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MEMBERSHIP RENEWALS

Last call for dues.Bveryone's aues were due on July lst (except new members who enrolled this year.) If your
dues have not been received by September 1lst, you become -- horrible thought &~ a non-person. Please mail your

dues, if you haven't yet done so, to the Membership Committee, RD 1, Box 409, Coopersburg PA 18036, Dues:
regular $20, couple $25, student $10. Plus $7.50 if outside the USA and Canada.

COMING EVENTS

Tenth Interamerican Congress of Philosophy (October 18.23,1981):

THE INTERAMERICAN SOCIETY OF PHILOSOPHY
AND
THE AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCIATION
ANNOUNCE
THE
TENTH INTERAMERICAN CONGRESS OF PHILOSOPHY

Theme: HUMAN RIGHTS

Host Institution: FLORIDA STATE UNIVERSITY

Place: TALLAHASSEE, Capital of Florida

Dates: 18 - 23 OCTOBER 1981

Languages: ENGLISH, PORTUGUESE, SPANISH, FRENCH

The organizing committee welcomes contributions on any philosophical
topic, and will arrange sessions as appropriate for what is submitted.

The committee is inviting work on the topic of human rights, the theme
of the congress, both in the form of individual papers and organized sym-
posia. It especially welcomes contributions on this topic, either in the form
of single papers or ideas for symposia, and suggests the following categories.

THEME: HUMAN RIGHTS

1. PHILOSOPHIC FOUNDATIONS
A. Alternative points of view on rights
B. Origins and development of rights
C. Changing conceptions of rights

2.  HUMAN NATURE OR THE HUMAN CONDITION
A. Needs and rights R
B. Rights and human differences (race, gender, sex,
age, etc.)
C. Health care, research, and rights
D. What are the human rights?

3.  RIGHTS OF INQUIRY AND EXPRESSION:
PHILOSOPHICAL PROBLEMS

Speech, publication, and broadcast

The arts

Religion

Science

Philosophy

moows

4. ETHICS AND RIGHTS

A. Moral and legal problems of human rights

B. UN Declaration of Human Rights (especially
the study led by Klibansky for the
International Institute of Philosophy)

C. The work of the Interamerican Comission
on Human Rights

D. Moral Education

Delaware, Newakr, DE 19711.

S.  SOCIETY AND RIGHTS: PHILOSOPHICAL PROBLEMS
A. Economic issues
B. Political representation
C. Civil rights
D. Social change
E. Political institutions

6. PRACTICE: Disc of ¢ te probl of the limitation,
defense, and extension of human rights from the perspective
of one or more participating countries.

Funds are available for a limited number of participants. In view of
the limitations, we appeal to those wishing to attend to seek local funding
where possible. In order to make the necessary arrangements, the committee
requests that brief abstracts or summaries of proposed work be received
in the congress office by April 30, 1981. While we will consider proposals
received after that date, those received later will have a diminishing prospect
for financial assistance or optimum placement in the program.

Individual contributed papers should be planned for a delivery time of
about twenty minutes, so that ample discussion time will be available. Simi-
lar considerations prevail for symposia. Where desirable, fuller written
versions may be distributed in advance. We are now developing publication
plans, and anticipate that the invited papers and a portion of the contri-
buted papers will be published in the original language and in what trans-
lations may be possible and appropriate, with abstracts in all four languages.

Papers will be accepted without regard to the philosophical point of
view they express, and wherever possible the committee intends to put
works with differing points of view close to each other on the program
in order to maximize the opportunity for fruitful exchanges. In addition,
cognizant of the relevance that fundamental and applied work have for
each other in the area of human rights, the committee will attempt to arrange
for constructive dialog.

A number of other organizations, for example the Society for Iberian
and Latin American Thought, are planning meetings of their own in con-
junction with the Tenth Congress. Further information on this will be
available later.

The Tenth Congress has been designated a regional international meet-
ing by UNESCO. Prospective participants from outside Canada and the
United States will need a passport and a United States visa. Please advise
us if any unusual difficulties arise.

The l6-page pamphlet announcing the Congress, from which the
above is taken is in Portuguese, Spanish and French as well as

English, There are enrollment forms in the 4 languages, For
more information, write Tenth Interamerican Congress of

Philosophy, American Philosophical Association,University of

(See Page 32 for addresses of newslstter and ERS Library)

Thank you, DAVID MAKINSTER.
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Humanist Summit Conference (October 29-30,1981), at College Park Maryland. BOB DAVIS and DON JACKANICZ
will represent the BRS at the Conference. All ERS members are invited. For information, write Bob (2501
Lakeview Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90039).

BRS ati APA (December 28, 1981). For the 8th consecutive year, the ERS will have a session at the annual meeting
— this year in Philadelphia, December 26-30 == of the American Philosophical Association, Eastern Division.
For the program see (11). The date of the BRS session is probably December 28th, but it should be verified.

ANNUAL MEETING '8l

The 8th Annual Meeting of the BRS was held on the agreeable green campus of McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario,
ome of The Dertrand Russell Archives, the weekend of June 26-28, 1981,
Facilities were excellent, thanks to the good work of KEN BLACKWELL, CARL SPADONI, and CHERYL WALKER, of the
Russell Archives. Ken is Archivist, Carl is Assistant Archivist, and Cheryl is Secretary.

28 BRS members attended: KEN BLACKWELL, ANDREW BRINK, BOB CANTERBURY, PETER CRANFCRD, DENNIS DARLAND,BOB DAVIS,

RON EDWARDS, LEE EISIER, PAUL GARWIG, NICK GRIFFIN, ALVIN HOFER, DON JACKANICZ, MARVIN KOHL*, HERB LANSDELL, JOHN
IENZ, BOB LOMBARDI, STEVE MARAGIDES, CALVIN MCCAULAY, MICHAEL PARAYESKI, RAY PLANT, STEVE REINHARDT, CHERIE RUPPE
CARL SPADONI, KATE TAIT, ELEANOR VALENTINE, WILLIM VAIENTINE, HERB & BETTY VOGT. (*rejoined the BRS at the meetigs

11 non.members attended:Joseph Capuana, Catherine Funnell, Paul Gallina, David Harley, Elaine Heller, Joan Link,
Marilyn Mason, Margaret Moran, Richard Rempel, Roland Stromberg, Elizabeth Valentine.

The following officers were reelected for lwyear terms, starting immediately: Peter G. Cranford, Chairman;
Robert K. Davis, President; Harry Ruja, Vice-President; Demnis J. Darland, Treasurer; Donald W. Jackanicz,
Secretary.

(A Bylaw amendment, passed at the meeting, provides that officers elected at an Annual Meeting shall take office
immediately upon election, and shall remain in office until the next election, at the following year's Annual
Meeting. Formerly the term of office coincided with the calendar year.)

There were talks by Ken Blackwell, Bob Davis,Nick Griffin, David Harley, Don Jackanicz, and Bob Lombardi;
a panel discussion, with Ken Blackwell,Andrew Brink, Nick Griffin, and Richard Rempel participating, and Carl
Spadoni moderating; and a showing of 2 "Meeting of Minds" programs in which BR was one of the characters.

All talks were taped and you may borrow the tapes from the BRS Library (address on Page 1, bottom). It is not
true that the tapes are completely unintelligible; you can often make out what pecple are saying.

The gastronomical and social highlight of the weekend was the Saturday night banquet at Ken and Kandriin Blackwell's
splendid, spacious house in the country (about 4 miles from Mc“aster). We will not attempt to describe the many
superb platters that were set out before us, all made by K. B. (plus excellent brown bread baked by the cther

— or archiving -—- K.B.) that set a standard for future banquets that we don't expect to see equalled.

Banquetwise, it will be all downhill from now on.

¥* * * 3* #* #* * * ¥* 3*

Here. are summaries of 2 of the talks:

Ken Blackwell's "How Russell Planned to Achieve Compossibility":

Bertrand Russell had certain difficulties in his personal life: the familial loneliness into which he was
plunged as an orphan, the consequent lack of union with others (be they groups or individuals), and the lack
of peace caused by the restless torment of his particular set of passions. Russell sought love because through
love he felt the hard shell of his ego dissolve and experienced the mingling of personalities. He sought even
sexual love for this reason, as is evidenced by the coinciding of his early ascetitism of both the emotions
and the body and later expansiveness of the emotions and welcoming of sexual love. In the realm of thought,
Russall is well known for his insistence on certain standards of belief. Allowing yourself to believe without
good evidence is to yield to paltry personal desires to which a largeness of vision would never succumb. And
just as he wished to escape from the prison of purely personal desires, he wished man to escape from the
anthropocentric viewpoint, the perspective that judges all in terms of man's desires. When, however,it became
a question of man's existence being threatened by man himself, Russell's ability to think of the human race
without distinctions, supported by an expansive generosity, led him into strife in his old age, to do battle
not with other men but with age-old hostile forces in man himself. In private life he was a generous man whose
impersonal intellect was tempered by caring for the persons involved in the issue at hand. The record of his
life shows him (as he puts it in his advice on growing old) making his "interests gradually wider and more
impersonal, until bit by bit the walls of the ego recede and fhig] 1ife becomes increasingly merged in the
universal life."

The foregoing description uses language associated with what I identify as the Spinozistic ethic by which
Russell lived and which underlies his norfnative writings.

[:Following this opening paragraph, I examined some of Russell's writings — especially The Conquest of Happiness —
for the concept of self Spinoza bequesthed him and which is at the foundation of his ethic to promote generoisity
and rationalityJ
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Nick Griffin's "First Efforts":

The title of this talk is taken from the third chapter of My Philosophical Development and concerns Russell's
intellectual develomment before he went to Cambridge in 1890, Uiven Russell's puritanical upbringing from his
grandmother, his early thinking on religious subjects is traced through his secret journal,"The Greek Exercises".
Russell!'s fascination with mathematics and his failed attempts to understand it are also analyzed. The talk
concludes with the loss of Russell's religious beliefs upon reading Mill's Autobiography. The talk to the ERS
was an abbreviated presentation of the first chapter of a book that I'm writing with Carl Spadoni entitled
Russell'!s Idealist Apprenticeship.

#* * #* #* #* * #* +* #* *

For mach more on the '81 Meeting, skip to Don Jackanics's reports, Pages 31-33., Other talks in later issues.

REPORTS FROM OFFICERS

Chairman Peter G. Cranford reports:

A chief action of the Board of Directors was to initiate a revision of one of the Bylaws. The need for this
was presented by Alvin Hofer because of differences of opinion as to how ethical violations were to be handled.
He presented detailed procedures, and will present the results of further study. Others serving on the revision
committee are Cherie Ruppe, Ray Plant, and the Board Chairman.

Tt was also decided that payment to the Russell Archives for "Russell” would be made at the time of publicatim
rather than in advance.

It was.suggested that we have a symposium on compossibility. This could serve as a pilot for an international
discussion at a later date. Steve Allen and Dick Cavett have been approached,to include an examination of
compossibility on their respective TV shows.

I have been in commumication with Dr. Paul G. XKuntz, Professor of Fhilosophy, at Emory University, who has been
in touch with Kenneth Rlackwell concerning a philosophical workshop to be held an the Atlanta campus. Emory now
rivals Harvard in the amount of endowments.

The Meeting held at McMaster this year was well organized, stimulating and socially enjoyable. It lived up fully
to the high standard that has been set by recent Meetings. The intellectual calibre of those who participate
is impressive.

President Robert K. Davis reports:

I have been working on a number of projects in addition to the McMaster Meeting and doing research. In May Den
Wray, Jacqueline Berthon-Payon and I, with my sister as photographer, presented the BRS Award to Steve Allen
at his offices in los Angeles. We had an interesting half-hour with Allen, who seems to be well versed in
Russell's religious ideas. I sent Andrei Sakharov a brief telegram, at the request of the Sakharov Defense
Committee, on the occasion of his 60th birthday (see 20c).

As noted earlier, I have been working on having the 1982 Anmual Meeting in England. I received some encouragement
last fall; some members said they would try to attend. Recently several more have made it clear that they intend
to go, and several European members have responded enthusiastically. I have been working with Peter Cadogan, of
the South Place Ethical Society — he ran the ER Memorial campaign — and he put me in touch with the Wilberforce
Council for Human Rights. We are discussing a joint meeting at Oxford, with the theme "Persecution Without
Prison® =~ an area of human rights., It has to do with people punished administratively — exile is an example —
rather than by imprisomment. Much has to be decided and nothing is certain yet, but I do have high hopes that
this Meeting can be arranged. Members with estions or observations should please forward them to me

(2501 Lakeview Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90039,

A statement by Andrei Sakharov, not widely distributed in North America, put out by the Wilberforce Council,
is being distributed with this newsletter. We can feel pleased that they are interested in working with us.

The BRS has been invited, by the American Humanist Association, to attend a "Humanist Summit Conference"”

in College Park, MD, October 30-31. (Cf. L. The AHA letter of of 5/28/8l says the dates are Oct. 29~30.

If you plan to attend, better check with Beb as to the correct dates.) I have indicated that I plan to attend,
if personal finances permit; Don Jackanicg has also indicated interest in attending. The Summit Conference
will serve as a coordinating committes and idea generatoramong the groups attending, especially important in
these days of Moral Majority nonsense.

Finally, I have been working on finding a home for Lester Denonn's Russell Library. I attended a seminar on

fund-raising last winter, which helped clarify the problem. I have found a potential home for the collection.
The prestigious private Huntington Library in San Marino, California (in the L.A. region) has indicated that
it is "enthusiatic over the prospect! of getting the Denonn collection, and that "there is a large and inter-
esting body of material in the collection which should be most useful to scholars studying Russell and other
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philosophers of his time." Of course, the money is still to be raised; but having (1) learned the proper way
to handle this project, and (2) found a very good potential home, I can at last report some real progress in
this matter.

9) Treasurer Dennis J. Darland reports:
For the quarter ending 6/30/81:

Balance on hand (3/31/81)ceeececesssccrsecasssrsasccsnsscsasacoscsssassssscessasseseseelldfsT5

Income: 5 NEW MEAMDEI'S.scocsscesssrossssscessesocssssscssssssssscsssesdD0,00
50 IreneWBlBecscesscsosacrsncsasscsasscsnscosvesvoessnsesssesd60,00
Total dueBececesecevocescnsases 1020.00
Contributions.sceeecscceecassssncssssssnsscncsssasccnsasasscb07.50

Sale of RSN, bOOkS,etCessssccrracersensonscscsssavecccosossslbO,

Total INComME.cescecscscoesceesel87, +l;_8_z=_8_2
2922.58

Expenditures: Information & Membership CommitteesS...cceceescescsssc1215.79
Bertrand ssell Memorial (Imdon)...n.n.-......-...-50.00*

Incorporﬂtion fee.......-..............-............-...5.00

BRS Library.cesccscescscocsesccsssscosssacssocsssencsschB3l

BRS Award to Steve AlleNiccsceocsvccsccscrccssncsssocesesd8.29

Telegram to Andrei Sakharovie.scecececcsocecccsscsesesselie05

1981 Anmml Ming.I.OO'...‘...O'Q..'.CO.‘O'.....'.'..m.68

Bank charges............................-................. 0

Total Spent...ccecevecsaccscss 15%.55 -1526.65

Balance on hand (6/30/81)0...cooo..uo-o'oo.o.'.00....000.'00o0.0n.0.0.0.C.Qo.‘co..t.l!.la95.93

%covered by contributions

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

(10) Science Conmittee (Alex Dely, Chairman):

(1) Dissident scientistreport: as a member of the American Physical Society's Committee on Internmational
Scientific Affairs,I helped write a "Human Rights Kit: Suggestions for Activities in Support of Oppressed
Physicists" (available free from American Institute of Physics, 335 E. 45th St., New York,NY 10017). It gives
case reports of scientists illegally imprisoned in Eastern Europe and South “merica for unpopular political
beliefs, and sample letters to U.S, and foreign officials. Though most ERS members are not physicists or
scientists, these actions can be taken by any citizen, I encourage BRS members to write letters of support
for these courageous people; the investment in time is amall, the emctional stisfaction large. Contact me

if interested. (Physics Dept.,University of Arizona, Tucson 85721.)

(2) Thanks to Kate Tait,who volunteered her services as an asbstractor to the Canadian Journal of Peace
Research Abstracts, I enjoy this work very much, and find many ingenious ideas on how to stop nuclear proliferation
and start educating for a political system in which conflicts can be resolved through reason rather than

military might.

(3) The landbased MX missile system is getting increased criticism from many who have studied the social
political, envirommental and economic costs of "man's largest project. The decision on the basing mode (hnd
or sea) will probably be made in July or August. I'm helping organize several workshops and a large conference-
debate in FPhoenix. We are hoping the land-based system can be defeated, as it is militarily inferior to sea-
based missile systems.

(4) I have become the State Toxic Substances Coordinator for the coalition of several environmental and

consumer groups, In June and July, severe ground water pollution was found in Tucson, due to TCE (trichloroethylene).
This carcinogen is estimated (at the levels detected) to cause 1 excess cancer per 10,000 people. As Tucson

gets all its drinking water from ground water,and the population is 500,000, the health hazard is obvious.

Equally disturbing, the EPA's Enforcement Division is being eliminated, and OSHA is being weakened. The states

will now have to take over the task, and Arizona lacks trained personnel, money and other support. I am helding
workshops, outlining alternatives and possibilities of political action., Several thousand wells have been

closed across the country due to TCE alone. I suggest thatERS members look into the situation in their own
commmnities. You may be unpleasantly surprised,but may still have time to correct the problem. I have plenty

of information on how to start a toxic substances campaign. If interested, please contact me.

Anyone interested in working with me, or getting more information, on any of the above, please write to me.
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PHILOSOPHERS' CORMER
THE PROGRAM OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
with
THE EASTERN DIVISION OF THE AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL ASSOCIATION

Place: Sheraton-Philadelphia and Franklin Plaza Hotels, Philadelphia
Time: December 27, 1981 to December 30, 1981

(Probably the morning of the 28th at 10 a.m, Consult the

program issue of the APA Proceedings for confirmation.)
Do Relations malte any Particular difference?
Chris Swoyer, University of Oklahoma
Commentator: Roger Simorids, American University
Russell on the Relations of Universals and Particulars
Larry Blackman, SUNY, Ceneseo
Commentator: David Rodier, American University
Chairman: Justin Leiber, University of Houston
Abstracts of the papers to be presented may be gotten in advance
of the meeting by writing Edwin Hopkins, 6165 64th Ave. #3,
Riverdale, Md. 20840,

This Program is presented by the BRS Philosophers! Committee

Edwin Hopkins, “hairman
BR INTERVIEWED
The Playboy Interview. G. B, Golson, ed.(New York:Playboy Press,1981). Interviewer:Norman MacKenzie., March 1963

In mid-Camelot, even Kennedy “liberals” did not question the need for
a strong military. The New Left had not yet formed, Catch-22 was still
a cult book, and pacifism was something odd and just a bit unsavory.
Which seemed to be good enough reasons for Fisher to assign journal-
ist Norman MacKenzie to interview Lord Bertrand Russell, the re-
nowned mathematician, philosopher, and pacifist.

It was supposed to be a “theme” interview: Lord Russell’s passionate
call for disarmament and his castigation of both superpowers would
certainly provide enough substance for an extended conversation,
Fisher thought. But as it turned out, Lord Russell had some uncon-
ventional views on other matters, too, calling for a new outlook on
sexuality, for a revamping of sexual education, for a new and open
morality—topics congenial to pLAYBOY, but not often articulated by
such a respectable spokesman. it was Fisher's—and PLAYBOY's—first
real coup.

¥f the long and stormy life of Bertrand Arthur Russell can be said to possess
any unifying thread, it is an enduring attitude of passionate skepticism,
a lifelong refusal to accept anv truth as immutable, any law as infallible or

any faith as sacred. During the nine decades of his dedication to dissent, the

erudite Earl Russell, a member of the House of Lords, has been awarded

the Nobel Prize for literature in recognition of his pioneering research in

mathematical philosophy and symbolic logic, and honored with Britain's

distinguished Order of Merit for service to his country. But he has also

been reviled as an enemy of religion and the flag; jailed for his ringleadership
of . passively nonviolent demonstrations against nuclear armament; and
variously extolled and execrated for his contentious convictions on free love,
women's suffrage, sex education, pacifism and preventive war.

As the London Times wrote last May on the occasion of Lord Russell's
90th birthday, “for every one who grasps even the outline of his contribution
to mathematical logic, 10,000 wear the little button that he wears.” The
button is the badge of the Campaign for Nuclear Disar t, a militantly
antimilitary movement of which he is the combative champion. As spiritual
leader of the famed Committee of 100, a ban-the-bomb group that com-
mands widespread popular support in Britain, he has also earned interna-
tional eminence—and a brief prison term for civil disobedience—as the
most articulate agitator for the controversial cause of unilateral disarma-
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ment.

In October 1961—after a decade of mounting personal outcry against
the unabating arms race—Russell warned his uneasy listeners at a ban-the-
bomb rally in London’s Trafalgar Square that they would be lucky if any of
them were alive in a year’s time. That year has passed, and nuclear holocaust
has not yet overtaken us. We began our interview by reminding Lord
Russell of this prophetic miscalculation.

PLAYBOY: Inasmuch as the world has successfully survived the year since
your Trafalgar Square address, Lord Russell, would you care to revise your
estimate of the likelihood of an atomic war?

RUSSELL: I said at Trafalgar Square that we would need luck as things were,
and we have been extremely lucky so far. But I don’t see any reason to be
optimistic. I still feel that the human race may: well become extinct before
the end of the present century. Speaking as a mathematician, I should say
that the odds are about three to one against survival. The risk of war by
accident—an unintended war triggered by an explosive situation such as
that in Cuba—remains and indeed grows greater all the time. For every day
we continue to live, remain able to act, we must be profoundly grateful.
PLAYBOY: In a scathing reference to President Kennedy, Premier Khru-
shchev and Prime Minister Macmillan, you said in 1961 that “they are the
wickedest people who have ever lived in the history of man, and it is our
duty to do what we can against them.” Did you actually mean to say that
Kennedy, Khrushchev and Macmillan are the worst of a gallery of villains
which includes Hitler and Attila?

RUSSELL: That was an arithmetical statement. Just as it is a wicked thing
for one man to murder another, it is 10 times as wicked to murder 10
others, and 1,000,000 times more wicked to be responsible for_ the death
of 1,000,000 men. No man in history has ever had the chance to murder
on such a scale. In the past there have been long and bitter wars that
caused appalling destruction, but at the end there were still people who
could build again. Today we face the prospect of total obliteration in
a single day. If mankind is to survive at all, intelligent people must learn
to'think and act in a less provocative manner than in former times.
PLAYBOY: Did not the avoidance of nuclear war over Cuba last October
reassure you about the prudence and restraint of both Kennedy and
Khrushchev?

RUSSELL: There are signs that the politicians are beginning to realize the
implications of the power they wield. But they have not fully assimilated
them. So much seems to depend on very personal factors with politicians—
even on what they have had for breakfast and whether they have indigestion
when they have to make some important decision. What I am saying is
this: When two great powers disagree about anything—it doesn’t matter
what—they must find a way to settle it somehow by arbitration or by ne-
gotiation, not by war or threat of war. We know only too well that if you
threaten someone with war and he doesn’t give way, then you may find
yourself committed either to war or to backing down—and that choice has
almost always been resolved by war. The Berlin crisis is a case in point.
Here the Russians have been somewhat aggressive; they are trying to secure
a change in the status of West Berlin by what amounts to threats of war.
In the case of the Cuban crisis, on the other hand, Khrushchev has shown
himself to be less belligerent than Kennedy, and in effect, at a crucial
moment last October, was responsible for avoiding a war of nuclear devasta-
tion. Full credit must be given to him for this. He acted with great restraint
in a crisis of the first magnitude. I hope it may presage similar responses
should the Berlin question reach a comparable peak of crisis. The essential
thing to understand is that no conceivable solution to any problem is worse
than a nuclear war. It is necessary to realize before it is too late that any
act—whatever its motive or rationzle—is to be considered wicked if the
consequence is an atomic holocaust.

PLAYBOY: What do you believe was the effect of your own personal inter-
vention with Khrushchev—via your much publicized cable appealing for
Russian prudence in responding to the American blockade of Cuba?
RUSSELL: He carried out the promise he made in the letter replying to my
cable—the promise to do nothing rash that would risk conflict. Within
hours of my communication, 12 Soviet ships had turned back from their
Cuban destination and Khrushchev had stopped-further shipment. This left
Cuba illegally blockaded in violation of international law. I believe that if a
blockade is defensible when applied to Cuba, then the precedent can be
applied also to Berlin and even to Britain, which is an advanced American
nuclear base. America should remember the War of 1812 when the United
States would not tolerate a British blockade. This is the very heart of what
I have been saying for years: If nuclear bases are intolerable in Cuba,
then they are intolerable anywhere in the world. Nuclear bases threaten the
survival of mankind and the Cuban crisis has shown us how very close we
are to annihilation.

August 1981

PI';]??YBOY: Do you think the Russian position on Berlin may bring us closer
still?

RUSSELL: I can’t tell. There are all these different possibilities. There is
intended war, resorted to when one side really thinks it can win. That is the
least likely cause in this case. Then there is escalation—a little war growing
into a big one. There is also threat and counter-threat, where each side~
hopes the other will give way—a course inevitably bringing such dangerous
factors as prestige and natiopal pride into play. But what is most likely in
Berlin or elsewhere is simply war by misinterpretation. You may get a
meteor or something like that showing up on a radar screen, and someone
will press the button. There is no time to consider. It could so easily happen,
in a day, in a moment . . .

PLAYBOY: Can you make any estimate of the destructive consequences of
such a disastrous “misinterpretation”?

RUSSELL: This is a question for experts, though all experts are biased. For
an uninformed person such as me, it is very difficult to make any precise
forecast. But I could give you a minimum estimate. 1 believe you must
generally estimate that, at the very least, the price of nuclear war would be
that half the population of both America and Russia, plus the whole of the
population of Western Europe and Britain, would be wiped out.

Fear is very much a part of the incentive for armaments. If the fear
were removed, each side would be more reasonable. I think that if the
West were to voluntarily divest itself of nuclear weapons as a token of its
peaceful intentions—this would greatly impress the Russians. They would
then feel that they had nothing to fear and that they could enormously
reduce their own expenditure on armaments. They would spend their
money on consumer goods instead.

PLAYBOY: Does your disarmament plan involve also the abandonment of
conventional weapons?

RUSSELL: We should not interfere with conventional weapons unless there is
general nuclear disarmament. We would then discard all but a very small
number of conventional weapons.

PLAYBOY: It has been said by some political observers that this eventuality
will remain entirely academic as long as the U.S. continues to insist on in-
spection without disarmament, and the U.S.S.R. on disarmament without
inspection. Would you agree or disagree with this appraisal?

RUSSELL: It does rather look that way. One side says that America is to
blame for the stalemate and the other says Russia is responsible. You get the
same sort of explanation in both countries. That, roughly speaking, has been
the excuse for not reaching agreement. But I think the true explanation lies
deeper than that. Neither side wants agreement, and they have to have
something plausible to disagree about. You must realize that in both
countries there are political and military factions—lobbies, if you like—
which exert powerful pressure for extremist policies. On both sides they
consist of people with interests in armaments and all the apparatus of
preparation for war. There are military commanders in power on both
sides, and their vested interest is in exercising that power. In fact, military
people carry much more weight in the making of policy than does public
opinion.

PLAYBOY: Would you say, then, considering this climate of opinion within
as well as between Russia and America, that there is any realistic hope of
drafting a global disarmament plan which would be acceptable to both
sides?

RUSSELL: No, not at present. There is no possibility of attaining or sustain-
ing general disarmament until East-West tension has lessened.

PLAYBOY: In 1957 you wrote in The New Statesman, the liberal British
journal, an appeal to Premier Khrushchev and then-President Eisenhower
for just such a lessening of world tension, to which both the Russian leader
and John Foster Dulles responded with public reassurances. Six years have
elapsed since then without a noticeable decline in global strife and division.
At this critical moment in the cold war, would you care to make another
such appeal—perhaps suggesting specific ways in which relations can be
improved—to Khrushchev and President Kennedy?

RUSSELL: If I were to make another such appeal, I would have to begin by
repeating what I said in 1957. I should say simply to both men: “You seem
anxious to destroy the world, to create vast misery and total destruction.
All this preparation for war is childish—and suicidal. If you could only
begin to tolerate each other, you would be perfectly happy.” I would go
on to suggest that the overridingly urgent necessity is to come to an agree-
ment; this is far more important than the precise form the agreement takes.
Last summer I sent a message to Moscow in which I expressed the wish that
in all negotiations between East and West, the negotiator for the Commu-~
nists should begin by saying that the universal victory of capitalism would
be less disastrous than nuclear war. At the same time, the Western spokes-
man should start by admitting that the universal victory of communism
would be preferable to the destruction of mankind. In a speech last July,
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Khrushchev singled out this suggestion and said that he entirely agreed. I
was rather pleased. I wauld suggest further that the likelihood of war could
be lessened immeasurably if both sides would place a great deal more
emphasis on the ghastly destructiveness of war. At present the major organs
of publicity in both East and West are inclined to make the public believe

that nuclear war wouldn’t really be so terrible after all. That is why I am

opposed to Civil Defense preparations. They are diabolical inventions calcu-

lated to tell lies and to deceive. Everyone who knows anything knows that.

People may think themselves safe in their deep shelters—but they will roast.
Governments must be made to give up the habit of lying in order to persuade
people to die quietly. Thirdly, I would strongly recommend an agreement
on both sides not to teach that the other side is wicked. For Americans,
communism is the Devil; for the Russians, capitalism is the Devil. The truth
is that neither is wickeder than the other. They are both wicked.

PLAYBOY: Do you see no difference between the moral positions of America
and Russia?

RUSSELL: No. They both have abominable systems. I am inclined to prefer
the American system, but only because it is more allied with what I am
used to. If I had been born a Russian, probably I should prefer the Russian
system.

PLAYBOY: Have your views changed since you returned from a trip to
Russia in 1920 to write one of the earliest and sharpest criticisms of the
Soviet regime?

RUSSELL: I still take exactly the same view. Up to the time of Stalin’s
death, it was really quite horrible. Since then, I think, things have not been
quite so bad—though I still don’t care for the Soviet system at all. T just
don’t happen to like the American system either. The Americans tell you
they stand for freedom: What they mean is that you must be quite willing
to perish in order to be free in hell. In Russia they punish you if you
espouse capitalism; in America they punish you if you espouse communism.

What is the difference? But it is not worthwhile for us to go into the ques-
tion of whether Russia or America has the better system. There are merits
and demerits on both sides. The only important matter is to find some
way of compromise between them which will avoid war. At present each

has an entirely melodramatic conception of the other, and I think that
the Russian Government in particular encourages this view by not allowing
Russian tourists to visit other countries except in small organized groups.

The same applies to Western visitors in Russia. This is a great pity. But

there also seems to be some kind of fear in the West that if you get to know

Communists, you will begin to admire them and finally be won over by
them. Not a bit of it. There is simply no other way to achieve on each side

an understanding of the real nature of the other.

PLAYBOY: Do you consider it possible to strive for these same aims without

waiting a century—by relying on the UN?

RUSSELL: It can’t be done through the UN ag it is now, because the UN

does not embrace China. Its exclusion is a colossal stupidity. The veto

also is an absurdity. Some nations, moreover, are very much more powerful

and populous than others, and you cannot invest a little nation with the

same weight as a big nation. What you will have to do is divide the world

into regions. You might, for example, have North America as one group,

Europe as another, Russia as a third, China as a fourth, and so on. You

would have to work it out with a view to making it more or less equally

balanced in population. And the various regions ought to be so constituted
that their internal relations would be foremost in importance and their
relations to the outer world secondary in importance. I would leave each
region complete autonomy for its own affairs. The world government would
become involved only when there were contests or disputes with other
regions. We shall not long survive without some such system.

PLAYBOY: On a personal level, why have you chosen to adopt a policy of
civil disobedience as a means of promoting the cause of peace?

RUSSELL: Purely to get attention. All the major organs of publicity are
against us. It was extremely difficult to get any attention at all until we
resorted to it. I have no views in principle either for or against civil dis-
obedience. It has always been practiced at different times and places. With
me it is purely a practical question of whether to do it or not, a method of
propaganda.

PLAYBOY: Do you feel that the authorities have the moral right to prosecute
and imprison those involved in such nonviolent demonstrations for peace—
as they have done to you?

RUSSELL: I have no right to complain about being punished for breaking
the law. I complain only if I am not permitted to break it. I recognize
that if you go outside the law you cannot complain if it is made a little
awkward for you, but it ought to be possible to do so. If I suddenly took
it into my head that 1 wanted to assassinate the Queen, then I should
expect to be punished. You de that sort of thing with full foreknowledge
of the consequences.
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PLAYBOY: You were recently threatened with expulsion from the Labor
Party for urging Western representatives to attend a Moscow “peace” con-
ference and state their views. Aren’t such occasions always turned to their
own advantage by the Communists?

RUSSELL: On the contrary. Members of the Committee of 100 went to
Moscow last summer and presented their point of view very eﬁectivelly
indeed. They got publicity both inside and outside of Russia. Many Ameri-
cans have asked me why I don't preach my ideas to the Russians as well
as to the West, and the answer is that I do. Certainly the Russians disagree
with much of what I say, but I have found it just as easy—or as difficult—
to get publicity for my views in the Soviet press as in the English press.
The question I wondered about was whether they had bowdlerized what I
said. I have taken the trouble to get translations of what they printed and
found that they have been completely faithful. They have not altered a
scrap.

PLAYBOY: In addition to disseminating your views personally on both
sides of the Iron Curtain, you were the initiator of a series of peace con-
ferences, of which the first was held in Pugwash, Nova Scotia, between
groups of scientists from East and West. What positive results do you feel
have emerged from these symposia?

RUSSELL: They have made a contribution toward informed opinion. For
one thing, as a result, the test-ban negotiations came very much closer to
success than they would otherwise have done. But the Pugwash meetings
have not accomplished as much as one might have hoped. There was a lack
of effective publicity. The public won’t listen to informed opinion. They
want uninformed opinion.

PLAYBOY: In 1916, you were fined £ 100 by the Lord Mayor of London
for circulating a pacifist leaflet which the law deemed “likely to prejudice
the recruiting and discipline of His Majesty’s Forces.” Your intention,
you said then, “was to procure, if possible, a change in the law, or failing
that, to secure a change in administration.” Does the same intention moti-
vate your current antiwar activities?

RUSSELL: Yes. Then, of course, I was defending the rights of conscientious
objectors in World War 1. I do not wholly share their views, but 1 felt, and
still feel, that one should respect their convictions. They believe what I
do not believe: that it is wicked to take part in any war, however righteous
the cause. I supported the war against Hitler, and have become a pacifist
today largely because of the destructiveness of nuclear warfare.

PLAYBOY: Even if a nuclear conflict is avoided, either through disarmament
or a continuing balance of power, Khrushchev has made it clear that future
“peaceful co-existence” will entail a continuing nonviolent struggie on the
ideological front and an intensified campaign of economic competition
which he predicts will eventually “bury” us. What posture do you feel
the West should adopt in combating this threat?

RUSSELL: Neither of these conflicting interests will be arbitrated equitably
and amicably until we have a truly representative and authoritative world
government. In the absence of one, it will be a tug-of-war, a question of
who is stronger. A continued program of economic and educational aid
to underdeveloped countries, meanwhile, would be a significant means
of strengthening the Western position. It would be better, of course, if
such aid were given cooperatively by both sides, but I don’t think that
this is practical politics at the moment. In either case, it should be given
not on cold war grounds, but simply because these people need help.
PLAYBOY: Do you share the apprehension of leading sociologists and
economists concerning the implications of unchecked population growth in
such overcrowded and underproductive areas as Africa, China, India and
parts of Latin America?

RUSSELL: The population problem has, in my opinion, been rather exag-
gerated. It can be solved by adequate birth control, and I don’t think that
Catholic objections will prevent the increasingly widespread use and ac-
ceptance of contraceptives. After all, Roman Catholics represent only a
small segment of the world’s population. India and China are the really
big problem areas, and both are inclined to favor birth control.

PLAYBOY: Do you agree with many historians and social scientist.s who
foresee that the next century will witness “an inexorable economlc.z!nd
social evolution,” as one commentator has expressed i, “from the tradition
of individual enterprise to the psychology of mass man”? ) -

RUSSELL: Societies comprised of small farmers, merchants and a.ttls@S wnll
soon be anachronistic. Almost everybody is already part of something big.
If we are to preserve individual liberty in this new world of huge firms
and institutions, we must begin thinking in different terms from th.e tenets
of classical liberalism. We will be able to deal with the “curse of bigness,”
as Justice Brandeis called it, only by democratizing industry. I would like,
for example, to see rules providing for the popular election of direcfto.rs gnd
managers in each industry. The important thing is to ensure the limitation
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and equitable division of power. At present economic power is too much
concentrated in the hands of a few big men who control the lives of others
to an undesirable degree. The Russians—in fact, socialists of all coun-
tries—make the cardinal error of believing that if you have a democratic
state running industry, then it automatically follows that the industries
themselves will be democratic. But to put state officials in place of capitalist
officials changes nothing; they are still men, still wielding the same power.
Unless state officials are made responsible to all us underlings, nothing will
ever be achieved by nationalization.

PLAYBOY: So far we have been talking mainly of the issues which have
preoccupied you during the last half-dozen years. But your life’s work
has encompassed a multitude of causes. Which of them has mattered most
to you?

RUZSEI.L: Though they have mattered differently at different times, the ques-
tion of international peace certainly transcends any I have ever been con-
cerned with or any issue that previously excited me. But I have derived
great satisfaction from many of my interests—matters of the mind more
than anything else. Mathematical logic has been the source of perhaps my
deepest intellectual gratification. It has given me very great pleasure to
feel, in an important field of human knowledge, that I may have made
some lasting contribution to man’s understanding of things which were once
beyond his grasp, but which can now be comprehended and manipulated.
I am also pleased with the aftermath of my campaign for women’s suffrage
and my efforts to secure a more enlightened sexual morality and behavior.
They have gone almost as well as I would have liked them to go. When I
was young, one talked to a woman in a different language than when talking
to a man. There was a cultivated unreality in intercourse between men
and women which I thought was very bad indeed. Today things are utterly
different. Young people don’t realize how much change there has been.
But we still need much more freedom and frankness in sexual instruction.
Another matter to which I have always attached great importance in educa-
tion is that schools ought not to teach nationalism. Every school, with
hardly any exception, has as one of its objects the deception of children.
They teach them patriotism, to salute the flag. But the flag is a murder
symbol, and the state is a pirate ship, a gang of murderers come together.
When they salute the flag, they salute the symbol of bloody murder. All
this is perfectly clear, valid psychology.

PLAYBOY: On the occasion of your 90th birthday, Lord Russell, you said,
“In old age, one becomes aware of what has, and of what has nor been
achieved.” Did you mean this observation to apply to the fruits of your
own efforts in behalf of the various causes you've espoused?

This bears repsating:
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RUSSELL: Let me reply this way. Contrary to the customary pattern, I have
gradually become more and more of a rebel as I have grown older. Since
boyhood, my life has been devoted to two different objectives which for
a long time remained separate. It’s only in comparatively recent years that
they have come together. One has been to discover whether anything could
actually be known; this was a matter of philosophical inquiry. The other has
been to do whatever I could to help create a happier world. T cannot claim
that what I have written, said and done about social and political problems
has had any great importance. It is easy to have an immense effect if you
dogmatically preach a precise gospel such as communism. But I do not
believe that mankind ngeds anything dogmatic. I think it essential to teach
2 certain hesitancy about dogma. Whatever you believe, you must have
reservations. You must envisage the possibility that you may be wrong.
I want to see individuals retain the kind of personal flexibility and initiative
that they ought to have. This means that they cannot and must not be
forced ino a rigid mold. In my lifetime, freedom—which once seemed to
be gaining ground—has come to be regarded as weakness. When 1 was
young, I thought the battle for tolerance had been won. But more recently
we have reverted back to the intolerance of the great religious wars. And
when I was young, I set out with the belief that love—free and courageous
love—could conquer the world. I perhaps thought that the road to a
free and happy world would be shorter than it has turned out to be.
PLAYBOY: Do you feel now that this dream of a free and happy world was
perhaps little more than the kind of utopian vision which has always in-
spired man in youth—and so often disenchanted him in maturity?
RUSSELL: It is something more. There is not anything to stop it from coming
to pass except our own silliness—a silliness forced upon us by an education
which teaches us that our country is vastly better than any other, and that
in all respects it is always in the right. It would not be difficult to build a
peaceful world if people really wanted it. It is certainly worthwhile to live
and act and do what one can to bring it about. I haven’t changed my earlier
views in that respect. I still believe exactly what I said when I was 80, when
people were asking me much the same question. I have lived in the pursuit
of a vision, both personal and social: personal, to care for what is noble,
for what is beautiful, for what is gentle, to allow moments of insight to im-
part wisdom in mundane times; social, to envision in imagination an at-
tainable society in which the individual can grow freely, in which hate and
greed and envy will die because there is nothing to nourish them. These
things I still believe. So you can see that the world, for all its horrors, has
left me unshaken.

",..in all negotiations between Lgst and West » the negotiator for the Communists should begix} by saying that
the universal victory of capitalism would be less disastrous than nuclear war, At the same time, the Western
spokesman should start by admitting that the universal victory of Communism would be preferable to the
destruction of mankind,*"

BR QUOTED

Bertrand Russell once sardonically
remarked that he could find very littk
evidence that man is a rational animal
The latest spate of correspondence fron
the anti-gun control people certainl
justifies Lord Russell’s pessimism. A:
nearly as I can decipher their argu-
ments, they are saying that after a
victim is dead or wounded, law enforce-
ment and justice should be vigorous and
swift. My grandmother would have
catled it ““locking the barn door after the
horse was stolen.”

Richard Ash

(13) St. louis Post-Dispatch, Letter to the Editor:

(Thank you, STEVE MARAGIDES)
Mexico, Mo.

(14) Forbes (5/11/81, p. 348):

1A gense of duty is useful in work but offensive in personal relations," Bertrand Russell

(Thank you, WHITFIELD COBB)
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BR MEMORIAL

(15) Russell Memorial (London) - not quite paid for.This from London, from Peter Cadogan, who handled the fund-raising:

The present position is that we owe the sculpter her last 200 pounds and have about 50 pounds in the bank.

It would be nice if we were to raise a little more. Dora and John Russell gave very generously to the fund

(they were the biggest donors) and then finally put up an extra 400 pounds to make sure we paid our way -

so that, since this was in theory a loan, any surplus we have will be paid back to Dora. The help we have

received from The Bertrand Russell Society in the US has been most rewarding both financially and psychologically.

RUSSELL ON X

(16) "Russell on Evolution", quotations selected by FRED ALLENDORF, who last month attended a special workshop in
teaching evolution at the college level — he teaches sevolution to bioclogy majors at the University of Montana —-
at the Annual Meeting of the Society for the Study of Evolution, in Iowa City.

On the origin of life:
" It may seem odd that life should evolve by accident, but in such a large universe accidents will happen. (1)

It is probable that all forms of life have evolved from unicellular organisms. How these were first formed
we do not know, but their origin is no more mysterious than that of helium atoms. (2)

On Darwin:
The doctrine that all men are born equal, and that the differences between adults are due wholly to education,
was incompatible with his emphasis on congenital differences between members of the same species. (3)

On a design:
Is there not something a trifle absurd in the spectacle of human beings holding a mirror before themselves,

and thinking what they behold so excellent as to prove that a Cosmic Purpose must have been aiming at it all
along? (4)

If I were granted amnipotence, and millions of years to experiment in, I should not think Man much to boast
of as the final result of all my efforts. (5)

Man, as a curious accident in a backwater, is intelligible: his mixture of virtues and vices is such as might
be expected to result from a fortuitous origin. (6)

On evolution as progress:
The same laws which produce growth also produce decay. (7)
And if the changes on the earth's surface during the last million years appear to our present ethical notions
to be in the nature of progress, that gives no ground for believing that progress is a general law of the universe(8)
A process which led from the amoeba to man appeared to the philosophers to be obviously a progress — though
whether the amoeba would agree with this opinion is not known. (9)

On Man's relationship to other animals:

Things and species lost their boundaries, and none could say where they began or where they ended, (10)

The difference between man and the lower animals, which to our human conceit appears enormous, was shown
to be a gradual achievement, involving intermediate beings who could not with any certainty be placed within
or without the human family. (11)

An adherent of evolution may maintain that not only the doctrine of equality of all men, but also that the
rights of man, must be condemned as unbiological, since it makes too emphatic a distinction between man
and other animals, (12)

Would n<(>t ; world of nightingales and larks and deer be better than our human world of cruelty and injustice
and war? (13

On the environment :
Man is a part of nature, not somethin contrasted with nature. (14)
To formulate any satisfactory modern ethic of human relationships it will be essential to recognize limitations
of men's power over the non-human environment. (15)

On @Tilosom:
at man is the product of causes which had no prevision of the end they were achieving; that his origin, his

growth, his hopes and fears, his loves and his beliefs, are but the accidental collision of atoms; that no fire,
no heroism, no intensity of thought and feeling, can preserve an individual life beyond the grave; that all
the labors of the ages, all the devotion, all the inspiration, all the noonday brightness of the human genius,
are destined to extinction in the vast death of a solar system, and that the whole temple of Man's achievement
must inevitably be buried beneath the debris of a universe in ruins -- all these things, if not quite beyond
dispute, are yet 8o nearly certain that no philosophy which rejects them can hope to stand. (16)

From evolution, so far as our present knowledge shows, no ultimately optimistic philosophy can be validly
inferred. (17)

(1) Religion and Science(Llondon:Oxford 1935)p.216. (2) :Its Sco Limits (NY:Simon & Schuster 1948)
p.36. ory ol Western Philosophy (NY:S&S 1945) p.726.(4 on and Science p.221.(,) same, p, 222,
(6) same. (7) same,p.81. (8) Our Knowledge of the External World (NY:Mentor I p.2l. (9,10,11) same, p. 18.
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(12) A History of Western Philosophy,p.727. (13) Religion and Science,p.221. (14) "What I Believe" in The Basic
'—ls—)_‘H: S&5),p.367. (15)

Writgﬁs of Bertrand Russell,bgner & Denonn,eds.( A History of Western Philoso s Pe 729.
i6) *® e Man's Worship" in The Basic Writings of Bertrand Russell, p.67.(17) Religion and Science, p. 81.

(17) "Russell on History" by PHILIP STANDER:

As a science, history conveys two very different meanings. First, science, as the verifier of historical facts,
is especially important where evidence is both scarce and obscure and where there is a conflict of testimony,
"History, however much it may be pursued as an art, has to be controlled by the attempt to be true to fact." (1)
Science, in the sense that the historian does his utmost to preserve fidelity to the facts, is absolutely
essential to the study of history.

There another sense in which history attempts to be scientific. This is when historians seek out causal laws
connecting different facts, The attempt to discover such causal laws in history resembles attempts by which
the physical scientists have succeeded in discovering interconnections among facts. "If there were a science
of history, its facts would be deduced from general laws, which would come first in the general order." (2)

At present, Russell is quick to admit, history is far from this state. While some aspects of history can be

made more or less scientific, and Russell believes that it is important to do this whenever possible, the material
is much too complex to be reduced to scientific laws at present. In fact, Russell adds, such reduction to law

is probably centuries away. Due to our present ignorance there is too much that appears as chance, and too

great a likelihood that we overlook, in the search for causal laws connecting events, an incalculable number

of variables and forces.(3) "I think the course of history is subject to laws and is probably for a sufficently
wise person deterministic; but nobody is wise enough. Tt is far too complicated and nobody can work it out;

the person who says he has done so is a charlaton.® (4)

Another difficulty in searching for such laws is that there is nd so much recurrence in history as there is, for
example, in astronomy. For even when historical causal sequences are established, there is not much reason to
expect that they will hold in the future, The relevant facts are so complex, and we are so ill-iquipped to

deal with them, that unforeseeable changes falsify our predictions. "No historian, however scientific, could
have predicted in the fourteenth century the changes brought about by Columbus and Vasco da Gama. For these
reasons I think that scientific laws in history are neither so important nor so discoverable as is sometimes
maintained.* (5)

Russell applies these arguments especially to those who think that they have discovered some formula according
to which human events develop, to those large schemes of historical development which many have found so fascine
ating. Men such as Hegel, Marx, and Spengler have created general formulae which, Russell believes,can only be
made plausible by omitting half the facts.Such men who attempt to make up philosophies of history are dismissed
by Russell as merely inventors of mythologies. (6)

Russell’s sceptical appraisal of "descriptive theories", of projections into the future on the basis of
described patterns, derives from his views concerning our knowledge of the past. Since the past is known through
given effects, a wide variety of causes of the same effect is conceivable, thereby rendering questionable an
historian's explanatory theory. For this reason,it is highly probable that the future might be very different
from projections based on some descriptive pattermswhich,in turn, were based upon the "discovery" of causal
relations.The assessment of evidence and records, Russell concludes, will always be restricted to context,
temperament, occupation, and so on. That is, historians come to the past with attitudes and biases, and their
temporal location and local interests determine their individual assessments of the past.

In coming to grips with the fact of considerable disagreement among observers of the same event, Russell contends
that an historian's narrative, most certainly, is an imposedstructure upon events where historians exclude

and include according to their various senses of significance, The result of this process of selection is the
demonstration of relations between the facts. And it is precisely because the historian shows relations,i.e.,
makes connections by jumping over spaces of time, that the historian is an artist, his selectivity being a
reflection of his motives, temperament and assumptions.

It is grossly incorrect, however, to conclude that Russell believes historial records to be an iron curtain to
the past.Among philosophers, Pragmatists have been similarly misinterpreted. Rather, like the Pragmatists,
Russell's view is that, since everything said about the past is reduceable to record, then one must be
sceptical of those attempts to form closed, absolute, and final descriptions about events derived from records.
This form of scepticism assumes that same records yield more plausible accounts than others. It is this issue
of "plausibility" that renders understandable much of Russell's activities in the realm of historical research.

First, in this connection, some observatims yield evidence more plausible than others. Essentially,Hume

asserted this when he wrote,"All probability...supposes an opposition of experiments and observations, where the
one side is found to overbalance the other, and to produce a degree of evidence, proportioned to the superiority."
(7) In much the same way, Russell asserts, some discoveries of cause and effect relationships appear more
plausible than others.Thus, it becomes possible for Russell to study "general trends" in history and to talk

of "cause and effect'.One must keep in mind, however, that the use of such terms is to be understood in light

of the issue of "plausibility".

When, finally, A History of Western Philosophy was completed, Russell openly admitted to being eclectic, for,
in order to cover such a vast stretch of time, "it is necessary to have very drastic principles of selection.
.+.In the case of the men whom I have discussed, I have mentioned what seemed relevant as regards their lives
and their social surroundings; I have even sometimes recorded intrinsically unimportant details when I
considered them illustrative of a man or his time." (8) Of course, such selectivity influences the causal
relations which one infers. In the case of Hussell, philosophy was perceived as an integral part of social and
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political life:"not as the isolated speculations of remarkable individuals, but as

the character of various commmnities in which different systems flou.rishod:" (9) mﬁfheM§:1¢§y"€a°§$:eﬁ-a
the917 of' "reciprocal causation", i.e,.,the theory that history is determined by the interaction of’un and
their environments, the theory that the circumstances of men's lives do much to determine their philosophy and
that, conversely, their philosophy does much to determine their circumstances, (10)

(1)"History As Art" in Portraits from Memory etc. (NY: S&S 1951) quiry £
. : p.192. (2) In into Msaning and Truth
(London: George Allen & Unwin 1940 pel7. (3) "How to Read and Understand History" in Underatmdi_ni Hictoq stc.
A 5

(NY: Philosophical Library 1957)p.38. (4) Hegel's Philosophy of History (NY:Random Hou

A8 Art¥,p.19%. (6) *How to Read and Understend Wiste Histo—ry'"',_p.¥5-'i7._r77-1"*n Enquiry Concerning Humen Understandfe®
by David Hume, in The *nglish Philosophers from Bacon to Mill, Edwin A. Burtt, ed. (NY: The Modern Library 1939)
p. 654. (8) A History of Western Philosophy (NY:5&S 1945)p.x. (9) Same, p. ix. (10) Same,p. xiv.

THE BRS AWARD (1981)

(18) The 1981 BRS Award, to Steve Allen was reported in RSN10-17., Here is how it was reported in a ERS press release:

STEVE ALLEN RECEIVES THE 1981 BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY AWARD

The 1981 Bertrand Russell Society Award has gone to Steve Allen, a man who does not
fit anyone's stereotype. Though widely known as a comedian and versatile TV performer,
it is not generally known that he is also given to serious thought, as will. appear

below.

The Award, in the form of a Plaque, was presented to Mr. Allen by BRS President Bob

Davis, at a private meeting in Van Nuys on May 28th.

The Plaque citation reads: "For using unique talents in the service of public
enlightenment, by inviting ordinary citizens to meetings of many great minds."

This refers to the PBS TV series; "Meeting of Minds," which brings together grest
figures and thinkers of the past, in animated conversation. The series was conceived,

written, and moderated by Mr. Allen.

"Meeting of Minds™ deals with important figures of many kinds - from rulers and
generals to poets and saints, and not a few philosophers. Socrates, Plato, Aristotle
...Aquinas, Voltaire, Russell...all appear on-stage, in various episocdes. In fact,
"Meeting of Minds" might almost have been called "Fhilosophy For People Wno Don't

Like Philosophy." It is not a dry-as-dust presentation of ideas to a captive

audience, as is sometimes the case in a college classroom. (No TV audience is captive.)
There are flakhes of wit, clashes of ideas, and the excitement of good argument.

And, importantly, the ideas presented are true to the historical record. All this may
help explain why "Meeting of Minds" is now in its Lth season, with more to come in

prospect..
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That a popular TV performer, in position to reach a very large audience, should wish
to use his time and talents to enlighten his fellow citizens —— clearly a labor of
love — should not go unnoticed. Nor has it."Meeting of Minds" has won the Peabody
Award, a TV Critics Circle Award, the Encyclopedia Brittanica Award, the Film
Advisory Board Award, and 3 national "Emmy" nominations. The Bertrand Russell Society
is delighted to add its fward to this list. It is clear that Mr. Allen knows what's

important, in the opinion of lots of people.

Bertrand Russell was also someone who invested a good deal of his time in enlightening
his fellow citizens, as titles of many of his books indicate:"The ABC of Atoms",

"The ABC of Relativity®, "The Conquest of Happinesa”,'What I Believe","Marriage &
Morals","A History of Western Philosophy”.This last was one of the few books that
President Carter took with him to the White House from Plains.

Only the bare bones of Steve Allen's remarkable versatility and energy can be
indicated here. He is a comedian-actor-jazz pianist-clarinetist-lyricist-poet-
novelist-master of ceremonies-orchestra leader-singer. And that's not all:

He has composed L4000 songs, and written 22 books. Some of the books are decidedly
serious, such as "Ripoff" (on white collar crime),"The Ground Is Our Table" (about
migratory farm labor), and “Explaining China". His novel, "The Wake", first written
as a play, about a poor Irish Catholic family in Chicago, is semi-autobiographical.

He has also written 2 volumes of poetry.

The Bertrand Russell Society is a company of admirers of Bertrand Russell (1872-1970).
It is not a scholarly society ~- though quite a few scholars are members - and is

open to anyone interested in Russell. For information, write RD 1, Box 409, Coopersburg,
PA 18036,

Davis has just given the BRS Award plaque to Steve Allen
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THE ERS AWARD (1982)

The 1982 BRS Award — whom would you like to see get it? Send us your nomination, your candidate.

A candidate should have done one of the following:

. made an important contribution to Russell scholarship (as BRS Award Winner Panl Schilpp did);

. populariged important ideas, thus enlightening the public (as BRS Award Winner Steve Allen does
in "Meeting of Minds");

. worked closely with BR in an important way;

. acted in support of a cause that ER believed in. M.I.T. Professor Henry W. Kendall, of the Union of
Concerned Scientists, who works against nuclear armaments (and nuclear power), would qualify;

. acted in ways that exhibited qualities of character (such as moral courage) reminiscent of BER,

Send your nomination to the BRS Award Committee,care of the newsletter (address on Page 1, bottom), and tell
why you believe your candidate deserves the Award. If you name a well-known figure, it may earn publicity for
the IRS, which is a plus. If you are not sure whether your candidate qualifies, don't let that stop you:

it's up to the Award Committes to pass on qualifications.

HUMAN RIGHTS (SAKHAROV)

Peter Cadogan on Sakharov, in "New Scientist® (May 28, 1981):

Sakh

Andrei Sakharov

There has been too much
silence about Andrei Sakharov
and it is good to see New
Scientist make an end of it
(“Sakharov: science of a
dissident”, 30 April, p 274).
May I draw readers attention
to the remarkable statement he
made last October in the form
of an open letter to the
president of the Soviet
Academy of Sciences? Part of
it reads as follows:

“My life has been such that
for two decades I found myself
among those engaged in
scientific-military and military
construction projects in which I
myself took an active part and
then, for more than 12 years, I
have been among those people
who have set themselves the

arov's 6-

task of a non-violent struggle

for the observation of human
rights and the rule of law. My
fate has thus forced me to
perceive with especial acuity
the questions of war and peace,
international security,
international trust and
disarmament, and the questions
of human rights and open
societies, and to give intense
thought to these problems in all
their interdependencies. That
was how my position evolved.
In many respects it proved
unorthodox, at odds with the
official line and with my own
assessments of many years
previous. In the final analysis
all this has completely changed
my life, my goals and my )
ideals.”

The open letter runs to six
pages, is a truly remarkable
document, and is available
from me for an SAE. or from

e open letter to the President of the S
copies Tor ERS members from The Wilberforce Council for Human Rights, Hull,

BOB DAVIS oﬂﬁga E T
published it. Our th

its publishers in this country:
The Wilberforce Council for
Human Rights, Salisbury Hall,
Park Road, Hull HU3 1TD.
Sakharov would like to hear
from scientific colleagues and
friends. The November 1980
Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientists published an appeal
from F. Janouch of the
Research Institute for Physics,
Stockholm, part of which reads:
“I am convinced that it is
time now for the scientific
world community to escalate
the efforts to help our
distinguished Soviet colleague.
From Andrei Sakharov’s last
communication it is obvious
that he is mainly missing the
information about what is going
on in physics. It should be easy
for physicists to break down

I this information barrier. Let

the theoretical institutes,

s to the Wilberforce Council and to Bob.

Note: the Wilberforce pamphlet suggests 2 actions:

about the denial of Sakharov's human rights,
but to the Soviet Ambassador to the U,S. (His

Embassy, 300 Massachusetts Avenue N.W.,Washington,
on back page of the Wilberforce panphlet.

with a carbon copy not to Popov,
Excellency, Dr. Anatoly F. Dobrynin, Soviet
DC 20036.) (2) Write a letter of support to Sakharov, address

the Soviet

laboratories and groups from
all over the world begin
sending to Sakharov their
preprints, lecture notes, and
reports.”

They should be sent by
registered mail with the pink
“advice of delivery” card
{P68G )C5 to: Professor Andrei
SakharoV, Prospekt Gagarina
214, kv3, Scherbinka 2, Gorki,
USSR. If the pink delivery
card is not returned within a
month with Sakharov’s
signature on it, please ask the
local post office to investigate
the matter. The Post Office is
obliged, according to
international convention, to
make an investigation and, if
unable to provide proof of
delivery, to pay c ion.
Peter Cadogan
East West Peace People
1 Hampstead Hill Gardens

London NW3

oviet Academy of Sciences is enclosed with this newsletter.
England, which

(1) ¥Write a polite letter to Breshnev expressing your concern
assador to England,
or, Soviet

Andrei Sakharov Defense Committee (NYC) urged people and organigations to telegraph greetings to Sakharov on his
i R 21, 1981, Bob Davis did so, on behalf of the ERS.

NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

From The New York Times Review of the Week (5/24/81,p.E19): A Day TO Rememb&r

Since then we have had five wars, mseedeorlqu.otu-pmmg:
May 5, 1868, Gen. John A. Logan, Com- with so many more graves to decorate mmforpeace.nodeblmmmm
der in Chief of the Grand Army of | that we are running out of space here in r\lchplnuorAdmphm“orm
the Republic, issued an order that on | Arlington Cemetery. Yet one of the thllplnnlfortlumtnlh
May 30 of that year there should be 8 | most significant aspects of politics here weapons, no Eisenhower plan for trans-

remember why it was set apart: On
By James Reston

WASHING i ON — It used to be cele-
brated as Devoiaion Day, then as Me-

of billions of dollars from
mor: - sometimes even by the use to decorate the graves of the 80l- | now is that very little is said about how ferring tens .
simpler English name of Remembran. - &.en killed in the Civil War, and topray | to avoid another war. There is no dis- mmnrytocivﬂhnp\mu eccepted that
Day — but lately we have forgotten to for reconciliation and peace. cussion, as there was in the years after It almnst geems to
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safety lies in more and more military
weapons, now costing the world over
$800 billion a year. The United States
military budget — significantly calied
the *‘defense’” budget — is now larger
than the entire Federal of 20

and the main opposition to it
mmfmmﬂmewho want to make it
even larger.

Occasionally somebody does speak
out against the prevailing indifference
to the ing cost and danger of the
arms race, but their wamnings are cer-
tainly not part of any serious debate be-
tween the parties or even much thought-
ful discussion in the press.

Prof. Henry Kendall, a physicist at
the Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology and chairman of.the Union of
Concerned Scientists, recently made a
speech at the State University of
Groningen in the Netherlands, deplor-
ing the mounting tension between the
major nuclear nations and the lack of
debate about that perilous predica-
ment.

““The danger of nucl
pne of the grim features of modern
life,” he said. *“... a few U.S. nuclear
strategists, some of them with close as-

$

War r
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sociations with the present Reagan Ad-
ministration, even believe that ‘limited’
nuclear wars can be fi t — and in
terms of American political objectives
;n';vzz.’ Europeans no doubt, living as

on one of the primary potential
battlefields, must ﬂl:ad this opimon
rather unsettling . .. .**

The p of R
weapon in the lower atmosphere,” he
reports, “will create a fireball some
7,000 feet in diameter: a million tons of
air will be heated above 2,000 degrees
centigrade. Detonated at or near the
ground the weapon will dig a crater
nearly one-fifth of a mile in diameter
and 300 feet deep. If such an explosion
occurs in an urban area, some 50 square
miles will be totally destroyed by the
blast effects and much of the wreckage
burned out from fires started by the
heat... .

We will spare you the gruesome de-
tails of his estimates of death and de-
struction in any nuclear war, but Sena-
tor Edward Kennedy did manage to get
the entire speech printed, without de-
bate, in the appendix to the Congres-
sional Record of May 12, 1981.

George Kenpan, probablv our most

a one

distinguished and certainly our most ar-
ticulate living diplomat, was in Wash-
ington last week to receive the Albert
Einstein Peace Prize.

He asserted that the United States and
the Soviet Union were now on a “colli-
sion course politically”” and that the
‘‘process of rational communications
between the two governments seems to
have broken down completely.”

““Every President of this country
from Dwight Eisenhower to Jimmy
Carter,” he said, "“has tried to remind
us that there could be no such thing as
victory in a war fought with such weap-
ons . .. [yet] when one looks back over
the history of these warnings, one has
the impression that something has now
been lost of the sense of urgency, the
hopes, and the excitement that initially
inspired them so many years ago.

‘‘One senses, even on the part of those
who today most acutely perceive the
problem and are inwardly most exer-
cised about it, a certain discourage-
ment, resignation, perhaps even de
spair, when it comes to the question or
raising the subject again. .. .’

Kennan has little faith that the

. present crisis can be averted by merely |,
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renewing the strategic arms talks with
the Soviet Union and agreeing to small
reductions in nuclear arms.

“I can see no way‘out of this dilem-
ma,” he observes, “other than by a bold
and sweeping deperture .... [ would |
like to see the President, after appropri-
ate consuitation with the ven
propose to the Soviet Government an
immediate across-the-board reduction
by 50 percent of the nuclear arsenals
wwbetngma” intained by the two super-

Though this dramatic proposal came
from the man who has the longest ex-
perience of any American on Soviet af-
fairs and who originally proposed the
policy for ““containing” the expansion of
Soviet power, his remarks were not
widely discussed or even circulated.

It is this silence — or indifference —
or forgetfulness — that is so ominous on
this Remembrance Day. George Ken-
nan may be right or wrong, but with his
record, he is certainly not irrelevant,
and might even be as worth listening to
as, say, Senator Jesse Helms, North
Carolina’s gift to peace and good will.

What seems to be a transcript of the Kennan s
Review of Books* (7/16/81,pp.1i-15). Titled

From "The Dial" (February

Robert Jay Lifion is a professor of psy-
chiatry at Yale University. His most re-
cent book is The Broken Connection:
On Death and the Continuity of Life.

me atom bomb that struck Hiro-

shirna shortly after 8:00 AM. on August
6, 1945, was a uifle. Strategic war-

Modest Proposal", it ends

In the final week of his life, Albert
Einstein signed the last of the collective
appeals against the development of
nuclear weapons that he was ever to
sign. He was dead before it could see
publication. It was an appeal drafted, 1
gather, by Bertrand Russell. I had my
differences with Russell at the time, as I
do now in retrospect. But I would like
to quote one sentence from the final
paragraph of that statement, not just
because it was the last one Einstein ever
signed, but because it sums up, I think,
all that I have been trying to say on the
subject. It reads as follows:

We appeal, as human beings to
human beings: Remember your hu-
manity, and forget the rest.

1981) pp.4b-49:

ch that Reston refers to :E ha:;g as an :rt&licle in "The New York
8 paragraph:

n’t We
More Afraid Of

The Bomb?

We are very afraid. But we don’tshow it.
There's the rub.

BY ROBERT JAY LIFTON

gone. Ninety percent of the people who
were outdoors and within six tenths of a
mile from where the bomb hit died in-
stantly. All the buildings within two
miles crumbled. The blast melted stone.
Surviving the explosion was no guar-
antee of remaining alive. Within days,
radiation began its work. Feople be-
came weak, ran high fevers, developed
diarrhea, bled from all their orifices, lost

heads today can create a nuclear explo-
sion over a thousand times more
powerful. These devices are infinitely
more lethal in the amount of radiation
they can spread. We know, never-
theless, what that trifing bomb did to
Hiroshima. We know that people by the
thousands were incinefated in the
streets, many of them as they hurried to
work. A white flash, and they were

their hair, and died. Death by radiation
is in many ways worse than the explo-
sion itself. Radiation is invisible. It was
the survivors second encounter with
death after the bomb dropped.

Years later, they had their third en-
counter. Because of radiation, cases of
leukemia, most of them fatal, increased.
This was only one kind of cancer that
the bomb produced; the incidence of
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cancer of the thyroid, the lungs, the
ovaries, and the cervix also rose. But
psychologically, leukemia, particularly
in children, was the ultimate horror, the
eventual outcome of the first moments
after the bomb struck. The fears have
not ended. The rate of cancer among
survivors continues to increase. They
wonder what genetic scars will appear
in their children or their children’s
children.

We can be reminded of the Hiro-
shima bomb, and we know that many
more powerful bombs are aimed right
now at cities around the world. So why
aren’t we frightened by the knowledge
that if a one-megaton bomb (the bomb
dropped on Hiroshima was only thir-
teen kilotons) struck a city as densely
populated as New York, over two mil-
lion people would probably die in-
stantly? Cockroaches would survive
well. They would be blinded by the
flash but still able to resist radiation far
better than humans.

I think we are afraid, but we hide our
fear. We have done precious little talk-
ing about the consequences of Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki. Yet, my study of
Hiroshima survivors and my observa-
tions in this country today lead me to
believe that those events have had an
important psychological impact on us.
The Hiroshima explosion cannot really
represent what would occur today if nu-
clear weapons were used. Still, Hiro-
shima has things to tell us, particularly
if we look at it not as an ohscure event
in the past but as a truth dominating
our existence today. Ironically, we our-
selves experience in muted form much
of what happened psychologically to the
survivors even though we have never
experienced such a holocaust.

Right after the bomb exploded, the
survivors ceased to feed, though they
were surrounded by destruetion and
milation—people: whose flesh fell
from their bodies, charred corpses in
fantastic resitions, sereauns and moans,
"Somehow, 1 hecame a pitiless person”
one survivor told me, “ecause i F had
had pity, 1 would not have been able 1o
walk through the city. to walk over
these dead Dodies, badly injured hodies
that bad tened black, their eyes looking
for someone to come and help them?”

The survivors were psvehically
nunb. 11 was a defense mechanism 1o
close themselves off from death, Their
unconscions messige: 101 foel nothing,
then death i not taking place, But such
cessation of fecling s itsell a symbolic
form of death.

There was also another emaotion: The
survivors felt the need 1o justify their
own survival when so many others had
died. An impossible task. The alterna-
tive was lo feel guilty for being alive,
and this turned to shame. Survivors
spoke of “the shame of living” They

e 1980 Rabinowitch Prize Es - by Michael Shuman,

Tt i FreaTe Seleotic
ot of the At

¢ Scientists".

on Page 1, bottom.)
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could never simply conclude that by
happy chance they had survived. Now,
thirty-five years later, some have re-
mained so identified with those who
died that they themselves feel as if dead.
In daily life, they have been distrustful
and suspicious yet have craved human
relationships. These have been difficult
to find; just as the survivors felt
ashamed for themselves, others in Hiro-
shima have felt them to be tainted by
death. Survival became a stigma, and
some of that attitude still lingers.

Hiroshima initiated us into the possi-
bility of global destruction. In the
United States, that awareness has a spe-
cial impact on children, according to
unpublished studies conducted several
years ago by Michael Carey, a historian
trained in psychoanalytic methods. He
interviewed people who had been
schoolchildren in the early 1950s. It
was the time when schools across the
country held bomb drills, in which
pupils were told to crouch under their
desks. The Hiroshima and Nagasaki
bombs and the fear of a menacing Rus-
sia inspired those quaint exercises.
Nightmares and fantasies of death and
destruction resulted.

The repercussions went far beyond
bad dreams. A child must struggle to
understand death and come to terms
with its inevitability and finality. We all
have difficulty doing this, but under or-
dinary circumstances, we come to ac-
cept death as part of lifés thythm. Bomb
drills, bomb scares, and images of gro-
tesque, massive death interfere with the
capacity of children to think of death

as natural. They equate it with

annihilation.

The world is insane. This attitude
also emerged from Carey’s interviews—
the bomb is irrational, governments are
irrational, and those in authority have
no real authority. In such a world, noth-
ing can endure. Awareness of the
bombs potential has thus created an
ephemerality; we remain alive at the
whim of a craziness that can make us
disappear in an instant.

We deal with this by leading double
lives. All those whom Carey inter-
viewed spoke of both the possibility of
destruction as well as the need to go
about their lives as if nothing would
happen. Most of us probably lead the
same double lives and, in fact, share the
themes that appear in Carey’s work. We
cannot afford to ineorporate our knowl-
edge of the destructiveness of nuclear
weapons into our emotions. If we allow
ourselves to feel what we know, we

probably could not go on; hence the ex-
traordinary gap we experience between
knowledge and feeling.

Becoming numb to the threat of nu-
clear destruction is perhaps one way to
get through daily life, but it is not a so-

(Details of the Essay Conte
have space encugh to print the essay itself; it runs to 8 pages.

lution. Indeed, it may lead us right into
extinction. The existence of nuclear
weapons and the threat of their use in-
terfere with the human desire for conti-
nuity. We need to feel connected, 1
believe, to those who have existed be-
fore and will exist beyond our brief in-
dividual life spans. We nolrmally
experience this sense of immortality in
the idea of living on in our children, our
creations, our influences on others, and
in something all cultures describe as an
individual’s relationship to the natural
world. We also feel this larger continu-
ity in spiritual, or religious, terms and,
finally, in psychic states that we view as
transcendent, states so intense that time
and death disappear—religious ecstasy,
song and dance, sex, or merely the con-
templation of beauty.

Butin the face of extermination by a
nuclear holocaust, who can believe in
living on in onés children and their
children or by means of spiritual or cre-
ative achievement or even in nature,
which we now know to be vulnerable to
our destructive weapons? Though we
may be numb to the danger of destruc-
tion, we are aware of the bombs pres-
ence, its weight on us. This, [ believe, is
why we are hungrier than ever for states
of transcendence. We seek highs from
drugs, meditation, jogging, and sky-
diving, and we join extremist religious
cults that offer a kind of cosmology that
sometimes includes or even welcomes a
nuclear event.

Much worse, a religion based

solely upon the nuclear threat exists
todav. It is industrial society’s ultimate
disease, a condition 1 call nuclearism.
Worshipers passionately embrace
nuclear weapons both as a solution to
anxiety over possible nuclear holocaust
and as a way of restoring a lost sense of
immortality. They seek grace and even
salvation—the mastery of death and
evil—through the power of the new
technological deity.

Adherents see the deity as capable
not only of apocalyptic destruction but
also of unlimited creation. The bomb,
they think, can solve diplomatic im-
passes, force a way to peace, and atomic
energy’s potential can create a world of
milk and honey. Believers come to de-
pend on weapons to keep the world
going. Edward Teller, a leader in the de-
velopment of the hydrogen bomb, has
associated unlimited bomb making
with the adventurous intellectual expe-
rience of Westen civilization, derided
what he calls “the fallout scare,” assured
us that we can survive a nuclear attack,
and insists above all that we cannot and
must not try to limit the use of nuclear
weapons.

A dangerous expression of nucle-
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drism in our present weapons policy is
the advocacy of “limited nuclear war”
Proponents continue to seek from
weapons magical solutions to political
and military dilemmas while closing
their eyes to the unlimited destruction
that would result.

We must be able to imagine the con-
sequences of nuclear weapons if we are
to stop their use. Coming to terms with
massive death, collective death, is ask-
ing a great deal of the human imagina-
tion. Yet, I do not see how we can ask
for less.

That is why we need to remember
Hiroshima. Its images give substance to
our own intellectual sense of horror.
However inadequately that city repre-
sents what would happen now if
thermonuclear weapons were dropped
on a population center, it helps us imag-
ine. Keeping alive Hiroshimas death
may help us keep alive.

Ie proximity of a nuclear

holocaust is beginning to break through
our numbness, at least for many of us.
The accident at Three Mile Island, the
near explosion of a Titan I warhead in
Damascus, Arkansas, bring the ease of
massive death in the nuclear age to the
surface of our consciousness. The [rag-
Iran conflict deepens the shadow of
possible global destmiction. We are be-
ginning to see through the sterility of
the nuclear language—"exchanges,”
“scenarios,’ “stockpiles”—used by our
political and military planners. As we
sense the danger increasing, our de-
fenses weaken and our fears increase.
This is the beginning of awareness. We
now need to go further and place nu-
clear dangers in the contexts of our
lives, our values, and our personal and
political advocacies. Unless each one of
us knows where he or she stands eth-
ically and politically—what one feels
about the future of nations and man-
kind—a stand on nuclear helocaust
may be impossible.

But to gain that perception, one
must open oneself to discomfort and
anxiety. That poses a formidable histori-
cal, even evolutionary, problem. Or-
dinarily, we are selective in what we
experience, feeling just enough and
closing ourselves off just enough to
function and survive. Technology has
upset that equation. What is now re-
quired is an unprecedented level of ten-
sion and psychic balancing, one that
permits us to imagine a nuclear hol-
ocaust but does not paralyze us with fear.

Can we speak of a shift in conscious-
ness taking place? We may do better to
speak of a struggle against numbing. As
reluctant as a turn toward awareness
may be, it is an important step along a
path to a human future. ]

winner of the Essay Contest —- appeared in the January '81‘
st were given in RSN27-19.) Unfortunately, we don't
You may borrow it from the ERS Library (address
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HUMANISM

From The New York Times (5/27/81l)p. A26:

Secular Humanists Confront the Moral Majority

Tothe Editor:

The informative news article by
Dena Kleiman on the increase in book
censorship and on the genera! assault
on “secular humanism' (May 17}

contend,

“the unofficial state religion.”” “Its

omnipresence . .. particularly within

the nation’s schools,’” they say, *‘is re-

sponsible for crime, drug abuse, se:-‘
and

Association
has never had more than 6,000 mem-
bers, and that number is at present re-
duced to approximately 3,000. We
would indeed rejoice if humanism had
the power and influence widely
ascribed to it today.

While constantly accused of being
“‘amoral,” secular humanism advo-
cates the highest ethical standards. Its
supreme ethical aim is the this-earthly

welfare, progress and happiness of all
‘humanity, with reliance on the methods
of science and reason, democracy and
love. It embodies the sound principles

tian ethic as set forth in the Bible, espe-
ciaily in the Ten and
the Sermon on the Mount.

Like demagogic politicians, dema-
gogic organizations need 2 demonic
scapegoat, and they have chosen

to the liberals and even the
m:’::lvﬂ Liberties Union, which
a Moral Majority leader has absurdly
denounced as *a Communist front.”

In the face of all this pernicious non-
sense, we humanists b.:t standing firm
and backas wecan.

fghiing CORLISS LAMONT
Honorary President
American Humanist Association
New York, May 18, 1961

°

‘An Incorrect View’

Tothe Editor:

Though some state Moral Majority
chapters, which are autonomous, may
be invoived in limited efforts to influ-
ence the quality of reading material in
some public schools, the national
Moral Majority office is not involved
inany such problems at this time.

Those state chapters that are 50 in-

volved are doing nothing different
from what feminist organizations and
A h”hea meeeeded’:
years. Those groups have
rewriting books 8o that they reflect the
way they view themselves and the way
they perceive the world. What is good
for the liberal goose ought to be good
for the conservative gander.

I do not believe in a *‘conspiracy
theory’’ among secular humanists.
Their philosophy, however, is a world
view that is shared by many who have
influence in such substantive areas as
textbooks, television, movies and ad-

think, secular humanists are having a
major impect on America.

Secular humanism is an incorrect
view of mankind, placing the created
at the center of all things, rather than
the Creator. From such a presupposi-
tion flow inevitable moral and ethical
consequences that [ believe have
proved to be detrimental to the best in-
terests of the human race.

Under the Conmstitution, secular
humanists are perfectly free to assert
their philosophy, but they must be
tolerant of those who disagree with
them and do the same.

ty
Lynchburg, Va., May 20, 1981
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(Thank you
DON JACKANICZ)

From Newsweek (July 6, 1981) pp.48-49:

The Right’s New Bogyman

D uring last year's political wars, the
preacher-politicians of the Moral Ma-
jority transformed the terms “liberal” and
“liberalism” into synonyms for godlessness
and immorality. Now, in the wake of last
November’s conservative landslide, the
fundamentalist New Right has shifted its
terminology and tactics to confront a new
bogyman. The target is what Christian fun-
damentalists label **humanism”—and their
campaign against anyone they regard as a
humanist threatens to become as virulent as
the anti-communist crusade of the 1950s.
Inthe Western tradition, humanismis not
really a philosophy. Rather, it is an attitude
that recognizes the dignity of man and the
importance of culture to his full develop-
ment; it therefore emphasizes, as the poet
T.S. Eliot put t, the superiority of “breadth,
tolerance. . . and sanity” over “narrowness,
bigotry and fanaticism.” In the fundamen-
talist view, however, humanism becomes
very nearly its own opposite: a narrowly
anti-Christian creed that denies God, glori-
fiesself-indulgence and preaches everything
from Darwin's theory of evolution to social-
ism and pornography. With the influence of
humanists in government, the media and
public education, says the Moral Majority’s
Rev. Jerry Falwell, “secular humanism has
become the religion of America.” It has, he
declares, “taken the place of the Bible.”
That apocalyptic message has become
the rallying cry of a diverse field of right-
wing political and religious groups, and it is
being repeated with increasing frequency
throughout the nation. The Christian
Broadcasting Network, for example, has

sold 1,813 prints of “Let Their Eyes Be
Opened,” a half-hour film that warns about
the pervasive influence of humanism in the
public schools while regaling audiences—
most of them Bible-study and prayer
groups—with peephole views of scantily
clad teen-age prostitutes.

The crusade’s most vigorous apostle is
San Diego preacher Tim LaHaye, a self-
styled Biblical family counselor who has
used his anti-humanist zeal to achieve con-
siderable political clout. Earlier this year
LaHaye organized the Council for National
Policy, an informal coalition of New Right
activists that for the first time puts well-
heeled conservatives like oil billionaire
Bunker Hunt and fundamentalist preachers
in regular touch with right-wing political
tacticians, U.S. senators—and the White
House. As council president, LaHaye fig-
ured prominently at a lavish dinner party
recently given in Washington, D.C., by con-
servative fund-raiser Richard Viguerie and
attended by a number of Cabinet and White
House officials. “We share a basic commit-
ment to moral values,” LaHaye says of his
new political-religious coalition. As he
noted in “The Battle for the Mind,” a book
he wrote about the humanist threat, “We
must remove all humanists from public of-
fice and replace them with pro-moral politi-
cal leaders.”

So far, the anti-humanist campaign’s
main battleground has been in the public
schools. Armed with fundamentalist tracts
with titles like “Secular Humanism: The
Most Dangerous Religion in America,” ac-
tivists criticize textbooks, intimidate teach-

ers and block sex-education programs. In
Alabama, businessman Leo Yambrek en-
listed the support of Gov. Forrest (Fob)
James’s wife in an anti-humanist crusade
that succeeded in eliminating five history
and social-studies textbooks from the state’s
education curriculum. In New Hampshire,
former Congressional candidate Bob Sweet
has taken to the lecture circuit warning
parents and teachers against the dangers of
godless humanism in the classroom. And in

' the wealthy Dallas suburb of Plano, Texas, a

group called Concerned Parents for Quality
Education has written congressmen—and
the White House—demanding that all
traces of humanism be removed from the
Plano schools. “It’s a pervasive campaign,
an epidemic and a real attack on public
education,” says Dorothy Massie of the Na-
tional Education Association’s teacher
rights department. “It’s really a witch hunt,
only now the witches are humanists.”
‘Paranoid’: Who are the humanists
whom the fundamentalists are hunting?
Thereis no clear answer. In the classic mode
of what American historian Richard Hof-
stadter has called “the paranoid style in
American politics,” the fundamentalists
seem to have created a conspiracy where
none actually exists. LaHaye, for instance,
warns darkly that America is being victim-
ized by “275,000 humanists” who control
everything from the Supreme Court and the
Federal government to the nation’s univer-
sities, labor unions and media. But in “The
Battle for the Mind” (350,000 copies of
which are currently in print), he manages to
identify only a handful of card-carrying sec-

ular humanists—chiefly the hundred-odd
signers of a windy 1973 tract called
the “Humanist Manifesto IL."” This group
of prominent, self-described nontheists—
among them, science-fiction writer Isaac
Asimov, behavioral psychologist B. F. Skin-
ner and philosopher Sidney Hook—de-
nounced religion in the name of the “sci-
entific method.” In doing so, they set them-
selves off from the mainstream of humanist
tradition—a tradition in which man’s rela-
tionship to God is as important a subject as
any other human activity. .

Despite its obscurity, the “Humanist
Manifesto” has been used by fundamental-
ists to back up their charge that secular
humanism is a religion—and as such should
not be taught in public schools. The basis of
thatargument wasset out in a 1978 articlein
the Texas Tech Law Review by attorneys
John W. Whitehead and John Conlan. Ac-
cording to Whitehead and Conlan, secular
humanism received what amounted to offi-
cial recognition as a religion when the Su-
preme Court decided to allow p::incnpled
nontheists to register as conscientious ob-
jectors to military service. As a result, they
wrote, “Traditional theism, particularly
Christianity, [was] disestablished as the
State’s presuppositional base in exchange
for the religion of Secular Humanism."
What were the humanist religion’s tenets?
To define them, Whitehead and Conlan
turned to the “Humanist Manifesto”—
which asserts the supremacy of human rea-
son and science over religious faith and the
authority of the Bible.

Narrow Test: Like manv conspiracy
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theories, the anti-humanist argument con-
tains elements of truth. Until the establish-
mentofuniversal publiceducationin thelate
nineteenth century, most American higher
education—and much secondary schooling
as well—took place in Christian schools.
Notall ofthem, however, would have passed
themodern fundamentalist’s narrow test for
Biblical inerrancy. In any case, the appear-
anceof totally secular universitiesdid havea
profound influence on the thinkers and ac-
tivists who eventually shaped public educa-
tion in America. “John Dewey and most of
the other progressive architects of the pub-
lic-education system grew upin small-town,
Protestant America,” says church historian
Martin Marty. “But after they went to uni-
versity, they dismissed all religion as the
dull, small-town Protestantism they had
known.” Today, however, apart from an
occasional celebrity skeptic like Skinner,
there are few dyed-in-the-wool secular hu-
manists left on campus who do much more
thanserenely ignore religion.

The fundamentalist attack on humanism
is aimed at far more than just contemporary
secularism. It represents a challenge to the
root values of Western culture and the tradi-
tion of Christian humanism that lies at its
core. As evangelical educator David Hicks
notes, “The dialectic between pagan hu-
manism and Christianity . . . undergirds all
Western thought, culture and education.”

Russell Society News, No. 31

Just as Saint Augustine used the scaffolding
of Platonism to create the first system of
Christian theology, so did Saint Thomas
Aquinas draw on Aristotle to fashion his
magnificent medieval synthesis of reason
andrevelation. Even the great Protestant re-
formers, Calvin and Luther, were trained as
humanists; indeed, it was their humanistic
studies that led them to their rediscovery of
the Bible. And in Erasmus and Saint Thom-
as More, Renaissance humanism merged
with Christian learning and sanctity.

“The Christian humanist does not feel
skittish about using the word humanism,”
evangelical scholar Mark Nol! has written,
“since at the heart of his faith stands the
confession that God——the originator of ev-
erything right and good—himself became
man.” The fundamentalists seem oblivious
to this notion. “They know a lot about
Jesus,” Noll says, “‘but they would know a
lot more about him if they also knew Aqui-
nas and Pascal.”

But the fundamentalist mind is essential-
ly bellicose; it demands an enemy to fight,
not books to read. Modern fundamental-
ism, after all, got off the ground in the 1920s
when Biblical literalists abandoned the sec-
ular university and all it represented in fa-
vor of their own Bible colleges—sanctuaries
that scorned humanistic learning as satanic.
In their view, seminal thinkers like Plato
and Aristotle were worth discussing only as

examples of pagan error. Both Falwell and
LaHaye were educated at such schools, and
today both head fundamentalist colleges
that continue this essentially anti-intellec-
tual tradition.

The fundamentalist critique of human-
ism is breath-takingly simple. **All books
are based either on man's thoughts or God’s
thoughts,” LaHaye argues in “The Battle
for the Mind.” The notion that Christianity
could be enriched or informed by outside
sources is thus considered completely inval-
id. Indeed, LaHaye criticizes Aquinas for
reintroducing Aristotelian thought in the
Christian West, remarking: “It is an irony
of history that a man who was sainted by his
church as a scholar was responsible for
reviving an almost dead philosophy, which
has become the most dangerous religion in
the world today—humanism.” This notion
that anything not inspired directly by Bibli-
cal truth is inevitably anti-Christian applies
to more than just philosophy. Among oth-
ers, LaHaye excoriates Michelangelo for
sculpting a nude David—when the Bible
makes it clear in Genesis that, having fallen
from grace, man should cover his naked-
ness. “The Renaissance obsession with
nude ‘art forms’,” LaHaye declares, “was
the forerunner of the modern humanist’s
demand for pornography in the name of
freedom.”

Alienation: Such bizarre indictments

Humanist books purged,a front page story in The New York Times(5/17/81):

Parents’ Groups Purging Schools
Of ‘Humanist’ Books and Classes

By DENA ELEIMAN

In Onida, S.D., birth control informa.:
tion has been removed from the high
school guidance office, and the word
“evolution” is no longer uttered in ad-
vanced biology. *'Brave New World"’ and
*Catcher in the Rye "~ have been dropped
from classes in literature. The award-
winning children’s book ‘“Run Shelley,
Run’” has been banned from the library.

In Plano, Tex., teachers no longer ask
students their opinions because to do so,
they have been told, is to deny absolute
right and wrong. In Des Moines, lowa, a
high school student production of
“Grease,” the hit Broadway musical,
was banned. In Mount Diablo, Calif., Ms.
Magazine is off the school library
shelves; it is available only with permis-
sion from both a parent and a teacher.

Lobbying Methods Sophisticated

Emboldened by what they see as a con-
servative mood in the country, parents’
groups across the nation are demanding
that teachers and administrators cleanse
their local schools of materials and teach-
ing methods they consider antifamily,
anti-American and anti-God.

- Armed with sophisticated lobbying
techniques and backed by such national
organizations as Moral Majority, the
Eagle Forum and the Christian Broad-
casting Network, these parents are band-
ing together to remove books from librar-
ies, replace textbooks, eliminate sex
education courses and balance lessons of
evolution with those of Biblical creation,
at least. They also seek to revise such
things as the open classroom, new math
and creative writing, asserting that these
relatively umstructured academic ap-
proaches break down standards of right
and wrong and thus promote rebellion,
sexual promiscuity and crime.

‘Secular Humanism’ Opposed

There have always been disgruntled
parents of one political persuasion or an-
other. But visits to several cities and in-
terviews with educators and leaders of
the movement in cities around the nation
show that today’s groups are far more
numerous, well organized and wvocal.
Their focus is no longer a specific book or
course of study but rather the very nature
of public education itself. The philosophy
of ‘‘secular humanism,” they say, per-
meates every facet of school life, from
learning the alphabet to high school les-
sons in American history.

‘“‘Secular humanism is the underlying
philosophy of all schools,” said Terry
Todd, national chairman of Stop Text.
book Censorskip, a group based in South
St. Paul, Minn., which argues that “de-
cent” books such as “The House of Seven
Gables,” ‘A Midsummer Night's
Dream,” ‘‘Huckieberry Finn” and
“Robinsen Crusce™ have been censored
in favor of ‘‘humarist” literature,

now
is infiltrated, know how it is inculcated in
the children.”

Lottie Beth Hobbs, president of the
Pro-Family Forum in Fort Worth, Tex.,
which distributes a leaflet entitled "Is
Humanism Molesting Your Child?” said,
“‘Humanism is everywhere. It is destruc-'
tive to our nation, destructive to the fami.’
ly, destructive to the individual."

A to these groups, ‘‘human-

is responsible for crime, drug abuse, m—v
ual promiscuity and the decline of Ameri-
can power.
The Philosophy Called Hemanism
There is a philosophy called human-
ism, which places man at the ceater of
the universe, encourages free thought

Based primarily in

have decided to join with others now be-
cause they fear that the problems of

croaching on those of their own home
towns. Direct mail, toll-free telephone
numbers and cable television provide
easy access to others who share their con-
cerns.

8ratrwashing Is Alleged
Through brochures, films and pam-
phlets distributed at parents ings,

meetings,
these parents are being told that human-
ism ‘‘brainwashes” students to accept
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‘may say less about humanism than about
the fundamentalists’ profound alienation
from the life of the mind. As the Roman
Catholic philosopher Jacques Maritain ob-
served, “Humanism is inseparable from civ-
ilization or culture.” In rejecting it, the
fundamentalists are, in a sense, rejecting the
entire Western tradition.

They may also be rejecting some poten-
tial allies—chiefly those orthodox Chris-
tians, both Catholic and- Protestant, who
are equally upset by sexual promiscuity,
drugs and moral indifference. The fact is,
fundamentalists share a common enemy
with orthodox Christians and devout Jews:
secularists in every walk of life who deny
that man has a transcendent dignity and
destiny. Together, they might well find a
way to bring teaching about religion back
into the nation’s schools and check the zeal-
otry of those social planners who would
manipulate the young at the expense of
parental authority.

Fundamentalists have only recently
awakened to these problems, and to the fact
that the United States is no longer—if it ever
was—the Christian nation they yearn for.
America is a complex, pluralistic nation
whose problems demand of its citizens all
the breadth, tolerance and sanity that Eliot
said humanism has to offer. And if that
takes the form of a religious faith, it must
feed on more than resentment and fear.

suicide, abortion and euthanasia and that
it encourages them (¢ lie, alienates them
from their parents, fosters such “‘social-
istic"’ lsmticampe‘t.:gve practices as the
opea classroom conditions them to
think that there is no such thing as right
or wrong. :
‘‘Some of you may have elemen or
secondary children wboexperlmee“urzm-
ach aches, headaches, nightmares or
other similar complaints and/or disoe.
ders that cannotpm be accounted for,”
wams a pamphlet entitled *‘Parental
Guide to Combat the Religion of Human-
ism in Schools,” distributed by Parents of
*‘Look in your schools! Mod-
?nm used g‘e‘t e
may be what is
d may causing those

“1 about my sans," said Lore
Flnlem two sons attend
school in Blunt, S.D., and who only re-

not have any rules in school; no no
wm:gml don't like seeuhlr‘ hi , It
t anymng goes: feel it's
0.5& doit.’ you
t these parent are
for, they say, is a mmgmy of the
teaching practices and textbooks of 30
.yen:n cgo.;ls well as m':'erlstllnulw
principles upon which, .
the country was founded. Mﬂ:y‘ uxm.m
specifically for history texts that empha-
size the pogitive side of America’s past,
economics courses that stress the
strengths of capitalism and litersture
that avoids divorce, suicide, druf addic-
tion and other harsh realities of life.
Rating Textbooks for Parents
On another level, they advocate a re-
tumn to academic ‘“‘basics,” contending
that the abandonment of such disciplines
as penmanship has led to slackening of
standards and declining achievement.
They want programs that focus
on E:lmlcs rather whole word recog-
nition, writing programs that stress good
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spelling over creativity. They also want,

say, a curriculum and an approach

to teaching that clearly delineates be-
tween right and wrong.

**There is just tov much negativism,"

said Mel Gabler, who with his wife,

Norma, operates the largest “‘textbook

Sacondary School Principals.

According to Judith Krug of the Ameri-
can umwum. since last
November have been attempts to
removwe, restrict or deny access to 148 dif-
ferent books in M states.

In Buhler, Kan, for example, “The
Kinsman," a science fiction novel by Ben
Bova, was removed the library of
the Prairie Hills M!dd{n:gehool because
parents complained that it was sexually

. In Gretna, Va., a parent-
teacher committee at the school
voted 10 cut out or ink over ""Howl” by
Allen Ginsberg and * Down to Get
Over'’* by June Gordon, involves
the trauma of a woman who was raped,
both of which are in '“The Treasury of
American Poetry.”

In Muskego, Wis., students must now
have written permission to check out the
feminist heaith manual *“‘Our Bodies,
Ourselves.’’ In Branson, Mo., an issue of
Sports [llustrated was returned to the
publisher in a brown paper bag because it
emphasized bikini swim suits. In French
Lick, Ind., “!I:)eam of a Salesman’’ has
been barmed from a high school English
class because it cont;msg?:bswnities.

Curbing Various Textbooks

Because of successful challenges by
such groups as the Gabliers, numerous
heelth, social studies, English and sci-
ence textbooks have already been re-
moved or revised to comply with parental

Russell Society News, No.31

complaints., Most recently, the Alabama
Board of Education voted to remove
‘J‘Iusuee in b:tgwrla" and ‘‘Unfinished
ourney,” H
Mifflin and wi used in :o’dnmm
<lasses across the country, from the
o, pareial compiainis that they eere
parental com that w
filled with secular humanism. ere

““We feel we brought the best of schol-
arship and .bookmw as accurate and

ve 8 as we can possibly
m'ﬂcnry Smith, corporate conmeﬁl:
Houghton Mifflin, said of *Unfinished
Journey.” ‘‘We found it difficult to find
substance to support the charges made."*

Many attempts to ban books have met
failure. Others are still tied up in litiga-
tion, such as Pico v. Isiand Trees, a case
involving a ban on Long
nine books, including “Slaughterhouse
Five’” by Kurt Vonnegut Jr, ‘"The Fixer'’
by Bernard Malmud, and “Down These
Mean Streets” by Piri Thomas. The Long
Isiand case is currently on appeal to the
Supreme Court and could become an im-
portant test case of a school board’s right
to decide the cantents of a school library.

Even in areas where censorship efforts
have failed, teachers and others say that
the battles themselves have had a chill-
ing impact in certain cases on what goes
on in the classroom.

Awiding Controversial Subjects

“I think about what I'm doing twice,"”
said Betty Duke, who teaches ninth
history at Vines High School in Plano, a
sul of Dallas, where no specific book
has been eliminated. ““Is there anything
controversial in this lesson plan? If there
is, 1 won't use it, I won’t use things where
akidhastomakea | ent.”

In South St. Paul, a suburb of §t. Paul,
Minn., all books that could possibly be
considered controversial must be so la-
beled. They must then be reviewed by
committee and either rejected or ac-

by the school board. Rather than
be subjected to that procedure, teachers
in the school system simply have not
changed the curriculum in more than six
years and continue to use hooks that may

From ‘he New York ‘imes (7/22/81) p.Al3:

We're No Holier for Our ‘Holy War’

in fact no longer be relevant.

‘‘We want and need to update contem-
porary literature,” said Joyce Johnson,
who teaches language arts at South St.
Paul Senior High 1. ““But we won't
make ions because they wouid
only be labeled out of context.”

Learning About Humanism

Peter Carperelli, the principal of
Helena Senior High School gn Mglatam.
said that many of his teachers had be-
come anxious since a meeting last month
when a discussion of the sex education
curriculum turned into a forum on the ilis
of secular humanism. *‘There is this feel-
ln?dthat you're being questioned,” he
said.

‘‘Anything that I think possibly contro-
versial I tape,” said George H. Tanner,
one of several teachers at Montello High
School in Wisconsin who began taking
cassette tape recorders to class after par-
ents accused them of '‘anti-God’* state-
ments they deny making.

Parents become aware of ‘‘secular

produced by the
Christian Broadcasting Network and en-
titled “Let Their Eyes Be
already sold over 1,800 copies at $125 each
to individuals and groups across the na-
tion. The film shows, among other things,
aborted fetuses and t who have
taken an overdose of drugs. It attempts to
show that teen-age prostitution, pornog-

By Martin E. Marty

Martin E. Marty is professor of the
history of modem Christianity, at The
University of Chicago, associate edi-
tor of The Christian Century, and au-
thor, most recently, of “‘The Public
Church: Mainline-Evangelical-Catho-
lic.”

CHICAGO — One year into its holy
war, the United States, is not, and
stands small chance of becoming, a
holier, happier, more civil, or more
moral nation.

Last summer, during the election
campaign, citizens began to see what
in the black movement used to be
called the “religiocification” of poli-
tics. Now, the unpromising language
of the crusade or jihad corrupts the
news media and disrupts society. It is
time for a cease-fire.

Religiocification has old, long roots.
Grant the New Christian Right a point:
Now and then its foil, *‘Secular Human-
ists,’* have used religious terms. In 1934,
the philosopher John Dewey wanted
democratic humanism to become *‘ex-
plicit and militant” as a faith. Human.
ist manifestos in 1933 and 1973 — over-
looked, and overlookable, documents —
included some holy-war terms. But if
they were calling for some kird of
“church,’” almost no one ever joined.

The United States Supreme Court un-
wittingly handed the Protestant Right
some weapons. In Toreaso v. Watkins

(1961), the Justices named some reli-
gions that did not focus on faith in God:
Buddhism, Taoism, Ethical Culture,
and, yes, Secular Humanism. In United
States v. Seeger (1965), the Court quite
properly granted conscientious-objec-
tor status to a citizen whose “reli-
gious" conscience was formed without
reference to a ‘‘Supreme Being."” The
Court cited the theologian Paul Til-
lich’s broadening definition of religion
as “‘ultimate concern.”

With aid from a hated philosopher,
the Court, and a theologian, the new
religious Right started calling every
mental outlook, worid view, philoso-

phy of life, or even warm tingle, a reli-

on.
8’ln 1978, Johm W. Whitehead, a law-
yer, and John Conlan, a former Con-
gressman, the arsenal together in
a garbled article in the Texas Tech
fLaw Review. Fundamentalist best-
sellers since then have billboarded
their argument. The two authors
claimed that in a string of cases, cli-
maxed in the “school prayer’ deci-
sions of 1962 and 1963, the Justices had
“virtually eliminated. .. traditional
theism’’ trom schools. In the authors’
reasoning, since some “ultimate con-
cern” has to ground all talk of values
and morals, some religion has to be
privileged and established in Ameri-
can public institutions. Even though
the Justices had explicitly rejected
this notion and carefully ruled out

Secular Humanism as a candidate for
such establish Mr. Whitehead
and Mr. Conlan claimed that at least
by default they had ruled it in.

During the last three years, we have
heard the claim that the faith of the ma-
jority, traditional theism, should be so
established. Whose theism — that of
Jews and Christians, or Christians
alone, or Protestants, or Mormons? The
Right wants Genesis-based *Scientific
Creationism™ given equal time to
counter evolution, which they claim can
be taught oniy as a sort of religion.
While there are plausible grounds for
tuition tax credits, the Protestant mili-
tants implausibly argue that public
schools are established churches of

Secular Humanism and that they have

the right to be protected from them. Li-
brary and school-board members may
be devout Presbyterians or Roman
Catholics, but if they do not surrender to
the Right, they are chased as godless
Secular Humanists.

The Rightist case i based on distor-
tions of language and history. The Su-
preme Court school-prayer decisions did
not take God out of the schools. Two
years before the first decision, a sur-
vey shows, only about 6 percent of the
school districts in the pious Midwest
and only 2 percent of those on the West
Coast had “*devotional home room ex-
ercises,” and only 18 percent and 11
percent had Bible reading at all.

Some religious leaders have called
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raphy and murder are all a result of secy-
lu"’l;wumanlsm in the schools. tof
years ago I didn’t even
wirat secular humanism was,’” saidb.’r%;
mcm tg B;:“;‘;ps‘n‘ » president of the local
attempting to e
from the schools, “‘Now I realize p;x)'“gcal;
be a humanist without it and
that tl.),ere are humanists doing every.

Mrs. Cook, who has a son at Sull
.Mghschoo!inomdamdamﬂ\e)r'
child in grade schoc! in Blunt, first heard

it
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Mrs. Cook now subscribes to at least
doeen national mnlndmltsymp:
thetic to her cause and keeps their litera-
ture in cardboard boxes and files in her
living room. She plays host to sessions
around her kitchen table to inform her
neighbors of huntanism'’s dangers and is
always an outspoken participant at
school board meetings. She, among
others in the community, was in tavor of

‘‘We have to rid of secular human.
ism,” said Doug:ltd J. Rykhusa.rsrt‘lpeﬂn-
tendent of schools in Onida and Blunt
i?d’m%nyly;aymatcanbem.he'

ti ‘¢ 1
liberal, persounel. rid of "liberal, reat

“1 worry for my son,” said Vic
Brooks, who teaches English at sullk;
Buttes high school and opposed the ban.
*“I don't want him to be in a community
wherelfyoudisagteeywarem.l
want- him to be able to evalute opinions
and be able to think. People who can't
think are ripe for dictatorship.

for de-escalation of the holy war. The
evangelist Billy Graham, the conser-
vative Baptist theologian Carl Henry,
responsible evangelicals, many Catho-
lic bishops, half the Southern Baptist
Convention — all have warned against
confusions that result when leaders
mobilize religious instinets for politi-
cal causes.
America may have a (sometimes
creative) civil religion, but it has also
gotten by as a civil society. Alongside its
public religion, its schools have been
productive on the basis of a public phi-
losophy. The writer G. K. Chesterton did
call this “the nation with the soul of a
church,” but, like the other nations of
the free West, it is also a nation with the
soul of a nation. Arthur Mann, a Univer-
sity of Chicago historian, recentiy re-
minded discussants in a debate that
through most of Amerira’s history, Citi-
zens did well with simpler concepts like
«American ideals,” and asked, what.
ever happened to them?

Not every aspect of every world view,
science class, notion, or philosophy has
to be a matter of “ulimate concern” and
thus religion. Citizens can pursue reli-
gion through churches, synagogues,
and, yes, tiny clubs of Secuiar Human-
ism. The religions have a right to seek
influence in the free realm. What the
United States needs now is civil argu-
ment, which can resume only when the
holy war scales down.
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From the los Angeles limes (5/28/81):

Art Buchwald

Hunting Down the Secular Humanists

The new threat to this country, if you believe the
Moral Majority and the television preachers, is not Com-
munists or fellow travelers but “secular humanists.”

The “secular humanists” are the ones who are brain-
washing our children with books about evolution, sex,
race relations, ERA and naughty words.

This means we have to get the books out of the
schools and libraries. The book censors are starting to
organize, the moral crusade has begun and the hunt for
secular humanists is on.

1 am always intimidated by book -burners, so 1 want to
get on the bandwagon as soon as possible.

My problem is, unlike the Red-baiting witch hunts of
the McCarthy days. 1 find it impossible to know who a
secular humanist is.

*

It was easy to tell a Commie or fellow traveler in the
'50s because he always carried a Daily Worker under his
arm and didn't bother to shine his shees. He never had a
nice thing to say about Roy Cohn or Sen. Joe McCarthy
and he kept taking the Fifth Amendment when he was
called in front of the House Un-American Activilies
Committee. Also, you could check up on him by finding
out if he once belonged to one of the hundreds of sub-
versive organizations listed by the government as being
for the violent overthrow of the government.

But a secular humanist is a different breed of cat.
From what | can gather, he is much harder to identify
unless he openly admits he thinks Darwin’s theory of
creation makes sense.

Secular humanists are not joiners. They don’t have
cells where they plot anti- American and anti-God pro-
paganda. Most of them work alone, dong historical re-
search, writing texthooks and novels, and explaining

how babies are born. They pollute children’s minds with
how the world is, rather than how the anti-humanists
would like it to be.

‘What makes them so dangerous is that secular huma-
nists look just like you and me. Some of them could be
your best friends without you knowing they are huma-
nists. They could come into your house, play with your
children, eat your food and even watch football with
you on television, and you'd never know that they have
read “Catcher in the Rye,” “Brave New World" and
“Huckleberry Finn.”

*

Of course, there are some who flaunt their humanism
and will brag they're for abortion and against prayers in
pubitc schools. You can throw them out of the house.

But for every secular humanist who will tell where he
or she stands on a fundamentalist issue, there are 10
who keep their thoughts to themselves and are working
to destroy the American family.

No one is safe until Congress sets up an Anti-Secular
Humanism Committee to get at the rot. Witnesses have
to be called, and they have to name names of other sec-
ular humanists they know.

Librarians and teachers must be made to answer for
the books they have on their shelves. Publishers have to
be held accountable for what they print. Writers must
be punished for what they write.

The secular humanists should be put on notice that
they can no longer hide behind the First Amendment.

If we're going Lo go back to the old moral values that
made this country great, we're going to have to do 1t
with search-and-destroy methods. First. we must burn
the books—and if that isn't enough, then we must burn
the people
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(Thank you
JOHN TOBIN)

(29)

RELIGION

Instructions from Mt., Sinai, from the New York Times Review of the Week (5/24/81)p.E19:

By Anthony Lewis

One of the important elements in
Ronald Reagan’s election was right-
wing fervor on social and religious
issues. The Moral Majority and other
groupes roused a lot of voters with their
calls to end abortion, put prayer back
in the schools and resist the women's
movement as a threat to the family.

Since Jan. 20 the Reagan Adminis-
tration has done its best to keep those
questions on the back burner in Con-
gress. It did not want its economic pro-
gram obstructed by an emotional fight
over social issues.

But now the fight is on. And we can
already see that it represents a danger
to the President — not to his economic
package, which ig on its way, but more
deeply to the political climate in the
country.

Abortion, that most divisive of
issues, has led the way. Senator Jesse
Helms and others have been pressing
for action on a bill to get around the fu-
preme Court’s decision that it is un-
constitutional to make early abortions
a crime, by a “simple” declaration
that human life begins at conception.

Then last week the Senate, by & vote
of 52 to 43, attached to an appropria-
tion bill the strictest anti-abortion
rider it has ever approved. The lan-

guage forbids the use of Federal funds
to pay for a poor woman's abortion un-
less the pregnancy threatens her life.
It rules out abortions under Medicaid
even in cases of rape or incest.

In the debate on the rider, the issues
were ones not of party but of faith —
really of religibus belief. The chief
debaters were all Republicans: on
one side Senator Helms, on the other
Senators Bob Packwood and Lowell
Weicker.

Senator Helms specifically rejected
appeals for the approximately 15,000
women who become pregnant as the
result of rape cach year. Under exist-
ing law they are eligible for Medicaid
aboriions if they are poor and have re-
ported the rape within 72 hours. But
Senator Helm: spoke of “a - d herring
whereby peopie come up fous months
later and say, ‘Oh, by the way, I was
raped four months ago.’ "’

Senator Packwood said: ‘‘There is
growing in this country a Cotton
Mather mentality ... , narrow, unfor-

_giving."”” He spoke of “a feeling that

='God speaks to me. 1 will tell you what
He says. Tough luck if you're not on
the same wavelength.’ *

Senator Helms answered: "“We're
talking about the deliberate termina-
tion of human life. If that's a Cotton
Mather mentality, so be it. There is a
set of instructions that came down

from Mount Sinai about that.”’

That drew from Senator Weicker:
‘‘We're not running this country from
divine commandments or instructions
from Mount Sinai.”

My guess is that most Americans do
not want this country run by divine
commandments — or, rather, by poti-
ticians who claim exciusive knowledge
of those commandments. the intoler-
ance that motivated Cotton Mather in
the Salem witch trials is not the basis
of the American political systemn.

Fundamentalist religion is

strongest
hold to the country’s tradition of diver-
sity in faith and separation of religion
from government.
It happens also that a guarantee of

Then there is the place of the Su-
preme Court in our system. Ameri-
cans rallied in 1937 to protect a Court
d&c:lhu they did not like

feeling for the Court as an institution,
s a safeguard, is just as strong today.
Most Americans will feel uneasy about
changing the Court’s reading of the
Constitution by “'simple’ legislation.

The public, then, may come to see
those who raise the social issues not as
«conservatives’’ but as radical zea-
lots. And the mood of friendly toler-
ance for conservative experiment in
Washington could turn sour.

In the same week that the anti-abor-
tionists were pushing to the extreme in
washington, Italians by a 2-to-1 mar-
gin rejected a tightening of their mod-
erate abortion law — and did so de-
spite the emotional circumstance of
the attack on the Pope. It wuuld be
irosdc if a ~nintry with a First Amend-
me.. .re to let religion command
politics more than it does in Rome.

Another irony is that some of the
same men who talk about transiating
the word of God into American legisla-
tion show little concern for the godless
cruelties of other governments. Sena-
tor Helms indicates no desire to have
the United States speak out against
torture in Uruguay or official anti-
Semitism in Argentina.

There again I doubt that the right-
wing zealots speak for America. The
more the extreme right sets the pace,
the more danger there is that Ronald
Reagan’s Washington will lose its rap-
port with the cnuntre
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(30) Creationism, James Gorman in "Discover” (Msy 1981)

“Isn’t it difficult to realize thal a trial of
this kind is possible in the 20th century
in the United States of America?”

hat question was asked more than
T half a century ago by defense

attorney Clarence Darrow about
the famous ‘monkey trial” of 1925, in
which i Tennessee public schoul teach-
or named John Seopes was found guilty
of violating state law by teaching evo-
lution in his classroom. Incredible as
it may seem, the same question could
have been asked in March 1981, as evo-
lution went on trial in a California
courtroom. and was seriously chal-
lenged by a hill passed overwhelmingly
by the Arkansas state logislature Al-
though the much heralded California
triat ended inconelusively, the Arkansas
vote may have set the stage for an-
other, more dramatic battle.

The California case was brought by
Kelly Segraves, 38, and several others,
inchuding Segraves's 13-year-old son
Kasey. Segraves is director of the Cre-
ation-Seienee Research Center, based in
San Diego. He ix one ol agrowing num-
ber of fundamentalist Christians who
consider  themselves  Uscientitic ere-
atiomsts == deseription that many sei-
entists helieve was mvented solely as a
dovieo to ship ereabionism into publie
sehool currictla in the guise of science.
Segraves's grevanee wias that the state
of California was teaching evolution as
fact in public school seience classes.
This. he said in his complaint, infringed
on the free exerese of religion by those
whose beliels run contrary to the Dar-
winist theory of evalution, Fis demamd:
Seienee conrses Mist Lake a position of
“neutrality” on the origins of life.
Ahout thes mly way that could be done—
thourh Segraves did not specilically re-
quest 1t - would be for Llw'srhmyl..\' to
teach also the seientific creationist view.

essentially the same as the biblical ver-
sion of the beginningof lifc as described
in Genesis.

Interest in the trial had been build-
ing, and when it began early in March
in Sacramento, Superior Court was
packed with spectators hoping for a re-
run of the Tennessee case. Local news-
papers headlined the event "The Mon-
key Trial,”” and the presiding judge,
Irving Perluss, seceded to pleas from
the press for full coverage. A television
crew was in place in the jury box, a pho-
tographer sat in the front row of spec-
tators, and the opposing attorneys were
equipped with clip-on, battery-operated
microphones.

In his opening statement, Richard
Turner, Segraves's attorney, said that
his client wanted teachers to "'stop
teaching the theory of evolution as fact
in public schools.” To dramatize his
point, on the second day of the trial he
called as a witness young Kasey Se-
graves, who testified that his public
school teacher had told him that man
evolved from apes. This conflicted with
what he was taught at home. Said Ka-
sey, "I believe that God created man
as man and put himon the earth.”

It soon became apparent that Kelly
Segraves had backed away from the
language of his original complaint. He
was careful not to advocate the teach-
ing of creationism in the schoo:s, and
said he objected most to the state’s mak-
ing the theory of evolution “‘unques-
tioned dogma.” All he really wanted, it
turned out, was qualification of one sen-
tence in the state’s science guidelines
for teachers and lextbook publishers,
which read: '"The process [of evolution]
has been going on so long that it has pro-
duced all the groups and kinds of plants
and animals now living as well as oth-
ers that have become extinet.” The ad-
dition of such phrases as “‘most scien-
tists believe” or "scientists hypothe-

size”” would satisfy him.

Judge Perluss was incredulous. "I
thought you wanted scientific creation-
ism taught in the schools. I wonder il
this case of great and important con-
stitutional issues has evolved, if you par-
don the pun, and come down 1o a ques-
tion of semantics. If this is what this
case is now all about, then it seems to
me we're wasting an awful lot of time.”

Atter tive days of argument, Perluss
handed down his ruling. He held that
the evolution statement did not infringe
the free exercise of religion and could
thus stand unamended. But he ordered
wide dissemination to educators and
textbook publishers of a 1973 state
board of education policy directive that
specified that evolution should be pre-
sented as theory, not dogma.

On the surface, the ruling seemed a
defeat for opponents of the teaching of
evolution in public schools. But Se-
graves seemed pleased. Said he, "We've
done what we came here to do—that is,
establish the rights of the Christian
child. We’ve made sure dogmatic asser-
tions can't be made in the science class-
room any more.” Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral Robert Tyler was not happy with
the ruling. "Thesciencé framework and
the state of science in California is in-
tact,” he said. "But to throw the cre-
ationists a bone, the judge mandated a
meaningless act. The very fact that the
creationists won anything has given
them great momentum.”

there. Pressed by fundamentalists,

legislators in 14 states have intro-
duced bills requiring that creationist
views be presented in science classes.
One Florida school district requires that
creationist ideas be taught in biology
classrooms, and in California, Minneso-
ta, South Dakota. Kansas. [Ninois, and

In fact, the momentum was already
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lowa, individual biology teachers have
voluntarily included these ideas in their
courses. The Texas school board insists
that biology textbooks used in public
schools include a statement that evolu-
tion is a theory and not a fact. Bowing
to such pressures, several publishers
have sharply reduced the amount of
space in biology textbooks devoted to
Darwinian theory, or have added sec-
tions on creationism.

In mid-March the creationists won
their greatest victory to date, when Ar-
kansas passed a bill requiring that, be-
ginning in 1982, if either evolution or
scientific creationism is taught in pub-
lic schools, balanced treatment must be
given to the other viewpoint. In an ap-
parent effort to convince the courts that
the legislation does not violate the con-
stitutional separation of church and
state, the bill prohibits the teaching of
religion or reference to religious writ-
ings in the classroom. Said Arkansas
State Representative Michael Wilson,
who sided with the minority in the 68-to-
19 vote, “As a lawyer, 1 will tell you
the courts will hold this bill unconsti-
tutional as quickly asit getsto court.”

Indeed, the Arkansas legislation
seems to define the battle line sharply
and set up a confrontation that could
provide what Sacramento failed to: a
1980s version of the Scopes trial.

Many scientists believe that the
creationists are attacking not only evo-
lutionary theory but the nature of sci-
entific inquiry itself. In the following
Essay, written for DISCOVER this
month, Harvard professor Stephen Jay
Gould, a leading paleontologist (and one
of creationism’s chief antagonists), ac-
cuses scientific creationists of distorting
legitimate scientific  discourse  with
falschoods and innuendo. His argu-
ments may well state the case of the sei-
entific community in the trial that
seems destined Lo come.,

(31) tThe Churchman"ran this ad in the New York {imes Review of the Week (5/24/81) p.E7. We admire it.

PARDON ME, MR. LINCOLN

this planet
The First World War,
Conceived in nationalistic fervor
And dedicated to the proposition
That some people are more equal than others.
Now we are engaged in a vast Cold War,
Testing whether our nation or any other nation
So deceived and so frustrated can long endure.
For many years international leaders .
Have been conducting conferences and meetings,
resumably in efforts
E‘o halt the insane, irrational, immoral and
suicidal condition »
That threatens with extinction all living
organisms. But in a larger sense, they cannot
obliterate, they cannot eradicate.
They cannot save us from the ultimate folly of

nuclear war.

The c g selfless and ated p
living and dead, .

Who over the years s ed, bled, and died

In pursuit of peaceful solutions to international
misunderstandings

Are the only ones who can show us the way to
save ou;selveu flroml::lhe em::ecnoni

world’s e seldom note nor loi

The ﬂ‘- mp peakable horrors :gpast wars,

But they will not survive an atomic holocaust.

It is for those of us now living to dedicate
ourselves completely »

To the unfinished task which peacemalkers, living
and dead, thus far nobly advanced. .

1t is for those of us who for so long have buried our
heads in the .

To be here dedicated to the great unfinished task
emaining before us

HREE SCORE, and three years ago
I I \ Our grandfathers helped bring forth upon

military and for the military,
Shall vanish from the Earth.

(and youngest in spirit)

on world peace.

That this nation and the entire world, under God,
Shall at last emerge from the scourge of war;
And that government of the military, by the

MAHLON R. HAGERTY

. The above poem reflects the sentiments found
in each fearless issue of The Churchman, a
Humanist-oriented journal, the oldest religious

ine in the country. A
copy of the poem, plus a free issue of The Church-
man, will be sent for a $5.00 trial subscription of
one year. Among its authors are Professor John
Somerville, Hazel Henderson, George Seldes, Brig.
Gen. Hugh B. Hester, Edward Larb, Dr. Corliss
Lamont, Rabbi Morrison D. Bial, the Rev. Ste-
phen H. Fritchman, Robert St. John — all speak-
ing forthrightly and with enlightenment on the
pressing issues of our troubled time with a focus

L
| YES, I accept your offer to try THE CHURCHMAN.
! [0 Send me a one-year subscription to THE

Petersburg, FL 33704

: CHURCHMAN,

i Include my FREE issue.

\ O My check for $5.00 is enclosed.
|

| NaME

|

} ADDRESS

|

l CITY STATE
|

)

The Churchman ® 1074 23rd Avenue North @ St. :
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(32) Cognitivd dissonance.From The New York 'imes Review of the Week (5/17/81) p.E22:
The Triumph of Cognitive Dissonance
To the Editor: for education and scientific research
Cognitive dissonance, which is the  shouldbecut.
belief in two or more mutually exclu- ©Government should stay out of
sive ideas, is not unusual. What isless  peoples’ private lives; what is needed
is a constitutional amendment prohib-
(3 A iting abortion.
<< © Federal spending causes inflation
because it is wasteful and inefficient;
N military spending should be increased.
( © The military cannot keep enough
trained, dedicated people in service;
resume the draft (see also private
/ lives, above).
© The free market should determine
Ve the worthiness of any product or serv-
7 DN ice; curtail Japanese imports.
AN  America needs Lo:gdem transpor-
~ tation; subsidize eed and Chrys-
ler.(ancelConrail.
Most serious is the belief that the
/ \ way to reduce the likelihood of nuclear
war is to build more nuclear weapons.
/{ é 1 realize that the republic in which
logic rules has yet to be founded. I
hope that the republic in which illogic
common is a political philosephy rules is not upon us. One concem I
based on such logical contradictions. have is whether, like the village in
Today, American conservatives seem Vietnam, America will be destroyed in
to believe that: order to be saved.
® In technology, America is failing JOSEPH WALKER
behind the rest of the world; funding Philadelphia, May 11, 1981
NEWS ABOUT MEMBERS
(33) Andre recently became a member and would like tohear from members who live in, or plan to visit, the Bay
Area. Write him at Box 4121, Stanford, CA 94306
(34) Adam Paul Banner is going to Haiti for 3 months (or more) under the auspices of the International Executive Service
Corps,as a Volunteer Executive. He designs plants, and is a technical specialist in the manufacture of carbon and
grapl(liti. He will assist in the start-up and development of a flashlight battery plant. For his address in Haiti,
sdd (39).
(35) Leonard Cleavelin, who is studying law, has accepted a commission in the U.S.Navy Judge Advocate General's Corps.
He is spending the summer as an Ensign on temporary active duty,and was therefore unable to be at the McMaster Meeting,
(36) Daniel Tito expects to matriculate at Goddard College, Vermont, this fall.
QUESTIONS & ANSWERS
(37) More on 2 + 2 = ? Originally, JACK RAGSDALE wondered what HR meant when he said something like "Two and two are

about four” (RSN27-25). KEN KORBIN offered a statement approximately from Wittgenstein (RSN28-31). Now BOB
LOMBARDI comes across some paragraphs that seem relevant, in BR's The Art of Philosophiging (NY:Philosophical

Library 1968) pp.1li-115:

“But,” you may say, “none of this shakes
my belief that 2 and 2 are 4.” You are quite
right, except in marginal cases—and it is
only in marginal cases that you are doubtful
whether a certain animal is a dog or a cer-
tain length is less than a meter. Two must
be two of something, and the proposition “2
and 2 are 4” is useless unless it can be ap-

plied. Two dogs and two dogs are certainly
four dogs, but cases may arise in which you
are doubtful whether two of them are dogs.
“Well, at any rate there are four animals,”
you may say. But there are microorganisms
concerning which it is doubtful whether they
are animals or plants. “Well then, living
organisms,” you say. But there are things of
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which it is doubtful whether they are living
organisms or not. You will be driven into
saying: “Two entities and two entities are
four entities.” When you have told me what
you mean by “entity,” we will resume the
argument.

inapplicable, have no region at all to which
they are certainly applicable. If they are to
be made certainly applicable, it must be by
sacrificing the claim to exactness.

The outcome of this discussion is that ma-
thematics does not have that exactness to
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Thus concepts, in general, have a certain
region to which they are certainly appli-
cable, and another to which they are certainly
inapplicable, but concepts which aim at ex-
actness, like “meter” and “second,” though
they have a large region (within the ap-
proximate field) to which they are certainly

which it apparently lays claim, but is approx-
imate like everything else. This, however, is
of no practical importance, since in any case
all our knowledge of the sensible world is
only approximate.

Bob contiues:

Though Russell doesn't use the quote "2 + 2 sometimes = 5", it is clear how leeway can be found to make a case
for it. For example, two women plus two women equal four women, you might say. But what if one woman were
pregnant? What if one were pregnant with twins? So much for the certainty of mathematics, since mathematics
is subservient to the arbitrary judgment of the psrson doing the adding.

NEW MEMBERS

We welcome these new members:

(38)

KEVIN A. ALDRICH/82 Overland St./Fitchburg, MA 01420

VINCENT BATTS,JR./4403 Centre Av.(C-2)/Pittsburgh, PA 15213

CLARE A. FEY/663A Robinwood Drive/Pittsburgh/PA 15216

DONALD E, M. HYLTON/13311 Ankerton/Whittier, CA 90601

JOSPEH P. INFANTE/First Av./Hauto Valley Estates/RD 1, Nesquehoning,PA 18240

ANDRES KAARIK/Sorakersvagen 15/S 122 47 ENSKEDE,Sweden
PROF. MARVIN KOHL/Philosophy,SUNY/Fredonia, NY 14063
SCOTT KURHAN/LJ Cottontail Road/Norwalk,CT 0685
HARRY LARSON/1550 Tenth Av./San Diego, CA 92101
RICHARD H. MOCK/POBox 12232/Columbia, SC 29211

GILBERT MURRAY/2225 N. Main St./Walnut Creek, CA 94596

KENNETH J. MYLOTT/1380 S.W., St./Boca Raton,FL 33432

JOSEPH NECHVATAL/18 N. Moore St./New York,NY 10013

'PROF, & MRS. RICHARD P, PHARIS/Biology /University of Calgary/Calgary, Canada T2N 1NY
GEORGE R. RINHART/Upper Grey/Colebrook, CT 06021

LEONARD S. SCHWARTZ/L520 Sendero Place/Tarzana,CA 91356

JACK B. SUCONIK/115 Linden/Elmhurst, IL 60126

JOHN A, SWAIN/2808 Alton Drive/Champaign, IL 61820

ELIZAHETH VOGT/Marko Villas Apt. 307/2101 S. Atlantic Av./Cocoa Beach,FL 32931
DENISE WEILAND/PO Box 333/Perryville, KY 40468

JOHN A WILHELM/4600 7lst St./La Mesa, CA 92041
SANTO & BETTY ZACCONE/6208 Dundee Drive/North Highlands, CA 95660

NEW ADDRESSES & OTHER CHANGES

(39) When something is underlined, only the underlined part is new .(or corrected.)

TRUMAN E, ANDERSON,JR./1200 Denver Center Eldg./Denver, CO 80203
ADAM PAUL BANNER/c/o J.J.Dessalines/CIIE Exposition/Box 465/Port.au~Prince,Haiti

DR. KENNETH BLACKWELL/Archivist/Russell Archives/McMaster University/Hamilton, Ont./Canada LSS ilb
RANDALL BRUNK/PO Box 413/Glenn Dale, MD 20769 F

LEONARD CLEAVELIN/6540 Hancock Avenue/St. Louis,MO 63139

R. S. J. DAWSON/2326 Rosefield/Houston, TX 77080
RAY DONLEY IIX/5426 Manchaca (214)/Austin, TX 78745
GRAHAM ENTWISTLE/70 Commons Drive (5)/Shrewsbury, MA O1545
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(43)
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DR. STEPHEN HAMBY/309 Beacon Crest Lane (9)/Birmingham, AL 35209

GERALD L. JACOBS/810 Anderson/Warrensburg,MO 64093

PROF., ROBERT P. LARKIN/Geography/University of Colorado/Coloradc Springs/CO 80907
JOHN R, LENZ/317 W. 100 St.éld?g/ﬂew York,NY 10025

PIETER D. MASTERS/PO Box 75/Zion Hill, PA 18981

ALMA A, RITZENEERG(formerly Stuart)/275 Bonita Drive/Merritt Island,FL 32952

VERA ROEERTS/Box 34/Frobisher Bay/N.W.T.,Canada XOA OHO

VIVIAN B. RUBEL(formerly Mrs, E, Dewey Benton)/132, Palmetto St./Clearwater,FL 33515

PROF. HARRY RUJA/4664 Troy Lane/La Mesa, CA 92041

CARL SPADONI/Assistant Archivist/Russell Archives/McMaster University/Hamilton, Ont./Canada 18S 416

DANIEL A. TITO III/463 Main Road/Wilkes-Barre,PA 18702
ROB & ANN WALLACE/1502 S. Oregon Circle/Tampa, FL 33612

COLLECTORS" CORNER

Preservation. TOM STANIEY writes:

The physical care of books and pamphlets is a very important but often neglected asgect of collecting, I'd
like to recommend two sources of concise introductions to this topic: Preservation Uffice, Library of Congress,
Washington,DC 20540. (They offer 5 leaflets on envirommental protection of paper materials.). Michael Turner,
Preservation Office, Bodlein Library, Oxford, England. (Two leaflets.) These items are free,

If you'd like to complete your collection of Haldeman-Julius pamphlets by Russell, you can contact the company
at its new address: Norris Peters, Little Elue Book Company, Box 19911, Columbus, OH 43219, Mr. Peters must
own the copyright as he wrote that he could print any of the titles for distribution, For the story of BR and
HeJ, see "Russell" (29-32:1978).

CONTRIBUTIONS

BRS Treasury contributors:we thank PETER CRANFORD, LFE EISLER, KATHY FJERMEDAL, PHILLIPS FREER, DON JACKANICZ,
RAY NT, JOHN SCHWENK, and JOHN TOBIN.

Russell Memorial ;Iondonf contributors: our thanks to JACQUELINE BERTHON-PAYON, PETER CRANFORD,IEE EISLER,
DON JACKANICZ, AGE ,and WILLIAM VALENTINE, Contributions to the Russell Memorial are

$
still needed; please see (15).

ELECTION OF DIRECTORS

We are vot to elect 8 Directors, for 3-year terms start 1/1/82. This year, for the first time, we have more
candidates i§3) than openings (8). That is how it should be {(when possible), to give members a choice. We like all
13...but can vote only for 8, You need not sign your ballot; it can be a secret ballot, if you so choose. -

Here is data on the Director-Candidates:

JACQI(JEL;NE BERTHON-PAYON (Claremont, CA) is the new Co-Chairman of the Membership Committee. For more about her,
see (L4).

PETER CRANFORD (Augusta, GA) is founder (and chief financial angel) of the BRS; BRS Chairman of the Board;
formerly President; currently a Director; author, and clinical psychologist in private practice.

BOB (Robert K.)DAVIS (Los Angeles) is a founding member; BRS President; former Vice-President; currently a
Director; salesman; small business proprietor; former highschool teacher.

ALEX DELY (Tucson,AZ). Chairman,Science Committee. Born & educated in Belgium (philosophy & physics).U.S.
resident since '76. Physics research at U. Chicago. Teaching physics at U.of Arizona, formerly at Illinois
State U, Active in "progressive issues" (disarmament, equal access to justice,etc.). State Toxic Substances
Coordinator for Sierra Club, BRS member since *'75.
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LEE EISIER (Coopersburg, PA) is a founding member; Chairman, Membership and Information Committees;
editor,RSN; currently a Director; retired; formerly advertising writer and executive.

DAVID HART (Rochester,NY) attended BRS Annual Meetings in '79,'80, and '81. Gave talk at !'81 meeting on
BR's disregarded advice to the English Left. "My interest in BR led me to spend a recent leave of absence'
- from teaching mathematics —- "in Cambridge"(England) (written up in RSN30-27). Wrote "Russell on Marx"(RSN30-14).

ALVIN HOFER(Miami,FL) is Chairman of a BRS committee to revise expulsion procedures. Would like to see "more
of the Society's decisiorsdetermined by the general membership, by RSN balloting," Ph.D. in physics; has done
basic and applied research. Member:Common Cause, National Organization for Women.

MARVIN KOHL (Fredonia, NY) is Professor of Philosophy at the State University of New York, and author of
Benificent Euthanasia, Infanticide and the Value of Life, and other books,

HUGH S, MOORHEAD (Chicago) is Professor and Chairman, Philosophy Department, Northeastern Illinois University,
Chicago;Master's Thesis on Russell; Doctorate on the Great Books movement. "Have nearly all of ER's books,
purposely omitting Principia Mathematica,which isn't readable!" Has 3 notes from ER.

JACK RAGSDAIE (Dallas,TX) is Co-Chairman of the BRS Library Committee.Born in Atlanta, fortunately received

"a good inheritance of tolerance and doubt, and questioned religious and social values even before I
discovered BR's Why I Am Not A Christian in my teens. I started as a seaman and finished as an importor/
wholesaler. I have traveled extensively, which has sharpened my awareness.Speak Spanish;lived in NYC 4O years."

HARRY RUJA (San Diego, CA) is BRS Vice-President. Professor Emeritus, Philosophy, San Disgo State University.
Russell scholar and bibliographer;currently a Director. BRS member since its first year %;97 ).

WILLIAM VALENTINE (Eaton Rapids, MI). Telecommunications specialist, Michigan Supreme Court. B.S.,M.A.,
Commnications., Formerly directed funded research at U, Notre Dame and Michigan State U., experience that
could be useful to BRS projects. Recent articles:'Human Rights and World Telecommunications", Pacific
Telecommunications Conference, Honolulu,1980; "A Conversation with Dora Hy8sell" in "Russell" (1981)

DAN WRAY (Hellywood). BRS member since 1975. Playwright and screen writer. Attends local (Los Angeles area)
BRS meetings and presentations. Especially interested in BR as an intellectual historian, as in A History
of Western Philosophy. Hopes to suggest future BRS projects and to help make arrangements for the '82
meeting in Oxford (England).

Please vote! Use the ballot on the last page of this newsletter.

BRS BUSINESS

(44) Membership Committee's new Co-Chairman is Jacqueline Berthon-Payon. Laureate du Conservatoire de Musique, Nancy,
France; BRS member since early 'j8. An "instant convert" to BR when a friend lenther The Will To Doubt some years
ago. She has since given away, to friends and acquaintances, 115 copies of Bertrand Ryssell's Best !Egner,ed.)
She will deal with requests for information about the BRS, and enroll new members. We welcome her warmly to her
new office. Her address: 463 W. 10th St.,Claremont, CA 91711.

FOR SALE
(45) Members' staionery price reduced 20%.We ordered a larger quantity and got a better price from the printer.
New price: $5 postpaid for 95 sheets. 8% x 11, white. cross the top!'The good life is one inspired by love and

guided by knowledge" Bertrand Russell.On bottom:":Motto of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." Order from
the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.

(46) BR postcard. Philippe Halsman's handsome 1958 photo of BR with pipe. 4% x 6. 75¢ for the first mne, 50¢ each
after the first one. RSN30-44 shows it. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, Bottom

&7) New book price list replaces the list of RSN30-35d. Till further notice, order these books from Don in Chicago,
not from Jack in Dallas.

——-The following titles can be ordered from the BRS Library at the discounted prices shown.

—--This list and prices are current as of August 1, 1981 and supersede previous lists and
prices. From time to time market changes require title deletions, allow for title ad-
ditions, and force price increases. But the discounts given provide considerable sav-
ings, especially for certain titles which are often difficult to locate.

---Prices include postage and other shipping costs.

———"H" 4indicates a hardbound edition. No notation indicates a paperbound edition.
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---Prices shown are in U,S. funds.
Bertrand Russell Soclety, in U.S. funds or the equivalent.
---Your order will be promptly filled, although occasionally an out of stock item may cause
a brief shipment delay.
---Send orders to Donald W. Jackaniczj 3802 N. Kenneth Ave,; Chicago, IL 60641; U.S.A.
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By Bertrand Russell

Flease remit by check or money order, payable to The

AUTHORITY AND THE INDIVIDUAL..suveeenvussosnsassarsarnssssnssssansased 3.75

THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF BR (in one vOlume)esseeseesesesansonssssssenace
THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF BR, VOLUME Tetuserasonsssssssssasssasnsasssnane
THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF BR, VOlum® ITucsssesosrsossannsnsossnasssasess
THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF BR, VOlume ITI...uveeeeeesesossosannsensasanaes
EDUCATION AND THE SOCTAL ORDER.utessesenssasnssansioosasssacasssones
GERMAN SOCIAL DEMOCRACY «ueasresasssasecasrscassnssanasnsssnsessscansonsns
HAS MAN A FUTURE? 44 0 snnennennanassnssssssssonssnnsstosvncssesnnsene
HISTORY OF THE WORID IN EPITOME.eeussarssasasasaresnsssssasossensase
HUMAN SOCIETY IN ETHICS AND POLITICS.u.eeeerensonsnnrosasancosenrnne
ICARUS OR THE FUTURE OF SCIENCE.:evesscsscsosssessssesssescssessanse
THE IMPACT OF SCIENCE ON SOCTETYueeuasesassssncencssnsssnnnsnsscasss
IN PRATSE OF IDIENESS s sossasasssssasnssrosssnssssassasssornsasorase
AN INQUIRY INTO MEANING AND TRUTH.:.vesesresoensssnassssssesassncnos
AN INQUIRY INTO MEANING AND TRUTH.useecsccassenvsnsoscssasseoscnscsne
JUSTICE IN WARTIME . s senessussnsntancasssannssssosntossnconsasosasn
MORTALS AND OTHERS, edited by HarTy RUJS.:caeeeessasecresensosoransse
MY PHILOSOPHICAL DEVELOPMENT ¢4 v vseessssesasteseosessssarancaransans
AN OUTLINE OF PHILOSOPHY 4. tasesosssssasassosnseasrsossasansosanseans
POLITICAL TDEALS .4 sssesessasnsasnsssnsrsasssnsssnsassssansonsssonaes
THE PRACTICE AND THEORY OF BOLSHEVISM: e vettossvncescvsnsasesrasnnns
THE PRACTICE AND THEORY OF BOISHEVISMutuceveesessnossansasassossnnns
PRINCIPLES OF SOCTAL RECONSTRUCTION. . s ssssesencrosssvessensooancanse
PRINCIPIES OF SOCIAL RECONSTRUCTION.. s.ssesonsasrssoscscntonsonnssns
THE PROSPECTS OF INDUSTRIAL CIVILIZATION, with Dora Russell...cce.ee
ROADS TO FREEDOM .4 taussnsessessesasssosonessssssncssstssssssncsanans
SCEPTICAL ESSAYSutusserunsetentataronsorsassasasnnsosssssnssansonses
UNARMED VICTORY 4 t4sevuoerasasassennnsssosonsasssssssannsscssnstsane

By Other Authors

BERTRAND RUSSELL, 1872-10704scssssssccsassnsesssssaasressssessensnas
ESSAYS ON SOCIALIST HUMANISM IN HONOUR OF THE CENTENARY

OF BR, edited by Ken CoateSieesssesessnsscsssssonssssssscsnnsas
ESSAYS ON SOCIALIST HUMANISM IN HONOUR OF THE CENTENARY

OF BR, edited by Ken CoateS.ceisencessssncesersecssssscccasssas
THE LIFE OF BR IN PICTURES AND HIS OWN WORDS.essesscosstcossnsscancs
MR. WILSON SPEAKS 'FRANKLY AND FEARIESSLY' ON VIETNAM TO BResvescosn
NATIONAL FRONTIERS AND INTL.; SCIBNTIFIC CO-OP, by Z. A. Medvedev....
SECRECY OF CORRESPONDENCE IS GUARANTEED BY 1AW, by Z. A. Medvedev...

THE TAMARISK TREE, MY SEARCH FOR LIBERTY AND 1OVE, Volume I, by
POra RUuBSeklesseseassnsessestnnsssassssensseotssesacsasasnnenss
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ABOUT OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

PR Peace Foundation objects to objections.The Foundation has been campaigning for European Nuclear Disarmament.
(RSN26-36).Elizabeth Young does not favor the campaign (RSN30-45). Now Ken Coates, a Director of the Poundation,

RSN

responds to Ms, Young, in this May 12, 1981 Letter to the Editor, "Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists®:

Elizabeth Young writes to say that your readers should not accept “the not quite innocent naivetes of END*

(the European Nuclear Disarmament Campaign). Why are we "not quite* innocent? Does she mean we are not as stupid
as she would like us to be thought? Or does she mean that we are not "innocent” because we are in some way
*guilty"? If so, of what are we to be convicted? All those public figures who came togsther last year to propose
that a muclear-weapons—free zone be established in Europe are absolutely politically transparent. Our different
and evolving views on a whole range of matters have been quite widely published and discussed, and concealment

of our purposes is the very last thing which informed critics have ever charged against any of us. No: we may be
wrong, but if so our argument can easily be met without unworthy innuendo. If we are right, such innuendo is

even more unworthy. Ms. Young really ought to stick to the issues, and bite her tongue when these aspersions cross
her mind. She will find that she may become more persuasive when she does,

Up to now, however, her arguments are not very strong. We propound three fallacies, she thinks. The first of
these is that “public opinion has pressed for nuclear disarmament and detente.” No, she thinks, on the contrary:
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"there has been virtually no public pressure for disarmament.” But the United Nations Special Session on
Disarmament did not fall out of the sky. How was it brought into being? Were there not constant pressures

from the non-aligned states, from European neutrals, and from voluntary peace organizations, churches, and other
bodies? When, since 1978, spokesmen as different as the Pope, Lord Mountbatten, President Tito and the Socialist
International have warned against the arms race, does all this have no effect on public opinion? But elsewhere
Ms, Young has expressed her disapproval of the final document of the UN Special Session, because it gives explicit
support to the idea of nuclear weapons-free zones.Pressure for disarmament, in her view, is ndt properly so-dee- .
cribed unless it fits her so-far unstated criteria of what is acceptable disarmament.

Our second fallacy is, she thinks, geographical: we have called for an ultimatere-nuclearizatim of military
forces in Europe "from Poland to Portugal”, but Europe reaches into the Urals. “his point would weigh more
heavily if it had not several times been answered in a variety of exchanges initiated by Elizabeth Young in other
newspapers. The call for a nuclear-free zone is directed against the threat of "limited" nuclear war. It seeks
to arouse a common movement between all the European countries which are sandwiched between the nuclear super-
powers. Superpower disarmament must be negotiated separately, not because we wish it so, but because this fact

is an evident and regrettable part of the same logic which has evolved superpowers. In appealing to the political
territory of Furope, we are, as Elizabeth Young knows,adapting to the proposals for general ground-rules on
maclear~free zones which were drawn up in the UN Special Session. Within the meaning of those rules, not only

do member-states of such zones pledge themselves to forswear nuclear weaponry, but also a number of explicit
undertakings arereciprocally required from the nuclear powers.If half of the USSR were to be included in such

a zone, tnen the USA would be asked to allow that it might be strafed from Vladivostok but must withhold a
response against Moscow or Leningrad. This is, we may believe,a nonsensical suggestion, and it reinforces the
appreciation that the two superpowers necessarily constitute a special case. We do not suggest that the UN
Special Session offers the only possible basis for demuclearized gones, but we do believe that it proposes a
starting point. If Ms. Young is asked how she would proceed differently, she refuses, because she disagrees

with the UN reconmendations in their entirefy so far is this issue is concerned.

Lastly, we are accused of fallacy because she believes our proposals would advantage Russia, while our intention

is to offer no advantage to either Alliance. But our proposals would have the same effect in the Warsaw Pact

as in NATO, in the sense that they would concentratﬁ the nuclear forces into superpower territories, and thus
recrient their priority targeting upon each other, “he basic advantage here would be for Europe, East and West,
which would have defused the most pressing danger of limited war preparations, and bought time, if not much, for
Joint superpower nuclear disarmament. Obviously Ms. Young disagrees with us, but she has not pinpointed a"fallacy".

There is more than one opinion, a situation which is quite compatible with an absence of fallacies on both sides,
unless fallacies are defined by some political authority.

In weighing the military balance, Elizabeth Young enters a complex field, as she well knows, but her description
greatly simplifies it. It is a debate worth pursuing further, and for this reason I will not accuse her of "not
quite innocent' naivete' ,but instead would prefer to invite her to develop her argument, in which others might
then join with some prospect of enlightemment.

You can count on the Quakers!We are pleased to reproduce this flyer, sent us by ALEX DELY:
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"Humanistic Judaism”—- an attrattive quarterly published by the Society for Humanistic Judaism — "is the voice of
the fourth Jewish alternative. This alternstive embraces all Jews who value their Jewish idemtity, but who find no
place in the three traditions of conventional Judaism.* They are committed "to reason and humanpower." Books they
offer for sale include Humanist Manifestos I and II, 3 books by Corliss Lamont 2 by Lester Mondale. The Winter
1981 issue deals largely with feminist efforts to eliminate the-male-is-superior aspects of traditional Jewish
religion. Information: Society for Humanistic Judajsm, 28611 West Twelve Mile Road, Farmington, MI 48018,
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#honorary member

Iouis Acheson,dJr./17721 Marcello Place/Encino,CA 91316

Fred W. Allendorf,Ph.D./Dept. of Zoology/University
of Montana/Missoula, MT 59812

Debra Almroth/14918A Arista/Milwaukie,OR 97222

Gerald L. Alspaugh/PO Box 2111/Elkins, WV 26241

J. M. Altieri/PO Box 1781/01d San Juan,PR 00903

Bruce T. Anderson/PO Box 644/Minneapolis,MN 55440
Jean Anderson,Ph.D./92600 West Fork, Indian
Creek Road/Swisshome,OR 97480
Truman E. Anderson,Jr./1776 Lincoln/Denver,CO 80203
Ruben Ardila,Ph.D./Apartado Aereo 52127/3ogota,Colombia
Irvin & Eleanor Ashkenazy/1435 Avenue 6L/Pasadena,CA 91105

#Professor Sir Alfred Ayer,F.B.A./New College/Oxford,England
André Bacard/Modern Studies Group/Box 5121/Stanford,CA 94305
Dong-In Bae/Wuellnerstr.100/5000 Koeln 41/West Germany

+Adam Paul Banner/PO Box 1733/Midland,MI 48640
Robert V. Barber/1425 Fillmore/Topeka,KS 66604

John Bastone/3460 S. Bentley Av./Los Angeles, CA 90034

Walter Baumgartner,Ph.D./Clos de Leyterand/1806 St. Légier,
Switzerland

Julie Baxter/12911 Hunter's Arrow/San Antonia,TX 78230

Pascal Bercker/2123 Salisbury/St. Louis, MO 63107

Robert C.Bergen/2605 Bridgeport Way/Sacramento,CA 95826
Alfred Berger,M.D./Box 1004/Thiels, NY 10984

Jacqueline Berthon-Payon/463 W. 10th ct./Claremont ,,CA 91711
James Bertini/I55 E. 2nd St.(4A)/New York,NY 10009

Frank Bisk,D.D.S./2940 Mott Av./Far Rockaway, NY 11691

+Kenneth Blackwell/Archivist/Russell Archives/McMaster
University/Hamilton, Ontario/Canada L8 416

George Blam/20 Arlington Av./St. James, NY 11776

Amy P. Block/1610 Hearst Av./Berkeley, CA 94703

Kevin Boggs/1111 S.W. 16th Av(101)/Gainesville, FL 32601

Tom Bohr/Office of Student Affairs/UC School of Medicine/
San Francisco, CA 94143

Dan Bond/St. Mary's Seminary & University/5400 Rolland Ave./
Baltimore, MD

Tom Brandt/1833 Kalakaua(Ste.300)/Honolulu,HI 96815

Prof. Andrew Brink/Dept. of English/McMaster University/
Hamilton, Ont./Canada L8 419

Randall Brunk/PO Box 413/Glenn Dale, MD 20769

Barbara Busca/18,Ch. Frangois-Lehmann/1218 GRAND SACCONEX/
Genéve, Switzerland

Amne L. Butcher/1203 6th Ave.(1)/Tacoma, WA 98405

James H. Buxton/3735 Orange St./Norfolk, VA 23513

Decio A. Calderén/31-76 51st St.(54)/Woodside, NY 11377
Capt. Herb A, Campbell/PO Box 231/Wisconsin Dells, WI 53965
Robert S. Canterbury/415 S. Verlinden Av./Lansing,MI 48915

Eric Carleen/12 Cross St./West Newton, MA 02165

A. J. Carlson,Jr./27, Saxer Av./Springfield, PA 19064
Margaret Carlson/88345 Lakeside Drive/Veneta,OR 97487
George Carter/3655 Pruneridge Av.(249)/Santa Clara, CA 95051
Richard D. Chessick,M.D./2622 Park Place/Evanston,IL 60201

Gary R. Chinn/290 E. 49th/Eugene, OR 97405

Leonard Cleavelin/6540 Hancock Av./St. louis, MO 63139

Harry W. Clifford/275 Prospect St./East Orange, NJ 07017
Whitfield & Margaret Cobb/800 Cupp St.,SE/Blacksburg,VA 24061
Norman F. Commo?Box 1459/Fulton, TX 78358

John Cook,Jr.,M.D./Stevens Clinic Hospital/U.S. 52 South/
Welch,WV 24801

H. R. Cooke,dr./GGU/@ster Voldgade 10/DK-1350 Kgbenhavn K/
Denmark

Eugene Corbett,dJr.,M.D./PO Box 267/Fork Union,VA 23055

Una Corbett/1223 Woodbourne Av,/Baltimore,MD 21239

+Jack R. Cowles/392 Central Park West (6C)/New York,NY 10025

+Peter G. Cranford, Ph.D./1500 Johns Road/Augusta, GA 30904
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+director

David L. Cugini/3640 Dartmouth Drive/Bethlehem,PA 18017
Jim Curtis/15 Elizabeth Drive/Fonthill,Ont./Canada LOS 1EO
Steve Dahlby/265 Calusa Av./Citrus Springs, FL 32630
Laurence E. Dalton/17147 Owen St./Fontana, CA 92335
+Dennis J. Darland/1406 26th St./Rock Island, IL 61201

Dewey Danielson/P0 3ox 2000,FPC/Lompoc, CA 93438
Michael Davis, M.D./40L South Elk Av.
+Robert K Davis/2501 Lakeview Av./Los Angeles, CA 90039
R. S. J. Dawson/3733 Robinhoos Drive/Houston, TX 77005

Alex Dely/Physics Dept./University of Arizona/Tucson,AZ 85721

John J. DeMott/5439 "C" Sorrento Drive/Long Beach,CA 90803
#+Lester E. Denonn/135 Willow St./Brooklyn, NY 11202

Patrick Devane/661 W. Orange - up/St. Paul, MN 55117

Alberto Donadio/Apartado 16914/Bogotd, Colombia

Ray Donley III/5426 Manchaca (214)/Austin,TX 78745

Jack H. Dorwart/1735 Costada Court/Lemon Grove, CA 92045
Paul Doudna/106L4), Jesskamp Dr./Ferguson, MO 63136
Prof. William Eastmon/Dept of Philosophy/ The University
of Alberta/Edmonton, Canada T6G OWL
#Prof. Paul Edwards/390 West End Av./New York,NY 10024
Ronald Edwards/605 N. State St./Chicage, IL 60610

“Lee Eisler/RD 1, Box 409/Coopersburg, PA 18036
Lorne Ellaschuk/42 Dekay St./Kitchener, Ont./Canada N2H 3T2
Albert Ellis, Ph.D./Institute for Rational Living/
45 East 65th St./New York,NY 10021
Albert Engleman/POBox 32586/Oklahoma City,0K 73123
Graham Entwistle/126 Westbourne Lane {B-10)/Ithaca,NY 14850

David Ethridge/Box 1321/Jackson,MS 39205

Don & Lynda Evans/2175 Mallul Drive(116)/Anaheim, CA 92802
Rodney C. Ewing/821 Solano,NE/Albuquerque,NM 87110

Mike Eyayla/608 Cummings/Los Angeles, CA 90033

Mark E. Farley/PO Box 9086 NT Station/Denton,TX 76203

James Few/Rt. 6,Box 709/Hot Springs, AR 71901

Kathleen Fjermedal/1130 20th St.(7)/Santa Monica, CA 30403
Steven Foster/341 E. Loula(4)/Olathe,KS 66061

John Foti/115-54 114 Place/Ozone Park,NY 11420

Phillips B. Freer/3845 Mt. Vernon Drive/Los Angeles,CA 90008

Sammy French/8412 Oak Ridge/North Little Rock,AR 72116
Frank Gallo/6727 Poplar Av./Takoma Park,MD 20012
+Martin A.Garstens/Dept of Physics/University of Maryland,
College Park,MD 20742
Paul Garwig/228 Penn Valley Terrace/Yarley,PA 19067
Seymour Genser/2236 82nd St./Brooklyn, NY 11214

Earl N. George/307 Montgomery St./Brooklyn, NY 11225

+Ali Ghaemi/PO Box 427/Mclean,VA 22101

Mary M, Gibbons/211 Central Park West/New York,NY 10024

Marguerite Gieseler-Newman/1540 Joshua Place/Camarillo,
CA 93010

Randy Gleason/Box 242/Grinnell College, Crinnell,IA 50112

Barry Goldman/16260 Fairfax/Southfield, MI 48075

David Goldman,M.D./333 E. 79 St./New York,NY 10021

Joe Gorman, Ph.D./1333 Mountain Av./Claremont, CA 91711

Charles Green/307 Montana Av.(301)/Santa Monica, CA 90403

Nicholas Griffin, Ph.D./Dept. of Philosophy/McMaster
University/Hamilton, Ont./Canada 18S iK1

Steven Grigoreas/321 S. Precinct St./East Taunton, MA 02718
John Hailu/528 City Island Av./Bronx, NY 10464

Stephen Hamby/309 Beacon Crest Lane/Birmingham,AL 35209

Zen C. Hanger/3317 Murl Av./Muskegon,MI 49442

John Harper, Jr./571 S. Coronado St.(412)/los Angeles,CA 90057

Vivian & John Harper,Sr./1509 W. Piru St./Compton,CA 90222
Charles D. Harris/201 E. Green St./Mascoutah,IL 62258
John W. Harrison,Jr./22,11 Beech/Dearborn,MI 4812,

David S. Hart/56 Fort Hill Terrace/Rochester, NY 14620
John L Harwick/39 Fairway Av./Delmar,NY 12054

F/Fayetteville,TN 37334
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Jim Haun/16540 Akron St./Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
Bruce Hedges/Synergy/664 San Juan St./Stanford, CA 94305
Charles Beller/1l Fort George Hill/New York,NY 10040
Charles W. Hill,Ph.D./Rte.5,Box 61/Covington, LA 70433
Douglas Hinton/1305 Moisart Av./Kenner,LA 70062

Steven A. Hiss/2337 SW Archer Road (401)/Gainesville, FL 32608
Amy L. Hock/2016 Oakland/Portsmouth,OH 45662

Alvin D, Hofer,Ph.D./9952 S.W. 8th St.(118)/Miami,FL 33174
Robert Homa/213 Barnum Terrace/Stratford, CT 06497

Ophelia & James L. Hoopes/250 Avalon Av,/Ft. lauderdale,FL 33308

+Edwin E. Hopkins,Ph.D./6165 64th Av.(3)/Riverdale, MD 20840
Thomas Horne/282L, E. Mission Lane/Phoenix,AZ 85028
Mike Howard/422 W. Upsal St./Philadelphia, PA 19119
Richard & Iris Hyman/6697 No. Grande Drive/Boca Raton,FL 33433
Michael R. Ingram/Box 1010 - 43629/Canon City,CO 81212

Douglas Ironside/Box 3113/Bellingham,WA 98272

+Donald W. Jackanicz/3802 N. Kenneth Av./Chicago,IL 60641
John A. Jackanicz/3802 N. Kenneth Av./Chicago, IL 60641
Keith Jackson/31470 John R (243)/Madison Heights, MI 48071
Gary Jacobs/10) Offutt Road/Bedford, MA 01730

Gerald L. Jacobs/810 Anderson/Warrensburg, MO 64093
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James E. McWilliams/Box 34/Holly Ridge,MS 38749

Peter Medley/1835 N. 51lst St./Milwaukee,WI 53208

Theo Meijer/Box 93/Abbotsford,B.C./Canada V2S5 4N8

James B. Milne/1126 Agincourt Road/Ottawa,Ont./Canada K2C 2H7
Fritz Mueller/1561 Machado Ct./Concord, CA 94521

Mary lou Moors 41 5th Av. SW/Puyallup,WA 98371
Prof. Hugh S. Moorhead/Dept. of Philosophy/Northeastern
Illinois University/Chicago, IL 60625
Pamela Moorhead/3 Washington Square Village(11R)/New York,
NY 10012
Paul K. Moser/2016 Terrace Place(107)/Nashville,TN 37203
Frank L. Muehlmann,M.D./5240 N. 2nd St./Philadelphia,PA 19120

Frank B. Myers,Jr./Rt. 5,Box 142/Washington,NC 27889

Kazuyoshi Nagaki/1252 Warner St.{6)/Chico, CA 99926

Tbrahim Najjar/46 Panorama Court(1603)/Rexdale,Ont./
Canada M9V LAL

+Prof. J. B. Neilands/Dept. of Biochemistry/University of
California/Berkeley, CA 94720

Dick Nelson/7417 Alto Caro Drive/Dallas, TX 75248

Prof. Ralph Newman, Emeritus/Hastings College of Law,UC/
1390 Market St.(1411)/San Francisco,CA 94102
Shawn Newman/303 St. Joseph's Hall/University of Notre

Valerie Janesick,Ph.D,/School of Education,SUNY/1400 Washington/ Dame/Notre Dame,IN 46556

Albany, NY 12222
Connie Jessen/2707 Pittsburgh St./Houston, TX 77005

Frank E.Johnson,M.D./11941 Claychester Drive/Des Peres,M0 63131 Frank V.

Andre Kaarik/Sorakersvagen 15/5-122.47 Enskede/Sweden

Adam Kasanof/1349 Lexington Av./New York,NY 10028

Bruce Keith/1865 Laurinda Drive/San Jose, CA 95124

Rev. Frederick E. Kidder/St. Stephents Episcopal Church/
Guaynabo, PR 00657

John Kissell/327 N. Hill St./South Bend, IN 46617

Harold W. Koch/512 W. Venice Av.(504)/Venice, FL 33595

Kenneth Korbin/1 Charles st./New York,NY 10014

David Kozaczewski/108% S. Maple/Sturgis, MI 49091

Henry Kraus/5807 Topanga Canyon Blvd.(K202)/Woodland Hills,
CA 91364

Arlyn Kravig/17008 Hartland St./Van Nuys, CA 91406

Corliss Lamont, Ph.D./315 W. 106th St./New York,NY 10025

Herbert C. Lansdell,Ph.D./8412 Harker Drive/Potomac, MD 20854

Prof. Robert P. Larkin/6565 Snowbird Drive/Colorado Springs,
CO 80918

Syd Leah/21746 125 Av./Maple Ridge,B.C./Canada V2K LL7

Philip M. Le Compte,M.D./125 Jackson St./Newton Centre,MA 02159 +Stephen J.

Herman Lefkowitch/49 Kingland St./Nutley,N.J. 07110

Justin D. Leiber,Ph.D./Dept. of Philosophy/University of
Houston/Houston,TX 77004

Gladys Leithauser,Ph.D./122 Elm Park/Pleasant Ridge, MI 48069

John R. lenz/317 W. 100 St. (4F)/New York,NY 10025

H.W. Lessing,Ph.D./50 F, Cornwall Gardens/London S.W.7/England

Martin Lipin/14442 Hamlin St./Van Nuys, CA 91401

Christopher B. Liston/34 University Ct./Normal, IL 61761

John M. Liston/805 Verde Vista/Visalia, CA 93277

Don Loeb/1738 Murfin Av.(8)/Ann Arbor, MI 48105

Robert Lombardi/285 Winspear Av./Buffalo, NY 14215

P. Karl Mackal/7014 W. Mequon Road(112N)/Mequon,WI 53092

Molly H. MacPherson/1488 Clairmont Place/Nashville,TN 37215

Susana Ida Maggi/Pueyrredén 391/Piso 38.Dep. 1i/Cap.Fed.(1032)
Argentina

John M. Mahoney/Dept. of Psychology/Virginia Commonwealth
University/Richmond, VA 23284

David Makinster/858 Hawkeye Pk./Iowa City,IA 52240

Steve Maragides/2438 Pine St./Granite City,IL 62040

Pieter D. Masters/1200 N. 7th Av.(125)/Tucson, AZ 85705

Douglass Mavnard/3342 Yale Station/New Haven,CT 06520

James P. O'Connor/377 W. 23rd Av./Eugene,OR 97405
Stanley R. Ordo/8310 14th Av.(102)/Hyattsville,MD 20783
Page/19755 Henry Road/Fairview Park,OH 44126

Dale Parayeski/PO Box 1069/Hamilton,Ont./Canada L8N 3G6

#Prof, David Pears/Christ Church/Oxford, England CX1 1DP

Karin E. Peterson/Grinnel College/Grinnell, IA 50112

Frederika B. Phillips/1882 Columbia Road N.W.(5)/
Washington, DC 20009

Ernest Pintarelli/Route 1,Box 50A/Wausaukee, WI 54177

+Raymond Plant/29 Undermount Av./Hamilton, Ont./Canada L8P 3Z7
#5ir Karl R, Popper/Fallowfield,Manor Close/Manor Road/
Penn, Buckinghamshire/England HP10 &HZ
Kathryn Powell/653 East Capitol St.,SE (101)/Washington,
DC 20003
Leland Pratsch/1195 Collette Place/St. Paul, MN 55116
Eva B. Preiss/514 W. 33rd St./Baltimore, MD 21211

Sarah Primm/PO Box 195/Colorado Springs, CA 80901

James Pulik/108 E. 17th St./New York,NY 10003

Jack Ragsdale/PO Box 28200/Dallas, TX 75228

Joy C. Ray/9112 Provident Av./Silver Spring,MD 20901

: Reinhardt/2401 Pennsylvania Av.(201)/Wilmington,
DE 1980

Alma A. Ritzenberg(formerly Stuart)/275 Bonita Drive/
Merritt Island, FL 32952

Don (Ph.D.) & Lorraine (Ph.D) Roberts/Dept. of Philosophy/
University of Waterloo/Waterloo, Ont./Canada N2L 3Gl

Vera Roberts/Box 34/Frobisher Bay,N.W.T./Canada XOA OHO

Brad Robison/420 Bellevue Av.(3025/0akland, CA 94610

Bruce A Romanish/.20 Conklin Hall/Rutgers University/
Newark, NJ 07102

Franklin Rosell/4290 SW 138 Ct./Miami, FL 33175

Vivian B, Rubel (formerly Benton)/132L Palmetto St./
Clearwater, FL 33515

Luis Rubio,Ph.D./Goldsmith 140 Altos/Mexico 5,D.F./Mexico

+Prof. Harry Ruja/Emeritus, Philosophy/San Diego State
University/ San Diego, CA 92182

+Cherie Ruppe/1711l4 N.E. 2nd Place/Bellevue, WA 98008

#Conrad Russell/Dept. of History/Bedford College/Regent's Park/
London NW1 4NS/England

#Dora Russell/Carn Voel nr. Penzance/Cornwall, England

#The Earl Russell/Carn Voel nr. Penzance/Cornwall, England

Sigrid Saal/939 Timber Trail Lane/Cincinnati, OH 4522

Calvin F.McCaulay/470 Dundas St.(701)/London,Ont./Canada N6B 1W3 Wayne E. Sangster/7325 Booth/Prairie Village, KS 66208

Michael McGuire/343 Florence Av./Oakland,CA 94618
Wm. McKenzie-Goodrich/77 Pine St.(110)/Portland,ME 04102
Hugh McVeigh/311 State St./Albany, NY 12210

Matthew Santoro/43-10 49th St./Sunnyside, NY 11104

Robert Sass/9067 Retallack St./Regina,Sask/Canada SLS 1T3

Gregory J. Scannell/Colonial Crest/Markland Road/Lafayette,
NY 13084
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Kenneth Schei/12652 Gibraltar Drive/San Diego, CA 92128
Maria Francesca Schiera/1Ll Chambers St./New York,NY 10007
#Ppof. Paul Arthur Schilpp/Dept. of Philosophy/ Southern
T1linois University/Carbondale, IL 62301
John S. Schwenk/RD 2/Garrison, NY 10524
Betsey Shaffer/172 Essex St./Bangor, ME 04401

Richard Shore/59 Hespeler Av./Winnipeg, Man./Canada R2L OL2

M.T.P.Simon,M.D./United Christian Hospital/130 Hip Wo St./
Kwun Tong, Kln./Hong Kong

Joseph Slater/436 Taylor St./Pittsburgh,PA 15224

+Gary M. Slezak/215 E. Chestnut St.(206)/Chicago, IL 60611

+Beverly Smith/7. Montaine Park/Rochester, NY 14617

Carol R. Smith/10427 -~ 67th Av. S./Seattle, WA 98178

+Warren Allen Smith/1435 Bedford St. (10A)/Stamford, CT 06905

Peter Sokaris/5.42 Myrtle Av./Albany, NY 12208

Carl Spadoni/Assistant Archivist/Russell Archives/McMaster
University/Hamilton, Ont/Canada L8S LL6

Charles M. Spencer/1004 (‘hicago Av./Modesto, CA 95351

Jon Spring/3488 Via Golondrina/Tucson, AZ 85716

Hervert A.Stahl,Ph.D./7307 Monticello Blvd./Springfield,VA 22150

Philip Stander,Ed.D./Dept. Behavioral Sciences/Kingsborough
Community College/Brooklyn, NY 11235

Thomas Stanley/Box 366/Hartford, VT 05047

Glenna Stone/2109 Tech Drive/levelland, TX 79336

William L,Stoughton/1609 N. Mar Les Drive/Santa Ana, CA 92706

Regina Stumber/Memelstr. 9/5802 Wetter/West Germany

David Susman/15075 Lincoln (432)/0Oak Park,MI 48237

Ceorge Swire/3681 San Simeon Way/Riverside, CA 92506
4#Katharine Tait,Ph.D./46 Dunster St./Cambridge, MA 02138

W. Bruce Taylor/8103 Eastern Av.(B-307)/Silver Spring,MD 20910
Bruce Thompson/82 Topping Drive/Riverhead, NY 11901

Craig Tison/30626 Hathaway St./Livonia, MI 48150

Daniel A, Tito IT/463 Main Road/Wilkes-Barre,PA 18702

John R. Tobin/867 East Howard St./Pasadena, CA 91104

Part I, above, is a list of those who were members on June 1, 198]1.
Part I1I, below, lists members who have joined the BRS since June 1,
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Rocco G. Tomazic/15050 Pine Valley Trail/Middleburg Heights,
OH 44130

Kouji Tomimori/i195 Dan,Akame-Cht/Nabari City, Mie-Ken/
518-04 Japan

+P.K.Tucker/PO Box 1537/North Platte, NE 69101

Percy Tzu-Jung Li/4300 Holdrege St.(C203)/Lincoln,NE 68503
John Uhr/Box 458,New College/5700 N, Tamiami Trail/
Sarasota,FL 33580

Rudclph Urmersbach/Bldg.I,Apt.12/140 Camelot/Saginaw,MI 48603

Eleanor Valentine/5900 Second Place,N.W./Washington,DC 20011

William Valentine/315 S. Main/Eaton Rapids,MI 48827

Arnold Vanderlinden/108 Cameron Crescent/Pointe Claire,
Quebec/Canada H9R 4E1 '

Fernando Vargas/130 W. 42nd St.(551)/New York,NY 10036

Major Herbert G. Vogt/Marko Villas Apt.307/2101 €.
Atlantic Av./Cocoa Beach,FL 32931
Paul Walker/306 S. 6th St./Marshalltown,IA 50158
Rob & Ann Wallace/1502 S. Oregon Circle/Tampa, FL 33612
Donna Weimer/POBox 226/Washington,PA 15301
Charles L. Weyand/17066 Los Modeles/Fountain Valley,CA 92708

Carolyn Wilkinson,M.D./1242 Lake Shore Drive/Chicago,IL 60610
Joseph C. Wilkinson/2717 25th Av./Gulfport,MS 39501
Mike Williams/UVM Married Students Housing 53/Winooski,’
VT 05404
Olive H. Williams/PO Box 5283/Augusta,GA 30906
Mr/Mrs Joe Winston/610 Clymer St./Compton,CA 90220

Larry Wood/1504 Gordon St./Redwood City, CA 94061

Roger Woodruff,M.D./501 Phoenix Av./Elmira, NY 14904

Dan Wray/2131 Cahuenga Blvd.(22)/Hollywood, CA 90028

Ellen M. Young/525 N. Miller Rd.(Lot #79)/Scottscale,AZ 85257

William H. Young/Cedar Springs Retreat/42421 Auberry Road/
Auberry, CA 93602

Ronald H. Yuccas/641 Sunset Drive/Naperville,IL 60540

Keith W. Yundt/Political Science Dept./Kent State University/
Kent, OH 44242

Terry & Judith Zaccone/13046 Anza Drive/Saratoga,CA 95070

igglwss distributed at the '8l McMaster meeting.)

BRS MEMBERSHIP LIST (PART II)

Kevin A. Aldrich/83 Overland St./Fitchburg,MA 01420
Michael Balyeat/2923 Fulton/Berkeley, CA 94705

Vincent Batts,Jr./4403 Centre Av.(C-2)/Pittsburgh, PA 15213
Prof. Robert H. Bell/152 Ide Road/Williamstown, MA 01267
Mary Jo Blascovich/2707 W. 2nd St./Harrisburg, PA 17110

Richard L. Bradley/14912 Dickens St.(13)/Sherman Oaks,CA 91403
Timothy Cissner/1215 Harvard Blvd./Dayton,OH 45406

Clare A. Fey/663A Robinwood Drive/Pittsburgh,PA 15216
William Ford/87 Clearwater Drive/La Grange,GA 30240

Donald E. M., Hylton/13311 Ankerton/Whittier,CA 90601

Joseph Infante/First Av./Hauto Valley Estates/RD 1,Nesquehoning
PA 18240

Andres Kaarik/Sorakersvagen 15/S 122 47 ERSKEDE,Sweden

Prof. Marvin Kohl/Philosophy,SUNY/Fredomia, NY 14063

Scott Kurhan/ih, Cottontail Road/Norwalk,CT 06854

Harry Larson/1550 Tenth Av./San Diego, CA 92101

Thomas Lucia/103 Cogswell St./Haverhill,MA 01830
Richard H. Mock/PO Box 12232/Columbia,SC 29211
Gilbert Murray/2225 N.Main St./Walnut Creek,CA 94596
Kenneth J. Mylott/1380 S.W. 4 St./Boca Raton,FL 33432
Joseph Nechvatal/18 N. Moore St./New York,NY 10013

Prof. and Mrs. Richard P. Pharis/Biology/University of
Calgary/Calgary,Canada T2N 1NY

George R. Rinhart/Upper Grey/Colebrook,CT 06021

Leonard S. Schwartz/4520 Sendero Place/Tarzana,CA 91356

John B. Sikes,Jr.,M.D./PO Box O/Red Bluff,CA 96080

Jack B. Suconik/115 Linden/Elmhurst,IL 60126

John A. Swain/2808 Alton Drive/Champaign,IL 61820

Elizabeth Vogt/Marko Villas Apt. 307/2101 S. Mlantic
Av./Cocoa Beach, FL 32931

Denise Weiland/PO Box 333/Perryville, KY LOL68

John A, Wilhelm/4600 71st St./la Mesa,GA 92041

Santo & Zztty Zaccone/6208 Dundee Drive/North Highlands,
CA 95660

ABOUT "RUSSELL"

(52)

9 . Another issue, a quadruple one, is nearly ready

Latest issue? A number of members have inquired about this. The latest issue of "Russell" is "35.36 autumm-winter

for distribution.




(53) ANNUAL MEETING '81 (CONTINUED)

The eighth Annual Meeting of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. was held
Friday, June 26 through Sunday, June 28, 1981 at McMaster University, Hamilton,
Ontario, Canada. Except as noted, all events tock place in Room 106 of Chester
New Hall on the McMaster University campus.

Friday, June 26, 1981

Following afternoon registration in the Commons Building and in the Russell
Archives in Mills Memorial Library, an informal dinner was held in the Vallance
Memorial Dining Hall of the Commons Building.

At 7:08 p.m. Kenneth Blackwell, Russell Archivist, called the first session
to order by welcoming all assembled and introducing Robert K. Davis, BRS Presi-
dent, who thereafter presided over the proceedings,

A general business meeting began as President Davis reported on a number of
recent BRS business items and his own undertakings:

1. With the help of Peter Cadogan of London, plans for a 1982 BRS
Annual Meeting in Oxford are progressing.

2. 'The President sent greetings from the BRS to Andrei Sakharov on
his 60th birthday.

3. BRS members have been invited to attend the October 1981 American
Humanist Association conference to be held in College Park, Maryland.
L, The President recommends Los Angeles as site of the 1983 BRS An-
nual Meeting,

5. The Huntington Library of San Marino, California has offered to
house Lester E. Denonn’s Russell Library, but $100,000 for its pur-
chase would have to be raised by 1983.

6. The President intends to work toward the creation of a sculpture
of Will and Ariel Durant to be placed in a Los Angeles park near their
home. Steve Allen has expressed interest in helping with this effort.
7. The 1981 BRS Award was presented to Steve Allen on May 28, 1981 by
Jacqueline Berthon-Payon, Dan Wray, and the President "for using unique
talents in the service of public enlightemment, by inviting ordinary
citizens to meetings of many great minds.” (Although Mr, Allen was un-
able to attend the Annual Meeting, a set of photographs of the Award
presentation ceremony was on display.)

8. The absence of Vice President Harry Ruja was noted; he is devoting
a year to scholarly work in Israel,

All members present unanimously agreed to dispense with the reading of the
1980 Annual Meeting Minutes. Treasurer Dennis J. Darland then reported the BRS's
cash balance was approximately $1,400,00. His detailed Treasury records are avail-
able for inspection. Next, the Co-Chairman of the Information and Membership Com-
nittees, Lee:Eisler, briefly spoke on developments regarding Russell Society News
and membership growth. Lee then distributed to all present a sheet of five pro-
posed Bylaw amendments (see attached). The membership present unanimously adopted
the first; discussion on the second was postponed; the third was defeated; and the
fourth was unanimously adopted. Discussion followed on Lee's fifth proposed Bylaw
amendment and one advanced by Alvin Hofer (see attached), both of which concerning
member expulsions. Agreement was reached to discuss the expulsion question more
fully at a later time, however, Steve Maragides requested the Minutes to include
an official reference to the recent expulsion of John Sutcliffe.

With the conclusion of the general business meeting, Nicholas Griffin read
"First Efforts", a part of the first chapter of a forthcoming book, Russell's
Idealist Apprenticeship, authored by Carl Spadoni and himself. This presentation
dealt with Russell's mathematical and thilosophical thought during his pre-fam-

Secretary Don Jackanicz reports on the events of the weekend, including the Business Meeting:
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bridge years. After discussion and a brief refreshment interval, the first of two
"Meeting of Minds" video tapes were shown, having been donated by Steve Allen.
Engaged in this television conversation, mdderated by Mr. Allen, were St. Augus-
tine, Thomas Jefferson, the Empress Theodora, and Russell.

The first session was adjourned at 10:05 p.m. Shortly thereafter, the BRS
Board of Directors met in Room 207 of Chester New Hall.,

Saturday, June 27, 1981

Breakfast was taken in the Vallance Memorial Dining Hall, At 9:05 a.m. Pres-
ident Davis called the second session to order. After a few general announcements,
the second "Meeting of Minds" video tape was presented. In this tape the four pre-
viously mentioned figures concluded their conversation., A brief refreshment in-
terval followed, Don Jackanicz then spoke on "Russell and the House of Lords",
outlining Russell's few House of Lords speeches and providing background on that
institution and Russell's apparent contempt for it. The final morning session
event was the presentation by Robert K. Davis of "Russell and Clio" in which he
examined Russell's philosophy of history, particularly as stated in Power: A New
Social Analysis. The session was adjourned at 12:20 p.m. The Vallance Memorial
Dining Hall was the site for lunch, About one hour before the afternoon session
began, the BRS Board of Directors held a second meeting outdoors on the plaza near
Kenneth Taylor Hall,

The afternoon session was called to order by President Davis as 2:10 p.m.
"H. G. Wells and Bertrand Russell: World Educators" was presented by David Harley
who explored the intellectual relations between these two figures. After a re-
freshment interval, a panel discussion was held in which the McMaster University
Russell papers editorial project was reviewed, Participants were Carl Spadoni,
who chaired the discussion, Kenneth Blackwell, Andrew Brink, Nicholas Griffin, and
Richard Rempel. The complexity and extent of the project, which will result in up
to thirty printed volumes, were described, and questions from the audience served
to clarify a mumber of points, At 3:48 p.m. the session was adjourned.

A Red Hackle Hour was held from 4:00 to 5:00 p.m. in the Reading Room adjoin-
ing the Russell Archives, The permanent collection and temporary exhibits of the
Archives and the friendly atmosphere in the Reading Room were quite sufficient
to insure a pleasant hour for all. Shortly before 7:00 p.m., members met in
front of the Commons Bullding to arrange for rides to the Greensville, Ontario
home of Mr. and Mrs. Kemneth Blackwell at which a delightful garden banquet was
k]fld. The evening concluded as members returned to Hamilton somewhat after

:00 p.m.

Sunday, June 28, 1981

Breakfast was again taken in the Vallance Memorial Dining Hall. The final
session was called to order at 9:35 a.m. by President Davis. Robert Lombardi
then presented "Nuclear Disarmament: A Plan for Peace” in which he expounded
his own proposals for reducing American and Soviet armaments. This was followed
by "Detours on the Road to Freedom: Russell and Today's English Left" given by
David S. Hart who recently returned from an extended stay in Cambridge. Due to
time limitations, a refreshment break was combined with discussions of these two
papers. Lastly, Kenneth Blackwell spoke on "How Russell Planned to Achieve Com-
possibility” which replaced his previously announced paper, "Russell's Ethics——
A New Look", and which included considerable material on Russell's admiration of

Spinoza. Following a concluding discussion period, at 12:08 p.m. the session was
adjourned. An informal lunch was then held in the cafeteria of the Health Sciences
Center. '




MEETING '81 (CONTINUED)

of Directors of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc. met in two
sions on Friday, June 26 and Saturday, June 27, 1981 at McMaster
y Hamilton, Ontario, Canada.

, June 26, 1981

The Chairman of the Board of Directors, Peter G. Cranford, called the first
session to order at 10:08 p.m. in Room 207 of Chester New Hall, The following
ten Board members were present: Peter G, Cranford, Kemneth Blackwell, Dennis J.
Darland, Robert K. Davis, Lee Eisler, Don Jackanicz, Raymond Plant, Stephen J.
Reinhardt, Cherie Ruppe, and Katharine Tait. The following twelve Board members
were not present: Adam Paul Banner, Jack R. Cowles, Lester E. Denonn, Martin-A.
Garstens, Ali Ghaemi, Edwin E. Hopkins, J. B. Neilands, Harry Ruja, Gary M. Sle-
zak, Beverly Smith, Warren Allen Smith, and P. K. Tucker.

Non-Board member Robert Lombardi raised the problem of John Sutcliffe by
questioning whether an official BRS endorsement process exists for ideas and
opinions put forth by individual members. The Board resporded that each BRS
member is free to speak for himself or herself and may bring up any issue at
BRS meetings; however, the statements of individual members must not be repre-
sented as being endorsed by the BRS unless specific Board or general membership
consent is given. Non-Board member Alvin Hofer, who had been recognized to speak
by Chairman Cranford, then turned the Board's attention to his proposed Bylaw
amendment regarding the expulsion of members, His "working document” (see at-
tached) and his statement in its support stressed the need for absolute fairness
for one whose expulsion is being considered. Chairman Cranford, Robert K. Davis,
and Lee Eisler recounted the history leading to the expulsion of Mr. Sutcliffe
with the latter two Board members agreeing that his expulsion had been scrupu-
lously based on Bylaw procedures and was conducted with fairngss. fhe Chalrman,
however, raised doubts as to the propriety of the procedures used. Raymond Plant
then moved that Alvin Hofer's "working document” be officially received by the
Chairman for Board study. This motion was unanimously accepted. Chairman Cran-
ford named a committee consisting of himself as Chairman, Alvin Hofer as Corres-
ponding Secretary, and Raymond Plant and Cherie Ruppe as members to review the
expulsion provisions in the Bylaws., He also expressed his intention to write to
Mr, Sutcliffe on the Board's discussion of the expulsion topic; his letter, the
Chairman stated, would be circulated to all Board members before being mailed to
Mr. Sutcliffe.

Turning o the subject of BRS funds, Treasurer Dennis J. Darland briefly
reviewed his accounts and began a discussion on the possibility of investing
Treasury money which is presently restricted in full to a checking account. Some
Board members voiced their concern of possible legal problems which could result
from such investments, while it was mentioned that the small amount now in the
Treasury could not command particularly high returns in any investment. However,
all agreed that it would be preferable to realize some small fund increase through
placing some amount of Treasury funds in interest-bearing accounts in banks or
other relatively secure financial institutions. Robert K. Davis finally moved
that the Treasurer, with the cooperation of officers and knowledgeable BRS mem-
bers, be allowed to invest BRS funds in a responsible manner, This motion was
accepted by an eight to two yes vote; Kenneth Blackwell and Raymond Plant voted
no.

Next discussed was the best procedure for Board members, officers, and mem-
bers performing official BRS business to qualify for income tax deductions for
their legitimate, non-reimbursed expenses. (The discussion was based on the
United States income tax model and may or may not be applicable to those indi-
viduals liable for income tax payments in other countries.) Treasurer Dennis
J. Darland and Don Jackanicz recounted the latter's late 1980 request that the
Treasurer 1. accept his personal check, whose total represented his non-reim-

ary Don Jackanicz's Minutes of the 1981 Meeting of the Board of Directors
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bursed 1980 BRS expenses plus a contribution to the BRS, and 2. send in return

a BRS check in the amount of his non-reimbursed expenses total. Don had ex-
pended a considerable amount of his own funds in 1980 for BRS activities and
wanted to make his income tax computations and forms as simple as possible; he
therefore hoped to use the cancelled personal check as evidence of a contribu-
tion to the BRS for income tax purposes rather than to itemize all of his indi-
vidual expenses as deductions. Dennis explained that he did not honor Don's
request as he did not consider the arrangement proper. Don explained that he
was following the example of Robert K. Davis who had sent a check under similar
circumstances to a previous Treasurer. Discussion brought the Board to the
conclusion that it would be preferable for each BRS member acting in an official
capacity to be responsible on his own or her own for any income tax deduction
and that, though used in the past, the contribution-reimbursement method out-
lined above should be avoided, Contributions are of course encouraged, and mem-
bers are to be reimbursed upon request for authorized expenses. But the BRS's
best. interests require individuals to handle their tax deductions independently.

Board members Kenneth Blackwell and Katharine Tait left the meeting at 11:10
p.m.

The session's last order of business concerned Russell: The Journal of the
Bertrand Russell Archives and its infrequency of publication which has disturbed
many BRS members. Robert K. Davis stated that the BRS should take some position
since a large mmber of Russell subscriptions are paid for through BRS membership
dues. He suggested two possibilities: 1. discontinue subscriptions through the
BRS, allowing each individual to subscribe on his or her own as desired; 2. the
BRS should pay for Russell only when an issue is published. Discussion continued
for a few minutes on this problem. But, owing to the late hour, the meeting was
adjourned at 11:18 p.m. by Chairman Cranford with the understanding that a second
Board meeting would be held the next day at a location to be announced.

Saturday, June 27, 1981

Chajrman Peter G. Cranford called the second session to order at 1:18 p.m.
outside in the plaza of Kenneth Taylor Hall. The following seven Board members
were present: Peter G. Cranford, Demnnis J. Darland, Robert K. Davis, Lee Eisler,
Don Jackanicz, Cherie Ruppe, and Raymond Plant. The other fifteen Board members
were absent.

Don Jackanicz suggested that, to save limited time and to streamline proceed-
ings, only Board members should be allowed to speak during Board of Directors
meetings unless a non-Board member is specifically authorized to speak by the
Chairman. His suggestion was briefly discussed, but no formal motion was made.

Two points were then made by Chairman Cranford: 1. in his opinion the "in-
formal" procedures which have been followed to good ends by officers should be
replaced by formal ones; 2. regarding the possibility discussed from time to time
of organizing a BRS publishing venture, he recommends refocusing on the audio tape
medium, especially considering the chaotic structure of the publishing industry
and the contemporary appeal of audio-visual materials.

Robert K. Davis reintroduced the question of Russell and what, if any, action
the BRS should take regarding its infrequency of publication., He moved that ef-
fective January 1, 1982, the BRS is to make payment to McMaster University for the
Russell journal at the time of publication. This motion was unanimously accepted.
The Secretary was requested to inform McMaster University of the Board's decision
via a formal letter.

Discussion turned to the election of officers. Chairman Cranford expressed
his view that a change in officers would be beneficial for the BRS. Cherie Ruppe
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then put forth a blanket resolution for the complete reelection of all incumbent
officers. Her motion was unanimously accepted.

The final matter discussed was the proposed 1982 Annual Meeting in Britain.
Chairman Cranford voiced the opinion that such a meeting might not be successful
because of the great distance involved, considering the majority of the BRS's
membership resides in North America; he suggested planning would be difficult
and probably few members would be able to make such a major trip., However, Robert
K. Davis, who has been the principal advocate and organizer of a Britain meeting,
optimistically outlined the successful liaison formed between the BRS and Peter
Cadogan of the London South Place Ethical Society, who has offered to wérk with
us in planning a 1982 Annual Meeting at Oxford. Bob also clied the possibility
of working with the London-based William Wilberforce Society from which he has
recently received encouraging communications. In any event, Bob stated, he will
keep all Directors fully informed of his continuing work which, he feels assured,
will result in a worthwhile 1982 Britain Annual Meeting.

As the afternoon session of the general BRS meeting was due to begin and as
no further business remained to be discussed, Chairman Cranford adjourned the ses-
sion at 2:01 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

vl Gelons

Donald W. Jgekanicz
Secretary of the Board of Directors
The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.

July 1, 1981

P.S. to the above: Alvin Hofer's "working document® is not included at this time,as it is a preliminary proposal.
When the committee produces the final version (on expulsion procedures), it will appear in the newsletter.
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