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Professor Bernal said:

E ARE MEETING for our Fourth

Assembly in conditions which hold

out far brighter prospects for humanity
and for science than any we have experienced
in our earlier meetings, and indeed far better
than we might have expected even a year ago.
But the happier atmosphere should be no
temptation for complacency for us, but rather
an inspiration to continue and extend our
work.

I would like to welcome the affiliations to
the Federation since our last Assembly; the
Gewerkschaft Wissenschaft and the Association
of Democratic Scientists of Japan. We feel
that these two additions to our strength give
us a’greater scope as a representative world
organization. We hope that it will be the
beginning of bringing the scientists of all
Germany into the Federation, and we also
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warmly welcome the scientists of Japan
whose united struggle against the use of
atomic weapons since the tragedy of Hiroshima
has roused our admiration.

The period since our last General Assembly
in 1953 has been essentially one of consolida-
tion and recovery from the difficulties we
faced in the worst period of the cold war.
We have learned to work better together and
the mutual relations between our Associations
have increased. We have resumed old
activities and undertaken new ones. Of
these the most important is the Bulletin, whose
new appearance had been so welcome and
which is carrying out one of the main tasks of
the Federation, that of making the activities
of our associated organizations known to each
other and creating a general background for
international = activity. Six issues of the
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Bulletin have appeared since the last Assembly
and it is produced in four languages, English,
French, Russian and Chinese.

¢¢ Science and Mankind *° will meet a need

The Bulletin has served us well for our day-to-
day communication, but we have felt the need
for a publication which would express the more
permanent and wider aspects of the work of the
Federation. For this purpose we have been able
to take steps to resume the publication of Science
and Mankind. The first number is now virtually
completed under the editorship of Dr. Josue de
Castro and is to deal with the major question of
world food supply. It should appear early next
year and further numbers are in preparation. We
may count on the further issues of Science and
Mankind to give us a valuable addition to our
knowledge of the major problems of science and
of its influence on world affairs.

The Federation has also notably assisted in
increasing the intercourse between scientists of
different countries.
of meetings and individual visits, it has furthered
visits of scientists to Czechoslovakia, Hungary
and the holiday centre in France and in the next
few weeks also to England. We hope that this
activity will spread still further.

I would like to say something of the part that
the Federation has taken, in accordance with the
resolutions of the last Assembly, to further inter-
national discussions on the dangers of atomic
weapons and on the need to use atomic energy
for peaceful purposes. Since the last Assembly
there have been great and hopeful developments
in this ficld and we can claim that we have done
something to further them as a Federation. At
the same time constituent organizations have
stimulated the large number of meetings and
discussions on these questions which have taken
place in different countries. There is no doubt
that there is to-day a far wider appreciation,
certainly among scientists, of the dangers of
nuclear warfare and that appreciation has recently
spread still further to the general public.

We particularly welcome the letter which was
signed, on the initiative of Bertrand Russell, by
Albert Einstein just before his death, calling for
an international meeting of scientists to discuss
the dangers of nuclear warfare. This letter was
also signed by two members of our Federation,
our President, Professor Joliot-Curie, and our
Vice-President, Professor Powell. The prepara-
tions for such a conference of scientists are now
being actively pursued and there is every reason
to believe that it will take place.

The Federation-has been set up now for nine
years. How far can we say that it has justified
its early promise? 1 feel myself that the seven
organizations that took part in the original
foundation of the Federation and are still with us
deserve to be proud of their work. For despite
certain defections due very largely to the cold war
they have not only maintained their activity but
have added substantially to their mumbers and
efficiency. The affiliation in 1952 of the Union of
Cultural Workers of the Soviet Union has brought
us a great accession of strength. Together with
the original membership of Associations in
Britain, the United States, France, India and
China, it entitled 'us fully to be considered as a
world-wide organization.

The only world-wide body

Such an organization was in those years almost
unique. Indeed, the growth of the Federation
in the extremely difficult time through which we
have passed is a tribute to the determination and
sense of responsibility of its member organizations.
. It was a notable achievement that through the
period of the cold war such an organization could
exist at all. but now that tension has relaxed we
may look forward to a far brighter future. The
major objective which we sought then, that of the

Apart from a large number -

ending of the danger of war, is beginning to be
realized. - We must pass on now to the realization
of further objectives, of the utilization of science
for peaceful purposes. The main purpose of my
address to-day, which will deal with the future
rather than the past, is to discuss how the Federa-
tion can work to secure these objectives.

We are meeting under the influence of the
success of the Geneva Conference of the Heads
of the four Great Powers. That Conference has

resulted not so much in detailed diplomatic
agreements, though these will need to come, as
in the creation of a new atmosphere which is felt
everywhere and not least in the field of science.

The words Geneva Conference, I think, for
scientists to-day, call up more than one association,
Scientists are indeed almost more likely to think
of it as that devoted to the peaceful uses of atomic
energy rather than is the great Conference of
Heads of States, though the outcormie of the second
conference was a direct result of the success of the
first. It could never have‘achieved that close
co-operation between scientists who hitherto had
not even been permitted to meet each other, or
the exchange of information which only a few
months earlier had been state secrets, if it had not
been part of a general relaxation of international
tension. And these examples are now being
multiplied.

Increasing international co-operation

Real international co-operation, extending
between countries of different social and economic
systems, is now being resumed with renewed
cordiality and success. I need only cite the
co-ordinated international cosmic ray investiga-
tions which have been directed with such success
by Professor Powell, and which now embrace
practically every country in the world. Another
example is the active preparation for the Geo-
physical Year which will take place 1956-57. Here
again cc-operation is world wide and already very
cordial. It is along such lines of co-operation
that we must look for a future for international
science. It appears that science may recover its
original completely international character and
work for the world, and this without loss of the
valuable contribution of the national traditions
in each country. » We as a Federation welcome
all these initiatives and we will give them through
the Associations and through the Federation
itself our full support, and we will also encourage
further enterprises of the same kind.
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Nevertheless these great achievements in various
branches of science are not everything that is
required. There is still more work than ever for
the Federation to do. In the first place we have
to see that the resolutions of the Geneva Confer-
ence of the Heads of States are effectively im-
plemented. In particular we want to sce the
Geneva spirit spread over the field of science.
That means in the first place putting an end, and
the sooner the better, to all the numerous re-
strictions that still cripple the international inter-
course of scientists. It is absurd in the present
state of the world that these restrictions are still
allowed to exist, that scientists in. many countries
in Europe are not allowed to visit the U.S.A., and
that scientists from the United States are not
permitted by their Government to visit a number
of countries in Europe and Asia.

This is a matter which has deeply affected our
Federation itself. It is intolerable that we should
be forced to meet under conditions such that not
all our associated bodies can attend. Although
our meeting here is a very wide one we very much
miss our colleagues from the United States. We
would like to be able to meet in every country in
the world and to have the attendance of scientists
from all countries. We would like to see the
Federation go back for its next Assembly to its
original meeting place in London under conditions.
of complete freedom of access. One of our
first tasks therefore will be to try to achieve that
freedom of movement for scientists which is
already implicit in the decisions of the Geneva
Conference.

Need for exchange visits at all levels

Interchange of scientists can be increased in.

numbers and duration. Not only must we secure
permission for such interchanges but we must find
practical means for effecting them. This is
primarily a question of financing travel and
residence in different countries. Such facilities
should by no means be limited as they are now
to eminent scientists, but should be available for
all scientists of different grades. The scientific
world badly needs exchanges of students, of
research workers, of professors, so that the value
of the experience gained in one country can be
shared by all. Here the World Federation of
Scientific Workers, through- its knowledge of
the scientific organizations in different countries,
should be of invaluable help.

We must restore the internal freedom of science.
Now that most of the alleged reasons for secrecy
in science have been abandoned there is little
excuse for maintaining it or for the security
screening or thought control that went with it.
Much of the secrecy of science is now admitted to
be a myth: the Geneva Conference has shown how
widely the °° know-how ’* on nuclear fission is
spread. Our constituent Associations will have
the support of the Federation in urging the removal
of internal restrictions on science as was urged by
Niels Bohr some years ago.

Although the world situation has so improved
that we can discuss such perspectives rationally
and hopefully, we must not forget that we are
still faced with the dangers which occupied us so
much in our previous Assemblies. We cannot
forget that there exists in the world to-day in the
hydrogen bomb a weapon of power capable of
doing destruction on a continental scale. Nor on
the other hand should we be carried away_ by
exaggerated pictures of the destruction of the
whole of humanity. Nevertheless it is clear that
the scale of damage that could be done by weapons
already in existence is one that is totally intoler-
able on humane grounds and represents a complete
distortion of the whole purpose of science.

Our most important and urgent task remains to
do what we can to stop the outbreak of war and
the use of nuclear weapons of mass destruction.
We still have need of a scientific conference at
which these dangers can be fully and competently
discussed and where the possibilities of control
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can be examined free from the restrictions which
diplomatic exchanges are bound to have. We
welcomed the conference which was held in London
at the beginning of August, called on the initiative
of Bertrand Russell and others, to discuss the
dangers of nuclear weapons and the means of
control and inspection needed to secure their
abolition. It was particularly good to see at that
conference representatives from the Soviet Union,
the United States and Britain, under a neutral
chairman, discussing in an amiable and business-
like way questions of control and inspection, and
reaching a considerable degree of agreement at
least as to what were the real problems.

But this is only a beginning; the conference to
which we look forward must be a much larger one.
It must include organizations of interested
scientists from all countries, and here we can say
that as a Federation we are prepared to work with
any and all organizations or individuals who,
though not necessarily agreeing with us in any of
our other aims, are deeply concerned with prevent-
ing another world war. We do not wish for a con-
ference of our own; we wish to take part in a
conference in which the maximum support from
world science can be given to a cause which is that
of all humanity. Out of this international meeting
we can look forward to a far greater organization
which will embrace all international bodies of
scientists and will enable the scientific world to
express itself with a sense of responsibility on
major questions in which science is likely to affect
the future of society.

Such developments if they can be brought about
would enhance rather than diminish the importance
of a World Federation of Scientific Workers. In
the present hopeful situation it may seem that
many of our objectives are already achieved. But
we must consider that we are a body with special

responsibilities which concern the duties and

rights of scientists as laid down in our Charter.
This is still the case even if the danger of war is
averted and we escape economic disaster. The
first stage of the removing of the danger of war
has been at Geneva. But the second and even
more vital stage has yet to be passed. It is
essential that the negotiations that are soon to
take place should lead to an international agree-
ment on the vital questions of disarmament and
security.

We have still, as scientists, the responsibility
of adding our voice to the popular demand that
such agreements should be made and implemented.
We will continue to urge the effective prohibition
of nuclear weapons and the promotion of all
measures which will serve to maintain a durable
peace. If, as we all hope, the danger of war is
averted, the World Federation and its constituent
bodies can turn to its original purpose, which was:
“to work for the fullest utilization of science in
promoting peace and the welfare of mankind, and
especially to ensure that science is applied to help
solve the urgent problems of the time.”” 'This aim
is all the more our concern in that in the last few
years we are becoming aware that the basic
conditions of our life are being rapidly changed.

A ¢ Scientific Revolution *’

We are already in the first stages of one of the
major transformations in the history of mankind.
Some have called it the second Industrial Revol-
ution but this is rather belittling its importance as
well as, to a certain extent, obscuring it. For the
change that is occurring now is of very much
larger scope than the Industrial Revolution, and,
although it- has industrial aspects, its guiding
spirit is more truly scientific than technical. It
might even be called the Scientific Revolution for
not only is science being used in the transformation
of industry but it is actually leading and directing
this transformation. The industries of the future
will be scientifically conceived, scientifically
planned jand scientifically operated, to a degree
that we cannot yet imagine.

The three major characters of this revolution

are those of the use of atomic energy, the develop-
ment of control mechanisms and automatization,
and a vast increase in biological knowledge and
control. .. It is true that it is not limited to these
main fields, it will contain as well auxiliary
developments which link all major fields together
and extend them into almost every corner of human
activity and life.

One difference between the present change and
all those that have occurred in human history is
its speed. It is already evident that it is coming
quickly in terms of human life, that enormous
changes will occur in our generation—in a matter
of twenty or thirty years. Since the beginning of
the war decisive steps have been taken: atomic
energy is already being converted into electric
power; control mechanisms are already in opera-
tion in many industries ; many of the new biological
developments such as antibiotics have been used.
But these are only forerunners of the greater
changes that are to come.

On the question of the utilization of atomic
energy, nothing that I can say can replace Professor
Joliot’s contribution had he been well enough to
be with us. We know from his previous speeches
the attention he has given to this aspect of the
scientific knowledge of atomic processes. But
though no nuclear physicist myself, at least I
have seen within the last few days one of the first
peaceful practical expressions of this new age,
the atomic power station which has now been
operating for more than a year in the Soviet
Union. I have seen that this is not only a power
station but a laboratory in which future develop-
ments of atomic power generators, some of which
are already under construction, are being evolved.
I know something of the similar developments
that are reaching completion in Britain and now
in other countries. The discussions at Geneva
have shown that the field of atomic engineering is
already a well-established one, that the atomic
engineers are now masters of their trade and have
achieved substantial results.

Atomic energy a necessity

As it happens, these results have been achieved
only just in time. Atomic energy has indeed
become a necessity. It is evident that with the
present increase of industrial activity in the world,
and particularly in the highly industrialized
countries, involving ever increasing consumption
of electricity, that in the next few decades the older
sources of fuel would be quite inadequate.
Certainly in Britain, they are showing signs of
being so already. The use of atomic energy is an
absolute necessity for maintaining the rate of
increase of electrical energy on which the whole of
industry depends, and we may look forward in a
matter of thirty or forty years to the older sources
being largely replaced by the new fuels. Not
only that, but new countries are coming into
industrial production and setting up new demands
tor energy. Only with atomic sources would it
ever be possible to secure that sufficient energy
was available for all the countries, the under-
developed as well as the developed countries of
the world. . :

The use of atomic energy should make possible
the levelling up of the cultures of all countries
so that the standard of life enjoyed in the most
favoured countries can be enjoyed in all. I myself
have seen something of the first steps in this
direction in China. * Here there is a determination,
in order to raise the standard of living, or indeed
to prevent its collapse, to increase industry at a
rate - never before considered possible. Such
transformations which are bound to spread over
all the underdeveloped parts of the world will put
the heaviest demands on sources of energy old and
new. Beyond the use of uranium and thorium
fuel we are beginning to see the possibilities of the
controlled use of the hydrogen-helium reaction,
the reaction of the hydrogen bomb. At the
moment this is still in the speculative stage but it
would seem that Sir John Cockcroft’s prediction

that it will be discovered in the two thousand
years for which uranium sources will be available,
1S a very conservative one. Most experts seem to
agree, though they cannot name a date, that it
may very well come in our own generation. If
this happens, we shall be in a situation in which
there is no question of limitatien of atomic energy.
It will not be a question of how much energy we
produce, but how much energy we can consume.
We have only begun to envisage the possibilities
of a world of free energy. It means the production
virtually of unlimited food, even by the crude
method of pumping water on to the hot desert
belt. It means unlimited metals, such as iron
and aluminium. It means free transport and
travel, as well as far more things than we can yet
imagine. These possibilities need now to be
studied scientifically, especially the problem of
co-ordinating them to avoid waste and congestion.
But energy to-day, however essential, represents
only ten per cent of industrial costs; in the future
it will be still less, so that the provision of free
energy calls for more rather than less attention
to efficient machinery and chemical processes.

The need for automation

The possibilities of the fruitful and efficient use
of energy in a world of limited manpower implies
a great development of control mechanisms; it
is clear that already they are coming into use
with extreme rapidity. I still have the wvivid
recollection that at the atomic energy station near
Moscow the whole plant was run by two men at
the main controls and four at the auxiliary; apart
from these there were only maintenance and
repair staff. Automatic controls have some to
stay in heavy industry, in blast furnaces and steel
mills.  Already the manufacture of motor cars
and many other mass production products is being
transformed by the supcrsession of the man on
the line by automatic handling gear and whole
units are being produced, from the ingot to the
packaged and tested product, by electronically
operated and linked sequence of machines. The
era of the automatic factory is very close. It
has already virtually been reached in many
branches of the oil and chemical industries.

Electronic computing machines are already

The possibilities of science
must be made vivid

13

. in the history of mankind a very
important role has often been played by
people who, seeing a little further than
their neighbours what is now possible
for mankind, have made these possibilities
vivid and real in imagination by the
skilful use of language and the arts.
By making these possibilities vivid, by
conjuring them up in the jmagination,
they have enormously assisted in bringing
them into existence in reality. Pro-
fessor Bernal’s speech is in this sense a
very important contribution, and we
should see that it gets into the hands of
millions of people all over the world.

In the past it has been largely the
artists who have realized what is possible,
and made it vivid in imagination. Qur
new task, because we alone have the
technical knowledge to know what is now
possible, is to learn more skilfully. to
employ language to conjure up in the
people’s imagination that which is now
possible for mankind, and thus to assist
in its realization.”

Professor Powell, as Chairman, after the presiden-
tial address.
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taking over much of the work of accountancy in
large firms, banks and government offices. This
is clearly only a beginning. The knowledge has
already been acquired which will make it possible,
and not only possible but economic, to replace
much of the routine tasks in clerical work by
automatic electronic machines. Electronic typing
and printing 'is not far away. It is evident that
we are seeing here the end of dull repetitive work,
just as in the first Industrial Revolution, in
principle, there was an end to work involving heavy
physical labour. Of course it does not follow
that this possibility will immediately become an
actuality. There are many economic vested
interests that will tend to hold it back but sooner
rather than later this will come about by its own
intrinsic advantages.

The introeduction of automatic machines is
already causing considerable strain and dislocation
in employment. It will cause far more unless it
is introduced in a socially controlled way so that
its benefits are distributed. Our President has
pointed out that there is an enormous disparity
to-day between what is possible in the use of
science and what is actually achicved. As he
instanced, we have developed aeroplanes that
can fly with one hundred passengers at speeds
approaching that of sound, and at the same time
many thousands of people are travelling all night
standing in overcrowded railway carriages. Our
responsibility is to see that not only are technical
and scientific' advances made but also that these
advances are used for the benefit of all and not
only of a few.

It is not enough that science improve industry

. However, even if the application of technical
advances were completely achieved, this would
only mark a first stage in the liberation of mankind.
What it amounts to effectively is that we are able
now to do with a few people and more machinery
what we could do before with many men by hand
and with a great waste of tedious labour. As far
as domestic life is concerned, even in the most
industralized countries, we are, apart from some
labour-saving devices, living much as were those
of the early civilizations of six thousand years ago
when beds; tables and chairs were first invented.
Science has been used very sparingly to improve
the actual conditions of life. The biological
environment of man has, apart from the preven-
tion of the! worst infectious diseases, been im-
proved far less than his technical capacities have
grown and is still far worse than it need be.

This is a situation which calls for action. The
first important objective, and one still far from
being realized, is the production of adequate food
for a continually increasing population. We have
never accepted the pessimistic view that the peoples
of the world are doomed to starvation and disease
because the population will always be growing
faster than the means to support it. We know
that this is simply: the result of bad use of existing
resources due to the retention of out-of-date
systems of land tenure and exploitation, as Dr.
Josue de Castro has so well pointed out. With
the full use of science the land will produce enough
for all.

Present knowledge not applied

The health of the population of the world could,
even with the existing knowledge, be immensely
improved. But we also know that research in
this field is entirely inadequate, that if anything
like the effort that has been put into the sciences
of destruction was devoted to a serious and
fundamental study of the physiology of health
and disease the whole situation would be trans-
formed. Not only could we extend the earlier
successes in dealing with the infectious diseases,
but very much could be done to deal with the
diseases of old age, which are to-day taking a toll
quite as large as they ever took in the past. It
has long been recognized that the diseases due
to malnutrition and bad conditions are effectively
murders of men, women and children, and that
it 1s the first responsibility of the state to prevent
them.

We should now come to realize that many of
the diseases of old age are no less so, for here
people are dying due to lack of knowledge of what
precautions to take against the great killers, heart
disease and cancer. A society that does not make
sufficient effort in research to find out how to cure
such diseases is dooming all its members to painful
deaths far before their time. We have now the
possibility, through science, of providing for

health and long life for all the people of the world;
it is for us to urge that they be fully used.

We know that the changes I have just outlined
are already well on their way. Sooner or later
these things will happen. But how fast will they
happen, how evenly will they happen, how much
suffering and how many catastrophes will come
between us and their realization? The history
of the last fifty years shows how many obstructions
—economic, military, political—have occurred to
hold up progress attainable in far less time than
has been actually taken to reach it.

The other picture

The fact that the prizes that we see attainable by
science are greater than they have ever been before
must not close our eyes to the fact that the dangers
are also far greater. On one hand we have the
possibility of health and plenty, on the other hand
we have that of overwhelming destruction. One
need not exaggerate the capacity of such weapons
to destroy all life on.the earth to realize that a
hydrogen bomb can in a few instants end the lives
of tens of millions of people and undo the work
of many centuries of patient effort of the builders
of civilization. The world must be secured
against the possibility of atomic war. But this
in itself is not enough. War and oppression in any
form must be arrested and the economic causes
responsible for them need to be exposed and
eliminated.

Despite the great scientific and technical
advances of recent years, the lot of the people of
the half of the world that is still under colonial
control has nov correspondingly improved and in
many ways has very much deteriorated. The
degree of oppression, misery and actual warfare
and killing that is occurring in colonial countries
to-day is probably as great as any in the worst
days of the nineteenth century. Science cannot
be considered to be adequately applied unless
this is put an end to and the colonial peoples are
given the opportunity themselves of using their
own resources for their own benefit which is the
benefit of everyone in the world.

The curses of war and oppression can only be
removed by the action of the people as a whole
through the .governments which are answerable
to them, but we as scientists have some special
responsibility to study the scientific aspects of
these questions, and to understand the possibilities
and the dangers. The responsibility of all the
members of our associations and of those scientists
who have the same feeling but who do not yet
belong to them is a double one: it is first of all
towards other scientists, to draw their attention
to these facts, and secondly to the whole people,
to inform them of what the possibilities and the
dangers are.

I have talked so far of the major trends of
science and of things that will happen in ten or

twenty years, but we are also concerned, and even
more concerned, with the more immediate prob-
lems. Many of the decisions taken now, this
year or next, will affect vitally the future of whole
peoples. Our Associations have already con-
sidered many of these questions: for instance
they furnished the main items of the Presidential
Address of Professor Newitt this vear to the
Association of Scientific Workers in Britain. In
that address he pointed out the immediate need
for a plan to control the use of natural resources
which at the moment are being carelessly and often
irreplaceably wasted; in particular he pointed out
that the knowledge of the existence of atomic
energy should not blind people to the need to
make the most full use of existing sources of power
such as coal and oil, so that the transition from
coal and oil energy to an atomic energy programme
should be evenly carried out.

Further, he called for urgent consideration of
the effect of the transition to automatic industry
on employment and training and pointed out that
it would not be sufficient to try to examine these
problems after the dislocation that they may cause
has occurred. The value of the Federation in
regard to such questions is that it can make use
of the experience achieved in different countries
for the benefit of others. The question of rapid
industrialization which I have already mentioned
is one important example.

Helping all couutriés to reach highest level

There is an immediate need to facilitate the -

transition of all countries to the level of the most
advanced. This calls for the maximum use of
science and for united efforts not only of the
scientists affiliated to our Federation but all the
scientists of the world. Here there is no question
however of imposing on science any uniformity
on a world scale, still less of drawing all the
scientific ability of the world, as is happening
to-day, to highly industrialized countries and
leaving it to decay in many of the countries of its
originn. We in the Federation stand for the
flourishing of the national traditions of science of
the different countries, and I may add the creation
of new national traditions in countries which
have hitherto been kept from the knowledge and
the utilization of science. The great contributions
that have been made in the past, as the history of
science shows, have been made by men associated
together in schools of science which have a long
tradition which it would be a tragedy to lose.
Nevertheless it is true to-day that for any serious
scientific enterprises international co-operation is
absolutely necessary. We wish to further that
international co-operation to the highest degree
without sinking the national contributions and
experience already referred to has shown that this
can be done.

There is yet another sense in which the trans-
formation of our times urgently concerns the
Associations which make up the World Federation
of Scientific Workers. The great change towards
an era of atomic energy and automatization
alredady needs far more scientists and more
appreciation of science among the people than has
ever been demanded before. Everybody must
become in some sense a scientist, at least as far
as understanding the language of science and its
mode of thought, and in being able to handle
intelligently the new tools which science will offer
them. - The workers of, to-morrow need to know
not only how to use these tools, but find out how
to improve them. Modern, scientifically designed
industrial equipment is now so expensive that to
hand it over to workers who from lack of training
use it without thinking is a waste. The turnover
of modern mechanical equipment has now reached
about three years, and it would be worth while
giving charge of it only to people with sufficient
scientific education. This means a general
upgrading of all employment and an enormously
greater number of potential scientists. The
proportion is growing vear by year, and we see
at the moment no limit to it.
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Now our Federation is largely composed of
such scientific workers, and our Associations are
primarily concerned with securing for them the
social and economic conditions which will enable
them to live full lives and to be able to use their
abilities to the utmost in their work. This was
the function of the oldest member of the Federa-
tion, the Association of Scientific Workers of
Britain, founded as far back as 1918. But
science is now being needed on a scale unimagined
then. Science can never flourish unless the
individual scientist is given sufficient material
support and sufficient status in society to be able
to do his work in conditions of freedom from
anxiety and to be sure that his work is adequately
appreciated and applied.

The status of scientists

In some countries, it is true, there is already
some approximation to ideal conditions for
scientific work. In many countries however this
is not the case, and very far from the case. In
many countries scientific workers have the greatest
difficulty in merely existing, and their status is
kept so low that they are not considered in framing
industrial or government policy. Here it is that
the Federation can help. The Associations where
they exist in those countries are fighting against
these conditions and demanding the proper place
for science. It is the duty of the Federation
to help them in this effort by discussing with them
how these problems have been solved in other
countries and by giving them their support in
every way they can for raising the status of science
in their country. I know that the Federation and
its Associations are doing this now but they will
need to do even more in the future.

The justification of a Federation is that each
Association can work the better for belonging to
it. Nevertheless, the sense in which an Associa-
tion can benefit from the Federation is not only
or even mainly a material one. To a certain
extent the individual association gains as much
by what it does for the Federation as what the
Federation does for it. For by helping scientific
workers in other countries we are helping our-
selves. The uneven development of industry and
culture in different countries is in itself one cause
of the strain and poverty that is the curse of the
world to-day. For a larger proportion of the
world to live on a higher standard does not mean
a diminution but an enhancement of the standard
of life in the better-off countries, because they will
need to produce more goods, and goods of a better
quality, for a larger number of consumers.

Poverty, ill health, ignorance anywhere a
danger to us all

The fact is that a poor man anywhere in the
world impoverishes everybody, because he is not
equipped to produce a small fraction of what he
could; nor can he consume what he needs. A
sick man anywhere in the world endangers the
health of all. An ignorant man anywhere in the
world not only is"a loss, and in some cdses an
irreparable loss, to the world’s fund of knowledge,
but the existence of ignorance 'is a danger to
knowledge. The great intellectual gifts of the
Greek philosophers were seriously diminished
and indeed distorted by the existence of the
ignorant slaves on whose labour they depended.
And finally, an unhappy or frustrated man is a
danger to the whole of civilization, because
he can be exploited, as the example of Hitler
well shows, for cruelty and destruction.

It is in the interests of all of us, as well as our
duty, to abate human misery and to secure that
the fullest use is made of human resources.
Nothing that can be done with atomic energy,
nothing that can be done with automatization,
nothing that can be done with increased use of
biological knowledge can equal what can come
from the free use of the resources of the human
brain and human spirit. For that reason also our

concern is not only for the fully formed scientist,
but for the scientist to be. We stand for a greater
spread of scientific education and the ending of its
restriction to the more favoured classes, indeed
this is written into our Charter. We need to
ensure that this increase of scientific education
comes quickly, and at the same time that it is not
narrow, so that the new scientists do not become
mere tools but responsible members of a demo-
cratic enterprise.

What I have said should be enough to give the
outline of the tasks that lic before us in the
Federation. We have to continue our struggle
against the dangers of the use of science for war
and we must redouble our demands for its use for
peace, for improving international relations of

scientists, and for ensuring the further education
of the scientist for this new work. In all, our
task is te develop the full possibilities of science
in a new world situation. We will in our dis-
cussions consider these guestions in some detail,
compare experiences from different countries, and
devise concrete activities that we can undertake
to see that the aims we set ourselves are really
achieved.

We meet here as the representatives of scientific
associations conscious of the dangers and the
possibilities of the world to-day. We hope
that we shall be able to find a way to discharge
these responsibilities and that this Assembly may
be the starting point for a new and happier
era in the activity of our Federation.

Resolutions passed by the Fourth Assembly
ON INTERNATIONAL COLLABORATION

This Assembly welcomes with enthusiasm the recent amelioration in the relations between the
powers which has followed from the Geneva Conference between the Heads of States, and the
possibilities thus created for greatly extending international scientific collaboration. An out-
standing example of these possibilities has been provided by the Geneva Conference on *‘Atoms
for Peace.”

The Assembly expresses its deep conviction that the wide extension of such collaboration is of
great importance in contributing to the maintenance of peace, to the strengthening and development
of the different national scientific traditions, and to the promotion of human welfare all over the
world. ~ Only through such collaboration, and the establishment of friendly relations and mutual
respect between the scientists of different eountries, will the present possibilities of advance, and
the great perspectives which are beginning to open out for the. future, be realized.

The Federation is therefore deeply concerned to promote international collaboration, with all
the means at its disposal and in association with other organizations. The Federation will help
to find the wide variety of concrete forms in which the collaboration must be practised, and to assist
in removing all the differences which may hinder the free exchanges between scientists in different
countries.

The' Assembly, deeply concerned with the problems of young scientists, urges all scientists
of the older generation to assist and support them with the benefit of their experience and advice.
It also instructs the Executive Council to take all possible steps to promote international under-
standing and friendship between young scientists of the world.

ON THE NEED FOR AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE

The use of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons in war would produce a disaster beyond any
human history. The full extent of the death and suffering it would cause cannot yet be gauged.
Many of its consequences are indeed at present unpredictable. From facts already available,
however, we know that it could produce hundreds of millions of victims and serious genetic and
other long term effects. Even the experimental explosions of nuclear weapons have caused death
and disease. These horrors have been made possible as a consequence of scientific discoveries
and it is the first duty of scientists to do all in their power to prevent their occurrence.

The Assembly accordingly welcomes the initiatives already taken by numerous scientific organ-
izations and individuals in protesting against atomic war. We join them in urging on all govern-
ments the conclusion of negotiations which would make it impossible. -

The effectiveness of the action of scientists greatly depends on the achievement of co-operation
between them. - Here the success of the Geneva Conference on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic
Energy has already shown what can be done. However, from the very fact that the dangers of
the military uses of atomic energy could not be discussed there it is evident that, for the purpose of
preventing atomic war, Geneva is not enough.

A further conference of comparable importance and authority is still urgently needed. It
should examine, in the light of indisputable facts, the nature of atomic warfare and the ways of
averting it. It would consider the scientific aspects of the problem of the prohibition of atomic
weapons and the possibilities of ensuring their adequate control. The conference, apart from its
scientific contribution, would serve the indispensable purpose of providing the public with reliable
information of vital importance to them.

Such a conference to be effective must be of the widest character embracing scientists in all
principal countries and of different opinions.

The Federation declares its willingness to give its fullest support to any sufficiently qualified
and representative conference. Such a conference was called for in the letter signed by Bertrand
Russell, Albert Einstein, Frederic Joliot-Curie and other world-famous scientists. It should give
effective expression to the moral responsibilities of scientists. The Federation will co-operate
in this with other organizations of .scientists to ensure that a conference is held as soon as it
is technically possible. It is in this way, we are convinced, that scientists can best contribute

to preventing atomic warfare and securing a permanent peace.
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Increased Number of Countries Represented

Report by P. Biguard.

HANKS TO THE kindness and the efforts of
Tour friends, the Gewerkschaft Wissen-

schaft, the Federation held its General
Assembly in the Large Meeting Hall of the
German Academy of Sciences in Berlin. All
the affiliated organizations were represented
except for the American Association cf
Scientific Workers, and the report of this
organization was listened to attentively and
greeted with great applause.

Observers from Belgium, Korea, Norway
and the German Federal Republic took part
in our discussions so that scientists from six-
teen different nations, listed by name further
on, were present.

Our President, Professor Joliot-Curie, was
unable to be present in Berlin because of his
health. His message (p. 11) was welcomed
with acclamation, and this demonstration was
repeated at the end of the General Assembly
when he was unanimously re-elected President
of the Federation. The Assembly decided to
send him a telegram, as to other members of
the Executive Council who were unable to
take part in our work.

The General Assembly first heard a speech
of welcome from Professor Friedrich, Presi-
dent of the German Academy of Sciences,
and then, at the proposal of the Chairman of

_ that scssion, Professor C. F. Powell, paid

solemn and heartfelt tribute to the memory of
the great Albert Einstein.

Professor J. D. Bernal then gave the opening
address, as the Executive Council had re-
quested. The full text is published in this
issue of the BULLETIN.

The Chairman of this first session. of the
General Assembly was Professor C. F. Powell,
assisted by Professor Friedrich and Professor
Riendcker, Chairman @ of the Gewerkschaft
Wissenschatft.

The Chairmen of the later sessions were as
follows:

2nd Session G. Rieniacker (G.D.R.) assisted by
J. Fukatko (Czechoslovakia) and
G. P. Narregard (Denmark).

3rd Session. K. 1. Kishore (India) assisted by
D. Smolenski (Poland) and J. Hevesi
(Hungary).

4th Session Chou Pei-Yuan (China) assisted by
P. Ahmad (Pakistan) and W. J. S.
Pringle (Great Britain).

Sth Session F. Netter (France) assisted by
I. M. Kulchoy (U.S.S.R.) and
A. Torben Lund (Denmark).

6th Session K. Matsui (Japan) assisted by
J. Z. Jakubovski (Poland) and
M. Rodinson (France).

7th Session A. I. Oparin (U.S.S.R.) assisted by
J. D. Bernal (Great Britian) and
W. Hartke (G.D.R.).

Dr. Ahmad (Pakistan), Professor Chou Pei- Yuan (China) and Dr. Biquard

During these sessions the Assembly first con-
sidered the recent work of the Federation, when
it discussed and adopted the reports from the
Provisional Secretary General, P. Biquard;
the Treasurer, W. A. Wooster; the Editor, E. G.
Edwards; and from E. H. S. Burhop, who had
been put in charge of the work relating to an
international scientific conference on the dangers
of atomic weapons. Previously, however, the
Assembly unanimously ratified the proposal of
the Executive Council that Dr. Josue de Castro
be accepted as corresponding member of the
Federation for Brazil.

The reports on the. activities of the various
affiliated organizations and the contributions of
the observers gave as usual valuable information
of mutual interest. Before the Assembly divided
into Commissions for a more detailed study of
immediate problems, the following general
reports were given:

Professor C. F. Powell (Great Britain) on
International Secientific Co-operation (see
p. 8);

Professor A, Torben Lund (Denmark) on Patents
and Authors’ and Inventors’ Copyright
(see p. 9);

Engineer I. M. Kulchov (U.S.S.R.) on the Legal
and Economic Status of Scientific Workers
in the U.S.S.R. (see next issue).

The Fourth General Assembly of the W.F.S.W.
was held at a time when the international situation
had improved, as the Geneva Conference on the
Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy made quite
clear to scientific workers in every land, without
making them lose sight of the importance of
following up this success. Thus there is a poss-

ibility of tackling problems in a more concrete
way and drawing up a programme of activity,
the principal points of which are the economic
and legal status of scientists, the perspectives of
international scientific co-operation, and the
action to be taken to ensure that a scientific
conference on atomic dangers is called. As our
Vice-President, Academician A. I. Oparin,
remarked in his closing speech, the Federation
has reached manhood.

We have then to develop our activity on the
lines of the decisions that were taken. We must
strengthen our Federation, both by seeking new
affiliations and by collaborating with other national
and international organizations, and keep ever in
our minds this phrase from our Constitution which,
in four languages, adorned the Hall where our
Assembly was held:
k{“dS.cience for Peace and the Welfare of Man-

ind.”’ -

In addition to the General Assembly work,
following the decision of the Third Assembly,
one session was devoted to the problem of the
popularization of science. Professor K. T.
Bratanov, Secretary of the Union of Scientific
Workers of Bulgaria, took the chair; an intro-
ductory statement was made by Maurice
Goldsmith (Great Britain) and contributions were
made by Academician Oparin, M. von Ardenne
(G.D.R.), Dr. P. Ahmad (Pakistan Association of
Scientific Workers) and several German colleagues.

We must also report that at a special public
meeting for students held at the Humboldt
University, Professors C. F. Powell, A. 1. Oparin
and Chou Pei-Yuan outlined the present situation
in science and the future possibilities.

Finally, many delegates and observers gave
specialist lectures on their own scientific research
both in Berlin and elsewhere in the G.D.R.
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INTERNATIONAL SCIENTIFIC COLLABORATION

In his speech to the Assembly Professor C. F. Powell, Vice-President of the W.F.S.W., said:

great transforming force which can bring

fundamental improvements in the condition
and prospects of mankind, and one of our
most important tasks is to consider practical
steps to promote,it on the widest possible
scale. But experience here is limited, and
every practical example, however small and
however trivial it may seem, should be
treasured. A number of points have already
been briefly mentioned. Academician Malek
has pointed out that the World Federation
helps to make personal contacts which can be
very fruitful, and that through its Prague
office it has helped to secure visas for foreign
scientists to visit his country. 1 want to try
and make another small contribution to this
important theme.

From its early beginnings, modern science
has, at least until recently, always been an
international undertaking in the sense that it
has depended upon the free communication of
ideas and results between workers in different
countries, We now know that conditions in which
it can again flourish are beginning to be restored,
greatly to the common advantage of scientists
all over the world. But in addition to the ex-

INTERNATIONAL scientific collaboration is a

- change of information, there have, from time to

time, been examples of an even closer international
collaboration in which many people have worked
together with a single common aim. In 1828,
for example, a world-wide magnetic survey was
organized by von Humboldt. We get some small
impression of the enthusiasm with which this
collaboration was viewed from some remarks
made by Clark-Maxwell, nearly a hundred years
ago, when he wrotes‘ Bacon’s conception of
experiments in concert was thus realized. The
scattered forces of science were converted into a
regular army, and emulation and jealousy were out
of place, for no man’s observations were of any
value " until combined with those of others.”
An international effort of a similar character is
now being organized in connexion with the
International Geophysical Year, and scientists
all over the world will welcome the fact that the
forces engaged in it will be more widely representa-
tive than ever before.

But these are not the only forms of scientific
collaboration. Science is transforming human
life and is itself changed in the process, and so
also the nature and content of international
scientific collaboration. When I was asked to
make a contribution to this discussion, it was
suggested to me that it might be useful to give a
few illustrations from my own experience which
have a bearing on these questions, and which,
in a modest way, may perhaps give some guidance
in other fields of study where collaboration may
be brought about in the future. If I speak about
my own experiences, it is only because of their
bearing on this important general problem.

A practical example

A few years ago, in that branch of physics
which concerns itself with the ultimate structure
of matter, there appeared to be good reasons for
making experiments at great altitudes with free
balloons. We wanted to carry our detecting
apparatus—blocks of photographic plates—to
high altitude so that the tracks of the cosmic rays
should pass through them and their effects be
recorded. In order to secure these exposures,
we found that we had to undertake operations
in southern latitudes; in particular we found that

Italy was an appropriate place. For practical
reasons which I need not describe, it was found
desirable to allow the equipment, after its flight
at great altitudes, to fall by parachute into the

_sea, and to retrieve it with naval assistance.

The cost of this undertaking was such that it
could not be met by a single laboratory acting
alone, so we approached some of our colleagues
in Italian and other universities with a view to
establishing a collaboration. As a result we were
able to muster sufficient forces to undertake an
expedition, and flights were made from the island
of Sardinia. For the success of the operations,
we were indebted to the contribution of the ltalian
naval authorities who helped us greatly in recover-
ing the equipment after it had fallen by parachute
into the sea.

The second reason for the collaboration was that
the investigation of the resulting photographic
material under the microscope was very arduous.

A serious effort to discover new elementary®

particles and their properties, which the new
experimental material made possible, could only
be made if people in a number of laboratories
joined together in a common effort. This first
enterprise had some success, and was followed a
year later, in 1953, by another expedition, also
to Sardinia. By this time, the extent of the colla-
boration had increased so that about twelve
laboratories, mostly from Western Europe, were
engaged in it. = Finally, last year and this, similar
expeditions have been made to northern Italy.
The latest is still in progress, and I am very happy
to say that it is supported by the following among
a number of universities—by the Universities of
Berne, Bristol and Budapest, of Gottingen and
Paris, of Prague, Turin, Moscow and Warsaw.
I think it would be generally agreed that these
expeditions have played a valuable part in con-
tributing to the discovery of new forms of matter,
the mesons and hyperons, and the elucidation
of their properties. This contribution could not
have been made, or would have been much less
effective, without a successful collaboration.

New possibilities

In considering the experience gained in this
work, I think the first point to notice is that
there was a genuine need for a collaboration on a
new scale. ' It was possible for us to attack our
problems only if we worked closely with one
another. A sufficient effort could not have been
made by the members of a single laboratory work-
ing alone. The collaboration was therefore
established in response to a real need, and enabled
us to attack problems which without it we could
hardly have approached.

The second feature of the collaboration was the
advantages which followed from it. There was
first of all, of course, the great increase of power
brought about by mere numbers alone. But a
more important point was that, through colla-
boration, we were able to bring to bear upon a
common problem the capacities, the skills, the
scientific traditions, of scientists from many
different countries. Every national scientific
tradition has its relative strengths and relative
weaknesses. When we work together for the
solution of common problems, we are able to
ensure that these weaknesses are corrected, and
that we present a common front of strength.

A third feature of the collaboration is that it
has allowed members of small laboratories to be
engaged in important experiments at the centre
of interest of contemporary physics. The colla-
boration ensured that they could make & valuable
contribution to the progress of the work. They,
and all the members of the collaboration, were

strengthened and sustained by the fact that they
were not alone, that they had friendly colleagues
who were concerned for the progress of their
work and who appreciated the efforts which' they
were making. In science, as in all aspects of
human affairs, nothing is so fruitful as a little
humanity; a little solicitude goes a very long way.

Priority not so important

Finally, another advantage of the collaboration
has been that it tends to diminish a certain spirit
of competition between workers in-a common
field of study. This element often arises when
people are rushing to secure priority for discover-
ies, but it tends to disappear between the members
of a collaboration where a success for one is a
success for all.

Such advantages are, of course, to some extent
balanced by disadvantages. There are centri-
fugal tendencies. But the general development
of human society is a manifestation of the fact
that, on the broad scale of history, there are great
and overwhelming advantages in collaboratior,
in the establishment of ever more complex forms
of collaboration; and that these advantages out-
weigh all the tendencies which tend to drive
people apart. We have found it possible to
establish a relation of mutual trust between the
members of the collaboration without which it
would have failed. A very good rule—it is
really a very old one—is that a member of the
collaboration should have the same concern and
solicitude for the others as he has for himself.
In our experience, if this is put into practice, the
collaboration is likely to flourish.

1 said at the beginning of my remarks that the
collaboration was set up in response to a partic-
ular, real need but, having established it, we found
that there were other important fields into which
it could be extended. Today great sums of money
are spent in building the great accelerators for
producing high speed atomic particles. The

. most powerful of the accelerators in operation

at the present time is the machine producing
protonis of energy six milliard electron-volts at
Berkeley, California. A machine of similar

e o



DECEMBER 1955

BULLETIN

PAGE 9

design, but of greater power, is coming into
operation in the Soviet Union in the course of
next year.”

It is a sign of the times that physicists are still
awed by the fact that these machines cost as much
as a battleship. I think that it will not be long
before this comparison no longer impresses them,
but the demands which the construction of these
machines makes upon the resources of individual
states, especially of the small states, is very great.
Indeed, it is hardly possible for any state other
than the U.S.A., the U.S.S.R. and one or two
others, to undertake the construction of the largest
machines of this type. It may also be questioned
whether it is desirable for many of them to be
built. The field of study opened up by a new
machine may sometimes be effectively explored
by means of an international collaboration so
that a duplication of machines is unnecessary.

In this situation, it is very satisfactory to us
who have been engaged in the collaboration I have

described, that it is now being extended to work
on the machines. Many laboratories all over
the world are greatly indebted to our American
colleagues of Berkeley, in California, for the very
generous way in which, promptly and without
conditions, they have exposed photographic
plates to the particles provided by their machine.
We may hope that collaboration in this particular
field will continue to grow because of the great
advantages that it offers, and that it will be extend-
ed even more widely than it is at present.

Transforming force of our times

I said at the beginning of my remarks that
international scientific collaboration is going to be
the great transforming force of our times. The
popular imagination has recently been excited by
the possibilities of launching a small artificial
satellite which gives us a faint insight into the
great advances which are to come. I was reminded

of these possibilities when, during a study of the
early history of ballooning, I read of the existence
in Standon, Hertfordshire, of a memorial to the
man who made the first balloon ascent in Great
Britain. The inscription runs: °“Let posterity
knew, and knowing be astonished, that on September
L62h, 1784, Vincent Lunardi of Lucca in Tuscany,
the first aerial traveller in Great Britian, ascending
from the Artillery Ground in London and traversing
the regions of the upper air for two hours and
fifteen minutes, in this spot revisited the earth.
On this rude monument for ages be recorded that

wonderous enterprise, made possible by the powers,

of chemistry and the fortitude of man . ..”

How shall we celebrate those even greater
achievements made possible by our recent technical:
advances? What memorial shall we raise to
those representatives of international scientific
collaboration who will be the first to circum-
navigate the solar system and return to earth ?

The Protection of Results of Scientific Work

Speech by Professor A. Torben Lund, Faculty of Law, University of Aarhus, Denmark, to Fourth Assembly.

nature that it is able to give concrete

results in different ways. When in the
following I use the word Scientist, I am
thinking of all scientists in the fields of
social science as well as that of natural
science.

Concrete working results can appear in
different ways. Occupation with thinking or
with investigations may result in a discovery.
Perhaps it may be a discovery of certain laws
in nature, or a discovery of a new law of
language, a new star or a new way in which
social or economic life can be affected. All
such thoughts or ideas or findings of facts
are included in the term * discoveries.”

The technical application of the discovery
makes possible its development for industrial
purposes, thus opening the way to its practical
utilization and economic distribution. The

THE WORK of scientists is of such a

finding of such technical utilization of one or "

more discoveries is named an invention.

Thus scientific work may result in dis-
coveries or inventions but these sorts of
working results are not the only ones known
in the scientific world. The scientific worker
may give an account of his work in writing,
in a scientific journal or in a publication which
is put on sale, in a verbal communication
embodied in the minutes of a meeting of a
learned body or in some other way. In this
way scientific works result in a literary work.
Further scientific thoughts may be laid down
as technical drawings, graphs, plans, sketches
etc.

For these different sorts of working results,
claims of protection have been put forward,
and bhave been partly satisfied. In the
following I shall try to give a brief view as to
the protection of scientific work, the results
which have been obtained and the claims
still remaining. Taking into consideration
that T am speaking to an international
assembly I shall try to concentrate upon the
international aspect of the problem, but to
assist the understanding thereof I am obliged

Professor Lund (right) with Dr. Norregard (Denmark)

to introduce the different special problems
in a general way.

Protection not a new idea

The idea of protecting the works of the mind
is not a new one. During the Middle Ages and
the following centuries a certain protection was
given to the creators of certain works, including
those in the scientific domain, by means of
privileges. As an example it may be mentioned
that the famous anatomist Vesalius obtained a
privilege for his main work *“ De corporis humani
fabrica,” published in 1543, But it was only
during the French Revolution that the idea of
a common law protecting all authors and all
inventors was created in Europe. In fact, a

‘common legal protection was granted during the

Revolution, both concerning inventions and
literary works. A Patent Law was promulgated
in 1791, and a general copyright law by the
National Convention in 1793. In the report,
which forms the base of the copyright law, it is
stated: “° Among all the properties, the one which
is the least fit for contradiction is without doubt the
ownership of the productions of the mind.”

It is quite clear that the question of giving some
protecticn to the creator of products-of the mind
is a problem of the greatest interest from the view
of the scientist himself. He is a worker, a worker
in the domain of mind of course, but for all that
a worker, and it must be a matter of public
interest to secure him a suitable reward for his
achievements. In the U.S.A. the protection of

literary works and of inventions is based only on
the thought that it is possible in this way to pro-
mote the progress of science. For us it is a
general idea, that protection is given not only in
the interest of the community but also in the
interest of the author, the creator himself. Pro-
tection has a double purpose. It is important
to promote the progress of science, but it is also
important to secure for the creator of a work or
an invention some control over his creation.
Between the creator and his work exists a tie.
He is interested in governing the public use of his
work in such a way that he is able to gain some
economical profit of this use, and he has a deep
mterest therein that the use is made in such a way
as not to violate his reputation as a scientist. The
tie between the creator and his work is not only
an economic tie, it is also a tie bearing a stamp of
personal interest. :

On the other hand this right of control cannot
be an absolute one. All progress of science is
based upon the results already won, and it is a
matter of great importance that it is possible to
build upon existing knowledge. The rules given
in the domain of intellectual property are based
upon the outlines here mentioned. In general,
it may be said that the law may give a certain
protection to working results, laid out in a way
to be useful to the general public, in the form of a
patent right.  Such a protection is mainly of an
economic nature but comprises some elements of
personal control.

Further, some protection is given to the literary
way in which scientific thoughts are brought to the
public. Here we are dealing with copyright
protection. It is'a protection containing personal
and economic elements. Perhaps we might say
that the personal factor is predominant. Finally
it is a fact that in no country the scientific idea or
thought itself enjoys any protection at all, at any
rate no protection similar to protection of property.

UNESCO committee

It is quite clear that the exclusive right granted
to the invention or the scientific literary work
must be a protection attached to a certain terri-
tory. Each state can decide what shall be allowed
or prohibited on its own territory, but not on the
territory of other states or as to subjects of other
states. Therefore the protection is originally a
national protection, but by virtue of agreements
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between the states a certain international protec-
tion may be gained.

In December 1953 a committee of experts met
in UNESCO headquarters in Paris in order
to deal with the rights of scientists. As a member
of this committee I am able to give you some
information of this subject.

The committee was of the opinion that, apart
from rights which are already protected in various
countries by the laws relating to copyright, patents
of invention and by various other laws, scientists
might have other rights by virtue of their activity

An scientific research. However, at present, I
shall confine myself to giving you some information

as to patents rights and copyright.

In an American book, recently published and
dealing with different sorts of intellectual property,
it is stated that patents form by far (observe the
words ‘“ by far”) the most important group
among those having the appellation of intellectual
property. Perhaps it may be right referring to
the amount of capital invested in objects attached
to the patents rights as compared with works
subject to copyright: not even this is certain. But
from every other point of view this must be
contradicted. It is not correct as to the quantity
of works protected in the one or the other way,
and as to the importance of the protection we
should say that it is impossible to make any
comparison between inventions and literary works.

While I am starting with the rights of the
inventors it is not because I find these rights more
important than the rights of authors. In fact
patents are of importance only for a gquite small
group of scientists, while copyright is a problem
interesting all kinds of scientific workers.

The patent is an exclusive right given to inventors
of a technical device. It may be a new machine,
a new substance having some new quality, or a
process. In many countries, it is claimed in the
law that only inventions which can be used in
industry are patentable. If this be the case it is
very doubtful if patents can be obtained for new
machines or instruments only destined for use in
research laboratories, and having no direct
immediate importance for industry.

As said before, every country has its own patent
laws, and no patent laws of any one country are
exactly the same as the laws of any other. Patent
protection has some international features.
Patent laws most frequently permit the inhabitants
not only of their own country but also inventors
from other countries to file an application for
patent protection. For instance, a scientist from
any country in the world is allowed to obtain an
exclusive right to his inventions in Denmark,
independently of whether Danish inventors are
protected in his country of origin. There is no
c.m;lditjon of reciprocity, as is the case with copy-
right.

Registration of patents

As to the conditions of protection, all countries
which grant an exclusive protection to inventions
claim a registration, and the right is only given to
new inventions. Some countries, among them
the Scandinavian countries, subject a patent
application to a thorough examination as to the
novelty, before a patent is granted thereon. * Some
countries, Great Britain and others, examine
patent applications but only with respect to
domestic patents issued during the last fifty years.
In other countries the patent office leaves the
examination as to novelty to the courts. This
examination is only carried out when a patent
becomes involved in litigation. France belongs
to this group.

In the U.S.S.R. patents play practically no part
at all. There an inventor receives a so-called
“ Ynventor’s Certificate,” which grants him various
privileges and financial remuneration, the extent
of which depend upon the importance of the
invention. This arrangement has no effect on
inventors from countrics outside the Soviet
Union.

A large number of States have formed an
international union for the protection of indus-
trial property, the Paris Union. The Paris
Convention of 1883 secures mutual protection for
the inhabitants of the States belonging to the
union, and it secures a certain minimum protection
as well as some other advantages, but it is a draw-
back, from an international point of view, that
there is no uniformity in the systems, and that it
is necessary to apply for protection in every single
state in which protection is wanted. Further it is
deplorable that there are countries which render
no international protection at all.

A very important matter is the gquestion of
inventions made by an inventor engaged in a
factory, a laboratory, a university etc. It should
be a rule that the invention always belongs to the
inventor unless the rights have been transferred
to the institution either expressly or tacitly (as a
consequence of his contract). And even in this
case it should be a rule that the inventor can always
claim a remuneration corresponding to the nature
of his invention. Such is not always the case
nowadays. A new Danish law, promulgated on
29 April 1955 regulates the position of the inven-
tors, giving them the necessary protection in that
respect. Similar laws have been given in some
other countries, in favour of the inventor.

Copyright protection

I shall now deal with copyright protection.
When a scientific book has been written, an article
has been published in a periodical or a lecture has
been given, the author has need of protection
against any new publication of his work without
his consent. If such protection be granted, he is
able to draw some economic profit out of the
publication and he is in such a position that he can
himself decide the conditions. In this way also
his reputation is protected, and in scientific work
this side of the protection is perhaps the most
important one.

The laws of most states in this world grant the
scientific author such protecton. In European
countries and many other countries the protection
arises when the work is created, and no application
for the protection and no registration is claimed
as a condition of the protection. In this respect
the protection is more simple to obtain than in the
case of inventions. However some American
countries claim a registration also in respect to
literary works as a condition for granting them
copy;ight, and amongst these countries are the
US.A.

The protection is not an absolute one. It is—
fortunately—permitted to cite the works of other
authors, and several other exceptions are made.

Copyright protection is also extended to tech-
nical drawings etc., which are often a part of a
scientific work. In the Berne Convention is given
an enumeration of protected works. Pertinent
to the works of scientists is the following extract
of the Convention, Article 2:—*° The expression
¢ literary works ’ shall include any production in the
literary or scientific domain, whatever may be the
mode or form of its reproduction, such as books,
pamphlets and other writings; illustrations, geo-
graphical charts, plans, sketches and plastic works
relative to geography, topography or science.”” The
word ““ or ”’ is strange, but the sense is clear. Also
lectures are mentioned.

Rights of the author

It is very important that the protection is not
only an economic one. Certain special provisions
show this quite clearly. Article 6 of the Berne
Convention states that, independently of the
author’s copyright (in common sense) and even
after transfer of the said copyright, the author shall
have the right to claim authorship of the work
as well as the right to object to any distortion,
mutilation or other modification of the said work
which would be prejudicial to his honour or
reputation. This protection is also secured for

the scientific author. His work must not
be changed without his consent, and he has
the right to be mentioned as author in every case
of publication of his work. Even if he has
transmitted his rights to a publisher or the
publisher use the rights to publish the work
without consent in some special cases, this right,
the so-called droit moral, must be respected.

I have mentioned the Berne Convention. This
Convention was established in 1886, it has been
revised by some international conferences; among
other conferences of revision such a conference
was held here in Berlin in 1908. In most of the
countries of the world copyright is only granted to
the inhabitants of that country, and protection is
only granted to inhabitants from other countries
under the condition of reciprocity. So the Berne
Convention is of the greatest importance in that
it secures reciprocity among all the countries
which have associated themselves to the inter-
national copyright union, the so-called Berne
Union.

The Berne Convention not only secures copy-
right protection for all the authors belonging to
one of the union countries, but.it is also important
in that respect that it secures a minimum protec-
tion at a rather high level. It deserves to be
mentioned that the Convention provides in Article
8, that the authors of the different states belonging
to the union, shall enjoy in the other countries
of the union, the exclusive right of making or
authorizing a translation of their works.

No copyright in some countries

Unfortunately not all countries of the world are
members of the Berne Union. As to Europe, all
states are members, both the states of East and
West, with one important exception: the Soviet
Union. In Asia a number of states are members,
but China is not among these. Neither the Soviet
Union nor China grant any international copy-
right protection at all. In America only Canada
and Brazil belong to the Berne Union. The other
countries, which claim an application for copy-
right as the condition of granting such protection,
are not eligible as the Berne Convention does not
allow such a system. ’

In order to secure mutual international protec-
tion among, as far as possible, all the states of the
world, UNESCO has taken up the work of
elaborating a convention, allowing all countries
notwithstanding one or the other system of
copyright and notwithstanding a lower or higher
level of the protection, to accede. An expert
committee has drafted such a convention; I had
the honour to be one of its members. In 1952
all states of the world were invited to Geneva in
order to adopt the convention, and it was signed
by delegates from 40 states. Among the signing
states were several states outisde the Berne
Convention, including the U.S.A. It was decided
that the convention should come into force when
it has been ratified by 12 states, among them
four states which are not members of the Berne
Union: the new Geneva Convention has just
come into force.

So an international system of copyright avail-
able for all countries in the world has been
established, and it is to be hoped that the countries
which nowadays grant no protection and do
not pay for the use of the works of their scientific
colleagues abroad, shall give a new example of
international understanding and accede to the new
convention.

A common problem which affects the inter-
national protection for inventors as well as authors
is the problem of difficulties rising from the
transferring of money from one country to another.
Even if the scientist has a right to fees, difficulties
wich respect to the currency may arise and deprive
him of the economic result of his work. Scientific
thought is of its nature international, passing
frontiers without hindrance, so should also be the
case as to the reward corresponding to the enjoy-
ment of the thoughts. The problems of taxation
can also give rise to several difficulties.
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The last question I can deal with now is the
problem of the protection of the scientific dis-
covery. The idea of scientific property is that the
industry which applies a discovery should have
to pay a remuneration to the scientist who has
made this discovery. It does not seem just that
the inventions should be paid for while the
discoveries which form the basis of the invention
should receive no reward. The problem has often
been mentioned as a problem of scientific property.
In recent years there has been a tendency to avoid
the word °° property ** in connexion with this
The word might raise false hopes by
implying a protection  which it might not be
possible to give.

In summing up discussion, Professor Lund added:—

I can very clearly see that there is one subject
which I should have discussed more fully and that
is the problem of the invention of an employee in
industry. a government laboratory or at a univer-
sity.  The inventor’s position is very different in

the different countries of the world. But I am
happy to tell you that in Denmark we have
recently got a law which makes it quite clear that
the invention belongs to the inventor. The right
to the invention can be transferred to the industry
or the company in which the inventor works but
the inventor shall always have a remuneration, a
suitable remuneration, and he cannot be deprived
of that. If there can be no settlement between
the inventor and the company it must be the task
of the court to decide the payment. When I
said that I am happy to tell this I also mean that T
am happy because this law is the idea of our
Society for Protection of Scientific Work. We
have planned the law and it is our law in practice,
so perhaps we have reason to be a little proud of it.
But there are more detailed questions. Perhaps
we could deal with these questions in the working
committee, in the proposals of the working
committee, and of course I should be happy to
meet there and give all necessary information and
take part in the work, if such a decision is taken
by this Assembly.

Let us help the Federation to grow strong

In his closing remarks Academician A. I. Oparin
said.:

Dear friends, the work of our Fourth Assembly
is drawing to its close. It seems to me that I
shall be right if T say that our general opinion is
that we have not worked badly here and that in
certain fields we feel satisfied with what we have
achieved; and this feeling is based above all on the
very pleasant atmosphere which there has been
all the time in this hall.

At the last Assembly we had already succeeded
in getting firm international understanding between
the members of the Federation. But at this
Assembly both its official meetings and its com-
missions were conducted all the time in an
atmosphere of great cordiality. i

1 would say that this feeling of real friendship
was also expressed in the unanimity we have seén
to-day in all our decisions. It does not follow
from this of course that we have not criticized
each other and criticized our own organization.
On the contrary we can expect there to be a fair
amount of criticism.

But there are two kinds of criticism: the friendly
and goodnatured sort which has the work of the
organization at heart, and that which is born of a
wish to destroy those who disagree. It is import-
ant to point out that everyone who spoke showed
a general attitude of wishing to help the Federation
to find the way to grow stronger.

At the same it cannot be denied that the
relaxation of international tension which was first
expressed in the Geneva Conference of the Heads
of States of the Four Powers gives the Federation
great possibilities for more effective action in
getting wider international collaboration between
scientists of all countries and scientific exchange
in the field of the development of science and
technique for the glory of mankind. The Feder-
ation must make active use of these possibilities.

We must take into account the positive results
achieved at the scientific technical conférence at
Geneva-on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy,
and create closer co-operation between inter-
national scientific organizations and societies, and
we must work with them to arrange more indepen-
dent international conferences to solve various
scientific problems in the struggle ‘to use the
successes of science for peace. .

The decisions and resolutions which we have
just adopted make it clear that our Federation has
grown not only in size through its new members
but in quality. Yes, I would say, with your
permission, that our Federation has reached man-
hood. Our concrete plans make this clear, as
you felt to-day when you accepted the resolutions
and proposals. The Federation has turned away
from general declarations to concrete suggestions
for work towards wide international co-operation
on the basis of those questions which actively
concern all the scientific workers of the world.

Dear friends, soon you will go back to your
own countries, and how far our decisions -are
really adopted and what results they will have
depend upon your activity there.

I want to wish you good luck, a happy return
to your homeland, and as much success in your
own scientific research work as you have had in
making decisions here.

MESSAGE
from our
PRESIDENT

(read to the Assembly)

My dear friends,

For the first time since the foundation of our
Federation I shall not be able to take part in the
work of the General Assembly. This grieves me
all the more since you are meeting at a time when
the decisions which you are about to take will have
important consequences for the development of the
Federation and the effectiveness of its activity.

Our Federation has undoubtedly been strengthened
by the addition of new organizations, the very place
where you are meeting is evidence of this, and I
would wish in this message to thank our colleagues
of the Gewerkschaft Wissenschaft very sincerely
for their kindness in welcoming you to Berlin.

The aims which we set ourselves and the means of
attaining them which are set out in our Constitution
and our Charter are valid as ever. But to-day we
must take account of the mew important factor
of the new climate of international relations. '

Thanks to the persevering work of all those who
for years have not spared their energies in the ficht
for better international understanding, new and
encouraging perspectives are opening before man-
kind. I sincerely believe that our Federation has
played its part in gaining this first result.

In all these signs of renewed confidence there is
one which concerns scientists particularly—rthe
organization of the Genmeva Conference on the
Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy, We must
welcome this conference as marking a step of the
greatest importance towards dispelling secrecy in
scientific matters and restoring international
co-operation.

1t would be just as incorrect to ignore the import-
ance of the change that has occurred as to infer
from it that we can relax our activity. On the
contrary we must take renewed energy from the
[irst victories.

If the importance of the role of science in the life
of society is being realized more and more clearly -
it is true nevertheless that this is often in a super-
ficial way. So long as this remains so we cannot
hope to see the community giving scientific workers
the status they deserve and the necessary means of:
carrying out their work. We have then to pursue
our task of explanation to the public and at the
same time continue our efforts to associate an
ever-increasing number of our colleagues with this
work.

If scientific exchange in the field of nuclear
physics has clearly improved, we must not forget
that the threat of the use of atomic and thermo-
nuclear weapons still remains. ~ From its foundation
our Federation has fought against this threar and I
am sure that you will seek the best course to be

\ followed in order to lead our work to success, and

examine particular(y the question of the calling
of an international scientific conference on atomic
dangers in the present circumstances.

My dear friends, I wish the work of your Assembly
great success and greet you with confidence and
affection. :

F. JOLIOT-CURIE

Paris, 19 September 1955.

Further material from the Assembly,
including the reports from the affiliated
organizations will be dealt with in the next
issue of the BULLETIN.
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WESW offer to the Foreign Ministers at Geneva

On 29 October, the Chairman of the Executive Council of the World Federation of Scientific Workers

sent the following letter to each of the Foreign Ministers, Mr. H. Macmillan (Great Britain), Mr. J.
Foster Dulles (U.S.A4.), M. V. I. Molotov (U.S.S.R.) and M. A. Pinay (France) at Geneva:

Sir,

I am taking the liberty of writing to
you and to your: three colleagues, in
order to draw your attention to a
problem about which the scientists of
all countries are particularly concerned :
the problem of disarmament and the
non-utilization of atomic and thérmo-
nuclear weapons.

To us scientists ‘the present circum-
stances seem favourable for relieving
mankind from the threat, which we are
particularly qualified to appreciate, of
the latest weapons of mass destruction.
The Geneva Conference on the peaceful
uses -of atomic energy has given an
outstanding example of the possibilities
of international scientific collaboration.
Immense possibilities for the welfare
of mankind could arise in the very near
future from this collaboration, and
from the full use of scientific discoveries
and their - applications for peaceful
purposes.

However, this cannot be achieved
without first alleviating and then re-
moving the intolerable burden of the
arms race, and without putting an end
to the agonizing fears of the incalculable
destruction which the use of atomic and
thermonuclear weapons would bring
upon mankind.

The hundred and fifty thousand
scientists within our Federation arc
prepared to assist in every possible way
in the solution of the technical difficulties
set by these problems, and to give their
fellow citizens any explanations neces-

sary for them to understand the
significance of the agreement which we
sincerely hope that you and your
colleagues will reach.

I am Sit,
Yours faithfully,

C. F. PowELL, F.R.S.
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AIDE-MEMOIRE

from

C.F. Powell, F.R.S+, Professor of Physles in the Universlty
of Bristol. Nobel Laureate in Physies (1950). Chairman of the
%xecutive)Council of the World Federation of Scientlfle Workers,
WeFeSeWe)o

Proposal to secure an independent and authoritative appraisal
by an international group of scientisie, of the consequences for
t%e future of mankind of hyarogen-bomb tests and of their use in

Ware

Background.

Letter was issued in July 1955 by Russell, Einstein and seven
other signatories, warning of dangers of warfare with H-bombs,
and calling for thelr renunciation by great powers. Three English
signatorles -~ Russell, Powell and Rotblat ; Jollot-Curile from
France, Yukawa from dapan, Infeld from Poland, Brldgman and
Muller from U.S5.A.

Shortly afterwards a similar letter was published by 19 Nobel
Laureates assembled in Lindau - the 'Lindau Appeal'.

A 1little later, a meeting was held in London by 'Organisation
for World Government' of which Lord Boyd-Orr 1s Preslident. This
meeting was attended by many prominent scientists including some
from U.S3.A. and U.8.8.Re A number of lmportant declsions were
carried unanimously, including one to organise, in collaboration
with like-minded organisations, an lnvestigatlon by competent
scientlists of the dangers arieling from H-weapons. Professor
Rotblat of London, one of the signatorles of the Russell~Einstein
letter, was charged with the preliminary arrangements for such a
meetinge.

Nature of the problem.

There 1s at present no reliable published informatlion on' the
genetic hazards association wlth the test-sxplosions which have
already been mads, and of how rapldly a serious menace 1s belng
built up. Such information is of profound lmportance for the
future of all states and peoples. It is known that war between
the Great Powers with Heweapons would be catastrophle in the sense
that 1t would be almost certaln to exterminate & large fraction
of the world's population, and that the blologleal effect on the
survivors would be profound. But a much closer assessment should
be made. o

Character of the engulrye.

All those interested in its promotion are agreed on the
general nature of the proposed enquiry. To be effective, 1t
must be supported by widely representatlve sclentlsts of the
highest integrity, and the aim must be to make a purely
objective enquiry into a matter of importance to all powers,
irrespective of their politieal systems. The W.F.S5.W. has
no éesire to play an exceptlional role in the matter, but it
is anxious to assist, together with a wide range of organisations
and individuals, in ensuring thet such an enquiry 18 held.
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Steps to initiate an enguiry.

During the past few months Lord Russell and Professor
Rotblat have approached & number of seientists ln order to
secure support for the proposal. Progrese has been slow
because in view of the renewal of a degree of tension be=-
tween the Great Powers ecuipped with hydrogen weapons, 80me
scientists bave found the proposal untimely.

Concurrently, the W.F.S.W. kas pressed for an enquiry.
In particular, Powell approached Yukawa and other Japanese
scientists seeking their support. Very favourablse reception.
W.F.S.W. bas been informed that the Sclence Council of Japen,
which operates through the Offlce of the Prime Minister, has
accepted the invitation of the W.F.5.W. to cooperate in thie
matter. The W.F.S.f. has no desire for any exceptional role,
but it 18 anxious to assist, together with a wide range of
organisations and individuals, in ensuring that such an en.
guiry 1s held.

It is unreasonsble to suppose that the Governments of those
Great Powers actively engaged in testing H-weapons will take
part, at the present juncture in world affairs, in initiating
an enquiry of the type envisaged, though they may permit
their experts to give evidence before it, once 1t has been
established. In this situation, it would be a greet advane
tage if support, even although semi-cfficial in charecter,
could be provided by some of the most influential of the
other Powers not immediately involved. The recent favourable
reaction of the Japanese scientists, and the well-known atti-
tude of the Indian and Chinese Govermments suggests that sueh
support might be obtained from the Governments of Indla,Japan
and China.

At this juneture, a favourable attitude on the part of the
Indian Government would probably be decisive in this matter.
Should such support be received, the first step would be to
set up an initiating Committee which would establish the form
of the enguiry and when it should take place. For this pur-
pose, & preliminery meeting would appear to be necesssary, at
which, should the partlies reach agreement on its constitution
and maln objectives, the initlating Committee could be estab-
lished. It would then be appropriate to make s public announcée=
ment stating the composition of the initlating Commlittee, the
aims of the enguiry, and the type of information sought from
individual scientistis and from governments.

Possible action by the Government of India.

Permission to hold the meeting of the inltiating Committee
in India. December 1956 is tentatively suggested as a sultable
date. There would be some advantages for Indian Science, in
the presence in India of a conslderable number of eminent
scientists immediately before the Sclence Congress.




A STATEMENT ON NUCLEAR WEApons

in the tragiec situation which confronts humanity, we feel that
sclentists should assemble in conference to appraise the perils that
have arlsen as & result of the development of weapons of mass des-
truetion, and to discuss a resolution in the spirit of the appended
drafte.

We are speaking on thls occasion, not as members of this or that
nation, continent or creed, but as human beings, members of the speciles
Man, whose contlnued existence 18 in doubt. The world is full of come
flicts; and overshadowing all minor confliets, the titanic struggle
between Comumunism and Antl-Communism.

Almost everybody who 1s politically conscious has strong feeling
about one or more of these 1ssues; but we want you, if you can, to
set aslde such feelings and consider yourselves only as members of
a bhological species which has had a remarkable history, and whose
disappearance none of us can desire.

We shall try to say no slngle word which should appsal to one
group rather than to another. All, equally, are 1ln peril, and,
if the perll is understood, there 1s hope that they may collectively
avert it.

We have to learn to think in a new way. We have to learn to ask
ourselves, not what steps can be taken to give military vistory te
whatever group we prefer, for there no longer are such steps; the
question we have to ask ourselves 1s: what steps can be taken to
prevent a mlilltary contest of which the 1ssue must be disastrous
to all partles?

The general public, and even many men in position of authdrity,
have not reallsed what would be 1nvolved in a war with nuclear pombs.
The general publile 8till thinks in terms of the obliteration of cities.
It is understood that the new bombs are more powerful than the old,
and that, whils one A-bomb could obliterate Hiroshima, one H-bomb
could obliterate the largest citlies, such as London,New York and
Moscow.

No doubt 1n an H-bomb war great cities would be obliterated.
But this 1s one of the minor dlsasters that would have to be faced.
If everybody in London,New York and Moscow were exterminated the
world might, in the course of a few canturies, recover from the
blow. But we know, especlally since the Blkini test, that nuclear
bombs can gradually spread destruction over a very much wider area
than had been supposed.

It 1s stated on very good authority that a bomb can now be mamie
factured which will be 2,500 times as powerful as that which des=
troyed Hiroshima. Such a bomb, if exploded near the ground or under
water, sends radlo~sctlve partlcles into the upper air. They sink
gradually and reach the surface of the earth in the form of a deadly
dust or rain. It was this dust which infected the Japanese filshermen
and their catech of filsh.

No one knows how wldely such lethal radlo-active particles might
be diffused, but the best authoritles are uhanimous in saying that
a war wlith Hebombs armxmmsixiksrs mlight quite possibly put an end
to the human race. It 1s feared that 1f many H-bombs are used there
wlll be universal death - sudden only for a minorilty, but for the
ma jorlty a slow torture of disease and disintegration.

Many warnings have been uttered by eminent men ofnsclence and by
authoritles in milltary strategy. None of them will say that the
worst results are certaln. What they do say, 1s that these results
are posslble, and no one can be sure that they will not be realised.
We have not yet found that the vliews of experts on this questlon
depend ln any degree upon their politiecs or prejudices. They depend
only, 80 far as our researches have revealed, upon the extend of the
particular expert's knowledge. We have found that the men who know
most are the most gloomy.




Here, then, i8 the problem which we present to you, stark and
dreadful, and inescapable: Shall we put an ené to the human race:
or shall mankind renounce war? People will not face this alter-
native because 1t 1is so difficult to abolish war.

The abolition of war will demand distateful limltatlons of
natlional sovereignty. But what perhaps impedes understanding of
the situation more than anything else is that the term ‘mankind'
feels vague and abstract. People scarely realise in imagination
that the danger 1s to themselves and their chlldren and thelr
grandchildren, and not only to a dimly apprehended humanlity.
They can scarecely bring themselves to grasp that they, indiw
vidually, and those whom they love are in ilmminent danger of
perishing agonosingly. And so they hope that perhaps war may
be allowed to continue provided modern weapons are prohlibited.

This hope is illusory. Whatever agreements not to use H-bombsa
had been reached in time of peace, they would no longer be cone
sidered binding in time of war, and both sides would set to work
to manufacture H-bombs as soon as war broke out, for, if one side
manufactured the bombs and the other dld not, the slde that manu=
factured them would inevitably be viectorious.

Although an agreement to repounce nuclear weapons as part of a
general reduction of armaments™ would not afford an ultimate
solution, it would serve certaln lmportant purposes. First:
any agreement between East and West is to the good in so far as
it tends to diminish tansion. Second: the abolltlon of thermoe
nuclear weapons, if each slde belleved that the other had carrisd
it out sincerely, would lessen the fear of a sudden attack in the
style of Pearl Harbour, which at present keeps both sides 1n a
state of nervous apprehension. We should therefore welcome such
an agreement, though only as a first step.

Most of us are not neutral in feeling, but, as human belngs, we
have to remember that, if the issues between East and West are to
be decidsd in any manner that can glve any possilble satisfactlion
to anybody, whether Communist or anti-Communist, whether Aslan or
European or Ameriecan, whether White or Black, then these issues
must not be decided by war. We should wish thls to be understood,
both in the East and in the West.

There lies before us, if we choose, continual progress in
happiness, knowledge and wisdom. Shall we, ilnstead, choose death,
because we cannot forget our quarrels? We appeal, as human beings,
to human beings: Remember your humanlty, and forget the rest. Ir
you cen do so, the way lies open to a new Paradlse; if you cannot,
there lies before you the risk of universal death.

RESOLUTION:

We invite this Congress, and through it the sclentists of the
world and the general public, to subscribe to the following resolution:

" In view of the fact that in any future world war nuclear weapons
will certainly be employed, and that such weapons threaten the
continued existence of mankind, we urge the Governments of the
world to realise, and to acknowledge publicly, that thelr pure
poses can not be furthered by a world war, and we urge them,
consequently, to £find peaceful means for the settlement of all
matters of dispute betiween them. "

Professor Muller makes the reservation that this be taken to mean
" a concomitant balanced reduction of all armaments. "




Signed by:

P.W. Bridgman,
Albert Einstein,
F.Jollot-curie!
L.Infeld,
HeJMuller,

C.F. Powell,
J.Rotblat,
B.Russell,
H.Yukawsa,

(Harvard).
(Princeton).
(Paris).
(Warsaw).
(Indiana).
(Bristol).
(London).
(London).
(Kyoto).




