
[image: image]


The Bloomsbury Companion to Bertrand Russell


Bloomsbury Companions

The Bloomsbury Companions series is a major series of single volume companions to key research fields in the humanities aimed at postgraduate students, scholars and libraries. Each companion offers a comprehensive reference resource giving an overview of key topics, research areas, new directions and a manageable guide to beginning or developing research in the field. A distinctive feature of the series is that each companion provides practical guidance on advanced study and research in the field, including research methods and subject-specific resources.

 

Titles currently available in the series:

Aesthetics, edited by Anna Christina Ribeiro

Continental Philosophy, edited by John Mullarkey and Beth Lord

Epistemology, edited by Andrew Cullison

Ethics, edited by Christian Miller

Existentialism, edited by Jack Reynolds, Felicity Joseph and Ashley Woodward

Hobbes, edited by S.A. Lloyd

Hume, edited by Alan Bailey and Dan O’Brien

Kant, edited by Gary Banham, Dennis Schulting and Nigel Hems

Leibniz, edited by Brandon C. Look

Locke, edited by S.-J. Savonious-Wroth, Paul Schuurman and Jonathan Walmsley

Metaphysics, edited by Robert W. Barnard and Neil A. Manson

Philosophical Logic, edited by Leon Horston and Richard Pettigrew

Philosophy of Language, edited by Manuel Garcia-Carpintero and Max Kolbel

Philosophy of Mind, edited by James Garvey

Philosophy of Science, edited by Steven French and Juha Saatsi

Plato, edited by Gerald A. Press

Pragmatism, edited by Sami Pihlström

Spinoza, edited by Wiep van Bunge



The Bloomsbury Companion to Bertrand Russell

Edited by

Russell Wahl

[image: Bloomsbury__NY-L-ND-S_US.eps]


Contents

List of Contributors

Acknowledgments

Bertrand Russell—A Timeline

Abbreviations for Works Written by Russell

Introduction

Part 1 Russell in Context

1   Russell and Idealism James Levine

2   Russell and the Pragmatists Cheryl Misak

3   Russell’s Objections to Frege and Meinong in Context Bernard Linsky

4   Russell’s Initial Encounter with Wittgenstein 1911–14 Russell Wahl

5   From Russell to the Vienna Circle and Back François Schmitz

Part 2 Philosophical Issues

6   Russell’s Logicism Kevin C. Klement

7   Russell on Denoting and Language Graham Stevens

8   Russell’s Logic as the Essence of Philosophy Gregory Landini

9   Sense-Data, Sensibilia, and Percepts Russell Wahl

10 Russell on Introspection and Self-Knowledge Donovan Wishon

11 Russell’s Bridge Dustin Olson and Nicholas Griffin

12 Neutral Monism Christopher Pincock

13 Bertrand Russell’s Moral Philosophy Ray Perkins, Jr.

14 Russell’s Literary Approach to History Peter Stone

Bibliography

Index


List of Contributors

Nicholas Griffin

Department of Philosophy

McMaster University

Hamilton, ON, Canada

Kevin C. Klement

Department of Philosophy

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA, USA

Gregory Landini

Department of Philosophy

University of Iowa

Iowa City, IA, USA

James Levine

Department of Philosophy

Trinity College

Dublin, Ireland

Bernard Linsky

Department of Philosophy

University of Alberta

Edmonton, AL, Canada

Cheryl Misak

Department of Philosophy

University of Toronto

Toronto, ON, Canada

Dustin Olson

Department of Philosophy

University of Rochester

Rochester, NY, USA

Ray Perkins, Jr.

Department of Philosophy

Plymouth State University

Plymouth, NH, USA

Christopher Pincock

Department of Philosophy

Ohio State University

Columbus, OH, USA

François Schmitz

Département Philosophie

Université de Nantes

Nantes, France

Graham Stevens

Department of Philosophy

University of Manchester

Manchester, UK

Peter Stone

Department of Political Science

Trinity College

Dublin, Ireland


Russell Wahl

Department of English and Philosophy

Idaho State University

Pocatello, ID, USA

Donovan Wishon

Department of Philosophy

University of Mississippi

Oxford, MS, USA


Acknowledgments

I would like to acknowledge especially the work of the contributors to the book. I benefited a lot from reading their work and from discussions with them. My reviewing of two of the chapters was helped very much by James Skidmore and Pamela Park, who also helped with the bibliography. Chris Pincock kindly reviewed one of my own chapters. Some of the contributors adjusted their topics, some were added late, and some dropped out of the project. All of the contributors have shown patience during this time. I regret that after some pulled out there was only one woman philosopher contributing to the book.

The work on my own chapters was facilitated by McMaster University during my time as the Bertrand Russell Visiting Professor and by a sabbatical leave granted by Idaho State University during spring semester, 2013. I would also like to thank Kenneth Blackwell for the help he has provided to me and the other contributors over the years.


Bertrand Russell—A Timeline




	
1872


	
(May 18) Bertrand Russell born in Ravenscroft, the country home of his parents, near Trellech, Wales.





	
1874


	
Mother and sister die of diphtheria.





	
1876


	
Father dies. Russell and his brother move to Pembroke Lodge to live with his grandparents.





	
1878


	
Grandfather, Lord John Russell, dies.





	
1890


	
Enters Trinity College Cambridge to study for Part I of the Mathematical Tripos.





	
1893


	
Receives a first in the Mathematical Tripos. Begins one year of philosophy.





	
1894


	
Marries Alys Pearsall Smith.





	
1895


	
With Alys, attends economics lectures in Berlin; works on German social democracy. Fellowship dissertation on geometry finished.





	
1896


	
Lectures at London School of Economics. First visit to America. Lectures at Bryn Mawr and Johns Hopkins. German Social Democracy published.





	
1897


	
An Essay on the Foundations of Geometry, a revision of Russell’s fellowship thesis, published.





	
1899


	
McTaggart on leave; Russell teaches the course on Leibniz at Cambridge; and begins his turn away from idealism. Moore’s “On the Nature of Judgement” published.





	
1900


	
“The most important year of my intellectual life.” Attends the International Congress of Philosophy in Paris and becomes acquainted with Peano’s work. A Critical Exposition of the Philosophy of Leibniz published.





	
1901


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox.





	
1903


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. Principles of Mathematics published.





	
1903–1910


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. Working with Whitehead on Principia Mathematica.





	
1905


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. “On Denoting” published in Mind. Sees the new theory of descriptions as a way out of the paradoxes.





	
1906


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. At work on the substitution theory of classes and relations as the solution to the paradoxes.





	
1907


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. Stands as a candidate for Parliament supporting women’s suffrage, but is defeated.





	
1908


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. “Mathematical Logic as Based on the Theory of Types” published.





	
1910


	
Discovery of Russell’s paradox. Vol. I of Principia Mathematica published. Philosophical Essays published.





	
1911


	
Becomes involved with Lady Ottoline Morrell, works on Problems of Philosophy, meets Wittgenstein.





	
1912


	
Problems of Philosophy and Vol. II of Principia Mathematica published. Russell works on “the problem of matter.”





	
1913


	
Vol. III of Principia Mathematica published. Russell works on the unfinished Theory of Knowledge. Wittgenstein dictates the Notes on Logic.





	
1914


	
Lectures at Harvard on theory of knowledge and logic. Gives Lowell Lectures, published later in the year as Our Knowledge of the External World. The First World War begins. Joins the anti-war Union of Democratic Control. First six chapters of Theory of Knowledge published in the Monist.





	
1915


	
“Ultimate Constituents of Matter” delivered and published. Mostly involved in anti-war activity.





	
1916


	
Active in No-Conscription Fellowship. Principles of Social Reconstruction published. Denied passport to take up teaching position in Harvard. Dismissed from Trinity College.





	
1917


	
Lectures on mathematical logic (later published as Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy). Political Ideals published.





	
1918


	
Lectures on the philosophy of logical atomism (January–March). In Brixton prison (May–September). Roads to Freedom published.





	
1919


	
“On Propositions,” Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy published. Meets Wittgenstein in The Hague.





	
1920


	
Visits Russia with British labour delegation. Goes to China with Dora Black. Practice and Theory of Bolshevism published. Begins lectures in China.





	
1921


	
Continues lectures in China. Marries Dora Black. Analysis of Mind published. Son John Conrad born.





	
1922


	
Visits Wittgenstein in Innsbruck. The Problem of China published. Stands for parliament from Chelsea and is defeated.





	
1923


	
Prospects of Industrial Civilization (with Dora Russell) and The ABC of Atoms published. Daughter, Katherine Jane, born. Again stands for parliament from Chelsea and is defeated.





	
1924


	
Icarus or the Future of Science published. Lectures in American (April–June).





	
1925


	
ABC of Relativity and the second edition of Principia Mathematica I published.





	
1926


	
On Education Especially in Early Childhood published.





	
1927


	
“Why I am Not a Christian” read and first published. The Analysis of Matter and An Outline of Philosophy published. Beacon Hill School opens. Lectures in America.





	
1928


	
Sceptical Essays published.





	
1929


	
Marriage and Morals published. Lectures in America.





	
1930


	
The Conquest of Happiness published. Marriage to Dora Russell begins to disintegrate.





	
1931


	
Becomes the Third Earl Russell. Moore and Russell are examiners for Wittgenstein’s PhD. Discusses parts of Philosophical Remarks with Wittgenstein. Lectures in America. The Scientific Outlook published.





	
1932


	
Education and the Social Order published. Separation from Dora Russell and the end of Russell’s work with Beacon Hill School.





	
1934


	
Freedom and Organization 1814-1914 published.





	
1935


	
Religion and Science published.





	
1936


	
Russell marries Patricia (Peter) Spence. Which Way to Peace? published. “The Limits of Empiricism” published.





	
1937


	
The Amberley Papers (with Patr icia Russell) published. Son Conrad born. Education and Democracy published.





	
1938


	
Power: A new Social Analysis and the second edition of Principles of Mathematics published. Russell goes to America to lecture.





	
1939


	
Lectures at the University of Chicago, then at UCLA.





	
1940


	
Accepts a position at College of the City of New York. Public campaign against Russell. Russell’s appointment revoked by a New York court. Delivers William James lectures at Harvard. An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth published.





	
1941–42


	
In Philadelphia working for the Barnes Foundation. Work on A History of Western Philosophy.





	
1944


	
Returns to Great Britain.





	
1945


	
A History of Western Philosophy published.





	
1946


	
Physics and Experience published.





	
1948


	
Human Knowledge: Its Scope and Limits published. Lectures in Sweden.





	
1949


	
Authority and the Individual published. Receives the Order of Merit.





	
1950


	
Visits Australia and America. Unpopular Essays published. Receives the Nobel Prize for literature.





	
1951


	
Russell on a long lecture tour of America. The Impact of Science on Society and New Hopes for a Changing World published.





	
1952


	
Marries Edith Finch.





	
1954


	
Human Society in Ethics and Politics published.





	
1955


	
Russell-Einstein manifesto. Moves to Plas Penrhyn in Wales.





	
1957


	
Why I am Not a Christian and Other Essays published.





	
1958


	
Russell president of Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND).





	
1959


	
Common Sense and Nuclear Warfare and My Philosophical Development published.





	
1960


	
Bertrand Russell Speaks his Mind published. Committee of 100 formed.





	
1961


	
After a march on Hiroshima Day with the Committee of 100, Russell sentenced to a week in prison. Fact and Fiction published.





	
1963


	
Unarmed Victory published.





	
1967


	
International War Crimes Tribunal, Stockholm and Copenhagen. War Crimes in Vietnam published.





	
1967–69


	
Autobiography (3 volumes) published.





	
1970


	
(February 2) Russell dies at Plas Penrhyn in Penrhyndeudraeth, Wales.








Abbreviations for Works Written by Russell

Many of Russell’s articles and papers now appear in the Collected Papers of Bertrand Russell. These are abbreviated as Papers in this book. The full bibliographic reference to them is as follows:

Papers 1: Cambridge Essays: 1888-99. Edited by Kenneth Blackwell, Andrew Brink, Nicholas Griffin, Richard Rempel, and John G. Slater. London: Allen and Unwin, 1983.

Papers 2: Philosophical Papers: 1896-99. Edited by Nicholas Griffin and Albert C. Lewis. London: Unwin Hyman, 1990.

Papers 3: Towards the “Principles of Mathematics,” 1900-2. Edited by Gregory H. Moore. London: Routledge, 1993.

Papers 4: Foundations of Logic, 1903-5. Edited by Alasdair Urquart. London: Routledge, 1992.

Papers 5: Towards “Principia Mathematica,” 1905-08. Edited by Gregory H. Moore. London: Routledge 2014.

Papers 6: Logical and Philosophical Papers, 1909-13. Edited by John G. Slater, London: Routledge, 1992.

Papers 7: Theory of Knowledge: The 1913 Manuscript. Edited by Elizabeth Ramsden Eames and Kenneth Blackwell. London: Allen and Unwin, 1984.

Papers 8: The Philosophy of Logical Atomism and Other Essays: 1914-19. Edited by John G. Slater. London: Allen and Unwin, 1986.

Papers 9: Essays on Language, Mind, and Matter, 1919-26. Edited by John G. Slater. London: Unwin Hyman, 1988.

Papers 10: A Fresh Look at Empiricism: 1927-42. Edited by John G. Slater. London: Routledge, 1996.

Papers 11: Last Philosophical Testament: 1943-68. Edited by John G. Slater. London: Routledge, 1997.


Papers 12: Contemplation and Action: 1902-14. Edited by Richard A. Rempel, Andrew Brink, and Margaret Moran. London: George Allen and Unwin, 1985.

Papers 13: Prophecy and Dissent, 1914-16. Edited by Richard A. Rempel, London: Unwin Hyman, 1988.

Papers 14: Pacificsm and Revolution: 1916-18. Edited by Richard A. Rempel, Louis Greenspan, Beryl Haslam, Albert C. Lewis and Mark Lippincourt. London: Routledge, 1995.

Papers 15: Uncertain Paths to Freedom: Russia and China, 1919-22. Edited by Richard A. Rempel and Beryl Haslam. London: Routledge, 2000.

Papers 21: How to Keep the Peace: The Pacifists Dilemma, 1935-38. Edited by Andrew G. Bone and Michael D. Stevenson. London: Routledge, 2008.

Papers 28: Man’s Peril, 1954-55. Edited by Andrew G. Bone. London: Routledge, 2003.

Abbreviations of books by Russell used in this edition




	
Auto


	
The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell, which is in three volumes. London: Allen and Unwin, 1967-9.





	
AMa


	
The Analysis of Matter. London, Kegan Paul, 1927.





	
AMi


	
The Analysis of Mind. London, Allen and Unwin, 1921.





	
CH


	
The Conquest of Happiness. London, Allen and Unwin, 1930.





	
GSD


	
German Social Democracy. London, Longmans, Green, 1896.





	
HK


	
Human Knowledge. London, Allen and Unwin 1948.





	
HWP


	
History of Western Philosophy. London: Allen and Unwin, 1946.





	
HSEP


	
Human Society in Ethics and Politics. London: Allen and Unwin, 1954.





	
IMP


	
Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy. London: Allen and Unwin, 1919.





	
IMT


	
Inquiry into Meaning and Truth. London: Allen and Unwin, 1940.





	
MM


	
Marriage and Morals. London, Allen and Unwin, 1929.





	
MPD


	
My Philosophical Development. London, Allen and Unwin, 1959.





	
OKEW


	
Our Knowledge of the External World. Chicago and London: Open Court, 1914.





	
OKEW2


	
Our Knowledge of the External World. London: Allen and Unwin, 1926.





	
OOP


	
Outline of Philosophy. London, Allen and Unwin 1927.





	
PL


	
A Critical Exposition of the Philosophy of Leibniz. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1900. Second edition London, Allen and Unwin 1937.





	
PM


	
Principia Mathematica 3 volumes. Second edition Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1925–27.





	
POM


	
Principles of Mathematics London, Allen and Unwin, 1938, first edition, 1903.





	
POP


	
Problems of Philosophy London: Willias and Norgate, 1912. 2nd edition (cited in this book), Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1959.





	
Power


	
Power: A New Social Analysis. London: Allen and Unwin, 1938.





	
PSR


	
Principles of Social Reconstruction. London, Allen and Unwin, 1916.





	
RS


	
Religion and Science. London, Thorton Butterworth, 1935.





	
TK


	
Theory of Knowledge (Papers 7 above).







Collections of essays




	
BW


	
The Basic Writings of Bertrand Russell. Edited by Robert Egner and Lester Denonn. London: Allen and Unwin, 1961. Revised edition Oxford: Routledge, 2009.





	
EA


	
Essays in Analysis. Edited by Douglas Lackey. London: Allen and Unwin, 1974.





	
LK


	
Logic and Knowledge. Edited by Robert C. Marsh. London: Allen and Unwin, 1956.





	
ML


	
Mysticism and Logic and other Essays. London: Longmans Green, 1918.





	
PE


	
Philosophical Essays. London: Longmans Green, 1910. Revised edition, London: Allen and Unwin, 1966.





	
RoE


	
Russell on Ethics. Edited by Charles Pigden. London, Routledge, 1999.





	
UE


	
Unpopular Essays. New York: Simon Schuster, 1950.





	
WNC


	
Why I am Not a Christian and other essays on religion and related subjects. Edited by Paul Edwards. London: Allen and Unwin, 1957.







Selected articles

Most references to articles cite the source in the Collected Papers or one of the collections of essays. Nevertheless, a few articles are also referred to by these abbreviations.

 




	
KAKD


	
“Knowledge by Acquaintance and Knowledge by Description.” First published in PAS, 1911. In Papers 6 and ML.





	
LA


	
“Logical Atomism.” First published in Contemporary British Philosophy, edited by J. H. Muirhead (1924). In Papers 9 and LK.





	
MMD


	
“My Mental Development.” In Schilpp (ed.), The Philosophy of Bertrand Russell (1944). In Papers 11.





	
OD


	
“On Denoting.” First published in Mind, 1905. In Papers 4, LK, and EA.





	
OP


	
“On Propositions: What They Are and How They Mean.” First published in PAS Supplementary Volume, 1919. In Papers 8 and LK.





	
PLA


	
“The Philosophy of Logical Atomism.” First published in The Monist in four installments, Oct. 1918, Jan. 1919, Apr. 1919, and July 1919. In Papers 8 and LK.





	
RSDP


	
“The Relation of Sense-Data to Physics.” First published in Scientia 1914. In Papers 8 and ML.





	
UCM


	
“The Ultimate Constituents of Matter.” First published in The Monist 1915. In Papers 8 and ML.








Introduction

Bertrand Russell’s life spans from 1872 to 1970. He was born in the middle of the Victorian era, when Gladstone was prime minister, and lived through the changes of the first two-thirds of the twentieth century, with its two World Wars and the Cold War and nuclear standoff of the 1950s and 1960s. He was born into an aristocratic family: his grandfather was twice prime minister of Great Britain, and was made an earl by Queen Victoria. Unlike his grandparents, Russell’s parents were fairly radical free thinkers and chose John Stuart Mill to be his (secular) godfather. However, they died when he was quite young, and he and his brother were left to the charge of their grandmother who did not share their parents’ radical views and annulled the request that they be brought up agnostic. In later life, Russell came on his own to views more like his parents’ despite the efforts of his grandmother. His grandmother was domineering and hoped that he would, like his grandfather, become a politician. She strongly disapproved of his first marriage to Alys Pearsall Smith, an American Quaker. In his autobiography Russell related the extreme efforts, which included many discussions of madness in the family and even an assignment to the British embassy in Paris, of those he called “my people,” foremost his grandmother, to prevent the marriage. After coming of age and dutifully going to Paris, Russell married Alys anyway.1

Prior to his marriage with Alys, Russell had been very interested in philosophical issues, but when he went to Cambridge as an undergraduate, he went first into mathematics. There he studied with A. N. Whitehead. It was not until his fourth year that he studied philosophy, when he was exposed mostly to the idealism of McTaggart and others, which was derived from Hegel. Russell’s fellowship dissertation, which was later published with some modifications as An Essay on the Foundations of Geometry, was written in that style.2 The search for philosophical foundations of mathematics was already present, although his later logicism, the view that all mathematical concepts are upon analysis, logical concepts and that all mathematical truths are logical truths, was not yet developed. From his studies at Cambridge, he became acquainted with Spinoza’s work, and while teaching in Cambridge in 1899 he was asked to teach McTaggart’s course on Leibniz. For the rest of his philosophical life Spinoza and Leibniz remained his two philosophical heroes, despite his disagreements with their metaphysics.

During the years 1898 to 1900 Russell had a major change of heart. First, along with G.E. Moore, he rejected the main theses of his idealist teachers. Second, he attended the International Congress of Philosophy in Paris in 1900, a year he later characterized as “the most important year of my intellectual life.”3 There he learned of the work of Giussepi Peano and a symbolic language within which to express his ideas. What followed was the advent of what is broadly known as “analytic philosophy.” Along with Moore, who had published an important paper, “The Nature of Judgement,” in January 1899, Russell was responsible for the development of analytic philosophy, especially in Great Britain. Frege was an important precursor, but Frege’s work became known in the English-speaking world primarily through Russell.

During the first part of the twentieth century, Russell was responsible for two extremely important works on the foundations of mathematics, the Principles of Mathematics and the three-volume Principia Mathematica written with his former mathematics teacher, A. N. Whitehead. These works, along with Frege’s Basic Laws of Arithmetic, are the major works in logicism. His works at the beginning of the century on topics in epistemology, philosophy of language, and philosophy of science, especially those written around 1914 and his slightly later papers on logical atomism, had an outsized influence on philosophy in the twentieth century. The movement known as logical positivism owed a great deal to Russell, even as they differed with him on key points. The later critics of positivism also owed a debt to Russell. W. V. Quine, whose developed position differs in many ways from Russell’s, also was influenced by Russell. The ordinary language philosophers of the 1950s and 1960s, while harshly critical of Russell, were working in an area made possible by Russell. Wittgenstein had come to England in 1911 to study engineering, but then turned to philosophy, inspired initially by Russell. He was both influenced by Russell and had a strong influence on him. Russell made possible the publication of Wittgenstein’s Tractatus. Russell’s last major philosophical work, Human Knowledge, did not have the impact that Russell had hoped. Yet more than anything else of its era, it anticipates the analytic philosophy of the last quarter of the twentieth century and the beginning of the twenty-first.

Russell was also a public intellectual. He campaigned for women’s suffrage in 1907, running for parliament on a pro-suffrage ticket. He became well-known as a pacifist during the First World War, going to jail at one point. He was an outspoken advocate of new ideas in education and marriage, and in later life became involved in the movement for nuclear disarmament. As a public intellectual he was often vilified. The anti-war position he took in 1914 was hardly popular. He was viewed as an extremist, banned by the government from going to various places, fired from Trinity College for his position on conscription and even jailed for remarks critical of United States. After he and his second wife Dora had children, they became very interested in education and opened a school called the Beacon Hill School. They and their school were often criticized as radical. Two of Russell’s more popular books, Marriage and Morals and The Conquest of Happiness, were published during this time and again Russell was seen as a radical in the public eye, especially as these books advocated sex before marriage and open marriages. Outrage at this radical line was behind the campaign by religious leaders to force CCNY to withdraw an offer of a professorship to Russell in 1940. In a case where a woman filed a suit ordering the Board of Education to rescind the appointment, a judge ruled in her favor. The suit claimed her daughter (who would not have been able to attend the classes anyway) would be at risk; her lawyer characterized Russell as “libidinous, lustful, venerous, erotomaniac, aphrodisiac, irreverent, narrow-minded, untruthful, and bereft of moral fibre.” That Russell would have been teaching foundations of mathematics and logic to an all-male student body did not deter the judge from ordering the New York Board of Higher Education not to hire Russell.4

During the relatively short time after the end of the Second World War and before the McCarthy era, on the other hand, Russell was a more popular figure in the public mind. He appeared to be more a part of the establishment: he was awarded the Order of Merit, Great Britain’s highest civilian award, in 1949, and the Nobel Prize for Literature in 1950. His book A History of Western Philosophy became a best seller during this time.

Soon again, though, he was at the center of controversy, first as an advocate for nuclear disarmament and then as a critic of American policy in Vietnam. At the end of his life his Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation, especially under the rule of Ralph Schoeneman, came out with some fairly radical positions, supporting Che Guevara’s abortive uprising in Bolivia as well as having a tribunal for war crimes against the United States. In these activities Russell’s group was seen by the political right as largely an anti-American front aiding global communism. The political right seemed to have forgotten how critical Russell had been of the Soviet Union throughout his life. His Practice and Theory of Bolshevism was seen by those on the left as a betrayal of the left, but Russell had been thoroughly shaken by what he saw firsthand on a trip to Russia in 1920. When Germany invaded the Soviet Union, Russell, who had abandoned his former pacifism because of his disgust of Hitler, wrote to his friend Gilbert Murray, “I have no doubt that the Soviet Government is even worse than Hitler’s, and it will be a misfortune if it survives.”

Within professional philosophical circles Russell’s star also rose and fell. He was an extremely important figure in the first decades of the twentieth century, known not only in Great Britain, but also in the United States and France. He was invited to give lectures in the United States as early as 1896, and taught a course in Harvard in 1914. He was asked to join the Harvard philosophy department in 1916 but was denied a passport by the War Office. He gave lectures in France several times during this early period and published several articles in French journals. In the first decade of the twentieth century, he carried on a lively debate with Henri Poincaré on the relation of mathematics to logic. Louis Couturat was an ally of his in the debate with Poincaré and earlier had been a sympathetic reader of Russell’s work on Leibniz. During the 1920s Russell’s work was very influential on rising British philosophers and the logical positivists. His work from that time, though, did not have the impact of his earlier work, and there is no doubt his reputation in philosophy suffered as he devoted more time to his popular works. When he returned to working in mainstream philosophy in the late 1930s he was considered dated in Britain, but still drew large numbers of students in the United States where he taught at Chicago, UCLA, and Harvard before the CCNY fiasco. While one can find in his later Human Knowledge many precursors to examples and topics prominent in contemporary analytic philosophy, the work did not get much attention, and while A History of Western Philosophy was popular with nonacademic audiences, professional philosophers were largely critical of it.

While some of the logical positivists took their inspiration from some of Russell’s enthusiasm for science and skepticism of ordinary philosophy, their adoption of the verification theory of meaning put them at odds with much of Russell’s work. In particular, the philosophical problems that he took seriously were seen by them to be pseudo-problems. With the advent of ordinary language philosophy and the rise in popularity of Wittgenstein’s later work, Russell’s work went further out of favor in professional philosophical circles. While these philosophers rejected the verification theory of meaning of the positivists, they still held that philosophical problems were pseudo-problems to be dissolved by an understanding of language. Those who held that the primary purpose of philosophy was therapeutic found little sympathy with Russell’s work even though one can see an important precursor to this view in some of Russell’s own earlier works, where the theory of descriptions was used to eliminate metaphysical difficulties. The neglect of Human Knowledge may in part be explained by this lack of favor in the profession. After Russell’s death, Anglo-American philosophy became less hostile to metaphysics and the epistemological enterprise Russell had been engaged with. As analytic philosophy has revived interest in traditional problems of epistemology and metaphysics there has been a renewal of interest in Russell’s attempts to solve some of these problems. With the establishment of the Russell Archives and the publication of the Collected Papers, many of Russell’s previously obscure or unpublished papers are now available.

There have been many studies of Russell’s philosophy and many collections of essays and issues of journals devoted to Russell’s work. This Companion strives to add something new to this body of literature, and so does not attempt to provide a comprehensive treatment to all of the issues involved with Russell’s philosophy. The chapters here are divided into two sections, the first treating Russell’s relations with other philosophers, and the second focusing on philosophical issues with which Russell grappled. The section on Russell in context looks at Russell’s interaction with philosophers from the British idealists to the positivists. The section on philosophical issues looks at a wide range of issues that concerned Russell, including his philosophy of mathematics, his metaphysics and epistemology, his philosophy of language, and his moral philosophy. Given the breadth of his work and the number of philosophers he worked with or reacted to during his long life, there are many topics that are not covered in this study.

In the section “Russell in Context,” we have studies on Russell’s relationships with several philosophers. James Levine looks at the idealist background to Russell’s earlier philosophy, helpfully distinguishing between the different strains of Hegelianism found in Bradley and McTaggart, and the Kantianism favored by Ward, who was Russell’s supervisor. Levine then looks at Russell’s own idealism, which was influenced by all of these people. The importance of putting Russell’s views in this context becomes clear, for example, in understanding Russell’s claim to having accepted the ontological argument. The argument in question, Levine makes clear, was not the argument from Anselm and the early moderns, but rather Bradley’s version. Levine also looks at Russell’s break with idealism and his embrace of what Levine calls “Moorean realism.” Levine sees Russell as retreating from extreme Moorean realism and argues that while Russell continued in his strident criticism of the method of the idealists, he modified his views on some of the very doctrines that had initially pushed him to reject idealism. In the end Levine sees hints of Russell’s earlier views surfacing in his later philosophy.

Cheryl Misak discusses Russell’s attitudes toward and interactions with the pragmatists. Russell is known for his criticisms of the pragmatic theory of truth, criticisms which were reprinted in his 1910 Philosophical Essays. While Russell maintained his critique of the pragmatic theory of truth, he took seriously many of the positions advocated by the pragmatists, in the end coming around to James’s rejection of the ego and embracing his neutral monism. Russell’s flirtation with behaviorism was also a consequence of his engagement with the pragmatists. Misak points out that Russell was not seen as simply misunderstanding pragmatism, but as someone they saw sympathetic enough that, in 1916, the Harvard philosophers invited him to teach a course on Peirce. Because of his anti-war activities the British government denied him a passport so he never did that.

Bernard Linsky’s chapter on Russell’s relationship with Meinong and Frege first looks at issues surrounding Russell’s discovery of the paradox of the set of all sets that are not members of themselves. He remarks on an anticipation of the paradox in Zermelo’s discussion of an argument given by Schröder that had also been criticized by Frege. Linsky notes that Russell’s discovery of the paradox was independent of these earlier ruminations. In a careful examination of Russell’s notes on Frege’s writings he points out what Russell did and also did not accept from Frege’s system. He then looks at Russell’s interaction with Meinong focusing on both Russell’s correspondence with Meinong and the important article “Meinong’s Theory of Complexes and Assumptions.” He ends with a discussion of Russell’s famous example of the present king of France.

My own chapter on Russell and Wittgenstein does not attempt to cover all that has been said about their relationship, as that has been covered in detail by many works, but instead focuses on those particular details of their work together, which had a lasting impact on Russell’s thought. Russell worked on a paper on what he called the problem of matter through much of the year 1912 and on a book he never published, Theory of Knowledge, in 1913. In both of these we have an insight into the interaction between Russell and Wittgenstein and have a sense of what Russell took away from his encounter with Wittgenstein and which he developed in his later lectures on logical atomism. Wittgenstein most affected Russell’s views on logic, including logical grammar. I argue that Russell’s reflections on logic led him to be suspicious of the kinds of inferences he allowed in his 1912 Problems of Philosophy, and the reflections on logical grammar had many consequences which we can see as early as Russell’s lectures at Harvard in the spring of 1914.

In the last chapter in this section, François Schmitz takes a fresh look at the relation between Russell and the logical positivists. He examines the influence Russell had on the logical positivists, specifically Carnap, and looks at two of Carnap’s works, the Abriss der Logistik and the Logische Aufbau der Welt, pointing out what Carnap took from Russell, particularly his theory of relations and his idea of a scientific method for philosophy. Schmitz also looks at those positivists who were less influenced by Russell’s work and more influenced by Wittgenstein, such as Schlick and Waismann. Returning to Russell, Schmitz discusses Russell’s own views on the positivists, particularly the criticism Russell leveled in An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth toward the positivists’ theories of protocol sentences, meaning, and truth.

The next section of the Companion revolves around philosophical issues that were important to Russell at least one time or other in his development. All of the discussions seek to shed new light on Russell’s work and his ideas. Some of the papers defend Russell’s view or developments based on Russellian ideas. As there have recently been collections of essays on various aspects of Russell’s philosophy, certain topics are not covered here.5

In the first chapter in this section, Kevin Klement takes a close look at the doctrine of logicism, “the thesis that mathematics is logic.” This is a thesis that was central to Frege (at least with respect to arithmetic) and to Russell. Although working within a different framework, Carnap later adopted a form of logicism. As Klement points out at the beginning of his paper, it is a position that is not looked on favorably these days, because among other things, if one has a conception of logic confined to first-order logic, the thesis will be false. It is clear that Russell, or anyone who espouses a form of logicism, needs a more robust sense of logic as a starting-point. Russell, of course, had a stronger logic. Klement points out that a genuine criticism of the thesis would need to show an example of a truth of mathematics which is not a truth of logic. Many have noted that as a consequence of Gödel’s incompleteness proof there is no deductive system which is consistent and has a recursive set of axioms such that it will have as theorems all mathematical truths. Klement recognizes that most logicists thought their systems would have this feature, but he does not see it as an essential feature for logicisms, pointing out that the theorem applies to second-order logic. A different criticism of logicism involves axioms, such as the axiom of infinity and the axiom of choice, needed for certain important results, but which even Russell did not think were logical axioms. Here Klement takes a new approach, questioning whether the theorems which result from these axioms should be thought of as being themselves part of pure mathematics. Klement concludes that Russell’s logicism may have been more successful than even Russell himself thought.

In his chapter on denoting and language in Russell’s philosophy, Graham Stevens seeks to combat the view that Russell only had a minimal interest in philosophy of language when he formulated his theory of descriptions. While it is true that the development of the theory was connected to many concerns Russell had with, for example, the theory of types and issues in his epistemology, Stevens argues that since his early work on Leibniz, Russell was interested in issues of propositional content and so those issues are central. Stevens argues that Russell’s insight specifically into the quantificational structure of descriptions as a thesis in philosophy of language can be defended even if doctrines associated with it are less defensible. Russell himself did not often distinguish his basic thesis concerning descriptions from other doctrines, such as the principle of acquaintance and the descriptive theory of names. Stevens also questions Russell’s characterization of descriptive phrases as incomplete symbols, but again thinks this issue can be separated from Russell’s basic insight.

Gregory Landini looks at the thesis, from Russell’s 1914 Our Knowledge of the External World, that logic is the essence of philosophy. As Russell understood the thesis it is that every purported philosophical problem is seen after analysis to be either not a philosophical problem or is logical. Landini holds that Russell had a robust logic, which he calls “cp-Logic,” where cp refers to a comprehension principle. He points out that originally Russell thought that logic (and mathematics) was a synthetic a priori science grounded in our awareness of universals. As Russell had argued that mathematical truths ultimately are logical truths, so too he says that philosophical claims were best understood as claims about logical relations. Using the logical techniques of Principia, together with empirical advances in physics, philosophy can reconstruct physical objects and attack the philosophical problem of the relation of our minds to the physical world. Landini argues that Russell can be understood as holding that the only necessities are logical necessities, even though some of Russell’s own remarks about necessity obscure this. Landini says that in both Problems of Philosophy and Our Knowledge of the External World Russell sees his scientific philosophy as freeing people from the tyranny of dogmas which arise from supposed nonlogical necessities. At the end of his chapter he offers a contrast between Russell’s scientific method in philosophy and that of Dewey and Quine.

In my chapter on sense-data, sensibilia and percepts, I begin with Russell’s reasons for positing sense-data, which are distinct from the reasons of those who see sense-data as items about which we can have guaranteed certain knowledge. Thus, Russell did not hold that sense-data were mental entities, nor did he hold that our judgments about them were infallible. In fact, they were very much part of a realist philosophy rather than a phenomenalist one. Russell’s position appears to be more phenomenalist when he moved from the epistemological position of inferring enduring physical objects from features of sense-data to seeing physical objects as constructions from sense-data and sensibilia. I discuss Russell’s reasons for this move and argue that Russell’s inclusion of sensibilia is not incoherent given his actual project. I then discuss Russell’s abandonment of sense-data and argue that the later views are not as radical a break from the earlier ones as they are often portrayed. In particular, Russell did not completely abandon the constructions he had articulated in “The Relation of Sense-Data to Physics” and Our Knowledge of the External World.

Russell’s philosophy of matter after Problems of Philosophy began in his unpublished “On Matter,” but was articulated in “The Relation of Sense-data to Physics,” where Russell gave as a maxim that logical constructions are to be preferred over inferred entities. Russell’s constructions have often been taken to be of a piece with a quest for Cartesian certainty, but Russell instead is involved with a dialectic between on the one hand what he takes physics to tell us, and on the other what he takes our evidence to be. The goal of the constructions was to develop an account of the relation of sense-data to physics. Unlike the Cartesian claim that we should withhold assent to a belief unless our evidence is beyond doubt, Russell developed the position that we should strive to accommodate both our epistemology and our physics, and even went further in later years to say that the results of physics were more likely to be true than any philosophical claim. As a result, he modified his view, including sensibilia at first and later rejecting sense-data as items with which a pinpoint mind had acquaintance. But his percept-events of his later philosophy played many of the roles sense-data had and so his position is best seen as evolving rather than radically changing over time.

Donovan Wishon argues for a similar conclusion this time on the matter of introspection. He also thinks that Russell’s views on introspection have been somewhat distorted by linking Russell’s overall project to a Cartesian quest for certainty. Knowledge by acquaintance even for psychological matters is independent of knowledge of truths. Introspection covers not only our psychological states, but at least in Problems of Philosophy also the self. Wishon points out that while Russell initially held that introspection involved some kind of direct acquaintance with the self, he gradually came to see our knowledge of the self as indirect, first, and then to see that the self was best understood as a logical construction not unlike what he had said about physical objects, except that here the data were not sense-data but the objects of “inner perception.”

Wishon discusses Russell’s view of perception of complexes or facts with regard to introspective data and also the move from these perceptions to judgments. As knowledge about the physical world was augmented by knowledge by description, so too knowledge about the mental world is also often augmented by knowledge by description. Initially, in that part of Theory of Knowledge published as the “Nature of Acquaintance,” Russell had held our knowledge of the self was descriptive in this way.

As in the case with his views about sense-data, Russell’s views about introspection changed with the onset of his neutral monism. In the case of sense-data, Russell had to reject the distinction he had made between sensations and their objects, ultimately arguing that there was no genuine distinction between them. Wishon points out the Russell made analogous changes with respect to introspective data. Prior to adopting neutral monism, Russell thought our understanding of other people’s minds were best seen on the model of construction, as he had thought of our knowledge of ordinary objects. He soon thought this of our understanding of our own minds. At this time, Russell was not denying that minds existed as substances, but rather that we should substitute our constructions for those inferred entities. With the advent of his neutral monism, the major change was that the basic elements that went into the construction of minds and matter were no longer taken to be ontologically distinct.

In their chapter, “Russell’s Bridge,” Duston Olson and Nicholas Griffin look at issues of epistemic justification in Russell’s later philosophy. They take their title from a passage in Human Knowledge that likens the edifice of knowledge to a bridge, which rests on many piers, but whose piers’ own stability is increased by the interconnecting girders (HK, 413). Olson and Griffin see in this metaphor a precursor of recent attempts to blend coherence theories with foundational ones. In developing the analogy, Russell likens the piers to “propositions having some intrinsic credibility” while the superstructure is likened to propositions which are only inferred. The first point may suggest that what we have here is a foundationalism, but Olson and Griffin argue that it is neither a straightforward foundationalism nor a straightforward coherentism. They see Russell’s view as sharing features of such contemporary philosophers as Earl Conee, Richard Feldman, Susan Haack, Catherine Elgin, and Kevin McCain. All of these views reject an infallibilist conception of knowledge and embrace an epistemic holism, but do not accept simple coherentists positions either, as they think there is a class of beliefs which, while not infallible, have an intrinsic credibility.

After characterizing Russell’s epistemology in Human Knowledge in this way, Olson and Griffin then go on to argue that this view of epistemic justification is not such a radical break with Russell’s previous philosophy as it may seem. Here they do not focus as much on Russell’s discussion of empirical knowledge, but rather on the methodology of Principia Mathematica, which has often been seen as a paradigm of the quest for epistemic certainty. They focus on Russell’s very important 1907 paper “The Regressive Method of Discovering the Premisses of Mathematics,” which Russell presented, but didn’t publish. Examining several others of Russell’s works Olson and Griffin see that the regressive method was something Russell was fairly consistent in holding.

The continuation of the story of sense-data on the one hand and introspection on the other is taken up in Christopher Pincock’s paper on neutral monism. Neutral monism comes in moderate and more extreme flavors. A moderate neutral monist might hold that there is no intrinsic ontological difference between those items which enter into mental constructions and those which enter into material constructions. Particulars on this view are neither mental nor material in themselves, but properly only constructs are. An even weaker neutral monism might hold that there is no known intrinsic difference between particulars which enter into mental states and those that enter into physical ones. Pincock discusses Russell’s earlier, dualist views and his 1914 engagement with neutral monism and the objections he raised there. After a careful examination of the objections Russell raised, Pincock argues that Russell’s adoption of neutral monism is very gradual. Russell rejected, as e arly as 1913, the view that we were acquainted with our own minds as mental substances, but still had difficulties with neutral monism, especially with regard to a proper analysis of beliefs and what he called “emphatic particulars.” Russell appears to accept neutral monism in his 1919 “On Propositions” and 1921 Analysis of Mind, but Pincock is reluctant to see these as genuinely neutral monist works as in both of them Russell thinks that the particulars which are images are such that they do not enter into any complexes which are material. In particular they are not located in any physical space
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