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RUSSELL ON WITTGENSTEIN

From My Philosophical Develoment, Allen & Unwin, 1959: _

It 1is not an altogether pleasant experience to tind oneself regarded as antiquated after having been, for a
time, in the fashion. It is ditticult to accept this experience gracefully.

When Leibniz, in old age, heard the praises of Berkeley, he remarked: “The young man in Ireland who
disputes - the reality of bodies seems neither to explain himself sufficiently nor to produce adequate
arguments. I suspect him of wishing to be knowh for his paradoxes. "

"I could not say quite the same of Wittgenstein, by whom I was superseded in the opinion ot many British
philoscchers. It was not by paradoxes that he wished to be known, but by a suave evasion of paradoxes. He was
a very singular man, and 1 doubt whether his disciples knew what manner of man he was.

There are two great men in history whom he somewhat resembles. One was Pascal, the other was Tolstoy.
Pascal was a methewatician of genius, but abandoned mathematics for piety. Tolstoy sacrificed his genius as a
writer to a kind of Logus humility which made him prefer peasants to educated men and Uncle Tom’s Cabin to all
other works of tiction.

Wittgenstein, who could play with metaphysical intricacies as cleverly as Pascal with hexagons or Tolstoy
with emperors, threw away this talent and debased himselt betore common sense as Tolstoy debased himselt
betore the peasants -- in each case from an impuise of pride. I admired Wittgenstein's Tractatus but not his
later work, which seemed to me to involve an abnegation of his own best talent very similar to those ot Pascal
and Tolistoy.

His followers, without (so tar as I can discover) undergoing the mental torments which make him and
Pascal and Tolstoy pardonable in spite ot their treachery to their own greatness, have produced a number ot
works which, I am told, have merit, and in these works they have set forth a number of arguments against my
views and methods. 1 have been unable, in spite of serious etforts, to see any validity in their criticisms ot
me. (pp. 214-%)

I have not tound in Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investigations anything that seemed to me interesting
and 1 do not understand why a whole school tinds lmportant wisdom in its pages. Psychologically this is
surprising.

The earlier Wittgenstein, whom I knew intimately, was a man addicted to passionately intense thinking,
protoundly aware of ditficult problems ot which 1, like him, telt the importance, and possessed (or at least
so I thought) ot true philosophical genius.

The later Wittgenstein, on the contrary, seems to have grown tired ot serious thinking and to have
invented a doctrine which would make such an activity unnecessary. 1 do not tor one moment believe that a
doctrine which has these lazy consequences is true. 1 realize that I have an overpoweringly strong bias

against it, for, it it is true, philosophy is, at best, a slight help to lexicographers, and at worst, an idle
tea~table amusement. (pp. 216-7)

In common with all philosophers betore WII [Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investigations], wmy fundamental aim
has been to understand the world as well as may be, and to separate what may count as knowledge trom what must
be rejected as untounded opinion.

But tor WLI L should not have thought it worth while to state this aim, which I should have supposed
could be taken tor granted. But we are now told that it is not the worid that we are to try to understand but
only sentences, and it is assumed that all sentences can count as true except those uttered by philosophers.
This, however, is perhaps an overstatement.

Adherents ot WLL are tond ot pointing out, as if it were a discovery, that sentences may be
interrogative, imperative or optative as well as indicative. This, however, does not take us beyond the realm
ot sentences.

There 1is a curious suggestion, already to be tound among some Logical Positivists, that the world ot
language can be guite divorced trom the worid of tact. It you mention that a spoken sentence is a physical
occurrence consisting ot certain movements ot matter and that a written sentence consists ot marks ot one
colour on a background ot another colour, you will be thought vulgar. You are supposed to torget that the
things people say have non-linguistic causes and non-linguistic ettects and that language is just as much a
bodily activity as walking or eating. (pp. 21/)
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There had been two views about empirical statements: one that they were justitied by some relation to
tacts; the other that they were justitied by conformity to syntactical rules. But the adherents ot W1l do not
bother with any kind ot justitication, and thus secure tor language an untrammelled treedom which it has never
hitherto enjoyed.

The desire to understand the world is, they think, an outdated tolly. This is my most tundamental point
of disagreement with them. (pp. 218-9)

LR

Hortimer Adler, author ot How To Read A Book, and editor ot Great Books or the Western World, in a recent

lengthy interview on C-SkAN, sald,“Wittgenstein was a great man, but not a great philosopher. Those who think
he was a great philosopher don’'t know much philosophy. "

ANNUAL MHETING 1991

June 21-23 is the time, Lehigh University's handsome mountainside campus in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, is the
place, of the BRS 1991 Annual Meeting.

Events of the weekend will include talks by the recipients ot the BRS Service and Book Avards; a workshop with
Don Jackanicz on a Russell essay; Marvin Kohl on Russell, Love, and Moral Education; Michael Rockler on Beacon
Hill and Summerhill -- the Russell-Neill Correspondence; John Lenz on Russell on History; a talk by the winner
of the BRS Award at the Saturday Night Banquet; Gladys Leithauser on Russell as a Fiction Writer; Bob Davis on
"Is Russell ‘s Socialism a Phoney?; and a Red Hackle Hour before the Banquet.

A single tee ot $135 includes everything: housing, meals, cottee breaks, Red Hackle Hour, and registration.
Housing 1is in air-conditioned suites on the campus, 2 persons in a suite; please note that a suite has 2

bedrooms, so everyone will have his or her own bedroom. Meals start with Friday evening dinner and go through
Sunday morning breakfast, and include the Banquet.

The local airport is Allentown, PA. Bus from New York City to Bethiehem takes about 2 hours, bus trom
Philadelphia to Bethlehem takes about one hour.

The May newsletter will provide more details, such as how to get there, where to check in on arrival,etc.

We urge you to register immediately, which is a great help to those making arrangements tor the meetimg.
Please use the Registration Form on the blue top sheet ot this newsletter.

Call tor papers. If vyou'd like to present a paper at the meeting, send a one-page abstract to Michael J.
Rockler, 1929 Linden Avenue, Wilmette, 1L 600Y1.

Thanks!

DUES

Your dues are overdue it you haven't yet renewed them for 1991.

As you know, everyone s 1991 dues were due betore January 1, 1991 (except those who enrolled during the last 3

months ot 1999. )

The penaity tor non-payment ot renewal dues is extreme. It 1s the penalty than which no greater penalty can

be described or even imagined. It is extinction...obliteration. Status: non-person. Ugh!

Spare yourselt that tate. No need to sutter!

Use the MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL COUPON on the blue top page ot this newsletter...without delay.

And do it now also to save money, as dues are likely to go up soon because ot the new higher postage rates.
Do it tor yourselt...and do it for us, for we iike having you as a member.

Better do it right now.
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BEACON HILL
(6) The Sundav Express takes a rather disapproving look assumed the earldom upon his brother’s death, sbout a
at the Bemcon Hill school run by BR and his second month before this article's publication. We 've

wife, Dora, in the late 1820s and early 1930s. After sought to maintain the "aesthetics" of the article as
their marriage collapsed Dora continued to operate originally printed, so you'll have to go to the next
the school on her own. BR and Dora are referred to page to finish the first column, and then back again.
here as "an earl and a countess”; BR had only just
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““Sunday Express' fipecial Correspondent.

. | 2 : agaln a swear word gets round, and fj
- HE : mo_“ exgra.ordma_ N-then, after unrestralngd use, is prob- i
% school in Britain, cons lu‘hl‘{ n':orclotkteg agafg. Tko lten the;n i
g - R wicked would make it secret
vd.ucled by an earl and #]used o something clever. We do some):

- ! ,iKtimes say,. though, ‘That is a good old
countess, may -soon have t‘_ {English s\;iord, tﬁnd ¥ou can useg it here. }
Q!OSB dOWﬂ.'; Parents are too ‘But if you say it outside people -will W

: . . {not like you, and think you funny; M
conservative: .to send their
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Abgn i 4 wfofl your clothes if vou like.' There is H
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. = es of clothas le ehind. Everything
. Beacon House, o _big estate ou}i, optional, but they. love ssun.bitmng ;
tho | . Hampshire Downs, nearjand playing. without clothes. R -
Petersfleld, is run on astoundingf -* We.had hopod to keep the children

4 vou-please principles by Earlf?P to sixteen, and I do not see why§
o ” - othing should not be discarded in hot }
Russell) the famous philosopher, enmes'up to then.

 the. "Hon. Bertrandii; *We answer oll ﬁtlx.estlons trankly. }
”‘M’wm . e.abildren.-knew..all. about..my haby §

: x - % : arrlet ‘long before she arrived. The§
tgac ers as rasistunts, . . boys love to play with her—they would
-+ 'The tbirteen boys and girls, ‘be- | be ashamed to do that at an ordinary
tweca three and ten; come in to]schonl. . ;
lessons each morning—if -they u;;"c;'u:n:l'y yl .do.n;:’ ‘!:Oll;:r‘ n
iko. . . say some. people eve d
}:l(!;:hin O%‘:"‘;‘:: :hef[” ko 0‘3' t?:nd there Is a God and some do nat. g
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er 80. Ont tencher figures on the| * 1 have heard the children arguing¥
losson list as *“ Ritty,” and the other|with th ; ' :
teachers may nlso be addressed by their o servants about it. Wo do notf
Christion names.
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It' the puplls .put potato In each
other's hair at mea) times—they are
reasoned with. 1If they want fo hit
ench other they may, pruvided they use

no instruments. » _

The boys and girls at happy Beacon
- House oan stip all thelr clothes off In
: hot weather if they like (and they
" all do). .1f. they want to swear they

ally enly iasts a short while).

* No lies about anything™ {s" Lord
Russeil's rule. Bcncon\ Houso 1s a
schoo! whero tho  children discuss
bables and heredity with complete
frankness -and {interest ' both in cldss

Inside is not & barred topic.
if. you threw. things -ouf of the

i, oontempiation of art worke .Is
. not enceuraged, and ong of the few
tahoos Is the B.8.0. childran’s hour.

_But, as Mis, Dora Russell (she-does
not want to usé her title) says; * The
schoo! is losing from 216 tn £1,800

en off. The fees are £150: ‘my
husband s fifty-eight ,and the strain of

and books is too great fer him.
~ *The lease is running out, too, and
though we- couid buy the place we can-
0t carry on uniess we have nlore
‘puplis’ Atid: mora. room. Uniess some-
shing - unexpected. happens the schooi
will have to close eown at the end of
ik cterm. . . .\ h
-2L0Ur. object “ali~along - has< -
remiove: restraints and let the child.

and even, as far as possible, without
the assistance of the teachers, -

““NO SPOILING.”

! Most parents elther spoll or bully,
.and we tectify that. Two of my own
three children, John, aged ten, and
Kate, nged eight, are in.the school, but
they ara treated exactly as the others,
. **What s the good +of punishing
puptis, for instante, for saying you are
grumpy, as ours have done? They
think it 1f they do not say ft, and some-
tlmes {t Is true

*Oniy yesterday matron was- finish-
ing lunch, and the children were. wait-
ing ‘for their medicine,

R | On. D“m round the 'door and

livered old Idiot.' *Shut up,’ I'm

hl'vlng my coffee,’ was all' the matren
. sald, - .
. *Another called out, * Come on 1 we're
waliing,' but norhlnf happened to him.
‘A tlnY tot once called me, *You old
Russell, you,' but. no notice was taken
of that elther. . _ E

“Only = few pupils stny away from

happen §f they do."

out of the estate and got lost. .wWe
‘found them Iate at night. ' What hap.
‘poned? Nothing. © We showed them

-one else. They saw ‘how their com.

-may (but a svear-word fashion gener. }

and among themselves. The. pupil's .

window they reasen with you about|

a fear, and the number "of pupils.has|
fal

making good the loss by lecture tours .

- be educated without Interference, }

shouted, ‘Come on, you silly, white-|th

classes, though they know nothing will |'. @nd Prekoviev (whose muslo sounds

* Once two of them wandered rlghl‘ :

Outer - world thought of the school she

how they had caused. trouble to every ‘,’3},",,;‘;{“:,;5"“"“-‘"'"" It is rather |

‘panlens had been worried about them, | '1}138Crs are very {riendly,

* 'MRS. BERTRAND RUSSELL.

teach religion, but one boy reads the B
Bible every day of his own accord—he B
Is interested, .
‘ We can teach blology and Mendellsm
and use such works as Wells' * Quiline
of History,' and the _'Sclence of Life, [
as well as teaching tlie *broe r's. N
**Mr Russell d begin geometry, but
lheﬁ ‘did not -hke {t—so0 he gave it ur.
In history we do not allow natlonalistic
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esuationalists, | R
7% Beonuse they have not hean'beund I
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oftan very amusing, :

**One boy wrote about a drea 8.7
“*1 was in hell and | AW~ ( her By
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aot help him. | went away,'"™ -
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Death,” wrltten by a pupll, which ¥
severely  esatiriseq grown.ups ' and P¥
featured a clergymnan, was officially [&
permitted. I was shown the cham. [fF
pagne and lqueur botiles which Nigure |
!n" the properties,

: - MOZART AND BACH.

" On the other hand, art masterploces | B
are excluded ns much as possibie, €0
that the chlidren can learn to express
emse.ves independlently; there is a
rule limiting pocket ‘money, and though
§eX maltters, for Instance, may be freely
dlscussed, some datective: novels were
excluded._as beihg too exclting,

Both a planois and f gramophone
ares provided for unrestrioted use,
Tiny tots veluntarlly lahour with the
pedals to hear Mozart and Bach,
Composers (ke Stravinsky, Debussy,

like a dilapidated motor-car to many

adults) are: amen the o ’
Tavourite rooom.,. 5 Midren's

~ When 1 asked, Mrs, Nussell what ‘4

The local peopla and |
ut the |IF

D wares wou! county peopls thi
“*We do not attempt to make false | and Kup P pk 78 Jusht to shoot
taboo by banning swearing. Now and'here."

nt Inste_ad of bavlpg,-chﬂdre.n
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GOOD QUOTES

1 have observed that the world has suttered tar less trom ignorance than trom pretensions to knowledge. No
agnostic ever burned anyone at the stake or tortured a pagan, a heretic, or an unbeliever...”
Daniei J. Boorstin, tormer Librarian ot Congress, and FProtessor ot History at the
University of Chicago.
Quoted by the Rev Joseph Mohr, "tree lance religion columnist tor Ihe Morning Call,”
Allentown, PA daily newspaper, 1/19/91, p. B29.

"1 am tired of the hair-splitting nonsense ot the white bachelors ot the Church who are defining sexual
intercourse. "
Dr. Uta Ranke-Heinemann, author ot Eunuchs for the Kingdom of Heaven, Doubleday.
Quoted in an article in The New York Times, 12/5/90, p. C19. For the complete
article, see Item(24).

"One should. respect pubiic opinion insofar as necessary to avoid starvation and keep out of prison,
but anything that goes beyond this is voluntary submission to an unnecessary tyranny."
Bertrand Russell
Quoted 1in the St.
MARAGIDES.

Louis Post-Dispatch, 11/18/9@, p. 6C. With thanks to STEVE

BY BERTRAND RUSSELL

Sin, trom the British periodical,
guilt feelings. ‘'That is,
thanks to AL SECKEL.

Horizon,
when people teel guilty,

January 1948, pp.7-1%. In this essay, R offers an explanation ot
why do they feel it? What causes teelings of gquilt? With

T8 scnse of sin has been one of the dominant psychological facts
in history, and is still at the present day of great importance in the
mental life of a large proportion of mankind. But although the
sense of sin is easy to recognize and define, the concept of ‘sin’ is
obscure, ax;dz.lly if we attempt to interpret it in non-theological
terms. In' this article I wish to consider the sense of sin psycho-
logically and historically, and then to examine whether there is
any non-theological concept in terms of which this emotion can
be rationalized.

Some ‘enlightened’ persons believe themselves to have séen
through “sin’, and to have discarded the whole complex of beliefs
and emotions with which it is associated. But most of these
persons, if scrutinized, will be found to have only rejected some
prominent part of the received moral code—e.g. the prohibition
of adultery—but to have retained, none the less, a moral code
of their own, to which they give complete adherence. A man may,
for instance, be a conspirator in a left-wing movement in a
Fascist country; in the pursuit of his public objects he ma
consider himself _]usnﬁedp in deceiving and hoodwinking half-
hearted ‘fellow-travellers’, in stealing from the funds of reaction-
aries, in making love insincerely with a view to discovering
secrets, and in committing murder when the situation seems to
demand it. He may at all times express himself with a devastating
moral cynicism. Yet this very man, if he is caught and tortared
with a view to discovering fus confederates, may display a heroic
endurance beyond the capacity of many who would consider him
ethically vile. If he does at last give way and betray his comrades,
he is likely to feel a burning sense of shame which may drive him
to suicide. Or, to take a very different example, a man may, like
the hero of Shaw's Doctor’s Dilemma, be morally contemptible in
all respects except where his artistic conscicnce is involved, but in
this one matter may be capable of very painful sacrifices. I am not
prepared to maintain that to all men there are some acts that are
felt as “sin’; I am willing to believe that there are human beings
who are utterly shameless. But I am convinced that they are fow,
and that they are not to be found among those who most loudly
proclaim their own emancipation from moral scruples.

Most psycho-analysts make much of the sense of guilt or sin,
which they seem to regard as innate. I cannot agree with them in

this. I believe the psychological origin of the sense of guilt in the
young to be fear of punishment or disapproval by parents or
whoever is in authority. If a feeling of guilt is to result from
punishment or disapproval, it is necessary, however, that author-
ity should be respected, and not mercly feared; where there is
only fear, the natural reaction is an impulse to deceit or rebellion.
It is natural to young children to respect their parents, but school
boys are less apt to respect their teachers, with the result that only
fear of punishment, not sense of sin, restraing them from many
acts of disobedience. Disobedience, if it is to feel sinful, must be
disobedicnce to an authority inwardly respected and acknow-
ledged. A dog caught stealing a leg of mutton may have this
feeling if he is caugfn by his master, but not if he is caught by a
stranger.

The psycho-analysts, however, are certainly right in tracing the
origins of a man's sense of sin to the very carly years of childhood.
In those vears parental precepts are unquestioningly accepted, but
impulse is too strong for them to always obeyed; hence
experience of disapproval is frequent and painful, and so is temp-
tation which may be successfully resisted. In later life the parental
disapproval may come to be almost forgotten, and yet there may
still be a fecling of something painful associated with certain kinds
of acts, and this feeling may translate itself into the conviction

that such acts are sinful. For those who believe that sin consists in
disobedicnce to God the Father, the change of emotional pattern
is very slight.

Howecver, many men who do not believe in God nevertheless
have a sense of sin. This may be merely a subconscious association
with parental disapproval, or it may be fear of the bad opinion of
a man’s own hcrdf.’ when the man is not a rebel against the herd's
standards. Sometimes it is thc sinner’s own disapproval, quite
indcpendently of what others think, that makes him feel wi&cd.’
This is not likely to happen except to men who are unusually self-
reliant or have exceptional gifts. If Columbus had abandoned the
attempt to find the Indies, no one clse would have blamed him,
but one can imagine that he would have felt degraded in his own
eyes. Sir Thomas More was removed from Oxford in his youth,
on account of his determination to leam Greek in spite of the
disapproval of his father and the University authorities. No doubt
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if he had yielded to the advice of his elders and betters he would
have had a sensc of sin, though everyone would have praised him.

The sense of sin has played 2 very important part in religion,
more especially the Christian religion. In the Catholic Church it
was one of the main sources of the power of the priesthood, and
did much to facilitate the victory of the Popes in their long
struggle with the Emperors. Psychologically and doctrinally, the
sense of sin reached its acme in St Augustine. But its origin lies
far back in prehistoric times; in all the civilized nations of anti-
quity it was already well developed. In its earlier forms it was
connected with ritual defilement and with breaches of taboo.
Among the Greeks it was especially emphasized by the Orpliics
and by the philosophers whom they influenced. By the Orphics,
as in India, sin was connected with transmigration: the sinful soul
passed, after death, into the body. of an animal, but after many
purgative ages at last achicved emancipation from bondage to

the wheel of Life’. As Empedocles says:

‘Whenever one of the dacmons, whose portion is length of
days, has sinfully polluted his hands with blood, or followed strife
and foresworn himself, he must wander thrice ten thousand years
from the abodes of the blessed, being born throughout the time
in all manners of mortal forms. . . . One of these I now am, an
exile and a wanderer from the gods for that I put my trust in
insensate strifc.’

In another fragment he says: ‘Ah, woe is me that the pitiless
day of death did not destroy me cre ever I did evil deeds of
devouring with my lips!’ It scems probable that these ‘evil deeds”
consisted of munching beans and laurel leaves for he says:
‘Abstain wholly from ﬁurcl leaves’, and again: ‘Wretches, utter
wretches! keep your hands from beans’. These passages illustrate
the fact that sin, as originally conceived, was not essentially some-
thing that injured someone elsc, but merely something forbidden.
This attitude persists to our own day in much of orthodox doc-
tfine on sexual morality.

The Christian conception of sin owes more to the Jews than to
the Greeks. The Prophets attributed the Babylonian captivity
to the wrath of God, which was kindled by the heathen practices
that were still prevalent while Judea was independent. At first
the sin was collective and the punishment collective, but gradually,
as the Jews became accustomed to the absence of political inde-
pendence, a more individualistic view came to prevail : it was the
individual who sinned, and the individual who would be punished.
For a long time punishment was expected in this life, with the
corollary that prosperity was a proof of virtue. But during the
persecution at the time of the Maccabees it became evident
that the most virtuous were, in this life, the most unfortunate.
This stimulated belief in a future life of rewards and punish-
ments, in which Antiochus would suffer and his victims would
triumph—a point of view which, with appropriate modifica-
tions, passed over into the early Church and sustained it during
the persecutions.

Sin, however, is psychologically very different when imputed
to our enemics from what it is when thought of as our own
shortcoming, for the one involves pride and the other humility.
The extreme of humility is reached in the doctrine of original sin,
of which the best exposition is to be found in St. Augustine,
According to this doctrine, Adam and Eve were created with
free will, and had the power of choice between good and evil.
When they ate the apple they chose evil, and in that moment
corruption entered into their souls. They and all their progeny
were thenceforth unable to choose the good by the strength of
their own unaided wills; only Divine Grace enabled the elect o
live virtuously. Divine Grace is bestowed, without any guiding
principle, upon some of those who have been baptized, but upon

no one else, with the exception of certain of the Patriarchs and
Prophets, and a small number of miraculously enlightened pagans.
The rest of mankind, although, since Grace is withheld, ey are
fatally predestined to sin, yet, because of their sin, are Jjustly objects
of Gog' s wrath, and as such will suffer eternal perdition. St.
Augustine enumerates the sins committed by infants at the breast,
and does not shrink from the conclusion that infants who die
unbaptized go to hell. The elect go to heaven because God chooses

to make them the objects of His mercy: they are virtuous because ,

they are elect, not elect because they are virtuous,
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This ferocious doctrine, though accepted by Luther and Calvin,
has not, since their time, been the orthodox teaching of the
Catholic Church, and is now accepted by véry few Christians, of
whatever denomination. Nevertheless hell is still part of Catholic
dogma, though fewer people suffer damnation than was formerly
supposed. And hell is justified as the appropriate punishment for

sin.

The doctrine of original sin, according to which we shall all
deserve punishment because of Adam's transgression, is onc
which strikes most people at the present day as unjust, although
there are many who see no injustice when analogous doctrines
are proclaimed in politics—for example, when it is thought right
that German children born since 1939 should starve because their
parents did not oppose the Nazis. This, however, even by is
supporters, is recognized as rough human justice, and not of a
sort to be ascribed to the Deity. The standpoint of modern liberal
theologians is well set forth by Dr. Tennant in his book The
Concept of Sin. According to him sin consists in acts of will that
are in conscious opposition to a known moral law, the moral Law
being known by Revelation as God's will. It follows that 3 man
destitute of religion cannot sin

*If we press LE: indispensableness of the religious element in the
concept of sin, and if we adopt the psychical definition of religion,
then it will follow that persons, if any there be, possessing no
religion—who would confess, that is to 53y, to entertaining no
ideas of dci?' or of the supernatural, and to feeling no religious
sentiment of any sort—cannot be accounted sinners at all, in the
sense in which we agree to use that term, however morally evil,
even from their own point of view, may be their lives.”

It is difficult to know exactly what is meant by this statement,
owing to the qualifications with which it is introduced. By the
‘psychical’ dc?mition of religion the author means, as he has
previously explained, whatever a man accepts in the way of
religion, and not only what Christians regard as true religion. But
it is not clear what is meant by ‘fecling no religious sentiment
of any sort’. I myself have ‘sentiments'—emotjons and moral
convictions—which are apt to be associated with Christian beliefs,
but I have no ‘ideas of deity or of the supernatural’. I am not
quite sure, thercfore, whether, in Dr. Tennant’s view, I am or am
not capable of ‘sin’. Nor am I sure whether, in my own view,
there is a valid concept deserving to be called ‘sin’. I know that
certain acts, if | perform them, fill me with shame. | know that |
find crueley detestable and that I wish it did not exist; | know
that failure to use to the full such talents as | may possess would
fecl to me like treachery to an ideal. But I am by no means
certain how to rationalize these feelings, nor whether, if I suc-
c?e‘dccl'm rationalizing them, the result would afford a definition
of ‘sin”.

If 'sin” means *disobedience to the known will of God’, then
clearly sin is impossible for those who do not believe in God or
do not think that they know His will. But if ‘sin’ means ‘dis-
obedience to the voice of conscience’, then it can exist indepen-
dently of theological belicfs. If it means only this, however, it
lacks some properties commonly associated with the word *sin”,
Sin is usualf;/ Lﬁgught of as deserving punishment, not only as 3
deterrent or as an incentive to reform, but on grounds of abstract

justice. The sufferings of hell, theologians assure us, do not make
tortured souls moraﬁy bester; on the contrary, they peesist in sin
through all eternity, and have no power to do otherwise. The
belief in ‘sin’ as something meriting the purely retributive
infliction of pain is one which cannot be reconciled with any
cthic at ali analogous to that which I belicve in, though it has
been advocated independendy of theology, for instance in
G. E. Moore's Principia Ethica. When retribution for it own sake
is not thought gooj: the concepts of *justice’ and * punishment’
need re-interpretation,

*Justice”, in its legalistic interpretation, might be taken to mean
‘reward according to desert’. But when retributive punishment
for its own sake is no longer advocated, this can only mean
‘reward and punishment on the system most likely to promote
socially desirable conduct™. 1t might happen, on occasion, that a
man who expected punishment would undergo a change of heart
if he were given a free pardon; in that case, it would be right to
pardon him. It might also happen that 2 man who had acted in a
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socially desirable manner might have set an example which
ought not to be followed in apparently similar cases, and on this
account, it might be proper to punish him. (Nelson’s blind eye.) In
short, rewards and punishments should be awarded according to
the desirability of tﬁéir social effccts, and not according to some
supposed absolute standard of merit or demerit. No doubt it will,
as a rule, be wise to reward those whose conduct is socially desir-
able and punish those whose conduct is harmful, but exceptions
are conceivable and are likely actually to occur from time to time.
Such a conception of ‘justice’ as underlies the belief in heaven and
hell is not defensible if ‘right’ conduct is that which promotes
the satisfaction of desire. )

The conception of ‘sin” is closely connected with the belief in
free will, for, if our actions are determined by causes over which
we have no control, retributive punishment can have no justi-
fication. 1 think the ethical importance of free will is sometimes
exaggerated, but it cannot be denicd that the question is relevant
in relation to “sin’, and something must therefore be said about it.

o' Free will” must be taken to mean that a volition is not always,
or not necessarily, the resule of previous causes. But the -word
‘cause’ has not as clear 3 meaning as could be wished. The first
step towards clarity is to substitute ‘causal law” for ‘cause’. We
shall say that an event is *determined’ by previous events if there
is a law by means of which it can be inferred if a sufficient number
of previous events are known. We can predict the movements
of the planets because they follow from the law of gravitation.
Sometimes, human actions are equally predictable; it may be
that Mr. So-and-so, on mecting a stranger, never fails to mention
his acquaintance with Lord Such-and-such. But, asa general rule,
we are not able to predict with any accuracy what people will do.
This may be only from inadequate knowledge of tEc relevant
laws, or it may be because there are no laws that invariably
connect a man's action with his past and present circumstances,
The latter possibility, which is that of free will, is always unhesi-
tatingly rejected except when people are thinking about the
free-will problem. No one says: ‘It is useless to punish theft,
because perhaps people henceforth will like punishment’. No one
says: ‘Itis uscless to address a letter, because the postman, having
free will, may decide to deliver it somewhere else’. No one says:
‘It is uscless to offer wages for work that you wish done, because
people may prefer starvation’. If free will were common, all
social organization would be impossible, since there would be no
way of influencing men’s actions.

While, thercfore, as a philosopher I hold the principle of
universal causation to be open to question, as a common-sense
individual I hold that it is an indispensable postulate in the
conduct of affairs. For practical purposes we must assume that
our volitions have causes, and our ethics must be compatible with
this assumption.

Praise and blame, rewards and punishments, and the whole
apparatus of the criminal law, are rational on the deterministic
hypothesis, but not on the hypothesis of free will, for they are all
mechanisms designed to cause volitions that are in harmony with
the interests of the community, or what are believed to be its
interests. But the conception of ‘sin’ is only rational on the
assumption of free will, for, on the deterministic hypothesis, when
a man does something that the community would wish him not
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to do, that is because the community has not provided adequate
motives to cause him not to do it, or perhaps could not have
trovidcd adequate motives. We all recognize this second possi-

ility in the case of insanity : a homicidal lunatic would not be
deterred from murder even if he were certain to be hanged for it,
and therefore it is uscless to hang him. But sane people, when they
commit a murder, usually do so in the hope of escaping detection,
and it is this fact that nula it worth while to punish them when
they arc detected. Murder is punished, not because it is a sin and
it is good that sinners should suffer, but because the community
wishes to prevent it, and fear of punishment causes most people
to abstain from it. This is completely compatible with the deter-
ministic hypothesis, and completely incompatible with the
hypothesis of free will.

I conclude that free will is not essential to any rational ethic,
but only to the vindictive ethic that ‘justiﬁcs hell and holds that
‘sin’ should be punished regardless of any good that punishment
may do. I conclude, also, that 'sin’, except in the sense of conduct

towards which the agent, or the community, feel an emotion
of disapproval, is a mistaken concept calculated to promote
needless cruelty and vindictiveness when it is others that are
thought to sin, and a morbid self-abasement when it is ourselves
whom we condemn.

But it must not be supposed that, in rcjecting the concept of
'sin’, we are maintaining that there is no difference between right
and wrong actions. *Right’ actions are those that it is useful to
praise, “wrong’ actions are those that it is useful to blame. Praise
and blame remain as powerful incentives, tending to promote
conduct which serves the general interest. Rewards and punish-
ments also remain. But with regard to punishment, the rejection
of ‘sin’ makes a difference that has some practical importance,
for, on the view which I advocate, the punishment is always per se
an evil, and is only justified by its deterrent or reformative effect.
If it were possible to keep the public persuaded that burglars go
to prison, while in fact they are made happy in some remote
South Sea island, that would be better than punishment; the only
objection to the scheme is that it would inevitably leak out sooner
or later, and then there would be a general outbreak of burglary.

‘What applies to punishment applics also to blame. The fear of
being blamed is a very powertul deterrent, but actual blame,
when the blameworthy action has been performed, is, as a rule,

ainful without being morally helpful. The person blamed is
Ekcly to become sullen and defiant, to despair o(Pl;lc good opinion
of the community, and to acquicsce in the position of an Ishmael.
This result is especially probable when it is not an individual, but
a large group, that is ﬁlamcd. After the First World War the
victors told the Germans that the guilt was wholly Germany's,
and even forced them to sign a document by which they pretended
to acknowledge their sole culpability. After the Second World
‘War Montgomery issued a proclamation telling German parents
to explain to their children tﬁat British soldiers could not smile at

+ them because of the wickedness of their fathers and mothers. This

was, on both occasions, bad psychology and bad politics, of a
sort that is encouraged by belief in the doctrine of ‘sin’. We are
all what our circumstances have made us, and if that is unsatis-
factory to our neighbours, it is for them to find ways of improving
us. It is very seldom that moral reprobation is the best way of
achieving chis object.

OFFICERS OF THE BERTRAND RUSSELL SOCIETY, INC.
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NEWS ABOUT MEMBERS

Abercrombie (Neil) won a seat in the House, beating his Republican rival in the November election. He now
represents Hawaii’s Lst District in the U.S. Congress. We saw him interviewed on C-SPAN; we 're sure that kK
would have approved ot his liberal views (as did we). Congratulations, Neil!

McVeigh (Hugh) is making considerable progress with his CDHS (CAPITOL DISTRICT HUMANIST SOCIETY, INC. ) He
publishes Ihe Humanist Monthly, "The Voice of Secular Humanism for Eastern Upstate New York”, holids monthiy
meetings, and is acquiring new members. BRS VP JOHN LENZ attended a recent meeting. Hugh says "Secular
Humanism is the rational approach in a world of contending religions and cultures.“

(12) Rockfellow (John D.) has become Director ot the Project Development Otfice ot IFIAS {International Federation

of Institutes for Advanced Study) in Maastricht, 'The Netherlands. We quote from his tetter:
1 am responsible for putting together programmes on globally relevant issues, which must be capable ot
multidisciplinary research, and ofter decent bait to potential funding organizations.

The present programme base includes "International Diffusion ot Biotechnology”, which addresses the needs
of developing countries in obtaining access to all current procedures in Biotechnology, thereby allowing
them a way around typical western inefficiency on their way to modernity and selt-sutficiency.

We have a program starting on the "Development of Etficient International Aid Management”, which looks at
the amount ot waste in International Aid networks, and suggests ways to remedy the present abuse.

We also have a programme run jointly with UNESCO, UNU, and ISSC on “Human Dimensions of Global Change"”,
which looks at every human consequence of climate change, and resource change.

We, finally, have have a Programme ot my own, which is entitled "DISC" or "Disappearance of Indigenous
Small Cultures”. this programme seeks to identify endangered indigenous peoples, and to effect policy
toward the maintenance of the specific culture.

All of these programmes are being run interdisciplinary, utilizing all members of our federation (4/
Research Institutes, 25 Countries). The results are always presented to the people physically responsible
for the remedy, rather than merely published in a journal or book.

Of potential interest to BRS members is the inaugural edition of our research magazine, in which we will
publish articles on new science, both social and natural. I would be interested in receiving short articles
(750-1500 words) on issues of new scientific interest and ot global relevance.

John sent several IFIAS publications, including an IFIAS FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMME tor young scientists. We
will lend them on request.

(13) Ruppe  (Cherie) writes:

(14)

(15)

(16)

Had such a grand time, I extended my leave and spent three months crewing on the Cloud Nine -- a %7 ketch
-- through the South China Sea and Straits ot Malacca. it was by tar my greatest adventure yet.

When I rang in the New Year in 199@, it certainly never occurred to me that before I rang it out, 1 would
not only have become proticient with an M-16, but would have used it to keep pirates from boarding, and
would have spent a night sleeping on the floor ot an opium den!

1 kept a log. It 1 ever get 'round to writing up an account of my adventures, 1'1ll send you a copy.

Weidlich (Thom) has an article in Free lnquiry (Winter 1999/91), titled The Bertrand Russeil C(ase. We
reproduce it in this issue {Item 27.) Thom had presented a paper on this subject at the June 1999 BRS Meeting
at McMaster,

CONTRIBUI'IONS

Our_gratitude goes to these BRS members who inciuded a contribution in their renewal dues. Thank vyou very
much!

MS,AURORA ALMEIDA, MK. J. M. ALTIER1, DR. JEAN ANDERSON, DKR. IRVING H. ANELL1S, MR. JAY ARAGUNA, DR. GEOKGE
AUSTIN, PROF. DONG-1N BAE, MS. EVELYN BURTON, DR. DENNIS C. CHIPMAN, MR. WHITFIELD COBB, MR. JACK K. COwLES,
MS. SUSAN J. DARLAND, MK. ROBERT K. DAVIS, MR. SRAM DI1BBLE, JK., MK. LEE EISLER, MS. CLARE HALLORAN, MR. KARL
HANSEN, MK. TIM HARDING, DR. CHARLES W. HILL, MK. JUEFFREY A. H1LL, MR. JAMES LLOYD HOOPES, MS. OPHELIA HOUPES,
MR. DONALD W. JACKANICZ, MR. ADAM JACOBS, MR. ROBERT T. JAMES, DR. HERBERT C. LANSDELL, DR. PHILIP M. LE
COMP'LE, PROF. JUSYIN DUNMOWE LEIBER, MR. HUGH MCVE1GH, MR. GLENN R. MOYER, MS. SANDI A. MOYBK, MR. STEPHEN J.
REINHARDT, MR. BENITO REY, MK. WLLLIAM M. RIPLEY, DKR. MICHAEL J. ROCKLER, PROF. HARRY KUJA, MR. JOHN F.
SCHAAK, MS. NANETTE k. SCOFIELD, MR. WAKREN ALLEN SMITH, MR. RAMON CARTER SUZARA, MS. ALICE TZANETAKOS, MK.
CHRISTOS TZANETAKUS, MR. CLIFFORD VALENTINE, MS. ELHANOR H. VALENTINE, MR. DEWEY 1. WALLACE, JR., MR. MICHAEL
J. WEBER, DR. CHARLES L. WEYAND, MS. ELEANOR WOLFF, MKR. JAMES E. WOODROW, MS. JUDI'TH ZACCONE, DK. TERKY S.
ZACCONE. OQur thanks also to TING-FU HUNG for a generous contribution through the BKS Library.

Contributions are welcome any time throughout the year. Send them c¢/o the newsletter or the RS Library,
addresses on Page 1, bottom.
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New Way to Treat
Alcoholism Discards
Spiritualism of A.A.

By TRISH HALL

Over five decades, Alcoholics Anony-
mous has established itself as the na-
tion’s most accepted path to treating
drinking problems. But in the last year,
people unhappy with the organization's
spiritual emphasis have spurred the
growth of a secular self-help pregram,
Rational Recovery.

The program has perhaps 2,000
members at any one time, compared
with a million or more members in Al-
coholics Anonymous. But the Califor-
nia-based Rational Recovery now has
meetings in 100 cities — from Boston to
Pasadena, Calif. — up from 30 at the
beginning of 1990. The four-year-old or-
ganization is affiliated with the Amer-
ican Humanist Association in Amherst,
N.Y.

Chapters are being started by people
with drinking problems who object 1o
the tenets that are fundamental to the
12-step recovery program of Alcoholics
Anonymous, and by therapists seeking
alternatives to Alcoholics Anonymous
for their patients.

Alcoholics Anonvmous’s first three
sieps begin with an admission of
powerlessness over alcohol, a belief in
a greater power that can restore sanity
and a decision to turn “our will and our
lives over to the care of God as we un-
derstood Him."”

Clinics, psychotherapists and physi-
cians often insist that patients attend
A.A. meetings. Judges sometimes sen-
tence drunken-driving offenders to par-
ticipate in the program.

Like the older organization, Ratlonal
Recovery is a self-help group in which
participants attend meetings and talk
about their experiences with alcohol.
Anonysmity:is respected.

Alcoholism as Incurable

'+ Alcoholics -~ Anonymous  suggests
daily meetings for the first 96 days of
membership and lifelong participation
afterward. It contends that the lasting
involvement is essential because of the
incurable nature of alcoholism.

Participants in Rational Recovery
attend meetings once or twice a week
for about a year. The goal is to wean
thethselves from “alcohol, and then
from the group. Sometimes, a therapfst
or volunteer coordinator attends meet-
ings to help direct the discussion.

Rational Recovery's guiding princi-

-ples differ radically from those of Alco-
iholics Anorlymous. Rather than defin-
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ing the.individual as powerless over al-
cotiol; Rational Recovery argues that
the individual has .the power to over-
come-anything. Adherents believe that
A.A’s 12 steps fostel Hépendeticy.
Techniques of Psychotherapy
“Rational :Recovery says de&end-
ency is the original problem with the
A A v,

founded, .Zs‘r'oup;ioijhyg" rk 4go. in
Lotus, Calif,, after trying Alcoholics
Anonymous. - The .Drganizatiop .l
mainly supported by sales of a journal
and of Mr. Trimpey’s guide to its ideas,
*'The Small Book,”* whose title plays off
A.A’'s "Big Book.”

Mr. Trimpey's program, which sees
alcohol and drug use as a problem that
can be treacad in a fihité time, used’the
techniques of rational emotive therapy,
a system developed by Albert Ellis; a
New York psychotherapist. Through
talking therapy, his system aims to
heg) people root out irrational thoughts
and beliefs that impede them from
reaching theif goals.

Mr. Trimpey, the full-time director

.

"of Rational Recovery, believes that

- people can figure out what touches off
their drinking and, once they under-
stand the irrational beliefs behind their
feelings and behavior, change.

“Drinking Is always a choice,” he
said. “Every time a person drinks, they
think, 'Screw it, do it.” We identify that
addictive voice, becoéme conscious of it,
and recognize it as the enemy.”

Effectiveness of A.A.

There are other secular groups for
alcoholics, like Women for Sobriety, in
Quakertown, Pa., but addiction experts
Say no organization has offered an al-
ternative to Alcoholics Anonymous
that can approximate its consistent
Structure ahd nationwide network of
meetings.

The reassurance of anonymity that is
fundamental to A.A. meetings means
that its success rate can mever be con-
clusively documented, but the group is
considered effective by most experts in
the field of addiction.

*'We know people have been able to
achieve and maintain sobriety with
A.A." said Dr. Richard Rosenthal,
chief of thé division of substance abuse
in the psychiatry department at Beth
Israel Medical Center in New York.
But he -agreed it does not work for
everyone. “Treatment of addiction is
not an exact science,” he said.

The Alcoholics Anonymous dropouts
are frustrating to addic;ion experts,
; 9 trongsupporter of A.A., but we

?etﬁlorof‘ people who aren’t able to re-
late to it," said Ceane Willis, a psy-
chologist. on the staff of the West End
Group Practice, the addiction treat-
ment unit within the Department of
Psychiatry at Massachusetts General
Hospital. She is planning a study of Ra-
tional Recovery, hoping to find out who
uses it and how it helps them. “It
seems (b be an interesting aiternative
tothe A.A. model;” she said. -~ = -

Although A.A's guiding book, “Alco-
holics Anonymous,” says belief in God

February ivyl -’

(17) Secular alternatives to Alcoholics Anonymous. From the front page of The New York Times, December 24, 1990.

is not »ecessary for membership, 7 of

its 12 steps are explicitly spiritual; the

word God is used four times. The steps

retain traces of A.A.’s roots in the Ox-

ford group, & post-World War | move-

ment of evangelical Christian renewal.
Making a Difference

That spiritual element was troubling
to Morris Sullivan, a consultant in Or-'
lando, Fla., who specializes i em-

assistance plans. When Mr. Sul-
ivan was having marital problems a
few years ago, a therapist suggested
that alcohol was a problem and urged
him to attend Alcoholics Anonymous.
Mr. Sullivan took the advice, but was
uncomfortable with A.A. “I don’t con-
sider myself an atheist,” he said, “‘but -
the higher power concept wasn’t what |
was looking for.”

Although Mr. Sullivan did manage to
stop drlnﬁlng, he felt depressed until he
oined Rational Recovery, “The ideas

ind it made a difference,” he said.

While Alcoholics Anoniymous does
not officially comment on other groups,
one member agreed that to outsiders
parts of A.A. might sound like a
“marching chant.”” But, she said, “it
saves our lives.”

Some members® of Rational Re-
covery complain that. people with
drinking problems are. steered into
A.A. regardless of whether they have
the psychological makeup to benefit
from it. Some addiction specialists
agree, but say this is because of the
lack of alternatives and to the proven
;value of Alcoholics Anonymous for a
significant number of people. in addi-
tion, the presence in A.A. of many well-
educated, successful people adds (o its
growing influence.

Like a Conversion Process

‘‘They constitute a group of people
who provide a model and a promise,”
said Herbert Peyser, a consulting psy-
chiatrist at the Smithers Alcoholism
Center at St. Luke’s-Roosevelt Hospital
in New York. As part of their commit-
ment to AA, they are expecled (o
spread the word to others.

“The spiritual quality is a crucial
element,” said Dr. Peyser, a strong be-
liever in A.A. *“It's similar to a conver-
sion process.”

In Boston, Rational Recovery meet-
ings are being organized by Dr. Joseph
Gerstein, an internist who once rou-
tinely referred people to Alcoholics
Anonymous.

‘“Some would go and benefit, and
others would say, ‘No way,” " Dr. Ger-
stein said. *'1I'm embarrassed to say it
never entered my mind that A.A. was
the problem. It has so infiltrated every
aspect of the mental healith system that
itis accepted as revealed truth."

Dr. Gerstein said he began to recon-
sider his position after hearing Mr.
Trimpey give a speech. '] got inter-
ested in it from a civil rights point of
view,” he said. *'People arc being man-.
dated by the courts to go to AA |
wanted an option to be available for
people who didn’t want to be in a reli-
glous enviroament."*
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At a recent meeting of a Boston chap-
ter of Rational Recovery, at Mount Au-
burn Hospital, the four ‘men and three
women who attended talked about re-
cent incidents that had tempted them
to drink, and how they had handied
them. They talked about how they
wouid feel on New Year's Eve, when it
was time lo raise a glass in toast. They
tried to look at the ultimate conse-
quences of drinking.

End of the World

“One beer is not the end of the
world,”” one man said. "'But one beer
potentiaily could be. When I want a
drink, I know it will cost me a week’s

. pay, and I'll be sick as a dog."

Another talked about a recent office
party held in a hotel where he used to
£0 on “‘martini tours” with his brother.
He found himself ready again. ‘I was
wearing a suit, with money in my pock-
et, and my wife out of town,"" he said.

Before he could act on the impulse to
drink, the man said, he rushed home
and took a shower, eventually dispel-
ling the desire by telling himself that it
would lead him (0 a life he did not like.

Dr. Gerstein said the moment of
reconsideration was crucial. ' With the
single step of stopping to think about
this, you are 90 percemt there,” he said.

February 1991

BR’s use of intuition is cited in a logic textbook. Practicle Logic. 3rd ed. New York:
Vincent Barry and Douglas J. Soccio. and Winston, 1988. With thanks to George G. Ruc.

The source is:

BR QUOTED

A ible source of know! is intuition. Insuition is the direct appye.
5 eeption. Philosophers and scho) hold a vanety of vicwstcgarding
m speak gf intuition as present in all knowledge. For example,
bcforclancvenbcginmcvaluatcdxsoundmofanargummt,lmust i
apprehend the connection between the propositions that make up the various
steps of the argument. In fact, reasoning itself seems to depend on some con-
nection that we grasp or fail to grasp. Similarly, intuition apparently plays a
part in our recognition of the beautiful, of the moral princigl;stwe accept, of
the religious values we hold. Perhaps self-knowledge is the case for such
intuition, for knowledge of oncself scems to be present in all our knowledge of
the world. As a simple example, consider that when you hear a phone ring, in
addition to hearing it you are also aware of your hearing and of yourself as the
one who does the hearing. Thought of this way, then, intuition refers to our
awareness of the immediate data of consciousness, and as such, would be an
clement that’s present in all our knowledge.

Other philosophers regard intuition as the accumulative result of onc’s

ast cxperience and thinking. In this sense valid intuitions are short-cuts to

owledge that the senses and reason eventually would disclose. Such intuitions,

in effect, are the outcome of unconscious inductions and deductions. Bits and

picces emerge from our unconscious and fall together—we understand. Some

psvchologists refer to this as the “Aha!” experience, as in “Aha! Pve got it!” or
“Aha! [ sce it!”

Many creative people consciously utilize this process. The philosopher
Bertrand Russell, in an article entited “How I Wnite,” tells of “planting” a
problem in his subconscious and allowing it to work itself out there “under-
ground.”

The most curious example of this process, and the one which led me subse-
quently to rely upon it, occurred at the beginning of 1914. I had underraken to
give the Lowell Lectures at Boston, and had chosen as my subject “Our Knowl-
edge of the External World.” Throughout 1913 I thought about this topic. In
term time in my room at Caiubridge, in vacations in a quict inn on the upper
reaches of the Thames, [ concentrated with such intensity that [ sometimes for-
gOt to breathic and emerged panting as if from a trance. Bur all to no avail. To
cvery theory [ could think of [ could perceive some fatal objections. At last, in
despair, [ went off to Rome for Christmas, hoping a holiday would revive my
flagging energy. I got back to Cambridge on the last day of 1913, and although
my difficulties were still completely unresolved 1 arranged, because the remain-
ing time was short, to dicrate as best I could to a stenographer. Next morning,
as she came to the door, | suddenly saw exactly what I had to say, and pro-
ceeded to dictate the whole book without a moment’s hesitation.

Holt, Rinehart
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BOOK REVIEWS

Two views of Religion and Science by Bertrand Kussell (NY: Henry Holt, 193% ), with thanks to HARRY RUJA tor

both.

View #1:

OBODY would accuse Bertrand Russell of beiny

1 a theologian. A “fair appreciation of this book,
therefore, should he based rather upon its value as a
wientitic study of the problen: of religicn and scirnes.

One may reasonably expect a scientist (1) to be in
possession of the facts bearing on his problem; (2) to
take into account all the known facts affecting it, espe-
cially those which appear less favorable to his own solu-
tion; (3).to commit himself tv no assertion which can-
not be supported by an appeal to the facts

Let me quote (pages l8_6-|87): “The mystivs vary
greatly in their capacity for giving expression to their
experiences, but I think we mav take it that thusc. whn
sueeeded best all maintain: (1) that all division and
separatencss are wnreal and that the whiverse is a single
indiv Nhle umt\ s (2) that evil is illusony, and that the
illusion” arises through falsely regarding a part as self-
subsistent ; (;) that time is uoreal, and that reality i
eternal. nbt in the senve of being everlasting, but in the
semse of Being wholly outside time.” One may presume
that Lord Russell has mude a careful study of Buddhist.
Mohammpdan and Tavist mystics, for he speaks with
familiarity of their mystical eaperiences.  But it is a
fact that not a single Catholic mystic has ever maintained
any \lngllt ot of these three points. On the contrary.
they are pll at one in maintaining (1) that the mystical
union of rthc soul with Ged is incomparably less perfect
in the character of the resultant oneness than the uniry
of the "Three Divine Persons of the Blessed Trinity in

.the anendss of the Divine Nature, and, :furthermore, that

the soul {never loses its separate personal existence. and
reality even in the Beatific Vision; (2) that evil is far
from illgsory, for the “powers of datkness” are the all
too, real ¢gnemies of the soul’s salvation, hell is 2 very real
place of éternal punishment for fallen angels and damned
souls, the Sacrament oi Penance is for the forgiveness of
very reallsins, etc.; {3) that time is indeed real, for God
created the world in time and all this truly real material
reality, far from being outside time, is wholly immersed

. init. Thhese are facts which Bertrand Russel! ought to

have knawn, or learned. befare presuming to discuss the

(19) A review by Grald K. Phelan, in The Commonweal, otten reterred to as a "liberal Catholic pubiication”:

the first time (most ‘probably in the summer of 1618)
and, again, at the time this lcncr was written, and als.
rezarding the s“clamor” of the tnulnglam for his con-
demnation, it is x pity Lord Rusesl did not make 4
cliser study of the classical “Etude Historique” written
by the anti-clerical, but truly scientific, Charles Adams
and published in the last. puelith, volume of the stand-
ard edition of the wuik of Dewartes referred to above.

Thee tao examples, which | have cho<en for particu-

Lo mestion trom among many that 1 might have chgsen.
.n-f\ ite that Bertruny) Ru»rll was not in possession of .
the ® wis rru'\ which I would e entitled to make a study
ot the pacliem with which be undertook to dead.

Al he dors not take due coznizance of all the izes
refative to the problem, especially facts which do not
support, his own view.  For instance. in discussing the
spposition of Aristotelian physicists to the new astronomy
ot Galileo, he quotes from Andrew 1), White's *“\Warfatre
of Seience with Theolomy,” a statemert to the effect that
Fatier Clavius said, “to see tie satellites of Jupiter. men
had to make an instrument [the telescope] which would:
create them.”™ 1 do not know where Dr. \White found
this piece of information nor do I know whether or not
it is true; Dr. White has not been invariably. accurate
in his statements. But that is irrelevant to my present
purpose. The point here is that the Jesuit Fathers (to
which Father :Clavius belonged) organized a great fes-
tivity at their Collége de la Fléche on June 6, 1611, to
celebrate the |discovery of Jupiter’s moons by Galileo.
This is a fact which Lord Russell should have taken inte
account aleng; with all the other facts bearing on the
point, before giving his mterpretanon of the facts. (Inci-
dentally, one does not often ‘hear of celebrations orga-’
nized in our modern secular colleges to commemorate
the discoveries.of Einstein, Heisenberg or Lemaitre.)

Regarding the whole quéstion of the so-called “Copes-
nican Revolution” (Chapter I1), Bertrand Russell ought

also to have gjven due consideration to such facts as the
statement by galm Thomas Aquinas regarding the hypo-
thetical character of Ptolomaic astronomy and the much
clearer statements - of Nicholas Oresimus, Bishop of

question as a scientist. . . : Bayeux, who dlcd in 1382, regarding the daily revolu-
But 1§t me quote again (page 41) “Degcartes “:l"’ tions of the carth and the stability of the heavenly bodies.
was tertffied when he heard ot Galileo's cdndemnation

in 1616,{fled to Holland, where, though the theologians -

climored! for his punishiment, the government adhered to
its principle of religious tojcration.”  Note the date:
1610.  Now, let me quote frum a letter of Descartes to
Mersenng, dated “Deventer, fin novembre, 1633.” and

o be fuind on page 270 of the first volume of the great

Adamn-Thnnery edition of "Les Qeuvres de Descartes™:

“As wis enquiring at Levde and Amsterdan recently,
if Galileo's 'System of the Wurld” werg to be found there,
because | seem to remember having been told that they
were printed in Italy last year, they told me that it was

- true that they had heen printed but that all the copies

had been burned at Rome at the same time and tha
Galileo was condemned to make some amends; this sur.
prised me greatly L. (My translation).  “This sur-
prised me greatly”™!  Note the date: 1633.- A slight
error of fact on the part of Bertrand Russell; seventeen
vears in the career of 2 man whose life is so well known'
Besides, the Cialileo affair had nothing to do with Des.’
cartes's going to Hulland Descartes went to Holland;
that does not mean “Descartes fled to. Holland.” A sci-
entist who is scrupulous about the facts does not inter-
vret them in the verv act of stating them. Rerarding
he auotives whieh va Descaites to” Holland voth jur

"These facts afe looked upon by Nicholas Oresimus as
“profitable corisiderations for the defense of our faith.”
y One might expect. Lord Russcll to be acquainted with
the reseabches bearing on this powmt; SubMsned twenty-
two years ago by the eminent physicist Pierre Dubem.
It is the mark of a truly scientific mind to weigh and
consider a1l the facts he can find relative to his problem.

Finally, Bertrand Russell should not, as a conscien-
tious scientist, make assertions which he does not and
cannot support by appealing tosthe facts. Take for ex-
ample (page 42): “Medieval ‘theology, ﬁm because lt
was a single logical system intended to

" could ncl avoid having definite opmlom “about every-

thing. . Such a statement could not possibly be
mpported by facts. The most superficial knowledge of
the historv of thenlngv in the. I\hddlc Ages reveals it as
anything but a “single logical system.” Has Lord Rus-
sell never heard of the disputes in the schools, from Alcuin
to Ockham, which shook the world of medieval thouphe?
Does he not know that the infallibility of the Pope is
the means of presetving sability of docirine and aceu
racy of its statcment amid the um«ant growth and devel-
cpment pf theological™Yhinking?  Why does he not deal
with the fact. w1 religion and history with the same
scrupulops care with which, in his really worth-while,
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serious studies, he deals with tie facts of scicnce”
could ndt hope tu gain the respect of scientific men were
be to trezt the Quantum Thébrfias cavalierly as he does
. | thought.  Moercover, ‘has he
“sens of the resjonsibility of a learned ‘man to be intel®
lectualiv honest and nut to take advantigze ot a deservedly
great reputation in one ficld to speak :mtlmr.ilan'\'cly. vet
without ,adequate jkndwiedge and without scientific .accu--
racy. in a field to which equall
lifetimes of research?:. -

<the histary of thoolog
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Io this book. Hertrand Russell has failed 49 the three

View #2:

A review by Henry Hazlitt in The New York Times (12/29/35):

pported by facts,

February 1991

duties of a scientist, (1) to know his f}nc';s. ('Z)f to wugkh .

ider al and to ‘refrain from mak-
and consider a Iv the facts (3) iy from mab:
sure that such 2 boak as this will hot en!l:mcg Lord
Russell'd reputation. {On the other hand, it will, not
improbably, do regl harm to honest folk whqwespect. both
learning and science, by disclosing to_,them;;how dishon-
estly a learned man and scientist may gleal with a subject
in which his personal prejudices are involved.

GeriLo B. PRELAN.

Bertrand Russell Challenges

The New Intolerance

‘His Neww Book Invests the F undamental Conflicts of Four
Centuries of Science and Religion IPith Fresh Interest )

RELIGION AND 8CIENCE. By
Bertrand Russell. 271 Pp. New
York: Heary Holt & Co. $2.

By BENRY HAZLITT

a limited working hypothesls for
sclence. He does not agree with
Eddington that our discoveries

" about the nature of the atom have

N this | Mr. R |
-lraces, a3 many writers have
before him, the long history

. of the conflicts of science and
teligion over the last 400 years;
but he succeeds in tnvesting the
Ssubject with a fresh interest. He
begine with the Copernican revo-
lutlon, telling once more how
Gallleo was forced by the churcb’
to “abjure, curse and detest” his'
formerly expreased oplnion that
the earth was nol the center of
the universe but revoived sround
the san  He describes the long
centuries during which cometa
were regarded not as heavenly|
bodies moving In regular paths
but as omens of disaster. He telis
of the opposition to the doctrine
of evoh first 1o ast y,
then in geclogy and, at last, in
biology.” He describes the tong
connection of superstition with
medicine—the bellef, tor example,
that the Mlﬁll of the sick and in-
sane were inhabited by evil spirits,
which could be driven out only by
vile medicines, beating or torture.
He devotes considerable space to
the belief in witchcraft, which
led, between the years 1450 and
1550, to the putting to death,
mosly by burning, of perhaps a
hundred thousand witches in Ger-
many alone: he ascribes this perse-
€ution in large part to the biblicay
text, ‘“Thou ahalt not suffer o
witch to live.”

Mr. Russell then tumns to sev-
eral problema which are still sud-
$ecta of controversy—ihe relation
of the “soul” 2o the “body,” de-
terminism and free will, the valid-
ity of mysticism, the existence of
“ocosmic purpose,” the relation of
science and ethics.  On the first
problem Mr. Russell concludes that
in the present state of peychology
and physiology, belief in Immor-
tality ean claim no eupport from
aclence, and that such srguments
a3 are possible on the subject
point to the probable extinction ot]
personality at death. ke rejects
Seterminism as an abeolute meta-
physical doctrine, but aecepls it as

water, is

d the dat of
“free will” either in man or in the
uciverse as & wholt. He rejects
the claims of the mystics when
they assert that the universe is an
Indivisible unity, that evil I
‘llusory, or that time is unreal;
be does not edmit any mefhod of
amiving at truth except that of
sclence, but concedes that in the
emotional realm the mysticai ex-
perience may have value. He re-
jecta the belief of such’ scientists
and- philosopbers’ as J. Arthur

Thomson, J. §. Haldane, Alex-
ander, Bergson and Lioyd Morgan
that the universe at least reveals
evidence of Cpamic Purpose:

U it s the ;‘n-pou of the
to evolve-mind, we must

regurd it as rather incompetent
in having produced so Uttle in
such a'long time. * * * Man, as

[ accident in a back-
intelligible: his mix-
ture of virtues and vices is such
&8 might de expected to result
from a fortuftous origin But
only abysmal seif-complacency
can see fn Man a reason which
Omniscience would consider ade-
quale a3 a motive for the Cre-
ator,

On the relation of sclence to
ethica, Mr. Russell's reasoning is
rather curious. e begins by “ad-
niitting" that “science has nothing
to say about ‘values’” Science 1y
based solely on evidence: “values”
are derived entirely from desires
and emolions, and there can be no

arguing ut them. He then ar-
rives at i remarkabdie conclu-
sion:

While it [ true that aclence
cannot decide questions of vajue,
that is because they cannot be
intellectually decided at all, and
lie outside the realm of truth
and falsehood. Whatever knowl-
cdge is attainable must be at-

ed acientific methods;
and what science cannot dis-
cover, mankind cannot know,

In this passage Mr. Russell in
effect Identifies “science” with the
whole field of knowledge. This can
be done only by robding the word
of most of ils special usefulness
and meaning. Before the appear.

ance of Galileo, “science” as we

« Bertrand
Runell.

From a
Druscing
by
Franciscn
Bolles

think of it today hardly existed,
yet priests, statesmen, wsoldiers,
courtesans, painters and cathedral
I'Bullders certatnly knew a great
‘deal, even f their knowledge was
not “scientific.” Science is sirmply
knowledge of a particular sort—
Precise, tested, and capable of be-
ing stated in the form of “laws”
,or broad generalizations.
The truth is that geaeral knowl-
edgé, and even scientific knowl-
edge, have s great deal to say
sbout “values” “Values” are npt
raw desires and merely lnltlncl.lvel
appetiles, but the results of lnler-i
preting and reflecting upon our;
‘Géstres in reiftion to the natural
| world and to other men. Even Mr.
! Russell's own selected 1Hustrations
!do not support his contention: *“1f
one wman says, ‘Oystern are good,
and another says. ‘7 think they are
‘bad, we recognize that thege is
'nolhmg to argue about.” But there
,may be a greal deal to argue
about. If you can prove scientifi-
cally, or even indlcate a fair prob-
sbllity, that oysters are either
harmtul or beneficial to heslth, you
will probadbly get one man to
change his opinjon. Even his. pre.
vious Hking or distike for the mere
taste of oyaters will be affected
by new knowledge of their conse-
quences. '

s
of knowledge {or
ignorance) and logic (or {llogic)

The effect

on personal preference Is much
greater than Mr. Russell implies.
And the ultimate desires of dif-
ferenl men do not Vary nearly
&3 widely from each other as he
Appears to believe: Faacists and
Communlsta disagree much more
because of differences tn political
and economic interpretation than
because of differences in their in-
nate emotional make-up. While it
seems improbable that ethics will
Tever becorme an exact scicnce,
there is no reason to leave it to in-
tellectual chaos The problem is
one, as Mr. Russell has himself
recognized on a previous occasion,
of most effectively reconciling and
harmonizing conflicting  desires,
both within the Individual and be-
tween the individual and society.
To which It must be added that the
tntellectual and emotional simhari-
ties between men, and their or-
ganic socla! interdependence, par-
ticularly in the Inteltectual and
emotions!  spherés, are much
greater than Mr. Ruassell's argu-
ment impltes

But even on the polnts on which
one disagrees—and In a book of
this type there wiil necessarily be
many—the discussion (s always
acute and llluminating. Mr. Rus.

8¢11 has endeavored to state oppoa
ing points of view with faimess
His finaj animus, indeed. is not
against the “older religion,” which
has become “purificd ang in many
ways beneficial,” byt against the
new intolerance:

The threat to intellectya! free-
dq;n Is greater in our day than gt
any time since 1660; but 1t does
Rot now come from the Chris-
tian churches. It comes fgom

 Bovernmenta. ® ® ® It {9 yng clcar

duty of men of sclence, and of
all who value aclentific knowl-
cdge, to prulest against the new
forms of persecution rather than
to congratulate themselves dom-
placently upon the decay of the
older forms. * & ¢ N, Liking tor
communism abould make us un-
willing to recognize: what s
amiss In Ruassia, or to realize
that & régime which allows no
criticism of its dogma must, in
the end, become &n obstacle tn

. the discovery of new knowledye

Nor, converscly, should a disljle
of communlsm or soclalism lesd
us to condone the tartarities
which have been perpetratey in
Buppressing them in Germany,

—_— T
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FLINANCES

Treasurer Dennis barland reports on the quarter ending 12/31/99:
Bank balance on hand (9/30/99)......... Sttt eeer sttt ceesex2,454.59
lncome: New members...... St ettt e aictane e 356.00
Renewals............... traeeerenannae ces126.00
total dues...... .482.00
CONLribDULIONS. oo vvevevnnennnnnnnnnnnn... 19.00

Archive contributions...................145.00
Library sales & rentails.................000.00
(7.

Misc. income...........iiviiiiinnn... oo 34,
total income.....680.00..... sresens . +680.00
3,134.59
Expenditures: Intormation & Membership Committees..1,772.96
Library CXPeNBe. ... it iiiiirieeen e .. . 000.00
Subscriptions to Russell....... veeeee. . 000.00

Meetings...............................500.00
Misc. Expenses..........................19.@6
Grants.................................000.00

2,291.12......=2,291.12

Bank balance on hand (12/31/99)............ reraeaan crraeeen ceesee.. B43.47

Treasurer Dennis Darland reports on the vear ending 12/31/99:
Bank balance on hand (12/31/89)......... ettt etta it aet st ..3,896.34
Income: New members........................... 1,375.95
Renewals...............cooivununnnnn, 6,370.54
total dues.....7,746.09
Contributions............... Credeeanan 1,067.00
Archive contributions................... 276.00
Library sales & rentals........... ceees s 306,00
Misc. income..............0iuuurn.n... .. 194.25
total income...9,589.34....... ....9,589,34
13,485.68
EBxpenditures: Information & Membership Committees..6,773.@2
Library expense............cvoouvninnn.. 470.%
Subscriptions to Russeld............. 3,072.00
Meetings...................... cereennan 800. 11
Misc. Bxpenses.................o0uuunn. 26.58
Grants. .. ittt iieerennnnunnnnnnnnnn. 1,500, 00

12,642.21.....-12,642.21

BR’S BIRTHDAY

May 18th 1is the birthday ot our Lord. Lord Russell was born 19 years ago. He lett us a legacy ot insights
and great ideas -- which eniighten and inspire. And a sterling example ot moral courage. All of which deserves
to be celebrated.

One way to celebrate is to get together with other nearby BRS members and arrange tor a birthday dinner
-- at a restaurant or at somebody’'s house -- with, if possible, a birthday cake and candles, and -- of course
~=- a toast to the memory or our Lord.

We suggest that you plan ahead. Start making your arrengements/reservations now.

And atter the celebration, please tell us all about it.
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CHURCH MATTERS

From The New York Times (12/5/99),p.C19:
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Cardinal and Doubleday Are at Odds Over a Book

By ROGER COHEN

A dispute has erupted between
Doubleday and John Cardinal O’Con-
nor, the Archbishop of New York,
w;nl' the Ca;dlml;: nc:emruon that the

ishing house is a as a “‘pur-
eryor of hatred and langal and mal-
ice and libel and calumny” by pub-
a book by a prominent Ger-

man i

n.

The “*Eunuchs for the King-
dom of Heaven’ by Dr. Uta Ranke-
Heinemann, was published in the
United States last month. The eu-
nuchs in the title refer to a verse in
the Gospel of St. Matthew: “There
are eunuchs born so from their moth-
er's womb, there are eunuchs made
80 by human agency and there are
eunuchs who have made themselves
so for the sake of the kingdom of
Heaven.”

The book, a best seller in Germany
and Italy this year, accuses the Ro-
man Catholic Church of degradin;
women and undermining the sexual-
ity of believers. Dr. Ranke-Heine-
mann is the Erofeuor of the history of
religion at Essen University in Ger-
many.

“‘We are distressed and deeply dis-
appointed,” said Bill Barry, the depu-
ty publisher of Doubleday. **We have
never before suffered an attack like
Cardinal O'Connor's in more than 30
years of publishing religkn;s books."

Upon receiving a copy of the book
from Doubleday late last month, Car-
dinal O'Connor reacted with unusual
vehemence. In a column entitled ““A

of Hatred” in the weekly publi-
cation Catholic New York, he de-
scribed Doubleday’s request for com-
ment on the book as ‘‘utterly prepos-
terous’ and accused the publishing
house of “Catholic-bashing.”

Dust Cover Is Too Much
In the column, Cardinal O'Connor

said he had read only the dust jacket g,

of the book and did not intend to read
more. He said he was “'not suggesting

Doubleday/ Ulrich Baatz

Doubledsy

The New York Times

Dr. Uta Ranke-Heinemann, author of “Eunuchs for the Kingdom of Heaven,” published by Doubleday. The
book, which accuses the Roman Catholic Church of degrading women, has angered John Cardinal O'Connor.

censorship for a moment* and did not
explicitly call for a boycott of the

“l am suggesting,” the Cardinal
wrote, “that it is time we stopped
buying the line of purveyors of hatred
and scandal and malice and libel and
calumnx. It's time we tell them we
are sick of their perversions.” He
added that offenders, including Doub-
leday, should grow up because “we
are not impressed by their prestige.”

The dust jacket says that *‘Dr. Ran-
ke-Heinemann proves that for most
of its 20 centuries the Catholic Church
(as the principal voice and instity-
tional focus of worldwide Christen-
dom) has been cruelly manipulating
and mutilating the sexuality of believ-
ers.” It adds that ‘the Church has
denigrated sex, degraded women and
chamgloned a perverse ideal of celi-

The Cardinal dectined to be inter-
viewed, but his spokesman, Joseph

Continued From Page C19

famed by Cardinal O’Connor.” He
described the book as a scholarly
work. “It is not anti-Catholic,” he
said. “'It is a highly critical book from
the loyal opposition.” Dr. Ranke-
Heinemann is a Catholic.

Mr. Cahiit said he had sent copies
of the book to prominent bishops
throughout the country and received
cordial replies from several of them,
including Bishop Thomas Grady of
Ortando, Fla., and Bishop Joseph L.
Imesch, who is one of several church-
men drafting a pastoral letter on
women.

Doubleday is a prominent publish-
er of religious books, bringing out
about 25 titles a year. It also publish-
es about 300 general-interest books.
Doubieday is part of the Bantam
Doubleday Dell group, which is
owned by the German media giant
Bertelsmann A.G..

Author Backs Dust Jacket

Dr. Ranke-Heinemann described
the dust jacket, which was written by
the book’s transiator, Peter Heinegg,

Zwilling, said he thought Doubleday
was seeking publicity.

In a telephone interview, Dr. Ran-
ke-Heinemann, who is the daughter of
the former West German President,
Gustav Heinemann, said she objected
to the Cardinal's use of the word
hatred because ‘'there is nothing of
hatred in my book.”’ She added that it
was written because she was tired of
the “hair-splitting nonsense of the
white bachelors of the church who
are defining sexual intercourse.”

*‘Why not leave it to people how to
live their sexuality?" she added.

Her book has sold more than
300,000 copies in hard cover since it
was published in Germany in October
1988. 1t was the best-selling nonfiction
work in Germany last year and was
on the best-seller list for 20 months.
In ltaly, the book went to No. 1 on the
nonfiction list this year. Also pub-
lished in Britain, the Netherlands and
France, the book had not previously

as generally accurate. She said she
was particularly disturbed by church
rulings against contraception, which
mean that even AIDS-infected people
are not allowed to use condoms.
“That amounts to saying that it is
better to infect your wife than use a
condom,” she said. *‘I cannot agree
with that.”

She also said that Pope John Paul
11 was, in her view, “to be blamed for
many abortions” because of the
church ban on most means of contra-
ception. 'Some Catholic women feel
it 1s better to be condemned from
time to time with an abortion than
everyday with contraception,” she
suggested.

During the 1970's, she became the
first woman to receive a chair in
theology at a German university. She
lost her position in a dispute over her
interpretation of the virgin birth after
she declared that Joseph was, biologi-
cally speaking, the father of Jesus.
*‘The bjological semen was Joseph's,
but the theological semen was the
Holy Spirit's,” she said.

The was published in Germa-
ny by Hoffmann & Campe. Rights
were sold to Doubleday for $28,000.

been attacked by a prominent
churchman.
‘A Larger Question’

Mr, Zwilling, the spokesman for the
archdiocese, said the Cardinal's at-
tack on Doubleday came because the
book’s publication was “illustrative
of a larger question of church-bash-

“There is more of it now,” he said,
“‘more and more attacks from many
places in the media. The church is an
open target.” As an example, he men-
tioned “‘the frequent frivolous use of
priests and religious women in adver-
tisements.”

But he and Cardinal O'Connor iden-
tified only Doubleday by name.

Thomas Cahill, the director of reli-
gious publishing at Doubleday, said
that he and several other editors
were Catholic, and ““we all fepl de-

Continued on Page C25
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Whitehead revealed

George Gale

Alfred North Whitehead: The Man and
His Work, Vol. 1 1861-1910. By Victor
Lowe. Johns Hopkins University Press:
1985. Pp.351. $27.50, £26.40.

Science and the Modern World. By Alfred
North Whitehead. Introduction by
Robert M. Young. Free Association Books,
26 Freegrove Road, London N7 9RQ,
UK: 1985. Pp.265. Hbk £11.95; pbk £4.95.

Some works become classics of their type.
Such would seem to be the destiny of the
first volume of Victor Lowe's superb
Alfred North Whitehead: The Man and His
Work. Certainly, Whitehead deserves a
biography. His work as a mathematician,
and as partner to Bertrand Russell in
creating that original of modern mathe-
matical logic. Principia Mathematica. is
justification enough. But when one adds
to this Whitchead's later achievements
following his call in 1924 to a chair in the
philosophy department of Harvard Uni-
versity, a biography is not just warranted.
it is demanded.

Unfortunately. Whitehead himself de-
sired that no such account of his life should
be given. He systematically destroyed. or
had destroved. nearly all written traces of
his personal life. including letters to and

from his wife and family. Moreover, he
kept no journal. believing his personal life
was not a fitting subject for such a record.
Finally. unlike the typical scholar. he had
destroyed all of his unpublished manu-
scripts, drafts and various manuscript edi-
tions of his published works. Thus. he
reasoned. there would be no Nachlass for
younger scholars to waste their time sear-
ching in attempts to chronicle his intellec-
tual development. Lowe puts all of this
down to Whitehead's personal reserve:
“He held an almost fanatical belief in
the right to privacy, and thought that the
only subject of rightful public interest
in him was the work he had published™
. 7). N

Given this state of affairs. it is clear that
Lowe had his work cut out. Yet his 20-
year-long struggle to tease out informa-
tion from impoverished sources has been
well worthwhile. All of the essential ingre-
dients of successful biography are here.
Whitehead's childhood. days at school.
time at Cambridge as student and fellow,
marriage to Evelyn Wade in 1890, and,
finally, his relationship with Russell (first
as teacher. then as colleague in the found-
ing of symbolic logic and foundations of
mathematics) are each carefullv laid out in
all the detail that couid possibly be aiven.
Even when details are missing. and Lowe
must make an inference to fill in the gap,
he advises us. often most diffidently, of
the fact. and then goes on with no hesitg-

i
{
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WH1TEHEAD

(2/13/86). rhank you, PAUL GARWIG.

tion to reach a conclusion as required.

One of the more deticate of these situa-
tions concerns the beginning phases of the
cooperation with Russell in 1900. Russell
was apparently deeply smitten with
Evelyn, and went so far as to surrepti-
tiously support the Whitehead family to
the tune of a large sum of money. Was
Russell’s love ever consummated? Precise
details of course are lacking. yet the sa-
lient question refuses to go away. Here
Lowe marshalls his evidence, warns us,
and makes the inference to an answer
(p.248).

One major difficulty in understanding
Whitehead, especially for Americans. is
lack of familiarity with the English
middle-class educational culture during
late Victorian times. Lowe does a fine job
in laying out the entire context of public
schools and Oxbridge as they existed dur-
ing Whitehead's era. Indeed. whether or
notinterest in Whitehead alone could car-
ry this book, Lowe's account of the educa-
tional experience would deserve our
attention.

Some interesting biographical points
come to light. For example. Whitehead
was a supreme team player. especially at
rugby. His school's journal, the Shirbur-
nian Magaczine. called him “the best for-
ward the School has ever had™ (p.56).
Lowe finds the roots of some of White-
head’s later philosophical attitudes in
these experiences on the playing field.
Another rich account involves the Cam-
bridge Conversazione Society. that select,
secret discussion group more commonly
known as “the Apostles”. Lowe provides
us with a fuli chapter on this subject, prob-
ably about as much as could be asked for
regarding a secrer society! Several roots of
Whitehead's later philosophy are to be
found in his Apostolic comradeship: years
spent in intense discussion with the ebul-
lient McTaggert certainly are sufficient to
account for Whitchead's later affection
for idealism of the Hegelian systematic
sort.

Other Apostolic tenets perhaps account

for one of the severest problems that inter-
preters of Whitehead must face, namely,
attempting to make consistent the think-
ing of Whitehead the English mathemati-
cian with Whitehead the American philo-
sopher. Lowe himself eschews the pro-
ject. During his exquisitely detailed analy-
sis of the cooperative writing of Principia,
he cautions us so:
But | shall not here make comparisons with the
views 10 be found in what he published after he
came to Harvard in 1924 as Professor of Phi-
losophy. and must warn phitosophers whose
primary knowledge is of the later work that this
is a very risky business [p.276}.

Risky indeed. since in many wavs the
earlier Whitehead is manifestly inconsis-
tent with the Iater. A possible explanation
for this lies in the tradition of abwolute
:andour impused by the Aposties 1pon
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themselves. As Sidgewick. a feflow Apos-
tie. has noted. “No consistency was de-
manded with opinions previously held —
truth as we saw it then and there was what
we had to embrace and maintain”. This
attitude went deep into Whitehead's
methods.  Professional  philosophers.
Lowe observes,

like other scholars. show much concern about
consistency with at least their own previous
opinion. Whitchcad did not. He wrote to
formulate the truth as he saw it then and there.
on the particular subject-of his inquiry [p.115).

Evidence of this trait is not hard to find.
Whitehead's most accessible, not to men-
tion successful, philosophical treatise is
his Science and the Modern World of 1926,
which, after a ten-year hiatus. has just
re-appeared in print, in an attractive edi-
tion from Free Association Books. From
within the framework of a masterly histor-
ical account of the origin. rise and ultimate
triumph of the modern scientific world-
view, Whitehead deploys a contrary
world-view. organic rather than material,
concrete rather than abstract, dvnamic
rather than static. and laden with human
values rather than free of them. Yet what
is peculiar is that the most enduring aspect
of this work. its superb and still-valuable
critique of positivism. founds itself upon a
philosophical view totally at odds with the
position undeslying Principia.

In Principia. the underlying metaphys-
ical scheme is one of unconnected indi-
viduals. an atomistic pluralism. In har-
mony with this, the connecting relations
between propositions in the axiomatic
scheme consist of the weakest possible
sort of implication. the so-called “material
(or Russellian) implication”, which ab-
stracts completely from the meanings of
the propositions, and attends “only to
their being either true or faise™ (p.266).

As Lowe notes, in reference to logical
atomism, “Whitehead in his mature phi-
losophy rejected this doctrine™ (p.264).
Indeed. in Science and the Modern World
Whitehead's entire critique of positivism
results from his vehement attack upon
Hume's philosophy. a philosophy whose
notion of particular individuals and their
causality are so thoroughly and well
modelled by the metaphysics and logic of
Principia.

Explanation of how this startling philo-
sophical shift came about must await
Lowe’s second volume. which will begin
just before Whitehead's move to Amer-
ica. Since this first volume will have so
satisfied students of mathematics. logic.
philosophy. and. indeed everyone else
who has an interest in the culture of the
modern world, we will all await with anti-
cipation Lowe's account of Whitchead's
transformation from English mathemati-
cianto American ph,losopher. u]

Gearge Ciale is Profe. o in e Department of
Philosophy, Universt ot \Y souri, Nansas
City, Mussouri 64110, USA.
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Your_ letters, guestions, and suggestions

Russell Society News, No. 69

SPEAK UP!

are always welcome. If there’'s something on your mind, tell us about

it. Thanks to STEPHEN FREY for reminding us to remind you about this.
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OPPONENTS

CCNY 1949. The Bertrand Russell Case by THOM WEIDLICH, from Free Inquiry (Winter 1990/91), pp. 18-20:

- The Bertrand Russell Case

Thom Weidlich

We shouldn't let 1990 pass without
noting that it marks the fiftieth
anniversary of the bizarre incident in
which Bertrand Russell, one of the
century’s great humanists, was prevented
from teaching at the College of the City
of New York.

The episode is important to secular
humanists for several reasons. It raised
issues of free speech, academic freedom,
and church/state separation. Russell
came under fire for his controversial
social writings, which sought to replace
a religion-based ethos with a rational,
humanistic one. Seen from the greatest
distance, then, the Bertrand Russell/ City
College case was a clash between
twentieth-century secularism and that
old-time religion.

And the story resonates for those
following today’s controversy involving
the National Endowment for the Arts.
Russell’s foes claimed that they had no
desire to prevent him from expressing
his “abhorrent ideas,” but, as taxpayers,
they did not want to pay for his privilege
to do so: City College was, and is, a
public institution. Russell’s predicament
fifty years ago is a reminder of the folly
of condemning those whose ideas are
before their time. Today it’s Robert
Mapplethorpe’s homoerotic photo-
graphs; fifty years ago it was Russell’s
defense of masturbation.

But how did it happen? How was
Russell turned away from the college's
Gothic gates?

hen Russell’s appointment
became public in late February
1940, Bishop William T. Manning,
overseer of the city’s Episcopal church,
sent a letter of protest to the New York
newspapers. “What is to be said,” the

Thom Weidlich is writing a book on the
Bertrand Russell| City College case.
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bishop wrote, “of colleges and universi-
ties which hold up before our youth as
a reputable teacher of philosophy, and
as an example of light and leading, a
man who is a recognized propagandist
against both religion and morality, and
who specifically defends adultery?”

Bishop Manning’s protest struck a
chord with religious and conservative
groups. They bristled at Russell’s
religious skepticism, at his writings on
marriage and sexuality, and at his two
divorces. They demanded that the Board
of Higher Education, which had made
the appointment, reverse its decision.

Many were chagrined that a foreigner
was designated when qualified Ameri-
cans were available: Russell was labeled
“that alien professor.” He was also called
“an avowed Communist,” which, as one
of the Left’s earliest critics of Soviet
Russia, he certainly was not.

The city’s Democratic politicians
seized upon the selection of such a
depraved individual by La Guardia’s
handpicked Board of Higher Education
to embarrass their nemesis, the mayor.
La Guardia's reform movement had been
croding their power. The Tammany-
dominated City Council passed a reso-

lution urging the Board to oust Russell -

and to find “some professor whose
teachings would be more attuned to the
will and the moral code of the citizens
of New York City.”

It was generally assumed that the
mayor favored the choice. But La
Guardia wasn't talking—in public at
least. Privately he expressed his view that
the brewing controversy meant trouble.

Russell’s foes were certain that he
would be unable to refrain from uttering
his opinions on sex and marriage in even
the most antiseptic of logic classes. (The
three courses he was to teach at City
College concerned the foundations of
mathematics; the relation of logic to
science, mathematics, and philosophy;
and the reciprocal influence of meta-

physics and scientific theories. Not
exactly the stuff of erotica.) “His warped
and immoral views necessarily will be
reflected in his teachings, " wrote the head
of the city's Knights of Columbus.

hose who supported the appoint-
ment at first viewed the opposition
as the grumblings of a few reactionary
malcontents—the noise would soon
subside. But as the protest continued tc
mount, those of a more liberal view
realized that these meddlers posed a real
threat. So they too sprang into action.
They were academics, freelance
inteliectuals, and civil libertarians, and
they raised the banner of academic
freedom. The American Civil Liberties
Union, the American Association of
University Professors, and the Commit-
tee for Cultural Freedom—the latter
formed by Sidney Hook less than a year
before to repel just these sorts of
attacks—urged the Board of Higher
Education to stand its ground. Chief
among Russell’s supporters were the City
College students themselves, who viewed
ihe attack on the appointment as an
affront to their school's good name.
Throughout the episode they heid rallies
in the college’s Great Hall.

ussell himself had refused to answer
Bishop Manning’s charges.
“Anyone who decides in youth both to
think and speak honestly,” he said,
“regardless of hostility and misinterpre-
tation, expects such attacks and soon
learns to ignore them.” But soon even
Russell, who was then teaching in Los
Angeles, would be unable to ignore the
clamor rising three thousand miles away.
Yet despite the protest, the Board of
Higher Education refused, by a vote of
11 to 7, to reconsider its selection. The
conflict, however did not end; it simply
moved to a new stage. Mrs. Jean Kay,
a Brooklyn housewife, brought a tax-
payer’s suit to have the court force the
Board of Higher Education to rescind
the appointment. Mrs. Kay's petition
named two grounds for her action: first,
that Russell wasnt an American citizen;
and, second, that he was of a character
unsuitable for a teacher.
Mrs. Kay's lawyer, Joseph Goldstein,
charged in an affidavit that Russell had
“exhibited practically all his life marked
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eccentricities and mental quirks, and his
conduct throughout his life has been
queer and unusual” Not only was
Russell “a person entirely bereft of moral
fibre,” he was aiso “lecherous, salacious,
libidinous, lustful, venerous, erotoma-
niac, aphrodisiac, atheistic, irreverent,
parrow minded, bigoted, and untruth-
ful.” Finally, he was not a philosopher
at all, but “a sophist.”

The case for the Board was handled
by the city’s legal agency, the corporation
counsel, which filed a counter-petition
to drop the suit. At the hearing on this
motion before Justice John E. McGee-
han, the assistant corporation counsel,
Nicholas Bucci, argued that Mrs. Kay
had insufficient cause for her suit. But
Bucci only discussed the citizenship
issue, because he saw it as the only
question of law—Russell’s character was
irrelevant. This omission wouid prove to
be a tactical mistake.

The opposition to Russell found
backing on the citizenship question in
a New York State law that required all
teachers to be American. Bucci argued
that this pertained only to primary and
secondary teachers, and with the city’s
public colleges teeming with foreign
professors, particularly those who had
fled Hitler, he had some evidence.

After Bucci presented his side, there
followed what the Harvard Law Review
was to call the “singular procedure
whereby” this matter was decided.
Justice McGeechan announced that he
was reserving decision on the Board’s
request to drop the suit, and ordered
Joseph Goldstein and his co-counsel,
former U.S. Congressman William
Bennet, to present their evidence, as if
for a trial. But the hearing was called
to decide on the board’s counter-motion.
Even Bennet pointed out the irregularity.
But Justice McGeehan insisted.

So, Mrs. Kay’s attorneys made their
case, and in doing so raised a third reason
for Russell’s ouster that wasnt in the
original petition: Bertrand Russell, quite
possibly the greatest living philosopher,
had not been administered a civil service
examination! Bennet and Goldstein
argued that teachers in public colleges
were civil servants, and that the New
York State constitution required civil
service positions to be awarded on the
basis of exams. Although it seemed an
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Punch Megazine
absurd claim, the New York Times
reported that it jeopardized the jobs of
every one of the city’s 3,300 public-
college teachers—none had been sub-
jected to such exams.

As Justice McGeehan adjourned the
court, Bucci reminded him that he still
had pending his motion to dismiss Mrs.
Kay’s suit.

n March 30, three days after the

hearing before Justice McGeehan,
those who had been awaiting a ruling
on the Board’s counter-petition received
quite a surprise. The judge had found
against Bucci’s request—because he had
argued only one of the three points raised
by Mrs. Kay—and then gone ahead and
ruled on the original petition, without
allowing the Board an opportunity to
answer the other charges. And McGee-
han, finding in Mrs. Kay's favor, ordered
the Board of Higher Education to revoke
Russell’s appointment.

In his decision, Justice McGeehan .

scoffed at the notion that this case was
about academic freedom, which he
defined as “the freedom to do good and
not to teach evil.” In selecting Russell,
he said, the Board of Higher Education
was not bringing a great intellectual to
the students, was not boosting the
prestige of City College, but merely
creating “a chair of indecency.”
McGeehan was a Roman Catholic
and a Bronx Democrat who proudly
called himself “an organization judge.”
It seemed that he was not loath to break
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procedural regulations to support his
judicial activism. Several commentators
pointed out the superhuman speed at
which his lengthy decision was written—
that is, if it was composed in the three-
day interval between the hearing and the
day it was released. Some suggested it
was written before the hearing even

began.

he City College students demon-

strated their anger at McGeehan’s
verdict by packing into the Great Hall
for yet another rally. Afterward a five-
member contingent traveled down to
City Hall to protest to the mayor. While
there, some newspapermen calied the
students into the pressroom, and told
them something that took them com-
pletely by surprise: Fiorello La Guardia,
that fighter for right and reform, had
slashed from his budget the appropri-
ation for Russell’s salary.

La Guardia claimed his cowardly act
was in keeping with his Depression-cra
policy of eliminating vacant positions.
But it was plain that what the mayor
was really eliminating was a political
headache. Nineteen-forty was an election
year, and the Little Flower had national-
office aspirations, possibly for vice
president. At the very least, he would
be running for re-election in 1941.
Evidently he felt that the uncertainty
swirling around Justice McGeehan’s
decision left him vulnerable.

It was unclear whether La Guardia’s
action was legal. His budget needed to
be confirmed by the Board of Estimate,
and even if it was confirmed, the Board
of Higher Education could find money
elsewhere to pay Russell’s salary. In a
month’s time, the Board of Estimate
would close this loophole by making as
part of the conditions of the city’s budget
that “[nJo funds herein approprated
shall be used for the employment of
Bertrand Russell.”

La Guardia’s and the Board of
Estimate’s actions turned out to be
unnecessary. Justice McGeehan's deci-
sion had done the trick, although
officially the fight continued through the
appeals process. McGeehan continued to
make sure the issues were not given a
fair hearing. When the corporation
counsel refused to appeal the case,
following La Guardia’s orders, the Board
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of Higher Education hired its own
fawyers. But Justice McGeehan declared
that only the corporation counsel could
represent the Board. This decision was
affirmed by the higher courts.

Russell obtained a lawyer to have him
made a party to the proceedings. But
Justice McGeehan decided that Russell
had no legal status in the case: Mrs. Kay
had brought her suit against the Board
of Higher Education and could not be
forced to face him in court. This decision
too was affirmed by the higher courts.

That Russell was found to have no
say in the matter was ironic in light of
Mrs. Kay’s professed interest in the case.
She had brought the suit, she had
explained, for fear that her college-
bound daughter might one day come

Russell Society News, No. 6%

under the evil professor’s spell. Yet this
was impossible: At that time, liberal arts
courses in City College’s day session,
where Russell was to teach, were open
only to men.

Autumn came and the Board of
Higher Education resolved to carry
on the fight. Then in October, Albert
C. Barnes, the eccentric art collector,
engaged Russell as an instructor at his
foundation in Merion, Pennsylvania.
The contract was for five years and
would commence January 1, 1941 —the
day Russell was to have begun teaching
at City College.

And such was the anticlimactic ending
of the Bertrand Russell/City College
case. On October 21, eight months after
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Russell had been appointed, the Board
of Higher Education voted in favor of
dropping the litigation. On that occa-
sion, one board member wrote to his
friend, Mayor La Guardia: “Thus ends,
1 hope for all time, this melancholy
incident. I trust that its end will also serve
to wash out the bad fecling that it has
brought between so many good people.”

Russell himself did not quench his
bitterness over the case. On the title page
of the British edition of An Inquiry Into
Meaning and Truth, his 1940 return to
technical philosophy (which he had been
completing during the New York con-
troversy), he included at the end of his
list of attainments: “Judicially pro-
nounced unworthy to be Professor of
Philosophy at the College of the City

of New York (1940).” (]

NEW MEMBERS

(28) We welcome these new members:

GHULAM SEDIQ AASEF/ P.0.BOX 161/WILBERFORCE/OH/45384

LAWRENCE DOW /PO BOX 46 WEST FARMS STATION/BRONX/NY/ 10460-0046/ /
Z20E FURNISH /5215 S.R. 138/HILLSBORO/OH/45133/ /

MONICA F. GIGANTI /P.0.BOX 2791, MT HOLYUKE COL/SOUTH HADLEY/MA/@1075/ /
MARSHALL A. GORDON /RR1 BOX 113/WESTMORELAND/NH/03467/ /

ZLATKO B, KOVACH /1230 3@TH ST., NW/WASHINGTON/DC/20007/ /
MILLIE PRIEBE /2716 SW CUSTER #3/PORTLAND/OR/Y7219/ /

MARTIN J. SMITH/2/7/6 WILSHIRE DRIVE/SALT LAKE CITY/UT/84109

PAUL STROM /P.0. BOX 91411/PORTLAND/OR/97291/ /

- LEWIS A. VAUGHN /150/ LAKEVIEW DRIVE/GERMANSVILLE/PA/18053/ /

- WALTER WEND /13 OAKLAND H1LLS ROAD/ROTUNDA WEST/FL/33947/ /

FESEFESABAS

NEW ADDRESSES

(29) DR. IRVING H. ANELLIS /BOX 1@36, WELCH AV. STATION/AMES/1A/50010 1036/ /
PROF. DONG-IN BAE /SOCIOLOGY/KANGWON NAT'L U./CHUNCHON/ /REPUB. OF KOREA/200-701

CHAKLES E. CARLINI /1041 WASHINGTON AVE. #75/MIAMI BEACH/FL/33139/ /

JAN LOEB COLETTS /1664 PLEASANT VIEW ROAD/COOPERSBUKG/PA/ 18036/ /

SAM DIBBLE, JR. /BOX 75/GAUSE/TX/771857-0015/ /

PEGGY DOYLE /BOX 310/KAYCEE/WY/82639/ /

BEVERLY EARLES /1821 VIRGINIA DRIVE/MANHATTAN/KS/66502/ /

WILLIAM HARE /EDUCATION/DALHOUSIE U./HALIFAX, N.S./ /CANADA/B3H 335

DONALD W. JACKANLCZ /3802 N. KENNETH AVE. /CHICAGU/IL/6Q641/ /

- DAVID KLAPHOLZ /161 BROWN ST. APT. 2/WALTHAM/MA/@2154/ /

- JAMES E. MCWILLIAMS /RT. 2, BOX 4906/EAGLE PASS/TX/78852/ /

- SYDNEY MCWILLIAMS /RT. 2, BOX 4906/EAGLE PASS/TX/78852/ /

RICHARD MONNLER /P.0. BOX 226/BROOKLINE/MA/02146/ /

- GLENN R. MOYER /4@ S. 13TH ST./ALLENTOWN/PA/18102/ /

- SANDI A. MOYER /40 5. 13TH ST./ALLENTOWN/PA/18102/ /

- SUZANNE W. SRBATH /3331 SAINT LOUIS AVE./MINNEAPOLLS/MN/S55416-4394/ /

- PAUL SAKA /LINGUISTICS DEPT/DWINELLE/U/CAL./BERKELEY/CA/94720/ /

- JOHN EDWIN SHOSKY /6909 QUANDER ROAL/ALEXANDKLA/VA/22307/ /

- HENRY VAN DYKE /1112 W.BEACON RD. (#101)/LAKELAND/FL/33803/ /

- RICHARD B. WILK /400 CHISWICK WAY/CAMBR1A/CA/93428/ /
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BOUK REVIEW

(30) Bertrand Russell: A Political Life, by Alan Ryan, reviewed by Andrew Whitehead,
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in New Humanist, Quarterly

Journal of the Kationalist Press Association [Britain), August 199@, p. 24. With thanks to WARREN ALLEN SMITH.

Political Russell

Bertrand Russell: A Political Life by Alan Ryan (Penguin,
£5.99)

INCONSISTENCY CAN. perhaps. be excused in a life as long
2s Bertrand Russell's. It is disconcerting, though, to discover
that just a few years before Russell championed direct action
against the British bomb, he was willing to contemplate an
American nuclear war on the Soviet Union, even though he
acknowledged it would kilt five-hundred-million people and set
back European civilisation by five hundred years.

Alan Ryan's political biography — first published in 1988
and now in paperback — is admiring. but not reverential. It does
not try to excuse or explain away the bizarre and incoherent
in Russell’s prodigious writings and activity. He admits that
many of Russell’s books have not weathered well. but argues
that parts of his work deserve 10 be read by those who have
grown up in the twenty years since Russell's death. **Russell
always touched a particular chord with the young,* Ryan writes,
*‘just as he always irritated the middle-aged.”

Bertrand Russell is, in a sense, a bridge between Victorian
high radicalism and modern socialism. He was born during
Gladstone's first term in Number Ten, and died in the year that
Neil Kinnock entered Parliament. His tirst book, on German
Social Democracy, appeared before the British Labour Party
was eslablished. More than seventy ycars later, he was
castigating a Labour government about War Crimes in Viet-
nam. Lord John Russell was his grandfather. J. S. Mill 4 god-
father. and Elizabeth Garrey Anderson wttended the birth, so
Russell could hardly have been anything but an advanced radical.
Here lay the roots of his rationalism and quasi-utilitarianism.
his advocacy of birth control. and his antipathy to the state, as
well as a pugnacious contempt for organised religion.

Alan Ryan portrays Russell as ““one of the last great radicals"".
A theme of this engaging and acc- essible biography is the way
in which Russell adapted to the decline of radicalism as an
organised force.
He became a socialist. but with an evident tension between the
desire for individual freedom und the need for social efficien-

¢y. Ryan describes him as a *liberal socialist'"; the term liber
tarian socialist might be more apt.
Russell had a healthy disrespect for
the conventions of society.
Although awarded the Order of
Merit and the Nobe! Prize. he
remarked: ‘1 have always held that
no one can be respectable without
being wicked. but so blunted was
my moral sense that | could
not see in what way I had
sinned.”" His bursts of
political activity were
short, but intense — in the
No Conscription Fellow-
ship during the First
World War, and in the
anti-bomb and Vietnam
olidarity campaigns of

the late fifiies and six-
ties. He was not a good
party politician. being
suspicious of the whole
business. **Certainly,

he thought that parl-
iamentary democracy

was generally a sham,

" Ryan says, “‘but he had no
great enthusiasm for the politics

of insurgency.”’ He had nothing
but contempt for Soviet com-
munism, having witnessed at first
hand in 1920 how little the reality
corresponded to the theory. Forty
years later in his C. N. D. days.
when challenged about his apparent
antipathy to communists. he said
they should choose between work-
ing for peace and working for Russia

It is difficult not to
admire Russell, but not
easy to identify any
enduring political legacy.
He deserves a place in the radical and rationalist pantheon. It
is a little difficult, though, 10 imagine a sixteen-year-old today
reacting as Alan Ryan did on his first encounter with Russell
and Mill in 1956. He recalls coming “‘as close as 1 expect to
come 1o the experience of religious conversion®". For all Alan
Ryan’s eloguence. Russell is from another era. He's been well-
served by his biographer, but his fillips and polemics were
period pieces.

BRS AWARD NOMINATIONS WANTED

(31) Please submit names of people you think should be considered tor the 1991 BRS Award.

When you submit a name,

also provide suppporting evidence which shows why you think your candidate qualities tor the Award.

Your candidate should meet one or more ot the following requirements:

(1) worked closely with BR in an

important way, (like Joseph Rotblat); or (2} made an important contribution to Russell scholarship (iike Faul

Arthur Schilpp); or
promoted awareness ot R or R's work (like Steve Allen);
courage, reminiscent ot R.

Please send your candidate(s) to Clare Halloran, 71-21

(3) acted in support ot an idea or cause that R championed

69Yth Street,

(like Henry Kendall):; or

or 5) exhibited qualities of character, such as moral

Glendale, NY 11385 (718-366-83%9). She

chairs the BRS Award Committee . Please send it without delay, to give the Committee sutticient time.

We want your inputt
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1991 KARLY RENEWAL HONOR ROLL

BRS members continue to set records. 149 members renewed betore January 1st in 1989, 191 did so in 1999, and
207 did it this year. We are most gratetul to ail 207 members for their splendid cooperation in making the
renewal process go more easily. Here they are:

MR. BECKRY ABDEL-MAGID, MS. AURORA ALMEIDA, MR. J. M. ALTIERI, MR. ROBERT AMOS, DR. JEAN ANDERSON, MK. STEFAN
ANDERSSON, DR. IRVING H. ANELLIS, MR. JAY ARAGONA, DR. RUBEN ARDILA, MR. J. WARREN ARRINGTON, DR. GEOKGE
AUSTIN, PROF. DONG-IN BAE, MR. ADAM PAUL BANNER, MS. MAMATA BARUA, DR. WALTER BAUMGARTNER, MS. VIVIAN B.
RUBEL, MS. JACQUELINE BERTHON-PAYON, DR. FRANK BISK, DR. HOWARD A. BLAIR, MS. DEBORAH BOMNERT, MS. BEVERLY
BOLING, MR. MICHAEL EMMET BRADY, MR. DAVID BRANDT-ERICHSEN, MRS. DEIRDRE M. BRETON, MR. JOSEPH BROGNA, MR.
SHAUN BUHLER, MS. EVELYN BURTON, MS. JAN BUSH, MR. JAMES HALEY BUXTON, MR. ROBEKT P. CANTERBURY, M. JACQUES C.
CARBOU, MR. CHARLES E. CARLINI, MS. BETTE CHAMBERS, DR. DENNIS C. CHIPMAN, MR. LOU CLARK, MR. WHITFIKLD COBB,
MS. JAN LOEB COLETTS, MR. JACK R. CONLES, MS. GLENNA STONE CRANFORD, DR. PETER G. CRANFORD, MR. JIM S. CURTIS,
MR. DENNIS J. DARLAND, MS. SUSAN J. DARLAND, MS. ALICE L. DARLINGTON, MR. ROBERT K. DAVIS, MR. JOHN C.
DESHAIBS, MR. SAM DIBBLE, JR., MR. PAUL A. DOUDNA, MS. PEGGY DOYLE, MR. PRADEEP KUMAR DUBEY, MR. RONALD
EDWARDS, MS. LINDA EGENDORF, MR. LEE EISLER, MR, RICHARD FALLIN, MR. VICTOR J. FERNANDEZ, MR. WILLIAM K.
FIELDING, MS. ‘BRENDA M. FREEDMAN, MR. STEPHEN H. FREY, DR. BERND FROHMANN, MR. BILL GAGNON, MR. J. GREGORY
GANEFF, MR. JOHN GANEFF, DR. ALEJANDRO R. GARCIADIEGO, MR. EVAN FROST GELLAR, MR. SEYMOUR GENSER, MR. DAVID W.
GLOVER, MR. JOSEPH M. GLYNN, JR., MR. ABE GOLDBLATT, MR. ARTTIE PIAR GOMEZ, MR. ANJAN GOWDA, MS. CLARE
HALLORAN, MR. EARL HANSEN, MR. TIM HARDING, DR. WILLIAM HARE, MR. JOHN W. HARPER. JR., MR. JOHN L. HARWICK,
MS. MARION E. HARWICK, MR. STERLING V. HARWOOD, MS. MIRIAM HECHT, MR. DON HERNANDEZ, MS. LYLA HERNANDEZ, MR.
ROBERT M. HICKS, DR. CHARLES W. HILL, MR. JEFFREY A. HILL, MR. DOUGLAS K. HINTON, MR. JAMES LLOYD HOOPES, MS.
OPHELTA HOOPES, MR. THOMAS C. HORNE, DR. TING-FU HUNG, MR. ARVO IHALAINEN, MR. RAMON K. ILUSORIO, MR. NOBORU
INOUE, MR. DONALD W. JACKANICZ, MR. JOHN A. JACKANICZ, MR. THEODORE M. JACKANICZ, MR. ADAM JACOBS, MR. MICHAEL
LEE JACOBS, MK. ROBERT T. JAMES, MS. SHIRLEY D. JESPERSEN, MR. JAMES M. JONES, MR. LARRY JUDKINS, MR. TOM
KIPP, DEAN MARVIN KOHL, MR. KENNETH KORBIN, MR. GEORGE G. KUC, PROF. PAUL GRIMLEY KUNTZ, PROF. PAUL KURTZ, DK.
HERBERT C. LANSDELL, DR. PHILIP M. LE COMPTE, PROF. JUSTIN DUNMORE LEIBER, MR. JOHN R. LENZ, DR. H. WALTER
LESSING, MR. DON LOEB, MR. JONATHAN A. LUKIN, MR. TIMOTHY J. MADIGAN, MR. HENRY B. MANGRAVITE, MR. STEVE
MAHAGIDES, MR. BILL MCDONALD, MR. NATHAN MCKINLEY, MR. HUGH MCVEIGH, MR. JAMES E. MCWILLIAMS, MS. SYDNEY
MCWILLIAMS, DR. THEO MEILJER, DR. DAVID J. MELTZ, MR. ROBERT MERRIGAN, MR. CARL MILLER, MR. ISSACHAR MIRON, MK.
BRIAN R. MOLSTAD, PROF. HUGH S. MOORHEAD, MR. GLENN K. MOYEK, MS. SANDI A. MOYER, MR. WILLIAM S. NEWHALL, JR.,
MR. MARK OAKFORD, MR. ROY M. ODOM, JR., MR. DAVID M. ONDIK, MR. JOHN ONELLL, MR. JOHN C. PARKER, MR. BEKT
PARNALL, MR. MICHEL PAUL, MR. JAMES R. PEARSE, MR. JAMES J. PETRASSI, MR. PAUL M. PFALZNER, MS. BARBARA B.
PONTIER, REV. RAYMOND J. PONTIER, DR. EDWARD L. PRICHARD JR., MR. GUVVALA N. REDLY, MR. STEPHEN J. REINHARDT,
MR. BENITO REY, MR. ROBEKRT A. RIEMENSCHNEIDER, MKR. WILLIAM M. RIPLEY, PROF. DON D. KOBERTS, DR. MICHAEL J.
ROCKLER, MR. ANDY ROGERS, MR. LARS ROHRBACH, PROF. HARRY RUJA, MS. CHERIE RUPPE, MS. SIGRID D. SAAL, MR. PAUL
SRKA, DR. NATHAN U. SALMON, MR. ROBERT SASS, MR. GREGORY J. SCAMMELL, MK. JOHN F. SCHAAK, DR. ANNE-FRANCOISE
SCHMID, MS. NANEITE E. SCOFIELD, MR. JOHN EDWIN SHOSKY, MR. WARREN ALLMN SMITH, MK. WAYNE DOUGLAS SMITH, MK.
JOHN E. SONNTAG, MR. JOEL SPIRA, MS. RUTH SPIRA, MS. DEBRA STAFFORD, DR. PHILIP STANDER, MK. THOMAS J.

CHARLES TUTT, MS. ALICE TZANETAKOS, MR. CHRISTOS TZANETAKOS, MR. CLIFFORD VALENTINE, MS. ELHANOR H. VALENTINE,
DR. HENRY VAN DYKE, MR. WALTER VANNINL, MR. JOE H. VIRDEN, MS. SUSAN BERLIN VOMBRACK, MS. ANN WALLACE, MR.
ROBERT E. WALLACE, MK. DEWEY I. WALLACE, JR., MR. MARK WEBER, MR. MICHAEL J. WEBER, MS. DONNA S. WEIMER, MR.
THOMAS WELISBACH, MS. SUZANNE W. SABATH, MR. JOHN TODD WEST, DR. CHARLES L. WEYAND, MK. CALVIN B. WICHERN, MR.
JOHN A. WILHELM, MR. RICHARD B. WILK, MR. VINCENY DUFAUX WILLIAMS, MR. WALTER WINFIELD, JR., MS. ELEANUR

WOLFF, MR. JAMES k. WOODROW, MR. CHARLES ALLEN YODER, MR. WILLIAM H. YOUNG, MS. JUDITH ZACCONE, DR. TERRY S.
ZACCONE.

LOCAL CHAPTERS

Benares. Chandrakala Padia is the Director of 'The Benares Chapter of The Bertrand Russell Society, as well as
a Director ot the BKS itself. She tells us that the Benares Chapter is doing very well, recently held a hugely
successrul one-day seminar, and has acquired more members.

However the Chapter needs books by and about BK. It you have BR books that are duplicates or that you

can do without tor whatever reason, please send them to Benares. MARVIN KOHL and DON JACKANICZ have set a good
example tor the rest of us to follow by doing just that.

Send books to the Benares Chapter, The Bertrand Russell Society, 26 Teachers’ Flats, B.H.U., Varanesi 5,
India. It wili be greatly appreciated.

PROMOTING BR/BRS

BR at Muhienberg. Once again we showed BR on videotape to a group of mostly students at Muhlenberg College,
Allentown, PA. Last time (4/30/99) we had shown the tirst 4 of the Woodrow Wyatt 1959 interviews (RSN67-11}).
This time {11/28/99) we showed the last 4 ot the interviews. As betore, Professor Ted Shick was host. About
25 ot the students present signed up to receive intormation about the BRS by mail. Before the the tape was
shown, we read a paper telling why Russell had a low opinion of Plato‘s Republic; the reason: it 18 a
prescription for a totalitarian state.
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RUSSELL SOCIETY LIBRARY
Tom Stanley, Librarian
Box 434, Wilder, VT 05088

(35) Books ror sale

BY BERTRAND RUSSELL:

Appeal to the American ConmcienCE...ccvvurerecascorsrattorvrncesnes veees 3.15
Authority and the Individual......... ceeeeatracanneanas s 4,75
Basic Writings of Bertrand Russell, ad!.nd by !'nnr lnd Denonn. . 6.50 R
Education and the Social OTQOT. evvreeesrnnseseannseeonnnsenonnns . 6.50
Has Man a Future?..cccccancveses . 8.00 H
A History bf Western Philosophy... 6.50 R
History of the World in Epitome. . 1.00
In Praise of Idlensss....c.cc0n. . 6.50
The Impsct of Science on Society . 4.00
An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth . 6.50
My Philosophical Development.... 6.50
Political Ideals.....cc00es 4.75
Power: A New Social Analy . 5.50
The Practice and Theory of Bo. . 475
Priciples of Social Recomstruction . 6,75
Roads to Freedom . 6.50
s:.pu:n guys . 4,75
Unpopular Essays . 4.25 R
Yu Mot A Ch: .« 4.25 R

BY OTHER AUTHORS:

Bertrand Russell, 1872-1970...00ccevnccccsncescassasnnrccscncnnnanasseess 1,50
Bertrand Russell by A.J. Ayer...... cesssvesssesasrsssernsrassecncons 8,00
Bertrand Russell and the Pacifists l.u chc N.rlt World War

x

by Jo VellaCOtl.voucrrverccstorencvncosascnccssnssssvsnncnns eevecaresns 10.50
Bertrand Russell as & Phtlo:ephor by A.J. Ayef...occevene 3
Bertrand Russell’'s Theory of Knowledge by Elizabeth Eames....... H
Esssys on Socialist Humaniss in Honor of the Centenary

of Bertrand Russ@ll........oivieerenneanenreroratssensnsaarssasarses ... 4.00

9.00 H
Into the Tenth Decade: A Tribute to Bertrand Russell..................... 5.00

The Life of Bertrand Russell in Pictures and His Own Words.
Mr. Wilson Speaks 'Frankly and Fearleasly' om Vietnam to B. R . .
The Tamarisk Tres, Volume I by Dora Bussell...cccccveeverscreccosenasress S50 H

H Cloth, otherwise paperback
R Remaindered by Simon & Schuster. Wkh the sxception of the usual remainders’
mark on the bottom edge, these sre in Fine condition.

Prices are postpaid. Please send check or money-order, payable to the Bertrand
Russell Socutx. to The Russell Society Library, Box 434, Wilder, VT O5UBE.

New and forthcoming

Russell's Idealist Aoprenticeship by Nicholas Griffin. Oxford University Press
January, 1991. 382.50

The Art Of Philosophizing And Other Essays by Russell. Littlefield Adams
Dctober, 1990. $8.95 pb.

A Study of Bertrand Russell's Ethics by D.D. Bandishte. Asia Book Co. $12.95

Audiocassettes tor rent

Speeches

200 Nobel Prize Acceptance $
201 “"Living in an Atomic

202 *"Man's Peril”. BBC 6

203 Russell-Einstein chl.!uto- 1955

204 "Address to the CMD". 1939

205 "Appeal to the American Conscience”. 1966

I IICIAIC 1953

- Intarvievs, debates

225 "1s Security Increasing?”. MNBC 1939

226 Russell-Copeston Debate on the Ex{stance of God. BBC 1949

227 "Bertrand Russell”. Romney Wheeler Interview. NBC 1952

228 "Face to Face". John m-nn Interview. BBC 1939

229 "Bertrand Russell $ ng". Interviews by Woodrow Wyatt.
Russell discusses losophy, taboo morality, religion, and
fanatictem. 1959

230 Woodrow Wyatt Interviews{l). BRussell discusses the role of the
individual, happiness, power, and the future of ssnkind. 1959

231 "Close-Up". ine Crand Interview. CBC 1959

232 "Speaking Perscually: Bertrand Russell®. John Chandos Interview. 1961

233 Devid Susskind Interview. 1962

234 "On Muclesr Morality”. Michasl Tigar Interview. 1962

233 Interviev on Vietnam. CBC 1963

236 Studs Terkel Interview. 1962

237 Woodrow Wyatt Interviews (II). Russell discusses nationaliss,Great
Britain, communism and capitslism, war and pacifism, and the H-bomb. 1959

Lectures, broadcascs

250 "Bertrand Russell” by Rev. Paul Beattie. 1975

251 "Bertrand Russell as s Philosopher” by A.J. Ayer. BBC 1980

252 "Bertrand Russell" by Prof. Giovanni Costigan. 1986

253 "Portmit of the Father as Philosopher" by Katherine Tait. (In German)

Documentarias
278 'f'n\c Llf;s;nd Times of Bertrand Russell”. Soundtrack of BBAC
m. 1
276 “Sound Portrait of Bertrand Russell™. NPR dramatization. 1980
277 "Bartie and the Bomb". Soundtrack of BBC tslevision broadcast. 1984
Misc.

300 "Sinfonia Contra Timore" by Graham Whettam. Dedicated to Russell.

The loan fee for cassettes is $1.00.

Naw_audio cassettes:

238 Merv Griffin Interviews Russell. Soundtracks of the unedited film footage
taken for the 28 June 1965 broadcast of the Merv Griffin Show. Pacifica
Radio Archive #BC0309.

206 Russell's Address to the Berkley Vietnam Teach-in. 21 May 1965. Published
as " American Ambition Can Kill Us ", The Week, 20 May 1965. Pacifica Radio
Archive #BB2218.26.

301 The Cowxience of Wisdom. A program in the CBC's "Project '62" series.
Statements by Russell, Huxley, and many others. Nov., 1961. Pacifica Radio
Archive #BB0950.

278 Beatrice Webd on the Russells/ Russell on the Webbs. A reading of the Webbds
observations of Alys and Bertrand from The Diary of Bestrice Webb. Russell
reads his assessment of the Webbs. Feb., 1966. Produced By Pacifica.
Pacifica Radio Archive #BB4557.

NEWSLEITER ITEMS WANTED

(36) HWe depend on_you to help us with the newsletter. Whenever you come across something in your reading that

strikes you as specially interesting, please send it to us -- or send a good photocopy -- tor possible

inclusion in a tuture newsletter If you're not sure abou some
. t whether or not to se '
- use it 1f we can. We need your input. n Fhang, mend it Welil
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OPPONENTS

The U.S. State Department. When DON JACKANICZ worked in the {U.S.) National Archives, in Washingon, he
searched for records related to BR, and found several.

Don  writes: “These documents do not reveal anything ot great importance, but they are worth knowing
about, showing how U. S. State Department otticials at least twice reported to Washington on Russell’'s
activities. Note the misspellings ot HBertram and Russel." Thank you, Don.

The first instance, below, comes from General Records ot the Department ot State (Record Group 59),
Decimal Files, 1910 29, 862.20241/10. (February 13,1918, regarding Russell's trial.)
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E P OF f.:'?“q <
No. §303. - < LONDON, February 13, 1918.

The Honorable
The Secretary of State,

Vashington.

Sir:-

I have the honor to invite the attention of
the Department to the case of the Honorable Bertrand
Ruseell, who has been sentenced to six monthe im-
prisonment for publishing, in a paper called the

TRISUNAL, an article, certain statements in which

constituted a deliverate insult to the Unitzd States



Page 23

3

Russell Socliety News, No. 69

-2 -

Arwy, and were considered by the Court to be

prejudicial to the good relations between the

United States and Great Britain.

is a man of good education, and a writer by pro-
fession; he is a descendant of the former Prime

Minister, Lord John Russell, and has been until

Mr. Russell

recently highly thought of in thie country.

Unfortunately, during this war he has shown him~

self to be a pronounced and extreme pacifist, and

ags a result of his activities wase once before

suwwmonad by the police, and obliged under the

Defence of the Realm Act to follow the regulations

prescrived for enemy alisne in respect of reporting

his umoveients to the police.

I have the honor to transmit herewith an

account of the proceedinge in Court, as reported

by the TIMES of February 11, 1918.

Enclosure:-

Subject:-

I have the honor to be,

Sir,

Your obedient

[ o Hllidinrr aton )
S, sty Lsict—

Extract from the
TILES, Februury 11,
1918.

Procezdings in Court
re Hon. Bertrand
Rusesell.

servant,

February 1991
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don)(2/11/18).
e tollowing is trom The Times (Lon

Erilght and lett columns in their original positions,
the rirst column, and then back again.

CITY LONDON,
SUBJECT: Insult
SUMMARY:

MR. BERTRAND RUSSELL

- BENTENCED.

MISCHIEVOUS WORDS ' INiSs ik to
L ‘;‘;‘%N%TIGLE,; o

n, -the Hon. Bpar
of Gordon-square, \V,0.,

Joan Bravdasp,

lication called the Tribunal made certain’
intended and Jikely to '
tions with the Uny

Regulation 27'(b) of
lations, -~ """

Director of Publiq Proseccutions ; Mf, Cee]
appeared for"tho;dcfepdmta. '

Mr. Humphroys asked tha¢ the
dealt with summatily, ‘
was a fourpage paper,
1918, the front page
" The Gorman
Rursell,
following terms:— :
be"'l‘he Arcrican garrigon which

oecurymg England and France,
o Sount 1 abl

no dou ca e of intimidatin
pation to whic'l,x the Am d
when at homo,”

Tho prosecution contended that
intended and likely

ol
m
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TNSIHI®G THE U, ARMY, sl T s,
BERTRAND A“’“""?vm'

AT, of York:buildings, Adelphi, 1 /0., menabo-spd, dahger. . liors' Wais' no
were jointly summionad’ for baving in o printed l"m.’:‘{?'"‘-"n:#pﬁ the

United States of Ameri¢s—con
tho Delonce of the Beilm Regu.

M. Travers Humphroys conducted the ocase for

charge should'
‘Ho sai¢ that the Tribuna PPNty Artye il
aad In tho iasus of January $F.oqmplglned ot. «T% Wwak fiot fair, .moteover, to fix unon

Peaco Offer,” by the defendant

was taken up with an anl,cle;'mnd
Tho paragraph complained’ of was in tbe’

will by that time(0f those two parties.
) whether or not|
provo efficient ggainst. the Germans, wil}
strikers, an occu..
erican Army {s &ccustom

‘most serious-minded ampngst that
to prejudice gil: tﬁ‘.“,&'&%ﬁ“,},‘i‘; not tako the objectious to the article
. Seates 4 statement of that-Put ‘°"V"d°nbf;

-.nad quoted
azoni. trou&ltew::;l "}g'ak'ibmqwordu which. ighm

one of oyr NP say that these
relations of the two-

M‘m:;tmtgzildénm tonds to show thot thero are

‘ﬁ.‘};’&.‘%j&‘:ﬁ‘&;‘ﬁ ",‘:0’3, such g 6Ver i their ming, wnd thdt they~live from band to

February 1991

ding. We’'ve Kkept the
t has been enlarged for easier rea
io once again you’l.l.'have to go to the next page to tinish

to the U,S. Army -

Mr.Bertrand Russell Sentenced.

" UetetlivesInspector Parker stated that the Tribunal
Yas 8 journal which could be purchased by the public
o ordinary way, - . e, !
| hoar Ganera] gy >0 1f the magistrath desised to
' ;hear Gener . PRI
b B Jdmr:qunnao§ BHId that, as.far 45 he twag
eoncerned, it ,\was_unn cessary; but if ‘Mr. Whiteley

question him he -could ‘bo cailed,

-..Af‘fi-.j};.is';,f&\;;.‘«;'--"oq@;.. Ot Wk ‘Diravce, 5.
* i N Whiteley ! sibmitlad’ that ‘thete was'no ground
dor ';th ety which. . the: - proseoution : had

Sy
PR

a., inf

“.reld
ted. Btates 1-his purpose was the
‘he‘w # warning thgrprgbuo against
d,: tly or wrongl + WS & serious
ustification for
o yaggiony DANAED wia “ ikely e
] -pu .0y the. prosecution, : o
articly: .'mt‘-%n‘fd?iﬁoti&fbut-,ul,":fxned,'.co_ntsz‘xi-
Hop, showing %t%o -v,iowl-_,axhnzbed were merely
iojt.hon...d! he in vidnq_g‘wrlm;- and it was idlo to
Totend that the personal opinio afd sentiments of
: tever Lk position. wegs likely.-to
ops..with &, ngq&m.,gt,m. ¥
Jerhy oy 1o ovs ey Siscuzied In syery paper
. every eountry, 156t svery oint o} vidw Yand from
vario Plenty of faglaty
ave be¢n . gele - ()

& ated passages might
. W ~OVer-gg;
would have found guiftd ,u'.ol;fa,e'ﬁs:m 1

N oy iﬁtg:’ﬂon . J “Péjoditing thd

-4V,

- opposite. for
be conaidere

By %slttv'é officials
e as that now

0 #etitences withous regard to th
ot the article, which was : 1
to those who sy;?puthlzed "With the views of the
Labour &nd. Bodis st Parties’ thie. results whi ]
continuation of the war mlcfht have on tho {nterests
the Tribunal
Was probably only a few thousands & weak, and the
suggestion was ludicrous that a few es in such a
paper were likely to affact the relations of this country
with America, The Americans were credited with g
keén senso of bumour, and he suggested that even tho
I ' at nation woyld
which had been
"Mr. ‘Humphreys
one sentence, but he had omitted
ediately followed :—* | »ttlllq
o

Uhoughts are iun the minds of
vemment’”. B K ) 4 S R S
ecidet. Mr Trfyers. Humphreys—Read. the. rest .of the
y paragraph. T .- RO .
My, ,\ghitele v—Yes, ' It g ‘o= All the evi-
- ¥ "o o 0 thoughts what.

o general

the prosceution,
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they were capable

passige could havo been written by any person who Mouth consoling theixselves ‘tdh:’: ;}nouneo and sentl-

was not- directl - . it mental twaddle. .1 say onl
At o cvertato it posmible miaohievoun otoct of thoughi it would be alo
It it were allowed to pass unchallenged. What did . that

difficult to overstate its

g such lines as 1 have
they would have to attempt to justily

the suggestion that an American ‘- garrison would '8 to make peaco:on the -basis of the German

shortly oceupyin,
not that the Bgziahxmd’

be ablo cffectively to defond their countries, and that

it was necessary to have'

d 4§t -offer, i1, indeed, they do ‘decido to refuse.” . Counsel

ok domi ol ot 1532 e 2 b
es’ arly in. the ] , and

' niot the assistance of first %}hp afnt lyboﬁt‘ them, B:f‘om- the issus of this

ro, : et
ap Ally to fight the enemy, but n garrison in this particulay article he had'made vp:his mind to dis:

country and in Frunce pro

ing upon that ‘sneer at.the
o, s, the cone . e o[ Apeins o

rmy in tho words, ‘* whéther or n rove ) A
. ' ’3’. Germans,” the sugggsuon Belng,' o of the regulstions, he suggested that & very miti-

efficient againgt

ed rica ? F - oontinde his contributions, because he intended for
A!'mh'iym:‘:}° Gcr:at B‘:!llt.m‘ the future tp.devote himsélt to wrwn%:nd ‘Jecturing

4 on wophy. ' 1 the magistrate falt bouad to come
:conclusion 'that Mr. Russell had transgressed

that the American  Asmy, while capable of forming agated penslty would meet the case.
d: ux{'F Lows My, gu p{n‘o

garrison in ‘Englan

rance, was not to be very ys; mentioned that inﬂmi,e"',"‘mlo,‘ ad

ng
mnch_tbought ‘of as ‘an effective Ally in fighting the the M'd,uion House,, Mr.. Russcll was convicted on a
00. o i ! " ;

reign

Then came ‘the words, “ They will no ddubt bef,
capablo of intimidating, strikors, an occupation to
‘ 3

which they are

first obrervation to be maida on that was that it
-~ wis untrue ; abd the second observation was .as fo
the ‘impression ' that would be created among th
citizan soldiers of this: country {f they believed for
an instant that tho Army of another democratioly
country ocould jn any, conceivable cireumstances bef,,
used here for tho purpose of taking part in any lab
troubles that might atime. 1f necessary
call Brigadier-General Ohilds to give evidence on tha
point, The female defendant had admitted that sh

Tcharge, and wad fined £100 and £10 costs, -

“ oA Ny Distiosa T O
%, Jom Digktxson. said - that tho- words of the
Sn,?;gl.mﬁ_d.wd ie[i-edfxl:l‘,uﬁnéd as mis-
dl,lgd Hepo wt:s ~no1 d(ﬁnbt h{n ﬁuj e;.tn(n'd‘ rtgxlnt
oy were calculated réjudice his Ma % reln-
h’g-"mm o !de:an' Cand Tatmees ”Zmé’ Ged
lont B8ORN0. O cy and fairness, and had
Axv\: :t:t, 0f his way to insult, by a deliberite and
esigned sueer, the Army of tho great nation whioh
was_so_closely sllied tp us by ties of affection.and’
kindred—a nation- which had joined us to fight for
'the same ideals of justice 'and freedom that had in-

when at home.” The :

he would

Was the actuul editor.of the Tribunal, and Wmu‘}iptmd ws. Tho offence was a very despicable one,

Jor_ita publication.

The 2nd instance -- of U. S.
starts on the rollowing page.

and althiough the sound gense—or, as Mr. Whiteley

nad put it, the keen senss of humour--of the Ameri-
cans might treat. his libel with the contompt it.de-
served, thero wero somc people who wauld eagerly
seize upon those false a ons and use them for
the injury of the canke to which wo had been devoting
our lives and our treanyre. Mr. Rassell’s attainmenta
Honder. g ol pravioasds Bag. & nemies o this
offence, H d pre . & warning on -
very subject, but ﬁul chosen delibe,m‘telyv%o‘igndm
it. The gentence upon him would be eix .rsonths’
imprisonmient in tho secand  division. ' Miss Beau-
chamgc?m pay o fine of £60 and £15 1§a costs.
No of appeasl aggmb both sentences was given,
and Lord Russell and Mr. T, J. C. Saunderson becamae
sureties for the prosécution of the appoals., . . -
' There was & her sumamons. against. Miss Beau-
champ for printing false statsments in the T'ribunal
in contravention of Regulation 27 (a), = =~ -
- :Mr. Whiteley said that this summons referred to
statements made in the letter .of a correspondent,
and it the case was to be proceeded with he would
have to ask for an adjournment, in order that he might
call the writer of.the letter and a ngmber of other
witnesses to prove that the statements were abso-
Jutely true. L . . o :
It was eventually arranged that the 'summons
should be adjourned sine die.

ww

State Department otticials reporting to Washington on Russell's activities. -
1t comes from General Records of the Department of State (KRecord Group 59).

Decimal Files, 191¢ 29, 893.42/114. (October 14, 192¢ regarding Russell’'s arrival in China.)
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. "~ DIVISIONOF -1
YARKASTRRNARFAITS,
NOY Qs

NOV v b0

Liatsl, of e

AMERIGAN OONSULaTE

-

| A
-/
&‘”Tmrm/ £ —

THE HONORABLE

1 Subject: Arrival in China of the Hono le
/ Bertram Russell.

TEE SRCRETARY OF STATE, (\
WASHINGTON, D. C. 3

Sir:

1/

I have the honor to enclose herewith copy of a self-
explanatory despatoh (No. Zzﬁ[ , File No. 84g), of this
Consulaté-General, of even date, on the above subject, to

the Ameriocan Legation at Peking.

RELY
-«

oy T
.

I have the honor to be,

o=
oy
Sir, b
Your obedient servant <9

Al

)
§

American Consul in Charge.
Enclosure:

1/- C?py of Shanghai Consulate-General despatch

No. File Fo. 842), of Ootober 14,
1920, to the American Legation at Peking.

842
Ro
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AMERIOAN CONSULATE ORNERAL

¥o. N &/ 8hanghai, Ohina, Oct. 14, 19g0.
CORFIDENTIAL,

Subjeot: Arrival in Ohins of the Honorable
Bertram Russell.

The Honorabdle
Charles R. Orans,
Amorioﬁn Minister,
Peking, Ohina.

8ir:

I have the honor to inform the Legation that the
Honorable Bertram Rus/aon. & British subject, arrived
in Shanghal recently by the steamship PORTHOS from
Europe, It 18 understood that he is procgeding to
Peking, where he is to taks a position as instructor
in thA Peking Univeraity, He is acoompanied by his
seoretary, Migs D, Blgpk.

It has been reported to this office that while on
board the ship both Mr, Russell and his . seoretary gave -
free expression to sentiments of an extremely sooiglistio
and anarchistic charaotsr, The informant gave it as
hie opinion that Mr. Russell would, during his sojourn
in China, be very likely to continue to propagate doo-
trines of this nature.

Although Mr. Russell is a British subject, it has

been, nevertheless, deomed advisable to refer this mat-
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ter to the Legation for its inform tion.

I have the honor to be,
8ir,
Your obedient gerwmnt,
M. F. Perkins.

. dmerican Consul in Charge.

?/io

Co ,omfxv ont, .

FOR SALE

BR postcard. After being out of print for several years, our tavorite photo of BR -- taken in 19%9 by Philippe

Halsman -- is once again available. $1 for the tirst one, 75¢ each for more ordered at the same time.
Postpaid.

16-Year Index ot BRS Newsletters, 1974-1989, Issues 1-64, 43 pages, 2379 entries. Buy it for $7 postpaid

(within the USA). Or borrow it trom the RS Library, S1 postage (within the USA), plus you pay return Sl
postage.

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 Socliety, 1nc.” New reduced UShA
pPrice, S5 for 9¥ sheets, postpaid. Canada & Mexico still $6.

1990-Meeting Papers. The 10 papers presented at the 1999 Annual Meeting -- papers by Elizabeth Kames, Lee
Eisler, Joan Houlding, Don Jackanicz, Marvin Kohl, Tim Madigan, Chandrakala Padia, Michael Rockler, Harry
Ruja, and Thom Weidlich, 145 pages in all, bound -- can be yours tor $18 postpaid. Or borrow them from the RS
Library for S1 postage, plus you pay return Sl postage .

Buy any ot the above from the newsletter, or borrow from the RS Library. Addresses on Page 1, bottom.

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

1589-91: LOU ACHESON, ADAM PAUL BANNER, KEN BLACKWELL, JOHN JACKANICZ, DAVID JOHNSON, JUSTIN LEIBER, GLADYS
LEITHAUSER, STEVE REINHARDT, TOM STANLEY

1990-92: JACK COWLES, WILLIAM FIELDING, DAVID GOLDMAN, STEVE MARAGIDES, FRANK PAGE, PAUL SCHILPP, WAKREN
SMITH, RAMUN SUZARA, THOM WEIDLICH

1991-93: IRVING ANELLIS, BOB DAVIS, BOB JAMES, HUGH MOORHEAD, CHANDRAKALA PADIA, HARRY RUJA

The 6 BRS Otticers are aiso Directors, ex otticio
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Early genius
Anthony Storr

The Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell,

Volume 1: Cambridge Essays 1888-99
Edited by Kenneth Blackwell, Andrew
Brink, Nicholas Griffin, Richard A.
Rempel, John G. Slater
{George Allen & Unwin [£48 pre-
publication] £60)

He wrote 70 books, and some 2,5
shorter pieces. His writing has alwa
delighted me. Everything of his which 1
have ever read seems illumined from within
by a glowing clarity. He is one of the great
masters of English prose, and it is entirely
apt that he should have been awarded the

Nobel Prize for Literature.
The Collected Papers of Bertrand

Russell,
volume, will run to 28 volumes in all. The
publishers Ejope to complete this massive

ertrand Russell lived from l872-l9_7§

undertaking by the year 2000. The papers
are being édited by a team at McMaster
University,” Ontario which bought the
Russell Archives in 1968. About one-third
of the present volume consists of appen-
dices: outlines of lectures; monthly lists of
Russell’s reading; ~annotations, text-
val notes, and a bibliographical, as well as a
‘general index. It is clear that all the
resources of modern scholarship are bejng
employed to make this edition unrepeatably
definitive. All in all, it looks as if we shall
eventually have more information about
Russell's mind and its furnishings than we
shall have about any other eminent mind of
the 20th century.
The introduction to this volume states:
‘Writing came naturally to Russell in a
manner that is nowadays rare.’ Perhaps;
but, in ‘How 1 Write', Russell himself con-
 fessed that, when he was young, it was a
long time before he was able to write
without worry and anxiety. ‘When 1 was
young each fresh piece of serious work used
to seem to me for a time — perhaps a long
time — to be beyond my powers. | would
fret myself into a nervous state from fear
that it was never going to come right. |

of which this is the first
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would make one unsatisfying atterpt after
another, and in the end have to discard
them all.’ At last he discovered the virtue of
-incubation. If he left’ the problem to sim-
mer, ‘it would germinate underground un-
til, suddenly, the solution emerged with
blinding clarity, so that it only remained to
write down what had appeared as if in a
revelation.’ | :

Only the professional philosopher can

- assess Russel}’s contribution to philosophy,
but the g r part of his more popular
" writing is eagtly accessible to the layman.
-, From the psithological point of view, this
volume if fufll of interest. It begins with
*Greek Exercises,” a journal started when
Russell was 15, written in Greek characters
for the sake of secrecy. This reveals a startl-
ing precocity and an early interest in many
of the problems which were to preoccupy
Russell for years. In June 1888 he writes: ‘It
is extraordinary how few principles or
dogmas I have-been abie to become con-
vinced of. One-after another I find my un-
doubted beliefs slipping from me into the
region of doubt.’ I an autobiographical
talk delivered years later, Russell says that
one of the two mos} important motives
which impelled him td take up philosophy
was ‘the desire to find/some knowledge that
could be accept $ certainly true.” The
other motive wis to find some satisfiction
for his religious impulses. These early
diaries are much concerned with the om-
nipotence of God, immortality, the origin
. of conscience and related problems.
There'is no false modesty. ‘I read an arti-
cle in the Nineteenth Century today about
genius and madpess. | was much interested
by it. Some few of.the characteristics men-
tioned as denofting genius while showing a
.: tendency to madgess 1 believe I can discern
. in myself." Among these are ‘sexual pas-
-sion’ and ‘a desire to commit suicide.’ Both
impulses remained powerfully active in
Russell for years. We are fortunate that the
former impulse prevailed over the latter,
which it did with vigour.

After ‘Greek Exercises’ comes the hither-
to unpublished ‘A Locked Diary’ which
Russell kept from 1890-94. Amongst much
else, it records thé ambivalence of his feel-
ings toward Alys .Pearsall Smith who
became his first wife in 1894. His musical

February 1991

Anthony Storr reviews the first volume of the collected papers, in The Spectator, December 3, 1983.

taste is as yet unformed, since Tosti's
‘Goodbye’ is reckoned ‘absolutely perfect
of its kind’, in the same class as Shelley’s

lyrics. i

Russell went up to Cambridge in 1890. In
1892 he was elected to *The Apostles’. Six
of the papers he presented to this society
have been preserved and are printed here. It
was at meetings of ‘The Apostles’ that
Russell encountered Whitehead, with
whom he wrote Principia Mathematica.
Modem students of philosophy will find
that they are lodking back towards a
vanished world, aid may perhaps be en-
vious of those who were engaged in the sub-
ject before J.L.Austin and A.J.Ayer had
launched their assaults upon traditional
metaphysics. ‘It may be contended that,
although we can never wholly experience
Reality as it really-is, yet some experiences
approach it more nearly than ot ers, and
such experiences, it may be said, are given
by art and philosophy.’

Russell writes on Bacon, on Descartes,
on Hobbes; on Ethics; on Free-Will; on
Geometry. It is astonishing that so much of
his undergraduate 'and graduate work has
been preserved. Did the lonely child who
recorded that beginning Euclid was ‘as
dazzling as first love’ treasure these early in-
tellectual exercises.il; the way that other
adolescents treasurd. love-letters? By the
mid-1890s, Russell had become imeresteq in
economics and politics. There is a paper on
‘German Social Democracy,’ and another
on ‘the Uses of Luxury.' Russell was cer-
tain{yl one of the cleverest men of this cen-
turyifbut one cannot help being amazed at
boththis range and his mandarin certainty
that e can master any subject to which he
addrgsses himself. It is a kind of confidence
whi¢Hl no-one can profess today, when
many intellectual subjects have become so
speciplised, so ‘technical’, that even the
clevefest can only master parts rather than
wholl

There will, no doubt, be those who will
say that 28 volumes will tell us more about
Russgll than we want to know. But, because
his range was so wide, this huge project will
becothe not only a tribute to Russelt
him : Af. but a history of ideas of two-thirds
of thé 20th century.
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IF YOU HAVEN'T YET

SENT YOUR 1991 DUES

BETTER DO IT TODAY

AND. .

BECAUSE THERE AIN'T MUCH TIME LEFY
-WELL, YOU KNUW WHAT WILL HAPPEN

1T MAKES US SHUDDER TO THINK OF IT

WE HOPE YOU WON'T LET 1T HAPPEN



