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REpORTs  FROM  OFplcErs

30904

(1.5)           President  Don  Jackanicz  r®porta:

A8  ve  approach  the mid-print  in  the  BRS  year -  bctweon  armual Jtm. ro.tinge -  I vould  I:lJc®  to  rabind
all  of you  of  the  Juno  '83  He®ting,  to  be  held  in  conjunction tdth  th.  &ieeell Archlv.-epon8ored  ayxpo.1un
on Russ.]|'e  norLtechnical phlloeoptry.  Th.  ms  has mct  &t  th. Archiv.a boforo,  ut th-. mating. h.T.
b..n  .p.cially rounding.  If you h.v. never  attended  an Armual »e.ting  or vl{)ited th.  Archlve.,  how  it
•n  opportunity that  d®s®rv.a  car.f`il  con81d.ration.  Th.  fynposi`m program will  occuny inch  of th.  tim..
Th.r. vlll  .leo be Society .nd I)iroctor.'. n..tinge,  the t]ndltloml fred Hackl. Hour,  th. Bquct,  ut
•on.  .p.clfic.lly  ERS-a.later  &ctiviti...    Any  agenda  propoeale BMPBb®re nay hcoe  chould b.  &daroe.ed  to
me.   I  velcone  Bugg®ctionB.   (3cO2  H.  Konnoth  Av.,Chicago,  11.  60641).  Th.  nourfu  rap ul,]1  ooatch  dedl.
on  th. meeting.

F`ron tine  to  t,iJn®,  menbel.8  ask  what  they  can  do  to  boccme  none  involved  in  Ems  &ff&ir..  IIen.  .re  eolee
ngutioae=

.NaBirfu.  ecmoone  for the  ms  A.a.z`d.  See  RSN35-12c  for th. I.quiromout..  in. A- hcuer.  . ~th}
individual and  also provid.e  publicity for the  Ere.

.Submit  mat®riale  for the  netir8lctter.  The norslctter n.Ode  your  help  in  acq)]ring alroe.]J-]rtl-ted
ita8 of iud.root,  both historic.i and  contoporaLry:  bock rwlon,  .rtlcl..,  nor.  about loub®r.  (inelnd,lug
your..If),  opinion. on public  1.ale. .nd Brs off.ir.,  ctc.    If in doubt  ae to whtl-r an lt-i.
•uit.bl .,.. nd it  .ny`tny;  if .uitdel.,it id]l b. used.

.Vot. in   .I.ction..  Although lor. mde.r. vot.d th.n .v.r b®for. - 1n th. a.c.qt b.]|oting (ty ]p]|)
for I)ir®ctor8 -   four th.n I our of 3 vot.a,  .a th.I.  i.  plenty  of roam for improw.-.nt I.n.  Tour
vQlc.  .hould b.  h..zld!

.Mak. u..  of th.  ERS  Libr..ry.  It  h.a inch to  off.I. -  book.,  fl]]..,  t.p®a -  to borl.ow,  ]r.nt  or bay.
Addre8®  on  P.ge  I,  botto-

.Encourig®  loo.I  libr.ri.. .nd bookstore. to  ftock Ru...1l book..  Introd`ic. oth.r. to Ru.a.l|'. urlting.
poe.it>ly with  a  Short  .efiay  or your  f.vorite  among hi. uttlng..

.Infom    School.  .nd  ctudenti  .bout  the  BRS  Doctoral Grant,  which  .1d.  a worthy do.ton.I  .t`]d.nt  in  hl.
or h.I York  on  . Ruegell-I.I.t.d topic.  Iiik. th.  ERS  Ai-rd,  thi.  recogniz..  .)ec.1|.nc. wh.Il®  crcat]ng
publicit,y  for the  ERS.

.Finally -,-  if you  c.n - n.k. .  contribution to th.  ERS  Tz`®a.ury.  HeDb.r.blp du..  do  not  cover  .xp.rdit`ir..I
th.  d.ficit in.t b. -ad. up ty contribution..  Your coutrlb`itlorL ..ill h.lp I.k. p...1bl. t,h.  condined
prop.r f`ilctioning  of th. S®clct}.S.ad  . .ontrlbutlon  c/o th.  n.in.1ctton (addr...  on P.g.I,  botton).

( 2)             Ebb D.vi..  Vie-Pr.Old.nt/Sp.cl.I  pro.i.ct..  report. :

fry .ctivlt,y this  fall  1.  coot.red  pril.rily  on tioo gro`ip.:  Vole.  of R...on  (Voa)  .nd  .  Novqlib.r ]pethg
of  ''Th®  Op.. Socl.tT  .nd  its  Friend.".

I if-.  eo-organiz.r,  ulth  Gora]d  hni.  (of th. Bthlcal Cultun. bow-eat  end Am),  of  ae  October  17th

#n£N¥:;§F£!i1##+#¥..iir¥¥r:i#i=!i§¥£jh¥¥:i:+¥Eing
dlff.rent  .]dLrfing h`nani.t-oriented groups.  Th. -.in  8p..her  for th.  ]r.]ly v.. I)r.  Sh.rivln Vine,
ec-found.I.  of  VOR,  who  can.  fron mch|gan  for thl.  o®...1ogL.

ffiu.®®11 Society  N..r.,  a  quaLrterly  (1®.  Ei.lox,  Editor) :RI)  I,  Box  409,  Coop.r.blarg.  PA  lco6
ERS  Library:  J.ck  Rag.dal.,  ERS  Cowl.ibr.ri.n,  446123rd  St.,S.a  Fmci.co,  CA  94l]J
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"The  Open  Society  and  its  Friends"  iB  the  title  of  a  conference  to  t)a  held  Novonber  22-24  in  New  York,  t,o
explore  a8pectB  of  Kar.i    Popp®r'8  philosophy  (RSN35-24).  Sir  Karl  18  an  honorary  ERS  memb.r.  The  name  is
taken  frcm  his  twcLvolume  ''The  Open  Society  and  its  Eneni®8",  which     I  f®el  every  educated  p®rcon  chould
road  at  1.a8t  trice.  Speck®rs  are  people  of  onin®ncc,   including  a  Nobel  I.ouroat,e  (Frederick  Hayek).   At  t,h®
final  s®88ion,   a  new  society  based  on  Popper'8  philo8orhy  will  be  organized.  Since  what  they  are  doing
parallol8  in  many  rays  what,  t,he  ERS  hag  don.,   I  have  offered  to  ma]t®  availabl.  to  t,hem  what  the  BRS  has
learn.d  fran  .xp®ri®nco.   I  look  forrard  to  the  ®xiatenc®  of  an  irit®r.Sting  and  vital  new  8oci.ty.

I  trill  also  probably  at,t.nd  a  let,e  December  "National  Humanist  I€adcrship  Council"  in..ting  in  Now  Tor.k,
but  I  h&v.  no  dctall8  on  this  at,  th.  pr®8.nt  time.

Tr®.our.r  D.nni8  J.  Darland  r®

For th.  quart.r  .nding  9/30/82:

Balanc.  on  Hand(6/30/82) ...................................................... 2125.13

Income:   19  n.w  monb®r8 ................
54  ron.ral8 ...................

t,otal  du®8, , ,
Colitl.1bution8.................
S&l.8  of  RSN,  bock8,   ctc ......

total  inccm®.

Expendltur®8 : Hch®rehip &  Info"t ion
Ccrmitt®®8 ,,,,, ® ,

"Ru88®ll!'  oub8cript,ions. .
I)octoral  Grant ...........
BRS  Librny ..............
Armual  H®®ting ...........
Bank  charg.a .............

t'Otal  8P.nt. .

.342.50

HEEriiHE
.651.50

•........................ 24cO .J2±
L525.u

1382 . 17
.609.00
. 500 . 00
. . 20 . 58
.2rty6.IJf)i#. •ZIJ±_._5±

Balance  on  hood  (9/30/82) ..................................................... 1750.58

REPORTS   FROM  COME+H'T'EES

Scl.nco  Conmitt,ce  (Alox  D®ly,  Chaiman) :

(Alex  and  Dean  Babst,  also  of  the  ERS  Science  Comitto®,  have  uritt®n  a  briefing  paper,"Growing
Probabilit,y  of  an  Accidental  Nuclear War.",  which  they  have  sent  to  c.rtain  m®mb.r8  of  Congr.s8  .nd
t,o  organization8  working  to  Stop  the  nuclear  an8  race.  The  paper  trill  b®  available  from  t,h.  BRS
Library.  The  folloidrg  pr.®s8  r®l®a8.  i8  based  on  a  portion  of  their  pap.r.)

RlsK  oF  NuclEAR WAR  Br  AccrmiT   Is  ORE  iroRE  REAsON  ro  support  TRE  FREEZE

"Th®r.'e  a  d®finlt,®  chanc.  th.t  th.  tro  Sup.rpover8  will  ®xt.minat®  ®aLch  other,

even though  neither  Sid. warfos  that  r®8ult  nor  initiat,c8  it,"  8ay8  Al®x D.ly,

Chaiman  of  th®  Sci®nc.  Ccmitto.  of  t,ho  Bertrand  RusB.ll  Society  and  a mentt®r  of

th®  Univ.rBity  of  Arizom  Physic8  I)®pal*m.nt  and  t,he  Staff  of  Puma  Conmmity  Coil.g®.

nit,  can  h.pp.n  ty  accident.  Th.t'8 why ny  Comitt,®.  i8  8upportlng    fro.z.

Propo81tion  201  on  the  Arizona  ballot  thi®  .1®ct,ion,"  Defy  contlnu.d.   "The

logic  i8  8inpl..  The  gr®at®r  the  n`ri®r  of  nucl..r veapon8,  the  great.r the

chanc.  of  accid®rrfu.   President  Re®gan  has  ordor®d  17,000  more  nuclear  wea8pon8;

t,hat's  17,000  more  chances  of  accid®nts."
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An  ununntod  nucl®ar  holocou8t,  calm  be  trigg®red  by  any  of  t,h.  fouowing:

.  Human  or  conputor  error  fire®    the  first  mi8.il..  (Th.r.  w.r®  32  nuclur-w®apon-r.lab.a
accid®nt8  bctv.en  1950  and  1980. )

.  D.cr.a8ed  tim®  for  .rrol.-correction.  Th.  Perching  11  alloi.a  only  5-6 rfuut.8.

.  A  3rd  country,  or  a  t®rrori9t,  explodes  a  nuclear  bomb,  and  the  2  8uperpower8  Suspect  each
other;  a  nucl.ar  ®xchang®  r®8ult8.  To  mak.  this more  likely,  inaccur.t.  plutoniurh.ccounting ty the
U.S.and  by  the  International  Atomic  Energy Ageney  p®mit8  the  .pro.a  of nuclear "pen8  to  oth.I
courrt,ri®8  or  groups.

.  Exist.nee  of  first,-Strike  ("count.rforc®")  w®apon® -llko the m[ -cr®at..  fear,  int.rf.ro.
with  r&tloml deci8iorLnaking,  and  nay  cau8®  a  strik .... b.c®u..  of  ''uee  or  lo..".

.  Incr.aging  ccmpl®xlty  of  iiieapong  lncr®as®8  po8Bibllity  of mi8riring.

ABOuT  BR.s  velTI»Gs

(5)

(6)

"-H¥:::i::.R:=:a::1:;;:rpsffi:I.  Iron "Th. X.king of the mcro` ty Ch]ri.tolphqr E"n. (]„ Iork:  van

BtMjlt``   }tjil   i``i`}   r(`t`;`Il,  w.i\.<in   English   p]`ilo`sophi.r  li\'in`g

ai`o`ili(I   tli(`   tim(`  o1   Bal)I):i.Lr(`  wlio  slio``Jcd   lhilt   the  ruli`s  and

I)rm(  i|)1(.`    ol`   lo,Lric    w(`rt`    `ull`l(`icn{l}.    well    formalized    fol.)
Lht`m    tti   1)(`   rxprcss(`d    in    in;`L]`{.in;itical    (crms.    Thus   yoii.i

(mil(I    il`('   in;Lthi`m{L(i(`2`l    tit>I;i(it>n   t(>   stilt(.   logical   proposi+

I,ti"i`  {`i\d,1>}   l`ollt>wing  th``  ]``il(``  o(`matht.matics,   rt)llow  th``!

!\arioii`    propo`itiom    to    tli{`ir   ultimati.`   incscapal}lc   con-.
Iclu`itjn`     Tli(`    link    h(`twt`{.ii    lo.Lric   and    mathcmatic.s    had;

!l)t`t`Ti   imi(lt.`   liu(   it   h2`d   hit(I   (.urious]}'  liu]e   impact   and   sat;

}€Lrtjinicl    in    lhi`   w.|y    that   tli{'`{`   thil`gs   somctimc`   d{i   until.
(\()in(`l)u(l}r  turl`(`(I  up  who  (`()`Ild  SCC  how  to  develop  it.  Tllt`!

|`.`om`t)()(l} "   -or "son(`l)o(li{`s"  in  this t`asc-who pouncc.d;'

i:,'\'||:::,ol(\,so.:,rL`at"c,i:T,`(.`Li.I.,:``:,`;,:p?;rr,orfa`::csf:s:e'if.tc:ehc::t:i
tlirt`t.-\ttlumi`     w()rk     /'Hnri.¢!w     h/a/hcmat!.ca      (1910--13)      i.`

hought   I)}   `oin(`   pt`o|)I(`   to   I)(`   oil(`   o1`  the   most   influt.ntial`

en(iri(`   texts   t)l`  all   (imc'.    In   it   \\'hitchcad   and   Russell

gued   lh.it   logit`   w:``   i`ot   ttnl}   imcparable   from   malht`-.
atic`  I)ut  wa`  al`o  tlie I`()undation  ol`it,  and  they ``'cm  on  to!
vcltip  :I   prt>p(>`iti(in:il   (`€ilculu`   in   whi(`h   problem  could

[cr:

Eic   sol\'(`d   ill   tt`rin``  o1` :`   st.rit`s   ol. `s`i`ti.mi`nts   th.it   ari`   {.itht`r

ru{`  ()r  (`til`t`.  Thi`  rnt.:in`  thz`l  pniblt`m  otht`r  tlian  tho.`(`  ol.a

>urcl\     mii{ht`miLtit`£Ll    ii{\tur(`   :\ii(I    ct>nc(-rni`d    with    rna(I(`i``

th(:   "r(`al   woild`'       `.Shoul(I   I   (1o   thi.`  or   that?"   "\\.hal

app(`m    il`.J"    t`t(.        (`aH    I)t`    (`on\'(`Iti'd    illto    in:`th(.mati(`al

rm  and,  iri  prin(`ipli` :Lt  £`n}' I:itt., c()uld  I)c put  (o a sp(`ciall}

i;|progrz`mm`tl     comput{.I      l`ort    `(ilution.

For  a  Short  sketch  of  BR  by  the  Sam.  author,   8®e  (8)

ER srmrm

EL  quot,ed?

Socrat®8  iB  greater  than  Christ  t>®cau8e  he  did  not  have  the  cruel  and  Sanguinary  indeinctB  of  t,hat
hallucinat,ing  Jerw.

An  art,icle  in  h  Patria by  Jo8e  Vcl.z  Sacnz  8ayB  that,  a  prof.®8or hag  irritt®n  a  book  attributing  th.  above
Btatoncnt  to  BR.

All  of  the  ®bov®  app.ar8  in  a  column  in EI  Espectador  (Bogota,  13  S®ptonbct  .82),  uttt®n  ty  Antcmio  Pan.88o.

Hr.  Pancsgo  goes  on  t,o  say  that  RE  could  not  have  in.d®  t,h.t  stet.ement  -  it  i8  not  ER'e  rtyl®  nor  way  of
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t,hinking.

*   Does  8omeon®  at  the  Archives  -  or  anyon.  else  -  want  to  ccrment  on  this  kind  of  iten?

(Thank  you,   AljEERT0  DonADIO,   of  Bogota)

3,                         #                       I                    I                       *                      *                   *                 *

For those whose Spanish  i8  better than  ours,  tro  reproduce the  relevant  put  of  the  Pan®88o  col-.

*
En  un  articulo de Jose Velez  Saenz

%fifrse¥e'iagi£#:`#+#{£§
#u¥::„.6S`[8`6c?!rebsuj8SfucBheortr£E8
grande que  Cristo porque no tuvo los
instintos   crueles   }7   sanguinar]os   de
ese jLidio alucinado. "

Habria  que  advertirle  al  profesor

:hJ#n##8don°ma¥
r   del   nbro

que  na  Jeido  pesimamente,  o  que  ha

inventado  la  frase.  Russell  no  escri^
bib  ni  dijo  nunca  esa  tonteria.  No es
nj  su  estilo  ni  su  modo  de  pensar  }'

:::.=--i:::::::-::_-::=:-::::i::-=:::::_.:_::::-:-:::::-::::_:i:

t#:!ETn8%yLefs`:i:g£`d¥sc#duaedaf

gtEffi:]qenAa,j!#aedsopkoksal?is„d&:
cantan las frases entre comillas. que

TiE  BBs  DOcroRAI,  GRANT

(7) This 1983  onnouncou.nt  was  8®nt  to
JOumalg'  in Scpt,eho®r  and  Octob.r:

8one  25  Am.rican,  Cen®dion  and  U.K.  univ.rsitl®c,  and  to  Scholarly

Armouncing
The  Bertrand  Russell  Society' s

1983  DOCTORII,  GRANT
and  the

i982  DOcTORAI,  GRArm  RECEENT

#:[gh:efPerSr:#e::::eFf:°::::gntm;]]ena=#e:a:::::i]gi£±d:€esi°°
any  field  whose  pl`oposed  dissertation  best  gives  prcmise  of  dealing  in
a  significant  way  wit,h  t,he  t,bought,  life,  or  t,imes  of  Bertrand  Russell.

The  candidat,e  i8  required  to  send  to  the  Society:

(1)  an  abstract  of  the  t,hone  of  t,he  dissertation  and  of  the  plan  of
study;

(2)  a  lett,er  from  t,he  chalmun  of  the  carididate's  depart,ment  which
8tate8  that  all  work  for  t,he  doctorat,e  has  been  conpleted  except  the
di8sertat,ion,  and  t.hat  the  topic  of  the  dissert,ation  hag  received
academic  approval;

(3)  a  letter  fran t,he  dissertation  advigor  evaluating  the  applicant
and  the  plan  of  study;

i±)t:e8:gd=::t:i::::£d:£:t:::::V£:;¥e]#±:I;r£:::a:hiss::::ty,
at  it,8  expense,  with  a  Copy  of  the  Complete  dis8ert,at,ion  aLs  a,pproved
by  the  candidate l8  department.

Applications  and  support,ing  document,s  Should  reach  Professor  Hugh  S.
Moorhead,  Chairman,  Thilosophy  Department,  Nort,heastern  Illinois
University,   5500  N.   St.   I,ouis  Avenue,   Chicago,   IL  60625,   by  May  I,   1983.
The  recipient  will  be  a.nnounced  in  June  1983.

Jt                          #                               3'                             *                          t[                           3+                         i{

1982:  the  I.ecipient  i§  Alejandro  Garciadiego,   a  doct,oral  candidate  at  the
Hitute  for  the  History  and  Philosophy  of  Science  and Techriology  at  the
University  of  Toronto.
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The  main  goal  of  Mr.  Garciadiego's  dissert,at,ion  is  t,o  st,udy  the  role  played
by  BertraLnd  Russell  in  t,he  origin  and  dervelopment,  of  t,he  paradc>xes  of  set
theory.   It  also  aLins  t,o  Show  that   ''the  emphasis  on  the  study  of  t,he
foundat,ions  of mathematics  is  the  result  of  a  conplex  and  interdisciplinary
net  of  events  and  ideas,  and  not  t,he  sinple  product  of  the  logical  cont,I.adictions.w

BR   BIOGRAPHIES

Short  ckctch  of  in from P.g.  66  of  t'Th.  lhking  of  t,h® llicl.o"  (5):

Bertmnd Russell, 3rd
I;arl (1872-1970),  English

philosophcrand  mathcmatician,
u'as  one  of the  greatest  logicians
ol.all  time.  Truly  a  Renaissance
m<il`,  his  was one  of the  most
widely  varied  and  pcrsistent]y
innuential  in`cllccts  of the
twcii(ieth  ccn(iiry.  For  nearly
all  or his  life  hc  had  40  books  in

print  ranging over  philo`oph}',

mathematics,  sciencc,  c.thics,
w>(`Iolo.[J}'.  cducallon,   histol.}.I

r(`Iigi(}n,   p()litji`s  and   polcmji``

:ii`d  ii`   I(J5l)  hi`  was  awiird(.d   lh`.

`obc.I   Pri.zi.  l`or  I,ill.ralure.   Ills

w()rk  wi(h  his  l`ricnd  and  formi.I.

Iutor,  Alfred  i\'orlh  Whitehead
( 1862 -194 7 ) ,  /'rlncipi'a
A4alAcma/!'ca   \  1910-13) ,

dcmonstra(cd  the  indi\isiblc
link  bctwccn  logic  and  mathc-

Tiiatic`  --to  thti  brncrit  or  [hc

(l``\'(.ltt|tnit`nt   ol`com|)lH(.rs   and

(lata   I)roce`siii,g.   Russ(`ll   ``'£`s  a

coi`{rt>vcrsial  public  figurc`

itii`i`rit.d   l`(iur   (imi.i,   i`Iid   ai(l``m

stt(ial  rcl'ormcr :  hc.  wa.s  an

anarchis(ic  [crL-wing  athcist`
and  was  activcl}'  opposed  in  the
last   three  Years  ol`his  life   tu   tli(.

nidnufacture  or H-bombs  ai`d
lht.  war  in  \'i('[Iialil.

Did you notic.  .ny  ®rror8  of  f.ct?  Thor.  w.r. 3,  all  in  th.  last  8®ho.nc..  Se.  (37).

pROHornre  BRls  PuRrosEs :  xpclzIAR  DlsARRErm

Froi t,h®  Nev lork  Tin.8  (9/4/82),p.  A3:

Nobel Scientists Ask Atom Freeze

se=NSEcX±ii;¥`.,h:Lfe)=onNN¥;
Fnzes called today for a freeze on the
deploylrient   and   develc)pment   of   nu-
clear  i`'eapcms`  waning that  "tlme  is
fast  7imurng out" to prevent a  nuclear
holmaust.

ci|T?feth¥Fiw£Fs:d&#cestheon¥.
ence and World Aft airs arid was distnb-
uted b.v-the organization here`

Todav]s  declaration said  that  .`mcm-
strouslj high levels Of dep!ayed nuclear
arlzis must be reduced as soon as possi-
ble"  and endorsed  a  freeze o! nuclear
arsenals a{ prevaLiling levels.

More thar} half the signers were from
the l'rited Sta..es,  according to the list
pro.`ided b}'  Ptigwash.  a disarmament

i movement during the height or the colc
`'ar  the:  was  inspired  t>y  Albezl  Ein-
stein  and  Beztrand  Russell  and  spon-
sored   by   the   industnalist   CyTus   S.
Baton.  Tbe}.  inc}ute Lmus  C`  Pauline;
Hans A. Bethe, Kmrad I. Bloch, Rich-
arid  P.  Fe}rman,  I:dward  M.  Pureeu,
Ernilio Segre, u.iJ]iam r`'. Lipscomb Jr.,
George Ward and Steven Weinberg.

The  dec]aratiozi  was  also  signed  by
scientists    from    Australia,    Caznda,
France.  West  G€nnany,   IrelaLnd,   the
Netherlands,    Pakistan,     the     Soviet
Union, Switzerland and BTitain.

The Sovie.. winners who sigi,ed were
idez]t]tied as *'iholai G. Basov, Pavel A.
Cherenkov, I!y-a M  Franlc, Piotr L. Ka-

RjiE:l'aj#¥#enrow¥.   Pr°Cborov   aLnd

B`ichmld  in  the W&8hington  Poet,  eouti]ne  in  S.ptcnb.ar  or  Octob.I  1982:

• . Coib's' Lwh Laugh: Wirmdrle Nuclear Wifar

By Arl Bucl.wold

•wP##:naBntunwt,`tyhast#'engmmune;
humor   jn   the   RcahJali   tidiiillii,itrtl-

:£n#8Th:y.#5:,,,,Prwr:::,t,,,CTL,,:::,.i:¥
cocrotary    ot`    del.elige.     "Cfl|}"    uny9
things with a 8traiwht lh.'e that make
you want to roll oli  I,ht!  lltror.

8p#mto¥:eth::Foarynhe"pt:.I,t,trt`:%Wd-
nu..lt±ar war," Hc d`tebi]'t want one t)f
thcoe  hair-trigger  wars  wlijch  ltl!St  :10
or  40  minutes.  "C'ap" Sfli(I  hc  htis  tir-

dered  evtiryono  tit  tl`c   Poi`iagoii   to
l`igu].e  o`iL  not  only  how   to   keui>  tl
niiclear  war  goitig,  hut  httw  to  tiL!ikti
eliro    the    Ui`ited    SfuL€a    wills    tjiit3
whom  the  ml8Bilou sttlrL  llying.

Hall.  the  people  ill  the  PenttiRui`•tcok  "Cap"  seriously.  I}ut  thouo  whol

kllow what a deadpan c(imit; "Cap" is!

just lau#hod  and  wont  hack  to doing'
the cro8Bword  puz`zle.

The    mQtorial    for   `.Cap'9"   "pro-
tracted  nuclear  won"  ciiine  oiit  ol`  a
routine   he  dLd   whom   he   first   took
clmrge  of  the  Dol`ens8   Doitartmont
ou`d cane iti] with a comic routine on

"lin`ited  iiuclcar war."

[le  tried  this  one  oi`t  in  l`ront  t]f
;un    oriiied    stirvice8    ct)mli`ittce    last,

ycor   ai`d   had   every(ii`e   in   hlitches."Cap,"  with{iut cracking  «  stl`ilo,  said

hti  thoiLght  a  "lil[iited   L]`Icleur  war"
with  the  Soviots  wco  not only l`rfu-.,
blo,    but   essential   so    the    Ui`ited
States  would  have  time  to  light  d
conventiomL war.

"Cap"  9aitl  if  we  let  the  Ru,9siarri

know   that   wo   wore   only   going   to
fight  a  "limited   tiucloar  war"   then
they would a#I.co n()I to use their  big
8tuft. to attot:k us.

The   only   (inen   whti   (lid``'t   luiigh
wore  our  NA'ro  tillj8s  who   l`igured
out  the.~   ill  ti  "limited   i`uclear  war"
we. going to be waged it would be on•thoir   turl`,   tu`d   oven   ul`ter   AI   Haisr

tried   to   ex[ilain   to   the   I:ur()pean8
that  "Cat." wne  oiily jtil{ing,  they Still
didn't  l`ind  the  8ecrotary t)l` del`onse'8
war  routint)  very  liinny.

So  "(,`tip"  #t)I  I)is  writorB  t{Eothor
tind  stliul, "I  thiiik my jt.ken are losing
a.imothm#   iJi   the   trtumltitit)I`.   We'ro'#uing  tt)  }`tlw  I(.  ciii)i{)  up  with  a  now

monologue,   on`d   thr{iw   the   `limited`
nuelour  war'  atul`l` {>ut."
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One  of the  wTitora  said,  "I  gol  ill

g:E[o`i,ekou#:¥grep:t::pe¥;

£°£iv:e:9°wP:¥kw±°rr#,%r££ul:dff:
U.S. prevail no matter what the Rus-
alans throw' 8t us."

Th.  Xueoun  of  Philo8o

(12)

(13)

Russell  Society  N®",  No.  36

#E:;Igc?::f#tyi#:3f,;t
and   use   it   on   his   `Tonight'   show
flrst."'I'he  writers  all  went  to work  and

came up with some memorable lines.
One was "you Show IDe a secretary

of defense  who  i8  rot  preparing  to

win a nuclear war, and " shovi. vou
a secretary of defense who Should be
inpcached."

Another   one   which   was   a   roal
crowd-pleaaer: When he was ached if
a  nuclear  war  was  winnable,  "Cap"

£If¥;n¥ha*thanayctTidngipt[faendn`i
how  that  anybody  has  an}.  flea.

PHILOSOPHY

Novoznb®r   1982

Prfuwe;r£#ryydingth¥ygrrit*
wh one'„

ftyT„esewg#er?8fehwun=Pfae°]!

Hyr#:n##*=qukm:8fa#g#p¥k¥
#}aleAIhej:'hfl.ivering  them,  you

which  crated  out  .t  Paico  Unlv.r.1ty  (rsN33-16),  has moved to  Hut.I  Coil.g.
L`-1---L`ll__._L<  ._1     _______1_    ___  -to brfug phuoaophicu  cone.pt. and qu.8ti6n. b.for. th.  public,  md  .8p.ci.lly

L1---J  ,,-J---_-I_L1_  _______     I- I__________   ____-_   -`--J`-''--`',   -.``J   '.JJOU+ILJJchlldr.n,  in on .njeyabl. aha ind.rae-edable -;I.  ".I. un progrun8 a.81gn.d for p.opl. of all ng..
and  education  old b&ckgrounde,  uth  a  prrticular  onFh.ele  on  prograp!  for  chlldr.n.  Thor.  .hould  b.
8oncthlng  for  ev.ryon.  with  a  e®ng®  of  vond®r."

'lTour8  for  groups  and  indlvidu.lo  of  all  ng®.  introduc. you to th. world  of  ld..®."

Th.  Mu.®un  of  Phllo8ophy,  Hunter  Coll®g.  T®.ch®r  C.ho.r,  695  Punk  Av.,  .t  69th  Str..t,  NY NI  10021.
(212)  795-3737.

cREATIONrsH

Fron th.  Nor Y.rk Tin.8  (8/29/82)  p.22:

Poll Finds Americans Split on Creaition Idea

try RlcH^RD sE\'ERO

djVIT#edAmbee:,=#¥Cish:]¥#:ethula¥
=&eae'#mthaeantgs,hi;o?#e}Tif:manadt
those  wh.,  t>ehe`'c  !rt  e`'oiution  or  all

a-fuy£==.epGT=ff,;LnoY?i`|r`gou.ac-

EEHEEiilFEEEiii[
carth  Lc much older than  10,000 years.
but the results came as no surprise to a

ice.:¥:-e.rgiir¥jg:rt±¥r;:i:Te*i:f
PLrmetety:]PKchq+¥.i:sstp;=n;:orTST„a{one

Four  stB{err)ents  were  offered  to  re-
spendenLc  on  a  card   a]id   they  were

asked to select the one that came c]ce-

=;°ndan=g#op¥:rn?I;e,¥i:qutthe
Nine  percez]t  agreed  with  the  state-

ment:  "Man  bas  de`'eloped  over  mil-
lions of years from less advanced for"5

fup£.€¥gh+P:£:&#rtsaTdi:Se3,¥ge±Sri
with the suggestion that  "man has  de-
veloped over millions of years from. less
advanced fozlTis Of life, but  God gujded
this   process,   inc)uding    maTi's    crea-

on. " NiTie percem of thcrse interview.ed
simp)}' said they did not know

lbe  v]ews  Of  Rcimar  Catholics  and
Ptutestants     were     divergent,     with
Protestants more likely to believe in the
biblical account of creation and Catbo
ncs more likely  to  believe  in evolut]on
8urid#¥aListbeiiefswererrotcozl
fined to the South and Middle West. The

%aBULuhepm::8a¥a%ddEP°wrteesedtenethaTstI.&Te slightly more likel}. to accept crea-

tionism" than thcec ljvmg elsewhere.
The  results,   according  to  the  pelt,

tpere based on personal intervier-s eon

¥oned:irieEii=¥ad:±T:in;§¥r:pify¥\
the margin Of eltor could be thj" per-
centage points in either direction.

f.¥#¥g;s£=;£f;¥::¥fhlp:si¥r
eroT=io.Le  &moun{   of  ev]dence  to  the
cmtrar}  " He called the poll's fndmgs
a    "sorry    reflertior)"    on    acac]emjc
achievemez]t in this country'.

However,  he s,aid  that quj[e possibly,

:i:-:-::-¥i;:-:::€`.:-:-;::i:::ljfi::_-:Eli:;i

3:fa:ett££g}gteard¥y¥t#;'tse;d
tens." he sa]d   He s&jd that such fears

a|=E¥:m#efufi:e¥do#e:=t=y¥tnh¥
called "the right-wing reactionar}' peo-
ple" in onganized religion.

Dr.  Ashle}`  .Montagu,  an  anthropo]cL

NYC  8ayB  yea  to  evolution,  ae  report,ed  in  the  Nev  York  Timo8  (6/24/82),p.I:

NewITorkSchoolsBar3Textbooha-
A8PooronEuolutionExpLanation

ii|eij?gfsghnSigvbtiE::;ifitrik;:.ii
the  late  presjderit   of  Vassar  College,

:°anmcyea°i=rvt:c¥%{.Tsj:Jr:§ehasruned
Bishop  Rennet+,  Hicks  of  the  United

Meth<rdst  Churc:r-.  in  Arkansas  said  it
seemed ` .almost Incredible" to him that
44 percent  of thcee questioned believed
that crcatjor] occurred in the last 10`000

=.=e.ff:Lsrsh:B#t]¥Lc:h&Teprahing%

iEj.#¥|gg¥#|p£:¥ngra¥%d=[#J;a:
Fnrptjj± in  teaching  the  meaning  of

Azrother  Methodist  official,  the  Rev.

:t¥a¥:fA#:I:%mp:i.;Fo,nw*oghnqust:Le
U"t}'    and    lnterTehg]ous    Concerns,

=J:#eth#hus¥£8}P:et,¥#::',°t%°£fe-
creatiori  of  humankind  or  of  inen  and
wolnen.  but  to  the  "creat)on  Of  man.'
Only.



Page  7

By GENE I. MAEROFF
Three high  school  biology  textbooks

have been  rejected  for usre  in  the  New
Yon  Clty  publlc  school8   benuse  or
what Board of Educ®tlon olflL`ials Say is
•n in.dqunte trcalment ol the Darvln-
niithtryOfOvoiution.

The  publlther8  ol  two  of  the  tl`ree
troho  have  ham  [old  [hat  thelr  bcoho
are &ddltJomlly  ilmcceptable  becaLee
ol trliA(  echool  off lclul8  termed  an  u]i-
czldcal endorsement of the ci"tloru8m
theory, whlch 13 baaed on (he Bible.

Darwin's  theory  states   that  organ-
isms developed  from earlier forms  by
heredlt&ry tr&neml8sion ol slight varia-
tions over 8uccesslve generatlong.  The
cleetiohi8ts,  on  tlie  other  hand,   hold
•h&t spcelca were crcatotl ag they now
appear.

In toklng Ouch action tit a  time when
8choul Byste" throughout  the country
ere under pressure to ack[iowledge th.
creatio   81  vtowpeint,  New  York  City
has  become one of the  flrst  large  dle-
trlct8 to pill publishers on no(Ice the( lt
will  Tiot  accep(  siich  tcachings  ln  biol-
c,gyclaso.

"T"s 18 a very Important 8.and, and
every commumty concerned about  the
honest teaching of science ought to take
a slmllar stand," said Wtiyne A. Moyer.
executive  dlree[or  of  the  Nattonal  As-
soclatton  ol  Blology  Tcachera  in  Rco-

(14)

Ru88®1l  Societ,y  News,   No.   36

ton, Va.

I..ne in I) I.eel.laturd
Natloiial ellorts tu promo[e the crco-

tioni8(  view  ln  leachilig  al)out  human
origiii8 have led legislators in  11 states
to introduce bllts  in  the last  12 montho
that would requlre the lncliulon Of the
creatlonJ8t   approach.   None   of   those
bills have yet been approved.

Two   other   states,    Arkansas   and
i.oul8l€ina,    previously     passed    such
laws. The ArlLan8us law.  however, was
declared uncon8(ltutlonal  last  J&nunry
by  a  Federal  Dl8trict  Court,  and  the
Loulsiana law is being challenged ln .
case that ls to beglri next month.

^s the ceritrover8y has ®prnd, come
publishers    have   dcemphusized    the
trl`a(ment  of  evolu(loo   in  their   text-
bcoke to try  (o t]lunt pos8ib]e criLiclsm
by   proponents   ul   crt>iltlonls[n`    In   17
States, not incJudij|g Now York,  a  .ex(-
book mus( be cleared by state all.hori-
ties before a local dls(rlct ca].I buy iL .

Oiie ol  the boots  Lhat  (he  New  York
bound   rejected   was   ..Life   Scjerice."
publiched  by   Prenlice-Hall   of   Bngle-
w(nd Cliffs, N.J.  In a le(tor to the pubL

!%hhi;£'ca£Tgfi!gteg£:hs:t,:co:EL:|#¥
is  accep(ed  by  most  8cionti.its  teddy,
and  presents  special  crenl)on  wlllii)ut
characteriziTig i(  as a supematiiral t!x-
plaJ`ation that  is  outside (he domain of
science. "       '

'nie oflicial,  Charlo.le  Fr{mk,  execii-

!`uv,erfc`:|eeJioranoa:ke,s#:I,?.inn:ssg;:,,s*:,]e::
•ers lo lhe put.lishcrs of the three buiLe
Lii recen. days.

•rhe other  rejected  boots  were  ..r;x,

rats:C;esB#th8L?I:fyk:;e:uFb:`rs::¥,,?.¥
and   "Natural   Science:    Bndging   the
Gap, " published by Burgess Publishing
C°[T%?fthMe'm#:a¥:S.(|eemedob|ee-

tiolrable by school officials, (he Burgess
book stated :

(,:i##:huny#:h::LS#u:I:h:tsfr]:f=
forms  ls  §peclal  creation,  which  glves
God   the  crilical   rt>le   in   creation.   In
some  school  sys(elms,   it  is  mandated

#co:n:es:£::(:[u;°#::I:ddese¥J;,:eLC;i+#a:
teTLuous nature of hypo(hesis . ' '

thanTheaytheJarrda#kbuY°#asapfrecvta±Efrr:
re-xemin&tlon. It complete]y omits the
word evoJutlon end makes no men(ioii
of  Dalwin.  according  to  the  Bound  ol
Education reviewers.

"We deleted the term evolution rr`om
the Lextbcok because we wanted topLchi
ere  to  be  pet.mittod  to  (each  biology

i:f¥e;:f'rro£`,;:f%+#o#:i#¥E¥
Laidlaw  Brothers.  He  added  that  coli-
cepts atx}u( evolutiofi were contaliut ln
t he book even though the word evolutlon

Novenb®r  1982

was I itii used .

#t.#£ra!§;,v:##I§3,in,godaeq:,p#gr.en#to#
schunl   dlstnc[s    the(    waf)(    il,"    Mr.
Frank §aid`

Sp(tkesmen  for the two other publlch-
els dtrelit]ed (o comment.

A utom&tl.. Rc.ezamlmtlon
All new books and revised editious of

older  boots   must   be  approved   by  a

ii,igicl,;!:?,.:jfy;Ji!i,i.g.::.:i¥Or';!i!,i;
tpou£',1,a.hheeTrrEutses,`n':Lcerde.::iwc:.`norder

i:|th:eca¥Ze¥#:t¥:L!S°pe##:¥v'Jho¥ysw:;r¥
ELtkheth¥ts'C:,ai,.Sfb:a:iu:oTgat,Ecaa,iS
rei!xamlned by a second committee.

Hd?[m:nrogkt?£arts£:g=v::wtle]:p=|:`J:c:
coui](ed for its rejection were tliee :

:x.if£°#;#¥£ep¥::gooef±h:%ii#
evolution.

ou:TJ[e::.#,p:ean¥kesv:et±a:r'=.#=-
lhey appear. No one knows for squ} Irow

;?egm##gg.n!i:g:.Ei5#L¥:v:Tft:

Creationimtwkyoenko  parallel,frcm  an  ed  in  the  New lork  Tines  Review  of  the Week  (8A/82)  p. E9:

`i{ WheTeve Stand
dyAt"flrtyrfugivAn`ercan[edernnonofhahe,a

Schools Should  Reject Texts.That  Disfor(  Science

Are Creationists Aping the U.S.S.R.?
TEeuts:i:it,nu:i:#orpen+id:f|:yin:`d'uhr:nr!',:::n!:¥:.gin::nficc',8,`cS,

::i:kr':I:df::¢thfvY;?.`3:i.o#°wwana,n£*ny.ticidt¥,rc:Pt¥:';nTf*mp°t';'jtcha:
official   state   "religion."   Mar]ilm.   They   tho`ight   lhat   lhc   prevailing
gcnetic  theory  that  many  biological  chamcteristics  were  inh€rited  con,

World-ieiio`mcd  geneticists  `i/cr.  r.moved  from  the  leadership  t`f
scicrltific  Sacietie9  and   from   (heir  jobs  if  th.y  (lid   not  accept   a5  Icicnle
`hc `hcories  of  Troflm  I.y``enko that  traits  acqu.red  tlir(t`igh  environmcn-
tol  chal`ges  coilld  be  int]erite{l  .  .     a  theory  more  in  conrormily  wilri  the
s!atc  `.religion..'  7`hc  Dca/A  a/  a Scl.nfc  /.a  Jiit..`ti.a,  puttl{shed  in   1940  by
the  Univcrsity  cif  Penneylvflnia`  pTcsen(cd  lranscripls  of  speech¢S  deliv-
crod  at  lhc   L.nin   Ac`ademy  of  Agricul(ure  barely  .  year  e.rller  which
r.vealed   .`lh.   quackery   whi``h   wa.  lo   r.place   genelicg  .`   Saitl   ConwRy
Zirklc,   the  book..  cdltor.   "Tlie   winning  cliqiJe   acted   wt.h   tolalitQrian
thoroughn.8.    Five   gene(icj.t3  fo`md   it  expedicnl   (o  recant,  1o  diveard
their   8cientiflc   knowledge.   and   (o   adopt   the   ColTlmiinist   or(hodoxy.
Nothing  rcmo(.Iy  like  tt`is  ha`  happet`cd  ir]  lhc  last  thre.'c.ri(uric..        `.

The rc.ult of u.ing political prcesure .nd  power to dctcrminc  scicn-
`iflc  conclu.ion  wa.  devaSlating   A  generation  of  studenls  was  brought
lip   on    thiA    riew   slatc-(mpo3ed   .hcory,   But   what   the   8lud¢ntg    Tc.fly
learned   wa.   lhat   sctentiflc  theoTitt   are   Tiot   the   product.   of  rc..arch`
cxperimcntBtion   and   critic&l   lhinlirig  wilhin   the  scicnlific  community.
bul  th.   re.ull  of  who  controls  the  lool6   of   power   and   terror.   Soviet
ngric`ilturc  w8I  ordcrcd  to  oper.tc  on  the  ltmis  of  ..Lysonkoirm,..  wlth

:i::Srt::Uo'v::.:Lt::,:cC:::i:tnsoawnc`:.:a:',#eudc',}h°ant.t::I,i:i:ffa:eJytoL#`:
scientific  views  through  pr`lilical  power  had  bceri   a   fa"ure,

Now  in  the  United  St8tfs  there  ig  pres`ure  to  teach  crcalloni.in.  or
•t least  lo give  it  equal  lrcatmeiit  as a  "theory"  alol`grid.  Darwini.in. Of
course,  the  United  States  is  not  the  Soviet  Union   There  is  no  Stalin  lo
arrest   and   jail   r.ur   Darwinist`  or  to  inslall   a   crea`Ionist   as  the  head  of
lhe  National  lnslitulc  of  Scicncc.  But the  prcasurei  are  there.  Textbook
companies'  have  been  cold  tiy  some  .chool  boards  that  unle``  thcrc  is

Book  del.idea  creat,ic`nian.  See  boor review  (cO).

¥:Ti¥:.fff:::p:,,if:*n;:;,sl:c::TE*:s:att¥;au,'tcw?h,;:i:a::aI:!yn:a;e';[e
critic.I  role  in  ere.lion.  In  some  school  ryitom.`  ]1  ig  mlid.ted  ih@i  the
evolutjon and  speci.I ctcation thcorie€ be lought side by  .idc  That sc.in.
a healthy .ttjtude  in  view of the tcnuou.  nature  of  hypothesi...I

Th.  froard  of Education lold the piibliSher of  the  latter turk  tt`al  il
was  "iinac¢eptAble"  bccausc  `.lh€  theory  of  cvolulion  ls  not  a  .tenuo`ig
hypelhesis.` "   And   to  the  publiiher  of  the  flr§t  book.   the   Board  wrote
th.f#?s!n#kdoc.,nctstatcthaicoluiioniiQcceptedbymo.tSCIcn-

ti.ti `lodry.  and  pro.enta  special  cr®.lion  without  characterizing  it  8g  a
•upct.n.turll  elpl.n.tion  that  i8  outiidc  lhc  dDm&In  of .cicncc   lri  addi-
tion,  the  concei>t. of cvoltition  arc temporized  to  the  cxl.nt  that  what  i3
alrtndy  known  and  .cieiitlflcally subrt.ntiated  lq  trc.ted  merely  "  .pon-
siblc,'  end  no( .a an  acc`mte appr.i8.I of th.  Tctulls  of scicnliflc  inverli-
galion ....   Since  one  of  the  objecti`n}s  of  a   sound   science  educati.on
ii  the  accurate  intcrprelation  of  ob.ervable  data.  wh  cannot  approv.  .
book  lh.I  di.tort8.  rregilc..  or  minimiz..  the  import  of  thou  concept.
and  pTiriclplc. 'which   are   accepted  by  mo.I   of  today.9   scientigt.  aS  lhe
corners(oncg  of  modern  blological  th.ory .'

Wise  words.  Crcationism  hal  no place  in  a  science  curriculum,  and
school  boards  across  the  country  ought  to  take   the  lead  or  the  nation.§
hrgt3t  iohool  System..     cxcrt  the  nec`essary  counter-pressure           and
piit  .omc  backbone  inlo  those  publish.rs  who  have  abandoned  science
under  religious  Brld  political  prc.gLlrc.

%i:¥.:`'.,t=R#';.'.r=#L;I.ri',i....',I:i£T'7.,#,*.r#uc'j;....,#t.~N.,'`,`#,`:'`,`t:r¥,.,',#,,ies=.?

something in  the  science  lcxt3 on crea`ionism.  Ihey won.t  buy (hc  trok3,

51;aT::y:ex{,fb#ckyp#::,s:;:afa£:con:#tcu,:,erg.hpr:£n,tnegrcev.o:::;a,ELan£
§cien`Lfic  fart  by  equal  numbers  of  Informed   pcople

cr..,:Cni:#:dprhba':`,hhee'ys:j*as¥yutcL:taft::yp::;#cg;:,:eeat'tjit;C,;::;::
cvolu(ion  and  accept  in`lcad  lhc  B`blical  narTativc  of  creal:cm.  B`il  that
ju.I  won'l  wash.  What  if  a  texfrook  in  medicine  were  to  dc§cribe  the
®landard  ciire  for 8  given dis.aqc and then  go on  to  Say  that  some peoplc
believe  it jq  more cffcclive to  cure thi. dii.ase  by  using  leeches  oT  reciling
a  Speeiflc  praycT  three  times  a  d.y?

Those  who  fire  pushing  creationi8m  will  not  like  the  com|}ariron,
but if lhcy .ucceed.  they will  have tbe une  impact  on  American  scienc.
that  Stalin  and  Lycenko  ttad  on  Rug.i ...,

.henB=aeun#y'S;'*k.C;mypoT*`E,;roDoyj%d;nrgE+°uopar,:::.u:...v:¥,'mc£°r|
I.nt.  It lhcr`ild  scrvc  a.  I model to .chool bo®rd9  @crtni  tlic couiitry   llic

.Bn°ndndg..*?fyi,:i:nre°|C::g=u..'auuTseh,#::Pnp'ctro:¥eq.::::,a;:C*':rj:v:!i:I,:5:
'#i*.#pt|:geii:Yvce#:]ta:v'::u.ironcnct,;:a;Cn;;i:ndj,=;`8yncofbeoTgka;:S::;
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Blenhoin Cre8cont,  I®ndon,  Wll),  with  a  1982 introduction    ty I)ora.

Here  i8  the  1982  introduction:

I  am  not  and  never  have  been  a  com-
munist but,  like  John  Reed.  I  wanted  to
know   what   the   Soviet   Revolution   was
about. As one of the witnesses to the very
early days of the  revolution  I offer  some
of my comments which  unaccountably do
not appear in the film.

In the summer of 1920,  at  the  age  of
twenty-five. I managed to get in to Russia
when   such   journeys   were   still   being
forbidden   by   the   British   Government.
Travelling by pleasure steamer round the
North  Cape  to  see  the  midnight  sun.  by
getting   off  at   a   small   fishing   village,
Vardo` in Norway, from there with others
I  put  across  to  Murmansk  in  a  fishing
boat .

There  seemed  to be  not only  coming
and  going  between  the  two  ports,  but
fraternisation.   The   customs   men   were
amiable. Our Soviet passports were small
squares  of  linen  stamped  with  the  red
hammer   and   sickle.   The   captain   was
taking his children to spend  some  of the
summer in Murmansk.

There  we  were   greeted  warmly  by
Russian  comrades  who  took  us  to  some
quite    spacious   huts    which    had   been
erected     and     left     by     the     recently
withdrawn   British   Expeditionary   Force
against   Russia.    Midsummer   Eve   was
being celebrated; there were also gather-
ings   Of  the   local   comrades   at   which.
after every speech,  sounding brass would

#:;:i ,u¥o:hned ]wn£:rr:3tejro3ate;n:. Tr£:jc:
bathe   in   the   Arctic,   which   was   made
very      disagreeable      by      hordes      of
mosquitoes.

In a train with an engine whose boiler
had  holes  stuffed  with   sticks  and  rags
we proceeded to Petrograd.  On the  way,
at a large junction.  some  Red  Army  men
got into the train.  With  Madge  Newbo]d,
my   travelling   companion,   I   spent   the
whole    night    talking    to    them,    usmg
German, translated back and forth.

For  the  first  time,  I  ]eamed  all  the
theory as to how international  revolution
was  to  take  place.  They  knew  all  about
the  class  war   and   `dictatorship   of  the
proletariat'.   They   offered    us    Russian
tea and jam out of tins which, as they said
with  glee,  had  been  left  behind  by  the
British troops.  One very handsome blond
young   officer  with   a   page-boy   haircut
pinned   his   Red   Army   badge   onto   my
dress.

When I walked  into the Astoria  Hotel
in  Petrograd  the  first  person  I  met  was
John  Reed.   `Where  did   you   get  that?'
he  asked,  pointing to the  badge.  `A  Red
Army  officer  gave  it  to  me,'   I  said.   At

that  time  it  was  alleged   that   the   Red
soldiers raped  all women  and that  Soviet
women   were   nationalised.   `How  brutal
of him! ' laughed Reed.

He   talked   with   enthusiasm   of   his
Russian  comrades  and  with  some  doubt

` about the  British  Labour Party and trade
unions.    As    I    recalled    in    my    auto-
biography:   `He  was  tall   and  broad  and
typical  of the  intransigent  and  generous
American   who   supports   an   unpopular
cause;   they   seem   to   act   with   greater
commitment  and  less  reserve  than  their
English counterparts. '

Whatever we may think of the climate
of  opinion  or  purpose  in  the  Russia  of
today,  it  might  help  to  recall  the  mood
of the early days of the  Soviet Revolution,
when   it   inspired   great   ideals   in   the
Russian people and greatly stirred up the
hearts  and  minds  of the  peoples  Of  the
West.

In  1917  I  had  had  occasion  to  be  in
the British War Mission to New York just
as America came into the war.  American
women, who came to Europe on the  Ford
`Peace Ship', were actually trying to  stop

the war: they became the founders of the
Women's lntemationa]  League for Peace
and Freedom .

It    was    my   first    contact   with    the
American way of life.  Through  our nego-
tiation on oil supplies,  I became aware of
the  immense  power  of  great  industrial
corporations and impressed by the exten-
sion    of    technological     invention.     We
regarded  the  Americans  as  our  cousins,
we    spoke    the    same    language.    Yet,
coming    from    European    culture     and
habits,  I  felt  this  to  be  a  foreign  civilis-
ation.  Though   so  far  totally   unpo]itical
and   not   even   a   c.onvinced   pacifist,    I
knew   what   was   said   about   capitalism
and  socialism.  Yet  it  was  the  iridustrial
machine and the way of life it engendered
that   troubled   me,    not   either   of   the
ideologies.   I  already  began  to  perceive
that  it  would  lend  itself  to  dictatorship
and   even   make   an   end   to   democracy
as we understood it. Was it also destined
to carry continually at its heart the bitter
class    conflict    between    workers    and
owners?

The failure to recognise  and  promote
friendly relations with  Soviet Russia after
the    1917   Revolution   was    one    of   the
greatest   blunders    of   history.    It    was
perhaps  the  last  chance  Of taming  and
controlling the  industrial  machine  in  the
interests  of  life  and  human  well-being.

Still  worse    was  the   immediate  war
waged   against    Russia    on    all    fronts,
sowing  the   wind   whose   whirlwind   the
entire    world    now    reaps.    As    Phillip

Knightley remarks  in  his  book  7'fee F!.rsf
Cas~a/ty, it was perhaps the greatest act
of folly the  AIlies committed  in  the  First
World War,  an  act that poisons relations
with   Russia   to   this   day:    `Historically,
this  is  a  period  of immense  importance,
yet little is generally known about it.`No  full   uiiderstanding   of  the   Cold
War  is  possible   without  taking   it   into
account;  yet  when   Khrushchev  said,  in
Los Angeles in  September  l9S9,  "Never
have    any    of    our    soldiers    been    on
American   soil,   but   your   soldiers   were
on  Russian  soil,"  most  of  his  listeners
did  not know what he was talking about.
Their ignorance can Oe forgiven.  In  1943,
E.M.  Hal]iday,  a  reporter  for  yaHt,  the
American  army  magazine,  tried  to  write
a    story    about    the    fighting    between
American  and  Russian  troops  during  the
Allied  intervention  in  1918-19.  He  found
litt]e    about    it    in    the    fneyc/apc]cdz.a
Brit_annica`   a.nd  the   Columbia   E-ncyclo-
ped!'a    stated    flatly:    "American   forc`es
did    not     participate     in     the     fighting
between the  AIlies  and the Bolsheviks." '

Do  the   brute   facts   of  today   differ
ver}` greatly from the  brute  facts of more
than sixty }.ears  ago?  Only that they have
bet.one  more  brutal.  We  came  through
another  war,   which   happened  precisely
because  we  did  not  learn  the  lesson  of
how  a  dictator,   almost   a   maniac.   could
take  hold  of and  ens]a`'e  a  people  to  the
industrial    machine,    thereby    inv.enting
that     `Total     War.     the     machine     now
imposes     on     all     ad\anced     industrial
nations.  Statesmen,  both  West  and  East,
have   followed   the    example   of   Hitler.
Conflict js still the core of their being.

It   rna.\'   sti]]   not   be   too   late   to   save
ourselves from final  disaster.  Toda}' even
mi]itar}' leaders,  such  as the late  General
Eisenhower     and     Lord     Mountbatten,
admit  the  mistakes  and  issue  a  warning
to us.  The eminent  sc.ientist Lord Zucker-
man,  former  adviser to the  Government,
recently  on  television  blamed  the  scien-
tists themselves more tlian the politicians
as    responsible    for    our    predicament,
in that they insist on continuing to devise
ever  more  deadly   and  subtle  means   of
killing   people.   They   tlien   frighten   the
statesmen on both sides into ordering the
adoption   and   produc.tion   of  these   new
horrors.

I  use  the  world  `sou]'  to  express  the
aspiration    of   one   person   or   a   whole
people  towards  an  ideal  goal.   It  is  now
vital  for  us  to  rec.ognise  that  the  soul  of
peoples for  peace  is  active  both  sides  of
that   barrier   called   the   Cold   War.   We
must break through the c`ensorship that is
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imposed  by  the  great  powers.  So  much
emphasis  is  laid  on  secrei-y  and  spying
that  each   side   fears   the   emissaries   of
peace as if they were a Trojan horse.

Especially is this true of the many and
constant efforts and appeals of women.  A
recent congress in Prague Of wc>men from
132  countries,  and  hundreds  of  national
and   international   organisations.   oppos-
ing the  arms  race  and  nuclear war,  went
unreported.  An  appeal  from  fourteen  of
the  most  eminent   Soviet   women   scien-
tists  addressed  on  these  issues  to  their,
colleagues  and  university  women  of  the
West    was    virtually    ignored.    Nor    do
similar  efforts  in  the  West  find  place  in
the Soviet press. Thus eat.h  side, wanting

(16b)           This  is  what  Dora  1-rot,e  in  l92l:

every    effort   to   the    contrary,    cannot
bring themselves to accept such  a  primi-
tive  notion  of  civilisation,  this  machine
worship  is  as  horrible  and  superstitious
as  the   aLdoration   of  the   savage  for  his
painted  block  of  wood  or  stone.   There

REndALndt::ep:::,sThaen:onfoth,es£
America,  enquiring  distressfully  what  is
the  matter  with   their   country,   feeling
dimly that the trouble lies  in her barren-
ness of ideals and emptiness of soul, and,
looking round from one party to another,
and   one   class   to   another,    seeking   a
possible source of regeneration .

In  Europe,  too,  idealists  are trying to
find  some  motive  for  building  prosperity
anew,   and  the   disgust   and  despair   in
which  the  war  has   left   them,   are   but
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peace.  believe  that  the  other  is  planning
War.

Yet  the  creative  genius  of  man  and
woman  is  as  always  still  there  within  us.
Men  and  women  in  Russia,  indeed  in  all
countries,  still  exist  who  are  inspired  by
great  ideals  of  peace  and  harmony,   of
a  creative  life  full  of fresh  flights  of the
imagination,  of fresh  insights  into  those
mysteries  of  what  is  called  the  domain
of science.

In that year of 1920 I felt that the one
hope of the  maclline  serving  rather than
dominating  mankind was that it  must  be
administered   cooperatively   for   human
needs.  Many workers and thinkers in the
West  were  already  striving  for  such  an

heightened when they lock across and see
in  America the  image  Of what they  may
become,  of what  America  is  capable  of
making of the whole wculd. They see this
excellent body,  this  shell of a  State,  and
the   soul   of   man   wal[ing   mournfully
through   it,    as    though    a   wilderness,
seeking an oasis where it may perchance
rest for a  moment,  not hoping to  find  a
home.

It  is  not from  America that  regener-
ation  can c®Ine.  There is  every  sign  that
her people, like the industrial peoples of
Europe,  wiu  first  seel  relief  from  the
intolerable   mechanical  burden  of  their
lives in the worm-out  pastime of .rmperia]
conquest. Yet all that America could give
to a subservient wor)d tL'ould be her body,
her  industrial  efficiency,  a  valuable  gift
in  days  gone by,  and  still needed  in the
present  and the future, but I)ot enough.
America can give us no new ideals, and it
is  for  new  ideals  that  the  whole  world,
from   the   East   Atlantic   to   the   West
Pacific,  is  hungry.  TTiin[ing  Europe  has
become  conscious  at  last  that  it  cannot
live  with  the  industrial  machine   unless
new  ideals  can  be  found  to  control  and
govern  it.  In  China,   also,  the  question
on  the  lips  of  all   intelligent  people   is:"Since  it  seems  we  must  follow  in  the

path  of the  industrial  nations,  how  shall
we  do  so  without  becoming  as  horrible
and degraded as they?"

One natioa in the world has set out to

iasn£::ig¥foqrut¥h¥*no:rt%:!ieo's?n#tj:&t
::::htermrtrmb##h=d]bniinj°d¥o;;rpnE::S
aLre  othscious that  she  has found  some-
thing Bee which she is trying to expound
to the world and, while they do their ut-
most  to  destroy her  in  the  act  of realis-
atinn   of   her   ideals,   they   yet   have   a
snealing hope that they may not sue.Geed.
So  desperate   has   the   need   for   hope
become   in   our   blackened   and   ruined
ftyor]d.

It is  not  easy to give  a  clear  picture  of
the soul  of present  day  Russia.  Not  only
±*as  it  been  so  much  misrepresented  by•'friends and enemies a]ike` but those who
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ideal.    Here   in    Russia   was   an    entire
people  forming  a  nation  who  were  pre-
pared to  stake  all  on  this  ideal  purpose.
On  my  return  I  planned  to  write  a  book
outlining  the  prospects  for  the  future  as
I  saw  it.  What  follow'    'Ji'as  to  hate  bein
the  first  chapter.  I  have  now  completed
the   book,    titled    rfae   ReJI.gz.o"    o/   frfee
M achine A ge .

Those  days  of  revolution  were  truly,
in ways that John Reed never lived to see,
Ten Days That Shook the World.

Dora Russell
Porthcurno

Comwall
Februarv  1982

should  express  it,  the  Bolshevik  leaders
fuemselves,  do not convey their meaning

:.t#eusts;Ee;:ru:eu,:t:yw;i:£kn:h:::g:rofg
.;Russia's thought.  Then  too,  many  of the
=Ieaders are not alive to the miracle that is
€'happening,  they  are  still  thinking  in  old

categories;    such   are   those   who   have
I  returned  from  America  and  are  domin-

ated   by   admiration   for   the   industrial
machine  in  itself and  out  of  touch  with
the peculiar genius of their people.

The  prestige  of that  America,  which
was to Russia the Land of Liberty, plays a
great  part    in  influencing  their  outlook.
To these men -as perhaps to Americans

`--in   general   -  the   epithet   of   Wellsian

i"artians  recently  hurled  at  the  Bolshe-' viks in general -may justly be applied.

H  they  become   dominant,   Russia   may
develop   on   American   lines.   But   their
print of view is neutralised by that  of the
Russian  people,  the  rank  and  file,   still

a.   confused and  stammering  and  unable  to
express  clearly  the  ideals  by  which  they
are  moved.  And  Lenin,  in  his  policy  for
Russia. though not in his polemics, seems

:.to  me  the  most  coherent  expression  ofi-Rdssia's   beliefs.   When   the   Russians,

`<~ifeugsh&:¥sefvnedsg=iro£¥agdafgcdjips,t:;
.^w-i;'al  Marx   and   denounce   the    West    as•- i-etetical,  one  cannot  but  smile  at  their

hityTg;o¥:;:pfvEes¥rf::]r;ehfo:¥t:wre:£Eusrse=:t:::
Ee#'£t:=ydeve,#tThaekyeitr:h:Lr,egn|gE

retics  to  Marx,   and  thereby   do  the
le  world  a  magnificent  service.  Not
are they heretics to Marx, but to the
e Western outlook.  Western visitors

to    Russia    (such    orthodox    Marxians)
exclaim   at   the   `breakdown   of  civilis-
btioa"  by  which  they  mean  the  terrible
inaterial   suffering    and    disorder   that
prevul].  Yet Russia to-day is perhaps the
most   civilised   country    in   the    world.
Where  does  civilisation  lie  if not  in  the
designs and purposes, the ideals of men?
And  where.  except  in  Russia.  is  an  ideal
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that flts modern life to be found? Russia's
c.ommunism    is    not    "the    guardian    of
Western civilisation",  it is a new  ideal  of
civilisation,   which,   if  we   could   but   be
induced  to  listen   to  it,   could  re-civilise
our   own   barbarous   and   hateful   lives.

This  is  to me  the  supreme  fact  about
Russia.  that  she  is  a  country just  emerg-
ing  from  the  medieval  ages  of faith  into
the  valorous  adolescenc`e  of the  Renais-
sance.   Her  thouglit  is  burning  and  her
courage  high.   Honour  and  glory,  faith,
are for her words still charged with mean-
ing,  sc`epticism  has  not  yet  dimmed  her
ardour,  nor materialism blurred her soul.
Russia's  instinctive  belief  is  in  a  heroic
figure  of  man,   demi-god.   Promethean,
gr?ppling with  and  subjugating a  hostile
umverse,  or  triumphing  over  it,  even  in
material    defeat,    by    the    indomitable
courage  of  his  spirit.   She  still  breathes
the air of Shakespeare and has not know'n
the caustic age of Voltaire.

A  nation  that  approaches  the  latest
developments   of   sophisticated   political
science in this mood is apt to be puzzling.
Scientific    thinkers    denounce     her    as
romantic,    romantic   thinkers    hail    her
short-cuts   to  communism   as   the   quin-
tessence  of science.  Both  agree  that the
term ` `scientiflc' ' is the highest that could
be bestowed. But to me the very merit of
Russian  communists  is  that,  with  some
exceptions.   they   are   quite   k"scientific,
if we take  scientific in  Its  popular  sense.
that   of   dispassionate   materialism,   in-
difference  to  human  values.  Russia,  by
dint   of   having   escaped   a   process   of
complete capitalist development of indus-
try,  which  has  taken  place  in  England,
Germany  and  America,  has  escaped  the
background  of  thought  associated   with
it  -  and   which   Marx   claims  to   arise
directly out of it .

But  she  has  not  escaped  all  contact.
She has skimmed the cream of advanced
thought  and`  blending with this  her  own
heroic and artistic out]cok, has produced
communism,     the     ideal     which     c.ould
animate  our  Western  industrial  system,
that is still  enslaved to a worn out  philo-
sophy.  Just  because  she  had not  a trad-
ition of developed industry,  her thoughts
and  hopes  have  been  free  to  soar.  Now
she  maintains  that  she  will  develop  her
industry,  ideally,  in  the  service  Of  man,
giving him  not only  comfort,  but leisure,
art  and  science.  The  West  points  to  her
disorganised    railways,     her    ignorant,
unskilled  people,   her   mere  handful  of
intelligent  workers.   and  urges  that  the
spirit  of  communism  is  useless  without
the  industrial  body,  that  first  the  body
must  be  created,  then  the  soul.   Russia
assents -  she  wants  the  body,  but  her
counterthrust    is    unanswerable:    "You
have the body` but where is the soul?' '

This question comes as a challenge to
the  determinism  of  the  West.   For  two
centuries  we  have  first  tacitly  assumed,
then openly  declared,  that we  are`  down
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to  the  minutest  action   of  our  lives,   the

owe  their  origin  to,  or  are  directed  by.
ideas  and  scientific  thought  of  the  past.
The   journey   from   cause   to   effect    in
political life is not so easy as the economic
interpretation  of  history  would  have  us
believe.  The  fabric  of  life  chariges,   but
I doubt if it changes  more  t)ec`ause  of the
movement of matter than  because  of the
movement of ideas.

All  that  c.an  be  safel\.  said  is  that  new
ideas  are  present   beside   new   economic
factors, w.ithout risking the establishment
of  a  causal  relation  either  wav  between
the two factors.  The  uho]e tex+ure of and
shape  of  a   human   body   and   face   can
change under the influence of a change of
charac.ter  or  outlc>ok;   it   can   change   also
by  material  habits  or  occupations.  What
we   see  is  neither  the  ex-pression   of  the
thought  and  emotion  produced  by  some
material  circumstances.  nor  the  effect  of
thought  and  emotion  on   the  body.   The
two  things  are  the  same,  the  matter  in
movement   is   the   idea,   the   idea   is   the
matter in mo`'ement.  Both  are  aspects of
a change or event.

Often    while    in    Russia    and    since
returning,  I  have  wondered  whether  we
are   right   or   they.   We,   who   ha\'e   con-
ceived   of  communism   as   budding   and
blossoming  like   a  flower  on  the   sturdy
plant  of c.ompetent  and  organised  indus-

(Thank  you,   corm  RUSSEI.L  and  BOB  I)AVIS)
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try, or they` who see it as a whirling heart
of  fire  that  must  consume  ancient  evils
and then cooling transmute itself` into the
crust   of   material    expression,    creating
industrialism  anew,  a  thing,  it  may  be,
of  undreamed  of power  and  beauty.   To
u.s.   tutored   in    determinism,   economic
circumstarices   is   the   decisive   fat.tor   in
politic`s.     We    think    of    the    industrial
machine as having an irresistible momen-
turn,    we   imagine    Russia   in   its   grip,
changing ideals  and  charac`ter,  assimilat-I
ing  rapidly  to  the   industrial   nations  of
the  West.  But  when  we  do so,  we  forget
how   far   the   industrial   system,   as   wc
conc.eive it,  is the  product of the thought
of our  past,  how  it  perpetuates  old  pre-
judices,  how  it  bears  like  every  thought
or  institution   in   the   world,   the   unmis-
takeable stamp of its origin and date.

Two  visions  c.ame  repeatedly  before
my   eyes.   In   the   one   the   machine   in
America grew increasingly rapacious and
cruel.  while  in  Russia  it  triumphed  over
human forces and  Europe and Asia were
sucked  into   its   maw.   There   were  long
hours  of  mechanical   slavery,  black  and
ugly  factories,  fatuous  towns  and  futile
luxuries.   Thought   and   art   were   dead;
the populations petulant and trivial.

In   the   other  the   si)irit   of  commun-
ism  in  Russia had leapt like  a  great  wave
to  meet  the  West.  and  Western  sc.ience
and skill -its twin brother -had reared
its  head  and  sprung to  the  meeting with
an   exultant   roar.   So   they   met   at   last,
soul  and  body,  and  went  springing  sky-
wards  in  a  clear.  green  p}Tamid  of joy.
The  fi]th  of  factories  and  the  grime  of
poverty   were   washed   away   and  every-
where there  emerged  a new  and  smiling
world.  Human  life  was  restored  to  bar-
mony;    men   were   no   longer   cramped
and twisted to  serve  as  wheels  and  cogs;
they   found   that   leisure   to   savour   the
whole  life  of  man  is  better  than  empty
luxury that  cogs cannot enjoy.  The power
of  the   machine   was   broken   forever;   it
served    instead    of    commanding,    and
ever}'where   the   bright   roofs   of   lovely
hamlets.    the    spacious    factories,    the
grassy   tree-girt   spaces   where   children
and   students   met   to   chatter  and   play,
and workers to dance and  sing after their
easy. labours; the quiet arbours where the
artist  would  seek  loneliness  to  brood,  or
the   men   of  science   peace   for   arduous
discussiori   or   complicated   thought   -
all  these  testified  to  what  life  might  be,
not  for  the  few,  but  for  all,  if the  spirit
of  man   in  justice   and   humanity  would
but   c`onquer   and   yoke   the   mechanical
monster to his will.

Our    Western    industrial    body    can,
give  birth  to  this  vision,  but  can   it  un-
fold   the    spirit   that   could   achieve   its
realisation?    But    I    am    confident    that
communism,  cutting  out from  the  indus-
trial   system   the   motives   of  profit   and
exploitation,    and    administering    it    in
terms  c>f humanity  and  justice.  could  so
transform  industrialism  as  to  make  of  it
a thing of beauty, not of terror.
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more  fomally  ENS  Ieonard  Cleavelin,  JAGC,  USNR  -  is  stationed  at  the  Naval  Legal
Services  Office,  Great  Lakes,   Illinois,  in  t,he  claims  department,.  He  ulll  take  the  Missouri  Bar hian5
in  February,  attend  Naval  Justice  School,   Nevport,  RI  nenct  sumer,  and  hopes  t,o  gce  to  our  Juno  '82
meeting  at  HCMa8ter

Judith  Anne  Gividen married  Leonard  Cleavelin  a  fen  months  ago  and  is  retaining  her  maiden  name.  She
is  in  the  per9onnol  department  of  a  chemical  company,  and  will  acconpany  Ieonard-to  Nevport  ne]fo  summer,
and  (ve  hope)   to  MCMast,er.

NEW  REMRE

We're  very  pleased  to  welcome  these  new  menbers:

DEAN  V.   BABST/7915   Alnra  Mesa  Way/Cit,ms  Heights,   CA  95610
PRIScmA   F.   CALLAWAY/400  Mansion  House  (712)/St.   Louis,   ro  63102

fi::ioH:uIA£§§R#;:I:!§:i:±§;u?##:i§:i;g¥|7ife::i;i:i::i;;ff:I::?5ioLoo3

§jjAf%:RT¥K{RE%;:i:i§:;:i::;i:!!::;k¥;;i:ngrs:i::£;::o7
ROBERT   PATRICK/1405   N.   Main   (247)/Sam   Antc>nio,   TX   78212

ig¥A=:T;£;;i§¥{£;£:i#ji:¥i;¥;{§;;i;i;:;I:;3;;:::Ca"enczuela

%¥8# 8£gEgo£733F6+t:S:a:±±::  :i; ,;;1::[€:::I::=#a;;4o§A,  94]og

:::N6Mi?mT£;RT:7f97E&:h::::(:!i2;i::£::!i#a33Z%8o,India

NEw  AI>DREssEs   Arm   OrHER  cHANGEs

When  8cmet,hing  is  underlined,only  the  underlined  part,  is  nell  (ol.  corrected).

giv§iELE¥:E#(REifeffi#§:¥§i§;;i;life;:i;::i::2:::=C::;e[:f6:::rdcLeaveLLn,
VERA  ROERTS/105 ,Ridgeviev  North/1200  Gitzel  St./Yelloulcnife,NWT,Canada XIA  2C6

§Fir#i¥is#L;¥:#:;i:T!L±¥§:ri(§3##e?HN±58;z7O
STEPHEN  w.   vlsK/2638  iith  st„/Rock ford,   11,  6ilog

5£#|s'±ARE¥L/A/#/i8°i=r::L!::::::L8/i3]Aio6°:3iien_provence/France
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from  the  New  York  ``imes  (9/7/82)  p.C3:

JLbti.ing Science: Th.
Case AgGEin.I Crecrtl®ziL.a
8>  Phil.p  K`ltchcr   213  pages    The  M I  I
Press. $15  00

Renembe: when Clarence Darr.ow,

g:aEr±aE:#,c:ralf:ac&tpj;¥
hot  Telmessee  courtrT)om  after  vin-
zrfug  the  big  one  for  John  T   Scopes,
scientific runson, and  the theory. that
man evol\'ed from lower life forms?

alf#±edvI°±?reed¥Tfgff+¥rm¥e
see's  lai+`  forbidding  the  teaching  of
evolution.   ne  conviction  was  over-

X=f=ctsonift'=g,aLt#:#ititycht%:.on
beades  later,  such  outfits  as  the

(21)             "American  Freedom  and  the  Radical  Richt"

(22)

Moral  Ma)oriry  and  the  Institute  for
Creation  Research  seem  to  have  in-
her]ted  the  hot  air  waves.  if not  the
wed.  And  this  has  alarmed  Philip
Kitcher,  a  philosopher  Of  science  at

gvfveu¥Vairss±ty#etEon±eVln?¥,hat
tack    on    "sc]entifjc    creatiozusm."
which,  he  sa}s,  exploits  intelleetunl

E:#ri3Tj:oE;;5lequtg&ita:E¥::
cat  to religim  and  morality"  and  to
the hiteral reading of Genesis.

mrTherofT=tuer€#danbe?rtyi:¥t#t%reu¥
not that a good case can b€  made for
the  proFxrsl'don  that  the  crcatiomsts
exen eriormoiis innuence in the soci-

#at large. to the harm Of all sc]en,inqtJir}`  and  in  the  face  of  over-
whelmir\g  evidence  for  evoluticm.  So

Novefroer  1982

Dr. Kitcher has mixed a great deal Of
cold  logic  and  history'  into  his  case,
thereby  creating  a  book  that   is  as
`.aluable as jt  is fun [o read for sclen-
tists alid ncmsc]entists alike.

In his i]]t.uluct]on, he tweaks crea.
tiomsts'  noses  with  a  bit  of  organic
hist(;ry.  froff.  photesyl]thesis  ` `in`.ent-
izig"  blu*geen  algae,  which  domi-
nated life cn-earth for half the planet.s
history, to us"My aim Ls to mentJon a fer*. impor.

gtf€rct]da?e}QfiirF;ETV:heerfu=i-"I &m  also cnJt  to set a new rcoor`d:  I

d¥m:iitoi%i;:E#ij?RET
anti.Bible, to be fun.

JAMES P. STEftB^

by  Edward  Erickson    (NY:Ungar  1982),  revieved  by  BOB  DAVIS:

Wit,h  the  rise  of  t,he  new  radical  right  and  t,he  8oucalled  Moral  thjority,  many  individtials  have  found
thenselves  in  a  predicament,;  they  don't  like  what'8  happening,  but  they  azie  short  on  facts  and
arg`ments  for  dealing  with  it.  Now bookg  are  beginning  to  appear,  to  rmedy  that  8ittution.  One  Such
bock,"American  Freodon  and  the  Radical  Right"  ty Edward  Erickson,  just  pubuched,  chould  be  of  grode
belp.  It  is  brief  -  117  pages  -but  comprehensive  and  very  readable.  Erick8on  is  Chairman  of  the
Board  of  Lenders  of  the  Netir York  Ethical  Culture  group  and iias  I)iroctor  of  the  Center  for  Moral
Democracy,which  has  now  menged  with  the  Voice  of  Reason.  He  has  been  active  in  this  area  for about
30 years.

The  book  is  organized  into  9  chapterg  and  an  "Afte"ord''.  Es8ent,ially  it  perfoms 3  functicm8.  First,
it  provides  a history  and  current  des:cription  of the  radical  I.ight,  its  leaders,  and their use  of
reugion  to  f`irther their  political  ends.  Second,  it,  describes  the  act,ack  on"secular  htumniEmtt
as  a  device  for  attacking  pluralistic  democracy  and  modernism  in  general.  Third,  it  discusses  new right
behavior and  posit,ions  on  various  current,  controversial  issues.

The  third  function  takes  up  most  of  the  book.  There  ar`e  chapters  on  "The  Politics  of  tnt,olerance,"
"Sex  as  a  Political Weapon:  Abortion,  Honosex`ralit,y  and  Theocratic  haw",  educational  issues,  the
arms  race,  anti-conmnism --  in  shoz+,  the  whole  new right  pl.ogran.

I  have  both  praise  and  blame  for  the  t>ook.  The  praise  is  for  Erickson's  clear  distinction  between
traditional,  individualist,ic  conservatian  and  t,he  new  right ' s  authoritarian brand.  He  points  out  that,
t,radit,ional  con8ervat,ives  are  allies  in t,he  fight,  against  the  radical  right.  try  criticim  is that
Erickson  i8  uncritical  about,  contemporary  libel.alien.  He  8eem8  unaware  that  liberalism's  fund  of  ideas
seems  erdaLusted,  and  that  it  has  failed  to  analyze  correctly  society's  current  pr'oblens,  or  propose
viaLble  solutions  to  them.     This  creates  a  vacuum  which  the  new  right  aims  to  fill.  What  we  need  now
are  new  percept,ions  and  new  ideas  with  which  to  approach  our  problems.

But  if  Erickson  doesnot  offer  anything  in  the  way  of  new  polit,ics  or  a  new  8yntbesis  with  which  to  guld®
America,  he  does  offer  a  good  critique  of  the  dark  forces  of  reaction,  and  I  highly  recomend  the  book
for  that  purpose.

£± £:°¥888;:S$9:;5d:::€:,f;::g:h:apb:::±Sher :  Fredel.ick  Ungar  Publishing  Co. ,  250  Park Avenue south,

BOors  WANTED,   TO   BOREOw

a book  that  you  can't,  find  in  a  library  or bookstore?  (Hany  in books  are  out  of  print,alas.)Want  to  borrow
Maybe  a  ms  menbor  ouns  it  and  will  lend.  Tell  us  which  book,  and we  winlist  it  here  neat  nowsiettei.  Write
the  nen`rsletter,  address  on  Page  1,  bottom.
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t23>¥=±EfiE:tRAP:%ir=a:h£:r##]scc8utGREi±d°nrfBifetEem¥conINT:e::;=ELL%r.#:E:i±ifeng8X=g:D##
IAGB,   .ACE  RAGSDAIE,   STEVE  RElrmARI]T,   cARol,  si4ITH,   EAroii  suzARA,   .oiiiT  iTIIRED(

(24)            W®  Solicit  coutributionB  frcm mdrer8  who  have  3cme  money  t,o  epare.

::e:::;prLaTrgeT=chwhTLlyonunth#:::::yr::kerEL%ron(2+r#:i:.:rButnge:ot"r:#n:tth¥:::::ar
to  provid.  a  comfort,able margin  of  financial  8afcty.  Weld  lilce  to  I)ee  a  mribor  of you help  to  provide
that  mal\gin.  Won't  you  conoider  it?

You  could do  it  ~ you  co`ild help  provide a margin  of financial  Safety for the  ERS -  ty naklng  a
contribution  when you  call.  Probably you  can't  do  it  every month -  as  one meBber doee  -  but  pewhape  you
can do  it  occasionally. . .fran tine  t,o  tine. . .a8  you  find you have  a,  bit  of money to  epane.

Pleaeo  do  ichat  you  can.  Any  amount  18  irelcene.  No  amount  i8  too  mall to  be  ueeful.

A send  it  c/o  the  nenelctter  (addre88  on  Page  I,  bott,on).    Thank8!

EIECTICIN  OF  DRECTCRS

(25&)       §§§8§8S i:;Dr-ri£#:t#vfrK3Ezr,ri°F;[fi#+si/#3is#U£T?C=8¥ Ri.!HEE¥H BLACREn, usrm

Elected to  fill unexpired torln8  of  fomer neDb®r8,  ctaz+ing  irmedl&tely  and  ending  I/I/84:  PAUI, AR"un
sc--H|pLp  and  smvE  mRAGDrs.

We  liked  au  of the  candidates,  and ..®  hope  that  those who  irore  not  ®1ect®d this  tin. ulll  ccm®id®r
etnding again nero  year.

The  vat,e8  vereLtal]ied   by  I¢o  Ei8ler.  The  couzrt  ira8  verified  ty  Bob  D&vl..

(25b)           The  propo8aLl to  lncreaee  du®8  ty  $2.50  va8  approved  ty  a  ulde  margin.  S®®  (26).

imrmsHlp RErmAI.s

(26)            Dues  are  due  January  lgt.  Ploa8e  pay  wit.bout  delay;  it  saves  work  and  expense.

Please  note  that  all  dues  have  been  raised  $2.50,  ty vote  of  t,he mhoers  on the  August  ballot,  to  Cover  the
increased  cost  of   the  Hchaster  publication, "RuasellN.

The  Jamary  leit  date  also  appllos  to  new mehoer8  who  joined  in  1982,  no natter  in  which mcoth  they  joined.
The mdror who  joins  in December  '82 ulll have  received  as  mich  ERS  naterlal -the  4  '82  novglettere,and
"eell"  -  as  the member who  Joined  11 months  earlier.  The I)eoenbor mahoor  r®c.1v®e  it  all  at  once,  the
Januny menbor  over  the  cotLrae  of the year.

#c±#8±,'&fa:gedfe$7r5oT.Srie:?soT=::L#:$2?#.RS°=?Lk±247#.co8t#i#.3tL¥8o¥::cl°the
If you wad  to make  our  life  a bit,  easier,  Send your  dues  Soon.    Thank8!
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Can  you volunteer  to  be  the  new  CoJ}haiman  of  the  Menberchip  Commit,t,ee?

We  need  seneone  who  can  spare  Several  hours  a  meek  to  handle  inqrfues  and  eruelinent9.

The  proaeho  Cocthailman,  Jacquellne  Berthompayon,  does  a  Superb  jch.   But  her  reguhi  fullLt,ime  job  at  the
Claremont  Collnge8  -  th.  one  that  pays  for  her  groceries  -  hag  beecue  more. denanding.  A6  a  rerfut,  ghe
hag  reluctarltly  decided  to  give  up the  post  of  CcLchairman,  aB  Boon  as  ve  find  a  successor.

:£eirojofi;geyping  routines  have been verked  out  and  8oein  satisfactory  (but  if you  find  a way t,a  ixprov.

The rock  i8  not  difficult  but  it  does  take  tine.  It  ia  essential cork  without  which  the  BRS  could  not  thrive.

€fo:#£,±tL+Li=fT=#L&iio:aiwlihr%#£gf=rof==i:i,ng##t£=erfuf=raEe%geB.
W®  Send  otir  current  "infomation  packet"  to  the  inquirer.

Our  classified  ad8  produce  inquiries,  which  irould  be  forwnded  to  you.

This  i8  a  Job  for  someone  who  has  worked  ±n  an  office  and  has  enJeyed  doing  paperLwork.

You would  need  acme  Space  for  storing  the  printed material that  you would  send  to  inquirers  and to
new members.

We  won't  go  into  dotail8  here,  but  if you might  be  interested,  lot  u8  kncw.

D®  not  volunteer unless  you  are  prepaLred to  Stay with  it  for  at  least  a year..

Does  it  appeal  t,o  you?    Voluuteer!  Write:  V®lunteer,  RI)  i,  Per 409,  Coopersburg,  PA  18036.

iiRussEn socmy NEws«  mTTERs

PIfagi¥:£±±nIi±£gi:##:p¥i##:tL¥:#owffi#%¥p¥:?eft€#ranTdT:±#L:°g=+g#3:).
wit I s ri88ing.

FOR  SAIE

±±¥,:-_P:rtL:±Lqp_=:  ±i_I_i|:  i}|tp,.  A`Cr9:e  tt|.tpp:"Th_a_goo±  life  ±e_an®  ineplnd by  lot®  nd gulded tyknowledge.*  Bertrand Russell".  On the  bottom: r'mfotto  of The  Batrand Ru8seu  Society,  hc.u  $5  postpaid
for  90  cheet8  (veigh8  jugt  under  a  pcund,tl.avels  3rd  class).  Order  from the  nerusletter,  addre88  on  Page  i,
bottcm,

in  postcard.  4±  x  6.   Philippe  Halrman'a  hand8one  1958  photo  of  BR  ulth  pipe.   50¢  each  +  25¢.  RSN30-£4  Shows
it  Slightly  reduced  in  8iz®.  Order  frcm the  nowslotter,  addre88  on  Page  i,  bottcm.

Fron S ok®gman  Books two  tit,1®8  listed  as  out-of-print  and  not,  available  from t,he  ERS  Library:
Hlnto the  Tenth  becede:  Tritlute  to  Bortrand  Russell",1962.  40  pps,ills.f i.50

"Appeal  to  the  American  Conscience"  ty  B®rtrand  fusge]J.,  1966.    8-page    fold-out,i]|8.     50p

Order  fl.on  Spokesman  Books,  Elert,rand  Russell  House,  Gaznblo  Str.et,  Nottingham,  England  RE7  4ET.
Spokesman  frooks  is  the  publishing  am  of  the  Bert,rand  Russell  Peace  Foundation,  sarro  address.

(Thank  you,   TOM  STANIEY)
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Frcm  t,he  ERS  Library:

BOOKS   FOR   SALE   FROM   THE   BERTRAND   RUSSELL   SOCIETY  LIBRALRY

Prices  include  postage.     "H"   indicates  hardbound.     No  notation!     softbound.
Prices  shown  are  in  U.   S.   funds.     Please  remit  by  check  or  money  order,
payable   to  THE  BERTRAND  RUSSELL  SOCIETY,   in  U.   S.   funds  or   the  equivalent.
Orders   are  f illed  prolnptly.     Send  orders   to  Jack  .Ragsdale,   BERTRAND  RUSSELL
LIBRARY,    4461      23rd   St.,   Sam   Franc:isco,   Ca.    94114.

BY   BERTRAND  RUSSELL

AUTII0RITY  AND  THE   INDIVIDUAL ...........
THE   AUTOBIOGRAPHY  OF   BR   (in   one   volume)
THE   AUTOBIOGRAPHY   OF   BR,    volume   I ......
THE   AUTOBIOGRAPIIY  OF   BR,    volume   Ill ....
EDUCATION   AND   THE   SOCIAL   ORDER .........
ESSAYS   0N   SOCIALIST   HUMANISM ...........
ESSAYS   ON   SOCIALIST   HtJMANISM ...........
GERMAN   SOCIAL    DEMOCRACY ................
HlsTORy  OF   THE   WORLD   IN   EplroME ........
HUMAN  soclETy  IN  ETHlcs   AND  roLITlcs.  . .
ICARus   OR   FuruRE   OF   sclENCE ............
THE   IMPACT   OF   SCIENCE   ON   SOCIETY .......
AN   INQUIRY   INTO   THE   MEANING   OF   TRUI`II.  .  .
IN   PRAISE   OF   IDLENESS ..................
HAS   MAN   A   FU'I'URE? ......................
JUSTICE   IN   WARTIME ....................
THE   LIFE   0F   BERTRAND  RUSSELL   IN   PICTURES   AND   HIS   OWN   WORDS.
MORTALS   AND   OTHERS,    edited   by  Harry  Ruja ...................
MY   PHII,OSOPHICAL   DEVELOPMENT ...............................
AN   OUTLINE   OF   PHII.OSOPHY ...................................
POLITICAI,    IDEALS ...........................................
PRINCIPLES   OF   SOCIAL   RECONSTRUCTION ........................
PRINCIPLES   OF   SOCIAL   RECONSTRUCTION ........................
TrmE  PROSPECTS   0F   INDusTRIAL  CIVILIZATION,   with  Dora  Russell. . .
THE   PRACTICE   AND   THEORY   OF   BOLSHEVISM .........................
THE   PRACTICE   AND   THEORY   OF   COLSHEVISM .........................
ROADs   ro   FREEDOM ..............................................
UUNARMEDVICTORY...............................................

BY   OTHER   AUTHORS

BERTRAND  RUSSELL   1872-1970,   cartoons,   pictures,   articles,   etc.
BERTRAND  RUSSELL,   THE   PASSIONATE   SCEPTIC,    by  Alan   Wood ........

1.25
I.75

NATIONAL   FRONTIERS   AND   INTERNATIONAL   SCIENTIFIC   COOPERATION,   Medvedev. . .4.00
SECRECY   OF   CORRESPONDENCE   IS   GUARANTEED   BY  LAW,    Medvedev
THE  TAMARISK  TREE,   Dora  Russell,   an  autobiography .......
MR.    WILSON   SPEAKS   ''FRANKLY   AND   FEARLESSLY"    ON   VIETNAM.  .  .
EFFECTS   AND   DANGERS   0F   NUCLEAR   WAR    (16   pages)  .
BERTRAND  RUSSELL,   A  LIFE,   by  Herbert  Gottchalk

............... 3.50

............... 5.00   H

ABOuT  Orim  ORGANlzATIONs

HASD.What  do  you  boli®ve  in?  What  principl®8  guide  you  in  life  (and  in  politlc8)?

W®  like  the  8tatenent,  of  principles  adopted  by  t,he  H`manlct  ABeocintlon  of  Sam  Di®go:

We,  the  members  of  the  Hunani8t  A8soclation  of  Sam  Oiego,  a  Chapter  of  t,he  /morican  Humanist
A88ociation,  affim the  following  Principles:

I.  We  8uppori  the  u8®  of  reason  and  the  Scientific  met,hod  ln  the  pureult  of  knowl®dg®  and
under8taniding,  and  reject  blind  fait,h  in  dogmat,ic  doctrinoe  ®e being  without  valu.  for  th®ee
purposes.

2.  We  are  not  aware  of  any  evidence  fol. the  erigtence  of  anything  oupomatural,and ve  are  t,herfore
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8k®ptical  of  such  claims  ag  those  for  a  deity  or  an  aft.rlif®.

3.  We  believe  that  human  beings  are  the  8oul.ce,  the  definer8,  and  a.rbiter8  of  values  and  ethics.
We  recognize  that  values  change  and  develop  in  re8pon9e  to  the  continuing  experience  of  the  human
c-unity.
4.  Human  nelfare  is  our  highest  concern,  and  every  person'8  welfare  is  of  equa,i value.  We  arc
convinced  t,hat  the  hunan  comunity must  be  re8ponsibl®  for  humane  and  cooperative  int®racticri
among  all  menber8  of  the  species,  and  with  t,he  biosphere  in  which  we  have  evolved.

Fsun¥L::oFiuhTdL:fran-£Lffi'?.eii=ifea?ETBF±::::o=h:n:h=
had  appear.ed  in  Frank  Hortyn's  Humanist,  Calendar.  Here'8  how  he  de8cribe8  th-e  event:

Our  Bertrand  Russell birthday rally  con8i8ted  of  an  opemair meeting  domtowi  in  front  of  City  Hall.
We  handed  out  lou)  copies  of  a  8p®cially-prepared  flyer.  Your  officer,  Profe88or  Harry  Ruja,  was
present  and  wag  introduced.We  road  the  moving  intr.oduction to  Ru8sell'8  autobiograptry.  To    gain
attention,  ve  opened  and  closed  the  event  wit,h  a  few minutes  of  a  recorded  B.ethoven  aymphony.
W®  were  pleased  to  got  8pont,aneou8  applause  at  t,ho  conclusion  of  th.  pr®8®ntation.

#:Ai::::%:c;::u:::b®¥8#:V3iv:|¥::e::::tfbi:§¥S±f;:t#;:¥i¥ana3¥±d=:dE:£#:i:t¥£:;::in.
Po  Box  66218,   1®8  ing®les,   CA  9cO66.

Humanist,  A88ociat,icn   of
rally(at,  Thiztd  and  B,Domtom)

BR  cEHBRATm

"Guided  Tour  of  Int,ellectual  Rubt>iBh"
toriun of  the  New York

(Act  I),  baaed  on  BR'8  I.rriting8,  wh8  presented  at  the  Br`ino  Waltor
c  Library  at  Lincoln  center,  on  Novch®r  8 &  9,  1982.  It  rag  directed  ty

mrv±n  Kay®,  who  aleo  dramtlzed  it...and  perfom.d  by mcBfoel..  of  Th.  Open  Book  (of  which  mrvin  Keys
i8  a ccLfotinder)  -  a non-profit  organization  "d®dicatod to  pr.8enting now and  littlcLkncun llteratur®
to  th.  public. . .tl

We  Bar  it.  with  JACK  CowlES,  and  enjoyed  it  thoronghly.  Aftentards  ro  apcke  with  lhrvin  Kaye.   If"Guided
Tour"  ie  rop®ated,  leo will  report  lt,  and  rocomend  it  highly to  BRS  mod).rB.

See  rsN34-]4  for  our  report  on the  presentation  of  Act  11  last  April -  the  2 Acts  are  independent,  of
each  other  -  and  for more  about  The  Open  Bock  and  the  cast.

usrmrmTloN

The  3  errors  in  the  brief  8kctch  of  BR  (8)  azie  th.Bo:  in was  not  an  anarchi8t,  h®  veg  a  Socialist
He va8  not  an  atheist,  he .ra8  an  agnostic  (though he  did  8ay,  that  in  practice,  there irac  little

LdLL:fei=nc:;!8EL°:i:8#t:h£LrEg#n*¥±nlyt£`::`i:::h:fL#rd3r%i;5:L#8life.butduring

En -V-
1965.  M®rv  Griffin.  From  "Herv"  an  autchiography by  Herv  Griffin  itith    Peter.  Barsocchini(New  York:
Simon  &  Schuster,  1980),pp.  114-119:

The opportunity  for  my  f`irs[  big  p()litical interview caiT`e

I:I.i
ile  we  were  in  England  d()ing  a  I()cation  sh()w  with  Bob

I;,:.':.c.w,:::;:e,.n:,:;,I,.I;t;::.:::,o;.'`,',i.:n::,:t;,I:;:i.:;:v;:::we:.::e:':t,:e::'rent   events.   Someone   s`iggeste(I    Bertrand    Riissell,   tlie

Nttbcl    12`Irea[c   an(I   worl{l-I.ei`owned    philosopher.    Wc

f`t)`n`(I   liim  sinii)l}'  I)y  lotikit`g  in  tl`e  I)hone  book.  RLtssell`s

personi`l     :`ssist.Tnt,     a     y()`ii`g     American     nanle(I     R.1l|)h
Si`I`t)ciit"iti.   iii!`t>rfiietl    `is   I.tit.(I    Russell   wo`Il(I   i`()i`seltt   (()

(lic   intei.view  t)ii   coii{]itit)n   Ll`;i(   I   woiil(I   i`ot  i`sk  (iiies(i()!ls

abou( his I)ersoiti`l lirc;  Riissell w:`s wary of Americim  ititcr-
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i.vit`ws,    lic{`:iu`e    |`c`   wiis   O(`teii    aske(I    iiioi.e   :il]o`it    liis   I`o`lr

111:`1  l`iilb':`s   (t``'o   to   .'\liiei`iciui   woiiiei`)   Ill:H`   i`Iitnn   liis   iwtliii-

t`iil   o|>iiiioH``.   I.oitl   Riissi.ll`s   ixilitici`l  o|]ini{nis.  wcic   ``iliiil    I

wM  iil`tel`    I Ie  lii`tl  iiitlicii(etl  to  llie  pi`ess  i`  (lislikc  of t\mer-

ic"I  I()reign   ix)lic\',  s(i  when  he  brrceted  n`e  „   his  iiio{lesl

htiiiie   ill   Chelsc`;I    I   iisketl   liim   if  lie  coul(I   pr)ssil)l}'   Ire   iis

:imi-Aniei.ici`Ii  as  the  press  pi`ilitecl  him  to  be.  Tlie  niHei)t-

llnee-}'ear-oltl   philosophei`  sniile(I  :ind  siii{l,  "Ht)``r  coiiltl   I

be?  Fi(`ty  pei`celH  of iii}J  wives  ha`Je  been  Aii`ei.ic.:`n.I.

I   lregan  tlic  iiiter`tiew  by  iiskiiig  him  if the  c(il(I  `v:ii-lre-

lween   Aii`ei`ica  ;ul(I   tlie  Comni`mist   I)loc  coim[iies  w()iild

e\'er  [re  setLle{1.
•`Yes,  it  ``'ill  be  settled,  one  way  or another.  Probably  the

Ill()sl  likely  ``'ay  will  be  b}'  tl`e  cxtermimititm  ol. all  coiiibiit-

aills ()n  b()th  sl(lcs.  Then  soilieliow  il  will  be  settle(I.'.

Then   I   askc(I  the  tiiieslion  which  ca`ise(I  Loi.tl   R`issell.s

e}'es  [o  start   lliishing:  "What  I.Joi./d  be  tl`e  nei`essai.y  slci)s

t()\`'i`r(I  wtirl(I   I)c..1ce?"
•.Of.  co`Irse,   the   first   thing  woilld   be   (`or  Americaiis   lo

give  lip aggi`essivc  wal`, gi\Ie  lip tlie  liabit ol` inva{ling I)e:`ce-
l``il    coiHitries   all(I    ttH.t`ii`iiig    {liem.    I    ll`ink    Ill:lt    is   a    first

s,el)."

lie  ca`iglw  ii`e  of`l. g`iard.  Nilieteeii  sixty-fi`Je  was  a  lime

``'heli  mt)s[  Amcri(`ans  (.cll  lhcre  was  a  rigl"  si{le  ")  ll`e  `var

in  Vietnam  ancl  a  wrt)iig  si(lc,  alid  clearly  we  were  ()r`  tlie

side  of right;  this  was  bef`ore  the  weekly  cleath  toll  under-
scored  color  films of bl()o(ly  I)ilt[les on  the six o'clork  news.

"Is  that  what  yt]u  believe,  Lorcl  Russell,  that  we  arc  c{)n-

diicting aggressive wars?"
"Yes,  you  arc.   It.s  not  that   I   believe  it:   it's  plain   fact.

You're   conducting  an   aggressive   war   in   Vietnam.   And

you'rc  on   your  way  to  condiicling  a  similar  war  in   the
Congo."

I  was stunned, on America.s behalf, al the charge.
"Aren.[ they  I)ro[cctive skirmishes?"

[lc  slapped  his  hst ()n  his cl`air's armrcs(.
"IVo./   Now,   lot)k,  orclinary   An`cricai`s  bc'licve  tl`at  lhcy

are  conducting  a  pr()teclivc  war,  I)r()tecting  non-C{)mmu-
nis(s agalnst  tliese  wicked  Ct)mm`injs(s.  An(I  tha( is  r`()t  the

case.  They're  con(lui`ling  a  war  agz`inst  I)coi}le  wlio  were,
until   they   were   attackc(I,   entirely   in   `.avor  ot`  iieutrality.

And  now they've  learl`etl  what American  troops arc ......

Russell's eyes were  fiery,  his voice  iilcreflsingly  sharp.
".  .  .  The  Geneva  Ctmgress  tleci(led,  I  think  very  sensi-

bly  .  .  .  that  Vie[iiam,  noi`th  dntl  south. as one.  shoul{l  have

a  general  election  an(I  shoilld  have  whatever  gtivernment
the   general   elec[i(in   showed   the   country   wante(I.   The
Americans  were  not  part  or the  Geneva  Conference  but
did   announce   when   it   arrivecl   at   its  decisions   that  they
woulcl  support  it  on  the  wh()le.  They  sent,  first. advisers  [o
St)uth  Vietnam, and  the a(lvisers  sent back  word  to Amer-
ica   that   the  coinl[ry   was   nt)t   in   a  state  where  a  general
electioi`    was    p()ssilile ....  They    [Americans]    then    scm
troops  to  a(lvise  the  ii(lvisers,  an(I  lhc}'  matle  {`rjeiitls  will)

(hc  tiniest  mint>rity  til`  i]et>i)lc  in   Vicmam.  They  se(  (hcrri

\iii  as  a  pui]i)et   g()veT`t`tiiei`t,  an(I  aL>(]iiL  nine-ten(lis  {ir  Llie

|)()I)ula(ion  (lislikc(I  tllis  I)iip|)et  g()vernmeTit.  St)  (hey   put
the  peasants  iiito  strategic  villages  where  they  were  I)ris-

oiicrs,   where   tl`cy  were   exr)()sc(I   to   l`(jrcetl   labtir,   wl`ei.e

they  had  7io  free(llim,  where  they  ha(I  to  do  as  they  were
I()ld,  ancl   where  they  were  from   [iiTie  to  tiliie  mur(lere{l

whenever a  soltlier  felt  like.  it.  N()w.  Sir  Robert  Mcnf.ies,  in

seiitlilig  (tf`f`  trooi)s  lo  s`ii)I)ort  lhis  regime.  said  they  were

goilit;J  io  (let`entl  oiic  ol' ttie  .froiiliers  of h`iman  l`reedom.'
\\'t'Il,   iit)w  what  (lo  }'o`i  thilik  l`:ipi)ens  in  S()uth   Vielliam?

Wliat  soi`l  ol`  liuman  fret.tlom  tlo  \'()`i  tliink  thei`c  is?  Who

gels   tl`e   t`reetloili?   lvc//,    1'11   tell   }'oti.   This   is   a   qiio[atitm
Iron  a  I)aper  in   I)allas.  Dallas  is  LJt`Ilerallv  n()I  c`.)llsi(lore(I
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i,,   tl,a   I.,),.e`.,.( ,,,,  (,f` ,.ev(,,l,ti,,''.   .   '
•. lt  s.i}Js:  .Sill)ixist.tll)J  I lie  p`ii-ixtse  t)l. tlie  I.oi.lific(I  vill:iges

is  li)  lc.ep  tlie  Viet  Coiihl oiit.  I}iit.lretl  wii.e  tlcliies  ciitriiiicc

iiil(I  exit.   Viclilaiilcse  I`armers  are  l`Orce{l  al  glHii)oitlt  int.)

llii.se   `'irl`ial   coiic`enlrati(in  caii`i)s.   Tlit'ir   l`(imes.   I)osses-

silt.is  aiitl   c.I.(iiis   ill.c   b`i"ctl.   Iii   ll`e   I)Hivint.c.  o(.  C:uiltnig

soHlt.  `.ilhhJt.rs  w'el.e  lt`tl  illl.i  the  lown  s(iuarc.  Il.cir  sknH

at Its `vcre slaslicd, their li`'ers cxtracte{l ail(I  I)ul tin dis|)lay.
'l`Iit.sc  vi..lims were woii`en  .iii{I cllil(lren.  I n  i`notlicr Village

cxiit.t`lam   iiiotliers  were  iii`'ilctl   lo  tlic  stiilare  by  g{}vcrii-

iiiem  l`tii`ccs  to  lee  I.h{inoretl."  Thcii-sloi"`chs  wci.e  rippe(I

tlpell  :ll`tl  (heir  unborn  I)abies  i`elTit)vc(I.'
I.I  |`oiiltl  rea(1  }Joii  ally iiilml)cr ol`cxtracts I.ron any niim-

bel`  <„  ncwspaiicrs,  sayiiig //iis  (he  sla|is  [lie  iiewsiia|]cr ar-

ii.le)    is    whal    Aiiiei.it`a    is    tlt.ilig.    71hi5    is    lhe    acli.Mi    of

Aiiierit`a. 'r^is  is its `var for libcrty.  An{l  I  think it's the inost
(lishlrat`eflll  thing  I.`'e  e`Jer  heard  of.   Horrible!  That  lhey
slio`il{l  lake  lliesc  il`n(reent  I)col)Ic  wh() doll.I  care  a  damn

``'lial  goveriiiiieiit there is, as long as thcy're left alone, and
loI`liirc  womeii  all(I cliiltlreii ....  Apart  l`rom  these sorts ol.
Iliings,  .hey  drop  r`'apalm  and  tilher tlcfoli.ants on  people.

Tlict.   issue  notices  at  llie  villages  saying,  'Don't  lc[  yoiir

t`liiltli.cn  rim  oilt.  beca`ise if yo`i  do our helicopters will  kill

tl`ciii.. Tl`at  s.in or ll`ing.  Most  Americans tloli't AnouJ tliat.s

tl`c  stirl  ol`  war  tliat's  goiiig  .iti.1``  they  kilt.w,  I   thiiik  well

en.nigh  ol`  Aii`erica  lo  thiiik  at  least  some  of tliem  woulcl
lliink  it  was  T)erl`ai)s  ratl`er  regre(table ....

•.Tlii.y  (lrop   Na|)alni  tin  a  c^i./d.   Napalm  eats  irito  y()ii.

\'ttu  caii'.   slop   it.  Tl`e  i.hiltlren  tlie  ol.  il   in  great  agony.

It'ri ihlc.  iigtmy.  Thal  sorl  or lhii`g  is  going on  all  the  lime...

I  Sin  sluni`ctl  aiit]  sit.lciic(I  I)y  ll}c  extract  Lic'(I  rea{l  I.r()iti

ilit.    I).illas   iicws|iai>t.T.;    I   coiiltlii'i    belici'c   stic.h   lan   ai.iicle

l`iitlii`l  tiiLlsc(I  a   liiiti{)i`a]  si`an(lal.
"I`m amaze{l that there was an  investigation and  this was

pril`le{l  ill  the  Dallas  paper .  .  .  Americans  have great coih
sclence aboLlt that, sir."

"I  tloii.[  remember that aiiybody was punished..'
"They sht.uld l`avc becii."
"I`hcy   shtiLIltl   have  been,   yes.   bin   I   don't   (hink   (hey

wcl.e."
I   aske(I   I,or(I   Russell   il.  he  {1icln'I  admii.c   America   lbr

oui`   f`i`ee(I()nis  of  speech   and   religion.   Hc   bristled   once

i,g,,i,,.
"Tl`ose  lliings  wci`e commonpliice  until  America  t()()k  t(}

inl`lil`hJinhr  lhem.   Wllcn   I   was  y()`lllg  cvc.ry(ll`c  lt)ok  tllclTl

l`(ir  graiitcd.  Biit  silicc  America  lias  c(tinc  i„  it's  qtiitc  (lil.-

I.ereiit.   Frcc{lorl`  of  rcligi(tn?   Well.  C(tmmiuiism   is  a  rcli-

gitiii.  Yo`i  tltlii.i  allow  frcctlom  to  Corimiiiitism.  Ytiu  matlc
11  a  criminal  act  I()  be  a  Communist  in  America  [in  rclt.r-

cnce  lo  Sciiator  Mccartliy's iiivc.stiga[i(ni].
"Commimisin  is a  i`e]igjon?"

``Cer,ai",y."

"It's a  go(lless  religion. though."
"Yes.  So  is  l}uddhism.  Everylrody  admits  Budcll`isn`  is  a

religion."

My  mind  kept  flashing  back  to  the  atrocities  hc  [alLt.d
about  in  Vietnam:  I  turned  the  conversation  again  to  the
subject  ot. worltl  peace.  "The  peoples  of every  country,  I
am  sure, desire nti(hing but  peace,"

"That`s  a  slogan."  he  sai(l.  "an{l   I   [liiiik  you  shoul{l  get

ritl  or that slogali. 'rhey tlcsire  peace, b`It tliey {lesire |ictlcc

on //icJ.r  teriiis.  You  see, tliis  I`cccnt  oll.cr llic  I'rime  Miliistcr

is    n`aking.  .  .  Iie    wt)n't    iiice[    (lic    VieL   (:(mg.    I[e    waiiLs

pcacc,  Ilo tltiilbt.  Biit  hc  waii[s  peace  tin  liis  lcrllis.  Tliat  is,
lie  waiits  tl`e  enemy.  if` you  call  l`im  the ciiemy,  to  give  lil)

all   his   owli  {lemali(ls  an(I   simply  accept  the  deman(ls  t.f`
Aliicrica.  Tl`zit  is  [l`e selisc  in  which  he wal`[s  peace..'

"On  whzit  terms fati  we  l`avc  T>eace:J  l'caci` at any  pric`e?''
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'`Pe:it`e al  aliy  |iricc oiily  t.ticourages  llic other  folks  wliti

(l{ill`(  wun   I)ca(.e.  S()  lhz`l   is  n()I   I)Gal.c  al  iiriy  i)rii.c.  Y()`i'vc

g{}(  (()   IiiLvc  a  gt)vet`Iiiiielil,  oi.c  gt>vcrliiiicii(,  l`t)r  Llic  w{irltl.']`l`a(`s  (lic t>nly  way  yti`i can  sccurc  :]cacc.  ()iic gt]vertuiicm

I(ir  iiilcriialitiiial  af`fairs.  Tlic  iia[ioi`al  affairs would  have a
nalioi`al  go`'erniiiciit.  Yo`i  shoiilcln.I  insist  on  all  national

t;Joveriiiiiciits  beilig ol. lhe  saliie  stirt.  If` some  people  want
a  mt}narcli,  lel  them  have  it.  If. sol`ie  people  want  a  dicta-
Ioi.sl`ip.  Iel  lhcm  liave  il.  Yoii  ii`ust  let them  have  whate`Jer
I,a+.  like."

I  tlt.i`i{le(I  lo ask ab(Jut the CIA.  It  wasn't a subject many

Alllericaiis  were  aware  {)(. in   1965.  b`it  I  asked  Russell  his

l`l.t.Iings ab`,in  i,.
"ll`s  a  balitl  ol. orgaiiize(I  assassins.  That's  what  I   thiiik

i,b`,,,'  i[.``

Again  he caiight me short.  I  had sought the interview to

ge(  a  Luiiq`te  I)ersi)cctive  on  America,  bi"  by  tliis  time   I
reali/etl  {l`e laiic  I  was bringing back woiild  be shockiiig to
iii}'  au(lielicc.

"I)()  we,  as  mankilid,"  I  aske(I  Lord  Russell,  .`deservc  I()

sLirvive?"
"11`  you  use  God  as judge,  /ha/  Gocl  [of the`Old  Tcsta-

meiit]judged at  the  time of Noah.  He  thoiight only eight

people   deserved   to   survive.   A   tlefinite   exaggeration."
[lJ,l,ghter.]

".  .  .  But   I   (lon't   think   ai`ybody  deje7t;cs   to  survive,  or

hardly al`}tbotly ....  We doi`'t want to be dealt with accord-

ing  to our sins.  We should  have  a  very  bad  time.  if so.  I'd
like  (o  say j`tst  a  li((le aboiit  lit>w  glorious  the  world  migln

be   il.  or`ly   .he   people  wo`il{l   l`orget   tl`at  tliey   hate  each
`)I llcr."

"Tl`a['s what we waiit to hear."
"I  tl`iiik  this  is  a  iiia(tcr  where  science comes  in.  Science

lias matte  i( possible  l`or evei`ybt>dy to be happy, ilnless they

liave  soi``e  ii`c`iiral)le  tlisease.   It  only  requires  tl`at  I)eople

sl`t>iil(I   s(op   ha(ing  each   ()ll`eT..   'I`hcy  sl`oiild  aim   at  their

(}``'n  l`appiness  ancl  no(  a{  (lie  Lmhappiiiess  of ()thers.  YoiL

st.e,  all  ()(` `ts  si)etl{l  tl`e  bitlk  t)I` {)`]r  income  ancl  tlie  b`I]k  ()f`

()iir el)erg[cs t)ii  il`aking o(licr ire()plc  miser:`ble."
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•.I1)r(I    Rtissell,   let    liie   le:`ve   vow   with   oiic   (iuote-of

'l`llorilloii   Wil(lci`'s.   He   was   the   (tne   wlio   siii(I.   `Goverii-

iiic.Ills  shoiiltl  Ire  siii;Ill  iiii(I  l`iinHy..  I)o  }'ou  agi.ee?"

"Yes.   Alid    I   slioiild   |]oiiit   oiit   tliat   the   whole   arlncd

migl`t ()I. Monaco  is on  my  side.'.
Imrlie(liatcly  tii)on  our  return  to  tlie  Stales  we  checked

oiit  llic  article  in  llic  Dallas  newspa|)er  Russell  had  quoted

t`rom.1[ tiirne{l  out  to be a  "letter to  t}ie editor"  written  by

a  Vietnaiiiesc  b`isiliessman.  and  ntn  a  piece  by  an  iiivesti-

gaiivejoiirnalist.  Still,  the  ef(.ect  or I.ortl  Russell's  reatling
H  on  llic  air  was  tlcviistatiiig.

We   itlaye(I   {Iic   iiitervicw  ilito  ttiir  sliow,  an(I   tlic  studio

aiitlicii(`c.  was  grunil)ling  wlicn  it  was  over:  sttme  I)ooc.tl.   I

rca(I  a  I)rei]aretl  s[atelTient:  ..Many o(. ytnL  I'm certain,  dis-

agree with  wlia[  Lor(I  Russell  liad  to say.  I  kliow  I  cli(I.  You

are  I)erl`ai]s  slit)eke(I  aiitl  angry,  not  tnily  at  liim  b`it  a[  rnc

for  I)rovi(ling  hini  the  platform  of this  sh()w  on  which  to

illake   liis   remai`ks.   Biit   nothing  woiil(I   be   easier  for   liic

[lian  to hot)k  this  show  willi  peoi)Ic  wlM.  liave  itleas that are

.c`arbon  copies  ol`  my  own,  or  no  itleas  at  aH.  But  I  don't
think  i['s  an  eas}'  world  or  that  my  I)rimary  responsibility

on  lliis  program  is  to  take  it  easy.  You'Il  continue  on  this
sliow  [o  see   people  of  every  persuasion  who  have  hard
tliings  to  say,  and   I  don't  think  you  call  get  at  ally  truth

witl`()`it  liammering out on  the  anvil  of everyone's  right  to
ilisagree.  I  believe the vast majority of Americans are com-
mi[ted  to  that  I)riliciple."

As  so(in  as  the  show  aired   I   heard   (`rom  huntlreds  of
AiiieriGiiis  who  zu„"O  comiTiitted  to  [lie  I)rinci|]lc  ol.  I.ree

si)cecli.  I  receive(I letters an{l  tclegranls labeling iT`e a Com-

iiiimisl,  lraittir  aiitl  amireligioiis  cr`isa(lcr.   Even  ilicml)crs

ol.  the  national   I)rt.ss  lashe{l  .)ut  at  liie,   inclii(ling  my  ol(I

(`rien(I  Bob  C()iisitline,  who  contendc(I  I  shoul(lii't  i}r{)vi(lc

a i)1a[`.(n`m  I`or siicli oiilrageoiisly ami-American  stalcliiclits

at  a  time  when  our c.ountry  f`acc(I  an  imemal  struggle  bc-
ca`ise ()I. the  war.  It was as  if /  had  attacked  America.  (The
fumiy  I)art   ab(nH   Bol]  Consi(tine's  article  was  that   Bob's

sol`,  who worked as a calTicranian  on  my sliow, caiigln  hell
f`rom   his  (la{l,  I()tl.)

Bertrai`d   R`Issell.s   allegalitMis   abo`it   atrt)cities   in   Viet-

iiam  all(I  lI`c  `Ise  ()f assassil`ation  b}'  the  CIA  as  a  political

t")I,  wlii(.h  s()Lilide(I  st)  inHi»ii"i(t».y  alitl  `wts`il)sl:ililiate(I

lo  `is  in   I `J65,  pro\'etl  in  lalt.r  years  ttt  I)c.  sa(llv  close  t()  the

' r'I' Il .

Page  u6

(Thank  you,   DON  JACRANICZ)
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Bt.{.a`Ise  everyoiie.   from   Shi`ke`peareiHi   iictoi`s  to   I-ock

sl:`r`,  ``'iis  fi`olliiiig  wi.h  iss`Ies (lui-ing  I he  sixlies.  t)ne ot` the

I.)uhrl`csl  p:H.ls of olirjob  w:is  I)i`eseiiliilg  a  I):`1ance  of opiH

loll.   When  lo()  i``aii}'  giiesis  spr>ke  on"  ;igainst  the  war,  we

hciirtl   iitx)lit  it.  iis   I   sill(I  earlier.   Nctwt)I.L   liiwyei`s  seii[  nle

liieiiit)s:  "In  llie  I)iisl  six  weeks  !}4  anliwin`  `tiitements  li:ivc

lreeii    llla(le   alld    (nll}'   one    pro-wi`r   st;itemci`t.    I;y   jolni

\\'.i\ Ill..... "  I  shot  ii  iiiemo  righl  I)iick.  ..Fiiid  ii`e  s()nie()ne

.i`  I..mioiis  as  Mi..  Wayiie  to  speiik  in  favor  of the  wi`r  aiitl

``t.'ll  lkxik  liim."  The  ii.ol`y  I)f  the  siliii`tion  w:`sn't  wasted

on   liie:   in   1965   I'm  calle(I  a  traitor  I)y   the  press  foi.   I)I.e-

st.Iltliig    Bcrli.:ln(I    R`lssell,    i`Ii(I    four    yeiirs    latei.   we    are

hiH.tl-iii`essetl  to  fiiitl  iol.v^ed.y  itt  speiik  in  favtH  of the  Vie[-

ttillll   \\':'1'.
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It  would  be  required  that  e`'erv  sentence  should  belong  to  some  precIse
le`'el of the hierarch}'. Therefore, if one could find no le`iel in which a gl`'erl
utterance fit, then the utterance `'ould be deemed meaningless, and forgot-
ten.

An  analysis can be attempted on  the two-step  Epimenides loop given
above. The first sentence, since it speaks of the second, must be on a higher
le`.el than the second.  But b\' the same token, the second sentence must be
on  a  higher  le`'el  than  the  first.  Since  this  is  impossible,  the t`.o  sentences
are "meaningless'..  More precisel}-. such sentences simply cannot be formu-
lated  at  all   in  a   system  based  on  a  strict  hierarchy  of  languages.  This

pre`'ents   all   `.ersions   of   the   Epimenides   paradox   as   well  as  Grclling'S
paradox.  (To  ``'hat  language  le`el  could  "heteroloctcal"  belong:')

Now  in  set  theor\ ,  ``.hich  deals  ``.ith  abstractions  that  we don.t  use  all
the time` a  stratificati6n like  tlie theory. of t}.pes seems acceptable, e`'en if a
little strange-but when it comes to language, an all-per`Jading part of life,
such  stratification  appears absurd.  We don't think of ouT`selves asjumping
up and do``'n a hierarch`' of languages when ``re speak about various things.
A rather matter-of-fact sentence such as, "In this book. I criticize the theory
of  t}'pes"  ``iould  be  doubly.  forbidden  in  the  system  we  are  discussing.
Firstly,  it   memions  "this  bool```,  w.hich   should  only  be  mentionable  in  a
"met;book.`-and  secondl},  it mentions in?-a  person whom  I  should  no(

be allowed to speak of at all: This example points out how silly the theory of

types  seems.  when  }.ou  import  it  into  a  familiar  context.  The  remedy  it
adopts for paradoxes-total banishment of self-reference in any form --.-- is a
real case of o`'erkill, branding man}. perfectly good constructions as  mean-
ingless.  The adjecti`'e "meaningless'., by the wa}., would ha`'c to apply to all
discussions   of  the   theor}'   of  linguistic   t?'pes   (such   as  that  of  this   very

paragraph)  for the}'  clearl}'  could  not  occur on any  of the levels-neither
object  language.  nor  metalanguage,  nor  metametalanguage,  etc.  So  the
very acl  of discussing  the  [heor`  would  be  the  most blatant possible viola-
tion  of it!

r`.ow  one  could  defend  such  theories  b}'  saying  that  they  were  only
intended  [o deal  ``'ith  formal  languages-not with  ordinary, informal lan-
gllage.  This  may  be  so,  but  then  it show's that  such  theories are ex[remcly
academic and  ha`.e little to sa\` about paradoxes except when thcv crop up
in special  tailor-made s}'stems.  Besides, the drlve [o eliminate paradoxes at
an}'  cost,  especiall}   `.hen  i[  requires  the  creation  of  highly  artificial  for-
malisms,  puts  too  much  siress  on  bland  consistcnc}',  and  too  little  on  the

quirky  and  bizalTe,  which  make  life  and  mathematics  in(eresting.  It  is  of
course importam to try to maintain consistency, but when this effort forces
you  into  a  stupendously  ugly  theory.  you  know  something  is  wrong.

These types of issues in the foundations of mathematics were respol`-
sible  for  the  high  interest  in  codifying  human  reasoning  methods  u.hich
was   present   in   the   earl}'   part   of  this   century.   Mathematicians   and

philosophers  had  begun  [o  ha`'e  serious  doubts  about  whether  e`.en  the
most concrete  of theories.  such  as  the  stud}.  of whole  numbers  (number
theory),  were  built  on  solid  foundations.  If  paradoxes  could  pop  up  so
easily  in  set  theory-a  theor}'  whose  basic  concept,  that  of a  set,  is  surel`
very intuitively appealing-then might they not also exist in other branches
of mathematics:`  Another  related  ``.orr}'  was  that  the  paradoxes  of  logic.
such  as  the  Epimenides  paradox,  might  turn  out  to be internal  lo mathe-
matics,  and  thereby  cast  in  doubt  all  of  mathematics.  This  was  especiall`
worrisome to those-and triere were a good number-who firml}. belie`ed
that  mathematics  is  simpl}'  a  branch  of  logic  (or  conversel}-.  that  loglc  is
simply a branch of mathematics).  In  fact, this very question-"Are mathe-
matics  and  logic  distinct,  or  separate?"-was  the   source  of  much  con-
tro\'ersy.

This study of mathematics itself became kno``.n as mccomalhpma/I.c`q+)r
occasionall}., mcfa/ogir,  since mathematics and loctc are so intert``'ined. The
most  urgent  priorit\.  of  metamathematicians  w.as  to  determine  the  true
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riature  of  mathematical  reasoning.  \\.hat  is  a  legal  method  of  protedi"`e.
and what is an  illegal  one;  Since  mathematical  reasoning  had  alwa`s  been
done  in  "natural  language"  (e.g„  French  or  Latin  or  some  language  tor
normal   communication),   there   w'as   al``-a\s   a   lot   of   possible   ambiguit\.
Words had different  meanirlgs to different people. conjuled  up differem
images. and so forth. It seemed  reasonable ar}d e`-en Important to es[abli`h
a  single  uniform  notation  in  which  all  mathematical  \`.orb  could  be  done
and  ``'ith  the  aid  of which  an`   [``'o  mathematicians  could  resol\e  clispute`
over  whether  a  suggested  proof  ``as  ``alid  or  not.  This  ``'ould  requile  <i
complete   codihcation   of   the   uni`'ersall}   acceptable   modes   of   humaJ`
reasoning,  at  least  as  far  as  the}'  applied  to  mathematics.

Consistency,  Completeness,  Hilbert's  Program

This  was  the goal  ofpr!"clpia .\4a/Acma/!r/i,  ``.hich  purported  [o deri\ e  all  o[
mathematics  from  logic,  and.  to  be  sure,  witliout  comradi(`tions!   lt   \\:1`
widel}'  admired.  but  no  one  was  sure  if  (I)  all  of  mathematics  ieall\   ``.``
comained  in the  methods delineated  b}  Russell  and  \\-hitehead,  or  (2\  the
methods  gi`'en  were  even  self-consisteut.  Was  it  absolutel`  clear  that  c(lil-
tradictory  results  could  7itrtJcr  be   deri`.ed.   by  an}'  ma[hema[iiians   ``'htit-
soe`.er,  follow'ing  the  methods  of  Russell  and  Whitehead?

This   question   particularl}'   bothered   the   distinguished   Germtin
mathematician (and metamathemalician) Da\id  Hilber[` ``'ho set befoi`e the
world  communit`  of mathematicians  (and  metamathematicians)  this  chal-
lenge:  to  demon`strate  rigorously-perhaps  following  the  very  methoq
o`itlined  by  Russet)  and  Whi(ehead-tha(  the  s}'stem  defined  in Prwicl-|Plip;
Mothcmalira  was  both co7i5rsrful  (contradiction-free),  and co7npdefc  (i.e.,  [hai
every  true   statemem  of  number   theory  could   be  derived   within  the;
framework drawn up in P..`f. ). This was a tall order, and one could criticizc`
it on  the  grounds  that  it  ``.zis  somewhat  circular:  how can  you justify'  yout``
methods of reasoning on the basis of those same methods c>f reasoning? lti
is like lifung yourself up b}. }.our own  bootstraps. (Wejust don't seem to be
able  to  get  away  from  these  strange  Loops!)                                                        ±J

Hilbert  was   fully.  a``.are  of  [his   dilemma,  of  course,   and  therefore
expressed  the  hope  that  a  demonstration  of consistency.  or  completeness
could  be  found  w.hich  depended  only  on  ``finitistic"  modes  of reasoning.
These   u'ere   a   small   set   of   reasoning   methods   usually   accepted   by
mathematicians.   In   (his  wa\..   Hilbert  hooed  tha(  mathematicians  could

partially lift lhemsel`'es b?' their own bootst`raps: the sum total of mathemat
ical  methods  might  bc  pro`.ed  sound`  by  invoking  onl}'  a  smaller  set  of
methods. This goal may sound rather esoteric` but it occupied the minds of
man}.  of  the  greatest  mathc.maticians  in  the  world  during  the  first  thirty

years  of  this  cemL]r}..
In the  thirtv-first  year.  ho``.ever.  Gndel  published  his  paper,  which  in

some ways  utterl}'  demolished  Hilber[.s  program.  This  paper revealed  not
onl}'  that  there u'erc  irreparable  "holes"  in  thc.  axloma[ic  system  proposed
bv  Russell  and  Whi[chead.  but  more  generally,  that  no  axiomatic  system
whatsoe`'er could  produce  all  number-theoretical  truths,  unless it "'ere an
inconsistent  system!  And  finall} .  the  hope  of` pro`ring  the  consistency  of a
system such as that presented in P.M.  ``.as shown to be `.aim:  }f such a proof
could  be  found  using onl`  methods  inside P.Af.,  then-and  this  is  one  of
the  most  m`.stifying  consequences  of  C`,6de}'s  v,'ork+.,\f.  itself  would  be
inconsis(ent!

The  f]ri.al  iron\   of  il  all  is  that  the  prttul-of  Gedel`s  Incompleteness
Theol-em in\.ol`.ed  importing the  F,pimemdes  paradox  right  Into the heart
ofpmr..fy.a ,\ffllfacmafara.  a  basticin  suppocedly' ili`.ulnerable to the attacks of
Strange  Loops!  Although  G6del.s  Strange  Loop  did  riot  destro}  P7i"c!.P!4
Ma{hc7nafi'fa,  i[ made it far less in[eres[ing [o mathematicians,  for it showed
that   Russell  :md   Whitehead  <   ``,Tigilial  dinis  ``'ere  illiisol-\'.

(PageBl9-24  of  Vintage  Books  (Randcm  Hou8o)  paperback  edition)
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But  if Prl.url.pr  Ma!hpma/Ira  was  [hc  first  victim  of this  stroke,  it  w'as
certainly  not  the  last!  The  phrase  "and  Related  Systems"  in  the  title  of
Gedel`s arlicle is a telling one: for if G6del.s result had merely pointed oi„ a
defect in the work of Russell and Whilehcad, then others could ha`.e been
inspired  to improve  upon P.iw.  and  to out``'it  Gedel's Theorem.  But  this
".as  not  possible:  G6del's  proof pertained  to an.y  axiolTlatic  system  \`.hich

purported  to  achie`'e  the  aims  which  Whitehead  and  Russell  had  set  for
thcmsel`'es. And for each different s}'stem, one basic method did the trick.
|n  short`  G6del  showed  that  pro`'abilit}  is a  weaker  notion  than  truth.  no
rna((er  w'ha(  axioma(ic  s}.stem  is  in`.ol`'ed.

Therefore Gedel.s Theorem had an electrifying effect upon logiclans`
mathematicians. and  philosophers interested  in  the  foundations of  mathe-
matics,  for  i[  showed  that  no  fixed  system.  no  matter  ho``-  complicated.
cf,`ild   reprcscnt   the  complexity  of  the   ``.hole   numbers:   0`   1`   2.   3`      .
}`lodei.n readers ma`' not be as  nonplussed b}' this as readers of 1931  ``'ere.
since in the interim our culture has absoi`bed Gcidel`s Theorem. along ``.ith
the conceptual  re`.olutions of relati`it}` and quantum  mechanics.  and  their

philosophicall}.  disorieming  messages   ha\.e   reached   the   public.   e`.erl   if
cushioned  b}. several la}.ers of translation  (and  usually. obfuscation).  There
is  a  general  mood  of expectation,  these  da\s,  of "limitati`.e`.  results-but
back  in  1931,  this  came  as  a  bolt  from  the  blue.

Mathematical  Logic:  A  Synopsis

A  proper  appreciation  of Gedel.s  Theorem  requires  a  setting  of con{e`t.
Therefore,I  wJill  now attempt to summarize in  a  short  space the histor`  or
mathematical   logic   pl.ior   to   193l-an   impossible   task.   (Sc.e   DeL6Iig.
Kneebone, or Nagel and \-ewman. for good  pi`esentations of hi`tor` . )  lt {i]l
began  ``.ith  the attempts  to  mechanize  the  thought  processes of reasoning.
\.ow  our ability  to reason  has  often  been claimed  to be  w hal  distnig`u`hc.s
us  from  other species:  so it seems someu hat  paradoxic`al, oi]  first  thought.
to mechanize [ha[ which is  most human.  Yet e`'en  the ancient Greeks Lne\`-
that  rcasoning is  a  patterned  process,  and  is  al  least  partiall}  go\.el.ned  b`
sratable  laws.  Aristotle  codified  s}'llogisms,  and  I,uclid  codified  ge()me(r\ :
but thereafter, many centuries had to pass before progress in  the  stud\  of
axiomatic  reasoning  ".ould  (akc  place  again.

One  of the  significant  disco`'eries  of nineteenth-centur\.  mathemaL[ics
u'as  that  there  are  different.  and  equall}.  `.alid.  geometriesLwhere  b\   ..a

geometry."  is  meant  a  theory  of properties  of abstract  points  and  lines.  1[
had  long  been  assumed  [Iiat  geometi-}.  ``.as  what  Euclid  had  codified`  :`nd
that,  although  there  might  be  small  fla``.s  in  Euclid's  presentation`  the`
u.cTe unimportant and an}' real progress in geometr}' u'ould be achie` ed be
extending  Euclid.  This  idea  was  sha(Lered  b}.  the  roughl}.  simultaneous
disco`.er`. of non-Euclidean  geometr}.  b}.  se`'eral  people-a  disco`.er\  thc"
shocked the mathematics communit}', because it deepl} challenged the Idea
that  mathematics studies the  real  w'orld.  How could  there be  man`  diffei -
cn. kinds of ``points" and ``lines.. in one single reality? Today, the solution
to the dilemma may be apparen[, even to some nonmathematiciansulut at
the  fine.  the  dilemma crea(ed  Ilavoc  in  mathema(ical  circles.

later  in  the  nine.centh  century,  the  English  loctcians George  Bcole
and  Augus.us  Dc  Morgan  `'ent  considerably  further  than  Aristotle  in
codifying strietly deducti`'e reasoning patterns. Boole even called his book
"7lhe  Laur  a/ 7lhough/.' ---. surcl}'  an  exaggeration,  but  i[  was  an  important

contribution.  Lewis Carroll w.as fascinated  by these mechanized reasoning
methods,  and  invcntcd  man}.  puzzles  which  could  be  solved  with  them.
Gottlob Frcge in lena and Giuseppe Peano in Turin worked on combining
formal  reasoning  `'ith  the  study.  of sets  and  numbers.  David  Hilbcrt  in
G6ttingen w'orked on stricter forma]izations of geometr}' than Euclid's. All
of  these  efforts   w.ere  directed   towards  clarifying  what  one  means  by
.`proof".

In the  meantime, interesting developments were taking place in classi--
cal  mathematics.  A  [heor}.  of different  types  of infinities.  known  as  the
/fecop. q/5cts,  was de`'eloped b}  Georg Cantor in  the  l880's.  The theor}' `'as
powerful  and  beautiful.  but  intuition-def}'ing.  Before  long,  a  `'ariety  of
set-theorctical   paradoxes   had   been   urlearthed.   The  situation  was  ver\'
disturbing, because jusl as  mathematics seemed  to be reco`Jering from on;
set  of paradoxes-those  related  [o  the  theor`  of limits,  in  the calculus-
along  came  a  w.hole  new  set.  w.hich  looked  w.'orse!

The most famous is Russell`s paradox.  Most sets, it would seem` arc not
members  of themsel`'es-for example.  the  set of walruses  is  not a  ``'alrus,
the  set  containing  only.  Joan  of  Arc  is   not  Joan  of  Arc  (a  set  is  not  a

person)-and so on.  In this respect. most sets are rather "run-of-the-milr.
However,  some  "self-su'allow.ing"  sets  do  contain  themselves  as  members,
such as  the  set of all sets. or the set of all  things except Joan of Arc. and so
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on.  Clearly, e`'er}  set is eith€r run-of-the-mill or sell-sn.allo``.Ing. and  no set
can   be  both.   ,`'ow   nothlng  pre``ents   us  from  inventing  R:  /^4  `fc/  o/ a„
rtira-a/-./tic-mi//   `ffj.    .1t   first.   R   might   seem   a   r<ither   run-of-the-mill
ln\'en[lon-but  that  opinion  miist  be  re`.ised  when  you  ask  `'ourself,  "Is  R
itself a  r.un-of-the-mill  set  or  a  self-swallow.ing  set?"  You  wil`I  find  that  the
ans``.er   is:   "R   is   neither   run-of-the-mill   nor   self-su.allow.ing,   for  either
choice  leads  [o  paradox."  Tr`  it!

But  if R is  neither  run-of-the-mill  nor self-su.allowing.  then  what is  it:J
Al the `'cry least. pathological.  But no one was satisfied w'ith e``asive ansu'ers
of that sort.  And  so people began  to dig more deepl}. into the  foundations
of s:t tlieor}'.  The crucial questions seemed to be:  .'What is wrong with our
intultive  concept  of  .set.?  Can  wc  make  a   rigorous  theor`.  of  sets  M'hich
corresponds  closely.  with  oilr  intuitions,  but  which  skirts  the  paradoxes?'.
Here,  as  in  number  theor}.  and  geometr`..  the  problem is  in  tr}'ing [o line
up  lntultion  w'ith  formalized,  or  axiomatized,  reasoning  s}'stems`

A  startling  variant  of  Russell's  paradox.  called  "Gremng's  paradox'',

fanbemadeusingadjecri`.esinsteadofsets.Di\'idetheadjecti`'esinEnglish
Into  two  categorles:   those   w'hjch  are   self-descripti`.e,  such  as  ..pentasyl-
1abic".  "awkwardnessful.',  and  "rechel-che..,  and  those  which  are  not.  such

as  "edible",  "incomplete",  and   "bisyllabic".   Now  if  we  admit  ..non-self-
descriptive"  as  an  adjectj`'e,   to  n'hich  class  does   it  belong?   If  it  seems

questionable to include hyphenated words, wc can  use two terms invented
speciall}'forthisp3radox:atlto/ogaca/(="self-descriptive"),andhol„o/ogra/
(=  "non-sclrdescriptivc").  The  question  then  becomes:  "Is  `heterological'
heteroloctcal?"  Try  it!

There  seems  to  be  one  common  culprit  in  these  paradoxes,  namcl}'
self-reference,   or   "Strange   Loopiness.'.   So   if  the   goal   is   to   ban   all

paradoxes,  w'hy not try banning self-reference and anything that allows i[
[o arise:~ This is not so eas}. as it might seem, because it can be hard to figure
out just  where  self-I.eference  is  occurring.  It  may  be  spread  out  o\'er  a
whole  Strange  Loop  with  se`.eral  steps,  as  in  this  "expanded`.  `.ersion  of
Epimenides,  reminiscent of Drat"."g Ha"ds..

The  following  sentence  is  false.
The  preceding  sentence  is  true.

Taken   together,   these   sentences   have   the   same  effect  as   the  original
Epimenides paradox; }'et separatel}.. the}' are harmless and e`'cn potentially
useful  sentences.  The  "blame"  for  this  Strange  Loop  can't  be  pinned  on
either  semence_nl}'  on the  way  the}  `.point.'  at  each  othei-.  In  the  same
wia}',  each  local  region  of <4fccnd.ng  and D.5cc%d..ng  is  quite  legitimate:  it  is
only  the  w'ay  they  are  globall}   put  together  that  creates  an  impctssibilit`
Since  there  are  indirect  as  ``'ell  as  direct  ways  of achie`'ing  self-reference.
one  must  figure  out   ho``.  to  ban  both  types  at  once-if  one  sees  self-
reference  as  the  root  of all  e`'il.

Banishing  Strange  Loops

Russell and Wliitehead did subscribe ro thls viev.. and accordingl}`, Prmcipza
I+Iafbcmu2l!ca  was  a  mammo[h  exercise  in  exorcising  Strange  Loops  from
logic. set theor}., and number theor}..  The idea of their s}Jstem u.as basicall\
this.  A  set of the  lo``'est  "t}'pe'. could  contain  onl}' "objects" as  members-
not sets.  .1 set of the  next t}'pe  up could onl)' contain objects. or sets of the
lowest t}-pe.  In general, a set of a gi`'en t}.pe could only. contain sets of lo```er
t`'pe.  or  objects.  Ever}'  set  ``'ould  belong  to  a  specific  type.  Clearl``  no  set
could contain itself because it would ha` e [o belong to a t}.pe higher than Its
o```n  t}'pe.  Only.  "run-of-the-mill"  sets  exist  in  such  a  system;  furthermore`
old  R-the  set  of all  run-of-the-mill  sets-no  longer  is  considei`ed  a  Set  a{
all,  because i{  does  not  belong to any  finite  t}'pe.  To all  appearaiice``.  t}ic`n.
Ihls  mcor}  a/  ty¢cj,  which  `.`.e  mig+)t  also  call  the  .`thettr`,   oi  the  abolitic\Ii  ot
Strange Loops.', successfull}' rids set theor}' of Its paradoxes, but onl`  at the
cost of introducing an artificial-seeming  hierarch}',  and  of disallowing  the
formation of certain kinds of sets-such as the set of all run-of-the-mill sets   I
Intuiti`.ely,  this  is  not  the  way  we  imagine  sets.

The  theory.  of  types  handled   Russell's  paradox,  but  it  did   nothing
about  [hc  Epimenidcs  paradox  or  Grelling's  paradox.  For  people  whose

nterest went  no further than  set theor}', this was quite adequate~bllt tor
people interested  in  the eliminatlon  of paradoxes  gencrall}',  some  Similar•hierarchization"  seemed   necessary,  to  forbid  |ooping  back  inside  lan-

guage. At the bottom of such a hierarchy would be an chjcc! hangriagr.  Here,
reference  could  be  made only.  to a specific domain-not to aspects of the
Dbjec[ language itself (such as its grammatical rules, or specific sentences in
it). For that pilrpose there w.ould be a mclahanguogp.  This experience of two
linguistic levels is  familiar to all  learners of foreign languages. Then  there
w.ould t)e a metameta]anguage for discussing the metalanguage, and so on.
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A  FIFTY-SIX  YEAR  FRIENDSHIP

by Bertrand Russell

wasonlywhenhecametoNewnhamtoreadpartofhistranslation
of the Hippolytus that my admiration led  to a rapidly growing
intimacy. I wrote him a letter (February 26,  I9ol) in the course
of which I said:

`Those  of us  who  love  poetry  read  the  great  masterpieces  of

modem literature I]efore we have any experience of the passions
they deal with. To come across a new masterpiece with a more
mature  mind  is  a  wonderful  experience,  and  one  which  I have
found almost overwhelming. It had not happened to me before,
and  I  could  not  have  believed  how  much  it  would  affect  me.
Your tragedy fulfils perfectlyHo it seems to me-the purpose
of bringing out whatever is noble and beautiful in sorrow; and to
thoseofuswhoarewithoutareligion,thisistheonlyconsolation
of which the spectacle of the world cannot deprive us.'

My praise gave him pleasure, and he wrote:

`1  will  not  say  that  I  feel  pleased  or  delighted  by  your  great

enjoyment  of  my  Hippolytus,  because  my  feelings  are  quite
different from that.  It is rather  that your strong praise makes a
sortofepochinmylifeandinmywayofregardingmywork.Of
course  I  have  felt  great  emotion  in  working  at  the  Hippolytus;
I  have  been  entranced  by  it.  And  then  the  thought  has  always
come to me, that there were dozens of translations of the  Greek
Tragedians in all the second-hand shops; and that I could not read
any of them with the least interest; and that probal)ly the authors
of nearly all  of them had  felt exactly as  I  was  feeling al)out  the
extraordinary beauty and power of the matter they were writing
down.  A  translator,  if he  takes  pains,  naturally  gets  nearer  to
understandinghisauthorthananordinaryreaderdoes;andevery
now and again the poem  means  to him something approaching
that which it meant to the poet.

`Ofcourseallauthors-indifferentdegrees,butallenormously

-fail to convey their meaning. And translators, being less good
writers and having a harder task, fail even more deplorably. That
is the normal state of the case. But what seems to have happened
in  our case  is  that  you  have  somehow  or other  understood  and
felt the whole of what I meant to convey.

`1 do not mean that I had anything mysterious or extraordimry

to say; but merely that, even in the case of a bad poet or the man-
in-the-street when in certain moods,  if you  could  really  under-
stand what was in his mind it would be something astonishingly
beautiful compared with what one ordinarily gets from reading a
verygoodpoem.When1amboredwithpoetry,Iconstantlyhave
the feeling that I am simply not understanding the man or he is
not  expressing  himself,  and  that  probably  something  very  fine
indeed  is  going  on  inside  him;  and  in  some  moment  of special
insight one might see inside him and get the fine thing.'

This inaugurated a correspondence which continued for fifty-six

years and ended only with his death.
We met most frequently during the years I9ol to I9oj. At this

time  we  were  neighbours  during  a  large  part  of the year:  he at
Churt; and I, first at Fernhurst, then at Churt and then at Tilford.

ile was a delightful comDanion and a verv amusing talker. Alys,
my  first wife,  and I intended  to build a house at Churt in order
to  be  near  the Murrays,  and  the  plans  for this  project were well
advanced when the Murrays decided to leave Churt because itwas
thought not to suit Mary's health. In consequence of this move I
saw rather less of him than I had been doing.i

Most  of the  letters  that passed  between us are  rather  solemn,
but  our  conversation  did  not  by  any  means  usually  have  this
serious character. He was full of amusing fancies which were apt
to puzzle his wife and his younger daughter Agnes. One day when
I came to see them, he greeted me with the remark: `1 have found
a school for Denis. The Headmaster is the Rev V. Ermin, of the
Creepers,  Crawley Down.' At  this point Mary exclaimed indig-
nantly,  `Oh,  Gilbert!  He's  not  Reverend.'  The only substratum
of fact in the story was that the school was at Crawley. He told
Agnes, then aged about six, a long fantastic story of something
that had happened to a train at a junction. `Is it true?' she asked,
with wide eyes.  `Quite true,' he replied very solemnly.  `Honour
bright?I  she  asked  again.  `Yes.  On  a bright  railway  track.'  The

poor  girl   retired  completely  bewildered.   One  day  when  the
parlour maid answered my ring at the front door, and I inquired
whether  Professor  Murray  and  Lady  Mary  were  at  home,  she
replied,  `Well,  Sir,  I  think  they're proja6/y  in-unless  they're
out.'  It  turned  out  that  they  were  in;  and  I  said,  `Mary,  your

parlour maid is of opinion that the laws of thought should not be
applied  to  empirical  material  except  with  great  caution.'  Mary
remarked, `Oh, what an unkind thing to say!' And Gilbert said,
`1 am glad to know that she has such just views.'

Many of his most amusing fantasies probably live now   only
in my memory. I would find, when I reminded him of them forty
or  fifty  years  later,  that  he  had  entirely  forgotten  them.  He
assured me once that there was an Oxford Don who had reduced
all  jokes  to  thirty-seven  proto-Aryan  originals  and,  when  any-

I The Murrays moved to Oxford in  loot  when G.M. was elected to a teaching

Fellowship at New  College.
'body made a joke  in  llis presence, he  would  say,  `Yes.  There is

that  joke.'  Many  years  later,  I  asked  Gill)ert  if  he  rememl)ered
this story.  He hesitated for a moment, and  then said,  `1 think he
"s a, Cambridge Don' .

A  great  deal  of our  conversation,  however,  was  on  a  more
serious  plane.  We  were both  lil)eral,  humanitarian  pacifists.  We
were I)oth  profoundly impressed  by  the cruelty and wickedness
to  be  found  in  the  world,  but  with  a  confident  hope  that these
things   would   gradually   diminish.   A  caricaturist   might  have
compared us  to the two curates in the Baj Ba#adr, each  deter-
mined  to be  `the  mildest curate going'.  But  in  this  role,  Gilbert
was much more successful than I was. I would have outbreaks of
savage indignation in which I wished to give pain to those whom
I hated.  When Massingham said in print that I would not hurt a
fly, I was indignant. But Gilbert's kindly feelings were less liable
to  lapse into  savagery.  He remained  reasonable and gentle even
under great provocation.  I admired  this  quality though I knew
that I could not emulate it. I could not sympathize when he spoke
in  a  kindly  fashion  even  about  Rudyard  Kipling]  after  a  walk
round Beachy Head with that, to me, detestable man. I felt as the
orthodox did  when  Origen  declared  that  even  Satan  would  be
saved at the last.

It was not only in politics, but also in philosophy that he and I
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were broadly in agreement. He had steadfastly adhered to British
Empiricism  in  the  style  of  Mill.  I  reverted  to  it  after  a  brief
cxoursion  into  German  Idealism.  This  agreement  led  him  to
invite  me  to  write  on  Philosophy  for  the  Home  University
Library  of which  he  was  one  of the  editors.  One  of the  most
amusing of all his letters to me is one purporting to come from
the   publishers,   Williams   and   Norgate,   justifying   themselves
against my supposed complaints: for instance, I had remarked in
my book that I was not acquainted with the Emperor of China,
and he makes the publishers say that; if I desired an introduction

to that Potentate, I should have mentioned it before signing the
contract.

When the First World War broke out in  1914, he and I took
different  sides.  He  supported  Sir  Edward  Grey,  whose  policy
I passionately repudiated.  I  thought, and  still  think,  that  Britain
ought  to  have  remained  neutral.  He  published  a  pamphlet  in
defence of the Government, and I published a polemical attack on
his pamphlet.  Subsequent events  raised  doubts  in his  mind.  On
August  2o,  I9i5,  he  wrote  to  me:  `It  is  quite  possible  that  the
effects would have I)een less disastrous if we had  stayed  out and
allowed Germany to become complete master of western Europe,
on  more or less equal  terns  with USA  and  Russia.'  But,  at  the
time,  as  we  both  felt  very strongly,  our  differences  of opinion
caused a certain estrangement.  However,  I wrote  to him:  `1  feel
our  friendship  still  lives  in  the  eternal  world,  whatever  may
happen to it here and  now.' And he replied in a sirnihar tone.

At the time when I was imprisoned in  1918 he took the liberal
view that the expression of opinion ought to be free. He worked
hard on my behalf and was largely instrumental in my being put
in the First Division.  For his help at this time I owe him a deep
debt of gratitude.

In later years, our opinions no longer diverged acutely, though
heremainedaLiberalandlhadjoinedtheLal)ourparty.Weboth,
like many men of our generation, felt lost and bewildered by the
outbreaks  of barbarism  which were  making nineteenth  cenmry
optimism look shallow. We had ventured forth in a frail skiff on
calm and sunny seas, but wild tempests were threatening to sink
our little bark, and hopes grew gradually more difficult and more
remote.  In  these  later  years,  a  more  dignified  comparison  than
that of the Two  Curates would be appropriate.  Our mood was
like that of St ]erome and St Augustine watching the fall of the
Roman  Empire  and  the  crumbling  of a  civilization  which  had
seemed as indestructible as granite. A letter from him of July 27,
I9j3, expresses part of his feeling about this development:

`1 think I started from an Irish Rebel background, and gradually

learned to believe in the English Liberals, partly through  Mr  G's
championing  Home   Rule,   partly  because   of  the  enthusiastic
Radicalism of Castle Howard.

(Thahk  you,   BOB  DAVIS)
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`YoustartedfromanatmosphereofwhigPrimeMinisters,and

distinguishedRadicals,andfoundin1914thattheirgospelwasn't
enough. Of course this is only one element, but it explains some
things.,

It has been a difficult time for those who grew up amid Vlctorian
solidities. To the very end, Gilbert did everything that lay in his

power  to  salvage  civilization,  and  for  this  he  deserves  to  I)e
honoured  by all  who care  for  the  things  that he valued.

After the dinner in his honour of the Philosophical Society of
EnglandinSepteml)erI9f1,hewrotetome(September12,1951):

`1  was greatly  touched  by that  letter  you  wrote  to the Philo-

sophic  Society Dinner al)out  our fifty years  of close  friendship.
It  is,  I  think,  quite  true  about  the  fundamental  agreement;  I
always feel it-and am proud  of it.

`1  had  explained  that  I  preferred  you  to  other  philosophers

because, while they mostly tried to prove some horrible conclu-
sion-like  Hobbes,   Hegel,  Marx  &c,   you  were,  I  believed,
content if you could really prove that 2+2=4, and that  conclu-
sion, though sad, was at least bearable.  ("To think that two and
two are four, and never five or three the heart of man has long
been  sore  and  long  is  like  to  be.")I  .  .  .

`Yours ever, and with real thanks for your letter, which made

me  for  a  moment  feel that I  was  not completely a failure.'

In  my  Message  (September  11,   1951)  to  the  Society,  I  had
summed up the reasons for my admiration of Gilbert Murray:

i From A. E. Housman's Zaf f Pcem., No. xxxv, which Gilbert Mumy here
slighdy misquotes.

`1  greatly  regret  my  inability  to  be  present  at  this  dinner  in

honour of Gilbert Murray, who has been my close friend for over
half a  century.  Throughout  that  period,  I  have  hardly  known
whether to admire most his wit or his wisdom.  Of his erudition
it is not for me to speak, since it is in a field of which I am excep-
tionallyignorant.

`He and I have not always agreed on public issues, but we have,

I think, throughout whatever divergences on this or that question
been conscious of a deep underlying agreement on fundamentals.

`Gilbert Murray is a great and steadfast humanist, who adheres

to liberal beliefs, now, alas, not so common as they were when he
and I were young. As growing darkness descends upon the world,
stars  shine  more  brightly,  and  of these  stars  Gilbert Murray  is
among those of the first magnitude.

`If the  international  world  could  listen  to  him,  many  of our

troubles would quickly end, and the sombre fears that rob our age
of hopefulness would be dissipated.'

ABOuT  BRis  unlTINGs
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In  1931 Gcacl  denon8trated  that  this was  not  8o,  that  "any  rygten  of  fo"l  logic  ponernil  enongh
to  describe  the  natural numb®rg  iB  intrinsically  incouplete,"  a8  Haye8  puts  it.

W®  think  tb®  story  of hour all this  cane  about  i8  an  exciting  one,  the  iray  H.fBtadter  tells  it. ..  so  we
are going t,o let hit tell it:
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Dietrich  a.  Moeller/272  Beechlaun  I)I.twaterloo
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Caracas,  Venezuela
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John  Stamper/1856  Westbrook  Rd./Dayton,   OH  45415
PhL::L:£Se;;E;:;/D=::riL=:a#O::123;Cienco8/King8borough

Fa=mi:g:StD=±%!:°3.3S€€:#n:;#6|¥H!i:±LRA./Lakowood,
OH  44107

Joyce  R.  Strassberg/664  Radcliffe  Av./Pacific  Palisades,CA9)272
Prof .  Roland  N.  Strohoel.g/7033  Fairchild  Circife/Fox  Point,

WI   53217
Jack  a.  Suconik/115  LindenAlmhul.st,,   IL  60126

Glcrm  W.  SunderlandAlderberry  Road/RR  I  -  Box  275/Nuton,
IL  62448
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(4lb)        Additions  to  the  above  list.:

i:::::5:iD:;?C#u:##nco=d#::3:#::!7gi±/:::i;£i:T&e#:32
Pendleton,   CA  92055
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Please  check  your  name  and  notify  us  of  any  errors.

This  list  i8  onl for the ergonal  use  of  menfoers
one  anot

F::;i:I:::gi3i#:rv!:¥:i;;;I::¥;:!ni:#;::;i;:

BR  vlEWED   By  cONTEm3ORARHs

(42)           Norman  Cou8in' 3  not-exact,ly-favorable  assesanent,   in  his  book   ''Human  Opt,ions"   (New  York :Norton,198l)   pp.124-5 :

BERTRAND   RussELL:   spare,  crusty,   pipe-smoking.   He  climbed
the  heights  of mathematical  and  philosophical  abstractlons  as
did few other intellectual figul`es of his time.  He leaned heavily
on the work of Alfred North  Whitehead nnd  Ludwig Wittgen-
stein, or at least thnt portion of their w.ork that broke  with  tra-
ditional  thought.  He  became  deeply  in\'ol`'ed  in  political  and
moral  issues  and  had  even  more  influence  outside  England
than in his o``'n  homeland.  Personally, he could be  playful and
even impish. Those of` his friends who e.`pccled him to be quix-
otic  and  inconsistent  were  seldom  disappointed.  In  the  com-

pany of other eminent intellects he could be unc,ommunicative
at  limes  to  the  point  ot` inarticulateness.  When  he  met  Albert
Schweitzer for the first time at the home of a mutual friend in
London,   what   was   expected   [o   be   an   historic   intellectual
encounter  turned  out  to  be  an  epic  non-event.  Russell  com-
mented on the weiither, which in London has seldom made for

exciting   conversation.   Schweitzer   nodded   af`fabl}'.   Absolute
silence and small talk alternated for the next few minutes, then
Russell looked at his watch and said it was time to leave for the
countr}'.  If Schweitzer felt deprive(I  because the discussion did
not turn on  Russell's favorite themes-agnosticism, equality of
the  sexes,   n()Ii-totalitarian  socialism.  zmd  free  lo\re-hc  care-
fully  conce&Icd  his  loss.   Russell's  2ntipath}'  to  orthodoxv.  and
his   talent  for  intricate  grammar  were  perhflps  never  i)etter
demonstr.ated  than  in  l\Ls Oul.  Knouiledge  Of the E.xlemal  World,
when hc  wrt)te:  "The one and  only condition,  I  believe,  which
is necessary in order to secure for philosophy in the near future
an achie`'ement that surpasses all tli€it has hithei`to been accom-

plished by philosophers, is the crcntion of i school of men \`'ith
scieritific  training  ancl  philoscjphical  in[ei-es[s,  unhampered  by
the  traditions  of the  past.  and  not  misled  b}r  the  li[erarv  meth-
ods ol` those who copy the ancients in all except their merits."
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LAST  MINUTE   I'rBrs
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Volunteer  Nor  iiranted,   in  spit,e  of  what  w\e  said  in  (27).  The  new  CcLchaiman  c>f  the  Membership  Comittee
wi        e    aro      .  Smith,  of  seatt,le.

::r::r:Ssr:S:=::e€£:„:::u:€:e±o:a::e:3:::h,¥7Pf:rft:;i:tn:::]g:::r;omeja:3::]=:t¥trtoh8:::±y::£±::,ff£]e
she  still  unnted  the  post,.  She  did  (and  does),  we  are  happy  to  Say.

We  a.re  most  grateful  to  Jacqueline,  who  handled  the  responsibilities  wit,h  §r`eed  and  sensitivity.  We  doff
our  hat!  We  arc  greatly  indebt,ed.

INI)EL
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birthday  rally  (34).  Henlockf a  "A:8isted  Suicid.w
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PHII.OSOPHERS, I   CORNER

8as  at  APA December  28 Baltimore.   The  ERS
Association Eastern Oivi8ion

session  at  the  annual  convention  of  the  American  milosophical
i8  Scheduled  for  ro  A.M.  The  convention  is  spr.o8d  over  3  hotels,  all  near

each  othcl'  in  donmt,oim  Baltinore:   Hyatt  Rcgeney,   Ebltimore  Hilton,  and  lo]rd  BaLltimore.  We  don't  know
which  one  will  house  the  ERS  session.  It  will  be  listed  in  the  lobbi®g.   (Ewin  also  be  listed  in  t,he
November  is8u®  of  "Proceedings  of  the  Ancrican.'Thilogophical  A8sociatic>n",  not  available  at  this
writing.)    ERS  Philosophy  Comit,tee  Chairman  ED  HOPKINS  8ugge3ts  getting  thel.e  at,  about  9  A.M.  to

fi:#3;:8}:terature  and  find  out  whore  to  be  at  10  A.H.    Our  previous  issue  provided  the  ERS  program


