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ANNUAL MEETING (19869)
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Time and place: June 23-25, 1989, NYC. The theme: Realfty vs. Illusion: Oeath, War and the Problem of
Skepticism.

The arrangements and program are substantially the same as described in the last issue (RSN61-2,4) .

PROGRAM ) ARRANGEMENTS
Friday, June 23...at Milford Plazas Hotel ETHICAL CULTURE SOCIETY MILFORD PLAZA HOTEL
4-6pm Registration 2 UWest 64th Street 7@ West 46th Street
7:30-8:45 Welcome, Presentation of 1989 Book New York, NY 10023 New York, NY 10036

and Service Awards, and talk by
Alan Ryan, "Russell's Political Life"

8:456-9:00 Tea and Coffee Registration Fee = $66.80 (Includes Banquet)
9:900 Board of Directors Meeting
[all members welcome] Single Day Registration: Saturday = $15.00
Saturday, June 24...3¢ Ethical Culture Society Sunday = $10.00
) {Sogial Hall) ’
8-~%am Registration Students & Senior Citizens pay no Registration Fee
9:00-10:30 Panel: "Skepticism vs. Benefits of Banquet = $40.00
Illusion". Panelists include David
Goldman, Marvin Kohl, David . . Jo_reqister: use Registration Form, next page
Sidorsky N
10:30-10:45 Tea and Coffee Please mail completed Form and Registration Fee
19:45-11:45 General Meeting or Russell Videos (payable to BRS '89) to:
12:00-1:30 Ltunch
1:30-3:00 Paper: Alan Ryan, Princeton Professor Michael Rockler
Univereity,"Russell's Pacifism" Department of Education
3:00-3:15 Tea and Coffee SUNJ Rutgers at Camden
3:16-4:18 Paper: Marvin Kohl, SUNY,Fredonia Camden, NJ 08102
. "Understanding the Pragmatice of 609-767-6051
- . Pacifiem" '
5:00-6:00 Red Hackle Cocktall Hour To reserve a room at Milford Plaze Hotel:
- from any State except New York State: 809-221-2699
8:00 - -Banquet...at Milford Plaza Hotel from NY State: 800-522-6447
9:00 . Presentation of 1989 BRS Award to from New York City: 869-3600
Paul Edwards
Talk: Paul Edwarde, CUNY at Brooklyn Rate = $8¢.00 Single, $90.09 Double. Identify
- "Voltaire and the Role of yourself as a Bertrand Russell Society member to
Skepticism® get the reduced rate. Reserve by May 1S5th
Sunday, June 25...
9:30-10-30 Paper: Tim Madigan, Free Inquiry Alternative accommodations: Weet Side YMCA, 5 West
“The Rationality of Waging War" 63rd Strest, New York, NY 10023. One block from
19:30-10:45 Tea and Coffee Ethical Culture Society. 212-787-4400
10:45-11:45 Paper: Michael Rockler, Rutgers at
. Camden

“Skepticism and Education”

Noon End of Conference

"Russell Society News, a quarterly. Lee Eisler, Editor, RD 1, Box 409, Coopersburg, PA 18036
Marvin Kohl, Co-Editor, 715 Maytum Hall, SUNY at Fredonia, Fredonia, NY 14063
Ben Eshbach, Co-~Editor, 1730 N. Lima St., Burbank, CA 91585
Russell Society Library: Tom Stanley, Librarian, Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088

¥

i
i
IS
i

o Al i i




(3)

(4)

.Page 2

Russell Society News, No. 62 May 1389
ANNUAL MEETING (CONTINUED)
The Saturday 9am panel -— Skepticism vs. Che Benefits of Illusion — will consider uwhether it is better to be

a skeptic and hold, as Russell does, that —

Well-being demands that we only believe something to be true when the claim is supported by reliable
evidence, and that we should doubt what is doubtful and disbelieve what is false ——

or should we follow Taylor and Brown [Shelley Taylor and Jonathon Brown, J[llusion and Well-8eing,
Psychological Bulletin, 1988, WVol. 183, No. 2, 193-210] and say that some jillusions promote mental health,
including the ability to be happy or contented, ana the ability to engage in productive and creative work.

REGISTRATION FORM

1989 Annual Meeting, The Bertrand Russell Society, Inc.

June 23-25

- Name(s)

New York City

Address

Phone ( ) -

Registration Fee $65 (includes Banquet).
One day Registration Fee: Saturday $15, Sunday $10.
Students and Senior Citizens pay no Registraton Fee. Banquet $40@

Send completed Registration Form (or a copy of it) and the fee...to:

Professor Michael Rockler, Department of Education,

SUNJ Rutgers at Camden,Camden, NJ 08102

609-757-6051

B8Y BERTRAND RUSSELL

From the San Francisco Review (September 1960):

THE RISK OF DISARMAMENT’

Bertrand Russel]

At the disastrous Paris summit, man’s
future was at stake. In this exclusive
article Britain’s most eminent philo-
sopher asks whether Khrushchev’s
disarmament plan is just a trap — or
our chance to end the race to global
suicide.

Ever since the invention of the H-bomb, the human race has
been exposed to a peril which js entirely new. It is the peril
of universal death. A mistake by one man, at one moment, may
bring about this disaster even when no one is expecting anything
of the sort,

This is the conscquence of the destructive power of nuclear
weapons combined with the doctrine of instant retaliation,
which holds that, in view of the advantages of delivering the
first blow, H-bombs should be launched against the ‘‘enemy”

when there is reason to suspect a hostile attack, without waiting
to verify whether such an attack is, in fact, taking place.

The official policy of the British Government is based explicitly
upon the belief that there is no possibility of protecting ordinary
civilians from an H-bomb attack, but that that small portion of
the population which is in charge of launching sites and H-bombs
can be kept alive just long enough to exterminate a good many
millions of Russians. It is apparently thought that every Briton,
in his last gasps, will die happy in the thought of the imminent
equal agonies in Russia.

This sort of policy must strike every ordinary person as
criminal madness. There is better hope now than at any time
during the last 12 years for the prevalence of a saner attitude on
the part of the leading powers of the world. Whether reason
and humanity will prevail against ancient habits of thought
and feeling is still doubtful. If there is to be a happy issue, the
decisive actions will have to be taken by Governments. But by
public opinion, and for this reason it is very necessary that
public opinion should be aware ol the dangers and aiert n
secking ways of avoiding them.

Mr. Khrushchev’s proposal of general disarmament has taken
the West by surprise and has faced Western statesmen with
some very awkward questions. On the one hand, they dare
not definitely oppose his plan, since, if they did so, Russia would
achieve a very great propaganda advantage in the eyes of un-
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committed nations; on the other hand, the instinct of Western
statesmen is to suspect a trap and to think that, as in the past,
. armaments may be a source of safety,

It is not yet clear which of these two sets of considerations
will govern Western policy. For my part, I am entirely convinced
that the West ought to assume Khrushchev’s sincerity in spite of
his Paris walkout and, on this assumption, suggest such safe-
guards in the way of inspection as may be genuinely needed.

But if his point of view is to prevail, it will be necessary that
statesmen should assess the risks of this or that policy more
realistically than they have hitherto done.

I think it should be possible to bring about such a reappraisal
among Western statesmen, since the arguments to be adduced
arc completely unanswerable, both from the point of view of
national self-interest and from that of the future of man. T will
endeavour to set forth what seems to me to be the arguments
in favor of this point of view. The questions involved are so
difficult and so unfamiliar that it is casy for Governments to be
themsclves misguided and to generate a completely mistaken
public opinion to which, in tum, they say they must bow.

The first thing to be considered is the question of Mr. Khrush-
chev’s sincerity. Does he mean to carry out the ostensible purpose
of his suggestions? Or is he trying to impose a trick by which

. the East will achieve a new superiority ?

I think Mr. Khrushchev is an intelligent man who is aware
that general disarmament would further Russian well-being and
that nuclear war would be a disaster to Russia as well as to all
other countries. I am confirmed in this opinion by his neutral

" attitude on the Sino-Indian dispute.

People doubt his sincerity because of Russia’s brutal suppres-
sion of insurrection in Eastern Germany and Hungary and his
Hitler-like temper shown in Paris.

The moral to be drawn is not that Communist Governments
will not keep their word, but that agreements with them
should be very precise. This applies to Khrushchev’s disarma-

- ment proposals. If they are to be accepted, there must be very
explicit agreement on the question of inspection, -

Assuming Krushchev's sincerity, what positive arguments are
there tor believing that acceptance ol nhis suggestion 1s in accord-

- ance with Western interests? There are many, and [ will begin
with the least important. )

The fiscal burden of armaments is, at preserit, already very
severe and is certain, if no agrecment is reached, to increase to
astronomical proportions. Science is bound to invent more and
more expensive ways of threatening the “enemy.” We may
expect both Russian and American stations on the moon, armed
with missiles capable of exterminating Washington or Moscow
at a signal from the Government of either country. When people
have got used to this state of affairs, there will have to be stations
on Mars and Venus,

I do not pretend to foresec exactly what science will be able
to do in the way of threatened destruction, but experience since
1945 is sufficient to show that nejther side will shrink from any
expenditure that may be thought necessary until the populations
of East and West are reduced to bare subsistence level. There
will then, almost inevitably, on one side or the other, if not on
both, be an outburst of impatient fury promoted by men who
find the nervous strain unendurable.

If, on the other hand, a disarmament agreement is reached.
the resources of science can be used to raise the standard of life
in every part of the world, and to prevent an angry determina-
tion on the part of undeveloped countries to share in the “bles-

sings” enjoyed now by those who possess a superiority in the
arts of scientific homicide,

Much of the most serious argument in favor of a ban on
nuclear weapons is that, so long as they exist, a nuclear war is
at any moment possible, and, in the long run, probable. Politi-
cians and the public have not yet rightly estimated the risks of
various possible policies, A policy of general disarmament is
apparently thought, by Western statesmen, to involve a risk of
surreptitious gains by the Communist bloc, whether by propa-
ganda or by “knavish tricks.”

But let us now consider the risks involved in the continued
production and use of nuclear weapons. There is a cheerful
assumption that of course these weapons will never be used.
They exist only, we are told, as a deterrent. e

This is an incredibly rash and unrealistic point of view. Mr,
Dulles taught us to live with the doctrine of “brinkmanship,”
and, although at the moment a less madly dangerous policy is
prevailing, we can have no assurance that good sense will con-
tinue to dominate. As things stand, there is little hope of prevent-
ing the spread of nuclear weapons to many nations which_do not
at present possess them. History shows that politicians are not
invariably wise, and, when many are in a position to use H-
bombs, the likelihood that at least one may be insanely desirous
of power becomes great. In addition, there is the possibility of a
misinterpreted incident leading to instant retaliation. ~ ..

It would seem, therefore, that in the absence of a disarma-
ment agreement, the likelihood of a large-scale nuclear war,
sooner or later, approaches very near to certainty; and such a
war, if it occurs, would be an immeasurably greater disaster than
the victory of whichever bloc we happen to dislike. A large-scale
nuclear war might destroy the whole population of Europe and
at least three-quarters of that of the United States. -

This risk is vastly greater than any of those that statesmen
are taking care to avoid. The only reason for not allowing it to
govern policy is that it is new and that it demands a realization
of the interests which East and West have in common, rather
than those very much smaller interests in which they compete.
I think Khrushchev has grasped this fact and, as it is quite
obvious and quite indisputable, I do not despair of its being
grasped by Western statesmen.

Why are the obvious arguments for disarmament not univers-
ally admitted both in the East and in the West? The reasons,
I think, are partly rational and partly mere instinctive obstacles
to rationality. It is not wholly irrational for one side to regard
as a trick any disarmament proposals proceeding from the other
side, and the possibility of a trick is heightened by Russia’s
extreme reluctance, at various times, to permit adequate inspec-
tion.

If Mr. Khrushchev’s present disarmament proposal is to be
accepted, adequate safeguards in the way of inspection must,
clearly, form part of the agreement. But it would be a terrible
mistake if suspicion were to rause the West to reject a disarma-
ment treaty without first ascertaining whether adequate inspec-
tion would be permitted. And I think the East, also, has had
grounds for suspecting Western tricks—for example, when the
West has proposed, for propaganda purposes, measures only
suggested because it knows the East will reject them.

A second more or less rational argument is that the economy
of the West, and especially of the United States, is geared to the
production of armaments and that a great depression would be
unavoidable if this suddenly ceased.

This view is often proclaimed as if it were an indisputable
truth, but those who are in the best position to judge take a
different view. There is an American monthly called “Nation's
Business,” which is the organ of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce.
In October, 1959, it published an article entitled “What Peace
Could Do To You.” This article says, among other things, “Any
abrupt softening of cold-war pressures—if it come—can bring
this country a boom, not the recession suggested by such phrases
as ‘peace scare’.”

The article points out that the remission of taxation which

would be rendered possible would lead to a large increase of
consumer spending, and it suppons this view by figures as 10

what has happened after previous reductions of military spending
in 1919 and 1945.

It should be emphasized that “Nation's Business” is nat a
propaganda ergan and is not primarily concerned with Questions
of international politics.

But I think the real strength of the opposition to disarmament
comes not from quasi-rational grounds, but from the purely
instinctive mechanism which has been built up in human beings

May 1989
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by six millennia of organized war. When a country feels jtself
threatened by another country or group of countries, the first
instinct of everyone who thinks about the matter is to say : “We
must make ourselves strong enough for defense if war should
come, or, better still, strong enough to deter our enemies from
attacking us.”

It is this way of thinking which makes it so difficult to end
the cold war by conciliation. The method of conciliation does
not satisfy national pride and does not afford the sense of domin-
ant power which unthinking patriots desire. There are even
pcqplc }vho, in other respects, are not below the average of
rationality, who yet think, where the present conflict of ideologies
is concerned, that any degree of damage to the West, even to
the extent of obliterating the whole population, would be worth-
while if it were accompanied by equal damage to the East.

It is, to my mind, amazing that anybody can think ‘that the
defeat of Communism is more important than the continued
existence of our species. But perhaps the study of history should
have prepared one for this kind of fanaticism. In the last days
of the Byzantine Empire, the Government of Constantinople
preferred defeat by the Mohammedans to becoming “Azymites”
like Western Christians, One could multiply such examples, but
they have not, in the past, had the tragic importance which
modern fanaticism derives from nuclear power.

The danger from nuclear weapons is one which threatens the
whole human race and not only this or that party or nation, It
is a danger which makes no distinction between rich and poor,
white and colored, Christian and pagan, Communist and capit-
alist. Nevertheless, those in the West who point out the dangers
inherent in nuclear warfare are regarded as traitorous friends
of Russia, but are, in fact, mainly of the non-Communist Left
in politics.

The only explanation that I can sece for this curious fact
is that most of those who are on the Right in politics are incapable
of admitting the facts of the modem world because these facts
make their creed absurd. T think we must hope that the reasons
in favor of nuclear disarmament, which are entirely non-party,
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will come to be accepted by the Governments of all important
countries. Some people will say that the obstacle to a rational
treatment of the problem lies, not with Governments, but with
public opinion. Public opinion, however, in such a difficult and
technical problem is necessarily guided by what it is told.

At present the Governments of East and West try to create a
public opinion in which populations will die quictly without
realizing, in advance, that this fate was being prepared for them.
The Governments, in this respect, are supported by those whose
instinct it is to be always on the side of authority. They are
supported, also, by the greater part of the press and by the pro-
nouncements of scientists in government employ. And, among
the elderly, there are many who think that the cataclysm will
not come in their lifetime.

But more important than any of thesc forces is the natural
disinclination to think about unpleasant subjects which, it is
felt, may well be left to those whom they professionally concern.

All this would be different if all Goverrunents could be induced
to face the dangers, and to realize the new approach to inter-
national relations which these dangers necessitate. If the Govern-
ments did not devote themselves to keeping their populations
ignorant and developing palpably dishonest schemes of civil
defence, public opinion would soon become quite different from
what it is. There is much reason to hope that the Governments
of both East and West are learning wisdom, and that something
like Mr. Khrushchev’s proposal will be agreed to.

It would be a mistake, however, to think that the problems
raised by nuclear weaporis can be solved by disarmament alone.
There must also be an agreed method of settling international

disputes by means of an agreed international authority. Unuil

this is done, wars will still be possible and, if prolonged, they
will lead to the renewed manufacture of nuclear weapons.

So long as war remains possible, the nuclear danger will
remain, and the future of our species will be at the mercy of
powerful fanatics. If the grandchildren of the present generation
are to live to maturity, the difficult problem of the permanent
prevention of war will have to be solved. Its solution requires new

ways of thinking.

RELIGION

Russell's response to Pascal's arqument. Here is Pascal's argument, as summarized by A. J. Ayer:

Not to bet on the existence of God is to bet against it.

have everything to gain, and nothing to lose.
having two lives against one.

Ayer then says:

Bertrand Russell's reaction to Pascal's wager is worth recording.

he would

who did so

But you should bet on it. For in so doing, you

Suppose that the chances are even, you are still betting on

expect men to make proper use of the reason with which he had endowed them.
supplied them with sufficient evidence for believing in his existence,
and pleased with those who did not.
conversation. I do not know if he ever put it into print.

Russell made this not wholly serious

He argued that if there were a just God,
Since he had not
he would be displeased with those
polnt to me in

From Voltaire (NY:Random House, 1986, p. 66-7). Thank you. TOM STANLEY.

Chairman, Harry Ruja;

OFFICERS OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.

President, Marvin Kohl;

Vice-President, Michael J. Rockler; Treasurer,
Darland; Secretary, Don Jackanicz: Vice-President/Information, Lee Eisler.

Dennis J.
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(7) Adam Jacobs wins his case. Last issue you saw Adam's letter to the NJ Supreme Court objecting to the use of

the words "in the year of our Lord" on his certificate to practise law. Here is the outcome, as reported in
the New Jersey Law Journal (4/13/69, pp 1,20):

Adam Jacobs, (left), Ann Sorrel, and Charles Novins were offended by the
rase ‘in the year of our Lord’ on their law licenses, and they let the state

preme Court know so.

PHOTOCRAPHS BY BILL KUSTHOUN

Court Says Finis
To Anno Domini

By Suzanne Riss

Any reference to the Lord offends
Adam Jacobs, an agnostic.

So when he unpacked his atiorney's
ticense after three years at Rutgers Law
School-Newark. he was morally af-
fronted to notice the language in~the
lower right-hand corner. Next to his
name, the date of conferral was in-
dicated with the words ‘““in the year of
our Lord.*”

“l was shocked to see my name
associated with a deity [ do not believe
in,"" says Jacobs, an associale with the
Short Hills office of the New York firm
of Fragomen, Del Rey & Bernsen.

Not one to let such disturbances go
unchallenged, Jacobs and two law
school classmates, Ann Sorrell and
Charles Novins, wrote to the New Jer-

ing that the religious rclerence be re-
moved from the licenses. The trio has
long been bothered by what it sees as 2
gradual encroachment of religious lan-
guage into Secular society — especially
in the couns.

Last month, the state Supreme Court
revised the license, removing the refer-
ence to “‘the year of our Lord.'" Steph-
en Townsend, clerk of the state Su-
preme Court, says the justices aiso took
the opportunity to change the gender

fi on the i placing
“his"* and '*her’’ with the attorney's
name. The justices aiso replaced the
license’s white paper with cream
parchment paper.

Lawyers admitted to the New Jersey
bar as of December 1988 will receive
the newly fashioned licenses. The
changes have delayed the issuance of

sey Supreme Court last D ber ask-

CONTINUED ON PAGE 20

The three friends, who were admitted to the New
Jersey bar in 1987, say they viewed the
religious language on their licenses to practice
law as a violation of the separation of church
and state. And as activists since their days at
law school, they wanted to do something to

‘change it.

the licenses to the 1,800 lawyers who
were admitted last December: they will
feccive their licenses during the next
four months.

Townsend says the justices began to
revicw the licenses a year ago afier they
received a letier of complaint about the
religious reference from an attorney,
whom he declined 1o name. The objec-
tions raiscd hy Jacobs, Novins and
Sorrel were considered during the jus-
tices” review, although Townsend would
not say how much weig':: their com-
ments were given. No other complaints
about use of the phrase *'in the year of
our Lord™" were received by the Court,
according to Townsend.

Exchange Policy

While Jacobs, Novins and Sorrel say
they are pleased with the Couri’s deci-
sion, they siill have the old licenses
which bear the langusge they find of-
fensive. Townsend says that the Count
is considering allowing attorneys who
already have licenses containing *'in the
year of our Lord™* to exchange them for
the newly issued versions.

Uniil such an exchange is ible,
the trio say they will not display their
licenses in their offices. To do so, they
say, would violate their right to Iree
speech and religion because Lheir names
would be next to a deity in which they
do not belicve.

In their letter to the Court. Jacobs,
Novins and Sorrel wrote: **We find it
particularly objectionable that a direct
reference to a deity is made on a
document conferred by a judicial bndy,
since the judiciary, among all other
legal institutions, should be the most
sensitive to maintaining religious neu-
trality on documents issued in s
name. "’

The three friends, who were admilled
10 the New Jersey bar in 1987, say they
viewed the theistic language on their
licenses 10 practice law as 3 violation of
the scparation of church and state. And
as aclivists since their days at law
school, they wanted (o do something to
change i,

Sorcrel,
firm of Hell
Siegal, Stern & Greenberg, says that
she had not looked at her license until
she settled into her first job snd un-
wrapped her cetificate before getting it
framed.

associate with the Newark
O Coldatel

‘Unreasoned Approach’

““When | opened it, | said, ‘Wait a
second. [ don’t like this language. |
don’t believe in the lord referenced in
it.” ... | believe we can live moral and
just lives without relying on religious
tenets or on faith, I'm a rationalist. |
reject the uarcasoncd approach o life,””
says Sorrel.

Novins, a part-time associalc with
Richard B. Livingsion in Livinguon,
idemtifies himsc!{ as an atheist. He says
that he, Jacobs, and Sorrel jnincd forces
on this issue as they had many tmes at
law school when they ran the school’s

wspaper, Among their causes at that
time were kecping U.S. Army recruiters

off the campus and preventing the clos-
ing of a shelter for the homeless.

Says Jacobs: **We are always trying
t0 encourage awarencss of the defcr-
ence, both subtle and apen, that is given
fo religion by society at large and the
legal community in parucular.”*

The ﬁ":l Jacobs, Sorrel and Novins
waged, however, was not umply a
mﬁ:whic one but also a icgal one.

basis for their legal dispue was
three-fold: the separation of church and
state, the Establishment Clause of the
First Amendment, and principally, the
right not to speak, as enunciated by the

Sgnm Court in Wooley v. Maynard,
430 U.S. 705 (1976).

In Wooley, the U.S. Supreme Court
held that New Hampshirc could ao
force its cilizens to display the <iale
motto, “‘Live free or die.” on e
stale’s license plates. Jacubs, Sorrcl.
and Novins also cite the case of Sher.
bert v. Verner, 374 US. 398 (196},
which requires the state 1o use the least
resteictive means of accomplishing a
compelling state objective that burdens
religious belicfs.

Looking to the Federal Court

The trio’s next project? Coerespond-
ing with the U.S. District Court in New
Jersey and the Third U S. Circuit Court
of Appeals in Philadelphu 1o have "0
the year of our Lord™” removed fromm
licenses issued by thase conrte

Sayt Sorrel, U woukl razor o
white out, or 1ape vver the reference to
‘oue Lotd’ on my Thied Circunt lense
hefore 1 would hang #t on iy wall ™

The U.S. Suprane Court certficaies
show the date of conferral with the
phrase ““in the year of our Lord " The
policy used by various states appears o
be somewhat haphazard The Penneyl-
vanis state altorney license simply <tates
the year of conferral, whiie the license
in Massachusets uses “‘in the year of
our Loed. "

In New York satc, the larger veesion
of the attorney license - the one 1hat is
suitahle for framing — includex a ref-
erence to “‘the year of our lord ™
However, the smailer version does ot
inciude that reference.

By way of explanation for the incon
sisiency, Daniel Breanan. watf anornes
with the New York <tate Appetlae
Division. says, [ think 1< a maner ot
no onc bothening to change the languap:
on the farge licen<e. Most peopie don
notice these things. They don't go to ibe
trouble,

But Jacobs, Sorrel and Navins (hd g
1o the troubic. And they are not [inihea
yet. [n addition 10 besng ofiended by the
language on attorncy licennes, they aiu
object tn the use of the Bible i he
courtronm for wilnesses o swear by
even though non-helicvers are pernitte
to ‘‘affirm by " the Bible  Thev aly
object 1o Congress  beginning  cvers
sestion with the Pledge of Ailegiance
which contains the words  undet
Gl

The list goes on. Yet cven tha
acknowledge that onc ol thair pe
peeves probably will not sce a change
for some time. They object to the words
““In God We Trust’”* on U.S, curcency

L}

Adam  is annoyed because this story in the New Jersey lLaw Journal fails to
) mention his man
Bertrand Russell, whose writings he says inspired these activities v references to
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Allen & Unwin began to publish BR's
books in 1916 —~ at a time when BR
was in jail for his actions opposing
the war (World War I), and when no

large publishing house would touch
his books (RSN55~36). Here — with
thanks to DON JACKANICZ — is the

announcement of the firm's new name.

Russell Society News, No. 62

NAME CHANGE

May 1989

150 Years of Publishing Tradition. . .

Allen & Unwin, Inc. is now
UNWIN HYMAN, INC.

Landmarks

1838 George Bell, Publisher, established
in London.

1871 John Ruskin sets up George Allen as
a publisher.

1914 Stanley Unwin buys George Allen
and forms George Allen & Unwin.

197 Allen & Unwin, Inc., and Allen &
Unwin Australia, Pty. Lid., formed
in Boston and Sydney.

1977 Robin Hyman buys George Bell and
Bell & Hyman is formed.

1986 Allen & Unwin and Bell & Hyman

in 1986 the venerable British publishing houses of George Allen & Unwin and Beli
& Hyman merged to form Unwin Hyman, one of the largest independent British
publishers. The U.S. division of Unwin Hyman, formerly Allen & Unwin. Inc.. will
now be called Unwin Hyman, Inc., and will continue its tradition of, and commitment
to, publishing the finest in scholarly and general interest titles.

Our authors have included such
distinguished scholars and
writers as:

Max Weber, Bertrand Russell.
Friedrich Nietzsche, James M.
Meade, Sir W. Arthur Lewis,
Charles Kindleberger, Alec Nove,
Paul Kennedy, James Rosenau, K J.
Holsti, Agnes Heller, Ferenc Feher.
Tom Bottomore, J.M. Synge, Niko
Tinbergen, Genaro Arriagada

merge interests to form Unwin
Hyman,

1988 Allen & Unwin, Inc., Boston,
becomes Unwin Hyman, Inc.

Our expanding U.S. editorial program now
includes: gender studies, Soviet studies,
international relations, Latin American
studies. and media studies and popular culture.

UNWIN

HYMAN

UNWIN HYMAN, INC.
8 Winchester Place, Winchester, MA 01890

toll free | 800 547 8889

BR RECOLLECTED

Shohig_Sherry Terzian:

mentioning
undergraduate at Radcliffa.
his veddy British appearance,

a great man,
speechless.
headlines {the CCNY affair,
appointments. I
real...”

immediately made plans to meet him.

recall thirking:

"I heard that
BR was actually there,

Compared to Whitehead,
has accent,

a great and wise philosopher.
Here was the great BR actually talking to mel
1939407 RSN32-11], and I felt honored to have caught him before his lecture and

So this is greatness; Bertrand Russell was so simple,

BR was to appear at some event at CCNY
and not only did I meet him,
that I had had the honor of hearing Alfred North Whitehead at Harvard several times.
BR seemed subdued. Whitehead had mesmerized students with
BR was virtually solemn but affable, and
intently while I raved on about my admiration for Santayana. To my great surprise, BR quietly said, "Yes, he's
"Thank you, thank you..." becoming virtually
BR had been in the

his attire.

To which I mumbled,

This was wartime, Manhattan.

downtown Manhattan,

while

so kind, so

and
but shook his hand,

an

listened

for
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BRS CHAPTER (MCMASTER)

THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

RUSSELL'S FRIENDSHIPS WITH
LUCY MARTIN DONNELLY
AND HELEN FLEXNER

8y Maria F:zo»

At the turn of the century Bertrand
Russeil struck up friendships with
two American women. One, Lucy
Martin Donnelly, was on the faculty
of Bryn Mawr teaching English Liter-
ature. The other, Helen Thomas, in
_whom Ruasell confessed later to be
romantically interested, was a strug-
gling writer. She married a promin-
ent medical researcher, Simon Flex-
ner. The women were close friends.
Both kept Russeil's letters, and he
kept theirs.

For her doctoral dissertation '
at McMaster, Maria Forte edited and
introduced this double correspon- ‘!.
dence. It ranges widely over per-
sonal, literary, political, religiousand
philosophical matters. Russell often

ded thoughts and feeli: in his letters to them that he did to no one eiae at
the time. He even graded some student papers for Donnelly, telling her what he
h ht of the new demic study of English Literature.

Russell rarely saw Donnelly and Flexner during the years of the correspon-
dence, which lasted nearly s half-century. When he did so it was during flying
visits to America or the Americans’ less frequent visits to Britain. Maria Forte has
uncovered the personal story and lsid bare the multiple levels of allusion tand
posaibly illusion) in the relati hips, ing R 1's side of it with his life
as a whole during the period.

(1]

Thurs., Feb. 23 at 12:30. UKH-317.,

MCMASTER UNIVERSITY
THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY

l

THE DIALECTIC OF
THE SCIENCES

|

THE NEW REALISM,
1898

Nicholas Gritfin

Professor Griffin will be resding the
Introduction, in two parts, to Volume
2of The Collected Papers of Bertrand
Russell, of which he is co-editor.
Volume 2 collects Russeli's published
and unpubl d philosophical and
mathematical papers for his (ormative
period, 1895-99. During this time he
was an idealist, or neo-Hegslian. In
this guise he struggled to build a
philosophy of science and then of
mathematics that would satisfy the
synthesizing goal of what Griffin has '
called "the Tiergarten programmae”.
The unpublished manscripts for the ‘!- b
period are profuse, and yet, as Grif-
tin and his co~editor, Dr. Albert C.
Lewis, point out, may be well be
vastly incomplete. The programme was brought to an abrupt and for was 1t s
::‘r;pt?) by Russell's conversion to realism by G.E. Moore in or about the yaar

The Society is fortunate in being able to hear an Introduction to a tolle to.d
Papers volume before it has been committed to print. The volume :n questicn 18
expected to be published this year as Philosophicsl Papers, 18195-99,

Thura., Mar. 18 at 12:30. UH-317.

Thurs., Mar. 23 at 12:30. UH—317 .

’

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES

Philosophers Committee (David E. Johnson, Chairman):

Call for papers. The Bertrand Russell Society announces a call for papers to be presented at its meeting with
the Eastern Division of the American Philosophical Association in December 199@¢. Papers may be on any aspect
ot 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 abetract of not more than 158 words. The name and address of the
author should be submitted on a separate page. The submission deadline is April 1, 199@. 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 21482-5044. Those desiring the return of their papers should enclose a

stamped, self-addressed envelope.

CONTRIBUTIONS

We thank SUSANA IDA MAGGI & ROBERT SASS for their recont contributions to the BRS Treasury. Much appreciated.

We remind all of you that a good way to, as they say,

feel good about yourself is to bolster the BRS

Treasury with a contribution. Any amount, large or small, is welcome. Send it c/o the newsletter, address on

Page 1, bottom.
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BY BERTRAND RUSSELL
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Famous British Scientist and Philosopher

Bertrand Russell

Foresees Boredom or Doom in a Scientific World

THESE ARE THE HAZARDS—

VER since mep , ey
E civilized 1o cOm:,;:,e’ .
communities. the chief aimg X
tive_ action have been ¢, kof b
ones own society and Xterpy
or subjugate thoge of nejohl.
nations. Most wars have hopr N
pfax:‘i'edd alnd exacerbated b‘.e: oe
of “ideologies.” in whjep, ..., “o™
decided what was 1o E}: ‘c':'Ofy i
“truth.” Osidey
Should the Sabbath be o, ‘B
Saturday or Sunday? Isoil:se"
beef that is unclean?
worship the sun or | g
God? These questions were d '
by the armies of Titus, the pyq.:
of the Great Mogul. ang the wpy
enterprise of the Conquistndorg P

Is communism or capitalism
better economic system? Thiy qu
tion remains to be decided, noy
all likelihood) by the economists, e
by war. Human passions and humg
ambitions remain what they
when the ancient Egyptians invent
“civilized” war. Always science }
supplied new means for the satis
tion of old lusts.

In general, however. science per
'does not increase the destructivcn
iOf war. since, as a rule, it strengthey
ithe defense as much as the atigc
SWI“ makes the gravity of the pres.
# gt situation is that recent inventions
‘have done much more for the attack
than for the defense. The happy pe.
“riods in human history are those in
iwhich defense is stronger than at.
.tack: we, unfortunately, seem (o be
‘entering upon a period of the oppo-
Kite kind. It must be admitted that
pacteriological and atomic weapons
;‘ﬂ"' for the h.nure. dpportunities of
;destruction against which, a¢ present,
;” adequate defense can be foreseen,

Death in atomic or bactefial war fare

Robot slavery under a cruel dictatorship

Or a dull, safe, antiprogenitive existence . .

DR. RUSSELL HOPES BLEAKLY FOR THE BEST

HE FATE THE SCIENTISTS
BROUGHT ON THEMSELVES

gp old ddys, men of science did what.
Jrer research was important in their
judgment: Newton, Cavendish,
Jaraday, and Darwin chose their own
bjects, and were, intellectuaily,
eit own masters. Now, since the
efuiness of science in warfare has
ten recognized by governments. this
M freedom is rapidly disappearing,
Some countries the disappearance
blready complete, in others it is only
pProcess of taking place. Most men
ged in science, especially physi.
M, need enormously expensive ap.
tus, which can only be provided
7 §overnments of American billion.
Bires. The part played by govern.
ls in directing scientific activity
rapidly increasing in importance;
3" & matter of international concern
) some government kidnaps an
prcat physicist. There is no hope’
Mopping this movement towards
™ easlavement of scientists, as long
k% world continues to be oppresed
| lhe fear of scientific war,
ence itself has brought about
. Situation, though the men of
Yoo Bad not the faintest intention
[ "CINg to any such result.
B Consequence of their subjection
Sovemments, men of science are
S IBcreasingly compelled to pur-
PL ds of governments rather
98¢ proper to science. The pur-
£ BOvernments are partly in
Ry with the 2ood of mankind.
e:l;mlmry to it: they wish their
".‘EQ'""," tand to a lesser degree
£ ) t0 be Prosperous and pow.
e Ut they yish the countries of

"3 or Potential enemies to be
*ad weal,,

icientist why dizcovers how to

Others iy therefore at least as
Nored as the e who shows
2 enefit ourcelves, The pur-

suit of knowledge for its ywn sake,
which was once the purpose of sci-
ence, is lost sight of; there are even
philosophers who tell us that there is
no such thing. A physicist who wishes
to study uranium can have access to
any amount of public money, but if
he wished to devote equal skill and
equal labor to the study of (say)
carbon, he would have to persuade
his government that he was on the
track of a method of inventing robots.

This state of affairs is profoundly
distasteful to most men of science,
but it is Aot in their power to do anv-
thing except acquiesce or utter pro-
tests which are doomed to inevitable
futility.

Of course. subjection to the State is
not necessarily an evil, except inso-
far as the purposes of the State are
evil. But so long as there are many
states, and so long as the danger of
war exists, the purposes of states
must be partly evil when viewed from
the standpoint of mankind as a whole.

Short of a relapse into a pre-scien-
tific society—which could only take
place by a process involving wide-
spread starvation and appalling mis-
ery—the only cure for this diversion
of science to methods of destruction
is the creation of a single supersate
strong enough to make serious wars
impossible. But this is a problem for
the politicians. not for the men of
science.

Assuming this problem solved—as
it must be if a scientific society is to
survive—scientific technique could
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become almost wholly beneficent. The
increased productivity of labor. which
we owe to it, has been hitherto a
doubtful boon. since it has been used
less to diminish the burden of work
than to increase the proportion of
the population that can be set apart
for the business of war. But if the
fear of war were removed. the human
race by the help of science could
hoth work less and produce more.
There need, in fact. no longer be anv
abject poverty anywhere in the world,

Science has already achieved im-
mense triumphs in the prolongation
of life and the diminution of disease.
Given the better economic conditions
that might come with the abolition
of war. a great deal more could be
done in this direction even without
any improvement in medicine: and
there is of course every reason to ex-
pect that improvement in medicine
will continue. I, however. a lower
death rate is not to lead to overpopu-

lation, it will be necessary that the
birth rate should be low. not only in
those Western countries where this
is already the case, but everywhere.

At present, for nationalistic rea-
sons, government desire for a high
birth rate is a cause and incentive
of war; but if the danger of war
were removed we might hope that a
less insane policy would prevail. It is
obvious that if war is eliminated and
the death rate from diseases much
diminished. only a very general low
birth rate can prevent a worldwide
shortage of food. For a time. this
might be prevented by the applica-
tion of more science to agriculture,
but in the long run, if the population
of the globe continues to increase, it
must become impossible te feed it.
A scientific society, therefore. can
only be stable if the birth rate is so
low as not to lead to any appreciable
increase of population.

A SCIENTIFIC SOCIETY
CAN BE DULL—OR VICIOUS

Given a low birth rate and a system
taking larze scale wars impossible,
a scientific society may be stable.
which it is not at present. But. though
stable. it might contain little or noth-
ing that. according to existing stand.
ards of value, would deserve to be ad-
mired.

Ever since the invention of gun-
powder, every advance in scientific
technique has increased the power of
the State. Up to a point, this is an
unquestionable gain: almost any gov-
ernment is better than anarchy. But
until recently governments which
were very bad could be removed by
revolution. and this put a limit to
what was practicable in the way of
tvranny. Now. as a result of scientific
technique there appears to be no such
limit.

Given control of the police and the
armed forces, an oligarchy, however
small. can exterminate political op-
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ponents, and by means of a monopolv
of education and the press can. with-
in a generation, persuade almost all
its subjects that iz is enlightened and
benevolent. and has no aims except
the national welfare,

It can. meanwhile. devote its ener-
gies to stabilizing its own power and
to increasing its own wealth at the
expense of the powerless. And with
every increase of injustice and des.
potism it can enhance its popularity,

since no means exist of telling truths
or refuting falsehods except when the
government so desires.

This is not a fancy picture. It has
been achieved in Russia where the
Bolsheviks, at first. were hardly 1 per
cent of the population. If it is not to
happen everywhere, democracy must
be preserved and strengthened:
® There must be publicity for facts
that the government wishes to conceal
and for opinions that it wishes to
silence.

8 There must be constitutional means
of bringing about a change of guv-
ernment.

B The authorities must not have
power to deprive people of liberty or
of food except by due process of law,
and the judges must be independent
of the executive.

8 Accusations brought by the author-
ities against political opponents—for
example. that they are plotting the
forcible overthrow of the government
—must be investigated carefully. im.
partially and critically. and during
the investigation the accused must
not be exposed to torture by the
police.

W A man’s wife and children must not
be punished for his sins.

All these are old-fashioned Liberal
demands. which to many people ap-
pear out of date. Belief in benevolent
despotism. which died out in the 18th
Century. has been revived in our
time. partly by those who hope to be
the despots. and partly from ignorant
impatience with existing evils. The
result is a real possibility. that the
scientific society may be of the des-
potic sort. It is therefore worth while
to remind ourselves of the inevitable
evils of such a society.

First there are economic evils. The
oligarchs are sure to allot to them.
selves much larger incomes than they
permit to the vulgar herd. In Russia
at the present day. the percentage
difference between the incomes of the
rich and the poor is certainly greater
than in Britain, and it is estimated
by competent authorities to be greater
than in the United States. An oli-
garchic system makes such inequality
ncarly certain, for in the long run
wealth is the result of power. Ouly
equality in the distribution of power
can secure economic justice.

Next come cultural evils. In order
that those who are deprived of power
should not have a sense of injustice.
they must be uneducaled or misedu-
cated. In a scientific society, the lat.
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ter has been found the better method.
The poor are made to attend school,
and have access to reading matter,
but what they are taught and what
they are allowed to read is what the
gosernment thinks good for them,
and bears no relation to fact. The
average inhabitant of Moscow <tares
with pitving incredulity at travelers
who tell him that there are under.
ground railwavs in Western cities.

MEN CANNOT BE TRUSTED
WITH TOO GREAT POWER

In order to keep up a larse scale
deception of this kind. there is need
of very elaborate precautions asainst
any infiltration of knowledge. This in.
evitably produces. sooner or later. a
dull and stereoty ped orthodoxs. which
makes ail serious intellectual inngva-
tion impossible. After some genera.
tions of such a regime. the capacity
for original thought will have atro.
phied. and men will mereiv repeat
authoritarian phrases from the books
that established the orthodoxy.

Not least of the objections to an
oligarchic regime is the probable
prevalence of sheer cruelty toward
underlings. As regards slavery. this
is a commonplace. but it applies to
many svstems which do not nomi-
nally involve slavery, British indus.
trialism was unbelievably inhuman

where wage earners had no political -

power. King Leopold's treatment of
the natives of the Congo provoked a
scandal. but was only worse in de-
gree than such that Negrbes have
suffered elsewhere.

-

In Russia inhumanities
those of the Congo lndn(::‘n&
British industrialism are inflicteg O
the forced labor camps which
become an integral part of 1,
economy. Human nature g
trusted with irresponsible Power
where irresponsible power exim“
palling cruelties are to be ex

On such grounds, a scientifie
ciety, if it is to be such as mog;
in Western nations can admire,
preserve a vigorous democracy wdg
considerable measure of cultura]
dom. I think that perhaps, even a
best, it is likely to contain less
we could with of some good th;
particularly art. L

Human beings are a mixture of o
cial and anarchic impulses. by .'
society grows more organic the frog:
dom that can be allowed to the o'
archic part of human nature growmy
tess. Artistic impulses tend to be cop.
nected with anarchic elements, and 1
die out when life is tame and wej
regulated,

=t

nDl'o ]

ciF

AGGRESSION: AN EXPRESSION
OF SPONTANEITY

If a scientific society is to survive,
the self-assertiveness which leads 1o




Page 19 Russell Society News, No. 62 May 19839

“ars will have to be curbed by.
authority, and spontaneity will have
to be restrained in many directions,
{t may prove impossible to restrain i’
in harmful directions without dimip- -
ishing it in directions that are desir-
able. If so, safetv will have beem
purchased at the expense of dullness.
But this is a doubtfu] speculation, snd
we may hope that it is a mistaken
one,

Science may be a boon if war can
be abolished and democracy and cul-
tural liberty preserved. If this cannot
be done. science will precipitate evils
greater than any that mankind has

Thank you, TOM STANLEY. .
ever experienced,

DISSENTING OPINION

(15) From Nuclear Times (March/April 1989):

HOW ‘THEY' SEE ‘US’
THE MILITARY VIEWS PEACE ACTIVISTS AS A
BUNCH OF CRUSADERS, CRIMINALS AND CRAZIES

n September 1, 1987, a US. Navy
locomotive ran over Brian Willson,
feader of a group of protesters who

were blocking the railroad tracks
ourside the Concord Naval Weapons Sta-

tion in California, The train, operated by
civilian Navy employees, hit Willson when
he failed to move off the tracks, fracturing
his skull and severing his legs.

The House Armed Services Committee
concluded after an investigation that the
accident had resulted “from an overabun-
dance of trust on the part of all con-
cerned”™: the protesters standing on the
tracks believed the oncoming train would
stop; the train crew believed that the pro-
testers would move. But this game of
chicken seems more indicative of 2 mutual
lack of understanding—the wide gulf be-
tween the military establishment and its ci-
vilian crirics that has both sides thinking in
terms of “us” versus “them, with linle idea
of what makes the other side tick, .

For its part, however, the military has
made some effort to understand jes critics.
Thishzsbeenseenunccamyinmem
years, whether to deal with growing local
opposition to nuclear weapons in the early
1980s, or more recently, to mobilize public
suppont for military spending at a time of

. budget crunches and improving U.S.-Soviet

relarions.

The results of these efforts, as revealed
in writings and through recent interviews,
show artitudes that are biased by the nature
of the military itself: its purpose in “under-
standing” the peace movement has been to
learn how better to fight it.

“Crusaders, Criminals and Crazies.” Every
activist in the country is familiar with the
litany of derogatory adjectives used to de-
scribe them: naive, misguided, emotional,
irresponsible, anti-American—ijust for

starters. Typical of military lirerature on
the subject is the Army's 1983 training
manual, Countering Terrorism om U.S
Amy Installations, which specifies three
types of radical activists; “crusaders, crimi-
nals and crazies.”

Elsewhere, peace movement activises are
frequently characterized as floundering
fools—crazies in the weird, disjointed
sense. A 1983 study by the conservative
Hudson Institute for the Department of
Defense (DOD) categorizes anri-nuclear ac-
tivists as either “protecred”—“those who
actually believe that unilateral sweetheart
actions will bring like responses” —or
“naifs”—"those who believe simple-
minded ‘peace’ slogans.” The study’s au-
thor, B. Bruce-Briggs, refers to these activ-
ists as “silly riffraff.” Dale Smith, a retired
Air Force major and author of The Eagle's
Talons: A Military View of Civil Control
of the Military, prefers the term “starry-
eyed idealists.” In a March 1983 editorial,
the Santa Maria Times, which serves Cali-
fomnia’s Vandenberg Air Force Base, calls
anti-nuclear activists simply *‘anti-
whatevers.”

While these analysts are largely dismis-
sive, others stress that it is a serious mistake
to underestimate the “excessively or persis-
tently oprimistic” viewpoint. “Peacekeep-

- ing by wishful thinking” can be subversive,

or at best, “dangerously counterproduc-
tive,” explains James H. Toner, in the Sep-
tember 1987 issue of Parameters, the offi-
cial military journal published by the US.
Army War College. “Confronted by a pop-
ular mythology which often suggests thar
peace is available virtually for the asking,
leaders, sycophantic and saccharine,
truckie to Pollyannas in endorsing schemes
which sometimes, in their simpliciry, may
undermine rather than support the struc-

tures of peace.”

Soviet Tools. At the opposite exeme
from irrelevant crazies is, according to the
Hudson Institute, a more sinister group: the
outright “leftists,” “deviants” and “nihil-
ists.” These supposedly disaffected activists
are seen as the genuine subversives in the
peace cause—not least because they are be-
lieved to serve as intentional or unwitting
agents of Soviet propaganda.

Alleged Sovier manipulation and
disinformation of peace groups seems a
given for military and tight-wing civilian
political analysts. in the September 1988
issue of Army magazine, Gen, John R.
Galvin, commander of U.S. forces in Eu.
rope, attributes opposition from the Euro-
pean and US. peace movements to “the
Soviet effort to prevent deployment of the
Pershing Il and ground-launched cruise
missiles.” In an October 1982 column for
The Washington Times, Patrick Buchanan,
former Reagan White House communica.
tions director, wrote, “Anyone who cannot
see the hand of Moscow and the ugly faces
of irs odious lirtle affiliates inside the ‘peace
movement’ in Europe and the ‘freeze
movement’ in the United States is simply
not looking.” There seems t0 be some dis-
agreement, however, over whether the
peace movement s subordinate 10, or
merely manipulated by, the Sovier Union:
when asked in off-the-record interviews:
about the alleged Soviet link, several Penta.
gon officers took great care to assure that
they don’t believe the Soviets actually “run
the show,” but that they undersrandably
take an interest in it.

Activism and Terrorism, Military analysts
reserve a special category for peace activists
who engage in civil disobedience and direcr
action. These “anri-nuclear extremists,” in
the words of a February 1982 RAND Cor-
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poration report, The Appeal of Nuclear
Crimes to the Spectrum of Potential Adver-
saries, represent a special threat. The report
describes such activists as “individuals or
groups so committed in their opposition to
nuclear programs that they would be will-
ing to undertake criminal actions to further
their cause.” A 1980 RAND memorandum
lists “possible™ crimes that could be com-
mirted by these “extremists” as including
“low-level standoff artack,” “theft or pur-
chase of information,” and taking and
holding hostages.

The absence of such crimes in any in-
stances of direct action has not stopped
military observers from perfuncrorily
equaring the criminality of civil disobedi-
ence with terrorism. Analyzing Nuclear
Regulatory Commission data, the Army's
counterterrorism manual lists “extremist
protest groups” in the category of terrorists
motivated by politics and ideology.

Similarly, Lt. Col. David Linn of the Of-
bice of Security Police, writing in the Au-
gust 1985 USAF Security Police Digest, de-
scribes what he calls the “soft-core
terrorism” practiced by Western European
acrivists targeting NATO. “Militant pro-
testers vandalizing road signs which direct
forces on military maneuvers or cementing
demolition shafts can easily springboard to
acts of hard-core terrorism such as fire-
bombing vehicles and bombing pipelines
or communication sites.”

Crsaders. While crazies can be dis-
missed, and “countermeasures” can be
taken against criminals, the military is less
sure of what to do with a third type of
activist, the “rank and file” of the move-
ment: students, professionals, housewives,
retirees and  environmentalists, As  de-
scribed in the Hudson Institute study, these
are “the concerned,” those who “recognize
the great problem of nuclear war and have
been sold programs that appear to deal
with it” (emphasis added).

These “crusaders” are generally viewed
as well-intentioned, reasonable and law-
abiding. Several Washington-based Penta-
gon officers we spoke with went so far as
to acknowledge 2 positive role of what
they call the “public-interest” commu-
nity—a group most peace activists would
consider themselves to be part of.

Yet for others in the military, it is pre-
cisely this group's success that is most
alarming. Citing anti-nuclear activists’ abil-
ity t0 draw media attention and embarrass
the armed services, and the way they “nega-
tively shape US. defense policies,” the
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Hudson Institute concluded that “the con-
cerned are those at whom a counter-disar-
mament campaign can be directed.”
Dealing with Activists. Not everyone in the
military holds extremist views of anti-nu-
clear activists, and the military's negativism
about peace activists has to some extent
cbbed and flowed with the movement's
own growth and decline. In the heyday of
the Freeze, for example, some—particu-
larly high-level officers—voiced positive
and respectful views of the movement and
its participants. In a January 1983 interview
with National Guard magazine, Gen. John
W. Vessey, Jr., chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, said, “Those people arguing for a
freeze now have their hearts in the right
place. But their logic is Aawed.” General
David C. Jones, Vessey's predecessor, as-
serted in the official DOD publication, De-
fense 82, that “this movement cannot be
dismissed as the ions of a fringe ele-
ment—it is drawing increasing numbers of
very serious-minded concemned citizens.”

Bur in spite of such respectful artitudes
on the part of high-level officers, the rank
and file of the military—particularly those
responsible for physical security and public
relations—generally have held more nega-
tive attitudes. And because it is precisely
these functionaries who have been assigned
the task of “interfacing” with anti-nuclear
activists, the military has in a way codified
their more extremist views.

In tum, such arvirudes are reinforced by
the mandate the military has assigned its
public affairs and security programs.
Rather than emphasize direct debate with
critics, the military defines these programs’
mission as “confrontation management”—
containing the visibility and effectiveness
of protesters. The approach means thar the
military deliberately limits its interaction
with questioning citizens. Officers who
have contact with an unfriendly public are
directed to forego discussions about policy.
During the deployment of MX missiles, for
instance, Maj. Michael C. McMullin, the
official Air Force public liaison for Ne-
braska and Wyoming, flacly ruled that
“blue-suiters {Air Force officers] would not
enter into a debate, nor share the same
platform with someone representing the
opposition, i.e., an ‘anti-MX group.” Fur-
ther, the major noted in his 1987 thesis for
the Air Command and Staff College that

“we did not recognize these types of groups

{the MX opposition] as civic groups; there- *

fore, we would not accept speaking re-
quests from them.”

May 13319

In an aricle enurled “Participatory De-
mocracy: Challenge to Readiness™ in the
June 1986 issue of Army, Milton H. Mater,
a retired Army colonel, and Dr. Jean Mater
discuss “organized cwilian efforts to halr,
delay or change military projects.” The au-
thors write that, today, peace activists’
“bartle arenas are the public hearing or
public meeting and the courtroom. Their
weapons are grassroots groups, coalitions,
media-bait slogans, letters 10 the editor
-... While adversaries play the game of
power politics, the Army plays a different
game, based on rationality, attempting to
resolve the conflict by carefully explaining
technology and military requirements.”

The Maters’ anticle, although extremist
in tone, reveals a subtler, but more funda-
mental bias that widens the gap between
the military-and the peace movement. Hid-
ing behind claims of impartiality and ratio-
nality—and the declared political neutral-
ity of the armed forces—the military not
only excuses itself from real contact with
cirizens, it intimates that politics is an il-
legitimate way to make decisions about de-
fense. Here the military itself seems naive,
Decisions on competing programs are
made on the basis of politics, whether
those political struggles be inter-service or
intra-bureaucratic within the Pentagon, or
n the public domain.

Gen. Galvin, writing in Army, appears to
acknowledge this ar least in part: “Develop-
ment of the ability to present the military
viewpoint will be more critical in the years
ahead . ... To maintain support for ade-
quate national and alliance security, leaders
ar all levels are going to have to become
more articulate and more accessible to the
press and the public than we frequently
have been in the past.”

But as battles are fought in the coming
vears over defense spending and program
priorities—and over the very definition of
“national security”—the military will have
to do more than articulately express its
views. [t will have to recognize that its op-
position is more than a bunch of crazies—it
is 2 manifestation of a nation weary of nu-
clear weapons. It will have to join the po-
liical debate as an equal parner—and
work with the peace movement and the
public—rather than merely sharpen its
sword for a tougher bartle ahead. (=]

Julie A. Morrissey is a research associate
with the | for Policy Studies’ Arms
Race and Nuclear Weapons Research
Project. William M. Arkin is director of the
institute’s National Security Program.

(16) Ottoline. This item appeared in the (ondon Review of Books ————)

(2 March 1989). Ottoline was BR's

mistress.

Thank you, DAN MCDONALD.

longtime triend and

BOOKS IN WORK

READERS' REQUESTS

FOR A BIOGRAPHY WHICH | HAVE BEEN
COMMISSIONED TO WRITE of Lady Ottoline Mor-
refl, | would be most grateful to hear from anybody

who can contribute recollections of Lady Ottoline.
and/or of her husband Philip Morrell. Please write:
Miranda Seymour, 53 Antrim Mansions, Antrim
Grove, London NWJ.
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From the Hamilton Spectator (4/27/68):

Russell Papers

RUSSELL ARCHIVES

May (389

MeMaster purchase will make cily
a Mecea of scholarship

By WILLIAM READY

THE Russell Papers
are a gift of great
bounty, the greatest
bounty of its kind ever
go come to Canada, and
it cost McMaster not a-
penny. The money came
from purses public and
private, from founda-
tions and from individu-
als, alumni and friends.

The sums ranged from
$255,000, the gift of the Atkin-
son Charitable Foundation,
through the generous and im-
a{mauve ump-priming grant
of the Canada Council of
$150,000, down to the dollars
and cents that have begun to
come in to the University.

Along with the cash have
come letters of congratula-
tion, inquiry and pride in the
project that has allowed Ca-
nadians to bring this great
research collection to Canada,
where it will do more good
than any library collection in
the social sciences and the
bumanities ever before as-
sembled in this land.

Generosity

McMaster is still bewil-
dered by the enormous con-
tent of this gift. Throughout
the world learned journals
and newspapers alike have
realized ever since the Rus-
sell Papers came on the mar-
ket that it was the most sig-
nificant archive of its kind
that has ever existed.

It needed a man like Ber-
trand Russell to assemble it,
and indeed Earl Russell's
generosity in this gift must
not be neglected, nor the per-
spicacity and vision that per.
;}:a&edthim t;‘) decide upon

¢cMaster as the proper place
for his Papers. proper P

Had this collection been
broken up and sold in parts,
the Russell estate would prob-
ably have realized far more
money from the sale, because
there are tens of thousands of
letters alone that are so fasci-
nating in nature and from
people so eminent in the
world of learning, literature
and political events that they
would have brought often
scores of pounds singly from .
:helr purely holographic na-
ure,

Such a letter, for example,
as one of Aldous Huxley’s re-
commending yoga to the Earl’
— a missive three pages

MecMaster University librarian
WILLIAM READY
assesses the importance of

Mac’s newly acquired collection

of Bertrand Russell’s papers.

long; or Bernard Shaw's
postcard advising Russell that
if he took legal action on a.
pacifist cause he would wind
up doing six months in jail (as
Lord Russell did, fulfilling
Shaw’s prophecy).

_The 'manuscript prepara-
tions for the great Principia
Mathematica, ell's great-

est scientific achievement,
with comments and annota-,
tions, theorems and equations
by A. N. Whitehead, the fore-
most mathematician of hisg
time, Russell's teacher, and
later, colleague. . -

these are here and so
many more unique items es-
sential for any real apprecia-
tion of the life and times of

ussell,

Scholarly institutions all
over the world would have
welcomed the chance to pos-
sess them, and money was
not the prime obstacle that
they had to overcome, 3

But Bertrand Russell decid-
ed that a university like
gcbautexl', S:cillehty a F&MM

e Royal as -
dent, a scientist eminent and
respected throughout the
world guiding a university
that is eminent also in the
lassi in_ Shakespearean
scholarship, in physics, art,
and with a burgeoning new
division of biomedicine, was
the most deserving place to
house his archives.

McMaster ll‘l“th-? archival
centre as wel af
to become one of &? very
best. If it does, it will be be-
cause of the generosity of Ca-
nadians who have given so
freely towards its establish-
ment and its strengthening,
because of men like Lord
Russell who have seen the
virtue of it, and because of
leaders like President H. G.
Thode and those other faculty
members who have encour-
aged in every way ible
tiis research - development
within the University.

Moreover, and this is im-

rtant, McMaster holds all
his unique and scholarly
material only in trust, as it
were, for the rest of the

world of learning, here, and
in Ontario, in Canada and
throughout the world.

There are scholarly exam-
ples, here of Russell's great
mind at work in enterprises
so multifarious and so cur-

rent that the young and those .

not dedicated to scholarly
pursuits will find them excit-
ing as an exhibition, more
than they can well imagine.

Visitors

Beginning in the fall of '68,
by which time the Russell
Papers will be in order and
in their proper place, there
will be exhibitions of them
available for loan (in copy
form) and for show (in the
original) both at the universi-
ty and through the publie L.

_braries and all kinds of
"schools and institutions in
Hamilton and beyond.

The Times Literary Supple-
ment, that most eminent jour-
nal of the world of letters,
forcasts in an article on the
Russell Papers at McMaster
— there have been scores of
these articles, ranging from
Time and Newsweck maga-
zines through to the Paris
edition of the New York Her-
ald Tribune — that Hamilton
will see many visitors who
will come here seeking a
view or study of the Russell
Papers. This is as it should
be, for the future of Hamilton
town and McMaster gown are
wedded.

Who knows? The Holday
Inn and the Sheraton Con-
naught may have copy exhibi-
tions from the Russell Pap-
ers, and along with signs
pointing to Dundurn Castle
there may be arrows direct-
ing tourists and scholars to
the Russell Papers which,
again, is as it should be.

Come September there will
be a symposium on the Rus-
sell Papers at the university
to which all the town will be
invited, as well as a scholarly
round table on them to ac-
quaint the other universities
with this great wealth of re-
search that has come to Can-
ada as a gift.

it is not too much to say
that these papers may change
and exhilarate the very na-
ture of the growth of gradu-
ate studies In Ontario; cer-
tainly they will accelerate the
already existing impetus that
has been afforded them by
the department of university
affairs.

The growing co-operation
between the universities and
their libraries throughout the
frovmce will take & long step
orward sooner than they ex-
pected in sharing in the use
of the wealth this collec-
tion,

Defender
Rogsell Bapers 20 important?
ussell Papers o im ?

The ular image of Lord
Russe of one who is
against the government, who
would hang Lyndon Johnson
from a sour apple tree, who
was expelled from King's Col-
lege, Cambridge, to that Col-
lege’s everlasting shame, and
was expeiled from an Ameri-
can umversxtfyl"'l professorship
because of views that
were out of step with the pre-
veiling squint,

Wherever there has been
injustice in the world, or
rather wherever Russell has
seen injustice, be has been
there in defence of the weak
and the oppressed, often in a
way that has covered him
temporarily with obloquy and
worse,

Being human, people tend
to see the dark side of his
face and imagine the worst.
Even if their” worst outen
their imaginings have been
-Mccompnnledhwim “uj plurlent
snigger or a hypocritical
of dgmnny that a man ea.‘bag
so free of convention, this
belted earl who in reality has
been, compared to most men,
a clear and shining kind of
secular saint, a man who has
done such good by stealth to
help penurious colleagues,
artists, as these letters show.

But such is the case of pro-
phets everywhere, OnIr' now,
as he accepts his old age
with grace and dignity, are
his many private benevo-

Jeoces coming to light.

Freedom

The years have demonstrat- .
ed the rectitude of many of
his public protests that were
so unpopular when he had the
courage to make them. Even
now shows some of the
impudence of the enfant terri-
ble that has been a sort of
g;m&d halo eround him all

e,
B LT
man;

unless we defend to the end -

his right to say and do these
things, we shall be but a
sham, 3 fake university.

The cause of women's
rights, for instance, as he es-
mm io the day when

were the only bou-
t‘t:t for such a championship,
the confessions and execra-
tions flowing at him

did not lrarﬁcipate wholly in.

Russell is such & full man
in the flight and swooping
freedom of his mind and ac-
tion that he makes Da Vinci
appear rooted to the earth,
and Thomas More a time-
server,

The Dreyfus case received
his warm and active atten-

. tion, and he was on the right

side In it, akhough it seemed
to be leftist and masonic to
those who wanted Dreyfus
condemned if only to encour-
age others like him.

There are more than a hun.
dred articles that he wrote
for the Hearst press, his cor-
respondence concerning nu-
clear di ent, the war
in Vietnam, the manuscripts
of his novels and short stores,

Go-bhetween

This list can go on and on,
but a great catalogue has al-
ready been compiled of all
the material and a copy of it
can be consulted at the Na-
tional Library of Canada and
at the Hamilion Public Li-
brary, as well as at Mec-

A pumber of commentators
have remarked upon Mec-
Master’s 'shrewd invest-
ment” in obtaining these pap-
ers in the teeth of such deter-
mined and more affluent ri-
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vals; that js also a feather in
the cap of all who made i

ssible, .

As for myself, I was mere-
ly the go-between in this af-
fair, and all the reward that [
can even bear to think of I
have received already from
the warmth and the generosi-
ty of those people who made
it possible, and from the re-
quests that are already piling
up by dedicated scholars
from over the world who
want to get & crack at the
papers.

We shall publish @ guide to
them before the summer is
through and until that time
they will be under guard and
in process of being organized
for use. ) .

As soon as possible, howev-
er, and certainly before the
fall term begins, ali the peo-

le will be invited to share in

cMaster's pride at having
received this great donation
that will make McMaster
more of a Mecca of scholar-
ship than ever before,

Thank you, HARRY RUJA.

NEWS ABOUT MEMBERS

Wednesday, J 1900
6, EVENING OBSER iR Dunkirk-Fredonia, N.Y.

Marvin Kohi New Associate Dean ‘

(18) Marvin Kohl, BRS President, in a new post ) AmuolNewYork;Jnlvuﬂ-

['R. MARVIM KOHL

at Harvard University. He also pres-
ently serves as a contributing editor
of “Free Inquiry,” a consuitant to the
“Russell”” journal and he is president
of the international Bertrand Russel]

Soctety.

Dr. Kohl and his wife, Phylia, live
at 168 Temple St.. Fredonia. They
have four children: Richard, Rhiana,
Matt and Maura. His hobbles include
Chinese cooking, friendly running
and rock gardening.
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NEWS ABOUT MEMBERS

(19) Ting—fu Hung, who lives in Munich, has kindly sent us a newspaper article on Wittgenstein, trom (ie Jei1t—Nr.
18-28, April 1989, pp.14~17. It is headiined (in German), YOU WILL EVENTUALLY UNDERSTANDO. Subhead: 50@ jetters
to Wittgenstein, previously unknown, have been discovered in Vienna...including some from Bertrand Russell,
Gottlob Frege, John Maynard Keynes, as well as others.

One letter in German in Russell's handwriting is displayed. It is dated 25 Nov 1915, and says:

Dear Wittgenstein:

It gave me great pleasure to receive your letter a few days ago. I am extraordinarly pleased to learn that
you are writing a treatise for publication. I hardly think it necessary to wait for the end of the war. [W.
was in the German army.] Can't you have a duplicate MS. sent to America? [America had not yet entered the
war.] Professor Ralph Barton Perry, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass, USA, would send me the MS. and I
would have it published. ‘

I think of you constantly, and want to have news of you. Be happy, and may Fate take good care ot you!
[M8ge das Schicksal Dich shonen!}

Yours,
Bertrand Russell

We have sent the article to the Russell Archives, to be available to scholars.

Aun

(20) Ramon_Suzara writes from his native Philippines (3/16/89):

I live and work in one of the most oaciwerd cocurtries
in the world. It is backuard culturally, socizlly, econo-
miceily, politically, and backward in science and technology.
It's quite doubtful xEther the Philippines will ever cetch up
with civilization. what's indubitatle, however, is that this
country is zhead religiously. It's the only Christizn nation
in 211 of :sia. Here, the task of nation building is just
passed on evcryday to God's mercy; and, when nothing na:.cerns,
everycody begs for God's forgiveness. In the meantime,
Filipinos in generel have the fatal hepit of wasting time
fighting over the problems by completely ignoring the possidle
solutions. '

Lee, nine { 9 ) months, I inadvertently shocked a whole
lot of my Christien friends and relatives including ex~_.irlifrienus,
I adopted from the streets of Manila a three (3) ronth oid vaby
boy starving to death, He was so emaciated, sickly locking-

- just a poor miserable piece of humanity. de weighed then only
8 1bs. sell, the boy is a year old now, so fat and nealthy,
weighing 30 1bs - always smiling, a very good child who has
captured the minds and hearts of my people. In fact, my ex-
zirlfriends want him and love him and s0 the boy has not only
a home here with me, but also in different places., I named
the child 3ertrand and everybody now calls him "Bertie."

: I love Bertie very much as if he were my own flesh and
blood. I still feel dissatisfied, however, as there are still
thousands of such kids abandoned in the streets of Manila,
It is frustrating not to be able to find them decent homes.

Best wishes,

/@/nuv\/
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NEWS ABQUT MEMBERS

(21) Herb Lansdell offers a persuasive defense ot the use of animals in research. UWe reproduce part of Page 1 ot

—_——T s

his 10-page article in the International Journal of Neuroscience.

Intern. J. Neuroscience. 1988. Vol. 42. pp. 169-178 € 1988 Gordon and Breach Science Publishers. Inc.
Reprints available directly from the publisher Printed in Great Britain
Photocopying permitted by license only

LABORATORY ANIMALS NEED ONLY HUMANE
TREATMENT: ANIMAL “RIGHTS” MAY DEBASE
HUMAN RIGHTS

HERBERT LANSDELL

Yerkes Regional Primate Research Center, Emory University

( Received February 29, 1988)

Arguments for animal “rights" confuse the issue of what rights are about and, in the context of the care
of iaboratory animals, are misleading. Only human beings have rights and they should be cherished and
extended. Consideration of the welfare of animals is important, but the context is that it is for the benefit
of human beings and the animals serving humanity. Scientists need to explain the worth of animal research,
particularly in regard to psychological studies. They also need to expose the fallacies in the animal rightists’
arguments as one of the means to help diminish the threat to science.

Keywords. h ir t. animal welfare, rights, laboratory animals, animal rights, antivivisection

The activities of antivivisectionists have become a threat to biological research in the
U.S.A. and with their statements about animal “rights” they are confusing people
with a false claim of similarity to the issues of human freedom and welfare. Although
no reasonable case can be made for being inconsiderate to dogs, cows, cats, horses and
other animals that have played significant roles in human societies for thousands of
years, the reasons for not being cruel to them have little or nothing to do with the
notion that animals can have rights. Without doubt most people tend to develop an
attachment to an animal that serves them, and it may often be similar to the affection
that a person can have for another human being. But the view that these and other
animals have rights is leading to circumstances that can preclude them from being of
service to humanity, including their use in scientific studies. The argument needs to
be dealt with so that this hindrance to research may be contained (Frank, 1987), and
in doing so the main issue of rights for human beings may benefit a little from the
clarification.

Laboratory scientists who use animals need to debate the antivivisectionist leaders,
consider their arguments, and explain to the public the nature of animal research and
the basis for being kind to laboratory animals (Johnson & Morris, 1987). Organizers
of crimes against laboratories may be unreasonable and unlikely to participate in a
fair discussion of the issues. But this type of difficulty is not sufficient reason to ignore
the arguments their sympathizers offer about animal “rights”. Scientists have an
obligation to deal with the arguments made by the sympathizers and other antivivisec-
tionists (Caplan, 1986); countering the arguments could in fact contribute to the
advancement of science and human welfare. The nature of rights and their origin first
needs some examination in answering the arguments.

THE ORIGIN OF RIGHTS AND THEIR NATURE

Human rights start as arguments for privileges that people proclaim on the basis of
historical and moral considerations. For a concept of a right there has to be a

Correspondence to: Herbert Lansdell, Yerkes Center, Emory University, Atlanta, GA 30322, USA.
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ELECTION OF DIRECTORS

Nominations for Directors, please. We wish to elect 1@ Directors this year, for 3-year terms
starting 1/1/90. This will give us a total of 24 elected Directors. The August newsletter will provide a

ballot for voting.

We are asking you to nominate candidates (whose names will appear on the August ballot.) Any member may
nominate any other member to be a Director-Candidate.

It you wish to be a Candidate yourself, notify the Elections Committee and someong will probably nominate you.
The duties of a Director are not burdensome. Directors are occasionally asked their opinion about something
or other by mail, and they are expected to make a reasonable effort to attend annual meetings, though not at
great expense. The cost of attending meetings is (federal) tax-deductible for Directors.

We would like to have more than 1@ names on the ballot,so as to give members a choice.

A brief statement about the candidate should accompany a nomination. If you are volunteering, include a briet
statement about yourself.

Oirectors whose terms expire in 1989 are JACK COWLES, WILLIAM FIELDING, DAVID GOLDMAN, STEVE MARAGIDES, FRANK
PAGE, MICHAEL ROCKLER, CHERIE RUPPE, PAUL SCHILPP, WARREN SMITH, RAMON SUZARA. They are eligible for re-
election.

BRS 0fficers are Directors ex officio.
We urge last year's candidates who were not elected to try again this year.

TO NOMINATE SOMEONE — or to volunteer yourself — write the Election Committee,c/o the newsletter, address on
Page 1, bottom.

FINANCES

Jreasurer Oennis Darland reports on the quarter ending 3/31/89:

Bank balance on hand (12/31/B8) .. ..cuvenneneneennnscsccsnceneeennns1780.26

Income: New members.........cvccvevveunnnnseenaq21.50
Renewals......vveviieennsvnnnessanee...4504,39
total dues......4925.89
Contributions...........iiiiiinneene...1027.50
Library sales & rentals..................25.00
Misc. income......ccviieevnnnnnnnniannns 96.50
total income....6074.89...... terevne +6074.89
7865.15
Expenditures: Lnformation & Membership Committees...1@55.95
Library expens@.......cciiiiveceniances..0.99
Subscriptions to Aussedl.....cccovvevee...0.00
MOELiNgs. ... cvitiiientennsecnsnnsnsse. 450.00

Doctoral Grant........... tetertessieacsses®.00
Misc. expense.............. ceeeas PR 8.00

1605.96........-1505.95

Bank balance on hand (3/31/89)...... tetasectecsrsesesasarasasasncnses5349,20

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." New reduced USA
price, $6 for 9@ sheets, postpaid. Canada & Mexico still $6. Order from the newsletter, address on Page 1,
bottom.
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OBITUARY

Dora Russell. This is the obituary from The (London) Times (6/2/86) that we were unable to print last issue.
Sent us by HARRY RUJA, who comments: "Daora's book, Hypatia, was the first book she had written alone, but tuo
years earlier, she and BR had jolntly written 7he Prospects of Industrial Civilization. The statement, that
she had &4 children during her marriage to BR, is strictly true, but two of those were not BR's."

Mrs. Dora Russell, who died at her home in cornwall on May 31, was a central figure for
much of this century in feminist and peace movements. In the 1920s she put forward views
which were considered ahead of their time, but have since been echoed by many feminists.

She campaigned for family planning, women's rights and progressive education. She
worked consistently for the peace movement, helping in the organization of the Campaign
for Nuclear Disarmament and of the Women's Peace Caravan that toured the Soviet Union in
the 1950s.

During her 1l2-year marriage to Bertrand Russell - she was his second wife - she was
involved with him in numerous causes.

Born in 1894, the daughter of sir Frederick Black, KCB, a senior civil servant, she met
Russell when she was a fellow at Girton, having already been inspired, as were many
progressive young students, by his opposition to the First World War.

With Russell she went on an extensive tour of China and, on their return in 1921, was
married to him. Together they set up a progressive school, Beacon Hill School, which she
continued to run after their divorce in 1935,

Her first book, Hypatia, or Women and Knowledge, published in 1925, drew thundering

.attacks from newspapers for its argument in favour of sexual freedom for women. Her seconc

book, The Right to be Happy (1927), expressed her strongly held view that human problems
could not be solved by the invention of bigger and better machines and that the source of
human happiness lay in human beings themselves.

A work published in 1932, In Defense of Children, called for children's rights to be
respected, and suggested that the history of the treatment of children was more often thar
not the history of brutality and cruelty.

In 1983 she finally published a book that she had begun, but abandoned due to lack of
encouragement, in 1923, The Religion of the Machine Age. Inspired by her visits as a young
woman to the United States and the Soviet Union, its thesis was that communism and
capitalism were reverse sides of the same coin, both involving worship of technological
progress, . ) '

In all her books, Dora Russell emphasized the importance of the resources of nurturing,
affection and creativity, too often neglected, she felt, in a male dominated world.

A warm and enthusiastic fighter for causes she believed in, her own life was blighted
by misfortune. In her autobiography, The Tamarisk Tree, published in 1975, she descrikged
how, during her prolonged and bitter divorce from Russell, she fell deeply in love with a
man younger than herself, Paul Gillard, an active communist,

He was killed by persons unknown as he walked home in Plymouth one night. His death
meant the end, she said, of her "quest for liberty and love. From now on I lived for
impersonal ends."

She later married a friend of Gillard's, Pat Grace, who helped her in the running of
her school.

During her marriage with Russell, she had four children, two sons and two daughters,
Her eldest, John, suffered a severe nervous breakdown in the 19508 and her younger, Roddy,
was crippled in a mining accident and was an invalid until his death in 1983.

Despite personal misfortune, Dora Russell's zest for life remained undimmed. During anc
after the war, she worked for the Ministry of Information, writing many reports,
particularly those related to science, for publication in Russia at a time when the two
powers were allies.

Her visit to Bolshevik Russia in 1920, when she smuggled herself across the border, hac
left her with a strong sjmpathy towards the Soviet Union and she always decried the
destructiveness of the "cold war" relationship.

She lived for much of her life, particularly the latter haif, in Porthcurno, Cornwall,
The publication of her two-part autoblography, The Tamarisk Tree, by Virago in 1975 and
1980, led to a new generation of feminists and peace campaigners discovering her.

Even in her late eighties, visitors to her remote Cornish home were astonished by her
intellectual vigour. Her enthusiasm for her causes remained, and departing guests would
leave with the words, "On with the women's revolution!" ringing in their ears.

She continued to speak at meetings of the peace movement., In 1983, at the age of 89,
she led the London CND rally in a wheelchair, and earlier this year she took part in a
demonstration outside the RAF base at St Mawgon in Cornwall.

N s
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OBITUARY

Harry Clifford -- a valued BRS member since 1975 —— died on October 12, 1988, at age 87. >H1s son, Walter,
writes: .

My father's death was very sudden; up until the last moment he had been both mentally and physically very
active, writing letters to newspapers about his various concerns in the world... (For instances of Harry's
letters to newspapers, see RSN41-18 and RSN61-39. ]

All in all, he was quite a remarkable man, who held Bertrand Russell in the highest esteem. If my dad had a
hero, B.R. was the man. He left a considerable collection of Russeil books, as well as a letter from Russell
written to him a number ot years ago and relating to the subject of nuclear proliferation.

Our thanks to Walter Clifford for his letter conveying the unhappy news.

NEW MEMBERS'

We welcome these new members:

MS. BEVERLY BOLING /8300 SKILLMAN #509/DALLAS/TX/75231/ /

MR. MILTON I. BRAND/7145 PEBBLE PARK DRIVE/WEST SLOOMFIELD, MI 48322
MR. DAVID BRANDT-ERICHSEN /5100 N. MOONSTONE OR./TUCSON/AZ/85715/ /
MR. SHAUN BUHLER /1583 W. HAYS #101/8B01SE/1D/83702/ /

MR. JOE CIARROCCA /120 MARKET ST./HATFIELD/PA/1944@/ [

MR. JEFFREY A. HILL /1661 W. REPUBLIC #20/SALINA/KS/67401/ /

MR. DOUGLAS KING /7100 ALMEDA #1022/HOUSTON/TX/77054/ /
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M4. RICHARD MONNLIER /42 BROWNE ST./BROOKLINE/MA/@2146/ /

MR WILLIAM S. NEWHALL, JR. /483@ HILTON COURT /RENO/NV/89509-2925/ /
MR. MATTHEW M. PATTON /662 1/2 N. VOLUTSIA/WICHITA/KS/67214/ /

MR. ARTHUR STEIN /1080 PARK AV./NY/NY/10@028/ /
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PROF. DONG-IN BAE /SOCIOLOGY/KANGWEON NAT'L U./CHUNCHON 200-7@1/ /S. KOREA/
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MR. PRADEEP KUMAR DUBEY /147-6 ARNOLD OR./WEST LAFAYETTE/IN/47906/ /

MR. GRAHAM ENTWISTLE /98 VAUGHN HILL ROAD/BOLTON/MA/@1740/ /

DR. BERND FROHMANN /LIBRARY,ELBORN COLLEGE,U/W/0/LONDON, ONT./ /CANADA/N6G 1H1
MR. TIM J. HARRIS /12707 N E 116TH. #A304/KIRKLAND/WA/98033/ /

MR. ROBERT M. HICKS /PO BOX 582, STATION Q/TORONTO/ /CANADA/M47 2N4

MR. THEODORE M. JACKANICZ /23% E. 87TH ST. APT. 7J/NY/NY/10128/ /

DEAN MARVIN KOHL /715 MAYTUM HALL /SUNY/FREDONIA/NY/14963/ /

MR. TIMOTHY J. MADIGAN /3@ CHATSWORTH AV., #1/KENMORE/NY/14217/ /

MR. RALPH A. MILL /13309 SE FAIRWOOD BLVD./RENTON/WA/98058/ /

MR. BRIAN R. MOLSTAD /8848 S PLEASANT/CHICAGO/IL/6@620/ /

MR. NICK PACINO /87@1 DELMAR BLVD. #1-8/ST. LOUIS/MO/63124/ /

PROFESSOR OAVID F. PEARS /7 SANDFORD RO., LITTLEMORE/OXFORD/ /ENGLAND/OX4 4PU
MR. G. NAGABHUSHANA REDDY /NUCLEAR & BIOPHYS,UCLA MED/LOS ANGELES/CA/90024/ /
PROF. NATHAN U. SALMON /PHILOSOPHY, U/CALIFORNIA/SANTA BARBARA/CA/93106/ /
DR. RICHARD SHORE /1906-277 WELLINGTON CRES /WINNIPEG,MANITOBA/ /CANADA/R3M 3V7
PROF. DAVID S. STOLLER /326 PATRICIAN LANE/PLACENTIA/CA/92679/ /

MR. THOM WEIDLICH /349 W. 123R0O ST.T./NY/NY/10027/ /

MR. KIMBERLY WHITAKER /1518 HALSTON CIR APT C/HUNTSVILLE/AL/35811E/ /
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son, by his 3rd wife, Patricia (“Peter").
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BR RECOLLECTED

words. Thank you, HARRY RUJA.

Perhaps any sea focls some sense
ofodd':yu&n-bd_mptygi-
bute to his father as one of the great-
est mea of iy ceonwry. It i
characteristic of Bertzand Russell that
be should bave brought up & son for
whom duis segs: of addity shades off
1010 3 warm anrsement st the solem-
niry of dhe human ace. The tributes

which have been paid, both to the
quality of bis mind and to his schicve-
menats in changing the idess of his |
meny generations, are deserved. Yer
it is also imporant, and vamly to his
credit, dast the impression left in the
mind of s child growing up in his
bouse is not 0 of awe and rever-

tion, but whes a8 & pasemt mywelf [

the window of 2 oain, and
the expression of wide-cyed
goow on his fase, 1 clne md-

Memories of my father

By Courad Ruseell

Bertrand Russell was borm 100 years ago, oa May 18, 1872, A

Nobel Prize-winming philosopher, scieatist and suthor, he was
knowa to the: world as a brilliant intellectyal and prophet of
nuclear door. But what was he like 83 & man and a father?
Here Courac! Russell, who is a lecturer in history st Loadoa

. University, reveals this unknown side of his father’s character

denly realise that I have beea mimick-
ing the explanations and demonstrs-
‘ions which used to cresse the same
reaction in mysc many years ago.
My firt memory of my father is of
him pointing out the lumps of sk,
floating on the surface of the Grest
Salt Lake. My second memory is of
him supervising, with total calm and
* cess of disembarkation at the end of
 three-day train journey,
+  Two dominamt themes run
through all these memories of his
- cojoyment of simple things. One is
of the intense vitality of his interest
and of his desire to know : the identi-
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Conrad Ruseell reminisces about his father, in The Times (London) ,May 14, 1972 (pp32 ff). Conrad is BR's 2nd
We regret the poor quality of the text and the occasional missing

ﬁm.Snd:nxim:n“ﬂd)ae‘ta
corent, shvars begin by aying o
mwu,tombnmyou
cn” stick firmly in my mind and, 1
bope, will stick equally firmly in my
%008’ tinds.
Onthenoumim,lmre-
-dahinguiqluu,imhhd
an uncivalled sense of direction, bur
he was always ready with such pieces |
ddvicuhcmwm&: d
direction of the wind if one sew thee

" unexpectedly. He knew the North

Weﬂmmhuweﬂ,mdundn
me to know them so well, thet such
advice was superflucus, bet I have
often been glad of it in more difficulr
conditions in other places. In ouz-
door situstions he was endowed with
an suthoitative calm which was most
delightful t & son. I remember, for
cxample, shouting t him for help
when I got out of my depth in the
sea: he stood calmly st the edge of
the water, snd simply said “Swim",
which I did. :

Again, the two dominant themes
in my memories are of fescination in
deailed information, and of sheer
simple joy. I remember him reaching
the top of Knicht, when he was 77
tnd I wes eight and our climbing
powers were appeozimately equal. I
remember him, at 95, swinging over
the steps w the balcony at Plas Pen-
thyn for the sheer delight of the view
of Soowdon in the afternoon sun.
Above all, I remember him speading
hours wetching the movement of
water in waterfalls. One of my cazie
aemones of him is of wawtiig Lun
sanding under 3 waterfall w Cais-
fornia, and one of my latest L. .1 cun
gazing rapt at the fall of the wacer
through the rapids of Aberglasiyn in
North Wales.

In the midst of his enjoyment b
was able 0 indulge his lo.e tor
informanion and under iy, e

was chaiatersue of b (e e
shouid kiow  the exact ek ot
dUfusl eVErY mwuntaini i ‘vorie

Wales, 1f was equally typical that he
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couid expound the working of the
uucs @ such & way as to make them
not terely iarelligible to a child, but
inicliecrudly {ascinading. He had
the same understanding of the sky,
and could give the most brilliantly
lucid demonstration of the wacking
of an eclipse.

{¢ should almdybedenthat,
for him, the conventional distinction
berween work and leisure had much
less meaning that it bag for most
people. Except when he was driven
on by the urgent pressure of public
events, or by tie need for money, he
would normally wotk because he
found it fun. Similarty he would ab-
sorb the experience of his leisure into
his work. For example, in his book on
Human Knowledge be discussed the
qQuestion whether it is possible, when
sitting oa a beach, 10 know that there
dre more grains of sand on the beach
mnm”{nv}!‘" e .

Thix question had ~orvreed o
Hﬂldﬂﬁn‘lbnﬁdtyﬁlVﬁba,whﬂr
be was sitting on Black Pinck Sands
looh:glbngthebads,:rdlr‘nd
immedistely coomslted me about .
Md:enmmtdmwmaamc
in comversxtionm! smusement, but
subsequently, like! %0 mmch else, it
was absocbed into his work and be-
came part of 2 serious philoserhicl

" discustion. He did not acqirs the
idexs used in hix work drenty by
wwhng he:equreddxmhvuv-
ing. I still remember the moment
when this suddenly becxme clear to
me. | was listening Yo s broadcast ik
ofhislnd‘chndnuznﬂyhe-nu:d.
ing Oliver Twist aloud a~d, Jo and
behold (a3 be weeild have =1id), there
was Mr Bumble anhong the cxample-
wedinhisak ;-
.~ Growing up with him. and indeed

.. with both my parests, was an educa-

' nmyc:hamys.'fuidb-nvdm
a precigion which wae preat fun, As
20 often, the point was hewt made
with one of his enormons onllection
of stodes —in this'cave ore of his
gumerous stancs about the Alerenfi-
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ture of Herbert Spencer bv his
L

A schoolboy to Herbert
Spencer: “What gn swful lot of
rooks.™ Herbert Sgencer (and here
my father’s voice would grow por-
tentously solemn) replied: “T see
mdﬂq-ﬁuhbounhmemh."

“1 didn't sxy tey wese a boc of
awful rooks,” ndhlchmlboy“l
said thay were an swful lot of rooks.”
After 2:oumber of these storics, pre-
cision in the use of words becsme
second beture.

Tha fact that he; worked sz home
meant that it wes to learn
an understanding of far cartier
Mmﬂu&nmm
of having thelr fathdrs work at home
ncmu-nydlﬂdqnmedmhve
during their most ‘imitative years.
No', in the days of comeeting, it is

few children enjey, and it
h&nmmbbdww
me 0 be one of the few who did
enjoy it. Ove of the first things im-
pre-adupmnewdm,’.;.
oum;wtminow:,mymnul
study was out of bounds. This
- ule was 50 sacred that I did not ven-
ture to beeak it until I was eight.
When I wemt in, with my heart in
mymd;thu'-miq
Pages withian endless series of mathe-
matical symbols. When the door

- could only reject it once one had ser’

ously congsidered the evidence for
and against it. He was well sware that
most ideas which are now considered
conventional had, at some tme,
and often at some other time duri
his own lfe, been considered too
eccentric t be worth a bearing. He
knew, in the words of his godfsther
J. S. Mill, thae the coaventiooal
man ought to reflect that “the cyuses
which make him & churchman in
Loadon would make him a Buddhist
or a Confucian in Pekin™ — a remark
whoee truth is only highlighted bv
u:l.-‘u_lDM Voo e wmees
_For this reason, it wes impossible
for him to be a conventional member
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‘the Left’. He could not, withour
violerce to his own mind, have

ong of those people who

their position s won s they
what js the Left-wing’ stance
thequa‘on.'lhdu-ccnmk
of |this fact 'is his visit © Rossie in
190, Being the man he wes, he could

The Practics end Theory of

hevism, is ooc of his best and
maost imporsant works. It is so good
precisely because it is not the workhe -
wanted to write when he went, but
dn!mkhewufuwdwwﬁtebydz\
evidence he observed, even though
in the process be had to part com-
pany with many of his closest friends.
This book shows his mind working in
mdhmlwm
most affectien.

‘It is commonly known that he -
was no respecter of persons, but it is
mnmdytmwn-unhwld
beth:h'-nuldlmper.ﬂd

L .

e o have & wicherisg .
| of & Prime Minis-

Y
'3

on its metifs exmended to the person
prescating the case, as well as to the
type of cise prescnted. My father
thoudnhbnd right to demand

should listen to
whth:hdmny,butnnmtu
well understoad s it should be thet
he did not think this was some pecu-
lier right of his own: he thought it
was  right inherent in being a human
being, and belonged to anyone willing
and able to present a cogent case. For
his son, of course, such an attitude
was & joy. It meant that, as soon as |
could form coherent sentences, 1
could argue with him, and always
take it foc granted that | would be
treated as an equal: my arguments
would be treaced with any respect
they might deserve and, # 1 won an

argument, my victory would be con-
ceded without foss.
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“sprang from the seme root as so much
el in him that gave pleasure: the
plwm::"mmmy‘hmhm
was oew to

:Iﬂ! mdnq
Atd:-nemuhednmd
to a century which saw more change
than those he grew .up with could
ever bave imagined, he prescrved a
strong sense of the pest, and of his
own family past. Masty of the causes
for which he fought 'were the same
fotwhichh'spuqhufm
poraries, But his of family
extended much back than
this: he had been up by his
grandfather, Lord Jofin Russcil, and

his wife. They were|the source of ._
many of his best mag.y

his sense ot prtcont € extended as
tar back as Lord John's active
political memories; as he used
to say, it was history up to
Waterloo, and atter that it was
gossip. .

Indeed it  was sometimes
goseip rather earlier than
that. [ remember one occasion
when when he switched ftrom a
tirade against Mr. Wilson to a
tirade againet the Younger Pitt,
and suddenly the uncanny sense
was borne in upon me that he was
speaking as if the two Prime
Ministers were contemporaries.
So, in a way. he was recailing
the youthtul memories on which
Lord John Russell and his wite
had brought him up, and Nr.
Pite had . been the politicai
villain ot Lord John's youth, to

‘whom the l4-year—oid Lord John

had dedicated scome satirical
verses, ironically expressing
“the hope that you may live
long enough to bestow a pension
upon your humble servant." Among
Lord John's anecdotes, one which
made & particular impression on
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my frather, was the story ot Lord

- John's vieit to Napoleon on

Eiba, when Napoleon had urinated

- on the Tloor in public. As

Talleyrand said, it was a pity
s0 great a man should be so mal
vieve.

But my tather's sense of
tamily stretched turther than
this. Yo him,

xénmh&!nmmnézpm;k

" who Teed aonder e sume roof : thet

v whax b mewx by the Vicooan
Fhrme “xy peopie™. “My family”
T ceiing ¥ am e oaly t©
Srwe who dxve Cown wp with family
Sor=Iin: 2 Ioe sSexching beck w
e 16 o=y, and which be
doped weoid sexh for many
prxcacions wfxr be was dead. A
Zarxdy was 2 Ioe in wivich the genena-
Sons e koew, loog as ey were,
we= caly 3 wery scall part in which
s alicveswrr was one xmoog a
oy soccession.

Hs coocern for the posterity of
Se borwn race shoald be seen in the

Edith: the sight of her coming into s
room could bring 2 light to his face
which is pot often seen in men be-
yood the stage of engagement. He
took pleasure in many things, but
pethaps more in her company than in
anything else.

It would be distorting to conclude
withour tooching on his public
career. Of his work in mathematics
and philosophy I am incompetent to
judge, though I saw it give much
pleasure to the ablest among my
undergradimte contemporanies. The
immense effect of his comment on
social questions may be partly illus-
tated by the fact that almost every
vicw foc which he has been in trouble
has subsequently become conven-
doml One of his greatest achicve-
ments was in combating the whole
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cunpkxofnlua:xpmdinthez

satement that “we are 2 Christian

country”. This statement was last

. made by Sir Alec Douglas Home fo
the Scotrish Christian Conference, I

thiok in 1965. It has not, I believe,
been made by any promipent figure
since.

That I have lived through my
career without experiencing (except
at Eton) any embarrassment for not
being a Christian is not the least of
the things I owe to my father. One
story in which he took much pleasure
was the story of the clergy who
gathered round the sick-bed of
Thomas Hobbes, hoping to receive
his deathbed repentance. Hobbes got
up, and said to them: “Be off, or else
I will detect all your cheats from
Aaron to yourselves.” The clergymen
all turned and ran. There is no doubt
that my father could have achieved
a similar fear,

In his greatest attempt, the aboli-
tion of nuclear weapons, he has so far
failed. The best commemoration he
could be given would be to grant him
thislast_,mdgxcatcst,sum How-
ever, though be did not achieve this,
he achieved something less. Up to
about 1959, Ministers regularly used
to defend the dropping, as well as the
possession, of nuclear bombs, and
used to get away with doing so. In 2
very short time and largely because
of my father's efforts, this view
changed.

The last Minister to make 2
serious attempt to defend the use of
nuclear bombs in war was the then
Mr Henry Brooke, during the 1964
General Election, and be was howled
down by his audience. For this rapid
swing of opinion, my father deserves
2 very large share of the credin
Whether this achievement is enough
o preserve the human race remains
to be discovered. My father believed
it was not.

It is, of all others, the point on
which he would have been happiest
tobeprovcd wrong @
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POPULATION

(30) The following is a chapter from BR's Fact and Fiction (NY: Simon & Schuster, 1962, pp. 267-276). Lt origlinally
appeared in The Human Sum,ed. C. H. Rolph (London: Heinemann, 1967), and was included in 7he Population Crisis
and the Use of World Resources, ed. Stuart Mudd (The Hague: Dr. W. Junk, 1964). (Thank you. TOM STANLEY)

Population Pressure and War

THE WORLD is faced at the present day with two antithetical
dangers. There is the risk, which has begun to sink into
popular consciousness, that the human race may put an end
to itself by a too lavish use of H-bombs. There is an opposite
risk, not nearly so widely appreciated, that the human popula-
tion of our planet may increase to the point where only a
starved and miserable existence is possible except for a small
minority of powerful people. These risks, though diametrically
opposed to each other, are nevertheless connected. Nothing is
more likely to lead to an H-bomb war than the threat of
universal destitution through over-population. It is with the
nature of this threat and with the means for averting it that |
shall be concerned in what follows.

Wars caused by pressure of population are no novelty. Four
times—so the historians of antiquity assure us—thespopulation
of Arabia was led to overrun neighbouring countries by
drought at home. The results were many and of many kinds.
They included Babylon and Nineveh, the Code of Hammu-
rabi, the art of predicting eclipses, the Old Testament, and
finally Islam. The barbarians who destroyed the Roman Em-

pire did not keep accurate vital statistics, but there can be

litle doubt that population outgrew the resources of their
northern forests and that this pressure precipitated them
against the rich Mediterranean lands. During the last few
centuries population pressure in Europe has been relieved by
emigration to the Western hemisphere and, as Red Indians do
not write history, we have thought of this process as peaceable.
The East, however, has enjoyed no such outlet. It was mainly

population pressure that precipitated Japan's disastrous excur-

sion into imperialism. In China, the Taiping Rebellion, civil
war, and Japanese aggression, for a time kept the population
in check. In India, the population grew and grows unchecked,
producing a downward plunge towards misery and starvation.

But, although population pressure has been a vital element
in human affairs from time immemorial, there are several new
factors which make the present situation different from any-
thing that has preceded it. The first of these is the utter
disastrousness of séientific warfare which means that war
makes the survival of anything doubtful and the survival of
any good thing almost certainly impossible. The second is the
absence of empty or nearly empty land such as those into
which the white man overflowed from the time of Columbus
to the present day. The third, which has an immense impor-
tance but has hardly begun to be recognized, is the success of
medicine in diminishing the death rate. These three factors
taken together have produced a situation which is new in
human history. It must be coped with if utter disaster is to be
avoided. The East has been awakening to this necessity; the
West, largely for ideological reasons, has been more backward.

A few [acts are necessary to make the situation clear, but
I shall deal with them briefly as Professor Huxley's previous
article* has dealt with most of them. The population of the
world, which at most periods has been very stationary, began
to grow with unprecedented rapidity about the year 1650.

Since then the rate of growth has been not merely maintained

but continually increased and is now much more rapid than it
was even twenty years ago. The present rate of increase in
the population of the world is, roughly, one a second or cighty
thousand a day or thirty million a year, and there is every
teason to think that during the next decade the race of popu-
lation growth will become even greater. As a consequence of
the growth in numbers during the last twenty years, human
beings, on the average, are less well nourished than thev were
before the Second World War. It is considered that 2,200 calo-
ties is the least upon which health and vigour can be maintained
and that those who have less than this are under-nourished.
Adopting this standard, half the world was undernour-
ished during the ‘thirties and two-thirds of it is under-
nourished now. To this process of deterioration no limit can
be set except by a slowing-up of the increase in numbers. A
careful survey of the world's resources in the matter of food
leads to the conclusion that technical advances in agriculture
cannot keep pace with the great army of new mouths 1o be
fed. Moreover, technical advances can barely hold their own
against the deterioration of the soil which results from a de-
sire for quick returns. There is yet another matter of policy
which has played a great part in the USSR and is destined to
play a great part in China as well as in various other countries.
This is the determination, for reasons of national power and
prestige, to industrialize very quickly and even at the expense
of agriculture. In the existing state of the world, one can

hardly blame countries for this policy. Befoce the First World”

War, Russia had little industry but was an exporter of grain.
Before the Second World War, Russia had much industry and
had ceased to export grain. Russia was defeated in the First
World War and was victorious in the Second. In view of such

facts, we cannot wonder at the race towards rapid industrializ- .
ing on which many under-developed countries have embarked. -

All these reasons make it nearly certain that poverty and
under-nourishment will increase in many of the most impor-

tant parts of the world during at least the next twenty years, -

even if everything possible is done to prevent this result. The
downward trend will continue until the growth of population
has been slowed up. The deterioration in living conditions
must be expected to produce increasing discontent and increas-
ing envy of the more prosperous parts of the world. Such feel-
ings tend to produce war even if, on a sane survey, no good can
come of war to anybody. T

In regard to the population problem there is an enormous
difference between the white and non-white parts of the
world. In most white countries there has been a continual de-
cline in the birth rate during the last eighty years and, at the
same time, such a rapid advance in technique that the growth
in population has not been incompatible with a rise in the
standard of life. But in the East, in Africa, and in tropical
America the situation is very different. While the death rate
has declined enormously, the birth rate has remained nearly
stationary and the nations concerned have not enjoyed those
outlets which enabled Western Europe to prosper during the
nineteenth century. Let us consider the three most important
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countries of the East: India, China, and Japan. These three
countries, between them, contain two-ifths of the population
of the world. China, where the vital statistics are somewhat
uncertain, is estimated to have a population of 583 million and
an annual increase of 11.6 million. India has a population of
372 million and an annual increase of 4.8 million. Japan has a
population of 86.7 million and an annual increase of 1.2 mil-
lion. All these three countries, as well as the USSR, have
recently undergone a change of policy in regard to population,
In India and Japan, this change has been very notable. Nehru
inaugurated the change by a pronouncement which had no
precedent among the leading statesmen of the world: “We
should,” he said, “be a far more advanced nation if our popu-
lation were about half what it is.” In pursuance of this policy,
his government inaugurated a birth control campaign. Un-
fortunately, so far, economic and ideological reasons combined
have led to the adoption of ineffective methods, but there is
every reason to hope that better methods will be adopted be-
fore long. The Japanese government in an official bulletin
published in December, 1940, just one year before Pear] Har-
bor, said: “If we think of the distant future of mutual pros-
perity in Asia, and if we give heed to the glorious mission of
the Japanese race, the one thing of which we can never have
enough is the number of superior people belonging to the Im-
perial nation.” Defeat in war has changed the artitude of the
Japanese government, which is now doing everything in its
power to lower the rate of population growth. In the absence
of birth control information, abortions in Japan have become
extremely prevalent. According to Dr. Yasuaki Koguchi there
were between one million eight hundred thousand and two
million three hundred thousand induced abortions in the one
year 1953, So desperate is the economic situation that large
numbers of women have resorted to sterilization. The Japa-
nese government, although it does not forbid abortion, is
aware that contraception would be preferable and does what
it can to encourage it.

Both China and Russia have been compelled by hard facts
to take up an attitude not consistent with what Communists
have hitherto regarded as Marxist orthodoxy. They have been
in the habit hitherto of proclaiming that only under capitalism
does a population problem exist and that under Communism
over-population cannot occur in any foreseeable future. In
Russia abortion, which Stalin had made illegal, was made
again legal by a decree of November 23, 1955. China, during
the past two years, has permitted and even encouraged propa-
ganda for scientific methods of contraception avowedly “at the
general request of the masses” and in the hope of bringing
about a steady fall in the Chinese birth rate.

In all these four countries—Russia, India, China, and Japan
—the main difficulty is not now the opposition of government
or of public opinion to birth control, but the lack of the neces-
sary appliances and the extreme poverty which would prevent
their purchase even if they were obtainable. It is for this reason
that abortion is common in spite of the danger to health that it
involves. But, however great the difficulties may be, there is
good reason to hope that in all four countries the birth rate
will be much reduced within a generation.

In underdeveloped countries that are still under Western
domination, a less enlightened policy prevails. In Africa, the
West Indies and the tropical part of Central and South Amer-
ica nothing is done to check the increase of population, and
the standard of life is, in consequence, continually falling.
Western nations, and especially the United States, spend great
sums of money in the hope of benefiting under-developed na-
tions, but the hoped-for benefit does not result because it is not.
accompanicd by control of population. On the balance, what
the West spends philanthropically on under-developed regions
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merely increases the number of sufferers and augments the
terrible sum of human misery. It is a humiliating reflection for
those who are inclined to feel complacent about what are

called "Western values” that on this supremely important
question, upon which the whole future of mankind depends,
the West is less enlightened than the East and less capable of
rational adjustment to circumstances. This is due, no doubt, in
large part to the fact that the most powerful Western coun-
tries, owing to their low birth rates, do not have a serious do-
mestic population problem. Western practice at home is at
variance with Western theory. What people do is right, but
what they think they ought to do is wrong. What they think
they ought to do has disastrous consequences, not at home, but
wherever Western nations dominate less developed regions
cither directly or through financial and medical assistance. By
their superstitious and benighted policy, they are breeding
great areas of discontent and hostility.

There are in the world at present sharply marked divisions
between areas of prosperity and areas of poverty. In Westem
Europe and North America and Australia, the immense ma-
jority of the population are adequately nourished. In Africa,
India, and China, a large majority have less food than is neces-
sary for health and vigour. This situation is not getting better.
On the contrary, it is getting worse. The poorer countries are
growing poorer, while the richer ones grow richer. It is mainly
the increase of population that causes the poverty of the poorer
countries. The resulting situation is explosive. It is hardly to
be expected that the less prosperous parts of the world will
tamely acquiesce in the continuaily widening inequality. The
situation is of just that kind that in the past has always led to
war and conquest. However irrational a resort to war in mod-
emn circumstances may be, hunger and sullen anger may, in
desperation, produce an outbreak that can end only in utter
disaster. There cannot be secure peace in the world while the
present economic inequalities persist. If peace is to become
secure, it can only be through an improvement in the standard
of life in undeveloped regions, and this improvement will have
to be so great and so long-continued as to give a prospect of
ultimate economic equality. As things are at present, if the
world's supply of food were divided equally among all the pop-
ulations of the world, there would have to be a catastrophic
decline in the Western standard of life, and it is obvious that
Western nations would not submit to such a decline except as
a result of defeat in war. Hopes of peace, therefore, must rest
on measures designed to benefit the East without injuring the
West, and such measures are impossible unless they involve a
very great fall in the birth rate of the more prolific countries.

It is difficult not to be filled with despair when one con-
templates the blindness of statesmanship and of everyday pop-
ular thought on the issues with which modern man is faced.
The leading powers of the world spend enormous sums and
devote their best brains to the production of methods of killing
each other. Eminent moral leaders give their blessing to such
efforts, and at the same time tell us that it is wicked to prevent
the births which, by their excessive number, drive the nations
on to the invention of H-bombs. I could wish to see it gen-
erally recognized in the West, as it is coming to be recognized
in the East, that the problem of over-population could prob-
ably be painlessly solved by the devotion to birth control of
one-hundredth or even one-thousandth of the sum at present
devoted to armament. The most urgent practical need is re-
search into some method of birth control which could be easily
and cheaply adopted by even very poor populations. There is,
at present, only an infinitesimal research on this all-important
matter, although it is in the highest degree probable that
rather more research and rather more public encouragement
could produce incalculably beneficial results.
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Given a successful outcome to such research, there should
be in every town and village of the more prolific countries cen-
tres of birth control information and public assistance as re-
gards the supply of birth control apparatus. The Western na-
tions have a special responsibility in this matter, for it is the
discoveries of Western medicine that have so lowered the
death rate as 10 produce a lack of balance that, on a global
scale, is a wholly new phenomenon. I will give two illustra-
tions out of many. In Ceylon, when DDT was introduced to
combat malaria, the death rate fell within two or three years to
the level of Western death rates, while the birth rate remained
constant, with the result that there is at present an increase of
population at the rate of 2.7 per cent per year. The figures of
the death rate in Japan are even more remarkable. In the five
years before the Second World War, the average death rate in
Japan was 17.4. In 1946, it had risen to 17.6. In the following
years it fell with extraordinary suddenness: in 1951 it was 10.0
and, in 1954, 7.9. A large part of this fall is attributable to
American methods of public health. In spite of the very high-
est motives, those Western medical missions and medical sci-
entists who have with extraordinary suddenness brought about
the great decline in the death rate have incidentally done very
much more harm than ‘good. The desirable remedy does not
lie in restoring the death rate to its former level. It does not lie
in the promotion of new pestilences. Least of all does it lie in
the vast destruction that a new war may bring. It lies in adapt-
ing births to deaths. The stern limits of the earth’s fertility will
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sce to it before long that the balance between births and
deaths is restored. It will see to it with an arithmetical inevi-
tability which is independent of human wisdom or folly. But
if the balance is restored by human folly, immense suffering
throughout the world will be involved; while, if it is restored
in accordance with the dictates of good sense and humanity,
there can be an end to poverty and an end to the vast hopeless-
ness of female lives devoted to the production of children who
ought not to exist and whose existence must almost inevitably
be filled with misery.
During what remains of the present century, the world has
1o choose between two possible destinies. It can continue the
reckless increase of population until war, more savage and
more dreadful than any yet known, sweeps away not only the
excess but probably all except a miserable remnant. Or, if the
other course is chosen, there can be progress, rapid progress,
towards the extinction of poverty, the end of war, and the es-
tablishment of a harmonious family of nations. It seems that
the East is becoming alive to the problem, but the West, in
its theories and in its external dealings, lags behind. Of all
the long-run problems that face the world, this problem of pop-
ulation is the most important and fundamental for, until it is
solved, other measures of amelioration are futile. It is too late
to escape from great hardship in the near future, but there is
good reason to believe that, if war can be averted meanwhile,
the pressing needs of the world will bring amelioration before
it is too late.
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Books for sale from McMaster:

Antiﬁomies'and Paradox:i: Studies in Russell's Early Philosoph y edited by
WVinchester and Blackwe o Froceedingl of a conference held t '
of Toronto in 1984, 248 oy, B3 Solw

As published in Russell, n.s.8 (1988). 248 pp, $12.50

————, §
My Own Philosophy by Bertrand Russell, Printed for McMaster by the Cambridge
Dlversity Press, Edition limited to 600 numbered copies, 30pp, #$4.00
Catalogue of the Centenary Exhibition 17 full-page 1lls, 40pp $1.00

Intellect and Social Conscience: Esgsays on Bertrand Russell's Earl Work,
edited by Spadonl an oran, roceedings o e Conference on Russell's
early non-technical work held at McMaster in 1983, 238pp. $7.00

Russell in Review, edited by Thomas And Blackwell, Proceedings of the
entenary celebrations. 268 pp. Cloth $12.00

Orders should be sent to the Mills Memorial Library, McMaster Universit
1280 Main Street West, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada Leé 4L6, Prices are 1K'
Canadian dollars, payable to McMaster University Library Press.

Book news:

Among the sixteen essays to be published in the forthcoming Rereading
Russeli are “Portrait of a Philosopher of Science® by Ken Blackwell and
*Russell’s 1913 Theory of Knowledge Manuscript® by David Pears. The
‘collection is scheduled to be published sometime in May. The publication
date for Andrew Brink‘s :
Morajist is June 1, 1989. Proouction difflculties have delayed the
reiease of the new paperback edition of Paul Schillp‘s

. Open Court Publlishing has, however, sent the Society an
advance issue, .

The Society needs a reviewer for the Schillp volume, and for these
recently puplished volumes from Allen & Unwin:

- , edlted by John Slater.
Volume IX in *The Colilected Papers of Bertrand Russell®.

Logic ang Knowledge, Essays 1901-1950, edited by Charies Marsh. This

paperback eaitiop of Russell’s essays in the flelds of logic and the
theory of knowleage is available for $19.95,

i ~16, edited by Richard Rempel with Margaret
Moran. Volume XIII in "The Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell".

Any wember who is willing to write a review of one of these titles for
the News is urged to contact me as scon as possible. There are no
deadlines on the reviews.

The W.W. Norton paperback printings of Power and The Scientific Qutlook

are out of print. The Library has only two copies of each in stock.
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1987-89:

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

JACK COWLES, WILLIAM FIELDING, DAVID GOLOMAN, STEVE MARAGIDES, FRANK PAGE, MICHAEL ROCKLER,

RUPPE, PAUL SCHILPP, WARREN SMITH, RAMON SUZARA

1988-90:

1989-91:

IRVING ANELLIS, BOB DAVIS, JIM MCWILLIAMS, HUGH MOORHEAD, KATE TAIT

LOU ACHESON, ADAM PAUL BANNER, KEN BLACKWELL, JOHN JACKANICZ, DAVID JOHNSON, JUSTIN LELBER,

LEITHAUSER, STEVE REINHARDT, TGOM STANLEY

The 6 BRS officers are also directors, ex officio

CHERIE

GLADYS
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ABOUT QT-ER ORGANIZATIONS

AA. ' We sent postcards to California BRS Members, alerting them to the American Atheist Meeting, March 24-25,

in Mission valley , CA. If you attended, please send us a brief report on it, for the Newsletter.

Thanks.

(37) QC;P.. ‘Concorned Philosophers for Peace, now in its 8th year, was formed in 1981 at the Pacific Division meeting

(38)

(39)

(40)

ot the APA.
Nuclear Omnicide.
year. For information:

{(IPPNO

In 1987 it held a joint meeting with IPPNO,
IS BRS Laureate John Somerville's organization.) It issues a newsletter twice a
Concerned Philosophers for Peace, Department of Philosophy, The University of Dayton,

300 College Park, Dayton, OH 45469-0001.

International Philosophers for the Prevention of

FREETHOUGHT _TODAY — published 10 times a year by the Freedom From Religion Foundation (FFRF) — fights the

good fight for atheists and agnostics.

53701
S0S (Secular

meeting, and,
Vern Bullough,

Organizations
(Alcoholice Anonymous). Its
among other things,
Gerald Larue,

To sample it, send

for Sobriety) is the freethought alternative to the
newsletter (Dec/Jan 88-89) tells how to
lists ite National Board Members , which include Steve Allen, Paul Kurtz,
For the quarterly newsletter,

good-looking 8-page

and others.

INQUIRY, Box 5, Buffalo, NY 14215-0005.

$1 to Freethought Today, PO Box 758, Madison, WI

religiously oriented AA
conduct an SOS

send $12 to SOS Subscriptions, FREE

Intellectuals,
Thank you, DON JACKANICZ.

by Paul Johnson,

BOOK REVIEW

is reviewed by John D.

“Johnson’s intellectuals are egotistical, male
chauvinist, avaricious, deceitful and perverse. They
are responsible for everything he detests.”

The Men

Who Knew

Too Much

INTELLECTUALS )
By Paul Johnson
Harper & Row. 385 pp. $22.50

By John B. Judis

HE NOUN "intellectual” appeared

in the early 19th century and was

. . used in the same pejorative sense

as the more recent term “egg-

head,” but, in the intervening years, it has

come to refer niore neutrally to someone

who dwells upon the larger questions of life

and society. In this book profiling major lib-

eral intellectuals from Rousseau through

Mailer, however, British conservative Paul

Johnson wants to restore the original, neg-

ative sense of the term. Johnson's intellec-

tuals are egotistical, male chauvinist, ava-

ricious, deceitful and sexually perverse.

They are responsible for everything John-

son detests, from Stalin’s Russia to the
“childish” decade of the '60s.

Johnson argues that the ideas of these
“secular intellectuals” are “rooted in” their
depraved personalities. “Sartre’s inability to
maintain a friendship with any man of his
own intellectual stature helps to explain the
inconsistency, incoherence and at times
sheer frivolity of his political views,” John-
son writes. There is even a causal chain
from the man to his works to the acts per-
formed in his name. Johnson writes of
Marx’s capacity for poiitical quatceling,
*“There is nothiny in the Stalinist era which is
not distantly prefigured in Marx’s behavior.”

Johnson writes a good sentence and parts
of this book are fun to read, but his central
argument is thoroughly tendentious and
even contemptible. The book masquerades
as a study of a defincd historical type, the
intellectual, and of the relationship between
the intellectual’s personality and his work,
but the argument boils down to an attempt
to discredit ce-tain intellectuals’ ideas by
linking them (o their unsavory personal
lives. Johnson's method is not that of the
historian but that of the ad hominem debat-
er and the supermarket tabloid.

The problem lies with how Johnson de-
fines, or fails to define, the term intellectu-
al. He claims that the “secular intellectual”
has historically displaced the priest and
witch doctor as the guardian of culture. He
then confines these “secular” intellectuals to
anti-religious and left-liberal thinkers like
Marx or Bertrand Russell. But the point is
misleading. What occurred historically was
the detachment of church from state and of

Judis in The Washington Post's Book World (2/26/89).

How the book 1is advertised
(NY Review of Books, 5/18/89, p.27)

7

3£ Benevolent geniuses
~0r monsters of deception?

This penetrating examination of the moral and judg-
mental credentials of leading intellectuals contains
incisive portraits of Rousseau, Shelley, Marx, Tbsen,
Tolstoy, Hemingway, Russell, Brecht, Sartre, Wilson,
Victor Gollancz, Lillian Hellman, Cyril Connolly,
Norman Mailer, James Baldwin, Kenneth Tynan,
Noam Chomsky and others who are revealed as both
brilliant and contradictory, magnetic and dangerous.

Paul Johnson

of A HISTORY OF THE JEWS and
MODERN TIMES: The World from the Twenties to the Eighties.

“Fascinating....Instructive. .. Johnson is a superb writer....
His book is a celebration of plain truth and common sense by a very
sensible Englishman"—USA Bday
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2 state-sanctioned priesthood from the rul-
(ing elite, Wlnhte has displaced the single
. 1s a teterogeneous group of Cath-
ofics, Prot.esthts. Jews, atheisg lilrerals and
conservatives, including Johnson himself.
Historical generalizations  aside, what,
then, of spectfically libera] inteliectuals? [s
there, as Johnsen suggests, some link be-
tween their personal misconduct and their
ideax? Like the good debater, Johnson hap-
pens to choose only intellectuals whose per-
sonal lives were not modeis of middle-class
SObnety.—and he then proceeds to cast
even their noblest ~Continued on page 5
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son's bilious characterizations of
these liberal inteDectuals, one must
still reject his characterization of
_thetyge. There are g;anyhbenhandleft-
ists whose personal lives were fairly hum-
drum—John Dewey, John Kem Gal-
braith, Eugene Debs, most of the Frankfurt
School and most of the Bolshevik leadership,
for instance. Were Galbraith’s or Dewey's
ideas necessarily sounder than—or dramat-
ically different from—those of the philan-
derer Thorstein Veblen?
course, conservative intellectuals like

acuinthemouinvidiouslight.l-‘o:h-
stance, James Baldwin (whom Johnson in-
comectly de as 2 “black nationalist™)
began writing essays about civil rights be-
cause he discovered black rage was “becom-
ing topical, fashionable and just.”

UT EVEN IF one accepts John-

Joh have not always lived like Mother
Teresa. But did Roy Cohn or Willmoore

"Kendall's enthusiasm for Joe McCarthy re-

flect their own peculiar lifestyles? Or did Al-
bert Jay Nock’s theary of education—later
heralded by the young and socially correct
Wiltam F. Buckley Jr.—reflect Nock’s tib-
ideas be subjected to the same canons of ob-
Jective judgment as their political opponents?

There is undoubtedly a connection be-
tween people’s characters and their works
and ideas, but it cannot be used as the basis
for evaluating what they think or for eval-

vating 3 general category of thinkers and:

their ideas.

Johnson gives predictably short shrift to
the actual ideas of his subjects. He is at his
best discussing literary figures like Hem-
ingway or arm-chair political philosophers
like Russell or Mailer, but his discussion of
Rousseau’s, Marx’s or Sartre's work—as
opposed to their sexual or personal lives—is
cwsory and even ludicrous. “Capital is a
series of essays glued togsther without ary
real form,” Johnson declares—a judgment
that will certainly seem curious to anyone
who has read that elegantly structured
book. Johason ertirely igncres Sarire’s dif-
ficult but brilliant Being and Nothingwast.

Readers expecting to learn some! about’
Marx‘sconceptdnn'plusnlne':hgnmu’l

idea of bad faith will be sorely disappointed:
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these ideas are not ever introduced.

The way Johnson dwells on his subjects’
personal lives is particular'y reprehensitie.
Intellactuals reads like one of those back-al-
ley books on sexual perversion whose os-
tensible purpose is to condemn fut whose
real motive is to titillate. Jcknscn excerpts
at lergth and witk no particular purpose Eg-
murd Witson's diary, wiich he drsitas (2
private diary!) as “quasi-pornographic.”
While condemning Kenneth Tymzn's “se¥-im-
mclation at the alizr of sex.” he reveis in de-
tafls about Tymaz's masturbation 2rd sadism,

In short, Jokrsen's bozi is not about in-
tellectunls, but cnlv about certpm Bharg!
onss he disitkes. And it is not about theyr
ideas, but about their personal lves, purtic-
ularly their sex “ves. It is a beok of gues.
tienszie intsieciua;) value, ™

John B. Judis is senior editor of In These
Times and author of "William F. Buckley
Jr.: Patron Sasnt of the Conservatives,”
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