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From the President
Our Torch Family
We need your help to help our Torch
family thrive as we seek new Directors for
Regions 1, 2, 3, 8, and 9. Please consider
this opportunity to work as a colleague of
the clubs in your region, and to take your
place at the IATC management table as
the Board makes decisions to assist in club
management and membership
development. Contact Nominations Chair
Ed Latimer, (803) 776-4765 or
eblatimer03@aol.com, or your Regional
Director if you are interested.
Help wanted! In future issues of
Torchlight and the spring edition of the
Torch, I will discuss our effort to improve
our communications. Regional Director Jim
Coppinger has made a good start, and is
looking for members to assist with
graphics, photography, art, and computer
technology. Join this effort by contacting
Jim at (269) 345-3718, or
JamesCoppinger@att.net.
In the last Torchlight, I described the
efforts of President-Elect Norine Haas and
her husband Ted in region 3 to encourage
leaders of the Hagerstown Torch Club to
mentor some smaller clubs that were
rapidly losing members. It worked. The

clubs grew, enabling more
people to enjoy the fellowship of Torch.
Elsewhere, in a recent joint meeting of
Region 6 Torch clubs, many attendees said
they had never before met a member of
another Torch club. They shared ideas and
had an honest discussion about the future
of Torch. I encourage interclub meetings
as a place to get and share ideas.
When I am asked, “What does Torch
do for me?” I respond, “What are you
doing for Torch?” Many people out there
would enjoy the Torch dinner conversation
but were never invited to join Torch. In
Nebraska, we have established two new
clubs in 2012, with sixty new members.
We salute the Lincoln Torch Club for its
focus on growing Torch in the Great Plains.
At our recent Annual Meeting in
Portsmouth we budgeted new funds for
local clubs and Torch Regions to develop
membership and create new clubs. You
can really make a difference in the future
of Torch by getting involved in these efforts
to make our association even more
enjoyable and relevant.
—Charles E. Carlson, President
IATC, esccec@gmail.com

Gold & Silver Torch Awards
At our annual convention, special Gold and Silver Torch Awards may be given to individual
members for truly outstanding service, through nomination by their local clubs, submitted
in advance through the Awards Chairman.
Gold Award
The Gold Torch Award honors members who have served Torch at the local, regional,
and—most importantly—the International level. To qualify for this award, the nominee
must have been a Torch member for at least 10 years. In any one year, the number of
Gold Torch Awards may not exceed 0.1% (rounded to the nearest whole number) of the
membership of the International Association of Torch Clubs (i.e., three awards for
membership of 2,500 to 3,499).
Silver Award
The Silver Torch Award recognizes members who have served in an exemplary manner
at the local club level. To qualify for the Silver Torch Award, the nominee must have
been a member for at least 5 years. In a given year, the number of Silver Torch Awards
nominees by a local club may not exceed one for each 25 members or portion thereof.
Nominations for both Gold and Silver awards should be sent by March 31, 2013 to
Norine Haas at IATC, 11712C Jefferson Ave #246, Newport News, VA 23606 with
copies to your regional director.

Variable Interpretation of the Constitution as
a Key to the Supreme Court’s Power
A close look at the history of Court decisions shows an evolving balance in favoring literal vs.
invisible elements in the Constitution.

By Malcolm Marsden
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One of the rituals of American
citizenship is to receive the annual report
of our President in his State of the Union
address, delivered since the time of
George Washington not only to the
legislative branch but also to the nine
justices serving on the Supreme Court.
The report is also heard today by millions
of citizens on television. In January 2010
the report surprised many of the listeners
when the President strongly censured the
Supreme Court for its recent ruling on
Citizens United v. Federal Election
Commission
that
declared
unconstitutional a previous ruling many
had regarded as an established
precedent. What made this State of the
Union Report so dramatic was that the
President, the head of the executive
2

We can, then, rest assured
that the Court will rarely
promulgate a decision
that the American public
will not sooner or later
come to support.
branch of the government, had used the
occasion to publicly rebuke a recent
decision of the judicial branch. And now
the dramatic effect of the President’s
public rebuke was intensified when
watchful observers of the Supreme Court
saw Justice Samuel A. Alito Jr. shaking
his head and mouthing the words “Not
true.” The ramifications of this verbal
quarrel continued as Chief Justice John
G. Roberts Jr. a few days later publicly
suggested that members of the Supreme
Court should not attend future State of
the Union reports.
It is easy to understand why the
Court’s ruling on Citizens United v.
Federal Election Commission had
aroused the passions of so many. The
current ruling had struck down a law that
distinguished between private citizens on
the one hand, whom the law permitted
to contribute unlimited financial support
to political causes, and corporations and
unions, on the other hand, to whom this
law had for several decades denied the
right to contribute large sums to political
causes. The Court’s majority based its
decision on its reading of the Constitution.
The First Amendment of the Constitution

affirms, among other things, the right of
“the people” to “freedom of speech.”
The Court had hitherto interpreted the
word “people” in the First Amendment
as referring to individuals, not to an
organized group such as a corporation
or a trade union. But a Court majority
had now interpreted the First
Amendment’s affirmation of the right of
“the people” to “freedom of speech” as
applying to organized groups like
corporations and unions as well as to
individuals. The First Amendment itself
does not specify what its ratifiers
intended the word “people” to mean.
Interpreting the Constitution
The verbal debate back in 2010 is
useful as a means of illustrating how
flexible and open to varying
interpretations the Constitution actually
is, despite the efforts of the Founding
Fathers and subsequent ratifiers of its
twenty-seven amendments to avoid
ambiguity. Many parts of the written
Constitution contain words that have
more than one meaning, leading one
learned justice to interpret them
differently than will another equally
learned judge. In interpreting the First
Amendment, for example, the Supreme
Court has had a much more complex
mandate than merely to interpret the
meaning of “the right of the people” to
“freedom of speech.” For, as we have
seen, the individual justices of the current
Court cannot agree on whether the word
“people” was intended to mean
individuals only or organized groups of
individuals as well. The First Amendment
also guarantees the citizens’ “right” to
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religious freedom; the Second
Amendment their “right” “to keep and
bear arms,” and the Fourth Amendment
“the right of the people to be secure in
their persons, homes, papers and effects
against unreasonable searches and
seizures”; the Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, and
Eighth Amendments focus on the
“rights” of a citizen who has been
accused of committing a crime. But
many words in these amendments invite
different judges to interpret them in
different ways. For example, the right
of the accused to “a speedy trial”
guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment
provides no definition of what constitutes
“speediness.” Nor does the Seventh’s
protection against “excessive bail,”
“excessive fines” and “cruel and unusual
punishment” state precisely what makes
a fine “excessive” and what makes a
punishment “cruel.”
The Ninth Amendment poses
perhaps the greatest interpretive
challenge in asserting that the
Constitution’s “enumeration” of “certain
rights, shall not be construed to deny or
disparage others retained by the people.”
The people, then, in agreeing to live
under the Constitution, “retained”
“certain rights” not stated in the words
of the Constitution—unspecified rights
that must be considered valid. What are
these rights? And how does the Supreme
Court go about distinguishing between
claims for rights that ought to be
recognized as protected by the
Constitution and claims for rights that are
not constitutionally protected?
Fortunately, the American people
have always insisted that prospective
Supreme Court justices be well
educated, highly able, and of high moral
character. For those nine justices have
been given the charge to determine what
the Founding Fathers and the subsequent
ratifiers of the twenty-seven
amendments meant by a “speedy trial,”
“excessive” bail,” “excessive” fines,
“cruel and unusual punishments,” and
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many, many other words or phrases in
the Constitution. They must also
distinguish between those unspecified
rights which the Ninth Amendment
declared were retained by the people and
rights that, though claimed by some, fail
to qualify for constitutional protection.
However difficult the Court’s challenge,
the larger question is how the Court goes
about making these crucial decisions.
Should the justices rely on their gut
reaction? Their instinctive response? On
systematic reasoning and/or logical
speculation? On ethical standards
generally accepted in the nation? The
decisions of the nine justices are subject
to the same passions that affect us all.
The “Invisible Constitution”
In 2008, Harvard Law Professor
Lawrence Tribe concluded in The
Invisible Constitution that the justices
have historically based their decisions on
a large body of United States
Constitutional Law, none of which can
be found in the written Constitution. The
Court has traditionally interpreted very
broadly the First Amendment’s
affirmation that “Congress...make no
law...abridging the freedom of speech
or of the press....” From the beginning,
the Court has interpreted the word
“speech” to mean not just audible or oral
expression, but “visually readable,
written, pictorial, and at least
some...symbolic expression as well,
including music and dance and mime, as
well as novels, pamphlets and posters
and films and videos.”1 Nevertheless, the
nation was long uncertain whether the
word “speech” included all symbolic
protest—for example, flag burning. Does
the phrase “freedom of the press” ensure
a journalist’s right to keep secret the
identity of his journalistic sources? For
decades no one knew whether the
Fourth Amendment’s ban on
“unreasonable searches and seizures”
encompassed “wiretapping and
electronic eavesdropping…” But in 1967,
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the Court decreed that the Fourth did
indeed forbid such surveillance and thus
the ban on wiretapping and electronic
eavesdropping became part of the
invisible Constitution.
In two recent books, current
Supreme Court Justice Stephen Breyer
presents a rationale for supporting the
validity of the “invisible” Constitution,
arguing that the Court should be wary
about “adopting an overly rigid method
of interpreting the Constitution”; that is,
of “placing weight upon eighteenthcentury details to a point at which it
becomes difficult for a twenty-firstcentury court to apply the Constitution’s
underlying values.” 2 When Justice
Breyer currently decides on the
constitutionality of a statute, he bases his
decision on whether or not the statute
promotes what he regards as these
“underlying values”; that is, whether the
statute promotes the individual citizen’s
freedom “to participate in the
government and thereby to share with
others the right to make or to control the
nation’s public acts.”3 To judge the
constitutionality of a statute on the basis
of whether it promotes participatory
democracy is surely to rely on the
invisible Constitution. As Tribe noted,
much of the Constitution’s meaning
“cannot be found in the written text alone
but resides only in much that one cannot
perceive from reading it.”4 Since Justice
Breyer is so willing to express his liberal
views both in his writings and in his
interviews with the press, he seems to
have become the de facto spokesman
for the three other liberal justices serving
on the current Court.5
The Brown v. Board of Education
decision of 1954 is one well-known
example of the continuous extension of
the invisible Constitution. In 1868, the
Fourteenth Amendment had guaranteed
“equal protection of the laws” for all
Americans. But in 1868, few if any
Americans interpreted the Amendment
as a means of bringing about the

3

integration of black and white
schoolchildren. In fact, in 1896, almost
thirty years later, the Court in Plessy v.
Ferguson had rendered its “separate but
equal” decision, affirming the legality of
the segregation of the races. Thus, in
1954, defenders of the Brown v. Board
of Education decision had to concede
that those who had ratified the
Fourteenth Amendment almost a
century earlier had never consciously
intended that the “equal protection”
clause would be used in the Brown
decision of 1954 to declare racial
segregation unconstitutional. This
decision declared the “separate but
equal” policy promulgated in 1896 to be
a contradiction of terms, considering not
just the conscious intent of the ratifiers
of the Fourteenth Amendment but rather
“what concept… [these ratifiers]
intended to enshrine...and what that
concept, rightly understood, had come
to demand”; that is, that racially separate
education is inherently unequal
education. In 1910, 1964, and 1971 this
way of extending the meaning of the
visible Constitution’s “equal protection of
the laws” phrase gave Constitutional
sanction to amendments granting the
vote to women, to those unable to afford
to pay a poll tax, and to those citizens
who were eighteen to twenty years of
age.6
In the 2003 Grutter v. Bollinger
decision, the Court’s liberals and
conservatives both based opposing
decisions on the same part of the written
Constitution: the Fourteenth Amendment.
A majority of the justices gave legal
sanction to the University of Michigan
Law School’s use of “affirmative action”
“favoring groups historically
discriminated against, like AfricanAmericans, Hispanics and Native
Americans.” The minority argued that
the use of affirmative action would deny
“equal protection” to whites and Asians.
But the majority claimed that the
Constitution’s basic democratic

4

objectives required the use of affirmative
action and thus superseded the literal
words of the Fourteenth Amendment.7
The minority based its decision on a
literal interpretation of the Fourteenth,
while the majority seemed to argue that,
in order to give “equal protection” to
disadvantaged ethnic groups, the nation
must grant them a somewhat favored
treatment for what (the Court hoped)
would last just a short time. With each
application of the invisible Constitution,
the Court gains more leeway in making
its decisions. In the Westbury v. Sanders
decision (1964), the Court relied on the
“equal protection” clause in ruling that
states must enforce the principle of “one
person, one vote” in the election of
members of the House of
Representatives. The Court imposed this
ruling despite the fact that the written
Constitution specifies only that individual
members of the House be chosen “by
the People of the several States.” In
1967, when the Court’s Loving v.
Virginia decision struck down Virginia’s
ban on interracial marriage, the Court
decreed that the ban was depriving
citizens of “a fundamental liberty—in this
case, the freedom to decide whom to
marry….”8
In 1965, the invisible Constitution
provided the basis for the Court’s
Griswold v. Connecticut decision,
banning the prosecution of physicians
who provide married couples with birth
control devices, a right that the
Eisenstadt v. Baird decision seven years
later extended to physicians treating
unmarried couples desiring birth control.
And in 1973, Roe v. Wade recognized a
woman’s “right,” up to a point, to get an
abortion. In all three cases, the Court
based its decision on the individual’s
“right” to “private self-government,” a
right which the Court presumably
decided was at least partially based on
the Ninth Amendment’s statement
ratified back in 1791, that the people
retained “certain rights” which are not

enumerated in the written Constitution.
And then in 2003, the Lawrence v. Texas
decision affirmed that “gay men,
lesbians, bisexuals, and transsexuals”
had the same “relational rights of
personal self- government” that
Griswold v. Connecticut had recognized
thirty-eight years earlier. In 1992 the
Planned Parenthood v. Casey decision
reaffirmed Roe v. Wade, this time basing
its argument on the Ninth Amendment’s
provision that the people retained certain
rights not expressed in the written
Constitution. In the last thirty or forty
years, liberals have insisted that the Ninth
Amendment should someday be
recognized as guaranteeing the “right”
to “decent housing, nutrition, health care,
employment, even a sound
environment.”9
Strict Interpretation of the
“Originalists”
Such liberal demands that the
Supreme Court, basing its decision on
the Ninth Amendment, should recognize
“rights” that go so far beyond anything
explicitly stated in the written
Constitution have inevitably alarmed
such conservatives as Robert H. Bork,
once a judge on the U.S. Appeals Court
for the District of Columbia. Bork is an
“originalist” or a “textualist,” the names
given to those who believe that judicial
decisions should be based as closely as
possible on the explicit words of the
written Constitution. In particular,
originalists denounce the free use of the
Ninth Amendment to legalize newlyclaimed “rights” that the originalists
perceive as going wildly beyond the
intent of the Constitution’s ratifiers. Four
members of the present Supreme Court
are foremost opponents of “judicial
activism.” The spokesman for this group
of four is often Justice Antonin Scalia,
whose recent book A Matter of
Interpretation: Federal Courts and the
Law is a highly readable, witty and
quotable defense of the premises of
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originalism and an attack on what seems
to him the unjustified evolution of the
invisible Constitution. According to
Justice Scalia, “My fidelity to the
methodology [of originalism] should be
judged...by [my skepticism of the liberal
Court majority’s discovery of] a novel
constitutional right against statewide laws
denying special protection to
homosexuals, a novel constitutional right
against excessive jury awards,...a novel
constitutional prohibition of single-sex
state schools, and a novel constitutional
approval of federal appellate review of
jury verdicts.”10
An examination of the process
through which the Court in 1973 arrived
at its Roe v. Wade decision may help us
to understand why the originalists believe
the Court has gone too far in its extension
of the invisible Constitution. In legalizing
a woman’s right, up to a point, to have
an abortion, Roe v. Wade based its
decision on a “right” that is nowhere
stated in the Constitution. But the Court
majority held this “right” to be valid
because it derives directly from the
Court’s earlier recognition of another
“right” which, incidentally, is also
unmentioned in the written Constitution;
that is, each citizen’s “right to selfgovernment.” And the right to selfgovernment derives in turn from the
Fourth Amendment’s affirmation of’ “the
right of the people to be secure in their
persons, houses, papers, and effects.”
Thus, the Court in Roe v. Wade affirmed
that a woman’s “right” to control of her
own body derives ultimately, though
indirectly, from the written Constitution.
Justice Scalia concedes the jurists’
need for leeway, up to a point, in
interpreting the Constitution’s abstract
principles. But he denies that any
reasonable reading of the Constitution
permits one to find in its actual words
anything close to a sufficient cause for
judging abortion as a “constitutional
right.” According to Justice Scalia, “No
textualist-originalist interpretation that
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passes the laugh test could…[find in the
written] United States Constitution…
[any legal basis for] the prohibition of
[anti-] abortion laws that a majority of
the Court has found.”11 Originalists insist
that the “so-called ‘right to privacy’
means everything and nothing. It has no
constitutional basis and no tangible
form.” Furthermore, the Court’s liberal
justices, the originalists argue, in
“substituting their personal judgments for
those of Congress,” have gradually
usurped “the legislative’s [sic] authority
to set social policy.”12
The Roe v. Wade case reveals the
intellectual tension often present among
the justices of the Court. One might well
wonder how they succeed in reaching a
workable settlement of so many cases
each year. Conveniently, the Marbury
v. Madison decision of 1803 has
become a legal precedent which enables
the nation to know rather precisely what
it must accept as the legal interpretation
of the Constitution’s words and phrases.
In the Brown v. Allen decision of 1953,
the late Supreme Court Justice Robert
H. Jackson summed up Marbury v.
Madison succinctly: “Supreme Court
decisions are not final because we are
infallible; we are infallible because we
are final.”
A Balancing Act
Despite this seeming infallibility, the
Supreme Court has usually exercised its
authority responsibly, thanks in part to
the checks and balances provided by the
Founding Fathers to restrain the Court
from overreaching. It was Congress, not
the Court, that would propose
amendments to the Constitution—
amendments which would become
integral parts of the Constitution after
being ratified by three-fourths of the
states. After the Civil War, Congress
exercised this power to correct the Dred
Scott v. Sanford decision of 1856, which
had outraged the majority of Americans
in decreeing that slaves of African
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descent had “no rights which the white
man was bound to respect.” Congress’s
“correction” of the Dred Scott decision
in 1870 came through proposing to the
states three amendments, the Thirteenth,
Fourteenth, and Fifteenth, which
respectively abolished slavery in the
nation; granted the right to citizenship to
former slaves and to “all persons born
or naturalized in the United States;” and
affirmed the right of all citizens to vote,
regardless of their “race, color, or
previous condition of servitude.” Such a
“correction” of a “bad” Court decision
may take a long time, but when the
proposed amendments are duly ratified,
the Court must be ruled by the amended
Constitution as it now reads.
The Constitution provides still other
means through which the Court may be
reined in. It gives to the Executive
branch, not to the Court itself, the power
to nominate new members of the Court.
In 1937, President Franklin D. Roosevelt
attempted to pack the Court with new
members who would approve the New
Deal legislation, legislation which the
incumbent, conservative Court had
declared unconstitutional. At the time,
public opinion prevented Roosevelt from
increasing the number of sitting justices.
But time enabled him to get his way.
Within a year or two, several sitting
justices retired, thus enabling Roosevelt
to nominate to the Court people who
would support New Deal policies. As yet
another means of reining in a willful
Court, the Constitution grants to the
House of Representatives the power to
impeach those justices who fail to exhibit
“good behavior.” No justice yet has ever
been impeached, but impeachment
always remains a possibility and thus
constitutes a moderating force.
In 2009, the legal scholar Barry
Friedman published The Will of the
People: How Public Opinion
Influenced the Supreme Court and
Shaped the Meaning of the
Constitution. The book explores yet a
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fourth factor that restrains the Court from
interpreting the Constitution arbitrarily.
An analysis of the Court’s behavior over
the past two centuries reveals that the
justices themselves have recognized the
need to affirm the kind of law that the
American public is apt to accept and
abide by. Whenever Court members
have sensed their danger of
overstepping too much the public’s
understanding of what ought to be legal,
the Court has made new decisions which
have had the effect of “correcting”
decisions which the Court itself had
decreed in the past. In a well-known
instance of such a correction, a hitherto
conservative justice, Owen J. Roberts,
abruptly began in the mid-1930s to find
New Deal legislation constitutional,
legislation very similar to that which, only
a year or two earlier, he had found
unconstitutional. Presumably, Justice
Roberts sensed that the Great
Depression had weakened the American
public’s faith in individualism, on the one
hand, and on the other hand had nurtured
the public’s willingness to expect its
government to solve problems that the
twentieth-century individual, acting
alone, could no longer handle. If so,
Justice Roberts would have been
responding to the changing values of the
public by altering somewhat his concept
of the intent of the Constitution’s
ratifiers.
Almost a century and a half earlier,
Alexander Hamilton, in Federalist no.
78, had tried to convince the American
public to ratify the newly-drawn-up
constitution. In this document, Hamilton
had explained why the public need not
fear that the Court would endanger
democracy, but would generally make
only those decisions which are in accord
with the public will. Why? Because the
Court lacks both the executive branch’s
“control of the sword” and the legislative
branch’s “control of the purse.” Lacking
both the military power to enforce its
decrees and the financial power to fund
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the carrying out of its programs, the
Court “must ultimately depend on the aid
of the executive [branch] even for the
efficacy of its judgments.”
A well-remembered instance of the
Court’s weakness in possessing neither
“the sword” nor “the purse” occurred
in 1957, three years after the Court’s
unanimous Brown v. Board of
Education decision had ruled
unconstitutional the earlier “separate but
equal” attempt to reconcile the principle
of equality with racial segregation.
Although a majority of Americans were
willing to carry out the Brown decision,
Mississippi Senator James O. Eastland
had warned that “the South will not abide
by nor enforce this legislative decision
by a political court.” And indeed, the
judicial branch’s weakness, when
supported by neither the executive nor
the legislative branch, seemed evident
when, three years after the 1954 Brown
v. Board of Education decision,
desegregation had yet to begin. This
delay might have continued longer had
not the failure of Arkansas’ Governor
Orval Faubus to maintain public order
so embarrassed a reluctant President
Eisenhower that he felt forced to send
Federal troops to Little Rock to carry
out the law. Even so, “Southern schools
were not desegregated until the nation
as a whole demanded it in the mid1960s.”13 Thus, the Court’s gradual
acceptance of New Deal legislation in
the 1930s and the final implementation
of Brown v. Board of Education in the
late 1960s both constantly remind the
individual justices that workable Court
decisions must eventually reflect the will
of the people.
The nine members of the Court, then,
will always differ to some extent on the
intent of the Constitution’s ratifiers; on
the nature of those “certain rights” not
specifically enumerated in the Ninth
Amendment; on whether a specified right
such as “the right of the people” to
“freedom of speech” applies to

corporations and unions as well as to
individuals; on how broadly to apply the
Fourteenth Amendment’s guarantee of
“equal protection of the law” to all. But
the justices all consider themselves
obliged to carry out the law as defined
by the Court majority; they tacitly
recognize and respect the four factors
which restrain them from making
decisions that will not work, given the
nature of American society. We can,
then, rest assured that the Court will
rarely promulgate a decision that the
American public will not sooner or later
come to support.
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When the California realist Frank
Norris lamented in 1902 that the great
epic of the American West had yet to
be written, the legendary novelist was
sure that it would be written, and would
deal not only with the particulars of
American life but also with the
experience of the nation as a whole.
Norris died unexpectedly in late 1902,
unaware that John Steinbeck, the man
who would write that epic, had just been
born.1 Steinbeck’s prizewinning classic,
The Grapes of Wrath, is today
considered one of the hundred most
influential novels in his century. The story
of the Joad family, evicted from their
Oklahoma land by its corporate owners,
portrays their hard journey to California,
where their dreams of a better life are
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betrayed by an overcrowded labor pool
and subhuman living conditions amidst
a land of abundance.
The story reflects in epic scale the
complex challenges of three major
historical events of the 1930s—the Dust
Bowl, the Great Depression, and the
growing plight of the depressed worker.
Steinbeck sensitively articulates the
struggle of a nation whose vision of itself
had been shattered. In his 1989 critical
study of The Grapes of Wrath, subtitled
Trouble in the Promised Land, Louis
Owens writes:
Behind the [novel’s] political and
historical message lies the
archetypal pattern of American
consciousness, the so-called
American myth. Behind the
preacher Casy’s eloquence lies
Emersonian Transcendentalism as
well as Steinbeck’s interest in
biology and ecology. Behind the
hunger for land expressed in both
the narrator’s and the characters’
words lies Jeffersonian
agrarianism,….Behind the exodus
from the Dust Bowl to the Eden of
California lies the inevitable human
need to believe in a new beginning,
a second chance, the possibility of
Eden rediscovered.2
This paper will show that through
the idealism, harsh realism, and social
catastrophe posed by the forces of
nature, a depressed economy, and
corporate greed, Steinbeck has tapped
into nothing less than the “End of Time”
envisioned by apocalyptic writers in the
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Throughout The Grapes
of Wrath, one can sense
apocalyptic allusions
to both recent and
ancient historical
events, to both the
Bolshevik revolution
and the Biblical
narrative. Americans
living during the
nineteen-thirties could
see the shadow of the
Apocalypse in both.
Bible. From the sacrifice of ex-preacher
Jim Casy (initials J.C.), who gave his
life for others, to Tom Joad’s growing
spirituality, the novel moves through the
travails of specific human beings to the
apocalyptic hope of humankind.
Agrarian Idealism
Westward expansion in nineteenthcentury America was fueled to a great
extent by an ideology which Henry
Nash Smith called the “myth of the
garden.” This myth was the belief that
the good life is the agrarian life and that
America’s abundant land on the frontier
would make this life possible for the
masses. In Virgin Land, Smith noted
that “the master symbol of the garden
embraced a cluster of metaphors
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expressing fecundity, growth, increase,
and blissful labor in the earth, all
centering about the heroic figure of the
idealized frontier farmer armed with that
supreme agrarian weapon, the sacred
plow.”3 From the idealized yeoman
farmer of the nation’s founding to the
1943 Rodgers and Hammerstein
musical Oklahoma! Americans have
drawn comfort and inspiration from the
land. The popular musical praised the
new territory of its title as offering “plenty
of air and plenty of room…, plenty of
heart and plenty of hope,” ending with
an enthusiastic endorsement of the myth
of the garden:
We know we belong to the land,
And the land we belong to is grand.
The Oklahoma farm people in The
Grapes of Wrath find life to be quite
different from the idealized version in
the musical. They love the land and
appreciate what it has to offer, but they
cannot make a living from farming land
that is too arid to be cultivated. Muley
Graves, a neighboring farmer, confesses
to Tom Joad:
“Well, you know I ain’t a fool. I
know this land ain’t much good.
Never was much good ‘cept for
grazin’. Never should a broke her
up. An’ now she’s cottoned damn
near to death. If only they didn’t tell
me I got to get off, why I’d prob’lv
be in California right now…”4
The Homestead Act of 1862,
derived in part from a belief in the myth
of the garden, was flawed legislation
when applied to the western prairie.
One hundred sixty acres was insufficient
land for dry farming or grazing.
Moreover, the program allowed land
speculation and failed to offer settlers
any financial assistance. Forced to
mortgage their land to finance their
farming, they had no money to pay the
mortgage when crops failed, becoming
tenant farmers when the lenders
8

In the fourteenth chapter
of the Book
of Revelation...
the writer describes
his vision of the
coming of the lord
in judgment and
redemption, with the
destruction of the old
and the beginning of
a new age.

sounds of machines…reverberate
endlessly in our literature.” The one
machine that best symbolizes the power
of this revolution, Marx adds, is the
locomotive, for its meaning “is inherent
in its physical attributes.”6 These
attributes are apparent in the locomotive
the poet Walt Whitman calls a “fiercethroated beauty,” whose ominous
power may be a law unto itself:
Thy trills of shrieks by rocks and
hills return’d,
Launch’d o’er the prairies wide,
across the lakes,
To the free skies unpent and glad
and strong.7

foreclosed on the land. In a short time,
small farms were combined by large
land companies that cultivated the
acreage with tractors that literally
pushed the tenants off the land. On the
road to California, the Joads find that
they are not alone in being dispossessed:
Pa spoke generally to the circle. “It’s
dirt hard for folks like us to tear up
an’ go. Folks like us that had our
place. We ain’t shif’less. Till we got
tractored off, we was people with
a farm.” A young thin man, with
eyebrows sunburned yellow, turned
his head slowly. “Croppin’?” he
asked. “Sure we was
sharecroppin’. Use ta own the
place.” The young man faced
forward again. “Same as us,” he
said.5
The American dream perpetuated
by a belief in the myth of the garden
created expectations in the minds of
settlers that could not be fulfilled. What
happens in The Grapes of Wrath is not
only a personal tragedy but also a
national tragedy. At another level, the
novel is about the impact of the industrial
revolution on pastoral America. In his
book, The Machine in the Garden,
Leo Marx states that “the ominous

The Harsh Reality
As an adaptation of the steam
locomotive, the original tractor even
looked like a locomotive, rendering
even more vivid Steinbeck’s description
of the Caterpillar tractors pushing the
people off the land. But unlike the
locomotive, its descendent is no longer
confined to the tracks put down before
it, but lays its own tracks where it wills,
a law unto itself. Steinbeck describes
these machines as “great crawlers
moving like insects” that
crawled over the ground, laying the
track and rolling on it and picking it
up… Snub nosed monsters, raising
the dust and sticking their snouts
into it, straight down the country,
through fences, through dooryards,
in and out of gullies in straight lines.
They did not run on the ground, but
on their own roadbeds. They
ignored hills and gulches, water
courses, fences, houses.
The man sitting in the iron seat did
not look like a man; gloved, goggled,
rubber dust mask over nose and
mouth, he was part of the monster,
a robot in the seat…8
The tractor is not evil in itself. It can be
a blessing, as the narrator observes later:

Torch Magazine

Winter 2013

Amos later speaks of
the reasons for the
wrath of God, some
very similar to the
social injustice in
Steinbeck’s novel,
accusing the people of
trampling upon the poor,
of taking bribes, and of
“turning aside the poor
in the gate.”
Is a tractor bad?… If this tractor
were ours it would be good—not
mine, but ours. If our tractor turned
the long furrows of our land, it would
be good. Not my land, but ours.
We could love that tractor then as
we have loved this land when it was
ours. But this tractor does two
things—it turns the land and it turns
us off the land… We must think
about this.9
Steinbeck warns of the dire
consequences of social and economic
injustice as “the farms grew larger and
the owners fewer…. [W]hen a majority
of the people are hungry and cold they
will take by force what they need….
[R]epression works only to strengthen
and knit the repressed.” He makes the
injustice clear as the owners destroy
surplus produce in the presence of
hungry people in order to stabilize
prices:
The people come with nets to fish
for potatoes in the river, and the
guards hold them back; they come
in rattling cars to get dumped
oranges but the kerosene is
sprayed. And they stand still and
watch the potatoes float by, listen
to the screaming pigs being killed
Torch Magazine

in a ditch and covered with
quicklime, watch the mountains of
oranges slop down to a putrefying
ooze; and in the eyes of the people
there is a growing wrath. In the souls
of the people the grapes of wrath
are filling and growing heavy,
growing heavy for the vintage.10
A Glimpse of the Apocalypse
The issues of social justice in The
Grapes of Wrath have a long history
in the Old Testament books of Isaiah,
Jeremiah, and Amos. Isaiah writes,
“Woe to them that join house to house,
that lay field to field.”(5:8) Jeremiah
speaks of a drought, comparable to that
in the novel, as a judgment of God upon
a sinful people.(14:1-6) The Book of
Amos opens with a portrayal of God’s
wrath as an arid landscape resembling
that in the opening chapter of The
Grapes of Wrath: “The Lord roars
from Zion, and utters his voice from
Jerusalem; the pastures of the shepherds
mourn, and the top of Carmel
withers.”(1:1-2) Amos later speaks of
the reasons for the wrath of God, some
very similar to the social injustice in
Steinbeck’s novel, accusing the people
of trampling upon the poor, of taking
bribes, and of “turning aside the poor
in the gate.” Because of these and other
sins, the lord will pass through the midst
of his people and there shall be “wailing
in all the vineyards.”(5:10-17, 14:1419)
The title of Steinbeck’s novel,
however, comes not from the writings
of the Old Testament prophets but from
the imagery in the apocalyptic literature
of the New Testament by way of “The
Battle Hymn of the Republic.” In the
fourteenth chapter of the Book of
Revelation, or Apocalypse, the writer
describes his vision of the coming of the
lord in judgment and redemption, with
the destruction of the old and the
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beginning of a new age:
Then I looked, and lo, a white
cloud, and seated on the cloud one like
a son of man, with a golden crown on
his head, and a sharp sickle in his
hand…. Then another angel came out
from the altar… and he called with a
loud voice to him who had the sharp
sickle, “Put in your sickle, and gather
the clusters of the vine of the earth, for
its grapes are ripe.” So the angel swung
his sickle on the earth and gathered the
vintage of the earth, and threw it into
the great wine press of the wrath of God.
(14:14-19)
This vision of the Apocalypse that
appears in the first stanza of Julia Ward
Howe’s Battle Hymn of the Republic
follows the Biblical narrative very
closely:
Mine eyes have seen the glory of
the coming of the Lord:
He is trampling out the vintage
where the grapes of wrath are
stored….
The significance of this Civil War hymn’s
apocalyptic vision to a reading of
Steinbeck’s novel comes to light in a
letter Steinbeck wrote about the hymn
to his agent, Elizabeth Otis: “I like it
because it is a march and this book is a
kind of march—because it is our own
revolutionary tradition and because in
reference to this book it has a larger
meaning.”11 It is not surprising, then, to
learn that Steinbeck insisted that the
entire first stanza of the hymn be printed
inside the cover of the book.12
Apocalyptic literature differs from
prophetic literature in its emphasis upon
deliverance.
“The righteous are in trouble,”
Frank C. Porter writes in the 1909
Hastings Dictionary of the Bible,
and “the message is that deliverance
is soon to come, and for this men
are to wait in patience and trust.”
The message of the Old Testament
9

prophets like Isaiah, Jeremiah, and
Amos, on the other hand,
emphasized judgment, not
deliverance. The line between
apocalyptic and prophetic
literature, however, is not rigid. In
the Old Testament, the transition
from prophecy to apocalypse was
“not a sudden but a gradual
transition, nor is the contrast at the
end an absolute one.” The element
of prediction is in both. “Unfilled
prophecy is the foundation upon
which the whole structure of the
apocalypse was built.”13
Throughout The Grapes of Wrath,
one can sense apocalyptic allusions to
both recent and ancient historical events,
to both the Bolshevik revolution and the
Biblical narrative. Americans living
during the nineteen-thirties could see the
shadow of the Apocalypse in both. For
some Americans, the rise of the Soviet
Union was a sign that the Apocalypse
was at hand. In the New Testament
vision of the Apocalypse, Matthew
records the words of Jesus concerning
His second coming, or parousia, at the
time of revelation (apocalypse): “And
you will hear of wars and rumors of
wars,…and there will be famines and
earthquakes in various places: all this is
but the beginning of the
sufferings.”(24:6-8) Matthew’s
depiction of the day of judgment in the
parousia stresses mankind’s obligation
to care for one another:
When the Son of man comes in his
glory,... he will separate [all the
people] from one another [and] will
say to those at his right hand,
‘Come, O blessed of my father,
inherit the kingdom prepared for
you...; for I was hungry and you
gave me food, I was thirsty and you
gave me drink, I was a stranger and
you welcomed me, I was naked and
you clothed me, I was sick, and you
10

visited me, I was in prison and you
came to me. Then the righteous will
answer him, ‘Lord, when did we
see thee hungry and feed thee, or
thirsty and give thee drink? And
when did we see thee a stranger and
welcome thee, or naked and clothe
thee? And when did we see thee
sick or in prison and visit thee?’
And the King will answer them,
“Truly I say to you, as you did it to
one of the least of these my brethren,
you did it unto me.”(25:31-45)
This social gospel is implicit in
passage after passage in the novel, but
it is explicit in the words of Tom Joad in
speaking of the deceased Jim Casy in
terms reminiscent of Emerson’s
Transcendentalism:
Tom laughed uneasily. “Well, maybe
like Casy says, a fella ain’t got a
soul of his own, but on’y a piece of
a big one-an’ then-”
“Then what, Tom?”
“Then it don’ matter. Then I’ll be
aroun’ in the dark. I’ll be
everywhere—wherever you look.
Wherever they’s a fight so hungry
people can eat, I’ll be there.
Wherever they’s a cop beatin’ up a
guy, I’ll be there. If Casy knowed,
why, I’ll be in the way guys yell when
they’re mad an’—I’ll be in the way
kids laugh when they’re hungry an’
they know supper’s ready. An’
when our folks eat the stuff they raise
an’ live in the houses they build—
why, I’ll be there. See? God. I’m
talkin’ like Casy. Comes of thinkin’
about him so much. Seems like I
can see him sometimes.”14
The Grapes of Wrath portrays
tragedy and disappointment, but also
hope. At one level of meaning, the story
of tragedy, disappointment, and hope
is the very personal story of the Joad
family. At another level, it is the story of
a nation from its beginning to the

twentieth century. At a third level, it is a
story about humanity, the earth and
God. And at all levels of meaning, as
the title suggests, is the shadow of the
Apocalypse; because the scope of these
meanings is so great, The Grapes of
Wrath can best be described as an epic
in the shadow of the Apocalypse.
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“Our genes can predispose us to
believe. But they don’t tell us what to
believe in. Our faith is part of our cultural
heritage, and some of the beliefs in any
religion evolve over time.”1
Introduction
Religious beliefs are important to us
because they provide a philosophical
framework for our lives, and may
promise a life after death. Religious
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scriptures, often regarded as the principal
sources of moral and ethical values for
individuals and societies, emphasize
beliefs common to general spirituality
and all religions, particularly Judaism,
Christianity, and Islam. These three
religions have enduring cultural traditions
and a belief in the same supernatural
personal god that supposedly assists the
faithful in response to prayers. For some
people the proof of the biblical creator
god is seen in the beauty and intricacy
of nature and the awe-inspiring
immensity of the cosmos. They believe
that the same god also provides love and
protection to humans. In the absence of
scientific evidence of a creator god, this
paper will nevertheless examine what
have been considered his origins and
personal attributes.
Historically, each religion must have
had its origin as an experience of an
individual or of a group of like-minded
people which was interpreted as an
important message from a supernatural
power. For those of us who have
received religious training, our faith may
have grown with further study, or it may
have become unconvincing. In both the
origination of a religion or the acceptance
of an old religion, the brain is very much
involved. So to what degree is religious
belief attributable to the brain’s
receptivity or creativity?
Religious Texts
Children are taught the biblical
miracles as true stories providing
evidence of the power of the JudeoChristian God. Yet surprisingly, Christian
scholar Hans Küng writes that in our
scientific age of verifiable facts, these
stories should not be understood as true
historical events.2 Indeed, if the miracle
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stories were created to deliberately
delude and deceive unsuspecting
innocents, we might ask if any of the
biblical accounts are reliable. Einstein
believed that the cosmos functions
according to a very precise set of
physical laws which cannot be changed
to perform miracles in response to
human or divine wishes.3 Both orthodox
Jews and fundamentalist Christians
believe that the Torah is inspired
scripture, representing the very words
of Yahweh. Conversely, recent scholarly
analyses of the language and writing
styles of Hebrew texts reveal that there
were several authors with different
backgrounds who recorded these oral
traditions.4 Furthermore, our knowledge
of geology, biology, and cosmology
powerfully contradicts the two differing
creation stories in the first two chapters
of Genesis. Analyses of contradictory
biblical accounts of God’s biblical acts
using logic and reason reveal a moral
inconsistency.5
The long list of sufferings of
Yahweh’s ‘chosen people,’ including
those affected by the genocidal
Holocaust of the 1940s, does not inspire
confidence in the reality of a personal,
helpful Hebrew god. So perhaps
Yahweh was conveniently created by the
Hebrews as a tribal, personal god
promoting societal cohesion and
justifying their biblically recorded
genocidal conquests. Similarly, the
Christians belief that Jesus was crucified
and was bodily resurrected from a singleburial tomb on the third day, later
ascending to heaven to join his spiritual
father, is a New Testament account by
later second century Christian writers
espousing the Holy Trinity, not made
official church doctrine until Jesus’
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divinity was formally decided in 325 CE
by a majority of bishops attending
Emperor Constantine’s Council of
Nicaea. The discovery in 1980 of a
family tomb in a suburb of Jerusalem,
however, suggests that Jesus was
entombed with several relatives.6 The
tomb contained ten ossuaries, six of
which bore the inscriptions “Jesus, son
of Joseph,” “Maria,” his mother,
“Mariamne” (Mary Magdalene), thought
to be Jesus’ wife because of different
maternal DNA, “Judah,” perhaps their
son, two brothers, “Jos’e” and “James,
the son of Joseph,” and a Matthew
perhaps related to Maria. The probability
of this group’s being Jesus’ family is
considered greater than six hundred to
one.
Jesus must have been highly regarded
as a social activist whose reputation may
have increased greatly after his death,
making him a legend. The early church
appears to have endowed him with the
pre-Christian gnostic attributes derived
from the mythical Horus (Iusu) of the
early Egyptian religion.7 Horus was the
only son of the sun god Ra (Osiris), and
Iusaas (Isis) who was Ra’s sister and
wife. Horus had a virgin birth and as the
moon god, was ‘resurrected’ three days
after his death at the end of each lunar
cycle. Most importantly, Horus spoke for
his father with whom he was equal and
interchangeable. Jesus’ moral teachings
are valuable but not original. His divinity
and claims of an almighty father God are
plagiarized Egyptian mythology made
literal and enforced by Roman rule.8
The holy text of Islam, the Koran, is
believed to be a “transcript of the eternal
book in Our (Allah’s) keeping, sublime
and full of wisdom” (surah 43:1). It was
revealed to forty-year-old Prophet
Muhammad by the Angel Gabriel over
a period of twenty-two years. Received
as revelations during solitary retreats, the
words were memorized and later
recorded by others since Muhammad
was illiterate. Muhammad was
impressed with the monotheism of
12

Judaism and Christianity, but he accused
the Jews of corrupting God’s
commandments, and criticized the
Christians for their idolatry of Jesus
instead of God.9 The texts of all three
Abrahamic religions owe their origin to
earlier mythological traditions and to
human creativity rather than to
communications from a divine power.
The human need for a spiritual or religious
belief is still strong, so what factors may
contribute to our human desire for a
protective power that is beyond our
understanding?
A Family Life Religion
Young children readily acquire
language skills, new information and
loyalties, but they lack knowledge, so that
new ideas are learned without a full
understanding.10 For this reason they are
vulnerable to misinformation such as that
about the reality of Santa Claus and the
Tooth Fairy. Usually, children are
introduced to the religious beliefs and
practices of their parents by the age of
three years. They may sit with their
parents in the church or synagogue, so
that the religious service becomes an
extension of family life and family love.
This is a subtle but very significant
process of association with religious
practices from which some youths and
adults may never want to free
themselves and reevaluate their beliefs
objectively. For Christian children, the
early family introduction may be
followed by a more formal instruction in
religious beliefs in preparation for first
communion and later confirmation.
These events are arranged strategically
for children at the impressionable ages
of eight and fourteen years. Children
welcome these ceremonies as significant
stages in growing up with their friends;
such occasions are often accompanied
by an impressive family gathering to
celebrate the religious accomplishment.
Parents have the best intentions for
their children and initiating them into the
parents’ religion helps confirm for the

parents the correctness of their religious
beliefs, but it seems doubtful that the
religious doctrines are being fully
understood and seriously accepted by
children. By following their parents’
wishes, children continue to earn
recognition, support, and parental love.
The slow transfer of the feelings of love
and protection to an unseen and
mysterious god is too abstract for eightyear-old children. Instead they accept
the teaching on trust that their parents
and other teachers know what is true.
Quite unjustly, God is given the attributes
of an attentive, patient, protective, strict
but loving parent. In my view, parental
love becomes God, rather than as the
Bible exhorts, that God is love. The
dogma that ‘God is love’ is unproven and
must have been copied from the human
family experience.
The Parent God in the Subconscious
A surprising source of spiritual or
religious belief is the hypothesis of the
“parent god.” Professor Mel Faber
extended the earlier views of Freud that
young babies are conscious of being fed,
cared for, embraced lovingly, and
protected by large forces beyond their
understanding. Memories of these
experiences, reinforced by later
memories of family love during childhood,
may be retained subconsciously into adult
life. This hypothesis helps explain why
adults may have a religious or spiritual
feeling that ultimately there must be a
sympathetic source of justice. Convinced
that the unconscious or subconscious
mind was the source of religious
feelings, Freud felt that the helplessness
of infants and young children arose from
their need for protection through love,
and that the projection of this need led
to the creation of a God or gods.11 He
also believed that some experiences prior
to the age of eight may be lost from the
conscious mind (infantile amnesia) but
remain as influential memories in the
subconscious mind.12
Evidence of a subconscious memory
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has been shown experimentally where
subjects are given brief exposures of less
than fifty milliseconds to an image on a
monitor. Many subjects know the
message but are unaware of having seen
it. The thalamus appears to be the part
of the brain that directs subconscious
stimuli to the frontal cortex and other
parts of the brain which decide from
archived memories whether or not to
inform the conscious mind for action.13
Some researchers believe that the
subconscious mind organizes much of
our conscious life, including repetitive
physical activities and creative thought
processes. Reaching the subconscious
mind without alerting the conscious mind
is the technique used in subliminal
auditory and visual advertising.
The significant involvement of the
subconscious mind in our daily lives
supports the concept of the parent god.
Children and adults may have a
subconscious memory of the unknown
forces that sustained them as young
babies. This allows them to accept
religious myths or aspects of spirituality.
Furthermore, some adults defend their
religious beliefs very forcefully perhaps
because of their strong subconscious
emotional memories of family love and
religious practices in early life. For them,
denying their family’s religion is
equivalent to abandoning their childhood
feelings of identity, love, and protection.
It is possible that the subconscious mind
orchestrates this denial to protect the
individual.
The Spirituality Gene
Several authors have speculated
that over millennia there may have been
a selective advantage for people with
considerate rather than belligerent
personalities. Dean Hamer has
suggested that religious practices are a
beneficial means of reaching a personal
spiritual state in which people feel a
respect for nature and a compassion and
empathy for their neighbors. This
enabled them to live harmoniously in
Torch Magazine

large communities. Hamer has identified
the VMAT2 gene that codes for the
production of monoamines that create
transcendent emotional feelings. He
calls it the God gene. However, this is a
spiritual god rather than a biblical god,
and it does not imply receptiveness to
divine communications. Rather it is a
state of personal well-being.14 A recent
study measuring the brain activity of
meditating Buddhists monks and
Franciscan nuns using a radioisotope and
a SPECT detector showed a marked
reduction of activity in the parietal lobes
and an increased activity of the prefrontal
cortex. While meditating, the subjects lost
their feelings of space and time. The
monks reported a feeling of being part
of the universe, whereas the nuns felt
that they had been in the presence of
God. These researchers promote
meditation as a means of developing
feelings of peace, compassion, and
empathy which for some religious
people resembles their feelings about the
biblical God.15 Similar research using
MRI and EEG methods showed that
during religious experiences several parts
of the brain were involved including the
parietal lobe, the temporal lobe, and the
prefrontal cortex. That study concluded
that there was no single ‘God spot’. The
‘God’ discussed by these researchers
refers to a personal mental state of
euphoria.16
Another, more extreme out-of-body
experience occurs during a near-death
experience. Some survivors report
traveling through a brightly-lit tunnel with
a feeling of great calm, meeting relatives
and friends dressed in white garments.
This experience is similar for people
from different cultures and religions.
Survivors usually have a dramatically
changed philosophy, and become more
caring and compassionate. Tom Harpur
regards this phenomenon as a possible
glimpse of the life after death, going well
beyond the more cautious conclusion
reached by Raymond Moody thirty-five
years earlier.17 In medical terms, the
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condition might result from an oxygen
deficiency in the brain that is more severe
than that associated with meditation. Our
early ancestors must have had many
experiences gained through meditation,
near death experience, food deprivation,
or the use of hallucinogenic plants.18
Such experiences may have given the
ancient Egyptians the conviction of
having experienced god and an afterlife.
The Bicameral Mind
Our brain consists of the left and
right hemispheres connected by the
corpus callosum. The left side manages
language, organization, and reasoning,
while the right side is better suited to
artistic skills, intuition, and the memory
of emotional experiences.19 Language
skills are learned easily by young children
and this is combined with a creative
ability. Reasoning develops later in the
frontal lobes as the child accumulates
more knowledge. The child’s religious
beliefs, associated emotionally with
family love and protection, probably
accumulate in the right hemisphere. This
occurs before the left hemisphere has
developed sufficient reasoning ability. If
the emotional memories are very strong,
the young adult may be unable to use
reason to objectively examine the
correctness of religious dogma. The
subconscious mind appears to decide
that the memories of family love
associated with religious training, must
take precedence. For this reason, says
Harvard’s humanist chaplain Greg
Epstein, it is imperative to teach children
secular humanism and a love for other
people rather than a belief in a mystical
and unproven god.20
Thirty-five years ago, Julian Jaynes
noted a bicameral mind trait in ancient
people that has since been lost. A careful
reading of Homer’s Iliad displayed the
main characters’ belief that they received
directions from gods rather than from
their own conscious reasoning. These
messages may have arisen in the
intuitive right hemisphere and were
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perceived in the left hemisphere as
voices calling them to action.21 The Book
of Samuel (1 Samuel 3) reports that
Samuel heard God calling to him. In a
similar manner Muhammad believed that
he was hearing messages from Allah.
Other religious figures have testified to
similar but lesser revelations that were
probably temporary malfunctions of the
brain, interpreted as divine
communications. Modern drugs have
been shown to reduce the frequency and
severity of epileptic attacks.22
Conclusion
During the last fifty years,
neurological and psychological
researchers have provided surprising
insights into the functioning of the human
brain. When we look at spirituality and
various religions, we should wonder to
what extent revelations, hallucinations,
near death experiences, starvation, and
drug use led people to create these
beliefs. The Egyptian mystery religion
of the sun god originated about 4,000
BCE or earlier and was probably the
model for the many later Mesopotamian
mythological religions including
Christianity. Abrahamic religious texts
should be regarded with great suspicion
because of the theological bias of the
authors and the political environment in
which the texts were written. Many texts
should be seen as allegorical rather than
literal. Also they probably give
exaggerated accounts in the ancient
tradition of storytelling and drama
enactment.
The human need for a religious or
spiritual belief that provides protection
may be quite natural. Adults worry about
the threat of forces beyond their control.
This feeling of helplessness may very
well have stemmed from a person’s
subconscious memory of their protected
life during babyhood and early childhood,
a period when their parents assisted them
like gods. In the understandable human
search for a similar source of love and
protection, the biblical God appears to
14

be no more than a mirror image of
parental love. Children are unable to
reason the truth of theological dogma,
so the Abrahamic religions are
perpetuated as an emotional experience
of parental love rather than of a verified
theology. Religions are of value for their
humanitarian aspects, and because they
may elicit a spiritual, personal
transcendence.
Humanitarian
approaches should be more strongly
emphasized while the mythological and
allegorical aspects of religions should be
minimized as much as possible.
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Cussing: Its Uses and Abuses
Tell your mother to bring a bar of soap!
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“Now Gol Darn it to heck; I fudged
up again!” These words just don’t have
the same force as “God damn it to hell;
I fucked up again.” As the linguist Ruth
Wajnryb notes, in her book Expletive
Deleted: A Good Look at Bad
Language, swear words usually have
two functions: they are used cathartically
to express negative emotions like anger,
pain, or dismay, and/or they are used
to irritate or offend. The cathartic use
does not require an audience, but the
intention to harm someone obviously
Torch Magazine

Sometimes slurs are
used with such
innocence that the only
sane response is
cleansing laughter. In
one of Doonesbury’s
cartoons years ago, a
white child sitting next
to a black child on the
bus calls the black kid
a “honky.”
does. You are not likely to euphemize,
or substitute soft words for hard ones,
if you are alone; but you might use
euphemisms for four-letter words if you
think your audience would blanch at the
raw words. The very term “four-letter
words” is a euphemism for cursing.
Euphemisms, depending on your point
of view, are either prudent or cowardly.
They are prudent if you think your
audience will be offended by the cuss
words, but cowardly if the euphemism
calls more attention to itself than the
original cuss word.1
This paper will explore the many
uses and abuses of cuss words and make
some distinctions among some closely
related types of offensive words, such
as cursing, swearing, oath-taking,
calumny, castigation, profanity,
obscenity, blasphemy, scatology,
vulgarity, invective, vituperation, taboo
words, and insults. Let’s understand
cussing to mean the expression of
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negative feelings through profanity, or,
more informally, the use of so-called
“bad” words to injure, harm, blame, or
denounce someone. I think it will be
easier to understand what cussing is by
distinguishing it from other related forms
of offensive language.
What Cussing Is Not
Invective is language that
denounces, illustrated by the Oxford
English Dictionary with “His invective
against his enemies included phrases like
‘slimy bastard.” Vituperation, a little
different from invective, is characterized
by blame or censure. “I’ll kill the guy
who insulted my mother” is vituperative
language. Cursing is not always a
synonym for cussing because a curse
can be a religious term signifying
ecclesiastical censure, or a supernatural
power’s way of allotting divine
retribution. You can’t always substitute
the word “swear” for “cuss” because
swearing sometimes refers to words one
uses to promise, by means of an oath,
allegiance to a god or other sacred
person or thing. Ordinary cussing simply
can’t compete with sincere swearing in
this religious sense.
The word “oath” is just as
ambiguous as the word “swear”
because you can take a solemn oath to
serve a higher power, but in a much
different sense you can also use derisive
oaths to curse someone. Oaths in a
religious or legal sense are more than
serious; they are solemn and sometimes
sacred pledges that you will act
truthfully. That is why one has to take
an oath “to speak the truth, and nothing
but the truth, so help you God.” in
courtrooms. Swearing falsely in a
15

courtroom is a criminal act. If you
believe in God but take the Lord’s name
in vain, you don’t simply swear falsely:
you blaspheme. Blasphemy also refers
to speaking irreverently of anything
supposed to be sacred. Technically,
atheists cannot blaspheme because they
do not attribute divine power to the
being or power they curse, but this has
never stopped true believers from telling
the blasphemer he’s going to hell. You
can sometimes use profanity without
cussing because profanity is closer to
blasphemy than to cussing: you are
profane if you show contempt for
sacred things. But there is also a neutral
meaning of profanity: sometimes the
profane is just a synonym for secular,
meaning anything that is not religious.
Calumny is most often a legal term
meaning the act of slandering, defaming,
or making false charges against
someone. Calumny is harsher than
castigation, because if you castigate
people you only criticize them severely.
The obscene often refers to sexually
offensive or lewd words or deeds, but
you can also be obscene if you do or
say anything that is regarded as morally
repugnant. In law, the word “obscenity”
usually means something that depraves
or corrupts those who read, see, or
hear the offensive content. Scatology
literally means writing about excrement,
but the word sometimes serves as a
loose synonym for obscenity. You can
certainly be scatological without cussing
because paleontologists who study
fossil excrements or coprolites are
known as scatologists. You can be
vulgar without cussing because the
word vulgar refers to that which is
common, ordinary, or popular.
Translating the Bible from Latin or
Greek into the vernacular language of
the populace gives us the Vulgate
edition of this sacred book. Although
we often use vulgarity as a synonym for
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people, for instance, assert that the
word “nigger” is so denigrating that no
use, in speech or writing, is defensible.
These bowdlerizers on the left are just
as censorious as those on the right, just
as narrow-minded in 2012 as their
Victorian ancestors in the nineteenthcentury. Arguing that the original edition
of The Adventures of Huckleberry
Finn can’t be taught today because of
the over two hundred uses of “nigger,”
Alan Gribben, the editor of a recently
revised edition, substitutes the word
“slave” or other non-offensive or less
offensive words like “Injun Joe”
instead.2 The justification is that students
and teachers will be able to more fully
discuss the subject of race in this classic
novel without the embarrassment of
reading this epithet. The counterargument is that this substitution robs
The Offensiveness of Cussing
Some cuss words are deeply the text of its authenticity and insults
offensive all by themselves, such as Twain by assuming that he himself was
racial, ethnic, religious, and sexual a racist for using the word. When
epithets. Despite their offensiveness, celebrities use slurs they get into more
some cuss words are verbally trouble than the average citizen. After
memorable. I was brought up Jewish the basketball star Kobe Bryant got
and was fortunate to seldom experience benched on a technical foul he called
anti-Semitism. My last name is the referee, Bennie Adams, a fag, an
Isaacson and I was a teenager during epithet that led NBA Commissioner,
the Eisenhower years. A fellow student David Stern, to fine Bryant $100,000.
evidently thought he was being clever Kobe half apologized but even though
when he called me “Ike the kike.” Adams is not gay the inaccurate slur was
Although the slur still stings, the part of regarded as deeply offensive. 3
me that admires picturesque and vivid Sometimes slurs are used with such
language grudgingly admires this guy’s innocence that the only sane response
verbal facility. Sometimes cuss words is cleansing laughter. In one of
are simply called “dirty words” but these Doonesbury’s cartoons years ago, a
terms are considerably less precise than white child sitting next to a black child
cuss words. It is not the words on the bus calls the black kid a “honky.”
themselves that are dirty; it is the
emotional context in which they are Cussing As Therapy
Many of us cuss because it lets off
used that seems to equate these words
with filth. It may be fun to refer to steam. A recent scientific study
someone as having a shit-eating grin but demonstrates that the physiological
changes that occur when we curse often
the literal image is disgusting.
Some slurs seem offensive have salubrious psychological effects.
regardless of context. Politically correct According to a recent article in The
cussing, this is a snobbish assumption
that the common or vulgar tongue is
necessarily rude and crude. This ain’t
necessarily so. Taboo words aren’t
necessarily cuss words, because if
something is taboo it has been put under
a social ban. There are lots of relatively
innocuous cuss words that come
nowhere near being taboo words.
However, different societies have
different ideas about what is taboo.
Years ago when I was an overnight guest
at Brigham Young University, upon
losing a bar of soap in the shower, I
said “God damn it,” only to be
vehemently rebuked by a Mormon
student in an adjacent stall warning me
that language like that was not tolerated
at his school.
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Grand Rapids Press: “Researchers at
Keele University in the U.K. observed
that swearing relieves pain.4 Subjects
in the study placed their hands in icecold water and cursed repeatedly. Then
the volunteers repeated the same
exercise, but instead of swearing, they
repeated an innocuous phrase. When
they swore, researchers observed the
subjects were able to keep their hands
submerged in the icy water longer.”
Besides the instant emotional relief of
cussing there is an enjoyable aesthetic
dimension. It is curious that when
cussing is enjoyable we often call this
language colorful, but if we are offended
by this language we call it “off-color.”
I’d much rather call someone a bull’s
pizzle than a horse’s ass but I find it
nearly impossible to be angry enough
to curse someone and remember my
Shakespeare at the same time. It is safer,
not to mention more fun, to cuss
someone out at a safe distance. Cussing
people in writing may be safer and more
effective than cussing them orally. In
fact, you may be able to formulate in
writing what you might not be able to
fashion in speech. Your enemy does not
even have to be real: imaginary enemies
are just as deserving of our contempt.
Invective is quite defensible if it has
literary status. One of the most colorful
bouts of invective in Shakespeare occurs
in Henry IV, Part 1 between the young
Prince Henry (known as Hal) and his
boon drinking companion, Falstaff, one
of the most verbally inventive cussers
in all of literature. At one point in the
play, Hal excoriates Falstaff by referring
to him as follows: “Thou clay-brained
guts, thou knotty-pated fool, thou
whoreson, obscene, greasy tallow
catch…” and Falstaff replies: ‘Sblood,
you starveling, you elfskin, you dried
neat’s tongue, you bull’s pizzle, you
stockfish! O, for breath to utter what is
like thee! You tailor’s-yard, you sheath,
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you bowcase, you vile standing tuck—
Dammit! You scarecrow, you skin of an
elf, you dried-out ox’s tongue, you bull’s
penis, you salted cod! Oh, I wish I had
enough breath to tell you all the things
you are…”5 The most frequent cuss
words—shit, piss, fuck, cunt,
cocksucker, motherfucker, and tits—
have not, despite constant repetition,
completely lost their force, as comedian
George Carlin observed.6 Carlin had
been forbidden from using these words
in a television broadcast but another
potty-mouthed comedian, Lenny Bruce,
said he was arrested for saying nine
words: “ass, balls, cocksucker, cunt,
fuck, motherfucker, piss, shit, tits.”7
Ruth Wajnryb has singled out what she
calls the “dirty dozen” of these words,
adding bitch, bastard, damn, hell, fart,
crap, and dick to five in Carlin’s list.8
Fun with the F-Word
Cussing sometimes involves a
variety of sound effects that are fun to
say which may employ hissing sibilants,
onomatopoeia, alliteration, or vivid
imagery, such as the Southernism “she
was faster than a freshly fucked fox in a
forest fire.”9 It sometimes detracts from
humor to analyze it, but this phrase is
especially funny for its potential in word
play as well as for the visual image it
conveys. The sounds in this phrase
obviously include the “f” alliteration at
the beginning of six words in this twelveword phrase, but also employ
assonance, or similar vowel sounds and
consonant sounds. Take the “f” away
and you get the not unpleasant run of
sounds: “she was aster than a reshly
ucked ox in a(n) orest ire.”
There isn’t much doubt that the fword, the most common and flexible
cuss word in English, is both very
offensive and yet also the source of
much fun and fancy. A most delightful
scholarly book, The F-Word, published
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by Random House in 1999, was edited
by a prominent lexicographer, Jesse
Sheidlower, editor of slang and other
forms of informal language for the
Random House Unabridged
Dictionary.10 The F-Word dictionary is
organized in the same way as the most
revered scholarly dictionary of English,
The Oxford English Dictionary. Each
entry in this dictionary not only has a
carefully worded definition, but its origin
is traced in published sources as far
back as possible. Different shades of
meaning for the same word are
distinguished, including how that word
may exist in different parts of speech.
Most importantly, for scholarly
purposes, each entry is supported by
chronologically arranged quotations
from published sources. These
quotations sometimes are more helpful
than the definitions in giving the reader
a clearer understanding not only of the
denotative but also the connotative
meanings of the word.
Whether it is used as a noun or a
verb, “fuck” has two basic meanings: it
is either a literal synonym for the act of
sexual intercourse or a figurative way
of saying something is quite messed up.
But the word is so flexible it can function
both as a cruel insult or delightful poetry
and all manner of uses in between these
extremes. The humorist Ray Blount, in
a foreword to the first edition of this
dictionary, takes great pains to admire
the variety of ways in which the sound
of the word fuck, either alone or in
hundreds of combining forms, easily
functions as the most all-purpose cuss
word in English. As Blount points out,
you can rhyme the word with lots of
other words that are fun to say, such as
duck, tuck, suck, muck, and so on. The
word has some utility for love-making
but even more uses in serious or playful
insults. It’s all in the context, of course.
You can use the word in a limerick, as
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for instance in this one that Blount cites:
There once was a fellow named
Chuck
Who offered a hooker a buck.
She turned him down flat,
Explaining that that
Would almost be giving a fuck.11
One reason people keep using this
word is that the hard “c” and “k” sounds
in English are found in many other words
associated with sex, such as screw,
bonk, poke, nookie, prick, cock,
schmuck, and hundreds of others. The
word can be traced back to various
German, Dutch, Swedish, or Norse
words whose meanings are associated
with thrusting and poking, not only as
synonyms for copulation. It has taken
hundreds of years for the word to be
accepted in dictionaries. But now that
we have this specialized dictionary we
can be edified as well as entertained by
such words and phrases as the adverb,
absofuckinglutely (a strong intensifier),
buddy-fuck (to betray a close friend),
bumblefuck, (a very remote place, as
in Bumfuck, Egypt), clusterfuck (a
military term meaning to congregate in
an offensive manner), dumbfuck (a
contemptibly stupid person), em-eff (
a variant of M.F., itself a form of mofo,
or motherfucker), feck (an Irish
euphemism), flying fuck (usually
preceded by go, meaning to go to hell
in a euphemistic manner), FUBAR
(military acronym for fucked up beyond
recognition), fuckable (sexually
desirable), fuckathon (a prolonged
orgy), fuck-you money (in business, a
financial windfall), futz (a foolish or
unpleasant person), GFO (military for
general fuck-off), jug-fuck (a drinking
bout), and hundreds more.
But you don’t have to use the fword to cuss with sass. Our repertoire
of cuss words is so varied that we can
disarm by inference or suggestion rather
than by a verbal tsunami. Instead of
cussing a blue streak it is often more
18

fun and effective to use innuendo as so
many Jewish insults do. Here’s one of
my favorites, which starts as a blessing,
but quickly becomes a curse: “May you
grow so rich that your widow’s second
husband never has to worry about
making a living.” Sometimes it is insulting
not to cuss. Not to swear in the military,
or on a sports team, or in prison would
mark you as a threatening outsider. But
sometimes cuss words are very
offensive, severely testing the limits of
the First Amendment. Even if you are
not the brunt of a cursing rant, innocent
bystanders may be not just shocked,
but terrorized by a fusillade of cussing.
Some months ago, I was the unwilling
witness of a woman apoplectic with
rage against a grocery store clerk who
had dared to change the order of the
grocery bags in her cart. Every one of
us within hearing wanted to duck for
cover as this woman cussed this poor
man up and down for at least five
minutes before she finally was cussed
out.
A friend of mine in his mid-eighties
told me that when he was a teenager he
once used the F-word in his mother’s
presence. Instead of commanding him
to wash out his mouth with soap (as my
mother did once), Charles’s mother
began to cry. She told Charles that this
word made her feel very sad because it
equated the act of love with filth. “You
wouldn’t be here at all, you know,
Charles,” she explained, “unless your
father and I had not cared for each other
so much that we made love. I can
assure you, Charles, that what we did
to make you was the opposite of the
word you used.” Charles told me he has
never uttered the F-word since that time
more than sixty years ago.
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George Marshall was both
soldier and statesman. First, as
soldier, he developed the strategy
which led to our victory in WWII.
A fierce defender of civilian
control over the military, he owed
his allegiance only to the
Torch Magazine

President. Then, as statesman, he
led the creation of American
foreign policy outlined in the
Marshall Plan, which saved the free
world and laid the basis for what
became known as the American
Century. He had vision; he had
leadership; he had absolute
integrity; he had the ability to
surround himself with brilliant
leaders, forging them into alliances
focused on the good of the country
and the world. Most historians
agree that only George Marshall
had the reputation, first to create,
and then to convince the American
people of the need for what became
known as the Marshall Plan. Totally
non-partisan, he never registered to
vote. When asked what his political
affiliation was, he replied that his
mother was a Democrat, his father
a Republican, and that “I, sir, am an
Episcopalian.” He refused to profit
from his fame, and had to be cajoled
into being interviewed by Forrest
Pogue for his official biography
that is a major source for this
paper.
The Man
Raised
in
Uniontown,
Pennsylvania, Marshall graduated
in 1901 from Virginia Military
Institute near the top of his class.
After his first wife and college
sweetheart died from heart disease,
he married Katherine Tupper
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The man and the plan
are intertwined. The
plan would not have
achieved its form
without the vision and
leadership of George
Marshall, and it
probably would not
have been adopted by
Congress without the
power of his reputation.
Brown in 1930, a widow with three
children. His military career
developed in various assignments,
including teaching at the Infantry
School at Fort Benning, Georgia,
where he designed new military
strategies and trained future
generals who later served under
him in WWII. He served under
General John Pershing in WWI,
becoming his aide de camp, and
was later sent to China. Back in
America, in 1932 he was given
command of several Civilian
Conservation Corps (CCC) camps,
the program under FDR which
hired unemployed young men for
vast public works projects. It was
excellent experience for Marshall
when he later had to create a
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fighting force for WWII almost
from scratch. Looking for good
generals, President Franklin
Delano Roosevelt reached down in
the ranks and pulled up Marshall, a
one star general, to be Chief of
Staff of the Army. He was sworn in
on September 1, 1939, as a fourstar general. That same day Hitler
invaded Poland.
As head of the U.S. army high
command, General Marshall had
the huge task of drafting, outfitting,
and training over eight million men
in very short order. His was also the
task of military strategy on the
battlefield, a challenge intensified
when the attack on Pearl Harbor
two years later created the
military’s biggest nightmare, a war
on two fronts. His leadership
genius was evident in two areas:
planning, and creating alliances.
With Roosevelt’s complete support
he promoted the best and the
brightest—Eisenhower, Bradley,
MacArthur, and Patton. He and the
President put together a Grand
Alliance—practically unheard of in
military history—with Churchill,
Stalin, and De Gaulle, keeping it
going throughout the war as the key
to final victory.
When Roosevelt asked General
Marshall if he wanted to command
the June 1944 invasion of
Normandy, Marshall said it was up
to the President, on the principle
that elected officials must control
the military. Roosevelt chose
Eisenhower, saying that Marshall
was vital to the war effort at home,
and that “he could not sleep at night
knowing that Marshall was out of
the country.” Aware that he was
making Eisenhower a hero for the
ages, Roosevelt later gave Marshall
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In his travels across the
country, Marshall called
on the women of the
country to help make the
final push for approval
of the plan.
a comparable reputation by
promoting him to the rank of fivestar general.
After the war, when the
Marshalls moved to their Leesburg,
Virginia, home, Dodona Manor,
Marshall’s solid reputation for
wisdom and personal integrity led
the now President Truman to
continue to call on him to serve his
country. 1 First, he was sent to
China to try to resolve the
Nationalist-Communist conflict,
an impossible task. Next, in 1947,
Truman appointed him Secretary of
State, and from that grew the
European Recovery Program, later
known as the Marshall Plan. He left
the State Department in 1949 to
head the Red Cross, and was then
appointed Secretary of Defense
from 1950 to 1951. The hot
potatoes of his tenure as Secretary
of Defense were the Korean War
and the defiance by General
MacArthur of President Truman’s
authority, which led to Truman’s
relieving him of his command.
When the President sought
Marshall’s advice on relieving
MacArthur over his desire to invade
Korea north of the thirty-eighth
parallel against the express orders
of Truman, Marshall replied—
again on principle—that as the one
in control of the military, Truman
had no choice but to relieve

MacArthur of his command.
Marshall was also Secretary of
Defense in the era of Senator
Joseph McCarthy, who vilified
Marshall in a 60,000-word
document before the U.S. Senate
in 1951, accusing him of leading a
vast conspiracy to weaken the U.S.
so that Communism could prevail.
He blamed Marshall for the “loss”
of China to Mao Tse-tung. In 1953
came the Nobel Peace Prize which
honored Marshall for his role in
the Marshall Plan and the salvation
of Europe. Marshall died in 1959
at Walter Reed Army Hospital, and
was buried with honors at Arlington
National Cemetery. As he lay dying,
Churchill went to visit him, and left
his hospital room in tears.
The Plan
At the end of WWII it became
obvious that without help the
political systems of Europe would
collapse: its industry was
destroyed; banking and financial
institutions were bankrupt; and the
people were slowly starving, both
physically and spiritually. As
Secretary of State, General
Marshall had brilliant official and
unofficial
advisors—Dean
Acheson, Charles Bohlen, George
Kennan, Averill Harriman, William
Clayton, and others—who saw the
new U.S. foreign policy as the
American moral destiny. He
insisted on honest advice from
them, declaring that he had no
personal feelings in these matters
“except for those I reserve for
Mrs. Marshall.”2 Looming from the
East was the Soviet Union, willing
to bide its time and move in after
the final collapse of Europe. It was
already doing so in Poland and
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Czechoslovakia. Also obvious was
that Congress and the American
people needed to be told about the
new threat coming from Europe.
However, the country was tired
from war and wanted only to renew
itself and “drink Coke.” So
Marshall made the decision to
accept an honorary degree from
Harvard, and to give a major speech
on June 5, 1947, indicating he
would be pleased to make a few
remarks and perhaps “a little
more.” The “little more” became
the essence of the Marshall Plan.
The Harvard talk outlined the
plight of Europe and its economic
and social chaos, and announced
the need for aid from the U.S. for
the next three to five years.
Marshall laid out an original idea
that the Europeans take the
initiative and draft a joint program
for recovery which included, if
possible, all the European nations.
Well aware of the Soviet desire to
take over as much of Europe as
they could, Marshall stated that
those countries which opposed the
plan to restore their economies
would get no aid from the U.S. The
speech was politely received in the
U.S., but the Europeans, led by the
British, then the French, jumped at
it. Foreign Secretary Ernest Bevin
of Great Britain and Foreign
Minister Georges Bidault of
France called a major conference
in Paris, inviting all the European
nations. Such collaboration was a
first for Europe, but it was a main
requirement of the plan. During the
session, Vyacheslav Molotov,
Foreign Minister of the Soviet
Union, stormed out of the meeting,
and subsequently forbade Eastern
bloc nations to participate.
Torch Magazine

The time was ripe for
cooperation within Western
Europe, but also for an East-West
divide. In late September, 1947, the
Soviet Union called a meeting of
European Communist parties in
southwest Poland. At that meeting,
the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union read a strongly anti-Western
report which said that the bosses
of Wall Street were taking the
place of Germany, Japan, and Italy
and that the Marshall Plan is the
“American Plan for the
enslavement of Europe.” It urged
all resistance to the plan, including
sabotage.3 When Churchill later
made his famous Iron Curtain
speech, the stage was set for the
Cold War. The next step was for
both the Americans and the
Europeans to quickly gather as
much information as possible on
the situation in each European
country. The major U.S. diplomatic
missions were asked to survey
economic conditions and also to
determine the likely degree of
opposition from the Soviets. The
Soviet paranoia saw the U.S. and
Europe in a conspiracy to destroy
them, also causing concern in
Western European countries such
as Greece, Italy, and France that
were struggling with home-grown
Communist parties.
While the plan was being
written by State Department
officials (some later dubbed “The
Wise Men” by journalists),
President Truman, at Marshall’s
request, sent a bill to Congress for
interim foreign aid to Europe. With
both houses of Congress
controlled by Republicans,
influenced by its strong isolationist
wing, Senator Taft of Ohio led the
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opposition to foreign aid, using the
arguments of a balanced budget and
lower taxes. However, Arthur
Vandenberg of Michigan, the leader
of the Republican Party in the
Senate, had become a staunch
convert to Marshall’s concept of
aid to war-torn Europe, agreeing
that the rebuilding of Europe was
essential to the prevention of
another war and the takeover of
Europe by the Communists.
Containment of Soviet Russia
became a cornerstone of U.S.
foreign policy and was the clincher
argument against the isolationists.
The bill for interim funding passed
December 15, 1947.
The President then sent to
Congress the proposal for the
European Recovery Program
(ERP), referring to it as the
Marshall Plan in recognition of
Marshall’s leadership and excellent
reputation in the country. He joked
to his supporters that its chances
of passage in an election year in a
Republican Congress would be
diminished if it were called the
Truman Plan. Now to sell it to the
American people. Marshall took to
the road, meeting with groups
across the country. His reputation
as a war hero, along with his
personal integrity and leadership,
filled the halls; gradually his
message began to sink in.
Beginning his campaign in the
Midwest in the heart of opposition
territory, he later commented, “I
worked on that as if I was running
for the Senate or the Presidency.
That’s what I am proud of, that part
of it… It was just a struggle from
start to finish and that’s what I am
proud of…we put it over.”4 His
message was clear and concise,
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with six major ideas based on
pragmatic idealism:
· This was a world-wide struggle
between good and evil, between
freedom and tyranny, and U.S. aid
would provide the survival of a
world in which democracy,
individual liberty, economic
stability, and peace could be
maintained.
· A groundswell of anger was
becoming a tidal wave among the
disadvantaged, and they were
turning to the Communist Party.
Modern communications such as
radio and telegraph contributed to
the groundswell.
· The Europeans themselves
must agree and cooperate in
designing a program and a
permanent
administrative
organization.
· Tax dollars were to fund the
ERP, not borrowing, and they would
be recovered by the revived trade,
freer markets, and increased global
commerce—which
indeed
happened.
· Germany must be included, and
Western Europe would be free of
Communist domination, which
then would provide national
security for the U.S.
· If any European nation voted
Communist, the U.S. would assume
they were voting not to be a part of
the ERP, and they would receive no
U.S. aid.
In his travels across the
country, Marshall called on the
women of the country to help make
the final push for approval of the
plan. Speaking to the General
Federation of Women’s Clubs in
Portland, Oregon, he focused on
the poor and disenfranchised, the
starving children and desperate
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families. In an interview with his
biographer, Forrest Pogue,
Marshall said:
I talked to the representatives
of a number of women’s
organizations about ERP. “You
will put it over,” I said, and then
I went into it. My goodness,
they went back home and they
scared Congress to death in the
next twenty-four hours. You
never saw such rapid action as I
got out of that. I said, ‘The men
will agree with me but they
won’t do a damn thing.’ This
[Federation] represented, I
think, 10,000 subsidiary little
clubs and the [leaders] went to
those and everybody went after
these [congressmen]. It was
electric, what happened, just
electric. 5
The final passage of the
Marshall Plan through Congress
was the work of many people. The
Truman administration was solidly
behind it, the State Department
under the leadership of Marshall,
Dean Acheson, and others was
effective, and Senator Vandenberg
brought the Republican Party
along. Dean Acheson, Deputy
Secretary of State after Marshall,
modestly called his own role in the
process “Present at the Creation.”6
The decision to limit the ERP to
Europe was based on the
immediacy of the European
disaster, though funding was also
provided for the rebuilding of
Japan, under the leadership of
General MacArthur. Proposed aid
for Chiang Kai-shek’s Nationalist
China developed more slowly, over
concerns that help for his weak and
corrupt regime would simply go to
waste.

Without bipartisan support, the
ERP probably would not have
passed. However, Marshall
deserves special credit for his
reputation and his warm
relationship with Vandenberg.
Indeed, Marshall once said that he
and Vandenberg could not have been
any closer if they were sitting in
each other’s laps. After the defeat
of conservative efforts in the
House to add amendments and
tinker with the form of the plan, a
compromise bill was finally passed
in the House 318-75 and in the
Senate by voice vote, and signed by
President Truman on April 3, 1948.
The bill included $5.3 billion for
seventeen Western European
countries for a twelve- month
period, plus $150 million in
military aid and more than $400
million in economic aid for China,
and an additional $275 million in
military aid for Greece and Turkey.
The aid to Europe, both loans as
well as outright grants, was
extended until 1951 for a total of
about $15 billion.7 A new American
agency, the European Cooperation
Administration, was established to
administer the program in Europe,
assessing requests from the
beneficiary
countries
and
translating the need into plans that
met the Marshall Plan standards.
The preamble to Public Law
472, The Economic Recovery Act,
already known as The Marshall
Plan, really says it all:
To promote world peace and
the general welfare, national
interest, and foreign policy of
the United States through
economic, financial, and other
measures necessary to the
maintenance of conditions
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abroad in which free
institutions may survive and
consistent
with
the
maintenance of the strength
and stability of the United
States.
U.S. ships set out immediately and
every day, for the next four years,
dozens were en route to Europe
with food, supplies, and technical
information. As we know now, this
became a forerunner of the Berlin
Airlift of 1948-49. Upon the
advice of Senator Vandenberg,
Truman appointed Paul G. Hoffman,
CEO of the Studebaker
Corporation and a prominent
figure in the business world, to
administer the plan, and assigned
Averill Harriman to carry out his
directives in Europe. Typical of
General Marshall, he stayed out of
the selection of the leaders and
their administration. He moved on
to other serious issues such as the
creation of NATO and the Korean
War, both based on our foreign
policy of containment.
The Legacy of the Marshall Plan
The main legacy of the Marshall
Plan was the restoration of
Europe’s economy, bringing the
original seventeen nations back to
their pre-war economic levels
within two years. By the rules of
the plan, the Europeans were
required to cooperate in order to
share the equipment and know-how
of the Americans, and for almost
the first time in their very long
history, they began to work
together in a fashion reminiscent
of the WWII Grand Alliance,
designed by FDR, Churchill, and
Marshall, which led to the final
victory over the Nazis. Out of this
Torch Magazine

rebirth of the European economy
grew the Common Market and the
European Union. The U.S.
economy was stimulated at the
same time as Europeans began to
buy goods and services from
America using Marshall Plan
funding. One permanent piece of
this legacy is the USAID (U.S.
Agency
for
International
Development) which promotes the
Marshall Plan vision of spreading
knowledge and equipment, and
encouraging those in need to
provide for themselves.
A second piece of the legacy
was the containment of the Soviet
expansion and the prevention of the
spread of Soviet domination.
Containment—initially the idea of
George Kennan as his major
argument for the Marshall Plan—
gave birth to NATO, the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization. The
containment policy was carried to
the extreme in the Vietnam War,
which a horrified Kennan called
the “bastard legacy.” At the same
time, the Soviets demanded money
and equipment in reparation from
East Germany and other eastern
bloc countries in a sum about equal
to the Marshall Plan funding. So,
while the west built up, the Soviets
destroyed—at the same rate.
The man and the plan are
intertwined. The plan would not
have achieved its form without the
vision and leadership of George
Marshall, and it probably would not
have been adopted by Congress
without the power of his
reputation. Scholars agree that
“Marshall’s character cast a giant
historic shadow.”8 It established the
direction of American foreign
policy for the last half of the
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twentieth century, and is behind
much of our current foreign policy.
Of course he was not alone. He
enjoyed the support of two
presidents and Congress, and the
wisdom of expert advisors. But it
was General George C. Marshall
who led the U.S. to victory in
WWII and implemented the
Marshall Plan, for which he was
fittingly awarded the Nobel Peace
Prize.
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Life can only be understood
backwards; but it must be lived
forwards. — Søren Kierkegaard
Most European Jews in the 1930s
and 1940s experienced what is now
known as the Holocaust; the majority
did not survive. Their “ultimate fate”
varied considerably, depending on
where they lived, their opportunity to
emigrate or go into hiding, and their ties
to the gentile community. This paper
deals with the connection between
Munich, Germany’s third-largest city,
and three Jewish women who once
lived there—Miriam, Malvine, and
Helene—all born about 1880. Miriam
came there as a young mother, Malvine
as a teenager, and Helene as a young
bride. I am connected to all three of
these women: Miriam was my maternal
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grandmother, Malvine my paternal great festive anniversary celebration, carefree
aunt, and Helene my paternal and joyous in a surviving photo.
Undoubtedly there was talk about the
grandmother.
ruling Nazis, and of the ever-present
anti-semitism familiar to most German
Miriam
Miriam was born in 1880 in Jews. Then, in September 1935, the
Jaroslau, Poland, in a region known as Nuremberg Laws stripped Jews of their
Galicia, which had a large Jewish citizenship rights. Jewish emigration
population. The daughter of merchants, from Germany rose again, having
Miriam was part of a large extended declined after the initial panic flight in
family, including an older cousin, Sarah, 1933. Many German Jews agonized
who would play a significant part in her over how to escape Nazism. Joachim
life. In 1908 she and her husband had a sister who had emigrated to
Chaim, along with their son Max, Newark, New Jersey, forty years
emigrated to Munich in search of earlier, and perhaps it was time for his
economic opportunity away from the immediate family to leave Germany too.
threat of anti-Jewish riots, or pogroms, In July 1937, Joachim traveled alone
in nearby Russia. Her cousin Sarah and to visit his sister. In fact, a Newark
her husband had moved to the same area newspaper published a picture of their
and ran a clothing store in Bad Toelz (a reunion. Nevertheless, Joachim decided
charming Alpine village south of Munich against leaving Germany at this time.
with only a tiny Jewish population and
no synagogue, but boasting a fine hotel Malvine
Malvine, the second woman of this
that served kosher food). Miriam and
Chaim opened a similar store in Munich, story, was born in Rethe, in western
enjoying success and welcoming their Hungary. Although they were a
daughter Fanni into the world. Even traditional Jewish family, her father, a
though Chaim changed his name to textile merchant, identified himself as
Joachim, he and Miriam continued to Austrian rather than Hungarian,
maintain their Jewish identity and to pass speaking German in the home as they
that heritage on to their children. Life moved first to Vienna—where Malvine
for Miriam and Joachim in Munich was spent her formative years—and then to
very pleasant. Their business interests Munich, home to some 10,000 Jews,
prospered, their daughter attended the where Malvine and her older brother,
University of Munich, and their children Moritz, enjoyed better educational
had many friends in the sophisticated opportunities. Malvine eventually
Bavarian city. Sarah apparently became a professor at the University
celebrated her fiftieth wedding of Munich, while Moritz launched his
anniversary at that Bad Toelz hotel in career as a commercial artist. Malvine’s
1934. Many members of Sarah’s marriage to a gentile Austrian artist, Otto,
extended family gathered to observe this produced no children; Otto died in the
Torch Magazine
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1930s of natural causes.
Helene
Helene, the third woman in this
story, was born in Frankfurt, then—as
now—Germany’s financial center.
Helene’s father, a banker, provided
Helene and her two brothers and sisters
with a very comfortable childhood. The
family belonged to the Liberal branch
of Judaism, developed in Frankfurt in
the nineteenth century. At the age of
twenty-five, Helene married Malvine’s
brother Moritz, the commercial artist
from Munich, and in 1907 she gave birth
to their only child, a son they named
Fritz (my father), whose marriage thirty
years later in 1936 to Miriam and
Joachim’s daughter Fanni (my mother)
in Munich provided a final moment of
joy before the onslaught of tragedy .
Helene and Moritz’s comfortable life in
Munich was interrupted by World War
I when Moritz was required to serve in
the Austrian Army, even though he was
then living in Munich. Events sometimes
can have long-term unforeseen and
significant consequences. On
November 11, 1918, Helene’s
youngest sister Else lost her German
soldier fiancé in the final surge of Allied
fighting. Else’s subsequent marriage in
the 1920s to Hans, a non-Jew, came
to determine Helene’s fate some
twenty-five years later.
The Night of Broken Glass
The situation of the Jews in Germany
deteriorated sharply in the fall of 1938.
A group of Polish Jews, stripped of their
possessions, was deported from
Germany to Poland, left at the border
in a dreadful condition because the
Polish government would not accept
them. On November 6, 1938, Hershel
Grynzpan, the son of one of the
deportees, shot and killed a German
embassy offical in Paris. Three nights
later, on November 9, while the top
Torch Magazine

was that about ninety-one Jews were
murdered that evening, but it is likely
This visit to Central
that 2,000-2,500 deaths were directly
or indirectly attributable to the events
Europe, ostensibly
of Kristallnacht.1
prompted by
The world press was not silent
genealogical curiosity, about the events in Germany and
during this fateful night. The
made me considerably Austria
New York Times even published an
more aware of my
article about the murder of Joachim on
the front page of its November 13,
family’s history—
1938 edition. Unfortunately the moral
especially my German- outrage expressed over Kristallnacht
did not continue in the press or
Jewish heritage.
elsewhere as the Holocaust unfolded.
Some historians cite Kristallnacht as
Nazi leaders were in Munich to the beginning of the Holocaust.
commemorate their unsuccsesful beer
hall uprising or putsch of 1923, Hitler Three Jewish Widows Stranded in
left the meeting without giving his Munich
customary speech; instead Goebbels,
In the fall of 1939, as World War
the propoganda minister, remarked that II began, Miriam’s daughter Fanni and
if the Paris assassination provoked riots Helene’s son Fritz (my parents) were
against the country’s Jewish population, able to leave Germany. But Miriam,
nothing ought to be done to control the Malvine, and Helene were three Jewish
“righteous anger” of the rioters. Such widows remaining in Munich where
riots did, in fact, begin shortly thereafter. their future looked grim. Miriam may
Miriam, Joachim, and their son Max have sought help from her cousin
were coming home from a movie that Sarah’s family, but the latter’s situation
evening. While their son parked the car, was also desperate. As Polish Jews
Miriam and Joachim entered their living in Germany, they were classified
apartment, only to find five of the rioters as the lowest sub-humans, or
waiting for them. They beat Miriam and Untermenschen. One of Sarah’s sons
shot and killed Joachim. The rioter who would perish in Sachsenhausen
killed Joachim would later claim that it concentration camp in January 1940,
was accidental, but the forensic and another would die at Dachau in
evidence showed that the bullet entered January 1941. By the summer of 1941,
the victim just above the bridge of his there were about three to four thousand
nose. That horrible night in Germany Jews left in Munich out of the original
would become known as “the night of ten thousand. On November 16, 1941,
broken glass,” or Kristallnacht, Miriam wrote her last will and testament
because the storm troopers shattered at the Milbertshofen train station, the
the windows of about 7,500 Jewish collection point for Jews in Munich,
stores. They also damaged or probably giving the document to Helene.
destroyed nearly all of the 200 German A few days later Miriam, together with
synagogues, while the police arrested 1000 other Jewish residents of Munich,
30,000 Jewish men and took them to would be forced to board a train for an
Dachau and other concentration camps. unknown destination in the east.
The official Nazi government estimate
As 1942 dawned, the horror for the
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Jews of Europe would reach
unimaginable levels. Most of Munich’s
remaing Jews would be sent to
Theresienstadt (Terezin), a town in
German-occupied Czechoslovakia.
This so-called model camp was a
cynical attempt by the Nazis to show
the outside world that relocated Jews
were leading happy and productive
lives. The reality of Theresienstadt was
either death through hunger and disease
or deportation to the nearby death
camp at Auschwitz on former Polish
soil. Miriam’s cousin Sarah and her
husband would perish at Theresienstadt,
while Sarah’s teenage granddaughter
and grandson would perish in the death
camps. When the Nazis came for
Malvine in the summer of 1942, her
brother couldn’t help her because he
had fled to France, where he later died
under unknown circumstances, while his
wife and son had been deported to
perish in Minsk. After the Nazis
auctioned off her collection of paintings,
they deported Malvine to die at or en
route to Theresienstadt.
The last widow, Helene, was first
sent to Dachau in late 1941 or early
1942. However, her sister Else, who
was not interned, was able to pass food
clandestinely through the fence at
Dachau, enabling Helene to survive and
subsequently be deported to Budapest,
where she stayed with relatives of her
deceased husband Moritz. The Jews of
Hungary were still relatively safe, but
this changed in March 1944 when the
Germans invaded the country and sent
most of its Jews to Auschwitz or other
death camps. The Jews of Budapest
were more fortunate, however, with
many—including Helene—surviving
until January 1945, when the Russian
Army liberated the city. Having survived
evil on both sides of her journey from
Munich to Budapest, the sixty-fouryear-old Helene was determined to
embrace life, moving to Paris, and then
26

closely, I might have thought it odd that
Malvine, who actually was born in
That horrible night in Hungary, was not deported there as
Helene had been. Helene’s visits to
Germany would
in the 1950s to see her sisters
become known as “the Europe
in Sweden and in Munich gave her the
night of broken glass,” chance to relive some of what she had
known in the past before she died in
or Kristallnacht,
1960 and was buried in Munich beside
because the storm
her husband, Moritz, who had died a
troopers shattered the natural death in the 1930s. In that same
year, at the age of sixteen, I
windows of about
accompanied my mother on a visit to
Munich and met Helene’s youngest
7,500 Jewish stores.
sister, Else, and her husband, Hans.
Hans was not Jewish and my mother
told me he had been either a civilian pilot
on to Pennsylvania, settling in the or associated with the German Air
Wyoming Valley for the next fourteen Force during World War I. This meant
years to help my widowed mother raise nothing to me at the time, and I just put
me and my brother.
it in the back of my memory.
Unlike most German Jews who
remained behind during those dark Discoveries after Four Decades
years, neither my mother nor my
In 1997 I came across an
grandmother Helene had seen the death interesting article in the London Daily
camps, and didn’t talk much about what Telegraph on people of partial Jewish
they had seen happening around them. background who had served in the
Helene’s parents, one sibling, and her German military during World War II.
husband had died before the Nazi era, This was not a subject on which much
while a brother and her son (my father) Holocaust research had been done up
escaped to the USA in 1939, one sister to that point. However, Jewish
escaped to Sweden, and another sister assimilation in Germany was quite
survived in Munich during the war. Thus common. What was surprising about
I did not see the scars often noted by the article was the high military rank
children of survivors. Before my mother attained by some of these Mischlinge
died in 1973, she never talked about (half breed). Of course most of them,
what happened to her father; the only like German Air Force Chief and future
thing I remember her saying about her German Chancellor Helmut Schmidt
mother was that “her last whereabouts (who had a Jewish grandfather), had not
are known only to God.” Although she been raised as Jews. Likewise, Erhard
possessed Miriam’s will, she never Milch, chief of the German Air Force in
knew, and likely didn’t want to know, World War II, founder of Lufthansa
what eventually had happened to her Airlines in the 1920s, a personal friend
mother.
of Goering, and later convicted of war
As for Helene, I had always crimes at Nuremberg, had a Jewish
attributed her survival during the father. Most remarkable in the article
Holocaust to luck, pragmatism, and the was the note that Goering protected the
fact that her husband had been born in Jewish wives of his fliers—a comment
Hungary. Had I thought about it more that recalled my mother’s comment forty
Torch Magazine
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years earlier that Helene’s brother-inlaw had been a flier in World War I. If
that’s why Helene survived, her fate had
indeed been altered by the bullet that
killed her sister’s fiancé on the last day
of World War I. Possibly her husband,
Hans, had saved his sister-in-law.
That summer of 1997, seeking to
validate what I had seen on the Internet,
I wrote a letter about my family history
to the National Holocaust Museum in
Washington, aware of publicity about
attempts to recover looted assets from
World War II, including gold, Swiss
bank accounts, insurance policies, and
works of art. Many of these recovery
efforts were initiated in the United
States and got a sympathetic hearing
from the Clinton Administration, but
soon took on an international character.
When the names of insurance policy
holders from World War II were listed
on the Internet, I thought I saw my
parents and grandparents listed and
filed a claim. The only insurance policy
that could be validated was one taken
out by my paternal grandfather, Moritz
in the 1920s, who died in 1935 of a
heart attack. Despite the Holocaust Era
Insurance Commission’s ruling that no
payments would be made for persons
who died between 1933 and 1938
unless it could be proved they were
harassed by the Nazis, I submitted a
document that supported the normal
pre-Holocaust death, citing my father’s
statement that he was “grateful for the
divine providence that prevented
Moritz from witnessing the breakdown
in human morals and decency.” The
nominal payment I received, which I
used for my younger daughter’s college
education, gave me the satisfaction of
knowing that a legacy from my parents
and grandparents would directly help
one of their descendants. When I filed
the claim for my maternal grandfather
Joachim, I recalled the prophetic
comment by the local Nazi Gauleiter
Torch Magazine

in November 1938 that “one Polish Jew
[my grandfather] who could not hold
his tongue had been killed.” I recall my
mother, seeing a film clip of Goebbels,
showing an unaccustomed look of hate
and anger, though I later found proof in
his diaries that he was only following
Hitler’s orders in promoting the riots that
killed her father.
The Nazis were not only the world’s
worst mass murderers; they were bigtime thieves. Hitler and Goering had a
special passion for acquiring works of
art. When the Germans occupied Paris
during the summer of 1940, Goering’s
Air Force staff was concerned that he
was too busy looking for Frenchowned art works to pay attention to the
Battle of Britain. American state and
federal commissions, as well as
international ones, were formed to look
into looted art from the World War II
era. Because my mother had filed a
restitution claim on Malvine’s behalf
about fifty years earlier and recovered
three poor quality paintings by Malvine’s
husband Otto, and in the light of
extensive publicity about the restitution
of looted art, I filed a claim with one of
the commissions, but had no
documentation or photos of paintings
owned by Malvine. My efforts with the
commission were unsuccessful.
Lessons Learned in a Recent Trip
During a trip to Munich in 2005,
my wife and I attended Friday night
services at the synagogue at 27
Reichenbach Strasse, which had
miraculously survived destruction
because of its proximity to other
buildings. It was a very moving service
for me as I thought about the members
of my family who had once prayed in
Munich. I treasured my visit to the grave
of my grandmother Helene, who was
buried beside her husband Moritz and
his parents—who were also Malvine’s
parents. Remembering Helene’s sister

Winter 2013

Else, I thought how precious sibling
loyalty is in times of adversity. While
touring in Munich, my wife and I spotted
in a Jewish bookstore a book about
Munich’s “Kristallnacht” that provided
details about the murder of Joachim and
the tragic fate of his wife Miriam. She
and the thousand other Jewish residents
from Munich boarded the train at
Milbershofen station and were
murdered five days later on November
25, 1941, at the Ninth Fort outside
Kaunus, Lithuania. We also took a oneday side trip to Salzburg, where a
branch of Vienna’s Dortheum Auction
House was said to have sold a painting
by Malvine’s husband. Returning home,
I looked at a picture of it on the Internet
and could only wonder if that painting
had once graced Malvine’s home.
This visit to Central Europe,
ostensibly prompted by genealogical
curiosity, made me considerably more
aware of my family’s history—especially
my German-Jewish heritage. People I
had known through the sketchy
recollections of previous generations or
through old photographs became far
more real. Moreover, my
comprehension of that often
incomprehensible event—the
Holocaust—increased as I examined its
diverse effects on the lives of the three
Jewish women of Munich.
Notes
1. Andreas Heusler and Tobias
Weger.
“Kristallnacht”
Gewaltgegan die Munchner Juden
im November 1938. Munich:
Buchendorfer Verlag, 1998.
2. Bryan Rigg. Hitler’s Jewish
Soldiers: The Untold Story of Nazi
Racial Laws and Men of Jewish
Descent in the German Military.
Lawrence, KS: University Press of
Kansas, 2002.
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The Art of Caving
A wonder-filled world awaits those who explore realms beneath the earth.

By Donald Butler
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Family visits to Kentucky’s
Mammoth Cave and the Ohio
Caverns in West Liberty, Ohio in
the 1950s left a lasting impression
on me as a teenager. During one
tour, the guide mentioned that an
area off the “beaten path” was being
prepared for future tours. My
mother commented, “Wouldn’t it
be nice to go over there?” I
enthusiastically agreed and a
mindset was formed. At Mammoth
Cave, we took the “Old Cave Tour,”
where the guide let my sister and
me go ahead of the main group
because we were smaller than the
adults and could easily pass through
the tight areas. My enthusiasm for
caving was now ingrained.
This caving desire lay dormant
until 1967 when I overheard Paul
School, a co-worker at Case
Western University, talking about
a caving trip he and his wife were
planning with another couple in
Pennsylvania over the weekend. I
asked him many questions about
28

what caving was like, and found
myself invited to join the four of
them for a weekend of caving. That
was all I needed to start a lifetime
of cave exploration.
One common misconception
about cave exploration, or caving,
is to call it spelunking. In very
general terms, spelunking is caving,
but in specific terms, the two vary
greatly. The best and simplest
explanation of the difference is to
say that cavers recue spelunkers.
Cavers are serious cave explorers.
Spelunkers are tourists. Cavers are
careful
and
considerate.
Spelunkers
are
careless,
inconsiderate tourists in a cave.
Spelunkers occasionally need
rescuing and hope that there are
cavers available to help them.
I have been a caver all these
years for two reasons. First,
imagine the adventure and
excitement that the explorers felt
when they first entered the “New
World” of the Americas. Imagine
hunting for a Fountain of Youth, or
a lost city of Gold, or a Northwest
Water Passage to the Pacific
Ocean. Imagine the excitement
Lewis and Clark felt when they left
to find a land passage to the Pacific
Ocean. Now imagine a cave that is
centuries old and you are trying to
find a second exit from that cave.
Maybe you will find a room that no
one else has yet discovered.
Imagine entering a cave and finding
a huge waterfall that surface
dwellers know nothing about.
Imagine finding that the cave you

My favorite spot is
Mystic Cave, which one
enters in the middle.
After a short distance,
you come to a rock
ledge where incoming
water forms a waterfall.
are in is linked to another close
cave and you find that link between
them. I have searched for all of
these and have been successful at
all but one of these adventures.
A second reason for my love of
caving is that the formations in
these caves are beautiful and varied.
Most people have viewed them in
commercial caves, such as
stalactites growing from the
ceiling. An oversimplified way of
gauging the age of a stalactite
formation is to consider that it
grows an inch per century.1 A fiftyinch stalactite started its lifetime
while the Great Pyramid of Egypt
was being built, about 5,000 years
ago. That same formation was thirty
inches long when Rome was in
power and Jesus walked the earth,
and forty-five inches long when
Columbus set sail from Spain.
When you are in a cave, you are
seeing more history than the earth’s
surface can offer. I leave it to the
reader to guess man’s activities
when a thirty-foot stalactite started
forming.
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Caving can be a safe and rewarding
pursuit by following several simple
rules.
For Safety:
1. Never go caving alone.
2. Never go caving in the rain,
or when rain is expected.
3. Have a good reliable light
that will last hours longer
than needed.
4. Carry at least one sturdy
rope of 50 feet or more.
5. Leave a message outside
the cave, with time and
location information.
6. Dress for a wet, dirty, 54degree environment.
7. Wear shoes with good
traction.
8. Wear a hard hat with a
chinstrap. It is best if your
primary light source is
attached to the hard hat.
9. Wear leather or similar
gloves.
For Consideration of others:
10. Leave the cave, as much as
possible, the way it was
when you entered it. It will
last lifetimes; don’t ruin it
in one.
By adhering to these few rules,
cavers can make dangerous
situations into what seems like a
carefree hobby.
The basic equipment for caving
is simple, inexpensive, and
effective. I purchase my hard hats
at local hardwood stores. The
attached LED headlight, the
primary light, can be found at an
outdoor store where there is a large
selection of flashlights. The
chinstrap is made from an elastic
band one inch or more in width. The
batteries should allow for eight to
twelve hours of use. An extra
Torch Magazine

I trust this brief
overview explains some
of the appeal of caves.
Every caver has a
different feel for the
experience. For some it
is the closeness of
something as mysterious
as an unknown cave
passage. It could lead
to a large room or
formation–or a
magnificent waterfall–or
an unknown entrance–
or a bottomless pit.
Perhaps it is the
challenge of wandering
around in a world that
many dared not even
enter. Perhaps it is the
age of these formations
that astounds you.
battery should be carried in a
waterproof bag. To complete the
light package for a caving party, the
second light source is a water
resistant flashlight with alkaline
batteries. The third light source is
several chemical light sticks. I use
two ropes: a one-hundred-foot
hemp rope with three prusiks, and
a fifty-foot waterproof rope.
Most of my caving experiences
have started in Ohio and consisted
of two- to three-day excursions to

Winter 2013

private
caves
in
Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Kentucky, and West
Virginia. Of the twenty-seven caves
I have searched for and/or explored
in these states, my favorite area was
Germany Valley in West Virginia,
where I have visited ten caves. Of
those, my favorites are Mystic
Cave, with seven waterfalls, two
entrances and a possible third; Big
Lime, a long cave with many large
rooms; and the Sinks of Gandy,
where a river flows into one side
of a mountain and then out the
other side.
The best way to find a private
cave is to use a hand-drawn map.
The worst situation is that you have
only the name of the cave. Some
landmarks for cave-searching
include fence lines, dead trees,
gullies, or sink holes in a pasture.
If we know we are in the area of
caves, we can look for rock
outcroppings in an open area, sink
holes (depressions in flat land),
streams of water that disappear, or
blow holes (fast-moving air
coming from the ground).
Finding private caves poses a
time problem. They are not easy to
locate. And when you do locate
one, you need permission to enter
the cave. The owners are generally
very congenial people but
protective of their property,
including their cave. They need to
be assured that you are not a threat
to their property. Generally that
means a fifteen- to forty-fiveminute conversation while they
evaluate who you are. With all of
this, a caver can spend a whole day
finding a cave, or failing to find it,
and can be refused entrance to it.
But the end result is worth the
effort, and the people you meet are
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charming and interesting. Rural
West Virginia people are some of
the friendliest I have ever met.
Preparing to enter a cave, I
assemble my climbing equipment.
My main rope is the one-hundredfoot rope with three prusiks, which
I carry in a coil over my shoulder.
Each prusik is a slipknot rope
apparatus for climbing or
descending the main rope. I use two
prusiks for my feet and one for
safety around the chest. Most
cavers are quite good at using
prusiks. The main rope can be used
for its full length either up or down.
The fifty-foot rope is smaller in
diameter, completely waterproof,
and wrapped around my waist and
under the sweatshirt. Even when the
main rope is attached to the cave,
waiting for the return trip, the
second rope will allow for
additional climbing.
My favorite spot is Mystic
Cave, which one enters in the
middle. After a short distance, you
come to a rock ledge where
incoming water forms a waterfall.
At this point, you see a large room.
Ahead and slightly to the left is the
upper cave. To the right is the lower
cave. The upper cave has its own
separate small entrance. The lower
cave has the dragon’s corner and a
twelve- foot waterfall (rope
recommended). Mystic is a wet
cave, a little under a mile in length,
with its seven waterfalls. It has
many formations and is ideal for
taking pictures. The ideal camera
for cave pictures is the disposable
camera. It works well, is small, and
easy to keep dry. It costs little and
includes the flash you will need. It
you ruin it, your loss is less than
twenty dollars. To take pictures in
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a cave you need to know two basic
facts: 1) the flash will only light a
small area, and light dies quickly
in a cave; and 2) you must hold your
breath when you take a picture,
since every breath you exhale
makes a cloud and the flash will
light it and the camera will record
it as fog.
What sort of life will we see in
this cave? We can expect to see
bats that are common to every cave,
though mostly they are sleeping, or
absent if it is night time. They fly
very carefully and will not fly into
you. Leave them alone and they will
leave you alone. Since this is a wet
cave, as are three-fourths of caves,
you will likely see fish, crawfish,
or millipedes. These will be
bleached of color and very light for
lack of sunlight. You will not see
snakes or pack rats inside the cave;
they cannot tolerate the cool
temperature. In a wet cave, we are
always checking the water running
through the cave. If it starts to
increase in volume or turns from
clear to muddy, we can guess that
it is raining outside and we should
exit the cave.
I trust this brief overview
explains some of the appeal of
caves. Every caver has a different
feel for the experience. For some
it is the closeness of something as
mysterious as an unknown cave
passage. It could lead to a large
room or formation–or a
magnificent waterfall–or an
unknown entrance–or a bottomless
pit. Perhaps it is the challenge of
wandering around in a world that
many dared not even enter. Perhaps
it is the age of these formations that
astounds you. All of these things
and more are available to the caver

in exploring a cave. If you do have
an interest in caving, contact an
active caver and join him in a visit
to a cave. You may find it as
interesting as I do.
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Wind Power, Solar Energy, Electric Cars—
and Other Popular Delusions and the Madness
of Crowds
Enthusiasm runs high for various solutions to our energy crisis, but not all fixes are smart.
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Scottish journalist Charles MacKay
published Extraordinary Popular
Delusions and the Madness of
Crowds in 1841, describing the folly of
such economic “bubbles” as the
“Tulipomania” that raged in 1635, when
entire fortunes were paid for a single
tulip bulb.1 The phenomenon is not
unlike the recent technology and
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housing “bubbles” in the United States
or the recent obsession with all things
“green,” especially our media-generated
focus on “renewable” energy, and its
proposed utilization to “solve global
warming.” Neither separately nor
combined can renewable energy
sources supply the world’s power
needs. We need to focus our money and
attention on developing and using
cleaner hydrocarbon resources in a
transition to nuclear power.
Beginning Assumptions
Far from being a “Denialist,” I begin
with the following assumptions:
1. The Earth is warming
2. This warming may be harmful
and undesirable.
3. We humans can do something
about it.
Energy is everywhere—and cannot be
destroyed, according to the physical law
of energy conservation, but it can be
converted to another form. The energy
of wind may be converted to wind
power—as it has been for millennia—
by use of sails. The energy of falling
water may be converted to water
power by the use of waterwheels to turn
millstones. The energy contained in
wood can be converted by burning it
to produce heat. These forms of energy,
along with animal and human power,
have sustained the human race for most
of its existence.
The improvement of the steam
engine by James Watt, however,
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changed everything. Engine power
made possible geometric increases in
productivity and the invention and
development of innumerable processes
and devices. As Robert Bryce recently
observed, “Power allows us to do things
that make us happy, wealthy and
comfortable. Power gets us up in the
air and down the road. Power fetches
the e-mail, makes the coffee and bakes
the cake. Power allows us to cut the
grass, roast the turkey, cool the beer,
fly to Rome, and of course, keep the
lights on. While those facts may seem
self-evident, here’s the essential truth
about our power-driven world: the
overwhelming majority of the power we
use comes from hydrocarbons because
they can provide us with the reliable and
abundant power that we desire.”2
“Captured” Carbon-based Fuels
The conversion of energy to various
forms of power has transformed human
civilization in the past centuries,
revealing a direct correlation between
prosperity and the production and
consumption of power. Though often
criticized for consuming the most power
in the world per capita, the United
States owes its status as the world’s
most prosperous nation to this fact.
Wasteful and inefficient though our use
of energy may be, our high standard of
living is directly related to our power
consumption.3 We produce much of our
power today from hydrocarbons, not
because we like them but because they
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produce lots of heat energy, from small
spaces, at prices we can afford, and in
quantities that we demand.4 James
Fallows has pointed out that nearly half
of our electricity in 2010 came from
coal-burning power plants, with
another twenty-three percent from gas,
and twenty percent from nuclear energy.
China, by contrast, derived seventy
percent of its electrical power from
coal. Oil, along with its derivatives, has
become the preferred energy source
of the planet not because of a grand
conspiracy of oilmen, but because of
oil’s power “punch” and the ease of its
transportation, storage, and dispensing.
Only uranium has matched its efficiency
as a source of power. Even more
plentiful than oil is coal—with the largest
concentration in the United States—
and natural gas is even more plentiful
than we thought just a few years ago.
All of these are based on carbon
“captured” millions of years ago by
plants and compressed under
enormous pressure. Burning these fuels
produces a lot of pollutants, and carbon
is “released,” primarily in the form of
CO2. While we once worried about the
amount of NO, CO and other
“harmful” gases, scientists tell us now
that CO2 is one of the major culprits
behind global warming. And while there
are many sources of greenhouse gases
other than the burning of fossil fuels—
like methane—”which ton for ton,” says
Fallows, “can be more powerful in the
greenhouse effect, we have focused on
CO2 because we produce so much of
it and because its effects are so longlasting.”5
Non-Renewable Alternatives to
“Captured” Carbon
If we are to reduce the rate of
increase in CO2 concentrations in the
atmosphere, we need to find alternative
power sources. Some are carbon-
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based, but are “alternative” in the sense
that they aren’t oil, gas, or coal.
Ethanol
The effort to produce ethanol began
in the 1970s with government
subsidies—promoted by farm-belt
politicians of both parties to benefit
farmers—to derive fuel from corn, a
policy strengthened by EPA mandates
to use a given amount of ethanol in
gasoline. Even Al Gore regrets his
support of ethanol, admitting its benefits
are “trivial,” but acknowledging “it’s
hard once a program is put in place to
deal with the lobbies that keep it going.”6
Ethanol also benefits from government
incentives, such as a blender’s credit of
fifty-four cents a gallon, and from tariffs
that stifle competition from such foreign
suppliers as Brazil. All this for a product
that no one wants; it holds one-third less
energy per gallon than gas and is
hydrostatic (absorbs water), corrosive,
and potentially harmful to gasoline
engines.7 Its environmental “burden” is
greater than gasoline in that it takes
more energy to produce than it offers.
The mandate to use corn to produce
gasoline for the world’s largest
industrialized nation, thereby limiting the
amount of food and/or increasing the
cost of food in the developing world,
raises serious ethical questions. Today,
four out of every ten rows of corn go
for ethanol production.8 Government
subsidies and mandates have the effect
of distorting the corn market, increasing
the cost of food products around the
world. In any event, even if the entire
United States corn crop were devoted
to ethanol production, it would satisfy
only four percent of United States oil
consumption. 9 As Robert Bryce
observes, “Whether the issue is
subsidies, food supplies, land use, air
pollution, energy balance, Brazilian
ethanol, or the way ethanol affects the
selection of America’s presidential

candidates, ethanol is one of the biggest
frauds ever perpetuated on United
States taxpayers.”10
Biomass
The other carbon-based alternative
power source is biomass. Its simplest—
and most common form—is the burning
of “leftover” organic waste from logging
(wood chips) and agriculture (sugarcane
stalks) to produce cellulosic ethanol.
Despite government mandates, grants
and loans, this year perhaps four million
gallons of cellulosic ethanol will be
produced—rather than the 250 million
gallons mandated by Congress in
2007—at a cost of at least $162 million
of tax dollars and an equivalent amount
of venture capital.11 Cutting down trees,
which absorb CO2, in order to burn
them (thereby producing CO2) to
generate electric power, given the fuel
costs of harvesting and transporting the
trees to the power plant, strikes many
as folly.
Renewable Energy
Wind
Far preferable to ethanol and
biomass—costly to the food supply, the
environment, and the economy—are
renewable energy sources, the most
popular of which is wind power,
perhaps the oldest power-producing
technology. Man has used sail power
to propel boats for millennia and
windmills to operate mills for centuries.
But as any sailor knows, wind is highly
variable; the chances of being becalmed
or being demasted are ever present.
Modern technology has attempted
to moderate the wind’s variability, but
even the best wind turbine can begin to
generate power only when the wind is
above a certain speed, and has a
“governor” to limit the turbine speed in
high winds in order to prevent damage
to the turbine. Because wind and the
power it produces is variable, and
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because of the physical properties of
power production, wind farms must be
supplemented by coal-or gas-fired
generators of similar capacity.12
The “windiest” places are generally
far from the metropolitan areas that most
need electricity, requiring an extensive
transmission infrastructure. Added to
the ecological impact of wind farms—
bird and bat kills, noise, visual
“pollution—is the impact of
transmission towers and lines on
otherwise pristine spaces which
accounts for a “NIMBY” reaction.13
The Sun
Solar power is the second most
popular alternative energy source in the
environmentalists’ pantheon. Solar
energy obviously is not available for ten
to fourteen hours a day, and in many
parts of the country is unavailable on
many days altogether. The methods of
collecting solar energy are presently
costly and require large amounts of real
estate. Where the sun shines brightest
and most directly is in the desert—often
remote from the major population
centers that require power.
The availability of sunlight is often
not in synch with residential power
needs. Because solar power production
varies, the inefficiency of solar facilities
increases their cost and the cost of the
electricity they produce. This variability,
like that of wind power, requires
backup power sources. Thus
construction and maintenance costs of
traditional energy sources are not
reduced; the only “savings” may be fuel
costs.14 The use of solar panels or wind
mills may be efficacious for fairly limited
production of power in remote locations
where electricity is otherwise
unavailable. Roof solar panels or small
wind turbines could reduce the cost of
electricity for individual homeowners,
and even in some cases provide excess
power to the grid. But neither solar
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energy nor wind power can be available
in sufficient quantity to supply more than
a small fraction of the world’s power
demands. And no amount of wishing,
or good intentions, or government
(taxpayer) subsidies can change that!
You can’t run a steel plant with solar
panels. As Julio Friedmann recently
noted, “Solar and wind power are going
to be important but it is really hard to
get them beyond ten percent of total
power supply.”15
Water
Water power may have been used
by humans even longer than wind
power. All that is needed to harness the
power of falling water is an adequate
flow of water to turn a water wheel or
turbine. It is relatively cheap and
efficient, but it requires a constant flow
of water. Most streams flow seasonally
and thus quite variably. To solve this,
dams are constructed to store water
during high rainfall and/or snow melt in
order to permit an orderly flow of water
through the turbine.
The damming of streams adds
environmental and ecological costs to
hydroelectric generation. In any event,
there are a limited number of streams,
in a limited number of locations,
providing a limited amount of water flow
to generators. And, there is a movement
afoot presently to dismantle dams
because of their ecological impact. Tidal
power—generating power from the
fluctuations of tidal waters twice a
day—also seems promising, but
devising devices that can economically
harness this power has been elusive.
Wave power also has proved difficult
to harness efficiently.
Nuclear Energy
Finally, let me address the ultimate
(so far) alternative source—nuclear
power. If we are to reduce our
dependence upon the devil fuels—
hydrocarbons—we must, at least until
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we can develop hydrogen fuel cells,
increasingly rely upon nuclear power.
Nuclear energy generates
practically no greenhouse gases and is
highly efficient in producing power,
which is readily available to supplement
variable power sources (like wind).
Admittedly, it is costly—mainly because
of safety requirements, the permitting
process, and the lengthy lead-time
measured in decades. Nuclear waste is
also an enduring problem—though not
insolvable. “However you slice it,”
wrote Holman Jenkins last year, “coal
is more dangerous than nuclear….
Thousands more die in coal mining
accidents each year (especially in
China) than have been killed in all
nuclear-related accidents since the
beginning of time. What’s more, coal
plants spew toxins like mercury and
other metals, along with more
radioactive thorium and uranium than a
nuclear plant…. The EPA estimated a
new emissions standard [for coal-fired
plants]…would, by itself, save 17,000
lives a year.”16
Flaws in Government Mandates
Governments have responded to
global warming with mandates and with
subsidies—all designed to slow the rate
of increase in CO2 concentrations. This
is all at great expense, and with too little
effect. Greenhouse gas emissions
already present cannot be appreciably
reduced by the end of the century.17
Mandates will result in much higher
energy costs for ratepayers.
Government (taxpayer) subsidies prop
up industries and technologies that are
not cost-efficient, and the subsidies
themselves are not sustainable.
Spain, for example, like most
European nations, has adopted tough
targets for cutting greenhouse gas
emissions, adopting a government
subsidy system which guarantees prices
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for “low carbon” electricity and assures
renewable companies a higher rate of
return than they could expect from the
free market. Solar-PV plants receive a
“feed-in” tariff ten times the price utilities
pay for power produced from
conventional sources. As a result,
investors built huge installations of PV
panels across the country—six times
(3,200 megawatts) what was
predicted—and the tariffs cost the
government 2.6 billion Euros in 2009
alone. Because of Spain’s current
financial difficulties, the government is
now proposing to cap the number of
subsidized hours the solar plants can sell
to the grid. With twenty billion Euros
already invested by banks, pension
funds, and private investors in SolarPV plants, the tariff charges “could
force many solar producers into default
on their debts, which would mean big
write-downs for Spanish banks already
saddled with bad loans in the real estate
sector.”18
Electric Cars
Finally, to complete the triune of my
title, let’s talk about electric cars.
Electric cars have been around for 170
years. There were a number of electric
cars manufactured in the first two
decades of the twentieth century. But
gasoline-burning internal combustion
engine cars quickly buried the electric
cars—not because of a conspiracy
(e.g., “Who Killed the Electric Car”),
but because gasoline is energy dense,
and easily transported. The main
limitation of electric cars, the battery,
is heavy, expensive to manufacture, and
has limited storage capacity. While
significant advances have been made in
battery technology, far greater
improvements will be necessary before
electric cars will be a viable alternative
to gasoline-powered vehicles. Also, the
rare earths used to make batteries are
almost entirely mined and refined in
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China, which has taken steps to restrict
their export.19 Electric cars cost up to
twice what conventional vehicles cost
(Chevy Volt, $41K vs. Chevy Malibu,
$22K), rely upon batteries that are
heavy and have a limited life span,
provide highly variable ranges (23-80
miles depending upon temperature and
vigorousness of driving), require the
establishment of an infrastructure
providing on-the-road recharge or
battery exchange, to supplement
overnight recharge at home—leaving
out the forty percent of Americans who
do not have access to a garage or other
place to charge their cars at home—
using electricity most likely produced by
a coal-fired plant.
Those who want to make a
“contribution” to the environment, or
whose lifestyle is adaptable to the
electric car’s limitations (short trips,
access to another vehicle for longer
trips) should be encouraged to buy a
plug-in vehicle, but they should not be
subsidized by taxpayers at $7,500 per
vehicle for their decision. The
environmental benefits simply are not
proportional to the cost.

problems that non-politicized, freemarket processes work to prevent.”21
For the foreseeable future, the world’s
demand for power will require a
continued reliance on fossil fuels. We
must, then, take these steps:
1. Develop “Clean Coal” technology.
The coal industry’s slogan “Clean
Coal” is “an insulting oxymoron” for
environmentalists. One underlying
idea, notes Fallows, is that “coal can
be used in less damaging, more
sustainable ways than it is now. The
other is that…there is no plausible
other way to meet what will be,
absent an economic or social
cataclysm, the world’s unavoidable
energy demands.” Friedmann
asserts that “coal is by far the most
prevalent and efficient way to
generate electricity.” Another
observer notes that “[U.S. Energy
Secretary] Steven Chu has said,
‘we have to face the nightmare of
coal for a while’.”22
2. Transition power generation to
increased use of abundant natural
gas, which produces one-half of the
CO2 of coal.23
3. Increase the amount of nuclear
What to Do? What to Do!
power, and develop new reactor
When all around us are losing their
technology that can use depleted
heads, it is important that we “Cool
uranium (spent fuel rods) to
20
It.” Rather than rush to impose the
produce ten to 20 times more
most onerous “remedy” in order to
energy.24
“solve this generation’s greatest 4. Explore geo-engineering solutions
challenge,” let’s take a deep breath. A
to global warming, such as injecting
decade ago Robert Bradley declared,
a relatively modest amount of sulfur
“The economic risks of intervention in
dioxide into the atmosphere to
limiting greenhouse gas emissions must
reflect one percent of the light that
be evaluated along with environmental
hits the earth, thereby, cooling the
ones. The major threat to energy
earth one percent.25
sustainability is statism, not depletion, 5. Continue energy efficiency efforts.
pollution, reliability or anthropogenic 6. Adopt adaptation strategies such as
climate change. Major government
seawalls to save the enormous sums
interventions in energy markets, such as
of money proposed in a futile effort
price controls, access restrictions or
to stamp out carbon usage, and
carbon suppression, create the energy
spend it on the mitigation of global
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human hunger and suffering.26
Summary
The “madness of crowds”—the
rush by environmentalists and
governments to “fix” global warming—
has focused on unsustainable “solutions”
to CO 2 emissions. When power
production/consumption is central to
economic prosperity, the emerging
economies of China and India will
require even more power. Unless these
countries are willing to forego progress
and resulting prosperity so that the
developed economies can maintain
what they have achieved, more—much
more—power must be produced.27
With present or foreseeable
technologies, “renewable” sources
simply cannot provide the energy
required. Only by smarter use of
“clean” technology and “cleaner” fuel
sources, increased efficiencies, and
adaptation strategies can the challenge
of global warming be met.
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2013 Paxton Lectureship Award
The Paxton Award, created in honor and memory of W. Norris Paxton, past president of the International Association of
Torch Clubs and editor emeritus of Torch, is given to the author of an outstanding paper presented by a Torch member at
a Torch meeting. The winning author for the 2013 Award will receive an appropriate trophy, a $250 honorarium, and paid
registration to the 2012 IATC convention in Portsmouth, VA. The winner will be introduced at the convention banquet
where he or she (or a designated representative) will deliver the paper on June 29, 2013.
Eligibility: The author must be a member of a Torch club. The paper must have been delivered to a Torch club meeting
or a regional Torch meeting between January 1, 2012 and December 31, 2012 (inclusive), and be submitted to the IATC
Office by February 15, 2013. Current officers and directors of IATC are ineligible for this award during their terms of
office.
Procedure: All papers to be published in Torch should be sent to the IATC Office, Attn. Editor, 11712C Jefferson Ave.,
Newport News, VA 23606, along with the current Manuscript Submission Form (available from the club secretary or
IATC Office), duly signed by the author and a club officer. Paxton candidates will be selected by the Editorial Advisory
Committee from all papers submitted for publication in Torch. The Paxton Award Committee will consider the EACrecommended 2012 papers in the spring of 2013 to determine the 2013 award winner.
Judging: The reading and judging panel comprises five people: a member of the Board of Directors of the IATC, one of
the last five winners of the Paxton Award, a member of the Editorial Advisory Committee, and two members selected by
the IATC Board of Directors. Judging is based on the principles set forth in the IATC brochure “The Torch Paper,”
available from the IATC Office, and the “Manuscript Submission Suggestions” at the Publications link of the IATC
website www.torch.org. The winner of the Paxton Award and other contestants will be notified early in May 2013.
Additional Information:
• A publishable Torch paper should be approximately 3,000 words in length.
• Local clubs are not allowed to submit papers directly for Paxton consideration.
• The Paxton Award paper will be published in the Fall 2013 issue of Torch.
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Call to Annual Business Meeting and Torch Convention–Columbia, SC–June 27-30, 2013
Thursday, June 27: 3:00pm Officers’ Exchange; 4:00pm Business Session I; 5:30pm Dinner & Torch Paper #1
Friday, June 28:
8:00am Membership Development; 8:45am Business Session II; 10:00am Torch Paper #2;
11:15am lunch & Tours; 5:00pm Purple Martin Lake Cruise with dinner and Silver Awards
Saturday, June 29: 8:15am Meet the Torch Editor; 9:00am Torch Foundation Membership Meeting; 10:00am Torch
Paper #3; 11:15am lunch & Tours; 6:00pm Banquet, Gold Awards, Paxton Paper (black tie optional)
Sunday, June 30: 7:30am Breakfast; 8:00am Interfaith Session; 9:00am Torch Paper #4; 10:30am Business Session III
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“Famously Hot—
Historically Cool”

2013 Convention Speakers
Torch Paper #1
Thursday, June 27
Early SC Rocks!
A Lawyer’s View of
Pre-Civil War
South Carolina
Ed Latimer, past president
of IATC, retired attorney

2013 IATC Torch Convention
Columbia, SC, June 27-30, 2013

Registration Fee
Paid by February 1, 2013 $320/person
Paid by May 15, 2013
$330/person
Paid After May 15, 2013 $350/person
Make check payable to:

Torch Paper #2
Friday, June 28
The Development of
Thinking Machines

Torch Paper #3
Saturday, June 29
Duro Europos:
On the Edge of Empires
Fr. Thomas Moore,
Archpriest of Holy Apostles
Orthodox Church

Torch Paper #4
Sunday, June 30
Save Your
Confederate Money
Jack Meyer, Curator, South
Carolina State Museum
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(Tentative)

Torch Tour #1 (& lunch)
Historic Plantations
or
Civil War Battle Sites
or
Historic Columbia

Columbia Torch Club
Mail check to:

Eric Davis, technology expert
and life-long conservative who
stands just to the right of
Attila the Hun

Tours

Dick Clark
7442 Coachmaker Road
Columbia, SC 29209

Torch Tour #2 (& dinner)
Purple Martin Lake Cruise
or
SC Train Adventure Party

Registration Form
Please use one form per person
Name
_________________________________
Name on badge
_________________________________
Street (orPOB) Address
_________________________________
City, State, Zip
_________________________________
Telephone
_________________________________
Email
________________________________
Torch Club
________________________________
Special Needs
________________________________

Note: Hotel Reservations are not
included in the registration fee.
Make reservations directly with
The Columbia Marriott
1200 Hampton Street
Columbia, SC 29201
(800) 593-6465 (toll free)
Room rate is $119/night plus tax
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Torch Tour #3 (& lunch)
City Hall to Capitol Walk
or
Historic Homes/Gardens
or
Congaree National Park
On Your Own
w/ directions

USC Campus
Riverbanks Zoo
Columbia Art Museum
Fort Jackson
SC Archives & History
SC State Museum
SC Military Museum
Confederate Relic Room
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Reflections
Knowledge is proud that
he has learned so much;
Wisdom is humble that
he knows no more.
—William Cowper,
“The Task” (1785)
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