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ERS'B  new  address  (27).  We  nominate  Dir`®ct,ol.g  (40).   An  asterisk  in  left,  column  indicates  a  req.uest.   Index  is  at  end.   .

ANNUAL  imTING  (1883)
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(5)

June  24~26  at  Mcrmaster.   For  the  infomation  prctvided  in  t,he  previous  nei.iBletter,   see   (41).  We  have  no  aLdditional
information,  except t,hat  we  think  we've  found  the  cheapest  ray
U.S.   Post,al  Money  Order

Deductible  e

(by  far)  to  send  payment,  in  CanaLdian  funds:  by

ense  reminder.  Membel.a  whose  presence  is  e88ential  to  the  conduct  of  the  IT,eeting  are  entitled  to
treat  the cost  of  at,tending it  as  a  deduct,ible  expense  on  t,a]c  returns.  That  would  include  officers,  directors,
committ,ee  chaimen,   and  anyone  else  who  might  be  giving  a  report  at,  the  meet,ing.

REpORTs   FROM  cormlTTEEs

Science  Comittee (Alex  Defy,   Chairman) :

Alex's  chief  act,ivit,y  recent,ly  has  been  on  the  Subject  of  accidental  nuclear  war.  See  ( 8 ).
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The  basic  reason  for.  the  ams  race  i8  fear  of  the  other  side.  Yet,  what,  do  we  lmow  about  the  ot,her  aide?
The  Report,  t,ells  us  t,hat  ''...a majorit,y  of  t,he  mling  political  bodies  of  the  two  sides  have  never  visited
t,he  country  of  the  other."  The  12-page  Report  aims  t,o  encoul`age  Congressional  t,I.avel  to  the  Soviet  Union
wit,h  a view to  achieving  a better  und®r'standing  -  and  a  lessening  of  fear ~  of  the  adversary.

BR  AT  cAMBRIDca

o8tleg  were  the  source  of  ER's  greatest,  delight  while  at  Carferidge.  As  he  says  in  his  Autobiography
Dost,on :  Little, Brown.Volume  I,1957.   pp.91-92):

The  greatest happiness  of my  time  at  Cambridge  was  con-
nected with a body whom its members ±new as "The Society,"
but which outsiders, if thev knew of it, called "The Apostles.7'
This was a small discussion society, containing one or tvyo people

from each year on the average, wbich met every Saturday night.
It has existed since  1820, and has had as members most of the

people  of  any  intellectual  eminence  who  have  been  at  Cam-
bridge  since  then.  It  is  by  way  of  being  secret,  in  order  tbat
those who are being considered for election may be unaware of
the fact.  It was owing to the existence of The  Society that I  so

soon  got  to  know  the  people  best  worth  knowing,  for  White.
head was  a member, and told the younger members  to  investi-

jSRusseu  Society  News,  a  quart,erly  (Lee  Eisler,  Edit,or):  RD  i,   hex  409,Coopersburg,   PA   18036
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gate Sanger and me on account of our scbolarship papers.  \`'ith
rare exceptions,  all the members  at any one  time  \\-ere close  per-

sonal  friends.  It w-as  a principle in discussion  that  there were  to

be  no  taboos,  no  limitations,  nothing  considered  shoching,  no

barriers  to  absolute  freec}i3m  of  speculation.   \Ve  discussed  all

mazi.ner of things, no doubt with a certain immaturity, but with

a  detachment  and  interest  scarcely  possible  in  later  life.  The
meetings  would  general!}.  end  at)out  one  o`clock  at  night,  and

after  that  I  `v-ould  pace  up  and  down  the  cloisters  of  `Teville.s

Court for hour with one or  tivo  other members.  We  took  our-
selves  perhaps  rather  seric>usly,  for  we  considered  that  the  vir-

tue of intellectual honesty  t'v.as in our keeping.  LTndoubtedly, we

achieved  more  of this  than  is  common  in  the  `+`orld,  and  I  am
inclined  to  thinl  that  the  best  intelligence  of  Cambridge  has
been  notable in  this  respect.  I  was  elected  in  the  middle  of m7

second  year,  not  having previously  known  that  suck  a  societ}-
existed,  though  the members  were  all  intimately  knowD  to  m€
already.

MLay   1983

Things  change.  We  do  not  recognize  the  Apostles  of  Ru9sell's  day  aLs  they  are  described  in  a  cur.rent  book  review.
The  book  reviewed  is  ''After  Long  Silence"  by  michael  Straight   (NY:  Norton).   The  review  i8  by  H.   Trevor-Roper,
identified  by  The  b'ow  York  Review  of  Books  --  in  which  the  review  appeared  (3/31/83,  pp3-7)  -  as''Ma8ter  of
Petal.house,  Cambridge.   Author  of  'Hermit  of  Pekin',   'The  last  I)ays  of  Hitler','The  Rise  of  Christian  Eurcre',
and   'Princes  arid  ArtistBI."

The  following  excerpts
^s   is   well   known,   (he   most   prolifii.

brcoding  ground  for  sui`h  moles  was  at
Cambridge   UnivcTtity.    Why   was    this?

On   the  face  of  it.  Oxford  would  have
.teemed  more  promising.  Oxford  was  (he
scene  of  the  faint)Lis  Union  debate.   JLtst

before  that,  the Oxford  University  Com-
milnisl   Socjcty-the  "October  C-lub.I-
l`tad   been  dissolved  by  authority:   an  in-
vitation   to   its    members   to   go   under-

Br(iund.    Oxford    is    traditionally    more
political   thali   C..ambridgc.   But   Oxford,
as  far  as  wc  know.  produced  no  Russian
spies.   whcrcas   Cambridge  con   glory   in
the  names  of  Burgess.  Maclcan,  Philby,
Blunt,  not  {o  speak  of smaller  fry.  How
are   we   to   accoiiiil   for   lhis?   Was   il   a
mere   accident:   the   presence   of   a   par-
LiculaTly    expert     angler     at     that     well-

stocked  pool?  Or  was  it  the  consequence
of some perlicular quality or the place?

The   two   aT`cient   universities   of   Eng-
Land,   as   Macau]ay   wrote,   have   always
had   djs(ii.cl   characteTs.   Oxford.   in   this

ccnlllry,   has   bccn  Baycr.   more  sophisti-
i`alcd,    rnoTc   cosmopolitan:    ideas    thcrc
overflow.  collide  and  mingle  with  olhcr
idcas,  and  are  dilulcd  or  complicated  in
(he  procc`s.  Camhritlgc  is  more  esoteric
and    intense,    even    solipsistic:    its    ideas

(whcTe    they    exist)    ga(her    steam    and
build  up  pre``s\ire  in  the  sealed  tcsl  tubes
of   introvI>rt€d   c.jlerles.   It   is   difriciilt   to

imagine  lhc  pllLl{)iopliy  of  a.E.   Mo()re,
with   iL`s  .ompLacem  i`ul(  of  "goer  stai(cs

do  not  give  t,he  gist,  of  the  review,  but  are  +he  passages  that,
or  inind."   Qr   the  sanctimonious   lcach-
iiig  of  E.M.  FOTster,  with  its  subordlna-
tion  of public  vlrtu..  [o  private  relations,
beilig   rei`cived   in   Oxford.   And   wl`al   is

olie    lo    say    of    the    "Aposllcs,"    the

carc8iou6     sccrct     socicly    of    s.lf-pcr-
petuatjng.       self-8dii`Iriiig       narcissi       to
whii.li   Moorc  and   Fora(cr,   Burgess  aild
Blunt.   belonged?   Coiild   it   have  existed
ai   Oxford?   Would   il    not   thcrc   have
been  blown  up  froin  wilhin,  or  laughed
oilt  ol` exi`stence?

i€            *            i+            Ji         ?,

vtr,    S.raigh[    had
already  fTie(  Blunt  aft.ri  visit   to  Russia.
sponsorcd    by    a    colnm`il`ist    student,
earlier   in   Lha(   year.   and   sooi`   hc   was
friendly    with    both    him   and   Burgess.
New(   ye&i`,    hc    fou[id   hilnsclf   ct)-upted
into  the  secret   society   of  the   Apastler
and    could    be    scrutinized    closely    by
`licm.     Burgess     had    by    then    publicly
bl.okcn  wiLh  the  Communis.  Party  and,
as  a   blind,   was  movin8  ln   rcac(ioi`ary,
not    to   say    Nazi,    circles.    Phifoy   and
Maclean,     wc     may     note,     were     no(
Aposlles.    C`onscquen!ly    they    did    not
conic  his  way.  Apos(lcs  were  hardly  cx-

pectcd    to    know    anyone    ouLsidc    the
society.  As  one  of  them  once  raid,  when
asked  a question  about o(her  undergrad-

i]ates.   "Ttiere  arc  no  othcT  undergradu-
®tes . . `

Mr.   Straight   has   a  delic8tc   serise   of

irony  and   I   perli.`ularly  ciijoved  his  ac-
i`ount  of  this  absurd  sei`re{  society.   Like
most   univcrsity   societies,    il   had   origi-
nally   been   founded   (jn   lhc   carly   nine-
lecnth   century)   with   a   serious   purpo"

(the   laicization   of   tlie   univeriity),   and
had  not  been  secret  at  all.!  But-again
like    mos(    uni`'crsity    3orictics-it    li8d

qiiickly    bccomc    purely    social.    It    had
also  bccomc  secret  and  complacclitly  cx~
elusive.   One   (if  the   silliesl   members   in
Mr.      Straight's     time     was     lhe     then

provost    of    Kings.    I.T.    Shc|.paid,    a
third-rate  classical  scholar.  According  to
Sheppard,   in   order   to   bc   an   Apostle.
one   had   to   bc   "verjJ   brilljam   and   ex-
/r?me/y   nice."   There   was   an   initja(ion
ceremony  and  a  I.earful  oath;  the  initiate

prayed    that   his    soul    m`ght    writhe   in
`Incndurable  pain  for  lhc  rest  of  elcrnity
il   hc  .so  much  as  brc8thed  a  word  abo.Jt
the   sot`icty   to   anyone   who   wac   not   a
member.   When   Mr.   Stmight   rcmarkrd
that   this   seemed   a
'Sec    Hugh    Sykes

bit    liarsh.

Davics,    "Apaslolic
ty:._l_cr."   _in  Cambridge  Review. -MOLy  1.
1982. and June 4,1982.

Shcpprrd  rcas8ured  hun:' '.You  see,"  hc
exphined,   "our  aEBth   was   writtcn   al   &
til7ic   when   il   was   thou8P[   Lo   bc   most
unlikely   !h&t   .   mcmbe]   of  the   strelcly
would   speak   to   anyon.   wlto   wee   not
Aposlolic."    Such   wu    the   sc!J-i`ons(i-
tuted  clite  which,  by  now,  had  becoinc

relate  t,c>  the  Apostles.
[h¢   onvclope   for   .n   even   more   sci`rc(
cell:   lhe  i`ryplo-communi.s!   rc.`muitcl-s   of

Russian spies.

tf             it          i`              #             )r

JJ)    1949,    at    an    Airo3tles    tliJinor    in
London.  Straight  igQin  met  BurgesS  ar`d
Blunt,  ai`d   nexl  day  a  crucial  L.onv¢rra-
Llon   took   place.   Burgess   wq   eager   to
cilsurc   tl`at   Straight   would   not   betray
tlt¢m,  all(1  Slt-aighl,   havirig  been  assured
that  both  were  now  inacijvc-thal  BIum
had  rctuncd  to  arl  hi.`tory  and  Burger.`
was  about  to  leave  the  Foreign  Servii`c  --

gave   or   implicd  .such   an   asL`uralicc.    Ii]
I.ai`t   Burgess   did   n6[   lea/e   the   Foreigri
Service and  Blunt  dicl  iiot  i.case  to  act  as
his    acoomplii.c.    But    Straight    did    iiot
betray  lhem-a(  leas(   not  ycL.

i(-           i(-               3:-                   il                   -X

For  this   reason,   although   I  can  for-
give   their   error   and   even,   at   a   pinch,
their   treachery,   I   cannot   forgive   their

arrogance.   The   picture   of   the   priestly
Blunt,  with  his  thin  precise  voice,  ordcr-
mg  the  lives  of  others  at  the  bchest  of
"our  friends"  in  the Kremlin and laying

a   paternal   hand   on   their   shoulders   as
they  leave  his  presence,  will  remain  with

me  as  the  perfect  icon  of  a  Cambridge
Apostle  in  i937.  So  might  St.  Paul  have
sent   Timothy   to   the   Christian   cells   of
Greece,   or   the   Jesuit   general   sped   a
doomed   missionary  to  the  secret   priest
holes of Elizabethan Eng!aTjd.                    I

The  decline  of  the  Apostles  began  soon  af+.er  rm's  time.   Actually,   he  was  aware  of  it,,   for  r`,a,  wr.it,es   (pp.94~95):

Some  things  became  considerably  diffcreut   in   the  Society
shortly after my time.

The tone of the generation  some ten .Years junior to  my own
was set mainly by Lytton Strachcy and Keynes. It is surrJrjsing

how  great  a  change  in  mental  climate  those  ten  years  had
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brought.  We  were  still  Victorian;  they  were  Edwardian.  We
believed in ordered progress  by means  of politics  and  free  dis-
cussion.  The more self-confident alnong us  may have  hoped  to
be leaders of the multitude, bilt none of us wished to be divorced

from  it.  The  gener{ition  of  Keynes  and  I.ytton  did  not  seek  to

rji.csei.ve any kinship with the Philistine. They aimed rzitht'r at a
life ()f retirement among fine shades and  nice feelings,  And con-

ceived of the good  as consisting in the I)assiomte mutual  ndmi-
rations  of  a  clique  of  the  6]itc.

yny  1983

BR  ADMrm

(6)
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and  Professor  of  Political  Science  at,  HIT,  and  a  former  I)irector  of  the  Defense  Department's  Weapons  Systems
Evaluation  Group  -continues :

He-had   a   distinguished   career   in
chemistry,  as is attested by the honors
he    received:    medals,    including    the
Medal    of    Science    from    President
Johnson  and  the  Priestl}`  medal;  hon-
orary  degrees  and  membership  in  the
distinguished  scientific  societies.  But  I

am   ill-qualified   to   comment   on   the

purel}'  scientific  aspect  of  Kistiakou.-
sky's  life  or,   for  that  matter,  on  his
contribution   to  the  Manhattan  Pro-

ject    and    other   go\.ernm€nt    service
during   World   War   11,   for   ui'hicli   he
received    the   Medal    of   Merit    from
Presidem  Truman.

Although I  first became acquainted
w'ith  him  in  1958  when  I  u'as  working

in chemistr}' at  Har\.ard,  it was during
the   ensuing  24   years   that   I   came  to
know him well.  both as a  friend  and as

a   comrade-in-arms   in  what   was  the
consuming  passion  of  his  later  years:
hls  effort  to  prevent  nuclear  war.  It  is
to  this  period  of his  life  that  I  turn.

Kis[iakowsky   went   to  Washington
in mid-1959 as Presidem Eisenhower's
sclence ad\'isor and as chairman of the
President's    Science   Advisory-   Com-
mittee.   He  brought  with  him  incisi\'e
knowledge    of    militar}'    technology,

gained   through   his   w.artime   experi-
ence  and,  later,  ser\'ice  on  a  number
of advisory  groups,  including  Sc`ience
Advisor}' Committee panels,  concern-
ed  with  missile and  c)ther military pro-

grams.  But  he  brought  something else
tha(  was  prohabl}  e\'en  more  impor-
tant  to  his  relationship  uith  the  Presi-

dent,  Eisenhov,er  is  reported  to  ha\'e
said   that   the   scientists  were  the  only

group  that  had  come  to  Washington
to  serve  the  country  rather  than  their
own   interests.   It  was  the  Presiden['s

appreciation  of  this  quality,  coupled
with   hard   work   and   healthy   skepti-
cism,  that  made  Kistiakou.sky  and  his

predecessor,   Jim  Kil]ian,   so  influen-
tial   with   Eisenhower.   and   that   gave

them  such  weight  in  dealing  w.ith  the
hard sell of the military and aerospace
contractors    during    that    period    of
almost   unrestrained   interest   in   mis-
silcs,  space  and  other  exotic  technol-
ogles.  Would  that  there were such  sci-
entists in Washington today-and po-
litica]    leadership   that    valued    those

qualities.
Kistiakou.sky   left   Washington   at

the  end  of  the  Eisenhower  Adminis-
tration  u.ith  the  Medal  of  Freedom,
with a  broader view of the world,  and
with   a  \er}'   considerable  amount   of

political savv}' which  h€ was puckishly
wont  to  downpla}'  When  it  served  his

purposes-for  example,   in  testifying
before    Congressional    Committees.

He also  left  with  a  concern,  much  in
creased   since   I   had   first   met   him,
about  the  danger  of nuclear  war  and
the  futility-indeed   insanity-of  the
arms race.  In testifying on the Nucler"
Test  Ban  Treat}`  of  1963  he  said:

"I  do  not  believe that  we or  any

other  nation  can  find  real  security  ij``
a continuing  arms  race ....  To
speak  of winning  such  a  conflict  is
to  misuse  tlie  language:  only  a  Pyr-
rhjc  \Jictory  could  be  achieved  in  a
nuclear  war."

lie continued  so to believe for the re```T
of his  life.

After  his  return  to  Harvard.  Kis[}'
continued   to   serve  as  a   government
advisor   until   1967   when,   thorough-
ly    disillusioned    by    e\.ents    in    Viei
nam,  he  made  a  clean  break  with  the
Administration.

He  then   turned   to  Working   for  i:
change  in  pc)lic}.  relaLting to both  Viet

nan   and   the   nuclear   arms   race   b\-

speaking  out  in  public,  by  efforts  to
seciire    the    election    of    like-minded

people  to  the  Congress  and  b}.  trying
to  influence   those  already   in   office.

He  found  a channel  for his endeavors
in  the Council  for a  Livable World,  of.
which  he was chairman  from  1977 un-
til   his   death,   and   lo   which   he   was
de\,oted.

Kistiakowsky's  friends  were  legjon,

but  there were also people and  institu-
tions about  which  he had  s(rong nega-
tive  feelings;  and  he  was  not  reticent

about   making   those  feelings   known.
Among   American   institutions,   there
were probably.  none  that  so infuriated
him  as  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis-

sion   and   its   successor   agencies.   He
was  appalled  by  the  Oppenheimer  af-
fair;  by  the  Commission's  coverup  of
the  fallout  problem  in  the  1950s;  and
finally  by  its  persistent  and  often  de-
\'ious  efforts  to  prevent  the  cessatlon
of  testing   of   nuclear   weapons.   And
I   do   not   remember   his   ha\'ing   said
many kind words -none, after Cambo-
dia -about President  Ni.\on or Henry
Kissinger.

Although he was feist}' and on occa-
sion   irascible,   Kisty   w'as  also  a  man
of  great  charm,  warmth  and  humor.
And,  I  should  add,  a  man  With  some
\anity.  On  visiting  my  home  once,  he

said  to  me  that  he  was  pleased  to  see
that  my  cop}'  of his  book,  A  Sf/`cn//.s/
al  the  W'hi[e House,  v`a.s ne`\  \o Ber\-
rand  Russell's  memoirs,  and  that  [ha`
was  an  appropriate  place  for  it.   Just
this  week  I  learned  that  he  had  placed

the book  there while I  had been   out of
the   room.   But   he   was  right.   He  be.
longed    in   the   company   of   Russell.
Like  Russell,  he  was  one  of that  small

group of scientists with  good taste not
only  in  research  problems-all  great
scientists  have  that,  almost  b}'  defini-
tion-but  witri   good   taste  in  hou'  tt>

spend  their  lives.  in  deciding  \`hat  tr\
be  for and  against;  and  in  the couragi
to  act,  based  on  their  con\ictions.

(Thank   you,   BOB   DAVIS)
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The  Pugwash  Conferences  were  BR's  idea.   In  organizing  them,  BR  rag  gI`eat,ly  asgi8ted  by  Professor  Joseph  Rotblat,
about  when  BR  says,   in  his   Put,obiograr`hy  (NY:Simon  &  Schuster,1969,   Volume   Ill,   p.   98):

He  wag,   and  still  is,   an  eminent   physicist  at  t,he  Medical  College  of  St.   Bartholomew's  Hcspital  and
Executive  Vice-President,  of  the  At,omic  Scientist,s'   Association ....   I  have  often  wctrked  closely  wit,h
Professor  Rotbiat  and  I  have  coJne  to  admire  him  greatly.  He  ca.n  have  few  r'ivals  in  t,he  courage  and  int,egrity
and  complete  9elf~abnegation  with  which  he  has  given  up  his  oim  career  (in  which,  however,  he  st,ill
renains  eminent)  t,o  devote  himself  to  conibatt,ing  the  nuclear  peril  as  well  as  other  allied  evils.   If
ever  t,he8e  evils  are  el`edicat,od  and  int,ernational  affairs  are  st,raightened  out,  his  name  should  Stand
very  high  indeed  among  the  heroes.

The  Conferences  vel.e  not,  official  meetings  c)f  government  representatives  or  agoncios,   and  had  t,a  be  fimnced
privat,ely.   The  cc>8t,a  of  the  first  C,onference  were  paid  by  Cyr.us  Eator„   a  wealthy  industrialist,.   The  Conference
t,ock  place  in  the  toim  where  he  w&8  born,   Pugwash,  Nova  Scotia.

Professor.  Rot,blat  has  writt,en  ''A  History  of  the  Pugrnish  Conferences''.   A`ctually,  t,hat  i8  not,  the  t,itle  of  a  book;
it,  is  the  sub-title.  The  title  is   ''Scientists  in  the  Quest  for  Peace"  (NIT  Press,  Cambridge,  Mass.   and  London,
Fmgland,1972).  Here  are  t,he  first  paragraphs  of  the  Preface,   r6llowed  by-the  Suming  Up:

Preface

pugr.ash   is   an   lnternatlonal  movement,   started   ln   1957,   involving  some   of
the   a,ost   famous   men   of   leamlng   and   almlng   to   ensure   that   tr,ariklnd  will
not  destroy   itself .     Yet   few  people,   other   than  its   partlclpants,   are
auare  of  its   existence.     The   cause   of   this  obscurity  lies  wlthln   the  Pug-
wash  Movement   itself .     Anonymity   ls   the  prli=e  paid   for  bringing  eminent
sc|eritlsts   together  and   getting  them  to  talk   f reely  and  without   lnhiti|tlon
on  natters  which   are  of  deep   concern   to   them  I)ut   on  which   they   are  not
necessarily  experts.     Such  talks   can  be  effective.   and   generate  original
ideas.   only   lf   the  Partlclpant§   do  not  have   to  worry   t}T.at  what   they   say
nay  be   taken   don.rn   and   publlsbed,   more   likely   than  r`.c>t   ln   a   distorted
fash|ori.      For   this   rer3Son   the  meetings   are  private   and   the  Press   not   ad-
mitted.      But   lf   the   Press   IS   excluded,Its   memt)ers   do   not  tiv.rite   at>out
them,   and  hence   the   ignorance   of   the  publlc'  about  Pug`'ash.

There   are  other  organizations  which  debate   the   same   lssiles   in  public,   in
front  of  a  vide  audience  and   ln   full   glare   of   the  nass  media.     But   usually
the  dlscusslons   tlirn  into  speeches   for  the  benefit   of   the  audience,   and
little  original   thinking  takes  place;   on  the  whole  such  gatherings   are
less  coriduclve  to  the  etDergence  of  new  concepts   than   a   triie   confrontation
of  nlnds,  with  cross-fertllizatlon  of  ideas,   1n  a  small  meeting  round  a
t ab le ,

S|?Ofl?I+G   un

|n   the   course   of   15   years.   the   Pugr.'asti   Conferences   on   Science   and   1\torld
Affairs   have  becc)ne   established   as   an   lrportant   aJld   ef fectlve   channel   of
cormunlcatlon  becw`een   scientists   for   the   study   and   discussion  of  rr`any   of
the   complex   issues   which   c`or`front   Tr,an+'`ind   at   ttle   present   tiTne.      Tt\e   I)ar~
tlclpatlon   in   these   conferences   of   eTrdnent   sclei`tlsts   frc>m   F,ast   and   L'est,
and   the   constructive   proposals  wlilcti   have   emerged   frc)in  the   discussions,
particularly  ln   relation   to   disam,?nen[,   have   secured   for   ttie   PuLquash   Con-
ferences   the   respect   of   the   scientific   com.iunity,   of   gc>vemrr\ents.   and   of
many   sectors   of   society.      The   name   "Pugwash"  has   become   a   synl)ol   of   suc-
cessful   lnternatlonal   debate   on   ccintrove`.sial   issues,    and   the   conferences
are   cited   as   a  model   for   similar  ef forts   ln   other   fields   of  liuman   rela-
t ic,ns .

The   siiccess   of   the   PugL.ash   Conferences   ls   the   result   of   resolute  efforts
of   a  group   of   sclentlsts,   detemined   to   retain   an   independent   and   uTiblased
outlook,   and   anxious   to  build  and   consolidate   international  understanding
and   co-operation.     The   Pugwash   Confererices   have   shorn   that   lt   ls   possible
to  apply   the  scientlflc  approach,  which  tias  proved  so  successful   1r`  sci-
ence   and   technc)logy.   to   problems  which   are   only   lndlrectly   related   to   sci-
ence.     They  have   shown   that   even  when   dealing  with  highly   cor`troversial
matters.   it  ls  possible   to  tell   the  truth,   without  being  abusive,   to  be
candid,   without   trying  to  embarrass,   provided  that   there   is   a  common   ap-
proach  based  on   sclen[1fic`objectivlty   and   mutual   respect.
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Another   aspect   of   the  Pugwash  Movement   is   that   lt   represents   an  excursion
into  a  new  type  of  activity  by  scientists,   the  fulfilment  of  their  social
responsibllitles.     Tt`e  important   role  played  tjy  science   ln  modem  society.
and   the  special  opportunities   and   competence  of   scientists,   put  on  them
the  duty  to  help  nanklnd  to  avert   the  dangers  which  are  arising  froii`  tlle
progress  of  science  and  technology.   and   to  assist   ln   the   developtnent   of
a  new  world,   1n  which  the  beneficial   applications   of  science   can  t>e   fully
developed.

Since   1955,   when   the   Russell-Einstein  Mar`1festo  was   issued,   the  world
'sltuatlon,   a6  far  as  lt  affects  the  alns  of  Pugr'ash,  has  changed  consld-
erably.     All  nations  nonl  accept  the  view   that   a  nuclear  War  would  be   an
unmltlgated   catastrophe.   and   that  no  side  would  emerge  as   a  real  victor
from  such  a  War.     Much  has  also  been  achieved  ln  bringing  nations   together
to  talk  about  various  aspects  of  world  security.     whereas   at  the  beginning
Pugwa9h  was   the  only   channel  of  colrmunicatlon  betueen  East   and  West   for
debate  on   these   issues,  nowadays  many  charmels   are  open,   and  with  the  ln-
clusion  of  China  in  the  United  Nations,   there   are   great  tiopes  of  extending
tbe  lines  of  comiunlcatlon.

Above   all,   there  has  been   a  dramatic  change   in  the   attitude   and   the  ln-
volvetnent  of  scientists   ln  Issues   facing  mankind.     Stimulated  t)y  Pugwash
ln  some  measure,   many   scientists  have  made   the   study   of   the  prottlems   of
disar"arnent   and   arTns   control   their  main  occupation.     The  increasing  aware-
ness   ln  soclecv  of  the   ititportance  of  research  on  peace   and  conflict,   has
resulted   ln  the  sectlng  up  of  a  number  of  rlatlonal,   and  a  few  lnterna-
tlonal,   lust-1tutes,  where  scholars   from  both  the  social  and  the  natural
sciences  carry  out   full-time  research  on  these  problems.     The  usefulness
of  closer  lntematlonal  collaboration  ln  science  and  technology  ls  often
linked  with  the  need  to  establish  a  t`etter  cllmare   for  East-West  under-
8tariding  and  good  ulll,   and  this  has  brought   forth  projects   for  riew  ln-
gtltutlons,   from  an  lnternatlonal  university  to  regional  Institutes,   and
many  sclentlscs  are  Involved  ln  their  planning.     Other  sclentlsts,   re-
sponding  to  the  reallzatlon  by  society  of  the  importance  of  a  proper  or-
ganization  of  science,  have  made  science  policy  their  chief  interest  arid
became  professionally  involved  ln  §clence  planning  and  admlnlstration.
The  special  probletDs  of  developing  co`mtrles  have  been  taken  up  a§   a  sub-
ject  of  Study  by  social  sclentl§ts  ln  unlversltles  and  academies  of  scl-
3nce.     In  the  affluent   countries,   society  ls  becoming  lncreaslngly  con-
cerned  with  sotrte  negative  aspects   of  the  peaceful   applications  of  sclencc!r
e.g.,   pollution  of  the  envlroriment,   or  the  possible  interference  with  the
natural  evolution  of  mankind  by   "genetic  englneerlng";   many  sclentlscs
are  worried   about   the  possible  misuses   for  war  purposes  of   their  acaclenlc
research  and  often  find  that  their  pursuits  pose  before  them  many  new
moral  and  ethical  problems.     This  has  given  rise   to  the  setting  up  of  so-
cletles   speclf lcally  concerned  with  the  social  responslbllltles  and  moral
obllgatlons  of  sclentlsts.

All   these  developments  mean  that   one  of  the  al{ns   of  Pugrash,   to  get  sclen-
tlsts   to   think  and  work  on  the  various  aspects  of  the  impact  of  science  or
§oclety,   has  been  largely  achieved,   and  lt  tr`ay  be  argued   that  Pugwash
Should  now  retire  and  hand  over  the   remalnlng  tasks   to   these  professional
or  speclallzed  bodies.     On  the   other  hand,1t  tnay  be  argued  that  the
uniqueness   of  Pugwash   as   an  "amateur"  body,   1n  bringing  together  lndl-
viduals  without   corrmltments   and   allegiances,   and   the  very   fact   that   over
the  years   lt  managed   to  maintain   its   independence  and  yet   retain  the  con-
fidence   of  governments   ln  both  East   and  West,   are   sufficiently  compellinri
reasons   to   continue   its   existence.      In   any   case,   the  main   aims  of   Pugwash
are   still   to  be   fulfilled.     Although   the   foreboding  of   lrmlr`ent   catastrop!±`'
expressed   in   the   Ru`ssell-Elnsteiri  Manifesto  has  not   come   triie,   and  we  have
managed   to   avoid   a  world-wide   conflagration   so   far--1n   a   sITiall   part   per-
haps   thantr`s   to   the   e}:ister.ce   of   Pugwash--the   dangers   facing  mankind  have
not   disappeared.     The   ariT`s   lace   continues   unabated,   and   is   indeed   acceler-
ating;    the   sop\1stication   of  weapc`tis   of  mci.ss   destructictn   and   c)f   their
means   of   delivery   ls   lricreasinf!,   n<iking   an   accidental   o`|tl`reak   of  war
ever  tnore  probable.      The   discrer,a:icy   in   the   standard   of   living  tietweel`
nations   ls   increasing,   ratt\cr   than   decreasing.     The  world   is   in   a   turTnoll.
with   the   ideological   dif ferences   as   pronounced   L`.s   ever,    aTid  with  many
local   conflicts   threatening   to   engulf   the  wt`ole   globe.      Clearly,   the   lni-
[ial   aims   of   P`ugr`asti.,   as   expri-ssed   in   the   P`ussell-Elnstelr.   Manifesto   and
ln   the   Vienna  Declaration,   are   still   to  be   achieved,   and   this   alone   calls
for   further   and  more   lnterisc  ef forts  t)y   scieT`tists   f ron   all   countries   and
various   disciplines   to   fulfill   these   objectives.      Pugr-ash   rerr.alns   one   of
t+.e   rr,c>st   effective   ve+iicles   for   such   efforts.

By   increasir`g   the   scope   of   its   act:ivlties,   and  by  bringing   ln   more   scien-
tists,   yoimg   ar)d   dyriamle   as  uell   as   senior   and   respectable,   Pugr'asti,   with
its   `mique   structure,   world-wide   links,   and   established   repi.tatioT`   for   ob-
jc;ctivity   and   independence,   could   serve   as   the   rallying  poir`t   for   the   dl-
`'ci-se   activities   of  scientists.     It   could  be   the   cerltral   forum   for   critique
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of   efforts  by   other   groups   of  sclentlsts,   assessment   of   their   results,
3T\cl   generation   of   new   ideas.      Thus,   PugTWTash   could   becone   the   source   of
irisi`,iration   and  hope   for   tile   strivlnp,s   of   scientists   to   create   a   stable
ar,d   happy   future   for   rr,anklnd.

Professor  Rotblat  will  receive  the  1983  Bertrand  missell  Society  lward.  See  `32j.
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ON   iruclEAR  WAR

Accidental  nuclear  war  is  a
colleagues,  Dean  Babst

pc>s6ibility  that   BRS  fcienco  Comit,tee  Chairman,   Alex  Dely  --  and  his
and  David  Krieger  --    have  been  invest,igating.   I.ast  issue  we  reprinted  his  2

*::::n:°:r:::; "v::::::a;I o:d&:::::: „t iR¥#:a:)W::P:: B::::I:£::9;f°E±:CS=g::::I ¥:: gdA :g¥:::taraL
War  Assessment  Center  (rsN37~6b).

Alex  pciints  out  that  conce.lil  about  the  possibility  of  accident,al  nuclear  war  is  not,  new.  He  Sent,  us  the
1960  I.tel.shon  Report,   produced  by  t,he  Mershon  Prc)gram  at,  Ohio  St,ate  Universit,y.   The  Pr.ogram,   funded  by  t,he
lot,a  Colonel  Ralph  Her.shon,   conduct,s  research  into  al.eas  vital  t,o  U.S.  national  8ecurit.v.

The  Repc>rt  was  republish,ed.  in  England,  in  1960,   jointly  by  'I'he  Campaign  in  Oxfc)rd  University  for  Nuclear
I)i8armanent,   and  Housmans,   Publishers  and  Bc)oksellBrs.   It,  has  an  int,roduction  by  ER:

INTRODUCTION
by

BERTRAND     RUSSELL

I  am  very glad  that the  Mershon  Report  entitled Accidental W.r:
Some   Dangers   in   tlie   I.60'S   is   being   printed   in   England   by   the

Campalgn    in    Oxford    University    for   Nuclear    Disarmament   .nd
Housmans     ln  spite  of  the  extreme  sobriety  of  this  Report.  and  its

obvious    desire    for   ob/ectjvity.    the    document    is   one    which    no

candid   reader  can   study  without  the   utmost   alarm.    It   takes,   one

by  one,  the  various  ways  in  which  an  unintended  general  war  may

break   out      Among   these   are   the   spread   of   a   limited   war   and
dlplomatjc  miscalculation.   These  causes  alone.  according  to  a  Senior

milltary   analyst  who   is   quoted,   give   an   even   chance   of   a   general

nuclear  war  during  the  next  ten  years.   Sheer  accidents  are  anoth.r

sort     of     danger.      Anti-aircraft     missiles     have     been     accidentally

launched   at   least   twice.    False   radar   warnings   have   occurred   fre-

quently   and    are   likely   to   occur   even    more   frequently   as    radar
becomes   more   sensitive.    These   false   warnings   have   hitherto   sent
manned  bombers  on  their  murderous  mission.   These  were  recalled

when  the   mistake  was  discovered,   but  they  .re   being   replaced   by

missiles   which   cannot  be   recalled.

All   these   dangers,   to   my   mind,   are   f.r   less   threatening   th.n
what  the  Report  heads  as  ''Human  Aberr.tion!".   We  are  told  that
in   the   unlted   States  43   per   cent   of   medical   discharges   from   the

armed  forces  are  for  psychiatric  caiises  and  that,  neverthele!s.  there
is  no  psychological  screening  for  men  who  are  going  to  occupy  the

most   delicate   and   responsible   posts.    It   is   pointed   out   that   Such

men,  if  in  any  degree  unbalanced,  are  likely  in  a  time  of  tension  to

act   with   fatal   rashness.    What   is   even   worse   is   that   men   whom

American   authorities  consider  sane  would   not  be   !o  considered   in

any   less   hysterical   atmosphere.    The   United   States   Government   ii

Inaugurating  a  campaign  of  civil  defence  and,  in  order  to  further  it.

is  sending  instructors  to  all  parts  of  the  country  to  per!uade  people,
falscly,  that  5helterl  may  keep  them  alive.   What   in!truction  tti.se

ins:ructors   ,..',71=   gi``e   is   Qe(ermlnea   by   a   supi'eme   ins(ruc€er,   Dr

Hurt,   (he   C3;:   Rtdge   Na(ional   Laboratory   psychologis(.    Some   o8

the  remarks  which  those  whom  he  Instructs  are  to  spread  through-
ou(  the  country  are  worth   quo(ing:

'`Tt\e  good-goodies  and   lI`e   fancy   Pari\s  ~  the   bralns

mlnus  the  brown-ore  most  apt   lo   roll   by   .hc   woysldc
whcnwa(comes.     Nollrwarcomes-)ustwhen.     There
wlll   be  war  .  .  .    I.  IS  Just   a   question   of  when,   and   lI\e
moln  .Inng  we  have  to  fear  is people outofconlrol ~ even
mo(e  than  the  atom  out or control  .  .  .   I  recommend  lha.
everyone  wllh  a  foll-out  sl.eller lnclude a gun  ln lI`e  cqulp-
meat   .  .        /  rccommcnd   shoot/ng   anyone    who    trics    Io
invade  a  fall-ou.  shcl`er.I.

(TI\e  Oak  Rldger.  Nov.mber  8.1961)

I   am   afraid   .hat   Dr.   Hurt   is   considered   Sane.    With   such   men

engaged   in   manufacturing   fanatics.   it  is   almost   Inevitable   that   in   .

time   of   tension   some   excitable   people   in    responsible   posts   will

feel   that   individual   initiative   is  called   for  to  force  the  Government

to   take  action.

Anyone   who   requirei   new   materlal   for  nightmares   should   bear

in   mind   the   following   statements   which   have   been   made   by   men

in   positions  of  critical   responsibility.  and   which   reflec(  the  vlews  of

[heir  colleagues  around   the  world :

Admiral   Radford :
"I  d.mand      .  .   Iotal  victory  over   llie  Communlst  system   -    nol

sto/cmate."

ln  other  words,  war.

General   Nathan   Twining:
"If it  wer.  no.  for  .he  polltlciam   I   would  se.tle  the  war  ln  one

afternoon  by  bomblng  Soviet  Russla...

General  Orvil  Anderson,  Commander  of  the  Air  War  College :
•.I  would  be  happy  to bomb Russlo. just give me the order to do I.."

These  statements  are  the  ravings  of  men  in  power.   See  New  York
''Nation.',  October  28.1961.  .'juggernaut:  The  W.rfire  S(ate''.

Tt`e  sombre  concluiion   is   that,   unless   the  pollcles  of   the   Great

Powers  are  radically  changed  within  the  next  few  years.  the  ch.nco.

of   humin   survival   are   very   slight.



Paf!e   7 Russell   St>ciet.v  News,   No.   38
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Hum.A  optiml.in  dld  li.rd:  t®  fly.  bu(  on.  .I.mpl..  on  lit  I.nLi.ry  19»
I.Loyd'.  w.r.  flvln.  .2-I  od.I  .I.lutt  `I/.r  ln  19)9.   It  I.  d.rl€.roufly  cary  I.
•ucli  .  Iplrl.  of  optlmlln  to  convlnc.  oo...lf  th.t  nucl"r  w..  lt  ro  t.rribl.
(h.t   it   could   not   h.pp.n.    With   th.   d.v.Iopm.8.   of   ii.*   .nd   lp..dier
wdponl  .y.(.mi  .nd  of  nor.  .nd  nor.  nut:I..r  wcopol`I  tll.  d.n8.I  of  v`r.r
I.  clof .r  than  .v..-

These  are  the  +uit,leg   of  solne   of  the   sections   of  the   25-page  Merghon  R®port:   ACCIDENIAI.  WAR   IN  HISTORY.

3N¥CNT[:#E3AgFE:D]EFTEM±#°ST,::E¥N§ET;:#E¥£,£CRs]D?Fa:;e£Csy]D:::::dNgiL:fcL¥:¥:a]:oNf:),qumD¥pfroEMEMA¥]:]ACIN£J
y,ILITARy  MlscArouLATIONs,      IRTRIENATIONAL  iENsloN   Arm   REAI]INEss   ron  WALR.

J`.lox  writ,es :

Our  many  accidental  war  papers  are  generating  many  replies,  including  about  6  fr.on the  Pant,agctn,  NATC`,
and  various  generals.  They  disagree  wit,h  us  but  can't  stat,e    any  contrary  fact,a.

We  are  amassing  much  criti.Gal  dat,a,and  our  bc>ok  for  Canadian  Peace  Reseal.ch  Aosociation  will  cert,ainly
onl}r  be  a  start   on  a  much  more  det,ailed  bc\ok  in  aL  feiir  years.

Senator  Hart  had  indicat,ed  he  would  hold  hearings  in  Accidental War  in  Sept,ember.  Last  week  I  received
a  call  fron  his  staff  that  Pentagon  officials  are  worried  about  a  scare,  so  he's  holding  off
indefinit,edy  t,ill  we  have  more  concret,e  informatic)n,   and  he  can  ask  I)efense  I.esearch  agencies  t,o  lc)ck
into  our  "allegat,ionsn.

Eventually,  Alex may  test,ify  at  a  Congressional  hearing.

Fron  the  New  York  Times   (12/20/83) :   ;S:±rTJr-vqu'A4.gnual
ne of the znast tmedet.out zitl
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(Thank   you,   DC)N   JACKANICZ)

REI,IGI0N

an:  Better  dead  than  red. From  the  New  York  Times  (3/20/83,p.18E):

Reagan's Unsettling Life-or-Death Preference
To the Editor :

In addressing the National ^8socha-
tion  of  Evangelicals  ln  Orlando  on
March  8,  President  Reagan  pmlsed"as a profound truth"  the sentiment
that i( is better that chlldrun "die now,
still believing ln God, than have them
grow  up  under  Communl8m and  one
dry  die  no  longer  bellevirLg  in  God"
(news  story  March  9).  Thcae  Words
are cause for dismay.

If they are essentially opportunistlc
rhetoric,   calculatLngly  expre8aed  to
an  audience  that  the  FinBsldent  had
reason  to  expect  would  respond  en-
thusiastically to them, they raise em-
baITassing  questions  I)oth  about  Mr.
Rcag&n's   judgment   and   about   his
good sense. The decency Of people and
their right to continued llfe, as a read-

lng  of  Bermrd  Shav'a  ``Ibe Dedl'8
DIBclpl®"   mlgivt   have  taught   him,
doefi  not,  after  all,  dapmd  aq  tl]dr
relLglous bellel8.

We tune everi more rt.eon fu -
com 11, ae many thlnk, Mr. Rcaem is
I.  tnre  bellever  Ln  the  Llnd  of  eenti-
ment  he  uttered.   For,  ee  the  tno.I
pow®rf`il poutlcal Lead®r in the World,
Mr. Rengan can, by a touch on a but-
ton,  determine  whether  hiindiede  ol
mllllona Of people ahAll live or die.

in£:i:dpun|`°:hdoLy£`aTu`nifathdadtca#
power  over  the  future  of  humanity,

#we¥£`td,era:`fkferfu|itbe#et
tharl ali`fe and atheistic .

EDwun PEssEN
Brconyn, bwh 11, Loe3
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ed.   The  Sam  F`rancisco  Examiner  (of  4/3/83)   polled  cloge  t,o  7cO  people  in  the  Ba.y  Area,
asking, mthich  category  best defines  your.  religious  beliefs?"

These  are  the  cute

Atheist -You do not believe
in  God.

Agnostic -You do not know
whether thei.e is a God or a future
life or anything  beyond  the
material world.
Mystic or spiritualist -
You  don't necessarily  believe  in a
God that created the world, but
do believe there is some force
beyond the  rTtaterial world.
Cl`ristian -you believe that
Jesus Christ is the Messiah and is
the son ol God.
Jewish -You regard yourself
as descended f ron the ancient
Hebrews and I ollow the Jewish
Scriptures.
rlumanist -You believe in a
moral system based on human
interests, not  religious  beliets.

These  al.a  the  results:

Christ,lan

Mystic/Spritualist

H-ist,
A-gno8tic

Jcwi8h

At,hoist,

Ot,hel.

(Thank  you,   JACK  RAf,SDAn)

More  than  30%  do  not  believe  in  the  supernatural  -  nor.e  than  we  had  I.ealized.

Norhprophet,.Karl  Marx  had  some
happened  t,hat  he  didnlt,  figure

The  above  quot,ation  comes  from

brilliant,  insights,  but  he  wasn't  so  hot,  as  a
on.   A8  Sichey  Hook  puts  it:

W'ha{  was  distinctive  about  his  theories  concerning
how  socialism -which ow/onc7 was an extension of democracy
to  a  way  of  life-was  to  be  achieved  has  largel}'  been  dis-

Pro`'ed  b}  historical  events.  History,  alas!,  has  been  gu!lt}  of
lese-Marxism.  Marx  underestimated  the capacity  of capitall3t
Societies   to   raise   the   standard   of   living   of  its   populatlon,
including  e`'en  the  longevit}'  or  the  working  class;   he  under-
estimated   the   growth   and   intensit}'   of  nationalism;   he   Was:

mistaken  in  interpreting  all  forms  of  coercion  and  exploi[a-
lion  as flowing  from  private ownership of the social means of

production;  he ignored  the prospect  of bureaucratic forms  of
collectjvism;  and  the very possibility  of w'ar between collecti\ -
ist  economies,  illustrated  in  the  nuclear  threat  of Communisl
Russia  against  Communist  China,  was  inconcei\'able  to  him
by  definition.  As  we have  seen,  he shared  the  na.I.\.ete  of anar-
chist  thinkers  in  believing  that  the state  would  disappear with
universal  collectivism  and  that  .`[he  administration  of things"
could   ever   completely   replace   administration   b}'   men   and
women and the possibility of its abuse.  He underestimated the
role  of  personality  in  history;  and,  although  he  contributed

profoundly  to  our  understanding  of  the  determining  in flu-
ence, direct and indirect, of tlie mode of economic production
on  many  aspects  of culture,  he  exaggerated  the  degree  of  its
determination  and  its  "ine\'i[ability"  and  "necessit}'."  That  is
why  those  who  have  learned  most  from  Marx,  if  fai(hful  to
his   own   commitment   to   the   scientific,    rational    in(,hod,
should  no  more  consider  themselves  "Marxists"  toda\   than
modern  biologists  should  consider  themselves  "Darwihians"
or   modern   physicists  "Newtonians."   "Marxism"   today   sig-
nifies  an  ideology  in  Marx's  oliginal  sense  of that  term,  sug-

gestive   more   of  a   religious   than   of  a   strictly   scientific  or
rational  outlook  on  society.

Sidney  Hook's  article  in  ''Free  Inquiry"  (April

prt>ph®t,.   A  lot   of  t,hinge  have

1983,  p.   27).   Hook  maintains
that  t,he  Marxists  have  perverted  Marx.     The  art,iclc  is  tit.led,"Karl  Marx  versus  the  Communist,  !{ovement".
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I)ong-In  Bae.   (First,   fop  t,he  benefit  of  recent  BRS  menbers,   a  few  words  about  Dons-In;   a  BRS  member  Since
early  1975,  he  is  a  nat,ive  of  Kc>rea,  wit,h  political  aaylum  in  West  Germany.   He  founded  the  Korean  Pert,rand
Russell  Society,  hcedquart,ered  in  West,  Germany.  Hc  set,  a  record  for  long-distance  tl.avel  to  att,end  a  BRS
meeting,  traveling  all  the  way  from West  Gemany  t,a  Canada  for  the  1978  meeting  at,  MCMaster`. )

He  writes:          I   an   glad   to   inform  you   that   on  18th   February  1983,   it   was
officially  pl`oclaimed  that  I  passed   all  the  doctoral   examinations
-   there   wel`e   "born"   other   19   new   I)octc>rs   in   our  Faculty   of
Economics   and   Social   Sciences   at   the   University   of   Cologne.

{T,::eDg::g:+T:,#w::EE::::±.:::e¥=thp:h=±::eg:I:3:±:±5=:e£=SrL
been  printed  and  delivel`ed  to  the  University  Library  and  to  the
Dean  Office   of  i;he  Faculty,   and  I   I`eceived  today  the   Cel`tificate
of   the   I)egl`ee   of   ''Dr.   rel`.   pol."   (Doctor   I`erum  politicarum).
Ivly  major   is   Sociology,   and   the   secondary   subjects   are   National
Economics   and  Political   Science.
In  writing  my  above   dissertation,   I   was   happy  to   quote   the   follo'^`-
ing  passages   from   3R   and   Dora  Russell,   The  PI`ospects   of   Indus-
tl`ial   Civilization,   London:   George   Allen  a  Unwin,1970   (1959),
P.76f.,   indicating  t;heir  foresight   into  the  problems   of  techno-
logical  developnent   and   industrialization:
''Oil   is   a   good   example   of   a  cor[modity   of  which   there   ls   a   short-
age ....   Competition   between  nations   v.Till   increasingly   t;end   to
be  not  for  markets,   but   for  raw  matel`ia.Isi   that   is   to   say,   they
will   compete   as  producers,   not   as   tl`ad.eps ....   Industrialism   ln
its  herday  is   being  extraordinarily  v,Tasteful  of  the  natural
I`esources   of   the  world,   taking  no  thought  whatever  for  future
generations.   It;   is  probable   that,   within  the   lifetime   of  tbos*
who   al`e   now  young,   scal`city   of   I`aw   materials   will   radically
transfol`m   industry,   and  compel  nations   to  adopt   less  frantic   art+
excessive   methods   of  production.   Some   aut;hot.ities   assel`t   that
oil,   coal,   iron  and  many  other  hitherto  necessary  materials   of
industrialism,   will  have  grown  very   scarce  fifty  years  hence;
in  any  case,   it  is  nearly  certain  i;hat  they  will  have  groun
surf iciently  scarce   for  those  nations  which  possess   them  to  te
anJ{ious   to   avoid  waste."    (quoted   on  P.21   of   ny   diss.).

Now,   I   must   find   out   a   job,   above   all,        in  the   fields   of
scientific   researches.   It  \`'ill  be,   however,   vel`y  difficult   tu
find   any   job  which   is   adequate   for  me.   As   we   know,   the   economic-
ally  hard,   present   situations  al`e   all  over  the  world  more  or
less   the   SaH3e.   on  political   reasons,   as  you  knov,',   I   cannot   rot
turn  to  Kol`ea  in  the   neal`  future;   I   should  still   stay  here(or
in  ar+y  free   society).

Garciadie recipient  of  the  1982  BRS  Doctoral  Grant  ~  has  completed  all  the  requirenents  for
his  Ph.D.,  and  has  sent  a  copy  of  his  dis8ortation  t,o  the  BRS  Library.

Marvin  Kohl  tells why  he  views  abortion  a8  a  mixed  good,in  "Free  Inquiry"(Winter  1982-83,  p.42):

There   arc   good    rea`on`   for   surtpor(Ing   a

llberal  abortictn   pctlii`}      Man}   ami-abi`rti()n

argLiment`   `c   hear  (oda}   are   inacleiiuzitc'    11

born    human    r)rogen}    ha\e   gri-ateT    moral

s`anding.  ir  rundamenlal  respect  for  uomcn

demands   the    rei`ognilion   or   (heir   righl   to

chi`tt`e   re`r>iin`ibl}`   and   ir  an  anti-abortion

public  rtolic}  i`  deepl}   harmlul`  then  ue  ha\e

a    r`lau.`ible    ca``e    (t>r   abortit`n    zh   a    mi`ed

good    lt  is  a  mixed  good  because  it  t}picall}
harms   b}'   ki[llng  another  closel.`  akin  being
--e\€n   When   an   abc.rtion   is   performed   to

pre\en`   injur}    to   the   lire   or   health   or  the
mother    Moreo\'er`  to take  awa\  a  life  lea\es

man\  of us  ui`h  a  sense  or moral  uncasinc.s`.
often  anguish-e\'en   if  it   be  le``  `cntien(  or

onl}   a   potential   human   being.   e\cn   if  it   be

the   best   we  can   morall}   do  in  a   par`Icu!ar

`)`uati()n    Thi`  `entimcnt  i`  not  the  re`ult  o(  a

Ghiindi-like  sense  of  purit}     Rather  it  !`  due

ta the understanding that. in many  cases. se`
educdli`in   oi    birth-I.i`Iilrtil   might   hd\c   hi`i>n

workable   and,   if   sot   clearly    seems   to   be

rH'c'li`rable      4    Iargi`    rtan    ot    this   angui`h   i`
that.    a+    v`I(h    man}     human    problcm``    ui'

ha\ c  allo\`ed   thi`  `ituation  to  de\ elor`  lo  {hi`

point    \`herc   the    be`t    in(trul   alternati\i`

(though   not   the.   onl}    line)   i`  to   L`ill  anoHiel

bl,,ng
ln   lirhl   of   lhi`.    I    ui`h   ((`   `u.[ge`t   that

Richard   la\lor   and   `li`annc   (`artut(h
"Abortion  and  Molali{> `.  (FI,  Fall  1982,  p

3:)    i`   an    uT)(air   ponra}iil   (`f   lhi.   r)robli`m

Fir`t  of  all.  `uprti;`c`  ii  i`  true  (u  hii`h  I   triinl  it

i`  noo  that  "the  iiue`tion  (il   v. hc`n  a  tc.rllli/|`d

ovum   becomes  a   `human   being`   is  clearl}'
unan`vi¢rable   "   Surel\    il    1`   then   al    lea`[

I)Idu`ibl€     [o     mair\laln     tha``    sinct.    a     IInii

c`anno{     he    `uc`ce»(ull}     drav\n.    uc.    `hould

a``urrie    that    uc   indei`d   do   ha\i`   a    human

bein`2    lriim    the    mt`mem    or   ct`ni`er:I()n

Ta.\lor    and    (`ariuto   atlcmri(    to   rtarr\    thl`

crl(ici`m     h.\     sLIgge`tiri`H    thiiL    `ini`c    mc)`t

rertlll7ed    (`\a    ari`     ne\er    lmrt(anlc:d    ln    {hi`

womb`  God  i``  lhe  `uprc.mc.abor[i()ni`t    \ou

this  `lapda`h  in()\e rna.\  bc amu`ing lc` `()mc`

but    i`    i`   clearl\    fallac|tiu``   for   thc`   I``uc   ln

abortlori  1`  not  t he dcat h  (tl  thi.  li`t u>  (a`  In a n

honest  mi`carriage  (`r  I(`  liLe\`  bu`  dellberdti`

klll,ng

la}lor   and   (`aruto   riftht'un}   miir`hal
e`ldence  ab(tut  thil  human  `uf lering  and  thi`

capacit}   for  e\  il   thilt   )Ii``  In  the  propri`al`  ltl

cur(alI   the   legal   nf hi   [o  abitrtion     ^gztln.   I

am    `}mpalhi'tli`    \`ilh    :hcH    t't`nc`lil`it`n      But

[o  arrl\c  at   i`   b}   `uggc``llrig  lha`  all.  or  e\i'n

most.  anti-ahorti(ini`t`  are  blind  to  moralit\

becau`ethe\ari`Indi11i`rc`ntt(}`uf1i'ringI``at

be`,-s,mpl,`t,c

r\r`l   o1    all      li    1`   one   thln.I   io   di`a`urci.
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\`llh   a   mota!   po`ili(in   and   an`ilhcr   lo  den\

that    11    i`   a    moral    r`o`i`Ii`n     Se(`ond.   not   all

harm   1`  `ul li`r)n`[.  Lilling  `omi`onE  u  ho`e  li`c

ha`.    `u    I.ould    ha\e     genulne   meanin¥   h

pluu`ibl\    i`onii.i\ed    ol   a`   an   act   ol    harm
T  hlrd`  clogmiitli`  1 unddnic'mah`l`  are  not  the

owl.\     oni``    v`ho   oprto`e   abortion      Man\

r e 1  I c` c I  I \  i`    rt i` o I)  I i`    a  r)  p o ` t`    a  b t i  r t  I o  n  .    a  `

ulllllarian``     bcc`au`c    thi`\     belii'\e    kllllne    1`

conlagit)u`.    Ilii'.\     belie\e    that    a    `Iidc`    i`

inc`\itahli`    and    thi`rclore    lhiit    .`    hberal    ttr

modeialc   db(trtHm   r)olli.\    ha`   ni`(    ncgall\e

ulilll}      Man~\    other   oriponem`   o(   abortion

`ei`m   [o   bi`   ac`t   in(uitlonl`t`.   Thc'\    malnlaln

thd(   oni`   can   `.`i`i`"  `he   rightne``   i)r   \\rong-

(16)

(17)

Corlis8  Lanont„
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ne``    ol     an     dc.I_     Thi`\     mainlain     that    all

abortion   is   wrong   be~cause,   if   one   would
wltni```    an    abortictn.    one    uould    ..`i`i'.`   or

intuil   thi`   \\rongnt.``   ol   that   act

\ov`    both    o`    ihe`c'    rosiiittn`    mu}    be

mi`taLc.n    \itne`heli'w  thi-.\  are moral  r)oint`

o(   \icv\     And  thc.  humani`l  c:an  dl`mi``  them

our  (tf   hand   onl}   I(  he  is  uilling  to  embrace

the  sfime  kind  (`1  `imp!e-mindi.d  dogmdli`m

hc`   horic`   to  cc`niiuer     Perhar`   in   the  gr€ai

baule   uilh   thc`   \1ordl    Ma)orit\   I(   is   under-

`tandablc`   lhal   ``tmi'  `hould   become  almo`t

liLe   the!r   t'nemie`     But   an   open   `ociel}.   a

r)olitical    dem()i`rac.\.I(    It    is    lti    u()rL    uell`

require`   (hal   v`c   ha\c  full   relc'\ant   inrorma-

May   1983

lion   a`   lo  choices    To   lhi'  e\tcm  eilhc`r  `ide

lal`ille`    or    o\c.r`imrlirii``    the    i```ue`     the

rtroc`€``  ol  demt`crai`}   i`  mudi`  mt`rc di(ltcul(
Tct   lni`   €\lcm   `hdl    v,c`    hurrldni`t`   lt"   our

rc.\i.Iiinci`    rtjr    cerlain    `di-al`    or   cho(i`i`

imm(`clldlc`     polil)cal     E!din    a`    thc'    pri"    ol

`acri`iLinr   lruth  and  rdirnc`  we  \  i`tldtc  our

Mar`_ln    A()111   1\   (1n)/t'\`ur   i)/   phllu`(j|)In    al

l!e  S(ale   L  nl\cr`IIi   (i|   \(u    Ytirk   (  t)I/(>gp  a|

Fredtinla   all(/   aulhtir   ()/   The   Moriilm    ol
K , 'l, ng-

The  following  ad  ~  in  The  New York  Review  of  Books  (3/17/83,p.54)  -t,e]ls  the  story:

Ijover's Credo
roEMs OF ROMANTlc LOvE

By Corliss Lemont

A    book    Of   eloquent    and    exube;ant    verse   by   a
Humanist philosopher lhal provides an antidote lo  lo-
day's  pervasive  vulgarization  and  debasement  Of  sex
relations.

"The  bliss  of  sexual  and  spiritual  love.  the  beauty  of

the loved one and  of nature,  the loneliness  and  ironies
of   lost   romance   arc   gracefully   conveyed   in   these
meticulously str_uctured poems . ' '

-The Bcok!is{
A merican Library AsscM=iatton

"Corfi8s  Lrmont,  bored  with  pornography  and  four-
• k#ca  words,  ,has  shoi]rn  that  one  can  speak  candidly
-~Of the  delight  of  tenderness.  passion,  crdtation  and

lasting  comradeship   of  two   people   in  love  without
Jcsorting   to   conrsencss.   The   title   poem.    `Lover's
Credo`   is  especially  appealing ....   This  "tle  vtJ[ume
should plcasc lovers of all ages . ' '

-The Atlanta )ournal

Second revised edition issued ln paperback. 72 Pages.

so.95 at your bcokstoTe or direct from
wiLLiAM L` BAUHAr`i. puBLlsHER

DUBLIN, NH 03444

QunsTloN  ANstrmRBD,

''Horrible hor'rible horrible. ''  The
JOHN  FOTI.   Hc  referred

quest,ion  Jack  Ragsdale  asked  last  issue  (RSN37-ll)  has  been  answered  by
us  t,o   ''Bertrand  Russell:   The  Passionat,e  Scept,ic"  by  .AiLlan  Wood  (NY:   Simon  &  Schuster,

1958).   The  following  is  from  Pages  236-7:

My wife then spoke of young men
who  had  been  killed  in  the  war;  and  said  that  it  seemed  mon-
strously  unjust  that  they  should  not,  somehow  or  somewhere,
have  a  second  chance  of  happiness  and  achievelnent.  `But  the
universe i.s unjust,' said  Russell.

In this,  I  think, lay the essence of Russell's practical wisdom:
to the end he reinained true  to the faith-preached long  before
in  -4  Frcc  M4#'s  ororch!P,  and  intensified  by  the  horrors  the
world  had known since-that the beginn.ing of any worthwhil€
creed  of living  miist  be  a  recognition  of harsli  and   unpleasant
truths.  I.Ie  said  that  `the  secret  of happiness  is  to  face  the  fact
that  the  world  is horrible, horrible, horri.b/c ....  You must feel il

deeply,  alid  not  brush  it  aside ....   You  must  feel  it  riglit  iT
here'-hitting  his  breast-`and  then  you can  start  being  liapp)
again.'   Russell   went   beyond   Christian   morality   in   not   onl}
stressing  man's  insignificance compared  with  the  universe,  but
in saying that the universe has no principle of justice at work  iT
it.  I call this practical  wisdom  because,  if you cdn give up  believ`
ing  in  cosm.ic justice,  then nothing can  make  you  have  a griev.
ance against the world; and there is nothing so sterile and profit-
less  as  having  a  grievance.  Russell,  unlike  many  philosoiihers
seemed  to  find  in  the  fundamental  point  of his  philoso|]hy  of lif`(

fbpyrahc:icea[k:;'tpu`pnhht:Sc:::a:I:¥n8a!hdfrT:itn::::I:nh:h:°fud'cqe::Ssst-
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much recurrLng  sorrow and  anxiety,  if he had not c()me to lealT
by   experience   the   knack   of  not   feeling   sorry   for   himself
Energ.v which he might have wasted on feeling solTy for himsel`
was   diverted   into  feeling  angry  with   other  people:   which   I
think  is  lnuch  more  healthy.   He  once  said  `1   don't.believe  ir
meekness'.

This,  perhaps,  was  one  of his  sharpest departures in practice
from Christian precepts.  But only in practice,  because, of course,
his  theories  did  not  allow  him  to  be  angr.y  with  anybody.  An
evil man was not to be hated,  but studied and cured by scientific

(Thanks,also,   to  Ramor.  Cart,er  and  Bob  Davis. )

(18)

(19)

(20)
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methods:  `It  is  a  waste  of energy  to  be  angry  with  a  man  who
behaves  badly, just as it is to be angry with a car that won't go.'
But the  truth is  that  a life  based strictly  on Russell's principles,
without   occasional   deviations,    is   as   difficult   as   one   based
strictly  on  Christian  teachings,   except  for  a  few/ exceptit)iial
saint,q.  And  even  Christ  himself  (as  Russell  poii`ted  out)   was
capable at times of unloving relnarks  to his enemies.

`Hatred of some sort,' Russell once wrote,  `is  quite necessar.v
-it needn't  be towards people.  But without some admixture of
hatred  one  becomes  soft  and  loses  energy.'

Raw  REMFERS
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DEAN  T.   BOWDEN/8283   La  Jol,la  Shores  Drive/La  Jolla,   CA  92037
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OR.   S'rEPIIEN  HAMBT/Center  for  Rational  Living/5cO  1,owell  I)r. ,S.E./Hunt,sville,   AI,  35801
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DR  TERE¥  Z.   ZACCORE/1.3046  Anza  Drive/Saratoga,   r,A   95070

RES   LIBRARY

T3c)oks   to   lend On  t,he  next  page  is  a  list,  of  38  books  available  from  the  BRS  Libral.y.  You  may  borrow  any
that,  interest  you.

To  bc)rrow,   order  from  Jack  Ragsdale,   ELS  Assistant  Librarian,   446123rd  St.,S.an  Francisco,   CA  94114.   There
is  no  fee  for'  borrowing,  but,  please  enclose  postaLge  when  you  order,   86d  for  HB,   63¢   for  PB;   stamps  accepted.
P,eturn  books  in  3  weeks,  unless  you  request,  an  extension.  On  t,he  list  of  books,  the  names  of  dcmors  appear
in  parenthesis.
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12.       BE+?Tr`AND   RUSSELL,    A   LIFE     bp  Herbert   Giottsch'an  (Don   Jack-a:lie:)-    ` ----.
13.        EDUCATION   AND   THE    SOCIAL    OT?DEB    PB   (Don   Jacka.r.icz)
14.       EFFECTS   AND   DANGERS   OF   NUCI.EAR   WAP\    (15   pp   An   educational

exhibit)
15.       ESSAYS   ON   SOCIAI,IST   HUMANISM      PB    (Don   Jackanicz)

:;:     :gE!3g  3:cE£:  gEJ!8;cgAgf  53|(g::EJaf5aT5:z,Jackar,icz)

i 3 :     ,TNHEEN5JMftcET°oFrfuc]EE%CAEro°NTR&°HC ]gY (5:I,  (I:%E&i:%:}nicz)
20.       IN   Pj:RAISE   OF   IDLENESS       PB     (Don   Jackan.i3z)
21.        HAS   MAN   A   FUTURE       PB     (Don.   u'acL~anicz)
22.       JUSTICE   IN   WARTIME      HB   (Oor,  Jackanicz)
23.       NATIONAL   FRONTIERS   AND   INIE3NATIONAL   COOPERATION      PB

by  Ray  Medvedev
24.       MY   PHILOSOPHICAL   DEVELOPMENT       PB   (Don   Jackariicz)
25.       POLITICAL   IDEALS   PB  (I)on   Jeckanicz)
26.       PRINCIPLES   OF   SOCIAL   RECOJ`'STP`UCTI0N      PB     (Don   Jackanicz)
27.       THE    PRACTICE   AND   THEORY   0F    BOLSHEVISM      PB
28.       ROADS    TO    FREEDOM       PB
29.       SCEPTICAlj   ESSAYS      PB
30.        SECRECY   OF   CO`3RESPONDENCE    IS   GUARANTEED   BY   LAW      PB

31 .      TEE  E°AyMAM3d|VseKde¥REE  by  Dora  Russell,   an  autobiography
32.      in.    WILSON   SPEAKS   ..frankly   and   fearlessly"   ON  VIETNA}4   TO

BEET.RAND   RUSSELL       PB
33.       MAkRIAGE   AND   MORALS       PB  (.Tack  .P.ag9dale)
34.-.DEAR BERTRAh'D  BCJSSELL   -a   selection   of   Russell.s   correspondence

3 : :     EELU££Tzf8ELApne:I:TS:i::E:£jN:::ii:CTksE5SB!:i;{ckRA:::::!e )
37.      WHY   I   AM   NOT   A   CREISTIAN     plus   14   other   essays   on   religion   anc]

related   subjects   and a  50-page  appendix  on
t,he  history  of  Ruasell'8  being  prevented  from
teaching  at  Now  Yorkls. City  Colleg..   (Jack

38.      THE   EvoLUT|oN   oF  coNsc|ENCRa#SaLfalph  Nevun]      pB  (Jack  Rag§da|e)

May   1983

HISTORY   oF   WESTE,t`N   PHILOSC;Pirv   *       HB  (Jack  RAgsdalc)
MYSTICISM   AND   LOG:C       PB(u'ac.K   Ragsdalc)

:£R:RrfuNPN-:U3;a:I::o3:3E¥R°pbBerR£6nE8:ir:r}diB(Ranoncaiter)rf.
AUTOBIOGRAmY   OF   BERT``AND   RUSSELL    (1872-1914)    HB   Vol.    If Ranon  Carter)
LET   RE   DIE   BEFO+RE   I   WAKE      PB        by  Derek  Hunphry(Author)
ESSAYS   ON   BERTRAND  RUSSELlj   edited   by   E.    D.    Klemke   HB(fob  Cavis)
MORALS   WITHOUT   MYSTERY   ty  Lee  Eigler   (author)     HB
AUTHORITY   AND   THE   INDIVIDUAL   PB  (Dc)n   Jackanicz)

SETS:E3SR!3ggE::*B:3733i'g7?U:::::oi:np::::::=::sH:!8onpBJai5o¥isg!hanicz)

n.  We  are  not  satisfied  with  the  RES Library  is  it  eri8ts  t,od.y.   It's  much  t,co  emall!

We  think  the  BRS  Libra.ry  ought  to  own  a  copy  of  every  book  in  Over  wrote  and  ev.ry  book  writ,t,en  about  him
or  his  work.

That's  aL  big  order.

Perhaps  you  can  help  us  work  our  way  toward  achieving  it.

If  you  have  a  book  by  or  about,  in that  you've  read  but  ar.e  not,  likely  tc>  read  ng.in  .oon,  if  cvor  ~  c)I  if
you  have  several  copies  of  the  Sane  book,  perhaps  in  different  editions  -    pleage  donate  it,  to  the  BRS  Library,
which  will make  it  available  to  many.  If  t,he  book  you  donate  is  out  of  print  --  "ry  books  by  BR  are  --  it  will
be  Specially  walccme.

If  there'g  gone  bock  by  in that'g  a  particular  favorite  of  yours,  and  the,t  you'd  Ilk.  t,o  gee  reach  more  people,
buy  it  --  if you  see  it  for  gale --  and  donate  it  t,o  t,he  Library.

In  a  future  is8u®  we  expect  to  list  the  books  by  in t,hat  t,he  Library  does  not  oun,  .long  with  their  curr`ent
prices...in  ca.se  you  wish  to  contr.ibut,e  money  t,o  the  Library  for  the  prrcha8e  of  8  prticular  bc>ok.

Help  us  fill  the  gaps  -  t,here  are  a-iany!  --  in  the  BRS  Library.   Send  books  to  J.ck `hg8dale,   BRS  As8i8tant
Librarian,  446123rd  ft.,Sam  Francisco,  CA  94114.   fool:  postage:  lst  lb.  63¢,  thor.cht.I  23¢  per  lb.
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(22) -            E±±zz|±.JACK  RAGSDJ\.IE  asks  you  to  oouess  who  is  being  referred  t,o  in  the  f`.llowing:

Professor  of  Paganisoi;   philosophicalanar.chist,;  moral  nihilist,  of  Great   Britain;   de8sicated,   divorced  ancl.
decadent  advocate  c>f  sexual  proniscuit}T;   corrupt,ing  individual;   Professor  of  Immorality  and  Irreligion;
oat,racized  by  decent  Englishmen;   dog;     conducted  a  nudist,  colony;   ape  of  geniug;   devil's  mini5t,er  to
men;   prc)-communist..

Jack   gaps  all  these  quot,es  corrfe  from   ''How  Bert,rand  Russell  t..I.as  Prevented  fron  Teaching  at,City  College,   New
York,"    by  Paul  Edwards.   It   ig  included,   as  an  appendiJc,   in  "Why  I  Am  Not  A  ChriBtian't   (Lor,don:Allen  &  Unwin,
1957,   pp  181-220).

ONE-LINER

(23)

(26)

(27)

A  fundamentalist i8  scmeone  who  worships  a  deaLd  radical.

:;°Eo::rrteg:¥:§,F::h:;:e:`:n::±¥i°T;pri::rtig:3,p.5)
Alley  calls  it  a  paraphrase  c)f  a  coment  by  John  Holt.

coNIRIBurloNs

We  thank  these  recent donors:    BOB  DAVIS,    PAUL   FIGUEREDO,   DAVID   GOLI)inN,   DON   JACKANICZ,   MICHAEL   TAINT.

We  invit,e  contributions. Invite,   did  we  say?  Nay,  beg  were  more  like  it,.  We  beg  cont,ributions.
•illnse.*|,  su8  aq|  uT  ,6ouour  coj  po@u  Ttmcnun  uo  sT  .I.qq

pus   `s@ur[i  [€ngnun  o`Ic  9seqi  9sntioeq   `[Bn6nun  gT  t{oTqu   `Peoq  dno  uo  auTPue`S  ®J[C  "   iHoo|

€o  please  send  what  mc>ney  you  can  spare.  No  amount  is  too  smalliito  be  useful.

Send  it  c/o  the  newslet,tor,  address  on  Page  i,  bottcm. i{or  t,oo  lar.ge,   for  t,hat  matt,er

ERS   BUSINESS

Use  of  the   BRS  name  b members Some  BRS  menber8,  when  writing  a  Letter  to  the  Editor  (of  a  newspaper  or
~  or  to  a  pl`ominent,  person  -wish  to  bring  in  the  BRS  name.  h'e  like  t,hat,  idea,  and  encourage  it,,

provided  it,  is  done  in  the  following  way:  writ,e  your  let,ter  on  BRS    members'   st,ationery  (29).

W.e   ask  you  j±£i  t,o  writ,e   EERTRAND  RUSSEEL  SOCIETY  aft,er  your  name,   when  you  sign  your   let,t,er  --  no  mat,tor
what  kind  ol-  stationery  you  use.  That  would  make  it  appear  that  you  are  writing  on  behalf  of  the  BRS,  arid
t,hat  would  be  an  unaut,hc>rized  use  of  the  BRS  name.

new  addro8s  for  the You  may  have  noticed  a  now  BRS  address  at,  t,hc  top  of  Page    1.   It  replaces  the   former
Georgia  address.

WE:fit::§!t:t§::::i:i::i::;:t£:.i:r£:::i:nc::S:I:=::g}a=:::1:::±#ewhedrdL:i:i:::e¥:y;o::eg;:8g::€anThc

Fran  t,he  standpoint  of  BRS  members,  not,hing  has  changed,  not,hing  is  differer.t,.

How  did  we  happen  to  be  incorporat,ed  in  Georgia?  uny  did  we  make  the  change?

¥:cwe#::°:3:a:::i:eG:::8±ae:::::SLt£;:':arwi;I;o:::er::a;:::df::V:;i?:t::;°alu:::rmwhe:cfh::r=,founded
permanent,1y  in  his  debt,.   He  incorporated  the  corporation  in  G®orgia.  because  tb`at's  where  he  lives.   That  was
reasonable  and  proper.
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A  cc]rporation  is  required  t.o  have  a  "registered  agent"  (of  tr,e  corporation)  who  i8  a  resident,  of  tr.e  stat,e.
Pet,er,  a  Georgia  resident,  has.t,h®  r®8ist®red  agent,  of  the  BRS,   a  Georgia  corporation.

But  circumstances  changed.

:g:; i:  8::±€¥±::, *nhge:::a  u=dirh.a£±:afe:t::e:F±¥g:::P;±#L( ist]S¥5_¥8):  Conval.Sconce  which  cont,inues  to

Do  we  have  another  BRS  member  who  lives  in  Georgia  and  who  might  beccme  t,he  registered  agent,  if  that
should  become  necessary  or  Seem  desirable?  We  have  no  member  in  Georgia,   except,  Peter,  who  has  been  active
in  RE  affair.8.

So  it  seemed  prudent  to  move  out  of  Georgia.  We  roved  to  Illinois,  where  we  have  quite  a  few  members,
including  5  I)irector8,  two  of  whom  are  BRS  Officers,  any  of  thorn  could  satisfactorily  fill  +uhe  p.Dst  of
regist,ered  agent.

And  that'8  how  it  has  come  about  that  the  RES  is  now  an  Illinois  corporation,  and  that  Don  Jackanicz,
RES  PI`esident,  is  its  rogi8tered  agent.   It  ia  I)on's  Illinois  address  that  is  now the  official  address  of
t,he  r3RS,   and  appears  at  the  top  of  Page  i.

We  are  greatly  indebted  t,o  ERS  I)irect,or  STF,VE  MARJ`.GH)ES,  who  is  an  attor'ney  (and  who  happens  to  live  in
Illinois)  for  donat,ing  his  legal  se.rv. ices  -which  were  not  inconsiderable  --and  which  enabled  us  to
make  the  move  fran  Georgia  tc)  Illinois.

-x-                                   i{                                   J€                                           3{                                          ,i                                            ii                                         -)(-                                        tf

Here  are  t,he  minutes  of  the  two  Boal`d  of  Directors  meet,iri,gs  held  ir)  connection  with  t,he  move  from  Georgia  to
Illinoi a :

TEE  EERTR,iL`O   I.trssEIL   SOL;ii-Ill
`Special  Meeting  of  t.be  Board  of   D}rector8,   Clara?.ant,   Calirorni.,19  0ec.1982

Present:     Harry  fu]jo   (presidir)g) ,   Jocqueline  Berthor}-Payon,   Robert  I.
be vl a .

Harry  Euja   (.he]ceforth  rm)   called   the  meetirig  to  order.   ar}nounced   that
•ccording  to   the   ftylawg,   a   quorum  `'a8   preser)t.   and   pre9en..ed   trie   agerid®
congisting  of   t-a  it€r.a:     (i)   approving  tbe   Society'8   ftyl6.a   in  corirrection
tlth  the  aDplicatior)   for   tjax-e]reirypt  sti}tu5,   and   (2)   approving  tbe   cancella-
tlon  of   t.he   ir}corporation  of  the  Society  in  deorgio     and  it,a   reir)corparotion
ln  nlirroi8.

Robert   Davie   (hencefortr,  HKD)   moved   approval   of   item   1;   Jacc;uelin€   Berthon-
rayon   (henc.eforth   JB-P)   secor}ded   the  motion.           There   being   no  digouBsion,
in  called   for   a   vote.      The   motior)   passed   ur)animougly.

jB-I  moved   approval   of   item  2;   RXD   .econded   the  motion.      rm  rei8ed   the   19sue
of  the  "9thod   to  be   used   to   notify   the  membership  or   this   char}ge.      Conseri8ug
•89   reached  that  the   BRS  Nei.s  was   t.he  appropriate  vehicle   for   t,hat  purpose.
There  being  no  furtr,e::Tdi:5=Tssion,   in  called  fo:  a  vcite.     The  motion  passed
urmnimouBlp.

There  beir,g  no  further   buaineos   to  conduct.,   the  meeting  uas   adjourned.

#.apdr
JA                           if                           *                        #                    A                              31

We  are  not  r®pr.oducing  t,h®  "R.Solution  to  Di8eolvc",
which  ia  referred to  in the April lflnutes,  because
t,he  REmut®s  give  the  8ubstanc®  of  the  Be8olution.

-LLJ-
The   Spec.ia`l  Meeting  of  tt`e  Board  of  Directors  was  called   to  order  at

4:00   p.in.    on  Monday.   April   11,19831n  Doc)n   S-20[t   of   the   Science   Bui]dlng

of  Nor+bea.sJiL.em   Illinois  I.niverslty,   5300   N.   St.   Leuls   Aye.,   Chicago,   IL.

A   quorun!   was   established   by  the   presence   c)f   three  Poard   ngnbers--Dor`ald

Y.   Jackanlcz.   Steve  Harngides,   and  Hugh  S.   Hoorhead.      In   ttle  at>sence   of

9card  Ct)aLra,a.zi  Harp)r  j]uja,   those  present   close  S+.Etve' Uaragides  to   se:ve

as  Acting  Chairrian.     In  the  absence  of  Board  Secretary  Cherle  Ruppe,   those

present   chose  Donald  W.   Jackanicz   tc   serve  as  Acting   Secre`vary.

The   sole  agenda   ]tem   was   t,o   authorize   dlssolutiori   of  t!1e   GeorE±,a   c`or-

peration  known  as  The  Bertrand  F!`|ssell  Society,   Inc.   and   to   estat>1ish   the
corporate  iden`.1ty of  our  organl7,ation  ag  L+iat  of  The  Bertrand  Russell  So-

ciety.   Inc.,   an  Illinois  corpra+.ion,   by  speclfylng  that,   upen  dissolution
of  the  Ceorgla  corperation,   all  Society  attributes  other  than  st,ate  of
lr)col`poration  are  to  t>e  transferred  to   the   Illinois  corporation.     Steve

Maragides  moved,   with  Hugh   S.   Noc>rhead   secor)ding   the  notlor,.    ttiat   the
"aescilutlon   to  Dissolve"   (see  accompari}.1ng   sheet)   be   approved   tty   the

Board  and   sutmitted  to   tt`e  Secl`e+.a.ry  of  State  of   the  State  of  Georgia

lr,  accc`rdar)ce   wit.h   that  =t,ate's   cc>rporatlon  dissol`J+.ior.  prc)ce3ire.     This

notiori  was   carried   tjy   a  vote   of   Yes--15   (the   three  9c>ard  rue.rDters  at+.er)ding

ir!  person  plus  12  Board  members  cast.ing  affirnatlve  vo+.es  by  proxy   t+i=ough

Dor]ald  W.   Jachanicz)   and   tl'o--I   (c\ne  Board   meEb9r   cas`.ing  his   negative   vote

t)y   pexy   througb  Donald  W.   `'ac.'tcanicz).        Sev-en   Board   I.embers   did   rrot   vc>te.

See   the   accoJripan}.ing   sheet   for   a  comp.1ete   \'ote   tally.

Wit+I   ro   other  busliiess  at  I.and,   Acting  ChaLirnan  Ste\.e   YLai-a€1des  d]oved

that   the  a.eeting  be   adjourned.     Hugh   S.   Moozhead   seconded   the  Dotloz}  which

res  unaninously  accepted.     The  neetine  adjorried  at  4:15  p.in.

At.Jd lJ f idrd7
Donald  U.   Jacka.nlcz,   Acting   Secretal|r

April   12,    1983

FOR   S/,.LE

(28)

(29)

-ii-.-:-ui±ii-'t`;. b&w,   2-i"  diam®t®r.,   Sl.50  post,paid.   Same  button  wit,h  a  magnet   inst,Cad  of  a  pin,   $2  postpaid.   Order
works,   55   tow  St.,   Port,snout,h,   NII  03801.   Allow  4  weeks.

Men.bers I   statior\.er 8±  x  11,  white.   Across  t.he  top:"The  good  life  is  one  ingpired  by  love  and  guided  by  knc\wledge.*
Berbrand  Ru8sll''.On  the  bott,om:''"ott,o  of  the  Bert,rand  Russell  Society,   Inc. "  New  price$6  post,r,aid,   for  90  sheets
(weighs  just  under  a  pound,  travels  3rd  class).  Or.der  from  t,he  newgletter,   address  on  Page  i,  bott,om
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£5T£±±±:i:€'y::±±:::ewhH::S`£in;:c::::S:::±±:`:,iep::::n:f  in With  Pipet  is  Presently  tL>ut  c)f  §t.ock  at  t,he  Source.

REPORTS   FROM   OFFICERS

President  Dor,  Jackariicz  re

On    April    16    I    attended    the    second    of    three    national    conferences    on
No    First    Use    of   Nuclear   Weapons   9Pongored        by    the    Council    for    a    Liv-
able   World.       In   October    1982    this    organization   sponsored        a    similar
meeting    in    New    York;    on    December    3,1983    a    Sam    Francisco    meeting
will    be    held.       Five    hundi`ed    people   were    present    to   hear    seven   hours
of    talks    and    to   participate    in   discussion.       The    program   centered   on
the    article    "Nuclear    Weapons    and    the    Atlantic    Alliance"    by   MCGeorge
Bundy,    George    F.    Kenrian,    Robert    MCNamara,    and    Gerald    Smith    appearing
in   Forei n   Affairs,    Spring    1982.       This    article    advanced    the    argument
that    a    f irm   American    commitment    to    the    no    f irst    use    of   nuclear   wea-
pons   would   be    a   great    advance    in    reducing   East-West    tension    and    could
be    the    startilig   point    of   more   meaningful   nuclear    arms    reduction   talks.
Both    the    Sc)viet    Union    and    China   have    made    such    commitments.        In   dis-
cussion,    argilments    favoring    and    discrediting    this    thesis    were   made
so    that    the    proposal   was    subjected    to    a    substantial    critique.       Of
the    four    authors,    only   Bundy   was    present,    but    other    diplomatic,
military,    and   scholarly   authorities   were    on   hand   to   add   their   ex-
pertise.       If   you   are    interested    in   more    infcmation   on   the    Council
or   would   like    some   of   its    free   publications,    including   an   off print
of    this    article,    write    to    Council    for    a   Livable   World/11    Beacon    St./
Boston,    MA   02108.       Attending    public    interest   meetings    like    this    one,
studying    the    issues,    and   voicing    one's    opinion    to    elected    and    ap-
pointed    government    of f icials    are    among    the   ways    each    of   us    can    con-

tribute    in    some    small   way   toward    ending    the    nuclear   weapons    folly.
If   you   have    something   of    this    nature    to    share   with   members,    please
submit    a   report    to    the   RSN.       Your    thoughtful    contribution   might    just
have   some   worthwhile   afE=t.

As    the    June   Hamilton   Annual   Meeting    is    approaching,    I    trust    as    many
of   you   as   possible   have   made    travel    plans    and   reservations   with   our
host,    MCMaster    University.       Our    Annual   Meetings    have    always    been    the
highlight    of    the    BRS    year,    and    in    1983    this    tradition   will    continue.
A    fine    program   has    been    prepared   by    the    Archives,    and   we   will   have
the   pleasure   of   enjoying   it   within   the   beautiful    setting   of   the   Uni-
versity.       Accomodations,    as    always,    will    be    very    good.       The    BRS   will
have    several   business   matters    to   attend    to,    and   I   hope    each    of   you
will    consider    attending    for    this    reason   as   well    as    to   part:icipat:e    ln
the    other   Meeting    acti.vities.       A    final    note:       After    a    long    search,
it    seems    I    have    located    an    adequate    Red    Hackle    supply.       This    Era-
ditional   Annual   Meeting   beverage,    I   do   expect,    will   be   available
to   us    in    adequate    quantity.

BRS   AWARE

Professor  Jog eh  Rott>lat  will  I.eceive  the  1983  Bert,rand  Russell  Societ,y  Award.  lie  worked  closely  with  BR
on  that moat  important  of  all possible  projects,  the  eliminat,ion  of  nuclear  veapon8  -  a  project  which
begari  t,o  take  on  substance  at  Pugwa5h.

fugwash  rag  a  breakthrough.  It  brought,  scient,ists  from the  F.ast  and  West,  toget,her  for  the  first  t,ino

i::pd±:C::i:?ew:a:`::: ::r::%®::nr±rchLpff:a::LR::::a:p:::nedofBRhb=i?; )rgrash  into  erist ence and
In  accepting  the  invitation  t,o  receive  the  Award,  Professor  Rotblat  iirrites:

With  regard  to  ny  I.lation§  with  bertrand  Russell,   I  was  in  close  t,ouch  with  him  until  his  death  and,
lat,er,  wit,h  his  wife,  Edith.  The  Movenent,  originated  by  Bert.rand  Russell,  the  Pugi.lash  Conferences,
has  occupied  most  of  ny time  and  still  does.  Although  I  an  no  longer  Secretary-r]cneral,  I  an  very
active  in  the  Pugwash  Council  and  its  Exeout,ive  Committee  and  I  am  ChaLirman  of  t,he  British  Pugwagh
Group.   I  grn  proud  of  the  fact  that  I  am  t,he  only  person  alive  who  at,tcndcd  all  the  Pugwa8h  Conferences
so  far,
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There  is  a  possibility  that,  ve  may  be  able  t,o  present,  the  Award  to  Prt)fessor  Rotbla`.  il,  person  8t,  cur  Jime
meeting.  He  iorit,es:

I  note  that  t,he  presentation  irould  be  made  at  your.  banquet   at  MCMaster  TJniversit,:v   3r)  ~T`jLr,e  25.   I  sLiaJJi  `3e!
in  the  United  States  (|n  Wisconsin)  at  that  time,   attezlding  8  cc`nl`erence.   Shoulii  my  eanndtrient,a  at  t,he
conferenc.  enable  me  t,o  b®  fl`ec  on  t,hat  date,   I  would  be  glad  t,a  in.eke  tr!e  trip  +„  ytildlt,on,  `but.  I  wiir
not  know whet,her  this  will  be  pct8sible  until  late  in  May.

This  is  or,e  more  reason  for  ERS  members  to  come  to  t,ho  June  meeting  at  -M-cMaster!   To  I!'iake  reservation.a,   see  {41).

OBITUARY

died,  we  regret  t,o  repout.He  has  b®en  a  BRS  member  since  early  l9r/5.  The  many  difficultiesHcr`ueri.  A.   Stahl  has
Wash±£g_£;  ix=::i;¥):uw=°::::: ::res#:::i;esoL:i:h:8::Erg:::::5:i RCcord  of Jvarch  i,  1976  and repi.oduced  in

ABOUT   0TRER   ORGANIZATIONS

Wilberforce  seminar  cancelled.
August  5-7

The  semina,r  was  to  have  t,aken  place  at  St.   John's  College,  Cambridge,   on
but,  August,  Jack  Iienmrd  advises,"is  a  holiday  month,  especially  the  first,  half,

when  possible  Bpeaker8,  and  others,  are  on  vaLcatior„ "  Hence  the  cancel]at,ion.   ''1  thahi{  }rou  fo.r  your.  kind
interest,"  he  adds.   "Perhaps  we will try  again  another yciar.''

F,al+.hda Soci®t, Foundation
sponsored  "Earth  Day
global  holiday)"  on  bfarch
20-21.  This  is  i,heirann: uncenent --+

I_HLE    EQUIN_OX    WILI,   OS_C_t|_^'r    I ]  :  3.?_`PJL|E=±±L.

The    Peac.a    Bell   wiu    be    r\ing    at    the    mr)mtlnr_    c`f    `_I,_`    ,>ri  Hnox,     followed    by
two   minutes   cf    silent   prayer   (>r   merlitation;    ti    tirm    fcr   wor:\]wide   dedication

to   the   care   of   Earlt`.       Rarl,=o    anii   T\'    Ln    `,`il    co\inr[i`is    a.rr.    i\rgc`d    to   give
live    coverage    to    thih    a./(`n[,     tc,    c.orrmitmnritr.    h.nrl(i    ir,mm\).iict`tion5    Year

with    a    brealt`ta}`;riq    global     (`t)mrTiitTti/`_`I\l     t/j     Phe    cari`    o[     Ecrt_h.

Indivldualg    and    9roilpq    who    wLc,ri     I(>    rr.`tit>t,`t.I    l`<-u   ih    D,-y    ri`tiy    come    to    the
'Jnited    Natioiis,     or    r7lcin     thtlir    riw}i     I(,(`til     .`e|tlr,rtTFjo|t`

Earth   Day   proje-ts   `=an   be3i,i   ole   iir    `w')   wr.ikc    rir`ro[e   Earth   Day.       Reports
during    thl3    tim`e   on    the    -,talc   of    r,)rr.h    iri    lt)rtil    (=omm.jn+tips    are    retluested.
They    can    be    given    to    local    mrclic]    arirl    by    fl,iilirLim    +_r,    the    I,irtil    Soci(ICY    for    <i

State    of    Earth    global    round~\jT)   on    rc`rlh_    Oo.1'h9    'Ji`il    Lnr_`luje    reports    iron
Sriace    `inr`     from    ttle    tJorti\    arii3    ilouLh    Pt\[is.

C0mluNICATE    E^RT+I    C^Rf:     IN     1983     :     WOT7LD    COMMIJNzrcATIol)S    yT,^R

•EOUINOXMJ9universalTim("T)March2lst/Sa

I::f!:.i::_F±
rch    20th    in    N€.w    york)

E^ RT LI SCXL` I I-TY
I-()UNl)^Tl()N
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Publications  1983.  This  is  an  impressive  24-page  catalog  of  books  and  papers  that
t,he  really  big  problelng.  This  is  how  the  In9titut,e  dcscl.ib3s-it,self  and  its  areas  of  int,Crest :

W.RLD   POLICY
INSTITUTE

he  purpose   of   the  World   Policy   Institute   is  to
levelop   anc]   Implement   practical   proposals   forI

preventing  and  eventually  eliminating  war,  achiev-
ing  ec()nomic  well-being,  advancing  human  nghts,
and  estabhshing a  health}`  global  ecologyIhe  World  Policy  Institute,  formerly  the  Institute

or  World   Order,   changed   Its  name   in   ]982   to
.reflect  a  new  emr`hasis  on-scholarl)   research  aimed
at  producing  pragmatic  policy  recommendations-
in the form of books,  World Policy  Papers,  and brief-
mss--for  alhievlng  a  more  peaceful  and  )ust  struc-
ture  of intemational  I.elations,

he  lnstitute's  communications  program  conveys
hese  I.ecommendations  to  legisiat6rs  and  publ.icIofficials,  to the general public through the meaia,  to

professional  and  service  groups,  to  universit]es  and
schools,   and   to   religious   and   other   membership
groups-

I CONTENTS

World Security
War and  Militarism   ..............................
Dis&rDament and Demilitarization ...
International Relations/World order

Studies
U.S.  Foreign  Policy   ...............................  I I
Economics, Develo|)Dent.

Environment......................................14

E[timan Rights
Curriculum Development

Resources
Audio.Visual Hateri®ls  ........................ I a
Additional H&terials  ..... „ ..................... £0

\\ . . R L D   p o L I c y   I  r\T s T I T u T I
777  United  Nations  Plaza
NewYork,  N.Y.10017

(212)  490-0010

Most  of  t,he  Triaterial  is  published  by  the  Institute  it,self,  but  the  Catalcgalso  list,a  books  from  other
publishers  ,   including  Basic  Bocks,W.  H.   Freeman,  Uchica`go  Press,  Monthly  Review  Press,  Harcourt  Brace
Jovanovich,  Princet,r)n  U.   Press,     Praeger,   ®tc.

Here are  8anples,from.=     TheNational
Interest and the.
Human Interest:
An Analysis of
u.S. I=oreign
Policy

Robel.t C. Johansen. Princeton: PTil.ceton Universi-
ty  Press,  1980.  517 pi}.  Paper,  $7.95

Johansen  ilcvclttps  a  new  global  humanistic  frdmc'work  for
analyzing  lJ  S    foreigri  pt)licy,   and  assi`sscs   the   `mpact  i)I
U  S    (oreign   p()[icy   on   stratcgic   arms   limitation,   human
rights  in  Chile,  cconomic  well-being  in  India.  and  envlron-
mental  protei`tion  ()I  the  `)ceans
"lndispenslble   for  dnv()ne   wish!ng  tt)   teach   inti]rnatlonal

relati(`ns courses lrom a perspci:t!vc  that  tdki`s  int(J  ciii()lint
the  ethical  Issues  suppressed  by  I  rcalpt)htik  I  thinking  '`-
BLilletm  r)I  .Al()mic   Sclentlst.s

Friends  of  Robert  G.   In ersoll.  1\Tewsletters  4  &  5   (

Peddlers of crisis: The
Committee on the Present
Danger and the Politics of

Containment

€®±T3e3r:'p:psaapnedr=rss7B9?St°nS{)uthElldPress.1983.
r`raci.`   (hli   Tcmrkah\|`   oj}`si`v   i)t  t'hc`   C\)mmi{[cc'  \`n   tr.e
Prl'>tnt   Dc`I`Ftr  lriim   r`)[iHial  po\`i`i,   Io  F`()liticdl  cxile    Linil

back   w   thi.   prL`scnt   \`hcre   ci   numbcT  (tt   thi'   Committi`c  `
rTicmb.r`  hold  top  r\,.itiL`ns  in  the  R|`agan  Ailmini`trdt[on
``j.indiTs  unco\.L'r`  thl`  uin[\ict`  and  critiidl  [nti'rac{ion  thtit

lcikcs  plaii  imt\ng  ru!ii\   |'[iti``,  puhhi  `jrimttn   tHid  c`dm
Hics  thi`  \ )rtr``)rtunitil`  tor  ropult`r  mw i`mi`nt5  jt  h,ttrTii`  dnJ
`ibl9dJ   i  I   ihulll.n[c   llitl`   JorrHI`,ation   \`1   rolii\    jiid   \)rL`dk
the  t:rlr  (tl  Cold  \\-LIT  militJrism

rri``i`nts    imr`jr[Lmt    [ww    md[i`rid]    \`1`    thi   l``ri'itn    r``lii\

\li)bd[i'  in  thi`  U  s    at  tv`ointiidl  iuniture`           thi`>(ht`lar-
`hlp    is    surtt`ri(H    and    thi`    historicdl    ri`portinf   i5    mctii`ii.

iou`  "-Richird  Bimit,   ln±titii[|I  [tir  [1olLi\   C,tu`|ii.i

February  and  rrarch.1983)  report,  that,  there  will  be  an
Ingel`soll  Sesquicent,einial  Festival  in  P®oria,IL  for  several  days  in  August,  with  scholar.s  giving  t,aThs  at
Bradley  University.  To  coincide  with  the  Pest,ival,  the  Friends  are  putting  on  a  Frecthought  Fail`. "Representatives
of  varit>us  freet,I.ought,  publishers  and  ol`ganizat,ions  will  have  displays  featuring  their  wares  and  literature.
The  Fair  will  not  be  limit,ed  to  hgersoll  and  will  include  t,he  entire  spect,nm  c>f  American  freethought:
at,heism,  agnc)sticism,  deism,  rationalism,   etc."  For  information  about,  t,he  Festival,  Fair,  travel  and  lodging,
and  exact,  dates,  writ,e  the  Frier`.ds  at  P0  Box  5082,   Peoria,   IL    61601
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FFRF.  The  Freedom  Fr.on Religion  Foundation  devotes  its  mrch  1983  now8letter  boa 12-page  article,
775=ationis]n:  The  I.ossil  Record  and  the  Flood''.  We  repl.oduce  a  portion  (jf  the   cc>nclugion:

.  .  .  [hcy  have  givcn  unwary  ``cv()lutionists"  quite  a  si.arc'  :u`tl  ;i`  timc.s
waylaid   s.`icntifii`   evolutionists   by   thrusting   a   fresh,   uncxpccted   ittai`k   upon
them  in  debates  for  which  the  scicntists  weTc  totally  unprcparcd.    Si`ieni.c  had
thi)ught   that   this   low-level   foolishness  had  long  since  been  disposed  of,  and  it
was  caught  flat-foolcd  by  the  novelty  of  l`inding  a  coterie  of  well-prepared  de-
I)aters  with  rather  good  crcdcntials  in  science  ntiw  standing  bc.hind  the  bible  it-
sell.!      Untll  then,  it  was  easy  to  dismiss  the  superstitions  of  the  biblc.  as  siipcr-
s(ltlons.   Suddenly, the  new breed o(. fundamcntalisr burst forth  from  the  covert,

quict  halls  of  fundamentalist  collcgcs  where  they  had  been  pcrlec.ting  the  attack
upon  evolution  for some  timc!

The  forces  of  science  found  themselves  in  disarray  as creation scil`ntists  fired
volley   after   volley  of  challenging,   scientificsounding,   and   apparci`tly   i`redible
arguments  in  every  dircction    at  sch(iol  boards,  at  scicricc  ltsclf ,  a`  pttlilicdl  tdr-

gets,  at  textbook  publishers:  at  the  blindly  faithful-a  virrudl  MIl{V  barrage dc-
signed t(t  bring down  the  constitutional  barrier between religion  and  the state.

FFRT'8  address  is  PO   Box  750,   rLadison,  WI  53701.   They  seek  members.   Annual  dues  S15.

The  Hemlock  Societ _  "supporting  act,ive  voluntary  euthanasia  for the  teminally  ill. "  The  Societ,y
8ponsoring  a  National  Voluntary

May  1983

Euthaniasia  Cc>nference  c`n  April  29  and  30,at,  the  Unitarian  Center,
San  FraLncisc6,   according  to  Hemlock  Quarterly  (No.11,  April  i983).   The  Quarterly  list,a  t,he  very

gi::i:;i?±befeh-£i:;C:t#:§8{#:i¥2:;:ti:i:a{:D=:;:ch:§€r!::::ed:ci£:;::2in£:::;:::::es::F;:t"B:g):h:W±e
A.nd  Tre've  just  cone  across  this  8izeable  article  in  The  New  York  Times  (4/25/83,p.   88):

The `Right
To Die':

|sltRight,

intense di8cusslon in Dallas at the an-`§L¥®np?£eek#ri!i;thgfftee#ffi:

vfd%:rystoEif;#iaeev?Ee"E|%:er¥
people to the Unltarlan Ceutez' in Son

;:¥jbei%th:aig¥|y%irl:jj;:%Ef.i.,S
yr*Dee':;rEkenpBregroup'stound.

The bcok's subtitle describes lt es a
volume  "or  sellrdellverance  for  the

gul¥d.:'mcftL=thcha:r£:yth:us*#S=

`F§j;¥¥+%thriit:a:¥%es:&¥¥s#;dehing

The word euthanasia, derlved from

i¥j;;;!v£3i#¥;ij§:iieRE

®

nd*k¥#%e##B&¥i##i.¥Pfa?iELE'al¥#T##r
mate clvu liberty. he iLfLld .-------

#r#e¥i.'it#£rceffiTE¥¥#

matter  what  the   Illness,"   he  8ald,

iEe:F#[,#,:##gff:og=:

£:jTi,?,lF#b:£¥:e#ilaF:¥

;.:gu:fag:ih;fE:oicim£#d:thsgi¥ianid;
you have lt in tust for a while, then

i|:gil:e:v:¥sgea!:1;iu:#:t:;ieiii

gDgE::J;:Eaigf=Ti3¥##¥hf:.;.
:e:t?rsthoi&:¥t.ssfur%.u,¥td#td#So:
why believers can't have the view ot

&#ria;Vuuiwii|:at:o%i;d!i¥v%an¥rit#if!

The  Hemlock  Soci®ty's  address  is  P0  Box  66218,   Log  Angele8,   CA  9cO66.

eEefk!i*Se°p|E:}]#oCLgetirc.I.Shmgh°t:

®

Some,  like  Father  Smith,   believe
that  the term  "rational sulcide"  ls a
contradiction   in   terms.   Dr.   Arras
thinks that suicide under certain cir-

iT!ifug!dn!Ti:|ific#?o£#E3i-

iT#jf;!eii#i¥i:it;!!:jii
h
£+#:"avH:g!;-'i¥&fueclinedtn;6oiit!

Eij:!i:sgE¥est*MifrEfg{jiihgd#iedi:
rather  unfortumte   results.   No  one

::-:;:I--::::::-::-:::::-:i:=:-:-::i::i:::=:::::_:-::::=:::-
:eEfeireanssd:orinsprfu#:#coun-

ELECTION  OF  I]IRECTors

We  are  t,o  norinat,e  Dil`ect,ors.  Direct,or§  are  elected  to  3-year  terms.   The  ftylaws  call  for  a  minimum  of  6  and  a
maxlmun  of  24.  We  currently
desirable.

have  22.   If  we elect  7  this  year,  it  will  bring  t,he  tot,al  up  to  24,  which  is

Any  member  may  noninate  any  other  menber  t,o  be  a  I)irect,or-Candidate.

If  you  wish  to  be  a  Candidat,e  your8elf,   notify  t,he  Elections  Cormit,tee,   ap.d  someone  will  prc`bably  nQminat,e  I.ou.
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The  duties  of  a  Direct,c>r  are  not,  burdensome.  Directors  are  occasionally  asked  t,hell.  cipinion  about,  something,
by  mail;   and  t,hey  are  expect,ed  to  make  a  reasonable  effort  to  art,end  annual  meetings,  thongh  not  at  great
expense.  The  cost  of  attending  meetings  is  tax-deductible,for  Direct,ors.

We  would  like  t,o  have  more  than  7  names  on  the  ballot,,   so  as  to  give  nemb®r8  a  choice.

A  brief  st,at,ement,  about  a  Candidate  should  accompany  a.  nomination.   If  you  are  volunt,eering,   include  a
brief  statement,  about  yourself .

The  next  newslet,tor  (Rsl\139,   August)  will  cont,aim  aL  ballot,,  with  the  brief  sta.tements  about  t,he  candidat,®s.

Dircctol.a  whose  tens  expire  this  year  are  ALI  GRAEMI,  DON  JACKANICZ,   CHERIE  RUPFH,   WARREN  SrmH,   KATE  TAIT.
They  are  all  eligible  for  reielect,ion.

-i    To  nonimte  someone  --  or  to  volunteer  yourself  -  write  the  Elect,ions  Corllnittce,  c/c)  t,he  newsletter,  addl.es8
on  Page     I,  bottom.

ANmA_L  RETING  (ig83)

(41) June  24-26.The following  infomat,ion  was  provided  in  the  189t  i89ue  (RSN37-33) :

The  meeting  is  tired  t,o  coincide  with  8  Conference  at  MCMaster.  The  Conference  -  Joint,1y  sponsored  by  the

¥frts=ic:u=L:e#:::;al(:tro3#ve£::##T:Tro¥Ye=L¥)inanftfs¥atitutefortheHistoryandphilosophy
Part  i  -June  24-26,1983  ~  is  on  BR's  non-technical  (Thumanistic")  iirritings.
Part  2 -June  1984 -will  deal with  BR's technical imiting8.

The  program  consists  of  10  talks,  starting  Friday  at  i  PM  and  ending  at  ncon,  Sunday.  (Actually  the  program
starts  at  12:50  "  wit,h  a  brief  Speech  of  welcome  by  Richard  A.  Rempel,  Coordiuntor  of  the  Russell  Edit,orial
Project.)  It's  not  solid  talk,  talk,  t,alk.  It,'s  talk  art,ernating  with  coffee  breaks  and  ending  wit,h  a
Barbecue  at  t,he  Faculty  Club,  6  "  on  Friday,  and  a  B`iffet  Banquet  with  Red  Heckle  (ER'B  brand  of  whiskey),
7  PM sat,urty.

These  are  some  of  the  speal{ers  and  their  topics:
.  S.  P.  ROBenbaun  (University  of  Toronto),"Ru8se]|  and  Bloomsbury".
.  Kick  Willig  (Universit,y  of  deol.gia  and  recipient  of  the  1979  BRS  Doctoral  Grant,),nRugsell's  early  views  on  religion".

:¥o¥8g#i±:#°{j#j;§£it¥¥i:£k¥r#i;:¥§gi£#€¥?Sifu=#¥¥e¥ran±;„.
A  ms  business  meeting  will  be  held  Friday  evening.  No  Conference  talks  are  scheduled.

t##¥.enifh#i¥f;;f?£u§::=£}ii;¥i#£:¥;:¥3:ETiicl£¥3frg¥ct£2€i;st3=:EL¥g¥t:f
S15.75  double,  $213ingle.  Rates  include  bedding,  tovel8,   soap,  daily  maid  service,  parking  and  Ontario's  58
sales  t,ax.

you  need  2  money-orders,  paLyable  to  MCHaster  University  in  Canadian  funds.   (1)  Send  the
Bert'rand  Rug;e-11-Editorial  Project,  TSH  719,  MCMaster.  Universit,y,  Hamilt,on,

To  make  a  reservation
Secretary,  The

6;;;;a;-i:is  ;M£.   (2)  Send  p-ainent  for  lodging  to  Conference  Services,  Comona  1018,  MCMagter  University,
Hamilt,on,  Canada  LBS  4n,  and  mention  dates  of  arrival  and  departure.

go  to  t,he  mln  I.obby  Registration  I)esk  in  t,he  C,ormons  Bldg.   (Bldg  28  on  map,   circled),
and  gett,le  int,o  your  room.  Then  go  t,o  t,he  Russell  Archives  in  Mills  Memorial  Library

Conference  fee  to

On  arl`ival  at,
room  key

raid;:io~;n.ri;,-;irclevd)-between  9  and  5-PM Friday,  to  r6gi8ter  for  t,he  Conf.fence  and  get  a  program.  The
Conference  t,alk8  will  all  be  given  in  Room  lil,  Gilmour  Hall  (Bldg  20  on  nrap,  circled).  Map  is  on  next  page.

Terinal.  The  T-orontonHami-lton  bus  may  stop  at,  MCMaster  on  request;  we're  not  sure

and  pick  up  your

ortat,ion  to  Mchaster.  Go  to  Toronto  by  t,r`ain  or  plane.   Then  it,'8  an  hour'8  bugivride  t.o  Hanilton/MCMaater,
or   Bus

of  this.   In  any  case,   ''MCMast,er  i8  in  the  west  end  of  the  Cit,y  of  Hanilton,   just  a  fen  minutes  froni  dountoun
by  car,  t,a]d  or  public  bus,"  according  t,o  MCMast,er  literat,ure.

If  you  can't  get  there  before  Friday  evening,  you  will  have  missed  3  talks  Friday  aitemoon.  There  are  7  talks
scheduled  aft,er  Friday.

from  Toronto  Airport

*     Come   if  you   caLn!
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ANOTHER   VET

(42)           ig;She:)-;-Sag:eat::i €:uen£::ei i::n:hsteyspstana±gena:  ;:iI:*?ed to  BR which  appeared  in EI Eapectador  ( Bogota)

Socrates  i8  greater  than  Christ,  because  he  did  not  have  the  cruel  and  sanguinary  instincts  of  t,hat
hallucinat,ing  Jew.

wle  thought   it   was  rjuresmear.    But,  HARftY  RUJA   has  t,his  to   say:

Though  I  cannot,  affirm  or  deny  that   BR  said  exact,ly  what,  is  ascribed  to  him  by  t,he  unnamed  professor,
according  t,o  Jose  Velcz  Saenz,   he  has   expressed   somewhat   similar  sentimen+.s   in   'lthy  I  4m  Not   A  Christian'',
On  Page   17   of  the  Simon  &  LC`chust,®r.  edit,ion,   me   find:''There   is   one  vcr.y  ger`ious   defect...in  Christ'§  mcral
character,   and  i,hat   is  t,hat  He  believed  in  Hell."  He  wag   furious  v\rit,h  those  who  would  not,  list,®n  t,o  his
preaching,   an  attit,ude  absent   from  Socrateg  and   one  whj ch  detract,ed  from  his  8upcrlat,ive  excellence.   Cn
Pafze  19,   BR  9ay3  fuT*hcr:"I  cannot  nyself  feel  t,hat. . .in  t,he  mat,t,er  of  virtue  Christ   st,ends  quit,e  aLs  high
as   some  tjt,her.  people  knoim  to  hist,ory.   I  thin}c   I  Should  put   Buddha  and  Sctcrates  above  Hin  in  thc>se  r.spect,3."
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(43) "Nuclear  f ense  and  Nonscnse''

Rijssell   Sc)ciety   Nciws,   [\'o.   3e

ON   NucmR  WAR

Ma}r   1983

by  Soil:_'  Zuckcr.rr,an   is   nominally  a  bat,k  review   in  The   New  York   Revi.ew  of   Bt)oks
ly  it   is  much  rrLore;   it   is  an  excellent  history  of  the  nuclear  arms  ra,c`e  by  someon.

who   o`nght,   to  kn(>w.   He  Thta8   Sci.once  i\dviser  t,c`  t,he   British  Governni,cat.

'I'he  books  reviewed   arc   ''The  Nuclear  Delusion:   Soviet-.'Jmerican  Relat,ioris   in  t,he  4tcjmic  Age"  by  George   F.   Kerman

(Pantheon)   and   "Wit,h  F,nough  Shovels"  by  Robert   Schcer   (Randon  House).

Any  European  citizen  who  picks  lip  the
two  books   under   review   hoping   to   in-
form  himself  about  the  nuclear  dangers
(hat   bedevil   E®st-West   rclatious   could
well  be  cxcuscd  were  hc  Lo  gain  the  im-
pression     that     Gcorgc     Kcnnan     was
brought  up  within  a  culture  wholly  dif-
ferem   from   [hc   oTie   out   of  which   the
c.horacters    in    Robert    Scheer's    pages
cmcr8ed.    How,    one   might    wcll  ~'ask,
could  a  politically  sophisticalcd  amlysis
ot`    Americall-Soviet    rela(ions,    of    the
kind   which   Gcorgc   Kennan   provides,
appear  in  the  same  country  and  at  the
same   time   as   the   proclamaLious   of   a
band   of.   military   camp   followers   who

prctcnd   to   provide  intellectual   backing
for  the  controversial  dcfensc  policies  of
Romld Reagan and C`aspar Weinbergcr?
How   is   it   that   senior   and   experienced
Amcrlcan    military    lcadcr6    who    have
spoken  out  have  so  far  failed  to  rcfutc
the  martial   vaporings   of  a   handful   of
civiliaus  who  offer  guidelines  for  all-out
liuclcar  war.  es  (hongh  lts  consequences
would  bc  tittle  worse  (ham  a  succession
o1`   scverc   droughts?   Call   it   be   that   the
enormous  ]nomcTitum  ot.  the  arms  race,
and  the  pervasive  power  of  the  military
machine,  have  jn  recem  years  so  condi-
tionad    the    environment   of   American
opinion  that,  for all  that  imy  be  said  in
favor  of  free  speech,  public  cxpressions
of  disscnL  have  so  far  had  as  little  im-
pect  on  th.  formiLletlon  of  government
policy  in  the  US  as  tlic  whimpers  of  dis-
seiit have in the USSR?

Whatever   the   answer,   the   belligerent
noises   now   coming   out   of   Washing(on
arc  ccrtQinly  sharpening  the  anxieties  of
ordinary    citizens    in    parts    of   Western
Europe whcrc  public  cxprcs§ions  of con-
cctn  can  still  have  an  impact  on  govern-
mcnl  policies.  People  arc  scared  by  talk
of   protracted   nuclear   war;   by   the   fai`t
that   thcrc   is   no   lct-lip   in   the   nuclear
arms  race;  by  the  lack  of  progress  in  the
START    and    "thcatcr    weapon"    fa]ks.
And,    however    rcgrcttable,    and    quite
apart   from   diffcrcnccs   of   view   about
Stcel  impt}r(s  into  the  US.  or  trade  rcla-
lions    wilh    the    USSR,    strairls    in    the
ALlantic  Alliance  will  incrcasc  the  more
it  t)ccomcs  clear   that   Europcfin  govcTT]-
mcnts  arc  unable  to  influence  tlie  East-
West military confrontation.

The   rcccTlt   admission§   that   the   Pen-
togon.   witli  prcsidcritial  blessing,  is  cm-
barking    on    prcpa[ation8    that    would
ostensibly    provide    the    US    with    the
means  to  right  a   "protracted"   nuclear
war  against  the  USSR  have  gcncrated  a
new  wave of alarm,  and  more  (ham a lit-
tlc    astonishment,     in    (hose    European

quarters   where   questions   wcrc   already
being  asked  abo`tt  o(her  a.pects  of  nu-
clear  strategy.   Caspar   Wcinbcrger's  cf-
forts   al   rc{mction,   culminating   in   his
"opcf`   Ictt¢T"    lo   some   seventy   news-

papcrB.  have  done  nothinq  to  .llav  anx-

i.ty   or   lo   reduc.   bcwild¢rmcnl.   Thco-
dorc  Dmper's   "open  raply"   indicated
that    lhc    Wcinbergcr    lcttcr    will    more
likcly    (ham    not    intensify    fear    among

'rhc  rvcw   }'ork   Rpvi.pw,   No\ionber  4.
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those   of  AmeTica's   European   allies   on
whose  terriloT.y  such  a  war,  were  it  ever
[o occur. would bc fought.

Dul   the   whole   concept   of   a   nuclear
war  is  nonsense.  and  the  purpose  of  Mr.
Schcer's  book  is  to  reveal  the  degree  of
nonscnsc  it  is.  If  the  subject  wcTe  no(  as
serious  as  it  is,  parts  of  the  book  could
be  read  as a  skit  on  the  Reagan adminis-
traljon.s   foreign   and   defcnsc   policies.
Unfortunately,  however,  it  is  riol  a  skit.
What  Scheer  writes  is   backed  by   (apes
of  converse(ions   hc   has   had   with   Mr.
Rcagan;  with  Vice-Presidenl  Bush;  with
Eugcne   Rostow,   now   the   head   of   the
State   Dcpartmenl's   Arms   Control   and
Disarmancnt  Agciicy:  with  members  of
the  8Toup  called  the  Committee  on  the
Prescnl     Danger,     of    whom     Rostow,
Richard  Pipes,   Richard  PeTle.  and  scv-
eral  otl`cr  members  arc  now  officials  in
the  Rcagan  administration.   Half  or  the
book   is   devoted   to   notes   and   appen-
dicc§,   which  include  transcripts  ot`  tartes
and  ol'  other  records.   It's  real   enough.
Europe  and   North   America   have  every
reason   to  bc   fearful.   So   have   the   Rus-
sians.

No   one   in   his   senses   should   dispute
the  basic  assumption   that   the  rulers  of
the   Soviet   Union   will   do   anything   in
their    power    to    prevent    (he    political
disruption  of  their  owri  stalc,  or  that  of
the  satellite  countries  on  whose  s{abili[y
they  have  in  part  based  their  own  secu-
rity.  The  USSR  must  bc  expected  to  do
anything  that  could   further  its  own  ill-
tcrests.    To   that   end    it   will   also   take
risks,  such  as,  for  example.  its  interven-
tion   in   Afghanistan.   On   this   there   is
considcTablc  agrccmcnt  between  George
Kcnnan    and     Rcagan's    advisers.     But
from  that  point  on.  their  paths  diverge
sharl)ly.

What    is    highly    qucstionablc    in    lhc
Rcagan  do¢trinc`   alld  certainly  to  iT`uch
informed     EUTopcan     opinion,     is     the
assumption    that    the    Politburo    would
delit)crately    risk    intruding    into    NATO
territory,  in  the  T`ear  certainty  that  s`ich
aggression  would   be  likely  to  cnLail   nu-
clear   war.    But    this    is   what    Reagan's

people   seem   to  believe.   They  also   now
say    (hat   America    lias    to   plan    for    a
"protracted"  war  because  the  Russians

t)clieve   that   they   could    fight   and   win
such  a  war`  The  Reaganitcs  point  to  the
development    of    new    Russian    nuclear
launchers  and  warheads  as  prool`,  But  if
this  is  proof,  then  wha(  is  not  explained
is  why  the  Soviet  lcadcrs,  while  deploy-
ing  nuclear  arms  with  their  forces.  pub-
licly   declare    that    a    nuclear   exchange
could  never  b€  contained  and  that.  once

started,   the   rcsul(   wou`d   bc   si`orcs   of
millions  of  deaths  on  both  sides.  This  is
T`ol  simply  pTopaganda~any  more  (ham
were    the    prcdictious    of    .he    nuL`lear

physicists   about   the   amount   of   energy
locked lip within (hc atom.

Nonetheless,  as  the  nuclear  arms  race
now  pursues  its  course,   the  USSR  con-
tinues   lo   develop   more   and   more   ac-
curate  ballistic  missiles.  in  order,  as  the
Pentagon  claims,  to  eliminate  America's
equally     accurate      land-based     ballistic
missiles,   with   the  object   or   decreasing
the    intensity    of   a    retaliatory    nuclear
onslaught.   As   further   "proof"   or   the
USSR's   aggressive   intentions,   tlic   Rea-

gan   stralegisLs   point   to   an   evacuation
program  which  Lhc  USSR  js  said  to  have
ready    for    its    biggcT    cities.    aiid    (o    a
belief   (hat   some   significant   part   of  its
industry  has  been  built   underground.  It
is  also  said  that  the  USSR  has  invested
in   a   vast   shcltcr   policy.   To   those  who
wish  to  interpret  such  devclopmcnts  that
way,   this   means  that  the  USSR  is  bent
on   a   "first   strike."   What   such   inter`
pretations   ignore   is   that   rcgardlcss   of
the    number    of    American    land-based
missiles    that    might    be   destroyed,    the
USSR  could  still  be  utterly  destroyed  by
(hc  warheads   ]aunchcd  by  the  airbomc
and    submarine    limbs    of   the    nuclc8r
triad of tlic US.

As   sccn   by   the   men   whom   Schccr
interviewed,   and   whom   hc   quotes.   the
`.scenario"  of  a  Soviet  first  strike  ncccs-

sarily  has  to  be  the  basis   for  American
policy.   Therefore  the  nuclear  arms  race
must    continue,    both    in    quality    and

quantity.  The  US  must  also  embark  on
a  SheltcT  policy.   It   js,  of  course.  admit-

(ed  tha(  absolute  invulnerability  of  land-
based   launchers   caiinot   bc   guaranieed,
not   even   for   an   MX   system.    Nor,   if
there  were  a  nuclear  exchange.  can  there
be   any   guarantee   that   [herc   won'[   be
casualties,   even   when   [he   primary   (ar-

gets    arc    so<alled    "miliLary"    largcls.
But  given  a  civil-dcfcnse  policy  like  lhat
of   (he   Russians,   fatal   Sovicl   casuaJtics
might  be  kept  down  lo  the  lcv¢l  of,  say.
twenty      million,      whil`h,       F'rol`cssor

Richard    Pipes    lhinLs,    is    a    tolerable
figure.  Hc  also  believes  that  if  all  Soviet
cities  with  a  population  of  a  million  or
so  "could  bc  destroyed  wiLhoul  trace  or
survivors,   and,   provided  that  its   csscn-
tial  cadres   had  been  saved,   it   |i.e„   tlic
USSR)  would  emcrgc  less  huT(   in  terms
of casualties (hah it was in  1945 . "

Professor  Jack  Ruina,  a  professor  of
electrical  engineering  at  M[T,  tells  u§  ln
Scheer's  book  that  Pipes  is  a  nicc  man,
but  Lha(  he  "knows  liLtlc  about  !echno]-
ogy  and  about  nuclear  weapons."  Jack
Ruina  certainly  does  know  aboul  bolh.
But   hc   is   being   overgcncrous   when   he
limi(s   Professor   Pipes's   lgnor&nce   itis(

(o    technology    and    nuclear    weapons.
Scheer   describes   Plpcs   as   a   "notorlous

anti-Soviet    hard-liiicr"    who    .ame    lo
Amei.ica  lrom  Polancl.  'I`o  someone  like
myself   who    has   seen    il    litippen,    i(    is
clear   lha[   Pipes   has   li{ilc   t)r   Ilo   Idea   ol`

what  i[.s  like  when   a   cily   is   devastalcd

even  witli   conventional   bombs;   when   it
ls   bombed   even   al   the   in[ei`sily   which
London   `suflered    al    ihc   heighl   ol`   {hc

I]litz.   Hamburg,   I)rceden,   Tokyo  wcrc
wolsc.    Ir   lhe   Soviel   lJmon   were   bcing
nil  in  a  nuclear  exc`h8nge,  the  1/.i  would
also   be    hit.    I    shudder    to    think    how
America.  or  for  that  matter  the  United
Kingdom    or    the    USSR,    woiild    react
were,  say,  six  of  their  larges(  cities  to  be
struck  simultaneously  by  a  one-megaton
nuclear     warhead.     F.ach    strike    would
result   in   something   like  a   quarter   of  a
million   immediate  deaths.   A   one-mega-
ton     warhead     on     Detroit     wo`ild.     in
theory,  exhaust  the  medical   facililics  of
the    whole    United    States.2    I    say    "in
theory,"  bccausc  such  facilities  couldn.t
bc   mobilized.   Have   none   of  tl`c   meln-
bers,  past  or  present.  of  the  C`ommittcc
on  the Presenl Danger  the imagination to
translate  numbers  of  warheads,  launch-
crs, or megatons into human rcalilies?

Ofricial    American   forecasts    irtdicalc
that   without   the   kind   of  shelter   policy
that   Professor   Pipes   has   in   mind   the
number  of  deaths  that  would  be  caused
by  an  all-out  nuclear  exchange  would  bc
scores    of    millions    on    cac.h    side.    But
what    shelter    policy    docs    hc    have    in
mind?

Here  we  tiim  to  T.K.  Jones,  now  the
administration's    deputy    undersecre(any
of  defense  for  research.  and  engineering.
strategic  thca(cr  nuclear  forces.  To  sur-
vlvc  a  nuclear  onslaught.  Soviet  citizens
evacuated  to  the  outskirts  of  their  cities
arc  advised.  so  hc  (ells  uq,  to  dig  a  hole
and  lo  cover  it  with  small  saplings,  over
which  is  spread  tllrec  rest  of earth.  That
would   bc   enough   (o   deal   with   radio-
ac(iv¢    fallout.     Americans    should     be
taught   to   do   the   same.   "lr   there   arc
enough  shovels   to  go  around"--this   is
how  Schecr  got  the  title  for  his  book~
"everybody.s   going   to   make   il."   And

speaking  in  what  he  calls  gencr8l  terms,
T.K.    Jones    is   quoted   as   saying   that
without  protection  again`st  an  all-ou!  nu-
clear cxchangc, Tccovery time

2The  Ef:fee(s  of  Nuclear  War, O[ftice  o{

Technology     Asscssmcnt,     Washington.
DC:    US   Government   Prinling   Office.
1979.

would  take  a  couple  of  generations,
probabl).  more.  You.d  lose  half  the
people  ir]  the  country.  With  protec-
tion   of  people   on]}'.  your  recovery
time  {o  prewar Gr`'P  le`els  probably
uc)uld   be   six   or   eight   years.   If  we
used   the   Russian   IT)ethods   for   pro-
tecting   both   (he  people  and   the  in-
dustrial    means    of   produc:ion`    re-
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covcry  -times   could   be   two   to   four

years .

As  I  read  this  passage,  I  kept  thinking
that    Jones    must     have    been    pulling
Scheer's  leg.  But  we  are  assured  this  was
not  the  case.   That  being  so.  is  it  neces-
sary   to   comment   further   on   the  think-
ing   behind   (he   Reagar)   administTa{ion's
notions     of    a     "stratiEgic     nuclear     ex-
change„?

I   am   equally   hard   put   to  uriderstand
what   lies  behind  the  concept  of  a  pro-
tracted    nuclear    war`     Hou.    would    it
start?  How  measured  a  pace  dues  "pro-
tracted ' I mean?

I(  js  a  basic  tenet  of  the  policy  of  the
Western    AIlianc¢   that    war   in   Europe
could   start   only   if  the   Russians   moved
westward   from   their   present   positions.
Every  effort  would  then  be  made  to  halt
them    with   con\'entional    w.Capons,    and
resort   to   nuclear   arms   would   be  made
only  if  our  defense   failed.   The  next  act
in  this  script  is  "limited  nuclear  war,"  a
concept   to  which   no  experienced  senior
European   militarty.   commander   can   at-
tach   any   reality.   On   the   other   hand,
Schcer  reminds   us   that  it  is  now  fash-
ionable  in   American   mill(ary  circles   to
ralk   about   "command,   control,   com-
mumcations   and   intelligence"   (reduced
in  jargon   (o   C31.   or   C   oubed   I)   as   a
system  whereby  a  nuclear  war  could  be
kept     both     limited     and     protracted
through  measures  that  would  allow  the
US  militar}'  establishment  to  launch  and
control  a  war  in  which  nuclear  weapons
were  used  and   would   survive  whatever
level of destTuction (ook place.

This  is  noTiscnse.  Whatever  form  war
takes,  what's  missing  from  the  term  rs
"J"-judgment.    Only   political   judg-
ment   could   stop   a   nuclear   war   from
erupting,    and   only   the   facts   of   in-
mediate  desrmction   could   stop  it.   Bat-
tlefield   nuclear  weapons  would   destroy
whole    villaLges    and    small    towns;    SCL
called  "theater weapons"  big towns  and
cities.   How   does   a   protracted   nuclear
war  proced?  Tit  for  tat?  And  how  is  it
contained?   We   now   know   that   thcrc
wasn't   enough   C'   in   the  Pentagon.   at
the  time  the  plan  for  protracted  nuclear
war    was    leaked.    to    prevent    Ciencral
David   Jones,   as   he   stepped   down   in
June  from  the  chairmanship  of the Joint
Chiefs,  from  denouncing  the  whole  idea
as  military  rubbish.  8}.  so  doing,  hc  did
far  more  than  Ca5par  Weinbcrger  could
ever  do  to  reas§urc  Alncrica's  allies  that
Washington   is   not   deviously    plotting
their clcstruction.

8ut  how  on  earth  could  the  school  of
thought  to whcb  T.K.  Jones,  Professor
Pipes,   and   MT.   Perle   belong   prosper.
w'hile  that  to  which  men  such  aLs  George
Kcnnan   belong   has   i.ailed   to   influence
policy?    Is    it    that    Rcagan's    amatjeur
strategists   arc   really   rcprescntative   of
Americans?   Arc   typical   Americans   so
consumed  by   their  hatred  of  Russians,
and    so    ignorant    of    the    nature    of
destniction.   that   they   are   prepared   to
hazard     the     continuity     of     Western
civilization  in  order  to  further  their  per-
sonal  prejudices  in  a  fantasy  about  nu-
clear  war?   lf  that  is  the  case,  so  much
mLLst  have  been  forgotten  about  the  sig-
nificance   of   nuclear   wcapous   iri   East-
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West    rclatictus    that    it's    worth    gc`ing

bacl to (hc beginning.
A  month  after  Hiroshima  and  Naga-

saLi   had   been   clevastaled,   Henr}.   Stim-
son,  then  secretary  cif war,  advised  Pros-
ident  Tnjman  that  America`s  possession
of  the  nuclear  sec`ret  could   not   be  used
as   a   w.Capon   to  change   the   comrnumst
system,]     Instead     hc     urged     that     the
American government-having consulted
the British-should  tell  it  all  to  the  Rus-
sians,  alld  so  avert  a  "secret  armaments
race   of   a   rather   desperate   character.'.
"I consider," he wrote,

the    problem    of    our    satisfactor}'
relations  with  Russia  as  not  mcrelv
connected    with    but     as     \irtual]y
dominated   by   the   problem   of   the
atomic   bomb ....   If  we   fail   to  ap-
proach     |[he    Russians]     now    and
merel}J   continue   to   negotiate   with
theln,    having    this    weapon   rather
ostentatiously    on    our    hip,     [hcir
suspicions  and  their  dis(rust  of  our

purpose and moti`'es will increase.

That   was   written   on   September    11,
1945.  Four  months  later,   in   January   of

1946`    Secretary    of   State    Bymes    ap-
pointed  ham  Achcson   chairman   of  a
small  comm]ttec  to  produce  a   plan  for
the    intcrmtjonal    control    of    atomlc
energy.   The  result  was  a  report  which,
as  Acheson  tells  us  iri  his  memoirs,'  was
largely    the    work    of    Robert    Oppen-
heimcT,    who    himself   kept    closely'    in
touch   with   some   of   his   physicist   col-
leaguesl.C.  Laurilsen,I.I.  Rabi,  and
Cforgc Zhccharias.

Contrary    to    Stimson's    advice,    the
Russians  u'ere not brought  into  the exer-
cise.   Nor  were  the   British.   In   June  of
1946,     Truman's     appointee,     Bcmard
Baruch,    presented   tlie   Acheson-Lilien,
that  Report  to  a  ncw]y  constituted  UN
Atomic  Energy  Commission.  The  choice
of  Baruch  was  greeted  with  dismay  by
both Achcson and  Oppcnhcimer,  neither
of whom  seems  to have  trusted  him.I  Ih
bomber  the  report  \]ras  agreed  to  by
ten   mcmbcrs   of  the  commission,   with
the Soviet  Union  and  Poland abstaining,
and  then  in  due  course  it  u.as  vetoed  in
the  Security  Council.  According  to  some
cynical   commentators,    this    result   was
not  unwe]c`ome  either  to  Mr.  Truman  or
to Mr.  Baruch.

In retrospect,   one   cannot   regard   the
Soviet  veto  as  surprising;  the  l'SSR  was
close  to  completing  the  developmem  of
'lnlerrational  Herald  Tribune,  Scprm-
bcr  11-12,1982.
•Presenl a{ the Creation O`c>nori` \969).

INucl  Pharr  D8vis,  I.owrcnce  and  Op.
porhc/'me/ (Simoz) and Schuster,  1968).

Its   own   bomb,   The  United   Kingdom's
position   w88   also   ambiguous.   The   UK
had  been   one  of  the  ten  that  voted   in
raver  of the  American  I)lan  to  "inl.rna-
tlonallzc"  the  mllitary  and  civil  applica-
tions  or  atomic  energy,   but  it  has   now
bccn  disclosed   that   two   moll(hs   bcfoTe
the  vote  was  taken.   1l`c  inlicr  group  of
PTimc     Mjni§ter     Attlec`3     cabinet     had
decided  (o  go  ahead  with  the  manufac-
Lurc   of   a    BTitish    bomb.    The   decisive
voice   in   this   move   was   that   of   ETnest
Bcvin,  the  foreign  sccrctary.  "Wc'vc got
to  have  this."   hc  is  reported  as  having

said  lo  his  colleagues.   "I  don'l  mind  for
myself.  but  I  don't  want  any  other  For-
cign    Secretary    of   tliis    country    lo    be
talked  Qt  or  to  by  the  Sccrctarv  of  `Statc
of  the  Unilcd  States  as  I   htive  just  been
in     my    disi`ussions     with     Mr.     Byrn¢s.
Wc'vc  got  to  have   {lic   thing  over   lierc.
whatever  it  costs  "  Clearly  the  Russlans
were  not  the  only   ones  who  were  wor,
rind   by   the   possibility   of  American   nu-
c]caT domination .

A   few   of   the   morc.   sophisticated   of
the   senior   scien{it;tq   who   had   been   in-

volved   with   Oppenheimcr   in   the   Man-
hauan   Project   realized   I.ron   the   start
tliat  since  no  theoretical   limit  cxjsted  to
the   des[ruclive   power   of   nuclear   war-
heads,   the  l8ttcr  could   not  be  regarded
as    just    a    new    form    of    armament.
Among  tlic  nonscicntjsts  who  had  come
to  the  same  concltision  was  Gcorgc  Ken-
nan.   Stimson   had   spoken   in    1945.    In
1946   HcnTy   Wallacc.    vice-presiden(   lo
Franklin  Dclano  Roosevell,  had  sent  an
open   letter   lo   President  Truman  advis-
ing   against   the   views   of   "a   school   of
military      thinking"      which      was      ad-

Sir  Michael  PerTin.   rhc  L6/€ne/,   Oc-
tober 7,  I 982.

vocating   "a   T)Tcvcntativc   war"   against
the  USSR   bcforc  it  acquired   the  weap-
ons . ,

Tticrc   wcrc   others.   In   1947   a   book,
7lhe     Abso/w/.      Pycaipon.     had     been

published   under   the   c)ditorship   of   Ber-
nard  BTodie.'  tt  spc]Icd  out  the  mcssagc
that  `'thc  bomb"  implied  a  wa(cTslicd  in
international    politics.    Kcnnarl's    initial
rcaction   against   the   use   of   the   bomb
was,     a§     he     puts     it,     instinctive    and
moral-much   (hc  same  as   that   of  the
Chicago   physicists,   led   by  Leo  Szilard,
whose   work    had   been   crucial   to   the
devclopmcnt    of   the   bomb.    but    who,
unlike  Oppenheimcr,  were  urging  Presi-
dent  Tmman,  before  the  weapons  were
used   against    Japan,    that   they   should
never  be  used.  If  the  Russians  too  came
inlo  possession  of  the  weapon,   so  Ken-
nan felt,

then    it    had    to    bc    viewed    as    a
suicidal  weapon,  devoid  of  rational
appli.`ation    in    warfare;    in    which
case   we   ougl`t   lo   seek    its   caTliest

possible    elimination    from    all    na.
tional    aTscnals.     Lf    we    were    suc-
cessful  in  achieving  its  elimirmtion.
fine.    If    not,    then    we    might,    I
thought,   have   to   hold   a   for   of

TP.M.S.  B\i\cke\\.  MIIilar.v  and  F'olltic`al

Consequences   Of  Atomic   Energ)I  \Lon-
don: Turnstile Press,1948).
•Harcourt  BTacc,1947.

these  devices  for  the  unlikely  cvcnt
that    others    should    one    day    bc
tcrnptcd to use them against us.

The  latter  consideration  of  detcrrencc
remains  to  this  day  the  basic  and  logical
rationale  against   the  concept   of  unilat-
eral nuclear disarmamcnl.

In    1949   the   Russians   exploded   their
first   atomic   bomb.    President   TTuman
then  decided  to  proceed  to  the  dcvclop-
ment   of   the   hydrogen   warhcad.    Like
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()ppel]heimer,  Kennan  opposed  the  deci-
sion.   lie  spelled  out  his  views  in  a  paper
whit.h   in   January   1950  he  addressed   to

|]p,in    Acheson.    by    then    sccTetary    of
stale.    How,   he   asked,    were   these   new
weapons to bc regarded?

Were   they   to   be   seen   as    "an   in-
tcgral  and  vitally  important  compo-
men(  of  our  military  strength,  which
we  w{)uld    e,xpect  [o  enip]oy  deliber-
ately,    immediately.    and    uT`hcsi(at-

ingly   in   the   event   that   we   became

Involved   in   a   military   conflict  with

the   Soviet    Union"?    Or    were   we
holcling  them   solely  as  a  detcrrcnt?
ln  this  last  case,  wc  must  take  care
"iiot   to   build   up   a   reliance  upon

them     in     our     militar}'     planning"

Our   publii`   p(isition   should   then   he
that   "we  deplore   the  cxisterice  and

abhor    the    use    of   these    weapons;
that  we  have  no  intention  or  initial-

ing   their   use   agaii)st   anyone;   tna(
we   would   use   them   only   wi(h   the

grcatcst   of   reluctance   and   only   ir
this      were      forced      upon      lis     by
method`  of  warfare  used  against  us
or    our    allies .... "    We    would.    in
other  words,  eschew/  the  rirsl  use  of
such    wcapous    ourselves:    and   wc
would   try   to   incu]catc   into   othcTs
the    assumption    that    (hey    would
never again bc used .

I  left  no  doubt  in  Mr.  Acheson's
mind   as    to   which   of   these   a]tcr-
natives   I    favored.    If   we   were   lo
adopt  the  first  allcrnative-if,  that
is,   we   were   to   base   our   military
strategy   upon   the   use   of   nuclear
weapons-then,   I   wrote,   i{   would
be   hard    "to    keep    them    in   their

proper   place   as   an   instrument   of
national     policy."     Their    peculiar
psychological   overtones   would   ron-
dcr  them   "top-heavy"   for  the  pur-
pose   in   question.   They   would   im-
I)art  "a  ceTtajn  eeccntricity"  to  our
military      planning.      They      would
eventually  confuse  our  people,  and
would  carry  us  "towards  the  miousc
and    dissipation     of    oiir     nati(]nal
strength."     Before    laun.`hiJlg    our-
selves   on   this   path   we   should,   in
any   case,   make   another   cfrort   to
see   whether   some   sort   of   itttcTna-
(ional  control  could  not  bc  devised
and   agreed    up{in    by    the    interns-
(iona] community.

Kennan`s  doubts  wcrc  bru8lied  andc.
Since  then,  all  that  hc  and  o(her.  feared
ha``   come   (a   r`ass.    i.,ast   anrJ   West   now

face  each   other   with   tens   of  thousands
more   inteTcontincntal   nuclcaT   worhcads
Lhan  would  be  needed  to  assure  a  state
of   mutual   deterrence.    Warheads   have

been   elaborated    lor   iise   as    t}attleliclo
and   so-called    "(hcatcr"    wc&pons.    On

paper    at    lcasl,'  their    dcploymeiit    has
bccume  part  of  tactlcal  doctrine,  regard-
less  ol`  Ihc  fact  that  no  responsible  army
coinmander    has    the    sllghlest    Idea    of
how,   Bivcn   polllical   authority.   Ihcir   use
could    cv¢r    bc    controlled.    Only    desk-
warriors   who   have    never   sccn    aclio[`.
olily  compuler  specialists  who  can  llade
the  dca[hs  of  millions  in  war  games  be-
twecn    the    NATo    and    Warsaw    Pact

powers.  can  dc`/isc  the  world  of  faiilasy
where   nuclear   weapons   have   a   role   in
active    warfare,    as    oftpo3ed    lo    being
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weapons   which,   because   of  their   limit-
lcss  and  suicidal  destructive  power,  de{cr
stale8  with  nuclear  weapons  from  taking
mllitary   action   B8ainst  cach  other.   Nu-
clear    weapons   dctcr;    they   caniiot   de-
fc'ld.

Here.  to  European  eyes.  lies  the  irony
of   present   Amerlcan   policies.   In   1947,
at  a  .iine  when  Europe  was  tottcril`g  as
it   tried   to   overcome   the   gricvous   eel)-
nomLc,  political,  and  social  problems  by
which   it   was   then   confronted,   the   US

generously   came   to   Europe's   aid   with
lhc  Marshall  Plan.  In  1948  Sovict  hostil-
ily  to  the  West  reached  a  peak  with  the
coup   in   Czechoslovakia   and   with   (he
blockade  of  Berlin.  A  fragilc  European
derclisc   organization   was   scl   up   under
the  Brussels  Treaty,  to  be  underpinned  a

ycar   later   by   the   formation   of  NATO,
with the US as its main military partner.

Then,  alas.   the  distortion   of  military

planning  began.   the  "certain  ecccnt[ici-
[y"   which   Gcorgc   Kennan   t`oresaw   the
bomb    would    bring    in    its    (i`ain.    The
European   members   of  NATO   were  slill
far  too  ewhausted  even  to  try  to  imple-
ment  the  1952  Lisbon  Conference  goals
for    convcntion&l    forces.    The    Federal
Republic   of  Gerlnany,   whose  contrib_u-
tion   in   manpower   is   today   bigger   than
that  of any  other member  of NATo,  was
not  even  a  meniber.   And  in  any  event,
the   idca   had   already   taken   root   that
disparities   in   numbers   of  troops   could
bc  compensated  for  by  the  provision  of
baltlcfield    nuclear    wcapoTis-an    Idea
which  Robert  Oppenhcimcr  misguidedly
supported.   and   which   Kennan   opposed
on political grounds.

Twenty  years  ago,   long  before  PI.csi-
dent  Reagan  assumed  power.  this  notioii
was   openly   challenged   in   NATO   circles
on   direct   military   grounds.9   but   to   no
avail.    Because    it   suited    Western   eco-
nomic   and   political   circumstances.   the
Europcan  members  of  NATO  hove,  over

9Solly  Zuckerman,  "Judgment  and  Con-

trol   in  Modern  Warfare,"  ForeJ.gn  A/-
40 (2),1962. pp.fairs. 196-212.

the  years,  preferred  to  stick   thcir heads

into   a   mass   of  nuclcar   vc[biagc   rathci..
than  face  the  truth  that  the  more  they
do    so-and    the    more    they     ignore
NATO's      weakness      ln      convent`onal
forces-the  more  d€l`cnseless  we  become
in  fact,  should  war  ever  break  oul  with
the  Warsaw  Pact  powcl-s.  Of  course,  wc
i`ould    make   the   ridiculous   assumpLion
that  the  Russians  arc  so  irraiional  as  to
risk  an  uncon(aimblc  nuclear  cxchai`gc,
which   could   only   end   in   the   total   de-
struction   of  Wcs[ern   Europe,   of  War-
saw  Pact  territory  wes.  of  the  Urals,  as

(44) Mr.   Pi
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well   as   of   the   United   Sra(es   and,   pre-
sumably,   Canada.   Bu(   wha(   would   bc
the point of {hatil

Up  to  the  mid-Seventies,   Tiot  a  singli.
one   of   (he   military   leaders    who   had
been   involved   in   NATO   planning   had
spoken    oiit    in    public    to    declare    hia
doubts.   Slncc   then   several   have.'®   Ad-
Iniral   of   lhc   Flcc[   Lord   Mountbattcn,
chief  of  the  Brilish  Defcni`e  SLaff  l`oT  six

years.   said   (ha(   lhc   bcliel`   Lhat   nuclear
weapons  could  be  used  in  field  warfare
without  triggering  an  all-out  nuclear  cx-

i`hange,  lcading  to  lhc  final  t`olocaus(,  is
more   and   more   inci`ediblc.   One   ol`   his
siii`ccssoTs,    Adm-iral    Hill-NorLon,    said
that  he  knew  no  informed  obscrvcr  who
bclicved  that  war  with  nuclear  wcapous
is  cl-edible.   His  successor,  Field  Marshal
Lord   Carver,   observed   (hal   "no  Sensl-
bl¢,    TespousibLc    ndliLary    person"    be-
lieves   the(   a   war   could   bc   fall.h(   in
EUTopc   in  which   nuclear  wcapofi§  were
used   withoul   avoiding   a   iliatcgjc   nu-
clear exchange.

in   the  la((er   halt`  o1`  the   Fir(ics   and   in

the  carly  SixLies  I)ublic  alarm  abou(  ni.-
clear   weapons   was   esscnlially   due   to
fears     abou(     the     health     hazards     of
radioactive  fallou(  from  a(mosphcric  nil-
clear  (es(s;  it  died  down  after  such  tests
were    banned    by    the    trc&ty    of    1963.
Political  and  mill(any  NATO  circles  cof`-
tinued   to   base   sLraLegy   and   mcLics   on
the   nuclear    wcapon.    All    the    phrases
used    over    (he   years   to   imply   lo   the

public  that  NATO  is  always  upda.in8  its
policies  in  the.end  add   lip  to  (hc  same
thing-if  the  Russians  launch  an  attack
which  cannoL  bc  held  back  by  means  of
convcntional     wcapoms,     NATO     would
resort  to  nuclear  arms.  What  is  more.  in
such  circumstal`ces,  NATO  forces  would
initiate  the  nuclear  exchange.   `^/hat  per
con/ra  would  lhc  Russians  .hen  do?  Ob-
viously,   if   NATO   forces   move   against
them,  and  if  NATO  starts  to  use  nuclear
weapons.   the   USSR   would   most   likcly
respond   in   kind,   even   i!`   Lhc   risk   were
(ha(   the  ensuing  exchange  L`ould   eiid   in
hundreds   of   millions   of  deaths.   'rherc
could  bc  no  victors  in  su.`h  an  exchange.
The end would bc mu(ual suicldc,

George  Kcnnan  perccivcd  all  this  t'rom
the   moment   hc   realized   (ha(   the   Rus-
sians,    come    what    may.    would    dcvisc
their    own    nuclear    weapon.    By    1949,
when   they   exploded    Lhcir    first   bomt).
and  the  debate  about   [he   "super,'l   or
hydrogen,    bomb   started,    Kcnnan   was
certain.  A  year  later  his  heterodox  views
led    to   his    rcsjgmtion    frorri    the   Sfatc
Dcpar(mem  and  to  his   first  a(temp(s  to
circula(c  (hose  views  in  public,  culmjnat-

ing  in  the  six  BBC  Reill`  Lectures  wlli.`h
he   delivered   in   1957.''   ln   one  of  these
lectures  hc  argued  lorcibly  for  lhe  with-

drawal   of   American   and   Soviel   forces
from     Weslern    Europe    alid     for    the
umfication   of  the   two   Germanies   as   a

"Solly  Zuckerman,  rvwt`/cot ///w.ion antJ

Rca///}J (Vlking,  1982).
"Russla.     the     Alom     al.d     lhe     Wesl

([]arper  Brotliers.1958).

demili(arized      slaLc.       In      ano(hcT      he

poinled   to   the   dangers   of   inlroducing
iactich  nuclear weapons  into the armory
of NATO.s miutary forces.

Botli    ideas,     as    hc    tells    us,     "en-
countered    a    violently    advcrsc    official
reaction,    particularly   in   Germany   and
the    United    States,"    His    idea    of    a
dcmili(arized  Germany  serving  as  a  buf-
fer  between East  and  West  was unacccpt-
able   to   the   Wcstem   allies   and,   by   the
tim¢  he  made  the  proposal,  1o  lhc  Rus-
sians.    His   objection   to   battlefield   nu-
clear  weapons  was  anathema  to  military
technologists    and    amateur    tactii`ians.
But  in  retrospect,  how  right  Kenrran  was
when  he  concluded  that  if  nuclear  weap-
ons  were  (rcalcd  as  battJeficld  weapons
rather  than  as  instruments  of  deterrence
they  would  intensify  military  tensioli  in
Europe, and

would   be   bound   to   raise   a   grave
problem  for  the  Russians  in  respect
of   (heir   own   military   disposilit.ns
and   their   relations   with   the   other
Warsaw   Pact   countries.    It   would
incvitably    bring    abou(    a     fLirther
complication   of   the   German   and
satellite   problems.   Moscow   is   not

going   to   bc   inclined    to    trust    its
satcllitcs  wi.th  full  control  over  such
wcapol]s.  If,  therefore,  the  Wcstem
conlinental     counlries     are     to     be
armed     with     them,     any     Russian
withdmvraL  from  Gen(ral  and  East-
ern   Europe   may   become   unthink-
able  once  and   for  all,   l`or  reasons
of  sheer   military   prudence   regard-
less    of   what    the   major    Western

pewcr§ might bc |]repared [o do. I I
It,  did  not  helrj  Kennan  that
when  he
niiiJ`.    itii`    itloiioiinl`eii`cn[    the    Rus`itins

wi{irc    propouiiding    the    same    messag.'.

Nor  did  it  llelp  lhal  .hc  i`onscqueiice`  of
l`is    i`ouiiscl     woLLld    be    a    demand     for
niorc    res(}urces    l`or    coTiventional    arms

and  I orc.`s.
In   the  introduclory  `ec.lion  to  his   new

book,    Kelinan    p€ssimislically    observes
about     the     nuclear     assumptions     and
strategies  of  ihc  kind  exposed  by  Schcer

in  The  New  York   Review  of  Books   (M,arch  31,1983):

To the Editcwm.

Iud ZuckcrmaLn's  essay,  "Nuclear  Sensc and
NODrmsc"   t^rVA,   Dccembcr   16]  contflns  .
few   critied   rem&rke   &boui   n¢   to   Which   I
vouJd urc to respond.

Contrary   lo   Lord   ZuckermaLn's   asscrtion.
Mr.    Robert    Schoer,    the    author    of    Fyf/A
Enough  Shoves,  canaot  hat.e  "tapes  of con-
vErsations"   with   me   because   I   have   nevct
tmed  to  him.  To  the  best  of my  knowlcdgc,
I  have  never  met  him.  In  fact,  I  do  oo[  cvcn
how  who  he  is  apart  from  being  the  author
Of    wha[     Oudg]ng     by     Lord     ZucLerman's

reviev/) is ari  iLLinformc>cl and nasl}  t>crok .
`Given  a   c]vilutfcnsc  pollcy   like  that   Of

the     Russlaus,"     IA)rd     Zuckerman     writcs,
"f&taLI  Soviet  casualties   might   bc   Lapt  down

to   the   lc`/el   of,   say,   twcrity   nrillton   which,
Professor  Pipes  thinks.  is  a  !olcrablc  figure."
Twenty  milhion  casunltics  is  the  number  suf-
fered  by  lhc  Soviet  Union  in  World  War  11:
sigce  among  these  victims  were  mcmbas  6f
my   ow.n   family,   I   can   hardi).   regaLrd   such
fLgures   with  `equalLi"ty.   I   may   fuTthcT  edd
Lbal     estima(es     by     Sov]ct     Civtl     Defence
authonties  suggest  that  they  (not  I)  belicve  a

weL!ut`.eloped    and    executed    civil    dcf¢ncc
progTairzi  `irill  LcCp  caLsualtics  in  a  nuclear  con-
flict  down  to  that  level.   If  Lord  Zuckerman
rcgaTds  such  expectations  as  nonscnsc  then  he
may    wish     to    commu    cats    his    vic``]/s    to
General  Altunin  who  heads  the  Soviet   Civil
Defer)ce  effort  rather  than  crlticizc  American
rapporte`urs or Altu"n ' s esttmates.

Q`loring    Mr.    Scheer.    Lord    Zuckcrman
describes    Tnc   as   a    "`nolonous   anti-Sovret
hard    rincT'    who    came    to    A]Ti     ca    from
Poland."  If  Lord  Zuckcrman  will  dcrmc  for
pp  &  "notorious  pr®Sovict  soft  lincT"I  will
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that

they   are   r`ow   so  deeply   and   widely
implarlled   LIT   the   public   mind   that

in   all   probability   nothing   I   could
say,   and  nothing  any  o(her  prlvate

person   could   say,   could   eradicate
(hem.  Only  a  senior  sta(esman  and

political   leader,   speaking   from   the
prominence   and   authority   of   high
governmental  position  (in  our  coun-
try,  a  president.  presumably)  could
have   a   chance   of   re-educating   the
public  successfully  on  these  various
points,   and   (his   is   something   for
which  one  sees,  at  this  present june-
`ilrc, not (hc slightest prospect.

This   is   obviously   true   if  the   prcscnt
American    administration    continues    (o
follow   the   path   it   has  chosen   over   the

past  two  years.  But  I  think  that  Kcnnan
forgets  that  there  are  other  countnes  ln
the  world  besides  the  US  and  the  USSR.
I  feel  that  (here  m`ay  t)c  more  force  than
he or  any  of  us  now  realizes  to the anti-
nuclear  movement  in  Europe-wh]ch  he
discusses in his penultimate chaptcT.

Sure  enough,  as  his  lillc  implies,  there
is   a   nuclear   delusion-or   illusion.   But
there   is   also  a   nuclear   reality  which   is
undoubtedly better understood in Europe
(including,    I    would    say,    the   Warsaw
Pact  countries)  than  it  is  in  the  United
Statcs~a  land  mass  that  has  ncvcr  been
ravaged  by  modern war.  There arc West
European   leaders   as   well   as   American

3sidents.    I    do    not    despair    of    the
possit}ili(y   lhat  a(  some  moment  one  ol`
them   could   star(   the   process   that   will
remove  ft-om  today  (he  threat  the(  thcrc
will be no Lo]norrow .

So   long   as   political   diffcrcnces   bc-
twecn  East and  West  remain as  they arc,
there  is  clearly   no  logic  to   the  concept
of  unilateral  disarmament  on  eithei-  side
for  either  side.   But,  equally,   there  is  no
logic  to  the  nuclear  arms  race  be(ween
the US and¥the USSR.  a  race whlch  con-

tinues  because  or a  built-in  lcc`hnological
momentuni,  and  a  race  which  Inevitably
increases      lhe     danger     that,      by      in-
advertence  oT  through  mad  decision,  lhc
wcapons  could  one  day  bc  used.  The  cx-
plosive   relcasc   of   the   enormous   forces
wliLi`h    hold    together   the   invisibtc    par-

tlcles  lha`  constitu`c  an  atom  provides  a
way   of  erasing   in   a   flash   ccnturles   of
human   achievement.   It   is   I`ot   a   means
whereby    poLltical    differences    can    be
resolved.                                                         I

bc  able  to  tell  vhcther  I  am  indeed  his  op-,
pontc.  hqr  obming  to  America  frolTi  Polnd.
howcvcr,  has  no moTc bcaring on my  intclke-
"aJ   quaLirlcations   than   Lord   Zuckcrmlli's
migntion  from  South  Afnca  to  England  tns
on his.

Lord   Zuckerman   admits  to  kno`irina  hittlc
about  me  but  hc  is  `.clear  that  Pipes  has  little
or    no   idea   what    it`s   Hkc   when   a   cit}'   is
devastated   even   with   con`.ent]onal   bombs."
Whence  the  certainty?   lt  so  happens  that  I
Ttsided  in  Wusav  in  Scptcmber   1939  vhcn
the  city  was  devastated  in  Nazi   terror  raids.
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The  expcncnoc  has  etched  iLsclf dccply  in  my
memory,  though  )  friJ  to  see  why  it  should
Dalcc  mc  more  compcteri  to  dbc`isi  Soviet
nuclear    3lrltcgy.     h403(    hoowledg€    Which
civihied  mln  has  at  tis  dispesal  be  &cqutlrs
viarioudy.  Icaring  from  the  experience  of
ctbers.  Wcrc this  not  so.  were vc  rcquircd  to
u]idcreo   pcTsonally   all   that   vc   prcifcss   to
toow,  oti what authority vo`i)d Lord Zuckcr-
man   hiltisclf   niavc|   dared   to   publish   fifty
ye.rs    a.o   his   pionc.chng   Sacdal   £7Jc   a/
A/an*c}S art Apes  since  he  charly  is  rreitheT

(45)

(46)

(47)
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a monxe}  nor an apc'.'
Lord  Zuckema[i  cxpresscs  dismay  that  the

school  of thought  `.rith  v.hich  I  ani  as,saciated
•`prospcrs"   while   that   which   hc   regards   as

having  a  monopoly  on  political  visdoTn  "has
faltcd  to  innucnce policy." To the  extent  that
his   essay    is    rcprcsciitativc    or   his    favored
school.    the    reason    is    oct    fai    to    seek`
C.relcssncss  witli  facts,  frequent  resort  to  od
tomjnem  aTgumcnts and  to ridicule ore symp-
tomatic   of   col]tcmpt   for   the   opinions   or
others.   Such  a  mcthod  of  aLrg`imentatJozi  gets

one  so  far  t)ut  no  further.  I(  rna)   sway  sornc
renders,  but  ii  ecrtainly docs  Ilo(  Impress  tJicec
who must  make  fundancnta]  decisions affect-
ing tratJOTul sC"rity .

Fticlta rd Pipes

HarvaLrd U niversity
Carnbndge. Massachusietts

lord Zuckerman nap/i.es:

I  fear  that  Dr.  Pipes  protests  Loo  much.  My
rcfcrcnee   to   ``t_ranscTipts    or   tapes   and    Of

Fray  1983

other    records"    rclaied    genonlly    to   +J`ase
vhich Mr. Scheer rcproduccd iB his book .

The  references  to  Dr.  Pipes`s  bcJicfs  arc  in
the   form   or   excerpts   from   his   `irritings.   If
tl]c}r due  false,  I  s.dggcst  that  hc  tckc  [hc  mat-
ter  up with  Mr.  Schecr.  If they  arc  not,  those
who  ukc  myself  regard  the  vic`irs  Which  they
exprcsscd  as  nonscnsicaJ  vil]  learn  `-rith  rdicf
that  DT.  Pipes  norr  wislics  eithcT  to qualify  or
to disom the.

+'To   Pr.eaerv®  A  World  Graced  By  Life",   a  12-page  pamphledi  by  Carl  S``a`gan,   is  being  mailed  to  all   BRS  mcmb®r8  wit,h
this  issue  of  t,h®  newslet,tor.   It,  is  a  plea  to  save  our  world  from  nuclear  devast,ation.   It  has  been  supplied  -
at  DON  JACRANICZ's  suggestion  ~    by  the  Council  for.  a  I-ival]le  lforld,  whose  object,ivcs  and  distinguished  mchbers
are  listed  in  the  pamphlet.  W®,.  are  gr8lteful  t,o  t,hc  Council  for  pr.oviding  the  pamphlet,  at  no  charge.

WE   APPI.AUD

Felix D®  Cola's  I€tt,er  tc>  t,he  Edit,or  of  t,he  LegAngelos   lines  (April  27,1983):

This is my very last letter to The
Times.

I know that I am dying and I am
unafraid.  I am still a  happy atheist,
and with Bertrand Russell, I say:"I think our own hearts can teach

iis   no   longer   to   look   around   for
imaginary   supports,   no   longer   to
invent allies in the sky, but rather to
lcok to our own efforts to make t,his
world a fit place to live in instead of
the sort of place  that  the churches,
in all these centuries, have made it.

Adieu.
FELIX De COLA

Hollywood
This letter was dictated to De Cold 8

u]ife;  it  was  malted  or.  Monday,  the
day h,e died.

F®lix  had  been  a  member  of  the  ERS.   (Thank  you,  Jacqueline  Bert,hc)n-Payon  and  Bob  Davi8. )

rooK  RIVEN

by  Bert,rand  Russell  (NY:   Liveright,,1929).   This  is  one  of  the  bc>oks  the;t   offended  Judge
thaLt,  prevefroed  BR  froITL  teaching  at,  City  College  of  New  Yory`   (1940).   'I'his  is  what   reviewers

published,   as  revealed  in  t'Efook  Itoviev  Digest,1929"   (NY:H.W.   Will§on  Cc`. ) :

''MarI.i e  &  Moralo''
MCGeehan  in  the  trial
t,hought  of  the  book  at,  t,h®  time  it  rag

RussELL.    eERTRAND    AF`THi;F`    wiLLiAM.
M&rriag€   and   moialB.   32/Jp   |3   Ljveright

17d    LS€xual    ethics.    Marriage                  29-216:16
Beginning     Tith     a.r]     his[or)cat     and     et+.ical

a:`,e,-;r°ig£:.i:a`arT3°=al`,tt}..c.`b,]sr.I.Rduis£`c:nglsscau\Sae:.:

#:T€,S£¥gd€£jE:,s:[:P,eat;:hEr[3t:I:t:I,ae:r€:#=::%,:i;i:
:aetr`t°alntEodT'fi¥ae:',nonsngfr',i,€ecos:`eL'ntf,I:tn':rscoi°pT
making    fc`r    greater    happiricBs    in     the    wriole
realm   of   Sex   a`icl   marrLaf~,   are   gi`.eri.

•.Bertran(I    I?`us.=r=1!    t`,as   cer:ainl}.   prcidured    th.i.

B::;thE8|oaa.Tforz!£c.g:.`S;i:S[:ear,}[3!u€rri€b.;:,etho?
I:    js    unfami:ia`--irhich    is    qulte    as    it    8}iou;a
tx--nd    tr.€    tcok    u.il'`    reacri    a    gTcat    in,all).

#.:P!`th.rue?._'-u.+.%stfi=`.tc.Sri.I:Jc%;ci:`;':t[on?eL[\i;.:.,
is    eonviiii`ed    o:-    t`o    facts.    l.hal    marriage    is
for   the   sake    o!   the   chlldren    born   ir.   1|    ar}d
that    lc>`'e    is    ore    (`.i    the    first    `'aiuc-5    of    €x.e-
lenct  "    Hi.:rt.    Bfr}€lic.

+298°]°bis,.F(N    Y   Herald   Tribune)    p5   o   2,:,

Re`'iei`-ed    b}.   rranci8   Snow
Current   Hitt  3i:630  Ja   .30  280w

:ud;:i:a:r:::,::`,`a8£,T¥¥n:.k:£an[:a;;.{g[:Tgfue5a:ev:;E£;i;S;%f#j
h.`.p   t.1   hp   I--r£..cri       ln   fact.   a   new  mora!it}.   iB

¥;ii::lr£:.er.`:%!i"I:aiug!I:`i:`€Sds:Fu?,:thE.e[#:9]aalnccg:a:;:.:

;2.o.::r=:aLn:n,:h:pine:ik£.ko;I:t;e¥,ce`',?|''is£?mg:':st:o,oakcfn:i

cgo:a::b:F¥yfe:±!,i,:a:f:'lF:g:ET:a:ertrs??eicct.:e'i-?a:bef
-   N  Y   Tlme.  p:  N  17   '29   1300w

op:E:;tyELt#raunndsusrcp::i:]}i?erenaed€rbt`;:RT`.i,[teL%`',}i

S::rp`Tf:¥en3£,`Em€f[nvt£;et:::3,.i.sn%tfg[hfLo;a::
I;ir..s?I?!chbutdstBcfrEt:,,&[Jontheaai:%t3{g§C*?{Ers,r*,E

iLe:¥m:cnTins'  8!ndh]£rfB:F, :Tsh €Ja dp`:::`S,Sc`ens:  gi:
{f`.:._t`.     I,.`    fal`ii+     his    nationa!    lo.`'alt}-.    and    the
`-rr}.   ¢x  s:Er.cf_   or   +.i``   s-or`h-on   this   pa.rth.    llore-

:..,€::.L.  Pi:=as:,'r)a `::.!rr,a   I;?tfhec8:nt`5£?Jt`eft}S..    e}:Cllthopf
in_i..       zLT„   `l.:`       rna.rrifr.        di.a(`iFL<inr       thlJm       a=
CCT.IT.,]!.   .apzisc   dic:atf.s,   gi`'!ng   both   sides.   forc-
lr!g   Dc,I  `c.3r.c!us!cLr.s   c,n   the   rend.}r."   Harr}    Han-
eerJ

-   N   y   World  pl:   a   15   +29   1100w
•uberi!    tzLLzided    re6ider8   will   find    much   to

sF¥¥:ii.£i¥:ffol::ie;,o,::k:,it::.i:f.!t.:e:efi`;i::i
Tanced_i5#o.a:ktife-:3¥8[aom;3.'.2F]oLo.owR°bblns
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A.GAIN,   THE   BIG   ISSUE

(48) FI`om  The  Now  York  Times   (4/24/83,   p.   E2l):

`Frightened for the
FutureofHumanity'

77ie /olzow!ng s.atemeri! was sig7ted by 70 scien!isls who contrib-
utedtothedevelopmanoflnefirstatomicbomb,inl943.Amongthe
s_igriatories  are  five  Nobel  Prize  wimers  -  Hens  Bethe,  Oven
C_hpmbe.rlqln,_ R±cpprd Feyr.marl,  Ed MCMiuan and Emilio Segre.
Others inczi4de Robert Marshck,  vector  Wei.sshop/ and Frank  opi
pewhel.mer.

The 8lgners of this statement are scientists who came to the Man-
hattan Project at Log AIGmos in its earliest days and who are now
gathered to observe the doth anniversary of the opening of the label
ratory. We write this because we worked on the creation of the first
nuclear bomb and therefore, even though the consequences and the
concern must be the sane for au people equally, we feel a special
sense of responslblllty. We are &pprlled at the present level of the
nuclear armaments of the nations Of the world and we are pro-
foundlyfrightenedforthefutureOfhumanity.

The Single crucial fact ls that the t`ro major world powers now
possess a 8ufficlency of nuclear warheads and delivery systems to
destroy each other and a significant part of the rest of the world
many times  over.  Furthermore,  in view of  the  massive overkill
pctentlal already achieved,  the mobillty of  many launching sys-
tems, and the absence. after many years Of research, of any cred-
ible detense,  we  see  no conceivable  probabil!ty of preventing,  t)y
any military action that could be taken, such total or real -total de-
struction. This being so, considerations o[ possible comparative ad-
vantage to one 8lde or the other in numbers of warheads or in mega-
tonnnge become irrelevant.

0`ir one hope 18 that both the United States and the Soviet Union
will recognize the futlllty Of trying to outbuild the other in nuclear
strength and also the cataclysmic danger inherent in the effort to do
so. We urge upon the leaders Of both countries that this recognltlon
be made a comerstone Of mtlonal policy and that lt lead to the
beglnnlng Of a mutually agreed upon reduction of nuclear arma-
ments and, for all n&tlons, to the ultimate goal of the total ellmin&-
tlonofsuchwequus.

BRQUOT+ED

"Forbe8"  loves  in.  and  continues  to  dig  up  nuggets  for  its  "'rhoughts  on  the  Businesof  Life"  section:

To  be  able  t,o  fill  licBure  int,GlligentlLv  is  t,hc  last  product  of  a  civilization.     (April  11,  1993,p.   220)

:i::8:S±:I:::e::i:8':rg::: got::€;.o:::£:°{'ML£  ;:i:;:;?is:;3:3:ress "  is  ethical;  change  ig  indubit,able ,

(1hack  you,   WI{n'FEro   COBS)
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IAST  MINtJTE   ITF,]us

Still  more  now  member.a,   and  we  are  very  glad  to  welcome  t,hem:

THANOS   CATSAMBAS/3003   Van  Ness   St,. ,N.W.    (S-418)A'8shingt,on,   DC   20008

:#ig::f4f!i!#;;i.:::¥:i::ii:#3:i;l!2;A¥t!ii!ir:iJtg;F13dleto-'CTo6457
ROEERT  E.  `w'ImlNSON/2425  Sharon  Road/Charlotte,   NC   282]1

]¥±  of  t,he  HRS  wi]|  be  discussed  at,  t,he  June  meeting.  Come,  and    have    your  say  about  t,hen.
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II\DEL

:;:::_:-:::::::i-::-:::::i-:=:::::::-:::::-:::::-:::-::-:::i-::::-:-:::::-::::::::--::-=:I-:::-::::::::-=::::_:::::::::::-:-=i::-i-=-
naHie  (26).   ERS's  new  address  (27).   For  Sale:   BR  button  (28),  menibers'   stat,ionery  (29).   Nc>t,  for  sale:   BR
postcaLrd  (30).  President  Jackanicz  reports  (31).   rms  Award  to  Rotblat  (32).     Herb  Stahl  dies  (33).  Nil.berforcc

§¥a:!!8!hT£¥§:#:i3;!=g:::ve:±gj}::'::ci;#ig{;::!±::r:,::s¥§{;t#u£¥he;i::gonrfsc;i§!i?[¥4ii:::Son;§rit£;:ds(37)

;¥¥;:::i::=:;:;::;::x=,h#±#,,t,+%3.c;::::9L:ustot::ttisrt£#.M:2gn::v:eerie::t¥6;.LL2:a:¥±:::i:i:da¥oraL„


