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LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After reading this unit, you will be able to undersd :

1. The essays of Bertrand Russell, such as :
* Philosophy and politics
* Philosophy for Layman
* The future of mankind

* An outline of intellectual rubbish

INTRODUCTION

| Bertrand Arthur William Russell (1872-1970) wasBatish philosopher, |
logician, essayist and social critic best knownHi work in mathematical | logig
and analytic philosophy. His most influential camitions include | his defense qgf
logicism, the view that mathematics is in some ingodt sense reducible to logic,
his refining of the imply calculus introduced | Bottlob Frege, which still forms
the basis of most contemporary | logic, his defevisaeeutral doctrine (the view
that the world consists of just one type of substathat is neither exclusively
mental nor exclusively physical), and his theorasdefinite descriptions ang
logical atomism. Along with G.E. Moore, Russellgesnerally recognized as one of
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the founders of modern analytic philosophy. AlonithvKurt Godel, he is regularly
credited with being one of the most important Icagis of the twentieth century.

Over the course of his long career, Russell magiafgiant contributions, not
just to logic and philosophy, but to a broad ran§subjects including education,
history, political theory and religious studies.dddition, many of his writings on a
variety of topics in both the sciences and the mines have influenced
generations of general readers.

After a life marked by controversy, including dissals from both - Trinity
College, Cambridge, and City College, New York. $allswas awarded the Order
of Merit in 1949 and the Nobel Prize for Literature1950. Noted for his many
spirited anti-war and anti-nuclear protests, Russghained a prominent public
figure until his death at the age of 97.

PHILOSOPHY AND POLITICS

The British are distinguished among the nationsiotlern Europe, on the one
hand by the excellence of their philosophers, andtle other hand by their
contempt for philosophy. In both respects they shiogir wisdom. But contempt
for philosophy, if developed to the point at whitfbecomes systematic, is itself a
philosophy; it is the philosophy which, in Ameriag, called ‘instrumentalism’. |
shall that philosophy, if it is bad philosophy, mbg dangerous, and therefore
deserves that degree of negative respect whichcaerd to lightning and tigers.
What positive respect may due to ‘goo’ philosoptwill leave for the moment an
open question.

The connection of philosophy with politics, whichthe subject of my lecture,
has been perceptible in Britain than in Continentaintries. Empiricism, broadly
speaking, is connected with liberalism, but Humes waTroy; what philosophers
call 'idealism' has, in general, a similar conrmcttivith conservatism, but T.H.
Green was a Liberal. On the continent distinctiomge been more clear cut.

Kings, who genuinely believe in the Divine govermmef the world, and in a
system of rewards and punishments in the nextféfd,themselves not omnipotent,
and not able to sin with indemnity. This feelingigressed by the King in Hamlet,
when he contrasts the inflexibility of Divine justi with the acquiescence of
earthly judges to the royal power.

Philosophers, when they have tackled the problempraiserving social
consistency, have sought solutions less obviougigeddent upon dogma than
those offered by official religions. Most philosgphas bee a reaction (against
skepticism; it has arisen in ages when authorityomger sufficed to produce the
socially necessary minimum of belief, so that natjnrational arguments had to
be invented to secure the same result. This mdtaseled to a deep insincerity
infecting most philosophy, both ancient and modditmere has been a fear, often



unconscious, that clear thinking would lead to lisi, and this fear has led
philosophers to hide in mists of fallacy and obggur

—

There have, of course, been exceptions; the mdsibleoare Protagoras i
relic, and Hume in modern times. Both, as a resiutkepticism, were politically,
conservative. Protagoras did not know whether theds existed, but he held that
in any case they ought to be worshipped. Philosppbgording to him, had nothing
edifying to teach, and for the survival of moral®e wnust rely upon the

thoughtlessness of the majority and their willing;é believe what they had beén

taught. Nothing, therefore, must be done to wedlkerpopular force of tradition.

The same sort of thing, up to a point, may be aaiout Hume. After setting

forth his skeptical conclusions, which, he admat® not such as men can live by,

he passes on to a piece of practical advice whfckgllowed, would prevent
anybody from reading him. 'Carelessness and irtaitehhe says, ‘alone can afford
us any remedy. For this reason | rely entirely uplmem.' He does not, in this

»]
connection, set forth his reasons for being a Ty it is obvious that 'carelessness

and inattention', while they may lead to accessiorthe status circumstance
cannot, conjointly unaided, lead a man to advottaseor that scheme of reform.

Hobbes, though less skeptical than Hume, was egquatrsuaded tha
government is not of divine origin, and was equély, by the road of disbelief, t
advocacy of extreme conservatism.

o

Protagoras was 'answered' by Plato, and Hume by &aoh Hegel. In each
case the philosophical world heaved a sigh of fredied refrained from examining
too nicely the intellectual validity of the 'answeawhich in each case had politica
as well as theoretical consequences -though ircdke of the ‘answer' to Hume |it
was not the Liberal Kant but the reactionary Heghb developed the politica
consequences.

But thorough-going skeptics, such as ProtagorasHanmde, have never bee
influential, and have served chiefly as bugbearddoused by reactionaries in
frightening people into irrational dogmatism. Theally powerful adversaries
against whom Plato and Hegel had to contend weteskeptics, but quackery,
Democritus in the one case and Locke in the otineeach case empiricism was
associated with democracy and with a more or lepdcgable ethic. In each case
the new philosophy succeeded in presenting itselh@bler and more profound
than the philosophy of pedestrian common sensehwhgupplanted. In each case
in the name of all that was most sublime, the ndadopophy made itself the
champion of injustice, cruelty, and opposition togress. In the case of Hegel this
has come to be more or less recognized; in theafeRlato it is still something of a
paradox, though it has been brilliantly advocatedairecent book by Dr. K.R
Popper.

=
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Plato, according to Diogenes Laetrius, expressedigw that all the books of
Democritus ought to be burnt. His wish was so éiilled that none of the writings
of Democritus survive. Plato, in his Dialogues, erewnentioned him; Aristotle
gave some account of his doctrines; Epicurus vidgdrhim; and finally Lucretius
put the doctrines of Epicurus into verse. Lucretjust survived, by a happy
accident. To reconstruct Democritus from the comrsy of Aristotle and the
poetry of Lucretius is not easy; it is almost asvéd had to reconstruct Plato from
Locke's refutation of innate ideas and Vaughansaw eternity the other night'.
Nevertheless enough can be done to explain anceoumélato's hatred.

Democritus is chiefly famous as (along with Leucigp the founder of
atomism, which he advocated in spite of the olpesti of metaphysicians -
objections which were repeated by their successlonsn to and including
Descartes and Leibniz. His atomism, however, waly @art of his general
philosophy. He was a materialist, a deterministea thinker, a serviceable who
disliked all strong passions, a believer in evaloti both astronomical and
biological.

Like the men of similar opinions in the eighteen#@mtury, Democritus was an
fervid democrat. 'Poverty in a democracy,' he satyss much to be preferred to
what is called prosperity under totalitarian asefiem is to slavery'. He was a
contemporary of Socrates and Protagoras, and avfétlwnsman of the latter; he
flourished during the early years of the Peloporamesvar, but may have died
before it ended. That war concentrated the struggkt was taking place
throughout the Hellenic world between democracy eoercion. Sparta stood for
coercion; so did Plato's family and friends, whorevdhus led to become
fraternizer. Their treachery is held to have chutied to the defeat of Athens. After
that defeat, Plato set to work to sing the prafethe victors by constructing a
Utopia of which the main features were suggestedhleyconstitution of Sparta.
Such, however, was his artistic skill that Liberaksver noticed his reactionary
tendencies until his disciples Lenin and Hitler ragplied them with practical
exegesis.

That Plato's Republic should have been admiredsaolitical side, by decent
people, is perhaps the most astonishing examplieecdry snobbery in all history.
Let us consider a few points in this totalitariaiact. The main purpose of
education, to which everything else in subordinatetb produce courage in battle.
To this end, there is to be a rigid censorshiphef $tories told by mothers and
nurses to young children; there is to be no readfrigomer, because that degraded
versifier makes heroes lament and gods laugh; thenal is to be forbidden,
because it contains villains and women; music iset@nly of certain kinds, which,
in modern times, would be 'Rule Britannia' and "Mtish Grenadiers”. The
government is to in the hands of a small coerondm are to practice trickery and
lying - trickery in manipulating the drawing of ®for dysgenics purposes, and
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aware of a Cape-Horny thought. It really does haweh a thought, or rather such
as aspect of the one thought that it timelesslgkihiand is, and this is the only
reality that belongs to Cape Horn. But since wencameach such heights, we are
doing our best in thinking of it in the ordinaryaggaphical way.

But what, some one may say, has all this to do widlitics? At first sight,
perhaps, not very much. To Hegel, however, the edion is obvious. It follows
from his metaphysic that true liberty consists iredience to an arbitrary authority,
that free speech is an evil, that absolute monaixigood, that the Purssian state
was the best existing at the time when he wrote,vilar is good, and that an
international organization for the peaceful setdeimof disputes would be a
misfortune. It is just possible that some my readeay not see at once how these
consequences follow, so | hope | may be pardonesalying a few words about the
intermediate steps.

Although time is unreal, the series of appearamdgsh constitutes history has
a curious relation to Reality. Hegel discovered mla¢ure of Reality by a purely
logical process called the 'dialectic’, which cetssbf discovering contradictions in
abstract ideas and correcting them less abstrach Bf these abstract ideas is
conceived as a stage in the development of Tha',ldee last stage being the
'‘Absolute Idea’.

Oddly enough, for some reason which Hegal neveulded, the temporal
process of history repeats the logical developnuénthe dialectic. It might be
thought, since the metaphysic professes to applgilt®eality that the temporal
process which parallels it would be cosmic, butanbit of it; it is purely terrestrial,
confined to recorded history, and (incredible das thay seem) to the history that
Hegel happened to know. Different nations, at déffie times, have embodied the
stages of the Idea that the dialect had reachddoat studies. Of China, Hegel
knew only that it was, therefore China illustratke category of mere being. Of
India he knew only that Buddhists believed in Nirgatherefore India illustrated
the category of nothing. The Greeks and Romansagioer further along the list of
categories, but all the late stages have beetoléie Germans, who, since the time
of the fall of Rome, have been the sole standabéarers of the Idea, and had
already in 1830 very nearly realized the Absoldiesl

To any one who still cherishes the hope that maa msore or less rational
animal, the success of this farrago of nonsense beuastonishing. In his own day,
his system was accepted by almost all academiedllycated young Germans,
which is perhaps definable by the fact that ittedd German self-esteem. What is
more surprising is its success outside Germany.nNveas young, most teachers
of philosophy in British and American universiti@gre Hegelians, so that, until |
read Hegel, | supposed there must be some truthisinrsystem; | was cured,



however, by discovering that everything he saidimphilosophy of mathematic
was plain nonsense.

Most curious of all was his effect on Marx, who komver some of his mos
fanciful tenets, more particularly the belief thastory develops according to
logical plan, and is concerned, like the purelyti@es dialectic, to find ways o
avoiding- self-contradiction. Over a large parttbé earth's surface you will b
liquidated if you question this dogma, and eminéfg@stern men of science, wh
sympathise politically with Russia, show their swtiy by using the wor
‘contradiction’ in ways that no self-respectingdan can accept.

In tracing a connection between the politics aredrttetaphysics of a man lik
Hegal, we must content ourselves with certain gamwyeral features of his practical
programme. That Hegel glorified Prussia was somgthof an accident; in hi
earlier years he ardently admired Napoleon, ang bekame a German patrigt
when he became an employee of the Prussian State. ik the latest form of hi
philosophy of History, he still mentions Alexand€aesar, and Napoleon as men
great enough to have a right to consider themsealxempt from the 1 obligation
of the moral law. What is philosophy constrainech io admire was not German
as against France, but order, system, regulatiod, iatensity of government
control his deification of the State would have rb@est as shocking if the Stat
concerned had been Napoleon's despotism. In hisapimon, he knew what th
world needed, though most men did not; a stronggodent might compel never
do. Heraclitus, to whom Hegel was deeply indebsegs: 'Every beast is driven
the pasture with blows. Let us, in any case, make of the blows; whether the
lead to a pasturage is a matter of minor importanescept, of course, to th
'beasts'.

<

1%

It is obvious that an autocratic system, such asddvocated by; Hegel or b
Marx's present day disciples, is only theoreticglgtifiable on a basis ol
unquestioned dogma. If you know for certain whahes purpose of the universe in
relation to human life, what is going to happerd amat is good for people even |f
they do not think so; if you can say, as Hegel ddest his theory of history is 'a
result which happens to be known to me, becaused traversed the entire field'
then you will feel that no degree of oppressiotos great, provided it leads to the
goal. The only philosophy that affords a theorétjaatification of democracy ang
that accord with democracy in its temper of minenspiricism. Locke, who may
be regarded, so far as the modern world is condemm the founder of doctrina,
makes it clear how closely this is connected wiik Wiews on liberty and
toleration, and with his opposition to absolute arahy. He is never tired of
emphasizing the uncertainty of most of our knowkedgot with a skeptica
intention such as Hume's, but the intention makimen aware that they may be
mistaken, and that they should take account ofgbgsibility in all their dealings
with men of opinions different from their own. Hachseen the evils wrought, both

<<
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by the 'enthusiasm' of the sectaries, and by tlyggndoof divine right of kings; to
both he opposed a gradually and patchwork politicatrine, to be tested at each
point by its success in practice.

What may be called, in a broad sense, the Libdrabry of politics is a
periodic product of commerce. The first known exemgf it was in the lonian
cities of Asia Minor, which lived by trading withggpt and Lydia. When Athens,
in the time of Pericles, became commercial, theecAihins became Liberal. After a
long eclipse, Liberal ideas revived in the Lombaities of the Middle Ages, and
triumphed in Italy until they were extinguished the Spaniards in the sixteenth
century. But the Spaniards failed to reconquer &fallor to vanquish England, and
it was these countries that were the championsiloérialism and the leaders in
commerce in the seventeenth century. In our dayeth@ership has passed to the
United States.

The reasons for the connection of commerce withefalism are obvious.
Trade brings men into contact with tribal custonfferent from their own, and in
so doing destroys the dogmatism of the untravéled. relation of buyer and seller
is one of negotiation between two parties who ath liree; it is most profitable
when the buyer or seller is able to understandptiet of view of the other party.
There is, of course, imperialistic commerce wheenrare found to buy the point
of the sword; but this is not the kind that genesaltiberal philosophies, which
have flourished best in trading cities that havealtle without much military
strength. In the present day, the nearest analtmtiee commercial cities of relic
and the middle ages is to be found in small coestsuch as Switzerland, Holland
and Scandinavia.

The Liberal creed, in practice, is one of live-divé; of toleration and
freedom so far as public order permits, of moderatind absence of zeolotry in
political programmes. Even democracy, when it bezprealous, as it did among
Rousseau's disciples in the French Revolution, ese&és be Liberal; indeed, a
fanatical belief in democracy makes democratiatunsbns impossible, as appeared
in England under Cromwell and in France under Rplees. The genuine Liberal
does not say 'this is true', he says 'l am incliteghink that under present
circumstances this opinion is probably the .bésid it is only in this limited and
undogmatic sense that he will advocate democracy.

What has theoretical philosophy to say that isvaeié to the rationality or
otherwise of the Liberal outlook?

The essence of the Liberal outlook lies not in wiggihions are held, but in
how they are held; instead of being held pontifithey are held tentatively, and
with a consciousness that new evidence may at aoyent lead to their
abandonment. This is the way in which opinionsheaie in science, as opposed to
the way in which they are held in theology. Theisieas of the Council of Nicaea



are still authoritative, but in science fourth-aagyt opinions no longer carry any Essays of Bertrand Russell
weight. In the USSR the dicta of Marx on dialedticaaterialism are sqg
unquestioned that they help to determine the viefageneticists on how to obtai
the best breed of wheat, though elsewhere it isghbthat experiment is the righ
way to study such problems, science is factualtatee, and indulgent; al
immutable precept is unscientific. The scientifiatlook, accordingly, is the
intellectual counterpart of what is, in the praalicsphere, the outlook of
Liberalism, Locke, who first developed in detailethempiricist theory of
knowledge, preached also religious toleration, es@ntative institutions, and the
limitation of governmental power by the system lbécks and balance. Few of hjs
doctrines were new, but he developed them in ahtxiganner at just the moment
when the English government was prepared to atkepi.

— =

Since, broadly speaking, the distant consequendesctions are more
uncertain than the immediate consequences, itld®msejustifiable to embark or
any policy on the ground that, though harmful ia gresent, it will be beneficial ir
the long run. This principle, like all others hddgl empiricists, must not be held
absolutely; there are cases where the future caesegs of one policy are fairl
certain and very pleasant, while the present caresezes of the other, though npt
agreeable, are easily endurable. This appliesingiance, to saving food for the
winter, investing capital in machinery, and so d@ut even in such caseps
uncertainty should not be lost sight of. Duringaoim there is much investment
that turns out to have been unprofitable, and nroéeonomists recognize that the
habit of investing rather than consuming may edsglyarried too far.

~

It is commonly urged that, in a war between Liberahd fanatics are sure {o
win, owing to their more unshakable belief in thghteous of their cause. This
belief dies hard, although all history, includitgt of the last few years, is agauist
it. Fanatics have failed, over and over againcabse they have attempted the
impossible, or because, even when what they aahags possible, they were tqo
unscientific to adopt the right means; they havedaalso because they roused the
hostility of those whom they wished to coerce. Werg important war since 1700
the more democratic side has been victorious. istpartly because democracy and
empiricism (which are intimately interconnected) mlot demand a distortion 0
facts in the interests of theory. Russia and Canatiech have somewhat similar
climatic conditions, are both interested in obtagnibetter breeds of wheat; i
Canada this aim is pursued experimentally, in Rulsg interpreting the Marxis
Scripture.

Systems of dogma without empirical foundation, sashthose of scholasti
theology, Marxism, and fascism, have the advantdgeoducing a great degree o¢f
social coherence among their disciples. But thesetthe disadvantage of involvin
persecution of valuable sections of the populatiSpain was ruined by th
expulsion of the Jews and Moors; France sufferethbyemigration of Huguenot
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thus Laissez-faire meant liberty to the cabaliskass only. Russell observes that|'i
had a mistaken idea of freedom: it instituted thspdbtism of the fortunate over the
unfortunate.’'

Change is one thing, progress is another. "Charsgstientific; "progress" is
ethical; change is unarguable, whereas progressniatter of controversy.

After ages during which the earth produced harmigledbites and butterflies,
evolution progressed to the point at which it gatet Neros, Genghis Khans, and
Hitler. This, however, is a passing nightmare;imet the earth will become again
incapable of supporting life, and peace will return

The essence of the Liberal outlook lies not in wiyginions are held, but in
how they are held: instead of being held pontifjdiaey are held temporally, an
with a consciousness that new evidence may at aoyneant lead to thein
abandonment.

=N

PHILOSOPHY OF A LAYMAN

Mankind, ever since there have been civilized comties have been tackled
with problems of two different kinds. On the onentiahere has been the problem
of mastering natural forces, of acquiring the kremige and the skill required t
produce tools and weapons and to encourage Naiutieei production of usefu
animals and plants. This problem, in the moderndyas dealt with by science angd
scientific technique, and experience has shown ihaorder to deal with it
adequately it is necessary to train a large nurabeather narrow specialists.

|®)

But there is a second problem, less precise, argbine mistakenly regarded
as unimportant - | mean the problem of how besitiltze our command over the¢
forces of nature. This includes such burning iss@ass democracy versus
dictatorship, capitalism versus socialism, intaora! regime versus cosmopolitan
nihilism anarchy, free speculation versus discgilimn. On such issues the
laboratory can give no decisive guidance. The kih#nowledge that gives most
help in solving such problems is a wide survey whhn life, in the past as well ds
in the present, and an appreciation of the sowtesisery or contentment as thgy
appear in history. It will be found that increadeskill has not, of itself, insured an
increase of human happiness or wellbeing. When fingnlearnt to cultivate th
soil, they used their knowledge to establish alccuét of human sacrifice. Th
men who first tamed the horse employed him to géland enslave peaceable
populations. When, in the infancy of the industr&lolution, men discovered ho
to make cotton goods by machinery, the results weoerible: Jefferson'
movement for the freeing of slaves in America, whiad been on the point qf
success, was killed dead; child labor in England waveloped to a point
appalling cruelty; and ruthless hegemony in Afnzas stimulated in the hope that
black men could be induced to clothe themselvesdtion goods. In our own day

—
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combination of scientific genius and technical Iskéds produced the atomic bomb,
but having produced it we are all terrified, and rd know what to do with it.
These instances, from widely different periods aftdry, show that something
more than skill is required, something which maghpes be called 'wisdom'. This
is something that must be learnt, if it can berlgdsy means of other studies than
those required for scientific technique. And is@mething more needed now than
ever before, because the rapid growth of technimae made ancient habits of
thought and action more deficient than in any eatlme.

'Philosophy' means ‘love of wisdom', and philosophthis sense is what men
must obtain if tho new powers invented by techmisjaand handed over by them to
be flaunted by ordinary men and women, are notatbmankind into an awful
convulsion. But the philosophy that should be a pageneral education is not the
same thing as the philosophy of specialists. Ndy am philosophy, but in all
branches of academic study, there is a distindtietveen what has cultural value
and what is only of professional interest. Histosianay debate what happened to
Sennacherib's unsuccessful expedition of 698 BCiHmse who are not historians
need not know the difference betv/een it and hexassful expedition three years
earlier. Professional Grecians may usefully disaussputed reading in a play of
Aeschylus, but such matters are not for the man wishes, in spite of a busy life,
to acquire some knowledge of what the Greeks aedie8imilarly the men who
devote their lives to philosophy must consider tjoas that the general educated
public does right to ignore, such as the differeroetween the theory of universals
in Aquinas and in Duns scouts, or the charactesigtiat a language must have if it
is to be able, without falling into nonsense, ty shings about itself. Such
guestions belong to the technical aspects of phllog, and their discussion cannot
form part of its contribution to general culture.

Academic education should aim at giving, as a ratsie@ of the adeptness
which increase of knowledge has made unavoidableuch as time will permit of
what has cultural value in such studies as histbigrature and philosophy. It
should be made easy for a young man who knows H®K5to acquire through
translations some understanding, however inadequattewhat the Greeks
accomplished. Instead of studying the Anglo-Saxmgk over and over again at
school, some attempt should be made to give arapitf world history; Bringing
the problems of our own day into relation with thosf Egyptian priests,
Babylonian kings, and Athenian reformers, as waell véth all-the hopes and
despairs of the intervening centuries. But it ityasf philosophy, treated from a
similar point of view, that | wish to write.

Philosophy has had from its earliest days two wbffié objects, which were
believed to be closely interrelated. On the onedhanaimed at a theoretical
understanding of the structure of the world; on d¢kieer hand, it tried to discover
and inculcate the best possible way of life. Froeradlitus to Hegel, or even to



Marx, it consistently kept both ends in view; itsvaeither purely theoretical ngr
purely practical, but sought- a theory of the uréeeupon which to base a practical
ethic.

Philosophy has thus been closely related to sciemcthe one hand, and t
religion on the other. Let us consider first thdatien to science. Until th
eighteenth century science was included in whategasmonly called 'philosophy'
but since that time the word 'philosophy' has beamped, on its theoretical sid
to what is more hazardous and general in the tapitswhich science deals. It i
often said that philosophy is unprogressive, big ik largely a verbal matter:
soon as a way is found of arriving at definite kfexlge on some ancient question,
the new knowledge is counted as belonging to 'seferand 'philosophy’ i
underprivileged of the credit. In Greek times, awvn to the time of Newton
tellurian theory belonged to 'philosophy', becaiisgas uncertain and speculativ
but Newton took the subject out of the realm of fiee play of conjecture, an
made it one requiring a different type of skilldfidhat which it had required whe
it was still open to fundamental doubts. Anaximandethe sixth century BC, ha
a theory of evolution, and maintained that mendascended from fishes. This was
philosophy because it was a speculation unsuppdijedetailed evidence, b
Darwin's theory of evolution was science, becatus&s based on the succession|of
forms of life as found in fossils, and upon thetrifisition of animals and plants in
many parts of the world. A man might say, with eglouruth to justify a joke:
'Science is what we know, and philosophy is whatwe't know'. But it should be
added that philosophical speculation as to whatdwenot yet know has shown
itself a valuable preclude to exact scientific kienge. The guesses of the
Pythagoreans in astronomy, of Anaximander and Epwged in biological
evolution, and of Democritus as to the atomic dtutsin of matter, provided the
men of science in later times with hypotheses whhalt for the philosophers
might never have entered their heads. We may saty tim its theoretical side,
philosophy consists, at least in part, in the fragnof large general conjectur
which science is not yet in a position to test; Wwhen it becomes possible to test
the conjecture they become, if verified, a partscience, and cease to count [as
'‘philosophy'.

D

The utility of philosophy, on the theoretical sides not confined to
speculations which we may hope to see confirmetbofuted by science within a
measurable time. Some men are so impressed by seiaice knows that they
forget what it does not know; others are so muchenmderested in what it does not
know than in what it does that they belittle ithi@wvements. Those who think that
science is everything become smug and conceited, datry all interest in
problems not having the circumscribed definitertbss is necessary for scientific
treatment. In practical matters they tend to thin&t skill can take the place aqf
wisdom, and that to kill each other by means of ktest technique is more
‘progressive’, and therefore better, than to ke ether alive by old-fashione
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methods. On the other hand, those who pooh-poehneeirevert, as a rule, to some
ancient and pernicious superstition, and refusadimit the immense increase of
human happiness which scientific technique, if Widesed, would make possible.
Both these attitudes are to be abhor, and it isopbphy that shows the right
attitude, by making clear at once the scope andlith#ations of scientific
knowledge.

Leaving aside, for the moment, all questions tlaathto do with ethics or with
values, there are a number of purely theoreticastjons, of perpetual and
passionate interest, which science is unable tovemst any rate at present. Do we
survive death in any sense, and if so, do we serfav a time or for ever? Can
mind dominate matter, or does matter completely idate mind, or has each,
perhaps, a certain limited independence? Has tivense a purpose? Or is it driven
by blind necessity? Or is it a mere disarray amdbje, in which the natural laws
that we think we find are only a phantasy generdéedur own love of order? If
there is a cosmic scheme, has life more importangeghan astronomy would lead
us to suppose, or is our emphasis upon life mewviprialism and self-
importance? | do not know the answer to these guesstand | do not believe that
anybody else does, but | think human life would geEnurious if they were
forgotten, or if definite answers were acceptedout adequate evidence. To keep
alive the interest in such guestions, and to suadisuggested answers, is one of
the functions of philosophy.

Those who have a passion for quick returns anéifioexact balance sheet of
effort and reward may feel impatient of a studyebhtannot, in the present state of
our knowledge, arrive at certainties, and whichoainages what may be thought
the time wasting occupation of inconclusive meditabn insoluble problems. To
this view | cannot in any degree grant. Some kihphdlosophy is a necessity to all
but the most thoughtless, and in the absence ofletige it is almost sure to be a
silly philosophy. The result of this is that thenman race becomes divided into rival
groups of sectarian, each group firmly coax trebwn brand of nonsense is sacred
truth, while the other side's is donnish blasphefimans and Catholics, Crusaders
and Muslims, Protestants and disciple of the P@umenmunists and Fascists, have
filled large parts of the last 1,600 years withléustrife, when a little philosophy
would have shown both sides in all these disputasrieither had any good reason
to believe itself in the right. Assertiveness isesremy to peace, and an invincible
barrier to democracy. In the present age, at lasshuch as in former times, it is
the greatest of the mental impediments to humapihaegps.

The demand for certainty is one which is naturahtm, but is nevertheless an
intellectual vice. If you take your children forpacnic on a doubtful day, they will
demand a peremptory answer as to whether it willfibe or wet, and be
disappointed in you when you cannot be sure. Timesaort of affirmation is
demanded, in later life, of those who undertakelemd populations into the
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When you act upon a conjecture which you know toubeertain, your action
should be such as will not have very harmful resifliyour conjecture is false. In
the matter of the picnic, you may risk a wettinglif your party are vigorous, but
not if one of them is so delicate as to run a askneumonia Or suppose you meet
a Muggletonian, you will be justified in arguingtvihim, because not much harm
will have beer done if Mr Muggieton was in fact g@®at a man as his disciples
suppose, but you will not be justified in burninignhat the stake, because the evil
of being burnt alive is more certain than any psipen of theology. Of course if
the Muggletonians were so numerous and so zedtatigither you or they must be
killed the question would grow more difficult, btlte general principle remains,
that an uncertain conjecture cannot justify a @erevil unless an equal evil is
equally certain on the opposite conjecture.

Philosophy, we said, has both a theoretical andetipe aim. It is now time to
consider the latter.

Among most of the philosophers of relic there wlase connection between a
view of the universe and a doctrine as to the kbest of life. Some of them
founded kinships which had a certain resemblandbhd@amonastic orders of later
times. Socrates and Plato were shocked by the stsphecause they had no
religious aims. If philosophy is to play a seriquest in the lives of men who are
not specialists, it must not cease to advocate seayeof life. In doing this it is
explore to do something of what religion has doanewvith certain differences. The
greatest difference is the there is no appeal tiooaily, whether that of tradition or
that of a sacred book. The second important difieeds the a philosopher should
not attempt to establish a Church; Auguste Coni¢el tbut failed, as he deserved
to do. The third is that more stress should bedaidhe intellectual virtues than has
been customary since the decay of .Hellenic cadian.

There is one important difference between the athieachings of ancient
philosophers and those appropriate to our own ddye ancient philosophers
appealed to gentlemen of recreation, who could diseseemed good to them, and
could even, if they chose, found an independent awing laws that personified
the master's doctrines. The immense majority of enoceducated men have no
such freedom; they have to earn their living withive existing framework of
society, and they cannot make important changdblein own way of life unless
they can first secure important changes in polithcel economic organization. The
consequence is that a man's ethical conviction® havbe expressed more in
political advocacy, and less in his private behgwioan was the case in relic. And
a conception of a good way of life has to be aaaather than an individual
conception. Even among the ancients, it was soetead by Plato in the Republic,
but many of them had a more individualistic conmapbf the ends of life.



With this proviso, let us see what philosophy hassay on the subject of

integrity.

To begin with the intellectual virtues: The purspiitphilosophy is founded on
the belief that knowledge is good, even if whatkieown is painful. A man
impregnated with the philosophic spirit, whethasrafessional philosopher or no

will wish his beliefs to be as true as he can nthken, and will, in equal measure

love to know and hate to be in error. This prineipbs a wider scope than may
apparent at first sight. Our beliefs spring frongraat variety of causes: what w

were told in youth by parents and school-teactveingt Powerful organizations tell

us in order to make us act as they wish, what eghgbodies or diminishes oU
fears, what ministers to our self-esteem, and scAoy one of these causes még
happen to lead us to true beliefs, but is morelylikte lead us in the opposits
direction. Intellectual continence, therefore, widlad us to survey our belief
closely, with a view to discovering which of thehete any reason to believe try
is. If we are wise, we shall apply solvent critmigspecially to the beliefs that w
find it most painful to doubt, and to those mos&ely to involve us in violent
conflict with men who hold opposite but equally gndless beliefs. If this attituds
could become common, the gain in shrinking the régpef disputes would be
inestimable.

There is another intellectual virtue which is tleftgenerally or unbiased.
recommend the following exercise: When, in a sezgemrxpressing politica
opinion, there are words that trigger powerful different emotions in different
readers, try restoring them by symbols, A, B, Cd @ on and forgetting thg
particular significance of the symbols. Supposes Amngland, B is Germany and
is Russia. So long as you remember what the lette@n, most of the things yo
will believe will depend upon whether you are EslgliGerman or Russian, whig
is logically irrelevant. When, in elementary algebyou do problems about A, |
and C going up a mountain, you have no emotiongdrést in the gentlemer
concerned, and you do your best to work out thesiteml with impersonal
correctness. But if you thought that A was yoursBliyour hated rival and C thg
schoolmaster who set the problem, your calculatiwosld go oblique, and you
would be sure to find that A was first and C wast.ldn thinking about political
problems this kind of emotional slant is bound & fgresent, and only care ar
practice can enable you to think as objectivelyasdo in the algebraic problem.

Thinking in abstract terms is of course not theyomly to achieve virtuous
generally; it can be achieved as well, or perhapsnebetter, if you can fee
generalized emotions. But to most people this ficdit. If you are hungry, you
will make great Endeavour, if necessary, to getdfod your children are
persistence, you may feel an even greater urgéhayfriend is very hungry/unfed
you will probably exert yourself to relieve his wess,But if you hear that
some millions of Indians or Chinese are in dangérdeath from
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malnutrition, the problem is so vast and so distaat unless you have
some official responsibility you probably soon fetgall about it.

Nevertheless, if you have the emotional capacityet distant evils
intensely, you can achieve ethical generally thiodgeling. If you

have not this rather rare gift, the habit of viewipractical problems
abstractly as well as expressly is the best availalbstitute.

The inter-relation of logical and emotional genbrah ethics is an
interesting subject. Thou shall love thine neighbsrthyself implants
emotional generally; ‘'virtuous statements should oontain proper
names' implants logical generally. The two tenetunsl vary
different, but when they are examined it will bauhdl that they are
scarcely dissemble in practical purport. Benign nwvatli prefer the
traditional form; logicians may prefer the othemdrdly know which
class of men is the smaller. Either form of stateind accepted by
statesmen and endured by the populations whom réqaesent, would
quickly lead to the millennium. Jews and Arabs wbuabme together
and say 'Let us see how to get the greatest ammiugbod for both
together, without inquiring too closely how it issttibuted between
us'. Obviously each group would get far more of wwhakes for happiness
of both than either can at present. The same wbaltfrue of Hindus
and Muslems, Chinese communists and adherents i@ih@HKai-shek,
Italians and Yugoslavs, Russians and Western destmcBut alas!
neither logic nor benevolence is to be expecteitimer side in any
of these disputes.

It is not to be supposed that young men and womleo are busy
obtaining valuable specialized knowledge can spagesat deal of time
for the study of philosophy, but even in the tinmatt can easily be
spared without injury to the learning of techniskllls, philosophy can
give certain things that will greatly increase dtedent's value as a
human being and as a citizen. It can give a hab#xact and careful
thought, not only in mathematics and science, lutguestions of
large practical import. It can give an impersonaddilth and scope to
the conception of the ends of life. It can givethe individual a just
measure of himself in relation to society, of marthe present to man
in the past and in the future, and of the wholetdrig of man in
relation to the astronomical cosmos. By augmentirggobjects of his
thoughts it supplies an antidote to the apprehenaia torments of the
present, and makes possible the nearest approdcantquility that is'
available to a sensitive mind in our tortured amdertain world.
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cruelty. But we, who are actors in the drama, whe entwined in the
net of private affections and public hopes, cardlyatake this attitude
with any sincerity. True, | have heard men say thay would prefer the
end of man to capitulation to the Soviet Governmand doubtless in
Russia there are those who would say the same aduission to
Western capitalism, But this is rhetoric with a 8pus air of heroism.
Although it must be regarded as inartistic dupés dangerous, because
it makes men less energetic in seeking ways ofdavgithe holocaust
that they pretend not to dread.

The second possibility, that of a reversion to batl, would leave
open the likelihood of a gradual return to civitiba, as after the fall of
Rome. The sudden transition will, if it occurs, inénitely painful to
those who experience it, and for some centuriesnafirds life will be
hard and colourless. But at any rate there will &t& a future for
mankind, and the possibility of rational hope.

I think such an outcome of a really scientific wbmvar is by no
means dubious. Imagine each side in a positiorestrdy the chief cities
and centres of industry of the enemy; imagine amoat complete
effacing of laboratories and libraries, accompdridg a heavy fatality
rate among men of science; imagine deprivation tugadioactive
drizzle, and plague caused by bacteriological warfavould social
cohesion survive such strains? Would not propheltsthte maddened
populations that their ills were wholly due to swe, and that the
extermination of all educated men would bring thdemnium? Extreme
hopes are born of extreme misery, and in such &wampes could only
be irrational. | think the great states to which ave accustomed would
break up, and the scanty survivors would revera tprimitive village
economy.

The third possibility that of the establishment&aadingle government
for the whole world might be realized in variousywwaby the victory of
the United States in the next world war, or by ¥ictory of the USSR,
or, theoretically, by agreement. Or and | thinkstis the most hopeful of
the nations that desire an cosmopolitan governmmsetpming, in the
end, so strong that Russia would no longer dastaond out. This might
feasible be achieved without another world war, buwvould require
courageous and imaginative statesmanship in a nuaflm®untries.

There are various arguments that are used agdiasprbject of a
single government of the whole world. The commonissthat the
project is Utopian and impossible. Those who uss #angument, like
most of those who advocate a world governmentthanking of a world
government brought about by agreement. | thinksitplain that the



mutual suspicions between Russia and the West makide to hope, in
any near future, for any genuine agreement. Anyepided universa
authority to which both sides can agree, as thsigad, is bound to bg
sham, like UNO. Consider the difficulties that hdeen confront in the
much more modest project of an cosmopolitan contnagr atomic
energy, to which Russia will only consent if insppe is subject to the
reject, and therefore a farce. | think we shoulan@&dthat a world
government will have to be imposed by force.

U

But many people will say why all this talk about vaorld
government? Wars have occurred ever since men arg@nized into
units larger than the family, but the human race bkarvived. Why
should it not continue to survive even if wars goazcurring from time
to time? Moreover, people like war, and will feelidtrated without it.
And without war there will be no adequate opportyrior heroism or
self-sacrifice.

This point of view — which is that of multitudinouslderly
gentlemen, including the rulers of Soviet Russida#s to take accoun{
of modern technical possibilities. | think civilizan could probably
survive one more world war, provided it occurslfasoon and does not
last long. But if there is no slowing up in theeradf discovery and
invention and if it fails to exterminate the hunrae, is pretty certain t(
produce the kind of atavism to a primitive sociastem that | spoke of
moment ago. And this will entail such an enormoumhiglution of
population, not only by war, but by subsequentvst&aon and disease,
that the survivors are bound to be fierce and astléor a considerabls
time, destitute of the qualities required for tkbuilding of civilization.

L4

U

If things are allowed to drift, it is obvious thiwe bickering betweer]
Russia and the Western democracies will continue BRussia has 4
considerable store of atomic bombs and that whantime conies there

will be an atomic war. In such a war, even if therst consequences afe

avoided, Western Europe, including Great Britainll we virtually
obliterate. If America and the USSR survive as oigad states,
phonetic adjuncts of government, jejune, narrow astdpid. No
individual will think, or even feel, for himself, ub each will be
contentedly a mere unit in the mass. A victory os8ia would, in time,
make such a mentality world-wide. No doubt the clmoency induced
by success would ultimately lead to a relaxationcoftrol, but the
process would be slow, and the revival of respectthe individual
would be doubtful. For such reasons | should vieRussian victory ag
an appalling disaster.
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A victory by the United States would have far ledgastic
conseguences. In the first place, it would not hectory of the United
States in segregation, but of an entente in whiwh dther members
would be able to insist upon retaining a large pdrtheir traditional
independence. One can hardly imagine the Americany &eizing the
dons at Oxford and Cambridge and sending them td kabour in
Alaska. Nor do | think that they would accuse Mitlée of machinate
and compel him to fly to Moscow. Yet these arecstanalogues to the
things the Russian have done in Poland. After toxycof an entente led
by the United States there would still be Britisiitere, French culture,
Italian culture, and (I hope) German culture; thenauld not, therefore,
be the same dead uniformity as would result fromi&odomination.

There is another important difference, and thattlimt Moscow
creed is much more all-pervasive than that of Wiagtdn. In
America, if you are a geneticist, you may hold vavar view of
Mendalism the evidence makes you regard as the mradtable; in
Russia, if you a geneticist who disagrees with Inkse you are liable
to disappear mysteriously. In America, you may @atbook quashing
Lincoln if you feel so inclined; in Russia, if yowrite a book
qguashing Lenin, it would not be published and yawuld be liquidated.
If you are an American economist, you may hold,not hold, that
America is heading for a slump; in Russia, no eoisb dare guestion
that an American slump is imminent. In America, yibu are a
Professor of Philosophy, you may be an idealistihaterialist, a
pragmatist, a logical positivist, or whatever elsay take your fancy;
at congresses you can argue withy men whose omnddffer from
yours and listeners can from a judgment as to wdsthe best of it. In
Russia you must be a dialectical materialist, liudre time the element
of materialism outweighs the element of contentiamd at other
times it is the other way round. If you fail to llmlh the developments
of official metaphysics with sufficient agility, mvill be the worse for
you. Stalin at all times knows the truth about rmpétgsics, but you
must not suppose that the truth this year is thmesas it was last
year.

In such a world intellect must fester, and evenhmetogical
progress must soon come to an end.

Liberty, of the sort that communists despise, ipaniant not only
to intellectuals or to the more fortunate sectiohsociety. Owing to its
absence in Russia, the Soviet Government has balent@ establish
a greater degree of economic inequality than existSreat Britain,
or even in America. An oligarchy which controls e means of publicity
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can perpetrate injustices and cruelties which wdnddscarcely possiblg
if they were widely known. Only democracy and frheeblicity can

prevent the holders of power from establishing evige state, with

luxury for the few and overworked poverty for themy. This is what
is being done by the Soviet Government wherevisr it secure control
There are, of course, economic inequalities eveeyahbut in a democrati
rule they tend to decline, whereas under an coerdias power,
economic inequalities threaten to become permameintg to the modern
impossibility of successful rebellion.

1)

I come now to the question; what should be ourgyolin view of
the various dangers to which mankind is exposedsdmmarize the
above arguments: We have to guard against thregedan (1) the
extinction of the human race; (2) a reversion tobbasm; (3) the
establishment of a universal salve state, involvimgery for the vast
majority, and the disappearance of all progressknowledge and
thought. Either the first or second of these disessis almost certain
unless great wars can soon be brought to.an ersat@rars can only
be brought to an end by the concentration of arrfeede under a
single authority. Such a concentration cannot beudht by
agreement, because of the opposition of Soviet iRubsit it must be
brought about somehow.

The first step—and it is one which is now not veéifficult — is
to convince the United States and the British Comwealth of the
absolute necessity for a military amalgamation loé tworld. The
governments of the English-speaking nations sholuésh offer to all
other nations the option of entering into a firmliahce, involving a
pooling of military resources and mutual defence aiagt
aggressiveness. In the case of dubious nationd) ascltaly, great
inducements, economic and military, should be hmld to produce
their cooperation.

At a certain stage, when the Alliance had seizedficsaent
strength, any Great Power still refusing to joiroshll be threatened
with lawlessness, and, if fretful, should be regardas a public
enemy. The resulting war, if it occurred fairly soavould probably
leave the economic and political structure of thaitbld States
unscathed, and would enable the victorious Allianceestablish a|
monopoly of armed force, and therefore to make pesacure. But
perhaps, if the Alliance were sufficiently powerfwar would not be
necessary, and the grudging Powers would prefenter it as equals
rather than, after a terrible war, submit to ittemunced enemies. |
this were to happen, the world might emerge frosnpitesent danger

17 B

Essays of Bertrand Russell

Non-Fictional Prose 91



Essays of Bertrand Russell

92 Non-Fictional Prose

without another great war, | do not see any hopsuah a happy issue
by any other method. But whether Russia would yieldthen
threatened with war is a question as to which It proffer an
opinion.

| have been dealing mainly with the despondent aspef the
present situation of mankind. It is necessary tostg in order to
cajole the world to adopt measures running coumdetraditional’
habits of thought and entrenched predilection. Bigtyond the
difficulties and probable tragedies of the nearufat there is the
possibility of immeasurable good, and of greatetl\being than has
ever before fallen to the lot of man. This is no¢rely a possibility,
but, if the Western democracies are firm and cupraability. From
the break-up of the Roman Empire to the present, dtates have
almost continuously increased in size. There ane paly two fully
independent states, America and Russia. The next ist this long
historical process should reduce the two to ond,thns put an end to
the period of organized wars, which began in Egggohe 6,000 years
ago. If war can be prevented without the establishimof a grinding
despotism, a weight will be lifted from the humapirg, deep
collective fears will be expulsion, and as fear uhishes we may hope
that cruelty also will grow less.

The uses to which men have put their increasedrcbmver
natural forces are curious. In the nineteenth agnthey devoted
themselves chiefly to increasing the numbers of Hosapiens,
particularly of the white variety. In the twentietdentury they have,
so far, pursued the exactly opposite aim. Owingthe increased
productivity of labour, it has become possible tevadte a larger
percentage of the population to war. If atomic gyewere to make
production easier, the only effect, as things aoul be make wars
worse, since fewer people would be needed for primdunecessaries.
Unless we can cope with the problem of abolishiray,where is no
reason whatever to rejoice in labour saving techajgout quite the
reverse. On the other hand, if the danger of warewemoved,
scientific technique could at last be used to prartauman happiness.
There is no longer any technical reason for the¢eus of poverty,
even in such densely populated countries as Indch Ghina. If war
no longer occupied men's thoughts and energiescowdd, within a
generation, put an end to all serious poverty tghmut the world.

| have spoken of liberty as a good, but it is notadbsolute good.
We all recognize the need to impede murderers,itilmeven more
important to impede murderous states. Liberty nineslimited by law,



and its most valuable forms can only exist withiframework of law.
What the world most needs is effective laws to calninternational
relations. The first and most difficult step in theeation of such law
is the establishment of adequate sanctions, argdishonly possible
through the creation of a single armed force, kkenunicipal police
force, is not an end in itself; it is a means te growth of a social
system governed by law, where force is not thetlemient of private
individuals or nations, but is exercised only byeutral authority in
accordance with rules laid down in advance. Ther&ape that law
rather' than private force, may come to governrdiations of nations
within the present century. If this hope is notlizz=d, the world will
be far better than at any previous period in thetdny of man.

AN OUTLINE OF INTELLECTUAL RUBBISH

Politics is largely governed by sanctimonious aticplatitudes,
which are destitute of truth.

One of the most widespread popular maxims is, "humature
cannot be changed." No one can say whether thrsiégsor not without
first defining "human nature.” But as used it istamly false. When Mr,
Autters the maxim, with an air of predictive andnclusive wisdom,
what he means is that all men everywhere will abvapntinue to
behave as they do in his own home town. A littlehawpology will
banish this belief. Among the Tibetans, one wifes Imaany husbands,
because men are too poor to support a whole wiét; fgmily life,
according to travellers, is no unhappy than elseath@he practice of
lending one's wife to a guest is very common amengjvilized tribes.
The Australian indigene, at pubescence, undergo esy \painful
operation, which, throughout the rest of their $ivgreatly diminishes
sexual vigour. puericide, which might seem contreoryhuman nature
was almost universal before the rise of Christigrand is recommended
by Plato to prevent over-population. Private prtyés not recognized
among some ferocious tribes. Even among highlylized people,
economic considerations will override what is callbuman nature.” In
Moscow, where there is an acute housing shortagenvan unmarrieg
woman is pregnant, it often happens that a numbenen contend for
the legal right to be considered the father of grespective child,
because whoever is judged to be the father acqthieegght to share the
woman's room, and half a room is better than nonroo

14

In fact, adult "human nature" is extremely varialdecording to the
circumstances of education. Food and sex are vemgrgl requirements,
but the recluse of the Thebaid forswearer sex atttay and reduce
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food to the lowest point compatible with survivBl diet and training,
people can be made rapacious or forbearing, mastarklavish, as may
suit the educator. There is no nonsense so abstiateit cannot be
made the tenet of the vast majority by adequateegomental action.
Plato intended his Republic to be founded on aad#ll which he
admitted to be absurd, but he was lightly confiddrat the populace
could be induced to believe it. Hobbes, who thoughimportant that
people should reverence the government however thwda might be,
meets the argument that it might be difficult tdab general assent to
anything so irrational by pointing out that peopkeve been brought to
believe in the Christian religion, and, in partayl in the dogma of
mutation. If he had been alive now, he would hawantl abundant
confirmation in the fidelity of German youth to theazis.

The power of governments over men's beliefs has beey great
ever since the rise of large States. The greatnmiyjof Romans became
Christian after the Roman emperors had been costvelh the parts of
the Roman Empire that were conquered by the Arahbsst people
abandoned Christianity for Islam. The division okeStern Europe into
Protestant and Catholic regions was determined Hey dttitude of
governments in the sixteenth century. But the powfegovernments
over belief in the present day is vastly greatantht any earlier time. A
belief, however untrue, is important when it domasathe actions of
large masses of men. In this sense, the belieflamygd by the Japanese,
Russian, and German governments are important.eSthey are
completely divergent, they cannot all be true, gothey may well all
be false. Unfortunately they are such as to inspien with an ardent
desire to kill one another, even to the point olha@dt completely
inhibiting the impulse of self-preservation. No ocen deny, in face of
the evidence, that it is easy, given military pow&r produce a
population of zealous maniac. It would be equalasyeto produce a
population of lucid and reasonable people, but mgoayernment's do
not wish to do so, since such people would fahdonire the politicians
who are at the head of these governments.

There is one bizarre detrimental application of thectrine that
human nature cannot be changed. This is the peocgynpssertion that
there will always be wars, because we are so datesti that we feel a
need of them. What is true is that a man who hdslma kind of diet and
education that most men have will wish to fight wheroused. But he
will not actually fight unless he has a chance daftory. It is very
annoying to be stopped by a speed fuzz, but weotldight him because
we know that he has the overwhelming forces of Skhete at his back.
People who have no occasion for war do not make impyession of



being psychologically thwarted. Sweden has had apsince 1814, bu
the Swedes were, a few years ago, one of the hstppied most
contented nations in the world. | doubt whetheythee so still, but that
is because, though neutral, they are unable tgestany of the evils of
war. If political organization were such as to makear obviously
unprofitable, there is nothing in human nature thauld compel its
occurrence, or make average people unhappy becalisgés not
occurring. Exactly the same arguments that are mged about the
impossibility of preventing war were formerly useddefense of clash
yet few of us feel smashed because we are not eflaw fight duels.

I am persuaded that there is ridiculousness nda tonihe absurdities
that can, by government action, come to be geneballieved. Give me
an adequate army, with power to provide it with enand better foog
than falls to the lot of the average man, and Il wiidertake, within
thirty years, to make the majority of the populatimelieve that two and
two are three, that water freezes when it getsahdt boils when it gets
cold, or any other nonsense that might seem toesér¥ interest of the
State. Of course, even when these beliefs had gearrated, peoplg
would not put the kettle in the ice-box when thegmted it to boil. That
cold makes water boil would be a Sunday truth, ech@nd mystical, ta
be professed in amazed tones, but not to be acted daily life. What
would happen would be that any verbal denial ofrttyestic creed would
be made illegal, and stubborn dissident would lez4n" at the spike
No person who did not enthusiastically accept tliecial doctrine
would be allowed to teach or to have any positibrp@ver. Only the
very highest officials, in their cups, would whispge each other what
rubbish it all is; then they would laugh and driadfain. This is hardly a
satirize of what happens under some modern govertsne

A1

The discovery that man can be scientifically malsprd, and that
governments can turn large masses this way orawadhey choose, i
one of the causes of our misfortunes. There is ashndifference
between a collection of mentally free citizens aadcommunity
influence by modern methods of advertisement asetlie between 3
heap of raw materials and a battleship. Educatamch was at first

U7

made universal in order that all might be ableetadrand write, has been

found capable of serving quite other purposes. iByilling nonsense it
unifies populations and generates collective endsas. If all
governments taught the same nonsense, the harndwotlbe so great|
Unfortunately each has its own brand, and the dityerserves to
produce hostility between the devotees of diffetenkts. If there is ever
to be peace in the world, governments will haveagree either to
inculcate no dogmas, or all to implant the samee fidimer, | fear, is &
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Utopian ideal, but perhaps they could agree tohtaatiectively that all
public men, everywhere, are completely virtuous gadafectly wise.
Perhaps, when the war is over, the surviving pditis may find it
prudent to combine on some such programme.

Generalizations about national characteristics jas¢ as common
and just as unwarranted as generalizations abootenoUntil 1870, the
Germans were thought of as a nation of spectaalefgsors, evolving
everything out of their inner consciousness, amtcaly aware of the
outer world, but since 1870 this conception has teabe very sharply
revised. Frenchmen seem to be thought of by moserfans as
constantly engaged in amatory fascinate; Walt Waitmn one of his
catalogues, speaks of "the adulterous French coapldéhe guileful
chaise.” Americans who go to live in France arershed, and perhaps
disappointed, by the intensity of family life. Be#o the Russian
Revolution, the Russians were credited with a nogstSlav soul, which,
while it incapacitated them for ordinary sensibihavior, gave them a
kind of deep wisdom to which more practical natia@osild not hope to
attain. Suddenly everything was changed: mysticisas taboo, and
only the most earthly ideals were tolerated. Thathtris that what
appears to one nation as the national charactnather depends upon a
few prominent individuals, or upon the class thappens to have power.
For this reason, all generalizations on this subpe liable to be
completely upset by any important political change.

To avoid the various foolish opinions to which memkare prone,
no superhuman genius is required. A few simplesrwdl keep you, not
from all error, but from silly error.

If the matter is one that can be settled by obsenvamake the
observation yourself. Aristotle could have avoiddte mistake of
thinking that women have fewer teeth than men,Heysimple device of
asking Mrs. Aristotle to keep her mouth open wihécounted. He did
not do so because he thought he knew. Thinkingybatknow when in
fact you don't is a calamitous mistake, to whichawe all susceptible. |
believe myself that hedgehogs eat black beetlesause | have been
told that they do; but if | were writing a book tre habits of hedgehogs,
I should not commit myself until | had seen one oginjg this
unappetizing diet. Aristotle, however, was lessticaus. Ancient and
medieval authors knew all about unicorns and sata®es; not one of
them thought it necessary to avoid peremptory statgs about them
because he had never seen one of them.

Many matters, however, are less easily brought e test of
experience. If, like most of mankind, you have pasate convictions on



many such matters, there are ways in which you mmake yourself
aware of your own bias. If an opinion contradictboyyour own makes
you angry, that is a sign that you are subconsbtrcusare of having no
good reason for thinking as you do. If some onentadés that two and
two are five, or that Iceland is on the equatomy yeel pity rather than
anger, unless you know so little of arithmetic arography that his
opinion shakes your own contrary conviction. The sinsavage
controversies are those about matters as to whiehetis no good
evidence either way. Persecution is used in thgolagt in arithmetic,
because in arithmetic there is knowledge, but solbgy there is only
opinion. So whenever you find yourself getting angbout a difference
of opinion, be on your guard; you will probably dinon examination,
that your belief is. going beyond what the evideweerants.

A good way of ridding yourself of certain kindsadsertiveness is t
become aware of opinions held in social circlefedént from your own.
When | was young, | lived much outside my own coynh France,
Germany, lItaly, and the United States. | found tesy profitable in
diminishing the intensity of blinkered detrimeneprdice. If you cannot
travel, seek out people with whom you disagree, r@adl a newspape
belonging to a party that is not yours. If the deopnd the newspape
seem mad, awkward, and wicked, remind yourself yloa seem so tg
them. In this opinion both parties may be rightt they cannot both bg
wrong. This reflection should generate a certauttioa.

Becoming aware of foreign customs, however, doe¢sahemys have
a beneficial effect. In the seventeenth century.emnviihe Manchus
conquered China, it was the custom among the Chifmsthe women
to have small feet, and among the Manchus for tbe ta wear-pigtails.
Instead of each dropping their own foolish custadhey each adopted
the foolish custom of the other, and the Chineseticoed to wear
pigtails until they shook off the dominion of thealkchus in the
revolution of 1911.

For those who have enough cerebral imaginatias,atgood plan to
imagine an argument with a person having a diffepamtisanship. This
has one advantage, and only one, as compared utitlalaconversation
with opponents; this one advantage is that the atkth not subject tg
the same limitations of time or space. Mahatma Gaadhors railways
and steamboats and machinery; he would like totterféhe whole of
the industrial revolution. You may never have apapunity of actually
meeting any one who holds this opinion, becaus#/a@stern countrieg
most people take the advantage of modern techrimugranted. But if
you want to make sure that you are right in agmgevith the prevailing
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opinion, you will find it a good plan to test thegaments that occur to
you by considering what Gandhi might say in relité them. | have
sometimes been led actually to change my mind r@salt of this kind

of imaginary dialogue, and, short of this, | hawegluently found myself
growing less peremptory and conceited through zewji the possible
reasonableness of a speculative opponent.

Be very wary of opinions that compliment your setteem. Both
men and women, nine times out of ten, are firmiywoced of the
superior excellence of their own sex. There is ypgefevidence on both
sides. If you are a man, you can point out thattnpogts and men of
science are male; if you are a woman, you can trébat so are most
criminals. The question is inherently insolublet balf esteem conceals
this from most people. We are all, whatever parthef world we come
from, persuaded that our own nation is superialtothers. Seeing that
each nation has its characteristic merits and diésnexre adjust our
standard of values so as to make out that the snpassessed by our
nation are the really important ones, while its dets are comparatively
trivial. Here, again, the rational man will adniiat the question is one
to which there is no demonstrably right answerisltmore difficult to
deal with the self esteem of man as man, becauseaweot argue out
the matter with some non-human mind. The only wagdw of dealing
with this general human narcissism is to remindsel#es that man is a
brief episode in the life of a small planet intHdi corner of the universe,
and that, for aught we know, other parts of thenoms may contain
beings as superior to ourselves as we are to ighlyf

Other passions besides self-esteem are commonesoaferror; of
these perhaps the most important is fear. Fear thomm® operates
directly, by inventing rumors of disaster in wam#, or by imagining
objects of terror, such as ghosts; sometimes iraipe indirectly, by
creating belief in something comforting, such ae #iixir of life, or
heaven for ourselves and hell for our enemies. kaarmany forms -
fear of death, fear of the dark, fear of the unknpfear of the herd, and
that vague generalized fear that comes to those wdmeal from
themselves their more specific terrors. Until yoavé admitted your
own fears to yourself, and have guarded yourselé layfficult effort of
will against their mythmaking power, you cannot o think truly
about many matters of great importance, especihlbhge with which
religious beliefs are concerned. Fear is the maurce of credulity and
one of the main sources of cruelty. To conquer fedhe beginning of
wisdom, in the stalking of truth as in the endeaafer a worthy manner
of life.



Under the influence of great fear, almost everybdacomes
illusory. The sailors who threw Jonah overboardgmad his presence
to be the cause of the storm which threatened boigi¢heir ship. In a
similar spirit the Japanese, at the time of theybokarthquake took tg
slaughtering Koreans and Liberals. When the Ronveors victories in
the Punic wars, the Carthaginians became persudtat their
misfortunes were due to a certain floppiness whiell lurk into the
worship of Moloch. Moloch liked having children sdiced to him, and
preferred them aristocratic; but the noble familiels Carthage had
adopted the practice of clandestine substitutingeparian children for
their own offspring. This, it was thought, had dessed the god, and &
the worst moments even the most aristocratic akildwere duly
consumed in the fire. Strange to say, the Romame wietorious in spite
of this democratic reform on the part of their emngsn

Collective fear stimulates herd instinct, and tetadproduce ferocity|
toward those who are not regarded as members didite So it was in
the French Revolution, when dread of foreign armpesduced the
incumbency of terror. And it is to be feared thla¢ tNazis, as defeg
draws nearer, will increase the intensity of the&ampaign for
decimating Jews. Fear generates impulses of crualyg therefore
promotes such superstitious beliefs as seem tdyjusuelty. Neither a
man nor a crowd nor a nation can be trusted tdhagtanely or to think
sanely under the influence of a great fear. Andtlfiig reason poltroons
are more prone to cruelty than brave men, and @ raore prone to
superstition. When | say this, | am thinking of meho are brave in al
respects, not only in facing death. Many a man hale the courage t
die valorous, but will not have the courage to sayeven to think, that
the cause for which he is asked to die is an urtwoohe. Obloquy is, tg
most men, more painful than death; that is onearaghy, in times of
collective excitement, so few men venture to dis$em the prevailing
opinion. No Carthaginian denied Moloch, becausddaso would have
required more courage than was required to facthdedoattle.

Perhaps the world would lose some of its interast\aariety if such
beliefs were wholly replaced by cold science. Ppshawe may allow
ourselves to be glad of the Abecedarians, who werealled because
having rejected all profane learning, they thouighticked to learn the
ABC. And we may enjoy the perplexity of the Soutimérican Jesuit
who wondered how the sloth could have traveled;esthe Flood, all theg

way from Mount Ararat to Peru - a journey which @étstreme tardiness

of locomotion rendered almost incredible. A wisenmaill enjoy the
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goods of which there is a plentiful supply, andrd€éllectual rubbish he
will find an abundant diet, in our own age as irmvother.

Selected Passages of Intellectual Rubbish Clergyitan Opposition
to Science

"When Benjamin Franklin invented the lightning rathe clergy,
both in England and America, with the enthusiastipport of George
I1l, condemned it as an impious attempt to deféatwill of God.For,
as all right-thinking people were aware, lightningis sent by God to
punish blasphemy or some other grave sin-the virtugss are never
struck by lightning. Therefore if God wants to strike any one,
Benjamin Franklin ought not to defeat His design; ndeed, to do so is
helping criminals to escapeBut God was equal to the occasion, if we
are to believe the eminent Dr. Price, one of thadileg divines of
Boston. Lightning having been rendered ineffectoalthe "iron points
invented by the astute Dr. Franklin,” Massachusetés shaken by
earthquakes, which Dr. Price perceived to be duédd's wrath at the
"iron points.” In a sermon on the subject he sdid,Boston are more
erected than elsewhere in New England, and Bostems to be more
dreadfully shaken. Oh! there is no getting out leé mighty hand of
God." Apparently, however. Nemesis gave up all hopeuring Boston
of its wickedness, for, though lightning rods beeamore and more
common, earthquakes in Massachusetts have remairee.
Nevertheless, Dr. Price's point of view, or sonmghvery like it, is still
held by one of the most influential of living men."

"It was only very slowly and reluctantly that thé@@wch concurrence
the dismemberment of cadavers in connection wite #tudy of
medicine. The colonist in dismemberment was Vesalitho was Court
physician to the Emperor Charles V. His medicall $&d the emperor to
protect him, but after the emperor was dead heigt trouble. A
cadaver which he was dissecting was said to haverstsigns of life
under the knife, and he was accused of murder. dinezing was
induced by King Phillip 1l to take a lenient vieand only sentenced him
to a pilgrimage to the Holy Land.

On the way home he was derelict and died of fatigioe centuries
after this time, medical students at the Papal ersnvy in Rome were
only allowed to operate on lay figures, from whtble sexual parts were
omitted.

The devoutness of cadavers is a widespread bdéliefas carried
furthest by the Egyptians, among whom it led to thmactice of
mummification. It still exists in full force in Cha. A French surgeon,



who was employed by the Chinese to teach Western dieine,
relates that his demand for corpses to dissect wagceived with
horror, but he was assured that he could have insé&l an unlimited
supply of live criminals. His objection to this alernative was totally
unintelligible to his Chinese employers.

A Pun on Clergy

I am sometimes shocked by the profanity of thoseo vihink
themselves pious-for instance, the nuns who nealex & bath without
wearing a bathrobe all the time. When asked whgesno man can se
them, they reply: "Oh, but you forget the good Godlpparently they

conceive of the Deity as a Peeping Tom, whose oatairte enables
Him to see through bathroom walls, but who is filkey bathrobes. This

view strikes me as curious."

Superstitions

"There was, until the end of the eighteenth centarytheory that
absurdity is due to possession by devils. It waduded that any pair
suffered by the patient is also suffered by theldeso that the best cur
is to make the patient suffer so much that the Idewill decide to
abandon him. The insane, in accordance with theésrjh were savagely
beaten. This treatment was tried on King Georgeviien he was mad
but without success. It is a curious and painfual fdlnat almost all the
completely futile treatments that have been betlemeduring the long
history of medical folly have been such as causedeasuffering to the
patient. When stupefacient were discovered, devout peopl
considered them an attempt to evade the will of Godt was pointed
out, however, that when God extracted Adam's rib Hegut him into
a deep sleep. This proved that stupefacient are alight for men;
women, however, ought to suffer, because of the aa of Eve. In the
West votes for women proved this doctrine mistakenhut in Japan,
to this day, women in childbirth are not allowed ary mitigate
through anaesthetics. As the Japanese do not belein Genesis, this
piece of sadism must have some other justificatidh.

Racism

"In the matter of race, there are different beliefsin different
societies. Where monarchy is firmly established, kigs are of a
higher race than their subjects. Until very recenty, it was
universally believed that men are connatural morentelligent than
women; even so enlightened a man as Spinoza decidgminst votes
for women on this ground. Among white men, it is hie that white
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men are by nature superior to men of other colorsand especially to
black men; in Japan, on the contrary, it is thought thatomlis the best
color. In Haiti, when they make statues of Christl &atan, they make
Christ black and Satan whitAristotle and Plato considered Greeks
so congenitally superior to barbarians that slaveryis justified so
long as the master is Greek and the slave barbariah

Human Nature

"One of the most widespread popular maxims is, "&mnmature
cannot be changed.” No one can say whether thrsi@sor not without
first defining "human nature." But as used it istamly false. When Mr.
Autters the maxim, with an air of predictive andnclusive wisdom,
what he means is that all men everywhere wnT alwaystinue to
behave as they do in his own home town. A littléehespology will
dispel this belief. Among the Tibetans, one wifes mmany husbands,
because men are too poor to support a whole wié; fgmily life,
according to travellers, is no unhappy than elseah&he practice of
lending one's wife to a guest is very common amongjvilized tribes.
The Australian aborigines, at puberty, undergo iy yainful operation
which, throughout the rest of their lives, greatliminishes sexual
vigour. Puericide, which might seem perverse to &mnmature, was
almost universal before the rise of Christianitydas recommended by
Plato to prevent over-population. Private propegynot recognized
among some savage tribeEven among highly civilized people,
economic considerations will disallow what is caltk "human
nature.” In Moscow, where there is an acute housinghortage, when
an unmarried woman is pregnant, it often happens tht a number of
men contend for the legal right to be considered # father of the
probable child, because whoever is judged to be tHather acquires
the right to share the woman's room, and half a rom is better than
no room."

State Implemental Precept

"I am persuaded that there is absolutely no Ilimit the
ridiculousness that can, by government action, camée generally
believed.Give me an adequate army, with power to provide iwith
more pay and better food than falls to the lot of he average man,
and | will undertake, within thirty years, to make the majority of
the population believe that two and two are threethat water freezes
when it gets hot and boils when it gets cold, or gnother nonsense
that might seem to serve the interest of the Stat®f course, even
when these beliefs had been generated, people wouldt put the



kettle in the ice-box when they wanted it to boil.That cold makes
water boil would be a Sunday truth, sacred and mystal, to be
professed in amazed tones, but not to be acted amdaily life. What
would happen would be that any verbal denial of thenystic doctrine
would be made illegal, and obstinate heretics woultle "frozen" at
the stake. No person who did not avid accept the fafial doctrine
would be allowed to teach or to have any positionf @ower. Only the
very highest officials, in their cups, would whispge each other what
rubbish it all is; then they would laugh and driadfain. This is hardly a
caricature of what happens under some modern govarts."

More on Superstitions and Arm-Chair Philosophy

"When one reads of the beliefs of savages, or ef aimcient
Babylonians and Egyptians, they seem surprisinghleyr fickle farce.

But beliefs that are just as absurd are still ¢ateed by the uneducated

even in the most modem and civilized societiesavenhbeen gravely
assured, in America, which people born in March arducky and
people born in May are bizarrely liable to cornsdd not know the
history of these superstitions, but probably thae aerived from
Babylonian or Egyptian priestly love. Beliefs begmnthe higher social
strata, and then, like mud in a river, sink graualownward in the
educational scale; they may take 3,000 or 4,000sywasink all the way.,
You may find your colored help making some remallattcomes
straight out of Plato-not-the parts of Plato thabidar's quote, but thg
parts where he utters obvious nonsense, such as then who do nog
pursue wisdom an this life will be born again aswvem. Commentators
on great philosophers always politely ignore theilly remarks.
Aristotle, in spite of his reputation, is full of dsurdities. He says that
children should be conceived in the winter, when # wind is in the
North, and that if people marry too young the childen will be
female. He tells us that the blood of females isditker then that of
males; that the pig is the only animal liable to masles; that an
elephant suffering from sleeplessness should havés ishoulders
rubbed with salt, olive-oil, and warm water; that women have fewer
teeth than men and so on. Nevertheless, he is considered byridat
majority of philosophers a archetype of wisdom.

1%

Superstitions about lucky and unlucky days are atnomiversal. In
ancient times they governed the actions of genefalsong ourselves
the prejudice against Friday and the number thirtee very active;
sailors do not like to sail on Friday, and manydh®tave no thirteenth
floor. The superstitions about Friday and thirteere once believed by
those reputed wise; now such men regard them asléss follies. But
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probably 2,000 years hence many beliefs of the wiseur day will
have come to seem equally foolish. Man is a gwli@himal, and must
believe something; in the absence of good grouadbédlief, he will be
satisfied with bad ones.

Falsifiable, Piety and Reason

"If the matter is one that can be settled by obseration, make
the observation yourself. Aristotle could have avdied the mistake of
thinking that women have fewer teeth than men, by he simple
device of asking Mrs. Aristotle to keep her mouth pen while he
counted. He did not do so because he thought he kmeThinking that
you know when in fact you don't is a fatal mistatewhich we are all
prone. | believe myself that hedgehogs eat blagkleg, because | have
been told that they do; but if | were writing a koon the habits of
hedgehogs, | should not commit myself until | haedrs one enjoying
this unappetizing diet. Aristotle, however, wasslesautious. Ancient
and medieval authors knew all about unicorns atahsanders', not one
of them thought it necessary to avoid peremptoayeshents about them
because he had never seen one of them.

Many matters, however, are less easily brought e test of
experience. If, like most of mankind, you have pasate convictions on
many such matters, there are ways in which you roake yourself
aware of your own bias. If an opinion perverse ¢oryown makes you
angry, that is a sign that you are subconsciouslgra of having no
good reason for thinking as you do. If some onenta&s that two and
two are five, or that Iceland is on the equatomny yeel pity rather than
anger, unless you know so little of arithmetic aography that his
opinion shakes your own contrary conviction. The stnsavage
controversies are those about matters as to wthiehetis no good
evidence either way.Oppression is used in theology, not in
arithmetic, because in arithmetic there is knowledg, but in theology
there is only opinion. So whenever you find yoursklgetting angry
about a difference of opinion, be on your guard; yo will probably
find, on examination, that your belief is going begnd what the
corroboration warrants. A good way of ridding yourself of certain
kinds of assertiveness is to become aware of opin®held in social
circles different from your own."

Fear and Superstitions

"Other passions besides self-esteem are commogesof error; of
these perhaps the most important is fdaear sometimes operates
directly, by inventing rumors of calamity in war-time, or by



imagining objects of terror, such as ghosts; someties it operates
indirectly, by creating belief in something comforing, such as the
elixir of life, or heaven for ourselves and hell foour enemies. Fear
has many forms-fear of death, fear of the dark, feaof the unknown,

fear of the herd, and that vague generalized feahtit comes to those
who camouflage from themselves their more specifiterrors. Until

you have admitted your own fears to yourself, aadehguarded yoursel

by a difficult effort of will against their mythmakg power, you cannot

hope to think truly about many matters of great omi@nce, especially
those with which religious beliefs are concerneelarHs the main sourc
of superstition and one of the main sources oflgru@o trounce fear

is the beginning of wisdom, in the pursuit of truthas in the venture
after a worthy manner of life."”

"Under the influence of great fear, almost everybog becomes
illusory. The sailors who threw Jonah overboard imaginedphesence
to be the cause of the storm which threatenedastation their ship. In
a similar spirit the Japanese, at the time of thky®d earthquake took t¢
slaughtering Koreans and Liberals. When the Ronveors victories in
the Punic wars, the Carthaginians became persudtat their
misfortunes were due to a certain floppiness whiald crept into the
worship of Moloch. Moloch liked having children sdiced to him, and
preferred them aristocratic; but the noble familiefs Carthage hadg
adopted the practice of clandestine substitutingb@ilan children for
their own offspring. This, it was thought, had déesgsed the god, and @
the worst moments even the most aristocratic ofnidwere duly
consumed in the fire. Strange to say, the Romame wetorious in spite
of this democratic reform on the part of their enesn

Some Fun out of Superstitions

"But we have been getting too solemn. Superstitenmesnot always
dark and cruel; often they add to the gaiety aé.lif received once 4
communication from the God Osiris, giving me hiepdhone number;
he lived, at that time, in a fringe of Boston. Altlgh | did not enroll
myself among his worshipers, his letter gave meaglee. | have
frequently received letters from men announcingntbelves as theg
Messiah, and urging me not to omit to mention timportant fact in my

lectures. During prohibition, there was a sect Wwhigcaintained that the

communion service ought to be celebrated in whiskey in wine; this
tenet gave them a legal right to a supply of hapddr, and the sect grey
rapidly. There is in England a sect who maintalreg the English are thq
lost ten tribes: there is a stricter sect, whichntans that they are only
the tribes of Ephraim and Manasseh. Whenever |@ameo a member of

=

14

<

11%

Non-Fictional Prose

Essays of Bertrand Russell

105



Essays of Bertrand Russell

106 Non-Fictional Prose

either of these sects, | profess myself an adhexketite other and much
pleasant argumentation resultslike also the men who study the
Great Pyramid, with a view to decrypting its mystial lore. Many
great books have been written on this subject, sonm which have
been presented to me by their authors. It is a sindar fact that the
Great Pyramid always foretell the history of the wold accurately up
to the date of publication of the book in questionbut after that date
it becomes less reliable. Generally the author expes, very soon,
wars in Egypt, followed by Armageddon and the comig of
Antichrist, but by this time so many people have ben recognized as
Antichrist that the reader is reluctantly driven to skepticism.”

Summary

Man is a rational animal—so at least Russell hasnbéold.
Throughout a long life, he have looked diligentbr £vidence in favor
of this statement, but so far he has not had themd dgortune to come
across it, though he had searched in many courdpesad over three
continents.

As soon as we relinquish our own reason, and anéenb to rely
upon authority, there is no end to our troubles.nM&a a credulous
animal, and must believe something; in the absehg®od grounds for
belief, he will be satisfied with bad ones.

For his part he distrust all generalizations ab@aimen, favourable
and unfavourable, masculine and feminine, anciemd eodern; all
alike, he should say, result from paucity of expecie. Aristotle could
have avoided the mistake of thinking that womenehewer teeth than
men, by the simple device of asking Mrs, Aristatbekeep her mouth
open while he counted.

The most savage dissension are those about masete which
there is no good evidence either way. Oppressioiesl in theology, not
in arithmetic, because in arithmetic there is krenige, but in theology
there is only opinion.

Fear is the main source of superstition, and onth@®fmain sources
of cruelty. To conquer fear is the beginning of dam, in the pursuit of
truth as in the Endeavour after a worthy mannédife@fEvery advance in
civilization has been castigated as unnatural whilewas recent.
Education, which was at first made universal ineorthat all might be
able to read and write, has been found capablesfirgy quite other
purposes. By instilling nonsense, it unifies popolas and generates



collective enthusiasm. If all governments taudii® same nonsense, the

harm would not be so great.

SUMMARY

The aspects of Bertrand Russell views on philosopbyer the
changing viewpoints of philosopher/mathematicianrtié&d Russell
(1872-1970), from his early writings in 1896 uriis death in February
1970.

Russell is generally credited with being one of fleenders of
analytic philosophy, but he also produced a bodyofk that covers
logic, the philosophy of Mathematics, metaphysiasthics and
epistemology, including his 1913 Theory of Knowledand the related
article he wrote for the 1926 edition of Encycloj@eBritannica.

This view of philosophy appears to result, parttpni a wrong
conception of the ends of life, partly from a wroognception of the
kind of goods which philosophy strives to achie¥hysical science
through the medium of inventions, is useful to mudttinous people wha
are wholly impolite of it; thus the study of phyalcscience is to be
recommended, not only, or primarily, because of #igect on the
student, but rather because of the effect on mankingeneral. Thus
utility does not belong to philosophy. If the studfyphilosophy has any
value at all for others than students of philosqgpttymust be only
indirectly, through its effects upon the lives bbse who study it. It is in
these effects, therefore, if anywhere, that theieadf philosophy must
be primarily sought.

KEY WORDS

1. Apartheid : The belief that race accounts for differencesumbn
character or ability and that a particular racsuperior to others.

2. Superstition : An irrational belief that an object, action, or

circumstance not logically related to a coursewams influences its
outcome.

3. Theology : The study of the nature of God and religious truth

rational inquiry into religious questions.

4. Philosophy : The discipline comprising logic, ethics, exquist|c
metaphysics, and epistemology.

5. Dogmatism : A statement of a point of view as if it were an

established fact.
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REVIEW QUESTIONS

1. Explain the philosophical views of Russell on po&t
2. Describe the Russell's idea of Philosophy for layme
3. Write down the summary on the essay, "The Futumaafikind”.
4. Discuss the ideas of Russell expressed through, Qamline of
intellectual Rubbish".
5. Examine the important quotes of the essay, "An i@atlof
intellectual Rubbish".
6. How the British is distinguished among other Eum@peountries?
7. Why does Russell attack Hegel's philosophy?
8. Differentiate Dogmatism and Skepticism.
9. What are the two problems of mankind, accordinRassell?
10. Write about the power of government over men'salbeli
SUGGESTED READINGS
1. Unpopular Essays —Bertrand Russell
2. Bertrand Russell : Philosopher and Humanist —Joénvis
3. Bertrand Russell and His World —Ronald W. Clark
4. Bertrand Russell —John Slater
5. Bertrand Russell's Ethics —NMichael K. Potter
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