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D=cerriber  2nd,  AI  Seckel

C"IRE I-S

gives  a  talk   (vit[`  slides)  on  BR,in  Santa  Barbara.  For  Tnore,  see   (2|)

ADINL.AI.  MEEI'IRE    (1985)

{r3;i    i'£.fir:.: €L`.-.dj:;L3.'.:Lf ji:.r=    is  the    place,     Jurre  21-23  is  the  time,     the  next-tonlast weekend  in  June.     Mark  it  i-jr.    ::,7{.vi.I:
c'±-,.~yi`„=\I-;     i`,-iclude    it    in  your  plans...and  in  your  budget.     Don  Jackanicz,    whose  arrangements  for  the       i98i:``
`...h.jc.:`L:.!,    r`..c.,j3-i=ir.'j'    made    lt  an  outscanding  one,     is  again  in  charge  of    arrangements,so...expect    a     lot.i     Tlj-F..
I+rcf:7T::,,'L-`;  ±t r  ;:+Le  armual    meetings  of  the  past  2  years  were  devised  by  the  2  Russell  Conferences  in  Cane.{,ia;   ti+.a
1_''.``?.£.:  ``-,~r.`.?.;:i.   :Tr`3\:.ting  v+Till  be  the  first  in  3  years  in  which  the  BRS  puts  on  its  own  progran.     More  to  cortj.

( 4 )   -=-:'-r.=.?:,3

(5)

REEORE  FROM  OFFICERS

+'.`r:   lL.```=`;i  Jackar,ir.a  r€.oc.is :

+1_`)t!.>,     'i:J-|rcrL  for  a  I.g^J  £L13  Librarian  has  ended  in  the  appointment  of  Torn  Stanley.     I  ueuld  like  to    `vt:1``':,'rf`2
:r`in  i.t ,  this  Fosit=ir,r[  'dytiile  again  thanking  his  predecessor,     Jack  Ragsdale,     for  a  job  well  do.-.e  tr..`'_:;~=  ir..i`,+.
i:`..`,e..` .-..     years.     E`,ir  iTEi:~`ing  diverse  and  ofteLri  rare  materials  rrore  readily  available,     I.mne  3+`ks  Libr`=r'.  T'-_.;r,.c~j
:':.:`,.::)  ````Lr:sell 's  irork  and  views  kncrm  to  the  academic  and  general  corrmmities.   Its  acti'/ities  have  al;i-,  ;:t-:~.I.`,
:i.':     I,:x)rrLp_rit    part  of  the  BRS's  aim  of  disseminating  information  on  Fnissell  to  wider    audiences.     1.``    i:"L`:.i
ftjtur.-i.    I    anticipate    a  growing  role  for  the  Library,    and  I  invite  all  members  to  vffite  to    Tom    aLJic:    I-L€`=
•.Jt.I-=€..:ning  tr.e  Libra`r¥-' s  mission  and  hcw  to  foster  its  performance  to  an  even  higher  level.

:,£`/.`h   ...L{,ntinues  on  planning  the  June  21-23,     1985  Amual  Meeting  to  be  held  in  Washington,   D.C.  Tr`.e  p=t=^.`ii.`;a
I-„tL..i..`.'3    place  has  not  yet  been  chosen,    though  the  likely  site could  be  one  of  the  area    universit.`_es    or
ur`.;:els.    Negotiations  are  now  being  conducted.  Any  mefroer  interested  in  making  a  presentation  shc,illd  `.; -.--. t,.+
r{)    me    at  the  earliest  convenience  as  the  program  is  gradually  being  compiled.    Suggestions    =-or    i,r-,.='?..a-:`.
il-eras  and  agenda  proposals  for  the  Society  Business  Meeting  should  also  be  directed  to  me.  And,  of  c.`-.}i`.I:?.¢`„
2  'i,.err  much  hope  each  member  is  seriously  considering  attending.    The  ne2ct  newsletter  will  contain  i-`..?.-rJ`..I:. r
'i.±{`-`ails  on  meeting  plans.

N€,Jgotiations    for    the  annllal  Bt2S  Award  and  your  views  on  the  proposed  1986  BRS  Annual  Meeting  in    Britain
are  also welcomed.  Nchr  is  the  time  for  your  input.

Vice-President David Hart  re

Ice Eisler  has  once  again earned the  gratitude of  all  BRS mefroers,    this  tine  for his  fine work  in getting
a    videot=ape  of  the  BBC's  "Bertie  and  the  Boob".    It  is  available  from  the  BRS  Library,    and  ve  might    all
think  about  how ne  could  present  it  t.-.o  vaLrious  audiences.  Many  colleges  have  groups  that \rork  to  promote  a
nuclear    fi-eeze.      Student    groups  are  alvays  glad  for  any  chance  to  hold  a    meeting;     they   `rould    likely
welcome    sorrfone  who wants    to  shcw our  videotape.    In  addition,    even  in  this  era  of  darkness,    there  ar+3
still    a  few colleges    that have  ail ecology  club.    TTiey  too  might have  an  interest  in   our    videotape.Most

*Russell  Society  News,  a  cprarterly   (lee  Eisler,  Editor) :  BD  i,  Box  409.  Coopersburg,     PA  i8036
BBS  Libray:  Tom  Stanley,  Librarian,  Box  366,  Hartford,  VT  05047
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groups  like  to  have  outside  visitors.    So  in  thinking  of  prospective viewers,    we  need  not  limit  ourselves
to  those  groups  to  wziich  we  belong.     Many  churches  have  peace  groups  that  do  very  good  work;    we  ought  not
to  ignore    this  potential  source  c>f  interest.

In    reading  over  the  questionnaires  returned  by  our  new  rrembers,    I  am  again  and  again  surprised  to    learn
haw    some  casual  event  has  set  off  a  wholehearted  interest    in  Russell.     Russell  is  how  own  `j=|=st  advocate,
if  only  pecjple  `r?an  be  made  aware  of  his  work.     Perhaps  our  videotape  w'ill  be  the  small  event  that    awakeris
curiosity  arid  sends  someone  off  to  a  bookshop  or  library,  eager  to  read  anything  Russell  wrote.

Vice-President/S cial  Pro His      review      of      Russell ' s    Carforid e  Essa s   1888-99
appeared  in  Choice   (April  1984,  p  242) .  Here  it  is:

An  extraordinary volume  t.hat  should delight  both  the  scholar  and  the  general  intellige.nt  reader.    For    the
scholar    there    are    Russell's    early  and  shorter   writings    on    economics,    epistarrol`ogy,    an.d    logic;    a
biblic>;==a:t`.`j7    at`d  aener€`l  index;       and    127  pages  of  armotation  and  textual  notes.    For  the  general  reader
there  are  essays  about  the  r`at.ure  of  ethics,politics  and  utilitarianism.  In  addition  (and  simply  a  delic\'[lt
to read) ,    there  is  the  diary  of  a  16-year--old   arguing  about  the  nature  of  religion  and  religious    belief
and,    as    a    special  bonus,    a  readirig  list  con.taining  758  entries.    The  biographical  material  will  be    cf
special  interest  to  those  adolescerit  rea`c]:4ers  se<u~c`li`ing  for  a  mc>del  or  intellectual  hero.       A  riust  for    all
co]iege    collections,    and    highly    reccimTended    for    general    libraries  who    wish    to    have    the    pert.ici`.
i':|t=r).:)iography   of    a  man who  is  clearly  one  of  the  greatest,    if  not  the    greatest,    intellectual    of    cur
CenLtny.

[Tl)e  ?:e.<,..iev7er's  copy  of  this  volume,     furnished  to  us  by  the  publisher,    Allen  a  Urmin,     is  available  fr\`.;n  -i,`3
BE:3  Lii)?`i=ry.   Handle  with  care;   it  is  a  $70  volume.]

.'i.='j-i.±¥r|=:,`!: PS|`±l±  J.  Dal-] fi{`.a  r`epr±±i

( 7`,.i    .,-"   ,.u.-Te  r`i`  art-_a_r`_f=|:f3_i r`i`'.j£1'~£tifi

I:'3i`-',nce:   c.n   halrd    {3,J3`j~,i'8¢)  .,............................................................... 3053.60

Ir=i-\`i>`=:          13   n€`:{,`,`   rrfjrLi.{ra:`s .................................................. 246.45
62   reriewa`1>-..........................

cc!)t_i-, ibut,iL.\?r 3 . a .....................
sal{3s  3±  RC,=r..,   i_`coks,   stationery,etc.

.....................   1232.50
total  dues ............ 1478.95
....................... :75.00
........................ 18.25
total  income .......... 1572.20

ft>r+?ird:.,L,ic€:s:   I.nE-c>rmatiorT+  and  Merrbership  Cc>rmittees ...................... 1100.19
B.f`S  rx=`.ctc.I..,. i`i  Grant ........
BRS  Librar[r ...............
sut'-Script_-.ions  to  "Russell"
baric  cr,hfarges ..............
Other ........-........ a . . .

420.00
. . 0 . 00
. .0.00

........................ 11.99

......................... 0.00
total  spent ........... 153Z=IS

1572 . 20
a625.80

1532.18

B,-*],irice  on  hand   (6/30/84) ................................................................   3093.62

(`7.I;.`)     £.`r:r    tLi.`3   ..-,-~'`i-liter   endin 9 / 30 / 8 4 ..

Balance  on  hand   (6/30/84) ................................................................. 3093.62

Incrjne:        15  newnerrbers .................................................. 285.00
18  renewals .........................

contributions.......................
sales  of  RSN,  books,  stationery,etc.
unkncwn,   to  balance .................

total  dues

total  income
Expnditures:   Irrforrration  and  Membership  Cormnittees .............

BRS  coctoral  Grar.t ...............................
BRS  Library .......... ; ...........................
subscriptions  to  "Russell" .......................
hack  charges .....................................
Other............................................

total  spent.

. 332 . 70
I-65mo
.115 . 72
. . 60 . 83
. . .2.28
. 796 . 53

.785.40

.      0.00

.203.28

.468.00

. . .7.50

.  . .0.00
1464.18

796.53
3890.15

1464.18

Balance  on  hand   (9/30/84) ................................................................   2425.97
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REpORTs   FroM  cOEvO.{IFTEEs

ComTiittee   (Tom  Stanley,  Librarian) :

Nove,her  1984

The  Library  is  in  process  of  being  shipped  to Vermont.     I  expect  it  w-ill  be  intact,    and  orders  processed,
by  the  time  this  issue  arrives.  Please  excuse  any  delays  that  have  occurred  durir,g  the  transition.
"Bertie  and  the  Bonb",    the  BBC  documentary,    is  our  latest  acquisition.    We  have  four  copies  of  this    VHS
cassette,    three    of    which  are  on  loan.    If  anyone  has  a  specific  date  when  they would    like  to  view    it,
please  notify  me  at  once.

The    Librarian's    appeal   (RSN43-27)   has  elicited  a  very  generous  donation  of  books  fran    AI    Seckel.    Also
worth  noting,    we  have  The  Collected  Pa
(6)I

s  of  Bertrand  Russell,  Vol  1   (Carnbrid

[For  more  neys  about  the  Library,  see   (12-15)  I

Philoso hers'  Cormittee   (David  E.  .ohnson,  Chairman) :

e  Essa s,1888-1899).    [See

Prcoram
of

nE  BERTRAND  RUSSHL  SoCIEry,   INI.
at  the  Decenber  1984  Meeting
of  the  Eastern  Division  of

HE  AimlcAN  pHIIOsOpHI.GAL  AssoclATloN

TIME:   Decenber  28,   1984.        10:00  to  11:50  a.in.

PIACE:  The  New  York  Hilton  Hotel,  Nassau  Suite  A

PAPER:   "Knowledge  By  Description"
Russell  Wahl,  Wabash  College,  Crawiordsville,  IN

Ccrm.rmAroR:  Justin  I.eiber,  University  of  Houstor\  .

CHAIRMAN:   David  E.   .ohnson,   U.   S.  Naval  Acaderry

********

ABSTF`qer  oF  RuSSHL  tmEL' s  PAPER, "ENcmEDGE  8¥  DESCRIPTICN"

This    paT}er    exami.`.es    Bertrand  Russell's  notion  of  knowledge  by  description  and  explores    tw7o    ques.ti:i.;-`.s:
`..t![~3tl-er  it  is  rea.`Lli,'  correct  to  say  a  person  can  have  merely  descriptive  knowledge  of  a  thing,  and  wl`,et+.er
i,ri~i.i+is  ca,t`.  be  kriown  about  things  knc*m  only  by  description.     I  argue  that  Russell's  original  intentior,     1 ...-.
int.i..`-t:iuc.ing    this    notioii res  to  accoimt  I-or  the  possibility  that  tmths  could  be  known  about  things    witJ`+
\+hj.ch  cue  ls  not  acquainted.    This  is  the  case  despite  some  of  Russell's  later  clains  that  such  thilil=s    as
Pi.ccadilly,    physical    objects    and    other  things  which  are  known  only  by  description  are    really    lcg.ic3?.
coiistructions    of    things    known  by  acquaintance.    Far  from being  a  consequence  of    the    pesition    in    "()rj
DL3noting"    and    "Kncwledge    by    Acquaintance,    Kncwledge  by  Description,"  this    Iinore    constructivist,    vi.£jv
ac;tura-lly  conflicts  with  it  in  some  respects.

•Science  Comrr`ittee (Alex  Dely,  Chairman) .

£±5:£8p3£i:c£:=8:n](E:I:rt54)?igi#m:t:e]±tedh±fegg::e±A:€]g::fa:n'g'far¥afea:upegg==iina:;::V:;::=yo_:;
the  petition,    get  signatures,    and  frail  it  to  the  address  given.    Alex has  drafted  an  '.Accident.al  Nuclear 't,Tar
Prevention  Act",    which  has  been  submitted  to  Congress,    and  your  petitions  with  signatures  rrLight  be    helpful.
The  article  and  the `petition  are  on  t}`e  next  pege.

Results  of  the vote:

TIH  rmcERs  VOTE

The  Bylaws  revised  in  June  1984  were  approved.    All  candidates  for  Director  were  elected
oi.    re-elected  for  3-year  terms  starting  I/1/85:   JACQUTfrlNE  BERTlioN-PAYchl,   roB  DAVIS,     AljEX  DELY,     AI,I  GLLir"I,
mm  hcoRIIEAD,    DEN  WRA¥.  The  ballots  vere  tallied  by  llee  Eisler,  and  the  count  ras  verified  by  Secretary  Jofm
Ifnz,  as  reqbired  by  Article  11,  Section  2    of  the  new Bylaws.



Page  4

.      America  is  once  again  at  a  erossJ.oads  in  its  attitudes  to-
ward  our  military  needs  and  capabilities,  as  well  as  our  fun-
damen!al  relations  with  the  outside  world.  To  achieve  the  ill-
defined  end  of  J'r`ational  security"  our  country  alone  spends
en,OOO  per  year  per  family  to  prepare  for  events  unliLeiy  to
occur  against   "enemies"  we  do  not   attempt   !o   even   ur`der-
s!and.

In   the   mear`tilT`e,   nearly   no   time,   energy   or   funds   are
spent,  either  in  the  Pentagon,  the  Congress  or  the  elitist  arms
control   organizations,   to   carefully   document   the   threat   of,
and   solutions   lo,   accl.der!fflJ  nuclear   war.   Cfur   recertt   book
and  Congressional  testimony  alT`ply.suggest  that  an  uninten-
tional,  self-triggered  nuclear  contlict  is  far  more  likely  than
the  premeditated  attacks  our  Pentagon   "wargames"  buy   to
study.  Not  only  is  the  probability  of  accidental  war  increas-
ing  rapidly,   but  it  is  a  risk  that  holds  the  two  superpowers
hostage.

A  key  theme  of  our  findings  is  that  both  sides  are  giving
themselves  and  each  other  ever  decreasing  amounts  of  time
to  make  informed   decisior`s.   By  conscious  design,   hath   the
U.S.   and  U.S.S.R.   are  deploying  weapons  systems,   such  as
the cruise  missiles  and  the  stealth  bomber,  which  are invisible
to  the  §!.inciard   tcf iir`iques   of  radar  or  satellite  verification.
0[tier  systems,  si..ch  as  the  SS-20 and  Pershing-2  missiles,  are
placed  so  close  {o  er`elry  !erTitory  that  they  can  strike  essen-
tial systems within six to ; J..i-lve minutes after launch.

These fa`^!ors cri-ate a  pr9`-arious balance.  an  unstable equi-
I;bi`;uin,  wr`ich  could  be  upset  by  many  events.  In  1980  Sen-
ators  Gary   Hart   and   Gc`lfjwa[er  cor`ducted   an   irivestigation
ir.Io  tl`e  L'  S    strat`'g`.c  waning  system.   They  fourid  151  sig-
nificant  false  alarT4is   durir`g   the  preceding   18  months,   some
lasting  a  full  six  mir;tltes.  .The  lJ.S.  false  alarm  rate  increased
to  186  ir.1081_,  215  in  1982  ar`d  `vas  up  to  130  as  of  May  31,
1983.  tl`e  latest  a`'ajlal,`le  c!ata  under  our  Freedorr`  of  lr`forma-
lion  Acl rloqFrs€   rrlis  .+epresents  a  35%  increase.  Most  signif-
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i-\J ffi'H
By Alex Dely

lcantly  the  Soviet  compu.ers  are  even  more  unreljable.  And
what  about  the  15  or  so  nations  possessing  or  buildirig  nu-

:i::rb[:epaopt:n:'ucTana¥:iewhM°jEdi:ereEpa::,rxfa,arif[r:::,tedan!:
South/Central America?

I      A  key argument  is  that  the defer`se community  (but  r`ot  the

public!)  is  a-^'are  that  many  false  alarms  do  occur.  They  also
know  that  the  amount  of  time  necessary  to  check  whether

:::I:'t:amckroa:i:[r=fir]sn;:{¢aTc;:2s2:nrti:Cex¥e:t?t]me fora
The  practical  result  will  almost  certain.Iy  be  the  adoption

by  necessity  by  hath  the  U.S.  and  the  U.S.S.R.  of  a  launch-
on-waning  policy,   an  open   irivitation   to  ur`intentional   but
real disaster.

In  addition,  the  Pentagon  uses  between  3cO  and  1000  dif-
ferem  computer  languages,   a  babble  of  tongries   that  could
create   ch.aos   should   electronic   chips   fail   or   computer   pro-

grams  contain  errors  (and  no  practical   tests  seem   !o  be  ad-
equate).  Fir`ally  we  must  prc'5wme  that  during  a  crisis,  which
recall   could  last  as  little  as  six   minutes,   all   members   of  the
~L-=_    _f    _

computers,   passed  along  to   the -Secretary  of  Defense-in   the
Pentagon,  on  to  the  Presidenb  who  must  make  a  cal-eful  de-
cilsior`,   and   then   back   down   the  chain   of  command   to   the
launch   officers.   Again   we   must   wonder   how  a   highly   bu-
reaucratic  chain   of  command,   such  as   the   Soviet  or`e,   will
deal wi!h this issue.
What can be done:
1)     *=_bl!s_h_  a   u.S.-U.S.S.R.   Joint   Crisis   Control   Center.

This   permanent   new   institution,   originally   in   Moscow
and  Washing{o.i,   would  facilitate  face-to-face  immediate
information   exchange   and   consultation   whenever   cr]sis

Novem,her   1984.i

occurred.  Both  locatior`s  would  be staffed  24  hours  a  da
by   Soviet   and   U.S.   military   and   diplomatic   personr`ei
Originally  proposed  by  ils  in  1981,   the  U.S.  CL€nate  ir`coi

porated  this  sug€es!ion  by  82-0  vote  Into  the  Fjsc,il  Ye,I
19S5  D.O.D.   Appropriations   Bill.   Unfortunatel}'   lh]s   a(
curred  via  nonbinding  resolution.   Since  Secretary  of   D€
fense  Weinberger  in  April  1983  s`immarily  concluc!ed  t!ia
a   "crisis   cor`trol   cer`ter   was   not   desirable   at   this   time,
the political pressure must be maintair`ed.

2)     Upgrade   the   pr€ser`t   60   words-per-minute   tele[ype   hot
line. The preser`( system:

• does not allow use of high<peed satellites
-does  not  allow  high-peed  map  or  facsimile  transmis

sion capabi] ity
-does „of have secure voice and video capability
-  does  not  provide  either  side  with  high-speed  interac

tive links to their embassies in crisis area nations
We  must  ur`dorour  preser`t  depender`ce  on  a  slow  printei
message   in   a   time  when  decision-making   time   has   bee
reduced from I.()urs to onlv a few minutes.
An  Anti-Satellite  Treaty  must  be  negotiated  to  giiarar`te
each  side  access  to  secure  rr`ear`s  of  verlfica!ion  o!.   l^'c.oi
movements ar`d weapor`s deployment.
A  process  needs'to  be established  in  the  Conp`ress  ar`d  I,!`
Pentagon    [o   continuously   evaluate   all    the    !ss`itJT.    rr,€-.i
tioned  in  this  article.  A[  present  no  one  has  t;tis  respor`;I
bjlity.

chain  of  command  are  at  their  ;i;-s-t`s-.`-E-Je-n..ti`;`n";rci`s. aub[sj:I:   3)

;a::::ei!efe::tt|h:a:t,:'t:RSu5dRze::h:€tdiqf:Cafrtis:n;g:?:S,;:8£Ha::jd:S3::=4)

ln   the  r`ex[  five  years,   the  U.S.   and   the  U.S.S.R`   will   i;=e;ic,
S3  trillion  for  "dt_tfense."  No  monies  are  sF``r`t  on  ,icc-..de,"
war  prevehtion.   IJ.n]ess   we   do,   we  will   corn_nit   muiual   s`LI}.
cide by oversight .

A/er  be/y  is  coaut/ior  a/  the  book  Acciclen!al  Nuc:car  W.ar.  T[`l`
Grcrwing Peril.  is  a  lecturer  in  physics  al  lhe  uA  arid  ?IF.~.„  CcirT..niu
mty Collage , and is a third year uA lmi7 student.

The University of A.izor`a
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Brs  LIBRARy

(12)  New Ijibrarian  is  Ton  Stanley,    frok  lover,    bc>ok  collector,    and  book  seller   (  specializing,with  his  wife,    |n
as  STilpH]EY  BOOKS.)   A  7-year  BRS  member,   he  says  they  "finally  settled  in  Vermont

where    I    had    hoped    to  make  a  living  selling  books.-  After  starving  at    this,    I    foiind    employment    selling
[electronic  equipnent] ,    and  ny wife  tcok  up  teaching.  Char  busir^ess  only  allows  us  the  luxuries,  like  buying  a

and  the  verlront  Antiquarian  Bcoksellers  AssCir;iation.    In  his    free    tine,he

and  out+of-print books ,

of  the  Collected  Pacers."-h'e  is  a  nembar  of  too-1acai  ''peace"  groups,     the  Vermont  Archeological  Society,

used

set
the    Vermont  Histc)rical  Society
enjoys    Efach  and  hjJ{ing  with  h-is  daughter.    We  welcome  him warmly  to  his  new  post.    His  address  is  on  Page    1,
bottom.

(13) 7  Films  for  rent,    listed    below     with    rental  prices,    Iiny be  horrcmed  by BRS  neinbers  and    respensible    non-~       ,,,.,   _     ,_' 1_   I  _   -__i.`__i
16rm.  black  and  white.  A  $75  depesit  is  iequired,  to  be  refunded when  the  film  is  returned,All  are

less    the  cost  of  shipping  and  insurance.    Films  are  rented  for  one hreek,    except when  other  arrangeITunts    are
ITade with  the    Librarian.    when  ordering,    specify  the  date when  the  film  is  wanted.    If  you know of  any  other
films  in private  collections,  other  libraries,  or brcadcasters'  files,  please  tell  Librarian Ton Stanley about
it.  His  address  is  pn  Page  1,  bottom.  Here  are  the  filrms:

1-   ,\\^-,\^\~ --,------- _ _  _  _
Russell  Sneaks  His  Mind   (Greenwoad,    pdelisher)a      The  audio  pertion    of  *1  is

merfers .

1.  REtrand  Russell  Discusses  Philosophy
2.  Eiertrand  Russell  Discusses  Power.
3.  REt:rand  Russell  Discusses  Mankind' s  Future.
4.  Bertrand  russell  Discusses  the  Role  of  the  Individual.
5.  Bert.rand  Russell  Discusses  Happiness.

Efach   of    the  above  ~  for  131/2  minutes.    BR  is  int~iend by Wndrow ftyatt  (1959).    The    interviews    are-`  1.    ,____\          -_   _`.J< ---- i-r\      ^f   -i,1    ic}
trt-|iscribed  in the hok Berlrand
available  c;i``i  I.P    "Bertrand  Russell Speaking"   (Caedrron Rental-:   $25  plus  $75  deposit  per  film.

6,  Bertrand  Fuissell.

RihrLs  39  minijtes.       ER  is  interviewed  by  Romey  wheeler  on  his  80th  Birthday   (1952).    A  transcript  can  be  fc>.i.nd
ir.  Arlfiiitlc  r.`r+Inthly   {Aucrust  1952,pp.   51-54) .  Rental:   $40  plus  $75  depesit.

7.  Tri;i  .Life  and  Times  of  Pertrand  Russell.

turis  4C:  I;iir`.|\:..Lf5 .     Pr:..x3ijced .by  +Jrie  BEX=  for  BR's  90th  Birthday  Celebration   (1962) .   BR  is  interviewh,   and  so  I-.=^+`3
seveural.  r;:{.:i:`irrelit:  Bi-itisri  f].`Tti~ces.  Main  exphasis  is  on  the  threat  of  nuclear  vviar  and  BR's  efforts    t.o  djr.iir+i.i:*
it.    a-=.,lil,.:I.I i    .¢i.',3   :j].u3   $75   c.jef.`.`s`i,t ,

(14)£a±``r=;i±.;Tai`?=i.i-¥.iE9iE¥3-rE?.ea:,g=v:i?rg}h:=:#edied(£evy§:*e°3=i::datht:g4g=¥u::iBBi:ng¥.Prw¥v=af::ts:;:
":.€.rtie    a.rd    |-i€`    E3o!mb"  itself.    Not  to  be  missed!)   It  has  not  been  seen  on  US  or  Canadian    TV,     so    we    I.a`vc3
a:oiT`_S.`'tl.ii.{..g  ii..LLqui`,     ar_  least.  for  the  moment.        It  deals  mainly  with  BR's  opposition  to  nuclear  veapons.  T`r.`o  BR:-.
Aw.arc  recipient.s  appear  in  it:  Dora  Russell  and  Joseph  Rotblat.

Yci,.1  m=-`y  tr,'.Ls:h`  to  borrow  it  from  the  BRS  Library  to  show  to  your  group  or  organization.     If  you  do  this,  nentic`.i
i+.at    it  rrai`  .r`e€.i-I  provided  by  t:nie.  Bertrand  Russell  Society;    and    anyone  wishing  information  about  the  Saciei.,y
(by  {ruj`.i)     s`}`.ould  give  you  his  name  and  address.

If    yoi'.  slra^r  it  to  a  group,    please  send  us    brief  report:name  of  group  (.if  any),    size  of  audience,    how many
asked  fo`t.-  information  about  the  BRS,  and  audience  reaction.

•    Cme    limit.ation  on  its  use:    don't  get  carried  away  and  offer  it  to  a  local  TV  station.    We  do  not  have    BBC's
i.±L+=Q±: I:i Etry
Technic`al  note:    the  tape  has  been  recorded  at  a  slow  speed.  Some  videotape  players  play  it  correctly,  some  do
not.  Try  it  out  to  make  sure  it  plays    on ]z9±±±= player.

As  reported  last  issue   (RSN43-28) ,    there  is  no  charge  for  borrcwing  tapes.  Borrower  pays  for    postage  and  $50
north of  insurance both ways,    ordinarily.      But  in  this  case,  if  yon are  shcwing  "Bertie"  to  a  group,  the  BRS
will    share  the  cost,    will  pay  it  going out;    you pay  it coming back.    If  you  are not  shcwing  it  to a    group,
please.  send    $3  with  your  order  for  oneway  postage  and  $50  insurance;any  excess  will  be  refunded  in    stxps.
Order  from  BRS  Library,  address  on  Page  1,  bottom.

(15) Vidal  on  audiota hast  issue,JACK  RAGSDAIE  recomnended  a  videotape   (#260A)   of  Gore  Vidal  c)n  the  Donahue  sh`3w
many  rrore  people  have  audiotape  players    than    have    videotape    players,    we    made    an    audio

cassette  copy  of  the  video.The  audiotape  turns  out  to  be    excellent...like    an   unusually   good    radio    show.
Available  from  the  BRS  Library.
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BR  cN  UNIIATERAL  NucmAR  DlsARMINI

(16a)  In    Sidney  Hcok's  review    of    Volume    I    of  Collected  Pa
statement, " I

(16b)

rs  of  Bertrand  Russell
am  for  controlled  nuclear  disarmament,

Novembc.r   198-;   -

(RSN41-25),    he    quotes     BR's
but  if  the  Co,rmunists  carmot be  induced  to  agree  to    it,

then  I  am for  unilateral  disarmament  even  if  it  means  the  horrors  of  Co-st  dorriination.''

We  urote  Professor  Hcok  and  asked  for  the  source  of  the  statement(RSN42-7) ,    and  he  respended:   "It  was  made  to
Joseph  Alsop,     the  newspaper  correspondent,    and  was  the  occasion  of  Ivy  exchanges  with  Bertrand  Russell  in  L`i,e
New  Ijeader  in  1958  which  continued    for    sc>me    tine...       R.
acknowledges  he  made  it  but  ilTplies  he was  tricked  into  doing  so  and  that  I  misunderstcnd  his  real  intent."

We    have  read  the  1958  newspaper  art.icle  by Joseph  Alsop  from which  Professor  Hcok  extracted  one    sentence.     It
shows,  we believe,  that  this  one  sentence,  standing alone ~  taken  out of  context,  the  context being  everything
that  BR  said  on  that  occasion  -.-..  misrepresents  BR's  position.  The  part  is  not  the whole.

Here    it  1.s;     judge  for  yourself .     (We  are  indebted  to  IIARRE  RUJA  for  telling  us  where  to  lcok  for    the    Alsop
article,and  to  the  Hawaii  Star-Bulletin  for  supplying  it,  fran its  issue  of  2/21/58) :

himself    in    the    course    of    the    correspondence

Bertrand Russe!] Gives an epiriion
On How to Survive in Nuclear Age

¥X,|¥`PPH.?LLS9?   _. land  a   passionate  anti{om-LONDON,    Feb.    21-The
Iuuil.   is   c.iuliessiy  C0illlL'l`..  I      But   now  his  li{e  arld  `,`-Ork
able.   without   character   ex-
cept  for  the  superb  view  of
the Tbames through the wide
windows.

ii:.i-dsm's inhabitant sug. i

the  shock  of  white  hair  is  a |
•uperb   crest,   arid   even   the I
voice.   high,   dry   and   some-,
times   a.little   harsh.   is   de.

are   dedicated   to   a   `'igorous
crusade   to   ban   the   nuclear
weapons  at  all  costs.

Age  has   not  dimmed  the
pow'er    of    his   mind   or    in.

8:rs!:Tahepnaorst:CT:arb[gakiE:re¥t,ir::,::iodnYi:s,:`i!:.;-tit-e-fo-I-se-ir.
+I,--I ---,-    _I .-.. I.I_    I  _.__    I

cided]y avian.rfuai,si-
ln the midst of his  inexhaust.
Ible  career's  i`ew  phase  as  a
most  powerful  influence  on
British  and  world  opir`ion.`fiz'F#eol;N;?hsaTn3ost,:seo!\

g%i#e°a&h±::r;a; encounter

:pea¥manoEd?o#now
uty.

There  he  still  is,

I:hout   a
incredu.

y¢#sa.y

\+''bat   sets   Bertrand   Rus-
ieu   altogether    apart   from
the  vast  majority  of  his  fel.
Iow'  cn[saders  is   mainly  his

and  hard choices.
honesty  in  facing  hard  facts  I

I

SURVIVAL OF  THE  RACE`-   -`1  `aiF-for   controll,ed   riri:

clear  disarmament,"  he  says
briskly. fixing his caller with
8n  eye  that  is  almost h}'pnot.

armament?"
"Then."      he      sat.s.      ',I.-ith  ,

Sharp  emphasis,  "4  ?a,rson&:.  (
ly  am'for  unilatera:   nui{.f,ar  ;
disarmament.   It   is    =   bilti_-
choice.  I  have  thoi}=iit  in.!ch  :
about  it,  and  I   do   ii.tit  'i.[i.',t`'.:
I    deceive   myself    a.ooijl   i'',s  i
nature.

"Unilateral      dis?.r.Imam.3].nt  '

is likely to  mean, fc;` a w`m'Le,  !
Communist     domir.at!cr4    cf  ;
this world of our&                     I

"As   }'Ou   `unow   .,'.:ry   a+ell  ,

how I feel  about  tr,e  r,.f rtE.ry;'d.  I

i   nlst  system,   my  cno!:9   ma``Surprise you-and ]i`i:`.`1` }'ou,  '
I  speak  only  for  rr`.}'seif .  not  I
for    an}'one    I    am    wo:.king:
with,  and  with  little  hope  r`,'
persuading  others`

ULT!`!.`tE,  CHOICE                  (
"But if the alternaii\.e€  are  i

the    eventual    extinc[.:r.n    o:`  ;
mankind    and    a    terT?.3rary
communist   conquest.    I   ,r,rL,`
fer  the  latter.

"It w`ould  be  ine`pressibl.v

horrible`  but  it  \`.ould  r.ot  eL-i.  i
dure,  anymore  than  Gel2'i``is  .
Khan.s    altogether    horrible
empire  endured.

"And   tr.e   end   of  the   hu.

man   race   on   eartLh   is.   after
all.  an absolutely irreversible
e`,ent..`

He mused for a  while  after  I
stating   his   ultlmate    choice.  :

J

ife-%3i:a-€#;~£ea-tnrdwefi-£ai]idoi#i
Britain.s  reform  bill  of  18321

|Eog::`nba!-;jt:a:`goerifeTe:w::d:ei:ifi
do  so,  he  helped  dnve  from
offlce  the  men  who  beat  Na.
poleon.

^`lA.`.Y FACETS
The  grandson  has  been  a

dozen   things-great   philos.
opher.    great   logician.   First
World   War  pacif ist,  Second
World  War  anti-Nazi  and  al.
u.a}.s a  passionate  libertarian

ically sbarp.
"I am for any negotiations,

any   first   Steps,   any   e{fortLs
that    may    promote    under.
standing-an}rthing, in sbort,
that    may    bring    controlled
disarmament a  little  nearer.

What.is  at  Stake  is  SiinL01y
the   sur`'i`.al   of   the   human
race;  for  if  we  go  on  as  we
are  going.  we  risk  a  nuclear

war.   and   the   humah   race
Will  not survive  such  a  war."

There  is something in  him
-something   perhaps   of
those    "ance5`iral    v  o i  c  e  s
prophes}'ing   `^'ar"   that   Col.
eridge  heard  in  his  dream-
that  makes  one  reluctant  to

I  Then   he   began

interrupt  the flow  of  his  ex- I
planation.

THEE_A_F.DDEC!S]0`.              I
But the  question  has  to  be  I

asked:   .`What  if  the   Soviets  I
cannot   be   Induced.   b.v   an.v  I
imaginable   effort,   to   agree  I
to     controlled    nuclear    dis.  I

to  set  forth
his     arguments     that     .`sane
men  among  the  Sovlets  must
be  just  as  disturbc.d  as  sane
men on our side to find  them.
sel`Jes   in   this   prison   of   the
balance  of  terror."

VARloL:S  SCHE}lES
We  hat.e   not  really  tned.

he   kept  repeating;   we  have

I.r`'      ' ,... '1,r      ,-i     ,.`       ,,.-,--r

Tagr€emen; b}.  !prisii)`e  St28t-S
ari,`1.,30`Ija`!c,:.r`{`::.s`i;oris.

Jii,`i   so   ?:?   f-:i   to   anal),`+
i...a,g.    in   €!.:£r,   o.,:.=2`!   .i.nd   u-|t!i

.'#uch  .shre.,'y.I.!r\-.ss.    ti.?    +.a:I.

aus  s.\T+t€T ''-`s  :.'+ r  i'i  .st.  .I.jsarm.

a!;-,er:i   I..:1.cis.   c.i.`¥.rig`r  €.err.e|it

.;.~     E:i;-c',je`     .?lo.:!ig     i_`e     rF``-

cl€i+-i+Lb.   L`nc;  z ;.I. .+,::   ct:~;i`r
e;{p€ii!ems  now  ``o  n  `Jch  dis.
C'JSsf!C!.                                                 (

Ar  I,;.ie  close`  h3  vi..tE  2s.r.ecl
i.1.Chercl.r`€:``.!C`!`'Vf..i.L.€r.|e
did  r.ct   ir,1.r,i:  , '`  tr  i;    .t as  b€.I.
!er  I(I   maintain   the   `  l``].i3ilce
0,`   !ci:Tcr"   :j*t.;I   t:1e   :a_:rem}in

f£`;':`.y s:'`c:°fl\=€i:.rt]j`f!;':°j   i¢   wa <
Anc`     To     t,h.i:'   ',I`,e     replied

agalrL  `  .i  tell  I.c``{,  if  `,+'e  go  On

•35   `+`3   are   `i;c.:ng   mui`h   long.

•j`..   w'8   ri.i.`{   tt`£r   end   of   the

hit.p`a;:  raci!."

a.`{3.I.i-TP.ASTINtjER.`S

As    er,e    ie±f`     the    simple
f„`:i.rr`,  -L!-ie  rri.ind  s   eye  held  a
`,.i3io*_    c;f    the    :{randfather's

ti:r.e~'+Ye;liiigton's   dispatch
rider   driving  furiously   into
I,oncion   with   the   Waterloo.
won  standards  of .`'apoleon.s

gi=rds  poked  oijt  of  t.ti.e  ca`r-. :
nage wind.w.                                I

And  to  make  the  c8mrasrT
in  time,  the  mind's  ear  held  ;
the  echo  of  the  dry,  precise
old  .voice   of   the   grandson,
setting  fortn  his  a`lLernatives
for   tle   H-homb   age   as   he  `
gnmly  perceives  them.

You  may  !hink  his  advice  ''
alt.ogether    wrong`    as    does
this   reporter:   b`it   this   .*'as
s:ill  a  voice  deserving  to   be
I,e:rd   and   cl.re{t`tl`l../   cor`.s!d.
eredin  theflnal  judgment.      I
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(|6c)   Hock's  1984  misrepresentation  of  BR's  position  on  Commlnism,   in  his  review  of  "Collect:ed  Papers",   is    not  new.
He  has  done  it  often.    He  recently  said,"So  long  as  we  keep  our  guard  up  and  do  not  capitulate,    as  Kennan  and
Russell  would  have  us  do..." (RSN39-10c) .     Hock  accused  BR  of  being  a  "spokesman  for  appeasement  and    surrerider
to  Communism",   in  an  article  in  Commentary     (July  1976)    (RSN41-6).

(16d)

I.et    us  look  at  the  1958  New ljeader  articles  that  Professor  Hook  refers  to.

A  FOREIch  pOLlcy  roR  suRvlvAL
by  Sidney  Hook

in    The  New  hader      April  7,1958

American  foreign  policy  has  been  in  a  state  of  crisis  ever  since  the  end  of World War  11.  The  crises  have  been
partly  of  this  count.ry's  own  making.    It  has  made  error  upon  error,  all  based  upon  the  failure    to    understand
the   nature   of  the Communist  threat.    It  sacrificed  essential  political  principles  in  t.he   military    stniggle
against Nazi  totalitarianism.    It  demobilized  its  troops  in Europe  too  soon.    It  failed  to  use  its  monopoly of
atomic    bower  to  effect world  disarmament  and  intemational  control  of  nuclear weapons.  It withdrew  its  troops
from    Korea,    practically    inviting  Commmist  aggression.    It  fought  the  Korean War  against  the  Chinese    under
self-imposed  limitations.    It  liquidated  the war  short  of  victory when  the Corrmunist Chinese were  in   retreat.
It  stood  idly by when  Soviet  troops  slaughtered  the  Hungarian  freedon  fighters,  who   were  actually  the    allies
of  the  West.

*                         *                     .*                         *                         *                         *                         *

Shortly    after  -th.e  first  atomic  bofro was  exploded,    Elmer  Davis  responded  to  the  call  for  one  world with    the
retort:   "No world  is  better  than  some  Tj.T)rids."  It  is  possible  to  panic  the  West  by  a  picture  of  the    universal
holocaust  a  nuclear  war wDuid  bring,  to  panic  the  l\7est  to  a  point where  survival  on  any  terms  seems  preferable
to  the  risks  of  resistance.    The  pages  ol-  hisrory  show that  moral  integrity  in extreme  situations  is  often  the
highest   political  wisdom.    The  Struggle  against  totalitarianism  is  not only  a  political  struggle but   also   a
rrK)ral    one,    which    linits  the  ext{3nt  to  which  we  can  carry  appeasement.     If  Hitler  had  commanded    the    weapon
resources  of  the  Soviet  Union,    `roiilc?.  'ce  have  yielded  to  one  Munich  after  another  until  the  corld was  one  vast
concentration  camp?  I  hardly  thLT`k  so.  ri'.fih_ose who  are  prepared  to  sacrifice  freedon  for  peace  and  for  mere  life
will    find  after  such  sacrifice  no  genuine  peace  and    life  unfit  for  man.    Paradoxical  as  it  may    sound,    life
itself    is  not  a value.    what  gives  life  value  is  not    its  mere  existence but  its  quality.    Whoever    proclaims
that    life  is  worth  living  under  any  circur:stances  :-`ias  already `.ttritten  for  himself  an  epitaph  of    infarTy.    For
there  is  no  principle  or  human  being  he  will  not  betra}r;  there  is  no  indignity  he will  not  suffer  or  compound.

Sonetines  those who  should  know better  see:r`  to  ignore  this,  Eel+rae:d  P`ussell  recently  declared  in  an  interview
with  Joseph  Alsop  that,  if  the  Cormimists  could  not.  r`€  induced  i-,a  agree  to  reasonable  proposals  for  controlled
nuclear  disarmament,    he would  be  in  favor  of  ijnilateral  disamaneTit  even  if  t.his    meant  CormTunist    domination
of    the    entire    world.     Although    he  state_3.a  t}-,€  view  as  or`_I.y  his  r;wn,     che  fact  that  he    made    it    public    is
tantarrount    to  an advocacy  of  a  policy  s`jre  to  r7`3.  widely  ir`t.erpreted  in  the West-and  in  the  Kremlin  as  one    of
complete  capitulation  to Cormmist  intransig€:`tce.

It  is  with a  feeling of  great  personal  sadncJss  that.  I  observe  Bertrand Russell  urge  that,  to avoid  the  risk of
war,    we  in  effect  haul  down  the  colors  of  freedon  and  moral  deceney  to  save  mankind  for  Cc>mmunist  rule.  After
all,  we  cannot  be  certain  that  the  terj.-or  of  CoirTr\uil`isn  will  not  erir`3,ure  or  be  followed  by  something  worse.   "Oh!
what    a    noble  mind  is  here  o'erthrchrn!"  The  man  who  in  The  Free  Man's  Worship
Cosrros    and    "the  traripling  march  of  unconscjoLi.s  PCT,-der,   "in  c>rder

was  prepared  to defy   the   very
to  sustain  the  ideals  of  human  freedom    come

what    may,    now    sinks  on  urmilling  but  still  bc_ndf.`d  knees  before  Khmshchev at  the  thought  of  the    danger    of
universal  des truction.

Bertrand   Russell's    career  as  a  counselor  to  mankind,    here as  in  sore  of  his    observations  about  the    United
States  as  a  police  state,    proves  that  all  the  mathematical  logic  in  the verld  is  not a  substitute  for    corr[ron
sense.     In  so  many  cords,  he  says:   "I  am  foi-coritrolled  nuclear  disarmament,  but,  if  the  Communists  cannot    be
induced    to    agree    to    it,    then  I  am  for  unilateral  disarmament  even  if  it  means  the    horrors    of    Cc>rrmunisc
domination."    When  they  listen  to  sentirrp_.r`ts  I.ike  this,    why g±9!±±g the  Soviets  consent  to  controlled    nuclear
disarmament?    All    they  need  do  is  wait  and.  the  world  will  be  given  to  then    on  a  platter  to  do with  -as-   they
will.    Why  should  they  compromise?    Not  +uiowing  whether  they will  survive  our  resolution  to  fight  if  necessary
for    freedom,    they  may  be  tempted  to  accept  reasonable  proposals.  But worarlike  Russell's  tell  them  that  all
they  need  do  is  sit  tight,    malce  threats,  and  wait  for  us  to  come  crawling  to  them disarmed.  It  is  like  saying
to  a  ruffian or  burglar:"You  let  me  alone  and  1'11  let  you  alone,    but  if  you  insist  on  not  letting  me    alone,
you  can  have  your way with  me.    If  you  find  ny  lock  too  difficult  to  force,    be  patient  and  I  shall  rerrove  it:'
This    is    almost    a  provocation  to  the  burglar  to  make  the  rest  extreme  demands  and    reject    any      reasonable
settlement.    Russell 's  words  express  a  dubious  political  morality  and  a  bad  strategy.They bring  about  the  very
intransigence  arrong  the  Comminists  that he  uses  as  the  justificacion for  capitulation.

[Hook' s  article  continues,  but without  further  reference  to Russell.  End of  excerpt. ]

**********
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T`roRiD  corm.ruNlsM  AI`D  NIcl,EAR  WAR
By  BerLrand  Russell

in  The  New  Ieader    May  26,   1958

Dr.    Sidney    Hook's    article,     "A  Foreign  Policy  for  Survival"   (Nl,    April  7)   contains  much  with  which  I  am  in
agreenent    --more,    I  thirk,    than  Dr.    Hook  realizes.    Before  embarking  upon  controversial  matters,     I    will
emphasize    the    extent    of    agreement  by  repeating  a  statement,    the  first  three    paragraph.s    of      which   were
originally  made  by  the  AI`rerican  Nobel  Anniversary  Committee  and  subsequently  published,  with  the    addition    of
the  last  paragraph, in  many  countries  on both  sides  of  the  Iron  Curtain:
"Negotiations    between    East    and   West   with  a  view    to  finding  ways  of    peaceful    coexistence    are    urgently
desirable.    Certain    principles    should  govern  such  negotiations:     (1)  Any  agreement  arrived  at  should    as      a
whole  be    not  advantageous  to  either  party;     (2)     it  should  be  such  as  to  diminish  causes  of  friction;     (3)   it
should  be  such   as  to diminish  the  danger  of  a  more  or  less  inadvertent  outbreak  of  nuclear warfare.
"The    procedure    I  should wish  to  see  adopted could be,    first,    a  meeting  at  the  highest    level    between    the
govemnents  of  the  U.S.  and  the  USSR,  not  intended  to  reach binding  agreements  but  to  explore  the    possibility
of    a    coxpromise    which    both  powers  would  accept.    The  negotiations  involved    should  be    secret    until      the
pessibility    of    such    corrpromise    had  been  established.    If  such  a  corTpromise  seems    feasible,    it  should    be
reeormended  by  both  parties €o  the  other  pchrers  of  NATO  and  the Warsaw Pact.
"If    an   agreerrent    is    to be  successfu]`  jn  averting  the  risk  of  nuclear warfare,    .it   mast   provide    for    the
destruction   of  nuclear  weapons  and  t,he  ces.`:a+_iorTt  9f  their  manufacture  under  the  guarantee  of  inspection  by  ar,
agreed    neutral    authority.     It  mug:i  also  I;=ovidt>  for  the  removal  of  all  alien  trcops  from     agreed    territory
including,   as  minimum,   East  artd  t'Ti=st  f`-€r7i`a-.!i,::I.   .:,zr=choslovakia,     Poland  and  h'ungary  -Germany  not  to  remain    in
NAro  or  the  above  satellites  in  tlhe  `,,`.Tarsaw -.L>a`.i:t.   `Iri,e  Countries  in  Eastern and  Western  Europe  must  be    free    to
adopt  whatever  form  of  goverrLment.  a_il  v.hate .-., 'er  cl=t.`jnchric  system  they  may  prefer.

"I    have    been   dealing   with    iT¥jas..re.cj  rha:.  are  irminently  necessary  if  the  risk  of  a    great   war    is    to    be
diminished.     Biit  in  the  long  rl.u'i,     +Jie  c`nl:`7  solut,ion  `,which  will  rrake  the  wc>rld  safe  is    the  establishment  of  a
World    Government    with    a    metriopr;l.y    of  .ch=  rr\aj,.``).r  w'-:aporis  of  vrc,r.     '.[`he  v\rorld  is  not  yet    ready    for    such    an
institution,  but  it  may  be  hoped  +|~,u.i:  experier;c=   T,}rill  gradually  coTr7ince  men  of  its  necessity."

.It    will  be  seen  that  the  staLeii`ient.  js  v€,`ry  sin.i:=iar  .`:o  +Jie  first  pn+.  of  Dr.    Hcok's  article.    Where  he  and    I
disagree    is    as  to  the  advisat;i.i.iti`  o.1:  a:1  ult.|rr.-``te  resort  tc  nu:`.;1€Jar  war  if  the  Communist    pewers    carmot    be
contained  by  anything  less.    B'.th  'Jr.    :icok  ar`.i  i  ``_r:-`  coricemed  witr:,  pos`sibilities  which we  respectively  thiin;{
improbable.     Dr.   Hcok  maintaijis`  t.tic:{`+.  ei..en  i£  ,h!j.s  i.~t)i.:.c`./   iec3  to  I-nf;  extinction  of  human  life,   it  would  still  be
better  than  a  cOITmunist  victoryh   .I.   :r,a.Li.t,~`irt`.   ,`:,rt   :=j`f,I.  .`.:,`ntre_ry,   ti.`i;|Lt  a  con[imunist  victory  would  not  be  so  great  a
disaster    as  the  extinction  of  ±i.i.uri=_n.  life.     `-J:a  `3`j~`|-:_t`-```   tinat  }`is  F*~jlicy  i:±±s{}±±  lead  to  the  one    disaster,     though
he     dces  not  thirin  that  it  vrould.      ?.   ,i.'..:,rLiL  t`i'ic++.,  -`-.:-``i  :i)1icy  `.7-hi{`Zi   I   a€.v/cx=ate  [p±gj±±  lead  to  the  other     disaste.r,
though    I,     again,     do  not  thank  lj-;;`<f.  it  '`'.7cju.1ci  dc-,  s(,..     17e  are  agreed  tliat  both  these  extrerre  consequences    are
scnewhat  hypothetical,   and  we  ,:3|.e  also  :ig[€c`.a.  i.`r]>=``.  .tx:,`th.  of  i;hten  v,rJL:lcl  be  disast.ers.  We  differ  only  as  to  which
of  them  irould  be  the  greater  diL=`:,,.:si+`,ei..

Before  arguing  this  question  jr.  i;.mpeli>oml  terms,   +i.`.~-:re  are  sons  obse.rvations  of  a  iTrore  personal  kind  that  rna.v
help    to    c.1.ear    the  ground.     .Tho:;e  who  ctrpeose  the.  prj:lLicy  whic^i  I  advocate  insinuate    that  it  is    inspired    by
personal  cowardice.   A  ITx}nent' s  reflet:`i:i3r;  `,` I.` ;,fT  .f_i.cr;.'  t:hem.  tna+.  sijc,h.  a  suppesition  is  absurd.  Neither  universal
Corrmunist  domirration  nor  the  ext.i..ri`LtLic`7t  of  tine  j'`t'`,.-:`aLr`.  1:ace  is   likely  to  occur  before  I  die  a  natural     death.     I
do  not,   therefore,   have  to  consic-ie}.`  I,`.i,..~..``]'`:i-i:I`  i   s}`+L`itid  ;rest  fear  ray  nuclc-ar  disintegration  or  ny  slow  torture  iri

:an  Arctic  labor  calrp.  At  ny  age,  v-..eTw.s  .-is  +.ci  +|T.ia  i-lot  immediate  future  are  necessarily  impersonal.

Another  thing  with  is  insinuate`1  is,  .lil.,ar`  I  a:n  a..Jr.reptitiously  favorable  to  Ccmminism.  One  might  as  well  accuse
Dr.     Hcok  of  wishing  to  see  the  'r`.c`i.p^r,'  :-a.f.-,r_i    e:`:cerr{`iriated.   Obviously  he  does  not  wish  the  one  and  I  do  not  wish
the    other.    We  both  admit  that  fro|+.  +nre`j3.c?i  be  di.`=.asters.    We  differ  only,     I  repeat,    as  to which  would  be  the
greater disaster.
I    cannot    but  deplore  the  passage  in which  rJ{`.    Iiook  laments  ny  suppesed  rural  dcndall.    It  is  not    by    such
arguments  that  cliff icult  issues  can  be  decid.ed.    He  does  not  seem.  aware  that  it would  be  easy  to  rrcke  a  retort
in   kind   and    to    accuse  him of  being  a  super{aligula.    But  argurrentatic>n  in  this  vein    is    an   obstacle    to
rationality.  I  shall,  therefore,  abstain  from  it,  and  I  wish  that he could do  likewise.

I    cone    non7   to  an  impersonal  consideration  of  the  issue.    There  are  here  tw-o quite distinct    matters    to    be
discussed:    First,    what    is    the    likelihood  that    the  policy which  I  advocat_e could  lead    to    the    universal
domination  of  Conmunism?    And,  second,   if  it  did,  veuld  this  be  v`orse  than  the  endir`.g  of  hurran  life?  It  is  the
second   question     that    I  wish  to  examine,    since  the  first  involves  difficult   pelitical    and   psychological
considerations  as  to which  differences  of  opinion   will  inevitably  persist.
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Dr.  Hook  asserts  that  "Bolshevism  is  the  greatest  roverrent  of  secular  fanaticism  in  human  history."  I  will  not
dispute    this,but  is  there  not  also  fanaticism  in  the  attitude  of  Dr.    Hock  and  of  the  powerful  rren who    agree
with    him?    Human    history  abc>unds  in  great  disasters.  One  civilization  after  another  has  been  sT+,'ept    away    by
hordes    of  barbarians.     The  Minoan+.lycaenean    civilizati.on  was  destreyed  by  savage  w=^rriors  whose  descendents,
after  a  few  centuries,    becajTre  the  Greeks  whom  ve  revere.  Wtien  the  Mohammedar`,s    sTw'ept  over  the  greater  part  of
the    Eastern  Roman  Enpire,    it  seemed  to  Christian  contemporaries  that  the  civilization  of  the    regions    which
they  conquered was  being  destroyed,    and  yet,    before  long,  it  was  the  Arabs  who  mainly  preserved  the  heritage
of  antiquity.    Genghis  Khan  was  quite  as  bad  as  Stalin  at  his  worst,  but  his  grandson  Kublai  lthan was  a  highly
civiliz.ed  monarch  under  whom  Chinese  culture  f lourished.

The  men  who  think  as  Dr.    Hook  does  are  being  un-hi.storical  and  are  displaying  a  myopic  vision  to  which  future
centuries    are  invisible.    A  victory  of  Comrm.mism  might  be  as  disastrous  as  the  barbarian  destmction    of    the
Roman   Empire,    but  there  is  no  reason  to  think  that  it would  be  more  disastrous  than  that  event.      Wt`.ile    the
human  race  survives,  hunanep.ess,   love  of  liberty,  and  a  civilized way  of  life  will,    sooner    or    later,    prove
irresistibly  attractive.    The  progress  of  mankir,d  has  always  been  a  matter  of  ups  and dcrm,s.    The    clowns    have
always    seemed    final  to  cc>nte.rTporaries,    and  the  ups  have  always  given  rise  to    unfounded    optimism.    Western
Europe  in  the  year  1000    gave  no  pronise  of  the  renaissance  tha+.  began  some  centuries  later.    The  human  spirit
throughout   Western   Christendom was  as  narrcwly  irrprisoned  as  it  was  in  Russia  under  Stalin.    Any  person   who
supposes  that  the  evils  of  Conmunism,    if  it  achieved  a  supremacy,    wc>uld  last  forever    is  allcIving  hinself  to
be  so  limited  by  the heat  of  preser,t  controversies  as  to be  unable  to  see  their  similarity  to  equally virulent
controversies    in  the past  or  to  realize  that  a dark age,    if  it  is  upon us,    like  the dark ages  of  the   past,
will  not  last  forever.

Dr.    Hook  says  quite  truly  that  life,    in  itself ,    is  not  of  value.  It gives,  hctwever,  the  only possibility of
any value.    I  carmot  applaud  the  arrogance  of  those  who  say:   ''If  the  next  century  or  so  is  to  be  such  as  I   (if
I    were    alive)  would  find unpleasant,    I  shall  decide  that  not  only  tJ-,is  per`i.orij  but  all  future  time  shall    be
destitute    of  life."  Nor  can  I  wholly  admire  the  kill.d  of  "courage"  which  is  ad``,.cx=ated  by  Dr.    -IIook  and    others
who  think  like  him,    which  has,     in  large  part,  a  vicarious  charactei'  soiit`=.`'r.+[it  cl}1€;Li-ac.ting  from  its  nobility.   I
have    nothing    to  say  against  the  man who  commits  suicide  rather  t-.ham  live  under  a  I.egine  which he    thinks    is
evil,  but  I  do  not  feel  rruch  approval  of  the  man who condemns  everybody  else  to  death    because  he  himself  does
not find  life worth  living.

I  have  tried  to  keep  this  discussion  on  a  rational  rather  than  an  emotion,al  plane,    bi:t  I  c.armot  resist giving
expression    to  ny  final  judgTTent,    which  is  that  to  risk  the  end  of  huri=n  life  L>ecaus€  -w`i  regard    Cc,.rmmmism  as
evil  is.fanatical,  defeatist  and  pusillanilTK)us  in  the  highest  possible  cJegree.

*                           *                           *-                         *                           *                           *                           *                           .t                           *                .         A

(16f) A  FREE   MAN'S   CHOICE
by  Sichey  IJlcok

in  the  New  leader  May  26,1958

It    is  a  debater's  strategem,    unwc>rthy  of  Bertrand  Russell`s  great  gifts,to  ::.|se.r.`t  Lt+:at  I  called  r,is  personal
Courage    into    question  in  criticizing  the  policy  he  advocates  as  or`,e  of  siH!-endcr   {:cl  C'c`.iu-iTinisril..     It    '*ras    his
political    judgment    I    criticized,    not  his  character.     Indeed,    despite  his    praisl-`:,.,'ctrthy    d``aclaration    that
arguments    ln  the  ixpersonal  mode  will  best  clarify  c>ur    disagreements,    it  is  he  whcj  c3escends  to  the    use    of
personal  epithets.   I  shall  not  follCh7  him.   I  ask  only  that  he  stop  preter`,ii+it`]c:  ti-[a,I  ari`,'c)ne  is  chargirig  t`im  with
cowardice    or  that  any  politically  literate  person    believes  he  favors  Corr2Tunism.    r{€,  no  rare  favors  Cormunisrn
than  that  democratic  Western  statesman who  appeased  Hitler,    out  of  fear  o[  .`v'ar,    fa`c+red  Fascism.  Nonetheless
they were  the  assisting  architects  of  the  ruin of  millions.

The  issues  between  us  are  two.    The  first  Russell  wholly  avoids,  even  thcmgi.1  it  ls  ny  main  point  and  by  far  of
greater  pelitical  weight.  Russell  has  declared  to  the  entire world  that,  if  the  :c`;\Jiec  Union  refuses  to  accept
reasonable  proposals  for  international  disarmnent,  the West  should  disalin urLilat€r~3`11y  -  even  at  the  cost  of
t.he    universal  reign  of  Commmist  terror.    I  criticized  this  view  as  helpir(.i-  to  pi-cciijce  the  very  situation    in
which we  may  have  to  choose  betveen  capitulation  to Cormunist  tyranny  or war.

I    find bewildering  Russell's  claim  that  the  four  paragraphs  he  cites  in his  rejoinder    are  "very  similar"    to
the   first   part  of  ny  article.    These  paragraphs  are worth  precisely  nothing when  coupled  .with   his    present
advice.  They  f latly  contradict  it.  The  first  principle  he  recormen.ds  to  govern  I.egotiations  betJt7een    East    and
West  is:   "Any  agreement  arrived  at  should  as  a whole  be  not  advantageous  to  either  party."  Excellent!    Then  he
broadcasts    to    the    corld:     If    the    Kremlin  refuses  to  make    such    an    agreement,    Lnie    West    should    disarm
unilaterally.  Why,  then,  should  the  Krerrilin  enter  into  any  such  agreement  or  abide  by  it  if  it  does?  Russell's
position    today    constitutes    positive  encouragenent  to  the  ComiTunist  leaders  to   be    unreasonable      and    thus
inherit  the world wit-Jmout  a  st.ruggle.

IJ3t   us    not deceive  ourselves:    It  is  obvious  that  the  leaders  of  the  Soviet  Union   are  keeping   a    sensitive
watch  on  the  pulse  of  public  opinion  in  Wescern  countries.  It  is  not  for  r`.othing  that  the  Iran when  they  called"the    running  dcx3  of  imperialism,"  and    who  still  despises  their.  tyrarmy,    is  now built  up  in  their  controlled
press    as    the  "true  friend  of  peace."  Throughout  the v\rorld,    Communists  are  infiltrating    into    the    pecifist
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movement   whose  non-pacif ic  denronstrations    they  often  spark.     I  am  convinced  that  the  growth  of  pecif ist    ar,d
neutralist    sentiment    in  the  .l'Jest was  at  least  partly  responsible  for  the  Soviet  Union's  withdrawal  from    the
sessions  of  the  UN  Disarmament  Commission,    where  reasonable  proposals  along  the  lip.es  of  Russell's  peragraphs
could  be  considered;  its  hardening  attitude  along  the  political  front;  its  repudiation  of  the  Geneva  agreen`ent
on Germany;    its  recent  IN veto  of  the  proposal  for  Arctic  inspection.    Such  actions  may  also  be  based  on    the
hope  that  a  position  like  Russell's  will  undermine  the West's  resolution  to  resist  aggression.

Arguments  from history are  rarely decisive,    but  I  think  it  is  fairly well  established  that  the  appeasement of
Hitler    --  not   only   Munich  but  the  mood  that  nothing  could  be  worse  than war    -  encouraged   Hitler    in   his
aggression.    I  go  further.  Even  if  in  ny  heart  I  agreed with  Russell   (as  I  do  not)   that  in  the  ultimate  event,
capitulation    Lo   ComTunism   was    a    lesser  evil  than  the  risks  of  war,    I  shou.1d  regard    it    as    a    piece    of
urrmitigated  political  foolishness  to  proclain  it.    We  live  in  a  contingent  world.    what ve  do,    even  sometimes
what ve  say,  counts.  Especially  important  are  the  policies  we  advocate.  For,  to  the  extent  that  they  influence
human  action,  they  influence  future  events.  Russell's  proposal  is  tantamount  to  playing   with    all    the    cards
face    up  against  a  shrerrd  and  ruthless  gafroler with  a  hidden  hand.    When  the  stakes  are  human  freedom,    it    is
irresponsible    to   play`   a  game which  invites  the  Kremlin  to  bluff  us  into  submission with  threats    of    atomic
blackmail.  The  Soviets  are  just  as  vulnerable  to  us  as  wE  are .to  them.

The  Soviet  leaders  belong  to  the  human  race,    too.    For  them  survival  is  an  even  more  important  value  than  for
many    in    the West.    That  is  why  I  am  convinced  that  ultimately  they  are  more  likely  to  consent  to    reasonable
proposals  for a  peaceful  settlement once  they are persuaded  that we will  fight  rather  than  surrender,    than  if
they   are  persuaded by Russell  and  others  that we will  surrender  rather  than  fight.!!2±s is  the   crucial    print
which  Russell  has  corrpletely  ignored.

Santayana  somewhere  defines  a  fanatic  as  one who,    having  forgott.en  his  goal,  redoubles  his  efforts.  Among    ny
goals    are    freedon ±pg peace.    That's  why  I  believe  that all  nations  should  freely  choose  their  economic    and
pelitical  systems.      That  is  why  I  have  never  advocated  a  preventive T,tar  for  the  sake  of  peace,as  russell    did
in    1948,    when  the West  had  a  rronopoly  on  atomic  purer.    He was  wrong  then  in  urging  t.hat  the  Soviet  Union  be
forced,  by  atomic  bofros  if  necessary,  to yield  to  a `rorld  goverrment.   (Many  A-bombs  could  have  the  effect  of  a
few   H-bcfros.)     He  is  wrong  now  in  urging  capitulation  on  the  West  because  the  Soviec  fJnion  has    the    hydrogen
hoITb.  He `^rent  too  far  in  one  direction;  he  now goes  too  far  in  the  other,    as    if    he    mere    atoning    for    his
earlier  extremism.    In both  cases,  he underestimated  the  political  arid psychological  elements  in  the  situation
and overestimated  the  technological  ones.

I    do   nat  see why  a pelicy which  seeks  to confine  the  fanaticism of  Bolshevism by  taming  it with  the  fear    of
failure    should   be   called  fanatical  .    As  well  say  that  a  man who  believes  in    tolerance    and    is    therefore
intolerant  of  those t`fro  manifest  intoleraLnce  is  himself  intolerant.    On  the  contrary,    assuming  belief  to  be  a
habit  of  action,  a  person who  is  tolerant  of  a  show of  intolerance  does  not  really  believe    in    tolerance.    If
the   West    follows    the  foreign  pelicy  I  have  advocated,    it will  not  have  to  chcx>se  bet^.een    capitulation    to
Colrmunism    or    war.    This    is  the  choice  Russell's  proposal  forces  us  into.     It.  seer{`s  to    me    teday    tthat    the
probability  of  Corrmunism destroying  human  liberty  everywhere  is  considerably  gre3te.r  than  the  probability, .   if
it   colTes    to war,    of  human  life being destroyed everywhere  - particularly  if we  keep u}.i  scientific    jJrfury
into defense.

After  all,    just  a  few short years  ago,    Russell  declared  that the destruction of  the .whole  of  Europe vas   not
tco great  a  price  to  pay  in  order  that  "Corrmmism be  wiped  out."  There were  some who  regarded  this  position  as"fanatical,    defeatist  and  pusillanimous,"  since  such  a uar  if  prolonged  might  ha\'e  had  a  disastrous  effect  on
the   human   race.    It  may be  that  today,    if  the  scientists  of  the  free world  rally  to  the  cause  of    freedom's
defense    and  not  to  the  cause  of  Russell  and  unilateral  Western disarrrament,    discoveries  will  be    niade    which
will  counteract  sore  of  the  lethal  afterngffects  of  weapons.    In  that  case,    even  if  tl`.e  Kremlin    forces  a  war
on    the   West,      it     may  be  repelled without  the  destruction  of  all  human  life  or  even  the  whole    of   Western
Europe.    It    is  an  error  to  assure  that  a  balar`.ce  of  armaments  or  even  an  armaments  race  inevitably  rrckes    for
war.    There  is  a  risk,  of  course.  The  ixportant  thing,  therefore,  is  to  see  to  it  that  the  potential  aggressor
never  is  certain  that  he  can win.  But  this  is  precisely what  Russell's  policy   prevents  us  from doing.

Suppose    now   we   were    confronted with  the  limiting  case:    choice  between  the  horror  of    Cormutsm    for    sore
hundreds    of    years  and  the  end  of  human  life.    Here  every  lover  of  freedon  and  of  life  is    on   uncertain   and
tragic   ground.    One   carmot  be  sure  that  at  the decisive  monent  the  situation will  lcok  the  sane.    Yet   every
ccxpassionate  person,    including  Russell,      feels  that  there  is  a  limit  in  .suffering  and  ignominy  beyond which
the  whole  human  enterprise  comes  into  rroral  question.    The  prc>blem  is  where  to  draw  the    limit.    At  present,   I
carmot,    like  Russell,    find  grounds  in history  for  reconciling  rryself  to  the  first of  the  above  alterrratives.
Some  of  Ivy  reasons  are:

1)   In  the  past,    the  triumphs  of  barbarism were  local,  not  universal.  Today,  a  Cormulst world would  be  a
tightly   knit despotism of  fear without  sanctuaries,    without interstices  to hide,    without pessibilities   for
anonymity.

2)    In  the  past,    tyrants  ruled with a  primitive  techa.ology.    The  possession  teday of  refined    scientific
techniques    increases    immeasurably  the  e2ctent  and  intensity  of  terror rut.hless  nT=n  can  irrpese  on    those    they
rule.  A Communist irorld  could  easily become  a    scientific  Gehema  --  something    inconparably   corse    than    the
destmction of  the  Roman Errpire  by  the  barbarians.

3)   I  cannot  regard  the  achievement which  in the  past has  sonetines  follchrd  the  triurrph  of  cruel    tyrants
as   worth    the  price  in  torture  and  agony  that  preceded  it.    To me,    the  splendor   and glory of  the   court   of
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Kublai    lthan    were    not  worth  even  one  of  the  in.arty  pyramids  of  hurran  skulls    his    grandfather,    Genghis    Khan,
heaped  up  iri  carving  out  his  ejTpire.  And  a  few  years  ago  I  believe  Bertrand  Russell  would  have  agreed  with  re.
If  the  triumph  of  Hitler were  a  necessary  condition  for  a  new  renaissance,    what  anti-Fascist would  be  willilig
to  pay  the  price?

4)   It  is  not  at  all  unlikely  that  factioral  struggle will  break  out  again  either  at  the  Communist   cer}ter
or    periphery    among    the  political  gangsters  who  mle  the  Comrunist world.     In  such    an    event,  thermonuclear
weapons    of  even  rare  destructive  po:\7er  than  those  we  know  may  be  used  to  end  men's  miserable  lives,    and    all
the  additional    agony  and  terror  would  have  been  in  vain.

5)     It  is  no  arrogar.ce  on  my  part  to  propose  to  the  generation  of  the  free  that  they  follow a    policy    cf
resistance    rather  than  surrender,    any  lrore  than    it  is  arrogant  for  Russell  to  propose  surrender  rather  tl`Lan
resistance.    Bi]t    per,hops    he    rrL3ans  it  is  arrcxjant  for  any  generation  of  rren  to  make  a    decision   which   will
prevent    the  fut\ure  generations  of  the  yet  unborn  to  have  their  chance  and  make  their  choice.    I  mst    confess
that    I    have  soITe  difficulty  with  this  notion  of. obligation,    as  if  it  implied  there were  millions    of    sc`dis
extending.into  eternity wait.ing  to  be  born.    I  do  not  share  this  theology.    If  there  are`  such  souls,    they  rray
perhaps  become  embodied  elsewhere.

Cormiunists   have  always  argued   that  it  is  justified  to  bury  several  generations,    if  necessary,    in   order  to
fertilize    the    soil    of  history  for  a  glorious  future  to be  enjoyed by  the  still    unborn.  In    some    respects,
Russell's  argument  is  similar    except  that,    as  an  opponent  of  Communism,    he  puts  the  glory  ITRIch  furt.her  into
the  future.  Cosmic  optimism,  however,    seems  no  more  credible  to  me  than  historical  optimism.

Morally,    those  who  are  urhorn  carmot  reproach  i`rs  for  denying  them  the  bliss  of  birth  in  a  CormTunist \rorld  b`L`tt
those  who  already  exist,    our  chilcii.``ir`j  ar,€  cjrar.dchildren,  may  curse  us  for  turning  them  over  to  the  Jailers  cf
a    Corrmunist  1984  in which,    braim7arjhed  arJi  degr.`aded,    they  are  not  even  free  to  die  until  their  masters  give
them  leave.  There  are  more  horrors  in  the  Coriminist  hc.Laven  or  hell  than  REssell  seems  aware  of .

There. is  an  air  of  unreality  about  i`.his  phase  of  the  discussion.    It  is  iiiprobable  that  Englishmen who  refused
to    knuckle    under    to  Hitler_-  ar,i  :I.is`  V-2  bc)mbs  will  seriously  consider  doing  so  to    Krushchev    and    his    rc)re
powerful  boITbs.     If  they  did,     the  L'i-iited  States  and  Canada  woi`ild  still  reiTain  staunchly    opposed  to  CoiTrmuni.c`t
tyranny.    The  discussion  see.ms  fanciful,  alrost  bizarre,    becanse  only  if  we  accept  Fonssell's  position    or  cr.3
similar    to    it    will  the  enemies  of  fre.~rdorLi  L€  emb.jldened  to  confront  us  with  the  momentous  choice    of    total
surrender  or  total  war.  Hurrarl  lil.e  may  be  cl.L_±.i,Eroired  by  accident  or  by  the  nianiacal  whim  of  a  dictator,  agai=i=c
which    there  is  no  safeguard  -~  even  by  surfende.i-.    But,    if  it  is  destroyed  by mar,    it will  be    because    our
foolishness  will  terrpt  the  erie,ray  to  fl]rget  his  nrortality.

In  conclusion,   I  wish  to  rept=at  thEit  rtot`niLti.g  _T  hd_t`,re  I.,Titte`r)  is  ir`iterided  in  any  way  as  a  reflection  on  BerLrar,a
Russell,     a    Iran  and  philosopher  t,?itom  I  ria-\tiJ  usually  adrrired    e`„`en  when  I  have  Strongly  disagreed  with  hi.in.     I
irrpugn    only  his  political  intellic;€`I`,c-I  in  tJ-Jii5  a-{.ave crisis  of  h`|ii`ap.  freedom.     I  lament  the  fact  that  he    has
capped    a  lifetime  of  gallanc  a:Liposition  to  dc:sp\=itisr`i  with  the  I`ir,sound  reconmendation  that we    unconditionally
surrender  to  the  cruellest  tyranny  in  hunian  fLisJt:orv.

**********

(16g) ERE:;EDO!.1   ro   sTjl``v|Vlj
by  Beruand  Russe] I

ip.  The  New  leader  .uly  14,1958

My   discussion with  Sidney  Hock  in  your  pages  has  not  given  a  clear  picture  of what  ny  position  is.     I  do    r,ot
blame  Dr.  Hock  for  this.  I  have  been  ]ed  intr.  a  plirely  academic  issue  as  if  it were  one  of  practical  politics.
Everybody    knows  that  neither  the  l1.S.    nor  the  USSR will  disarm  unilaterally.    The  question  of whether  either
\^rould  be  wise  to  do  so  is,    t-here fore,    ilo  more  than  an  exercise  in  theoretical  ethics.    SpeaJkin.g  practicalli/,
and  not  theoretically,      what  I  advocate  is  that  methods  should be  sought  of ,    first,    lessening  the  Easti```.`,s.:
tension  and  then,    negotiating  agreerrencs  on  vexed questions  on  the  basis  of  giving  no  net  advantage  to  eitht=-i-
side.    Such   negotiations,    if  they  are  to be  satisfactory,    rmist  include  the  rrmtual  renunciation   of    nuclear
weapons  with  an  adequate  system of  inspection.

It  is  true  that  I  advocate  practically,    and  not  only  theoretically,    the  abandonment  of  the  H-bomb  by  Britain
and  the  prevention  of  the  spread  of  H-bombs  to  pc)wers  other  than  the  U.S.  and  the  USSR.   I  do  not  corrsider  Lh,a=
unilateral  reriunciation  of  Brit..ish  H-borfos  would  have  any  measurable  effect  upon  the    balance  of  pri7er,    ar\.d  I
do    consider    that  the  acquisition  of  li-tombs  by  many  powers} will  greatly  ir.crease  the  cla*r`.:;er  of  nuclear    t^7,ar.
This    rrckes    the  question  of  British  renunciation  of  H-bombs  quite  distinct  from  that    of    general    unilateral
disarmament  by  one  of  the  two  camps.

The  question  at  issue  between  Dr.    Hock  and  nyself  arises  only  if  all  attempts  at  neqotiation  fail.    Dr.    Iiac:<
speaks    as    though    I  wished  the  United  States  Government  to  announce  that  it  is  prepared  to  give  way    at    a;.i
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points  and  suggests  that  I  have  no  such wish  as  regards  the  Soviet  GovermT`ent.    I  think  this  question  is  quite
unreal    since,      whatever  might  be  the  part.  of  ideal  wisdom,    it  is  certain  that  neither  side    will    surrencier
completely  to  the  ot.her.    Hcwever,  since  the  question  is  considered  important,  I  will  do  my  best  to  restate  ny
opinion  more  \mriistaJ<ably.

To  eliminate  emotional  factc>rs  I  shall  speak  of    thro  power  blocs,  A  and  a,     leaving  it  completely  undetermined
which  of  them  is  Communist  and  which  anti{oirmjnist.  The  argturent  proceeds  on  the  trypot-.hesis  tth- at,   if  there  is
a war  betwleen  the  tiro blocs,  the  h\urali  race  will  be  exterminated.   It  further  supposes  a  situation  in wfiich  one
of    the  tiro  blocs  is  so  fc-hnatical  that  it  prefers  the  ending  of    mankind  to  a  rational  co:i[ipromise.       I.ri  such  a
situation,    I    think  that  the  less  fanatical  bloc,    if  it  had  the  well-are  of  mankind  in   view,      wc>uld    prefer
concession  to warfare.  I  should  say  this  equally  to  both  sides.

There    are  those  in  both  cajTps  who  think  that  the  extermination  of  the  himan  race \rould  be  a  smaller  evil  than
the  victory  of  the  "eneny".   I  regard  this  view,  whether  held  by  A  or  by  a,  as  insane.  Dr.  Hook  and  solne  of  !ttr.
Krushchev's  supporters  agree  wh.en  it  is  held  by  one  side,    but  not when  it  is`held  by  the  other.    The    opinion
which    I  have  expressed  that  it would be  better  to yield  than  to  indulge  in  a  nuclear war  is  addressed  to hoth
parties  equally,  and  I  do  not  think  it  likely  to  have  any  more  influence  on  the  one  side  than  on  the  other.

The    argument  that you  canriot  negotiate  successfully  if  you  announce  in  advance  that,    if    pressed,    you   will
yield,    is  entirely valid.    If  I  were  the  goverrment  of  either  A  or  a,   I  sihould  make  no  such  announcerrent.  But
this  has  no  bearing  on  the  purely  academic  question  of  what  it could  be  wise  to  do  if  the  completely  desperate
situation  arose.    I  mist,  however,  once  rrore  insist  that  the  view  in  favc)r  of  avoiding  nuclear warfare  even  at
great  cost  is lone  whicli  applies  to  totJ`[  sides  equally  and  which,    as  far  as  I  can  judge,    is  no  [rore  likely  tc
be    adopted  by  one  side  than  the  othey,`.    It  is  t.-3r,tirely  unjust  to  regard  the  opinions  that  I  have  expressed  as
more  useful  to  the  one  side  than  t`,a  +Ji€'=  ct:r,{T=.

So  ITuch  for  defense.   I  pass  ncr,-v'  t`'j  i.,a.tfick.

Dr.  Hcok  begins  his  rejoinder  bit.  ;  loj~Ly  rejc`ct-..`.|`n    c`f  personalities  to  which,  his  readers  are  led  to  suppese,
I    was  t.he  first  to  descend.    Zie  I.el.ies  on  t`.t:9il-.:cirg3tting  his  crocodile  tears  expressed  in    his    lament,"Ch!
what    a    noble    mind  is  here  o'+fro.y,'ii!"  I  arT.,  compel]Lefi  to  tl`|rk  that  criticisms  of    him    are    "personalities,"
whereas    criticisms  of  me  are  i.Ir|`£rscjnal  a,L{,?, ar,I_i I:,.lens  of  Truth.

.Throughout    his     article,     he  {?iv€`,f`  his  r€`.ta::i'>r:i,   rL}  ur.t`j`'-:rstj3nd   t.,'i3t   it  i.s  on]v  to  the  Vfest  that  I   r)rtx=]aim    tr`a
view  that  sunission  would  be  I)€tte:`   =,'ian  nucleat.--`','`ij`.     £ri  fact,   I  praclaim  this  tc>  hath  sides  ecprally,  and  mjv.
advCi=acy    of  this  view  has  beer,  r`;'i`1|s:`ic='i  as  'r.I;i;~iv  in  Corrmunic`>t  cc;iiritries  as  in  the  United    States.     He    'wlll
retort:      "Bah!     You  don't  supprvs±   th£=.  r;.{ri'.`T.mii`r,,5  :_-,~ill   list.er,  Lo  yo-``.."   I  reply:      "Pshaw!     I  don.t  suppese     tnac
America  will  listen  to  me  eitriei-."

He    prints    out  that  "the  lead/=:.s  ....`.i:`  |!`i€-.    I::``.,'iL`-t   i.+.i,):i  t.Ire  kc:epir„:  ~^  sensitive  watth  on  the    pulse    of    public
opinion     in  Western  c.ountries. "  C;f  c`:I,ilrt;e  t-n.r::,+-.3Lrir.F     c-:.r`±d  c`f  t:oursi±.  +Jle  West  keeps  an  equal  watch  on  opinion.   Lr`,
corrmunist  countries.   lie  sii`picos{3s  t++.fjTL  i:,ii   a.:'v`r.:.„`;i.'   `.!=-   `=,`|€.ce,   tin,`3.j9'n   .iLt  ray  have  sore   inf luence  in  the  l`,Test,   ca.7i.
have  none  in  the  East.  This  is  cc,rit.ar/.  tc>  {ill   i+r:  eT`ideI`^ce  I  ri=vc.i  .rse€i[|  able  to  obtain.   I  do  not  attribute  an'`,'
very    great     influence     to  rITjrT  f.`ff3=-tf,  to  '.~,'`i:rif`j`=,iht  .rJfi`,t-'y.ie.st`  terisir=i:`,     L`ut  I  have  reason     to     thick     that     the-s
influence  has  been  quite  as  greci+.   irf  i.~r:fj  `iast  a`f:  .i.a   u,-3  I,.Jest..

Dr.     Hcok  says:     "If  the  Viest  fc.ii.:;rr.7s  t`jh+e  .i oreigr.  'Lcoi.-i.cy  I  have  advocated,     it  will  not  have  to  chcose  betii,'een
capitulation  to  Commmism  or  war."  This  i=  \=t.1c,`3£;:.:  '=.qually  trii:?  cf  +Jie  foreign  pelicy wtiich  I  advcx=ate.     I  do
not    believe  that  either  side  vrcir.+,f:  ``.  :1.|t~.iel3j-.-`\-..ir,.     a``Ld  I   tJ-iirik  a  irL`dicu}ri  of  sanity  c>n  hath  sides  will  prevent
it.  The  ,question  at  issue  betwec:'`)  Ui`.   ;tok  a.r,rti  r,TT=  `.v'o\,`ia  ariseionJy  if  one  side  lacked  this  rndicun  of  sanity.

Dr.     Hcok's    reasons    for  suppr`siric.;  that,     jf.  CorT`ri:unism  corqucjred  the  world,     its  had  features    would    persist
indefinitely  are,      to  my  mind,   c/::```.p]SL:Lt`.1':J  'i.'r`:Lr``_rip,r=lc...   `l-he  {J.orst  features  of  Cc`iTmlnism  ha.v`e  L€\en  develotxl  under
the    influence  of  fear  and  wc)ulc3  a]nes:  c`fi-tai`7i.y'  c...rc}-hJ  less  ill  fear  were  removerd.     He  points  out  t:h.at  "in    Lrte
past,   tyrants  ruled  with  a  priri]`=|,re  i=t,=:=i',+n+cl]cg-,'. "  tT..ut  it  was  no  less  effective  for  being  prirrutive.   He  alludes
to  Genghis  Khan's  pyramids  of  heads,     I.`7i.iicfi  `+.er`^  just  as  thoroughgoing  as  Auschwitz.     It  is  an  exajTTple  of    his
slippery    Tnetincxis  of  controversy  rhticri  'L`..`±  .`=a+vrs  t.h=^`t   "the  splendor  and  glory  of  of  the  Co.iirt  of  Kublai  Khan  v,ere
not    worth  even  one  of  the    rrany  pyr`imi`-,T[s  ,r;3:   tri]ngLfi  skulls  his  grandfather,     Car+ghis  Khan,     heaped  up."     I    had
never    maintained  that  they were.    {',-nat~  I.  hal  said was  that  they  gave  reason  for  hope  that  a  bad  regina    might
improve  -- which  is  a very different  thing.

.another    exarnple  of  his  dubious  controversial  methods  is  his  argument  that ve  owe  nc>  obligation  to  generations
that,  if  his  pelicy  is  follcned,  will  never  be.  born.  He  says:   "I  do  not  s:hare  +|iiis  tJhc2olcx;y."    There  is,  as  r^e
perfectly    well    knows,    and  knows  that  I  know,    no  questior{  of  theology  involved.    The  cpestion    involved    is
whether    it   is    likely   to be worthwhile  that  future  generations  should  exist.      It  is    not   a   question   of"rights.,"    sirice  obviously  the  non-existent  ha.ve  no  "right.s".    But  I  an  sure  D| Hcok,     in  his  calmer    rrorrents,
wil.1  achit  that  "rights"  are  not  a  fundamental  ethical  conception.

Dr.    Hcok  is  guilty  of  curious  incon.sistencies  which  are  an  indication of  his  famticism.  He  says:  '`Cor~sts
have  always  arqued  t.hat  it  is  justified  to bury  several  generations,    if  necessary,    in order  to  fertilize  tfte
soil    of    history    for a  tjlorious  future  to be  enjoyed by  the  still  unborn."  His  con  position  is    that    it    i.€
justified   to   bury  not  several  generations  but   all  future  generations,    not  in  order  that  they  nay   enjoy   a
glorious  future  but  in order  that  they  may have  no  future  at all.    This  is  an  irrneasurable  exaggeration  of  t+,e
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very  fault  for which he  criticizes  the  Corrminists.

I    should  like  to  correct  a  misunderstandir`,g  pronoted,    I  think,    by  a  report  of  an  interview  in which  only   a
srrall  part  of  ny  thought was  expressed.    I  think  that,    with wise  statesr.nanship  on  the  part  of  the   West,      it
will  not  be  at  all  difficult  to  avoid  both  nuclear  war  and  surrender.    ',..T.ac  I  advocate  in  practice,  a]`Id  not  as
the    outcome  of  an  artificial  lcx3ical  dilerura,    is  a  conclusion  of  agreernerits  between  East  and  West    admitting
the    lnevitabilit.y  of  co-existence  ar,d  the  disastrous  futility  of  war.    I  wish  both  sides  to  realize  that   war
cannot    achieve    anything  that  either  side  desires,    and  that,in  consequence,    points  in  dispute  can   only   be
settled  by negotiation.

Dr.    Hook  is  in  the  habit  of  proclaiming  that  he  values  freedom.  On  this  point,  however,  he  deceives    himself .
He  does  not  think  that  those  who  prefer  life  under  Communism  to  death  should  be  free  to  choose  the  alternative
they  prefer.  Not  only  the  inhabitants  of  CorTrmunist  nations  but  the  inhabitants  of  all  the  uncommitted  nations,
are  denied  by  him  the  most  elementary  freedom,    which  is  freedom  to  choose  survival.  The  view  that  No  World  is
better  than  a  Commj`nist World,  or  that  No World  is  better  than  a Capitalist World,  is  one  that  is  difficult  to
refute   by  abstract  arguments,    but  I  think  that  those wlro  hold  it  should  question  their  right  to  i-rpose  their
opinion   upon    those who do  not  hold  it  by  the  inf liction  of  the  death  penalty  upon all  of  them.    This    is    an
extreme    form  of  religious  persecution,    going  far beyond anything  that  has  been  advcx=ated  in   previous    huron
history.

(16h) BErmAND  RussHL  RFTREATs
by  Sidney  Hcx)k

in  The  New I-eader  July  7-14,1958

The   atte.rit..ive  reader will  have  observed  that  Bertrand  Russell  has  retreated  fran  the  pesition  he  tcok  in   his
inter`7ien   with   Joseph  Alsop.    This  was  the  occasion  of  ray original  criticism.      He was  not  talking  into    +the
wirid.    I}is    `.cords    were    reported  all  over  the  corld.    They  came  with    an  ixpact  of    brutal    intellectual    ,11.`t`-i
gril <.t`j.ca]     shock  in  d`=.rrrcracic  countries.    Nevertheless,    although  the  wire  services  were  always  available    to
him,    he  z`+either  retracted  nor  qualified  what  he  said  until  this  discussion  began.  Nor,  as  is  .obvious  i,rt.;in ;r`,i{:.
t-.o.t-!p,  has  he  welcciTied  the  opportunity  to  clarify  his  stand.

N.omfali.y    I  shoiuld  have  beeri  content  to  leave  his  reply  unansvered.     It  is  in  effect  an  admission  that  it    \,t+L--`._-i
pr)lit.:ir.`r`i-{ 1y  ±`oolish  to  have    declared  that,in  the  event    the  Kremlin  refuses  to' negotiate  on  reasonable  tc`.iTT:5,
+_he    We`>i.    s;ri3uld    clisarTi`i  uiiilacerally  "even  if  it  means  the  horrors  of    Con:Irunist    domimtion."     The    is.=jlf_`L`{
hcTh.e{7er,  are  c=,o  rrj.rrr`-intous  and  Russell's  recent  views  about  them  have  done  so  much  harm  to  the  free  corld,   -u`.at
I    1-,e`4.T3l   I  n,ust-.  c.ontLr.`i€  the  di..jcussion.     Perhaps  if  I  eschew  poetry   (the  line  froim  Hamlet  was  directed  only  at
his  po].it`i.caj  judg]irent)   and  irony   (the  reference  to  theology!) ,  he  will  understand  me  better  even  if  he  agrc-€s
''`J.;tj-:I    n-t-:,    :i.c?SS,

Firs..  c=-;ill.,    it  is  disingeriuous  for  Russell  now  to  maintain  he  was  not  advising  the  West,  including  the  U.S.
Government,    to  disarm  unilaterally  and  risk  the  triuxph  of  Cormmism,    and  that  he was  merely  engaging  "iri  no
iroTe    than an  exercise,  in  theoretical  ethics."  The  very  language  of  his  interview with  Alsop,    as  well  as    his
fir.st  i`eply  co  ne  ir)  'iTE  N|'W  IjEADER  of  }fay  26,   shows  how  false  this  is.   In  the  forllreer,  he  propesed  "unilat?rr`;i
disarmalTt:3nl-"    if  the  Kremlin    continued  to  be  unreasonable.    What  has  this  got  to  do with  theoretical    ecLLucs?
Ir)  i+ie  latter  he  stated  that  +Jiere  are  tro matters  at  issue:    First,    what  is  the  likelihood  that  th\e  peliey  i
[Russeil]   advocate  would  lead  to  the  universal  domination  of  Conmunism?"  He  refused  to  discuss  it  but  admitted
it  invei-Jies  "political  and  psychological  considerations."  These,    indeed,    are  of  the  ve]:y  essence.  The  nratter
at  issue  is  certainly not one  merely of  theoretical  ethics.

Even    if.    it were,    Russell  could  still  be wrong.    whatever  does  he  imagine  "theoretical  ethics"    to   be?    All
theoretical    ethics  has  an  indirect  bearing  on  practical  life  and  conduct.    For  it  is  concerned  not  only   wi_t.h,
the  nature  of  the  right  and  the  good  but with ±±±± actions  are  right  and ±±±± things  are  good  and which  shc,i-i]cl
be   preferred   when   they coriflict.    Russell  would be  the  first  to point  out  that  the    theoretical    ethics    ot:
certain   groups  ~ e.g.,which  teach  that  if  it  is  impossible  to  save  the  life  of  both  the  pregnant mother   and
the   child,    the   rrother  should  be  sacrificed  --  sometimes  has  ixportant  and  fateful  bearings    upon   practice.
Similarly,    is    there  any doubt  that  belief  in Russell's  "theoretical"  proposition,    that capitulation and  the
risk  of  Communist  domination with  all  its  barbarity  should be  preferred  to war  and  the  risk  to  hurrun  survival,
±g}±± to undermine  the will  to resist Cormmist  aggression?  Russell  is  so  absolutely  convinced  of  the  validity
of   his  prctpesition  in  theoretical  ethics  that he believes  that only the  insane can disagree   with   him.    Why,
then.,  does  he  not accept  the  responsibility  for  its  practical  effects?

Second,  Russell  asserts  that  "The  question  at  issue  betwreen  Dr.  Hook  and  nyself  arises  only  if  all  atte!TTpts  at
negotiation  [betveen  the  West  and  the  USSR]   fail."  He  is  wrong  again.    The  primary  issue  between  us  is  whether
Russell's   position,   will  contribute  to  the  failure of  those  negotiations  and whether .mine will  contribute   to
their  success.    fh]ssell's  belated  second  thoughts  indicate  that  he,    too,    now believes  it was  r\.ot  practically
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wise      to    declare    what  he  did  in  his  interview.    The  inferences  I  and  others  drew  from    his    interview   wei-e
perfectly    legitineate.    Further  thought,    I  hope,    will  convince  him  that  the  rifenlin  is  less    likely  to    risk
aggression  if  it  believes  the West will  resist  to  the  end    than  if  it  is  persuaded  that  Fussell's    propesiticnin    "theoretical    ethics"    will    guide  the west's  actions.      Only  if  Russell  admits    this    are    our    re!raining
differences  minor.

In    this  connection,    I  wish  to  challenge  the  tmth of  Russell's  cant.ention  that  he  offered  his  "ideal  wisdom"
to   both  sides  irTpartially.      He  has  e,Tphatically pg±  addressed  the  Colimunisls  and  advised  them  that,    if    the
West  refused  to  be  reasonable    in  its  negotiations,the  Kremlin  should  unilateral].y  disarm  even  if  it  meant  tr,e
triuriph    of  the  free  world.    -what  has  been  published  in  Corrmunist  countries  and  the  neutralist  world    on    chis
particular    choice   has    been   only  his  advice  to  the West,    as  expressed  in   his    Alsop    interview,    with;ig
corresponding  specific  advice  to  the  Corrmunists.    As  I  read  the  evidence,  Russell's  recent  efforts  to  diminish
Eastivest    tensions    have   helped  disarm psychologically  only  the West  and  strengthened  the  pesition   of      the
Corrmunist   world    as  well  as  the  resolution  of  the  Krenlin  to  pursue  its  present    tack.    Some    of    the    atoric
scientists  of  West Germany  have  cited  his  position  as  justifying  their   abendornent   of    defense   research    in
nuclear    weapons.    Russell    should    know    that  the  absert.ce  of  a  free  press  and  of  any    pessibility    of    freely
expressed    dissent    makes  it  iiTpossible  for  him  to  have  any  appreciable  imf luence  in  the  Communist   world    the
Kremlin    is  not willing  to  let  him  have.    He  refers  to  pifolic  opinion  in  the  Soviet  Union  on which    "the    West
keeps  an  equal  watch."  There    is  no  public  o.oinion  in  the  Soviet  Union  except  the  opinion  of  the  Kremlin.

That   REssell    can  believe  that  his  influence  has  been  "quit.e  as  great  ip.  the  fast  as  in  the West"    is    simDle
wishful  thinking.    Without  intending  itf  he  has  made  rrore  difficult  the  tasks  of  the Western governments which
fear  that -the  Kremlin  desires  rerjur`.ciatioi`.  of  all  atomic  weapc>ns,    even  of  defense,    sc>  that  it  can    overwhelm
the  free  world  with  seas  of  Soviet  arid  ChLries€,  soldiery.  Without  intending  it,  he  has  rrnde  easier  the  caiiipaign
of  propagandistic  deception  b}.  C.?`i`rrlLr`|s``:  regi_f'e.s    which  play  off ,    vvtienever  they  can,  pelitically  naive  nan  of
intellectual  distinction,    as  'iael.`i`.  as  :r`inz.it3€;sf;  millionaires    like  Cynis  Eaton,  against  the  policy  of  the  West.
That  policy  has  been  veak  bi`t  i t  fias  bee.Lh,  <g€::`..`.iinely  peaceful.

This    is  ignored  in  the  O1}rrs`,iat`  ir.`teliect:`2aJ  posture  taken  by  Russell  tcward  the  hypethetical  case  of  the  two
pr^rer  blacs.     It  is  a  fundaf,€r^ca].  mis.`+.a.`ke  t{.  L:..ea+.  the  problem  as  if  it  merely  involved  abstract    rratherratical
relationships  between    two    anonymc-cs  blocs,  i:'£tead  of  tLhe  historical  relations  betveen  he  Corrmunist  blac  and
the    Western  bloc  only  one  of  v.ihich  threat.cm. a   Lr`t`3  rLjeace  of
the    U.S.     in  particular,       r.`Tis  -f,f=4r.  .:`ief icierit.  i^i  many  .t.-€spects  and  I  have  been  among  its  uuremitting  critics.
But  all  we  need    do  is  call  t!`i£:  roll  c}.t-ags`re-=`_-,lort  in  Fast-West.  relations  -Eastern    Europe,    Czechoslovakia,
the    blcx=kade  of  West  berlin,    rcr>r`^;a,      Hungir~r  --to  detemine  who  threatens  when.    It  is  urea]istic  in    th.e
extreme    therefore    to  draw a  :-`implz=  eq`u3J:i:3T,    Letrween  too  power  .blocs    in  the  abstract  if  we  wish.  to    predict
their  behavior  or  propose  a  r&2sc,I.iai]1e  pr-jlit=y.

Ihird,    Russell's  illustr-atici`!  cf  t_he  t`AK:I  pc,.r'`+i'.  biccs    supposes..     as  he  says,    .that  one  of  them  is  famtically
insane.     This  rerrroves   it  still   i-.,Jr{'r.=r  f``.`.,,I:  ./.i y  i.J`-I.iet.'aince  t.a   i:{`.a  I.resent  situation.     The  rulers  of  the  KremlLy`.
are  not  insane.    They  are  clf:t.c:rmir.ed  nan  ',.'i`r,h  i:-;i`.``T>s  of  s+~eel,    w;nrjerful  actorsT of  surpassing  skill  in  dupin.g
the  pelitically  unwaly.     ";\.greenEaTnc,-.i  ,3.I.`i   li.r``e  `-,`i'3.-.~:rusts.     .,r,=T`,je  tf-,`  te  broken"   is  one  of  their  rrndms.   But  Jine`/
have    never    taken  an  aggre3si`.,-e  nt`ve  ...`ntil  trlr:'r.  -`.r^ought.  that  victc.ry  was  surely  in  their  grasp.    Tlieir    basre
dcotrine,  their  operatioml  code  and  tr`eii+  I i;=j`.orii.`al  behavior  f-til  confirlin  this.  To  be  sure,  they  are  riithless
and  fanatical  and  can  play  a  -ytlitLric;  g:`J!`e.     1_r`,£j.r  cat-,andiTLiuse  ganbit  toward  Tito  shows  they  will  never    stop
trying  to  destroy  the  sligr.t.es=    €e-``i`-`,tor.     `T'.  ,i  Lr=.=ause  they  ajT.e  salle,     hcwever,  .they  must.  never  be  encourgeci
to    think    that  the  West  will.  r`o[  i.esist..    De=:,|t€  hj.s  intent.  and  present  disavcral,    this  is    precisely   what
R`issell's  "ideal  wisdom"encour`ages  them  to  thii`tk.    The  greater  the  nurker  of  people  in  the  West who  accept  and
prcx=1aim    this    piece  of  "ideal    t,,'isJc-}m,':  +L:n=  {.r_ceater  grcrtJs  the  danger  of  appeasement  and  car.     I  do  not    fear
Kmshchev's    insanity    but    hi.i,    s}u-erd}`ess,     .`ade  all  -ch.e  more  formidable  by  the    fcolishaess    of    those    who
`underestimate  it.

I    cone    nar7    to    Russe]l's    "i.~3^€`Lll    -f.'isd`3ni"  ~  the  "purely  academic    issue"    he    believes    has    no    practical
consequences.    Russell's  wisdom  cc,rna.`.,  1+,to  p:ia}.',    he  repeatedly  reminds  us,    only  if  one  side  lacks  "a  nrdic`un
of  sanity."  If  the  ComTunist£;  a*tac:`+,  shall  .w`e  resist  and  probably  go  down  fighting,  or  shall  we  surrender?

In  ray  rejoinder  I  said:   "Here  ever+z-  :I.over  rji'  ±reedon  and  of  life  is  on  uncertain  and  tragic  ground.  One  carmot
be    sure    that    at    the  decisive:  !flc;rTe.r`.t  the  situation will  lock  the  sane   [as  now]...  I  believe    I    ar`    open    to
argument  on  this  point,    but  at  presen+.  I  I..r.`i  .r`.clt  persuaded  that  a  choice  of  resistance,    even  if  it    threatetns
the  probable  destmction  of  the  halnan  race,    |s  morally worse  than  a  surrender  to  those  who  lack,  in  Russell's
cam    suppesition,    even  a  rodicun  o±-sanity.     Indeed,if  they  lac:k    a  nndicun  of  sanity  I  feaLr  all  the  mc>re  the
tortures  and  cruelties  they  can  ilTpose  on  the  living  generations  -  the  only ones  who  cc>unt  -  in weighing  the
scales .of  joy  and  pain,  dignity  and  human  degradation whose  balance  determines  basic  rroral  judgment.

¥:a::onL#u=chnyt:¥:¥e::eus:o:±°L:::n=oro=VIithinh:into::::::kvuft:=±:=:=::,j:¥e¥°::c¥cosei¥:::se:
evil.    For    exaxple,if  as  a  result  of  sons  mutational  change,    a  universal  and  incurable  ailment  caused  rren  to
die    in    slow  agony,    would  it  be  wrong  to  prefer  a  world  without  man?    I  vaguely  recall  a    conversatic>n   with
Russell    or    a    pessage    from  his  writing  in  which  he  expressed  the  view that  a    world    without    hun'`an    beincJs
sonetines  seend  preferable  to him  than one  in which  bloodthirsty  sadists  mled.      Such  preferences,    like    n~,y
cam,  iray be  irratiorral.  I  am not  so  fanatical  as  to  have  closed  ny mind  on  the  subject.

It   is   at  this  print that Russell  brings  in  the hope  of  the  future  and reminds  us  that the  agony   c`f   present

wiorld.    The  foreign  policy  of  the  West,    and  of
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generations    may    be  followed  by  im`provement.     "Genghis  Khan,"  he  wrote,     "was  quite  as  bad  as  Stalin    at    his
worst,  but  his  grandson    Kublai  Khan  was  a  highly  civilized  mo[Larch  under  whom  Chinese  culture  flourished."

In  ry    criticism    I  did  not  contest  the  possibility  of  improvement,     I  deriied,    what  is  essential  to  P\ussell's
3_rgunent,     that    it  was  necessarily  worth  the  price.    To  which  Russell  retorts

will    follow  submission  in  the  present.     L\!utatis  Mutandis,    the  same

with  indignation:     " [Hoc)k]   says
that  "the  splendor  and  glory  of  the  Court  of  Kublai  Khan  were  not  worth    even    one  of    the    rruny    pyranids    -of
human  skulls  his  grandfather,    Genglris  Khan,    heaped  up,I   I  had  never    maintained  they  were.  What  I    said    was
that.  they  gave  reason  for  hope  that  a  bad  regime  might  improve  ~  whic.h  is  a  very  different  thing."

Of  course  it  is  a  very  different  thing.  But  Russell  misses  ray pc)int,  which  is  that  it  is  not  enough  to  sustain
his  pesition.  For  unless  it  is  believed  tjrat  these  possible  ixprovements  are worth  the  price  paid  in  suffering
and    submission  to  Genghis  Khan,    t`here  would  be  no  justi±-ication    for  choosing  to  endure  his    tyranny    rather
than  ending  human  history.    It  is  not  enough  for  Russell  to  believe  that  no dark  age  lasts  forever,  that  after
Cconmnism  triumphs  for  some  hundreds  of  years,   there  may  be  iJTprovements.

He   "st   also believe  that  the  anticipation  of  these  possible  improvements  is  worth  to  the  living    the    agony
and,  to  use  his  own  words,   "the  horrors  of  Corrmunist  domination."  Otherwise  his  reconmendation  makes  no  sense,
even  as  a  proposition  in  theoretical  ethics!

This  argument  is  solid,and  st`raightforward:  if  Russell  finds  it.  "slippery,"it  is  only  because  of  the  burden  of
the   pesition   he    is  defending.    I  am  puzzled  to  explain  Russell's  failure  to  see  that  in   order    to    justify
submission  to  Moscow,  he  cannot  stop  short  with  believing  that  there  Tray  be  irrprovenents  in  the  distant  future
but   must  also  believe  that  the  expectation  of  these  ixprovements  is  worth  the  cruelties  and  indignities  which

Kublai    Khan.)     I  suspect  his  lapse  dt
cup  of  appeaserrent  to  its  bitter  dregs

logic  holds  in  relation  to   Genghis    and
+this  pain.t f lows  fran a  natural  and creditable  reluctance  to drain   the

Russell  may  retort   (1)   that  in  tiiTp_  Cormrunism  rrLaLy  be  followed  by  rmch  greater  glories  than  those  of  the    Court
of    Kublai    Khan,    and    that  t+iese  g-lories  are  north  the  price  of  submission  to  Moscow;    and     (2)     that,as    he
actually    says,     ..the    corst E==ETures  of  Comunism  have  been  developed  under  the  influence  of  fear    and    could
almost  certainly  grcw  less  if  fear  were  removed."

Ijet  us  consider  the  second  po.i.n.t  fir`ct.     If  the  worst  features  of  Cormmism  have  developed  under  the  influence
of  fear  of  the  outside wc>rld,  how  accoiunt  for-  t.h3  fact  in  the  early  years,  when  seven  invading  armies  stcrd  on
Soviet    soil,    political    and    cijltiidral  ter`ror  was  not  as  widespread  or  severe  as  when  the    Soviet    Union   was
subsequently  free  of  invaders  and  at    peace?    The    entire    history    of    Corrminst    Russia     (and  China!)     rrckes
Russell ' s    generalization dubio``is.  Cruelty  a``d  arbitrariness  are  indigenous  to  the  very  system  of  totalitarian
CCiTmunlsm,     and  the  fear  in  the  h,edl`t-.s  o£-  tile  So'\,'iet  rulers    is  not  so  rrTuch  of  the  free  world  as  of  their    ohm
oppressed    people.    Further,    Russell    igriores    rriy  argument  that  it  is  likely  that  fut'ure  Titos  and    Maos    and
Stalins  will  war  on  each  other  auri.a  use  t}3€`  e`¥isT,te+rice  of  differences  in  Corrmunist.states  as  pretexts  for    their
organized  cruelties.    I  grarit  that  sons  things  ITay  grow better,    but  I  am  not  sanguine  that  the rorst  features
of    Communism    will    grow    less,     ol  .suf±-ici€mtl-A,'  less  to  justify  Russell's    recommendation    to    surrender    to
universal  tort.ure  rather  than  to  resist.    Perhaps  ur.der Corrmunism,    in  tirre,  greater  glories  will  develop  than
those    of    the    court  of  Kublai  Khan.    But  tJie  pro-c*hoility  is  just  as  great  that  greater    irifamies    will    also
develop.

Russell    taxes    me   with  inconsister.cy  where  there  is  none.   ` I  criticized  the    Conmunist    view   which    cn]elly
sacrifices    existing    generations  for  a  glorious  future  to  be  enjoyed  by  t=he  still  ±rn.    To   which    Russell
retorts:    ''His    own    position    is    triat    it  `is  .justified  to bury    riot    several      generations    but    all    future
generations,    not    in     order    th`it  they  ,may  er,joy  a  glorious  future  but  in order  that  they  may  notTi;ave    any
future  at  all.  This  is  an  im"?asuraL`le  exaggeration of  the  very  fault  for which he  criticizes  the  Cormutsts."

This    contains    a  serious  rrdsstater}ent  and  another  logical  lapse.    The  misstatement  conceals  the  fact    that    I
justify  ny  choice  of  resistance    rather    thcin   of    surrender   onl
generations,    not  future  generations.  And  the  ground  of  ray-

in  terITs  of  the of  the
choice is  not  that existing generations will  escape

any    future    but  that  they will  esca:ce  a  future  of  torture  and  infaliny which  Russell  admits  will  be    theirs    if
they    submit    to  "the  horrors  of  CGT.rrunism."  T}.ie  error  in  logic  arises  from  Russell's  failure    to    note    that,
since  on  ny  argument  there  are  no  future  generations  whose  desires  need  be  considered,  I    carmot    sensibly   be
criticized  for  trying  to  bury  the.in.    I  have  rot  ret\med  to  the  ontology of  Plato  and  the    early   Eunssell.    My
argument  is  addressed  only  to  the  present  generations.    ±±±]z   must   make    the   choice  -only   j±±   desires,
wishes,  . fears  and  hopes  count.    This  is  as  far  away as  anyone  can get  from  the   Com"nist    position,    Russell
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.

Even   core    misleading    is  Russell's  statement  that  I  am denying  to  those who  prefer      life    under   Cormutsm,
whether  in Communist  or  neutralist  countries,  freedom  to  c.hoose  the  alternative  they  prefer.  I  have  no quarrel
with    those   who    live    in  Communist.  countries    -  only with  their  dictators  who  seek  to  impese    the    yoke    of
bondage  on  other  peoples.    To  say  that  because  I  urge  resistance  to  aggression  I  do  not  believe  in  freedc>m  fctr
those   who wish  to  live  under Comiunism,    is  as  absurd  as  to  charge  Russell,    beause  he  urged    resistance    to
Hitler,  with  not  believing  that  t`hose  who  preferred  a  peaceful  life  under  Fascism  should  be  free  to  make  their
choice.    Hitler  was  rrorally  responsible  for  the  fate  of  the  victims  of  the  resistance  against  him.    The  rulers
of  the  Kremlin  are  rrorally  respensible  for  the  consequences  of  the  resistance  to  their  aggression.

Russell's    arqunerit   could  make every  rebel  in history who  believed  in  resistance  to  injustice  a    famtic   who
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wanted  to  deprive  others  of  their  freedom  of  choice.Of  co`urse,    it  is  the  barest  tautolapy  that  if  tro  choices
are    mutually  exclusive,    where  one  is  taken  the  other  Cannot  be.    By  the  sane  token,     should  not    those      T+tiio
prefer     to   ±±   aggression    be    free    to    choose    the  alternative ±±s}£ prefer?    Russell's  choice  excluc-l€`s
theirs  as  much  as  theirs  excludes  his.

It    is  fran  this  tautolcx3y  that  Russell  derives  the  remarkable  conclusion  that  I  am  guilty  of  "an  extreme  form
of    religious    persecution"  because,     forsc>oth,resistance  to  the  Kre.mlin  `v'|11  deprive  those  who  want    to    live
under    Communism    of      their  chance  to  do  so.    This  is  a  surprising  corm€nt  from  one  who,     like    tti.e    rest    of
us,supported  a  war  against  Fascism  in which  the  victims  of  Allied  air  raids  were  deprived  of  "their  freedon  to
choose  survival."  Was  this  religious  persecution?  Was  Russell  guilty  of  "religious  p`ersecution"in  advcx=ati,r`,g  a
preventive    war  against  Russia  and  declaring  that  the  destruction  of  the  wh,ole  of  Western  Eurcipe  vjTas    not    tco
great   a    price  to  pay  in  order  that Conmnism be wiped  out?   '^Tould  he  not  have  deprived  the  victims  of    their
freedom  to  choose  survival?

mssell,    of  course,    does  not  believe  in  religious  persecution.  Nor  do  I.  That  he  can make  the  charge  betrays
the  atrophy  of  his  sense  of  proportion.

In  ny  article,"A  Foreign  Policy  for  Survival,"  I  advanced  a  policy  of  military  disengagement  in  Central  Europe
and    other    troubled  areas  of  the world  under  certain  guarantees.    Although  I  believe  ve  were    remiss    in    not
nuking  proper  pelitical  use  of  the  atom bonb when  w'e  enjoyed  a  monopoly,    I  have  never  advc>cated  an  aggressive
or  preventive war.    "If ve  can  keep  the  free  corld,"  I  wrote,    "fran  falling  irtto  the  trap  set    by  the  Kremlin
and   preserve  peace  by  increasing  its  power  and  readiness,    we  can  then  rely upon  the  processes  of    educatio^r„
the    force of  exarrple,      the  contagion  of  free  ideas,  the  gradual  osmosis  of  the  great  traditions  of  the   West
gradually   to  soften,    to  liberalize,    to round off  the  edges  of  the  totalitarian regimes    of  the world   until
their    own  people  rally  their  energies  to  overthrow  their  oppressors  and  establish  the  derrocratic    goverrmenT_s
necessary  to  establish  one  free world  republic. "

I    ant.    ccjnvinced  that  most  of  the  people  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  deplore  the  position  taken  by  Russell  in    ii_.i`'i,
int.ervii=w with  Alsop  and  which  Russell  himself  has  now  modified.Despite  this,    and  his  earlier  statenen.^=    tr.a+_
hc=.    agrees    much  more  with  my  article  than  I  thick,     I  am    under  no  illusion  that,    with  all  his    hedgi}i``g    ;Li-!c.i
tackiri€?,    REssell's    position    on    foreign    policy  is  like  mine.    Granted  the  need  for    continii.ous    efl-{`jj:`c    to
net:TL``Liat+a    a  reasonable  settlerrient  with  the  Krenlin,     the  troiiblesome  questions  arise  \hhen    we      ask:     If    i .,-, 7=
Cc`.f`-munists    seize  West  Berlin,     should  tr`,e  free  world  resist?    Or  if  West  GerTT\any  is  invaded?    Or  the  rest    of
i:i.sst.er:I  Euroce?    Or  EI`.gland?    As  distinct  from  Russell,   I  believe  the  free  vrorld  should  declare  it  will  ref-.-if,t
where.`.re-r  t-,he~Co,-rum]rinst-world  resorts  to  force,     and  to  declare  it  in  such  a  way  that  the  Kremlin  has  no  doiil.,L£``
it  .f,.j`il  :..-esist.   There  will  then  be  no  war.

!{c    jfk.ill    can  win  freedc`rp.  ard  peace  unless  he  conquers  his  fear  of  death.    No  nation  can  preserve    its    free,ji(`iT
ur,leg..i  i+.  is  willirig  to  ri.i.k  destruction  in  its  defense.  To  do  otherwise  is  to  break  faith with  those  v,T`]  c,.it=~J^
tc  kee,rl  .it.  ]':res.

ni]ih..i-    i f€..9    i/iciet}',     fi-c,I:i  Pericles    to  the  present,     has  survived  because  it  has-valued  some  things  ror€¥    {|-:?ri
sur..-. Lt.ral,  _cx^,c`ause  its  vision  of  human  excellence,  dignity  and  joy  has  made  some  kinds  of  life  unwortriy  t`,i  ii.|r`\.
E€``rl:.r=ilKi    i?`t.s`>sell  ls  orie  of..  the  great  rroulders  of  the  traditions  of  the  free  saciety.     In  disagreeing  -w'ith  :r^`i,`i
strongly  `~)n  a  matter  of  policy,    we  nonetheless  honor  the  values  and  visions  he  has  served  during  a  lonc5    ii[e
<`.rid  ',7jl'iiLi    h-:`  has  taught.  us  tc>  cherish.

[End  of  article]

**¥***¥***+

(lc`.i.)  T++e  :tJea,}:  ctf  these  exchanges,1958,  cane  just  one  year  after  the  first    Pugrash    Conference  -Russell's    grt``Jat
iiiea  cinr3  great  achievement  in  the  real  world  of  nuclear  weapons.     Pugwash,     as  you  recall,  was  a  breakLnroi_igh;
it  brought  tcx]ether  for  the  first  tine  eminent  scientists  from  both  sides  of  the  Iron Curtain,  to  discuss  tl.'t?`}.s
t{)  !lindnish  the  nuclear  peril.     The  1958  Conference  was  the  first  of  many  Pngwash  Conferences.     They  pa'v'+=,{j.  tf:r_i-„ray    i.or    the  Salt  Talks  and  the  Limited  Test  Ban  Treaty  that  banned  nuclear  tests  above    ground     (1963).    The
Pugwash  idea  has  not  died;  Pugwash  Conferences  continue  to  take    place  on  a  regular  basis.

C`jrrus  Faton,  Hcok's  "mindless  millionaire",    financed    the    first    Conference,    which    met    in-Pugwash,    N'.-.'a
Scotia,  Eaton' s'  birt.hplace.

We  have  given  a  lot  of  space  to  these  exchanges  between  Hook  and  Russell  because  ve  thought  them  important  and
interesting.

Were   you   persuaded   by  Sidney Hook?    By    Bertrand  Russell?    Tell  us  your  reactions  to    these    articles,    for
possible  inclusion  in a  future  newsletter.

Here  is  our  reaction,    for what  it's  worth:    We  think  that  BR    just  couldn't bear  the  thought  that  the     hurur`
enterprise    might    cone    to    an  eri.d.    That  all  of  man's  great  achievements  in    the    arts      and    sciences,    i+i,e
inspiring  examples  of  Certain  lives,  the  prospect  of  a  happy  ar,d  exciting  futur`e  for  all  mankind  that  enormoTds
advances    in   knowledge  could  bring  into  being...that  all  this  might  disappear  forever,    along with  all    himn
beings,  and  all  other    living  things...might disappear  into    thin    air...vaporized...leaving    no    trace...    He
just couldn't  bear  it.      He  refused  to  give  up;    he  fought  for  survival,    constantly  seeking  ways    to  make  his
fellcw human  beings  becone  aware  of  the  nuclear  danger,    and  do  something  about  it.  And  he  did  this  at  a    tlrrre
in his  life  -  his  80s  and  90s-  wtlen  mosc  meri  are  content  to  take  things  easy.
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(L6j):ik:P=arw:d¥::o:Ere:u¥::e#::¥:::inrogt:¥;::4;Rim-BRiFA:::b:g::=:;S|¥itl}N:wcO§o==:::::a::g:a:::r:ffg6;i:
which  BOB  DAVIS  had  sent.   Here  it  is:

I  had  a  control.crs\.  ``.ith  an  American   T]hilosopher  mmed

Sidney  Hook  at  this  time  that  ``'as  one  \`'hich  tit)th  of  us  fo`ind
difricult  to  co}iduct  on  logical  lines.  IIe  ``'ns  a  Menshevik  who

had   become   n|)I)rehensive   of   Russia   I-uling   the   ``'orld.    He

thought this so dreadful that it would be better the human race
should cease to exist.  I  combatted  this  view  on  the  grotmd  that
\`/e do  not  know  the  future`  whit,h,  so  long  as  Pi'Ian  survives,

may be immensely better than the past.  I instanced the times of
Genghiz  Khan  and  Kublai  Khan,  separated  by  only  a  genera-
tion,  but  one   horrible,   the  other  admirable.   But   there  `vere

plenty of contrary instances that he coiild have adduced, in view
of which a definite decision  ``7ns  impossible.  I  maintained, ho``'-

ever, that any chance of a better world depended upon hope, and
L     \`'as on this account to  be preferred.  This  was  not  a Jog!.ca/ ar-

qumcnt, but I  thought  that most  people  would  find  it  convinc-
ing.  Several  years  later,  Hook  again  attacked  me  I)t``blicl}',  but
this time in such a manner that r`.o comment from me v.as [ieccs-

sary. It amused me, however, that for his defence of "f rat:dorr."

.1nd his attack on my views on Vietmm, he chose as his v€hir,le
a journal  later  admitted  to  be  financed  by  the  Cei::Iai  }iiterii-

genceAgency.I
• The  IVct„  I.fcidcr  received   $3`cO()   from   Chiang   Kai-§liek.a   treo§ur}'   ft`r   p`ib-

li`hing   an   article   hostile   to   Chiria.   Later   it   prci}ired   tl`e   bt].]k   'r/:.    LS..`ft!cr.j   c<
I)(cc.ht.on..    A    Sludiv   ii.   "'orld-Wide    Commiliiisl    T(ictics    a.nd    `.,.  ``s    sF``.``'```:-i._-.`.a

S12,OOO   bv   ttie   U.S.   Government.   When   the   U.S.    Infolinatiiin    tl`r_.nc.     ,`skr:c!   :`
ll`Iu`e    Ai)Tiroi)riatioris    Sub-Committee     to     inc[eace    its     al!o.T"ace     fiir    ``hi`J,`.:     I.€.
ulnin"L`nt"   from   $90,000   to   S195,000.   the   ^gcnc}.   assured   th.c   ]ecf:si't.t"   tt`nt
11`.   fllnd`   u'ould    go   frir   books    "written    tri    our   owri    specific`iiior.`3`'    .incl    :ri`.{vtr`^g
-.(r\iiig  anti-Commuj`ist  contcl`t'.   ( 7`/iL.   IV..u)  rorA   7`Jtr!c.,  Mat.   3,196-).
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Parents  and  Teachers  for  Social  Res nsibili
Cover :

(Thank  you,   roM  STANIE¥)

BR Qucm

(ltoretown,    VT)     paxphlet  has  this  lovely  quc>te  on    its    front

". . .the verld has  sprouted  a veird  sense  of  security  and  a
warped    sense    of  morality.    Weapons    are    sheltered    like
treasures  while  children    are  exposed  to  ir.c.`i:`f=I`=i+.ion. "

Bertrand  RusseJ. i

ThE  BFrs   AWARD

1985.  Award  nowinations  wanted.  Please  nominate  the  person  you  think  should  receive  the  1985  Bertrand  Fttissel|
Society  Award,    and  state  your  reasons. Candidates  for  the  Award  should  satisfy  at  least one  of  the  following
conditions :

.  worked  closely  with  BR  c>n  an  inportant  project   (Joseph  Rotblat.  1983)

.  furthered  sore  cause  or  i.dea  that  BR  thought  impertant   (Henry  Kendall  1982)

.  prolroted    Russell  scholarship   (Paul  Arthur  Schilpp  1980)

.  erinanced  the  public's  appreciation  of  BR   (Steve  Allen  1981)

.  exeniplifies  some  quality  of  character  that  distinguished  BR

.  closely    related  to  BP`   (Dctra  Russell   1984)

Please  send  your  nomirration(s)   c/c)  the  newsletter   (address  on  Page  i,  bottom) ,   for  forvarding  to  the  BRS  Award
Ccmrriittee.
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(19) 1984.   Dora  Black  Russell
size,    vas
and    in    the    U.K.:   The
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is  the  recipient  of  the  1984  BRS  Award.    The  press  release,    shown  below  reduced    in
84  to  about  25  American,    Canadian  and  U.K.     universities,     U.S.     scholi'`rly    .ioi.unals,
Ne'w  Statesman,  The  Tribune,   The  Listener,The  Times,  The  Guardian,  The  Observer.

DORA  RUSSB.L  r\zrE;IVEs  T`iE   1984   BE:7rlRmiD  RusSzEL  Sa:IEmf  A',.thF®

me    1984    Bertrand    Rissell    Soc'let.y  Avard  has  gone  to    hera    Black    Russell,

8ocial  I  critic,    crLajngion    of  taren.s  and    children.s  [ights,    caiTpeigner    for

liberal  ca\ises  for  irore  than  60  years.

The    Arard  is  given  to  a  person  who  in  an  i]Tprtant  ray  is  linked  to   bertrand

R`issell  or  to  a    cause    he  tciok    great    interest    in.    Dora    russell  q`.alifies

abLndantly.  She  vas  Russell's  second    wife,    rather    of    trleir    t`.a    children,

-author with hit of  The  Prc`spects.of  Industrial  Ci-/ilizacion.,    ~fclinder

vith  hit of  the  Beacon Hill  School,  and  inch,    ruth  Core.   In  the    early  1920s,

abe  gave  `p    a  rellchship  at  Girtai College,    Cambridge,   to  9o  to    ChiJia    with

hid)I  and  on  ttreir  ret\irn,slue  helped    hit    in    2    election   carpaigns    when    he

`ms  labour    candidate  for  Chelsea.   In Cctober  1980  a  rerrorial  bjst  of    Fhissell

ias    unveiled    in    BedLior`  Park,  Imdcm;  it+Las    her      idea,      she      prcxuted

it,  arid underurote  its cost.

The    ^rard    placF.e    reads:      -For      sharing      Bertrand      faJssell.a      c"rerns,

collaborating    ill    his    cork,    and    I)elpiTF]    Co    preserve    his    legacy-.

"e  light  that  erTler`aces  fra[I  the  lady  is  of  her  chin   making    and    is    nat    the

reflection  cif  someorre  else's.   If  she  had  never  iret  Bertrard  Fhissell    tre    still

+mild  have  heard  frcm  her.   Along  with  Harqaret  Sariger  and    Marie    Slopes,     she

+Ais   lr`  at   tlr`.   !|<]iiuiirng     of      llhj      lidyii      fur      birtJ`     cc+ntrul,      uih..ciru\ing      l]fu`

startling  fact  lhet  it  vas  "four  t]m=s  as  c!dngerous     to  bear    a    child    as    to

`x)rk   in  a  mine...   rnen's  !Tr)st  c!angerous   trac!e.'     60  yeal-s     ago,   she    canTpaigT`ed

for  6  reeks  paid  a:aternicy  leave  txjfore  ancl  aftc:r  chlldbirtt`.

She  has  wz.itten  boolcs  abait  public  affai[s  and  scx=ial    attitudes    that:    reeked

Changing:   lI±rpatia:   Or  :lm±nlm±n  and   I:i`owlrdq±   (192S)   res  writceri  iri     reply     to    an

attack  on  feminists.  tine  revieiwh>r  said  Lt  should    tc    barined    bt3cause    it  said

ttLaLt  roneri  should  enjoy  sex.   The  Ri3ht.  To  8.i  !l=r.p±r   (1927)   saicl  that   the  sccj.al

basis  of  soc`iety  should  rest  not  on  abstractichs  b\it  on  the    biolcngical    needs

of    human  beings.   In  defense  ctf  Children   (1932)   `ias    priurily  on    the    status

and  rights  of    children,   they    being,     like    rofrer`,    an    oExprEssed    class.    Eg

Religior`_pf  tt:e  !t?chile  ASS   (1981)   is  a  5tuc!`/  of  the  dangers  of  the  mechanical

and    techr)ological     sccic.cy.    £]¥j:±apg_risk  TTf_Te   is  her  autcbicqraphy,  Voliz7`::   I

(1975),  Vol`m=  11    (i3ir.L     i`ar`..  c=     ,|er    e`=r}ier    writings    are    collecteci    in

A  fora  RusseELfu[jL:=2:   ii .33) .

"e    Bertziain`     F*=~<iL   k.=iel]r   is  a  ,x!r==:+ii.7  of    63nurers  of    Bertrand    RL]ssell

(1872-I.970) .   It  is  TL`t  a  sct.A-i:irly  sor`€L/.   thou+:i  a  nuhoer  of  scholars  belong

to    it,    anc     rs  cpen  to  dr:-I.a:ie  irt.rested   in  ffus=e]l.     For  irfctmation    about

the  Society,   uric*   jiES   !nfo!]atif`r7`    ro   I,   Br::c  i.Vj`j,   Coapersburg,   PA   Le¢3€,   USA.

Ef x9± = ± ± nrmtioned  in

(20)

± epiz publication.  E±±±±S ±S£ ¥ JgL=Lj` +r± _i_T=

SPREADINI  BR' S  VIEWS

A    number    of  BRS  rrentx3rs  have  t,iil.ri.  us   J`-*ai`:  i+-.i-,,7  `i,-ere  I-irs.`:     ir.tj-educed     to
college  courses  in  English.    An  e:,Liay  by  Ltert=and  Rut;s€:i  -cctntained  iri    ah

cord.
Bert`rand    Russell's  writings    in
anthology  -- would  be  assigned  reading.

We  asked  GmD¥S  IjEITHAUSER,     who  teaches  mglish  at`Uriversity  o±.  Mjcrlgar``---bea;.`r:..rn,     if  ;he  could  give  us  the
names  of  scme  antholo;ies  contain.ing  essays  by  BR.  She  obliged  will.  tr[ese  I,3c`.`trrL-+`ar.c`:atiors:

A World  of  Ideas:  Essential  Readin
Press,   1983.  Contains  "A

s  for  Coil e writers.    Ed.
Free  Man's  Worship"

The  Conscious  Reader:  Readin s  Past  and  Present.  Ed.    Caroline
Nemr  York:   Macmillan,   1978

Fields  of  Writin
Press,   1984

Coritains  "1£  We  Are  To  Survive  This  Dai~k  Tine. . .'!

:  Readin s  Across  the  Disciplines
Conta.ius  "Touch

The  Little  Brown Reader,nwork"

Gladys    writes:"I  have  other
older.    I    was    locking    for
Gladys  I.eithauser , Hurunities

Order".She    reported  on  her

If:e  A.     Jacobus,     NewYork:     St.    Martin's

Shrcdes,  ifelry  Fin.estone,  Michael  Shugme.

Ed.     Nancy  R.     Comley  et  al.     NevY-ork:     St.     Mart.in's
and  Sight:  the  Earth  and  the  Heavens."

3rd  ed.    Efl.  Marcia  Stubbs  and  Sylvan  Bamet.  Boston:  I,ittle,  Brcrm,1983.  Contains

anthologies  on  the  shelf  with  selections  from   BR,    but  sons  of  the    volumes    are
u.prtondate  antholcgies  to  recolmerid. "  Anyone  wanting  iTore  antholcx]ies    may    write
kept. ,University  of  Michigan-Dearborn,   4901  Evergreen  f`crad,  bearbctrn,  MI  48128   .

Ineidentally,  she  has  used    Trot  only  essays  by  BR,  but  also  whole  books,   "Pchi'er"  and  "Ek]ucation  arld  the  Sacial
experienees  with  these  in  RSN23-16.     She  has  also  used  "The  P`ise  of  Science"    from

¥iL±s2Etry,of  i.t'estem
I rcm  Autobi Ill   (the

"The    lyfathematician's  Night-m\are"  from  Collected
three  forces  that  shaped  BR's  life)

Stories , and  the  opening    es.,say
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AI  Seckel  spreads  the  word.
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Al,  who  gave  an  absorbing  talk,   "BR  and  the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis",  at  the  BRS  1982
annual  meeting  in  Ij3s  Angeles,  often  appears  before  groups,  talking  about  BR.

He will  give  a  talk,    "The  I.ife  and  Wisdon  of  Bertrand  RIssell"  ,  illustrated with  slides,  on  Sunday,  becerrber
2nd,  at  the  Unitarian  Society,   1535  Santa  Barbara  Street,  Santa  Barbara,  CA    at  7:30  pin.

Al    gave  a  talk  on  CX:tober  25th,    at  a  meeting  in  Ios  Angeles  spensored  by  the  HulTunist  Scx=iety  of  Friends   (an
Arm  affiliate.) .    His  talk  served  as  an  introduction  to  a  shcwing  of  the  BEX='s  "Bertie  and  the  Boho,'.  which  Al
described  as  "a  40-minute  dacunentary,    featuring  film  clips  and  interviews  with    Bertrand  russell,    including
his  debates  with  Edward  Teller,  father  of  the  'H-beho' ."  IIe  told  the  audier.ce  that  the  videotape  had  been  made
available    "through  the  generosity  of  the  BRS."  7  persons  signed  a    sheet  of  paper  headlined    FOR    INFORIIATION
AcOUT  TRE  BERTRAND  RUSSHL  SOCIETY  SIGN  RERE.   The  Brs  sent  them  informtion  by  mail.

At      a  Jl]rie  meeting  in  Sam Diego,    spensored  by  the  First  Unitarian Church,    the  Hurfust  Fellowship,    and  the
BRS,    Al  gave  a  slide-lecture,     "The  Life  and Wisdom  c>f  Bertrand  Russell''.  Py  the  end  of  the  [Teeting,8  persons
had  signed up  for  information  about  the  BRS.

Al  is  not only  spreading  the cord,  he  is  also  helping  the  BRS  acquire  new rmaTbers.

ThE  1985  Brs  DocroRAL  GRANT

This  1985  annoucement  vas  sent  to  sorre
in  Septerrber.

EE EE¥ EEE

25  American,  Camdian  and  U.K.  1.iniv-`?`rsities,  and  to  scholarly  journals,

-Th. good .I ..--- s~d ty b- ct a.~ ty I-. `

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, iNC.

Az-try
The  Bertrand  Fhissell  Societ]r'.

$1000
1985  ocxmAL caA!ur

SeF*Jr.-i3eL-  i5 , 3 984

The  Ber±rand  Fa2ssell  Society  will  a`rard  a    bectcd:al    Grant    Of     $1000
Co.    currently    enrc>lled    dcctaral    cardi.3ate    in    any    fi€id    vi)ose
proposed  dissertatlcn best gives    prcruse  of  dealmg  in a  s2apif icant
ray  with  the  thonght,  life  or  t.ines  of  Bertrand  Fl`sLtiellS

"e  GraJ`t  is  ur`restJ-icted.   IC  mighc,   far  instance,  be  `ds±:d  foL'  travel
to the fuissell  Archives  (in Ca[rfu) ,  or  for  tij/ping  the    dissectatiQn.

de candidate  ls  required  to  send  the  Scx=iety:

(i)    ar`   abstract  of  the  Chene  of  the  dlssercat.ion .iid of  the  plan
Of  strty'    .

(2)     a    letter  froni  the  chair:T`an    of    the    candidace`s    d€pL'tfrent
which    states      that      all   .cork    for    the      doc*rorate      .ha.i    :`^±.`+
ccxpleted  excepc    the   diss€rtation,  and    that    the    t+3pic   Of  the
dissertacJ.on  has  reoeived  academic  aEproval I

(3)      a    letter    fran    the   dissertation   ad\riser    evaluntL`e    ..te
car`didate  and  the  plan  of  stl]dy;

(4)   a    statement,  in  tt`e    candidate.s  c"rering    le:+LeLr,  iiriicaring
that  if  the candidate  is  a`arded  the  Grant,    he/she   will    provide
thescoiety,    at    Its    expense,      with   a    ccxpy    of    tr.e    Cxp!ete
dissectatiali as  as  apprchred  bi/  the  candidate ` s  departrerN_.

It    lJ9    rx)t    a    requirement  that  the  candidate  be    a    ne:i.+her    Of    the
8ercrand  Russell  Socieq/,    as  scxTe  have  thought.  Nest  past  ret=Lp}enta
ha`re  not  been  nehoers,

The  application    and    supporting    dcxaimen`:a    should    reach    Professor
Hugh  s.  Mcorhead,       Chairrr`ar`,       Philosophy      Pepaz`ment,   Nort+.eastern
Illiliois  university,     55oo  N.   St.   touis  A`/emie,  Chicago,   11,  60625,   try
Hay  i,  1985.  (t`e  canclidace  selected  vlll  be  ")tified    in    June    1985.

this  Grant  annoucement  mentioned  inEH Eun pl£±=s ±s± i:a !s=s±! ±±g!:i :i
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ON  NucLEAR  DlsAFonmIT

in  the  San  Diego  Union  (10/11/84)--~--~->

what   is  interesting about this  item is  that   it
is  exactly what  BR  had  advocated  for   years,  for
these  reasons :

.    British    nuclear    capability,        small    when
carpared   with  that  of  the  superporrers,  makes  no
significant contribution  to  the  armaments  of  the
West;    it  merely  serves  to  make  Britain  a  t.arget
for  Russian  missiles.

.  Britain,    unarmed,      could      use     her     very
considerable    experience  in   diplonacy    to    help
bring about peaceful  solutions  to conflicts.

.  British   reluctance   to     give     up     nuclear
weapens    ls    based  on  pride,    on    reluctance    to
i>elieve  that  Britain  is  no  longer  a  major    power
c.tl.  the  'ttTorld  stage.

rh,-;r:`-.:  :you,   IIABR¥  Ru]A)

NoveTbLsr  1984

BFitish ELakeoFfites foack
nuclear disarmament

Ajsociaed Prpss

BLACKP00L.  England  -  The op-
position     Labor     Part.v     voted
overwhelmingly  yesterday  to  unilat-
erally  scrap  Britain's  nuclear  weap-
ons,   expel   U.S.   cruise   missiles   and
close  U.S.  nuclear  bases  if  the  part.v
wius power.

The  vote  came on  the  third  day of
the  socialists'  annual  conference  in
this   northwest   England   resort   and
marked    the    party's    most    radical
commitment  vet  to  unilateral  nucle-
ardisarmame'nt.

The  conference  rejected  a  resolu-
tion    tbat   would    have    committed
Labor   to   closirig   ail   U.S.   bases   in
Britain, where 25,000 U.S.  troops  and
scores  of  planes,  ships  and  subma-
rimes are based.

Party  defense   sprkesman   Denzil
Davies  told  cheering  delegates  that

i the   unilateral   disar-rnameunt   policy
was "hath morally right and milifari-
ly sO,nd.„

FQrrner   Prime   Minister   James
Callaghan     and     otker      party
moderates   pleaded   in   vain   for   the
conference  to  reject  a  pel.icy  plank

they  said   would   rupture  the  I\'orth
Atlantic Treaty Organization.

"What  is  pi.opesed,  liowever  laud-

able, can have  the impact of destabi-
lizing    the    present    situation    ...    b.v
openir,g   up   a   Pandora's   box,"   saicl
Callaghan,  whose 1976-79 administra-
tion   lost   pewer   to   Prime   Minister
Margaret  Thatcher's  Conservatives.
Callaghan  made  a  similar  appeal  on
the eve of  trie vote.

"We  are  not  Holland,  we  are  not

Belgium,  we  are  not  Denmark.  W.e
are   one   of   the   Tnain   .T)illars   u(   the
alliance," said Callaghan.

But  Labor  Pally  leader  Neil  Kin.
nock  and  most  labor  union  leaders
and   party   activists   supported   tb9
commitment  to  dismantle  Britai,I s'
nuclear arsenal.

The Labor party suffered its wor`;t
defeat in 50 years ;n June  1983, whf ri
it   ran   on   a   plati`orm   of  scrappin:
Bntain's    Polaris   nuclear   missiles,
canceling   Britain's  order  to  updatt?
them  with   the  U.S.  Trident  system`
and   tian.ling.  U+S.   nuclear   wea,rorL€
from Britain.

rm -Has

(;`/4}  We  ta'f.c  plea.=ur`e  ill  welconing  these  new  nenhas:

DAVID  AVILA/6613  W.   55th  St./Mission,   KS   66202
LTAf;-.:  I.   BFBINC;EF:/13]39   S.   Greenray  Av./Chicago,   IIj  60633
i:`=t```!`'ANro  BCIF.RA,M.D./{1085   N.   Tamiami   Trail    (8203) /Naples,   FL   33940
C-i?I;il:i  .k.   COUGH,,'467  Tuck  St.    (213) /San  Francisco,   CA  94102
lr:C}it,TI'fj``.  DEPPEN/10l  `Tiffany  fa. /Wil linghoro,   NJ  08046

KE:.`iNLTH   I.   DIALroND/720  West  md  Av.    (603) /N¥  N¥   10025
DA`.Tro  J.   GOENIK/4112  N.   Crngar,  St./Port  Clinton,   OH  43452
Gftz:r¥  W.   HIIL/25  Dunkirk  Road/Toronto,  Ont./Canada  M4C  2M1
'1-5.jRItY  lacKlnRT/5460  Walton  Read/Richrond,   B.C./CarEda  V7C  2L9
GFAIIARE  E.   MAISEY/463C  Olde  Bridge,   Sa]em  Harbour/Bensalem,   PA   19020

DAVID  MARTINEZ/1304  Hansen  Av. /Porona,   CA  91766
FRANK  MCcmlsTIAN/ro  Box  955/Melville,   N¥  11747
ERIC  PASSACLIA/644  MASs.   AV.   RE   (502)/washington,   ne     20002
JOIN  PIOURE/255  Lisbon  Av./Buffalo,  rY  14215
JOSEPH  M.roDERICK/Center  City  One   (901) /Philadelphia,   PA  19107

FEN  a.   SenwroA/403  E.   Wliite     12A/Chanpeign,   11.  61820•     Prop.   RUSSEIIIj  WAEL/312  Union  St./Crawfordsville,   IN  47933

CAIjvIN  WICIERN/3852  S.  0lathe  Circle/Aurora,  CO  80013
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NET  ADDREssrs  OR  OTliER  cENGEs

(25)  If  something  is  underlined,  only  the  underlined  part  is  new or  corrected.

ADAM   PAUL  BAIINER/2143   Medford(11) /Ann  Arbor,   MI   48104
ICDR  JOSEPH  F,   roETCREP`/SUA,   Naval  Medical  CND,   r\TW  Region/Oakland,   CA  94627
DENls  c.   cHlp!.tAN,   M.D./ro  BOx   2o92/h'ickory,   Nc  286o3
PRADEEP  Ku,1AR  DUBEY/3700  Ijillic  Dr.    (123)/Santa  Clara,   CA   95051
IHiA  ELLIO'IT'/1617   FaLrmin   (2508) /Houston,   TX   77002

CmlsTOprER  FULRERSON/1249   4th  Av.    (29) /San  Francisco,   CA  94122-2640
AI.faJANDRO  R.   GAICIADIEX=O/LJose  Ma.   Velasco  #71/Del.   Benito  Juarez   03900/Mexico,   D.F.Mexico
DR.   IARRY  HERSH/Harvard  Club  of  Etoston/Nova  Scotia,   BIA  5V4
prop.   PAUL  KURTz/sox  229z'BUFFAlj),   Ny   142i5
DANIEL  J.   O'IIEAIY/95  N.   4th  St./Old  Town,   ME   04468

Prop.  NATIIAN  U.   SAI.seN/kept.   of  Philosophy/University
JOIN  S.   SCITnl`{K/RR2,   Pox  42/Sin,erman,   CT  06784

Noverfer  1984

of  California/  Santa  Barbara,  CA  93106

JOIN  SHOSKY/214   12th  Place  NE/Washington,   DC  20002-6302
JOIN  E.   SohINTAG/c/o  Corm`anding  Officer/Usca  Training  Center/Governors  Island,  NY  NY  10004
CAPI'.   M.ICHAEL  H.   TAINT/2025   Shroyer  Rd./   _Payt_gp_,   OH   45419

IIOYD  N.   TREFFTliEN/16   Uplan.d  R'~``id/Canbridge}   RA  02140
KEITH  W.   YUNDT/310   BorTuri  Hall/Kent,   Oil   44242-0001

(26).E::g:=SS.w¥:::d:Sputhgwea¥ht°NE:si:€'::r3:wh=i:a
describes  itself  as  the  "Soecial  newsletter
for    'Bulletin'     readers    an    the      Pugh-ash
conferences.. ["Bulletin"     is     "B':`i`k:t.in    c`f
the  Ato[nic  Scientists".    The  Newsletter    is
not    part  of  the  editorial  conte|:`c  3±      ii~:,:i''Bulletin";   it  is  an  advertisT,enient.7

We    repeat  what  we  said  in  Fedruar}7   `ESN41_-
10):

Since    BR  was  probably  the  first  pe.rsori    of
some    eminence    .-.-.  outside    Jth- e    scientific
cormmity     -to    speak    out   against    t-.h.e
nuclear    danger,     it  is  highly    as)LciT.-cpriate
that    BRS  members  i.who  wish  to  further    BR's
purposes    support  pugvash    activit.ies.     Ti-i`-I
coupon  belcw  shcIVs  how  to  do  so.I

(Thank  you,   COB  DAVIS)

cN  EAST+msT  TFNsloNs

134 Scientists from
40 countries

Eastern bloc,  We`legn  lnd  t!`ird  world  scientists
mf.et  3ud  ta[k  iri  5wcden

Tj`:e  34(h  Puqw3>r.  Conl'erer`ce on  SJ.itince  and  World  Al.-
r.i us mti! ir`  3ic);klidt.i`, Sv. et!e:i th,ic, summer.  The cc,nft'rence
I`.;n.ci   3t   .   I:rui`i£'.i   (;nl...    As   t!``.   s`al.t.mc.nt   Issued   after   the

cc;n).t-reT`ce  r,]de  clear.
The   Coii{€re.ICC    Iu..`t   plo:e   s=    {.    I`m.(    ),i   rtsmg   lenslo.Is   in

init`..aiiLn.,T!  rz`iiftzolis  iiii  st`2,t.m`.l`r  i..or  PTI,`.;i.ecIS  i or  mlll.13

allJ   rrdu:i``3   the   u`\`rlJuilile   tuild-u}?  o(  :i..I.I(ar  atid  (.`nt`tT!-

!iL`i`.=l  w`'a`p.IIs.  i\t  s*(h  tim{5  -i.``l!i:  L`ffi:.al  EJst-Y`.csl  alld.  in

ma7!.+  iesrit(Is.  Nor[!i-SL`ulh  r.'.itiui:s  al  a  d.-`IIqerouc,  lu`.u.i  poml
-[lie  Ptiqu a.h a?proa:h  u!  tiuildliiT  und±rstandlli* aild 5ee^il.i

tl)'illti`I±s   !}t:otlgh   ufi-lht-r(cL`rd   +I.:,`u`.iuii.   alnong   IIil-luenllal

5ciei.!i3IS   L1:..d   ptitll.   |ISures   Iak!s  ori   lnlrcas¢d   iriiporlance.

Statement claims  in  erosion  of security

ln   its   s:dlernent   pijt   ou)   f=ll()wir`g   the   cor`!.eri>nce,   the
r'ui;wash cc}uncil  i.r``>sc.d  [hal rect.ri! c!efilo}'ments a( nucltlar
wiiapon>  b`y  the  l;S  ar`d  the  L5SR  ir\crease  the  dang`.r  lo
(>ver+one ,.`nd  di`crease our si>cTuril`'   Not or`lv art.  we threat-
ened`  by the  Increase in  the numbers of  weapons deplctved.
"far   in   excess   ol`   those   needed   {o   guarar`!ee   clevastatmg

retaliaticm~.  hut  the  nsk  of cataslTor,ne  is  heigh[ened  by  the

quali[ahve charac[enstics of these weapons. combma!ion5 of
rr`ul!ipli.  warheads,  short  flight  {`me,  and  ease  ol.  coni-eal-
menl  I.ron  venf`cation.

The  sclentists  also   po`r`ted   out   that   these   trt.nds   were
undermining  what  had  alread.v  been  achil.ved   with  sui`h
gTeal c!!ffioulty.. a worldwide realizarion  that deterTi"t  forces
are adequa(e and  atter`tlor`  miist  be  turT`ed  to reversmg tr.e
Tlucleal'  arms  race`

How  (o stop these threatening `rcnd8

As always at Pugwash  meetings,  the scientists worked  lo
identify  the  nature  of  the  dangers  we  face,  and  the  trends
which,  if  unchecked,  will  lead  to  d`sa5ter  They  also  turT`ed
their al{en[ion tow.ards concrete sol u ilons. ste[rs which mighl
be  taken  b}'  the  nations  I+ron  wh!i-h  these  saentists  cc>me,
and  which  would  help  resolve  the  currer`t  cr`si5.

The  r'ugwash  scientists  are  uniquely   plai.ed   to  Jo  >uiTt
W()rk.  They  are emment  ri`en  and  women  |`,t  >i-!|.r``-p   Te<'.`,|.i`-T
t`d  b}'  their [`eers.  As wt`ll.  most dre  in  po`ilii`n>  v` hicn  .`m.`
them  to  communicate  thi`ir  iJi.as  and  the!r  `'tt```c,,   `]nu    r.i>
`'iew>   ol   their   r'u`5w.ash   ci)llii.g'utis   [tt   :hi.ir   ``\`n   `:o\ir,'`-
mt.nts    This   unique  com.liination   pri`,\'idl>5   ho:h   lt)r   tr`i::,'ul
lalks in an atmosphere ot trust dmctiig memt`er si``..Ir\ li.?5, ]r iJ
tor  corT`munii`ation   or  ``''rtat  has   been   learned   tc   [`ii``L"iu:

6o`'emrner`{  leaders  at  home   A!!  this  |-an  t`e  ai+``e`.cid  t` I{''`i -
out  the  pubiic  postunng  and  politlcal  mdnoliuvcnr`g  w rwi`.h
are  currently  hHldermg  arms  !dlks

ln  the  report  issued  al`t>r  lht.  meet`ng  tit  Biorklii]en    Sl`t`-
den,  lhe  r'ugwash  Couiic`il  sets out ct)ni`rc'tii  mi`a>uri.5  `\ ?``:i i`i

il-imp!emented,  could  lead  to  a  griiat  impro`t'mem   in  ,:n^_J
currer\:  s`tuation

Tt`€se rr`easure5,  `'ou can t`e sure, are no``' bemE Jisci:s`t`d
at  the  highes[  lev.`'ls  ct  goverr`mem   in  the  (ou;tne,   trLih,`
whic'n  the  members  come.  Thus  thi`  ir`iluence  c`t  !hi`  [``,  7rk-
Iiden  ior`!i>ri'r`ie  in.i'  be  i`ne  ol  lh{i  k`.`'  titlur5  ``L`rk:rg  :`)
mi{!g]te  againsl  the  d,`ngt.rs ol  the  i-urrent  situdm

[1'  ,`'ou   wou}ti  like  to  be  invol\ed  in  the  Pug`'dsr,  mc)vt]-
merit  ycjur  help  wo`Jld  be  most  ``c``come    ln   I.act,   }'oijr  iri-
vol`'ement  could  make  a  real  differt.nce,

As  a   ['ugwa5h  supporter,   }'ou   will  riice`ve  the   rugwJ>h
counci!   stati`menl   5o   \'Ou   can   read   |'Or   ``Oursi.!i-   t}``i   n``j`,h

public  conclubions  and. rerommenda!ions  of  the  Btorl,I,Jt>n
[r`ill`[ir`g.   And   in  the  future,   yitu   i`an   rc`i-i.`w   rertir[s i\l  i=rie
w`orkshops and rr`eemg,b hc`.d regulariy,  whc.re thc. rt.dl,  i`i`;`'
crete  breakthroughs  t'reqiiently  occur

ln  order  to  get  these  reF}orts,  arid  `o  help  Pu5\`'dsh,  ``"
nc`ed  on!}'  become  a  Fnimcl  of  Pugwash.  ¥iiur  supp®r:  I.` `.I
make  a  sigT`ificant  dltt-t'rence  to  a  movt.men`  wh`ih  )s  niii.`
cLq!±±±ltooursur`.Ivd1.t\rldyC)uwillbl.kiiptint`orrI`ed,ri`iir```n
by  month,  of  events  as  lt`,`.y  Je`'elo+t.

Simp!}'   i'ill   out   the   form   below,   and   bet-time   part   of
Pugw'ash  - today.
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BRS  BUsluss

November  l9t`t4

lease  note.  4  kinds  of  reports/papers  are  available  to you.  I.et  us  kncIV which  ones  interest   you.
They  would  be  routed  to

These  are  the  4  items:

you,  and  you,  in  turn,  wc)uld  mail  them  to  the  next  person  on  the  list.

of  renewing  mehoers,    of  ex-merfoers.    Also
number    of    inquiries    and  enrollments

A.   MEueERSHIP  STATUS  RErop\T.     Gives  the  names  of  new  members,
gives    new addresses,    the  nurrber  of  current  merrbers,    and  the
during    the  past  month.  Monthly.

a.  ADVERTISING  SCREDUIE.  Tells  which  publications  we  advertise  in,    and  the  dates  of  the  issues.    `Iwice  a
year .

C.   RESULTS  OF  CURRAIT  YEAP`'S  ADVERTISINI  and  Pro sal  for  Next Year.

D.  nffl®ERS'   QUESTIOENAIRES.   Issued  as  accumulated  during  the  year.

Yearly.

To   get  any  or  all  of  the  above,send  a  postcard with  your  name  and  any  or  all  of  the  letters   (A,B,C,D)   to    the
newsletter,  address  or.  Page  1,  bott.om.

ro EL rmreFrs

DUES  RE  DUE

Everybody's  renLi),.al  clues  a~t:a  d`ii=  ,Jar,uary  1,   1985   (with  one  exception;   see  belcw) .  The  January
lst  due+date  applies  to  all  rrp+r?i`:`..I:`` ,   ii-iciudin3  `:}`.c>se  who  joined  recently.

ro  NEW  MEueERS  -  members  who jc>ir,ed  the  BRS  ant,+..i!Tr3  during  1984:  the  rest  of  this  memc>  is  for  you.

We  know  from  experience  that  I-I`'„  ITS.'r.hers  some~+..irf:3=is  feel  p``it  upon  `.7hen  asked  to  pay  dues  again  after  less    t.run
a  year  of  nerrbership.       We  uridti€:-.tcrici  that.     7v`''`3  ;_i-,-.. 1J`  t=xptain  whi.J  ve  use  the  present  system,     and  ve    hope  that
our  explanation  will  be  found  .Ri,I.f`dasive.

In  the  previous  system,   a  new  itffii;rj£.t.`'=  du`-3s  ,:r`:ve.reci  12  fdlJ   rror`+JrLc,  of  membership.   That  was  good  for  the  merfer
but    bad    for    t.he    BRS.     It    reqiiircil  .us  t.-)  il.`ji..Li-y  <:a.ch  !iieri`b€:_I  .in'Ji.v-idually  ~  on    tihe    armiversary    date    of
enrollment  -that  die  next  ysar`s  ai::-=s  `~Th?re  cJ.jc...     :``rid  ve  rfd  I.,o  fol:i.cw  up  cln  each  I.nember  individually,   to  see
whether  dues  had  in  fact  been  pal.a.     This  I-,i:3`..it.  i? ..,.  +`::.roug.hout  `i-he.  whole  year.     It  was  cunbersone  to  adTninister.
It    provided    many  chances  for  €-:-.?-tjl`s.     j`md  it  t.cok  a  lot  c)f  t]jne.     In  fact,     it  tcok  rrore  tine    than    ve    had
available.   That's  why  we  had  t(j  That:r=`  a  (,`har.€ie.

The  present  systen  is  easier  to  achminist`ir,     r_Tc¥:iicLis  fever  e~rrors,    and  taJ{es  less  tine.  Eiveryone's  dues  ccine
due  on  the  same  date,   January  i.   S~:i..,T;`-Jlr.`,:

We    dori.t  think  that  the  new  nem?3er  tut..fjsf:  i:irsi.I  :7car  of  membership  is  less   (sonetime`.,  considerably  less)     than
12    rronths    has  ben  short-chanqer`i  in  any  jjTirc~rtLant way.    He/she  has  received  just  as  much'BRS    Treterial     (and
after  reading  it,  kncus  just  as  .Tuc:ht  cTi.'rL;.._)ut  t_-rle  i:P`S)   as  the  member  who  joined  in  January.

Granted,    the  system  is  not  per-fe`::t..  £..cj,r`  inst-ar:Ic.3,  a  nerfoer  who  joins  after  June,  and  who  might viunt  to  attend
the  BRS  annual  meeting  the  fo].IcwiJlg  J'Tin€,     C``o.,:-`iriot,  do  so  in  his  first  year  of  rrembership,   though  he  could  have
under  the  old  system.    However,   si^L!::e  [`j'iis  neLrrber  could  attend  the  .une  rreeting  in  his  2nd  year  of  rTrmbership,
and  since  about  90%  of  the  members  do  nor  att:e+r`+a  rreetings  anyway   (because,  unfortuntely,  it  costs  rroney  to  go
to  meetings) ,  this  kind  of  shortcoming  is  nl`t  likely  to  carry  miuch weight.

All  new nerrbers  (except  those who   erroll  in January)  have  an  initial  membership  pried  that  is  shorter  than a
year.    This    happens  only once  --  in  the  first year.    Thereafter,    dues  come due  every  12  [ronths,    on   Januryfirst.
There    is    one    exception  to  all  the  above:    members  who  join  in  [}eceifoer  1984   (they  do  not  receive    the    1984
nevsle.tters)  will  not  pay  their  first renewal  dues  till  January  i,    1986.    It's  virtually  the  sane as  if    they
had  enrolled  the  follcwing  January   (1985) .

Here  is  the  1985  dues  schedule:     Regular  22.50,     Couple  27.50,     Student  12.50,12imited  Income  12.50;   plus  7.50
outside  USA,  Canada  and  Mexico;  plus  2.00  for  Canada  and  Mexico.   In  US  dollars.

Please  rail  your  dues  to  1985,  RD  1,  Box  409  Coopersburg,  PA  18036.

If you rant  to make our  life  a bit  ear,ier,  send your dues  soon.  Tharks!



Page   23

(29) Zip  ccde sleuthirt

Russell  Society  NeTw's,   No.   44

NEws  ABouT  MECErs

November  1984

WARREN  AldjEN  SMITII    is  not  exactly  an  idle  man.     He  is  a  full-tine  high  school  teacher,
proprietor  of  a  busy Manhattan  recording  studio,    manager  of  a  Mensa  investment  portfolio,    etc.,etc.    Yet    he
found  time  to...well,   let's  let  him  explain  it  himself:

Thomas    Jefferson   once    excised    the  supernatural  from    the  Holy Bible,    deleting    reference    to    Jesus's
paternity via  the  Holy Ghost  --th8  volurre  can  be  found  in  Frost  pi]blic  libraries.    Some  Christians  at    tr,e
time,    fearing    the  Jef ferson  Bible  would  become  the  official  state  version,    reportedly  buried  their  Kir`,g
James  book  in  the  back`yard  and  prayed  for  a  President who  was  not  a  blasphemous  heretic.     (How  tines    have
changed!)   Somewhere  I  have  read  to  accomplish  the  feat,  .efferson  needed  two  copies  of  the  Bible,  for  were
he  to  cut  a  holy  angel  from an  even page,  the  odd  page  behind veuld have  a wholly  unwanted  hole.

Receiving  the  membership  list  in  the  last  issue,    and wondering  if  anyone  lives  near  me,  I  was  inspired  by
Jefferson    to    make  I.wo  copies  and  then  cut  and  paste  the  entries  by  zipcode  rather  than by A  to  Z.    As    a
result    I    found  a  member who  lives  in    an adjacent  town  and  also  find  my  Unitarian  minister.The    list    is
sure   to   disappoint   people  in  the  A's who  like  to head  lists,    but  it might  result in   a    few   neighbors
calling  upon'each other.

Here  is Warren's  list,  reduced  in  size,  and therefore not too easy  to  read,  but decipherable with a  magnifying
glass.  Try  it;  you  may  find  a  friend  nearby.
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Adam  Paul  Banner
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RFx=ormm!Dm  LEADING

greatly  admires  Deschooling  Societ and  Medical  Nemesis

NovendxLsr  1984

by  Ivan  lllich,    which  he    says    are"well    worth    your    time.    The  fcotnotes  on  each  page  of   [of  Medical  Nemisis]   are  the equivalent   of    another
book. . .and  are  very  revealing. "

uE  Bra  BoOK  AWARD

Please  nominate  any  recent  book  you  feel  has  considerable  merit,    and  tell    why   you1985  nomir`ations  wanted.
think  so.    The  hok  should  deal  with  some  aspect  of  BR's  life,    work,    times,  or  interests.  The  Bcok  Coninit-tee
will    evaluate    the    nominations,    and  recorrmend    a  book  to  the  members  for  their  approval.    For    a    few    rrore
details,    see  RSN43-8.     3  nominatione  have  already  been  received.Please  send  your  nowination(s)   scon,    c/o  the
newsletter,address  on  Page  i,  bottom.

CIN  FlbHINCES

(33 )  Please  consider  making  a  contribution  t._a  +Jie  ,T?`!-2F;  Treasury.

why?      Because    we  need  to  acq.die  many  mc>re  ii.ev  Trenbers  in  order  to  to  I::>ecome  secure  financially.    To  acquire
many  lrore  new  merrbers,  ve  need  tt..i  de  in+.i.e      advel±iL``ing     (so  that  more  people will  k~ of  out-existence.)   iud
to  do  lrore  advertising,  we  need  .rrki[.€!  monei.J.

Furthermore,  our  costs  are  goir,g  I..:p.

SO  it's  not  hard  to  understanci  whir  ``T£/:  have  a  a,£3i=J  ..:i`r  extra  ro`tTiey.

And when  we  do  become  secure  i.irk-„nc`iall¥,   it  w: i 1  g`['e,rr.1y  .ilif`=i`ffse  the  probability  of  our  long-run  survival.

Help  if  you  can.     Send  us  sons  extra  {i[,>rt3ir,    .,I.,ha`t`T:.'vr-,r  }rou  can  affc`rd  to.  No  sum  is  too  smll  to  be  useful,  but
send  as  much  as  you  can  spare.

Send  it  c/o  the  newsletter:   FLt  ; ,  sox  4C{3,  CcopezsL`:Lt:g,  PA  180-j6

And  accept  our  thanks!

}iE}fi5LHrrER  MAITERs

(34)  Copyright.  This  issue  and  all  futue  ist;ues  of  ELrssell  Society News will -be  copyrighted.

(35)

(36)

The Libr of  Congress
future  issues  as  they  are  copyrighted.Tile  nc=wslc-tter will  be  listed  in  the IjjJ)rary's  serials  catalcg,    so  that
Russell  scholars will  knchr that  it  exists  and  is  available.

has    accepi;e¢4  a  c`omplete  set  of  back  issues  of  the  BRS  newsletter,    and  will    receive

FOR  SAID

1/2  x  11,    white.    Across  the  top:"The  good  life  is  one  inspired    by  love  and  guided  by
__  _ 11,I     ,-_      ,,,.

Merfoers'   stationerv.  8
knowledge.*  Bertrarid  Russell"  On  the  bottom:"*Motto  of  ire  Ber±and  Rissell  Saciety,   Inc."  $6  for    90    sheets,____1+ ---- ___       __1      __     _    --`_    =`^i-`^`-`^    .,J:

postpaid.  Order  froi`i  the  newsletter,  address  on  Page  1,  bettor.
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From  Trie  New  York  Times:

October  7,  1984

Washington'svvar
DEADLY  GAFq]BITS
T1\e  Reagan Administration end  the
Stalemat-e  in  Nuclear Arms  Control.
By Strode  ralhoi!.
360  pp.  New  York:  AIfred A.  Knopf.  $17`95.

By  MCGeorge  Bundy-lri-
1

A  I-n`ri'e.1?  .std.+, I arLne.

lf you  think  that  Ronald  Rcagan
has t© serious about ,nuclear arms
control, or that he has understnd his
own decisions, or that the prestee for
a  good  agreement  with  the  Soviet
Uulon in a second  Rcagan ^dminis-
mtjon will be bright, then you owe lt
to  yourself  to  examine  t`rith  care
Strobe    T&lbott's    "Deadly    Gain-   ,A
bits,'.  a  maj}terly  account  ol  the    .`
Reagal` recorid  on  this  sub|ect.  If
youlJhjaktheSovietGovermnentts
not a rr,a]or part of the problem. or
thatAr.-icficart. e!`itr began only in      +

_  1:.31,   oi`   that   Ecod   agreements
you Should

read  the- -[„y` a  recond  t,ifTie and tank sgain.
I/,i..   T`.I+f,:=     Lt,c    £',:I,lcima{:c   corTeL3apndc.ni   tor   Time

maga2in€, riaJ` `r_i.id a  seat Ln. i}i€ ciuo er,c!cs`ile ol the Wash-
ir.£t.or pe!i.:y-f:iaki,n.g 8!!.`ee info.)gjlou{ tr,a I.eagan years. It
is evIdt-;j.at  l`i\ !ri  his  &ccr.iilp.t  i:iat  just  8 troi_.t  t}`;e.r.`7one in  the
Gal,'ernmentb.ast`t!;I..cawithhimpn+.alelyatsuttj`.oburcau-
craticif:..Ii`ques,beuniieHouseJj]rr.pri_jEii5f3andtnelalse
(routs ol seriousness t}.``.i have passea ;'Jr policy ma±1ng on
a:rTr`s contr.)I u7:C,{`r  Mr   Reaga.n.  .fleople hopmg for a goer
•press !i`.*e to talk  (.3 i.he mali tr.in  l`ime,  till.a hlj..  'rdi-cott

haslnenabletogetthL*iugil!tothereali:iesbenindtheRea-
gal screen ot slogfus. 1'he result is in account ol

wait  onl`,I  oil  MT.  i„!Lg.ii`'S  de:eat  or re[-.remer.€,

Mccorge  Bur{dy  19 a professor ol history  8t    ,i
i`'ew YOE.K U.rjversity and w8Ls speclai Assistant to     +
the PI.esidelit tor National Security Allalrs. i9Sl-
1960-                                                                                                                                                 JL

co..\ w.` I uo. F®.&m
A  Pershing  11  missile.

appearance  c.I responsiveness  and  Mr.  Perle eter-
mlly rearfui tha: by some soft-headed  blunder an
figreemer.I   ml8h[  actually   be  reached.   Mr.   Tal-
boi['s accc`dnt Shows us how Mr.  Perle won most of
the skirmishes  in this  contest  while  Mr.  Burt  won
the war, succeggfully obtaln!ng a Sufficient allow ol
llexiblllty to sustain  European Support  for the  Ini-
tial deployment when and where lt counted most -
ln 1983 in West Germany. Great Bntaln and Italy.

Much  more  important,   and  told  ln  "Deadly
Gambits"  wlth  extraordinary  sympathy  and  au-
thority, ls the story of the lonely ef fort oi Paul Nitze
to reach a real agreement.  As our chief negotiator
on this issue ln Geneva,  tMr.  Nitze went a  country
mile  beyond  his  instructlone  and  slngle-handedly
framed  a  proposal  wr,ich  in  essence  of-(ered  the
Sovlets the abandorLme .: of the Americ&n weapons
they dlsJlked  most -1t}8  Pershlng  11  ballistlc  mis-
siles wtth ranges not far short ol Moscow and a de-

I  livery time of less than  10 minutes -ln  return for
(I) Soviet acceptance or some 3cO American cruise
m{seiles, subsonic ln speed, and (2) a considerable
reduction  ln existing  levels  of  Soviet deployme:It.
Thls proposal, relined with his Soviet coun[erpert,

\

Over Arms Control
recent events that histonans  will be using  tor years to come.

Even when  the olticial  documents  are  published,  Mr.  Talbott's
workwillremainlmportantbecausehepersis[entlyaridskilllullyad-
dresses the very lss`je that lntemal documents so often fall to illumi-

ing that the newly installed experts o1 the  Reagan Ad^|`,ial.is

rate:  who  ls  trylng  to  do  what  to  whom  and  why?  His  account  is     lL
richly detailed; his heroes and antiheroes live and breathe, ar.d the     '
book has a splendld Index. The people ln the Reagan Admlnistr&tion     i
will llnd lteasy to lookthe"selves up. and not many will like what     I
they read,  but lt  all  rings  tnie.  end nearly  all ot  it  comes  tram.

Mr. Taltott has two main tales to tell. The llrst concerns the     \
tlattorm on new American  mlsslles  for  Europe - the  ir`f er-

cdlate-range nuclear forces talks (lNF). The notion .hc!t :I.€rc
uldbe a new land-based force with expanded ability to re.1_ch      ;

viet  targets  was  developed  by  the  Carter  Adminiilr8,I:oti.     .
cling with loolish cleverness to exaggerated  European con-
"thatcouldhave been met in much less div!sive ways Dy a     I
ranger  and  more  selJ<or.rident  Administration.   Fiesidcrit
eagan inherited a dl(ficult double commitmenc -to dept,oy
72 warheads bcgiming  late in  1983,  and ln the  meanii.r`i*`  to     :
egotiate with Moscow  ior an agreement that mlgbt allow  a     \

smaller deployment or perhaps  none at all.  It  ls not suxpi.ls-

tration  found  themselves  divided  on  the  choice  o(  iacJL:cs.
The dominant view,  (rorr, start to  llnish,  was  that  !!o  *oou
agreement with Moscow was likely. and most a( {,-,a rnj .or
battleswithintheL4eT_LP!.:.tLr::T-.-.--~T¥!jrT
tlon were contests over what
would or would not look good
enough to sustain  the  West-

in alliance  in  its  decision
or deployme]it.

The  two  assistant  see-
retaries     princlpany     in-

~JJ#

volved,   Richard   Burt   o!
the State Department and
Richard Perle of the Pen-  :

tagon.        dl rfered
liercely   on    tac-  :
tics,    Mr.    Burt
preferut.g     an

Conllnued   on
pege   3t

i;=6;?(`l

i.u__J-,-.-al
lJ>3c  .. Tic   .-i >=

A  a-52  bomber.

Yull  Kvitslnsky,  ln  the  famous  walk  ln  the  woods
near Geneva in Jul}' 1982 and token by each of tr,em
to his Govern.ment as a posslble package deal, has
been the one moment of bilateral seriousness ln the
Reagan  years.

r:.-D¥rTvtehne.XerTyN!{Ocer:et:'tnhewfs[3`::`tdo:vtehnata:a:

i:.=3`:,:n::a:{tc£,:ff:£:tt;;tenngtE:,::::a{::::,c;
battle   was   joined.   Alter   Washlngton's   re!ectlon
carne Moscow's, which may well have been forcor-
dained ln any event by thie reluctance ot Soviet lead.
era to agree to anything that would give Soviet sar.c-
tion  to  any  American  deployment  at  all.   Those
whose main  concern all  along  was  simply  to  hold
the alliance toge(her owe a grea( debt to Soviet ri-
gidiiy  and  r,eavy.handechess.  The  Sovie[  Fore!gn
I,linister  AndreL  Gromyko  forgets  nothing  but  he
learns  very  little.  Mr.  T&}bott's  accourit  does  riot
leave us  astonished at Mr.  Nlt2e's  fatlure,  only at
botr, the imaginative force and the unreallstlc optl-
mlsm a(  hls  effort.

If the negotlatlon on Euromlssiles was iwherlt.

ed, the posture of the Reag8n Adminlstratlori on re-
dijclion of strategic weapons ln the Strategic Arms
Reduc[lon  Talks   (START)   has   been   all   its  own
work.   Here  again  the  bure&ucratlc  battles  were
clamorous,  but  .MI`.  Talbott  demonstrates  pla!nJy
that Ilo one a( any rank ever dared to put  forward
where  Ronald  Reagan Could  see lt a propogal that
the  Soviet  Government  might ccincelvably accept.
Everyorie  in  the  Adminlstration  appears  to  have
found lt necessary to make i: a basic premise that
the  only  de.9lrable  strategic  agreement  would  be
one that forced major reduc:!ons ln the two largest
Soviet ir.tercontLnental forces,  while leaving all the
new  s[rateglc  programs  of  Secretary  of  Defense
Caspar     Weinberger    essentially    unconstrained.
Nothing approachlng a negotlatlon ever took place.

The Administra{lon has  its  share of dun.bbells
and  doctrinalres on  these  ma[[ers,  but  it  also  has
many members brigr,t and honest eriou8h to recog-
nize tr,at, ln the words o{ Mr.  Reagan's most nedr!y
indepe.|dent adviser, Brerit Scowcroft, "START !8 a
r.on-starter."  A!ier  makir.g  :riis  remark,  General
Scowcroft  did  his  bes.  to  I)roduce  some  Improve-
ments  by  the  unllkely  process  o!  bargaining  De.
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tween members of Congress and the President, .out
Mr.  Taltott  correctly  notes  the  wholly  marginal
character  of  the  complex  and  ill-deflned  ci`anges
that  resulted.

Given the general  mind-set ol  the  Reagan Ad-
ministra!lon, these  results  p.re lc`,3s surprlsing than
the ey.[raordlnary ln{enslty of the burc-,iucratic con-
test  among  Mr.  Burt  and  Mr.  Perle  8r`d  others  for
their Preferred versions df w.hat was ne\'er rLegotia-
ble. When Mr.  Bull says,  ..I  really `vant to wln this
one," he ls not talking about 8 victory over the Rus-
sians  or  over  nuclear  danger;  he  is  talkir.g  about
wlnnlng the President's approval for the par[lcular
unworkable   proposal   he   prefers.   And         c.n   Mr.

perle says triumphantly,  "we're  golr\g  to zeroLOut
[Sovlet]  heavles," he ls not talking 8b®ut a real re-
duction  ln  Soviet  forces  but  atfout  his  success  ln
pushing  a  proposal  that  he  knc`ws  the  Sovtets  will
never accept ; he wantg a paper victory. The differ-
ence between the two men ls that for Mr, Perle lt ls
a clear sign ot softness to ask whether art.y proposal
ls negotiable, while (or Mr. Burt, or` START lf not on
INF,  negotjabillty  does  remain  an  unconfessed -
and ln  these years unacriievable - objective.

\l/hy, one may ask.  is  Mr. Talbott  so intent on
the result-free bureaucratic warfare between these
two determined lntriguers?  Partly, of course,  lt  ls
W&shlngton'§ (ascinallon with pellllcal  gossip, and
Indeed  gosglp  oLyi  nuclear  policy  Ls  seldom  trlvial.
Read  &Jl  about  lt.  Read  how  Richard  Burt  joined
forces with the Joint Chiefs of Staff to &e[ approval
of a proposal tor keeping mlsslle-18iunchers few and
vulnerable on both sides, a proposal that correctly
seemed  preposterous  to  both  Paul  Nltze  tr,e  hawk
and  Paul  Warnke the  dove  from  the Carter years.
Read how Richard Perle regularly enlisted the un-
derinformed but fervent advocacy of his chler, Cas-
par  Welnberger,  to  win  the  President's  nod  for  a.
stlffer stand -"Cap  has  a  point."

Above all, read how Ronald Reagan himself re-
peatedly  betrayed  his  Ignorance  a(  the  most  ele-
mentary  Issues.  His  first  START  propesals would
have required the Russians to reduce their two prin-
cipal mlsslle forces  by two-thirds,  but when he put
them  forward  he  did  not   know   that   Lhe   Soviets
might think them unbalanced; no one had told hirn.
He was also unable at any time {o say just what was
good about missiles on submarines,  In a press con-
ference  in  1982  he  said  these  missiles  coiiid  be  re-
called and to Congressmen in l98j he said they dld-
n.t have nuclear warheads.  A[ one  level,  thls  ls  a
rlvetlng account of tn!lghtlng for the approval of "a
detached,  sometimes  be fuddled  character."

A.t a second  level,  the  book teaches  larger les-
sons. Mr. Talbott sliows us just what happeris to np-
clear arms control when the Interest and at!entlon
a(  the  President  are  concentrated  not  on  the  sub-
stance ol the matter but on what will sound good to
Americans. On sounding gcod. Mr. Rea8an ls a cer-
tlfled expert, and on his own terms it cannot be sald
at this  wrltlng  that  he  r,as  falled.  To  most  Amer-
icans over the last three years, his public propesals
have seemed lalr enough.  Why not propese,  late in
1981, a zero option for the  Euromissiles -zero for
both  sides?   In  the  Judgment  of  Alexander  Halg,
then his  Secretary ot State,  the propctsai was  '`ab-
surd"  because lt called  for the Sovlets  to abandon
hundreds of weapons already deployed ln return for
the  cancellation o! a  smaller American  force  that
was only on the drawing boards.  But lt sounded all
right  to  the  public.  Moreover,  when  you  want  to
malce  a  plausible  pitch  for  a  bad  position  wltn  a
clear  coasclence.  It  probably  helps  not  to  under-
stand things very well. If way down deep you prefer
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arms  to  arms  Control,  it  15  a  presentable  appear-
Once  and  not  a  r`,€Lg(itiable  reality  tr.at  you  .+,'arit.

In  th,is  sense,  [he nast.y lit:le str\ipgles  that  Mr.
Talbott r9cour`ts may have led to Just the barren but
presentable postures til,at  Mr.  ReaE:an  really want-
ed.  V/hen I,e  1,n,sis[s on  keeping the  Pershmg  11  m!s-
sile  agalnst  Mr.  Ni:ze's advice,  ls  it  not  beca.use  he
truly does believe ln these American "fast-flyers"?
When  he  keeps  the  lir.e  pririt  deeply  secret  ln  his
first STAR'I` proposals, so that their lmbalsnce will
ri`ot show,  is  it not  plalr, that he is governed by how
t:Rings  look?  Wt`.en he later begins to  use  cr]anges `n
tt:e  START  proposals  as  the  political  shield  ln  Cor.-
gress for his MX-tn..Minuteman, ls it not because he
really  does  prefer  what  he  calls  the  Peacekeeper
(this  name  for  MX  is  the  only  one  he  can`t  make
stick)  to  any  par[lcular  posture  in  Cler.eva?  Is  he
not  really  quite  col:tent  triat  START  sr,ould  be  a
rion-starter, as long as he can put the blame on Mos-
cow?  Is  that  not  exactly what  we  see him  doing  in
October  1983,  a  month  bet-ore  the  Sov'iet  walkout:
I.The door to an agreement is open. All the world is

waiting  for  the  Soviet  Ur,lan  to  walk  :hrciugh."  It
was palpable nonsense,  but  it sounded good  at the
time.

When the Soviets did walk out ln No`Jcmber, the
President  did  lcok  good  by  comparison.  Nor  can
anyone  make  that  Soviet  action  m8iul}-  M.r.  Rea-
gan's  fault.  The  Soviet  Go`'emment  had  accepted
with  a  vengeance  the  jn'rit{it!on  to  make  trouble
tjlat was  issued by  the  Carter  two-track  d.e€lstctn.
and unless  Mr.  Kvitsinfr`k`/'s walk with him  mearit
more than Mr. Nltze now believes, they I.evea-mace
up  their  mlr]ds  to  accc`pt  any 8rTangemen£  .rt`J{  tj.€.
One Mr.  Reagan sklllfuliy described as one-}iaif ot
his  zero  option  -  zero  for  the  Americans.  WrTjle
.Moscow's bitter rejections of the  Reagan o!£ers th
START  are  more  defensible,  they  th.em3c!`.ee  o`f-
fered nothing much better in reply. The Soviet G(..v-
emment  we  encounter ln  this  book  ls  [``ot  8n  e&3}7
partner;    its   negotl,itors   are   shrewd,   secretl\Jt:=
tricky and loyal to their country'.i "habit of ai`!`ii_\iig
i{]I seciirlty  ln  a  wa,v  that  makes  other  star_£s  fc`f.i
Insecure. . ' Tr^ey are no r=Ore lr`.t8rested triBn  £L£T:``i€r-
icar.s  in giving up advantages  bought and r6`!d fr,`` .
•r}iey are real  Russians, ajnd Mr. Talbott, the ti`€``?is.

IatorofNihitarmrushchev'smemolra,under:!Lfgr!ur.ds
them  well.

.   No matter who ls President in 1985, these d!f!!m
cult Russians will be there, and it will r,ot be Ea.qy tc
make  agreements  with  them  that  the  A+Therican
peaple  arid  tr,e  Senate  will  approve.  An5'Q;`.e  `}t.a
thinks that Ronald  Reegan's is the only way in i,gil
should  remember  the  f€`te  o!  SALT  11  under  i;is
t+free  predecessors.

Mr.  Taltott  attempts  no  comparison  a;  I.+'^r.
.Re3gan  and  his  present  challenger;  Waiter  Mcn-
da!e is not  mer^tlor`.ed.  and the wholly di?lerent `&p-
proach to arms control that he advocates ls not e:..-
arr.ined. So this book alone is no guide :o a com.?.` ra-
tive judgment of the candidates. Tbe best it a,an d'j
for us  ln  this  election  season  ls  to help us  cc)uslde!.
v;hat Mr.  Reagan himself might do about arms cc,i! `
trol in a second term. \Vou!d he still lr.slst on cc]4iices-
sions the  Russians simply will not in,axe?  Or rr}igh!
I.e decide to bargain in eam8st, as he has so ol-ten in
the  past  with  domestic  opponents?  \Vc  know  ti`iat.
our  last  two-term  President,  Dwight  Eisehaower,
chaiiged course ill jiist this way on just this subject
in his last four years.  Some ot Mr.  Reagan's mc;re
zealous supporters are said to fear that he too may
change in this  same way.

But other observers  reach  an oppaslte conclu-
sion, noting the threat posed by his programs to the
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limits of the SALT 11 treaty-unratified but still ob-
served -ar,d still more the potential for direct Con-
flict  between  his  Star  Wars  program  and  SALT  I.
which  direct!y  prohibits  the  defensive  systems  for
which  he  has  called`

On the ev`dence of Mr. Talbott`s book, the fears
of the zealous seem excessive.  Mr.  Rea8an's words
have been the words of an ardent advocate of arms
cor,trot, but in his heart he seems to be most in s}.m-
pathy wilh  the  men ``+io mistrust the whole notion.
To   Ric!iard   Perle   and   Caspar  Welriberg,er   (who
shou:d  be  listed  in  this  order  on  this  subject),  the
path to sat-ety  is in competition,  not agreement,  in
widemng  the  arms  race  and  nc)t  ltmitir.g  lt.  Mr.
Reagan does not s6.em to share their ir,tense passion
or  tr`,Sir  deep  mistrust  of  the  bargainlng  process,
and  I  do  not  find  it hard  to  believe  th`9t  be  would
very much like a good agreement with his name on
it;  Preslc!ents do.  But there ls a good agreement ln
re!atlvely Cagy  reach  right  now -on  antlsatelllte
weapons ~ and I doubt lf the Presldent kr`.owe lt or
has anyone nearby to tell him plainly who: is wrong
with the objections  of tr.e Perles  and the  Weinber-
gers. In his recent speech &t the United Nations he
continued to tie the discussion of this opportunity to
th.e reopening of the dead€nded talks ori strategic
`/7catpens;  a  serious  diplomacy  could  do  better.

IriJde€d, the U,N. speech, on the evidence so far,
cc`nft}!rms  to  t!i?  p&[tern exp{)sed  in  "Deadly  Gam-
b! Ls'' :  i i ls .rt`QI€ :or`hcoming ln appearance than ln
rc&l![v-.  Tr!e r.i..€tozic ls  that of a man of pence,  and
~,'rr,  in-:€tL's i;i?.ok allows us to recognize the use of

the w{j:.a "€rarr\cwcrk" as a victory tor Secretary ol
:`.tatc Gce_Tge  iL`   a.hill:z and tne  State Department's
be!!ever3  in  ri?a:  negotiations.  But  the  President's
s;ic>cLlic  `z:i.:.,posals  ref.T[ain  those of  the  hard-LLners.
It is most uniil:ei.v that Soviet leaders will think }iim
forth.com!r.8 `'j.? <:'! he ir,jists on adding to T]ie unratl-
tied   treatL¥  ori_  cl.,dt:I.i:ro`und  nur,tear  iestlr.g  a  re-

qijirg.T,fir`t  f3r .:ri^ :i te tnspection tr.at, `}tas Ci`rrectly
:-c.a-.   :is   i`ii3.iecct:sat.,'   by   that   t`::.I   sol[ie   Rlcriard
:`Jlxc)!`.   wr,er`   ri.3   signed   that   i:.eaty   ln   Mc`scow   10

:`it7~4rs a.:jo.  {f  is .i  sa!t:  h,€t tf,&i ichi`  ir~t.eiT!al  tJu.-ca``-
r:atic    h?.tt`l€,    o`til.    Lr.a   evciit.u9il    crjr.ter.|[   of   the
` ,'rameu.,:)I :-:"  St.-.=t  i!e3  c-`h,Cad.  sL7.a  so  fz!.r :here  !S no

res.fion  to  sij!.rj¥k3=.e  that  Mr.  ShuiL.  wli!  v,'ln`

''7~J:'i:-€:':,t`:,:,`£:!`t:i:v`.}`w`::='-`;:=C:`:easf3i:.i;£`n:r``€o`qn::

`j`~..p;:.:`;i,.C::i:tl;~;i,::`;:;,:]}rt.%`;E-::?;3aantowv[:.s'.na+s::I:

or\fj  tt:i.tn  =..lil.`  'J;',`i...des  ro  take  arzris  cctnt:.f)!  gel.il`us-

ly,  I:f`  ',..iiii  r,ai`Ie  €t;  ci`i.9 !i.,3e  his  way  a`i  `,`.{;.r*.   vi.it:ri..ut

.s. rc`rig ancJI de'er!ilin6ti e:..eouuvs leaderst`,ip, ilo Ad-
mir,:Strati/jn   i:: ±   ever   real-,lied   ai-.y   ai.I..'is   co.ritrijl
@greerT`en[.  The  :niei.i-i¢-,i  crjnflicts  [hac  inescapably
beset t,his  topic  in  the  ite.ritagon  anrJ  ±lsewhere are
?.c..`r)  str`:2`;,-;  i.:  `L`e  ,.'esoi.`.3d  into  ne8O':iat`,ie  i,ropos`ais
•ny    !tier:?l!/    ,' ijf€aucrati.=    bargaining,    especiany

wr.er}  tr{?  rriost  (:.3'r..rr_A.ined  inf!ghters  are  also  the
rr`usi   =rc;ei-it   er,t`r,lies   of  agreements.   Either  the
Presi<3er,1   hiins€if,   oi"   some   senior   colleague   to
w:n.rtm i`f3 `-tea`! i:,`  gives his trust, must take the lead,
ari  i  r,:?I  snr;s!ar!ce.  not  slogans.  Ira  re--elected  Ron-
aid  i'`e`iga`rt `i:ri3u}d choosa this path, he would have
`'riariy  formidatiie  advantages.  What  he  approved
tr`€ Sent!!e `v.ri`-:d e!idorse,  and he could survive the
ar!ger  of  t+,Li  rr.ost  determined  superhawk.

Bilt can he t.July change his way of work as well
as h;s pr!o.rities? Or is it more likely that we will get
anotr.er fuur years of plausible nimflam  at the lop
and  ruthlessly effective  resistance  to all  remotely
riegotiable  proposals   at   lower  levels?   Read   this
book and decide for yourself.                                        I

cDRlunlcINs

(38) Dan  Mchonald
there  aren
Cur  apelapies

vas  inadvertently  left  off  of  the June  1984  membership  list  (EN43-51).    Dan  is  a  1974  nerfu    ~-
t  many!    -and we  don't  think  that's  a  proper way  to  treat  a  lo-year  ITenber.    or  any other  nerhoer.
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(39) Americans  for  Reli
about AIu,     ''rwhich
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Vision  fcjr

reprinted  from  Reliao``is
Eights".  Their

Humar,isni

is  the  new nana  of  The  Voice  of  Reason.  Their  literature  includes  a  fact  sheet
|nerica?",    an  article  by  Edd  Doerr,     "Will  Religous  Liberty  Survive  the  l980s?"

±±±i     (Spring  1984) ,     and  "A  New  Constitutic>rral  Convention:   Threat  to  the    Bill  of
address:  ro  Box  6656,Silver  Spring,

(40)   gESSPE¥.  From  the New  York  Tines   (9/2/84,  p.   7) :

Greenpeace:
Global Gadfly

For Ecology
By 70 nloMAs

Spec;Ll to The h'.a  Y®rt Thae3

LONDON,    Sept.    I   -   \}/hen   the
French cargo vessel Mont Louts sarck a
week ago of! the  Belgian coast  with a

r#%°un°:eudr8thJth%#Heaginthp°ri*escain#!i
°cardtyonm#:Cstu3u%P£L£=#egfiT=iL5idci

live material came from the French of-
£ice of Greenpeace, the environmer.tat
gT#:.anouncementgrewoutofacon-

tinuing effort by the g,roup tct gather in-
fomation about tr^e product!c;n and Ln-
temational  trading  of tLr&n,ium,  which
Greenpeace believes is best left in the
8-rA°A¥8inng   to   peter   Wilr±nson,   a

lrTember of the board o{ GTeer.Peace ln.
tonational, the discovery. o! vi'hat was
actua)ly  aboard  tJ`e  Mom  Louts  grew
out o! a hunch. VvThen the orEal\.!2ati3n's
trench office  realized  the-}{ont  Louis
w_as  the  sister  ship  ol  the   Bctrodme.,
w-hick   regularly   Carries   radroactive

g*eutc%niop::Y,¥:mFag::in:r`£%q#re.
Ics,"  Mr.  Wilkjnson said.  "Or{e  person

£Ej#g.*eshipwascnyingnuclear

(41)

(42)

(43)

•     Looking  for  Another  ShJpment

He said he is I.o?iATi.g for as much luck
ln  c!e{eeting  a  forth.c3rriT`.¥  shipment,
appro``.ed  by  t+.9  Tu'r]lted  S!e.tee,  of  plu-
tonlum  from  i-raLt`ice  to  J&ca,i.

i:;]£}}£e";enwtcb¥ts:a`;ew}¥C;h}t¥i.rihl:kse|]y;
could sirk cn a rot:r/ ccfst  and breal{
up," he said.  "T+jreu are :.'3t) peund3 ol

#tp°]%].quhrsear£-3'r8,?wt,%,,¥`8Zr7.:obdi`c;%n
th::#,:f3?ve%°rsTr.sgint:etuTr'±°ns.?RPc:t:;g

!ormed  in  \'er.Ccuvfr,  C`,?.+-.ar:a,  lt  has
I)een cEl i ed li.e a..3n. a .dL{c.I e c I envll.r)n-

8:£t£!rg:a?S;tti`:i,i:r`Lg;..]2:`:t:rj;¥`:sq,+::Le
sr.all  r:luke:.  +~v.`i.-it.s ,  d`,.[iiA-.?  .: =tby  se&is

grf.a~itomc:r'et*te!fiur.!'.t}cr81a[..r<;-.ter,
rele{|s`;ngt)f.i:co:islliLci.,i.,a.-.padu£`.*ri,g.
"scwiet     tJ'rjo!`:      stop     tiLle     Ato.r}iic

Tests I "

An  Active  Suzrmer
TTjs  is  what  Greenpcace  protestezil

did  t"s  sumrr.er:
Tl.r`e}'   dres5`rd   up   as   Fi-r.er]l,ns   and

cllm.bed  the   !rcnt   of  Lt.,£  a;I.:See   o{  a
French  o.rga.ri`.='.!or}  tha:  ls  prorr.`.oung

F¥rtajoit#,gEr.t:af'c3.rj`.Cu!arl`/s€.`sitlve
I+:I::,' c|;I.1,t`€{. tt,e his!.I:.iLj{  chimriey ln

Europe,   p;ri   of   a   cL,'i;.i;,-ed   power

g;ail,:;,;,;:;I('xpitt:.q€:ct!j::I;:::`:t;`3:;aiiFst
.     Tr[e:/ 'jsL.11:1:.:;u t'l.=-_ke+  tn[e  c:dsc.t`.;i;rg£

Pipe  of  [r.a  Ci`3a-G€!gy  c:n.sml.cat  cr;in.

gv¥?'dr::c£:i?f:;_3:h;!!'.'':::£:.c;I.:.nfaro:;g:
jt-4to  Blrr`efa'.  Bay.
•    The}' tried to piug a pipe Jisc}3argl_r.a
'Sulfuric   acid   into   `'Lte   St.   LswTencf~

MD     20906.       (Thank  you,roB  DAVIS)

Ri#:yi%]%habecri.estatueo/Libertyto

::nygtaro?man;``,euTcfeaa¥tre:8Vnse¥esLt`o%
Test,n8."

The protesters  had their dif!!cultles.

:;-:::-::-.:-::::::;-:--_:-::-;::::::::::-::::-:I-:,:;-:-::--:::---::;:-:-::a::

After  Attention,  Lebbying
"We use action." said David MCT8g-

gart, a foun]er and chairman of the or-
ganizatior`.   "and  Once  there's   atten.
tion.  we  move  into  lc``t3bying."

In l9T2 }i{r. }7[cTag5art and two otr,er
men salted 3,CcO  m!ies  (ron  r`'ew  Zee.
land  to  tJ`.e  Pacif ic  atoll  o!  Muriiroa,

Eii!ras;pg;i::itft:ffii|::iir:,fTti,it:s:gi£:t

¥::t°raf?m¥±heb¥mab`i¥rtet;,:£eLrm#®t

:aT;gr:I,;:in:da:£:.¥:r:::S#Bardaedy¥
boat.  "I+.€y  beat  HT,a  t``p,"  t`.e  said.  "I
`u:::;tb:;I;dc¥Fo°E%:¥:Sorer:ae¥ufmein:

Frer,cl`   GriverT?.rr.ei`,t."   At   tr,e   sarr.e
t.rr.e,  he  ree8lI€j,  h.ew  Ze&la]`d t}egan

gstt¥'``ir;n8dthu:.ea.r£:€Linchpr&:§=;n:i..uf
them.

G reenpe= ce lr`.LematJc;nat, whlch has
its  headti.m!iers  Ln  Bri+lain,  has  30  o{.
fi€es  .un.15  countnes.  It  has  (our  boats

:.n;?s:¥fE:s°!;,SedSst`£]£::Wa`,:nfsac£3;
S,2  rr`illionl

North  American  Committee  for  Elu-ranism    n_+.3t  in  NYC  at,  the  N.Y.

Prlvate Don8tlous
• 'A]] our support comes from the pub-

if:i;'tng:.I,aMtlcoTn%giarertfai8#Sd[ion.g.r;;?:.
don't get any grants. We have to be ab-
solutely   nonpolitical.   W'e   attack   the
left.,  th.e  rigrit,  arid  the  center.  and  no
one with the organization ls allowed to

=£jn°er&¥£.gi[otft;Cnesa;SeTyefadpu¥
Sierra Club and the more radical grass.

Xrmgri8E:?:i',;ts£,{eqr§the:red,SyaawEyz:i:'dg
of-th.e-road  group` ""'We   draw   the   lLh.e   at   violence."
Steve  MCAi}ister,   art.ctther   American.
said. "We don't figJ`: cops, break thlr,gs
up.  or  bicw  trin`g3  up.  In  the  c€.se  o(
whales, we get betw'eLen the whales aL-:d

g:inhtaa¥{¥n`i£[#%}rucge&ep]|8:uF;%
the  pubiic's  e}.es."

Mr.  ?T{cTaggart's  confrontatlon wit+.
the French 8uthontifs in the South Pa.
ci!ic  led  him  to  belie`'e  the  approect:
i+'®uld work.  "There `I/as an !ma?e o{ a

i:ai:::if:Ela?hn:a¥T89,uy::;t;¥!:*sei!
this  huge  steel  navy  grinding  along,  a
little piece of slap.a can get caug.+,t ln the
macrir,Cry ar,cl  bung  it  to  a  ,I,alt.  Cij|.
pr,i!osophy  is  to  put  yourself  betwe€r,
the  pro'Diem  in  a  nor,violer,t  way."

•'We're  not  suicidal."  rie  said.  I.We
want  to  draw  attent)on  to  son.e:king,
and we lcr,ow what our plan is years  u`,

i##Tffle}£S:leg:o[r:1:desuiy:b&wa±Tt:£

Society  for  Ethical  Culture  August    24-46,1984
BOB    DAVIS      actended.   There  v,.ere  re_pcrts  arid  I+apc`rs  by  NACIH  President  Sherwin  Wine     (Society    for    Hujranistic

Judaism) ,Edward  Ericson, (forTner  I,=``=.del-,     f`'e`JJ  Yc`rk  S`ociety  for  Ethical  culture) ,John  Hoad     (Ijeader,     St.     Ij3uis
Ethical    Society) ,David    Clarkr3     (St`ddent,,    Hur`r:anist  Insititute) ,    Roger  Greeley   (Minister,Peoples    Church    of
Kalamazoo) ,       Maxine    Greene   (Etofessor,     Teacr\ers  college,    Cc)lumbia  university) ,    Robert    Hemstreet(Miriister,
Flushing  Unitarian  Church,Queeris`; ,  Jc;=ei:`h  Fahey   \Director,  Peace  Studies  Institute,  Manhattan  College) .

Roger  Greeley  punctured  several"pierva.sive  arid  pemiciopus  rrTyths,     long  regarded  by  millions  as  guidepost-.s
in American  life:    tliat  most  early  Ainerican  settlers  came  to  enjoy  religious  freedom;that  the  founding  fathers
were  god-fearing  Christians;    that  religj.ous  Ere-eden  ref lects  the  will  of  the  majority.  "Most  of  the  religious
dissidents    came  to  the  New Worlci  to  esrcape  British  tyranny  and  created  a  new  tyrarmy  of  their  own."  And    rrost
of    the    founders    were    "highly  individualistic  nan who  hardly  fit  any  Fallvi.ellian    stereotype    of    the    gcod
Christian."To    inquire  about  Cor[-ere.n.ce  papers,    write  Editor-Elect  Gorden  Stein,    2114  Marine  Street,    Santa
Monica,   CA  90405.

Palestinian  Human  Ri hts  Corrmittee
CX=tober  17th,     starts  off  "bear  PHRC  ACTION  AIERr  NEmRK..."  and  deals  with  3  issues:      (1)the  AIUnaid  Pfison
("Israel's    new  high  tech  prison") ,    where  conditions  are  said  to  be  unsatisfactory;     (2)   the  closed    An-Najah
University,    that    they    -wish    to  see  re-.opened;    and   (3)    alleged distortions  of  Palest.inian    issues    in    the
American    press.    It  tells  its  reac!ers  whom  to  write  to,    in  the  Armesty  Intermtional  marmer,    and  also  lists
coming  events.  The  5-page  mailing,  coxplete  with  visual  symbol  of  an  opraised  hand,is  put  tcxpether  with  skill.
It  chould  achieve  sore  results.  Their  adciress:   220  S.State  St.,One  Quincy  Court   (1308) ,  Chicago,   IL  6060[t

World  Affairs  Bookstore

We  now get  regular  mailings  from  this  organization.  The  latest  mailing,  of-

calls  itself  "The  Largest  Unknown  World  Affairs  Bookstore  in  the  Midwestt'.     It    is    a
project    of  the  i..'orld  Without War  Council  -~  Phc`twest,with  offices  in  Berkeley,    Neiv York,Seattle,and  Portland.
Its    August    1984    order    form  lists  33  books  on"Nucleaer  Weapons,    Nuclear  war,     and  U.S.    National    Seciirity
Policy".  Their  address:   421  S.  whbash  Av.,Chicago,   IL  60605.
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(44) People  For  The

Russell  Society  News,  No. r`TOve!i`ber   1884:

ran  a  full-page  ad  in  the   (Sunday)   New  York  Times  Review    of    the    '^Teck     (9/23/84,
p.     24E).    Three-i-c>urths    of    the  page  pictureri.  a  stone  tablet  with  the  wc,rds:"Thou  shalt  not  mix    Church    and
State.   THE  Col\'STITUTION.   alApmR  1,  VERSE  1."  Here  is  the  accompanying  text:

"Th€ Constitution of the United

Stet_es is a marvelous document for
S#tg#h%rm%%;;:uC;'%ts,tttah:dpn%£'.e

nlent into the hands of non-Chris-
tian beofi.Ie apd atheist I)eo¢le, they
cqnftseit_todestroythe-ve;yfoun:
da_tion of our society. And ihat's
whgt'sb_eenhaf)¢ening."~Releuan-
gelist Pat Robertson:Founder, The
Freedom Council"I.he i_deq thqt religion and

P.0lit4CS4on'fmix_u)a§ixpveri,tedbytrh-iii;i;;a"t;!f?;1;r;offffirFoo:i,der'

Fltr2-i'L:jf!:+',[`_i:irs,ourconstitution
h:is guar3jn.tej,3ci religious freedom.
Btj{ toda.y trit`i!`e is a spectre of pow-
erfuii `roices ar{3.`t]ing that they have a
devine mart`;i 3:e tc. in.ix church and
t:,tat!= :-illd uiest.,roy `[he free.don guar-
anteecFrj`tr f;*if: t.ir.all f`f semra{-ior`     ,
beTL``Freen chl..irc}:) and state.

i-tc`!i€,'i{J:!sL`)di`~`;lsd:irnan;3that
i+ii;j{.sEtt.`tririaf.it;"`:.!iefs,{iJgr;aand
•±oc,irir3.a .b{:c{~)me the lz£``I; ol-th`e lar!d.

t~1L`ir.€i`.rcr}'`.-jjl`t,.
•;-:iiljticaii}r!?.,iji;:..;ati(tnE.;c',:,i{mtt)

i:p.{ja'k for (iod.1Jl:.i.a-fultdamental-
jsts dc'=iarE` i:rL`t o-!!y born-agan.I
C:r;.i :,.3f.iar.,`:: s;I:ttti`!ld `L`c` elected to

public office. Those who dare to
c}isagree with. thei.r political platform
are branded anti-God, anti-family,
satanic,inficiels,orsecularhumanjsts.

Leading public officials claim a
biblical maridate to g`ovem. They
debate faith instead of policy. They
confuse c}.isagreement with sin and
evil. To favor separation of church
and state is to b^e "intolerant of reli-
gion" or "anti-religionist."

Debate, dissent and diversity
have become un-American activities.

The result: Moral Mccarthyism.
We must not remain silent. Vie

must fight back to preserve freedom.
America is a.oout freedom of

speech and belief. The separation of
church and state. Our country was
started by people who fled here from
lands where religious diversity was
restricted, not respected.

America is about respecting our
different. rel.irious and polj,tical
beliefs. 1n Amenia, there are no
rF.Iigioustestsforpubiicoffice.

Pohtical leaders can speak about
religion and religious leaders can
speak about politics. The First
Amendment guarantees both.

But when politics is transl'ormed
into a theological battle between the"sinners" and the "saved," open

debate and religious liberty are
je°Rae#j:c:#.hasflourishedinAmer-

ica because of the separation of
church and state. Religion is a matter
of private conscience. But freedom
of religion is a constitutional
commandment.
11,------------------_
f4e&P[]e6ffrsTrheee£R:i.i.cfi::SLay6o5
i,I,7ashington,D.C.20036

I BELtE`rE t`[{.`^`T THE SIP.ARAT,oN oF CHURCH
A\.D s-I.ATE is ',i.ORTH FIGHTiLh:G FOR.
I I]ere is m}. cc`ntribution of S_ to

join People For The Arr!encan \*'a}. in its betue to
protect relig!c;us I-reedo,T, in A merica.

I Please send me a free pamphlet on ten rules l'or
rr,3intaining the separation of church and st.I-,te..

ADDRESS

` ':. 7 --i : 3.ae,8±i@ gftyt8fte {;i  ''` i   ¥

4r,;7,ir.:_i.`#.f:£`'#.d££fisaed€atfL,T,'<t``:T`T:€.'`
Don't take your freedom fo:. grLi.+iT`:i, ; .

® 1984 , I+eople for The Amcncan Way

oproEENITlrs

(45)     Si#¥;=ki¥.€:.f~.2p[2gLr±unit`ies.  Here  are  11  things  to  do  that would  benefit  the  BRS.  All  have  ben  nrentioned  ij`.``  `:r`.`is
:          LE.,sue  of  .di:i  newsletter.  Can  you  do  sons  of  them?  Please  look  over  the  following  list  and  lend  a  hand  wli€if e`v-ei-

you  Can.

.    I.lark  the  date  of  the  1985  annual  meeting  on  your  calendar.   (3)

.    Offer  suggestions  for  Library  activities. (4)

.    Offer  to  do  sonething  on  the  program,at  the   '85  armual  I.neeting. (4)

.     Select  a  group  you  can  show  "Bertie  and  the  Bomb"  to.   (5,14)

.    Notify  Librarian  Tom  Stanley,  if  you  want  "Bertie  and  the  Bomb"  for  a  specific  date. (8)

.    Photcoopy  the  petition   (Page  4) ,  get  signatures,  and  mail  it  c)ff.   (10) .

.    Nominate    someone  you  think  worthy  of  the  1985  BRS  Award.    (18)

.    N9tify  us  if  you  see  the  hera  press  release   (19)   or  the  Doctc)ral  Grant  armouncenent   (22)   in  any
publication.

.     Send  money  to  Pugwash,   if  you  can.      (26)

.     Pay  your  dues!    (28)

.    Cheek  the  zipeede  list  fc>r  nearby  Brs  meters.   (29)

.     Noninate  a  recent  bc>ok  for  the  1935  Brs  Etok  Award.   (32)

And know  that we  appreciate  your  help.
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cmITRIBUTlcINs

Nc)vember  1984

Cur  tharks    to    these    members    for  for  their  recent  contrbutions  to  tile      BRS    Treasury:     ADAM    PAUL    BANNER,
crmsTOpliER  BoylE,   SOB  reSytBARDI ,   ]EREy  DEAN  pEARscIN.
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