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Thank you, TOM STANLEY.

[Efor more BR on civil disobedience, see RSN49-8. For more on the Committee of 100, see Wethersfield (3), and
Linus Pauling (4).]

Tue Committee of 100, as your readers are aware, calls for
non-violent civil disobedience on a large scale as a means of
inducing the British Government (and others, we hope, in
due course) to abandon nuclear weapons and the protection
that they are supposed to afford. Many critics have objected
that civil disobedience is immoral, at any rate where the
government is democratic. It is my purpose to combat this
view, not in general, but in the case of non-violent civil
disobedience on behalf of certain aims advocated by the
Committee of 100.

It is necessary to begin with some abstract principles of
ethics. There are, broadly speaking, two types of cthical
theory. One of these, which is exemplified in the Decalogue,
lays down rules of conduct which are supposed to hold in all
cases, regardless of the effects of obeying them. The other
theory, while admitting that some rules of conduct are valid
in a very great majority of cases, is prepared to consider the
consequences of actions and to permit breaches of the rules
where the consequences of obeying the rules are obvicusly
undesirable. In practice, most people adopt the second point
of view, and only appeal to the first in controversies with
opponents.

Let us take a few examples. Suppose a physically powerful
man, suffering from hydrophobia, was about to bite your
children, and the only way of preventing him was to kill him.
I think very few people would think yoa unjustified in
ad.pting this method of saving your children’s lives. Those
who thought you justified would not deny that the pro-
hibition of murder is almost always right. Probably they would
{7 on to say that this particuiar sort of killing should not be
called ‘murder’. They would define ‘murder’ as ‘unjustifiable
homicide’. In that case, the precept that raurder is wrong
becomes a tautology, but the ethical question remains: ‘What
sort of killing is to be labelled as murder?® Or take, again,
the commandment not to steal. Almost everybody would
agree that in an immense majority of cases it is right to obey
this commandment. But suppose you were a refugee, flecing
with your family from persecution, and you could not obtain
food except by stealing. Most people would agree that you
would be justified in stealing. The only exceptions would be
those who approved of the tyranny from which you were
trying to escape.

There have been many cases in history where the issue
was not so clear. In the time of Pope Gregory VI, simony was
rife in the Church. Pope Gregory VI, by means of simony,
became Pope and did so in order to abolish simony. In
this he was largely successful, and final success was achieved
by his disciple and admirer, Pope Gregory VII, who was
one of the most illustrious of Popes. I will not express an

opinion on the conduct of Gregory VI, which has remained a
controversial issue down to the present day. ,

The only rule, in all such doubtful cases, is to consider the
consequences of ihe action in question. We must include
among these consequences the bad effect of weakening
respect for a rule which is usually right. But, even when this
is taken into account, there will be cases where even the most
generally acceptable rule of conduct should be broken.

So much for general theory. I will come now one step
nearer to the moral problem with which we are concerned.

What is to be said about a rule enjoining respect for law?
Let us first consider the arguments in favour of such a rule.

Without law, a civilized community is impossible. Where

there is general disrespect for the law, all kinds of evil con-
sequences are sure to follow. A notable example was the
failure of prohibition in America. In this casc it became
obvious that the only cure was a change in the law, since it
was impossible to obtain general respect for the law as it stood.
This view prevailed, in spite of the fact that those who broke
the law were not actuated by what are called conscientious

motives. This case made it obvious that respect for the law
has two sides. If there is to be respect for the law, the law
must be generally considered to be worthy of respect.

The main argument in favour of respect for law is that,
in disputes between two parties, it substitutes a neutral
authority for private bias which would be likely in the
absence of law. The force which the law can exert is, in
most such cases, irresistible, and therefore only has to be
invoked in the case of a minority of reckless criminals. The
net result is a community in which most people are peaceful.
These reasons for the reign of law are admitted in the great
majority of cases, except by anarchists. 1 have no wish to
dispute their validity save in exceptional circumstances.

‘There is one very large class of cases in which the law does
not have the merit of being impartial as between the dis-
putants. This is when one of the disputants is the state. The
state makes the laws and, unless there is a very vigilant
public opinion in defence of justifiable libertics, the state will
make the law such as suits its own convenience, which may
not be what is for the public good. In the Nuremberg trials
war criminals were condemned for obeying the orders of the
state, though their condemnation was only possible after the
state in question had suffered military defeat. But it is note-
worthy that the powers which defeated Germany all agreed
that failure to practise civil disobedience may deserve
punishment.

Those who find fault with the particular form of civil
disobedience which I am concerned to justify maintain that
breaches of the law, though they may be justified under a
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despotic régime, can never be jusiified in a democracy. I
cannot see any *alidity whatever in this contention. There
are many ways in which nominally democratic governments
can fail to carry out principles which friends of democracy
should respect. Take, for example, the casc of Ireland before
it achieved independence. Formally, the Irish had the same
democratic rights as the British. They could send represcu-
tatives to Westminster and plead their case by all the
received democratic processes. But, in spite of this, they were
in a minority which, if they had confined themselves to legal
methods, would have been permanent. They won their
independence by breaking the Jaw. If they had not broken it,
they could not have won.

There are many other ways in which governments, which
are nominally democratic, fail to be so. A great many
questions arc so complex that only a few experts can under-
stand them. When the bank rate is raised or lowered, what
proportion of the electorate can judge whether it was right
to do so? And, if anyone who has no official position criticizes
the action of the Bank of England, the only witnesses who
can give authoritative evidence will be men responsible for
what has been done, or closely connected with those who
are responsible. Not only in questions of finance, but still
more in military and diplomatic questions, there is in every
civilized state a well-developed technique of concealment.
If the government wishes some fact to remain unknown,
almost all major organs of publicity will assist in concealment,
In such cases it often happens that the truth can only be
made known, if at all, by persistent and self-sacrificing
efforts involving obloquy and perhaps disgrace. Sometimes,
if the matter rouses sufficient passion, the truth comes to be
known in the end. This happened, for example, in the
Dreyfus Case. But where the matter is less sensational the
ordinary voter is likely to be left permanently in ignorance.

For such reasons democracy, though much less liable to
abuses than dictatorship, is by no means immune to abuses
of power by those in authority or by corrupt intercsts. 1f
valuable libertics are to be prescrve:!' there have to be people
willing to criticize authority and even, on occasion, todisobey
it.

Those who most loudly proclaim their respect for law are
in many cases quite unwilling that the domain of law should
extend te international relations. In relations between

states the only law is still the law of the jungle. What decides
a dispute is the question of which side can cause the greatest
number of deaths to the other side. Those who do not
accept this criterion are apt to be accused of lack of patriotism.
This makes it impossible not to suspect that law is only
valued where it already exists, and not as an alternative to
war,

This brings me at last to the particular form of non-violent
civil disobedience which is advocated and practised by the
Committee of 100. Those who study nuclear weapons and
the probable course of nuclear war arc divided into two
classes. There are, on the one hand, people employed by
governments, and, on the other hand, unofficial people who
are actuated by a realization of the dangers and catastrophes
which are probable if governmental policies remain un-
changed. There are a number of questions in dispute. I will
mention a few of them. What is the likelihood of a nuclear
war by accident? What is to be feared from fall-out? What
proportion of the population is likely to survive an all-out
nuclear war? On every one of these questions independent
students find that official apologists and policy-makers give
answers which, to an unbiased inquirer, appear grossly and
murderously misleading. To make known to thc general
population what independent inquirers believe to be the
true answers to these questions is a very difficult matter.
Where the truth is difficult to ascertain there is a natural
inclination to believe what official authorities assert. This is
especially the case when what they assert enables people to
dismiss uneasiness as ncedlessly alarmist. The major organs of
publicity feel themselves part of the Establishment and are
very reluctant to take a cour.: which the Establishment will

frown on. Long and frustrating experience has proved, to
those among us who have endeavoured to make unpleasant
facts known, that orthodos methods, alone, are insufficient.
By means of civil disobedience a certain kind of publicity
becomes possible. What we do is reported, though as far
as possible our reasons for what we do are not mentioned.
The policy of suppressing our reasons, however, has only
very partial success. Many people are roused to inquire into
questions which they had been willing to ignore. Many
people, especially among the young, come to share the
opinion that governments, by means of lies and evasions,
are luring whole populations to destruction. It seems not
unlikely that, in the end, an irresistible popular movement
of protest will compel governments to allow their subjects to
continue to exist. On the basis of long experience, we are
convinced that this object cannot be achieved by law-abiding
methods alone. Speaking for myself, 1 regard this as the most
important reason for adopting civil disobedience.

Another reason for endeavouring to spread knowledge
about nuclear warfare is the extreme imminence of the peril.
Legally legitimate methods of spreading this knowledge have
been proved to be very slow, and we believe, on the basis of
experience, that only such methods as we have adopted can
spread the necessary knowledge before it is tob late. As things
stand, a nuclear war, probably by accident, may occur at
any moment. Each day that passes without such a war is a
matter of luck, and it cannot be expected that luck will hold
indefinitely. Any day, at any hour, the whole population of
Britain may perish. Strategists and negotiatois play a
leisurely game in which procrastination is one of the received
methods. It is urgent that the populations of East and West
compel both sides to realize that the time at their disposal
is limited and that, while present methods continue, disaster
is possible at any moment, and almost certain sooner or later.

There is, however, still another reason for employing non-
violent civil disobedience which is very powerfu: and deserves
respect. The programmes of mass extermination, upon which
vast sums of public money are being spent, must fill every
humane person with feelings of utter horre.r. The West is
told that communism is wicked ; the East is told that capitalism
is wicked. Both sides deduce that the nations which favour

either are to be ‘obliterated’, to use Khrushchev’s word. 1
do not doubt that cach side is right in thinking that a
nuclear war would destroy the other side’s ‘ism’, but each
side is hopelessly mistaken if it thinks that a nuclear war
could establish its own ‘ism’. Nothing that cither East or
West desires can result from a nuclear war. If both sides
could be made to understand this, it would become possible
for both sides to realize that there can be no victory for either,
but only total defeat for both. If this entirely obvious fact
were publicly admitted in a joint statement by Khrushchev
and Kennedy, a compromise method of coexistence could be
negotiated giving each side quite obviously a thousand times
more of what it wants than could be achieved by war. The
utter usclessness of war, in the present age, is completely
obvious except to those who have been so schooled in past
traditions that they are incapable of thinking in terms of the
world that we now have to live in. Those of us who protest
against nuclear weapons and nuclear war cannot acquiesce
in a world in which each man owes such freedom as remains
to him to the capacity of his government to cause many
hundreds of millions of deaths by pressing a button. This s to
us an abomination, and rather than seem to acquiesce in it
we are willing, if necessary, to become outcasts and to suffer
whatever obloquy and whatever hardship may be involved
in standing aloof from the governmental framework. This
thing is a horror. It is something in the shadow of which
nothing good can flourish. I am convinced that, on purely
political grounds, our reasoned case is unanswerable. But,
beyond all political considerations, there is the determination
not to be an accemplice in the worst crime that human
beings have ever contemplated. We are shocked, ana
1ightly shocked, by Hitler’s extermination of six million
Jews, but the governments of East and West calmly con-
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template the possibility of a massacre at least a hundred fervour and strength to our mavement, a kind of fervour and
times greater than that perpetrated Ly Hitler. Those who a kind of strength which, if a nuclear war does not soon end
realize the magnitude of this horror cannot even seem to us all, will make our movement grow until it reaches .thc
acquicsce in the POIICICS from which it springs. Itis tlus point where governments can no longer refuse to let mankind
feeling, much more than any political calculation, that gives survive.

Wethersfield =-- a U.S.air and nuclear base in Britain -- was one of the targets that the Committee of 100
demonstrated against on December 9th, 1961. What follows is from BR's Autobiography III (NY:Simon & Schuster,

1969), pp. 164-5:

The immediate aftermath of the demonstration of December
Sth was the charging of five leaders of the Commmittee under
the Official Secrets Act of 1911, It was, from a layman’s point
of view, a curiously conducted trial. The prosecution was al-
lowed to present its case in full, resting on the question as to
whether it was prejudicial to the safety of the nation for unau-
thorized people to enter the Wethersfield air field with the inten-
tion of immobilizing and grounding the air craft there. The de-
fence’s case was that such stations as Wethersfield, like all the
stations engaged in nuclear “defence” of the country, were in
themselves prejudicial to the safety of the country. Professor
Linus Pauling, the physicist, and Sir Robert Watson-Watt, the
inventor of radar, who had come from the United States to give
eyidence as to the dangers of the present nuclear policy of which
Wethersfield was a part, and I were kept hanging about for
many hours. Then all our testimony, like that of other defence
witnesses, of whom some, 1 believe, were not permitted to be
called at all, was declared irrelevant to the charges and ruled
out.

THE COMMITTEE OF 100 (CONTINUED)

Linus Pauling, 1962, as reported in Peace News, No. 1341, 9 March '62 (London), with thanks to HARRY RUJA:

Dr. Linus Pauling came to Britain last month to give evidence on behalf of the six members of the Committee
of 100 at the Old Bailey Official Secrets Act Trial. His evidence, disallowed by the Judge, was read out at
the Committee of 100 rally in Trafalgar Square two weeks ago. Because it contains facts which should be
widely known, particularly in view of the proposed resumption of atmospheric tests at Christmas Island, we
have reproduced Dr. Pauling's statement below.

An effective understanding of the meaning of preparation for nuclear war is denied the public. As a
scientist I have devoted myself to a study of nuclear war, its consequences and the prospects of its
occurrence. I drew up a petition which was signed by over 11,000 scientists from all over the world making
these facts clear. I have lectured and written and I have campaigned to awake people and governments to the
full meaning of the horror which awaits us all. I consider my evidence to be expert evidence and to be the
result of the most thorough and persistent work.

My estimate of the US nuclear stockpile in 1961 was 100,000 megatons A megaton is the equivalent of one
million tons of INT. The stockpile of the Soviet Union I calculate to be approximately 50,000 megatons. In
1945 the world's stockpile was roughly 100,000 tons of ITNT. Since that time, the magnitude of the world's
stockpile of nuclear weapons has doubled EACH YEAR. 150,000 megatons, the probable stockpile, corresponds
to an average of 500 tons of high explosive for each person living on earth.

*

Eight-tenths of one per cent of this stockpile possessed by the Soviet Union would cause the death of all
life in the British Isles. In a few years, the stockpile will be ten times as great. There will be hundreds
of rockets carrying 100 megaton warheads. Four of these will mean the end of the British people and of
Great Britain. An attack on the United States involving one-fifth of the Soviet stockpile, 10,000 megatons,
would kill outright 94 percent of the American people. The remaining would be injured and radio-activated in
an environment of total devastation, of rampant disease.

If the element Cobalt were added at small cost to these weapons the resulting radio-active Cobalt 60 would
affect every living person. A 500 megaton Cobalt bomb is not expensive. The explosion of these bombs in
ratio to the expected percentage of the stockpile used would yield 1000 roentgen for each human being on our
planet. This is twice the amount required to kill a person by acute radiation sickness.

In my recent appeal to the United Nations, I said:
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The world is now in great danger. A cataclysmic nuclear war may break out because of some terrible
accident or of an explosive deterioration in international relations such that even national leaders will
be unable to avert the catastrophe.

1 say that we are moving rapidly toward the catastrophe of nuclear war. It is essential that everyone be
aware of the magnitude of this catastrophe. Survivors will not remain alive very long in the radio-active
wastelands that their countries become. At any given moment this can take place. I say this as a scientist.
I say this as a man whose work forces him to examine the probabilities in events. Universal disarmament is
now the essential basis for life and liberty for all people.

When the Soviet dovernment resumed nuclear testing I made statements pointing ocut the meaning of this
decision. I said that the stockpiles of nuclear weapons now in existence were great enough to destroy the
human race. There is no defense against nuclear weapons and increasing the scale of attack cannot achieve
this. There is no way of limiting war between great powers when great bombs exist and great governments are
unrestrained in their militarism. The militaristic action of governments in resuming tests increases the
danger of war enormously. In the name of science I appealed to the Soviet Government not to resume testing.

The surface tests conducted had the following consequences: 160,000 children will be born with gross
physical and mental defects during the next few generations. The Carbon 14 produced will cause an estimated
total of 4,000,000 stillbirths, embryonic, neo-natal or childhood deaths and children with physical and
mental defects. These 4,000,000 victims will be spread out over some score of generations assuming the human
race survives. The fission products will also damage human beings now living in such a way that betwee
200,000 and 1,000,000 will have their lives cut short by radiation-produced diseases such as leukemia.
These nunbers apply to the whole world. This results from the exploding of approximately 200 megatons.

That is the meaning of the Soviet resumption of tests. It compares with the consignment of Jews to the gas
chambers. The horror of the present world crashes upon us as we speak and state the truth. How is it
possible that this sort of alternative to a future of peace, international law and justice can be considered
seriously by anyone as a rational alternative.

There is no alternative to peace.

It is not only the fear of world destruction that forces us to say this. It is also the matter of morality.
I believe the people of the world cannot accept the idea of such a monstrously immoral action as that
involved 1n waging a nuclear war. Billions will die or undergo agony. Civilisation will end.

My Government and the British Government will now resume tests. This is premeditated murder of millions of
people. I have devoted my life to science and research. 1 believe in seeking truth. I cannot allow my
life's work to be so employed. I came here interrupting my work to tell the truth. I came to give evidence
on what is prejudicial to the safety and interest of mankind. I wish to remind you of the Unamimous
Declaration of the Thirteen States of America of July 4, 1776:

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their
creator with certain inalienable rights, that among these are LIFE , liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness... That whenever any form of Government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of
the People to alter or abolish it and to institute new Government, laying its foundations on such
principles and organizing its powers in such form as to them shall seem most likely to effect their
Safety and Happiness...

I have been a supporter of the Conmittee of 100 and an international sponsor of the Committee from its very
beginning. I took part in the demonstration of September 17, 1961, and I have never witnessed anything like
it. I supported the demonstration at Wethersfield although at the time I was delivering a speech attacking
the resumption of testing by the Soviet Government. I was in Moscow giving that speech and so could not
attend. I wish to say to the six defandants and to Pat Pottle who so brilliantly and single-handedly
defended humanity against the Governments of the world, "I am with you. You speak for me."

It is not only a privilege to oppose the death of man, it is not only a right to act on conscience and to
work for the interest and safety of one's country, it is a moral duty and an imperative responsibility.
Every man who participates in civil disobedience makes our survival that much more likely. The struggle goes
on and we shall triumph.

RUSSELL & POPPER, WRITERS

(5) Popper vs. BR. We know that BR's manuscripts show no revisions or corrections. His first draft was his final
draft. He got it right the first time.

Those of us who are not like that -- and who have long been pained because of it — can take comfort in
these remarks by Karl Popper... from "Popper Selections," David Miller, ed., (Princeton University Press,
1985) p. 245. With thanks to BOB DAVIS.
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Many years ago | visited Bertrand Russell in his rooms at Trinity
Coliege and he showed me a manuscript of his in which there was
not a single correction for many pages. With the help of his pen,
he had instructed the paper. This is very different indeed from
what [ do. My own manuscripts are full of corrections - so full that
it is easy to see that I am working by something like trial and error;
by more or less random fluctuations from which I select what
appears to me fitting. We may pose the question whether Russell
did not do something similar, though only in his mind, and
perhaps not even consciously, and at any rate very rapidly. For
indeed, what seems 1o be instruction is frequently based upon a
roundabout mechanism of selection, as illustrated by Darwin's
answer to the problem posed by Paley.

I suggest that we might try out the conjecture that something
like this happens in many cases. We may indeed conjecture that
Bertrand Russell produced almost as many trial formulations as 1
do, but that his mind worked more quickly than mine in trying
them out and rejecting the non-fitting verbal candidates. Einstein
somewhere says that he produced and rejected an immense
number of hypotheses before hitting on (and first rejecting) the
equations of general relativity. Clearly, the method of production
and selection is one that operates with negative feedback.

(6) Russell at 80 (1952). From the Saturday Review Reader #2 (NY:Bantam, 1953), previously in the London Observer.

With thanks to TOM STANLEY.

The Next Eighty Years

BERTRAND RUSSELL

With penetrating it tempered by human understanding,
one of the world’s great thinkers speculates
about the probable shape of the future.

HE eighty years of my life have been among the most

eventful in the world’s history. I cannot think of any
other equally important period except the eighty years from
the conversion of Constantine to the sack of Rome and the
cighty years following the Hégira. The earliest public event
that I can remember is the Russo-Turkish war of 1876-8,
at the end of which Disracli intervened to save the Turks
from Russia and annexed Cyprus as his reward. The world
of that day whs almost unbelievably different from the
world in which we are living. The Franco-Prussian war,
which establisk.ed the supremacy of Germany over France,
ended the year before I was born. Compulsory education in
England was enacted two years before my birth, and when
I was young a very large proportion of wage-earners were
still illiterate. Agricultural laborers earned ten shillings a
week, on which they and their large families had to subsist
as best they could. Queen Victoria, with the help of Dis-
racli, was beginning to recover the popularity that she bad
lost in the Sixties. The Kaiser was her grandson, and the
Czar married her granddaughter. She dominated the sover-
eigns of Europe with grandmotherly severity. The British
navy was supreme. The wealth of Britain was increasing by
leaps and bounds. The rest of the world envied British sta-
bility, and everybody foresaw, with a minimum of doubt, a
universal future of gradual and ordered progress.

But the course of events has not been quite what was ex-
pected by Queen Victoria and her ministers. Not only
politically, but socially, there have been immense unfore-
seen revolutions. Perhaps the most notable and surprising

of social changes has been the emancipation of women.

The feminist movement began, so far as England is con-
cerned, about the time of my birth as the queer eccentricity
of a few intellectuals. For a long time it seemed as if it
would never become more than this. Suddenly, at the be-
ginning of the present century, the agitation in favor of
women’s equality spread from radical intellectuals to fe-
male wage-earners. At the end of World War 1 it achieved
legislative triumph in America and Britain. And other na-
tions quickly followed suit. From the point of view of an
anthropologist, the suddenness of this change is an':azmg.
It might have been expected to take five centuries instead

of which, as a powerful movement, it took twenty years.

The recognition of women’s equality was part of a large
general movement which substituted economic and political
classifications in place of those of biology. The hereditary
principle, which had been supreme in government, except
in the United States, gradually lost its dominance. One
country after another transformed itself from a monarchy
into a republic. Brazil, China, Germany, and Russia were
the most noteworthy examples. I find it difficult to recall
that in my youth Brazil had an Emperor. China had had an
Emperor since the dawn of history and yet the Empire
proved completely powerless against the forces of repub-
licanism. What happened to monarchs happened also to
aristocracies the world over. The Russian aristocrats wers
dispossessed by the Russian revolution. The East Prussian
Junkers, who had dominated Prussian policy for a long
time, were tamed by the Nazis and suppressed by the Rus-
sians. The aristocracies of Hungary, Poland, and Rumniania
have vanished behind the Iron Curtain. The British aristoc-
racy has been gradually dispossessed by means of death
duties, which have insured that whenever a landed magnate
dies his heir ceases to be a magnate. Modern dictators,
unlike those of all former ages, make no atiempt to secure
the succession to their sons. Even in China, where filial
piety and family solidarity had been the backbone of Con-
fucian teaching for two thousand years, both are melting
away in the heat of Communist propaganda. Everywhere,
the individual is coming increasingly to feel himself a mem-
ber of a class rather than of a family.

There are, of course, obvious economic reasons for this
change. A peasant who has a small plot of land works it in
conjunction with his wife and children, so that the family
is a unit of production. But modern machine methods of
agriculture require larger farms, which can no longer be
worked by single families. There is the same sort of change
in the transition from handicrafts to factories. And at a
higher economic level, large companies with many share-
holders have replaged the old family businesses. The family
has also been weakened by the competition of the school.
The children of immigrants in the United States give their

loyalty very much more to their school than to their par-
ents. In Russia this process must have happened in a much
more catastrophic fashion than in America. The old peas-
ants who hated the Bolshevik regime must have found their
children indoctrinated with contempt {or father and mother
and respect for the utterly different outlook that has been
inculcated by the State.

I incline to think that the weakening of the biological as-
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pects of society is likely to prove a permanent feature of
the modern world. The strength of the family in the past
depended very largely upon the insecurity of children
whose parents were not in a position to protect them. In
the modern world, the State increasingly takes over the
dutics that formerly belonged to the father. The mother
still has ber place, but the father is becoming a shadowy
figure.

There is still, it is true, one department in which biologi-
cal considerations are powerful, that of race. The Nazis
endeavored to make race a supreme consideration and, in
pursuit of this reactionary ideology, they exterminated
millions of Jews and invented ridiculous anthropologies.
The Nazs™ have been overthrown, but racial ideas still
dominate in South Africa and in the southern states of the
USA. They used to dominate in the relations of white men
to Asians. But now, owing to the weakening of white men
by their battles with each other, white insolence in Asia is
having to cease. I think it will not be long before it has to
cease in regard to Negroes, for, if it does not, all Africa will
become Communist. Even as regards race, therefore, bio-,
logical ways of viewing social relations are likely to lose
their force in the near future. :

The father, the family, and the clan are all being replaced
by the State, which is the residuary legatee of these anti-
quated authorities. I will not pretend to welcome this
change. I am not in love with the State. And a society in
which the State rules unchecked is likely to be drab, uni-
form, and bellicose. At any rate it will be bellicose until
such time as_there is a single dominant world state. But
whether for good or ill, the tendencies of which I have been
speaking seem quite irresistible unless, as a resuit of war,
modern industrial methods collapse and the world returns
to a more primitive economy. This, of course, may happen.
‘The Roman Empire was to a great extent an eCOnomic umt.
Wares from the Eastern Mediterranean abounded in Ro-
man Britain. Travel from the Euphrates to Hadrian’s wall
was easy and for those days rapid. But when the Empire
fell, the previous interdependence of its parts ceased. The
roads became impassable, commerce was brought to an end
by bandits, and each little region had to produce its own
necessaries. If great wars continue, the same thing may
happen in the modern world and, in that case, all the trends
of which I have been speaking will be reversed. But, on the
whole, this seems scarcely probable. It is more likely, 1
think, that great wars will end in the victory of a great
power, or alliance of powers, than that they will end in uni-
versal chaos. If they do not end in chaos, the sort of social
changes that have occurred during the past eighty years
are likely to be permanent and to be succeeded by further
changes in the same direction.

The first half of my life was spent in an atmosphere of
nineteenth-century optimism, while the second half has
been spent in the era of great wars. In a large view, the
great wars are an outcome of industrial competition be-
tween nations. Both wealth and military power depend
upon industrial development, but a well-developed indus-
trial technique, if it exists in many countries, produces
more than the world can absorb and therefore leads to a
cut-throat competition which is not conducted by the old
orthodox economic methods but by fighting. If the worid is
to recover stability, it will be necessary that industrial de-
velopment and production shall somehow be internation-
ally regulated and controlled, since a world of unrestricted
national industrial freedom must invoive continuance of
the devastating wars that have so far characterized this
unhappy century.

1 am myself a lover of freedom, but in a scientific world
freedom needs certain limitations that were formerly un-
necessary. It nceds limitations especially in the economic
sphere. I find myself on this point out of sympathy with
many men who consider themselves lovers of freedom. 1
believe in freedom in matters of the mind, but in the sphere
of material production I think that freedom is no longer
possible without disaster. The men I have in mind hold
exactly the opposite view. They are of the opinion that
production should be free, but thinking should be canfined
within the narrow limits of some authorized orthodoxy.
So long as this outlook prevails I do not think we can
escape the prospect of a long series of great wars, each
more devastating than the last. Only international cooper-

ation can bring great wars to an end, and international
cooperation, if it is to be effective in this respect, will in-
volve the international control of raw materials and the
rationing of their use. We are as yet a long way from this,
but when I think how much has happened in the eighty
years of my life, I see no reason to doubt that equally
astonishing things will happen in the next eighty years.

If scientific technique does not bring itself to grief by
scientific warfare, various things may be expected during
the next eighty years. I make little doubt that men will get
to the moon. But, as the moon has no atmosphere, they
will have to bring air with them and will not be able to
stay long. It is a more serious matier to get to Venus or
Mars. Mars, like the moon, has no atmosphere, or, at any
rate, very little. Venus has an atmosphere, but they say it
Is poisonous. Mercury is too hot and the other planets too
cold. So the rest of the solar system will not be much use
from the point of view of over-population. But there is no

known limit to what can be done oan the surface of the
Earth. Presumably all the present deserts will be made fer-
tile. Presumably the Sahara will be full of populous cities,
and the center of Australia will become a pastoral paradise.
The Russians already have schemes for transforming Si-
beria by deflecting the waters of the Yenisei aad raising
mountain chains to keep off the north wind. The East
coast of Canada suffers at present from a cold current, but
they say that a wall built out into the sea for twenty miles
from a suitable cape would cause the cold current to sink
and make the winter in Labrador as mild as in England. 1
do not vouch for this statement, but if it is not valid, prob-
ably something very similar is. There is another possibility
to be taken account of, which is that of manufacturing
food chemically. There seems no good reason why we
should continue to grow our food laboriously in soil and
allow ourselves to be dependent on the vagaries of sun and
rain, Why not make beefsteaks in factories? And flour in
workshops? I dare say that food made in this way would
not taste very nice, but in time people would get used to it
and a little “‘real” food would still be produced for wedding
feasts and the banquets of Heads of States. Some very rich
men would occasionally issue invitations saying in one
corner, “Decorations will be worn” and in the other corner
“Real peas.” The practical cessation of rural population
produced by such a change will have profound social and
political effects. Everybody will be intelligent and hysteri-
cal, which will produce a paradise for politicians.

There is another possibility which, if it is realized, will
be even more revolutionary in its effects. Most things that
are at present done by human beings can be done by robots.
Mechanical brains are being rapidly perfected, and it is
hoped that before long only experts will be able to dis-
tinguish them from live people. If we are to believe Dr.
Norbert Wiener, we must expect that within the next fifty
years at Jatest a fully equipped factory will need only one
man to press the button. All the rest will be done by ingen-
ious mechanisms. At shareholders’ meetings nobody will
know whether what he is sitting next to is a man or a me-
chanical stooge. This will make the work of management
much easier, and if the machines can be taught to vote
democracy will at last run smoothly. This perbaps is fanci-
ful; but it is not fanciful that the labor movement, as it has
existed since the Industrial Revolution, will of necessity be
brought to an end. The armies of wage-carners who like
their hours of labor limited and their bours of recreation
extended, who demand increases of wages whenever there
is an increase in the cost of living, will no longer be needed.
Ninety-nine per cent of them can be drafted into the armed
forces——though even this will be only a temporary outlet,
since the robots will show a contempt for death that no
human soldier can equal. We have been in the habit of

" thinking—at any rate, when we think as moralists—that

people ought to be useful and that they show their useful-
ness by work. But if their work is no longer required, our
whole ethical system will collapse and we shall no longer
be able to say with any plausibility that it is wicked to
enjoy oneself. The moralists will be forced to invent new
unpleasant tasks to prevent that general diffusion of hap-
piness which, as earnest men, we must all deplore. 1 have
no doubt they will be equal to the task, and I think war
is the method that they will employ.

So long as the human race is divided into two halves,
each of which thinks the other half wicked, it can be

August 1986
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plausibly maintained that it is everybody’s duty to cause
suffering. If such a view is not to prevail, it will be necessary
that our moral outlook should become more kindly than it
has hitherto been, and that we should cease to finfl pleasure
in thinking of this world as a vale of tears. In my more
cheerful moments, I allow myself to hope that when the
pressure of physical necessity is lifted there may be a gen-
eral development of kindliness and joy which will enable
men to view with equanimity the pleasures of others be-
cause their own happiness will be secure. Such a world may
perhaps come about in time. But in darker moments ILam
oppressed by the abysses of hatred, malice, and envy in
the human heart, and 1 wonder whether man will ever
permit himself the happiness that his intelligence has made
physically possible.

We live in a moment of strange conflict. The buman
heart has changed little since the dawn of history, but the
human mastery over nature has changed completely. Our
passions, our desires, our fears are still those of the cave
man, but our power to realize our wishes is something
radically new. Man has survived hitherto because he was
too ignorant to know how to realize his wishes. Now that
he can realize them, he must either change them or perish.
When we were children we were told fairy tales about
magicians who granted three wishes. The people to whom
this boon was vouchsafed were always silly in the stories
and wished for something quite absurd. That is roughly the
position of the human race in the present day. Caligula

wished that his enemies had only one head that he might
execute them in one fell swoop. But they continued to
have many heads, and he was thwarted. Our modern
Caligulas manufacture hydrogen bombs, and are not
thwarted. If man is to live with the new powers that he has
acquired, he must grow up, not only in his mind but in his
heart. He must face the painful truth that disaster to his
neighbor whom he hates is not likely to bring happiness to
himself whom he loves. The world becomes every day
more unified technically and more disunified psychologi-
cally. 1 think that education, if it were wisely conducted.
could do a very great deal towards remedying this state of-
affairs. Children could be taught in school that where the
interests of different groups appear to conflict, the conflict
is caused by useless and foolish passions which inspire false
beliefs to the effect that one man’s success must be another
man’s failure. Schools everywhere are dominated by pa-
tional States and inspire in the young the beliefs which the
rulers of States imagine to be useful. It is not an casy thing
to educate the rulers of States. I knew a psychiatrist who
said that he could cure Hitler in ten sittings, but unfor~
tunately Hitler had no wish to be cured. I wish there were
a method of kidnapping all Heads of States and keeping
them together in a sanatorium controlled by wise men. But
as that cannot be done, the issue must remain in doubt. I
shall not see the issue, but I allow myself to hope that it
may be happy.

August 1986

For more of BR at 80, see the Rodney Wheeler interview.(RSN45-28).

ANNUAL MEETING, 1986

The 13th Annual Meeting took place in NYC on June 21st, at the spacicus headquarters of the New York Society

for Ethical Culture, 2 West 64th Street.

30 members attended one or both sessions:JANICE BOTTENUS, JACK COWLES, KENNETH DIAMOND, BEVERLEY EARLES,GRAHAM
ENTWISTLE, RICHARD FALLIN, RICHARD GNALL,DAVID GOLDMAN,KEN KORBIN,SCOTT KURHAN,GLADYS LEITHAUSER,DON
JACKANICZ, TED JACKANICZ, ADAM JACOBS,DAVID JOHNSON, CORLISS LAMONT, JOHN LENZ, JONATHAN IOBL, GRAHAME MAISEY,
STEVE MARAGIDES, HUGH MCVEIGH, CARL MILIFR, STEVE REINHARDT, MICHAEL ROCKIER, HARRY RUJA, CHERIE RUPPE,
WARREN ALLEN SMITH, JOHN SCHWENK, ELEANOR VALENTINE, PHILIP STANDER,THOMAS WEIDLICH.

A number of non-member guests were present: Special Guest Bessie Denonn (widow of BRS Director and Honorary
Mgmber, Lester Denonn), Sydney and Silvia Aaronson, Linda DiDesidero, Julie Gricat, Dror Kahn, Felix Klein,
Hilbert Schwartz, Nancy Spataro, and others. About 45 people attended the afternoon session (and its Red
Hackle Hour), and about 60 the evening.

Thc? follow@ng officer§ were elected or re-elected for one-year terms,starting immediately: Chairman, Harry
Ruja; President, Marvin Kohl; Vice President, John Lenz; Treasurer, Dennis Darland; Secretary, Don Jackanicz;
anu VP/ Lidorwatoion, Lee Zicler.

This is what took place during the afternoon and evening sessions:

. A reading and open discussion of MARVIN KOHL's paper,"Russell and the Attainability of Happiness."

« A screening of the 1984 BBC-TV production,"Bertie and the Bomb," which had not been seen in America.

. A viewing of the BBC-TV videotape,"Bertrand Russell".

. The presentation of a Spccial Award to CORLISS LAMONT. Mr.
briefly on free choice, and on BR as a humanist.
. The prt_esentation of the 1986 Bertrand Russell Society Award to People for the American Way, represented by
its I.’res;dent, Anthony T. Podesta. Mr. Podesta, introduced by BRS Chairman HARRY RUJA, spoke about his
qrggm..zatlon's work promoting separation of church and state, and excellence in education and in the federal
J.ud1c1ary. (They are currently opposing textbook censorship and the nomination of Mannion to be a federal
g;dgg.) ;k? ::]{Clen screened a videotape,"The 'People For' Story", depicting, among other things, the excesses of

e Far Right.

Lamont, introduced by JOHN LENZ, then spoke

Both Award plaques are shown below.

At the Society's Business Meeting this is what happened:

. Don Jackanicz presided. Many members and non-members attended. Don reported the death of Honorary Member
Dora Russell on June lst, and the election of new Honorary Member, Linus Pauling.

. Don remir.\ded the menbers to send items about BR to Iee Eisler, for possible use in the newsletter.

. Harry Ruja, responding to a question, said that the first volume of the comprehensive BR bibliography that
he and Ken Blackwell are working on would appear at the end of 1987.
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. David Johnson, Chairman, BRS Philosophers Committee, called for papers for the BRS session at APA 1in
December 1987, See (37)

The BRS Board of Directors met, in 3 brief sessions, and acted as follows:

. Elected officers for the following year, as reported above. ) ) .

. Selected San Diego as the meeting site for 1987, and NYC for 1988. Harry Ruja and Bob Davis will make the
arrangements for 1987, Marvin Kohl will do the same for 1988. . .

. Approved the creation of a committee to study the possibility of a future mee?mg in England.

. Approved paying McMaster $1 more for members' subscriptions to “Russell™, if our Treasurer says we can
afford it. The new price per subscription would be USS$7.

. Approved buying a BR film that BRS Librarian Tom Stanley had located, costing $150-200.

For more details on June 21st, see the minutes (27). A nice detail, not in the minutes: Warren Smith enjoyed
talking with his old philosophy professor, Corliss Lamont.

® A &

BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY
SPECIAL AWARD
T0

THE 1986
BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

AWARD
o
PEOPLE FOR

CORLISS LAMONT
1986

THE AMERICAN WAY

FOR EXPOSING AND OPPOSING
THE CURRENT CROP OF SELF-APPOINTED GUANDIAN',
AMERICAN MORALITY AND CUL TRy
WHO WISH TO IMPOSE THEIR Vit w",
ON THE REST OF US
WHO DO NOT SHARE THEM @

FOR A CAREER THAT REVEALS
VALUES AND BELIEFS REMARKABLY CONSONANT
WITH THOSE OF
@ BERTRAND RUSSELL.

NEWS ABOUT MEMBERS

Adam Paul Banner has been "very active locally [in Ann Arbor] as Hazardous Materials Coord::.nator for the
county Office of Emergency Management. Also aided in giving two talks on Islam and Turkey via the Ottoman
Empire, amd am working on another presentation of the Armenian Question."

Harry Clifford, a menber since 1975, will be 85 on October 12, 1986. Happy Birthday, Harry!

Peter Cranford, Founder and first President of the BRS, has written a little book with a big message that's
worth paying attention to. It is called "BERTRAND RUSSEIL, ON COMPOSSIBILITY. A first step toward eliminating
war." See Recommended Reading (25).

Paul Kuntz's new book, “Bertrand Russell," has just been published by Twa Publishers, Boston. See
Recomended Reading (24). ! vne ’

Justin Leiber has gone to Linacre College, Oxford, till mid-December, then back to Houston.

John lenz will be in Greece again this summer, on "Paros Island, where I will be digging again: an idyllic
spot in the middle of the Cyclades. I continue as a grad. student (this is not news), slowly; on another
fellowship, a ‘'President's Fellowship,' from Columbia (my third lucky consecutive one), with a teaching
assistantship in Greek history. Unfortunately, my work has slowed my Russell collecting to a halt, although I
was able to purchase some Greek translations of Russell in Athens last year for my friend, John Slater (of
Toronto) ." As noted above, John was elected BRS Vice-President on June 2lst.
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Nathan Salmon on Frege's Puzzle,as described in this press release of June 3, 1986 from the University of
California, Santa Barbara.

UCSB PHILOSOPHER LOOKS AT WHAT'S IN A NAME

Juliet, Shakespeare's star-crossed lover, is not alone in pondering,"wWhat's in a name? That which we call a
rose by any other name would smell as sweet."

Nathan Salmon, a UCSanta Barbara philosopher, has written an entire book about it.

The much ado is about language -- how the turn of a word or phrase comes to stand for a certain thing, and
what the words in a sentence contribute to the information it contains. -

While many people think of philosophy as a discipline bent on the pursuit of the "meaning of life" and other
lofty cosmological speculations, today's mainstream analytic philosophers are somewhat removed from these
classic philosophic questions and more likely to be found working with equations.

"Contemporary analytic philosophers have abandoned to poets the pursuit of the meaning of 1life, while
claiming for their own the logicians's and semanticist's pursuit of the meanings of words," according to
Salmon, a philosopher of language.

In his recent book, "Frege's Puzzle,"” Salmon looks at the information content of declarative sentences, a
central topic in the philosophy of language. Using mathematical tools he attempts to find order in language

and information by looking at how words, phrases and sentences represent things, facts or events.

"Symbolic logic provides a way of cataloging and categorizing the different kinds of words or expressions
that make up sentences according to the type of role they play in reasoning," Salmon says.

Gottlob Frege, a late 19th Century German mathematician and philosopher, invented a philosophical puzzle
that addressed what's in a name. According to another 19th Century philosopher, John Stuart Mill, a name's
contribution to the information contained in a sentence is what the name stands for, a view Salmon calls
the naive theory. Frege's puzzle challenges this theory.

The puzzle concerns the sentences, "“the Morning Star is the Evening Star" and "the Morning Star is the
Morning Star," which are the same except that the second sentence replaces the name, "the Evening Star,"
with "The Morning Star" -~ two names that stand for the same thing, the planet Venus.

Frege argued that since the first sentence is informative and the second is not, the two sentences contain
different information and, therefore, the names do not contribute what they stand for, Salmon says.

"Frege maintained that the sentences contain different information because our concept of the Morning Star
is different from our concept of the Evening Star. He concluded that what a name contributes is not what it
stands for but something like a concept of what it stands for, something that is apprehended.”

Frege's puzzle has been taken by a vast majority of contemporary philosophers of language as a refutation
of the naive theory. Salmon says. "A great deal of philosophical energy over the past 20 to 30 years has
been focused on proposing alternatives to the naive theory, none of which have gained universal acceptance."

In his book Salmon defends a version of the naive theory in attempting to solve Frege's puzzle. He arques
that Frege's two sentences contain the same semantically encoded information, namely that Venus is Venus,
but differ in the information imparted.

"The first sentence, but not the second, imparts the information that the names 'The Evening Star' and 'The
Morning Star' stand for the same thing," Salmon says. "That is why the first sounds informative and the
second does not."

"When we grasp a piece of information there is a certain way in which you do this with the result that one
could grasp or apprehend the same piece of information on two different occasions and not recognize it."

Salmon argues that a great deal of what has generally been taken for granted in the philosophy of language
over the past few decades is either mistaken or unsupported, and much current research is focused on the
wrong set of questions.

"Frege's Puzzle" is published by MIT Press.

Ramon Suzara. In March he wrote: "Effective May lst,I'm being laid off.with the 23 other Resident managers of
the S.F. Housing Authority. Reaganomics has slashed the budget for public housing. The :monies saved are needed

for the Contras in Nicaragua. God Bless America!"

In mid-May he writes:"My employment has been extended. My tenants filed a petition at City Hall and then
rallied en masse. One of them promised to commit suicide if I am dismissed. And when they threatened to go on
a rent strike if I am let go, that stopped management. Perhaps I will be here till September or October. Then
to Manilla for the rest of this year. After which I will probably relocate in Honolulu to 1live and work

there."
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CURRENT PUBLIC ISSUES

THE WORLD COURT
AND
THE RULE OF LAW

On June 27, 1986, the Intemational Court of Justice issued its judgment
that our government's military and economic attacks on Nicaragua
violated international law and the Treaty of Friendship Commerce and
Navigation between the two countries.

The opinions and judgment of the Court are the first independent and im-
partial adjudication of the facts and of the controlling law. Yet, the Reagan
Administration has announced that it will defy the Court’s adjudication
and judgment.

We, the American people, cannot accept our government's repudiation of
the rule of law. It would violate our international obligations and lead to in-
ternationat anarchy.

On June 26, the House of Representatives regrettably voted to give
military aid to the contras, and the matter is now before the Senate.

Such military aid would violate the Court's order that the Reagan Ad-
ministration cease and refrain immediately from such unlawfui action.
Now that the American people and the Congress know the facts, it is a
matter of national honor, as well as legal obligation, that the Administra-
tion should comply with the World Court’s decision and act upon its
reminder of the need of bolh parties to cooperate with the Contadora pro-
cess. This will constitute a significant message 1o the worid that America
is returning to its traditional ideals of international peace and justice for all

humanity.
Corliss Lamont Edith Tiger ~Leonard B. Boudin
Chairperson Director General Counsel

National Emergency

Civil Liberties Committee

175 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10010
212-673-2040

This continues the commiee’s
i Civil Liberties CO
Nat&nﬂ:a’%ﬁ%.;rn:w}; people’s Right to. Know

(17) Paul Kuntz offers this observation:

ABOUT BERTRAND RUSSELL

Most people think of the vices (cruelty, stupidity, jealousy, hate) which Russell opposed so vigorously, and
therefore think of him as a great denier. But there are always in him, sometimes expressed with great

passion, the virtues (kindness,

stressed.

intelligence, cooperative support, love}. This needs therefore to be

(18) Grahame Maisey offers "some thoughts on the happiness paper delivered at the meeting:

"Russell spent the first years of his life in a state of unhappiness,so he had to conquer happiness later
on. His theme in child rearing and education reflects his early experience: training in self-confidence,
bravery and independent attitude in order to allow the child to attain individual happiness at an early
stage in life, and not need to conquer happiness later on."
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RELIGION

:19) From FREE INQUIRY (Surmer 1986, pp.54~55):

id

The Revolt Against the
Lightning Rod

Al Seckel and John Edwards

Arevicw of early opposition to the light-
ning rod is of interest because we may
sec how religious prejudice tends to prevent
bencficial departures from customary be-
havior, even when there is evidence that the
tradition-bound practices are useless or even
dangerous.

For centuries Protestant and Catholic
churches, basing their teachings on various
texts in the Bible, taught that the air was
filled with devils, demons, and witches. The
great Christian scholar Saint Augustine held
this belief to be beyond controversy. Saint
Thomas Aquinas stated ia his authoritalive
Summa Theologica: “Rain and winds, and
whatsoever occurs by local impulse alone,
¢an_be caused by demons. 1t is a dogma of

that the demons can produce winds,

4s, and rain of fire from heaven.™
Martin Luther asserted that the winds them-
selves are only good or evil spirits and de-
clared that a stone thrown into a certain
poad in his native city would cause a dread-
ful storm because of the devils kept prisoner
there. Even as recently as 1984, when the
beautiful York Minster Cathedral was de-
stroyed by lightning, conservative ministers
claimed that God did it in anger over the
recent appointment of a liberal bishop.

Christian churches tried to ward off the
damaging effects of storms and lightning by
saying prayers, consecrating church belis,
sprinkling holy waler, and burning witches.
Lengthy rites were held for the consecration
of bells, and priests prayed that their sound
might “temper the destruction of hail and
cyclones and the force of tempests and light-
ning; check hostile thunders and great winds;
and cast down the spirits of storms and the

Al Seckel has comiributed articles to Free-
thought Today and various publications of
Atheists United. He is also the editor of
Bertrand Russell on God and Retigion
(Prometheus Books). John Edwards is an
environmental scientist with the Air Force
and a freethinker.

powers of the air."?

A sixteenth-ceatury account of a bell
consecration relates how the Bishop “sayde
certen Psalmes, {and together, wherwith he
washet the belle diligently both within and
without, after wypeth it dric, and with holy
o *th in it the signe of the crosse,
¢ ,,sb a.'\‘God. that whan they shall rynge
or suundt ihat bell, all the disceiptes of the
devyll may vanyshe away, hayle, thondryng,
lightening, wyndes, and tempestes, and all
untemperate weathers may be aswaged.™
(The idea of ringing church bells to dissipate
tempests probably had its origins in “sym-
pathetic magic” in that storms, which are

noisy disturbances in the atmosphere (pro-
duced by demons or the “powers of the air™)
are supposed o be counteracted by creating
similar noisy disturbances in the air.)

Unfortunately, all these efforts were to
no avail. The priests ought 10 have prayed
for the bell-ringers whao were {requently elec-
trocuted while ringing the blessed bells. The
church tower, usually the highest structure
in the village or town, was the building most
often hit, while the brothels and gambling
houses next door were left untouched. In
1786 the Parliament of Paris even went so
far as 1o issue an edict “to the many deaths
it caused to those pulling the ropes.™ Several
cities in Europe followed suit and declared
the practice of ringing church bells illegal
during storms, not so much to save lives, it
must be admitted, but to abate noise.

One cyewitness to the damaging effects
of lightning recorded: “Little by little we
took in what happened. A bolt of lightning
had struck the tower, partly melting the bell
and electrocuting the priest; afterwards, con-
tinuing, {it had shattered] a great part of
the ceiling, had passed behind the mistress,
whom it deprived of seasibility, and, after
destroying a picture of the Savior hanging
upon the wall, had disappeared through the
floor. .. .8

Peter Ahlwardts, the author of Reason-
able and Theological Considerations about
Thunder and Lightning (1745), accordingly
advised his readers to seck refuge from
storms anywhere except in or around a
church. Had not lightning struck only the
churches ringing beils during the terrific
storm in lower Brittany on Good Friday,
17187

The first major blow against these bib-
lical superstitions about storms and lightning
was struck in 1752, when Benjamin Franklin
made his famous electrical experiments with
a kite. The second and fatal blow was struck
later in the same year when he invented the
lightning rod. “One would think,” wrote
Franklin, “it was now time to try some other
trick [to protect churches and homes); —and
ours is recommended.™* With Franklin's
scientific explanations of lightning, the ques-
tion that had so long taxed the minds ofdhe
world’s leading theologians, namely, “Why
should the Almighty strike his own conse-
crated temples, or suffer Satan to strike
them?" could finally be answered. Another
question could also be answered in any
reasonable discussion about the objects of
the divine wrath *Why would God's punish-
ment be directed so much at large trees,
which no reasonable person could accuse of
sin.”

Since thunder and lightning were con-
sidered tokens of God's displeasure, it was

co ed impious to prevent their doing
full damage. John Adams noted in his diary
a conversation with a Bostonian physician
who began to “praic upon the presumption
of philosophy in erccting iron rods to draw
the lightning from the clouds. He railed and
foamed against the points and the presump-
tion that erected them. He talked of presum-
ing upon God, as Peter had attempted to
walk upon the water, and of attempting to
control the artitlery of heaven.”” This was
despite the fact that in Germany, within a
span of thirty-three years, nearly 400 towers
were damaged and 120 bell-ringers killed.

In Switzerland, France, and ltaly popular
prejudice against the lightning rod was ig-
nited and fueled by the churches and resulted
in the tearing down of lightning rods from
many homes, including one from the Insti-
tute of Bologna, the leading scientific institu-
tion in haly. The Swiss philosopher Horace
de Saussure had erected a rod on his house
in Geneva in 1771, which had caused so
much anxiety to his neighbors that he feared
a riot. A lightning rod erected on June 15,
1754, on the house of Procopius Divis lasted
untouched for six years, until the villagers
tore it down in 1760. Apparently the initial
cause of the hostility was a great drought
that was attributed to the malign influence
of the rod.

A 1780-1784 lawsuit over lightning rods
gave M. de Vissery the right 10 have a light-
ning rod on top of his house in St. Omer
despite the religious objections of his neigh-
bors; this victory established the fame of the
lawyer in the case, young Robespicrre. The
trial was also significant in that the leading
scientists of France were drawn into the fray
to defend the use of rods.

In America, the Reverend Thomas Prince,
pastor of the Old South Church, blamed
Franklin and his invention of the lighining
rod for causing the Massachusetts earth-
quake of 1755. In Prince’s sermon on the
topic he expressed the opinion that the fre-
quency of earthquakes might be due to the
crection of “iron paints invented by the
sagacious Mr. Franklin." He goes on to
argue that “in Boston more are erected than
anywhere else in New England, and Boston
seems t0 be more dreadfully shaken. Oh!
there is no geuting out of the mighty hand
of God. For | cannot believe, that in the
whole town of Boston, where so many iron
points are erected, there is so much as one
person, who is so weak, so ignorant, so
foolish, or, to say all in one word, so athe-
istical, as ever to have enteriained a single
thought, that it is possible, by the help of &
few yards of wire, to ‘get out of the mighty

hand of God." ™
To quict the Charleston populace who

were alarmed at the possibility of incurring
divine wrath as a result of erecting lightning
rods, the Souwth Carolina and American
General Gazette suggested “raising lightning
rods to the glory of God.™®

1t took many years for scientists to con-
vince the priests to attach a lightning rod to
the spire of St. Bride’s Church in London,
even though it had been destroyed by lighi-
ning several times. The priests’ refusals
prompted 1he following comment in a letter
from Professor John Winthrop of Harvard

h
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stration you have given . . . they should
even think of repairing that steeple without
such conductors.™®

In Austria, the Church of Rosenburg was
struck so frequently, and with such loss of
life, that the peasants feared to attend
services. Several times the spire had 10 be
rebuilt. It was not uniil 1778, (wenty-six
years afier Franklin's discovery, that the
church authorities finally gave in and per-
mitted a rod to be attached. Then all the
trouble ceased.

A typical case was the tower of St. Mark's
in Venice. In spite of the angel at its summit,
the bells consecrated 1o ward off the devils
and witches in the air, the holy relics in the
church beiow, and the processions in the
adjacent square, the tower was frequently
damaged and cven destroyed by lightning.
It was not until 1766, fourteen years after
Franklin's discovery, that a lightning rod
was placed upon it; and the tower has not
been struck since.

Had the ecclesiastics at the Church of San
Nazaro in Brecia given into repeated urgings
to install a lightning rod, they might have
averted a terrible catastrophe. The Republic
of Venice had stored in the vaulls of this
church several thousand pounds of gun-
powder. In 1767, fificen years after Frank-
lin’s discovery, no rod having been placed
upon the church, it was struck by lightning
and the gunpowder exploded. One-sixth of
the city was destroyed, and there were esti-
mates that more than threec thousand lives
were unnecessarily lost because the priests
had refused 1o install the “heretical rod.”

Such incidents as these, in all parts of
Europe, had their effect. The ecclesiastical
formulas for preventing storms and for con-
secrating bells to protect against lightning
and tempests were still allowed to be prac-
ticed in the churches; but the lightning rod
carried the day. There is no way of telling
when church bells were last rung for the
purpose of abating storms. There are proba-
bly still some isolated communities where
the practice is still conducted. Christian
churches were finally obliged to confess the
practical supremacy of the lightning sod and
the few theologians who stuck to the old
theorics and fumed against the rods and
Franklin's attempts 1o “control the artillery
of heaven™ were finally silenced, like the
lightning, by the supremacy of the scientific
method.
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BR, WRITER OF LETTERS
froms The Earl Russell, O.M.,F.R.S.,
PLAS PINRIYN,
PENRHYNDVEUDRAETIL.
MERIONETH.
TEL PERRHYNDEZUDKARTH 240
1 April, 1960.
Dear Mr. Wilk, ) -
Thank you for your letter of February 24. 1 am very sorry that I have mislaid
the reference that you ask for. I thought that it was in Henry C. lee's History
of Sacerdotal Celibacy, but I have not found exactly this in looking through the
(20) wichard wWilk says he has fo this letter———- > book. You will, however, find s number of much more shocking things in Chapter XXX

(21)

"very helpful in my frequent discussions
with Jesuit divines teaching at Loyola
University in Los Angeles.”

hope to find it is in my bouse in london. I think you mey find it in Coulton's

Medisevel Garner.

Yours truly,

Bertrand Russell

of that book. I still hope to find the exsct reference, but the book in which I

Dora Russell, Social Activist
And Wife of the Philosopher

PORTHCURNO, England June 1
(AP) — Dora Russell, a social activist
and the second of the philosopher Ber-
trand Russell’s four wives, died of a
stroke at her clifftop home in this Corn-
wall village. She was 92 years old.

Mrs. Russell, a lifelong campaiguer
for Socialist causes, was twice an un-
successful candidate for Parliament
for the Labor Party. In the 1920°s she
1was influential in persuading the party
'to adopt contraception as a political
issue.

She was later identified with the anti
nuclear movement and appeared at a
jrally as recently as January at a Brit-
ish Air Force base. Lord Russell, who
died in 1970, was the first president of
iBritain's Campaign for Nuclear Disar-
mament.

Mrs. Russell, the daughter of an Ed-
wardian civil servant, was educated at
Cambridge University's Girton Col-
lege. She met the philosopher and
mathematician when he lectured at
Cambridge. They married in 1921 and
had three children, all of whom survive
her. The marriage ended in 1935.

OBIT.

{-—-———-- Dora Black Russell is dead, as reported in the New York Times (6/2/86, B4).

For the fascinating story of a remarkable woman, see her autobiography, "The
Tamarisk Tree", in 3 volumes (London: Virago Press,"a feminist publishing
company”) .She was the recipient of the 1984 Bertrand Russell Society Award,
and an Honorary Member. Her two children by BR, John, the present FEarl,
and Kate, are also Honorary Members; our sympathy goes out to them.
(Correcting an inaccuracy in the AP dispatch: she and BR had two children
together, not three.)

The 1984 Award plaque reads: "For sharing Bertrand Russell's concerns,
collaborating in his work, and helping to preserve his legacy." She was
the moving force behind, and gquarantor of, the bust of BR dedicated in Red
Lion Square, London, in 1980.
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Russell, theriramd

In cthics, as in other areas of philos-
ophy, Bertrand Russell has not hesi-
tated to change his mind about the
most basic questions. Nowhere is his
intellectual catholicity more conspicu-
ous, [or he has traversed all of the ma-
jor positions in contemporary ethics
in the course oi his writings. However
his contributions to ethics fall far short
of the caliber of the work which has
distinguished him in other fields. For
the most part his ethics has been deriv-
ative from other thinkers. His first ex-
tended essay on the subject is, as Rus-
sell points out, “largely based on”
Moore's Principia Ethica (1:p. 1, n.1).
His most recent statement, though
radically opposed to the theory present-
ed in the earlier work, contains, as he
says, “nothing startlingly original”
(6:p. 7). And though he was among the
first 10 advance an “emotive” theory
in recent thought, this view i not
elaboraied systematically by Russell,
s0 that it is simply asserted rather than
argued and defended. ‘

Russell (b. 1872), perhaps the hest-
known philosopher of this century, has
not found rigorous thought in logic,
epistemology and the philosophy of
wicnce to be incompatible with first
hand involvement in the vital social
and political questions of his day. It
scems clear that he has been less con-
cerned with ethical theory than with
such specific issues as education and
peace and war, and with the advance-
ment of his own well-known axiologi-
cal ideal—creating, in a world alien (o
human values, a life for all mankind
which will be directed by knowledge
and informed by love and hape. His
deep concern with the disputes and
wars that have ravaged the modern
world has, however, given direction to
his ethical thought. “Ethics,” he says,
“is necessary because men's desires
conflict.”* As will be pointed out, all
of his later writings have been ad-
dressed 10 the “political” questions
how, if ac all, value-disagrcements can
be adjudicated, and how the conflict-
ing aspiraticns of different individuals
and groups can be made harmonious
with cach other.

In the early essay, “The Elements of
Ewhia,” referred o above, however,
Russell denies that ethics is concerned
with “practical” questions of choice

1 Bertmnd Russell, 4 History of Western
Philosophy (New York, 1945) p. 779.
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ABOUT RUSSELL'S WRITINGS

and conduct. In seeking knowledge it
is numbered among the “sciences”
(1:p. 2). “Good” or “iutrinsic value”
is the cenural concept in ethics, but, |
like Moore, Russell contends that it is
indefinable. This is established by ap-
peal to our “state of mind” when con-
fronted with an ostensible definition
of “good,” which is nc chat of assent to
w linguistic analysis of meaning (- 9).
Hence Russell can only “characterise”
good as that which “‘on its own account
ought to exist” (p. 5). Since goodness
is an intrinsic property of things, Rus-
sell holds, in contrast to his later views,
that i exists independentiy ol our de-
sires. Thus he seeks 1o preserve the
comnmon-sense . conviction that disa-
greements concerning intrinsic value

. ure meaninglul. Though Russell says

little about the cognition of values, he
holds out the hope that “a very large
easure of agreewner: on ethical ques-
tions may be cxpected to result [rom
clearer thinking” (p. 57). He [ollows
Moore in sther particulars, eg., the
principle of “organic unities” (pp. 54
55). .

He also takes over from Moore a
teleological interpretation of “right”
and with i¢ the implication that judg-
ments of right action are empirically
confirmable. Russell wishes to take ac-
count, as any utilitarianism must, of
the disparity betweei the actual con-
sequences of the moral act and those
which could reasonably have been an-
ticipated, and to distinguish these fur-
ther from the conscientiousness and
praiseworthiness of the agent. Here,
uniquely, his analysis i= somewhat
more detailed and revealing than

Principia. The act which produces the
greatest amount of good is the “most
fortunate” act (p. 22). The act which
is “objectively riglit” is that which “of
all that are possible, will probably
have the best consequences” (p. 25; cf.,
p- 57), though Russell does not hold
consistently 10 the view that this is a
definition (cf., pp. 25, 6). The “sub-
jectively right” or “virtious” act is
that which the agent would judge to
be right after considering the choice
“candidly and with due care” (p. 28).
The distinction can then be drawn be-
tween thote agents whose conception
of “objective rightness” is “erroneous”
and those whose decisions are thought-
less or insufficiently reflective. In “Ele-
ments of Ethics,” as in later writings
(cf., G:pp. 97-98), Russell cspuuses de-
terminism, using the familiar argu-
ment that it is not this theory but thit

-of “lree-will” which renders moral de-

liberation and praise and blane,
senseless and fut e,
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Russell on Ethics, according to James Stolnitz, in "The Encyclopedia of Morals", ed. Vergilius Ferm (NY:The
Philosophical Library, 1956)...with thanks to TOM STANLEY:

M:anv years atier the j.abhicaton of
this paper, Russell westified® that he
had been led wo abadon the doctrines
of the indefinubility and objectivity of
good becawse of the criticising ad-
vanced against him by Santayana in
the cssay “Hypostatic Ethics."? There
Santayana bad argued thist value has
no existence apart from human desire
and interest, that moraliiy is therefore
based upon irvationzl preferences, and
that Russeli's theory, which is intend-
ed to make moral Jebate meaningful,
actually issues in obscurantism and in-
transigent dogmatism.

. In his succeeding writings, accord-
ingly, Russell execures a volte-face. He
now says that “it is we who create val-
ue, and our desires which confer val-
ue” (2:p. 17). No reasons can be given
in justification of desire and conflict-
ing desires for mutually incompatible
ends are not amenable 1o rationat ar-
gument (cf., 4:p. 139). Whereas science
cin determine the eflectiveness of -
means for the attainment of some ob-
jective, it “cannot decide questions of
value . . . because they caunot be in-
tellectually decided at all, and lie out-
side the realm ol truth and falschood™
(3:p. 243).

We remain conlronted, however,
with the most grievously “practical™ of
human probleins—that the fulfillment
of the desires of some individual, insti-
tution or nativn demands the frustra-
tion of those ol other persons or
groups. We are therefore constrained
10 try to overcome the conflict of de-
sirey, if we ave not to have recourse to
violence. Though “proof” of the “va-
lidity” of any desire is, in the nature of
the'case, impossible, we may try 10 al-
ter and ve-direct desires so that they
becowme more nearly inclusive and ¢o-
aperative, “Only passion can control
passion, and only a contrary impulse
or desire can check impulse.¢ Value-
judgments atempt to serve just this
function. Although they appear gram-
matically to be assertive, they are op-
sative (cf., 5:p. 719): “this is good in
iself” is equivalent to “would that

"4 Bertrand Ruaseli. Principles of Social Re-
consiruction (London, 1916) p. IR,

3Seliats and Hospers, eds: Readings in
Ethical heory (New York, 1952) p. |, n.

3 Geurge Swniayana, Winds of Doctrine
(New York, 1913) pp. 158-154.
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everybody desired this” (3:p. 235; cf.,
4:p. 247). Russell's “political” concern
is made manifest by the fact that he
never considers seriously any other of
the possible “emotivist” analyses of
the value-judgment. The judgment is
always a horwatory injunction ad-
dressed by the speaker to those whose
desires are parochial or divisive.
Ethics, Russell says, “can have no im-
portance” (2:p. 30) unless it directs

human desire toward common goals. .
Hence he contends that even the foun- :

dational decfinitions of moral theory
are persuasive in character: “Wiien 1
say that the morality of conduct is to

be judged by iu probable conse-

quences, 1 mean that I desire to sce
approval given to behaviour likely to

realize social purposes which we de- .

sire” (2:p. 30).

Ethical judgments and ethical the-
ory are, then, devices of social conuol
comparable to educational institutions
and Jegal codes. Although Russell calls

his theory “subjectivistic” (3:p. 238), :

he has always recognized and insisted
upon a salient feature of ethical dis-
course which other “subjectivists” have
either ignored or denied viz., its im-
pensonality. The ethical judgment, on
Russell’s translation, makes no refer-
ence to the speaker, but rather urges
the kind of world which would permit
the greatest passible satisfaction of any

and all desires (4:p. 274). Russell does
not, however, claim any greater valid- '

ity or authoritativeness for such a
judgment, other than the increase in
penuasive force which is thereby
gained. 1t is in this way that we ‘seem
to give universal importance to our

Russell Society News, No. 51

desires” (3:p. 233). But “ihe: desire re-
mains mine even when what is desired
has no reference to myself.”$

Russells most extended treatment
of ethics, recently published, suffers
from an inner duplicity which can be
understood in the light of his earlier
works. Human Society, characteristi-
cally, places ethics in a social context:
“One may lay it down broadly that
the whole subject of athics arises from
the pressure of the commun; y on the
individual” (6:p. 124; L., also, pp. 16,
60). Russell presents definitions of the
chief ethical predicates which seem to
constitute the foundations of a
straightforward “naturalistic” theory:
“good” is defined as *“satisfaction of
desire” (p. 55): the sole criteria of “bet-
ter” are the number and intensity of
desires; “ ‘right’ conduct is that which,
on the evidence, is likely to produce
the greatest balance of good over evil”
(p- 50; cf., also, pp. 125, 145). It follows
that all axiological and moral judg-
ments are, in principle, empirically
verifiable. And it is then roeaningful
to say that one moral code is superior
to another (cf., pp. 45, 128).

Recurrently, however, Russell aban-
dons this position. The difficulty is no
longer, as in the days of Principia
Ethica, that of distinguishing between
a definition and a “significant propo-
sition.” When Russell mentions this
problem at all, his discussion is unde-
veloped and inconclusive (cf., pp. 72,
88). The difficulty arises, ;uther, for
Russell, as for many contemporary
ethicists, within the “pragmatic” di-
mension of language—these definitions
TS History of Western Philosophy: p. 116.
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cannot “serve any purpose” (pp, 80—
81) or they are of “no practical impor-
tance” (p. B1) unless they are effica-
cious in altering the motives to behav-
ior. Mcrely to adduce cvidence is fre-
quently futile in the face of intractably
partisan desires. Hence Russell thinks
himself compelied to :evert to the view
that ethical judgments cannot be es-
tablished factually (p. 25) and that
they are significantly different from
“scientific” propositions (pp. B8, 104
105). Though he scems, on the whole,
more inclined here than in earlier
writings, to the beliel that moral judg-
ments are meaningful and reasonable,
he wavers between this view and its op-
posite, which he appears to believe is
implied Ly the fact that cthical judg-
ments are not coercive when addressed
to those whose canvictions are obdur-
ate.

This inconsistency is never over-
come by Russe.. and it is fatal to the
adequacy of his theory. it is the philo-
sophical expression of the perplexity
of 2 man whose cowriigeous life-long

straggle on behalf of a humane and
liberal way of lite has been beset by the
implacable fanaticism and irrational-
ism ol his time.
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BY BERTRAND RUSSELL

2 ~ ; ’ .
(23) BR in Australia (1950). oOur enterprising Librarian, Tom Stanley, has obtained from the Australian
Broadcasting Company,

the transcripts of 6 radio-talks that BR gave in Australia between June and August 1950.

A few sentences from BR's Autobiography (NY:

Simon & Schuster,
stage:

1969, Vol. 1III, p.19-20) may help set the

There_ was a Labour Government there and, in spite of the fact that the hatred and fear of China and,
espec:.a}ly, Japan, was understandably fierce, things seemed better and more hopeful than they appeared to
become in the following sixteen years. ... I was taken to the capitals, and to Alice Springs, which I wanted
to see because it was so isoclated. It was a centre for agriculture and inhabited chiefly by sheepowners. I
was shown a fine gaol where I was assured that the cells were comfortable. In reply to my query as to why, I

was told: "Oh, because all the leading citizens at one time or another are in gaol." I was told that
expectedly and reqularly, whenever possible, they stole each other's sheep.

BR's first radio-talk was delivered June 25, 1950:

I'm ashaxped ;o say that this is my first visit to Australia.As I have wasted the first seventy-eight years
of o my life in other parts of the world, I am very glad indeed to have an opportunity of rectifying this
omission and I expect to learn a great deal dur ing the weeks that I shall spend in your Continent.

I cannot at this moment give you my impre.. ..ns of Austral
therefore, compelled to talk about matters in which Australia
490 == or even fifty years ago -- it might have been hoped by

ia as I have really only just arrived.
is connected with world events.A hundred years
Australians that they would have been able to



Page 15 Russell Society News, No. 51 August 1986

keep out of the complications and tragedies of the old world. Technical causes have now made such a hope
impossible.

Australia 1is integrated with the great problem of the world. It is not necessary to dwell upon this fact,
which has been obvious to everyone since the Japanese were in Pupua.

Australia, in spite of the defeat of Japan, continues to be faced by two closely related problems....one is
the problem of preserving Australia as a White Man's country, and the other is the problem of not becoming
a satellite of Russia.

These two, for the moment, are practically one problem, since Russian propaganda in Asia will invite the
Asians to repeat the Japanese attempt with Russian assistance.

But in the long run they are different problems.

The problem of Russia is immediate. And the steps to be taken by Australia are essentially the same as
those to be taken by all other countries of Western Civilisation.

The necessary steps are, by this time, pretty well recognized — a combination of the Western Powers in a
defensive alliance and simultaneous avoidance both of provocation and of appeasement. But when we look
beyond the next few years, we are compelled to think out an Asiatic policy — and this is by no means easy.

Misled by American ignorance,the West has taken an extraordinarily unwise line towards China.

The Government of Chiang-Kai-Shek was corrupt and reactionary, and refused all reforms —— even those most
necessary to Chinese well-being.

In spite of this fact, the West supported it, and made it evident to the Chinese that their only choice lay
between Reaction and Communism.

They chose Communism, and if we regret the choice we have only ourselves to blame. We must not repeat a
similar error in other parts of Asia. Asia has undergone a great awakening. It contains vast populations of
whom the immense majority are in abject poverty.

It will no longer acquiesce in a position of inferiority towards nations of European stock.

If we allow Communism to be identified with necessary reforms, we cannot hope, in the long run, to keep Asia
on our side or even neutral.

I must, at this point, interrupt my argument to say that I think Soviet propaganda wholly dishonest and
deceptive and that the benefits the Kremlin offers to Asia will disappear as soon as they have done their
propaganda work.

We cannot, however, persuade Asia of this unless we genuinely offer something better than what Russia can
give. .

In India the sort of policy that I am recommending has been successfully carried through, so far as
politics are concerned, though there remains an immense [amount of] work to be done on the economic side.

In the countries intermediate between India and China, including Indonesia, everything is still more or
less in doubt.

Nehru speaks for these countries with a voice which is not quite that of Western Europeans, but from which,
I think, Western Europeans have much to learn.

If we do not secure friendship of the countries of Eastern Asia we shall incur their enmity. And if we incur
their enmity, we give an immense accession of strength to Russian Imperialism, disguised as a championship
of the oppressed. We have made this mistake already in China, but I cannot believe that the bad results of
American policy in China are irretrievable.

The Chinese are the most individualistic people of the world. They are also people with a very considerable
national pride.

I am convinced that as soon as Moscow attempts to tighten the reins, Titoism will develop in
China...provided that the West is not offering an irreconcilable hostility.

The problems of preserving Australia as a White Man's country depends, on the long run, upon a solution of
the economic problems of Eastern Asia. India and China between them have about a hundred times the
population of Australia. They are densely overpopulated and urgently desirous of opportunities of
emigration.

Only force can keep them out of Australia until such time as their own economic problems have been solved.
We ought, therefore, to do everything in our power to develop industry in Eastern Asia, and to see to it
that the enormous gap which now exists between the standard of life in India or China and the standard of
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life in Australia or the United States is progressively lessened.

This was the wholly admirable purpose of Truman's fourth point, but it does not look as if America would do
anything effective to carry out his policy in this respect.

This is one of those cases, not so infrequent as many people think, where self-preservation demands doing
good to our neighbors.

Men are so accustomed to rivalry and competition that they tend to think that whatever damages others must
be an advantage to themselves. This happens to be untrue. And the case of Asian poverty is, perhaps, the
most notable example of its untruth at the present day.

But at this point I must make a very important proviso. I do not wish to see the standard of 1life in
backward countries raised by methods which involve lowering the standard of 1life in more developed
countries.

We of our Western Civilisation have made certain discoveries of immense importance to ourselves at present
and to all mankind in a foreseeable future. We have found out how to eliminate abject poverty almost
entirely, how to diminish illness and the death rate to a degree that would have been inconceivable to our
grandfathers, and how to give the material conditions of happiness, not only to a favored few, but to almost
everybody.

These are new and immense boons, and I do not wish to see the way of life which has made them possible
disappearing from the world.

We have, therefore, every right to be defensive as regards our own civilisation, and, in the long run, it is
for the good of backward nations that we should be so, since the technical possibility now exists of
gradually raising them to our economic level.

This brings me to another subject about which I hope to learn much while I am in Australia. The greater part
of Australia at present is almost or quite barren. I am totally unable to believe that it is beyond the
power of science to remedy this. If as much money and brains went into making Australia fertile as has gone
into the construction of the atomic bomb and is going into the construction of the hydrogen bomb, I cannot
but think that the result would be equally spectacular and considerably more beneficial to mankind.

The problem of making rain is on the verge of solution, and if all Australia could be made rainy, a large
part of the problem would be solved.

There are, 1 know, other obstacles which are at the moment quite as grave as lack of rainfall. There are
large areas where the soil lacks necessary ingredients.

But why should we sit down under such a circumstance? Have we not discovered how to transmute elements? Is
there any reason why radiocactive atoms should not be used to alter the chemical constitution of the soil in
a beneficial manner?

I am speaking of something about which I am ignorant, and I have little doubt that most experts would pooh-
pooh my hopes.

This, however, leaves me unmoved.
Experts always pooh-poch whatever is two moves ahead, and confine their vision to what is one move ahead.

If Australia could support a population of fifty-million, the danger of being overwhelmed from Asia would be
enormously diminished.

1f I could control Australian policy,I should establish a college of highly skilled scientists of various
different sorts, meteorologists, agronomists, nuclear physicists and so on, to be engaged permanently in a
theoretical investigation of what is necessary to increase the fertile area of Australia. The men concerned
should mostly be young. They should be temperamentally hopeful, they should be respected, because of their

potential power.

We hear much nowadays about the evil effects of science, and the threat of radioactive disintegration.

These evil effects are due to the use that politicians make of science. But the same skill which shows us
how to exterminate the human race, if that is what we want to do, can also show us how to make the desert
blossom like the rose, if we have the common sense to prefer that.

It may be said that all the troubles from which the world is suffering are due to the fact that politics lag
behind science.

Techpically the world is unified. Politically it is divided into many separate nations and, above all, into
two immensely powerful groups, each of which imagines that its own welfare is to be secured by the overthrow
of the other. Whatever may have been true in the past, this is no longer true in our day.

I do not mean to suggest that in no circumstances is war necessary. It is only too easy to imagine behaviour
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on the part of Russia to which it would be folly to submit. But in view of the two wars that we have
already experienced, it must be obvious that even the victors at the end of a great war have a far lower
level of well-being than they had at the beginning. War can only .result from folly on one side, or on the
other, or on both. Even when the folly of one side has forced war on the other, war can, at best, preserve
certain things that we value. It cannot not positively be creative of good things.

We must therefore seek to avoid war if we can do so without treachery to what we value in our way of life.

And certainly one of the surest ways of avoiding war is to raise the economic level wherever we have power
to do so. Communism thrives on misery, and if anywhere in the world we can produce prosperity, we have to
that degree diminished the power of Communism, and we have done so not by creating a rival tyranny, nor by
the threat of atomic extermination, but by measures which are good in themselves quite independently of the
great conflict between Russia and the West.

We must not let our thoughts be warped by danger into a warlike or restrictive shape. We must, even in
these difficult times, think constructively with a view to creation and not merely to preservation. So long
as we think only of preservation we shall develop a Maginot Line mentality, and we shall seem to be
surrendering initiative to the enemy.

When we see Communists attacking something which we know to be an evil, we must not, because they attack it,
rush to its defence.

In some countries in Eastern Europe aristocratic landowners kept peasants miserable, without themselves
doing anything useful.

The:Bolsheviks abolished this state of affairs.
The West, I am sorry to say, while it had the power, did not.

It 1is this sort of thing that gives plausibility to Communist propaganda, because the Communists proclaim
themselves the party of progress -- which, incidentally, they are not. Their opponents are too apt to think
that every advocate of progress is more or less of a Commmnist.

This attitude has become regrettably common in America, not, I think in the Administration, but in Congress
and in large sections of the population.

This is not the way in which we ought to think or feel. We ought to have a vision as dynamic, as hopeful as
that of the most visionary Communists.

We ought to be vividly aware of what has been achieved in the West and could be achieved everywhere in the
direction of freedom and well-being and economic justice.

We ought to be inspired by the clear possibility which modern technique opens to us of a far greater
progress in these same directions, by the thought of a life free from fear, free from want, free from the
appalling horror of war, in which the whole human family shall at last co—operate, and the foolish enmities
of our time shall appear as the nightmare obsessions of a barbarous age. It is in the spirit of this hope,
and because Communism makes.such a hope impossible, that our propaganda should be carried on, and it is by
such a hope that our lives should be inspired.

Only a little wisdom is required to create a world happier than that of any former time, but if that wisdom
is to prevail it must be not through fear but through hope.

RECOMENDED READING

Bertrand Russell by Paul Kuntz (Boston: Twayne Publishers, 1986). ILee Eisler calls it an engrossing
examination of BR's chief philosophical interests that pulls together a lot of loose ends that need pulling
together. No philosophic jargon; highly readable. It will be reviewed by one of our professional philosophers,
MARVIN KOHL, in a future RSN.

Bertrand Russell on Compossibility. "A first step toward eliminating war," by Peter Cranford (Augusta: Great
Pyramid Press,1985), a slim volume (28pp.), at a slim price ($2), it tells how adversaries should deal with
each other if they wish to get results: work in areas of agreement, rather than staying deadlocked over areas
of disagreement. They should seek measures that are mutually advantageous. This may sound obvious, but is
often ignored, as in examples cited by Cranford. Russell says somewhere that men -- foolishly -- would rather
hurt their enemies than help themselves. This little paperback can help stop this kind of foolishness. You can
order it from Great Pyramid Press, PO Box 2745, August, GA 30904. Recommended by Lee Eisler.
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From the Washington Post (1/4/86),

“A Holy War for Young Minds”
[front page, Dec. 30), telling about the
attacks by fundamentalists, demands
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HUMANISM

with thanks to DAN JACKANICZ:

Humanism Defined

liss Lamont writes: “To define twenti-
eth-century humanism briefly, I would
say ghat it is a philosophy of joyous
service for the greater good of all hu-
manity in this natural world and advo-

rational principles, arrive at a course
of action that will ensure justice is
done, that our behavior is honorable
and responaible, We should not be dis-
tracted by fear of hell, and we should
not be concerned about accumulating

August 1986

are generally elected by the voters in
and programs of the schools are estab-
lished, or approved, by these school
boards. I do not know of a single
achool board composed of humanists.

dent of the local chapter of Humanists ing the methods of reason, science ! X ! ;
(the Humanist Association of the Na- ?bdmgdummy Whoxlfe this statement points to get into heaven, for Further, “"nw that the quality
tonal Capital Area) and as the plaintif has many profound mpications, it is  Places exist only in the minds of those  of education in this land would be
in the btigation from whick the not difficult to " who have been taught to fear mmhhgimfmbemoﬂhenchool
popular use of the term “socular Some people ask, If we discardthe  Thooe who dislike humanists and  boards were humanist.

humanism seem to take offense at our

Those who dislike humanists and
humanism impute great power to the

First, let me remind (or inform) the there to people in a sensible ~ lack of belief in the supernatural. They :
eaders that the philosophy of human-  mode of living?” Well, I have a con-  8eem to regard it as a personal attack  movement. They flatter us. In a nation
ism wgs developed by the ancient science, I have a mind, some degree of  Upon them, yet we are not disturbed O more than 220 million “souls,
Greek acholars long before the time of intelligence, a sense of reason and  When a person asserts that he believes fewer than 6,000 individuals are mem-

in God. It is nothing more than a dif-

bers of the American Humanist As-

Barbara Parker, representing the or-.  most people are similarly uipped.  ference of opinion. People who dislike ~ 80ciation, the primary organization of
ganization People for the American . Thh'nallmeneedshlifeme;tabmh humanists and allege that they have  bumanists in North America. If we are
Way, has aptly stated, “Trying to de-  a code of conduct that will keep us on  taken control of the public schools ~ able to exert some influence in the

the straight and narrow. These facul-
ties will enable a person to examine
any ethical situation and, by applying

should remember that public schools
are under the supervision of local
boards of education whose members

public marketplace of ideas, it is be-
cause the product is good.

ROY R. TORCASO

Washington

MINUTES

Combined Minutes of the Business and Board Meetings of June 21st, as submitted by the (then) Secretary, John
Lenz, June 28, 1986. We have omitted portions of the minutes that duplicate what has already been mentioned
(7).

(27)

Hugh McVeigh questioned the granting of the BRS Award to People For The American Way, wanting to know what
they had to do with BR. Phil Stander responded, saying they stood for First Amendment rights, Dave Goldman
agreeing, and Don Jackanicz pointing to their anti-censorship stand. [BR was strongly against censorship,
even of dirty postcards, "feelthy peectures".] Hugh then suggested Paul Kurtz for the Award. Steve Maragides
thought that Hugh should volunteer for the Award Committee or nominate someone for next year's Award.

Carl Miller spoke movingly on BR's lifelong integrity.

Harry Ruja stated that, having stabilized our finances [have we?] ,we might consider reinstating the BRS
Doctoral Grant,"one of the important objectives of the BRS". It has been $1000 recently, until suspended
last year for lack of funds. Harry thinks we need some philanthropy from committed members. Carl Miller
suggested setting up a fund.

present acquaintances. Don

Warren Smith said each member could attempt to recruit new members from

Jackanicz suggested giving gift memberships to friends.

Marvin Kohl spoke about his paper,"Russell and the Attainability of Happiness" [which had been made
available in advance, in the May newsletter] and then chaired a discussion of it, with many participating
vigorously, including Dong Jai Choi, David Goldman, David Johnson, Carl Miller, Steve Reinhardt, Harry Ruja,
and Phil Stander.

The Board voted approval of the suggestion that Committee Chairmen be appointed, not by the BRS Chairman,
but by the BRS President, thus amending the Bylaws. [This appears to have been an error. This should have
been a vote by the Members rather than by the Board, according to Article 1 of the BRS Bylaws.]
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CONTRIBUTIONS

We thank the following members for making a contribution to the BRS Treasury: ALICE D. DU TOIT, DAVID GOLDMAN,
WALTER MOORE HENRITZE, SUSANA IDA MAGGI, ROBERT SUMMERS, MARK WEBER, AND MICHAEL WEBER. Greatly appreciated!
A reminder to others: please contribute to the BRS Treasury when you can. Send your contribution c/o the
newsletter.

. THE RUSSELL SOCIETY LIBRARY

Audio cassettes to lend:

Cassettes may be borrowed for $1 per tape. Canadian members should
direct their orders to Rick Shore, 3410 Peter St,, Apt. 305, Windsor,
Ontario, N9C 1J3 Canada,

201 Harry Ruja. "Bertrand Russell On Israel" (1979)

202 Lester Denonn., "Bertie and Litigation" (1979)

20% Jack Pitt. "Bertrand Russell's Hesponse to Marx" (1979)

204 Albert Ellis, "Psycotherapy and Bertrand Russell" (1979)

205 Presentation of Russell Society Award to Paul Arthur Schilpp
and His Acceptance Speech. (1980)

206 Kate Tait Reminiscences About Her Father. (1974)

207 Kenneth Blackwell, "Russell's Ethic-A New Look" (1981)

208 Nick Griffin, "First Efforts-Russell's Intellectual Development
before Cambridge." (1981)

209 David Hart, "Detour On The Road To Freedom: Bertrand Russell
and Today's New English Left," {(1981)

210 David Harley, "Bertrand Russell And Wells", (1981)

212 National Public Radio's "Sound Portrait Of Bertrand Russell' (1980)

213 Russell-Einstein Statement Or "Manifesto", (1955

214 NBC Interview With Hussell, (1952)

215 Russell's Nobel Prize Acceptance Speech. (1950)

216 Russell-Copleston Debate on the Existence of God., (1948)

217 Donahue Interviews Gore Vidal

218 BBC's "The Life and Times of Bertrand Russell", (1962)

219 Woodrow Wyatt Interviews Russell, (1959)

220 Speaking Personally: Bertrand Hussell. (1961)

221 BBC's "Bertie and the Bomb", {1984)

222 David Susskind Interviews Russell., (1962)

223 Russell's Address to the CND, (1959)

224 PBertrand Russell Speaking, (1959)

225 Man's Peril, ‘BBC broadcast, (1954)

226 On Nuclear Morality, (1962)

227 Appeal to the American Conscience., (1966)

228 CBC Interview on Vietnam, (1965)

New books to lend: (The donor's name appears at the end.)

116. Bertrand Russell by PAUL KURTZ. To be reviewed by MARVIN KOHL in a future RSN. G. K. Hall (publisher).
117. Noam Chomsky: A Philosophic Overview by JUSTIN LEIBER. BOB DAVIS

118. ABC Broadcasts. Transcripts of Russell's 1950 broadcasts in Australia:

GUEST OF HONOR June 25 See (23)
THE WORLD AS I SEE IT July 2
MY PHILOSOPHY OF LIFE July 9
WHAT HOPE FOR MAN? July 16

MY IMPRESSIONS OF AUSTRALIA  August 23
HOPES FOR AUSTRALIA
IN A HUNDRED YEARS April 2, 1951 (broadcast date)
Donated by the Document Archivist of the Australian Broadcasting Company

Books for sale:

The Library has a limited supply of "Bertrand Russell on God and Religion", Al Seckel, editor, @ $10 postpaid.
(List price 12.95 plus postage). BOB DAVIS gave this volume a highly favorable review (RSN50-37).
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BOOKS BY RUSSELL:

Appeal To The American COnSCLieNCE ...eessesseascsuesesscsssoscsesssd 2700
Authority And The Indivicdual .....ceeoecessosscossssscssscssssseacee 3¢75
The Autobiography Of B,il, ( in one vVolume )} ...c.ceceeevcovencosacees 7.50
The AutODIOEI'é\phy or B.“-. Volume 1 0068000000000 0000000008000 00se 1()c00 1
The Autobiography Of B.H,, Volume 2 ... ceeeeovecccvccsscsncsonsssnssns 13,00
The Autobiography Of B.H., VOlume J ,..iveeececencosocecsscsacsecsss 11,00 1l
Education And The Social Urder 006000 cr et e N0s Y00 IRRAEIRRGEIRL S 11025
Has Man A Future? ,...ccecececrsessterecosascvssscncososnionrsassrees 8,00 H
fistory Of The World In Epitome ....cicieveccevrscccsvencsosnsc-nnes 1,00
Jcarus Or The Future Of SC1eNCE@ .,cvsseeesvsscsssssssssrssccvserscess a0t M
The Impact Of Science Un S0CLeTY sv . veevsecscssesssssssascssasssnnae 2.75

An Inquiry Into Meaning And Truth ......eecesesencesccsccsosnsosesss 0,00
Justice In Wartime ......ceveeectsoossossccsacse.socssscsasossoseaes 8,001
My Philosophical Developemenl ....ccceevessonscsccsascsssascsssnscane S2l3
Political 1deals ..iieeesvescssasossscosacsssssscneacscssscrnooncasse 3475
Power: A New 50cial ANAlyS8isS ...ciieesenco it cncsecaceneoossnsasses 5430
‘ine kractice And Theory U1 BolshevisSm (.iceveesecrsscrocioseeosenes 375 7
Principles Of Social Reconstruction ...eceececsscessocecocssaconases 375 7/
Hoads To Freedom ,...e.cceoeeovsescreasscsasssnsssssscncsnsssvassesa-.nae 4,00
The Scientific OULLOO0K .sevveeccssciosesasosssscscsessnssnsonsssassons 3.00

BOOKS BY OTHER AUTHORS:

Bertrand Russell And His World by ClArK .eeeeeeevocsocasessonccceaess 12.00 H
Bertrand ltussell. 1872-1970 900 0808000000000 0000 0. cseOPREREO TR EBEES 1025
The Life Of Bertrand iussell 1n Picluces And His Cwn WOrds ..ye.v0.0. 4.50
Bertrand Russell, A Life by GottenalK ,ieiiececeevenesscosnsscessess 1450
Bertrand Russell, The Passionate SCePLIC v.iveieveoveossocoessssseoes 1273
Nr. wWilson Speuaks “Frankly and Fearlessly" On Vietnam To B.R, ......  1.25
Essays On Socialist Humanism ln Honor Of The Centenary O€ B.R., ..... &.00
Essays On Socialist Aumanism In Honor Of The Centenary Jf B.H. ..... 9.00 i
The lncompatible Prophesies: Bertraund Russell On Science

And Religion by GreenSpan ....eeceecccecscocccenrnsossccesacnsoce 4,00
Into The Tenth Decude: A Tribute To Bertrand Russell ...veveees.ooss 3.00
The Tamarisk Tree, Volume 1 by Dora RusSsS@ll .....veseeee.oodecaeneee 5.00 H
Secrecy 0f Correspondence I8 Guarantzed BY LaW ....cevveeveveeveenes 3450
National Frontiers And International Scientific Cooperation ........ 4%.00

HOW TO ORDER:

Prices are postpaid., Paperback unless otherwise indicated, Plegse remit
by check or money order, payable to the Bertrnn2 “0#$§11 Sgeirtv.,
The Russell Society Liurary, Box 434, Wilder, Vi 05088

(30) Costigan videotape. History Professor Emeritus Giovanni Costigan (University of Washington, Seattle) gave a

(31)

series of 6 weekly lectures on Humanism, this past May and June. He spoke about each of the following:
Montaigne,Jefferson,Mill, Russell, Freud, and Einstein. CHERIE RUPPE attended and liked what she heard. What's

more, she got us a videotape of the Russell lecture, which is now in the Russell Society Library, available
for borrowing. Thank you very much Cherie!

DIRECTORS OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
elected for 3-year terms, as shown

1984-86: JACK COWLES, DAVID GOLDMAN, DON JACKANICZ, STEVE MARAGIDES, FRANK PAGE, CHERIE RUPPE, PAUL SCHILPP,
WARREN SMITH, KATE TAIT

1985-87: JACQUELINE BERTHON-PAYON, BOB DAVIS, ALI GHAEMI, HUGH MOORHEAD

1986-88: LOU ACHESON, KEN BLACKWELL, JOHN JACKANICZZ, DAVID JOHNSON, JUSTIN LEIBER, GLADYS LEITHAUSER, STEVE
REINHARDT, CARL SPADONI, TOM STANLEY
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(32) NEW MEMBERS

We welcome these new members:

MR. MICHAEL E. CHAUVIN/86/PO BOX 10272/HONOLULU/HI/96816//

MS. KAREN COKER/86/PO BOX 3164/SCOTTSDALE/AZ/85257//

MR. BRIAN FOLEY/86/7259 HUDSON ST./FORT EDWARD/NY/12828//

MR. JOSEPH M. GLYNN, JR./86/21 HANSON AV./SOMERVILLE/MA/02143//

MR. RICHARD P. GNALL/86/A2C PINE TREE BLVD./OLD BRIDGE/NJ/08857//

MR. MIKE HAGLEY/86/4917 DAVENPORT #1/OMAHA/NE/68132//

MS. TINA HAGLEY/86/4917 DAVENPORT #1/OMAHA/NE/68132//

LT. THOMAS J. HARRIS, JR. USN/RET/86/211 N.CITRUS ST. - SP 239/ESCONDIDO/CA/92027//
MR. THEODORE M. JACKANICZ/86/235 E. 87TH ST./NY/NY/10028//

MR. PAUL LOGEMAN/86/PO BOX 44A74/10S ANGELES/CA/90044//

MR. KARL K. NEAL/86/13725 S56TH AV. S. (D-403)/SEATTLE/WA/98168//

PROFESSOR LINUS PAULING/86/440 PAGE MILL ROAD/PALO ALTO/CA/94306//

MR. JAMES R. PEARSE/86/BOX 356/NEW HAZELTON, B.C.///CANADA/VOJ 2JO

MR. JOE A. PRIGMORE,JR./86/437 FREDERICK ST./SAN FRANCISCO/CA/94117//

MR. LUCIO A. PRIVITELLO/86/257 SOUTH 16TH ST. (#2-A) /PHILADELPHIA/PA/19102//
MS. KAREN SCHIFF/86/BROWN UNIV.,BOX 0036/PROVIDENCE/RI/02912//

MR. WILLIAM L. SLOCUM/86/968 E. 500 SO./SALT LAKE CITY/UT/84102//

MS. THEIMA R. SOMMERS/86/PO BOX 844/LAKEPORT/CA/95453//

MR. ROBERT W. SUMMERS/86/PO BOX 3336 UPB/LAS CRUCES/NM/88003//

(33) NEW ADDRESSES

MS. JACQUELINE BERTHON-PAYON/78/353 SOUTH MILLS/CLAREMONT/CA/91711//
MS. ALICE DARLINGTON DU TOIT/82/P.0. BOX 8034/PORTLAND/ME/04101//

- MR. MICHAEL, FREED/86/225 BLUEBERRY HILI, ROAD/LONGMEADOW/MA/01106//
MR. ROBERT O. GINSBURG/B85/4530 E. MCDOWELL RD. (265)/PHOENIX/AZ/85008//
MR. ARTTIE GOMEZ/82/98 BRIDGE ROAD/FLORENCE/MA/01060 1060//
MR. RICHARD C. JOHNSON/85/473 W. 1875 S./BOUNTIFUL/UT/84010//
MR. JAMES M. JONES/83/24 19TH ST., N.W./HICKORY/NC/28601//
PROF. PAUL GRIMLEY KUNTZ/84/1655 PONCE DE LEON AV./ATLANTA/GA/30307//
MR. GRAHAME E. MAISEY/84/820 E. GLENSIDE AV./WYNCOTE/PA/19095//
MR. JOE A. PRIGMORE,JR./86/437 FREDERICK ST./SAN FRANCISCO/CA/94117//
MS. VERA ROBERTS/75/207-5302-51ST ST./YELLOWKNIFE,N.W.T.///CANADA/X1A 1H3
MR. TOM WEIDLICH/85/93 DEVONSHIRE ROAD/CEDAR GROVE/NJ/07009//

(3L4) TREASURER DENNIS DARLAND'S REPORT

For the quarter ending 6/30/86:

Bank balance on hand (3/31/86)cceseccscecssscsssasnscassasssscssnssssascanssscnsseseaddld.12

Income: 11 New MemberS.ceeeieeeracsseccscccscsannnns eeseascasaesa237.50
37 RENEWAlS.eeereeesenasnens cesssssssanas ersesccccscceess852.00
total dues.......1089.50

ContributioNS.eeueecescssesssacnscscscscssssncsssnsansesead0.00

Library sales and rentals..... cesscerscccsnanaaa cessensessd7.82
MiSCiceesosecnnsonesa seesesesessstesascssscsnsanns cesseesl2.00
total income.....1239.32..¢0000004..1239,32
4453.44
Expenditures: Membership and Information COMMitteeS.ecesssecesss738.58
Library eXpens€...scescesssces rescsscsasscsnscsasesld,30
Subscriptions to "Russell”...iieeecsvessenasaraess000,00
Meetingeeeeeececes etescccssnsenrrennoe rsesscenseass865.30
- MiSCeceeunnnrrecaceennanceneannns P e 3 ¢

total spent......1681.49...0.000000..1681.49

Bank balance on hand 6/30/86....c.c..... eeetensenseseas X I § T L}

Note: no subscriptions to "Russell" have been paid for. When paid, that will reduce the balance by about
$1700.




Page 22 Russell Society News, No. 51

MEMBERSHIP LIST, PART I

(35) July 30, 1986

D = Director O = Officer

LOUIS K. ACHESON/79/17721 MARCELLO PLACE/ENCINO/CA/91316//

J. M. ALTIERI/78/BOX 892/ENSENADA/PR/00647//

JEAN ANDERSON/75/92600 W.FORK,INDIAN CR. RD./SWISSHOME/OR/97480//
TRUMAN E. ANDERSON/75/1138 HUMBOLDT/DENVER/CO/80218//

STEFAN ANDERSSON/84/SANDGATAN 10/LUND///SWEDEN/22350

ULLA ANDREAS/86/TRANSTIGAN 10/MALMO///SWEDEN/S~216 19

JAY ARAGONA/85/PO BOX 922/NY/NY/10008//

RUBEN ARDILA/80/APARTADO 88754/BOGOTA///COLOMBIA/

J. WARREN ARRINGTON/86/ROUTE 4, BOX 220/HILLSBORO/OR/97123//

PROF. DONG-IN BAE/75/SOCIOLOGY/KANGWEON NAT'L U./CHUNCHBEON///S. KOREA/200

MR.
MR.
MR.
MS.
MR.
DR.
. Ms.

D MS.

DR.
D DR.

DR.

GUNJAN BAGLA/84/PO BOX S026/CULVER CITY/CA/90231 8626//
MICHAEL BALYEAT/85/2321 DWIGHT WAY, #102/BERKELEY/CA/94705//

ADAM PAUL BANNER/79/2143 MEDFORD (11)/ANN ARBOR/MI/48104//

CHERYL, BASCOM/84/10504 RIVERSIDE DRIVE/TOLUCA LAKE/CA/91602//

JOHN BASTONE/81/3460 S. BENTLEY AV./LOS ANGELES/CA/90034//

WALTER BAUMGARTNER/80/CLOS DE LEYTERAND 8/CH-ST-LEGIER///SWITZERLAND/1806
VIVIAN BENTON-RUBEL/80/1324 PALMETTO ST./CLEARWATER/FL/33515//
JACQUELINE BERTHON-PAYON/78/353 SOUTH MILLS/CLAREMONT/CA/91711//

FRANK BISK/77/2940 MOTT AV./FAR ROCKAWAY/NY/11691//

KENNETH BLACKWELL/74/RUSSELL ARCHIVES,MCMASTER U./HAMILTON,ONT.///CANADA/LSS 4L6
HOWARD A. BLAIR/83/4915 W. GENESEE ST./APT. D2/CAMILLUS/NY/13031//

REV. DAN BOND/76/1112 WEST AV./RICHMOND/VA/23220//
MS. JANICE QUILLIGAN BOTTENUS/85/181 E. BOSTON POST ROAD/MAMARONECK/NY/10543//

MR.

MICHAFL, EMMET BRADY/81/9426 FLOWER ST./BELLFLOWER/CA/90706//

PROF, ANDREW BRINK/79/ENGLISH DEPT/MCMASTER U./HAMILTON,ONT.///CANADA/ISS 419

MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.
DR.
MR.

JAMES HALEY BUXTON/75/3735 ORANGE ST./NORFOLK/VA/23513//

ROBERT P. CANTERBURY/77/415 S. VERLINDEN AV./LANSING/MI/48915//
LEO CASEY/84/517 E. BROADWAY #3/SOUTH BOSTON/MA/02127 4415//
MICHAEL E. CHAUVIN/86/PO BOX 10272/HONOLULU/HI/96816//

DENNIS C. CHIPMAN/84/PO BOX 2092/HICKORY/NC/28603//

DONG JAE CHOI/85/507 W. 113TH ST. (APT 31)/NY/NY/10025//

HARRY W. CLIFFORD/75/275 PROSPECT ST./EAST ORANGE/NJ/07017//

POLLY COBB/78/800 CUPP ST, SE/BLACKSBURG/VA/24060//

WHITFIELD COBB/78/800 CUPP ST.,SE/BLACKSBURG/VA/24060//

KAREN COKER/86/PO BOX 3164/SCOTTSDALE/AZ/85257//

WALT COKER/84/PO BOX 3164/SCOTTSDALE/AZ/85257//

WALT H. COKER/84/PO BOX 3164/SCOTTSDALE/AZ/85257//

BARBARA L. COLLINS/85/637 SOUTH 13TH ST. (28)/HUDSON/WI/S4016//
JACK R. COWLES/76/392 CENTRAL PARK WEST (6C)/NY/NY/10025//

GLENNA STONE CRANFORD/79/1500 JOHNS ROAD/AUGUSTA/GA/30904//

PETER G. CRANFORD/74/1500 JOHNS  ROAD/AUGUSTA/GA/30904//

JIM CURTIS/78/15 ELIZABETH DRIVE/FONTHILL, ONT.///CANADA/IOS 1BO
ANGELO A. D'ALESSIO/83/25 MOREHOUSE AV./STRATFORD/CT/06497//

PETER A. D'CRUZ/83/67 GLOUCESTER ST. (10)/TORONTO///CANADA/MAY 11.8
STEVE DAHLBY/78/9115 N. CARESSA WAY/CITRUS SPRINGS/FL/32630//
DENNIS J. DARLAND/77/1945 WINDING HILLS RD./APT.1126/DAVENPORT/IA/52807//
BERNARD DAVIS/85/100 HIGH ST./WES1ERLY/RI/02891//

ROBERT K. DAVIS/74/7711 W. NORTON AV./WEST HOLLYWOOD/CA/90046 6214//
PAUL DOUDNA/76/10644 JESSKAMP DR./FERGUSON/MO/63136//

ALICE DARLINGTON DU TOIT/82/P.O. BOX 8034/PORTLAND/ME/04101//
PRADEEP KUMAR DUBEY/82/3700 LILLICK DR. (123)/SANTA CLARA/CA/95051//
BEVERLEY EARLES/86/6110 BREEZEWOOD DR. #103/GREENBELT/MD/20770//
RONALD EDWARDS/78/605 N. STATE ST./CHICAGO/IL/60610//

LEE EISLER/74/RD 1, BOX 409/COOPERSBURG/PA/18036//

ALBERT ELLIS/76/45 E. 65TH ST./NY/NY/10021//

GRAHAM ~ENTWISTLE/78/19 TIFFANY CIRCLE/MILLBURY/MA/01527//
RICHARD FALLIN/81/153 W. 80TH ST. (4A)/NY/NY/10024//

WILLIAM K. FIELDING/84/PO BOX 218/WARE/MA/01082//

BRIAN FOLEY/86/7259 HUDSON ST./FORT EDWARD/NY/12828//

RICHARD A. FRANK/83/6520 SFIMA (171)/LOS ANGELES/CA/90028//
MICHAEL FREED/86/225 BLUEBERRY HILL ROAD/LONGMEADCW/MA/01106//
LILIANA B. FRIEIRO/85/20 WATERSIDE PLAZA,APT.30F/NY/NY/10010//
FRANK GALLO/81/1736 19TH ST.,NW/WASHINGTON/DC/20009//

PROF. A. R. GARCIADIBGO/81/JOSE M. VELASCO #71/DEL. BEN.JUAR. /MEXICO/DF//MEX1CO/03900

MR.
MR.
DMR.
DR,

PAUL GARWIG/79/228 PENN VALLEY TERRACE/YARDLEY/PA/19067//
SEYMOUR GENSER/76/2236 82ND ST./BROOKLYN/NY/11214//

ALI GHAEMI/79/PO BOX 57038/WASHINGTON/DC/20037//

MARY W. GIBBONS/80/211 CENTRAL PARK WEST (7G)/NY/NY/10024//
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., ROBERT O. GINSBURG/85/4530 E. MCDOWELL RD. (265)/PHOENIX/AZ/85008//
JOSEPH M. GLYNN, JR./86/21 HANSON AV./SOMERVILLE/MA/02143//
MR. NEIL H. GLYNN/86/3151 BAYOU SOUND/LONGBOAT KEY/FL/33548//
MR. RICHARD P. GNALL/86/A2C PINE TREE BLVD./OLD BRIDGE/NJ/08857//
DR. DAVID GOLDMAN/79/35 E. 85TH ST./NY/NY/10028//
MR. ARTTIE GOMEZ/82/98 BRIDGE ROAD/FLORENCE/MA/01060 1060//
MR. CHARLES GREEN/76/307 MONTANA AV, (301)/SANTA MONICA/CA/90403//
MR. DONALD GREEN/84/106 HART AV./WEBSTER GROVES/MO/63119//
MR. CHARLES M. GRIFFITH 111/84/13524 LULL ST./VAN NUYS/CA/91402//
MR. MIKE HAGLEY/86/4917 DAVENPORT #1/OMAHA/NE/68132//
MS. TINA HAGLEY/86/4917 DAVENPORT #1/OMAHA/NE/68132//
DR. STEPHEN HAMBY/76/153 POTTER DR./MOBILE/AL/36606 2360//
MR. JOHN W. HARPER/78/571 S. CORONADO ST.  #601/L0S ANGELES/CA/90057//
LT. THOMAS J. HARRIS, JR. USN/RET/86/211 N.CITRUS ST. - SP 239/ESCONDIDO/CA/92027//
MR. JOHN W. HARRISON/81/22411 BERCH/DEARBORN/MI/48124//
MR. DAVID S. HART/79/16 WARREN ST./ROCHESTER/NY/14620 4210//
MR. JOHN L. HARWICK/75/39 FAIRWAY AV./DELMAR/NY/12054//
MR. WALTER MOORE HENRITZE/85/127 PEACHTREE ST./808 CANDLER/ATLANTA/GA/30303//
MS. PATRICIA A. HESS/B86/7840 E. CAMELBACK ROAD/SCOTTSDALE/AZ/85251//
MS. TERRY HILDEBRAND/83/EWC BOX 1590,1777 EAST-WEST RD./HONOLULU/HI/96848//
DR. CHARLES W. HILL/76/RTE 7, BOX 1414/COVINGTON/LA/70433//
MR. DOUGLAS K. HINTON/85/2443 CALHOUN ST./METAIRIE/LA/70001 3025//
MR. JAMES LLOYD HOOPES/80/250 AVALON AV./FT. LAUDERDALE/FL/33308//
MS. OPHELIA HOOPES/76/250 AVALON AV./FT. LAUDERDALE/FL/33308//
MR. THOMAS HORNE/75/2824 E. MISSION LANE/PHOENIX/AZ/85028//
MR. TING-FU HUNG/85/ADELHEIDSTR 17 ZI 008/MUENCHEN///WEST GERMANY/8000 40
MR. ARVO IHALAINEN/83/6322 COLBATH AV./VAN NUYS/CA/91401//
MR. RAMON K. ILUSORIO/85/PO BOX 130 MCC, AYALA AV./MAKATI,METRO MANILLA///PHILIPPINES/
MR. DONALD W. JACKANICZ/74/901 6TH ST.,SW (712A) /WASHINGTON/DC/20024//
MR. JOHN A. JACKANICZ/79/3802 N. KENNETH AV./CHICAGO/IL/60641//
MR. THEODORE M. JACKANICZ/86/235 E. B7TH ST./NY/NY/10028//
MR. ADAM JACOBS/85/381 BROAD ST. (509)/NEWARK/NJ/07104//
MR. GUSTAVE JAFFE/83/844 STANTON AV./BALDWIN/NY/11510//
. CONNIE JESSEN/79/2707 PITTSBURGH STREET/HOUSTON/TX/77005//

JF. DAVID E. JOHNSON/83/150 PORTER DRIVE/ANNAPOLIS/MD/21401//
MR. RICHARD C. JOHNSON/85/473 W. 1875 S./BOUNTIFUL/UT/84010//
MR. JAMES M. JONES/83/24 19TH ST., N.W./HICKORY/NC/28601//
MR. ANDRES KAARIK/81/ROSLAGSGATAN 40 C, 3TR./STOCKHOLM///SWEDEN/S-113 55
PROF. MARVIN KOHL/81/PHILOSOPHY/STATE U. COLLEGE/FREDONIA/NY/14063//
MR. KENNETH KORBIN/77/300 JAY ST. (914)/BROOKLYN/NY/11201//
MR. PAUL B. KORNACKI/85/65 NADINE DRIVE/CHEEKTOWAGA/NY/14225//
MR. HENRY KRAUS/74/1191 TIVOLI LANE #68/SIMI VALLEY/CA/93065//
PROF. PAUL GRIMLEY KUNTZ/84/1655 PONCE DE LEON AV./ATLANTA/GA/30307//
MR. SCOTT KURHAN/81/44 COTTONTAIL ROAD/NORWALK/CT/06854//
PROF. PAUL KURTZ/81/BOX 229/BUFFALO/NY/14215//
MR. ROBERTO LA FERLA/85/CORSO TORINO 35/6/GENOVA///ITALY/16129
DR. CORLISS LAMONT/74/315 W. 106TH.ST. (15C)/NY/NY/10025//
DR. HERBERT C. LANSDELL/75/4977 BATTERY LANE (115)/BETHESDA/MD/20814//
DR. PHILIP M. LE COMPTE/78/125 JACKSON ST./NEWION CENTRE/MA/02159//
MR. HERMAN LEFKOWITCH/74/49 KINGSLAND ST./NUTLEY/NJ/07110//
DR. JUSTIN DUNMORE LEIBER/76/PHILOSOPHY/U. OF HOUSTON/HOUSTON/TX/77004//
DR. GLADYS LEITHAUSER/77/122 EIM PARK/PLEASANT RIDGE/MI/48069//
MR. JOHN R. LENZ/79/511 W. 112TH ST. (7)/NY/NY/10025//
MR. STEPHEN H. LEPP/85/113 WALDEN ST. (3)/CAMBRIDGE/MA/02140//
DR. H. WALTER LESSING/80/50 F,CORNWALIL, GARDENS/LONDON///ENGLAND/S.W.7
MR. W. ARTHUR LEWIS/83/PO BOX 523/FISHERS/NY/14453//
MR. MARTIN LIPIN/74/7724 MELITA AV./N. HOLLYWOOD/CA/91605//
MR. JONATHAN H.B. LOBL/86/33-44 91ST ST. (APT. 6L)/JACKSON HEIGHTS/NY/11372//
MR. DON LOEB/76/423 S. SEVENTH ST. (2)/ANN ARBOR/MI/48103//
MR. PAUL LOGEMAN/86/PO BOX 44A74/L0S ANGELES/CA/90044//
MR. JONATHAN A. LUKIN/85/5832 PHILLIPS AV. (APT.5)/PITTSBURGH/PA/15217//
MS. SUSANA IDA MAGGI/79/247 E. 28TH ST. (15G)/NY/NY/10016//
MR. JOHN M. MAHONEY/76/208 SOUTH BLVD./RICHMOND/VA/23220//
MR. GRAHAME E. MAISEY/84/820 E. GLENSIDE AV./WYNCOTE/PA/19095//
MR. MICHAEL H. MALIN/82/2235 LINE LEXINGTON/HATFIELD/PA/19440//
MR. JOHN MALITO/84/105 CACTUS AV./WILLOWDALE,ONT.///CANADA/M2R 2V1
MR. HENRY B. MANGRAVITE/86/311 "B" STREET/ASHLAND/OR/97520//

. STEVE MARAGIDES/75/2438 PINE ST./GRANITE CITY/IL/62040//

LESLIE M. MARENCHIN/85/1849 COLQUITT #3/HOUSTON/TX/77098//

MR. WILLIAM MCKENZIE-GOODRICH BA/75/77 PINE ST. (1-10)/PORTLAND/ME/04102//
MR. HUGH MCVEIGH/77/311 STATE ST./ALBANY/NY/12210//
MR. JAMES E. MCOWILLIAMS/74/S.S. BOX 5519/HATTIESBURG/MS/39406//
MR. THEO MEIJER/78/BOX 93/ABBOTSFORD,B.C.///CANADA/V2S 4N8
MS. MARJORIE MIGNACCA/86/5548 BEAR ROAD / APT.10C/NORTH SYRACUSE/NY/13212//
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MR. RALPH A. MILL/84/534 23RD ST NE/SALEM/OR/97301 2182//
MR. CARL MILLER/85/200 W. 21ST ST. APT. 3C/NY/NY/10011//

MR. THOMAS W. MILLER/85/R#3 MARSHALL ROAD/COLUMBUS/WI/53925//

MR. WILLIAM E. MILINER/85/450 SOUTH 19TH AV./POCATELLO/ID/83201//
MR. BRIAN R. MOLSTAD/85/245 POWELL/CLARENDON HILLS/IL/60514//

MR. P. DAVID MONCRIEF/83/BOX 240191/MEMPHIS/TN/38124 0191//

PROF. HUGH S. MOORHEAD/80/PHILOSOPHY/N.-EASTERN ILL. U./CHICAGO/IL/60625//
MR. GLENN R. MOYER//34 N. 16TH ST./ALLENTOWN/PA/18102//

MS. SANDRA MOYER/85/34 N. 16TH ST./ALLENTOWN/PA/18102//

MR. UKALI MWENDO/86/PO BOX 3088/NEW ORLEANS/LA/70177 3088//

MR. FRED B. NASH/85/6028 AMHERST AV./SPRINGFIELD/VA/22150//

MR. KARL K. NEAL/86/13725 56TH AV. S. (D-403)/SEATTLE/WA/98168//
MR. ERIC S. NELSON/84/3024 N, KILBOURN/CHICAGO/IL/60641//

MR. DANIEL J. O'LEARY/83/95 N. 4TH ST./OLD TOWN/ME/04468 1427//

DR. CHANDRAKALA PADIA/86/SHRFE R.P. GINODIA/C.26/35 A-1 B./RAMKATORA ROAD///INDIA(VARANESI) /221001

MR. FRANK V. PAGE/77/19755 HENRY ROAD/FAIRVIEW PARK/OH/44126//

MR. JAMES R. PEARSE/86/BOX 356/NEW HAZELTON, B.C.///CANADA/VOJ 2JO

MR. RICHARD PELLETIER/85/31 MACLIS ROAD/NAHANT/MA/01908//

MS. SANDRA PERRY/84/4415 HEDIONDA CT./SAN DIEGO/CA/92117//

MR. PAUL M. PFALZNER/83/380 HAMILTON AV. S./OTTAWA. ONT.///CANADA/K1Y 1C7
DR. EDWARD L. PRICHARD JR./85/2993 S.W. FAIRVIEW BLVD./PORTLAND/OR/97201//
MR. JOE A. PRIGMORE,JR./86/437 FREDERICK ST./SAN FRANCISCO/CA/94117//

MR. LUCIO A. PRIVITELLO/86/257 SOUTH 16TH ST. (#2-A) /PHILADELPHIA/PA/19102//
MR. G. NAGABHUSHANA REDDY/83/CHEMISTRY/OREGON STATE U./CORVALLIS/OR/97331//
MR, STEPHEN J. REINHARDT/74/2401 PENNSYLVANIA AV. (202)/WILMINGTON/DE/19806//
PROF. DON ROBERTS/74/PHILOSOPHY/U. OF WATERLOO/WATERLOO, ONT.///CANADA/N2L, 3G1
MS. VERA ROBERTS/75/207-5302-51ST ST./YELLOWKNIFE,N.W.T.///CANADA/X1A 1H3
DR. JOHN D. ROCKFELLOW/86/1350 WASHINGTON ST. #7/SAN FRANCISCO/CA/94109//
PROF. MICHAEL J. ROCKLER/85/5105 NORTH PARK DRIVE/PENNSAUKEN/NJ/08109//

MR. JOSEPH M. RODERICK/84/1326 SPRUCE ST./APT.901/PHILADELPHIA/PA/19107//
MR. KERMIT ROSE/85/1914 ROSEDALE/TALLAHASSEE/FL/32303//

PROF. HARRY RUJA/74/4664 TROY LANE/LA MESA/CA/92041//

MS. CHERIE RUPPE/80/17114 N.E,.2ND PLACE/BELLEVUE/WA/98008//

MS. SIGRID D. SAAL/75/939 TIMBER TRAIL IANE/CINCINNATI/OH/45224//

PROF. NATHAN U. SALMON/82/PHILOSOPHY/U. OF CALIFORNIA/SANTA BARBARA/CA/93106//
MR, PAUL SALTMARSH/84/5 SOUTH BANK/TREVALLYN,LAUNCESTON///TASMANIA/7250
MR. ROBERT SASS/79/121 SPRUCE DRIVE/SASKATOON, SASK.///CANADA/S7N 2J8

MR. GREGORY J. SCAMMEIL/81/MARKLAND ROAD/LAFAYETTE/NY/13084//

MS. KAREN SCHIFF/86/BROWN UNIV.,BOX 0036/PROVIDENCE/RI/02912//

MR. LEONARD S. SCHWARTZ/81/4520 SENDERO PLACE/TARZANA/CA/91356//

MR. JOHN S. SCHWENK/80/RR2, BOX 42/SHERMAN/CT/06784//

DR. JOANNA DEE SERVATIUS/85/1605 GOULARTE PLACE/FREMONT/CA/94539//

MR. RICHARD SHORE/79/3410 PETER ST. (305)/WINDSOR, ONT.///CANADA/NSC 1J3
MR. JOHN EDWIN SHOSKY/81/214 12TH PLACE,NE/WASHINGTON/DC/20002 6302//

MR. MIRON SKY/83/1137 CORTEZ AV./BURLINGAME/CA/94010//

MR. WILLIAM L. SLOCUM/86/968 E. 500 SO./SALT LAKE CITY/UT/84102//

MR. ROBERT L. SMITH, JR./86/223 W. ORLANDO ST./ORLANDO/FL/32804//

MS. CAROL R. SMITH/78/10427 ~ 67H AV. S./SEATTLE/WA/98178//

MR. WARREN ALLEN SMITH/77/1435 BEDFORD ST. (10A)/STAMFORD/CT/06905//

MR. WAYNE D. SMITH/83/PO BOX 6527/VIRGINIA BEACH/VA/23456 0527//

MS. THEIMA R. SOMMERS/86/PO BOX 844/LAKEPORT/CA/95453//

MR. JOHN E. SONNTAG/82/USCG TRAINING CENTER/GOVERNERS ISLAND/NY/10004 5097//
DR. CARL SPADONI/78/56 DALEWOOD CRESCENT/HAMILTON, ONT.///CANADA/LSS 4B6
MR. TIMOTHY S. ST. VINCENT/82/240 W. EMERSON ST./MELROSE/MA/02176//

DR. PHILIP STANDER/76/7 SEABREEZE LANE/BAYVILLE/NY/11709//

MR. THOMAS J. STANLEY/77/BOX 434/WILDER/VT/05088//

MR. THOMAS F. STENSON/85/314 E. 36TH ST./PATERSON/NJ/07504//

PROF. ROLAND N. STROMBERG/82/7033 FAIRCHILD CIRCLE/FOX POINT/WI/53217//

MR. ROBERT W. SUMMERS/86/P0O BOX 3336 UPB/LAS CRUCES/NM/88003//

MR. RAMON CARTER SUZARA/82/666 ELLIS ST. (102)/SAN FRANCISCO/CA/94109//
CAPT. MICHAEL H. TAINT/82/PO BOX €98/HAWTHORNE/CA/90251 0698//

MR. JAMES V. TERRY/81/BOX 18153/WASHINGTON/DC/20036//

MR. BRUCE THOMPSON/74/82 TOPPING DRIVE/RIVERHEAD/NY/11901//

MR. JOHN R. TOBIN/74/867 EAST HOWARD ST./PASADENA/CA/91104//

MR. ROY E. TORCASO/81/3708 BRIGHTVIEW ST./WHEATON/MD/20302//

MS. JUDITH E. TOUBES/85/1449 N. TAMARIND AV./LOS ANGELES/CA/90028//

MR. LLOYD N. TREFETHEN/83/16 UPLAND RD./CAMBRIDGE/MA/02140//

MR. RICHARD TYSON/81/R4 BOX 83/GREENVILLE/KY/42345//

MR. CLIFFORD VALENTINE/83/5900 SECOND PLACE,NW/WASHINGTON/DC/20011//

MS. ELEANOR VALENTINE/79/5900 SECOND PLACE,NW/WASHINGTON/DC/20011//

MS. ELIZABETH VOGT/81/2101 S. ATLANTIC AV. (307)/COCOA BEACH/FL/32931//
MAJOR (RET) HERBERT G. VOGT/75/2101 S. ATLANTIC AV. (307)/COCOA BEACH/FL/32931//
PROF. RUSSELL WAHL/84/ENG.& PHILOSOPHY/IDAHO STATE U./POCATELIO/ID/83209 0009//
MS. ANN WALLACE/80/1502 S. OREGON CIRCLE/TAMPA/FL/33612//
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ROB WALLACE/80/1502 S, OREGON CIRCLE/TAMPA/FL/33612//

MARK WEBER/82/229 PUEBLO DRIVE/SALINAS/CA/93906//

MICHAEL J. WEBER/83/229 PUEBLO DRIVE/SALINAS/CA/93906//

TOM WEIDLICH/85/93 DEVONSHIRE ROAD/CEDAR GROVE/NJ/07009//
DONNA WEIMER/78/327 HARRIS DRIVE/STATE COLLEGE/PA/16801//
CHARLES WEYAND/77/17066 LOS MODELOS/FOUNTAIN VALLEY/CA/92708//
CALVIN WICHERN/84/3829 S. OLATHE ST./AURORA/CO/80013//

JOHN A. WILHEI/81/4736 LEONORE DRIVE/SAN DIEGO/CA/92115//
CAROLYN WILKINSON/76/1242 LAKE SHORE DRIVE/CHICAGO/IL/60610//

MR. VINCENT DUFAUX WILLIAMS/81/PO BOX 1197/SAN ANTONIO/TX/78294//

JAMES E. WOODROW/85/346 E. FRONT ST. (4)/TRAVERSE CITY/MI/49684//
JUDITH ZACCONE/76/13046 ANZA DRIVE/SARATOGA/CA/95070//
TERRY S. ZACCONE/76/13046 ANZA DRIVE/SARATOGA/CA/95070//

MEMBERSHIP LIST, PART 11
Honorary Members

PROF. SIR ALFRED J. AYER/78/51 YORK ST./LONDON///ENGLAND/W.1

PROF. PAUL EDWARDS/78/390 WEST END AV./NY/NY/10024//

PROFESSOR LINUS PAULING/86/440 PAGE MILL ROAD/PAIO ALTO/CA/94306//

PROF. DAVID PEARS/78/CHRIST CHURCH/OXFORD///ENGLAND/OX1 1DP

PROF. SIR KARL R. POPPER/78/FALLOWFIELD,MANOR CLOSE/PENN,BUCKINGHAMSHIRE///ENGLAND/HP10 S8HZ
MR. OOWRAD RUSSELL/77/HISTORY/YALE UNIVERSITY/NEW HAVEN/CT/06520//

THE EARL RUSSELL/77/CARN VOEL/PORTHCURNO/PENZANCE,CORNWAIL/ //ENGLAND/TR19 61N

PROF. PAUL ARTHUR SCHILPP/80/9 HILLCREST DRIVE/CARBONDALE/IL/62901//

DR. KATHARINE RUSSELL TAIT/74/C/O CHARLES W. TAIT/SALISBURY/CT/06068//

(36)

Notice: The membership list is provided solely for your personal use, and is not to be given to non-members
without written permission from the President.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

International Development Committee (Adam Paul Banner, Chairman):

With much reluctance I am sad to have to report that no activity of merit can be shared with the BRS
membership. "Appropriate Technology", instead of becoming an active verb now appears to have changed into a
noun, as we realize our failure to deal with a developing country nationally instead of with a few, perhaps
too few, elite. Developing temporary showplaces! The beliefs about current World Bank and IMF lending
camouflage the truth that the profit money returning comes from funding new loans that are used to pay the
interest on old loans, that some call "truly an epitome of voodoo economics...”

Current and very active progress recognizing the aforementioned failures has resulted in IRED Forum
Networking. IRED is a group of international associations dedicated to development innovations via networks
of over 500 partners. Their address and further individual data can be obtained from : IRED Forum, Casa 116.
rue de Varembe',1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland.

Your Intl. Dev. Comm. Chairman is seeking assistance to obtain more BRS Membership participation, and the
development of active support programs in aid of cottage industry development.HELP!

[Paul will seek, from IRED Forum, a list of of potential projects that members can assist, on an individual
basis.]

(37) Philosopher's Committee (David E. Johnson, Chairman):

The Philosophers Committee will be sponsoring a session on the philosophy of Bertrand Russell, in
conjunction with the Eastern Division Meetings of the American Philosophical Association, in Boston in
December, 1986. We were pleased to receive six papers to consider for the program. This is more than usual
in the recent past.
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The 1986 program is as follows:

"An Extension of Russell's Analysis of Physical Objects,”
by Gary lLegenhausen of Texas Southern University
"Russell on the Utility of Religion: Copleston's Critique"

by Marvin Kohl, SUNY College at Fredonia

Commentators are yet to be announced.

* * * * * * * * * *

The Bertrand Russell Society annnounces a call for papers to be presented at its meeting with the Eastern
Division of the American Philosophical Association in December 1987. Papers may be on any aspect of
Russell's philosophy. They should have a reading time of about one half hour and should be submitted in
triplicate, typed and double spaced with an abstract of not more than 150 words. The name of the author,
with his name and the title of his paper, should be submitted on a separate page. The submission deadline is
April 15, 1987 and the papers should be sent to David E. Johnson, Chairman, Philosopher's Committee, The
Bertrand Russell Society, Sampson Hall, U. S. Naval Academy, Annapolis, MD 21402. Those desiring the return
of their papers should enclose a stamped, self-addressed envelope.

(38) Science Committee (William K,Fielding, Chairman):

In the April '86 issue of MIT's “Technology Review",Robert C. Cowen points to urgent need for closer
integration of research efforts carried out under separate disciplines of physical and biological sciences.
Considering the impact of atmospheric changes on the viability of microscopic organisms as a long-range
threat to Earth's survival, Cowen calls for "a new professional discipline that combines both sciences. Such
a confluence would come none too soon."

David Ehrenfeld's excellent -~ and more psychologically oriented -- essay in California Magazine (August
1985)emphasizes disparate viewpoints of two disciplines:

It is as if [atomic physicist] Teller and I inhabit different universes with different fundamental laws.
Or perhaps we see the same universe but with different organs of perception. Although we live on the same
planet, the attributes of our environment that matter to each of us are worlds apart.

Specialization, simply as division-of-labor, has a long history in basic activities of our species;
coordinating results of divergent pursuits has its parallel record. The only novel notions in these
expressions of Cowen and Ehrenfeld (and others,increasingly) seem to lie in the expansion of the problem to
global dimensions. What was formerly of merely tribal, provincial, or academic significance has now become
an all-for-one, soon-or-never imperative. The consequences of ecological manipulation unavoidably become
part of humanity's agenda-for-posterity; that should be obvious to any who will pause long enough to accept
the reality and magnitude of the challenge: identify the problem, devise solutions — or perish.

Getting people — much less, Peoples —— pulling together toward a common betterment will be no easier than
it has ever been.

Here is Stephen E. Toulmin, writing about Philosophy of Science in Encyclopedia Britannic (15th Edition,
1984 revision):

In practice, the case for unifying the theories and concepts of two or more sciences has to be considered

~ afresh in every instance, and it can rarely be decided in advance whether or not such a unification will
achieve anything useful for the sciences. Instead, one has to analyze the practical demands of the
current problems in the different fields and see how far those requirements can be met by developing a
unified explanatory treatment for all of the special sciences in question. The integration ‘of the
theoretical concepts achieved in the process will not consist solely in the formal running together of
different propositional systems; more typically, it will require the development of a whole new pattern
of theoretical interpretation.

So, where and how do we begin? An oblique answer may offer the most hope for us: let's stop mistaking
gadgetry for civilization. The eighteenth-century fascination with technology, admittedly, led to advances
in comfort for vast populations. But if we lack methods for peaceably consolidating material “progress", our
prognosis becomes bleak. A microcomputer in Everyman's gameroom is not going to guarantee his future
existence; only an ethical awareness, uncluttered with the rubbish of superstitions and ethnic biases, can
possibly save man.

Fortunately, there have always been eclectic individuals with the wit and motivation enabling them to digest
and resolve dichotomies. (Bertrand Russell, equally at home in the humanities as well as the sciences, was
one of them.) Also, some of the old rigid lines are bending, even at the university level: Harvard seems to
veer toward high-tech, while MIT announces that more attention to be paid to the humanities. Could it be
that subliminal stirrings in the direction of mutual survival are building into a previously-undetected
catalyst, such that East and West will be drawn into comprehension of universal needs -- and the twain shall
meet?

Synthesis, not intransigence, holds the possibility of our continuity in the Cosmos.




(39)

(40)
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ELECTION OF DIRECTORS

Time to vote. We will elect 11 Directors, bringing the total up to 24. They will serve 3-year terms starting
1/1/87. Use the ballot at the end of this newsletter. Big Brother says, "Don't put it off. Do it now."
Big Brother is watching.

Here are 12 candidates. Vote for 11.

JACK OOWLES (New York, NY), member since 1976, BRS Director 1980-82 and 1984-86. Retired naval officer; served
in the Pentagon, with co-finger on the button. Anti-war informant to Senator Fullbright, after Tonkin Gulf
incident, which caused Navy to blacklist him. Took BR's lecture course at UCLA, 1940.

WILLIAM K. FIELDING (Ware, MA). Chmn,Science Committee; CoChmn, Membership Committee. Retired from wage—
slavery, liberated for study and writing. Lifelong autodidact. From draftsman, land surveyor, and electronic
technician to proprietorship (electronic).Atheist,humanist,Mensan.Studying math, logic, philosophy, languages;
and enjoys writing music and verse.

DAVID GOLDMAN, M.D. (New York, NY),member since 1979, BRS Director 1984-86. Clinical Assistant Professor of
Psychiatry at NYU Medical School, Lecturer in Psychiatry at Columbia University Psychoanalytic Center. Notes
false psychologizing in current nuclear strategies...and, influenced by BR, served on Executive Board of NY
Chapter of Physicians for Social Responsibility.

DON JACKANICZ (Washington, DC), member since 1974, BRS Secretary 1978-81 & 1986, BRS President 1982-84, BRS
Director 1978-1986. First BRS Librarian. History student (Ph.D. candidate). Employed by Library of Congress.

STEVE MARAGIDES (Granite City, IL), member since 1976,BRS Director. Attended 9 of the last 10 annual meetings.
Attorney. Moved the BRS from Georgia to Illinois, donating his 1legal services.Degrees: Journalism
(Northwestern) and Law (University of Illinois).

FRANK PAGE (Fairview Park, OH). BRS Director 1984-86, member since 1977. CPA. A dedicated Russellite since the
1920s. "Since Russell has been a great influence on my intellectual and social outlook, I would consider it a
duty as well as a privilege,if re-elected, to serve on the BRS Board."

MICHAFL ROCKLER (Camden, NJ)} chairs the Department of Education at Rutgers University. Has taught since 1963.
Learned about the BRS through membership in the AHA. Working on a book on Russell and education. "Russell has
been a hero of mine ever since I first encountered his work as an undergraduate in philosophy at University of

Minnesota."

CHERIE RUPPE (Bellevue, WA), member since 1980, BRS Director 1981-86, BRS Secretary 1982-3, Member
Pugwash,Federation of American Scientists, Union of Concerned Scientists, Fellow of Endangered Wildlife Trust
of S. BAfrica, Member, Whale Protection Fund, Northwest Ballet Ass'n. Orangutang hugger (see picture RSN49~
21).

PAUL ARTHUR SCHILPP (Carbondale,IL). Distinguished Research Professor of Philosophy (Emeritus) at Southern
Illinois University, BRS Director 1983-86, BRS Honorary Member, recipient of the first BRS AWard (1980),
creator and editor of "The Library of Living Philosophers". And much more.

WARREN AILLEN SMITH (Stamford, CT), member since 1977,BRS Director 1978-1986, former BRS Vice-President.
Member American Humanist Association, British Humanist Association, Mensa.Former book review editor,"The
Humanist" (USA), high school teacher (English). Recording studic owner. Winner of the Leavey Award from the
Freedom Foundation of Valley Forge (RSN50-23).

RAMON SUZARA (San Francisco, CA). Dropped out of highschool, expelled from De La Salle College (Philippines).
"Then I hit my stride at the greatest university: a collection of books, especially Russell's, which made me
realize the depths of my shameful ignorance. My mind was twisted with religious indoctrination; Russell
untangled the mess for me.In '64 I helped set up the BR Peace Foundation, Philippine branch." [For more about
Ramon currently, see (15).]

KATE TAIT (Salisbury, CT), BRS Founding Member, BRS Director 1974-86, Honorary Member, first BRS Treasurer,
author of "My Father, Bertrand Russell" (NY:Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1975), daughter of Dora Russell.

OFFICERS OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

Chairman, Harry Ruja; President, Marvin Kohl; Vice-President, John Lenz; Treasurer, Dennis J.Darland;
Secretary, Don Jackanicz; Vice-President/Information, Lee Eisler.
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FOR SALE

Members® stationery. 8 1/2 x 11, white. Across the top:"The good life is one inspired by love and guided by
knowledge.* Bertrand Russell™ On the bottom:"*Motto of The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc." $6 for 90 sheets,
postpaid. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1, bottom.
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Gift memberships. Warren Smith points out that a first-year membership in the BRS makes an excellent and
unusual gift. That's something to keep in mind, for the next time you're wondering what to give someone for
Christmas or a birthday or whatever. Actually, some months ago, we got a check from a gentleman for a first-
year gift-menbership for a lady. Beats flowers or candy.




