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(2) Dvson  on hcw to qet with  the  Russians
reviews    of    his  remar!¢able  Dock,

We  think  Freeman  Pyson  is  always  north  listening  to.   (For  several"Weapons  and  Hope",     see  RSN42).       He  vas  intervieiAred  cn    TV    recently,     by
Conchita  Pierce,  on  .+¢arch  24,   1985,  over  Channel  4   (NYC) .  This  is  how  it  vent:

[Teday we  talk with \rorld-renowrrd  physicist  Freeman  Pysori,    who wrote  ''Freedom and  Hope''  treause  he  ranted  to
discuss  tzi.e  greatest  problem  r`^cxlr  facing  mankind,     the  rmclear  arms  race,    and  .h.e  warited  to discuss  it  fran  a  a
human  rather  +Ihan  a  technical  point  of  view.

[He's  trying  to  build  a  ccmwhcations  bridge  betneen  those who build  arhi  depley  ve`a:x>rs  ~  he  calls  then`
the    warriors  -and  t:he  resc  c>f  us,    whar`  he  calls  victims.    He  cones  to  us  to+cay  as  a  cxxrStinat.ion  of  warrior
and  victim.  I,et' s  first  take  tJ--^e  concept  of  wazi=ior.]'rhat   nears    of   course  not  just  the  people  in  the  Pentagor`.,it  also  includes  a    lc,t   cf    irny   pi`cfessiorml
I-riends  at  tile  uri.iversities,    peple who  are  professionals  in  arms  cont=cl,,  for  example,  .wh.a  1cok  on  the  tfirtg
as  an  incellectual  exercise.  Tr,ey're  just  as  rruch varriors  as  tr,e    sc)lditr± s.

[And    in    lcoking   at  it  as  an  intellectual  exercise,    is  it  more  figures,    is  it  !?`c;re    ass`]red   corrputer
readouts?I

No    I  coulc:in't  say  that.    B\:t  it  is  a  discipline,and  it  is  part of  their  culture  tc:  tal:L`; very coolly   and
Trot  to get a:rational  about  it.

[In  doing  +.hat,  what  do  you  think  a.hey  lack?]
Very  often  oI-co`Jrse,these  are  ver.derful  people.    They've  contriLhuted  a  gT+`eat  deal,    !3ut.  stj.1l  the    `.crlci

they  live  in  Scrne:r?ow  isn't  the  real  rorld  because    it's  tco  abstract.     .rso  I.  i`:1.-,`e  `?reat  jis2g=c._Llr€ji`.Ts  .,¢it++I  tj-h.en
about  strategic  dcx=Crires,    for  e:xple,beca\ise  their  docL-ines  never  see.T`  tc`  tck`e  ir`tc.  ac`?olrit  :h.e  realitT.J  of
the 'corld  -  whEt  a  messy .rorld  it  is  -  and  what  differer`.t  kir}ids  of  pei`,pie  t.:.:er::  a.=e  ir.  it..

[And  yet  they  are  part  of  this  corld,  so  why  dori't  they  taJ(e  ir.  -ur`e  I.?.2j <`r.`iy?I
Well,    it's    hard,if  you're  sitting  at.  the  university,    and  reec±ing  books  all  =f.e  +.1.,+`.,i.+..'s  ,-.ot  i_he    sfat~.c

thing  as  being  out  i+^ere,    living  it.    I  an of  course  into-ested  in  these  zi.c*`jti}t+_atiors  .~-:tc:n.  irlh  =Iist  startlr`g
and  I'd  lij{e  first  of  all  just  to  say,iet's  rot  expect  anything  to  iL,appen.    It`s  ptoicabl:v.  7rot~  going  to  hops,€n.
That's  .riot  had.   It's  irraprtant  to  talk wit+,  t,Lie    Russians  unetber  oi-riot  a  t=eat`,'  cx`;!fes  `=ij`.  o±  ic.

{T^-ny  do  you  say,   let's  not  expecc  anything?I
Ekacause    're  have  to  be  ver/  patient.    Negcltiating  is  alwTays  very  slL``'.Tile  }j€.st  Ire,:ig.+.  -if~.  eve:c  g{`.\-:,     since

h'orld  War  11,    was  the  A`]striar`.  S+ate  'rreat`./,    -wh.cr.  m3st  people  have  r^eve2.  e'v`en  heard  of.  Tc  jrty.  rri;i.a  tjrat  vas
inch  rTx]re  ixprtant  than frost  of  these  other  things  that  are  rrELt~e  famous.    i.'rie  Austl. ian  State  €Teaty was  aly3ut
people,     not  acout  veaperrs.    And  i.t  got  the  Russians  out  of  Auscria,     and  est,ab`lis.ri:..a  Ai`|.==i-i€.  as  a  neutr`-.1  and
independer.t  cc>imtr-~,'.  Tri.e  i-esults  have  bee:i  wt3.nderful.I.ustria  has  prospered  ever  shee,  ai'-.3  I-`i.'..i5ia¢  has  accepted
t:r`~e  situation wick  grace.     I  find  that  a  triijrph.  The  reason  it  happezned  '*is  beTca`t±`,e  T^r:  {+i3re  1.-Cry  pacier.t.`The
negotiatiorrs  w`enc on  ,rare  or  less  for  about  ten  years,  and  it 'ras  aor,e  q`iiet].v,  wi+ih.t)lit  3ivr.i  gr€3at,  £'uss,  and  in
the  er`,d  a  very  .3ced  treacy  came  out.     That's  the  kind  of  thing  tJve  should  ho.ce  €i`j:.    .i.`:c:Ire  rfo+.  going  to  r`.aye    a
treaty ir. a hurry.

[As  ue  are  lcoking  at  tin.e  news  in  Gefieva,    what  should we retch  for?    Is  jt.  jusc  aLri  exert:ise  in  f.utility?
You're  not  s`Jggesting  +|tat.]

}fo,      but    if  scmething  serious  is  being  done,    it  has  to be  done  a qrieti|..€o ve  shotiich't  expet  either
side to talk.  If  they start rngotiating  in p,ublic  it near:s  +Jie  thing  isn't  se.-fitju.i3.riiat's ben  the  trouble  all
along with  many  of  our  negotiations.  If  yc>u  start  telling  the  public  what  ysu're  .-coy.`r^g  at  +_h.e  table,  it  means
you.re  not  really  taiting  co  the  pec>ple  across  the  table,  i/c`u're  talking  tc  tj:rie  people  :-Jack  hcme.

[co  you  have  a  cih.cice  wr.en  the  public  clamors  so  much  to  kr.ow  what's  happentry?I
Yes,    you   have   to  lean  to nold  your  tor,que  and keep quiet.    That's  scmething ve   find   difficult.    The

Rlssians  of course are better at  LJitat.
(You've    explair4ed    the concept  of warrior.    Nchr explain  the  concepc  of  victim,    and   how   that   differs,

bcaause you want  a  bridge  bet`meen  the  tro. I
A   victin  is  saTErmr wr]o  feels  the  evil  of  nuclear veapens  in  her  bones.The victi,rs  seem  to end  up being

female,.    though  that's  not  always  true.'rhe  rrore  effective  spckesmen  of  tr,e  anti~nuclear  rr`ovement  are  unnen  for
sane   reason or other.    I  thick  it's  just  the- t  somehow  they do  have  a  better way of  icoklng   at   things.    It's
amyray different.    You  start  i.ron a gut  feeling,  real  total  disgust and horror ac the  idea  of  nuclear 'rapons.
That's  what  I  nean by being  a  victim.  It's  somebody who  apprccaches  the  +Jing  fron a rural  print of  view rather
than  fran an  incellectual  point  of  vigwT.

(You're  saying  that  LLte warriors  wh4o  are  planning  all  of  this  carmot.  hear  the  vic*us.I
+Russell Scx=iety .\'evs,  a q-erly (ice Eisler,&iitor) : RD   1,   Box  409

Brs  Library:  'Ton  Stanley,14ibrarian,  Box  366,142  Main  St. ,  rLartiord,  VI  055a7
Coopersburg,   PA  18036



Page   2 Russell  Society  Nerrs,  No.   46 `Mfay   1985

They  sonetines  do  but  on  t+.e whole  not.    It  tends  to  be  a  dialog  of  the  deaf .    The warriors    time  out  any
kind    of  errotional  language  because  that's  t-.he  way  the.v're  trained  and  the  way  they  operate.    And  the    victims
tend    to    tune  out  the  rrore  technical  disoussions,    the  real  horse-trading  that  has  to go  on  in    intematiorral
negotiations,    because    to    them  that's  kind  of  trivial  and  sordid,    and  hasn't  anything  to  do with    the    real
issue.  That's  a  caricature  of  t+..e  two  sicies,  but  to  sore  extent  it's  tine.

[You're  optimis.tic  that  the  dialog  will  open?I
Well,  that's  one  thi]xp  that.  I  h.ope  for.     I  think  it  has  opened  tci  sore  extent.  We've  seen  in  the  last  fen

years   a definite  rise  of  pepular  pelitical  activists  against  nuclear veapens,    which  I  find   very   healtirful.
It's  r.ot  only  in  this  country,  but  it's  happened  in  ITany other  Countries  too.  I  thir!k ve're  seeing  a very  slow
convergence  of  these  tw>  prints  cif  view,  and  .virhat.  one  has  to  have  in  Jth- e  end  is  a  pelicy  that  satisfies  hath.

[¥ou've  said  that when  a  real  discussion  is  going on  ,  it's  not going  to be  going  on  in  public.I
Bight.
[When  you  heard  the  concept  of  Star  Wars,  what  was  your  reaction?I
Well,    it's    a    misrepresent.ation    o=-wnat  President  Reagan  actually  said.What  is  called    the    Star   Wars

prcx3ram    ls  a  research  program.  It's  not  anything  you  can  point  to  and  say,  this  is  it.  We  don't  yet  know wlEt
it    is.    It`s    a    prngram  for  investigation which will  be  on  a  long  trme  scale,    to  find  out   whether    defense
against nuclear  missiles  actually  is  feasible  or  not,    c`r what  kind  of  defense  is  feasible.    So  the  prcgraln as
it  exists  is  about  onerthird  technical  nonsense,  about one-third  military  nonsense,  and rraybe  oner+Jurd  things
that  might  ultimately  maJ{e  sense.  The  trouble  is,  those  are  things  are wrapped  up  ir. a  fcg  of  serecy;  Ii.either
we nor  the  Russians  have  a  chance  to  see  how  little  substance  there  is  in  much  of  it.

[Is  it  arrcx3ance  or  concern for  survival  that  ororrots  us  to  crocose  it?I
It  is  a  concern  for  survival,  and  ...i=-you  accually  reed what  ir.Reagan  said  on    ,March  23,1983,  2  years

ago,    when  he  first pro.cosed  +Jiis  .orapram,  you  can  see  that  moral  convictiori had  a  big  pert  in  it.  He  just vas
horrified,    and    I  thinLK  quite  rightly,    that  he  might  one  day be  forced  into  that  sit.jation where  he    has    to
press    the button  to  exterminate  tens  of  millions  of  people.    He  said,    isri't  there  .a  better way?    Isn't  there
so{re i.Jay ve  c.an  defend  ourselves  rather  than  averiging  ourselves?    And  I  trick  }ie's  rig:r:`t..  .The  IToral  conviction
that    he  started  fran  I  suppert.    Tr`.e  only trouble  of  a]urse  is  that  rLL:a.  thjng  has  .zl3ei`  distc`rted out   of    all
recognition by  the  technical  peple  so  that  it's  been presented  to  the  piiblic as  a grar`td,    grandiose  systen of
laser   battleships   and   death   rays    and    all  kinds  of  idiot.ic  stuff -unic^i   riti<es    no    sease    technically   or
wilitarily.

[And  yet  the  technical  people  are  alvays  there.  That's  one  c>f  the  probleng,  isnf I.  it.I
Yes.    There  are  of  course,    gocd  technical  people  in  the  prograjT;,  and  some  o£  Lr`.e  prcrtri`am  I  thir}k  is  very

gocd.    There's  a  fiard  core  of  stuff  which  maj<es  sense,  mostly  ground-based.  That's  o]c3  fashiorrd  rcL~j+lets,  old-
fashioned  radar,    computers  and  stiiff ,    which  in  fact  might  actually wvrj{,  £iir.  ot`  c`o'urse  t.jr`ie  real  problems  are
not   with  the death  rays  in  the  sky,    the  real  proble!us  are  data   prcxLx3ssing,    tartj'et   aiscrirriratior[,    ratf}er
mndane  tr.ings.  That's  'where  the  real  guts  of  the  prcx3ran  is.

[Do we  try  to  deal  with  the  Russians  in  our  crm  image  rather  than  as  tt}ey  .rcali-j-  are?j
I  don't  knch7  if  that's  t.me.     The  only  one  of  the  negotiacors  whoEn  .i  .t'.T`cw

is  General  aouny.    He  has  a  pretty good  verking  contact with  Russians.  He'a  ^rx=reri  r,es+`;tiatin.g    for  q;it-.e  a  long
tirre.I    thinJ<      he  understands  t.7hat  Russians  are  like,he  -nderstands  i:len  3'3  hLi;uns.     i  `*f`i`i21dn'i`i  say  -uhat    t':i€`
Ingot.iators  are  unarare  of  the  human  aspects  of  the  thing,    after  you`'t'e  I.``.`3:`;tiated  +:c}r  a  i-a`. y<atsf  c)I:  c.cur:i-,e
you    'understand.

Aneri`cans  are  profondly  ignorant  about  the  rest  of  bL,a  rorld,    part.icu!arl¥  `=jfzvi!t.  =:nt€  `T;I:-`.let  Tjnic.r„  .fr,e}'
.have  ben  through  scme  terrible  wars,  and  other  catastrophes,  rruch  rare  trLin,  w€  }ra.ve.  rj`;riey'`,e  ie:arried  ++rat  you
can't  calculate  what  will  happen...that war,    and  peace  also,     is  chaotic  a:ic±  incalcul..`J:le.  But  you.  .3o  surv'i`.~e
so{rehow or  other,  if  you're  tou?h    and  if  you  hang  on  and  hang  on  and  hart?.  on,  you  s'urvive,  ar,'i  that,  .son.chc7yJ,
1s    Very  deep  Ln+  their  culture  and  I   think  ve  have  to  respect  t_-hat.     So  I-.:.,`=-`./  i,-ilJ.  Trot  `3.`,-e.r  r=f3  i'ia?py    'twJLt,+    c,ij=~
notion    of    assured   destruction,    which  is  very r"ch  part  of  our  straffjiic  :ici*uri,-ie,    not  <jLLze   whole    of    `T"jr
dcx=trire   but    parc   of  it.And  t_-he  idea  that ve  can  soneha^r  live  in  a  scats  of  stable  equili.bri.`.!`m    forever    by
kncwing    that ne  can assuredly  destroy  the  other  side  if  they  do  §cnetrfuxp  -cad  i,`}  sorat:-;i.;xp  I  d.)n't  thinr`    T.hj3
Russians    really understand  or  accept..    For  them  the  ixportant  thing  is  surzi..ival  a'£  I  i+Lm    ic  always     will`ce.    So what  they  are  doing  is  building whatever vieapons  they  find  appropria.te  t.u  sur`.'ive,    ajid  that  of  course
dcesn.t  lCick  right  I-ron our  point  of  view.  It's  hard  to  cone  to any  sor+_  of  agree{rer,t  arfut  riunbers  of  veacors
as    long   as ve  don.t  have  a  feeling  for  the  ccncepts  on  their  side,    and  t:riey dcr.'t  have  a    feeling   for  -the
concepts  on ours.

[frould cchmunication be better  if  diplomats  played  a  bigger  role?I
I  don't  kncw.    Hard  to  tell.   VAyse  they  could  do  the  job.   I  somet.ares  f`,3.,Je  the  £eeiing  vie  would  get  alor,g

better  if  the  soldiers  on  toth  sides  talked  to  each  other.  The  soldiers  have  ,Tore  in  co{TITun  than  the  political
people.    'me  soldiers  understand  thir,gs  sonetijres  very nell.    Tr.ey after  all  }iv',=  Ln  +I,a  real  tcorld.  They know
what   war    is  like,better  than ue  do.    So  I  don't  necessarily  think  it -woulc:  be  such  a .ced  thing  to have    them
negotiate.  Cieneral  RE^my  is  an example,  as  a  soldier who negotiates.  And nest of  the  Soviet  negotiators  are  in
fact military  people.

I    think    I  am by  many  standards    a  hawk.    I  do  believe  that  military    strength    is    ilTrpertant.    I    thick
nuclear   weapens  are a  very  small  par+  of  military  strer.gth.    And  in  a way  the corst  twig about  these   Gene`/a
negotiations    is    that.  they  are  sort  of  a.ddressed  to  r.ot very  relevant  proble{ng.    They're  addressed    to    these
esoteric   quest.ions   about.   numbers  of  veapons  and whether  or  r`.ot iron  .have  particular urheads    or   pactic`ilar
veapous  and  .where  they're  put,  and  things  of  this  sort.  To  my  mind  those  are  sort  of  third  rack  pro.clerns.

First    rarde  problems  a-ie,'that's  the  political  future  of  Germany?    Cc>uldri't  ve  have  a  deal    about    GerrTany
like  the deal  we  had  about  Austria?  That  to  rrbr  wind  should  be  problen No.  i.

[Unified  derTuny? I
to,  I  couldn't  unify Germany,  I  trould  neutralize Germany.  Ifave  2  I.eutral  states,  rrore  or  less  as  they are

run,    except    they   don't   belong    to  the  alliances,    and  tt`.ey don't  have  nuclear  raperrs.    That   could   be   a
rrBgnificent  treaty,    but ve are not going  to negotiate that.    It's  not on  the agenda,    and rant be for a    long
tine.

What   else?    I  -`"ild  liJce  to  get  rid  of  a  great  nuhoer of  nuclear weapens  in a  nore drastic  fashion    than
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anybed`/`s  talking  about.  'r..ive  and  let  live"  is  sort  of  ny  slogan.  It  i,iTplies    -it  has  scnething  of  the  Star
Wars  philosophy  in  it -  that ve  should  try  to  defend  ourselves,  but with  non-nuclear weapons.

[Hov   cptimistic    can  one  be?    '^T,en  the  Russians  get  the  SS  20,    then 'ue  then  go  into  Cririse  and  Pershing
missiles,  deploying  +new  in  Europe.  Because  they  have  the  Ssl8  that  can  carl:y  8  to  io  warheads,ve  feel  ne  rrust
have  the  MX.   It`s  ,retch  for  match]

That will  always  be  so.  There  is  always  this  tit  for  tat  in  the  arms  race.    I  don't  find  that  so  bad.  The
arms  race  is  in  fact  grinding  to  a  halt,    although  people  aren't  aware  of  it.    ife haven't  increased  the  number
of  veapons  subst.ant.ially  in  the  last  20  years.    The  Soviet  Union  has,    but  that's  mostly  catching  up  with    us.
The    way  thing's  are  now,    it's  very  minor  changes  that  are  going  on.    What  is  the  t"?    It's  a  hundred  missiles
altcgether.    It's  a  sITall  addition  to  the  force.    It  really doesn't  change  things  in  any appreciable    fashion,
both    fran   a  military  print  of  view and  from a  political  point  of  view -it's  a  sort  of  a  mi-LLc>r    thing.    The
sane  is  tine  of  tul' e  Pershing  2.  As  far  as  I'm coneemed  the Pershing  i  and  the  Pershing  2  are  more  or  less  the
SaJTe ,'me   major    things  directly concern  people  rather  than  just veapons.And  it  concerns  'who  is  doing what    to
'whom.    I  think  conversations  about  .weapo}rs  are  i:Tportant,  but  rrore  iiTportartt  are  the  conversations  that    go  on
in    the  background.    For  irstance,    there's  a  Lh.|ng  called  the  Joint Consultative  Commission which  is  a    joint
ccrmittee    of    Americans  and  Russians  that  gets  togeLh.er  every    6  months  to   discuss    strategic    negotiations,
particularly  to  ixplenent  the  treaties  -.re  already  have.  These  discussions  are  very quiet  and  on  tr.e  whole  have
gone  very veil.  The  Russians  will  only  talk  on  a  business-like  level  i±-they  are  sure  Lh.e  thing  is  going  to be
kept  secret.  T,hat  kind of  thing  is  rrore  ixpcrtant  probably  than whiat goes  on  in public.

Another    thing   ve  oiight  to  be  talking  about  much  Tnore  is  crisis  manage!Trmt;    setting  up  things  that    are
more    robust  than  the  hotline  so  that ve  can  deal  with  each  other when vre  get  Lr`.to  a  st.upid  crisis.    The    rest
likely   .ways  'rars  tryin  is  through  some  local  crisis  i.ri  scme  part  of  the trc>rld  trueit ve  haven't   been    thinking
rruch    about .... ">stly   `I'hird  itorld.       rt  could  be  also  in  Europe  or  in  Korea  or  sore  other    place.    Anyway    we
should   have  sons  organization  in beir.g  fc>r  getting  together with  the  Soviet  :;i`icn  for  sortir:g  thir.gs  out on  a
rapid  tine  scale  when  bad  things  happen.    They've  dc>ne  it very veil  in  the  t.!editerrap.ei=m,    wi.th  the  2    fleets,
because    in    the  Mediterranean  you  have  Soviet  ships  and  American  ships  all  the  tj.,Tne  alnDst  buxping  into    eacn
other,    anid  tr.ey  have  r.ev corked  out  a  system of  traffic  control  rare    or  less  so  that when bad  things  happen,
when    ships  alrrost  collide,.when  they  almost  start.  shoc>ting  at  each  otr.er,    the  .r`aval  offiL`ers  on  the    2    sides
actually get  together arid  sort  it out.

[Are  you  corrfortable  with  the  fresident  as  President?i•Well,    that's  a  complicated  question.     I  dcn't  rant  to  make  a  pelitical  speech,  I  mean  I'm...I  I.appen    to
agree  with  hun  about  that    [Star  Wars] .    I  disagree  with  his  about  lots  of  c`ther  tr.ii-,gs.    P.rLe  nice  LnLing  about
the  President  is  that  he  seems  to  get what  he  vents,  which  is  always  a  grea`=  dtr,ranta?e,  so  +~h.at  if  :-Ie  did ',`rant
an  arms  control  treaty,    it 'could  alrrost  certainly  get  through  the  Sernte.    I  thi,-;*  t-i-`at.'s  exi=te!irely  VIal`iinle.
To   ,have   a  President who  has  the  political  savvy  to get a  treaty  throng,h.   tt;e  Serrate  and  get  ii    ratified    is
extremely  ixportant.

[And  for  all  those who  think  the  President  might  be  wrong?I
Of  course  he  can  be  wrong.     I  near  he's  wrong  about  all  kinds  of  things.    I  think  his  .vi'`L`.'5  about  foreigri

affairs  are  usually highly  uurealistic.  Neverth.eless  if  he  Could  get us  a  LrcLaty,  I`d  be  ``-ery  grateful.
[If   his   views  about  foreign affairs  are  unrealistic,    foreign affairs  is  irot  urLreialrd to   ccnceii:s   c;.f

defense  and  peace. ]
Eisermcuer  Was  in  sons  rays  a  very  similar  character,  and  he  got  us  a  ve.r`.J  lfine  tr.:,?L=./.`   tt  'w.as  Eiser.ricuer

and John  Foster  I+rhilles  who  got  us  this  Austrian  State  treaty.    They  ve:.e  2  ha'+7Ks,    if  e`,Tf-t.L:ere. were,  so  just
because  a  person  is  a  hawk,  it  dc>esn.t  mean  that  they're  necessarily '^rcng.

[If  sarcor.e 'rere  to  describe  you,  if  they  did  not  know you,  what 'wou`.r:  t.hey  say?I
I'd  leave  that  to  oth,er  people,    I  don't vent  to  indulge  in  any  false  ried€.s.:`.-.`,'.     I'm  a  5:ientist .ckLf3  tries

to  dabble  in  pc>litics.  That's  really  all  I  am.

(3) Arman  on  Russell

BR  ASSESSED

In  his  hok,"Leslie  Stephen.  The    Godless    Vict.orian",    rc>vief.`nd    ln    the    New      York    TilTes
(12/26/84,  p.   C22) ,.Noel  Annan  says  +this  about  BR:

bertrand   Futssell   was  the  rest  original  British  philosopher  since  h'ume  and  the  greatest   British    lcx3ician
sl"=e    Q=cam,    but when  he  considered  iroral  and  social  problems  he  still  'urote  as  i±-  .I-iey  could  be  solved  fy
the    sixple   application of  reason without a  thought  for  the  structure of  saciety ar.d  its    institutions    ...
his    Prose  resounded with  ixprecatiors  against  men  for  be}iaving  irrat:iorially.    He wrote  as  if  lfu ifeber    had
never  lived.

Thank  you,PAUI.  GAFWIG.

BR  MrmloNED

(4)        E=B±8:mge _nq`+e±i .   "Bertrand  Russell  makes  a  cameo  appearance  in  the  espiorrage  novel,The  S,hadov  of  the  Moth   (NY:
St.  .ulrtin' s/}farek)   by  Ellen  Hawlces  and  Peter  .tlanso.  The  setting  is  Blcomsb`iry, Garsirigtso:son,   I+3r.dc>n  and    Paris
I  enjoyed  reading  it,"says  KEN  KORBIN, "but  hesitate  to  strongly  recorirnend  it.-It  res  picasant  light  reading. n
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The  Mcorar.dun.    Toward    the    end  of  the  1984  BBC  documentary,     "Bertie  and  the  Bcfro,"cones  an  ilnterviev   with
BR' s  onerti{ne  secretary  ar.d  general  assistant.    Sc.h.oerman  comes  though  as  an    ir.teliigent,~_-r``      ----- _--___,       _

competent,    forc:eful  person  -which  r`,e  na  doubt  is.    Russell,  in  his  A.utobicgraphy,  tells  of  Schcerman's  many
useful  and  even  remarJkable  achievenents  in  the  anti-nuclear  alrd  anti+^ar  rrovenen.ts.

There  bapan  to  be  rurors  that  Russell  vjas    old  and  senile,  that  Schoenman res  rranipulating  him,  that  Schcenman
res    the    reel  author  of  statements  being  pelmed  off  as  Russell's,etc.    T`++rpical  of  Lh_e  treatjrent  Lh,at    R\issell
received  in  the  American  press  is  the  following  from  the  New  'i'ork  Tines  of  .b!ay  12,     1967.    C.  L.  Sulzberger  is
a  distir.quished  foreign  affairs  reperter,    a  member  of  the  family  that  crms  the  newspaper,    and  not  considered
extlene  in  his  views.  This  appeared  on  tr.e  editorial  page:

In`~®!nab!.  t`}  the  }'.I.r.        .
r`.i£!ai.  .a::ie,   :.  :`.i5   sltio:tti.

±c:*'<   `.tj..ec  c,irt3,"   .I,r.tes:   .'`-a
Lnchv.`,I.uar   `7it:tin   ,T_+.e   CL-r.TtT.u.
r`is=    r,:ng    '}r    tt-`tJ}r}uC    .i-as    ,`t
tr..I.  `.aliie   ._oi  t+.e  ¥.Lr.   {eo-
i:Lc-I   a`c:rr€ssi+,n   of   t..^e   V..'.t.
i```r±=!   in   Lri   c:{:9.Aali3atlciB   e3-.
€o^rts  tJ`.a;I  SerL-a:|d  Rd`c.sell.  +_`.a
Br:+_is;i   phtlcL4?rier ....   I?.i¢
I.e   ±^.oii'.d  :il`ng   .cec,T3/?:i.e  5TLcn  ±4
I:.`,'i+.:f`:J`'u-.giranis:Tiis-`i.:r.':eLt!.)I

lt..e   T.tLs[   ._-!'.^_€?-1rel€   C)rrJC.
aift    '!E`i    .... ::I.at    +.e     sh_`ti`d
}|``e  thr.`jrt  3v.I lit  6.T!e:.L'r I..J
ar`d   2`-_ce::ed   c`ri   ?.!i   `\`.`^fut!.Li=-
•;±\ted  ba`.ts  `.i.~L`;.?jl./  a,:I  stl-.i-
tl~L3    .-;nd    s.Latan"-tJ    5.rpD(:d
+.in  ;3?  I_I,€  }.-LE..  !s  rir.¥  r/!  tji.
¥iea+`   inteiiee.,ua_I   tl'are€`ie-   o!
Ouz[   ar.e3..'

i-..:I.I   |r,..=e,±}.  c`i .-,. r..``=  fa  r|}f  t.
laid   at   :r.e  dcpf   rf   i...a   `,`,-2sLad
p+.`.it?       Tyrtise      `=..'d: ..,.      €rL.i`Irs-`ce
•`:1..p2:ed  .-i`.a  'ar>Lrl     .s::-,.!ci...a+

.I.ai    `ci.Tt`p;:f    prtTt'ed    .h.;7r3el!    -J`.

aaeot    c.oer`i..fir,       P.._t=`..'!    t_`    r`ai
r31r`ra   |C|-`!.I.`t].big   {?I  i.t..  S.,l``..„'<-

hnlm  !2rce  €r.a.c.`c-i  `,_1  I,is  I.ir`j-®
•Lli.|ri.   .``.f:re   .:rLe   rj€il   }`'.C¢rl   3r-

(  :.'_J..l€aLb).     f3=    5.]t`Jei     I.'2ev    I.

i®r!=ir      lLrLrjersl.00d     i.€`  -i-.to
u.+.icl    th€`_-    `iw2y:=g    corfre]
vtro  i,om®.

Ralpr.    Schcmman,

Forei6an Af I aiirs..  Corpse on Horseback
try  a.  i  sur8Epem               I+.® ptoductitm adroitly ctago-u`Sulted. Suti>rtsLngr}.. tJ+® Stcx:k.    occurred. scti.cenman join€d hm

i:;flf¥jii,;:i:gd:irl:i[f.:¥i:::i:iig;¥eefur¥:iif¥algjiitgin;g-iw:edi-:i;i:zs.?::iso:¥:;iiii:gioiEti:.i•'ccvers  ;ts  abc::ciT3 `mL:1  Skha.meL'

•Jie   €nmy   :o   encourage   .I:e
troops.  'I`he  `y`tterr`  woTlx.ed  well
a,nd   wa{!   a.do?ted   by   .Lhe   Span-
iaLrds   w'hen   EI   Cid   fo`ight   the
}Icors.

Now    wt    find    lhe    t€llc   ot
5eTtrand R'jsseil,  thl€  rentury`3
most  disti`.gu:s!1ed  ?b!:a.tegher.
ted  .I,to  blttJe  as  a   toteTn   :t>r
tIle   excrem.  let..  I+..  ch}rgcr
ca:r}ing    `.t..e   94.yea.r.old   logl.
cian'! `  I.zitellectuil    rtmaias    !s
his  }eung  f I:end`  a,n  lrr.encan
•xDa.tnate nained Ft.i?h  Schoen-
mar?..

BthiBd  th.  S}mhol
The  forces  marshalLng  behind

this de€re?Lt  Tymbol  are  I.eided
by   Jean-Paul   Sirtr..   fimous
•xt!teritiallsL      They      Li.c].jd.
Sap.re'!  compinlo8,  Slmone  d.
B!aLL`'oir.    and   Several   medioc.
rit:e.   p!&ytng   the   rot.   of   yes
in,rl.•    Thi. atrang'. caElt hm Just pttr

chi.ed  a  soriv  morality  pla}.  iT`
`€t`prkhot^m   ``.how.   p.irp<`se   w.al
:.  rr.ri`i`t-r[c+  tT}.~lJie  L.ill.ed
Eta,t..s   for  ``.ar  .,nrt...!   in   V:et-
Ttam,    Of   crmr.ie.   t!le   Swe+_sh
p.*®TTrLaJice    uiiisnt    i    `'.nat"
:r`.a  Ll.r.  u.2j!  Ilo  t)rtp+ily  con-
gtitrted  .`carl'.   Th.  me{Lrmg
va3 prop&gaj`dsde, not Judicial

r|k  Last  Se`plember:  I.Th.®  Court     s{loddy  farce   is   r`ol   accur3cel}.
unife:I::i=ri=Ln=:uesri%:e£=S;:;#n:yhi:sarwtw¥;u;::kbi:
t`m`.®   a+±esi  ultll  th4r   thi;a  e}.e]     tr.e  poll.Licll  eisc  ever  a:I,:e  *e
`^.I.a.t   lLS   going   on   in   `.!e'lfl2rfu     broke   `J,-,th    :`[c`scow   av.I    t.i.e

.  .  . This  !s  I.a  mitlny Of  Euztr     Hungman  u?rLcing.  *'or  ii  .A-.3
?f-aA nt.allec=uli. Lgam* Abet.    tragedy  acc`jrat€1.y  re.rt:in.t.d
}ca...                                                                 I./   t!le   nor.er..L]i;e!  tvho   :crd€p.a

His  a--  ?rteeJ-J.`   IJmg  bar    appTt"'al  cf  t.LLeL-  .xisteT.r.al|s&
for.  ?ti/.c.et_-]gi  begin  SdJ".    pa.tron. T}w t=gedy cor..Ls VIth
ae  c[te± "|ndge." plc?Loll-;cod lrl.     Russell hinself.

Human  Ecbo  Chamb.I
a-.a  .L.hat  ts HJo Cid  }tLnh"   ".        T}.e  great  phiosopher  .`ir.g[`j.
"tribunal"  refused  to  hear  a.V-     ontli`'ed hi. a.I;rn conscious  .,f eas
en!  >'owh `'!elrtarne6.  deserter-     and becaz=1e cia,v <~| Sc.r.ce:irrtan'i
including.  eolcr..J.                             ..iscrupulo'i!s.in..ds.   I.I   =LaTi

it tte?ected . Swedichbwy.r'.     Wjlo. tu-a ger.eratlonj |Eo. vLroLL.
rri':or  tLo  defend  'J}.  AZTietncanl     `me   Zfactlce   and   Tact>.T?   .,f
lt   mm.ed  `Jt..  -nggectrfu  chat    Bolshevism" L3 r.ow an aij:or:`]t-
• professor  o€ in¢ezT:aacaal  !arr     lc  soiLndir.i  board  for  C3.I.T`ti.
|opear  al  an  inpart±aJ  expert.     "st   drumbeltj.   'rv+nt+®   }-ea:t_
T-y®  L..S.   jct~ist.  who  had     lgo   I.e  wan:ed  WaLsht:`,srt.®n   I.a
becT`  i:1  Vietmrn  Offer.a  to  Ces.     threa.ten   ``.ar  on   Rt:ssi.1   `f   t.I,e
tlr`.:   '.`eir  credentials  w.er.  de-     `at!cr wouldr``t aglte :a mterr.a.
stmve`1.                                                               `iiina.I;ze  n.jc:ear weaoor.`.  A£ }er

b  rontrast`  tj\e  "tnliunil"  il`.     hir.ng   Sc.i...rman   +.e   ;,s,i`I',el
`.lt.rt     ..lx     .`.,?rth     V`..tj`i|nes.     t{ennEdy     and     T}Ti:sea     hrLr-.rj.
prcrscarl:J7r`   vntn.9se€.   L-.cl.jdlng      ihchev during  the Cubar.  Tri!3`<':a
in..    Pr+`qdent    rf    HaLlor`.I    su.      cr`s`s.
rtreim^.  C3url  and  a  tov  said  i.         It  `3  pihlb!e  when  I  I,€m  be-
h.av.  been  b`me.i  bv  Am.tica:A    {.rr.e! his trAra  tin.t.  a-.i  i-`  ?,'.e
T`.a,oa.im.   Prg{qdat  joansca  tLad     case  o[  Lord   Rust.|l  !t  .i  `...:r.
Seez.etdjir  F.usk  `yer.  personally     r^ai.a  to  see when the  I-.-tr?aent

BR    says:     "What.  I  cane  only  gradually  to  appreciate,whLat  could  only  eneLrge  wit3i  +|`.e  gas.Sage  cif  time,    -ras  his
difficulty  in  puttL-.g up witri  cppcisition,  and  his  astonisrjngly  conrplete ,  untciic.table  self+a?i=-idence. "
(Autobiography  Ill,p.   149)

Russell  eventually  fired  Schoenman.

Because    of    the  gossip  and  +Jie  I:u;`[`ors,R\issell  '^rrote  a  merorandum  on  Scr.oerman.     *`:ssell  did  r,ot  .:^7rite  it    for
pu51ication,    but    to   majte  it  avaiifele  for  settir`.g  the  reecrd  straight.    It  appeared  in   }7ev   Statesman,
11  Septe!mber  1970   (a  few  months  after  BR's  deatn) .  Here  it  is,  with  thanks  to  r.1RFY  R'lA:

THE  RtJssE:£I,  LxproRANDu«

(This  is  the  full  teat  of  th9  doounent which  Bertran.d  :mssell  dictated  and  approved  tro
ronths  before  his  death.  It  clarifies  the  history  of  his  relationsnj.p with  RAlph  Schcer.man)

I  am wTitir.g  this  rre!rorandun coneernir.g  falpn  Schcenrm,  Trot  riecessariliv  fc)r  publication,  but  for  reference  in
case  arty  of  ry  ac±ior`s  in  relation  tc`  hin  should  be  called  in  question  by  him  or,  pessibly,  by  .h`is  friends,  or
b}'    anyone    else.     In  pet.  I  an 'wTiti- .n.g  it  fc>r  i`ny  own  Satisfaction  sir.ce  I  r`ave  ben.  told  that  he   'has    it    in
wlitjng    that  I  an  selule'  ~  +.he  irrplication being  that 'whatever  I  now  do  or  say  in regard  co  him  is  said   or
done,     in  reality,    by    scfficone  else  usirig  ry  name.  This  is  r,ot  tine.    !ty  reiatic.ns  to  him  hive  been  mir+e  from
our    first    .rTeeting  when  he  cane  to  see  ne  at  Plas  Perryhn  t.r3wards  t+.e  end  of  July  1960,    to  +the    tine    of    ray
letter breaking  off  relations  dated  19  July  i969.

lay   general    alralysis  of  !ris  c.hiacter  js  given  on  pege  109  ff .    of  the  Aller}  an.d  Unwin  edition  of    the    third
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volt;me    of    ny  autobiography.     Ip.  it  I  tried  to  give  ray  first  i!T?pressions  of  him,    both  pro  and    con,    and    to
ir!ciicate what  I  later  discovered.  In  the  first  draft  of  this  analysis    I  was  somewh.at  more  adversely  outspcken
than    in    the    published  version,    which  I  toried  down  partly  to    avoid  both  the  possibility of  libel    and    the
difficulties  of  recriminations  and  longivinded  'evidence'  and  'defense' ,    and  partly  because  I  did  nc>t wish  to
injure  him  in any way  or  his  position  in 'rorklng  for  causes  that  seen`  to  ne  to  be  just.

I    had  said  in  the  first draft  that  I  found  hit  'surprisingly  unlicked'.    I  found  him Trot  only    ixpetuous   but'aggressive    and    entirely  undisciplined  and  I  realized  that  these  ciharacteristics  might 'rell  make  him  seem   a
"dangerc>us    young    man".'as  I  had  been  'rarr`ed  that  he  vas,     'to  anyone  of  whoa  he  did  not    approve.'     I    early
recognized    his  lively  instinct  for  selfndrarnatisation,    his  swashbuckling assurrption  of  the  importance  of  his
cwm  role  at  the  centre  of  the  stage.    -dis  conviction of  the  unshakeable  belie=-  in  the  penetration  and    breadth
of  his  understanding \rere  obvious.    I  did  not  for  sc>ne  tine,  hcnever,  grasp  the  closely  related  characrLeristic
of   his    utter    incapability   of  ijTparting  reliable  information.    His  reports  of  people's    reactions    and   his
observations  vrere  -  art.d  unfortunately,  I  fear,  still  are  --  very  often  excessively  and  mlsleaciingly  incorrect
and  his  quotations  mst  always  be  veri±-led.    I  vas  irpressed  by  his  courage,    both  rrDral  ar,d  physical  although
it    too  often  i louted  necessary  caution  and  resulted  in  unnecessary  provocation.    And  I  was  i!Tpressed   by    his
generosity   in helping  anyone  of when  I.e  thought viell  or  thought  to  be  suffering  injustice,    although  it  often
led  to  useless  waste  of  effort  and  rroney,  both  of  which  might  have  been  far  rrore  advantageously  spent..

W'ere    I  to  list  his  kip.dnesses  to  me,    the  list could be very  long  and would  include  many  generous  deeds    that
Trust    have    cost    him   dear    in irorry  and  v,ark.    I  found  the  quickness  of    his    mind,    althoug.n    it    made    for
considerable    superficiality  and  glibness,    i;mensely  refreshing,as  I  did  his  sense  of  fun ar.d   absurdity   and
irony,    although  this  often  created difficulty,    uurestrained  as  it res  by any  sense  of  deconrm.  In  I-act,  in a
\rorld  made  up  largely  of  people  who  act,     if  at  all,  only on  second  or  mc>re  thoughts  and  guard  themselves  veil
with    subsidiary    clauses,    his  cc)rrTpanionship was  as  welcc}ite  as  a  delicious  fresh  breeze  on  a  muggy    day.    The
drar`hacks  arid  faults  that  I  found `rere,     I  both  ii.c>ped  arid  thought,     such  as  could  be  terxpered,  even  erased,  by
tine  and  experience.    They  seened  tc  ITS  to  be  the  outcome  of  his  prodigious  driving  energy.    I    underestinated
because,    cercainly    in  the  early years  of  our  acquaintance,    it was  rarely  shown  in  ray  presence,    the  extreme
irritability    that    sorretijTes    accorr[:arries    si2ch quick  energy.    Cnly  after  considerable  time    did    I    ccrre    to
appreciate,    as  I  said  in  the  first  drat-=  of  ray  autobiography, 'the  essential  ir.tolerance  of  opposition  and  the
mthlessness  of  his  rush  towards  whate`,Per  happeried  to  be  his  irmrdiate  objecti`,.e' .  I  did  Trot  inderstand  in  .him
at    first    'the    ascendancy   of    the  ego over  incelligence'  which  has  prevented   hid   from   profiting   by   his
experience    or  his  recognized  mistakes.    He  has  nor  grown  up  -only  grown  older  and  rrore  rigidly  confirmed  in
all  his  characteristics.  He  has  amassed  a  great deal  of  e  experience,  but  it  refrains  a  rnass  of  experience.  The
pattern of  his  thougr`.t  and  attitude  and  action  reITBins  the  same.    I  have  had  oa=asion  to  call  his  atter.tie.r`  to
this  fact  increasingly often.  He  himself  saretimes  alluded  to  it  in  deference  tc) ny criticisrr`s.

To    the  admirable  obverse  of  Ral.ch`s  charact..eristics  there  is  alrays  the  reverse  to be  feared.    His    optinism,
for  instance,    is  invaluable.  It  pei"its him to see  the  practic'ability of  ideas  that  ar,yone  less  hopeful  could
not  even at€expt  to  carry  our  and.  to  lr.spire  c`thers  to `rork  for  t+.ese  ideas.    His  perslst€.L±nt  detelrmiration    to
justify  his  optimism  supporcs  hid  I-I.Lrough  setbacks  t;n^at 'rould  discourage  rrost  people.    But  these  qualiti- es,  so
admirable    in  some  respects,    are  disastrous  in  otner ways.    They  are  in  large  part  responsible  for  his  marked
tendency  to act  as  if  gestures  cjf  sunoort  and  half-hear=ed  pi`owises  of  fir,aLt`,`cial  help  are  fin  prenises   which
will    be    confirmed    and  to  count  upi:,;i  then  as  ii=  they vere  already  cenfirrdd.    They  are  also    in    large    part
responsible    for    his  firTn belief  that  if  he  bidt  tries  long  and  hard enough   he  can  extract  support  frc>m   even
the  irost  reluctant  target..  This,  in  turn,  led  to  .his  prolonging  tri.e  many  travels  and  visits  that  he  made  on  ny
behalf    or on  that of  the  Founaation  to  twice,    or  rmch  rrDre,    the  length  that  +Jr,ey  had  been  planned  to    take.
And,    in  its  turn,    this  excension  of  Iris  term  .£  ab:`.:ence  fran  ray  or  the  Foundation's  daily 'work  has  left    his
colleagues    to    carry   on    activities  ti`dt  he  began buc  of  which  he  had  not  fully  inforTned    them     because   he
expected  tc  return  in  ti]T`e  to  deal  with  then hiTrself .  ifereover,  as  he  moved  about with  speed  and  often with  no
prior  notification  to  his  colleagues,    it  was  ifrTpossible  to obtain  ir`j-:ormation  fran him quickly,  if  at  all.  As
his    journeys  became  rrore  and  rrore  frequent  d.i;ring  the  years  that.  he  was  corking  for  the  Fo.undation  he    became
rrore    and  more  difficult  to cork with.      .1Ln.d  the  fact  that  the  'prchuses.  and  'irTportant  things'  that    r`.e    vas
acccxplishing    so    seldom bore  observable  fniit,    tended  to bewilder  and  dismay  and  ultimately discourage    his
colleagues.

Linked    to,    and   perhaps  causing,    this  failure  to bring  promises  and  schemes  to  fruition  is  his    failure   to
retain  the  respect  or  liking  of  most  of  those with whom  he  has  had  any  sort  or-  protracted  relationship.  He  has
drawn    marry    people    into  the  cork  of  the  Foiindatlon.    He  has  ir.spired  many  others,    sore  of    them    of    public
distinction,    to  see  the cork  of  Lh.e  Foundation,  as  I  do,  as  potentially  ixportant  to  the corld.  B`it  those who
have  been drawn  in  gradually drop out  or,    because  they  are  led  to  errulate  his  extravagances,    have  had  to   be
sacked.    Often  after  several  mefp_tings  with  those who  at  first uere  ready  to  help us  r.e  has  lost  their  sympathy
by his  irTpertunities  and  exaggerations ,  arrogance  and bad  manners.

His    self  assurance,    wh.ich  enabled  him  to  carry  thrcmgh  transactions  that ronld  have  been  iJTapssible   without
it,    also   permitted   disastrous    displays  of  tactlessness  and  offensive  importunities.    These   displays    nere
increased by  the  limelight  shed upon  our  part  in  the Cuban  affail'.  It  inflated  his  ego  Trore  than  I  at  the  tire
realised.    Twh.en,  for  instance,  he  irent  to  China,  on  ny be!half  at  the  end  of  1362,  or  the  begiming  of  1963,  he
tcok  i.t upon  hinself  to  teach  the Chinese  wnon he  fret  the  folly,    as  he considered  it,    of  the  rroralities    and
Customs  inculcated  kyy  trLeir  Governrnent.    At  the  first  interview given  Co  him  and  his  companion by  Pre!mier  thou
Ehrlai  they were  received  rest  courteously  and  +.he  Premier vas  friendly  ar.d  helpful.  At  their  second  intervie.7
they   mere  received  coldly and  severly  chided  for  their  behavior  and  tact.less  indiscreticus.while  in Chirra.  As
their  sponsor,    mturally,    I  was  renciered  suspect.  To  ray distress  and  to  t-i-te  grave  embarassnent  of  our cork  I
have  never been  able  to  recover  the  warmth  and  friendliness  forrrerly  accorded  me  by  the  Chinese  Gorrernment.
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on    the other  hand,    it was  necessary  to  .calance  against  RAlph's  irfaJrous  folly  in China  the  fact  that  he    had
gone    there bearing  a  message  fran Nehm which might have  provided  a  ray  out  of  tr,e  entanglenents  of  Lh`e  Sincr
Indian  Border  Dispute.  .\ga.inst  great  odds,  he  and  his  corTpanion  had  managed  to  reach    Nehni    and    obtain    tri.is
message  from  him.    And  they  had  also  Obtained  the  backing  o=-}n:s.  Bandaranaike,  then  Prime  MiLnister  of  Ceylon.
No  one  else,    I  believe,    could  have  done  this.  No  one  else  'could  have  believed  in  the  possibility  of  doing  it
or    had    the    persistence  and  hardihood  to  ac!rieve  it.      It provides  an  obvious  e:caxple  of    th.e    dichotariy    of
Ralph's  cork,  admirable  up  to  a print,  but  firrally  ruined by  ijTpetuous  egotist`ical  folly.

Discourteous _Stupidity

.Again,    I  reme!froer  that  on  one  of  his  visits  to  Israel  for  ne  he  was  given  an  intervienr ftyr  the  Prime  Minist.er,
Ben   Gurion.    He    tcok    it   upon  himself  to  lecture  the  Prime  Minister  on  his    and    the    Israeli   Government's
shortcomings,    a  lecture  naturally  resented  by  its  recipient.  h'e  told  ne  of  this,  as  he  told  me  of  the Chinese
episode,    upen  his  return  and  I  pointed out  that  I  thought he  had  been  greatly at  fault.    He  agreed ti7ith  me.  I
optimistically believed that he 'rould not repeat  these quite uncalled-for rude  provocations.

The  lack  of  good  marmers  vas  obvious  both  in  very  ilTportant  matters  such  as  I  have  just  recounted  and  in  small
daily give  and  take.    Discipline  was  abhorrent  to  Ralph and  he  revolted  from  it    inscinc±ively,  whether  it vas
administered    from   without    or was  recoghisably  called  for  from within.    No  r\rdeness  to  someone    of    whom   he
disapproved   vas    flincin,ed    from   by  him.    No  engagenent  for  a  fixed  tine,    whether  made  with    an    elderly   or
distinguished    pundit   or  one  of  his  friends  could  be  kept  on  time.    He was  imable  to    restrain   himself    from
taking    over    the    conversation    if  it  seened  to  be  going  as  he  did  rrot  wish.    SometL.iTTes    this    vas    extrenely
unfortunate.    I  remehoer  thro  cx=casions  in  particular  when  this  happened.    once  when  an  old  friend,  with  whoa  I
had   irorked    closely    and  had  had  many  vehement  discussions,    came  to  see  me  concerni}ng    our    joint    'rork    and
disagreed   with  .re,    Ralph drew  the  unhappy  ijTpression  that  I  res  being  brcw-beaten  and  not being  treated with
due  deference.Finally,  ny  friend  remarked  angrily  that  he  had  cone  to  see    me  cird  not  tc  see  falph.  In  he  end,
I    had  to  ask  falph  to  leave .us.    Cn  another  cocasion,    Ralph  believed  that  I  r:id  not  I.ear`  correctly wit   was
being  said  by  an  American  acquaintance.    He  undertook  to  reply,    hi!nself ,    to  ail  quest:ions  p'Jt.  to  me  urLtil  ny
acquaintance,    like    ray  friend,    pointed  out  that  the  questions '^ere  addressed  to me.    Bcm  t:-iese   unwarranted
intrusions  caused  considerable  trouble.   In  spite  of  ry  remonstrances,  I  di`?  i?ot  ++I:iL^k  Fralph  e`7€.r  understcod  the
discourteous  stupidities  of  which  he  had  been  guilty.    The  basis  of  then .was  pe,rhaps  Lh.e  tamable  or,e,    frc>m  ny
print  of  view,  of  a 'wish  to  protect  rre,  a  wish  that  sometimes  led  him  into  fulso{Tie  follies  oi-  .\rorse,  as  it  did
at  the  end  of  ny  speech  at  the  Leridon  School  of  Economics  in  Febmary  1965.  The  wish  sprang,    I    s<:ill    think,
at    least    in  part  from a  genuine  affection  for  me,    and,    possibly,    admiratic`.r`,    3s  did    ,I.i.a    o,tier    fulscne
flatteries.    I  am Py no neans  irmne  to  flattery.    It  is  so  rare  as  to be  soa€.t  in ny  ears.    :rut  if  it  is  very
obvious,    it    can  only  be  irritating  and  enbarassing.    Aztc±  his  was  too  often  so  'rjr>v-ious  as  to  .make-  me    feel    a
fcol.  At  first.  I  thought  that  this was  the  result  of  sir.cere  feeling  and  o±-tiis  d€!sire  tQ  plg€ise  ne,  but  later
I    realised    that    it    Tras  also  an  indirect   way  of  inflating  his  cwm  egc}.    tri  `ill      occasions      +I.a      aged    ny
reputation   and   any veight  that ny rare  might carry   to  supporc his  cam vienT,.    ir`d he  had  a  vastly   i!rflateci
opinion of  ny  irTtprtance.

Ralph could  not,    of  course,  resist  the  limelight,  even  in  small  and  silly 'rays,  anj evell  agair.`=t  \ry  expressed
•wishes.    Tcrards  the  end  of  June  1965,  a  lobby  against  our  government's  s.dpport  cf  T.'.S.  p:oliey`  jn    Vie+LratTi  rag
held    in  the .House  of  Ccmmns.    Ralph  wished  me  to  attend  it.     I  did  rrot  vent  to  do  so,     as  i+I  se--a-tiEd  that    ny
vi€rs    on    the  Vietnamese  rw.ar  vere  very veil  knc]m  and  that  there  vere  pienty  of  others  who   w)uli.=`  atcend    tr.a
lobby.    Finally,    hcnever,    I  gave  ray  to  his  pleas  on  condition  that,  sir,ce  it vas  a  very  seiicus  accasior,,  I
should  go  quietly  and  as  one  of  many.     Ralph  acceded  to  this  condition.  When,  }icx;ever,  \rje  re2cr;ed  the  Ho``ise  of
ConTrons,    he    produced  a  large  sign  that  he  insisted  ny  being  photographed  hoidij.`.g.    He  t.-!ien  Lil-oc,eede¢.,   lit;a  a
rronkey  on  a  stick,  to  climb  all  over  the  rrotor  car  in which ve  had  driven  .LT-p  i.r``  order  t.a  flout  -Lhe  police  -  I
forget    naAr   how and why.    It was  all  quite  foolish  and  undignified,    and  I    was    ashafred.    Again,-    after    b`is
ostracism   by    t:-ie   British   Government,    he  appeared  here  -  his  last visj.t  -   di.ne    Li?    in   a    prepos;terous'disguise'     late    one  evening.    It  did  not  occur  to  him  that  in  cioing  so  he  w-d5  exposing'  me  tc;`  +lie  charge    and
penalties  of  harbouring  someone  forbidden  entry  to Britain.  He  sixply cc"ld  net  r=L3lst  £1aTnbcyant  showing  off.

am  to  Khrushchev

It was  after  the  cuban crisis  that  I  began  to  see  more  clearly  than  I  had ¢o}re  +|]e  effect  c)f  rr}e  reverse    side
of  Ralph's  goer  qualities.  He  found  himself  at  thac  time  at  the  centre  of  t`+ie  evel`its  in which  I  tcok  part    and
have    related  in  ray  book  UnarTned
tine.  Perhaps

Victory and cane  to  regard  himself  as  having been  ir.dispeusaJJle  to  ne  at    the
he vas.  Perhaps  I  should  never  have  sent  the  telegram t.hat gave  `#rrsr!chev an opportunity  to  selrd

his    open  letter  of withdra'ral  had  it  not been  for  Ralph's  encouragement  and cork or  for-the-teiegrafi`-that    he
sent  to  Kushcihev  for  ne  in  the  early hours  of  26  October  1962.  By .cell  after  midnight  I  had  taccme  very  tired
by  the  stress  of  the  day.    I  v,ent  to bed  after  a  long cilscussion with Ralph and  after  arrangiJ!:tg wit  might   be
done    in   various    eventualities.    I    exacted  a  proziulse  I-ron him  that  he veuld rake   me    if    anything    further
transpired  before  break±-ast.    He  did  not wake  !re,    but troke  ray wife  to  obtain  her  backing  in  sending  a  I-urther
telegram  to  Krushchev,    the  possibility  of which ve  had discussed.  It vas  sent,  and when  I  coke,  I  approved  Of
its  havir.g beer,  sent.    It  did  nc>t  occur  to  ine  that  Ralph had  done  more  than  a  good  secretary   should  have  ±
expected  to do  in  the  circumstances.  I  did  not know until  considerably  later  that .he was  most  indiscreetly  and
inaccurately   putting  it about,    or perhaps  allcwing  it  to be  put about,    tnat  the correspondence at  that  tine
res  all  initiated  and  accomplis:n.ed  by him.    At  first  I  did  nc>t believe  this  of  him,  but  reports  cordr.g  through
the years  giving chapter  and  verse  concerning  this  and  similar  indiscrecious  have convinced  me  that  r`.e  is    not
to   be  tmsted where  his  ego  is  concerned.    I  am now forced  to  believe  that  he  has  made  it  incorrectly evident
that   he,    cir  to a  lesser  e:xtent,    others  have been entirely responsible  for  various .writings   and    statements
published    by fro  sirroe  our-  acquaintance  began.    It+tether  he  has  ever  clained  to have  written  U'nalrd Victory  or
not,    I  do  not kncw.    He  vas  out  of  the  country at  the  time  of  its  writing   and,when  he  returned  to  I.ondon,  I
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asked    him  to verify  and  supply  ce.J!rtain  facts  that  I  needed.    In  reply  he  sent  ne  a  long  accc>iint  of    tt`.e  'whole
affair  fran  his  point  of  view,  a  bock,  wtiich  he  had  'Juritten.  lay wife  and  I  spent  a  day  in  concentrated    search
for    the  few  facts  that  I  needed.    It was  the  oulmirfition  of  his  tendency  to 'write  full  length  reports  of    his
irpressious  instead  of  the  factual  notes  required  of  him.  Since  that  egregious  performance,  he  has  improved  in
this  respect,    in  regard  to ny cork  at  any  rate.    For  ny  answer  to  the  charge  that  anyone  else,    other  than  I,
has  written lry  letters  or  prblicacione  or  opened  and  replied  to  letters  fran my  correspondents  see  Page  164  of
the  Allen  and  tJ'nwm  edition  of  Volume  Ill  of  ny  autobiography.

utation

Ccxplaints,  all    couched  as  jokes,    came  to  me  in  the  early deys  as  often  as  might  be  expected  fran  the  people
upholding  our  civi.1  disobedience  cork.    RElph  would,    they  said,    t`ry  to  bully  then  into  doing  what  he  thought
right  dy  saying  that  he  was  speaking  as  ny  secretary  and  voicing  ray  wishes.    This,     I  gather,  rroved  them    less
than   he    thcnght    it  should.    Not  till  +_he  year  following  the  establishing  of  the  Foundation   did    I    receive
serious    complaints  ol-him  save  from  people  who  did  rrot    in  any  case  like  what  ve vere  trying  to    do.    ailways,
when    arty  ccxplaints  of  hid  cane  to  r`ry  rrotice,    I  discussed  them with  hid  and  lrore  often  than  nctt  he    admitted
them,  pronisjng  reform and  ttrereafter  referring  to  iry  criticisms  and his  determination  to  defer  to  then.

After  the  establishment  of  the  Foundation  in  Septenber  1963,    hcnever,    the  unfortunate  traits  of  which  I  have
spoken b-  steadily more  [Turked.    I  began  to  receive  serious  ccxplaints  frcin his  colleagues  and   others  who
mere    synpethetic    to  our cork.    At  the  end  of  Jarunry,    1964,    too  of  his  colleagues  called  upen  ne    at    Plas
Penrhpr  to bq  ne  to  expel  h.in  fran his  pesitlon  in  the  Foundation  as  lry  secretary.    They  spoke  for  thenselves
and  three  crther  cc)lleaques.    Their  charges  had  three  main bases:     (i)   that  RAlpn was    ruining  ny  reputation  fy
telling    peaple    that  he  was  responsible  for what  purported  to be  ny rork;     (2)   that  he vas  playing    fast    and
lcose with  funds  obtajnd  on  tne  ground  that  they were  to be  used  for  in.; cork  i-or peace;   (3)   that  his  attitude
was    dictatorial  and  his  intolerance  of  opposition  intctlerable.    For  tfLese  c`harges  trLey  presented  chapter    and
verse.  I  asked  the  two   who  had  cone  to  see  ne  and  the  other  tdree  colleaques  to  put  their  charges  in uniting.
They    did    so,    and  with  their  letters  gave  ne  sore  precise  kncwledge  that  I  had  rrot  before  pessessed.    I    .i^ns
grateful  to  them  for  troubling  to  do  this.    }{either  they  nor  any  of  Balph's  othei  asscx=iaces  in  the  'rork    had,
up  to  this  tine,    nde  to  me  any  serious  or  precise  ccxplaints.    -t.ben  asked why  not,  they  all  said,  in vario\is
ways,  they  had  rot wished  to  distress  rre.  They  did  Trot  seem  to  realise  that  by  delaying  they  had  put  ne  ir?to  a
very   false  pesition  and  one  that  could  inevitably ham our  cork  if  and when  I  tried  to  e:tricate  n¥self    from
it.    They    had  hinted  at  dissatisfaccione  but  had  never  given  me  any  ilrformaticn v,iitin  r^nich  to  face    Zfalph.     I
could  row,    and  did  tackle  Ralph  about  the  matters  that  tray  had  brought  lip.    He  eitti_er  denied  t+,e  charges  and
the  evidence  for  then jp±ap or  explained  what  the  'evidence  really  sprang  from' .    Jri  view of  his  re5uttal  of
the  charges,his  promise  to  reform  in  one  case  (the  charge  of  wasting  rroney  and  energy  on  ill-planned  jouneys)
and,  especially,  the  fact  adTritt.ed  fy  all  his  colleagues,  that  there  was  no  one  else  who  cc>uld  take  his  place
and  carry  on  his  cork,    I  did  rrot  repudiate  him.    toreover,    I  had  strong  reasoirs  to  dc,u5t  the  reliability  and
even    the  capability  of  frost  of  the  coxplainers.    I  now  suspect  that  these  .reasous'  rray  have    been   carefully
provided  dy  Falph  hjuself I    'rhe  rrost  reliable  and  capable  of  Balph's  colleagLies  t^Tere  urwilling  at  tlrat  t`ine  to
bear  the  unpleasant  consequences  of  plain  speaking,although  later  they  `:.7ere  driven  co  do  so.    Their  reluc+antcp_
has  dcme  great  harm  both  to  ITe  and,  what  is  irorse,  to  our cork.

falph' s  Uprcar

Arrong    the    first    serious    coxplaints  that  I  received  from  anyone  not 'rorkijig  with    us    follc*Ind    the    Peatse
Corrferen=e    at    Helsjjcki  in July  1965.    On  July  15  I  received  a  telegram  sigred  by  the  'belet7ation  of    Federal
Republic    of   ce~/'  saying:     'Speech  of  your personal  representative  caused    1::proar.    Strclngly    rejected  b]r
audierce.    Tremendous  provcx=ation  of  Peace  Congress.    Bertrand  Edrssell  Peace  Foundation discredited.  Essent~ial
you  disscx=iate  yourself  fran  Schoerman  and  his  speech.  Friendly  greetings. `   (Tti.a  .Stops,ai`sent.  in  the  telegram,
are  added  by  rre.)  rieedless  to  say,    I  was  exceedingly  disturbed  by  this.      Ajs  I  knew  nothir.g  of  what  had    gone
on  at  the  Congress,    hcaever,    I  felt  that  I  Trust  await  further  news  and,    espec`jally,    Ralpir'5  version  of  the
mtter,    before  tak.ing  any  action.    Follcwing  the  Coriference,  I  received  many  conflicting  reaprts.  Tcrards  the
end  of  July  I  replied  to    one  correspondent:

Thank  you  for  your  letter of  26  July  and  its  enclosure.    It was  kind  of  you    to write    expestulating with ne
directly   arfut   the difficulties  at Helsinki    As  I  was  not  there,    I  find  it hard  to   straighten   out   the
conflj.cting    repel+s  that have  corre  to  ne.    The  staterrunt  that you enclose  [which  she  said  in  her  letter  was
the    sExeech which  caused  a  great  deal  of  disturbance]     was  a  message  frciTi  me.    From  all  tint  I  can  gather    I
make  out:    that  it was  rrot this  message  but a  later  speech by Mr.    Schoerman   that  caused  the  difficulty.  At
any rate,    the  fiml  resolution adopted by  the Congress  seens  to  ne  admirable -  but not  t!he  first  that  they
adopted  after  the  first  mg3ting.  It  seems  to  me  just  possible  that  strong  obstructionist rTetheds  were  needed
to   nde  the  change  bet©  the  first  and  the  fir`al  resolution  possiz>1e.    If  so,    I  am glaci  that    they   uere
taken,    though    I    ar\    sorry  that  the  Foundation  has  to  bear  the.burden  of  the disapproval  of    some    of    the
delegates.    As    to   whetJrer  the  sane  end  could  have  been  achieved  by  another  and  rare  acceptable    rrarmer,    I
should  think  probably  it could have t©,    but  I  vas  net  there,    I  repeat,  in the heat of  cord licting prints
of  view.  I  am glad  that  you  found  the  Conference  a  success  frcxn  marry  points  of  viev.

Fran tins  reply,    it  may be  understcrd  how  tangled,    applarently  prejudiced,    and often mistaken  the  criticisms
vere.  Those who  upheld  Falph's    action ware  hardly clearer.  What  I  Trade  of  it  all  at  the  tine,the  air/e  letter
indicates.    }foreover,    as  I  have  said  above,    the  resolution  of  which  I  approved was  adc)ptea  by  the  Cc)nference
after,  and  not before  Ralph's's  uproar  and was  probably  owing  to  it.

A  [ronth  later,a  v"{ur`  scient.ist,    who  had  done  very  commendable  cork  in  Britain  for  international  Frrace,  wrote
to   ny Wife  criticising  Falph's  actions  at  the Conference  very  severely.    She  had  rrot  herself  been  present  and
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based    her    remarks  upon  those  of  a  delegate  who  did  not  himself  coxplain  to  rre.All  these  criticism  I  tcok    up
with  RAlph  when  he  ret\rmed.  He  replied  thac  I.e  had  gone  to  Helsirl:i  I,ot  Only  as  ry  repr8sentative  but  also  as
an  appr)inted  delegate  in  his  cam  right.  He  said  that,  apart  from  reading  ny  message,  he  had  made  it  clear  that
he vas  acting  and  speaking  not  as  rry  representative  but  as  himself .      He was  'convinced'  -a  favorite  v,ord  of
his  ~  that  had  he  not  acted  and  spoken  as  he did,    the  Crinese  delegates  would  have  :had  sr`,ort  shrif-t.    He vas
convinced    that  the Corrference  had  been  rigged  by  the    Americans  against  the  Chinese.    It  see!nd  to  ne,    as    I
told  him,    that  even  if  this  'jrere  so,    he  might  have  achieved  his  end  by  restraining  his  terrper  and  being very
much   more   tactful  and  quiet.    He  agreed  reluctantly  that  possibly  this  was  so and  that he could  try    not   to
ccnmit  such  ixpetuc)us  and  provocative  err-ors  again.

.A  fen tieeks  later  I  received  a  long  letter  from  a  friend,  t`ho  had  also been  a  delegate  at  Helsinki,  describing
Falph's    actions  and  describing  how fantastic  and  fanatical  they  had  appeared  to    be    and,    consequently,    how
hautul  to our verk.    They destroyed,    she  said,    much goodwill  towards  it  and  achieved  only  an  irTrediate    and
fyrrhic   victory  for  Ralph's  point of  view.    Again  I  discussed  these  matters  with  Ralph,    pointing out  clearly
that,.while  the  end  that  he  had h'ished  to  achieve  might  have been praiserortky,  his  netheds  of  achieving  it  had
been    altogether    deplorable.    He    countered  by  saying  that  no  other    methods  could    have    been   effective.    I
disagreed.    He  promised  again  to be  less  violent  and  ill-marmered  in  future.

Is  Russell  Senile?

I    received   a  long  letter  from  this  sane  friend a year  later.    She  had  been  in I+3ndon  for  six   weeks,    during
which  tine,    she  said,    r`.c>  fever  than  26  people,    all  of whom vere  syxpath.etic  to  ray  cRTi  cork,  had  ren`arked  on
the   way  in which  ny  'image was  being  tarnished'  and  ray  friends  alienated by  'Ralph's    unfor+untely    arrogant
personality   plus    attitudes    and    methocis  which  are  all  too  often open  to   questicn,    I    an    told,    from    the
standpoint    of    ethics'.    Tr.ese  people  had  asked:'tthat  is  the  hold  this  man  ;r`as  over  Russell?    Is  Eaissell    ncx^r
senile    and  unable  to  .make  his  cRTi decisions  and  so  is  acceptirtg whatever  is  p.;i.  be=-ore  hun`?    How  is  it    ralph
seerus    to    overrule    Russell  to  continue  doing  the  things  Russell  himself  ha.a  personally    re=`,udiated?'    To    my
request   for    specific  facts  backing xp  these charges,    I  received ro reply and  lh^ey continued  to   seen   quite
unreal  to  ne.

A   month  or  tro  later  in  this  same year,    I  received a  letcer  of  resignati.on  from one  of  the  Directors  of    the
Foundation.  Iri  it  he  said:

ity  syrTpethies  and  engagenent  in  your  cork  and  the  aids  of  the  Foundation  are  what  thei_/    ``.]'wTiys  vere.     I  feel
as    strongly  about  the  mar  in Vietnam  as  ever.    I  thinlc  +.hat  the  Bertrand  P`usse.Li  Peace  Four.dat=ion  tAlith    Lute
extraordinary    exarrple  of  your  life  and cork  Could  become  the  most  irTpe'£t:arit  iT\.depender`.t  .i`r.J.Lellectunl    force
in the rorld  today.

Tr`.e    reason    for  ny  resigmtion  is  personal.    I  feel  that  F`alph  Schoerman  riac  captured    the    E`oLmdation    and
turr.ed  it into  a monolithic  expression of  his  own  limited  interests  and abilities.

Before    ny    resignation   becomes    offic.ial,    I  vrould  strongly  urge  that  an    inde=€ndent.    grotlo    exani.re    L`tr..
Schoenman's    competence    to    continue  further  his  sole  leadership  of  the  Fc)urfat.loll.      I  also  reel    that   an
independent   grotlp  of  accountar.ts  should  make  a  report  to  the  board  of  clirectors  concerning  both  ir`€cme    and
disbursement  c>ver  the  last  three years.

Believe  me,    lord  and Iady  Russell,    that  resigning  at  this  ronent  is  pair`I.u].    I  also  find  it  Tain€u-i  to be
unable  to  conclude  the  film  about  you which  I  have  begun.   I  have  notified  Schoeiiman `1f  this  on  four  separa+Le
occasions  in uniting.    I  believe  that  the  raw mat.erials  of  the  film,    as  :)ow `inedited,  is  of  great valLie.  .is
of    today,    Schoenman    has    Trot  ansvered  any  of  ray  let.ters  cc`.ncerning  its  dispesiti.or;.    I  f<iel    that    it    is
irrproper  fc7r  me  to  contir,ue  physical  crmership  of  the  negative  and  film.    tv-i'il  you  be  kind  enough  to  let    ne
kncw wet  should be  dorre with  it.

the  Acccunts

I    should   at    that  time willingly have  consulted  accountants  and  an  independer,t gro`i?  of    ir.dividials    as    to
Ralph's    administratio_ri  of  funds  and  general  colTpetence.  But where  could  I  fir,d  s`.-`ch  a  group?  As  to  th.e  matter
of  the  film,    Ralph  and  his  colleagues  told  qiiite  a  different  story  from  tri.at  tc)1d  above.    fie  .\rre+re  fir.ding    it
difficult   to   extract the  film fran  its  maker  in  spite of  many  letters  to  him. asking t.o have  it  sent   to    the
Fouhation.

Until    that  ti]re,though  I  had  received other  coxplaints,    few had  given rre  precise  information  that  could    not
[be] ,    and was  not,  explained  away  by  Ralph.    A  apod  exaJlple,  and  a  very  nice  letter  of  this  sc)rc,  cane  from a
young  man  unknchm  to  rre  in  May,   1967:

I  have  an  unusual  letter  to write,  so  may  I  in advance beg  your  patience  and  forgiveness.

I    have    been   engaged  in  the  activities  of  the  Haxpstead QID  and  the  Canden Committee  for Peace  in   Vietnam
during  the  past  tiro years,  and more  recently,  HaJTpstead  labour  party.

Inside  and  outside  cofTmittees  I  have  met  a  great  many  people  holding  a  great  many views,    .although  naturally
almost all  fall  within  that  part  ot-  the  spectmm  called  the I]eft.  I  have  found hcnever  two  things  that  alfrost
everybody has  in common,  one  is  a  profound  respect  for  you,  the  other  is  dislike  of  Falph  Schoerman.
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I  certainly  have  no  doubts  concerning  his  dec!ic`ation  to  your  work.     It  is  his  public  presentation  t_-hat  is  in
question.    I  wish  I  Could  give  you  specific  exaples  of  what  I  mean but  this  is  very difficult.    There  is    a
certain    cop.celt,    a    certain    iinr^arranted    hostility  tcwar5s  people  +Ji.at  goes  ill    with    r`.is    pesition.    fry
ixpression  of  ur.  Schcerm\an  is  general,  as  are  the  i;Tpressior`.s  of  frost  people,  but  such  as  it  is,it  is  a  had
one.  I  could  rrot  presume  to  write  to  you  thus  were  I  alone  in  this  feelir`g.

I    an   vague  on  the  cairse,    perhaps  I  can  bette3r  illustrate  Lh,e  effect.    I  have  a  friend    .who  holds    a    very
responsible    position,    has  a  rrost  pleasant  dispesition,    and  excellent  cpiric>ns.    I  re!TurKed    to  [hm  on  the
photcx3raph      ot-    you  on  your  verandin  in  the  "Observer"  earlier  this  year.He  agreed   with  Ire,    an    excellent
pict`ure,  but  adcled  that  Ralph  SchceriTan was  probably  just  out  of  sight  propping  you  up.  He was  half  in  jest,
but  others  make  similar  renarks,    and  are  serious.    The  spite  or  cynicism  of  such  rel]urks  is  rrot  directed  at
you  but  at  }1r.   Schoenman.

My  purpose  is  to  bring  to  your  attention  something  that  I  fir`+d  very disheart.ening.  Had  I  rrot  net  marry    other
persons  'who  snare  ny  opinion,   I  could  not  presume  to  write  to  you.

I  fTust  say  I  intend  ri.o  harm  or  calurry  to  Mr.    Schoerman,    but  kncwing  how widespread  ny  feeling  is,  I  thick
it  has  to be  of  sore  importance.

I  hope you will  not  think  ne  impertinent  for  I  am,  sir,  with  the greatest respect,  yours  rest  I-aithfully.

Such    generous  and  obviously  sincere  criticisms  as  t:he  foregoing were  extreTrely disturbing ar.a  carried    entire
conviction.    Rit    it   was    quite  irxpssible  to make  falp`h  understand  them.    His  reply vas  to  the    e=-fect    that
anyone    who corked  with  energy  for  the  ends  ++,at  I  desired  could  be  ITore  t`han  likely  to  incur  sue,h,    ci-iticism.
And    it  seerTed  to  ne  that  Lh,ere 'has  a  good  deal  of  tmch  in  this  reply.    I  could  only  try  Falph  to be    gentler
and  rare  tolerant  in  his  presentation  o±-  o\ir  views  and beliefs.

DisDla of  Ecroism

As  I  tratc.had  the  develcp!rmt  of  tLh_a  War  Crirres  Tribunal  in  1967    doubt  beeane  even  stronger  in  ray  mir,d.     RAlph
res    appeinted    SeL`retary  Gen.eral  of  t:r`.is  ri'ri5urul.    I  vjatched  his  doings  with  greacer  objectivity  tJhali  I    had
been  able  to  cio  formerly  since  he  vas  ac€ir.g,  rrot  as  rry  secretary  or  representative,  but  as  an  executive  of  an
organisation   which    I  er,tirely  supperted  ttiough  in  t_-he  runing  of  -which  I  tcok  ro  active    part.    I    had    ben
increasingly    aware    for    scne  tine  tJ-r.fT.t,    tl`ou3r,  Falph  t^ias  ir,valuable  in  developing  an  idea  to  the    pcir.t    of
practicability,    iT.e  was  disastrous  to  tir`,at  id+ca  .when  h.e  atterrpted,    hirsel£,    to  carry  it  out.  This  belief  vas
corucirrnd  by  his  actic,ns  as  Secret:ary  G€rtt3ral  and  5y  th-a  -I.mecessari'  quarrels  and  muddles  largeli-    created,    I
understood,    b:7  him.  a.gain,  the  dic.h[or~ero-_/  .v,ias  visible:   it  is  quite  possi`ole  that  tr.e  Triburral  ``t>uld  .r`,ever  rave
got    off    the  groim.d  had  it  not  beer  fcjr  his  irftense  efforts;    but  had  ;His  effc)rts  been  acconpenled  by  even    a
little  restraint  and  considered  planin,r`g  `a"r.a  wi+ih.  less  provocation  to  those  who  did  not  appro.Je  of  his  ,nethcfs
or    of  the  TriL`ilral  itself ,    the  lact€.|r  might  have  acconTplished  as  gT.-eat  -  and  it was  great  -    a cork  as    it
did with  far  less  cost  in  hur\an  f.rustration  arid  futile work  as  veil  as  in  coney.

I    felt  that  his  display  of  egoism  and  fioiiting  of  advice,    especialliz-ol-advice  given  by  his    cc>11eaques,    at
this  tine  and  in  the  folicwing  ITc`nbh.s  `wher{  i-!e  flew  abo':t  +lie  `rorld,    as  it  seemed  to  ne,     heedlessl_v,   rendered
him  only  a  liability  to  +_h.e  Fourtdatic>n.     BiLit  tl-1.e  Fo'undntion  had  becorite,     in  November  1966,     a  li,Tuted  cor,tpan.y.
The  change  had  ray  entire  ap.orcr+'al.    T+,e  conpaliy  was  achi^|istered  by  di::ectors  of  wr`.Cia  I  was  not  or,e.     I  had  ro
execmtive  pesition  iri  it.      It  .~as,    corksequel`.tly,  no  r>art  ol~  lay  business  to  retain  or  to  dismiss  falph  e:{cept.
as  ray  secretary.  and  he  ceased  to  be.  ry  secrc.tar}t  in  1966.

I    felt  that.  tr`alph  shoulcl  be  dismiss€!S  fran  the  Foundatio+i.     I  had  for  some  ti,lie  insisted  that  he    should    Trot
speak    either  as  ray  secretary  or  rr.,J  represer!=ative  except  on  such  ciccasicns  as  ve  had  specifically  agreed  that
he    should  do  so.    I  reiterated  this  L'i  a  letter    in    1966.    He  assured  rre  that  h.e  honoured  b`|s    decision    of
mine.    I    constantly    heard  and  read  c`f  his  :ra` vmg  rrade  prorrouncerlents  as  lry  secretary  or    representjative.    He
printed  out  lr,`at  this  was  not  nis  fault,  that  ill,  spite  of  iris  denlals,  otr.ers  Cock  it  for  granted    +Li.at  he 'jvias
still  ry  secrete+ry.    Perr^aps  this  '~as  ti-ie.   In  any  case  I  could  do  no  rrore  than  urge  him  to  whr{e  it  very  clear
that he  was  I,ot  speaking  or  actL-+g  i-or  ne.     I  felt  that  I  right  oi-digr,t  I.ot  agree with  'what  he  said  or-did.  I
wrote  to  him  in  1967  on  +_his  sut)ject  in  cater3T.ricai  terH`s  such  as  I  had  used  only  in  speech  theretot-ore.

The  Directors  of  the  Foundaticn ccrrpany  vere  r^ot  even  i/et  fully  convinced  that  he  could  ro  longer be  useful  to
the  cork  and was  harming  it.     I  had  frgr.:uent  discussions  with  some  of  then  about  the  matter.    `They  aptxeared  to
feel    that  it  could  rrcke  their  pesicior.  as  colleagues  of  Ralph  mc>re  difficult  vere  I  iryself  to  break  with  him.
They  feared  alsc>,  I  learr^ed,  that  if  I  did  so,  he  roulQ  retaliate  in  ways  Lh[at  could  I.ot  only  hurt  ,ry  feelings
but. could  harm  in./  'rork.  I  did  not  know  at  this  tirre  tit`,at  this  was  one,  ar\.d  perhaps  the  chief ,  of  tf.eir  reasons
for  their  ccxJler  than  luke+.am  recepticn  to  ry wish  to  break  with  him.  I`tevertheless,  I  r.ow  -rink  I  should  hat/e
broken with  hit  several  '/ears  ago.   Instead,   I  tenporised.  I  made  a  grave  tacflcal  mistake:   in  ny  ciesire  to  put
ny   attitude  tcrards  hit  and  lry  crit.icisrTis  quite  clearly before  I:im  and  yet  in  no ray  ham  the    eJ:rficiency   of
his    cork    as    -Lhe    directors  had  made  ne  feel  I  right  do,     I  agreeri.  w].th  ny  twife  that    she    should    ,i`a}rLe    the
Criticisms  to  hid  in  my  presence  and  tf+at  I  trould  rrerely  agree  .ri'ith  them.     It was  a  I-colish  plan.  L.rLfor€'unate-
1y,    his.   assurer,ce    was  such  tihat  r`,e  took  refuge  in  lr,e  belief  Lri3t  IT.r  wife  'was  persuading  ne  to    ccoose    and
mistrust    him  .     I  scon  realised  tji2at  all  I  was  doing  by  this  rour.dabout  method  fu-as  co.rifirming  in  hi,in-the  ve]:y
Characteristics  that  I  ,rest  deplored.    {\-r.en,    i+r.  i969,    I  leaned  of  what  I  had  nc,t  suspected  hilr`ierto,    that,
consciously  or,    again,  through  c>ver-cptimism  I.e  vas  indulging  cin  behalf  of  the  foundation  ir, v,hat  car,  only  be
ternd   c]ishonest  means  of  accumulatir.g  f'nds  for his  \rork.    I  could  no  longer  continue  to  suppert  ;rim an   any
Wary .
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He vas  without  authorir./,    selling  the  rights  of  books,    re±fusin,g  to  send  on  funds  cwing  to  the  Foundation    in
tendon,  attoutipting  to divert  funds  payable  to  it  from  the  sale  of  ray  archives,  insisting  that  Einglish  tax  laws
be    f louted,    and    exploying  ot.her  such  discreditable  means.     Perhaps  I  siL,ould  have  r~?ccx3nised    this    tender.cy
towards  fir.ancial  unsc=upulousness  in  Ralph  earlier,    for  I  ti,ad  had  cx=casion  tc)  re!ronstrate  with  hirl  a  r,urfer
of  tines  when  it  seened  to  me  that  he was  sailing very  close  to  the  wir.d.    For  in.star,ce,    .h,e  arrar.ged  with  the
editor    of    one    journal  to  pay  a  cert.ain  sum  fc)r  the  rignt  to  publish  state;Tients  and  articles  by  rre    hitherto
unpublished.    He    then    sent    these  articles  artci ve  received  the  mop.ey  for  them.    But  he  sent    them    to    other
journals  which  occasionally,  cwing  to  their  dates  of  aDoearance,  published  then  before  the  editor  with  whom ue
had    made    the  original  contract  c.ould  get  the;in  out.    5lT;turally,    tli.is  editor  was  angry.    Ar.a    so   vas    I.      I
cluarrelled with  falph  about  it,    but  failed  to  corrvince  him.    At  the  tine  I  felt  I  had  to  support  Ralph.  I  na^r
feel  I  vas  mistaken  jn  Lthis.

During  the  past  tro years,    since  he  has  been  forbidden  entrance  to Britain,    he  seems  to  have  been  atterTpting
to   carry   out   his    ideas   without  rgference  to  the  advice  and  needs  of  his    colleagues    in    the    Foundation.
Certainly   he  has  flouted  ray criticisms,    paying  ro atter,tion  to  them  save  to  oronounc.e  them   all    biased.  His
actions    have  reinforc.ed  the  confirrT`ation  that  the  r^'ar  Crimes  Tribunal  ,hLas  given  to  ry  belief  as  to where    his
value    lay when  he  vas  still  valuable.    But  his  actions  sir.ce  1967  .have  become  so  egregious  t;r`.at  he  appears  to
me    no    lc>nger  to  have  any value  in    carrying  on  t.he  cork  that  I  believe  the  Foundation  to  be  er[gaged    in    and
which  I  thick  sr.ould be done.  It  is  for his  colleagues  to give  the  facts  of  their difficulties  in 'corking with
him.,\fy   own    reasons  for  breaking  with  him  I  have  tried  to  ITake  clear  in  this  nerorandurn  and  to  indicate  to    a
slight degree  in  ray  autobiograph.y.    I  have  given  then  directly  to  Ralph  hiriself  in  the  past,  especially  on  the
few occasions wh.en  he  has  visited  ne  here  in  the  last  three  or  four  years.   I  have  referred    to  t_-_hem  in ray  last
letters    to    him,    copies  of which  I  thidr`  are  in  ny  files  along with  olr`.er  correspor.dence  addresser.  to  ne    by
him and  otlh.ere.  I  am  parfticularly  sorry  to  have  had  to  make  this  open  breac!`  'wi_+i:r`.  fcalph  beca-use  I  fear  that  it
will  distress  his  parents  whom  I  both  like  a]rd  respect  --  unless  of  co'urse  r+Le`.y.  .Can  -La.`Ke  refiige  in  the    belief
that    I  have  been  persuaded,     or  even  forced,     to  make  it  kyy  TrTy  wit-e  and  tit.e  c`r..ic`Lr  wic:r.ed    people  who  surround
ne.

Definitive  Break

The  question  of  cardinal  irportanee  that  has  been  put  to  ne  is  why  I  dici  not  breiik  wi+J`  +hiri  earlier.  I  did  .Trot
do  so  because,    until  the  last  few  years,  he  'was  the  only  person who  cx}uld  arjd  'rouid  c.rirry  out.  t!`.e  cork  that  I
thought    should    be    done.     The    balan.ce  or-his  accoxpiisinents  over  his  dr-a.y.'i`.2!|-ks    ?lag    c`r`.i-:,'    gradually    beezn
reversed.    His    faults  and  mistakes  vLere  of  less    ilTportance  than  his  abili-L-jv:  to  i-,.``rLi.  \'isioLi.  Lr.to    practl.cable
effect    and  his  courage  and  optimism  in  carrying  out.  our  ideas.    Wthen,     `c;:orr€T:1.Tie  ar-ter  the  C`:itan    debacle,     he
finally  took  the  bit  in  his  teeth  and  later  careered  avay  unrescrained  3s  S€`.`L-et-diy  CT€reral  of  +uhe  T^Zar    Crijres,
Tribunal,    I    became    increasingly    doubticijl    of  his  usefulness  to  tr.e  w:irk  and    reITons+rated    w-`th    hiTr.   both
frequently    and    severely.     Since    his    methods,     hcvever,     have  becone  iJ::pr~`.'--~urid+.ely  c>.cien    t.c    quest.ic;n    and,
Consequently,intolerable,    durirLg  the  last  tiro  years,  and  d3rir,g  the  last`..  it'gi€=LL-c:aI`L  or.Iy  be  tE.met?.  disncnest,   I
have  felt  it  necessary  to  make  a  definitive  break  with  him.

I  did  this  ip  my  letter  to  hid    of    July  1969,  to which  I  received  no  reply.    Tctw-dr€s  the  a.Tri  i.`€  Nc7vemixr  I_969.
I    'ras  o`oliged  to  write  agair`.  in  an  endeavor  to  extract  an  undertaking  t--hat  `ric>  wliuld  cease  us-ing  ray  nai-`e  or  ny
wife's  as  he  has  been  doing  to  support  his  own cork.    And  in  th:e  past  few  days,    I  have  fc`'und  it  necessaLry    co
prepare  a  public  statenent of  repudiation„    sirrae  I  rrust,  if  possible,  disr,ociate  ,rrrj'sel£  antd  iT,<j' .wife  frcm  all
Ralph's  actions  in  the  minds  or-all  nan who will  listen.

Russell

Postscript:
Had    I    seen  the  letter which  Ralp`n  wrote  to  tiro  of  his  co.-directors  on  29  J`me  i968,ear.-Lief,       I    .rouid    have
unhesitatingly  broken definitely with  hit  at  once.    But  I  vas  not  sham  thj.s  unt:ii  ici+_a  in  Ntrv'ember    1969  .  It
ls  a  preposterous  document.  But  in  it  he  presents  his  point  of  view  or.  o.Lur  associaticn  at  ier.HTL.n.  It  tr^erefore
deserves  examination.    In  it  he  objects  to  what  I  said  of  him  in  ray  autobio¢;raphy  on  t.-le  ground  that  it  is    'a
betrayal    of  all  the  years  I  have  devoted  to  the  Foundation  and  to  Bectie,    y3-|rs  in whlc:I  I  :r`ave  `rorked    flat.
out   and    at    the    risk  of  life  for  trrenty  hours  a  day'.    Possibly  he  is  referrirL`3  to  tile  first    drat-t    of    ry
autobiography.     I  was,    and  scill  am,  unaware  of  any  occasion  upon whicn  he  rl=ked  +LiLs  life  gither  for  ny  sake
or  that  of  the  fourrdation.    If  he  is  referring  to his  travels  in Africa,  the  far,cj+iL~``,us  pert  of  t-_hose were  made
without   authorisation    from either  ne  or  tr.e  Foundation.    The  sarre  is  true  if  'r.e  is  referring  to   his    second
Journey    to  Bolivia  Twhere  he  got  hirrLself  i!Tprisoned  and  Shot  at.     In  both  cases,    he  vas  be>gged  to    return    to
tendon    or  to  stay  in  lj3ridon  as  he  had  been  army  many  reeks  longer  than  :r`Lad  been  ir.te]rded  and  all  the  work    of
the    Foundation was  .r.eid  uo  bv  efforts  to  straighten  out  what  he  had  begun  and  abandc>r.ed.    }fuch  of  the  rest  of
his    letter,    three   closely -qped  pages,    is  a  diatribe  against  ny wife who,    he  states,    has  been   waging   a
carpaign  agair,st  him.    In  the  course  of  this  he  utters  nor`.sense,  saying  tJhat  'she  has  tried  to  deny me  r[elp  of
the    Foundation     when    I    have    beeln  in  prison  c>r  in  need  of  assistance    to    recover    ny    passpcr+.    She    LLas
manoeuvered    to   prevent    !ry return  to  Britain ai-.a when  I  did  return  she  put  c>ut    a    vicious    Press    s+dtejrmt
dissociating   Bertie    from  ne which  only  a  miracle  prevented  the  bourgeois  press  frcm blcwijig  up  into  a    major
scandal..    All  this  is,    of  course,  ur`^tlte.  She  has  often  helped  Ralr.`h  arid  rouid  have  helped  him  in  prison  had
there    been  a]rything  that  she  could  have  done  for  him.    She  has  never  put:  out  a  Press  statejnenc  oI-    any    sort,
vicious  or  otherwise.    Moreover,  he  says  thac  'she  has  harassed  and  bullied  and  tom.ented  Bercie  to  secure  his
acquiescence    in    her   efforts'.    I    have  r.ever  been  bullied  or  harassed  or  tormented    by   I.er.    The    idea    is
ludicrous.    And  in  point  of  fact,    she  felt  optimistic  about  Ralp,1  for  a  longer  tire  than  I  did.    Falph  thinks
that    it  was  she  who  made  me  denand  that  he  should  rrot  be  ray  secretary. 'The  muted  and  barely  existent      public
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support    of  Bertie  for  ne  when  I  have  been  in  i¥ave  danger    and  now bamed  fran  Britain'   is  cwing  to  her.,   And
her    nefarious  actions  cmlrirate  in  'h.arTrful'   remarks  that  I  make  about  him  in  ny  autobiography.     I    had    been
under  the  ijxpression  that  I  [had  helped  Ralph  as  much  as  I  could  nd  I  do  I.ot  tlhirJ{  that  I  have  been  ungenerous
to  him  in  lry  act.obiography.

There    follcrus  in  this  letter  a  long,    ve.ry  revealing  pragraph.    He  sums  it  xp  in  the  introductory    sentence:'the  tmth  is  t+,at  every  major  +colitical  initiative  that  has  home  the  nana  of  Bertrand  REssell  since  1960  has
been    iry cork  i.n,  thought  and  deed. '  He  concinues,    naming  what  he  considers  these  major  pelitical  ini+iatives.`ro   all  this  f,e  says  I  have  agreed  enthusiastically.    I  have  referred  to  ny iwife's  evil  caxpai,in   against   him
'with  ar`quish' ,    assuring,    even crying.  This  is  entirely  the  figTrent  of  his  iragiration.  He  hl,Tself,  he  says,
has  ben  'trapErd  in  the  dile.rna  of  not  tearing  him  (that  is  Ire)  aprt by fightir.g gdith' .

I    should   ask  Ralph  to  ref lect  on  his  cur  past  speeches  concerning  the  duties  cf  a  goad  secretay.    and    also
upon  the  nuTiber  ol-  +i,res  that  I  have  urged  hit  to  cork  and  to  publish  in  his  own  unie.    .Further,    I  shc>uld  ask
him    to  conpere  the  paragraph  acout  ny wife  on  page  5   (Allen  and  LTnwin  edition)   in  the  preface  uritten  by    him
I.-|L-I---',   'LJ _I    I_-    _I-.J__J    ___ ,  _.  I  1      ,-,.  1 It vas  first  published  in  1967.    I    entirely
subscribe    to   what  he  says in. that pragraph, -_--_--    _-_-   _.-   -`-`>`3\,   \-\\\^-     \\;-finds  to  have  taj{en  place  in  one  year,    1967-8,  t`ould  see;I  even  to  ralph  to  be  unlikely.  I  suppose  that  he  h.as
invented    ry wife's  campaign  as  a  face-saving  device  against  ny  criticisms.There  is  no  slightest.   danger,    and
never  has  been,  c;f  ny being  torn  apart by conflicts  betveen  ny wife  and  Falph.

This  letter  leaves  ne with  the  ixpression    that  Falph  I{Tust be veil  established  in  rrngalowha.  Itie  truth  is,  I
suppese,  that  I  have  never  ta+len  RAlph  as  seriously  as  he  liked  co  thick  I  did.  I  was  fond of  him  in  the  early
i7ears.  But  I  never  lcxjked  upon  him    as  a  man  of  .carts  and  reight  and  rriuch  individual  irpert:art.ce.

as  cices  rrQr  'wife.    But  I  should    think  Jthat  the  ch£.rige  that    ha

N8- AFFAIRS

ben't  let  +lie  exoerts  intiJTi,idate  vou!
•rar.hfeads ,delivery  syscerrs ,  first ben't  get  sna^7ed  by  technical    talk...numbers  of  wissiles,    I,urbers    of

striJ{es,  hardened  silos,  SS20s,  Mlr.ut.i±men,  MidgetrTien,  etc. ,etc. ,etc.

That's    the    rressage    frCin  Dr.     Paul  Olum,      who  corked  on  the  }¢anhattan  Prcjeet  in  Les    Aliiros,    ancl    is    ncfu'
President of  of  thg  University  of  Oregon:

You  don't  need  to  kmIV  all  the  tec,haical  details  to  be  infomed.     I  Lh.ink  yc}u  :mcfu'  etrough  wh.en  you  :LT,cl.f  that.
tro  of  our  nuclear  submarines  will  carry  480  'wartbeads  and  +uh^ere  are  orlly  200  Russian  citic`.s  ()..`er  loo,000.   If
'+je    wanted  to  aim  them  at  cities  ve  could  descrey  all  their  cities  with  t.^c  cf  our  f.uc`1ear  3t±ingrir.es    vinicn
are  rrchile  and  essentially  ir.vulnerable.    ne  do  have  overkill...It  seems  t.a  ne,  the  i.r,£ormt:.i.cn  you  nee]  ;.'on
have.  You don't  need  all  the  teeinical  details.

Ttris  rerrark  res  rrade  during  an  excellent    Phil  conahue  shcw,    in  December  1984.  .The  LELrticipant.f:.  -    Dr.  0lun,
Herbert.  York,  and  Peter  Weyden  -discussed  Weyden's  new book,   ''Day Cme",  about  tf+e  biillclirxp  cjf  +.h+e  first  `at:son
fro.   -

NIms  ABoUT  .+eneERs

attexpting  +.o  p'ut  together  a  bock  on  3ertrand  Russell  and  A.  S.  Neill  as  ncyi^els    of  prcx3ressive',.Jalt  Coker  is
___       _  __--_       --    I--3 ---- L`-T*      educators.    He  could  like  to  correspond  about r88oarch     for  this  project.     PO  Ebx  3164,  LSccttsdale,  az  85257

(8)        George  Kave    has  ben  reading  "The  lj3st  Half{entury",    an  essay  (in  "A  Hoard  for  '^'mter",    Colurbia  Uiversity
Press,    1962)   by      bean  Eheritus  Virginia  Gildersleeve  of  Earnard  "which  sadly  rates  that  nearly  all  bociks  and
nenspepers  printed  in  America. ..are  on  paper whose  chenical  conposition  dco{?s   rthen]   to  disintegration    withLin
20  to  loo  years. [She]  regretfully  contrasts  their  passing with  some  of  her  treasured `rolu;Ties    printed    in    the
16th    Century,    and  even  the  recently  found  Dead  Sea  scrolls  fran  2000  years  ago.    To whcm  ca` ve  encnet    the
selection  of  what  shall  survive,   she  asks."The    question  assur7es  the  existence  of  something  north  preserving...C.crsider  all  the  wasted   -cords    that
vend  their ray  to  the  printer.  ho  they deserve  a  second  ct`,ance. . .?

"...our  best  cRErrent  I.ope  is  the  chemical  decorrpositicn  of  .riper.  :that  we  need  is    a    law  requiring    that
all  other  laws  be  written  on  paper  guaranteed  to  last  ro  more  than  2  years,    or  at  rrcst  5.     I;\nd  th.e  sane  I-c}r]
newspapers,  rragazines,  bestrseiling  fiction,  etc.   ,etc."   [Except,  Of  course,  cert]ain  rrersletters.  di.I
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lecture,  res  given  ty    roIAND    N.    STRE@ERG   `at    the
•w.iscor.s in+Li lwaukee  on  NovemberUniversit.y  o£ 4,1981.  We  present  it  here  ...  but

without  tie  8  1/2  pages  of  footnotes,    which ve will    lend    on    request.    We  show
where  the  fcotl`.otes  belcing:   (*1)   indicates  Fcotnote  1, (*2)   indicat.es    Fcotnote  2,
etc.

and  Cmtline  of  Philosophy

ray  1985

A    man    who  lived  98  years,    who wrote  sore  75  books  and  several  thousand  ar+icles,    as well  as  50,000    or    so
let.ters    (*1),    who   has    frequently  been  called  the  philosopher  of  the    century,    or    +|ie    twentieth    centurythrough Es¥ ap.d

a  philosopher    inVoltaire,    whose  range  extended  fran
Authorit

The  Princi 1es  of  Mat=r)err\atics
arid  +Jrie  Ir.dividual    to  Marria

every  sense  of
e  and  :1orals  and  The  Cop.quest  o=-

the  'ivord.     But  he  vas also historian,
Haopir.ess  was  trulv

joimalist,    ediicationalist., religious  controversia list
and,  of  course,  especially  relevant  for  our  purposes,  ref-ormer,  social  critic,  pelitical  gadfly.  He  was  a  rrrm,
tco,who    lived  a  frost  interesting  life,    whether  ne  corrsider  the  four  marriages.    the  several  other  major  love
affairs,    and   how   this  private  life  intertwined  in  fascimting rays  with his  creative  life   and   his   varied
intellectual    cop.cerus;    or whether we  think about  the  man who  especially  in  his  later years  became  a  sort   of
independcent   corld    Ex]uer,    firin.g    off    letters  to corld  leaders     (Krusr`,chev,    Kenr,edy,    U    Thanc)     at    every
intematiorral  crisis  --- and getting replies.

.ny    topic  as  accepted  by  the  Fronkin ljecture Committee  proposed  to  use  +.his  extraordinary  person  as  a  means  to
the    ciefinition    c`r    clarification  of  the  meaning  of  "social  justice  and  `rLunan  rights,"    the    Frcrr.kin      theLne,
espet:iaJ ly 'vi+ch  referer.ce  to  his  extensive  American  experiences.    The    Frcjckir`.  Ifctiures  on  the  th.ere  of  Sccial
juscice    a_T`,a  .qurun  Rig,hts  in  t++e  United  States   (*2) ,Jthough  they  have  discussed  ITrmy  iriterest.ing  subjects    have
net/er,    durir,g    the  dozen  year.s  of  cheir  existence,    addressed  the  question  ol-  the  nearing  of  che  ten    scx=ial
Justice,    I  hoped  to  fill  this  gap.    }Jot  by  an  abstract  forrral  analysis,  but.  rather,  as  befits  a  historian,  by
lcx)kip.g    s:i+'=!cificaliy   at    a  philosopher  and  activist who  -  a  pure  philosopher  of    the    higr.est    quality    and
si'gr`|i-icance    ~  also adciressed  hirrself  copiously  to  social  and  political    issues;    and who  rroreover    involved
hlmsel±`    actively    in  rrany  pelitical  causes  throughout  Iris  life.     It  see{nd  a  plausible  goal.    I  do    noc    kr.cx+r
twhether  I  ria'\;a  hLeen  able  tcl  reach  it.    But  I  have  had  fun  -    a  tribute  to  the  cortpelling vitality  of  Bertrand
Russell ,  'LJL``ich  makes  studying  +h.in  an  exciting  adventure.

The    exte_r±   of    Russell's    pelitical/social    interests  is  revealed by  the   nurfoer    of    his    nan-philosophical
w`..itirt':ts,    .`{.ti.ici`i    .r~jTe    iTcre  doninant  as  his  life  core  on.    Of  his  first  ten  published    `/olunes,    nine   vere
:3hiloso=,hical  or  rrat.L,a.r``atical.    ELt  of  the  nexc  64,  only  12  were  of  this  sor±„'rfaiysis  of  his  bcoks  by  content
revcais    that.  rJ3ub~.hl`.,J  a  ih^.i+`i  v,I_re  on philosophical  or  scientific  subjects,    another    third    pelitical,scx=ial,
or    ecor,ciliLc;    trie  rer!airi;xp  t+LLrd  belong  to  a  miscellany  tr,at  iricludes  of    course  religion  and    autobicgraph.y
(I-Le    :l`e\.ie5    to    -hTritp.  about  i-,.'+nself`,     to  an  ext..ent  that  may  justify  Virginia  'lttolf.s  descriptior.  o=-hid    as    anfervir3    t3gciist"{*:`) I ;    also  tco  `/olunes  of  sin,ort  stories,    and  historical  writings.     (Ehissell  valued    history
:`,jg:riiy  aLi`,a  '`.,+=t-,+.=j  it=  .uell  ii=  .w-ith  a  certain  Voltairean  carelessness  about  rrere  fact:     a  characteristic  citation
ra;r£  "I  rae;T',.gr_r  reading  this  once  in  a  bock  which  I  hope  was  acxurate''!   "On  the  Value  of  Scepticism,"  1947.)

R`is`sell's  int.ei.es+.  ±ji.  pelitics  and  social  or  economic  issues  actually  goes  back  to  his  earliest.  years.  lie  said
i.h`at  r,t_it  .for   the  accjdeLn.t  of  c`btaLnlng  a  fellcwship  in  mat:I.eJratics/philosophy,  he  mignt  have  ben  an  econonist
(*4) .    ae  w]-`-j=e  sons  early  tracts  as  a  free-trade  econonist.  His  first  bock   (I.894)  was  about  the  Geman  Scx:ial
Dem=ratic  Par-L`/.    His  lnt.crest  in  politics  was  manifested  in  the  t}nited  States  in  1896  when  during  ;h.is    first
.-rdTeri..Par.    visit      he  got  e:{citee  about  the  Bryar"ckinley  election.    A peried  of  desperate  ur.happiness  in    his
first    mF_rriage,    to    tf+`e  lrerican  Qiakeress  Ali7s  Pearsall  Smith,    acx=cxpanled  an    irmersion    in    mathematical
Ljt`ndies.    tie    said    that  adolescent  irrpulses  to  suicide  had  been  cured  by  mathematical  -cork   (*5)   and  it    trould
seerr.  i..}^dt  wne.i`,  he  res  happy,    especially  in  love,    he  tuned  lrore  to  his  so=ial  ideas  and  projats.    An  allrost
in/stic.al    experience    in    1901,    corLnected with  the  illness  and  suffering  o£  Ev-elyn    'wlT,itehead     (wife    of    his
cclleag;e    ar+a  collacorator  Alfred North Whitehead)   he  regarded  as  a  majcr  turning  Ex]ir.t  in  his  life,    leading
;iiT!  to  :``br[cr  suffering  and  cnelty,    to  experience  that  "unbearable  pain  for  the    suffering  of  mankird"    which
at.  the  nginring  o±-  his  Autobiograpdy he  named  as  one  of  the  three  passions  domirating  his  life.

I:`.    1903-1904  I.e  entered  into  the  debate  about  protectionism  in Great  Britain,    raised  Py Joseph   Chanberlain,
and    tcok    pet    in  a parliamentary  campaign.  "The  beginriirg  of  a  Trore endurable  life  for  rae  `^7as    ny    tine    in
pelitics  last Winter,"  he wrote  in  1905  in  the  diary he res  then  keeping,    rrostly  to  record  the  unjT.appiness  of
his  [Turriage.   (*6)   "I  suppese  he  Twill  alvays  be  poppin.g  out  of  his  cloister  into  the  rorld,"  his  father-in-law
observed  at  this  tine;  and  so  he  did.  The  Etrelyn Whiter.ead experier,ce  led  to  a  conversion  to  er,ci-irperialism.
(*7)   In  1907,    he  ran  for  Parliamerit  as  a  votes-for+ronen  car,dldate.   In  19io  he  can;>Eigned  for  Philip  }:orrell,
husband  of  Lady  Ottoline  }!orrell  'with  when  he  was  about  to  enbark  upon  a  passic;mate  love  affair;    this  was  the
tine  of  the  great  pelitical  battle  c)ver  the  budget  and  the  pcner  of  the  House  of Ij3rds.  Ic  is  t.rue  tJhat  during

1-900  tct  1910)   PrinciDia  Mathematica,    his  c,hief  clain  to    p.hilceophical  inrortality,  whic`h  hethese years  (c.
ccrauthored with 'thitehead,    absorbed  rirore  of  his  er.ergies tr.an  any other  purely philosophical  topic  ever  did.
But   iforld War    I  was  to  arouse  his  political  instincts  to  tr,e  fullest,    as  he  dropped  everything  for  his  long
battle against  the  prevailing war  spirit,    which  cost  hid his  fellcmship  at  Trinity   College,    Canbridge,    and
ultimately a not  altogether  unpleasant  term  in  jail.

At    this  time  he  produced  books  on Justice  in 'w-artime  and    Principles  of  Political  Reconstruction.    From    that
I.ever  ceased  to  dominat.e  his  life.'lfepoint  on,    it  is  fair  +.a  say,    social  reconstmction,    pelitics,    ref-c),rm. ,

in]st    notice    a    split  betvjeen  Russell's  philc)sophica]  thinking  and  his  eLr`ii.Gal  or    Political    views.    Russell
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gen.erally  held  that  pure  philosoph`./  has   little  c>r  r}c)thir.g  to  do  with  moral  values  and  wi+Jri  or.e's  actions  as    a
=efo.nor    or  political  activist.     It  `..-a`s  ir.  fact  a  -r.allrTiark  of  the  r.3vc>lutic,n  iri.  .chilosophy  at  Carbridge    that
Russell  participated  in  early  in  the  cer,tury,    tJh.at  philosop.fly  sh.ould  Lje  strictly  scientific,  and  t`-hat  science
has      nothing    to    say    about    values    as    ends.       "Philosopny    thrc)ughout    its    history,"    ,he    wrote    in    his
History  of  l`,7estern  Phi1osooriv,
scientific,    £aL`t.'unl,    fran  the  ethical  or  political  "has  been  a  source  of  rmch  confused  thirki.r`.g."  indeed,Lr`^e
belief    that    rretaphysics    has    any  bearir`g  or.  pro.ctical  affairs  is  prc>of  c)f    logical     ir,capacicy."     (*8)     Tee
genuinely    scientific    philcsop'.fly,     Russell  'wToce  in  1914,''mst  not  I,Gpe  to    fil`.a  an  ans'rer  to    the    practical
problems  of  life."   (*9)   P\eason  can  only  advise  as  to  nears;  as  OF`ussell  EJ`uts  it,   "Tr.ere  is  no  such  thir}k  as  an
irraticrEl    air    exc.epc    in    the  sense  thaLt  it  is  ixpcssible  of  realization."     (*10)     Sharply    seprating    the
scientific    frcm  the  coral  in  order  tc)  gain,  precision  and  clarit`+7  Lh,e  Analytical  philosophers  trere    forced    to
abandon    the  latter  realm  to  persor.al  taste  which  cannot  be  argued  about.    A  judgri,t  of  disapproval  is  just  a
cry  of  distaste,"I  disapprove  of  adultery,"  c)r  of  econorric  greed,  is  exactly  like  "I  hate    spinach  or  "I  can't
stand    rcx=k  music."  In    Russell's  cxm  i-_xpically  puckish  .hay  of  putting  it,     to  say,"I  don't  like    the    ErTperor
}`'ero"  is  to  say  "Nero  -o  fie!"    All  judgments  of  value  are  based,   in  the  last  aralysis,  upen    errotion.n   (*11)
It  is  true  that  Enissell  was  r`.ever  very  hop+ey  with  his  writiri.gs  on  ethics   (*12) ;   and  aro\nd  World  t`t.ar  11,  along
with    man.v  otlr+ers,    he  struggled  to  define  a  mc)re  chje=c-jve  standard.    "I  could  not.  bring  nyself  to  thick  that
Auschwitz    was    wicked    only    b    because  iiltler  was  defeated."  But,    ri.e    added,     "the    ahcsts    of-htobbes    ar,d
Thrasymac.t`ius. . .seemed  to  jeer  at  ne  and  sa'.y'  I  ttlas   'soft' ." (*13)   In  1922  he  wrote  that  "to  appl.v  moral  te.ms  to
human    beir,gs...to  call  them  knaves  and  scoundrels  or wr`,at  not  -is  unscientific,"  which    to    Russell    meant
totally  unacceptable. ( *14)

Tr`e  paradox  is  that  he  himself  freely  and  profusely did  just  that,    calling  everybody  in pcver  from  ford   Grey
to    LE{arc>1d  Wils,on  a  scoundrel.      (*15)   He  acknctj71edged  the  cop.tLrac]iction:     "I  have  suffered  a  violent    corLflict
betT:seen    what  I   felt  alrd  wh.at  I  found  nyself  co,rr:pelled  to  believe"  abc`ut  eL_htics.      (*16)   But  ir\.  €er.eral  he    twas
co+r)tent    co  follcx^r  his  irpulses    on  questions  of  value.     Paririg  a',+lay  the  moral  ele.rent  to  make  philG.sophy  rare
scier.tific    react  leaving  .inrals,  in  ef='ect,  to  uureason,    and  .Russell  pretty  corsistericly  accepted    this.    ii'e
agreed    wick    David  flu;re  that  "Reason  is  and  ought  to  be  Lh+e  slave  of  the  passions.n  Ir.  ai`.finer  to    a    question
concerni.r`.g  tie  source  of  h.is  political  ccrmit:ne:Its,    the  old  Edissell  wrote  L+.at  "If  you  saw  a  child    drcurting,
you   veuld    try    to  save  it  ap.d  and  .would  not  .rait  for  sc)me  -ism  to  persuacie  'you  th^at  it   'ras    'corth    savLlg."
(Unlike    the  student  of  the  anciertt  Greek  philosopher  who  left  his  master  in  the  ditch  .cecause  he  could    thir:{
of    r`.o  valid  leascn  to  help  him!)   "I  see  the  human  race  drcwhng  and  :r`ave  an  equally    direcc  i;tTpulse    to    save
i+.."     (*17)     Years  earlier  hs  friend  and  lover  Constance  !falleson,    watch`ir`.g  him  at  a  meeting,    said  that  ..t`.e
seemed    d=tac,Lied    in    mind  and  oody  -but  all  the  f.aries  of  .h.ell  raged  in  his  eyes."  Russell    c.cuid    no    rare
I+3.slst=    those    furies  :hart.  ne  could  siler`ce  his  superb  lc`gical-analytical  gifts.    The    two    erorrous    energies
rl^sided  in  t:f`.e  sane  slight  body  cf  this  +cassior!ate  sceptic,  and  at  tilnes  pulled  rim  in  oocosite  c3ireccicrs.  It
is    -I.rc:Izrir.'  that  the  ra'.-ic,mlist  philosopher  v,as,    for  that  very  reason,    a  creature  of  iirinlse  ar.d  instLr.ct  ii?
his  peij`tical  re.spc,rises  ~  a  sol.Lrce,  rest  students  could  agree,  of  serious  I-laws  as  veil  ;s  much  strength.

This  ter.tT.ancy  +_o  c`r`,cx=se  caiLs.es  erotior.ally  and  iincritic.ally,    adopt  and  defend  the{n  passiorrately  while  putting
.at  i:;~[eir  3e?.vice  I.is  i.-Ire_r`£e  c?ialectical  gifts,  may  be  a  questionable  method.   It    senns  typical  of  rm,y  rriem
iriteljeetusls,    wiio    are  search`mg  for  a  faith  as  .nell  as  locking  for    char,ces  to  exercise  tr,eL-    ir`.telleetuai
gil:ts..I)`.e    coir.t  :h+fj.re  is  that  it-.  sefens  appropriate  to  lock  for  Russell's  cor`.ception  o±-justice  and  rights  less
irl    his  fo{Traj.   ph] lcsopriy  thair`,  in  his  life,    actions,    and  Iron-philosophical  'uritings.    We  carTi.ot  divorce    tf,{?
concepcior`  £rcm  the  ITan;    v.'e  can  only  pr)int  to  Russell  and  say  "lock  at  the  .rren,     1cok  at  the  life;     tf.ere    is
y\T+ur  defi!`iticn. "

*****

I    i.i.i`-j'.a    like  for  a  few  lrorrp.r`.ts  to  pay  respects  to  the  second  part  of  our  title,    reninding  you  of    fussell's
long  arx3  c.lose  cor`r.ec€ion  wirJi  the  United  States.     Tiro  of  his  fc)ur  'wives  were  .treric.an.  His  visits  c,f  1896  and
1914,     ',`7r,ej`i  1`,e  taTaght  at  Harvard   (with  I.     S.  Eliot  as  one  of  his  students) ,  and  lectured  also  at  mdison,  .Lm
Arbor,  Chicago,  '.rare  I-ollchnd  .oy  some  years  in  the  1920s  wher`.  Russell  became  a  familiar  figure  on  the  A;{urican
lec.tune  cirLiirt.     £ie  iTade  lh.e  rounds  iN  192i,     1927,     1929,     and  1931.  :I:e  lectured  in  }4ilwackee,   interestip.gli7
enoug}},     of  Lh.e  very  date  of  this  lect.Ire,    `:ovemeer  4,   ir.  i927.The  thlr~aukee  Jc`jLm.al  cf  +Jniat  date  ran  a  =~rcnt
page    st.c)I..7    about    the  ran  who  had  recently  der>ited  with  Will  Durant  on  "Is  Deracracy    a    Failure?"     (Russell
t.hought    it    was  r.ot)   and  who  lh,at  nemirig  addressed  the  Wisconsin  Teac.L`,ers  issacacion  on  "Education    and    lh+e
Gced  Life." (I?e  also  spoke  in  lh.e  ever,ing  at  St.     Jofms's  C.h,urch  on  "Englanci's  Political  Situaclon.")   Ac  a  tine
•when    headlLn.es  prcx=1aimed  "Teapot  bone  Case  bec.laced  .Mistrial"  and  "M,ost  radio  sets  still  hatterv    cperaccrd: ,"
as  irell  as  "faady  Brchning  Dances  His  Nj.ghts  A.tray,     never  thi!rfug  of  girl  Peacr`.es  who  is  gone,"  -fussall  chose
to    allude  to  Chicago  !'ayor  Bill  Thorrpson's  assaults  on  "urrojtriotic  histc`ry",    urging  the  teachers    to    stand
fast  for  "truth  first"  against  prejudice.  It was  certainly  a  charac`teristlc  message.

Russell's    puxpse  on  these  toll-s  wTas  sirrple  er`.ough,     it  was  to  make  ron.e:L    :ri'e  was  at  this  tine  dependent  for
his  income  on.  Iect`ires,  book  sales,  ar`.d  jourr`.alism.Per.Laps  'we  no  longer  i-er`re.r5er  t_-I.ac  ±i.e  U.S.   lecture  circirit
Was    C)r.ce  second  c>.|ly  to  t+`+^e  rarriage  mar:k.`et  as  a  !TLean.s  o=-  -Jarisferrlng  ',`.ealth  =-ron  tt`.e  h.ely  'i.:c,rld  to  +uie    Old.
It    v,'as  the  sane  native  thac  led  Rissell  to  write  a  co]um  fcir  the  i:earst    r.e^'scf:.cars,     1332-1935,     after    ~Li-+e
depression    dried    'jip    tr^e  sprir,gs  c)f   i.~act`Lt'e  fe`3s  arid  boo.{  sales.     favi.r,g  T£`±e-`r.irL:elf  r!to    an    acccrTtolis:ri.ed
Public  speaker,   and  adopted  t-_h.ac  persor.a  of  sardonic  icon.ac`1asm  +unat  i?ecar.e  :r.is  tracle+Tar.I,   Russell  .was  ;  Great
success  as  a  puLhlic  sEx:JaJr`er.     He  wrote,     ".|rT€i-ica  persecilces  Arr:ericans  for  tL,e  opinic,ns  it  hires  foreigneis  at
great    e;iperrse  to  express."   (*18)   These   lectijles  cor`.ta.ir.ed  rmrch  nc)I_  or?.1y  of  Stssell 's  sari.al     pr`.ilosc`5)h:J,     a.Tri
his  VieTw<s  on  .rorid  affairs,     but  also,     especlaily  durii-.g  t+,e  1929  tolLr,  rLs  rjari^r`.g  e:{cirsic.ns  into  free  love,
open  marriage,     "preiirumry  partn,ershiLDs."In  t`r,e  192L`s  Russell  had  c.h.i'ldran  I.j'  I.is  second  v,.if=,    hora„   ttLT.ed
his     thought.s    to  c``.ucation,     and  establisr.€d  aj'i  experime+n,tal  sc:n[cx31.     fie  foilh.a  rLan`seif  Lr`.  I,eed    of    ron.ev    to
finance    the    sc,hcx31  as  veil  as  suppert  I.is  fanily.     .He  ma5e  score  S1.0,COO  on  the  1927  tour,     .n.o  near  s'dm.  -(orte

;..as  cc,Insisted  of  r^o  perts  icharmonicusly  bier.ded";   +_h.e  failure  t3  separate  the



Page   14 Russell  Society  News,   No.   46 ray  1985

could    have  to  multiply  by  eight  or  ten  for  tt.e  preserit  equivalent) ,     in  addition  to  spiming  off    boc,k`s    like
The  Con of  Har`cir.ess  which  tireatened to  ra.{e  bertrar.d  ^fussell  the  Dear  .Abby  o£-  fils  day.

In  Septelifer,     1938  `Russell  returr[ed  to  ttl,e  .L'ruted  States,     Partly  to  avoid  tir`4e  ccmi^|g  war,     par+ly  because  he
had  yet  another  wife,    another  child,    and  r.ew  rror.ey  r.eeds.     :ie  was  appointed  visir=irig  professor  for  a  term  at
Chicago,     then    professor    at    UajA    for  t:hlee  years.     In  1340  `r.e  re+celved  `~+,at  h.e     +thcugnt    was    a    pe=T:anent
ap+coinliun.t    at  Cit`/  Colleg-e  of  t?ew  York,    'wii.erellpon  he  resigr,ed  frc`m  LL`e  Califorr,ia  post,     preLTaturei'/  as    it
turr,ed  out.    ',vT.at  follcwed  became  cne  o£-  the  most  celebrateri.  of  jLTfirlcan  acac3enic  cases.    A  colleague  at    tiris
urriversity  who  was  a  student  at  CchY  in  t:h,e  early  1960s  told  ire  recently  tir`at  echces  cf  the  Russell  case  could
still  be  heard  then.  .1`ttacks  on  the  appcintner.t  as  a  "chair  cl-ir.decer.cy,"  a  threat  to  _ouDlic  rrorals,  offering
atjheism  and  the  morals  of  t-.h.e  barnyard  in  t.h`e  guise  of  priilosop`ri.y  e!Tar.ated  chiefly  frcm  PcHian  Catf.olics.     Like
Socrates,    russell    v,as  held  to  be  a  corrupter  of  youth..    The  attacks    were  answered  by  those  who  satrir  in    this
nr`ovenent    "an    attac.<    upon    the    liberal  6e!rocraclc  tradition,"one  which  "irTperils    t;-te    wr.ole    structure    of
intellectual    freer.?.om,    upon    which  the  lrirerican  iJ:nlversity  rests."   (*19)     Tr+ere    was    great    excite.rTx=|nt,     Tass
rallies,    manifestoes,  editorials,  peciticr,s.   It  .,vas  a  true  cause  c±1ebre.  R`issell's  friends  deplored  clerical
famticism    and    held  academic  freedom  to  be  at  stake.     I:An  ==Sintrrenc  acoroveci  by  I:n.e  Board  o±-    P`ec:+ends    was
revoked    by    the  State  Suprefi`e  Court  actir_g  on  -r.`e  suit  of  a  €itizen  wrio  iici  a  cfild  ac  t:-+e    'L'rii'/ersity.)     His
works  were  described  in  tr,e  brief  filed  by  ti.e  opper`.ent oi=  his  appointment  as  "lecherous,   libidinous,   lustful,
venerous,  erotomaniac,  irreverent"  and  also,  she  added,  "bereft  o£-iroral  fiber"

Russell    noted    that   with  this  affair  "I  seem  to    have  recovered with  LhLe  radicals  the    ground    had    lost   by
dislikir.g    Stalin."      For    it  should  be  noted  that  fc,r  all  his  socialist-_  dislike  of  capitalism,    R\|ssell    ever
since    his    visit    to    the  Soviet  Union  in  1920  'was  a  fairlv  consiscent  foe  of  't;hat  he    saw    al,Tr,st    from    +JrLe
beginnirig  as  a  betrayal  of  ttT^e  freedom  :rie  so  passicmtely  balie'/ed  in.     (*20)   So  iri  r.he  fel]c*ir+_ravelLT`g    days
of    the  1930s  his  standir.g  aricng  mc>dish  ir,tellectuals  was  sorrewhat.  arfoi`falent.     Selciom  did  he  join  the    crcnd,
even when  it  was  an  unorthodox  crcnd.

In  the  ever,t,  Russell  lost  his  fight  anc2  has  deriled  his  chair;  in  part  i+~{,?`,ise  =rfater  thl?`.gs  v{ere  in  the  air;
the  second  world  .war    ir`.  Europe  broke  out  in  earnest,     arid  Russell,  'whc)  r`.=[d  L=E.I.Lier  beer,  =n  "isolatior,ist"  art,d
an    "appeaser,"out    of  silTTple  srlicking  I-rorn  T,vTar,changed  his  mir:d  and  siit=cor+J€..i.  +_I.is  'h7ar    agaL`.st    Hitlerism.
'w-ith  great  c.1arity,     as  all.`ays,     Russell  in    1936  had  seen  t+Lte  alterra+.i;/;s  is  :n,ii`:`,mssir,^i.  to  Hir.Ier  or  twar    -
ar.d    opced  for  suchission   (*21)   But  he  could  not  sustain  chis  pc`sition.     He  r.a.verf.L,eless  st£;ved  i.T.  +.h^e    United
States    during    the    war,     teaching  at  Har`z-ard,     then  at  the  i.Ibert  3arries  Four.da=iGn    LnL:r.    i:-A,.    \-Jr`.e    eccentric
Philadelphia    millionaire  and  art  colleccor,  with  'whom  Rissell  soon  vio]eriT.1"  {=r2ri-eled  ar,d  er,dad  lrL  ccurc;and
at  the  Rand  School.     It  'hras  while  with  Earnes  thac  he  wrote  t._I.e  .oopulai.  ii±=;:2LrLi3f  i,`..est`3_rrt  T`:Li`iicscc;I:v,   said  to
be    tth-e     leading  seller  oI-all  his  bcoks.     Tn'e  .^Tas  then  73,     but  his  care€±r  ;a,`-id  ir`alc.i..v    '3egiiT„     or,e  .Ti€`.r-Lt     say;
Certainly  his  greatest  fare  lay  ahead,  also  his  most  notable  ir.volvenent.s  h-|,.LL{  -.:i`e  L`Si.

It  is  probably  a  ccmrron  view  that  Russell  never  had  an`ything  good  to  say  air,I`:iut  tfie  :Jnited  St.,{-`t,=r=,     bbc  TJ.`j3t   ...Ls
not    quite    true.    Cme  rruLght  build  a  th.eory  of  a  love--hate  relationship,.     rc=i-lec{:ed  ir.  +_he  rrarr`iage    aird    Lh.en
rejection  of  the  first  wife,  and  the  final  ;Tiarriage  I.o  a  raih,er    anti-.`tTr=|-ic.an  .A.mei-i.`~,EL|.   ,T:'   i.1  tdi.e  h'or|d  .^T`|.I   I
years    and    in  the  1960s  Russell  frequer[tly  inveigli,ed  agairst  American  "irfTcperiali{,in"   \f`.e  t+t2s     j`iilcr`1    ir^     19i3
primarily    for    an  outrageously  anti-ijrerican  remark) ,     he  also  wrote  iri  1922   \:.h.at  "If  aTI`.,.  iT`r,e  T!cLwh7er  is  tc>    ce
supreme    in  the  trorld,     it  is  fortunate  fcr  the  trorld  thac  America  sir.culd  .rs_I  Tr_at  a.r`+e   {*,?;i)  .     :i,`?  a,aid    sir|lar
t*-.t`|r.9s     in    world    'wi'ar     11,     azla  after,     e.9..     Ill   lock  to  the  ~froire  ci:  .]ITerica  -:Or  tilts    be-5c    I,cpes     LL`Lc-i+i`:    a
distracted    wcrld  pemits" (  he  certainly  ,rrucl,  preferred  us  to  th.e-rjssRl ,     and  "Ever::7  cl.?`ir,t.t~jr  h.]`-,  i.=s    defer,=s,
but    in  relation  to  the  vicrld,     I  belie',-e  r~hose  to  be  less  than  Lh.cse  of  `-|iT:ir-ct}`i,=i-ccu"Ltt+'."(`+.?3)   =`v-er!  I.`n    tl.e
cultural     plane     amid    many  scathing  ccmen=s  on  the   "absolutel`,/  'unoelic-','abie  r=c.~:`'Gjitj_`~,nail i.,rtl   ir4     ``'_..:`,e     tJzi.i==-`j
States,     t.the    appalling    ccf!`bimtion    of  Piuritanism  and  tecin.0logy,     tJte  .:.=`ck  cf-  aLn.?~.h]r+g      ei<c..i:pt     "+.h.e    bare
urmitigated    fight  fc;r  financial  success,"  +=`ussell  could  also  say  that  ti`^e  irttelleet`Jal   level.  c=  stuaer,ts    was
higher  at  Chicago  Lh.an  at  CHfc`rd,     that  AITericans  vere  doing  t:h,e  [se,i)est  rofK  :~r.  fr!i-.csc`f;`f`.y,     I_'-,al  i:-.e  'L'.S.   night
overcome    cultural  sterility  to  "create  the  r,ev  formis  aoprooriate    to  rro:T`{-:~ri`[  life." \.*24)     Ru`ssell,     v,T^o    li<ed
American    movies  and  was  an  omivorous  reader  of  detecti+e  irovels,    .was  r`,:th.er  l€]:-:s  ,i  Tiiturai  sr`,ob    r_r,an    one
might  thirJt  --mucn  less  so,     for  exarr`ple,   than  George  Sap.tayara  when  he  re=roac`rt.'.a  for  a  lafck`  c=-  respect    for
+ule  common  man.    (*25)     In  a  c:r`+aracteristic  ajtoivalence,  Russell   in  1933  re::.._ry:\^+`-:  t.;riat  "Life  ir,  .Irerica  is  Lot.I
core  violent  ar.a  rare  'tlt-_al   than  life  in  Er,giar^d;  what  is  bad  is  corse,ar,c``  'w-_i^at  is  gccxi  is  b€`cter.   (*25)   These
are     rather  randon  salxples  from  a   large  aLue`ir`,t  of  fr\aterial  cn  +uhis  s'iie]€i.?t.      i*27)   '.,`iiac  .i`u=`.5€311   ricsc    disliked
about    irerican    civilizatioil    '+,as    a    facet    of  :r`+is  leadir`.g  passicri,    fiis     .`c`/e    ,3±-    free    and    bold    speec+h.,
individuality    and    disser.t.The    tvramv  of  -|Tie  majority  in  tLn^e  USA  ais=`jrbed  h`jrri  as  ir!uc;r,  as    earlier    it    had
bothered    that other  liberal  European  ariscocrat,  Alexls  de  Toqueville.

For    several    reasons,    includir.g    the    deterioration    ot-his  +J`|rd  rrarriage  as    .veil    as    tl`,e    :Jew   York    and
Philadelphia  coritretefxps,  Russell  'rias  r,ot  .h^aney  in  the  United  States  during  '.-|s  1938-44  s-La.iJ.  He  recurn~rf.  'f,ome
to    receive    his  Trirdty  College  .Dost  back,    to  inhabit  the  rc)cms  `Jehton  once  lived  in,    and  to  becc`ne  a  world
figre.

*******

The    corld  fare  which  cane  to  him  ar-ter  1950,      when  he  became  an  octa:enarian  and  then    nonagenarian    wc>nder,
scermed  in  part  fran  success  on  Britisri.  teievisicn,  where  Russell  e:REiJ±ited  his  alrazing  crui.ckl`.ess  o=-  iriteilect
(Brains  Tmst) ;     from  being  awarcied  the  Ncbel  Prize  in  1950;   a~|d  of  course  _=rom  clr`.e  series  c,I-  apliticai  causes
with    which    he    was    assaciated,    ,lost    r,otaciy   (from  1954  cn)   t.h,e    ca,Trojign    I-or    riuciear    aisarmerent.    Liis
professiorral    philosoph.ical     reputacion  sc>rrm7hat  declineci  as  r,e  grew  a  bit  out  c`f  date  aird  out    ol-    tc.ilcLi.;     :r.`.e
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scorned    the    new    lir`,guistic    school,    based    on  the  later  turn of    I.is    orie-tine    pupil    and    friend    mdwig
wittgenstein.     But  of  course  he  bec`ane  an  intermtior.ally  kr.Cim  sage  and  and  oracle  to  whom  people    wrc>te  frorTi
all  over  the  rorld  arid  to  'whom  statesmer`^  were  to  render  tribute.

our    task    is    to    isolate    his    conception  of  social  justice  and  hun\an    rights.`   If    wE    seek     what    Russell
specifically    said    about    "justice,"    we  find  that  +this  .res  r,ot  one  c£-the  topics    he    rest    often    or    fully
addressed.  Philosopner  T.  V.  Smith,   in  a  reviev  of  one  of  Russeil's  books,  observed  that

Trtith  is  Russell's  god.  He  has  little  to
say  of  Beauty,  and  less  to  say  of  Goodness  and
Justice.   (*28)

This  is  relatively    true,  I  think.what  aroused  Edrssell  most was  intellect'ral  error.  Truth  and  justice,  indeed,
=overlap.     In  1914,  Russell  felt  a  sense  of  Outrage  primarily  at  the  unfairness  wit.Ji  which
"Rrery    tale  against Gserrnany  is  bel C€rmany was  treated

ieved  -there  is  rro  hint  or  trace  of  justice  or  mercy.""I  suffer  mc)st  from
the    abser`.ce    of    ar,y    atterTpt    at  j.jLstice,       at  inagiririg  hcw  ,matters    lock    fran    the    Ge.T:i.rian    side.''     (*29)
Justice  in  ifartime was  the  title  .h.e  gave  to  his  v\;ar  essays.    So,    if  truth  'ras  his  god,  it  entailed  justice  in
the    sense  of  i.n^cellectual  fair  play,    seeir.g  and  statir[g  all  sides  Of  a  ccntroversy  and    judgingg  it    fairly.
Elsewhere,    one    of  `n.is  fen  specific    discussions  of  justice  begins  by constring  justice  as  rreaning  "desert,"
and  contrasting  it 'with  equality.    "Juscice"  is,    paradoxically,    unji;st  in  the  ser`.se  of  allclwirig  sons  to  have
rrore  than  others,    perhaps  not  altapether  deservedly.   (How  can  ve  measure  services  to  the  conTunity,  neigh  the
rusician' s  claim  against  the  nerctnant' s,  +uhe  professor's  agairrst  the  lavyer' s?)  E`]re  equality  is  r.ot horkable,
but  inequality  rTust  be  justified  by  its  effects:    "I  thlrik,    therefore,  that  or,e  sr`_ould  say  that  the  principle
of    justice  denands  equality  except  in  so  far  as  ir,equality  can  be  proved  to    be  socially  iL¢eful."     (*30)     (By
equality  Russell  here  m3ar,s  equality  of  condition,  nc>t  opportunity. )

En]ssell    dces    r,ot  pursue  this  very  far,    but  r`e  .could  seem  to  have  come  close  to  tb.e  mc>st    celebrated    recent
formlation  ol-a  tlheory  of  justice,     that  of  John  fowls   (*30A),  .who    argues    t!.+at    Lr``ee+unlit.y     (of    acc.ess    to
primary   goods)    may   be    justified  if  it  helps  the  least  advantaged:    inequalic`_7   meaning   giving   =lTpecial
advantage    to    sons.    There    is  a  difference  in  that  Bawls  rejected  utilita=ianism,    =o .chic,i    Russell    pretty
consistently    held:actions  are  justified  by  tf,eir  results,    in  maxiniz`.r.g  human Tjrelfare,     (`Utility  is  a    rival
principle    to    "justice"in  a  sense:    ve  do  noc  ask  about  ar,  act  pririarily vvtiere  i,t  is  "just"    but    wh.ether    it
secures    the    !rost    happir,ess.)     I  ,iTust  leave  this  matter  to  the  philosophers;    but  tr\.ere  dues  sen{i    to    be    a
reserrblar,ce    in  +.hat  both  Fawls  and  Russell  urge  equaliti.z  unless  inequality  can  be  s+h^crm  to  be    benefic.ial    to
saciety.  Rissell  held  tu-hat  clairs  to  t:r,e  bare  minimum  of  freedcm,  -he  sExi:i>i`ifieriu  fooc3,  clrj^r`+„  health,  housing,
clothing,    sex,  and  parenthocld  -  should  o'Jerride  any  otr.er  claims.   (*3i)   As  exaJxp]€s  of  ti.ie  fact  the+.  minirral
standards    of  justice twere  noc  yec  realized  in  the  trorld,    he  cicel  racl::ical  inequalities,    ir.ji`istices  to unTer`+
(he  instanced  denial  of  equal  pay  for  equal  cork) ;  and  i.rheritance  ol-wealth.

But    .'1    could    tell  the  tmth  whatever  tJ`.e  corsequeLn.ces  for  helran  beii-igs"i (*32)   Tb.e  first    c.£    mrssell's    tro
greatest    sa=ial    passions   was  the  passion  for  truth„for  literty    cf    opi.nlon,    divel`sit¥    of    opinion,    crrTen
discussion,     "unt.ra!Tneled    debate,"   "equal  facility  =-or  all  opinions."T'his  essen+=ial   ii`oeralism  'jFas  a  relic  c`f
his  aristccratic  ivTiiggism,    reaching  far    back  in  lr,e  proud  Russell  1ir`e  to  the  ancestor  w+!t)  ha`^:  k`st  iiJ.s  ih.Pad
oppesing    the    t`+vTanny    of    the  St'i:arts  in  the  seventeent:r`^  c.entury,    a]`.d  exte_r`djjtg  to    tee    Jc,;'`.r\    Stcalt    y.ill
influence    transmitted  via    RLissell's  rrother,   Kate  aribe.rley.   It  was  r.ourished  in  tl`.e  Carrbrit=ge    of    r`|s    early
years,  when    Russell  participatec:+  in  the  revolt  against    VictL.orian    orthcxic`x}J    tlfat    embrac`€d    the    Blcornsbury
Circle.  It  i,1.cluded  dislike  of  popular  hysteria  as  well  as  state  concrc>l.

His  closest  took  to  a  syscerratic  t.reacise  on  politics  vas  Power,    Ln  .wi`ich  v,~as  reflected  a  fear  of ,  as  veil  as
a   preCim.nation with,    repression  as  the  rrost  ilTportant  fa5E6E in human  afl-airs.    rf,e  fear  of  unchecked  :-
also    colored  his  scx=ialism;    it  perhaps  also  produc`ed  it,    but  it  qualified  it.    Riiss.elFs    leadinc]    recrcech
against    capitalism `ras  that,    as  h.e  thougnt,    it  conc`entrated  too  much  pcner  over  polit.ics  and  opiinc,n  in  the
hands    of  ap.  eeoncmic  oligarchy;pow±r  in  private  hands  subvercs  policic.al  de`mc{=:racy  and  Lureate.n.s    ljj3erty    of
thought.      (*33).     This    was  ±±=±  his  foremost  criticism  of  Russian  Cc.mTriJrirsm.     "The  .rest.  .Jar.gerous  features  ot-
conmmism    are    remirnscer\`t    of    the    medieval  church.    They  consist    o±-    fanatical^    acceotanee    of    dcctLv.ir.es
uncritically,     and  savage  prersecut.ion  of  those  -who  reject  them. (*34)   He  s<-ii`±  r+e  egreeci  -w'ith    Jorm    De.`ev    th,at
having    with    difficulty      emar,clFated  hl;nself  =-ron  one  orthcdoxy,    he  'rfe~ds  not  abou+.  to  sh.ackle    hiuselE    with
anotl`.er.       ir,d     (1951)   "Ir`.  +_h.e  Soviet  Union  hurran  dignity  counts  for  I.c`|'iin7."   {*35)   '^hat    turned  this    So'7iet
Union's  regire  from  a  hopeful  liberator  elf  mankind  LT`,to  a  greatcer  tyranny  t+lan  any  t-ul-hat  ever  e:xisted,  he  said,
res    its    igrioring    the    principle  thac  the  Scate  Trust  be  limited  by  law whac`n  protect.s    the    individual    fron
atoitrary   and  irrespensible  apver.     "It  is  t:ne  abandoruent  of  democracr./  +JIB+.  I  find  Lcarticularly disastrous. "
He    Ci=casiorally  expressed  fears  that  under  any  kind  cf  socialism  "pouerful    officials"  .+rould  irir,erit  all    the
oppressive  habits  c>f  the  capitalists;    'ris  socialisr, was  ar,ti-statist,  leading  tc*`Tard  the  guild  variety  at  one
tirre,    and    always    tcnerd  scx:ial  derracracy.     (*36)."I  do  noc  believe  that  the  economic  c.r.ariqes    advacated    bv
sacialists  will,    of  themselves,    do  anything  tcrards  curing  the  evils  ve  have been  considerir.g,"  he    deslarea
(the  evils  being  pepular  credulity,  misinfo."tion,  propaganda  -enenies  ol-trie  free  ultrd. ) (*37)

mssell 's  libertarianism was  at  the  root,     tc>o,  of  the  rather  ur,successful  experi,r?ierits  in  ed.iication  -rraxi[TTunT`
liberty    and    freedom    from  autch- oritarian  ccr,strairits  for  cr,ildren,    wrtich  see`i`s  at  tines  to  have    turned    the
schco.1  at  Beacon  dill  intc>  pdndenoni'jLm.   1£  Fro.rser  educational  nethcds  '^€re    adopted,     Russell     chen    believed,"one  generation could  suffice  to  solve  all  cur  social  prcblems."  [1e  did  not  see±Ti  to  find  the  secret.    But    the
air was  to  "c`ure  people  of  the  habit  of  believing  propositions  for  w`r`.ic`h  th.ere  is  no  evidence."   (`38)

The  other  persisten.t  pelitical  therre  in  Russell  v`7as  internationalism,  extending  from  the  free-trade  enthusiasm
of  his  youth  to  the  insistence  in  old  age  that  i+.ere  nust  be  a  `sir.gle  -J¢Jrlci  gove=rmenc,    the  sole    alterrrative
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to  terrible  global  death  from  nuclear  weapons   (e.v.en  if ,  as  he  alterratively  posed,  +uhe    rorld    goverrment   res
i.xposed    by    the  US  or  by  the  USSR.)   His  corrmitnent  to  freedc`m  of  c'iscussion  even  faltered  in  the  preser.ce    o=-
t.his    goal,    for    he  c>ccasionally  said  that  +.hie  teaching  of  rat ticrlalism  should  be  prohibited    or    terhTiefi.    frcm
education . ( * 3 9 ) In    Education  ar,d  ti-.e  Social  O=c=er     (1932)   he  wrote  ih;at  "estabiisfriient  of    an    internatiolial
authority   suff iciently   strong to  irTTpese  its  settlene.r`.t  of  disputes  upon  recalcitrant  states"    is    +Jrie    most
important    of    all    reforms,   I  find  no  sign  t;-,at  he  ever  ',Wavered  from    this    opinion.    His    Hobbesian    realism
convinced    hjjT\  that  this  would  never  cc,me  about  by  mere  parier  of  oprLion  or  hurT\an  viLr±ue  ...-..  I?iissell    ger.erally
tul- ougr`.t    of  lmnian  nature  in  no  flat.tering  terrT:s  -.--  so  `r.e  iv'as  pi-epared  to  see  it  established  b`.7  force  of    arms.
"I    do  not  say  this  is  a  pleasant  prospect"  but  it  is  a    riecessity.(*40)     This  co.r\viction    led  him`    into    sorTe
characteristic    extremisrns,    such  as  the  famous  acivocating  of  preventi`'e  war  against  til,e  Soviet  Union  in  1947,
if  they  did  not  accept  interrationalization  of  atonlc  energy,  and  later  forgettir.g  or den,yir`.g  that  h.e  had  ever
said  this   ("I  had,  in  fact,  coxpletely  forgotten  that  I  had  ever  thought  a  polic=J  of  threat  involving  possible
war    desirable...I  read  t.-hese   [statenents]   with  aJT`azenent.     I  have  no  excuse  to  offer.")    (*41);  or,    by    i958,
holding    that  a  world  goverr[rent  brought  about  by  the  Soviets  ueuld  be  preferable  to  no  wc]rld    gover"rent.    ill.
1933  he  had  written  that  ''terrible  as  a  new war  would  be,    I  still...sriould  prefer  it  to  a  universal  corTminlsc
empire. " (*42)   The  hydrogen  bonb  changed  his  mind.

Russell's    twin   passions   of    free  thought and  international  goverrnent„    to  sat-e  the   rorld    fran   a    firal
destructive war,  reenforced  by  his  nystically  based  hatred  of  cruelty  and  suffering,  came  together  in  his  last
great    cruLc;ade,    the  one  that  earned  hit  both 'rorld  fame  and  obloquy.    He  forced  himself  on  the  BBC  in  1954  to
point    out    that    the corld was  on  the  brink  of  nuclear  disaster  from  Jut- e  I.ew and  rare    terrible   weapens    and
delivery    systems,    the  H-bombs  and  missiles.    He  did  not  really  have  any  ansver  to  the  cruel  dilemma    of    the
balance    of    terror  (*43);    but  he was  convil`ced  that  it  mst  be  talked  about.    He  set  in motion    the    Pugvash
conferer`ces    to    bring    Soviet  and Westerri  scientists  together  for  discussion.    He  created    the    Caxpaigi    for
Nuclear    Disariinament.  to  bring  the  issue  to  the  s-Lreets   \stlll  very  mlc.h,  alive  as  recent  headlines  remind    us) .
Ij3ter    he  was  prepared  co  ad`:.ocate  ci``,'ii  disobedie.rLce  as  a  nears  of  arousing  the  public.    T!h.e  arraITer.ts    issue
took  precedence  over  all  others;    fc;r,    unless  ve  sur`/'ive,  there  can be  no  just  society  or  any  other  kind.  The
only   cure    for  it  that  he  knew has  discJussi,3ri  a.nd  controversy,    forcir.g  the  issue before  the  attention of    an
apathetic  public  and  attacking  it with  im=-:orTratio .-,.

He    became    an  embattled  ar.d  crjr`aroversial  I.liblic  fj.cure.     Scxuetirres  rLe  was  more  +thin-skLrmed  +I?arL    or`,e    would
suppose.  At  least  three  times  r,a  brc;iit3ht  orL +|Lyeater`.:a  to  bring  law  suits  against  those  who  ventiired.  to  ar,swer
his  epithets  in  kir,d.    Ctr+e  of  T:+hese  invoi`r'ed  the  erj_neat  sc^h[olar  F.r?=er€  Conquest,    who  had  reproac.bed  h.im    fcr
declarir.g    that  there  nere  ro  Sciv-i.3t  missiles``  at  all  ln  cuba  n  1962,     it  was  ail  a  fable  in?.de  ap  in  -+Jas[Llngton
(*44) .     A    newspaper  columnist  crLrL-,I:¥€'j  .Ffi;ssell  5y  rt2JT`aj-.:kir`.{3  +tat  lh.e  Earl  oug'ht  to  issue  Just    or.e    statener.I,
namely    that   he  is  "in  favor  of'  ar:y  act  cali"; lc`ited  co  render  the 1`-est  helpless  in  the  face    of    international
Corminism,"  and  then  shut  up.   (*45)

S`o    it  no  doubt  seened  at  tines  to  mar.y  p=ople.    Russell  asserted  th2,t  Kennedy  and  .Maonillan vere    "mLich    rare
wicked    than    Hitler."(April     1961:i   He   later  clal:need  =L^+at  th.a  Vietr=olng`    'Jas    nonicurFunist     ("a    rion-commnist
popular    front"). {*46).     But    e:`pTr}±t3caliy  it  is  r:ct  crLle  i.+ra`c  Russell   iri  his  last  I.ears  criticized    onl'/-+Lrie
i.iest.     'm.e  record  clearly  shews   ihi~2l-  :r`,is  I;r\itec.:cs  'tfyEL;`t  in  all  dirt:€Lions.    (*47)   To  Nikita  K.rusr,chev,  with  .t7ho`m
he    exchanged    lop.g  letters,    Riisseli  der,ounced  tr:e  :`eni`'er.ci.|g  of  Pastermak's  friends  ir.1961,    and    later    r`.e
Protested    to    other    Soviet  leaders    ..-.J..?r  the  +.-,reaLn=r.I  of  So-Jiet  JET.+'s    and    other    politic.al    prisor.ers.     :h:e
protested .  to  Tito  the  ixprisoner,t  of  Dii7ias.    .rje  €iica  ccirrplaifits  `ir_TIT,  Cuba  ap.d  Rumania,    as  well  as  Greeee,
Portugal,    T\irkey,    Algeria,     .++.e.n.ever  ttT.ere  was  art:.-idyenent  c±-fi-ee  a.ceech.    This  cormitnent  to    intellectual
freedon  comes  through  as  an  aut:h.entic  -oelit.3f ,    'oeyc`,t`.,3  till  political  expedier,cy.  And  this  is  rare  indeed.   It  is
rare,    it    seems    to    me,     to  fir,i  ar:yor.a  'who  wil..i  .je_riounce  all  cases  of  injustice    and    oppression;    people's
indignation  is  ar\azingly  select'.ve.     '.`Tti:ost+  whci  Dur=`.-.,'it:ri  L~.d-IEincior.  at  the  situation  in  Ei-Salvador  or    South
Africa    usually  have  nothing  to  say  al:tout  A.t.ghanistan  or  Poland.  `  If  it  res  a  matter  of  intellectual    I-reef.c>m,
mssell    always    vas    moved  to  righteous  w[at-h  rerj'a.Tdless  of  the    offender,    .whether    Co[Tmmist,    of    whatever
variety,  or  rron-Cominist.  A  rare  art.a,  r^c,irile  Crai`=,   I  s\ibmit.

*******

Bertrand  Russell's  idea  of  social  justj.ce  and  huma=| rights,    then,    included  the vision  of  the  fearless,    free
intelligen.ce    doir.g    battle    wiTJ-1  ti`,e  ic'it`+I.J  of  Lrie  world.    tord  Acton  once wrote  of  "the    vast    tradition    c>f
conventional  mendacity;  Flissell  agreed  'AritL'}  i:n,is  t_+bough  he  could,    perhaps,  have    preferred  ''stupidity."  It  is
the    solem.I    hufroug  of  the  corld  that  ilflicts  suffering;    Hannah  Arendt's  banality  of  evil  would  have  pleased
Russell.   'tNice    people  are  the  cnes  wro  have  rj].sty  ITir.ds,"  r`.e  wrote  in  an  essay  on  'Nice  People".  Nic`e    people
are    cruel    as  veil  as  scupid.    Rus5'3ll  once  sal5  .L!e  was  prepared  to  belie'/e  anything  bad    about    the    police,
regardless  of  the  evidence!  iie  accepted  the  Mark  larLe  lip.e  on  the  Kennedy  assassination,  he vas  certain of  the
imooerrae  of  the  Rosfnbergs,    etc.    This  conspiratorial  mentality,    this  `uncrit:ical  belief  in  the wrongness  of
whatever    authority  and  Establishment  affirmed,    may well  be  a  Russell  defect;  but  his  belief    that    ixportant
truths  are  suppressed  by conspiracies  of  silence was   what  motivated  him  to  speak  out.
"The   evils    of  the  rorld  are  due  to  rroral  defects  quite  as  inch  as  to  lack  of  intelligence,"  he    once   wrote,
"But    the    haman    race    has  Trot  hitherto  discovered  any  method  of  eradicating    mc>ral    defects;    preaching    and
exhortaton only add  h}pocrisy  tc>  the  previous  list  of  vices.    Intelligence,  on  the  contrary,  is  eaily  irpro-v-ed
by    methods    knChm    to    every  coxpetent  educator.    Therefore  until  some  method  of    teaching    virtue    has    been
discovered    progress   will  have  to  be  sought  by  ixprovenent  of  intelliger`.ce  rather  +Joan  ot-    rrorale." (*48)    The
scientific  nethod,    the  scientific  tenper,    which    "is  capable  of  regenerating mankind  and.providing  an    iss`.e
for    all    our    troubles,"    as  he  once  wrote,     (*49\  is  applicable  to  fact  not   values.    The    mc)st    troublesome
contradiction    I    find  in  the  life  and  thought  of  the  rrentieth  century's  great.est  all-around    PJT.ilosopher    is
that   this   view   of    salvation by  the  critical  intelligence,    which  he  so  often   preached    and   t`T}|ch    is    so
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corrpatible with his  fundamental  philosophical  position,  is  something  that he did not  in the end  live up to.  It
res  not  "the  improvement of  intelligence"     that he represented  in his  last years,    for he vas  gullible,  often
factually   urong   in his appraisal  of irorld affairs,    and almost hysterically enotional.    He   res,    rather,    a
troralist   and   a   prophet,    an   acouser conderming  the wickedness  of  a rorld whose    leaders    he   claimed   v7ere
deliberately bent  on the  e=ctemination of  the human  race.   (*50 )

The  cleavage  bet*reen fact  and value,    science  and  rrorals,      is  a  dilertina  not  alone  of  Russell's  ,    but  of   our
age,    which  he  mirored  so veil.  It  has  been  so  ever  since Neitzsche  (a  philosapher whom Russell,  so  far as  he
knew him,    intensely disliked,    but whcim  in fact  he  reseholes  in  {rany rays)  pointed out  the  death of God.  ''The
sense of  the world Trust  lie  outside  the corld,n  mdwig Wittgenstein observed."In  the corld everything  is  as  it
is   and   hapens  as  it does happen.    In it there  is  ro value."  The scientific corld-viav neither   praises   nor
condelms.  Yet never has  there been  so "ch condermation as  in our age of  science.

But  I  am Trot here  to criticize Fdssell  so  rruch as  to call  him to ysur attention.    First,    the man - the  long,
interesting   and   illustrious  life,    the  incredible energy,    the passionate idealien and   the   lightning-quick
razorrsharp   brain   -  Dionysus  and Apollo  superbly  if  rrot alrays  harmoniously cohoined.     (*51)      Second,    the
sigrLificant cormection with the United  States  over the years,    including inch more  than  I  had time to tell  of,
dam to  the atteflpt to hold a trial  of  the car crimes of the United States   in the Vietham   mar.   I.astly,    the
long search  for  scx=ial  justice  and human  rights,    which  led him  in and out of prison,  into the  streets  as veil
as  the chanber§ of  the great - and which  intensified as his  long  life vent on.  It is a  life and quest that ve
will  not  soon forget.

This  large postcard
annoured   the
Strontry ±ure
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BR   INTERVIEWED

Freeman  Interview.  John  Freeman  of  +ule  BBC  interviered  BR  jm  March  1959.
in    the  appendix  to The  rut`ure  of

who-:re  suffering  from  tcothose
Scier,ce   (NY:    Philosopohical  IIibrary,

I observe that the date I  attributed  to
my death is  1962,  which is coming  omi-
nously near, and begins to cause me some
alarm.

Freeman:*  Weu,  before  you  feel  too
much  alarmed,  let  us examine  this  obit-
uary which was written in jest and see how
tnie it reaHy is. To start with, let.s go back
to the distant past. What is your very_carli-
est memory, Lord Russell?

Russen:   I  suppose   my   very   earnest
memory is tumbling out Of a pony carriage
`'/hen I was two years old. and my earii-
cst  at  all  vivid  memories  are  of  arriving
at  the  house  Of my  grandparents,  Pen-
broke  Lodge,  in  Richmond  Park,  after

• John   Frecmaa   i.   Lhc   B.a.C.   corrc.pondent   who
coliducted   Lhi.  inLcr`rie`]r.

the deatl, of my father, who died when. I
was three.

Freempa:  How did you come to be  in
the  care   of  your  grandparents?   Your
mother had .also died?

Russcu: Yes, she also. She died when I
Was two.

Freeman: Do you have any memory of
your parents?

Riissell:  Very uttle.  I remember noth-
ing of my riother. I remember my father
once giv:ng me a leaflc( printed in red let-
tors, and the red letten pleased me.

***

Freeman:  Weic  you  always  a  skeptic

from small childhood  or did you behieve
in the conventions?

Russell: Ob, I wasn.I a skeptic when I
was  very  ydung,  no.  I  was  very  deeply
relitious and lost my conventional beliefs
very  slowly  and  painfully.  I  remember
that whea I was four years old  they had

May  1985

[{ere  is  tr`,e  transcript,  as  it.  appears
1959}.     It  will  also  offer  relief    to

much  s,rail  print.

just been telling me the story of little Red
Ridinghood.  and  I  dreamed  that  I  had
been  eaten  by  a  wolf,  and  to  my  great
surprise I was in the woifs stomach and
not in heaven

Freeman: This was the beginning per-
hops of skepticism?

Russeu: Yes.

Freeman:  Tell  me,  did  you  say  your

.prayers when,  you were a child?

Riissen:  Oil,  yes.                          .

Freeman:  When  did  you  cease  doing
that?

Russeu:  I  siip}rosc  when  I  was  about
twelve or  thirteen.

Freeman:  Do  }.ot2  th.Ink  now  thz`t  }'t)L2
had a rAa;`p}.. ch;!d;iciod?

Russell:  More or !gss.  It was  Very  so!i-
tary.  I  h`1d  one  brother  who  w'as  scven

years older than "e and I had little to do
v¥'.i.th,  him.  Or,rlerwise  i  d;iin't  h.aye  much
to do w.it.b`  other. children.  so  that  it  was
a  sciitary.  chiidiriood,  but  it  was  riciL  un-
i,appy.

Freeman:  1L*coking back now, with all
the ieaming the: you have acquired since,
w-ould  you  say  that  some  feeling  of  in-
security was one of the spurs to intellec-
tual actioa?

Russeu: I don't quite know. I think it's-
a possible spur. I think there are others of
a different sort; pure ambition wi.u some-
tines-de it.

Freeman:  Were you obsessed at a ten-
der age with a sense Of guilt or sin?

RULssell:  Ob.  yes.  They  asked  me  one
day  what  was  my  favorite  hymn  and  I

chose `Weary of earth and laden with my
sin.,

Freeman:  At what age was that?

Russell: Six years old. The things I felt
guilty  aboul were`-oh,  eating  blackber-
ries whelL I  had  been  told  n.ot  to.  and  I
remember  once  when  at  family  pra}'ers
my grandmother iead about the prodigal
son,  I  said  to  her  afterwards:  ``1  know
why you  read that  today:  it was because
I  broke  my  jug."

Freeman:  Do  you  think  now.  looking
back, that there is any really  unfortumite
legacy you carried out of your childhood?

Russell: Yes, I do. The farfuly attitude,
certainly on matte-` s ot` sex, was morbidly

puritanical.

Freeman:   Now,   let  us   turn  to  }'our
schooling.

Riiss€ll:  My  grandmother  didn't  ap-
prove of pubric schoois. She was very un-
conventional   in  her  outiock,   and   she
thought they were a sort of con'7entionai
iustitutiob

Freeman: Would you have liked a more
conventiozial edu ca tion?

Russcu:  No,  not  at  the  time.  I  was
quite  satisfied,  and  I  think  lookir,g back
I'm still satisfied. because I leaned a great
deal more than I should have done at any
school.

Freeman: What sort of learning, at that
age? Did you, for instance, study the clas-
sics?

RULsseu:  To  a  certain  degree.  I  was
never  fond  of  the  classics.  Mathematics
was what I liked. My first lesson in mathe.
matics   I   had   from   my   brother.   wh6
started me on Euclid, and I thought it the-
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|m:,Sjnivke;yo;t::e::d;:':rag.vet:]fgns`oy ;¥c::          Freeman: How old were you then..}
iniheworld. But1remembcrthatlhl`rlr`t           Ruseii:  I  must  have  been  twelve  Or

:::£?.NWoa:,aw:i:taapr:°j:tthmaexr',to:::,?¥Ssed ,i?     drteen.

::?yh.::   ta:.]engtsheyyo?:.,v:n:othctosaa!gi[`t.°..i:          Freemrm: Have you found on the whole
though  we  can't  prove  them."  so  I  said:      in your own life that the pursuit of either
"Why  Sl:ould  I  admit  them  if  you  can.I      mathematics or philosopby has given }'ou

Pro+e  them?"  and  he  said:  `.WcH  if },ou      Some son of Substitute for retigious ench
Won'twe  can.t  go  on."  And  I  wan[cd  to       t`°n?
see  how  it  .went  on,  so  I  admitted  `hcm

pro /ctti.                                                                         Rlrmll:  Yes,  it  certainly  has.  Until  I
was about forty, I sbould think. I got the

Freeman:  How  did  you  educ.`t¢  your       Sort of satisfaction thatplatosaysyou can
own children?                                                         get out of nrathcmaties. It was an eternal

world.  it  was  a  timeless  world,  it  was  a
Ruuell:   I  educated   them  in  various      World where  there  was  a possibility of a

Ways:  I tried to find modern schools,  but     certain hid of perfection, and I certainly
I think that there are some things in what's      got something analogous to retigious saris-
Called  progressive  education  that  I  like      faction  out`  of it.
and  some  that  I  don't  like;  and  I  never
found exactly what I should like.                       Free-: What period of your ife, or

rather what episode  in your life,  led yoi.
Freeman:  I)id  you  send  any  of  your      to  ton  again  from  philosophy,  to  some

own    children    to    an    ctrdinary    public       extent, in€o social '„ork and polincs?
school?

RULsse]l:  The  first  war.  The  first  warRussell:  Yes. my youngest son wenHo       made me think `It just won't do to live in
E,on'     .

:riTve::u:t:soth=:::]CessfuL?       ::;:d.;¥i:::W±k:{ti:o:°rt:::h:;d:::::;a::jb:,:t:ri;e¥
had  remained  nciltral  and  the  Germans

Freeman:  What  was  it  thai  first  prcL       'lad  wofl  a  qulck  victory.  We  should  not
Vided you with the incentive  to beL`ome a        have  had  either  the  Nazis  or  lhc  Com-
malhenatician?                                                        munists  if  that  had  happened,   because

they were both product.a of the rirst Wol`ldRussell:  I liked it for a number of Tea-       war.   The  war  would  have   t>een   brlef:
sons:  in the first place.  the sheer Pleasure       there  would   htive  been   nothlng   like   S0
which  is  the  so"  that  People  get  from       much  destructior"
music  or  pcetry  -  it  just  delighted  me.
Andthen, apa"from that, I thought that            Freenrm:  {|ave  you  ever  h.1d  a  nor.1l

rh:I:::::::: awnads :I:::Z ;:,us::tesr:[faenvde`;:      objection in principle to rming?
day things explained by means of mathc-            Rus5eH:  oh.  no.  I don.t me  any kind

:i:'Cds].drni:I::`:e;o[wha:uac:er£::°wr,°annc:      of general rule like that
lspunapenny,andhesaid:`Doyouknow            Freeman:  How  much  in  fact  did  you
why  that  penny  s.riins?.  I  said:.Yes,  be.        actively caapalgn against the first World
cause  I  make  a  couple  u'ith  my  fingers,'        War?
and  he  said:  `What  do  you  know  about

:::::::;., I sa,d:  ,oh,  I know a„  about      ove:u=eu;[¥ceTumc¥g] :*:i:sT,canntda]:

did  ever}'thing I  could  to  help  the  con-
scientious   objectors.   I   wrote   about   it

• wherever I could.

ifay  1985

Freeman:Didyouhaveasortofpubhic
notoriety as an  unpopular figure or w.ere

you regarded as just a crank?

RusseH:  I  wasn't  actually  pelted  with
rotten  eggs,  but  I  had  an  ainost  worse

experience. I- was at a meetirT.g of pacifists
dta(`hurchanditw.isstormcdbyami.\ture
of  co!ohial  {toops  and  drunken.viragos.
The  drunken   viragos  came   in   bearing
boards full of rusty nails, with which they
clamped everybody  on the head,  and  the
colonial soldiers looked on and applauded
them,  and  the  police  looked  on  and  did
nothing. Women had all. their clothes torn
off their back and were badly mauled. and
the viragos with rusty nails were just about
to attack me - I  cidn't quite  know  what
one did abou[i this -when somebody went
up to the pc.hce and said: .Look. you rcall.v
ought  to  stop  these  women,  you  know,
he's a distinguished writer.'  `Oh,'  said  the

police.    .Yes,    he's    a    well-known    phil-
osopher.'  `Oh,'  said  the  police. .Atid Ac'5
tlle  bro!her   pf  all   earl!`     A.nd  [hon  the

police rushed and saved me.

Fr€€man:  Was this  the  time  that  you
went to prison?

Russeu:  No, this was carher.

Freeman:  What exactly did you go to
prison  for?

Russell:  For  writing  an  article.  I  was
convicted on  the ground that this  ardcle
was `in[ended and likely to cause bad re-
la(ions  between England and the  United
States,' because I pointed out how United
S[utes troops were used as strike-breakers
and it was thought I oughm't to have done
hi''.

Frccman:  Were  you  tried  by   a  jury
or by a madrtrate?

Russell:   By  a  in.agistrate  in  London.
And he said this was `the inost despicable
crime..  He  sentencL`d  me  to  six  months.
Origimlly  it  was  six  months  us  an  {`rdi-
nary criminal, and then ..n appeal it wls
altered [o six months in the First Division.
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Freeman:   Which  meant  more  lcnicl`t
Ire;|tment`.)

Russell: Oh, very much. It's a profounil
difference.

Fri`eman:  ilo you think.  looking b.1ck.
that Trinity Colli`gc behaved either wisl`1y
or justly in dcpri`Jing you of your Fellow-
ship ill [hc tiiiii. ur your own trial and  im.

prisonment?

Russell:  No,  certainly  not,  e.specially
as they did it .while the case was swb/.wdj.c€.
You see, all the younger Fellows had gone
to war and the govemmem of the college
wiis left to the old boys, and the old boys
said, `We must do our bit -we can't fight,
we're too old,' and their bit was to get rid
of  me!

Freeznan:   Something   very   similar  to
thiit,  of  course,  happened  in  the  second
World  War,  when  your  appointment  at
the College of the City of New York was
ti`rminated. Wha( actually did happen?

Russell:  Oh. in the second World War
I was completely patriotic, I supported the
wiir,  and  I  was  entirely  orthodox  in  my
vii.ws about that.`

Feeman: Nevertheless you were thrown
out  of  anothci.  college?

Russ€[l:  Ah,  but  that  was  for  quite
different reasons. That was on the ground
of my views  about marriage  and  morals.

Freeman:   But  your  views  must  have
been known when you were appointed to
the College of` the City of New York?

Russell: Oh, yes. Civi]jzcd people didn't
mind them,  but  lhl.re was a whole riibbll`
in New York of uni`ducated  Irish peo^ull`,
and  they  had  completely  ignorant  views.

Freem.an:  Wh;it happened to you whl`n

you lost your job in New York`.'  Did you
h:`ve another job to go to in America?

Russcin: I didn't know I should have. I
was completely ostracized. No newspaper

Russell  Societi7  \Tews,   No.   46

would print a word I wrote. no magazine
would print a word, no hall would allow
me  to iecLure in it.  so  that  I was cut off
from  all  my  means  of  Livelihood,  and  I
couldn.I gel any money out of England at
that time because of currency regulations,
and  so  I  was  expecting-to  starve.  I  had
three children whom I was educating, two
of them at the university and one yc>unger,
and I  expected we  should  au  su!Ter  very
badly; and we should have done but for a
certain man called Dr. Barnes who came
to my rescue and gave me a job.

Freeman; Is that the only time in your
life  that  you've  ever been  really  short  of
money?

Russell:  }tlost of my  life  I.ve only  had

just  enough,  and  the' rest  of  my  life  I'\J-a
generally  had  just  enough  with  a  certain
security;  but  at  that time  I  really  did  no(
know  how  I  was  going  to  carry  on  my
children's cdur:ation.

Freeman:  Could I ask you,  bccaiisc  i['`s
of interest to  the  background  of  the  ac`a-
demic  life  generally,  were  you  left  a  I-i`r-
tune  by your  family,  or  have  }Jou  eaiT,¢d
all you've had all }our life?

Russell:  I w.is left a  ce.rtain amour.t  of
money. When I came of age I h.id capitiil
that  brought  me  in  about  £600  a  }'`-3|r,
and then I became it socialist and  I car;i.a,
to the concli.Isiun  that  I  ought  not  to  live
on  inherited  money.  and  I  got  rid  of  my
capital gradually  [o various causes which

I thought important. Since then I've lived
eQdrely` on my earnings.

Freeman:  I.ooking  back  now  on  all
the causes that you have especially cham-
pioned  througbout your working life,  do
you think your advocacy has been on the
whole successfu?

Riis-ell: It depends entirely upon what
things  you're  thinking  of.  My  views  on
what you may call sexual questions have,
I  think.  been  inmensely  successful  -  I
mean. the world has moved that way; and
to a very great extent on education,  too.
And  one of  the  things that  I  used  to  be
enormously  interested in  was equality of
women, and that of course has been com-

p!e[ely  successful.   Also  I   was   from   an
early tine a sociatist and  there is a great
deal of soc;alism in Er.gland zi,ow and  i'm

glad of it. So t`hat I have had c  f{`ir  ml.as-
ure  of   success;   but   in   other   ihings   ot'
course  not  at  all.

Freeman:   Do   you   think   thi}[   on   the
whole the famtics  in  the world  ;`re  nor.`
useful  or  more  dangerous  than  the  skcp-
[ics?

Russell:   Oh,   much   more   dangl`rous.
Fanaticism is //ic danger ot` the world. and
always  has   been,   a,id   has   done   untttlij
h.irm. I might almost say that I w'as fLinuli-
cal against i'am(icism.

Freelmn:  But  then  arc  }'ou  not  fi`nuli.
Gal  also  against  some  other  thilig.s?  Yoiir

c'Jrrcm  i;3mpaign,  for  instance,   in  l`ii\tor
of  nuclear  di.`:?rmamcn[  -would  yc`u  cn+-.

courage   your   supporters   to   'jndertake
some of the extreme demonstrations that
they  do  undertake  and  isn't  that  fanati-
ciun?

Russeu:  I a.3n't thick that's fari±t;.cism,
ntl.  I inea£1,  soH]e ¢f them  ma}'  be  i-ap.ati-
cai,   but  I  s'jppg3rt  them  because  a.t'ery-.
thing sap.¢ and son.sibie  a:ic!.  aui:=t  ::r,``[ \`.e
do is absoluiel}' ign.ored by tie press,  L±iid
the  oni.y  ad/ay  `viL.  c`.ji,i.  get  intct  the  pres'3  I:,s

{o do something that lcoLs fanii{i€a!.  The
worst possibhity ib tJiat h.umar. jjje may lee
e7.tlfnguishaJd,  end  it,  is  a  +.Say  ref.i  po`isi-
bhity; but assuminL=  that  dcesn't  happen.
I c;an't bear ike thoLgh{ of many. hundred:S
of  miuions  of   people  dying   in   agony,
soieiy because the nilers of the world are
stupid and wicked.

'r`rt!eman:  Is i[ true or un[rue th:`t in ri`-

ci`!lt years yc;u ad`Jocated that a prcvi.ntive
war  might  bi-  made  against  comngunism,
against Soviet Russia..)

Russell:  It's  entirely  true,  and  I  don't
repent  ot`  it.  It  `vas  r:ot  inconsistent  with
w'hat   I   think   now.   Wl`at   I   thought   ;lil
along  was   that  a  liuclcar  \vfir  ir.   wiiic+I
both  sides h:`d  nuclc{ir \`capons  \`.ould  be

an  utter and  ;`t>solu{e  disustcr.  There  w;i3
a  timc,  just  ul`ti.r  lhc  last  war.  w.hl`n  {.lie

Ami.rjcans   h`id   ,1   mont`poly   of  n'jclc;`r
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u.capons  and  on'|`rcd   to  interna[iomlizi;.
nuclear weapons by  the Baruch  propos{il..
and I  thought  this  an e.`trcmel.v  generous

proposal on their pal-t, one whit.h it would
be very dcsirablc that the world should iii`-
cept; not  that  I  advoca{ed  a  nuclear war`
but I did  think  thut great  pressure shoii!J

be put upon Russia to accept the Ban]ch
proposal, and I did think that if they con-
ti.riue'd .to   refuse   it   might   be   necessary
actually to go to war. At that time nuclear
weapons  existed  only  on  one  side,   and
therefore   the   odds   were   the   Russians-
would  have  given  way.   I   thought  they
would,  and  I  think  still  that  could  have

prevented   the   existence   of   two   equal
powers  with  these  means  of  destruction,
which  is what is causing  the  terrible  risk
now.

Freeman:   Suppose  they  hadn't  given
way,  would  you  have  been  prepared  to
face  the  consequences?  You  would have
used  these  weapons  on  the  Russians  in
spite  of  the  words  you  have  used  to  me
about  their  horror?

Russell:   I  should.  They  were  not,  of
course,   nearly  as  bad  as   these  modem
weapons €irc.  They  hadn't yet got.the  hy-
drogen  bomb,   they   had  only   the   fltom
bomb  (an`d  that's  bad enough,  but it  isn't
anything   like   the  'hydrogen    bo.mb).    I

Thank  you,   TOM  STANIEY.
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thought  then.  `and  hoped,   that   the   Rus-
sians  would  give  way.  but  of  i`oursc  }'ou
c.iri't  threaten  unless  you're  prepi}red  to
have  your  blu(I  called.

Freemali: Do yoii look back to the ninl`-
{een[.h ccntur,. on the whole willl nos{iilgia

and  regret?

Rilssel]:  1[  all  depends  on  what  you'rc
thinking about.. The wol.ld was much more
beautiful  to  look at  than it is  now.  E\'ery
time I go hack to a place that I  knew lon`r
ago  I  think  how  ``:id  it  is.  One  picl`c  of

beautyafteranotl}erisdestro}'ed,andthat
I do profoundly regret. But when it comes
to  ideas,  there's  immensely  less  humbug-
than there was, and that I rejoice in.

Freeman:  Have  you  written  an  auto-
biography?

Russeu:  I  have.  yes.

Freeman: Are you going to allow it to
be pubdshed in your lifeline?

Riissel]:  No,  not  un  I.in  dead.  In  the
first  place  because  it  won't  be  complete
until  then. -and  in  the  second  place  be-
cause  there  are  au  sorts  of  things  that
ought not to be said too soon. It may even
have to wait some time at.ter I'ITi dead - I
don't how.

NEw  MEmEas

(11)      rN-e  trelcone  these  new  mefroers:

SHAEN  A.   BURKI.IN/8733   57TII  sT.   N./plNH.ias  PARK/EL,'33565
BARBARA  I..   conlNs/637  soL'"  13"  sT. (28) /Ht;DsoN/wl/54ol6
BERNARD   DAVIsr`29   PFVTERE   ST.     (4) /BOSTON/,r*J\/02114
AIIni  GEN'ITE/755  nLNcaslm  sT. /.c>IATTEvlll£/wl/53818
sTEp[ni  H.  ILFTip/ii3  iunEN  sT.   (3) /c"BRIDca/RA/o2i4o

RlalARD  Lyik=H/ 96i5  I]IVENSHIRE  cRFng/DAiljAs/Tx/ 75238
JEFF  M.   .\ESHINSKy/4117  ]OnEs  BRIDGE  FofLD/CRE+y  clIASE/ro/2o815
+coBrm  s.   roNIE"Rro/588  AVE.   DAmlRE/QUEEc/cENiADA/Ggx  4vg
MICHAEL  I.   REECLLra/51o5  *.op\"  PARK  DRI'ra/pEln{sAu'zcEN/N./o81og
KERMIT  rosE/   igl4  .cosmAm/TAnA+:AssEE/FL/323o3

PHII;.  sHAPIRo/52ol  GiE`ry  clnLSE  pin¥. ,biw/RASHINGpca`i/Dc/2ool5
zAGIARIALi  sHusTTER/27  w.   72ro  sT.    (iro'IEL  OreoirT) /r€y/ur/1oo23
RlcHARI)  c.   SIAGLE/uss  neINEENTf ,FE`G-8/Fro  MIAMI/FL/34og2-1466
STEVE  SPRAGUE/2836  E.   IST  ST./rove  BEACH/ca/   90803
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Freeman:  One  last  qiiesLion:   suppi)``i`,
Lord   Russell,   that   this  lilm   were   to  bi.

looked  at  by  }'our  descendi`n[s  io    I,Ul)\)

}'ears'   timc-.,    what   would   you    think    it
worth  telling   th.i{   generation   about   the
life  you'\'e   lived   and   the   lessons  }'ou'\i.
Icarncd   from   it`.J

Russell:  I  ``ht]uld  like  to sa}'  two  thing`,

one   intellect`j;`l   anil   oile   mol.ill.   Tl`i`   in-

tellectual  thing  I  should  want  to  say  t.
them  is  this:  \\'hcn  you  are  stud.ving  .in}J

matter or con.`iJcring tiny  philosophy.`  u`k

yourself only  whul  arc  the  fac`Is and  wh;it
is  the truth  th:`t  the  facts  bear out.  N.c\'L.r
let }'ourself bc diverted cirher tiy what you
would wish t{t bl`Iicve or by whu[ you lhink

would  have  bencficen[  social  cffcct.i  il.  it

were  believed.  But  look  only  at  wh"  url.
the  facts.  The  moral  thing  I  should  w.ish

to say to them is `'ery simple. I should sa}'
love   is.  wise,   hatred   is   foolish.   In   this
w.orld,  whicb  is  getting  more  and  rnorc
closely  intercomected.  wc  ha`'e  to  learn
to piit  up  with  the fact  that  some people
say things that we don't like. We can only
live together in that way and if we are to
live together and not die together we must
!earTi a kind of charity and a kind ot` toler-
ance  which  is  absolutely vital  to  the  con.
[inuance of hiunan  life  on this planet.
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NEw   (OR  cORRECTro)   .mDREss`rs

(12)      Wnen  something  is  underlined,  only  the  underlined  part  is  rLev.

DR.   THaNOS  CATSAlt4BAS/no  adequate  address  available
AljEX  DELY/852.2   E.   rfelen  Place/Thcson,   AZ/85715
DR.   STEplml  Irfu'.BY/124  Bibb  Rcrad  Sw./Huntsville,   AL/35801-3225

DR.  CHARTS  W.   Hln/Rte  7,   Ebx  1414/Covir.gton,   IA/70433
joEN  R.  ILENz;5ii  w.  IIzth~sE:T7T75ai  iTy,'i0025
DANIEL  J.   O'IEARY/5562  Bear  P`oad   (M2) /N.   Syracmse,   NY/13212

DR.  CARE  SPAmNI/56  Dalerrood  Crescent/Hamilton,   Ont./Canada  LBS  486

(13)

(14)
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Another  ooinion

BR  Ann  mE  ATOM  cone

.hast  issue  w.e  reprinted  I.F  Stone's  disapproving  view of  BR's  apparent willirigr.ess  ir,1946    to
atom-bonb  Russia,   if  necessary,  to  bril`.g  abouc  verld  goverrnent.   HAJP:RI  RUJA    disagreed  with  St3r,e.  'r+is  is  ',1.ow
he  expressed  his  disapproval  of  Stone's  disapproval   ,  in

"d Stone come Te Praise  Rua!elJt
Whether that wco a netllc I.F. Lqmc !pt
hold ol  Qt  the  Rusceil  ccatchar?I  tea.
ferene€ at Mc}Iaster cr }ilst urr!.'TE`"p
spa8hetfi can only  be  dcaidrd  I  Gip
pore, whca hli .pcelal i. priated cod bi.
cvideace evalunled. BLi what in.ystLfied
fne twhen I listened to him  in  Hamijton
last Octob- .nd Watched the reaction.
Of the audience -and stud mystlfit± rn.
-I. ho* S{me could corLilder himself.
and   be   cauideTed,   an   edmirtr   of -
fuiBscll  twhiJe  eecu.lug  him  Of  having
ldvoceLed   dropplng   .tom   hombe   on
Ru8i. vlLhout proroc.tjon end ha tim.
Of pe.c..                                               ,

lArfucn I dl!pLted Stone 'i interpet4tion.
and   decJaz`ed   t!lat   bc   v&.   al   bed
praising  mssell  with  falnt  deniae,  I
wa.  Shouted  dotim  by  the  I,000  oth-
F`iiaeeLl  "8dmircra" in the &uditonim.

As a child. Stene te!d .-i, hc wont bodly
Lziio dark co£-:`as and found mthm6 to
fear:   new  S.-|REe  £-c.co  in`ro   L!i€   "dart
C`,a-" erl" a f z~tr_.H+sell '8 cdr~eer 8 (`d fi!! dJ! .
in!Oot:ii!iin=tyTr,On9ter,rtttlessjytqgxng
flLf.+it-4 ca  i,? meat destrt.ct;en of the
ich3b!ilantr o{' one a( tfie "®as{ pep€uloti.
col:z!=rlca en  ea.iA.

I myedf am .kepticd Lha( the comer L]
ae  `{d{ij`k"  ae  S}me  I..i?psca.  R&mg.
Stuns e.?gr.a girt]ply to be PIT+jf.ctiz28 the
ldcoioQ}  o!  cor:Jrmtj]+Li`-ut  r`c!Jiljid  en  to
Riz!.apL! 'i `<rc>.rdr inft€4d of &ppfrtia[Lz#
thctzi  !.f . determmed p.;rf2!€.pe evca .
dLseper.at..  8ifempf,  to  \cke  nd`..catjig€
Of a  ti+3{rpe oi\aprtu"ly  to  eetebiich  an
au+.henGc  *v}ri{l  gove!rmeut  arid  .i,ij5
ase€ire    i,eeee  for  !utLF¢  g€`ar4t)aa!,
perrraprl   €vca   s€.vLrig   .`i:8k`*r,a   3,,."
eHtlfit:i!c`z!.  If ,  as  s`cO"!  uL!!i8a,   *.i;seeil
\7a]  prorL±-aii`,g  di&haJjca;  irAeafr'dr€-  .a
the  indEjigeace  of  rancor  Qgainct   .}tt`

The  I.ure.     We

the  }{ay  1973  issue  o£  "Hut\anist

Soviet Unjozi. then why does be fpt call
him  .  devil  and  `ithdr&vp   from   tb®
:ompaily of Russell-chirer.?
Stcae  catitJed  hi.  addres.  "Bettrand
I'.iBecu   ae   a   Moral   Force   in   W'orld
PoLltic.".  How ironic  in  'J]e  llcht of ill
canteut!  Tbe  mtlc  QtJe  does  greater
justice to the man than the 6pcah did.
`rmeri  ooe  brijtg. to mind  come  Of  Lb.
ciraito   in    RLLs8d'.   long    ptlbLic   LLl.
•*tich `Jii8 charactcrizaLion rit. -from
hi&  denu`Twi8{ienf  in  1914  Of  the  nan,
fool4,   az]d   hole.   qmo   a7`broiJed   hla
coontri)r  in  wi:at  ircaically came  to  be
cdied `Tte GT€ai War' to the chal]cagc
w`TJ]in   a.jr   `O`ro   memory   to   Lyndca
iota.:ca ... #a{! i trial d a *tr crimlz]Al
for   tiit5   dev-98i;3daB   of   the   l8ad   &nd

Ffur`plc of  \`ie+mac  -one  clanct  help
feemg  pGrdgr  Of   d!soppeinlment  tb&t
E£<ti. chose in=cod !o misccabtr`Ie. q
• tit of ionctts cold+u I.rgco, wh.I,

ABour-`T3R i s  rm{'TINIs

in   Cat-ada":

b  ccatoB,  i.  .  rcalistLe,  edd±
e.I)rd. o( the pTtxpct] for peace led
the  likely   vayi  a(  ®ctlievLng   i{.I.   ni.
perfor.mancc.  u]  the   i:3jht   of   what   it
curd h.vc beca, rz`ust 6tr`Le 'ule car.cad
observer    a8    petty.    perhaps    even
maliclour,  a travesty on  the nobL!Ity  9f
th.e man we had come toge{ner 'i} honor,

lld  the  reader  judge  /or  hl.mscj/  dy
examlnat!on     a/    so.mc    a/     Runs€;i.i
`mtLr`g]  of  tr.e  perioc!.  See.  e.g..  ``rt.c
CL!doo(    for   Man*ind",   lJiterier,    \3
}Jirch      19{7,     37,     370-2:      `1Tae     in-
tonaLjond  Bearing+  of   .t!of"c  '*'€.--
fare," I,-Elt€d EmDItc. January }9t8. 3.,
18  -21;   'Ther.e   lt   Just   uThc   Way   To
Z*ace." Mlc!..a'..   I .'dnuary  i918` il
( I ) . 7e, 33-5 ;  ' 'The rl!tur¢ of Mannnd , ' '
L'n;iopulu   I:.I.yl,    Londoa    ±   .`{cv
York,  i9sO.

don't    know  an`+a:}dng  airx:jut  Jaccb  \Tech.i)`m  except  that  he  teaches    `peungsters  and  r`.as    'writter.    a
bek.  The  frok  is  titled,   "The  Heart.  a,i  E;.+iilosop:rii7",  and  here  is  a  bit  o='  it,  wi=ul  +uirke  to  MIRE  TAINT:

have thcd  asljrig pcoplc about the.r ovm `ido!escenc€:  Vrhat ¥,fas
the  mo6±  important book for  thcrn  when  diey  wac  v,-.`L!T:g?  Wh3t
frocd  theni  on  to scT]ous  ideas?  (  ask  incm  that  bet:3`!sc  I  -have
bccn  scTudnizing  c`rcry  book  in  my  library  tT?r.r:g  to  fi.id  at  least
the  right  redings  to  start  mth.  But evc{y  boo`*  c-r  durjior  rncn.
tioncd  is  oTic  I  have  alTcady  considcTed  and  :c)ccted.   SpinozB:'

Too difficult.  HCTmann  Hcssc? Tco sentimcnbL  P{a®? Or couzic,
but  not to  bcgTi  with:  they  `]r`ll  have  hc2rd  too  rziLich  about  him
from other sources.  Crimrti's  fairy  talc5?  R]ch  with  real  ideas.  but
tecnagct3 arc still  too clcec to childhood to approach tt`.cm frc€iy.
Nictzschc?  Camus?  Too  sobicctivc.   Kjcrkcga3rd?  Too  subtle-
and  also.  3ithough  anyolic  with  a  scorch  can  scc  he  is  as  far  as

` pos5ible from bang conventorial]y -r€llgious." }n>ur`g pcapic veld

be  too  distracted  ly  the  Chnstian  !anguagc  o[-  Kicrtcg3ard:  ot`e
can't bqgin with K]cTkegaard. The Stoics-Epict€tus and L\laTcus
^uTclius? No, although I  mysclf had boa dccply moved by them
when qultc young.  Examining Epictctus again two months ago.  I

`ras disappointed b)r the moTaliz]ng tone that the Victonan  tons-
hdous  had  put  into  his  `Irndngs.   Moraliz]Ttg  in  any  I-om  rs  the
hss of death in pondering great tdcas.

So  I  have  thought  again  of how  I  first  bcamc  irttercstcd  in
ideas wh I was young. What author first helped mc? The arLsver
surpuscs mc: BCTtrand R..sscll.

Had anyone advised mc to 5t2rt my class uith Russell,  I would
have dismissed the sue:gcst]on out ol-hand.  I  had  not c`.cn  cons]a-

cied  his  rock  ovc.r  the  summcT-B€rtrand  Russell.  !Licid,  witry,
skcpt]cal,  a  prmcipal  foundcT of modcm  }ogled  analvsis uno 3}

p[coched the great qucsbons Of phjlosophy unt!l litt]c more than a
`'cry sharp pcricil in his hand, Russc.ll. who brought into the twen-

both century the faith  of chc  Eniightcnmcnt in scjcnt]fic  mcchod
3s  the  iTlodcl  of undcrstandlng;  who  could  dispesc  or  P!a{o  ln  a

paragraph.orthcwholcofthcrcllg`oustradit]ousofrmaninridma
bricf arid amusmg chapter.  i(a.  not Russell.

Then how to cxplain the immcnsc Impact that his wTibT`g5 had
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on  TTi€  when  I  `ras  Sutccn?  although  hc  clevcT]y  tears  at  c'vcr`.
ancient afid  mcdlc.va]  mct2physical  doctnnc,  I  did  r!ol i-c€l  clc'ver

or even  wish  to  bc clever after Teadmg hlm.  Although  hc  demon-
strafes  the  logical  fuws  in  the  W.eston  idea  of God.  hc  did  not
shake  my belicf in  the  cxistencc  of a  Creator-n  the  contrar`..
Mastc{ Of the modcm scicritific canons of howledgc.  hc picturcs
nman  as  a  wisp of corLsciousncss  in  an  immense,  Indifferent  iini-

ve!sc hat win incvitabj}' snuff out his hfe and the vcrv memory of
his life on earth. Then why did I  keep turning to his ;cots for.the
very thing I rou]d  wish  to bung to my o`m  st`.dcrit!-a  scmsc of
fnan's enduring place jn a grcatcT scale Of reaiity?

I  rcTncfnha to  the  dry  and  hour  the  first  t]me  I  Tcad  Russc]l.
It vac short)y after the start ol' my third  ycaT  in  high  schcol.  I  had

just camel my dri`/er's liccnsc and on  Sunday momings J  used to
take the family car and dnvc oiit o!r the city in order to .Dc by myself
in  Scme iindcd area.  OTt  the Sca( next to rnc was a pt]c of trots
reprcscn6ng the timek'S foragtng in the public !ibrarv,  I rcmcmbcr
that at that timc I `va§ very taken with the novels Of Thornas Hardy;
their austere raprtsent3t]on of the human conditlon confi{Tned,  in
some sun VIy,  my o`m lor}dincss. This bme. among the bods
bcsjdc fnc u" one I had plcked off the library shelf wiwhout thmL-
ing tco  mush about  it:  HUTrlan  Know(edge:  /ts Scope and Li.ml.ts
by B€rtrnd RLnd.

I  mentiorted  lonclincs*  but  I  don't mean  to  imply  anything
bcyor!d  what  rzrariy,  if  not  most,  adolcsccnts  cxpcrtcncc  in  our
culfurc aS i  result,  I  belic`r\e,  Of thci[  not being sufficiently  occu-

pied.  This  problem  takes  on  a  co`ossally  dcstnictlvc  dimcnsioTt.
ho`ircvcT, when it cxisB within the confusion that has  nor/ soTcad
c`rcry`aihctc about the  n2fure  and  function  or~ the  family.  T;  my
mind.  the qucrion cxjst] in the following !-om.  The faTnilv is the
rnatTix  of the  grouch  of  fccling  in  Tnari.   Medcm  psychological

thcones of the famlly have conccTttrated minly on  chc emotlous
ol'lovir`g =cceptancc and persomi vramth.  Tredlt}omaJists stress its
function of inculcat]ng moral ulucs and a scnsc of Tcsponsibllity.
Others spcal of prcpanng the child "for life. " and thcrc are count-
ies  other  theones  a5  wcjl  as  nuncrous  cxpcrimcnts  bcing  tried
throughout  th.€  modem  i]yo[id  with  diffcront  forms  of chc  famllv.
But s6mcthing seems  ro ITie to be  left out in  all  these vic`rs of. ric
role of the family, and `Jii3 somcthing tias to do with the nic range
of fe€]ing that is passib!e fo. man and  ncccssary for his  complete
deve!opmc?`t.  Fall.cr and mothcf: Sooner or later in c'vcry `ndivrd-
unl  life  somching  must  take  thc!T  place.  somcthing  that  IS  not
atcmal.  In a g?o\m-up man,  what is ±hc source ot-aspiTabon and
li.I/c ot' scl8 What guidcs onc's o`m  individual struggjc for Bcing
in a grcrm-up man?  From what place in onescif comes authcnbc
shafTic  and  i`jtheT`tic  pndc?  And  :a  what.  and  mth  What  quality.

are  the  impulst=  of rcvcrcnee and  honor directed  in  a  grown-up
man7 lThcse 2:e  not chctor]cal qt!edous and  I  hope  I will  not be
mis`indcTstood  if I tenbdvely pfopce an answer: As 3 child loves
fathcT and mother, so the fTran fzray come to love tnith.

Ttut pardcular Sundry `ras especially dmary for the. Ilic Sun-
dry bo.edam  had  set  in  c`rm  bcforc  noon.  By the  bmc  I  perked
the  car  ntaT  aft  capiecial]y  bcautLful  stretch  of the  Wissaliichon
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Crcck  north  of Phllade]phia,  I  u;as  encased  in  sc!f-pir`'`  On  the
way.  I  had  funcd  the  radio to u'halc`rcr  mus]c would  suDport this

emotional  stal=,   and  now  I  regarded  all  the  beaut`'  around  mc
chio`igh  its  lens.  Anythlng  to inlcnslfy  it.  anychlng  to  bmg  oncL
bow  of an}`  hind    lt  was  the  only  u;ay  I  could  feel  alive.   Surc!y,
tJut |s the fundamental mcanw`g Of the 'Doredom that bcgms to bc

ouch  .  dominant fact of life wiicn w€ arc  yoilng:  the  yeaming  foi
cutoT`.  Out of this ycammg come TruTly hlngs-mcludlng solnne
foTTms Of cr)mc.

I picked i]p . bcoL and bcg2n to reed-it `i/a5 Hardy's Jude ch.
Ohair..  perfect for the  mood  I  was  in.  But nght  beneath  it was
the  Russcll  book,   and  the  btJc,   Human  Know/edge.  dTev  rrre.
While onioying the crushing sonows of poor |ude.  mt. mind Lcpt
«ndciing  to  the  titlc of Russell.s  book.  I  soon  put down  ELrdy
and tco[ up Russell.

I  Stayed  glued  to  that  txDck  for  the  ncrt  thrc€  ho-urs  mthout
even thindng of lunch.  Wt`y7 What happened7

I v2sTi't able to follow much of RusscJI's sophist]c2tod thonght
about science and hul"n cxpcricTicc.  So thcTc \i7aj no q`i¢stioi` Of
this tccrLagcf agTccing or disagTccing vith ha point ct-vic`.r.  Some-
thing  much  more  important  and  eloncTita)  `ras  taking  place  in
mc.  Russell spoke about human  Language and  I  rca;izcd  that L]rL-

guagc exists-I spoke ]anguagc. I read bnguegc; poctr)r arld novcLS
and  bcok.  and  perhaps  music  and  art  `i^ere  3lso  ianguagc.   He

discussed  space  and  tlmc.  and  i realized  that space  i5  ail  around
iric,  that c`.crythmg atist3  iT`  space:  and  bmc  fio`ws  cvervwhcrc,  I
arm  in  it.  c`rer)thing  Ls  in  it-but  w.hat  is  it?  And  thcTc  ts  cthics;
my  `rorncs  and  problcTns-`i/crc  they  not  ffhic!'  Arid  there  rs
mind-I  have mmd  and  I have a  body,  and c`rcTwhing I see  is a
tndy,  but  where  is  the  mind?  My  loncllness  dissoived:  It  simply

dned up as the  various aspects or' myself `^ee prcscntcd  to  rnc as
obicct5 Of inquiry  in  chc large `i;orld.  I  lcnc`ir then  hat there exLsts
somcthjng  that  one  mght  call  fJarlty,   I  lcncur  !t  as  a  I-eeiing,  a
wh.  It  vas  an  ondrcly  ric`i/  l.c€Jing  and  yet.  at  the  saT]`c  timc.

rfungcly indmate and vrarrn. Critics of the contcmporav.cTa often
pet of the scfrse of alicn]t]on and ca;mic lonclincss produced 5rv
the  modem  cTnphasis  on  the  sc]entific attitude.  They  halve  their

point  but it  has  no  `ineight tvhcn  plaed  against  the  first  taste  of
obiecdvity tovard oncel£ Thcic  Ls nothing cold about !t.  On the
contrary,  then arid only then did I fifst bcg}n ro t-eel that thcrc is a
home  for  fTian  behind  the  appcarancc3  Of  the  happy/unhappy
rorld.  (  could  not  read  many rr.ore  novels  aricf  that  in  my adcL
:ecencc.  I never even finished /tid. ch. Obsctfre.

So nonr I look upon thro summ€r's efforts to prcparc m` cour5c
as sornc`]hat  haidc  chc  point  I  have  been  `iioTTving  :oo  much
about the content Of the course and not cnouch about the search
hal  neds  to  bc  brought  to  all  philosophy.  no  mattcT  what  !t3
coiitot.  ( dofi't aglcc nth Russell; I bcljevc his vision or. rcality is
shallow,. his  conccpe  Of hu[mn  nature  and  howrledgc  lead  rLaL
ha. Yet his is a grcatcr mind than my o`irTi, and I oiicc neded
to lisfro to it.

Teday is Scptoha io and in hro hours I meet VIch my young
class for the first time.  I fccl thai I 2m back 3t square one.  Yet.  for
some reason.  I am not nctvous about it anyTnore.

cxH"BurlcNs

(15)      We  acknowledge with  thanks  the  contributicns  made  by  the  following  members  to  the  BRS  Treasury  during  the  past
six  months:   NICRAn  BEADY,   STEVE  DAliLB¥,   ALICE  DARLINGTon,   SOB  DAvls,   I.EE  Elslm,   DAVID  GorEMAN,   BIn  GEE)GORY,
GZAREs  HIIL,     OplHIA  &  JAMEs  HcopEs,     rmt  JACKANlcz,     IiEB  iENSDEL,     REREAN  I,EFKonlTclz,     cHADys  LE:I".USE:R,
SUSAr\n  mGGI,   ."  :¢irllLljlAMS,   STILE  REINIi2RT,   HARRY  RU]A,  caF!OL  SMI",   CAEL  spaDCINI ,   TI}rorr!I¥  ST.   VINCBiT,   T\OM
STANIE¥,   RArrmT  suzERA,   HEB  &  BFrTr  VOGT,   jcEN  wnlHAI,  vlNcnn  wlll.IAMs,  ruDITH  a  TERRy  zACCoRE.
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TIE  suBmcT

(16)       Cces  +.h.e  stoject  of  rroney  bore  you,    excite  `you,  or  neither?    It  doesn't  bore  or  excite  lis  either.  :I+'e  just  want
the  BRS  to  have  errough  of  it  to  be  able  to  rrove  forward.

For  instance,  weld  like  to  acquire  a  lot  rirore  memcers,  not  because  bigger  is  necessarily  better  but  because  -
in  tr\.is  case  -  t+-^e  greater  the  number,    the  greater  the  financial  stability.      And  that  is  a  prerequisite  for
c>ur  long-run  survival  as  an  organ.izatior..

B-ur . . .

To  acquire  rrore  members:
.  Weld  have  to  advertise  rrore.  That  takes  coney.
.  We'd  have  to  rake  sur7eys.  That  takes  money.
.  We  might  wish  to  ,hold  cor.tests,  ar,d  offer  prizes.  That  ta+`es  rroney.
.  ife  might  think  of  otb.er  things  to  do,  to  stirTulate  interest  in  +Jhe  BRS.  They will  all  take  coney.

Furthermore,    results  are  not  guaranteed.    We  might  spend  the  money  and  not  get  results.    We  can  hardly  afford
Jthat  ncw,

BUT. . .

If  ve  had  some  e2s±:=±  moriey,    ve  could  afford  to  take  some  chances.    tie  could  afford  to  go  after  a    substantial
nurT\ber  of  new  members.

That's    why   we    could    like  to  have  some  extra  ITftriey  ...for  the  serious  business  of  trying    to    increase    our
membership...and  our  life-.expectancy.

If  you  think  lh+is  makes  sense,    al`c::  you'j  like  to  lend  your  support,here's  'r,ow  to  do  it:    when i/ou've  gcjt  some
;*    rroney  to  s.ure,  serx]  it  along  to  the  Bee  Treasury,  c,.''c,  tr,e  newsletter,  address  on  Page  1,  bottom.  ife'11  put  it

to  good  use.     Thanks!

B!rs  LIB.RAFty  NH,,s

(17)       Iiibrarian  Ton  stan]ev  re

Book  sales  have  picked  up  considerably  since   the   ij.sl-.  .das   printed  ln  RSN  45.
A  few  are  now  unavaiiat31e   from   tbe   i)uEjlisbers.   .*e   h£J.`re   these   additions:
Into   the   Tenth deny   /ito,   Wraps,   S.pokestEan   Press

handsome   brochure.    ^r}roluse.Ly   ilii`.st!.at.ed,   preparp.d   ia   Honor  of   Russell's
90tn  bit.thday.  .in  essent,ial  addit,ion  to  all  I!ussell   J.ibraries.   " ...... 5.00
AEL%*:-:=i.¥p-:-i-c:Ea-a:1::a::_.1+ie:£::.

The   lncomoatible Pro T` h e a i e s
ritings   o1-   Be rtran(i   `Lussell
w\ritten  in  a

(18)

fold-out,  fomat,   deny  4to,   Spokesman
•...... ' ® ' ' ' . ' I ' ' ' ............. 2.00

An   Es.say   o,n`   Scii.`nce and  I.ibertv  in  the   Political
oy  i,ouij   G.reenspan.   Dtil`f   wTraps,   .\losaic   Press

clistini,ive,   lucj.a  s+.yle  and  based  on  exhausti+e  research,   this
book  should  provoke  mcr,  debate  in  the  growing  literal,ure  of  Bertrand  Russell."
A  review  of  this   item  by.  Harry  Piuja  is   in  ftussell:   33-34   ............. 4.00
I.a  like   to  suggest  that  eac.h  o±.  u3  donate  a  Russell  book  to  our  local   library.
^`lany  of   then  will   acklio*.ledge   t,he   gift  with  a  bookplate:"   Given  by  the   Bertrand
Russell  Society"
Merv  Griffin  has  agreed   5o  don.ate  a  video-cassette  of  his   1965   interview  with
Russell.   Dealing  almost  exclusively  with  the  war  in  `7ietnam.   t,he  bulk  of  this
talk  was  printed  in  Rsh'  36.   I   bcrve  not  as -yet  received  the   tape,   but  it  will
certainly  be  available  for  the  annual  meeting.
We  are   indebted  to-UNESCO   for  their  donation  of  four  photos  of  B.R.   at   the
Kalinga  Prize  Award  ceremony.

Bcoks   to   le.Trd:

den ro author is  indicated,  the `rork  is fy Bertrand russell.    rfe dozur's
nazre  appears  at  the  end.

of  ',`iestem  Philosc]ohv.
kysticlsIT`  and  Ioalc..
Eielira!rri
ch  cfutiirf  Of

Jack  fagsdale.

s  Best.   Razrron  Suzara.
Farm  Surara.

o[  3ei~Lrand  .a2ssell,  tJ-ol.I.  Rarron
let  jfe  Die  E3efore  I- ry  Hex +fty=hery.

Suzara.
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torals I-y'ster/
by  I.   D.   meTrke.   Bob  Dawi.s.

by  li3e  Elsler.  Author
dud.  be:A  Jackanic:.

Serf_rand  Ecissell   (ill  i  Vol.)
Bertrarri  fulssell
Ber€rard  +R:sseil

1€72-1370.    Don

Ef I-ects  and

ben  Jackfi.ricz.

by  Eierbert  Gottschalk.  Don Jack&[ricz.

fan.aers  0[- \Ijclear  W`ar.  jbn  Jackahicz
7s  cn  saclaList

Gemen  Scclal
Icanjs  or  Tlie
rfe  lrmc± or-

i:imni_T``.  bar.
[€rt3c=acv.  £cn  Jackanicz
.=iture  of  ScieLr`ce.  rm  Jackanicz

ben Jaatanicz
into  LL.a  .\/!earir.cT  o=+  Tru+J"

Idleriess.  ben
fen Jackaricz.
.  ben  Jacka[ricz

in Jacjkanicz

and  Intana€iorral  Coo
D=,A  Jackalnicz

•fty  philosophical

raticm ,

JtevelcE3Tent.  ton  Jackanicz.

.toads  c>f  Freedm. Pen  JadKAamcz
I:ssa\'s.  Cm  Jaa<anic2

Stacrecrv  o:- Cblrescozide-

kyy  Zhores  L`]echredev.

rm Jac:faricz.

Is  Gdaranteed  Eh/  I.aw.

by  D.  ^Qussell.  hen  Jackanicz.

tar  Zhc)res  Medvedev.

L=ueaj`¢s   "frar.kl ben Jacka[ricz.
arri ;.brals.  ha .tack,anicz

Bertrand  Ea:ssell.  Jacjc
aLnd  'FTre  Good  Life

Huron  :.:nchrlecice :   I+.a  Scooe

Ee9sdie.
Jack  focJsdale

and  I-imits.  Jack
I  in ,\t)c  A JacjK  fa9saleREph -.

ke fisler

and  lise  risler.
fagsdale .

Jack  Ragsdale.

The  ac or- ife Elsler
Efrtrand  Fi:sseil ,  `I1.e  Passicmte  Sceptic.
Mortals  ani Oil:ers ben Jacariic=

rm Jackanlcz

by Alan ttod.  in JarLe.ricz.

alms  and  its  `ror}c.
by  Corllss  I.annt...  'Itre  futhor.

ke#idyto^E:ds:?ekroTXz=ura¥a.
or  Bertrand  Russell

ular   iJssavs

.   by  Bonald  Clerk.   itamon  Suzara.
Hamon   Suzara.

Principle_s   and   tje-rD-res-ities_;___Stu(!ies   of   Dualigm   in   Selected   Essays
and   Fiction  or   ijertranti Iiussell. by   Giad}.a   Leithause--i

53.  Ilo.t°:i8;?83]:!t:oA::I::a:::tlnq  at  ?4CHagter  Un.ivL|r±L±_Juno__2L±±±,

Irving   Warmer.   Hob  Davis
!29±!S.   by  Joan   Flar±agan.   Bob   Davl8
.uy   I.   Grattan-Guir`tess.   Bob   Davis

by   Pt`11ip   Sheriden.   Bob   Davis
.   Bob   Oavis

by   P.y.   and   I).M.   Gaby.    Bob   Davls
.   by  Daniel   Conrad.   Bob  Davls

tL]rassi     iloo
by

ht.    Bo`o   i)avisEEaealr 0 1 I c   u r .9 i`in i .7, a t 1 0 r.

boo  uavls
.IL.`ericans    .~.:-{L[i.L,Tin+!    fteli

a    oi   `;od.    `Dv   tJete
by  Ralph  de  Sola.   Jack   Ragsdale.

r  Cranford.   Jack  Ragsdale.
'dertrand  Russell Vo I . I

18e8-99.   Edited   by
68.    The   Right    to   Be   !1Li.]nv.
b9.    Power

Canbrldge   E88ays,

by  ,Mrs.   Bertrand  llussel.i.   AI   Seckel
A   :\f..   St)iiial   ,'`nalvsis

rand   tlusseil
Co-pill.d   b,v   W'ernTaTHli-rt,in.   ,\1   5ecAT€I

AI   Seckel
by  Katharine   Tait.   AI   Seckel.
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ina.   AI   Seckel.
U{i   Genera I   i`acts

'teanln£
by  Ausonlo

he   Tt\eo
Marras   and   Rug

rv  of  Descri tions.   Ptipers
prlee®in8   0 I   the  A

Prey.   Papers   read  at   i,he   1977   `Meet`   --,1       _   -.-r   _

On   Russellian  _Cl_u_§_ter!  by  Eugene   Schlos8berger   and
Educp.tioo   ''

read
79.   Def iniS

and   Rug

80.

read  at

xby
liay"Ond

by   Eloward   Woodhouse.    PapersLTiP.Aread-a-I-  the   197
Russell   On   Lo

lleetir-8  0
ical  Truth.

Itussell   antl  t81.  Bertrul

by  .Thomas   Barron
fflth8.   Papers

by  Nicholas  Griffin.   The  Author
I   the  Set-Theoretic   Paradoxeshe  Origin   o---i;--ilejandro  Ric-a-r-d6-Garcia-diego  I)-a-atan.   The  .Iuthor.

82.   Bori`rana-fiugsell_._ _Anerice.   and   .the   Ideaueis.ocial  Jug,t.iL££
by  Roland  S?rpm-b-6-rg.   The   Author- I    ---- _-I _:::EiiRE-ire:g!:

he   ,\n;,|| is    01`    ,I-Jiind

portraits   r`roTui   ,Herjo

isdom   o±    the
ho   Princi
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Bertrand   l!ug9ell's
rd.   The   Author.

by  Lester  Dennon.

.   Tom  Stanley
Lester   Dennon.   Tom   Stanley

Icy
Tom  Stanley
Ton  Stanley.

.   Ton  Stanley
OD  stanley

of   Mathematics
Bertrand  iiusse

ron  Stanley
hilo3oT>her   and Human 1 s t,

W.hitfield   Cobb
by  John  Lewl.a.   Tom  Stanley

he   Good a   Aiuhabi3t
rino9   in   V.ietnam

ntroductlon   to
`w.A i t I i e i d

i`j[ a f I I e n a t i c a i   Phllos,)
ects   of r, a ..I a t r i a i

W'hit.?1£1d   Cobb.
i`ri|izacion.   hhi

r8ctatu9 i c o - f' h I I
ertrand ftuaBell h' h i t I i e i d

t.field   C``biJ.
by   Wit,tgensteiaTI
Cobb.

`Whitfield   Cot!b.

idcmic:   lr'hysicians

Lntroduction   by

by   ltonald   Clark.    ri.W.   ^\'oi`.on.
and   Scientip,i,a   on   Nuclear   !¢ar.   Edited

by  dnth  Ad{ans  ant-I Susan  Cullen.   PhysiciELJis   for
R®®pOO8ibility.

102.   Phot®ij„.  .Haling.a   Pri'£e   Award   Cereq_9__nLr.   Paris,   Jallut'.ir}-2S.    1957.ijhESclr.

There  is  ro  charge  for  borrowing  bocks.    Tr`^e  horraer  pays  postage  both 'jviays.    Please  I,ote  l:ie  c;r`.erL+3y  postage
shown  below,  art.d  remit  twice  that  amount when  returning  the  bock(§) .

Oneiray pestage :

39¢:   ##1,   14,32   44,64,82,   83,   93,   94,   95
69¢:    ##   2,   3,   4,   6,   9,13,15,16,    17,18,19,    20,   21,   23,   24,   25,   26,   2T,   28,   29,   30,    33,   j3,   35,   39,   40,   41,

46,   47,   49,   50,    54,    55,   57,    65,   66,    68,   69,   70,   71,   72,   73,   74,   7:,   76,    77,    ?8,   T9,   80,   84,   85,    96,
87,   88,   89,   90,   92,   96,   97,   98,   100,   101,   102

94¢:    ##5,   7,   10,   22,   31,   36,   37,   38,   42,   43,   45,   51,   53,   56,   58,   59,   67,   99
$1.19:#1,   48,   52,   62,   81,   91
$1.62:##60,    61,   63

NTne¥ -ERs

(19)       Anew  service. cecasionally  a  member  has  asked  us  whether  other  members  lived  r.earby.  In  the  past,  we  `rLa`,7en't
been  of  ,"cn  help.  Efut  now  things  are  different,  thanks  to  a  coxputer.    Tw'e  can  provide  the  rane§  and  addresses
of  ocher  nelTbers  who  live  in your  state,    or  in  a  nearby  states.    If  this  is  of  interest,  write  the  ne.jrsletter
(address  on  Page  1,  bot:tom) ,  namir,g  th.e  states.
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REccanm]DED  READING

^VLay   1985

Ten  =sest  facks    T,fe  invited  rrembers,    at  JA!nes  unKI'S  suggestion,     to  list  their  10  favorite  bocks    by    authors
other  thari  Russell (RSN45-10) .   Here  are  so,rre  responses:

George  Kaye:

1.   James  L.   Adarrs,   "Conceptual  Blc`ckbusting",   2nd  ed.    (NY:Nort.on,   1979)
2.   Kermeth  L.     Higbee,     "your  Memory:   Hc"r  It  frorks  &  llchr  to  Ixprove  It" (mglarood  Cliffs,  NJ:Prentice--Hall,

1977)
3,  Gilbert  Highet,   "Man's  Unconcquerable  Mud"   (N¥:  Columbia  Univ.   Press,   1954.      (esp.   pp  3-45)
4.  Wayne  C.   Booth,  ed.,"The  Knowledge  Most  ttorth  Havingn (Univ.   of  chicago    Press,1967.   (esp  pp.1-28,109-

2C2,  papeerT s  by  Booth,   Platt,   Scott,   Redfield,  MCE(eon)
5.  Will   &  Ariel  Durant,   "'I'he  lessons  of  History"   (NY:Simon  a  Schuster,   1968)
6.   Mortiner  Adler  &  Cr,aries  Van  Doren,'':tow  To  Read  A  3c`ok" (NY:   Simon  &   Schuster,1972)
7.   Isaac  Asinov,   "Asinov' s  Biographical  Encyclopedia  of  Science  and  Technology"   ( (NY:   Doubleday,1982)
8.   'I'he  i.forld  Al:Tanac,   armual   (NY:Nenrspaper  Enterprise  Ass'n)
9.   Rorrald  Gross,   "'I'he  Independent  Scholar' s  Handbook"   (Reading,   MA:Addison-iiiesley,1982)
10.   John  Bear,   "Hcw  'I'o  Get  'I'he  Degree  You  Want"   (Berkeley,  CA:   Ten  Speed  Press,   1982)

Adam  Paul   BarITLer:
'.Books  tr`.at  I  vrould  recomend to our  me.toership  as  rorthy of  reading    in    terms    of  personal    understandirg...
The  ivory  tctw€r  ec-onomic  and  educational  researchers  have    accurately    diagnosed    the    irorld's    econonic   wees
as  their  patient died."

1.   Paolo  Lionni  and  hence.  J.   Klass,"The  Leipzig  Cormeetion" (Portland,  OR:   Heron  Bocks,1980)
2.   Ivan  Illich,"Descti.ooling  Societ!'"   (NY:   riarper  &  Rcw,   1983)
3.   Ivan  Illich,   "Me5ical  b'enesis"   (N|.:Pantheon  Books,   1976)
4.  Lansing  hamont,   "CaITpus  Shock"

John  Wilhelm.   ":ty  favorite  book":

Alfred  Korzybski,   "Science  and  Sariity:  ,in.  introduction  to  Non-Aristso= telian  Systems    and    General  Seliiantics",
available  frc,in  Institute  of  Ge.rLeral  Semantics,  ro    Box  517,  Ridgefield,  CT  06877

LKej`  Korbin

1.   "The  Falln.  by  Al`cert  Cam;s
2.   "The  Plaque"  by  Albert  Cams
3.   "Steppemrolf"  b`/  He+rman  b-esse
4.   "Time  }fust.  Have  A  Stop"  by  Aldous  :.Zijxley
5.   "Messiah"  by  Gore  Vidal
6.   "A  [Vovable  Feast"  by  Ernest  HeningTray
7.   "Eyeless  in  Gaza"  bv  Aldous  7!uxley
8.   ''The  Benefactor"  by  Susan  Son.tag
9.  The  ELrasers"  by  Fobbe+3rillet
10.   "The  I+axe"  bv  Kawabata
11.   "Blind  Date"-by  Jerzy  Kctsinski

James  .Maki

I.   "The  Life  Triumphant"    (1908)   by  `Talires  Allen
2.   "As  A    I;lan  Tninketh"   (1890)   by  JaLners  Allen
3.   ''A  phlloso.thy  of  Solit.rae"   (1933)   5_v  John  Cc*xper  Pcnys
4.   ''The  Meaning  of  Culture"   (1929)   by  John  Ccoper  Pcxir/s
5.   "Reflections  of  a  tor`ely  Man"   (1903}   by  A.   C.  .Vcclung
6.   M{fayside  Wisdon"    (1909)   by  E.   M.   I.far€in
7.   "The  Pleasures  o£  Life"   (1890)   by  Sir  Join  I.ubbock
8.   "I'he  Art  of  Thirtry"   (1961)   by  Dagobert  D.  Runes
9.   "The  Life  of  the  Bee"   (1901)   by  Maurice  i.faeterlinck
10.   "Signs  arid  Seasons"   (1886)   by  John  Burrougts

Keith  Tharpson

"Soldiers"    by    Rolf  Hochhoff .    "This  3-act.  play  ill\mirates  t...he  coral  issues  of  total  v`/ar  with  an   exaccitucle
that    only  great  t.beatre  aspires  to. ..That  no  production  of  this  play  has  been  staged  in conjunction with    the
disarmament  debate  seems  a  gross  oversight. "
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TFEAsuRER  DENIS  DARn\nD'S     REroRT

Balance  on  hand   (12/3i/84) ................................................................. 586.6i

Income:        23  New  Members ............
144  Rfnerals ..............

Contributions.............
BRS  Library ...............
Misc.,,,,.,,,,.,,,,,..,,,,

Ecpenditures :  I.lerfoership  Committees.
Information  Committee.
BRS  Library ........,..
Bank  charges ..........

. 4 3 3 . C) 0
3281.90

total  dues ............ 3714.90
....................... 423.50
....................... 120 . 00
.......................      3.C0
total  income .......... 426Tii5 4261.40

4848.04
....................... 125 .17
....................... 471.19
........................ 43.77
........................ 24 . 33
total  spent ............ 63Z:Ia ........... 664.46

Balance  on  hand   (3/31/85) ................................................................   4183.58

thy  1985

HfcTlcIN  OF  DIREclcrs

Please?Jomiriati-|..`,s  for  Directors
TL!Li7`-

We   wish  to  elect  9  Directors  this  year,    I-or      3-year      terms      startir,g
i;,  wh`icn    will    glue  us  a  to-Lai  of  24    Directors.    'I'he  August    newsletter    will    provide    a      ballot    for

'/otil`Lg.   IrL  this   (ivay)   newsletter  ve  seek  the  candidates  who  will  be  on  tr.e  ballot.

:fe  are  at=kirxp  you  to  nominate  candidates.  Any  member    may  nonirrate  any  other  member  to  be  a  Direct.orJnd-Jandidate.

If`  `/-ou wish  t..o  be  a  candidate  yourself ,  notify    the    Elections  Comittee  and  someone  will  probably  noninate  y`c>'d.

The  duties  of  a  Direct.-.of  are  r]c>t  burdensome.  Directors  are  cocasicrally  asked  tir.`eir  oprion  about    sor`ething,  -`+,a.7
[iiail ,     ar'd  i,-,=i;  are  expect€x]+  to  17`aJ<e  a  reasonable  effort  to  attend  amlral  rneetings,   thougri  not  at  great  expens.iJ>.
T!-,e  c.:jst  cf  attending  meetl^r;gs  i.a  taxndeductible  for  Directors.

We  w3uld  like  I_c`  have  lrore  t.rian  9  names  on  the  ballot,so  as  co  give  members  a  c.hoice.

A    brief.  st;ite:Terit  about  the  candidate  should  acccrnpany  a  nomination.    If  you are  volunteering,    ir4clude  a  brief
stateTer!t  z:LtLjout  yourself .

Directct.s  v`,tT`ose   terms  expire   in  1385   are  ILOU  ACIESIw,     KEN  ELACKhH.L,     lESTER  DE}un:IN,   DAVID  mRT,   MAI.VIN  KCEL,
J"  !fuv,qlllLI.!tvst   STL'tG  REIIt-ri`lAj3RT,     i.ro  CARch  SMITH.     They  are  eligitle  for  re-1ection.

i+      To   r.on.in2t€`  scneone  ---  cr  to  volunteer  yourself  -  h[ite  the  Election Committee,c/o  the  newrslet€er,    address  on
Page  1,bc,tt.on.

(23) Do  nuc].ear  affairs

NL'aEAR  AFFAIEs

too  much  space  in  the  I,evsletter?  That's  what  fire  asked you  in  the  last  issue   (RSN45-18) .

i.!I(HA:EL  I.A.INT  says:"I  think  that  the  PSN  treatr:mt  of  the  nuclear  issue  is    right  on  the  nail.    Frcm    personal
experience   (ie.,     I'm  a  forTrer  Titan  11  missil3  crew corrmar.der)   I  can  tell  you  there's  r.o  greater  issue  facing
hurianity  today  .  I  thir!k  the  BRS  shoqld  continue  to  discuss  the  topic."

pruslDErT  rmi  jacKANlcz ' s  REpORT

(24)     ttork  continues  on  planing  the  1985  BRS  Armual  Meeting.     If  you  have  rLever  attended  an  Amual  meeting,  why  not
make  tJhis  your  first?    If  you  have  attended  or`e,  yc>u  i<now  how  renardip.g  Jthe  experience  can  be,  cr-meetir,a  man^v
persons  approaching  Russell  fran  different perspectives,    of  participatir.g  in press.ritat.iors,    drscussiop.s,  and
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other    prcgram    events,and    of  join,ing  tcgecit`.er  to    st`Jdy/celebrate/criticize/evaluate/defer.d/attack/ir.terpret
+.h.e  life,  vrork  and  tines  of  Russell.   I  ask  each  member  t:o  review  +Jie  meeting  announcement-reser7ation  tom  and
to  cop,sider  tjaklng  part.    We  will  be  {Teeting  in  Washingcon,    DC  a€  Georgeta`7n  University  and  The  American  Film
lrstitut!.  Tr.e  prcgraLm  is  diverse,  the  setting  attractive,  the    cc)st  reasonable;  the  aecision  is  |Jours.

In   early   April  I  visited  Britain with  the  intention  of    leaning  rare  about  the    possibilicy   of    holding   a
future    inual  :.{eetir,g  +there.    I  had  originally  consiciered  several  {reeting  sites,    but  the  appropriateness    or
Cajforidge  is  obvious.    Curing  ray  visit,   I  became  convinced  that  Trir`.ity  College  could  be  t:he  ideal    setting.   I
`wlas    '^-ell      received    at  the  Trinity  Bursar's  Office.    Officials  tihere  readily  agreed  that  a    Russell    Scciet:y
rreeting    at    Trir,ity could  be  a velcone  event.    The  one  difficulty  is  that  the  pepulari£`+/   of    conferences    at.
Tririty  rquires  reserving  ti,re  and  space  tro    to  three  years  in  advance.    Sot  the  earliest  BRS  Annual  yeecing
in  Carrbridge  would  be  in  1987  or  1988!

I    have    previously    heard  froll`  sane  members  in  support  of  a  Britain  armual    +Veeting.    Citiners    have    expressed
disagreement   with    the    pro_cosal    chiefly  because  of  tJie  tine  and  expense  for  our    ,members,    who    are    costly
^qmerican  and  Cal`adian.  Eietuen  now  ar.d  the  June  1985  £\!eeting,I  .could  very  rruch  apEtreciate  receivir.g  additiorral
opinions    from    nembers.    ithen  the  BRS  acard  ot-  Directors,    which  is  resapnsible  for  chcosing    fut.ure    reeting
sites,  rreets  this  |Tune,   I  will  submit  all  such  opinic>ris.

While    at   Trip.ity   Co11ege's    itren Ijibrary,   I   had  the  privilege  cf  seeing  on   display    an    origiml    Russell
flan.uscript,       fir,e    exaxples    of    medieval    manuscripts,      tvi'ewton`s    hoks,      and    the    Capell    colleetT.ion    of
Shakespeariana.    In  london,  I  again visited  the  bust  of   Fmssell  in  Red  Lion  Square,  and  can  repert  that  it  is
v,'eathering veil.

'.25)
i,

(26)

(27)

ABorjT  Omrm  cFGENl zATlcNs

I.A.I.A.    -The    lnterrratiorral    Appropriate  Technology Asscx=iation -    has  iss.jec',  a  call  for  papers    for    itsi   i     `    _      ,  ,_  _     --_  11      _I        1  /\G£             T|-+LJ|-        +Z'\`-`---_---`__       ` ` -.-, +_ _L= -._-_ _  _

tilled    "Problemo    and  Pronises  in  Appropriate  Technology",    to  be  held  in  the  Fall  of    1986.    Itsel`l`\r,+,-`^-.`,        ` ---. __         ---_-_.__       _ _
Executive  Director,    Brs  Mender  an"  PAun  BAFun,    can  be  contacted  at  I.A.I.J`.,603  fast  Medison    Street,    .hm
Arbor,  ur  48109.

Carroaicm    vas    nestablished    in  1977  to  secure  inter?rat.icirally  r€{:.cxpnizer?.  ?`.u``an    rigtT.--s
issues  a  monthly newsletter  -  physicall./-  a.t-L:active  and  verz' `rell  -wh-itten   --

sympesiun,

Palestir,e  HujTun Rla`r\ts
Pales-Lir,e  oeooie.I-or  th.e

an3  th.e  eneiry  is  I;rail.  Here  is  the  start  of  the March edicorial:

Israeli    occupation  policy  has  consist.ently  relied  on  collaborators  fu.I.o  {"!ld be  a2r:Trrd  clrd    a,et    acjair.s+_  cr^e
lCi=ai    population.    The    collaborators    are    generall}-petty  cririna]s  or  Lcoli.cical  I;a``xs    rit!i    r.o    pepiilf3r
suppert;.   ir.  either  case,    they  are    artificial  creatic>ns  of  Israel.   In  tie  i.*i:;t  BaLn.k,  i+ie  coilahofa.rers  a7.-e
I:now'n  as  the  Village  Leagues;   in  south  ljebanori  they  call  chemseives  the  Soul!h  lebarK=ii.  .-tit,q'   (StA) .

In  south iebenon,  ve  are  haw watchir.g  the  Israeli  resperrse  to  the  categoricLfil  failure  of'  it.a  surcgates,  tLLie
SIA,  to cent.rol  and  intinidate  the  local  peprlat.ion.

Israel's   vicious  33-ronth  cxxj.apation  of  sc>uth lebanon has  united  the  E€sople  i+iere  in  a   classic    guerrilla
war  against  the  cceupier.    L'nprepared  I-or  guerrilla warfare,Israel  placed  its  faith  in  the  SI.A,  onl}'  to  see
it  corTpletely disintegrate when  Israel  armounced  its  plans  to withdraw ±ron re`tr.|or„

Their  natioral  office  is  220  S.    SLrdte  St. ,Suite  1308,aiicago,  n  60604.  Tr`.ere  dl--=  dlso  offices  in  S€anttle  and
wasr`,ingtor„ac.

FOR  SRE

}lembers '   statione 81/2  x  11,    white.    Across  the  top:"The  good  life  is  one  in.spired    by  love  and  guided  by
kr.owledge.*  2ertrand  Russell"  on the  bottom:"*retto  o£  The  Bertrand  Rissell  Soc:iet}',  Ir`c."  $6  for    90    si'ieets,
postpaid.  Order  fran the  nevsletter,  address  on  Page  1,  bottom.

oFFlens  cF  TEE  BF,.R:TRAro  RuSsEI.L  scx:IFTy,   Irx:.

(28)     Chairman,  Halry    Rujaj    President,  Dornld W-.  JacFrmicz;    Vice-President,  favid.  S.  E!al+;  . Treasurer,  bemis  J.
Darland;  Secretary,  Jolho  R.  Ijenz;Vice-President/Speial  Projects ,  Mar/in  Kohl ;  VicerE¥esider,I/ Information,  lee
Eisler,
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DIRExrors  or  nE  BEREArD  RussEL soclERTy,  Ire.
elected  for  3irear terms,  as  shown

May  1985

(29)       1982-84:  Iou  ACHEscN,  KEN    BmcKWEEL,  IrsTm  DBmIN,  I)flvlD  mRT,  mrvlN  roHI„  JIM    McwmlAMs,  STEVE
REINInRDI',  cARcm  sMI"

1983-85:  DAvlD  enDMAN,  mi  ehcKENlcz,   STEVE  mRAGIDEs,  F`RENK  mGE,  amlE  RuppE,  pAun  sorllpp,  VARm.  sMI",
Krm  TAIT

1984-86:  mc"]ErmE  BERErm+pA¥cN,  COB  DAVIs,  AIEc  DEL¥,  ALI  GHAEMI,  Huc=I  MoonrmD,  DEN  wRAr

Em. HrmRED

(30) The  Kal a Prize
Jut.    H.    Patnaik of  India.  BR ``m  it  in  1957.  In  other years  it  has  gone  to Julian HLexley,  Gdrard  Piel,  mgene
Rabincwitch,    and  Margaret ifead,    arrong others.    lie  reported on  the  1957  event  in  sane detail,  in  the N]vefrber
1979    issue    (RSN24-20),    but  had  no  photo.    Here  at  last  is  a  photo  of  BR  receiving  the    Kalinga    Prize    (one
thousand    po`nds  sterling,    and  a  Unesco gold  Tredal) ,      from Professor  P.    Auger,Director  Of  the  Departrrmt  of
Efact  and Natural  seiences  of  tINrsco,    with tr.    L.  Evens,  Director C±neral  of  UNESCO,    lcoking on.  Cur  thanks
to  UNEScO  for  s`xplying  the  photo,  and  to  m4  SThNIEr  for  Obtaining  it  from  UNEScO.

for the pcqularization of  scierre res  established ty tJREScO  in  1951,  with f`nds  provided ty
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ENNu'AL  iurrlRE   (1985)

lthy  1985

ac.    A  separate  enclosure,  sent with  this  RSN,  gives  rather  complete  details,  including
the    program,
airpert) ,  etc.

costs,reservation    form,    how   to   get  there  (by  car or    fran   bus    terminal,    RR    station,    or

To  surm`arize:    everything  takes    place  on  Georgetam  L'nlversity's  caripus,  except  for  Sunday  rrorning  in  the  dFK
Center  for  the  Performili,g  Arts,    American  Film  Ir`.stitute,    Main  T,heal-e.    F`egular  sessions  in  the  L-niversity`s
lntercult'ural  Center  .;uditorium;    Saturday  evenir.g's    Red  Hackle  Hour,    Banquet,    and  presentation    of  the  BRS
Award,   in    Damell  i{all;   lodging  in  Copley  Hall.

President  Don  Jackanic.z  plarmed  this  meeting  and  made  the  arrangements.    If  you  have  a  question,  unite  hid  [901
6th  St.STw-   (712A) ,  washington,   DC  20024]   or  phone   [202-484-i398| .

Be  there!
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