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MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL

Last call for dues. Everone's dues are due (except those who joined during December 1984.)

You have to pay your dues so that we can pay our expenses.
Please pay, if you haven't. For role models, see next item (3).

Dugs: 22.50, regular; 27.50, couple; 12.50, student under 25; 12.50, limited income. Plus 7.50 outside the
USA, Canada and Mexico. Plus $2 for Canada and Mexico. In US dollars only.

Fieasze mail dues to 1985, RD 1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036.

1 o
B WS,

Yeror Doll. As you know, everyone's dues are due January lst. But not everyone pays by Jamuary 1lst. Some

Torew << eventualiy. Some do not renew until reminded. Some do not renew until notified that they are about €
become non~personT.sut there are  some who renew IMMEDIATELY, and they have our warm thanks. Here they args -

on our Zonor Roli. They ranswed by December 15th.

SEAN ANDERSON,VIVIAY BENTOM-RUREL, DAN BOND, FERNANDO BOTERO, POLLY CCEB, WHITFIELD COBB, GLENNA CRANFORD,
B ITPORD, STEVE DASZLRY, ALEX CELY, MONIKA DEPPEN, KEXWNETH DIAMCND, LEE EISLER,ALBERT ELLIS, ALEJANDRD
T, GAFWIG, ARTTIE GOMEZ, DAVID GRURRS, CHARLES HILL, OPHELIA HOCPES, JAMES HOCOFES, MARVIN
OEr L., PHILIP LE CCMPTE, HERMAN LEFKOWITCH, JUSTIN LEIBER, H. W. LESSING, ARTHUR LEWIS,
3 NA  MATGI, CHARLES MAGISTRG, CALVIN MCCAULAY, HUGH MCVEIGH, THEO MEIJER, FPANK PAGE, DAVID PRIDMORE-
[ECWN, TIEVE REINHARDT, CHERIE RUFPE, SIGRID SAAL, GREGCRY SCAMMEL, JOHN SHOSKY, WAKREN SMITH,JOEN SONNTAG.
TIMYCHY ST. VINCENT, PHILIP STANDER, TOM ST , JOEN TOBIN, LIOYD TREFETHEN, FERNANDO VARGAS, CHARLES
WEYANT, JOil WILHEIM, RONALD YUCCAS.

BR AND THE ATOM BOMB

“n atcm~pombing Russia. Did BR  think it was a good idea to atom-borb Russie under certain circumstances?
Yes. See next item,

From "The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists™ (October 1946), with thanks to Harry Ruja:

THE ATOMIC BOMB AND THE PREVENTION OF WAR
. ..3ertrard Russell

Mr. Russell in transmitting this manuscript wrote us an interesting note indicating that it had been

refused by five American periodicals of wide circulation. (Tt has apoeared in the Englisn journal POLEMIC.) In
offering it to tre bullefin — whicn ne reads 'with interest and attertion” -- Mr. Russell trusted Us to cut
it if necessary withcut distorting his views. -

We pubiish the article in fuil in the belief that Mr. Russell autcmatically deserves an American audience
and that the Bulletin reader is sufficientlv discriminating to profit frem articles whicn ne does not
necessarily endorse. - - -

*Russell society News, a guarterly (Lee Eisler,Editor): =D 1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036
BRS Library: Tom Stanley, Librarian, Box 366, Hartford, VT 05047
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THE IMPACT OF ATCMIC WAR

The atcmic bomb has set a problem to mankind which rust be solved if any tolerable existence is toc bhe
possible for the human race.The proplem 1s that of abolishing large-scale war, not at scme distant future
date, but quickly, before there has been time for another vast conflict to break out.

If the next great war were to occur within the next two or three years,it would prchably lead to a quick
victory for the United States and its allies, sirce ne other Power wculd have atomic pombs. but if there is
no war in the near future, there will have been time for Russia to manufacture atomic bombs -~ and not only
ussia, but many other nations, great and small. 1t must be assured that Bemos will soon become much cheaper
and much more destructive than those dropped on the Japanese. In addition to bombs there-is. the possibility of
spraying large regions with radicactive substances whic will exterminate all life in their neichborhood.
Given a little carelessness, life on this planet may be mace impossible.

It is to be expected that, if war comes, it will begin with a surprise attack in the style of Pearl Harbor.
The aggressor will hope for a knock-out blow so severe as to make retaliation impossible. If Great Britain
were the target, it is probable that this hope would be realized, for Great Britain is peculiarly vulnerable
to atomic attack, owing to the smallness of its area and the density of its copulation. It is to be expected
that during the first day or two London, Glasgow, and all the majcr centers of population will be wiped cut;
industrial producticn will be paralyzed, and about half the inhabitants will perish. To carry on the war after
such a blow would be impossible. ’

The situation will be slightly less catastrophic, though still appalling, if the attack is directed against
the United States. In the first 24 hours, New York, Washinoton, Chicago, arnd all the main centers of
population will cease to exist, President and Congress will have undercone a diacoliic alchemy, and a consider-
able percentage of the inhabitants of the United States, including most of those who are important in
industry, will perish. The bomb will be borne by rockets, and it will i guesswork to infer what
government is responsible. Scme of the survivors will clamor for ce rrice, while others will
proclaim that they would rather die than subnit to so foul a blow. IZ f atomic bomps nas
ceen successfully safeguarded, probably the resisters will prevail; e revenge, many
nations will be drawn in, and destruction will continue until disorcanizatic ner panufacture of
atomic bombs impossible. If one side succeeds first in this aim, it may co won a victory,

but it will be a "victory“"far more disastrous to the "victor" than any defeat known
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THE COST CF PREPAREDNESS

let us consider for a mcment what will be involved in the meantime in saf rockets.
It will be necessary to keep their location secret, which will mean virtu Wh; WOLK
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in connection with them. It will involve a constant suspicion of
foreign travel for all but the most highly trusted pudblic servants, as aire
complete cessation of freedem for all scientific workers whose activiti ;
utilization of atomic energy. It will require apparatus and crews always ceady,
upon whoever is considerad the most provably enemy, as soon as there is any rec
"dropped. These crews must be told that, in a crisis,  they are not to wait for ~rde
the higher command will probably be wiped out. In the atmosphere of mutual suspicior “ins
will meet to discuss such important guestions as who is to have the cil of i : as
they talk,they will be wondering which side will get in first with its Fear Socner or later, nerve
will give way,and the explosion will occur.
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If utter and complete disaster is to be avoided, there mgst never again ke a great war. unless it occurs
within the next few vears. Is it possible to establish a system whicn will seciure this : ulc pefore we
suffer the penalty of our folly and our cleverness?

THE PERMANENT PREVENTICN OF WAR

It is entirely clear that there is only one way in which great wars can de perman v prevented, and that is
the establishment of an internaticnal government with a monopoly of ser crce, When I speak of an
internaticnal government, I mean one that really governs, not an amiable the Leaque of Naticns, or

a pretentious sham liks the United Nations under its present constitution. an irternaticnal government, 1f it
is to ke able to preserve peace, must have the only atomic bombs, the only gl for producing them, the only
air force, the only battleships, and, generally, whatever is necessary to i it irresistible. Its atcmic
staff, its air squadrons, the crews of its battleships, and, its infanrry divisions, must each severally be
cmposed of men of many different nations; there must be ro possibility of the development of national feeling
in any unit larger than a company. Every member of the interrational armed force snould be carefully trained
in loyalty to the internaticnal government.

The international government must have a monopoly of uranium, and of whatever other raw materials may
hereafter be found suitable for the manufacture of atomic bombs. It must have a large army of inspectors who
must ‘have the richt to enter any factory without notice; any attempt to interfere with them or to cbstruct
their work must be treated as a casus belli. They must be provided with aercplanes enabling them to discover
whether secret plants are being estaplished in empty regicns near either Pole or in the middle of  large
deserts. :

The monopoly of armed force is the most necessary attribute of the internaticnal government, but it will, of
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course, have to exercise various governmental functions. It will have to decide all disputes between different
nations, and will have to pcssess the right to revise treaties. It will have to be bound by its constitution
to intervene by force of arms against any naticn that refuses to submit to the arbitration. Given its
monopoly of armed force, such intervention will be seldom necessary and quickly successful. I will not stay
to consider what further powers the international government might profitably possess, since those that 1
have mentioned would suffice to prevent serious wars. :

PEACE THROUGH PCWER ALLIANCES

Trere is. one other method by which, in theory,the peace of the world could be secured, and that is the
supremacy o©f one nation or of one closely alliad grcup of nations. By this method Rome secured the peace of
the Mediterranean area for several centuries. America, at this moment, if it were bellicose and
imperialistic, could compel the rest of the world to disarm, and establish a world-wide moncroly of American
armed force. But the country has no wish for such entervrises, and in a few years, the opportunity will be
gone. In the near future, a world war, however terrible, would probably end in American victory withcut the
destruction of civilization in the Western hemisphere, and American victory weuld no doubt lead to a world
government under the hegemony of the United States —— a result which, for my part, I should welcome with
enthusiasm.

But if, as seems more likely, there is no world war until Russia has an adequate supply of atcmic bombs,
plans for world peace will have to reckon with Russia and america as roughly ecual Powers, and an
international goverrment, if it is to be established before the outbreak cf an utterly disastrous war, will
have to be created by agresment rather than by force.

Short of actual force, however, the government of the United States, with the support of Great Britain and a -

numcer of other Powers, could do a great deal toward the creation of an international govermment. An alliance
coulé be feormed,consisting in the first place of all North and South America, the British Commonwealth,
France, RBelgium, Holland, Scandinavia, and Spain (after dealing with Franco). This alliance should proclaim
certain intermaticnal purposes, and cdeclare its willingness to be joired by anv other Power that subscribed to
those purpeses. There should be both military and econcmic inducements to join the alliance: military, in that
the alliance as a whole would undertake the defense of all its members; econcmic, in a lower tariff for trade
within the alliance than for trade with countries outside it, and also in advantages as regards loans ani
access tc raw materials. There shculd be a gradual increase in the closeness of the alliance, and a
continually greater amalgamation of military resources. Every possible effort should be made to induce Russia
to become a memper of the alliance. In this way international government micht grow up gradually.

PEACE THROUGH THE UN

There is, however, a strong body of ooinion which favors a different course, Instead of trying to crete a
strong organiraticn which would at first not include Russia, those who favor this cpinion prefer a weak
crganizatior. the United Naticns, of which Russia is already a member. If this is to ke anything more than a
vieak evasion of the oroblem, it must be supplemented by a vigorous attempt to alter the constitution of the
United Navions. At present, there is machinery for preventing Finland from attacking Russia, but none for
preventing Russia from attscking Finlard. There is, in fact, nothing to hinder a Great Power from waging
aggressive war, whether against another Great Power or against a small defenseless neighbor.The only wars
prevented by the organization of the United Nations are those that are not at all likely to occur.

If the United Nations Organization is to serve any useful purpose, three successive reforms are
necessary.First,the veto of the Great Powers must be abolished, and majorities must be declared competent to
decide on all questions that come before the organization; second, the contingents of the various Powers to
the armed forces of the organization must be incréased until they becomes strcnger than any national armed
forces; third, the contingents, instead of remaining national blocks, must be distributed so that no
considerable unit retains any national feeling or national cohesion. When all these things have been done, but
not before, The United Nations Organization may become a means of averting to great wars.

All this may seem Utopian, and perhaps it is. Politicians ard diplcmats are trained in evasion and ambiguity;
most of them will prefer to offer a sham which can be obtained with little effort rather than an effective
measure that 1s sure to encounter strenuous opposition, but they will dress up the sham so skillfully that
many people will be deceived. Those to whom the survival of mankind is more important than victory in the
next election must strive to enlighten the public while there is still time, and perhaps we can succeed.

The men of science, to whom poiitics is an alien art, find themselves suddenly faced with great
responsibilities which they do not kncw how to fulfill. By their discoveries thev have put immense cowers, for
good or evil, into the hands cf ordinary men who have not the training required for a rapid change in age—old
mental habits.

The political world is complex, and understanding nuclei is no help in understanding diplomacy. But the same
intelligance which enabled physicists to understand nuclei will enable them to understard pclitics, provided
they realize that the problems are complex and that slap-dash soluticns will not work.

"THE BIG TWO"
Although people speak of the "Big Three" or the "Big Five", there are in fact two Powers, the United States

and the U.5.S.R., which far surpass all others in strength. Other Pcwers are, some of them, satellites of the
one, some of the other, some hesitantly neutral.All other important Powers, including Great Britain, are, I
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think, orepared to acquiesce in the limitaticns of naticnal sovereigntv that are called for by the atemic
borb. This is not owing to any superior wisdeom, but because their national soveriimty is already at the mercy
of the Big Two. (E.g. the British have to suzmit to Bretton Woods and the Chinese, unless vicorously surpcrted
by aAmerica, to the loss of Fort Arthur and the Scuth Manchurian Railway.) The prcblem of estaplishing an
international authority is therefore a problem of which the solution rests with America and Russia.

Russia, since it is a dictatership in which public opinion has no free means of expression, can only te dealt
with on the covernmental level. Stalin and Molotov, or their successors, will have to be persuaded that it is
to the national interest of Fussia to permit the creation of an effective internaticnal goverrment. I do not
think the necessary persuasion can be effected except by governments, especially the governmert cf the United
States. Nor do I think that the persuasion can be effected by arcuments of principle. Tre only possikle way,
in my opinicn, is by a mixture of cajolery and threats, making it plain to the Soviet authorities that refusal
will entail disaster, while acceptance will not.

"THE EDUCATICN TASK IN AMERICA

Persuasion in the United States, where there is freedom of promaganda, is a different matter. If things do
not go as we might wish, the Zfault is not with the pcliticians, thouch they get the blame; the fault is with
public opinion, to which the politicians, as democrats, quite legitimately give way. What is needed is an
immense campaign of public education. The average America voter,very naturally, is annoyed by the wav in which
the follies of Europe and Asia compel America to go to war; in his emotions he is an isolationist, even wh
hard facts have convinced his reason that isolationism is no lcnger practicable. He wishes the Atlantic were
still as wide as in Washington's day, and is apt to forget the arguments against isolaticnism whenever
cusiress is prosrering.

Tc meet this difficulty it is necessary to bring home,not only to administrators or Congressmen, bhut to the

avers American citizen, the dangers to which, within a few vyears, 2america will be exposed, aréd the
impossibility of warding off the dangers except by a partial surrender of sovereianty. The first reaction of

rine pecple cut of ten will be to urge that America should have more bombs than anyone else, so that an attack.
by any other nation would be cbviously folly, The fallacy in this point of view must e macde plain to all ad
sundry. It must be pointed out that America has alreacy been invelved in two werld wars as a direcrt result of
the fear of being involved: both in 194 and in 1539 Germany would nct have gone to war 1if Armerica had
pronounced  in advance against neutrality. It must be made clear that the same thing would inevitably hapren
again: a war petween Russia and China, or between Russia and CGreat Eritain, would be sure to involve the
United Stares. Next, the utter disaster of an atomic war must be made clear, and it must pe demonstrated tha
there is no Zefense acainst a swrorise attack. Finally, it must be proved that there is no hepe in a Kellog
pact, Jszcliarations of universal good will, or paper prohibitions cf the use of atomic bombs, All this must be
set forth in speech and in writing throughout the length and breacth of the land, by men having ro motive
spir

+
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is to succeed, it requres three things: a definite programme, an organization, and the
2at moral crusade, Without this last nothing can be achieved, for although, from a pursly
coint of view, seif-preservation 1s a sufficient motive for all that needs to be done, s=
preservation alone will not overcome the cbstacles of rational thinking that are presented by arcient habits
of hacvred. suspicion, and envy. We shall have to realize that what injures a foreign nation does not
necessarily i fit our own. We shall have to learn to feel a little uncomfortable if we wallcw 1n plenty
while milliicng die of hunger and cold. We shall have to feel that domination brings less havpiness than
covperation, and that mutual hostility, which was always wicked. has now become suicidal folly.

But I would not heve it thougnt that our campaign shculd be mainly negative or based entirely on an apreal to
fear. The appeal to fear has its function, especially in providirng an initial sheck which may comeel
attention. But the ultimate and most valid appeal should be to hooe. There is no need of creat wars, no ne<d
¢f the horror of populations reduced to utter misery, harried and starved in a vast campaion of retributicr.
There is no reascn why poverty and want should continue anywhere in the world, There is ro reascn why raticnal
education, in almost every country, should encourage false beliefs which promote warlike f£2eling. There is no
reason wiy increase in the efficiency of producticn should ke used, not to raise the standard of life, but oo
increase the proportion of human effort that is devoted to mutual extermination. All these evils depend for
their centinued existence upon war, and the national hostilities bred by the fear of war. If cnce the fear of
war were removed, the whole human race could quickly attain a level of happiness and well-being surpassing
that of the most fortunate in any earlier time. 1If the atomic bomb shocks the nations into acquiescence in a
system making great wars impossible, it will have been one of the greatest roons ever conferred by science.

But it is time to return frem these hich hopes to the very different world in which for the cresent we have to
live. 1 shall assume that such a campeldan as I have indicated has had [will have?la considerable measure of
success in America and Great Britain. (It will encounter less cpmosition in Great Britain, because the British
realize that Great Britain will be wiped out in the next great war, if it occurs.) It remains to ask
ourselves what, in that case, we ought tc do apbout Russia.

ANGLO-AMERICAN POLICY TCWARDS RUSSIA

The policy most likely to lead to peace is not one of unadulterated pacifism. A complete  pacifist might
say:"Peace with Russia can always be preserved by yielding to every Russian demznd." This is the policy of
appeasement,pursued, with disastrous results, by the British and French CGovernments in the vear before the war
that 1is now ended. I myself supported this policy on pacifist grourds, but I ncw hold that I was mistaken.
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Such a policy encourages continually greater demands on the part cf the Power to be appeased,until at last
some demand is made which is felt to be intolerabls, and the whole trend is sudcenly reversed. It is not by
giving the appearance of cowardice or umworthy sucmission that the peace of the world can be secured.

In dealing with the Soviet Government, what is most needed is definiteness. The American and British
governments should state what issues they consider vital, and on other issues they should allow Russia a free
hand. Within this framework they shoulé@ be as conciliatory as possible. They should make it clear that geruine
international cooperation is what they most desire. But althougnh peace should be their goal, they should not
let it appear that they are for peace at any price. At a certain stage, when their plan[s] for an
international government are ripe, they should offer them to the world, and enlist the greatest possible
amount of support; I think they should offer them through the medium of the United Nations. If Russia
acquiesced willingly, all would ke well. If not, it would be necessary to bring pressure to bear, even to the
extent of risking war, for in that case it is pretty certain that Russia would agree. If Pussia does not agree
to join in forming an internaticnal government,tnere will be war sooner or later; it is therefore wise to use
any degree of pressure that may be necessary.. But pressure should not be applied until every possible
conciliatory approach has been tried and has failed. I have little doubt that such a policy, vigorcusly
pursued, would in the end secure Russian acquiescence.

THE CONSBEQUENCES CF FAILURE

The issue is the most momentous with which mankind has ever been faced.If it is not solved, war will
exterminate the civilized portion of mankind, except for such remnants as may have been engaged in explorirg
the Arctic Continent or investigating the theology of Titetan Lamas. These will be the few to reestablish
civilized communities. If mankind, in the course of a millenium or two, slowly climbs back to its present
intellectual level, it is to be presumed that it will again inflict a similar catastroche upon itself. If any
of the thirgs that we value are to survive,the problem must ke solved. How it can be solved is clear; the
difficulty is to persuade the human race to acquiesce in its own survival. I cannot believe that this task is
impossible.

I. P. Store on BR on the Atcom Bomb. This seems like a good time to take another lock at some cof what I. F.

Stone sald at the Russell Centenary Celebration, at McMaster in 1972, vhat follows is from "Russell: the

Journal of the Eertrand Russell Arch-ives" (Summer 1981. pp. 15-20}):

-

He predicted in the 1936 obituary that he was going tositout the conclusions. Not because rationality is wrong, or there is some-

ne)ﬁ war, and 5o he did. He wexn:t 10 America and didn’t come back thing wrong with rationality, but because every rational analysis,
10 Englend until late in the war. He didn’t change his position b.y thf: very nature of the case, is an abstraction from and a

uantl May 1649, after the European war started, ' and I think that simplification of an enormously chaotic and complex situation of
this coloured his position in the next period. You know how the perpetual interaction with so many imponderables and so many
life of Oliver Wendeil Holmes (the father of the justice) was very unknowns, that for us merely to think about it requires us to
much affected by his experience in the American Civil War. (Our abst.ract-out a tremendous amount of living reality. I know in
Civil War is one of the few wars that Russell discussed in his 1916 I.ewxsh affairs the Stern Gang, who were not right-wing terrorists
book Justice in War-Time: he says that it was a war of principles, like t'he Irgun, but let‘t-mg terrorists like the Narodnicks in
and it was to some degree; not enough, unfortunately, but to some Russia and very, very rational, and therefore very, very lunatic,
degree) Holmes said: “Not to take part in the great struggles of had themselves a remarkable syllogism. They said: “Look, Hitler
your time is not to have lived.” It is a hard saying for men like and we are both against the British Empire, a common enemy;
Russell, for a lot of us who in our smaller ways are like Russell, ‘ Hitler anc? we bqth want 1o get the Jews out of Europe; therefore,
because to stand aside from the madness out of the desire 10 . we are allies against the British.” It was meshuga. It was mad. It
perpetuate human sanity certainly has its validity; and yet not take was impeccable logic, and it was crazy. Andit stands_ as a warning
part in the struggle is not to live, and it was in many ways a great if after you construct a beautiful syllogism, a beautiful truth, and
hour for England. Then we have Russell coming back to England then‘ somgthmg ought to be d.on_e that is necessary, though
and, as if belatedly, taking an anti-appeasement position 21s-4-v1s horrible—if there’s a *‘horrible” in it, don’t do it. Forgetit. Putit
the Soviet Union, which brings us to this dark corner of the off. Procrastinate. Don’t be rational. Don’t be logical. And to have
Westminster Address in November of 1948, which unfortunately even Russell, who was so incisive and so astringent, so clever, so
was not a minor aberration. ungiven to taking even reason too seriously on most occasions, say

Going back over the records, there are about a dozen articles during one of these pr'e\"entive‘war speeches (this was for the New
that really called for preventive war, beginning within ten days of (;ommonwealth, a British chxety for the Promotion for Interna-
the dropping of the bomb on Hiroshima when Lord Russell had an tional Law and Order, presided over by the Right Honourable
article in the I.L.P. Socialist paper, the Glasgow Forward.'! There Winston Churchill), to have Lord Russell say, m'the autumn of
is a strong resemblance between the Westminster speech, the 1947, “The argument that I ha.ve been developmg,xs as simple and
transcript of which was published in Ninereenth Century and as unesc?pable asa m?uhemaugal demons;rat_xo’rx’ . (God h?lp us!
After,1? and the speech made by Churchill at Llandudno at the Down with mathematics!) I will summarize it”, as he continued,
Conservative Conference earlier that month, in which Churchill “in the following propositions:
called for a showdown with Russia now while we have the bomb . - o
and before they have it. There is an iluminating passage, because 1. Mankind can not long survive, in this age of scientific warfare,
it shows the delusions to which we are all subject, in another of the unless great wars can be prevented. .
articles Russell wrote at that time. You know the Romans had a 2. The only way to prevent great wars is to create a single govern-
wonderful saying: “nothing too much”. And one can have 100 ment possessifis 3‘m0.n0p‘.)!v of the more formidable weapons.
much even of reason, strange to say. The application of undue 3. The first step in this direction—for which governments and pub-

rationality to human affairs sometimes leads to very horrible lic opinion are ready in most parts of the world—is the creation of
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an international authority for the control of atémic energy. [That
was the Baruch Plan.}

4. This step has been advocated by the United States and resisted by
Russia. ’

5. If Russia’s resistance can be overcome by diplomatic pressure,
full international government may come peacefully by gradual
degrees.

6. Diplomatic pressure is more likely to succeed if many nations join
in it than if it is left to the United States.

7. If diplomatic pressure fails, war, sooner or later, is inevitable.
[Beware of the word “inevitable™.}

§. Ifthere is war, it will be less destructive if it comes soon than if it
comes late, and if many nations support the United States than if
few do so.

9. If there is war, the main issue should be the creation of an
international government; and if this is its ouicome, the next great
war may be the iast. [How many dreamers have said: Just give us
one more war, one more blood-letting, and then we will be in
paradise.]

10. If peace can be made secure, there is every reason to expect that
mankind will be happier than ever before; if not, unhappier.

This momentous issue is to be decided during the next few years by
the ccllective will of mankind. No issue of equal icaportance has faced
our species since it emerged from the ape.'?

But this, I must say, with all due respect for the memory of our
very great friend, and one of the greatest men that ever lived, was
monkey business. It is very interesiing thar, in he last few
months, the American government has released more of the secret
documents dealing with what to do about atomic energy, and last
year they released some of the preliminary decumenis.' To read
them against the backeround of the debate i which Churchidl and
Lord Russell and the Labour Party and so many pesple engaged in
proposing preventive war makes you realizs the prespect of the
destruction of our planet made it seem logics and rational—way
not drop one more bomb on Russia before it 1s too late, and mane
them consent to world government and save manikind from what's
coming? [t is all very logical and rational. I roust sey that out of the
secretdocuments the man who comes cut best is Henry L. Stim-
son. Stimson pleaded with Truman; he said the Russians will have
a bomb within four to twenty vears, there is no secrat abaut it.
{Actually they got it in four years and one month.) Let's give them
the secret. Itisn’t much to give anyway; see what thav can do with
it, and try to negotiate an entente with which we can rebuild the
world after the war. And that was the course of wisdom.

In Russell’s writings you will find, foreshadowed before they .

happened, the Baruch plan and the Trumaz decirine, Now Ruis-
sell had a curicus love affair with our country. Hs both loved it and
hated it. He was fascinated by it and repeiled by it. As a Britsh
aristocrat and a Whig, he feit that America and Russia were both
going in the same direction towards a massproducien, industoal
civilization, a danger to individuality. But verv early, at leasr as
early as his book with Dora Russell on The Prospecrs of Industrial
Ciuilization,'® he felt (and this idea kept recurring in his work)
that perhaps it was hopeless to try to bring about internaticnal
order by voluntarv consent. For justice in aacieni times thers had
to be a Rome; as Roman power established itseif, Roman citizen-
ship spread, and vou had areal pax Romang—in which Spaniards,
Yugosiavs, and North Africans all felt they were cives Romani ,
Roman citizens. You had Spanish emperors, and even a Yugosiav
Serbian emperor late in the empire. Russell felt that America was
the country that would have the preponderance of power and
could force a pax Americana on the world. The idea reappears in
his 1936 book, and it reappears in his writings after the war. He
also outlined the idea of NATO. As a matter of fact, when he kad
that accident in Norway in 1948 when he had to swim through the
icy water at Trondheim, he was in Norway on behalf of the British

Government to speak to students and try to win Norway for NATO.
Finally, in despair, he felt that the only way to bring about an
international order was to have America impose it on the world,
and that if it was going to be imposed, it wouid be better to impose
it before Russia got the bomb and get it over with. It is a horrible
idea, and it shows how all of us are failible, even the greatest of us,
but when you read the documents, vou really understand it better.
You appreciate his anguish.

In the Nineteenth Century and After they printed not only the
transcript of Russell’s speech but the text of the questions aiter-
wards and the answers he gave. This was at his request because he
felt he had been “widely misrepresented in the press”, and wrote
to various newspapers to say so.'® Unfortunately he was not mis-
represented, I am sorry to say. Let’s look at the transcript of the
question period. I think there is no better way to honour our

friend, our great friend, than to fearlessly examine weak spots in

his own career for the lessons they hold for the future of mankind.
He himseif would have done so with any great man he revered.
One of the questions was:

Had not Lord Russell a more encouraging message to give to young
people? Two succeeding generatiens had been desolated by war. Was
all that he couid offer to a third generation vet another devastating
war? It seemed a most hopeless and gloomy prospect to be offered by
so brilliant and distinguished a speaker. It was a deplorable picture for
young people to have to contemplate.

The reply did not really deal with it:

Earl Russell replied that he had come to tell the truth as he saw it, and
while he ‘agreed that the picture was a gloomy one as far as the
immediate future was concerned, he thought that we should prefer to
face focts. For the present state of the world other people, not he, were
responsible and he cowld not help it. He was sorry that he could not
give 2 more hopeful survey, but it would not have been a true one. !’

If you read aa early article after Hiroshiina that Lord Russell
wrote for the Forward on the question of what would be the future
of Russian-British relations,'® you would see that he himself
should hava sz2eo the answer. He pointed out that from the time of
the Crimean Var uatdl the naval race with Germaany that
foreshadowed the First World War, British policy was obsessed
with the suppesed Russian danger to India and that, after the War,
the old psychosis of the Russian bear revived until once more
(Gzrmany was strong enough to endanger England. He might vervy
well have thought thar first of all (cne of the great delusions of the
time).

I must sav in the new documents that came out in March, which
very few scholars have noticed and little has been written about,
there is a lonig document by our Joint Chiefs of Staff with much to
do about the new world. But there is not a goddamn word about
the atom bomb, and you might think they were stull runping the
horse cavairy. They had universal miiitary training, and ail the
bases they wanted around the world, including Saigon, but the
atom bomb just passed right over their heads. The idea that it
required new tactics, new strategy, new formations, new kinds of
armed forces, iust wasn’t there. They were still speaking about the
Civil War and Sherman’s march through Georgia, But thereis a
document by General Groves, who ran the Maghattan project
which developed the atom bomb, and he was quite a troglodyte.
He used to cali Robert Cppenheimer his “white Jew” to show his
liberal attitude. Groves said that if mankind only knew the power
in this bomb, they would rise up and demand an end to war.!? But
his own formuia was that America should impose its power on the
world and destroy the atomic plans of any other country that
might be making a bomb and have a worldwide espionage system.
The Baruch plan, if you look at 1t caretully, was a phoney. I must
say thatin The Naiion I had a piece called ““Atomic Pie in the Sky”
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that analyzed it when it came out, and I still think the analysis
holds up today.?? What was phoney about it was that it was asking
the Russians to handle all their resources and factories through an
American-dominated commission, oa the promise that in stages,
and at some future date, they would get the secret of the bomb, but
not the right to produce it. It really meant handing over the controt
of the Soviet Union to another power, many of whose leaders were
thinking of preventive war, as Churchill was and even as Russell
was. There is a document newly released that puts the giving of the
bomb as perhaps in seventy-two months, which would be six years
after taking over the uranium mines and the atomic plants in the
Soviet Union and other countries. Now the Russians got the bomb
in four years and one month, which was better than waiting for
Baruch. Of course Nixon’s recent visit to Moscow is really the
fruit of meeting brutality with brutality in this brutal world, and it
paid off, I am sorry to say. So that on closer examinatiom, even
then without the secret documents, the real nature of the plan
should have been clear to Russeil.

Russell Society News, No., 45

February 1

'° Autobiography, 19141944, P- 357

' *“The Bomb and Civilization”, Forweard, 18 Aug. 1945, pp. I, 3.

"2“Atomic Energy and the Problems of Europe™”, Nineteenth Century and Afer,
145 (Jan. 1949), 39-43.

U “International Government”, New Commomweaith, 6 (Jan. 1948), %0.

14 Foreign Relations of the United States, 1946, vol. 1, General: The United Natwns
(Washington: US Government Printing Office, 1972).

15 New York, 1923, p. 76- '

16 “Resisting Russia”, The Observer, 28 Nov. 1948, p. 3; **Lord Russell’s Ad-
dress”, The Times, 30 Nov. 1948, p. §.

"WuumMmewaMzVﬂ p. 43.

13 What Should be British Policy towards Russia?”, Forward, 29 Sept. 1945, P.
4; reprinted as **Britainand Russia™, Manchesier Guardian, 2 Oct. 1945, pp- 4,
6.

1 Foreign Relasions of the United States, 1946, vol. 1, General: The United Nations,

p. 1201.
20 The Nagion, 162 (6 Apr- 1946), 390-1.
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KEPORTS FRCM CCYMITTZES

(g8) Liprary Cowmittee (Tcm Stanley, Chairman):

I have certainly not found my short tenure as Librarian burdensome, Cnly
three requests for audio tapes and six requests Ior video tapes have arrived
since November, I enjoyed making back up copies of the cassettes and am
looking forward to hearing from any wmember who can suggest sources for
additional aA/V material.

On the grounds that our films are irreplaceable and subject to stress when
used,we are withdrawing them from circulation., They will be reserved for
use at annual meetings or other special occasions, All except one are
available on ViS format tape. We now have several copies of each,but I
would like to request that you limit your requests to one or two items.

In order to recoup some of the expense involved in purchasing films and
in keeping our inventory of books for sale current,we will now levy a fee
for borrowing tapes:

Videotapes......%4.00 PP, Borrower pays return postage/insurance
Audiotapes......1.00 PP, Borrower pays reiurn postage/insurance not necessary

In the past we rented films for 525-340, The use of the same uaterial on
cassette will contribute about 32,50 to the Library,
Since most of the films are interviews I have dubbed audio cassaettes of

each, Two other interviews are available thanks to Nathan Salmon aind Lee:

217 Donahue Interviews Gore Vidal, Also Jonathan ller Interview
218 BBC'S "The Life and Times of Bertrand Russelil”
219 Woodrow Wyatt Interviews Hussell.

220 Speakirg Personally: Jertrand lussell, John Chandos's interview,
291 BBC'S "Bertie and the Bowb! .
029 David Susskind speaking with Russell

W.W. Norton has donated a copy of Bertrand Russell and His YWorsid for our
lending library. We hope to be able to citfer ~sorton's susseil sitles in

the near future,

Contemplation and Action:1902-1514,Voluue XII of the COLLECTED FAPLUS GF
BERIRAND HUSSLLL,snould be avallable April-May 1985

RELIGICN

(9) Mark Russell's praver, from the Congressional Record.

(Thanks to "Humanist Quest for Truth Newsletter", Jane Conrad, Editor, ED
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RECCM/EMDED READING

(10) James Maki is not making recomwercations; rather, he is requesting them:

#* ot
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_ . N N o .
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84, p.3):

ABOUT BERTRAND RUSSELL

sical?, The following remark,sent to us by JOHN WILHELM, appeared in Humanist Century & Calendar (August

Would Bertrand Russell ever have developed his intellect to its fine-honed heights had he not had a full
classical education?

We asked HARRY RUJA whether he thought ER had had a "full classical education"?

Q

P

Doubtful. He probably studied scme Latin and Greek in his vouth, but he rarely refers to Latin & Greek
authors in his writirgs. He kept a journal in English written in Greek letters (to keep his thoughts hidden
from his elders) but not in Greek, which I'm sure would have been beyond him. He was fluent in both French
--and German; he lectured and answered questions imprompotu in French, and reviewed many long and tough books
in German, in the 1%00s. He also knew some Italian. But Latin and Greek?...very doubtful.

He was well read in literature and could recite lorg passages from poems he favored from memcry. Details of
what he read are given in Collected Paners-~I1 (pp. 347 ff.) Over a hundred are in French or German. There is
only one in Latin -- a rathematical treatise by Gauss. None of the Gresks are represented except Plato —-- in
translation. There's a lot of Browning, Shelley, Shakespeare,Marlowe, Henry James, and a great variety in
varicus areas -- but "classical"?

Xeep in mind that in his last three years at Campridge, he concentrated on math, and in his fourth on
philosophy ("Moral Tripcs").

As for what 'honed' his mind: (1) genes, (Z) association with elders almost excliusively all through his
childhood, and .(3) solitude for uninterrupted study and reflection.

-.E.D.

.S. in "Bertie and the Bomb,"you can hear BR saying,"I never liked the classics. Mathematics is what

interested me."

Toronto editorial, 1931. Here is a portion of an editorial with a memory of the past,in the Toronto Daily Star

(Decemoer 14, 1531, p. 2), with thanks to Harry Ruja:

A Hundred Years Ago and Now

Bertrand Russell lectured in Massey Hall on Saturday evening and it i3 interesting to note that on the same
date one hundred vears ago, December 12th,his illustrious grandfather, Lord Jorn Russell signed the Feform
Bill which brought about so many changes in the life of the British people.

The century that intervenes has witnessed no greater changes in British life than in the mental cutlook of
the Russells, for it would surely have been difficult for Lord Jonn to imagine himself having a grandson
with the opinions and beliefs of Bertrand. It must amuse the grandson, too, to lock back upon a grandfather
with the untroubled, conventional mind of Lord John.

To a daily newspaperman a hundred years is a long periocd of time, and naturally so, for in that time a vast
nurber of newspapers are put forth. But to a pnilosopher like Bertrand Russell a century is but a brief
space in that long flow of human events in which the tendencies of mankind slowly reveal themselves, take
on meaning, and are seen to gain a possible direction and a perceivable purpose.

As regarcds news the century that intervenes between the cne Russell and the other has given a prodigious
output. The parliament in England, from being the most exclusive club in the world, is so changed that
miners have come up out of the ground to be cabinet ministers. One prime minister has come from the home of
a blacksmith and anotherr from the home of a Welsh cobbler.

Lord John Russell, signing one hundred years ago Saturday the Reform Rill from which so many changes have
come =- and one of the greatest of changes being the change in the fwussells —— directs interest to ancther
similar event.In the cablegrams of Saturcday came the news that the Harcourt family 1is in difficulties
through three successive deaths on which succession duties taxes had to be paid — and it was Sir William
Harcourt who fathered this succession duties tax nearly half a centurv ago.

etc.
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(13) From the Washington Post (1/10/85, Al9):
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Department Proposes Rule to Curb -

Teachmo’ of ‘Secular Humanism’

Controversial Yérm Remains Undefined

By Felicity Barringer
Washingion Poal >t Witer

The Education Department, fol-
lowing legislation approved by Con-
gress last summer, has proposed a
rule prohibiting school districts
from spending certain earmarked
federal funds on any course that a
district “determines is secular hu-

manism.”
However, the proposal, which
defines several other concepts

ranging from “magnet school” to
“minority group,” offers no guid-
ance on what 1t means by "secular
humanism.”

The - rule, and the law that
spawned it, apparently represent’
the federal government’s first of-
ficial use of the term—used pejo-
ratively by some fundamentalist and
conservative groups to descrihe ev-
erything from atheism to Darwin-
ism-—since a footnote to a 1961 Su-
preme Court decision included “sec-
ular humanism” on a.list ¢f religions
that “do not teach what would gen-
erally be considered a belief in the
existence of God.”

A group of liberal constitutional
rights activists is trving to stir up
opposition to the rule by bringing it
to the attention of the press and
public. But Democratic congres-
sional aides familiar with the nego-
tiations over the law argue that the
very lack of a definition makes the
prohibition harmiess. One aide to its
author, Senate Lzbor and Human
Resources Committee Chairman
Orrin G. Hatch (R-Utzh), calls the
debate “a tempest in a teapot.”

In a comment to the Education
Department, Anthony T. Podesta,
executive director of People For
the American Way, said, "Now, with
a federal law thnat uses the term
{secular humanism] without defin-
ing it, the Department of Education
is making local school districts even
more vulnerable* to aitack from
those who have a lustory of using
the charge of ‘secular humanism’ to
oppose anything they don't like
about public education.”

In a pamphlet entitled “Is Human-
ism Molesting Your Child?,” for ex-
ample, a Fort Worth, Tex., parents’
group described secular humanism
as a belief in “equal distribution of

America’s wealth . . . controf of the
environment, control of energy and
its limitation . . . the removal of
American patriotism and the free
enterprise  system, disarmament
and the creation of a one-worla so-
cialistic goverament.”

According to Ed Darrell, a press
spokesman for Hatch’s commitiee,
secular humanism “is almost a term
of art. You get into value education
and a bunch of touchy-feely stuff
that came out in the "70s. Conser-
vatives object because these things
may get in the way of a Christan
education . . ..

“That’s a leng way of saying
there's no guick definition for it,” h
added.

Pedesta's  group, which was
founded by television producer Nor-
man Lear, urged tne Education De-
partment to define the term, saying
it 15 unfair to place that burden on
school districts. In comments on the
regulation, he said, “Educators,
scholars and theclegians  {could]
share their research and views on
the hoax of ‘secular humanisn.” ”

But Paul Saimon, executive di-
-rector of the American Association
of School Administrators, said he
was pleased “the department made
the night judgment in allowing local
school districts to define secular hu-
manism.”

Still, Salmon said he was “dis-
tressed that the federal govern-
ment is trying to afiect instructional
programs . . .. They're trying to
get a philosophical base for dealing
with, ch God, everything from abor-
tion to prayer....People who
criticize secuiar humanism are very
fond of saying teachers are secular
humanists.”

The prohsbition appears in a sec-.

tion of the Education for Economic
Security Act that earmarked 375
miilion in grants over two vears for
“magnet scheois” in districts under-
going desegregation efforts. Many
of these districts iost miitions of dol-

* lars in federal funds as a result of

1981 block-gzrant legistation.

That  section of the law was
drafted by Hatch, and. according to
his aides, originaily included a long
list of prohibitions that were de-
signed, in the words of one aide, “to
focus the money on reaf, concrete

academic subjects like bioiogy or
physics or real vocational subjects
like auto repair, and to get away
from the softer social engineering
kinds of things.”

However, according to Demo-
cratic and Repubhican congressional
aides, mest of the prciubitions were
eliminated during a meeuny be-
tween Hatch and Democratic Sens.

Thomas F. Eanieton (o)) 2nd Dan-
jel Patrick an (N.YJ. For
weeks before {hat June meeting,

th2 pair of D Democrats hzd biocked
the lemsl 8 ; could win
more aid
St L

T OR CUITICuia
in the bui - the o
; :i(.hlcr humamam
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by this jegisiation ” teach 1t.
“It shoul! nave had o defy
. probably in the law,” said a le-
gal aide to Hatch. "But I don’t nec-
e<sanh li"iﬁk it was 3 mistake to
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them,” he said, “’T‘xere is no detin-
iticn you can build into federal law
t‘m can keep crazy peopAe from
misinterpreting things .

The absence of a worlung defin-

ition, he said, “was a glitch. But
with a little luck it won't be a sen-
ous ghtch.”
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(1) Horror storv, told without words———-—

The words merely tell what the
piciture represents, but they do not
tell the story. The picture tells the
3TOry.

Il

For more about Willens, see RSN43-12.

(Thank you, Bob Davis)

THE PLUTONIUM LINK

Plutonium is the most important common de-
nominator between nuclear power and nuciear
weapons. A typical 1.000-megawatt nuclear plant
discharges every vear, within its spent tuel, about
250 kg of plutonium. Less than 10 kg is needed
to make a nuclear weapon.

Plutonium, which does not exist in nature, can
be separated out from the other waste products
in spent fuel by reprocessing the fuel. Reprocess-
ing is delicate because of the intense radioactivi-
ty of the materials, but it does not require great
technological sophistication. This technology is
being developed by a number of potential nu-
clear weapons states, including India, Pakistan,
and Argentina

On current plans, up to 2,000 metric tons of
plutonium will be created in nuclear power plants
worldwide by the end of the century wenough
for perhaps 300,000 nuclear weapons), and at
least 000 metric tons of this plutonium will be
separated through reprocessing. This quantity is
three times the world's present inventory of
military plutonium.

Alternatively, uranium-235 can be used in
making a nuclear weapon. The technology re-
quired to produce weapons-grade uranium—
enrichment of naturaily occurring uranium from
less'than 1 percent uranium-235 to more than
90 percent—is high technology of a very s0pnis-
ticated order, and about three times as much
uranium as plutonium is required to make a
bomb. Nevertheless, enrichment technology s
being Jeveloped by such countries as South At-
rica and Pakistan, and its spread constitutes a
serious proliferation threat. J

T

(15)

Russell Scciety News,
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NUCLEAR AFFAIRS

>

1 Nuclear Weapons Chart The top ieft-hand circle endosing | tn the nortrern hemisphere.
The chart above shows the world's | 3 megatens represents the weapons | The Soviets have similar levels of
current frepowet as opposed 1o the {on just one Poseidon submarine. t destrucuve power
firepower of World War 1. The dot | 1s equal 1o the firepower of | Just two squares on this chart
in the center syuare represends all | three saorid War Hs and enouvh to | (300 megatons) represent cnough
the frepower of World War 1 31 destrov over 200 of the Soviens larg- | firepower 1o destroy il u;: large-
megatens. The vther dots represent § est cities. YWe have 21 such subs and | and med.n:un-;uc cities in the ennire
the worid's present nudlear weap- | 10 similar Polaris subs. ) j world. (U5, Senate stati have re-
onry, whi b equals 6,000 World War The circle in the lower left-hand | viewed this coart and found it 1o be
s or 1B Ui o0 sons, The United { square enclosing 24 miegaions rep- | an accurate representation of the
States and the Sovicts share hns | resents one aew Trident sub wih ! Aucicar weapons n{s_en..l )
firepower with approxunately equal | the firepower of erght World War | -l“n‘uvu e [’r;r'?lab Fator, by
destructive capability. i1s. Enough to destroy eoery major aity | Harold Wiilens (William Marrow)

(—m—From  "ducleus" (Fall 1984, p.6),

published by the Union of Concerned Scientists.

February 1985
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(REN43-13) -= muses on

The End-of-the-World Scenarios

By Edward Zuckerman

All of those currently debating
whether a nuclear war would be foi-
lowed by a catasirophic ‘‘nuctear
winter” agree on one thing — that
their scientific conclusions have im-
portant political consequences. And
they are happy to pomnt them out. Nu-
clear winter presents ‘‘a real danger
cf the extinction of humanity,”” Carl
Sagan has written in the journal For-
eign Affairs. Therefore, we must
move ‘‘as rapidly as possible to re-
duce the global nuclear arsenals
beiow levels that could conceivably
cause the kind of climatic catastro-
phe and cascading biological devasta.
tion predicted by the new studies.”

Edward Teller, writing in Nature
magazine. agrees that ‘‘scientific
knowiedge of the after-effects of a nu-
clear war ... is of great importance
in making political decisions ' But e
urges caution in rushing to act on the
basis of the nuciear winter studies,
his own evaluation finds those studies
so full of “*omissions and uncertain-
ties™ that the prospect of nuclear win-
ter “must be considered dubious.”

What we are witnessing here is a
political argument in the guise of a
scientific argument. In an articie
about nuclear winier in Parade last
year, Mr. Sapan warned again of
human extinction — and provided
readers with the addresses of organi-
zations working for a nuclear freeze.

(17) Pugwash reports,

Bulletin of the

Th coupon that appeared on
apoears

the bottom of the ad
on our next page.

in anad in
Atomic
Scientists (January 1985)———>

{The Parade article omitted most of
the qualifying statemern:s included in
the scholariy paper ut» n which it was
based. )

Mr. Teller. #ho Wit an article for
Reader’s Digest in 1952 debunking
what he called the “dar.gerous mwih™
that a nuclear war “wouid end life on
earth," has for decades supported the
development of new ruciear weap-
ons, supported civil defense and ac-
tively opposed nuclear arms contro}
agreements.

This pattern is an old one. Ever
since the bombing of Hiroshima,
scientists and others have put for-
ward mechamsms by which nuclear
explosions might bnry about the end
of the worid. The pom ning of al life
by radicactive ra lour und the deme
tion of the earth’s prroective czron

aver have precedeq nnclear wi
among  the
nagoes. Other scien
iing Teitery
rebut each of these {9
co-avthored

. the 10:!*": ¢

fer,,e C.\nl
concluded that 1m0 pivh

war “could induce gross changes n
the balance of nature'" ax great as
these alreadv wroupht by numan ¢ivi-

lizauen. suen 2s Uiling the praines.
irmgaung e<ens ..Ar'J wcn prevemn-

ing forest fires.
Allefthoce part xfx,:«l‘ngx'v the 2nd-

aaverimeman)

**han-the-bomb’ propaganda,”

of-the-worid dehates have access to
precisely the same scentific evi-
dence. The evidence s necessaniy in-
conclusive. No cre can know what the
long-term. worldwide effects of a
massive nuclear war would be. Yet
the end-of-the-warid camp and the
life-will-go-on camp volley back and
forth, citing one inconclusive study
against anether.

Trese differing :nterpretations of
identical evidence may be explained
b the fact that someone with a strone .
opinton about the iikelihood of post-at-
tack ozere depietion, say, will usually
have an equaily strong opinion about
the MX missile. Those preaching the
danze*s of ozone depletion are at-

terpting te win converts not only to
their theories of exo-atmospheric
chemistry but also to their views
about strategic doctrine and deter-
rence.

Those who minimize the etfects of
nuclear war tend to have oppcsite
views “The decision 10 resist aggres-
sion by nuclear war requires a diplo-
macy which seeks to,break down the
atmosphere of special horror which
now surrounds the use of nuclear
wedpons, an atmosphere which has
ba2en created in part by skillful Soviet
Henry
Similar

A. Kissinger wrote in }¢57.
views are expressed todav.

Politics thus run steadily beneath
tre surtace of every debate about the
effects of nuciear weapons, and it is

here. in their politics, that the doom-
savers are steadily correct. All who
opy the nuclear arms race are
deing impartant work. But those who
oppose 1t by asserting that any nu-
clear war would be the end ¢f the
world are resting their argument, un-
necessanly, on shaky ground. There
is no rieed to hold to debatabie — and
thus distracting — predictions of total
doom to make a convincing case
against nuclear war and against the
policies of the Reagan Admuinustra-
tion and its predecessors that have
made puciear war more lkely.

For what if the debunkers of
doomsday were scmeliow shown to be
correct? What if we knew for a fact
that the most wildiy ¢ptimistic esti-
mate of the eflects of nuclear war
(that of Federai c:vil dafense authon-
ties) was accurate, and just 45 m:llion
Americans would be vaporized or
burned to dezath or buried undsr col-
lapsed buildings or slashed by flvin
glass or condemned to a horrible lin-
gering death from radiation sick-
ness? And only 20 or 32 miliion more
wetid sutfer sublethal radiation sick-
ness or broken bones or disfiguring
burns cr other injuries? And only a
few million of those who survived the
w#ar wouid die of cancer later? But
the worid would not ead. And life
weoujd be rearly normal in Uruguay
and New Zealand.

Wwounld nuclear war be acceptable
then? Would there be any less need Lo
reinin the arms race?

I
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1'1 ‘"eauerv on the Fugwash conferences
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Pugwash sees porsibility of
nuciear freeze

Facters converging

we reroried o this spat
WOTKSIOP AN ther 1198t
treeze” has been held in Genuva,

In uttendunes were 47 promis
advisors trom ail the key ravons
ncluding Chane, the Federa Republ
the LK me U

This was auc, taey st
factors:

thr. the 10th Pugwash
ora Nuslear-Yeapons

entists and milicary
RCISAT ATMS Tace,
of Cermany. France,
wlchie USSR, as il as parncipants from
iunsary. ireland, italy, foland,

the workshop, the parna-

reeze than "wre had been previousiy.
|10 the convergence ot several key

wil be to the
Cru

tree e a> possibie shourd be

- - and-bu
aegte

3t UALTOZEN OF uBdesTINE datfiv 10es Coud sieritis

January vol. 2 no. 5

» impiementation ¢t a freeze. It said:
o bosh the desirabin
ar freezy are two aspects of is

and ach wwoxm\ ot a nucie-
t. 4% Much ot the
ikie ds posattie,

10 ac hleve 1ts PUFEOSE Of CLINNE CF T25eTCUs Gevelooments
rather than dilowing ¢

o conttnue whiie
the feeze MUst b unGLTMOOY

ta D¢ an el measure, tevond which Ceep and stitiizing
TEIBCONs D nuclear furces are to be sought. This approacn
Shey Of the Objection that the stalus Guo 1y Much too
vt 10 frevze permanenily into prace.

¢ lleeze 43 an NN

easiire CI. say 2103
sher menit of reducing

fnon ot Jdan
ouress tow ard longer-term

ntstats, WhEe SEOM €N0OLR 10 Famtain the pressure un
deoyion=makers ta work out these jungertean solunons

Suggestions about what can be done right away

* essercial equivalence in the overall naclear forces of both
sides

ehigh technical cipapiiizes on each side for ventying the
compliance of the uther vath a freeze agreement

« small potential wain from any clandestne acavity that cuuld
escape Jetection

* few 1nformauon lrading to a higher degree of public con-
cern with the raks of nuclear war

Finding the freeze practical

The scientists stressed that the nuclear treeze wdra was
finding more and more adherenis because it was compre-
hensive - it relied on the stoppirg of testing, production. dind
deployment of bomls, w, ricads and denvery venicies ot ait
types. Because vt this comprehensiveness, the 1ded escaped
two major prodlems that have prevented the suctess of arms
control for drcades
sover-speaaiized negorations eading to endless disputes

about the boutidanies of the Aegotations themselves
# chaneliing ot the arms race 1nto those weapens categones
not yet covered

Timing is crucial
The statement went on to pamt out how umportant uming,

The statement went on to discuss what measures might be
taken r.cht awav, wiih ittle or no furtner negonation. The
importance of this part of the staterment cunnot e underesti-
mated. After all. present at these discussions were key mili-
tary plunaers, and scientists close 10 the decision-maxers n
heir own governments, {hus tne ideas put forth and de-
tated have hau a full andg faw manng oy wl interested
pafties, tn an atmosphere of mutuai trust and respect.

This and of proceeding i» what has made Pugwash so
successtui in actuaily ety rinys dane.

{ntluence and action

For thirty years the informal meenngs of prominent saen-
i 7Lz 38D Nave Peen 0ne of tne few forces actualy
3 - actually making concrete break-
throughs in de-escalating the arms race and stiving off
the nuclear armageddon.

il I QU CUITENT S1IUANON; NOW, More
e work of Muviwash is crucial 10 our survival.
v betome a tnend ot Tugwash, and make pusst-
ble e contmuation ol this work. By comy s0 you wiil
contnbute directly o one of the MOESt UNPCTANt 3CLViLes
row gotng on - and 1 the future of ajt o1 us

the

experts...in New York Times (November 25, 1934, cp ed
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st -~ N
JCScpn RrRotblat > Z P'uase enroll me 35 an associate ame

memper ot Friencs of Pujwasn and Adcress

send me oigesis of i3 iMportani Meet- Ct

ings. Y

State/Zip code
tencicsa§
EMBOSOGRAPH DISPLAY MFG., CO. run e CHigaAGo HUNOGIS 0014

Tq? much nuclear? Some BRS members have said they think the newsletter gives too much space to nuclear
arfairs.

We recall the incident in which a repcrter asked BR, wasn't he being fanatical,always talking about the danger
of nuclear weapons? BR answered, "It's hard not to be fanatical. The issue is so large."

BR ;hought. tae issue the most important of all possible issues, and spent the last 25 years of his life
working on it, starting with his 1945 Hcuse of Lords speech (RSN35-14).

- , - e .. . . .
What's your opinion? Do you think we are spending tco much time on nuclear affairs? Write the newsletter,
address on Page 1, bottcm.

FUN

"G8del's Doom". First, some background. As most cf you know, BR believed that mathematics was a branch of
logic. He =—— ard Alfred Wnitsheed -- set out to prove it, in Princinia Mathematica (1910) ... and ‘they
‘thought thev had done so, But in 1930 along came G8dal's Theorem, wnich proved it cculdn't be done.

But don't hurry to throw away your copy of Principja. Although it did not accomplish the desired procf, it

was a landmark work, and helped lay the groundwork ror the logic of computers.

The following is from a letter from Dr. Warren L. Seron, Director of Systems and Information  Scilence,
Syracuse University, and Chairman of the Editorial Board of COMPUTER. His letter is reproduced in BRS
Newsletter #3 (Sept. 1574,p.24)

In sum , it is true that workers in comruting machire design are indebted to previous workers in logic
and hence obviously to Russell for the monumental "Principia”.

From A CCMPUTER PERSPECTIVE by the office of Charles and Ray Eames, Harvard Universitv Press, 1973, these
remarks:

in 1910 "Principia Mathematica" by Pertrand Russell and Alfred N. Whitehead presented the idea that logic
is the fourdation of all mathemetics. It develcops the calculus of propositions, solving eguations in terms
of statements that are either true cor false. (p. 121)

The methods of symbolic "true or false" logic described by Russell and Whitehead were, in 1937, shown
to heve practical application to the design of electrical circuits, in Shannon's thesis,”Swmbolic
Analysis of Relay and Switching Circuits." {(Caption to a picture of Principia Yathematica) from  BRS
Newsletter #3 (Sept 1374, p. 7}

So much for background. Necw for scme fun...and a change of vace: a science fiction story that takes Gddel's
Theorem into a wholly differant realm.

Copyright by McGraw Hill Inc. Reprinted by permission of the author and his agent, Joseph Elcder Agency,
150 West 87th Street, New York, NY 10024. "G¥del's Doom'criginally eppearsd in the McCraw Hill
publication, "Popular Computing” (Fepb 1985). Thank you, George Zebrowski.
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A WORK OF FICTION
BY GEORGE ZEBROWSKI

44

what are you going to beg time for
now?”’ 1 asked as Witter slid in across
- § from me in the cafeteria booth. A thin,
3 hyper tyve, he folded his hands in front
7 of my cotfee and said, “It's an experiment

‘b I want to run on the new Al-3” He
snoke very precisely, very insistently, as usual. “I've been
haunted by it ail my life, but now it can actually be done”

“What do you mean?” I asked, picking up my cotfee,
afraid that he would knock it vver.

“Well, previous Artificial Intelligences ware too slow
and not capable of complex inference. The question is
how much time can you give me?” He brusned back his
messy brown hair.

“How much do you need?” I sipped the cotfee, sens-
ing his restrained excitement. Witter had always been
a valuable worker, so T had to isten and try to keep him
happy, within reason, despite his nervous enthusiasms
But he was never satisfied with merely testing equip-
ment and programs for industrial applications.

“1 don'’t know,” he said cautiously. “A lct maybe. More
than a couple of days”

1 put down my cotfee, irritated. “You don't know? Can't
vou estimate?”

“Nope. I'd better explain.”

“Go ahead.”

“You know about Godei?”

“1 know Gédel’s proof, but tell me from scratch. You
might be doing some illegal reasoning.”

He leaned forward as if he were going'to tell me a
dirty story. “Well,” he-said. lowering his voice, “vou're
familiar with the conelusion that no machine-like enti-
ty that proceeds by clearly defined mechanical steps can
complete any system that is rich enough to generate
simple arithmetic—that is, make it a consistent system
in which we could not come up with new, true, and still
unproven propositions, in fact ones that would be un-
provable in the system, yet cleariy true”

“I know, 'math car’t be mechunized.”

“Not completely mechanized We've done it to a
remarkable degree. .

“What else is new?”

“Well, if Godel's proof is true, and human minds can
regularly generate true but unprovable propositions in

George Zebrowski is the author of over 30 zhort stories and essays His most
recent novels are Macroiye (Harper & Row, 197Y), The Omeya Foint Trilvew

News, No. 45

“any potentially self-consistent system, then mechanism, *“Okay, I guess I'll have to say that there are 1o pure
ly a priori activities Even using the mind alone is a wn

or determinism, does not apply to us’

February 1985

“But what is it that you want to do, Witter?” I was of reaching out into the universe. What we call expern-

only half listening. It was late in the duy. The cafeteria
was nearly empty and the newly polished floor was a
large mirror; our booth seemed to float on it.

“Well” he said, "I want to give the new Artificial
tellizence the command to complete mathematics.”

“What?” I suddenly saw what he was getling at.

“Don'’t you see? We can do an experiment that might
settle the nature of the universe—whether we live in
a hard determinism.or a soft one in which free will is
possible”

1 smiled, feeling superior. “But we know Godel was
right. Math can't be completed. He gave a powerfui for-
mal proof, one in which you can't have it both ways”

Witter, who had been looking away as we spore, turned
his head half around and fixed me with one giassy brown
eye. “Come on, Bruno. Why not run the experiment any-
way?”

I shrugged and sat back, looking around. “As vou said,
it might take a long time—foréver, if Godel’s right.”

“Maybe/” he sid, finally locking at me with both eyes.
The combination of the blue and brown eyes had always
given me the creeps. “According to Gddel, the computer
will crank out mathematical statements torever, and
we'll never know if the body of the system is a complete
one. But if it is complete, then our Al will finish it off
in some finite period of time. It's the fastest system ever
developed, able to do involved cperations inat might
take centuries otherwise.”

“No matter how fast it i3, we won't disprove
He proved that independently of all need to do experi-
rents! Now I know why you want a lot of time. ¥e won't
live long enough to learn the resuit, even if you're right,
which you can't be” I started to get up.

“Look,” he insisted, “why not do the experiment? If
we live in a hard determinism, as so many beiieve, then
it’s already true—the Al wiil complete math or any sys-
tem we give it. But if Gédel is right, the AI-5 wiii rmin
on forever, unabie to complete.”

“We don't have forever. You've gone bonkers”

in-

“Why dor't we do it? We can do the experiment Look,

for the first time an experiment involving pure logiv and

math may yield knowledge of the world outside

That part appealed to me, but I saw a way of being
perverse. Was he presenting me with a choice or dic-
tating that I authorize the experiment?

He smiled, anticipating my thought. “Either there’s
free will, or vou're fated to let the experiment b a'

I sighed. “But there’s still the matter of how iung it
will take, Felix. AI-5, no matter how fast it is, may keep
running and we won't be abie to tell whether it’s an un-
completable process or just a very long one”

. He shrugged. “Avent you willing to tuxe the charce?”
“This just doesi't make any sense to me at ali.”
He smiled again. “But it gets to you, doesn't it? My

point holds Why not do it? Just to see. How often in

the history of math or logic has there been a chanca o

do pure theoretical work that might reveal scmething

about the real world?”

“But it's doomed to faill”

He nodded. *Probably, Bruno, I'll grant you that. But
even so, the experiment will be historic. Purely mathe-
matical and empirizal at the same time”

“Romantic mathematies, I call it

“Or Kant's synthetic a prion!”

I'd read some of that metaphysical junk, and he

seemed to be stretching it. Sure, synthetic meant ac- *

quiring new knowiedge, and a priori meant that it wasn't

derived from experience, strictly speaking, but from rea- |

soning. Our experiment would give us new knowledre
of the universe through nonempirical means. “But you're
cheating” I said. “Whatever you call it, using the Al
means only doing an empirical experiment.”

. He cocked one eyebrow and gave me a crazed stare
with his blue eva. “Would you sav that it would be more
empirical if we did it by pencil and paper? That’s all
Godel had to work with.”

. antil Mond

ments are merely corroborations.
Einstein himself said that if the ex-
periments didn't come out as he ex-
pected, then he'd pity the God who
made the universe that wav

“Qkay, Bruno. I know vou knew
more than most section chiefs, but
are we going to do it or not?”

T

S0 we ran the experiment, if you
could call it that. Witter was right
about one thing. If Gidel's proof was
somehow wrong, and we could com-
plete. even one system on our fast
Al then a lot of people would have
to do a lot of rethinking in the

groundwork of logic and math. T U
But I knew damn well that Godel
couldn't be wrong. Formal proofs do . : H

not fall easily. It would be a mistake %
of some kind if our Al-5 showed that
completeness in a significant system
was achievabie.

All right. We both wanted to see what would happen
if we iried it. We pieced the time together {rom a dozen
Gther pr s wnen people would be away or on vaca-
Lion.

it was Friday night, after hours. We would be alone

1 sat down at the kevboard and tapped
in Lhe cormmand. Witter was sitting next to me, staring
up 2t the bank of screens
ita run, buiiding arithmetic up out of
was ail going iy i a dlur, but the Al
of slowing down. -
nor one danzer,” 1 4 as we sat back
waited. “If the Al can't complete arithmetie, it will
through Jarger end lacger hanks of information. ..

o e i
e AR i a6 S

brby taik. §
showad

"

The cost!
He shook his head. “Dort shout. That wor't happen.
It wili al! be over in a {ew hours at most.”

Rut the A5 kept running. An hour Went bv.

“It’s nov going to stop, Felix. It cant. Gidel was
right. But even ii he was wreng, it muy take mere than
our lifetimes to nrove i

“Tike it easy, Bruna. 5o polish the floor, or something”
He was too serene.

Anciher bour went by, Witter stared at the screens.
hypnotized he plurred flow. Rivers of reasoning ran

ormed

mmec

from their headwaters to a new ocean of w
propositions, and still the ocean was not filled; it wowia
never be filled.

i locked around at the clean right angles of tie
at the symmetrical terminals and easiiy ace i
I began to think that maybe Witter was si,

stupid, that he didrt understand simple logic or th

of a proof. Godel's paradoxical conciusion could not be
broken, unless it wasn't a double
bind to begin with, because you cant
have it both ways. Something was

~j very wrong with Felix Witter,

. - And vet, I wanted him to have a
by ~~4  point. This was an experiment,
= e .74 recourse to more than personal opi

‘o7, domg it could do more, in pring

'y~ 4, thanreasoning, prediction, or gu
“7} work. Set a powerful genie to co the
LN 1 impossible—not because vou tiinz
= .- ' i thegenie can do it, but because vou

. S “i can ask, and it has the power to
9 -« 4, all that's possible. So why not us«.
— just to see; human beings have

(Ace, 19:R), und Sunspxicer (Harper & Kaw, 1%:4). 1 ke Mumadic Universetace),
a coilection of sclence-fiction stwried wiil appear this sprning.
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always been suspicious of mere rea-
s0ning, ho o matter how powertul.
Suddenly 1 wanted o see Gudel
fall, to see the pride and wrogance
of mathematicians crumble.

But us we witched the Al-d chase
the mirage, there was no sign of an
end, no siowdown at all.

“I'm hungry,” 1 said. “Want a pizza?”

He nodded without lovking at me. [ got up, went out
into the hail, and cailed it in {rom the wall phone. Then
[ alerted the security guard duwnstairs und asked him
to leave it out on a cart in front of vur workrovin.

“We muy have to stop it," 1 sad hours Tater, "even if
it's close w completion.” Though the puza had been very
bad, 1 thought as 1 eyed the empty boxes on the cart,
a full stonach had taken some of the romance out of
what we were doing. “We can't tie up all this power and
time indefinitely. 1t's usiny more vvery minute, and it'll
be my ass if we can't jusufy iL"

“No!" Wittor shouted maniacally. “It may be very
close

1 burped, waiting for my heartburn to subside. The
ALS hummed along.

Ve can continue from this point onward at another
time,” | insisted.

“De quiet!”

I reached over to stop the run. Felix grabbed my hand
and pinned it Lo the panel,

“What's wrong with you?” | demunded.

“Just 2 few minutes more,” he said, {ixing me with his
mismatched eyes “We're at the edge of a major
discovery!” .

“Feedis, this can't be done” 1 struggled to free myself,
but his strength was that of a true believer.

“Be siill, you fool,” he said harshly. “Don’t you seel?
This will be the culmination of our carcers. We'll never
match this no matter how hard we work. Godel is une
of the supreme monuments of mathematics, marking the
limnits of human minds [f we topple him..”

“You may not like what you get,” I siid, twisting my
armi. “If his prooi 5 right, then mechanism is fulse und
minds ure not machines. They escape the comipleteness
of the pureiy mechanical. But f Godel is wrony, then
we're automatons! 1'd rather not know!”

He shook ais head, *“There’s even more to it than that,
Bruno!”

“What?" 1 was breathing very hard, unuble to lree
myself.

“We're opening up the very vitals of reality”

I had to laugh. "By manipulating man-made symbolic
structures? You need a bucket of cold water Lo scuk your
head in. Let me go!'

“Completion may be only a few minutes away. Do you
‘want to stop and then wonder what might have been?”
He tightened his grip.

“But you can't know how far along it s

He let yo of my hand and seemned to cool down, and
1 found 1 didn’t have the heart to reach over and stop
the run.

“You're right;” he said, ‘I'm sorry. It probably is «ll
for nothing” )

[ massaged my hand. The Al continucd its work run.
“Dow't feel 100 bad about it,” 1 managed to say. “[t was
a nice idea, but it had to confirm Gudel, I'in glad we're
not machines”

He was shaking his head. *You don't understand.
There's no reason to fear that. It not a problem.”

“What isn't?” .

“Free will” he said us the AI-5 stopped its run.

Witter and 1 looked at cach other, then at the main
screen. It read:

SYSTEM CAPABLE OF GENERATING
ARITHMETIC COMPLETE

“It's a mistake of some kind,” 1 said. Something
strange sceined o puss across my eyes [ sat back, ex-
pecting to luse cunsciousness as the tension gol Lo me.

“Maybe,” Witter was saying, “but we can test 1o see
if it’s a mistake”

“How?” I heard myself ask, even though { knew the
answer.

“By trying to make o true statement that is not prov-

able in the system. As long as the A can show us that
we can't make such & atutement by proving i, then the
system 18 comnplets”

We Lried for the next 12 uurs [ was relieved that our
prime &} wus 6o longer running & huge power draw.
Witter brought 2 smalier Al ondine and had it ques-
tion Lhe alleged complete system achieved by the AlS.
It failed Lo come up with 4 single true proposition that
was not provabie in the cormplete system.

“There’s no question about it Fehx sard finaliy.

“There's only one thing leit to do)” I replied. “We've
got to run the whole thing sguin”

Witter ooked at me, snuled strangely, then sat down
and gave the command.

As the A5 began its second run at Godel, Witter
turned to me and said, “Funny sbout determinism. [
always think of it as stutf vutside me, pushiny at my skin,
But I feel free nside. When that second run finishes,
we'll be certan thut we're living in @ hard determunisia.
No choice is our own, if we've understood the word cor-
rectly. Even our decision to run the Al-3 again was not
made freely. We're automatons No avoiding the conclu-
sion, Bruno”

He was baiting me, I was sure. “But we resist the no-
tion. Doestit that suggest something?”

He shrugged. “Thut we're iree in our minds but not
in our xctions We can envision alternatives, but which-
evir one we pivk 1s determined, Fight up through an in-
finite future”

“Witter, | thought you were inteiligent. There can't
be such a thing as unconditioned freedom. There are
always injtial conditiuns—necessary and sutiicient con-
ditions for every civice. Gtherwise we could perform
piiracies, make happen things that are uncaused. The
existence of free will cannot viclate causality!” :

He yrimaced at rae and 1 felt stupid. *Yeah, 1 know
A thut. But do we have tire freedom Lo chuose between
alternatives?”

“} think we do. Physical conditions make us both the
determiined and determinators in our vwn right. Things
sifect us and we wrfect them, Detenninism goes right
down into us 16to vur conscioushess and will, and we

soad it buck out. 1 couldn't prove it to you withcul a

physivlugist, though.”

The A1-5 was sull ruaning its second eompletion
smoathly. If it succeeded, then it inight be that we were
living in & universe wiere even choice among aiter-
nacives was an iliuswn.

Witter looked at me sudderly. “1 wonder if our run-
ning this program can have an effect on the universe
we hive m?"

“What are you tatking about?” I asked. He seemed
10 have a tmnd like & break danver.

“Maybe our atlempting what Godel said was impos-
sible can change the universe?”

«] don't think so, Felix. But there are other things you
might like 1o consider”

He tovk a deep breath, “What's
that!”

“Weli, we began with the idea that
ne fnitry deductive systarn ean
complete a rich, seil-consistent-ays-
tom. But what if the Al-d s nat »
firitary deductive system? Assume T
iL eun work outside the limits ol the 1
hutnan inind, which is al that Godel :
may have chacted. [Uwas adl e could
demonstrale bocause he had only his
own mind to work with”

Witter nudded. "'t see what you

mean. If our Al reaches vompietion,
then it folluws perhaps, that iU's not B
a finitary deductive system, «nd we - 3
can draw no conclusions aboul the
nature of the universe” . b
1 smiled. “Right. And we don’t
have to worry about being auto- J
matons, or that our sense of inner e S
freadom is a mirror trick of some kind. Free will is a
special case of determiniso. s determinism from the
inside. The means of determinism are alsu those of free
wil]”
Witter was witching the sereen with a worried ook
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on his Face, s if e now expected the Al to fail, It didn't
matter one way vr the other, il what [had said was true.

“Uneonditioned free will wouid be omnipotence,” I con-
tinued, “and thit’s an absird state to be in. No law, nu
causal structures IU's just a conceptual extreme, hke
infinities”

“Sumething is working against us” Witter said sofily.

“What do you meun?”

He gripped the panel. *It won't come out the same
way twice,” he replied.

“You're still mistuking the maps for reality” 1 said.

“Look at the time, you fool! Its almost as long as
pafore. If the Ad doesn't repeat its completion in the
same Limne, it will run on forever”

“Sy what. We have the [irst completion in memory,
step by step, for whatever it’s worth.”

He swiveled his chair and glared at me. His eyes were
bloodshot and had dark circles around them. The whole
experiment, [ saw, was eating up his entire epergy. “You
don't see, do you?” he said. “You think in terms of tricks
of languaywe, ways of speaking...you can't imagine
worlds dying and others supplunting them. You don't
give a damn about anvthing except appurtioning lime
and keeping other administrators happy”

“What are you talking about, Felix? I'm here with you,
and we're doing what you wanted. Have you lost your
mind?” 1 almost felt hurt, as U he were questioning my
loyalty.

He pointed to the clock on the wall. “Look, time's up
and our Al is still running”

“Go what? It wus a fiuke the [irst titne, 2 mistake. You
can't beat Godel, and it wouldn't matter if you could.”

He laughed. “You still dont seel”

S “No, I don't”
FmrERtE® The AlS was still running.
- “It will run forever this time. Qur
decist

ision to run the experiment puts
us ut a great juncture between pus-
sible universes. We collapsed the
wuve function reaching our minds”

“What are you saying?’ 1
dermnanded.

“Proving that our universe was
deterministic threw us into a freer
one. Godel proved his work in the
wrong universe. Here the Al will
run forever. But if we stop it and
start again, something even
stranger might happen”

“You're off the deep end now,” I
said, feeling sorry for himn.

“We might be moving across 4
whole series of universes, drawing
closer to the unconditional opmi-
potence that has the true freedom to

o BT et

o oo e

be everything..”

“Yoah, and can't become anything in particular. That's
what [ was saying. Vitter, wake up. We have the other
program. Go see for yourself. That system was com-
pleted. In this one there's obviously some kind of dif-
ficuity. Neither resuil means a thing. Get that through
your stupid head!” Mathematicians were all idealists to
some degree or another, always secrelly beheving in the
literal existence of infinities, numbers, and tortured
geometries. Witter wis no excention,

He shook his head and smued. “Therd's nothing in the
memory, Bruno. Sce for yourself. Go ahead, punch it up”’

I leuned forward and punched w the vrder. Nothing
came up. | went into search mode, Still nothing.

“We've left that universe behind,” Witter said.

“It’s got to be here I said.

The screen remained blank.

“You erased the memeory!” I shouted.

o[ did not.” he reptied soltly, and 1 knew he was tell-
ing the truth.

[ glanced at the foud cart; it winked out of existence.

“Did you see that?” 1 asked.

“Rruno!” Witter shouted. "We've escaped a
totaiitariun cosmos We're free!”

“Relatively,” | said, shaken,

He was looking at me strangely, and I saw that both
his vyes were now hrown. As the ALS continued its
endless run into o free iniinity, | feared what we would
find when we went outside. .. 0



(20) Dong~In Bae sends New Year greetings to the Society from South Korea.
to read the last newsletter,but hopes to do so during winter vacaticn. This semester he will lecture

(21)
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He's been so busy, he hasn't had time

12 hours

Dan Bond ~- responding to our inquiry —has sent us a letter of a kind we don't expect to get very often:
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A2y} Dan tend
(22) aAlberto Conadio writes from Bogota, Colombia:

I work as an investigative reporter with El Tiermpo, the leading newspaper in this country. The vear 1
spent in Geneva (1979) working for the Interraticnal Commission of Jurists is memorable to me. The ICT is a
srall and very effective huten rights organizaticn. + is not as well known as Amnesty Intermational, &
tohemoth in the human rights field, but it does rarvelous work.
Last wonth I tublished a book called "Por que cayo Jaime Michelsen?", on the exploits of Colombia'

v:ivate barker, now 2 fugitive living in Key Biscayne, Florida. The book dié very well: 1

was s0ld in the first month of publicaticn. Last year my first ook, "Bancueros en al  tangud
al:o on  bpanking cscandals, was cn the best-seller list for several weexs. Some 20 kanks and “£i
omzanies have collapsed in Colombia since 1332 for reascns having to do with fraud ard other forms

crimiral miszmenagament.

s a millionaire auther, let me point out tha‘ autbcrs here make very little. It's
I wish I cculd make a living w lt*rg pocks. Although the two I have written have be n

could nardly buy a used car with the royalties. btlll, I have a contract to Co-autinCr

1ClusS.

ish and is improbably interssted in banking scandals in Colomdia, I'1l be happy 0

r hes Froglisn literature at UMic than, and it rukoed off on her son, Brad. His first
Stance”, dust cublished by Ynepf, got a lengthy, glowing review by anatcle Brcyard {and ths
Yin the NY Times Bock RPeview (14/70/84 p.4). Cause for celspraticn.

n the recipient of the 1984 Gustave O. Arlt Award in the Huranities, a con51d rable
letter from The Council of Graduate Schools in the United States {(next page).

REPORTS FPOM OFTICERS

(25} ZIramasurer Dennis J. Darland reports:

Por the onarter ending 12/31/84:
Balance on nand (3/30/84) ceevnneiieneircsctonsncassansncessasssassosncssannassnannneesid25.97

Income: 17 Nnew MEmerS. e ieeeeeerceascorecosnocnscsvanssaannases230.44
D =) o = P L e 1
total dUES..eeeesss 265,44
CONtYIDULIONS e eserororsnsssnssescsssasssoanscssscncanseslds00
sales of R3N, hOOKX,EtC.ieancnresorsaceccacnocsssessenaaal07.70
total InCOomMEaneeesee3B85e1l4 vevevanneesesa338.14
2314.11

Expenditures: Information & Membership Committees..ceeeseaeessa2095.77
BRS Librarye.seoeeescessossesssscsssssssossscasnseeltil.?0
tal SPENteceeceee22270dTeennnennaanasa2227.47,

Balance on hand {12/31/84) ceveeensenneracssacersensaassassanassassssasnssssssssenasesd86.54
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The Council of Graduate Schools in the United States
One Oupont Circle, N.W.  Swte 430 Washinglon, 0.C. 20036-1173  Phone: 202223-379%

Page Two
Professor Nathan Salmon
October 19, 1984

“In sy view, Salmon's book shows the mastery, clarity and judgaent of a

r 19 1964
Octobe senior scholar combined with the enthusiasm and creativity of youth. Both
substantively and methodologically Reference and Essence moves the
dfscussion of reference and of essence To a new and higher plane.”
The Award ftself consists of a suitably inscribed certificate, a check for
21.000 Avgha ‘for-ful presentation made at the Annual Meeting of the Council of
peofessor Natnan U. Salmon raduate 001s of the U.S. This meeting will take place Lecember 5-8, 1484 at the
Gepartment of Philosophy cb:piuudl Hi:t:é\hncte}r:;! Hasgefngton. (7).C.Tana the presentation of the Arlt award will.
Vifornia, N . a lu on ay, Decemoer 7. The travel expenses you incur-in attendin
University of California, Santa Barbara this meeting will reimbursed oy the Council of Graduate Schools. B

Santa Barbara, Calffornia 93106

R ) It was a pleasure to talk to you on the telephone and inform you firsthand of this
Dear Professor Salmon: Maard. 1 will look forward o meeting you in Lecember, y

it is a great pleasure to inform you that you have been designated as recipfent

of the 1964 Gustave 0. Arlt Award in the Husanities. Sincerely, .
As you may know, the Gustave 0. Arit Award is given each year to a young 7 . I3 /7(
scholar teaching in the humanities at an Anerican university who has earned the ,1(,(- ,) woXTes -
7

doctorate within the past five years and wno has pwlished a book deewed to be of
outstanding scholarly significance. The Award Contittee was unanimous in its
decision that your book Feference and Essence published by the Princeton University
Press in 1982 clearly met tne Triteria for scholarly excellence.

Jules B. LaPidus
President

f rting letters that were UBL/1S
You might be interested in some shert quotes from supporting le cos Uae it Award Comat ttee

received by tne Comaittee. Yictoria Fromkir, UCLA

1t is, in my opinion, the best explication and examination of the theory David Simonert, university of Caiffarnia

its philosophical implications that has peen Santa Barzara
of direct reference and its p p! np Hervert Batley, oirector

.

writien. Princeton Lniversity Fress
*1 gincerely believe that Salmon's work will turn out to be one of the

most important contributiocns to this area of research to appear in this

decade.”

«...the subtlety of Salmon’s nuanced and sophisticated argument is
unsatched by writers on similar topics who are Salmon's senfors by many

years.”
*philosophically, the book 1s of great importance and the schalarsnip is
jmpeccable.” ’ .
Aot
Conierence of Sauthern Graduate Schools Nontheastern Associaton of Craduate Schouls
Midwestern Assocuation of Graduate Schools Westesn Associaton of Craduate S hools
QONTRIBUTIONS

.

(26) Fourth Quarter Results. If you want to see how we are doing — as givers — take a look at the Treaswrer's
Report (25) . There you will see a figure of $15 for contributicns. $15 s ro- the average contribution per
member. It is the grand total of all contriputions from all members for tie J-morth period ending December
31st. A grand total of $15. It sets a record: the wrong kind,

Can we not do better?
Don't we need to?
Think about it. No psychic numbing, please.
# No contribution is too small to be useful. We also welcome large contributions.

Thanks.
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(27) JFK to BR,
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ER ON THE INTERNATICNAL SCENE

Records Service, Kennedy Library, Boston):

October 26, 1962

Lord Bertrnnd Russell

lto:&n-m (‘mif

Wales, Englaxd !

Im;arecuiptdymrtelegxzms.

February 1935

during the Cuban missile crisis (with our thanks to Don Jackanicz and the National Archives and

We are curranily discussing tha matter in the United Nations,

mmmmummlofthavwm. thay

mmmdmmmmmmmd

secret Sovist missile weapons inta Cubz. Ithink your aitene

tion might well be dirscted to the burglars rather than to

those who have caught the hurglars,

John ¥. Kennedy

Al Seckel discusses *his responsver byA JFK to BR's telegrams, in the latest "Russell” (Winter 1984-85).

BR INTERVIEWED

(28) BRat ¢) “his is a transcript of the Romney Wheeler interview, as it appeared in Atlantic Monthly (August

, Dp. 51-54). The BRS

Library has the interview on film ("Bertrand Russell”,

‘A LIFE OF DISAGREEMENT

your eighticth birthday, we'd like you to

¥ tcll us what vou think vou have learned

and what vou think you will never lcarn in your
< areer as a philosopher.

Russken, — Well, there dre some thinzs that I
dan't think T shall ever learn and indecd I hope I
Sudl never learn. I don’t wish to learn to change my
Lopes for the world. T am prepared to chanze my
teliefs about the state of the worid. but not my
topes. About that T wish to remain eonstant. [
think we might call the subject of our talk ' Eizhty
svars of changing beliefs and unchanging hopes.”

1t's very difficult for anyhody born since 1914 to
realize how profoundly diderent the world is now
from what it was when I was a child. The chanze

\“"]ﬂzumxr{. — Lord Russell, as you celebrate

An Interview with Bertrand Russell

Eax been almost unbelievable. I try as best I can,
despite my years, to get used to living in a warld of
atom bombs: a world where ancient empires vanish
Iike morning mist, where we have to accustom our-
whes 1o Asiatic seif-assertion, the Communist
menace. The world Is altozether different from what
it wasx when I was young. It's an extraordinarily
4.Meult thing for an old man to live in such a
* rid. T was borfin 1872, My parents died when
1 was il an infant. And so I was brought up by
=y grandparents.

Winren, — Can you tell us something about
dr randfuther? .

rasriL. — Yes. He was born in the carly years
4 the Fronch Revolution. He was a member of
Fesbament while Napoleon was on the ihrone.

RSN44-13), on VHS

te common with Fox, he thought English hostility
N \.:7'""““ was excessive, and he visited Napoleon
:f ‘. Tt was he who introduced the reform in
7't =kich wiarted England on the road towards
e He was Prime Minister during the
T W, during the Revolutions of 1848. T
Tremember him quite well. But as you can sce. he
belonged to an age that now seems rather remote.
The world in which I was young was a solid
world, a world where all kinds of things that have
now disappeared were thought to be going to last
forever. It didn’t dawn on neople that they micht
cease. English people have certainly regarded Enz-
lish naval supremacy as a law of nature. Britannia
ruled the waves. It didn't occur to us that that



might stop.

WieeLER. — Even with Bismarck?

Rresert. — Bismarck was regarded as a rascal
and we thought of him as a sort of uneducated
farmer. But it was assumed that the influence of
Goethe and Schiller would gradually bring Germany
back to a more civilized point of view. Moreover.
we thought of Germany as only 2 land power — it
had no navy; and in fact we weren't at all afraid of
Germany. Political opinion was more favorable to
Germany than it was to France at that time. Bis-
marck himsell compared Germany and England
to an clephant and a whale, each formidable in its
own clement but no danger to each other. That was
how we felt. We were not afraid of Bismarck at
all. It was thought that there was going to be
ordered progress throughout the world. Gradualiy
every country was going to take to parliaments.
There was going to be a bicameral legislature and
wo parties and it was all going to be exactly like
England everywhere all over the world.

My grandmother used to laugh because one time
she said to the Russian Ambassador, *Perhaps some
day you will have a parliament 1n Russia.” He said,
“God forbid, my dear Lady Russell.” Except for
the first word, the Russian Ambassador of the
present day might give the same answer. But that
was the assumption. It was all going to be orderly
and all quite nice.

The atmosphere, apart from politics, was one of
puritan piety — very great piety, very great aus-
terity. We always had family prayers at eicht,
and before family prayers I had to do half an hour’s
practice at the piano, which 1 hated.  Although
there were eight servants in the house, the food was
always of the utmost simplicity, and i there was
anything at all nice. [ was not allowed to have it
beeause 11 was not good for children to eat nice
things. For instanee, there would be rice pudding
and apple tart, The grownups had the apple tart
and 1 had the rice pudding. There was extreme
austerily in all those ways. My grandmother, until
<he was over seventy, would never sit in an arm-
chair until after dinner. Never. It has almost gone
out. that sort of austere living by well-to-do people,
which in those days was very common.

WhgrLer. — When did you get to Cambridge?

RussELL. — I got 1o Cambridge when I was
cighteen, and that of course was a new world to me
completely. T for the first time met people who,
when T said anything that T really thought, didn't
think it absurd. T had learned at home to say
almost nothing about what I really thought. My
people had @ horror of philosophy which interested
me, and they would say every time philosophy was
mentioned: " Philusophy is summed up completely
in these two questions. What is matter? Never
mind. What is mind? No matter.” And at about
the sixtieth repetition of this remark T ccased to be
amused by it. When I got to Cambridge it was a
great comfort to me 1o find people who didn’t re-
ward philosophy as absurd, so that I was very, very
happy when I first got to Cambridze. I quickly zot
10 know a great many people who became my life-
long fricnds. Most of them, I am sorry to say, are
dead now, but those who are still alive are still my
friends.

WHEELER. — You started with mathematies,
didn’t you, and then moved 1o philoxophy?

Russenr. — That is so, yes. I did three years’
mathematics and one year's philoscphy at Cam-
bridge. I had done only mathematics before going
to Cambridge.

WHEELER. — What caused your interest in phi-
losophy?

Russgun. — Well, two things — two very differ-
ent things — caused my interest in philosophy. On
the one hand. 1 wanted 10 understand the principles
of mathematics. 1 observed that all the proofs of
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mathematical propositions that were tauzht me
were obviously fallacious, They didn’t really prove
what they said they did, and 1 wanted o know
whether there is any truth in the world that is
known. I thought, “If there is any, it probably is
in mathematics, but not in mathematics as 1 have
been taught it.” So I tried to find out some truth
there. The other thing that made me interested in
philosophy was the hope I might find some basis for
religious belief.

WaeeLik. — And did you find 112

ResskLe. — No. Ja the mathematical part of
my hopes 1 was fairly satisfied, but in the other
part no, not at afl. For a time I found certain sitlis-
faction in the Platonic eternal world of idcas, which
has a sort of religious flavor, but then I came to the
conclusion that that was nonsense and T was left
without any satisfuction, except. for my desires. It
remains ~o. S0 that as far as that goes, philosophy
proved a washout 1o me, but not as a technical basis
for mathematics.

WihgeLER. — Wasn't it about here that you en-
tered into what you call a life of disagreements?

Russert. — Yes. I disagreed first with my peo-
ple both about mathematies and about philosophy.
They cared only about virtue. Virtue, they said, wus
the only thing of importance in the world. Mathe-
maties was unimportant because it had no ethical
content, and philosophy was positively prernicious
because they thought it undermined virive. So
that on that point I had a strong disagreement wiih
my people. It was solved by my living ameng
academic people who did not take that view, so thai
I zot again into a circle of people among whom 1
wits quite at home.

But that was brought o an end by the first World
War, when I took a pacifist line. T was against the
first war. ] was not against the second. Some
people think that this is an inconsistency, but it
isn't. I never, during the finst war, said that T was
against all war. I said I was against that war. And
I still hold that view. I think the first war was a
mistahe. [ think if that hadn’t happened, you
would not have had Communists, you would not
have had the Nazis, you would not have had the
second World War, you would not have had the
threat of the third. The world would have beer a
very much better place, I think. Germany at the
time of the Kaiser was not uncivilized. There was &
certain amount of suppression of opinion, but less
than there now is everywhere except in England and
Scandinavia. So it really wasn't very bud. For
propaganda purposes the Kaiser’s government was
represented as dreadiul, but that was only atk. It
wasn't really true.

\WHEELER. — Your opinions today in regard to
Russia are not altogether friendly. Did you always
feel that way about the Bolsheviks?

RussiLL. — Yes, and that caused another violent
disagreement.  Owing to my pacifism during the
first war. I had become estranged from what you
might call conventional people, and then T went to
Russia in 1920 and found that I abominated the
Soviet government. They were dreadful people —
dreadful people” alrcady and becoming more so.
1 then had to break with all people who had en-
dured my pacifism wio liked Russia, or thought
they did, so that I was left in a great isolation at
that time. However, I escaped some of the pain of
it by going to China, where I spent a very happy

ear. 1 liked the Chinese very much, and there T
people that 1 could agree with, that I could

H -1uﬂd

ARE. - .
WrHEELER. — Any conclusions about China?

RUSSELL. — Oh, I don't know about conclusions.
o't think I came to any particulur conclusions.

1do .
i continued 10 think as I had thought befare, that
democracy is the best form of government where it
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wilt work. It didn't work very well in China. It
n't worhing at all. And one eould see that it
wouldn't work there, They hadn’t the pnlilivfxl
experience. But I thought it would work there in
.ime and I dare say it would have if circumstances
had been & little more propitious.

\WHEELER. — On your return, the focus of your
sntcrest changed. did it not?

Rus:ELL. — Yes, owing to the birth of my two
older chiidren. T became very much interested in
(-dumlion—‘(spociully, at first, education in the
very eatly years. 1 didn't altogether like the pro-
apecsive schools, though in some respects 1 thought
them much better than the older ones. But there
are some things abowt progressive schools, at feast

wis

Jhout most progressive schonls, that 1 didn't fecl
were right. 1 thought they didn’t pay enouch
snention to instruction. It seems to me that in our
wchnically complex world you cannot play any
important part unless you have a very considerable
amount of actual knowledge, and 1 don’t think
that most children will acquire much knowledze
unkes there is a eertain amount of discipline in the
<hool. 1 think the real discipline required for ac-
quiring knowledee ought to be insisted upon and
in't suificiently insisted upon in a good many
susioen schools that I know.

WuseLER. — Did you change any of your opin-
e i thot sogard?

RvesrLr. — § suppose to some dearce. I tried
reaning a school of my own because I wasn’t satis-
‘.ol with ather schools. I haven't the talents of an
aiministruior and § wasn't satisfied with the school
that | tried to run. Fortunateiy just about that

time 2 certain modern school that 1 was interested

i tavame, T thought, guite good ennugh, and 1 was
satishusd with that. 1 have, I suppose. chanced my
n<. not anly about education, tut about many
:nzs, asa result of seeing what peeple do.
1 ihink that frecdom is not a panacea for all
w2~ 1 think there are 2 good many matiers in
wioh fr-'u!um shoul:d be restrained, some of them
Hters mowhich at s not sufficientiy restrained at
se~nt In the reations betwesn nations there
“ : t b e {recdom than there is. To some
T this upplios to modern edueation too. ]
“': ;:::, "mc;‘ pﬁrogr»:%i;ive schnois certainly have
“A Now in the old-f: ‘h‘“ d '?~ hool, i N‘U(:j-
v & v -fashicned school, if a (_tmd
3 word, it s thought worse than if he
d action, and that seems absurd.

-

3

T Rumite an unkin
5

I think that the uakind action mauers more. in
that sost of way I don't like the oid-fushioned way.
1 also think thut chuldren should be free to explore
the facts of life to a degree that they're not allowed
in an oid-fashioned wayv. I think there should be
free speoch. There are a number of thines that |
Hke very maueh about modern education: but both
in equeation and in other matters, I think freedom
masi have very definite limitations — for exampie,
when things that are definitely harmful to other
noaple are involved, or things, such as lack of knowl-
edze, that prevent vou vourself from being useful.
Those are respeets in which I suppose T should lay
less stress on freedom than in former times.

WreeLErR. — Do you &till believe in the impor.
tance of absiract philosophy?

ResseLn. — That's a very difficult question. 1
have myself a passion for clarity and exactness and
sharp outlines. For some reason that 1 never un.
derstood, that makes people think that J have no
passions, that I am a cold fish. 1don't know why,
but it does cause peaple 1o think so. I don't mysell
think thats altogether just. That's neither here
nor there. But 1 do like clarity and exact thinking
and I believe they are very important to mankind,
because when you allow yourself 10 think inexactly,
your prejudices, your bias, your self-interest, come
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in in ways vou don’t netice. and you can do had
thines withotut knowing that you're doing them.
Self-deception is very easy. For that reason. I do
think elear thinking is immensely impnrtznt. But
1 don’t think philosophy in the id-Gishioned sease
is quite the thing the world needs nowaduys. T
think the needs of the world are different.

WhEELER, — Just what do you fecl todny’s necds
arc?

RusseLL. — Needs depend, of course, on what a
person’s capacities are. But if T were now at this
moment a younz man, whether in Enclind or in
America, I should not take to philosophy. 1 should
think there were other things better 1o take 1o, If
1 had the necessary capacity, I think I would be a
physicist. If my eapaeities dido’t run in that diree-
tior, I should think that history, psychology —
mass psychology especinily — theory of politics,
things of that sort, would be much betier 1o work
at than pure philosophy. And it’s that sort of
thing that [ should take 10 if 1 were now youna.

WurreLER. — Lord Russell, what do you think
the world needs 10 reach this happice state?

Rus<eLL. — I think there are three thines that
are needed if the world is to adapt itsell 1o the
tion. The troubles we are suilering
now are essetitially troubles due to adapting our-
selves 1o a new phase of human life — namely, the
industrial phase: and I think three things are neces-
sary if people sre 1o live happily in the industrial
One of these = wordd covernment. The
serond i approxi ceanomic cquality between
differents parts of the world. And the third is a
I'd like to say a

industrial revon

;*.'im 2N,

i

rearly stationary pobulation.
iittle aboui vach of thove.

Ao to workd government. The world government
should be, of esurse, a federal wovernment, leaving
a very great deai of freedon: to the individual na-
tional governments, with only these things con-
trolled by the world government which are abso-
lately oecessary for the voldance of war. The most
important and the most difiicuit of these is armed
forees. Al the imporrant weapons of war will have
to he in i ds of the international government
and of it aloae. When chat happens, war wiil he-
come praciicolly impesatble; and if war were im-
ble, munkind could gu aheed. If war is not
impossibie. every advance ca scieatific techuique
means an advance in mass murder and is therefore
undesirubla, But if world peace were orce achieved,
the situation would be jusc the opposite.
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Now 1 come on to the question of approximate
economic equality,  As thines stand at present,
Western Burope and still more the Untted States
of America have hizh standards of life. On the
whole, the great majority of their people tive fairly
comfortably from the material point of view. Asia,
on the other hand, lives in very zreat poverty. So
does most of Africa. And the moment people are
suffictently educated to be aware of these facts, the
inevitable result is a great development of envy in
the poorer parts of the world. That cavy is the
cause of unrest and inevitably makes world peace
precarious. The only way of dealing with it is to
produce approximate economic equality. Of course
it's a longz story, but it can be done.

The third point, about population, is very vital
indeed. The food supply of the world tends at
present to diminish through the denudation of the
soil. It also tends to increase through various
technical advances; but those two about balince,
so that on the whole food produce, as it were, does
not increase appreciably., That means that unless
evervhody i3 to be very poor, there must be not
more people to be fed, not many more, than there
are now, and therefore vou have got to get ap-
proximate equality of population and apgroxi-
mately stationary population. Otherwise those
parts of the world where the population increases
fast will want to go to war with those where it
increases slowly: ’

WrueeLer. — That raises the problem of Asia.

ResseLn. — Well, Asia first of ail has risen to the
point of education — some Asians have — where
it is niot prepared any longer to be subservient to the
white man. It hasn’t noticed that Russians are
white. If it had, it would have taken a diiferent
line, but it seems to think that Russians are yellow
or black or some other color, and [ think our
propaganda oucht to be mainly devoted to saying
only Russians also are white. Lbelicve that would
be the eifcetive propaganda to use in Asia, but

['ll pass that point by. :\sia clearly .is.going to ey~
cquality with the white man, and iU's perfeetiy ¢
tile, absolutely futile, for the white man o revi,,
that game. It will infallibly win — infailibly

and we ought to concede it graciousty at once buier.
we are driven to it to concede compicte equality «,
Asin. But if Asia is not to overwheim the resy .f
the world with a vast flood of popuiation ang
poverty, Asia must live up to its responsibiiitieg

February 1935

and must learn the sort of thing we have leary
in the West, which is how to maiatain a royzt
stationary population. If they can't learn i
(and I fully believe they can iearn and learn quicklv
much more quickly than people think) they wiil
not have won their claim 1o vquality.

WHEELER. — Lord Russell, speaking as of today,
can you see the influence of any one phiiosopher
more than any other one? :

ResserL. — I suppose in recent years the most
important infiuence has been Marx — il you can
dignify him with the name of philosopher. I should
hardly like to dignify him so my=elf, but I suppose
he must count in the list and he certainly has hud
more influence than anybody eise.

WaeFLER. — For these of us who reject Marx,
can you offer any positive philosophy to help uy
toward a more hopefui future? :

. Rrssecn. — Well, you see, I think one of the
roubles of the world has been the habit of doz-
matically b lieving something or other, and I thina
all these matters are full of doudbt and the ratinnat
man will not be too sure that he is right. [ thins
that we ought alwavs to entertain our opininns
with some measure of doubt. 1 shouldn’t wish
people dngmatically to believe any philosopiy, not
even mine. No, [ think that we should arecpt our
philosophies with a measure of doubt. What 1 Jo
think is this: that if a philosophy is to brinz he
piness, it should be inzpired by hindly feeiing, M-
pretended that he wanted the happiness of th
letariat. What he really wanted was the anhan
piness of the bourgeols, and it was because of
negative element, because of that hate elemment.
that his philosephy produced disaster. A phtioso-
phy which is to do zood must be one Inspired by
Kindly feeling and not by unkindly feelinz.

WHEELER. — Summing up. Lord Russell, do rou
feel there is hope for the world today?

Rrssecr. — Yes, Ido. I feel it very stronddy,
but how far that is a rational conviction, if one 15
temperamental, I can’t say. I do most stronuls
that there is hope. There may be very dread
times ahead of us, I dare say there are, but 1 snill
believe, I believe most firmly, that through what-
ever pain and suffering, mankind will emerge from
these dreadful things and will emerge into some
world that will be happier thar any world that hus
existed in the past. I am firmiy persuaded of that.
What [ don’t know is how long it will take.

it

REPORTS FRCM CCMITTEES

(2%} Philoscphers Committee (David E. Johnson, Chairman):

The BRS's annual session -— at the Eastern Division meeting of the American Philoscphical Associaticn ——
was held on December 28th, at 10 a.m., in the New York Hilton Hotel.

David Johnson,

of Houston.

Professor Wahl explored two questions:

of the Naval Academy,
Wahl of Wabash College, Crawfordsville, Ind.

chaired the session.

Whether it is really correct o say a person can

The paper was delivered by Prefessor Russell
The commentator was Professor Justin Leiber of the University

have merely

descriptive knowledge of a thing, and whether truths can be known abcut things known only by description.

He argued that Russell's criginal intention in introducing the notion of knowledge by descripticn was to

account for the possibility that truths could be known about things with which one is not
is the case despite some of Russell's later claims that such things as
Kkncwn

other things which are

only by description are

Piccadilly,
really logical constructions

acquainted. Thi
physical cobiects and
of things known
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by acquaintance.Far from being a consequence of the position in "On Denoting” and "Kncwiedge by Acgquaint-
ance, Knowledge by Description,” this more constructivist view actually conflicts with it in some respects.

Professor Leiber had few critical comments, asking instead whether or not Russeil just chanced his view,
on what we can be acquainted with, from his position in The Principles of Mathematics. Further, Leiber
asked whether, in "On Denoting", Russell was just using "Scott" illustratively, and nct as a genuine proper
name, Wahl responded that by 1$11 Russell had changed his view on acquaintance, tut not on whether
knowledge is only of cbjects of acquaintance. The exchange by the principals was followed by lively
discussion from the flcor.

Professor Johnson then spoke about a problem these Russell Society sessions (now in their 1llth year) were
having. He found it hard to understand why so few papers were being submitted — at a time when people ar
looking for employment and/or trying to become tenured. .

There was a discussion about whether or not to change the format, with the consensus being that formal
papers with discussion was the preferred style.

Deadline for submission of papers is May 15th for the meeting the following December. Members of the
# Society are encouraged to submit papers or to encourage friends engaged in Russell scholarship teo do so.

The session ended with concluding remarks by Professor Leiber,titled "The Responsibility of the Profession:
the Case of Russell and Wittgenstein". Leiber arqued that for him Russell is a better model of how a
vhilosopher should be engaged in the world (for instance, going to jail for his convicticns),whereas
Wittgenstein represents a danger that cur profasssion faces (namely twrning irmward from the larger werid.)
What the profession has done is o treat Wittgenstein much more favorably than Russell, to the extent of
developing a personality cuit arcund the former. Leiber also discussed the personal relations between the
two men,stressing how Russell repeatedlv went to bat for Wittgenstein and in turn was treated shabbily by
Wittgenstein. These remarks provoked a lively discussion, which carried the group to the end of the two-
hour sessicn.

(30) Books: .

_ BOOKS FOR SALE FROM THE BERTRAND RUSERELL SOCIETY LIBRARY

-This 1ist and prices are currant as of January,2985. The discounts
given provide considersble savings, especially for certain tities
which are often difficult to locate,

-Prices include posiage and other shkipping costs.

«-"H" indicates hardbound edition., N2 ncotation indicates paperbound.

~Please remit by check or money order, payable tc¢ The Bertrand Russell
Societv,

-Send orders to : Tom Stamley,lussell Society Library,Box 366,Hartford,
Vermont, 05047,

By Bertrand Russell

Authority and the INAividual....seeevsecsosesscesssnsccsaceld 3475
The Autobiography of 8.R. (in one volume)...eecesessssences 7.50
The Autobiography ¢f 3.2, Volume.leeessscessescascasasscses 16,00
The Autobiography of B.R.,Vslumeé TI..eeesesscccanssscnccass 13,00
The Autobiography ot B.R.,Volume IIIl....acececeececccacassee 11,00
Education and the Socifl Order....eccesseesesescsccsasssnss 14.25
German S0cial DemoCTaACY.ceseeesssoscosocssscssccsscessanses 3.00
Has Man 8 FutlUre?.....cceseesecocovsosscsocsassscsrssssssacss B5.00
HBistory of the World in Epitome,....ceeseccveesvacsnsnsnscs 1.00
Human SOciety in Ethics and POlitiCSecesoesscsscocescccasnne 16000
Icarus or the Puture of ScCienCe...seveeeescesccsesssssssaces 3.00
The Impact of Science on SOCietY,..ccevsesesecrccssesanaese 275
In Praise 0f 1A1eneBS..csecossococsscscososavesvsansacseses 2¢73
An Inquiry into Meaning and TTuth....ecscosvessessccscaesecs 0.00
Justice 1n Wartille,....ceeesesscsconcasssscescsossvsscessroes 8,00
Mortals and Others,edited by Ruja.....cesvccecacecsscccenaa 8.00
My Philosophlcal Developement.........-‘.....----....----.. 2.75
An Outline Of PR110SOPIYerescosecseoesanscsssaassascsscscsss 16,00 1
P011it1C8Ll XdEABlSeeessecocoossocanssacscsanasssssscscsesasssacas 327D
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Phe Practice and Theory Of BOlShevism,..cceeeenasccroocnane 9.00 H
The Practice and Theory of Bolshevism,..c.eseceecvocecacces 3.75
Principles of Social ReconStIrUCtiON.csssssescscoaescscsssnse 2.09 H
Principles of Social ReconsStrucltioB.scecoscscosnsoseroscscone 3.75
Roads t0 Freedom,...ceveccesossasonssnrvsssscasoasesconsnses 4,00
Sceptical EB8AYB.ecesssessvsssacrsacersesssrranvooratirosss 4,00
Unarmed ViCtOXY..eeosseoecsassosssocscsrarsonsasasconsonccs 11,00 H

By Other Authors

Bertrand Russell,1872-1970,.cccsscessvecracscssaanoansassce 1.25
The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words. 4.00
Bertrand Russell,A Life by Herbert GottchalK...ceseecoconee 1.50
Bertrand Russell, The Passionate SceptiC..cecscecorncecccss 1.75
Mr. Wilson Speaks"Frankly and Fearlessly"On Vietnam to B.R. 1,25
Essays on Socialist Humanism in Honor of the Centenary

of Bertrand RuSSell...eesssscossvncsccsossssosccccansoes 9.00 H
Essays on Socialist Humanism in Honor of the Centenary

of Bertrand RuSSe€ll...sessecccosssaossssanesasscnnosss 4,00
The Tamarisk Tree,Volume I,by Dora Russell...ccecsccenracse 5.00 H
Effects and Dangers of Nuclear War.,...cccesesesccccnessans .75
Secrecy of Correspondence is Guaranteed By Law, Medvedev... 3.50
National Frontiers and International Scientific

Cooperation, MedvedeV..csesssoaceosesorsscancoscsccans 5,00

BOUKS FOR SALE FROM McMASUER
Each of these publications is a bargain. All are in short supply.,

Russell in lleview: Proceedingzs of the Centenary Celebrations...12,00 C
Intellect and Social Conscience: Essays on ilussell's

Early WoIK,.eeeeasosooesososascsansocasesnsasosaansns 7.00 C
Catalogue of the Centenary EXhibiliofliseesevecaressscrracorencs 1,00 C
Bertrand Mussell, My Own PhH1loSOpHY..ceceiiarasvecrsrocrnneanans 4,00 C

Urders should be addressed to: McMaster Universzity,rMills Mewmorial
Library, 1280 Main St, west,lamilton,Untario,L8S 4Lu, Prices are in
Canadian dollars,payatle to McMastsr University Library Press,

(31) Membgrs' staticnerv. 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top:“"The good life is one inspired by love anrd guided by
kncwxe@ge.* Tertrand Russell" On the pottom: "*Mcotto of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." $6 for 90 sheets,
postpaid. Order from the newsletter, address on Fage 1, bottom.

NEW MEMBERS

(32) We are pleased to welcome these new members:

CHERYL, BASCOM/10504 Riverside Drive/Tcluca Lake/CA/91602
CHARLES D. BASH/2421 Knollridge Drive/Foit Wayne/IN/46815
PAUL ALAN BAKER/English Dept./600 N. Park St./Macdison/WI/S53706
RCBERT BEAUDRIER/1727 Campus Road/Ics Angeles/CA/S50041

LEO CASEY/54 Hobson St./Brichton/MA/02135

MARK GEORGIEV/55635 Guincho Court/San Diego/CA/92124

DCNALD GREEN/106 Hart Av./wWebster Groves/MO/63119

RAMON K. ILUSCRIG/Oth Floor, Prudential Bank 3ldg./Makati, Metro Manilla/Philippines
GEORGE KAYE/Kave Bldg./Paxton/IL/60957

JAMES.E MAKI/1463 LeBlanc/Lincoln Park/MI/43146

SAMUEL MILLIGAN/4701-B PERSHING AV./FORT WORTH/TX/76107

BRIAN R, MOLSTAD/245 Powell/Clarendon Hills/IL/60514

ERIC S. NELSOMN/3024 N. Kilbourn/Chicago,IL/60641

JOMN A. O'NEILL/301 Dzl Verde Circle (5)/Sacramento/CA/95833
PAUL REINERS/9172 Buchanan/Iowa State University/Ames/IA/50013

MARNA TIESLER/77 W. Court St./Doyleston/PA/18901

JUDITH E. TOUBES/1449 N. Tamarind Av./Los Angeles/CA/90023
DAVID A. VESHOSKY/7C0 Wolf Av./Easton/PA/18042

TCM WEIDLICH/511 E. 12th (5)/ NY/NY/10009
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(33) _ NEW ADDRESSES

REV. DAN BOND/Holy Spirit Parish/1396 Lynnhaven Blvd./Virginia Beach/VA/23456-2798
DEAN T. BUWDEN/2859 El Cajen Blvd./San Diego/CA/92104

ALEJANDRO GARCIADIEGO/Jose Ms. Velasco #71/Del Benito Juarez/03900/Mexico,D.F./Mexico
CHARLES W. HILL/Rte. 5, Box 61/Covington/G LA/70433

GRAHAME E. MAISEY/c/o Belvoirdale/1235 Chestnut/Philadelphia/PA/19107

PETER MEDLEY/2550 N. 49th St./Milwaukee/WI/53210-2847

P. D. MONCRIEF/PO Box 91303/Menphis State University/Memphis/TN/38152
CARL SPADCNI/45 Dalewood Crescent/Hamilton/Cnt./Canada/L8S 4B6

GLENN W. SUNDERLAND/1C04 Northampton Rcad (F)/Washington/IL/61571
LUCILLE B. ZARSE/1013 Tippecance St./Lafayette/IN/47904

February 1985v

ABOUT OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

(34) The Bertrand Rgssell Peace Foundation, which was founded by BR to work for peace and human rights,
for some help in dealing with its annual deficit, Here is how Ken Coates puts it:

Founding Prasiclent: the Ead Russetl, OM, FRS 118721970

The Rertrand Russell Peace Foundation Ltd.

Bertrand Russek House,
Gamcie Street,

Nottingham NG7 4€T,

England {Reg. Othcel

Reg. Nio. 8I1680 (Ergland!
Telmpone.: 0602 734506
Cattes: Russfound Noiungham

2nd November, 1984.

L‘Q&)—A, b (:/L}'CU ’

A3 an admirer of Bertrand Russeil, we think you will not mind receiving
this letter, which comes from tke Foundation which he establiched in 1963,

It has been o easy task to crry on Russell's work for peace and dis-
armameant in the years which have followed his death, The arms race has run
away with the two great niclear poicers, so that the number of nuclear weapons
now empiacad avound the warld auwlnumbers even the wildest fears of 1970,

The worseaing of reiations Lotwe 15+ and West 18 accompanied by growing
conflicts within the bloc systems themselves, As o result of the efforts of the
non-aligned countries, the 1978 Spectal 3ession of the United Nations did make
workable proposals for nuclear disarmament, but all of these were nullified
last year when, at the Second Epectal Segsion in New York, the nuclear powers
were able to reverse eagines away from any kind of disarmament,

At the beginning of this decade, the Russell Foundation helped to launch
an Appeal for Zuropean Nuclear Disarmament, which has brought together all
the major peace mcvements in Eurcope, and very representative groupings
from the United Stares as well, 25 a rcsult of this work, the Russell Founda-
tion is in demand all over the world, and finds that its telephone and communi
cations bills increase at the same moment that its income is being reduced.
Although we have accumulated a quite remarkable range of contacts and exper-
tise, we find ourselves in the situation that there is a shortfall in our income
of approximately £20, 000 each year, If we can't meet this shortfall, we shall
have to cut back our operations at precisely the moment when they are becom-
ing more effective than ever before, This would be a desperately bad service
to the memory of our founder, :

3#* Can you help us? Any donations will be very gratefully received, If
you could undertake a regular annual donation, this would be even more use-
ful, in enabling us to budget sensibly,

1If you would ltke to have further information about the Foundation, or
Usts of our publications and activities, please do not hesgitateto write, We
will be delighted to answer any of the questions which may occur to you,

Yours sincerely,

&—’“
Ken Coates

is asking
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(35) Eemlock Society's newsletter,"Hemlock Quarterly” (Jaruary 1985) includes an article on the Koestler double
Suicice, "wny Cynthia Joined Arthur," (PO Zox 66218, Los Angeles, CA $0066-0218)

s Committse ran this ad in the (Sunday)New York Times Review of the Week

(36) wational Zmergency Civil Likertie :
(2737385, 21E, op ec page). Tne ad was scnewnat larger than shown here.
PR L

An Cren Letier io
the American Peogie

in his Inaugurs! Address January 20 Prasident Reagan spoke eloguently of
the grag! Amsricarn ideals tha! he and nis fallow-citizens must strive to
uphoid. Yet only two days orevicusiy the Fresident had directed that the
U.S. Governmant take no hurther part in the World Court procecdings
deafing with Nicaragua's suit against the Unwad States for vioiating
International law by supporhng paranulitary attacks by rebels in Nicaragua
and by mining its harbors. This dishonorable boycott of the Woend Court
beirsys Amarica g historic ideals for international peace and for the rule of
law throuzhout tha worid. Frasiden® Reagan is clearty & man of many

contradictions.

As Anthony Lewis states in his exceflent article on Presidential powers
withaut socountability {(New York Times Op-€d Jan. 1), "The Reagan
Administration tesred that the court proceading wouid bring out the facts of
its aid to tarrorist activitios and tocus stention on it3 visiation of ireaiies.”
Thus the U.S. withdrewe! fram Worid Court jurisdiction means that Pres:dent
Reagan is 2gain frying to evnd accouniatiity by concesing the truth and is
viglating the American peopie’s basic civit irbarty, ihe :ight i0 krnow.

Cotiiss ! amont, Chairpersen
Editn Tiger, Director
Leonard B. Boudin, General Cour.sei

Mational Emergency
Civil Liberties Commitiece
175 Fifth Avanue, New Yark, NY 10160
(212) 673-2040

(37) Copyright. We've chgnged our mind about the desirability of copvright for the newsletter., We den't want to
stop others from using newsletter material. We'd like others to use it. We copyrighted the last issue (RSN44),
but we will not copyright this issve or future issues.




(38) Theory of Knowledge by Bertrand Russell.
collaboration with Kenneth Blackwell.Allen & Urwin,
7) Reviewed by Marvin Kohl, SUNY College at Fredonia. (CHOICE Jan '85 Philosophy)
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Russell never
first 6.

completed this book,
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BOOK REVIEWS

The 1913 manuscript,

and of the 16 chapters he did complete saw fit to publish only
The major virtues of this resurrected book are the almost paradigmatic way Russell proceeds to

edited by FElizabeth Ramsden Eames in
1984. 258p i1l (The Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell,

the

justify his claim that some beliefs are self-evident; his useful, often brilliant characterizations of the

nature of human understandings,
which provides both an overview of Russell's epistemclogical development and an explanation of

belief,

and knowledge by acquaintance;

and Elizabeth Eames introduction

why

he did not complete the manuscript.’ But one reason why it may be of limited contemporary interest 1is

that many

empiricists now hold that intuitive self-evidence of nonlogical peliefs cannot possibly be

claimed to vield indubitable knowledge. CHOICE urged (Apr '84) that Volume 1 was essential for all college

collections ard highly recommended it for general libraries who wished to have a partial
and other fascinating information about a man who is clearly one of the greatest,

intellectual,

a major editorial achievement.

book is recommended only for graduate collections.

autobiography
if not the greatest,

of our century. This reviewer still thinks that the collection as a whole should prove to be
But for libraries limited to purchasing individual volumes,

the present

CREATIONISM

) From the Washington Post (11/24/84, p. Rll):

In School, Science Seems to Be Leading Creationism
‘It Looks as if the Tide Has Turned,’ Evolutionist Says

By Bocyce Rensberger

Washington Past Staff Writer

Even though the theory of evo-
lution continues to prompt vigorous
- controversies among scientists,
most of its backers agree that they
seem to be winning their battle
against religious creationism.
Despite attempts by refigious
fundamentalists to force the teach-
ing of hiblical creationism in public
schools, advocates of evolution the-
ory say that no state still enforces
such laws,
“It looks as if the tide has
turned,” said Karl Fezer, who edits

a pro-evolution newsletter that cir-
culates among a growing numter of
scientists and others fighting cre-
ationism.

Fezer, a biology professor at
Concord College in Athens, W.Va.,
and others credit the turnaround to
two factors.

One was a Supreme Court deci-
sion that declared Arkansas’ so-
called equal-time law unconstitu.
tional. In that case, the court

agr22d with the American Civil Lib-
erties Union, which had filed sut,
that a state law requirin
tesch bibiical €1ealicaist
favored one religion. The court aisa
ordered tre state ta pay ACLU's
court cos!s. -

The decision cost Arkanszs about
$500,070, a facor evolunoasts say,
may have discouraged other states
from passing “equal-time” "rws and
facing stumilar suits, despiie movnt-
ing pressure from the religious
right. A

The second facter has been a re-
versal in the fortunes of scientists
who voluntesr to debate creation-
ists in public forums.

For manvy years, creationists
challenged svolutionists to debate
them before college audiences and
comniunivy groups.

“The scientists who volunteered
to take them on usually figured it
would be easy to beat somebody
who was just quoting the Bible,”
Fezer said. As it turned out, the
creationists were skilled debaters
with well-honed lines of argumen-
tation that the scientists couid not

immediately counter, By their own
admission, the evolutionists were
roundly beater: in the minds of the
spectators.

When it vecame apparent that
sucn forums belped sway public
cpinion, sevaral scientists elected
to study the creationist positions
and prepare the documentation
needed to refute them. They
proved successful, winning more
and more debates,

“The creationists aren’t so inter-
ested in debating anymore,” Fezer
said,

Evolutionists also point to a more
concrete victory. The state school
board in Texas, a bastion of reli-
gious fundamentalism, was declared
unconstitutional by the state attor-
ney general and replaced by a board
more receptive to the teaching of
evolution. The move followed a re-
port critical of the quality of public
education in Texas by a commission
headed by industrialist Ross Perot.

The new board recently com-
pleted its selection of textbooks for
use by the state’s schools. Of the
five biology texts approved, none

offers a word about biblical cre-
ation.
“This was a real turnaround,”

said Wayne Mover of Peopie for the
American Way, a Washington-based
organization active in textbook cen-
sorship cases. “For the first time,

" we felt that science was on the in-

side and creationism was on the
outside.”

Moyer and Fezer said that al-
though organized creationism is
less conspicuous, many of its advo-
cates remain active on local school
boards.

Moyer said this pressure was
being met by growing numbers of
citizen groups protesting textbook
censorship to local school boards.
Movyer said his organization has
more than 120,000 members na-
tionwide,

“All in all, I would say the situ-
ation is markedly better than it was
just a couple of years ago,” he said.
“Schools are getting back to teach-
ing science as science.”
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BOOK REVIEWS

Rowse doesn't like Russell. From the Wall Street Journal (1/15/76), a review of "The Life of Bertrand Russell”
by Ronald w. Clark, "The Tamarisk Tree" by Dora Russell, and "My Father, Bertrand Russell" by Katharine Tait.
with thanks to Paul Garwig. Reviewer: A. L. Rowse.

These three books under review give us all, and rather more than all, that one needs to arrive at a proper
estimate of the life and work of Bertrand Russell, one of the supposed sages of our time. But why should
anyone have supposed him a sage? That is the problem. why should people have been so ready to follow anyone
so cbvicusly erratic, so wrong-headed and irresponsible in every sphere in which he pontificated?

wherein lay the appeal? That question is easier to answer. Russell had all the appeal of extreme
intellectual vivacity, sparkling intelligence and wit, a naughty sense of fun, an irresistible charm for
women. He was tremendously good company, never a dull moment with him all his 98 years -— what a record! -
as these witnesses testify. Whatever one thirks of Russell's views and his record, this makes him
fascinating to read about.

Mr. Clark's is, in a sense, the official biography based on the immense Russell archive and all the sources
—— come 2000 letters to Lady Ottoline Morrell alone — and yet the interest never flags. Mr. lark's
portrait of the man and narrative of the extracrdinary career are fair and reliable: he presents Russell as
Oliver Cromwell wished to be painted, "warts and all." The other two books, by Russell's second wife Dora,
and their dJaughter Kate, corrcborate the picture. The young Girton don at Cambridge (Eng.), upon whom
Bertie pressed marriage in the hcpe (fulfilled) of having children, has not always presented a dignified
front to the world -— 1 rememper her speaking at Oxford in the last stage of pregnarcy — but her
autobiography gives a much better impression: courageous and gallant, gererous, full of spirit and spuk.
Evidently, from her Bertie got as much as he gave: he met his match. Their daughter's book -—a convert to
Christianity, after all -- tells the story of the effect of all this free~thinking, of modernist
theorizing about morals and society, upon the progeny in spreading unhappiness, alarm and despondency all
arourd.

On can appreciate the fun and stirulus, even the charm, of Bertie's company, provided one did not have to
live with it. But why regard him as a sage, a reliable guide or rentor in regard to anything?

The author of "The Conquest of Harpiness" simply created mich unhappiness for others. As the second most
important woman in his life —— after Cttoline — his mistress for vears, Lady Constance Malleson, wrote:"A
man exhausting other men by his intellect; exhausting women by his intensity; wearing out his friends;
sucking them dry, passing from person to persen, never giving zny real happiness —- or finding any." (I
nope he fourd it, all passicn spent, in his eighties and nineties.)

The author of gquides to "Marriage and Morals,"and the education of children, admitted in his autobiography
that he had "failed as a parent” and that he was "oblinded by theory.

"anybody could have told me this in advance,” he says blithely; there he puts his finger on the source of
the trouble - but of course he would never take telling,he remained as cocksure and arrogant as before,
though convicted again and again of having been wrorg.

Bertrand Russell is the most outstanding example in our time of the wrong-headedness of doctrinaires and
the damage they can do. He was wrong over the first German war —— though he never admitted it —— as his
change of front over appeasement and the second German war snowed. Of course he was in faver of peace, but
why should that have been crowned hy a Nobel Prize? We are all in favor of peace, scme of us more so than
Russell, who advocated a war against Russia, takirg advantage of the nuclear pomb at the time, and then
said he had forgotten all about it! Wny take the political views of such a man sericusly?

He was ccmpletely wrong apout Cuba, as President Kennedy brought home to him: "Your attention might well

be directed to the burglars rather than to those who have caught the burglars.”

Russell's original reputation was made in mathematical logic and analytical ghilosophy: he should have
stuck to those — but they did not gualify him as any guide in morals or politics, history or sociology.
For one thing, arrogant aristocrat as he was — as these books bring out —— he did not understand human
beings very well. 50 he was the last perscn to provide for their well-being — a mixture of genius and
folly, little ordinary common sense.

No philosopher myself, I begin to have my doubts as to the value of the philosophy when Russell himself
lays down,"The belief that metaphysics has any bearing on practical affairs, is a proof of logical
incapacity." He himself regarded the 10 vears that he and Whitdhead spent on "Principia Mathematica" as a
blind alley, leading nowhere. The philosopher Broad pointed out that Russell changed his philosophy every
three years or so. And a voung Oxford critic has sutmed up that Russell left no philosophical masterpiece,
"hut, instead, umpteen flawed and superseded books."

Then why did they give him a Nobel Prize? I can only suppose from the leftist slant vitiating that award. I
can think of far better candidates: Robert Frost and Samuel Eliot Morrison, for poetry and history. Those
are at any rate real subjects.

As A Cornishman ] cannot but be pleased by the lyrical enthusiasm Russell and his family felt for their
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by the coast near Land's End. They all have nostalgic descriptions of summer davs
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ere,

bathing in those paradisal beaches they nad very much to themselves in those days before trippers and

coachloads of tourists.

Cornish le or the life of Corrwall going on outside their ken. _
e £ alienated from the common stream of humanity —- yet always prepared to

outsiders,doctrinaire foreigners,
lay down the law about it.

Somehow,

CONTRIBUTIONS

All the same it is significant that the Russells never made any real contact with
wherever they were, they were

{i1) Recent contributors will be acknowledged in the next issue (RSN4€). Sorry about the delay, which is due to a

{42)

{43)

computer foul-up.
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