
25t h July, 1959. 

T a s t s a n d N o t e s 
fr m the Baden C nference 

by LEO SZILARD . 

1) I raise my glass to drink to the health of Sir R bert Wats n- Wat t 
and I want to say in the name of my Russian , as well as my 
American , c !leagues that t night - in a spirit of g d fell w
ship - we do not hold it against him that he saved Britain . 

2) All of the scientists present at this meeting are scientists 

3 ) 

most of the time, but there is one man among us wh - is a 
scientist all of the time . At this conference we mostly had ur 
formal sessions in the morning and in the afternoon we had 
informal private discussions . Professor Vinogradov was a scientist 
in the afterno n and he was ala scientist in the morning . While 
he may n t always say what he thinks , he never s ys what he does 
not think; that is why he is so dear t the heart of all of us . 

We were t l d that 6000 questi nnaires relating the a -called 
Pugwash m vement , were sent to vcientists in Russia and that 
3000 rasp nses were obtained, practically all of them favourable . 
In America the resp nse to questionnaires sent to scientists is 
never anywhere as high as this and I was great ly puzzied ab ut 
this difference . Therefore I asked Pr feasor B g lubov whet her 
there is perhaps a shortage f waste paper baskets in Russia and 
whether this might account for the high response. He told me 
that , as a rule , Russian scientists d not reap nd well to 
questionnaires and that the exceptionall y good response in this 
particular case was due t the great interest which many Russian 
scientists take in the Pugwash movement . This has now set me t 
w ndering whether there are so many scientists in Russia inter
ested in the Pugwash movement because s few Russian scientists 
attend the Pugwash meetings . 
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4) Some of us who came to this con~erence from America have on 
ccasi ns attempted t convince our Russian c lleagues that quite 

a few Americans are apprehensive of the future because, rightly r 
wrongly , they attribute to Russia a propensity for expansion. 
Because I doubt that we really got ur oint across and I shall 
n w t ake another tack and tell a joke which see s to circulate in 
America these days . It was j~qt told to be my Professor Bernard 
Feld. "What is the difference between a pessimist and an 
ptimist?" - so the question oes , and the ru1swer is : "An ptimist 

is a man who studies Russian ; a pessimist is a man who studies 
Chinese . " 

5) In the last few days ur discuss! ns became occasionally o ntused 

because we did not always make a clear distincti n between 
America's present security needs and her security needs in the 
solid-fuel rocket stage of the so-called atomic stalemate t wards 
which we are n w rapidly moving . Perhaps you will understand 
better the distinction I have in mind , if I now raise my glass t 
drink to the health of Ohancell r Konrad Adenauer and say: "May 
he live long - but not forever!" 

6) During our stay at this hotel I f und that expenses chargeable t 
me were charged on several occasions t a distinguished , as well 
as portly, friend of mine , Eugene Rabinovich, and vice versa. 
This just goes to show , that pe ple pay more attention to for.m 
than to content. 

7) Professor Weizs&cker told us that he has attended the sec nd 
Pugwash meeting as well as the fourth Pugwash meeting and he 

summed it all up by saying that he appears t attend , as a matter 
f principle , nly the even Pugwash meetings . I was wondering , 

while I listened,to him, whether having attended the 4th Pugwash 
meeting he may not have reached the conclusion, that even the 
even Pugwash meetings nre odd . 

\ 
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movement . This has now set me t o wonde ring whether there are 

so many scient ists in ussia interes ted in the Pu~rash move 
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meetings . 
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7) Professor ,\l'eizsaoker told us that he has attended the second 

Pugwash meet ing as 'Tell as the fo r th PJJ.r:rrrash meetino; nn 1'1 

summed i t all up by saying that he a ppears t o attend, as a 

matter of principle , only the Pu gwash meetings . I was 
"'-:!~-~ 

wondering, while · to whether having attended the 

4th Pugwash meeting he may not hav e reached the oonolusion, 

that even t he even Pugwash meetings are odd . 
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