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a tcrriblc cwndition. "In  alniost every 
apartiiicnt house." Bcllow \\.rites. "the 
ncighborh tcll you ot' a war widow tvho 
is'trying to br ini 'up her childrcn. The 
treatment of young widows and parents 
who have lost thcir sons is. I mi told, a 
ncw psychiatric spccialty. Isracl is 
pressed. i t  is a sut'l'cring country. Pcoplc 
l'ccl thc pressures ol'cncniies a b  perhaps 
thc psalmial I'clt theni. and sonietimcs 
swiii ready to cry out. 'Break their 
teeth, 0 God. in  their mouth.' Still, 
almost everyone is reasonable and tol- 
erant, and rancor against thc Arabs is 
rare." Onc wonders. Bellow hopes. 
Sonic Israclis share his hope. 

Laced w i t h  fine vignettes arid charac- 

: 

ter skcichcs. To Jcrrrstrlcrrr ( r i d  Bt1c.k 
records thc iiiultiplicity ot'vir\vs among 
leading politicians i n  Israel and key 
Jewish intellectuals outside of it. From 
thess vie\vs Bello\v does not draw a 
clear. cogcnt solution to tlic Palestine 
problcni. He tails to argue the iiicrits 01' 
the varied positions: hc merely asserts 
thcm as composing that mosaic ol' will 
that rctlects thc embleni of thc Israeli 
state. Still, Bello\v is conipassioiiate 
and concerned. I f  his compassion, from 
a Palcstinian point of view. is elusive, 
his fundamental concern is not. Simply 
slated, that concern is in minimizing, to 
use his words, "corpse-making" in the 
Middle East. 

Reason, Ridicule and Religion: The Age 
of En'lightenment in England, 
1660- 1750 

by John Redwood 
(Hurvard Univcrsity Press; 287 pp.; $ I  2.00) 

J.T. Moore 

England o f  the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries was a cauldron of 
controversy. New ideas in science, phi- 
losophy. and religion clashed with the 
old. and the repercussions are still felt 
today. I t  was a crucial turning point for 
England as vestiges of the medieval 
world painfully gave way to the modern 
world. An age of enlightenment for 
some. i t  was also an age of fear and 
sadness for the many who tried desper- 
atcly to hold onto the past. 

This dynamic period in the history of 
religious thought has been the subject of 
many excellent studies, but none with 
quitc the pcrspective of th is  new work 
by John Redwood. I t  is Redwood's con- 
tention that most, if  not all ,  of the 
controversy of the period centered 
around a single problem: the existence 
and nature of God and how people re- 
lated to God in the truly Christian com- 
munity. In  particular. Redwood focuses 
on the fear of atheism and examines the 
ways in which each new idea was sub- 
jected to intense analysis to determine 
its theistic truth in conformity with es- 
tablished beliefs. 

I t  is Redwood's emphasis upon the 

' 

lesser known and now virtually forgot- 
ten figures-the "minute philosophers," 
as he calls them-that gives much of 
the freshness and value to this book. 
Such major figures as Newton, Cud- 
worth, Locke. and Berkeley are given 
due and generally adequate attention. 
but i t  is with the soldiers i n  the trenches 
that Redwood spends most of his time. 
These were the tract writers and pam- 
phleteers who waged the campaign 
against atheism and who carried the 
controversies on and on for a hundred 
years. 

Redwood demonstrates that these les- 
ser academics and clerics saw the threat 
of atheism everywhere. N o  intellectual 
area or endeavor, not one word. was 
exempt from their scrutiny. A writer 
was held directly responsible i f  his work 
had even the slightest hint of atheism. or 
i f  i t  could givt even indirect and u n i n - '  
tended support to its cause. For exam- 
ple. Cudworth's masterpicce against 
atheism and materialism, The Trrre / t i -  

telltv-trral Systeiir of the Uniwrsc . was 
condemned by some because. in  detail- 
ing so much of the atheistic view i t  
sought to refute, it  was felt to be provid- 

ing further fuel for atheism itself. 
Of special interest too is the extent to 

which the search for atheists and the 
debates about God were related to poli- 
tics and political theory. The atheist- 
hunters were especially fearful of any 
traces of influence by Hobbes and 
Machiavel I i-according to Redwood. 
the two most feared and hated writers of 
the time. Above all .  these wel l -  
established clerics feared revolution and 
t h u s  feared every new idea and treatise 
they thought might upset their position 
of orthodoxy and power. 

In this exhaustive and sometimes 
exhausting study there are entire chap- 
ters devoted to the Trinitarian con- 
troversy. the "causes" of atheism. the 
nature of reason and the reason of na- 
ture. the Encyclopaedists such as Cud- 
worth and Berkeley, the impact of sci- 
ence, witches. and ridicule, but two of 
the chapters promise more than they 
give. There is really little new or in- 
teresting on the intriguing topic of 
witches and o ther  supernatural  
phenomena. The disappointment is 
even greater with respect to the chapter 
on ridicule, since the book's title leads 
one to believe that ridicule is to be a 
major topic for discussion. 

Readers will want to know whether 
the fears of the atheist-hunters were 
justified or whether the controversy was 
really little more than sound and fury. 
with no basis in reality. Was atheism as 
prevalent and dangerous as the tract 
writers and pamphleteers feared? These 
and other questions are raised but not 
clearly answered by Redwood. At 
points he suggests the need for further 
s tudy.  but more frequent ly  he 
psychologizes the problem, referring to 
what he calls the "psychology of dis- 
pule," and t h u s  reduces the combat. 
ants to petty clerics eager only for job 
security and promotion. squabbling 
among themselves for no good reason. 
Assuredly, thcre must have been some 
who entered the fray for the sake of 
nothing more than personal aggran- 
dizement. Assuredly too. there were 
others who honestly feared the intellec- 
tual challenges that pressed upon theni. 
In point of historical fact there was a 
revolution in progress. and while i n  
retrospect we may sce i t  as progress. 
there is little reason to suppose they 
could have seen i t  as anything less than 
the end of their reality and a threat to 
their very being. The winds of change 
blow icily on those who feel the blast 
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directly and immediately. 
On the whole this is a fascinating 

study of a time rich in exciting con- 
troversy. It was indeed a "God-ridden" 
age, as Redwood states in  h i s  preface. 
a n b q n e  that can instruct us about our 
own t h e .  Despite a few stumbles here 
and there, Redwood tells the story well, 
and his chase through the thickets of 
atheist-hunting is well worth the effort 
of the pursuit. 
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Briefly Noted 

We Must March My 

by Diana Trilling 
(Harcourt Brace Jovanovich; 3 IS pp.; 
$10.00) 

Darlings 

These essays come to u s  in  most cases 
several years after the facts. But the 
passage of time is of minor significance 
for two major reasons: We shall never 
tire of reacting to. mulling over, and 
reassessing the events Diana Trilling 
has commented upon; and Trilling's 
words and high-minded wit promise to 
endure despite the bulldozer effect of 
history. 

Included in this collection-the es- 
says have appeared in various publica- 
tions over the years-is the piece that 
recently caused some furor, some 
name-calling, and lots of publicity 
when Trilling's previous publisher, Lit- 

decided to drop her book 
because i t  c ntained certain references 
to another client of theirs, Lillian 

Hellman. and to her new book, Scoirtr- 
drcl Tittie. Trilling rebounded with a 
new publisher and a long scolding foot- 
note addressed, in anything but con- 
ciliatory tones, to all parties concerned. 

In this. as i n  all her essays, Trilling 
commands a political self-possession 
that informs her wri t ing with a 
special-and crucial-device of com- 
mentary. Call i t  moralizing: She will 
hardly take offense. Indeed. as she 
writes, i t  is the critic's function "to ask 
questions about the worth of the codes 
which are being offered us." Unlike 
other contemporary critics, most of 
whom she feels have shirked this re- 
sponsibility, Trillin'g will not allow her- 
self to be seduced by art. by Timothy 
Leary, D.H. Lawrence. the student re- 
bellion at  Columbia,  Easy Ridcr .  
Feminism, JFK. or even by her alma 
mater, Radcliffe. without examining 
each against tradition, reason. and real- 
ity. Nowhere is th is  more eloquently 
stated than in the exchange of letters 
with Robert Lowell that appeared in 
Cortinietifary following publication of 
her much debated essay, "On the Steps 
of Low Library.'' In  this essay Trilling 
finds the actsof violence by the students 
against the Columbia administration 
unconscionable. even if  she also t'inds 
some measure of their cause just. Low- 
ell takes her to task. however, ad- 
monishing her perspective on the affair 
and adducing her lack of idealism and 
courage to confront the wrongdoings of 
a university-more. of a country in the 
throws of a violent. unfair war i n  Viet- 
nam. His words conjure poetry while 
hers in response are so stark and reality- 
infested as to seem unduly harsh. 

One of the most fascinating essays in 
this collection is "Celebrating with Dr. 
Leary," in  which Trilling tells of her 
attendance with her husband. Lionel, at 
one of Leary's Psychedelic' Cele- 
brations in New York's Greenwich Vil- 
lage. The wide-eyed innocence and love 
filling his turned-on followers are 
matched in intensity by Trilling's horror 
as she witnesses an auditoriuni fu l l  of 
people who openly encourage their 
young children's experimentation with 
hallucinogenic drugs and express, si- 
multaneously. deep concern for the be- 
nighted children of Vietnam. Here are 
those who, in  her words. "obey the 
dictates of culture rather than olreliable 
feeling. " 

These essays provide good reading, 
even the second time around. For al- 

though Trilling's is a voice onc may not 
always agree with. i t  is one not to bc 
easily ignored. 

-Atitre Yorowsky 

Warning to the West 
by Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn 
(Farrar. Straus & Giroux; 147 pp.; 
$1.951$2.9S) 

Detente : 
Prospects for Democracy 
and Dictatorship 

by. Aleksandr Solz hen i t sy n 
et a1 

(Transaction; I12  pp.; $5 .95 /2 .95 )  

Both small books include Solzheni- 
tsyn's key public statements of the last 
two years. Dt7Iarire adds brief coni- 
ments. highly critical and highly en- 
thusiastic. by L y n n  Turgeon, Aniitai 
Etzioni. Richard Lowenthal. Nornian 
Birnbaum. Irving Louis Horowitz. and 
others. 

Utopia and Revolution 
by Melvin J. Lasky 
(University of Chicago Press; 726 pp.; 
$35.00) 

The coeditor ofEtrcorrtrter magazine has 
graced us with a remarkable volume 
aimed at advancing a simple purpose in 
most elaborate fashion. The simple pur- 
pose is to argue that social change has 
for centuries been afflicted by numerous 
fanaticisms, left and right. that have 
resulted in the tragedy of "the excluded 
middle." Since Lasky definitely views 
himself as a man of the middle, the story 
he tells is, for the most part, a sad one. 
What is remarkable is Lasky's insatia- 
ble appetite for collecting instances of 
political madness. from Giordano 
Bruno, through John Milton and Karl 
hlarx, up to the revolutionisins of thc 
student Left i n  Western Europe. Lasky 
amply demonstrates that the key ideas of 
utopia and revolution have not changed 
substa'ntively since the late Middle 
Ages, although the nionumental conse- 
quences of those ideas in the niodcrn 
world are without preccdent. One sig- 
nificant difference between the utopias 
of Thomas More and Francis Bacon. on 
the one hand, and contemporary revolu- 
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tionary thought, on the other, is that 
revolution today is more an end in itself. 
is less amenable to being checked by 
any notion of the ideal society. The 
book uses generous quotations through- 
out; indeed, i t  is really a reader of 
stunning diversity and comprehension. 
I t  will be valueg less as a theoretical 
statement than .$ an anthology. As an 
anthology. i t  isl%commonly valuable. 

i 

Erratum 

An unfortunate erFbr crept into A. James 
hlcAdams's response to Neil McCaf- 
frey in the May issue. The skewed sen- 
tence correctly reads: "But i f  AH man- 
ages to sell ten thousand, even five 
thousand, of its books (at hardcover 
prices) every month. I'd say i t  wasn't 
doing badly at a l l . "  --Ed. 

Correspondence 

[from pI 21 
namese population. The cycle of vio- 
lence did not begin with the American 
entrance in force into the lndochinese 
peninsula i n  1954. In  1945-46 Vo 
Nguyen Giap, then Minister of the Inte- 
rior. liquidated many Vietnamese 
nationalists. Later this systematic mur- 
der policy was applied even IO those 
who were willing,to cooperate with the 
Communists to fight against the French 
(such as Huynh Phu So. leader of the 
Hoa Hao Buddhists. who was killed at a 
meeting to which the Communists in- 
vited him). Concentration camps. such 
as the infamous Ly Ba So camp in North 
Vietnam, dated back to the very begin- 
ning of the first Indochina war. All this 
happened before any great power in- 
volvement i n  Vietnam and prior to any 
"collaboration" of the nationalists with 
the French and the Americans. Later 
similar camps were set up to imprison 
those who never collaborated with for- 
eigners and whose only crime was being 
a landowner. I will give the names and 
addresses (in the U.S.) of some former 
victims of these earliest concentration 
camps to whomever wishes to interview 
them for fact-finding purposes. 

To those Americans who do not dare 
to defend the unjustly punished Viet- 
namese because they are Americans. we 
would like to send this message: "You 

should avoid publicizing your failure of 
nerve. lfyou continue in this failure, the 
peace you have advocated for yuur coun- 
try is a peace with dishonor indeed." 

Nguyen Ngoc Huy 
Canbridge. Mars. 

To the Editors: 1 have hesitated to make 
any response to "Fighting Among the 
Doves." knowing that making a re- 
sponse puts one i n  a position to receive 
one of several labels that seem"to be 
thrown around so readily these days. 
How much better i f  we could simply 
relate our various experiences to each 
other as Christian brothers and sisters 
rather than feeling it  necessary to try to 
destroy those we disagree with. 

I am one of those people who had the 
experience of living in Vietnam under 
the old and the new authorities. and who 
also had the opportunity to return to 
Vietnam for a visit in January of this 
year. When we visited Vietnam. we 
went with the knowledge that we would 
proably be given a tour that would not 
allow u s  to see,absolutely everything the 
new situation had created. We at- 
tempted to interpret our experiences in 
that light. I trust that those who are 
listening for the negative side of the 
situation remember that they too can be 
given a tour through the situation that is 
just as misleading and false. One might 
keep in mind that the 4 per cent of the 
Americans who fled America after tbe 
1776 revolution probably wrote an ac- 
count of that revolution that would make 
one shudder with horror. 

The article mentions a letter wriiten 
to Jim Forest by a longtime pacifist who 
now lives in Hone Kong. I too have read 
that letter. and feel that the quote men- 
tioned in the article is.rather taken out of 
context. As I understand what this par- 
ticular pacifist is trying to say, unless 
we are seriously trying to clean up the 
mess we left in  someone's house, our 
criticisms of the mess they nriglrr be 
creating i n  their house rings rather hol- 
low and could seem downright ridicu- 
lous. The question of human rights is a 
very serious one. and one the Christian 
cannot ignore. But unless we accept the 
fact that we too are violating human 
rights in Vietnam and strive to correct 
that. we lose our basis for speaking 
about others' possible violation of 
human rights. I t  is a well-known fact 
that when America withdrew from Viet- 
nam. i t  left behind thousands of tons of 

unexploded munitions. These mines. 
grenades. bombs. etc. continue to k i l l  
and maim Vietnamese who are trying to 
return to their land to farm. Is i t  not t h e  
right of a human being to be able to 
return to his/her farm and t i l l  the soil 
without the threat of being blown to bits 
by an M-79 grenade or  a Claymore 
mine? 

An elderly member of a small con- 
gregation 1 occasionally attended re- 
turned to his farm after many years of 
living as a refugee. He had only begun 
to turn over the fallow soil when his hoe 
hit an M-79 grenade and he was in-  
stantly killed. We heard many reportsof 
similardeaths. If we produced the muni- 
tions and put them there. d o  we not have 
a moral responsibility to take thcm out 
so the farmers can live? I t  is not  only the 
Vietnamese who are saying "If you 
really believe i n  human rights, then give 
our farmers the right to farm." 

Similar things can be said about the 
food and medical situation in Vietnam. 
The South was extremely dependent on 
the U . S .  for food and medical supplies. 
Since the U.S. has refused to give any 
kind of aid to the Vietnamese people, 
the people must suffer serious shortages 
of these commodities. An unknown 
number of houses. schools, hospitals, 
factories, and churches were destroyed 
by bombings. I was told on several 
occasions by young Vietnamese stu-  
dents that i t  is common knowledge that 
those who destroy soinething have a 
responsibility at least to help rebuild i t .  
Is i t  not the right of the Vietnamese to be 
able to have homes to live in. hospitals 
to receive care in ,  and schools to send 
their children to? If we helped destroy 
those structures. are we not violating the 
rights of the Vietnamese people if we 
refuse to help them rebuild those struc- 
tures? 

I t  seems to me that a constructive 
appeal for human rights requires many 
things. One is looking seriously for 
one's own  involvement i n  the violation 
of human rights. Another is to know 
clearly that there is. in fact. a violation 
of human rights to make an appeal 
about. A third, perhaps. is to recognize 
that no government is 100 per cent 
good. but neither is any government 100 
per cent bad. We can gain a lot of 
respect if we seek out. affirm. and lend 
support to those positivc aspects of a 
people or a government. Not only might 
this encourage that people or govem- 
men1 to strive for more positive actions 


