ster, where new regulations st s .
ot be g sumer education,” he said.

be printed before gong into effect.

Len Cleavelin writes:"I'm still in Chicago, contending with the winter (mildly unpleasant), with the law(ditto),

and with lawyers (dreadful).If that weren't bad enough, there's the small matter of the presidential election.

As Clarence Darrow said,'I was told,as a child, that anyone could beem—?resid’enh -3t beginning to believe it,'"

Peter Cranford, author, has a publication date for his new book: April . i5. We don't yet lmow its title or cost.

Don Jackanicz is working on a paper on BR and the House of Lords, which he-intends to present at our '8l meeting.

He would appreciate hearing from anyone who has relevant information. (3802 N, Kenneth Avenue, Chicago, IL 60641)

Joe Neilands, first Chairman of the Science Committee and Professor of Biochemistry at UCBerkeley reports:

The film,"The Life and Times of Bertrand Russell”, was shown to an audience about about 30 here in the
Biochemistry Department on December 19, It was my Imas present to the Department. For a i"ee of $50'to the
copyright holder, we obtained permission to make a video tape of this very fine film.It is now available
in our library, where students may view it at their leisure.

Conrad Russell's book, Parliaments and English Politics 1621-1629 (Oxford University Press, 453 pp.), was
Teviewed in "The New York Review of Books'(12/18/80, pp.58-61). The reviewer, J. H. Hexter, Director of the
Yale Center for Parliamentary History, says:"Russell's main views diverge sharply from those of every
specialist for the past century, and if he is right, then the interpretations of other historians of the years
between 1560 and 1660 are surely askew." (Thank you, BOB DAVIS.) )

The program of the 1980 Annual Meeting of the American Historical Association lists Conrad Russell, Yale
University, as presenting a paper,"Causes of the English Civil War." (Thank you, DON JACKANICZ)
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PHOTOS

(29)

Top row, 1 to r: ~Paul Arthur Schilpp receiving the Bertrand Russell Society Award plaque from BRS Secretary
Don Jackanicz (Chicago, June 29, 1980) -Professor Schilpp reminiscing about BR after receiving the Award .
Lord Brockway speaking at the unveiling (London, October 24, 1980) +Peter Cadogan speaking +Professor Sir
Alfred Ayer speaking 2nd row:Counsellor Ron Hefferman, Mayor of Borough of Camden, speaking < BRS President
Bob Davis speaking °The bust of BR by Marcelle Quinton, not yet unveiled -+Dora Russell, after the unveiling,
in front of Conway Hall. She made it all happen. Bottom left:The crowd at the unveiling.

Rather than reproduce a very poor picture of the bust, unveiled, we intend to get a good picture of it by
next issue. A dark ocutline of the bust appears in the picture of Lord Brockway, above.

(Thank you, DON JACKANICZ)

NEW MEMBERS

(_30) We welcome these new members:

ALFRED BERGER/Box 1004/Thiells,NY 10984

BARBARA BUSCA/18,Ch. Frangois-Lehmann/1218 GRAND SACCONEX/Geneva, Switzerland
GARY R. CHINN/290 E. 49th/Eugene, OR 97405

LORNE ELIASCHUK/L2 Dekay St./Kitchener, Ont./Canada N2H 3T2

MARK E. FARLEY/PO Box 9086,NT Station/Denton, TX 76203
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FRANK GALLO/6727 Poplar Avenue/Takoma Park, MD 20012
EARL N. GEORGE/307 Montgomery St./Brooklyn, NY 11225
- MARGUERITE GIESELER-NEWMAN/1540 Joshua Place/Camarillo, CA 93010
CHARLES HELLER/1l Fort George Hill/New York,NY 10040
AMY L. HOCK/Box 30 MHA/Ferdinand, IN 47532 (but see address change below)

DOUGLAS IRONSIDE/Box BE%;/ Bellingham, WA 98272

REV. FREDERICK E. KIDDER/St. Stephen's Episcopal Church/Elemi 103 (Alt. Santa Maria)/Guayn.

DAVID KeEACZENSKT/A008 & Hantefoearsie: M tago o ( @ Maria)/Guaynabo, PR 00657
PROF. ROBERT P. LARKIN/6565 Snowbird Drive/Colorade Springs,CO 80918

FRANK B. MYERS,JR./Rt. 5, Box 142/Washington, NC 27889

DICK NELSON/7417 Alto Caroc Drive/Dallas, TX 75248

DALE PARAYESKI/PO Box 1069/Hamilton, Ont./Canada L8N 3Gé

MARIA FRANCESCA SCHIERA/14L4 Chambers St./New York,NY 10007

JOHN S. SCHWENK/RD 2/Garrison, NY 10524

MIKE WILLIAMS/UVM Married Students Housing #53/Winooski,VT 05404

ELLEN M. YOUNG/Chapman College/Box 9461/Orange, CA 92666
KEITH W. YUNDT/Political Science Dept./Kent State University/Kent,OH 44242

ADDRESS & OTHER CHANGES

(31) New addresses or corrections. Corrections are underlined.

AMY P. BIOCK/1610 Hearst Avenue/Berkeley, CA 94703
PATRICK DEVANE/683 Cherokee/St. Paul,MN 55107
DAVID ETHRIDGE/Box 1321/Jackson, MS 39205

ALI GHAEMI/ Use this shorter version of his name.
JOHN HAILU/528 City Island Avenue/Bronx, NY 10464

BRUCE HEDGES/Synergy,664 San Juan St./Stanford, CA 94305
AMY L. HOCK/2016 Oakland/Portsmouth,OH 45662

DAVID MAKINSTER/858 Hawkeye Pk./Iowa City, IA 52240
WILLIAM MC KENZIE-GOODRICH,B.A.

STANLEY R. ORDO/8310 Lith Avenue(102)/Hyattsville, MD 20783

GLENNA STONE/2109 Tech Drive/levelland, TX 79336
DANIEL A. TITO II/PO Box 1183/Wilkes-Barre,PA 18703

RECOMMENDED READING

(32) "GBdel,Zscher,Bach” by Douglas R. Hofstadter(New York: Vintage Books, 1979). "This is a book about mathematics

and logic that you don't have to be a mathematician or logician to understand," says Lee Eisler. The book has
been on the NYTimes best.seller list, to everyone's surpr%se. Here's part of what Gerald Joxsm:r says, in "3ehind

The 3est-Sellers" (New York Times Book Review,12/28/80,p.18):"The germ of the book was Mr. Hofstadter’s conviction
that something should be done about the average person's ignorance of one of the epochal discoveries of 20th
Century mathematics, G8del's Theorem. In a rough paraphrase, this theorem states that no formal system capable

of rigorous distinctions between truth and falsehood can ever be both consistent and complete. G8del is one of
the spoilsports of modern science; along with Heisenberg's Uncertainty Principle and the Second Law of Thermo-
dynamics, G8del's Theorem sets unpassable bounds to man's ability to know and control everything."

(33) "Cyril Burt, Psychologist" by L. S. Hearnshaw, Cornell University Press, 1979. "A study of a charlatan,” s$ays
ADAM PAUL BANNER. By chance, we happened to see what "Discover" (February 1981) said about it. It will curl your hair,
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Five years after his death in 1971,

he was branded a fraud by several
For four years the British Psycholog:

ical Society ignored the accusations.
Still, the debate rages. Just how de-
vious was the inventive psychologist?

chological Society had hoped desperate-
Burt spent the major part of his ca-
reer trying to prove that intelligence is
genetically, not environmentally, deter-
eared to be convincing dataon 53 pairs
of identical twins who ha
His supporters insist that he began to

ly that the reputation of its late pres-
mined, and that upper-class peaple have
inherently higher 1.Q.s. In his most {a-
mous study, Burt published what ap-
up separately from birth under starkly
different social conditions, yet had pre-
cisely the same 1.Q.s. His work was a

key influence leading to Britain
claimed that Burt had fabricated hoth

his statistics and the research assist-
Meanwhile one of ils most respected
and cautious members, Professor Les:
his life, when disease, depression, and
retirement nearly drove him mad. De-
his early years.” They are trying to
gather more damning evidence, but will

tractors claim that Burt was “'bent from
probably -have little luck

destroyed during a German air raid in

fabricate data only in the latter half of
the early 1940s.

became the first psychologist in Britain
London Sunday Times reporter. They
ants he cited in his papers. Other sci-
entists rushed to verify those findings,
and soon Sir Cyril was in posthumou
disgrace.

lie Hearnshaw, embarked on his own
study of the Burt affair. The society
hoped that Hearnshaw would réturn
with good news, but in the end he re-
ported that Burt had indeed been "high
handed, devious, and corrupt.”

to be knighted.

system that effectively segregated chil
dren on the basis of their L.Q. scores
So respected was Burt that in 1946 he
American and British scientists and
Burt’s earliest research materia

ident could be salvaged. Alas, the *
Education Act, which set up a sc

evidence was too persuasive.

Errant Knight
No question about it: Si
a cad. For several years,

P
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An Investigation

Into Possible Wars.

By Nigel Calder.

168pp. New York:

The Viking Press. $10.95.

“If you listen carefully you
can hear the cackle of chickens
coming home to roost,’”” writes
Nigel Calder in this grim, ironic
look at the ultimate evil of our
time. We citizens of the nation
that introduced nuclear warfare
to the world now find the pros-
pect of sudden nuclear death a
steadfast If uninvited house-
guest; his ghostly form attends
every supper tabie in America,
and he'wiil not go away.

The danger that nuclear arms
will again be used in anger has
not dimintshed in the 35 years

have mounted to a Moloch’s
stature with the growth of the
weapons stockpiles, up now to
something approaching 10,000
warheads each for the United
States and the Soviet Union -
“defiverable,” as they say, into
our laps and theirs ugon a mo-
ment'’s notice.

So ghastly would be the conse.
quences of even a ‘'limited”’ nu.
clear war that optimists count
upon its very horror to keep it
forever at bay. (If you listen
carefully, you can hear whis-
tling in the dark.) The aim of
‘“‘Nuclear Nightmares" is to dis-
pel unwarranted optimism of
this sort by outlining four plau-
sible ways a nuclear war might
start.

Mr. Calder’s first scenario en-
visions nuclear conflict arising
out of ‘‘conventional’ war be-

BOOK REVIEWS

From The New York Times Book Review (11/3/80,p. 18):

NATO had made it clear that
this would be the likely result of
any Soviet aggression in the
area, though Western Europe is
a poor nuclear theater, for as
one NATO officer compiained to
Mr. Calder, “German towns are
only two kilotons apart.’’
Nuciear assauit by one of the
less powerful nations now ac-
quiring the bomb makes for Mr.
Calder’s second ‘‘nightmare.’’
Here the very paucity of war-
heads can invite their use, as
Mr. Calder notes: *‘If you have
a thousand, and can hide some
in submarines at sea and
scramble others into the airat a
moment’s notice, then it is tech-
nicaily difficuit to destroy ail of
your nuclear weapons in a sur-
prise nuclear attack. ... If, on
the other hand, you have only
two bombs, one of them parked

summer palace, it i3 possible
for a well-informed aggressor
who has three bombs to use two
of them to annihilate your nu-
clear weapons and the third to
destroy your capital city.”’

Mr. Calder’s third and fourth
scenarios rear their frightenlng

February 1981

"Nuclear Nightmares" is a book that thinks about the unthinkable and shows how it could happen. 2 reviews follow:

stein’s Universe’” and the es-
timable BBC documentaries as-
sociated with them, but he is not
superhuman and he has no
grand solution to offer to our nu-
clear dilemma. My feelings,”
he writes, ‘‘are those of a busy-
body who has shouted ‘Fire!’ in
the th and now cannot

heads from the very p
of the modern nuclear war ma-
chines. Accident remains a risk
- a communicaticns anomaly
during a world crisis might
prompt the commander of a sin-
gle submarine to deal death to
miilions — but still worse risks
wear the mask of sanity, as
when the increased accuracy of
multipie nuciear warheads in-
vites a coid-biooded decision to
strike against an opponent’s
missile silos before he can hit
yours.

Mr. Calder is a science writer

point to the safe way out.” He
urges signing a comprehensive
test-ban treaty, which at least
would siow the alarming techno-
logical acceleration of the nu-
clear arms race, but his view of
our future even with this im.
provement is dark. Writing this
sane, informative and depress-
ing book does not appear to have
given him much pleasure or
satisfaction. The nuclear house-
guest sits at his table as at ours,
threatening to remain until the
end of the world, as evil a legacy

since Hiroshima. Meanwhile the
consequences of nuciear war

tween NATO and Warsaw Pact
forces in Europe. For 25 years

From The Progressive (December 1980, pp.55-57):

NUCLEAR NIGHTMARES:
AN INVESTIGATION INTO
POSSIBLE WARS

by Nigel Calder

Viking Press. 168 pp. $10.95.

Scott Sanders

W 9pithin half an hour from the
\ moment you read these
words, an all-out nuclear

exchange between the United States
and the Soviet Union could murder
some 300 million people outright and
sentence incalculable millions more
around the globe to lingering death by
hunger and disease. The long-term
effects of radiation and ecological dis-
ruption would exterminate many spe-
cies, perhaps including, within a
generation or two, our own.

The mind recoils from such a pros-
pect. We either stop thinking about the
menace of nuclear war or we tacitly as-
sume, as readers of Victorian novels
once assumed, that all will turn out
right in the end. Meanwhile, we go on
paying our life insurance premiums,
planting orchards, taking care that our
children eat heaithy foods, debating
the merits of space colonies, trusting
there will be a future. Surely the
doomsday weapons will never be
launched. Surely the holocaust is im-
possible.

On the contrary, nuclear war is
quite possible, and is rendered more
likely with each new bomb con-
structed, each new weapon devised,
each new country joining the holocaust
club. That is the chilling and convine-
ing point of Nigel ¢ alder’s Nnclear
Nightmares. Anong the myriad possi-
ble routes to nuelear war, Calder ex-

amines (the loar likeliest ones: the escar-
attion of a conventionad war in Furope;
the profiteration of anclear weapons:
the breakdoswn i milituy command or
clectrome control of weapons, amd the
quest by hoth superpowers tor list-
strike capubiiity.

The Luropean war scenario, cen-
tered in Germany, will be familiar to
readers. But many may not realize, as |
did not, that.official NATO policy
promiscs first use of nuclear weapons
shoutd conventional defenses fail. De-
ployment of ‘tactical™ nuclear
weapons, ranging in size from artilliery
shells to guided missiles, makes firing
the first salvo casier. Once the swap-
ping of missiles beging, combatants are
not likely to exercise genticmanty re-
straint. If war flares in Europe, with
thousands ot nuclear weapons aimed
across the ideotogical border, the con-
tment will almost sueety be redueed o
ashues.

According 1o Calder’s second see-
nario, acquisttion ol the bomb by one
povermment alter another, including
racist regimes such as South Alrica’s
and dictatorships such as Beazil's, will
eventually fead to the local use of nu-
clear weapons. Since the two superpow-
ers claim the whole planct as their
province. any local outhreak might
well become global. The members of
the nuclear club caution other nations
to leave the atom alone, while daily
they add to their own arsenals. Both
SALT treatics permit—indeed, vir-
tually mandate—large increases i
atomic stockpiles. France, Germany,
America. and the Soviet Union export
nuclear reactors, fuels, and reprocess-
ing equipment to client nations. They
persevere in this commerce even
though critics have shown—sec, for ex-

In a grotto near the atrport and
the other in the stabies of the

‘“Violent Universe,”

ample, “Nuclear Power and Nuclear
Bombs™ in the summer issue of Foreign
Affuirs—that any state possessing reac-
tors can readity build the bomb.

The third possible route to apoca-
lypse leads through the electronic and
burcaucratic thickets surrounding the
weapons. As military decisions be-
come increasingly dependent on satel-
lites, radar, and computers, faults in
that system may precipitate the very di-
saster it is built to prevent. Twice in the
past year. for instance. our computers
announced that the Soviets had
taunched a nuclear strike. The mistake
was discovered in time to avert our
promised retaliation. But on some fu-
ture midaight. when political tension is
higher or human judgment slower,
mistaken warnings might provoke one
side or the other into firing away at
these electronic ghosts. Furthermore.
as the chain-of-command stretches
from the President down to officers in
the missile silos, the opportunities for
crror and for malevolence multiply.

According to Calder's fourth sce-
nario, the superpowers might lurch
into war as a consequence of perfecting
counterforce weapons. Such instru-
ments are aimed at destroving missiles
and submarines and bombers instead
of cities. All of that sounds humane
enough untl you refleet that counter-
force weapons onlv make sense if used
first. There is no proitan fivmg asuper-
accurate missde. such as the proposed
MNL i empty Soviet sifos. Fyery ma-
jor weapons development ol the past
decade. most of them proocered by the
United States has stiengthened the in-
centive for striking first, 1t cach LS,
nussile carries ten independentdy tar-
geted warheads. by firing first we
would theoretically be abie to destroy

of the first order, the author of

as ever a tion be-

“Ein- queathedits children. W

ten Soviet missiles for everv one we ex-
pend. The Soviets, of course. would
enjuy the same ugly advantage by strik-
ing first.

“When both superpowers are
armed to the teeth with "counterforce”
nuclear weapons.™ Calder notes, “the
danger is not that cither side is tempted
in cold blood to make his strike, but
that both are driven toward it by mu-
tual fear. There may come a moment
when, without any malice in vour
heart. you have frightened your oppo-
nent so badly you must hit him before
he hits you. Nuclear deterrence be-
comes nuclear impulsion.” Thus the
Carter Administration describes the
B-1 bomber. cruise missile. MX. and
Trident as defensive mecasures: but
they can be viewed only as aggressive
by the Soviets. The Soviet arms buiid-
up, justified in the name of defense, ap-
pears belligerent to us.

As in his several previous volumes
on modern science where he dealt with
subjects ranging from meteorology to
relativity. here Caider analyzes com-
plex technical issues lucidly. and dem-
onstrates. theough his elegant turns of
mind. the virtues of reason. There are
many complexities in the nuclear arms
debate: How can military panty be-
tween the United States and the Soviet

~Union be measured? How can test

bans be policed? How can proliferation
be halted?

The central issue, however, is cle-
mentary: The nuclear arms race 1s sui-
cidal. Tt must be halted. The spawning
of new weapons must be stopped. Ex-
isting arsenals must be dismantled.
Means must be (ound for scttling dis-
putes between nations without war,
And all these wonders must be brought
to pass quickly. perhaps betore the



(35)

(36)

37)

(38)

(38a)

(38b)

(38c)

(38d)
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turn of the century. it humankind is to
survive. | say “wonders.” beciuse no
ane familiar with the nuclear morass.,
least of all Calder, imagines the politi-
cal and technical problems can be eas-
ily solved. Most of the political issues
with which we deal are trivial by com-
parison. as if a homeowner were busily
oiling a squeaky door while a fire
smolders in the cellar. The penaity for
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failing to quench that fire. as Nuclear
Nightmares makes painfully clear, will
very likely be planetary annihilation.
As a start, Calder urges the United
States to renounce all nuclear testing
for a period of, say. three months. If
the Soviets reciprocate, we can pro-
gress to a comprehensive test ban
treaty. By the same means we couid es-
tablish a missile-test quota. Both re-

strictions, on nuclear explosions and
missile firings, could be readily moni-
tored by existing satellite systems.
Both proposals are featured in the
“Call to Halt the Nuclear Arms Race,”
a citizens’ initiative aimed at forcing
ithe superpowers to disarm, available,
from the American Friends Service
Committee, 15 Rutherford Place, New
York, New York 10003. Another use-
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ful guide to citizen action is “Nuclear
War Prevention Kit,” available for $1
from the Center for Defense Informa-
tion, 122 Maryland Avenue NE,
Washington, D.C. 20002.

Scott Sanders is a novelist, essayist,
and professor of English at Indiana
University.

BRS LIBRARY

See REN30. Unfortunately, we have had to postpone this item —- which gives all the holdi. i
: C ngs of the BRS Libr -—
till our next issue (RSN30), because of the last-minute inclusion of details about the 1981 meeting (47). =

FINANCES/CONTRIBUT IONS

Deductible expenses. See (4a).

Russell Memorial (London) contributions. Qur thanks to FRANK PAGE for his additional contribution.

BRS Treas

contributors: KEVIN BOGGS, LEN CLEAVELIN, JACK COWLES, DENNIS DARLAND, DOUGLAS IRONSIDE, .

JIM O'CONNOR, JACK RAGSDAIE...and PETER CRANFORD and KATHY FJERMEDAL on a continuing,regular monthly basis
We thank them all for helping to keep us solvent. ’ ol )

ERS BUSINESS

Bylaw amendments proposed. The bylaws say (Article X, Section 1):"These bylaws may be amended by a majority
vote of the Society, voting at a meeting called at least in part for this purpose, and after prior notification
of at least thirty days.”

This, then, is notice — and it is at least 30 days in advance of the annual meeting scheduld for June 2628,
1981 — that that meeting is being called at least in part for the purpose of amending the bylaws.

These amendments (and perhaps others) will be proposed at the June meeting:

Term of office.At present officers are appointed by the directors for one-year terms. The bylaws do not

specily when that one~year shall start and end.
calendar year, that is, that the term runs from January lst to December 31lst

Up till now we have assumed that it coincides with the
.This change is proposed:

that the term of office -~ for officers appointed by the directors at an amual meeting — shall start

as soon as they have been appointed, and shall end at the following year's annual meeting, when the

directors again appoint the officers.
Strictly, this may not require an amendment; but we proposethat it be written into the bylaws as an

amendment .

Vice-Presidents. At present, the bylaws call for one Vice-President.We propose that it be permissible to
have more than one Vice-President when the directors so wish.
Suppose a BRS member wishes to become active in a fund-raising campaign aimed at outsiders. Now, it is

generally known that outsiders like to kmow that
Therefor the fund-raiser will be more effective, and his 9
That 's why we propose that the BRS not be limited to one

more than one Vice-President for the same reason.

they are dealing with someone in a position of authority.
ob will be made easier,if he is a Vice-President
ice-President. Incidentally,banks usually have

Article VII,Section 4. We propose that this section be dropped. It is not relevant. It reads:

Contract with Officers.The Board of Directors may contract with officers for their services, but
in no case snall the term of the contract exceed one year. Compensation for services of officers
shall be set by the Board of Directors.

Agenda.The bylaws {Article IX,
Items for the agenda may be proposeiby any member,

Board of Directors.

Section 1) say,"The agenda for Society meetings shall be prepared by the
and must be submitted to the Chairman
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of the Board of Directors in writing."

We propose that the agenda for the Directars! annual meeting be prepared by the Chairman of the Board;
and that the agenda for the General Meeting (also called the "Members' Meeting" or "Business Meetmg“)
be prepared by the President; and that items for the agendas may be proposed by any member, to the Cha:.rmm
or the President, in writing.

This is a way of dividing the work (of preparing agendas) between the 2 chief officers, and is what in
fact we have been doing for the past several years.

(38e) Expulsion. At present it takes a two-thirds vote of the members voting to expel a member (Article II,Section 3).
We have just seen how cumbersame that is. It required nearly 2 pages of RSN28 to state the case against Sutcliffe,
plus 2 more pages for the ballot; that is, about one-sixth of the entire newsletter was taken up by the matter.

4 pages of other items of interest had to be dropped or postponed.

We propose that the voting on expulsion be done by directors instead of by the entire membership, by a
two=thirds vote of the directors voting.

The directors are the more interested and more active members of the BRS, Their vote can be counted on to
be at least as well-considered, at least as fair, as a vote by the entire membership. It would be handled
by a memo to the directors, and would free a lot of space in the newsletter;it would also save money. For
these reasons, we recammend the change.

(39) Student dues raised, from $5 to $10 a year. We maintained the old $5 rate for a long time, even though it did
not cover costs, because we were (and are) glad to have younger people as members. But recently the number (and
proportion) of student members has increased (which is good) and increased our losses (which is bad). Also our
costs are higher. Hence the higher dues.

FOR SALE

(40) BRS members'! stationery. 80 sheets, 84x11,$3.50 postpaid, while it lasts. It will cost more next time we print.
Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.

(1) . 118-page Denonn catalog, listing the items in Lester's great Russell Library, is available from JOE GORMAN,
1333 Mountain, Claremont, CA 91711.$4.50. $5 for the printed-only-on-one-side, for the"annotatively
bibliomanic". While they last. Postpaid. .

ABOUT OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

(42a) 4th Russell Tribunal. The following report appeared in the newspaper "2i Heures" of Lausanne, Switzerland
on October 27,1

D mamditre

; @E‘hﬂh@ &ﬁ@i a2 B@ﬁeﬁ'dam

A session of the Russell Tribunal — the 4th of that name — will take place in Rotterdam, the Netherlands,
from November 24th to the 30th, on the rights of American Indians.

The first Russell Tribunal (named for the British mathematician and Nobel Prize winner, Bertrand Russell)
met in 1967 to investigate the Vietnam war.

The idea of setting up an international tribunal surfaced in 1977 after the UN Conference on the plight

of the Indians. The jury of 15 prominent international persons will examine charges — made by Indians
from all parts of America —- of genocide, confiscation of territory and natural resources, repression, and
violation of treaties.

Incomindios, an international committee for the defense of American Indians,announced the formation of the
Tribunal at a press conference in Zurich on Wednesday. According to Incomindios, the entire intermational
community should feel responsible for violations of the rights of Indians.



(42b)

(43)

(L4)

(45)

(46)

(L7)
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Although The Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation is not named in the above report, the 4th Russell Tribunal
was set in motion by them, as were the first 3. RSN18-49 reported on the setting up of the previous Tribunal,
the 3rd — in West Germany, in March 1978.

(Thank you, WALTER BAUMGARTNER. Our translation.)

4th Russell Tribunal, continued., The following is from the "Washington Peace Center Newsletter" (January '81):

The Fourth international "Russell Tribunal" held a week long hearing about Indian treaties and human rights
violations,in Rotterdam. The jury, consisting of members of European parliaments, labor union representatives,
and church leaders, is funded by the "Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation" {Bertrand Russell was a famous
philoscpher and Nobel laureate in mathematics), The Tribunal came to the conclusion that the rights of Indians
all over South, Central, and North America are denied. The uranium mining on Indian land by nultinational
corporations in the United States was one of the main issues discussed. On the Navajo and Hopi reservations,
hundreds are suffering from cancer and leukemia because of the radicactive pollution in air and water. The
Indians accuse the US govermment of planning genocide of their people.

(Thank you WHITFIELD COBB. Thank you also for advising the WPCN that BR's Nobel Prize was in literature, not
mathematics. )

Bertrand Rassell Peace Foundation's END Campaign: see (20).

Center for War/Peace Studies seeks members and asks for support in its work,"Applied Research Toward a World

of Peace With Justice'. It is particularly involved in 4 issues: the Law of the Sea,arms control and disarmament,
the Middle East, and United Nations reform.Its sponsors include Elizabeth Mann Borgese,lord Caradon,Stuart Chase,
Norman Cousins, Alva & Gunnar Myrdal, Tax-deductible membership is $20. 218 E. 18th St.,New York,NY 10005.

PERIODICALS RECEIVED

"The Churchman", "A Humanistic Approach to Religion, Ethics, and Education,""An independent journal of

religious humanism...edited in the conviction that religious journalism must provide a platform for the free
exchange of ideas and opinions; that religion is consonant with the most advanced revelations in every
department of knowledge; that we are in a fraternal world community; and that the moral and spiritual
evolution of man is only at the beginning." Henry Steele Commager and Linus Pauling are among its

Associate Trustees, most of whom are ministers. The contents of the November 1980 issue are about as liberal
as a liberal could wish. $6.50 per year.1074 23rd Avenue North, St. Fetersburg, FL 33704.

"Exploring the Bible" Newsletter, a 5-page mimeographed monthly, explores the Bible unsympathetically. $6 a
year, from DISCOVERY, Box 20331, West Valley, UT 84120

"Adelante"(August 1980) is a lé-page Spanish language publication of the anti-Castro Cuban Democratic

Socialist Party(PO Box 350,805, Miami, FL 33135).Its editorial (in English as well as Spanish) urges a vote,
not for Carter or Reagan, but for McReynolds. "He represents the end of Imperialism and Capitalism in America."

LAST MINUTE ITEMS

To attend the Annual Meeting,1981:

Transportation: The easiest way to get to Hamilton is to travel to Toronto, either by train or plane. Buses
go regularly and frequently from the Airport and from the Toronto Bus Depot, about an hour's ride.
Programme: this will consist of films, papers, a Red Hackle Hour, business meeting, and banquet. The papers
will be on a diversity of topics associated with Russell's life and work: Russell and Spinoza (or at least
Russell's practical ethic); Russell's intellectual development before going to Cambridge; etc. Those wishing
to give papers are requested to write to The Bertrand Russell Archives, Mills Memorial Library, McMaster
University, Hamilton, Ont., Canada L8S 416; please provide an abstract and tentative title. The banquet
promises to be a true gala affair at the Russell Archivist's haome.

Costs:total cost of the banquet (including wine) and registration for the meeting is $25. Cost of lodging
and other meals is $39,double, or $49,single. Payment of the $25 is to be sent in advance to the Russell
Archives. Payment of the $39 or $49 should be sent to Conferénce Services, McMaster University, Hamilton,
Cnt..,Canada L8S 4K1 by June 12th at the latest(see next page for 2 mailing coupons.)

On_arrival at Mclaster June 26th,go to the Main Lobby Registration Desk in the Commons Building, to register
and pick up room key. You can then settle into your room, and then go to the Russell Archives for programme
details. (Thank you, CARL SPADONI. Carl is Assistant Archivist.)
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4 MicMaster
University
The Campus
KNG STAET wesr

Alumni Memorial Hall 8 Kenneth Taylor Hail 38
Applied Dynamics Bidg. 33 Lewis Field House 13
Bates Residence 40 Life Sciences Bldg. 39
Biology Greenhouse 30 Matthews Hali 26
Brandon Hail 36 McKay Hall 27
Burke Science Bldg. 11 Milis Memoriat Library 10
Campus Serv. Bldg. 3 Moulton Halt 18
Chester New Hail 23 Nuciear Reactor 15
Commons Bidg. 28 Nuclear Research Bidg. 9
Day Care Centre 41 Tandem Accelerator 32
Divinity Coliega 17 Prelim. Lab Bldg. T13
Edwards Hall 5 President’s Residence 7
John Hodgins Psychology Bldg. 34

Engineering Bldg. 16 Refectory 4
E.T. Clarke Centre 12 Thode Library of Science
Facuity Club 8 and Engineering 42
General Sciences Bldg. 22 Senior Sciences Sidg. 25
Gilmour Hall 20 Togo Salmon Hail 29
Hamilton Hail 2 University Hall 1
Hamilton Teacher's Wallingford Hall 6

College T16 Wentworth House 21
Health Sciences Centre 37 . Whidden Hail 19
ivor Wynne Centre 24 Woodstock Hall 35
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