i /. REMEMBRANMCER, /2

¢
£

- A PROLEPTIC PRESS PUBLICATION.+ PUBLISHED FPOR APA * F
by Fraenk Wilimczyl, 447 10%th Ave., NYC 10001 Ll

L

Lovers or arsana ocaght %o gt a delislous theill oubt of

2 story in The Des. 27, 19864, issue of the NYHerald Tribune
(p.29, Sec. 1), "Pound: Long-Lost Jewish Book of Seerets¥.
1t seems that a yeay-andea-half ago, a Jewish seholaw,

Dr. Moidecai Margalioih yan zecrnss gsome provgcative scraps
in the eouvse of his research, and sinse then has devoled
his tims to assembling "the Sefer ha-Razim, the Jewlsh

Book of Sesrets. This was the clessic -- and some though$
wythiecal ~- Jewlsh manunal of black magle, denounsced by
rabbls &s an 'abominsbie 1ook! and lest for 1,000 years. /
Dr. Merguliotk not only had the eomplete text -. in Hebrew
excopt for g L0.page gap in Arable -- but he had found reaszon
to belisve the book had a single sutheir, a Pelestirian Jew
with & masterly command & Hebrew, 'who wrote it in Palestine
in about 189 A. D. / Not only thakt, but Dr. Margalioth dis-
covered along the way paris of*l2 other books on esfrelogy,
valmistey and verious ‘kinds of maglc dezvended {rom the Book
of Secreta. The 135 books comprlss an entire literafure

of . undercover Jewish writing, previously unkrown.'! The
‘artiels iMeludes the initiel screp whieh stavrted Dr. Merga-
lioth on his getkering togsther this book: "I entreagt you,
the angels who »un between the stars, that you give stirength
and force to the horses In this race and to thelr driver that
makes them run, thatv they shall not be tired and they shzll
not stumble aend they shall run oasily and no beast shall
best them and no sharm or magic work sgains® them. / And teks
this tablet and bury 1t in the ground of the hippodroms
whers you went to win." ‘I wonder if this would bs effec-
tlve in English, or deoes 1t need to be wrltten in Hebrew

on & wablet? John?

It seems ‘I mislaid mlg #25 at John Boardman's Christmas Eve,
go for the time being I'11 wueilize & couple of notes I
have herec on mig #24.
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STEVE STILES: Well, row, Steverino, I can't argue with
righ brown until I%ve read a®% least The FPountalnhead, and
even possibly Atlas Shiugged, but you at least admit o
being: an objectivist. That is, you "rather respect &
philosephgr who follows through", and you feel that Ayn
Rand has dore so. That is, unlike rich, you ellow her the
privilege of interpreting what she's wiitten., Imcidentally,
I cannot see, really, why her adherents ecall Ayn Rend a
philosopher. In quotes, I should have put that. I mean,
& writer liks Emile Zola, who is still read (though perhsps
not by SP fans) hed & "philosopky", but hels not considered
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in texts on the history ol philosophy, nor is GBS, who ia
Back To Methuselsah, zs well as in most of his plays, deals
wltih philosophical og well as political and economic ideas,
Ané 'both of thesge writers have had wore Impast on their 0«
cleties then Ayn Rond hes hwad or 1g 1ikely to huve, BRoth

of them were achively ilnvolved in social movemenis oi thelsw
times, and were effestive in apite of thelr opposition o
thelr respestive Estsblishmenis. I supposs that, in the end,
what it amounts %o 1a bhab yon havs To agree ~“ith Ayn Randts
"ldeazs" %o enjoy ner books. Zola zad GBS do not make thisg
requiregent. I mean, out of the covantless people who've

geen Pygmelion (or My Fair Lady, which Goses, afier all, preach
the same basile idea) would even remoiely consider themselves
Fabian Sosialisks? And Zolels Lamsrckian nongenss doesn't S
detrast from his novels{though ia Li0avye 1% led bim %o a
rather sed extreme}. S0, when I getv around to rveading hew
novelg, I shall demsnd that Ayn Rand enterteln ms. She may
not convines me, tut she had gofdam surs ghow me somevhing
mors then a coupls of ideas which sre not exaectly.shining-
bright novelties. , As for lalssesz-faire capibalism - 4ld
yoer HS history text heve anything In it sbout Fthe Secuwlitles
and Exchange Commiscion? Thisg 1s en example oi blg govern-
ment imterfering wiik ousiness, and if 1% had been azoumd in
the 20%'s, things might have been guite & bitv diifferent.

Ard "least %o suffer’? Weli, now, we were ulso the "leas¥
guiferiang” of the Allies during WW I (as well 25 WW Ii} ==
why? And do you fecl there’s no sonunestica tetwesn WW 1

and the depression? You'rs making s vaster oversimplifica-
tion that Bill) Blackbeard's, and Tryimg %0 wse 1t to refuts
him (I imaglns Jobn Boardmun would by able to well you mods
than you care t0 kncw about The Depression) (I'm avoiding
dwelling on this becaase tears mighit smeny wy ditto master).
/ And whers did Hitler steal his money? You say aovility
makes Pight, and you cennot deny that Hitler hud tremendons
ability. Starting with a Germeny in the depths of depression,
he builg up & war machipe with the potentlal of taking over
the wo»ld. You say that t1et is not She highsst ovrder of
ability? / I'm afraid that your comments on BBYs commenvs

do not persuade me. I was particularly vnconvineced by "OOGEY,
and by your espousirg "reasoa is the oaly guide to aebion".
The latter, particularly. I megn, 1 decided when I was about
4 oy 5 years old thet what I wanted to be was an artlst.
That's sbout as unreascnebls ay you can ges, purticularly
when you cansider that this was in a small Massachugetts

town whers there were not omly a shoriage eof jobs for artlsts
but widespresd vnemployment even ior ditah-diggers. So,

for just sboudt all my life I%ve used unreason as a guide toO
the conduct of my life. It was vareasonnable for ms o have
left MeGraw-Hill when I did a couple of years ago, but I digd,
and things have worked out OK. I guess wnat 1'd have %o say
1s thet impulse is en alternabtive guide o actiOn -- if I
weren't impulsive T would s¢ill be living in Westrield, Mass.,
brooding sbout how lousy life is. And you wouldn’t be reading
this, because I certainly wouldn’t huve been so wnreasonzble
{unreasoning?) as Honave gotier inmvolved in Iendom.
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Another guide to actien is fuish, Lower-case "#" jaith,
that 18, I%ve just peern tying Lo locase WitecheadsSeilence
and The Modern WoRld, bubt can'% finger it ifoyr the quots

T need, but he makes o pPretvy goxi casy Fov falth vee
reasoin. fovr ¢bjectivists, apparently, ave rabtlonallsis
Int he Cugesian sensé, which can get previy sticifly.

Look, Desceries himeelf gob «twipped up right &bt®the be-
ginning {and I don't mean to sound 1ike I'm putting him
down, becausse I'm nol itrying to0). He starts with a {fins
idea: doubt everything. And you start bullding up a struic.
turs of what id l2 reasoneble to believe. So, vrighit after
egtablishing that 1t is reeasonable Lo susume that he exisgbs,
he somes up with the idea that it would bs "unreasortble"
to doubt the existence oif God. Thaw, of' course, iz Falth
with a ecapfial "P', az opposed o pragmatic fuith of the
Whitehend variety. And il you wenit u demonsiraticn ol how
sylloglstically "ressonubie” Faith is,«dig into the Scholastles
of the Middle Ages. Reuson, when you get right down %o

i%, is pretiy fallible, and about az mystical a concept

a3 "Freedom", =nd just ebout as azdepiive {¢f the People’s
Derocracies of Basterpy Burops). Again, Johm Boardmefy

could tell yon more than you need o know sbout number
theory, but it is wy uwaderstanding that o beliefin number
{and how basic zrnd practical a belied can you have?) is
pretty much an ast of faith. And 9% seems To me thaatl one
of the most vogulsh theories oif all time, (Relatively,
Steverino), starts with quits an unreasonable ldea: "that
the upeed of ligot is consvant. I mean, that’s just Plain
31Yly, end T'm sure Ayn Rarnd wouild have none of it.

Last time aroumd I’commented on John Campbell?s Objectiviem

(I don't ¥now whether he's a Randist, but kis ideas tie up
‘pretty well with Breandon’s - and 80,*I preSume, Rand’s)

A few yoars ago Campoell wrots an editorial which is a

nice exposltion of this wbiliiy makes right idea. #Whsat hse
winds up with Stevs, is the idea that pcople of ability
naturelly risg to greaver heilgnits than ihe common slob
{probably largely trus), and paturaily, the guy who makes

a big salary is a 1ot smecter thaa eny file olerk 1u his
offices Ergo, why do thgir votes carry equal weight in

the plling booth? This sori oi oxtends yorr statement:
abilify makes right. The way things ought to be, a citizen's
rote ought to bs welghted acecordéing (or as a fuwmetion of)
his earned incoms., This ssemed vo him like ¢ democratie
sort of thing, because ke spesirfizd earned incomes., A wildow
whose husband kag lel'i her a foriuns, you see, couvld very
woll be a complete idiot, regaerdiess of how briliiant hex
fortwme-making husband. Ideas like thisz sound somewhat
redsonable in the absitract, but in prastice, what would
JWS's voting system have meant in, for example, the "309s?
Mainly, and I dpubt even JWC wonld argnes this, that FDR

would nmever have been elected Fresident in 1932, or ever.
Which meens Trumen woradldn't have been in.  Who knows what
kind of Presidents the enliphtered maghnstes wounld heve
slected? Hoover, certaipnly. Laudon quite probstly in 36,
In 1940 there probably wod have beem eny elections. O
no, I mean 44 there wouldn’t hae been elections, We'd
have been lifing, by that time, in one oi Prillip K. Dick®s
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novels (or iying furied In 1%, mome likely). On the w¥hole,

I thiek T. C. Mits bas done 0K in the polling placs, in spite
of hisz lask of superior sbllity or talent. &L Lot betvter
then, for sxample, Henry Pocd would huave.l gless thatle
snough uhiy week -- coniinued next wesk {since you ars
farlating, I can get In she last word week after week - hahl)

CLAUDE PORTER: At first I took your comments on Puerio Ricans
43 a gatlrical Reductio Ad Abtsurdem (like Swif%'s Modest
Proposel), bui aiter we-veuding it, I'm not 8o surs. Or,
ontthird thought. sve yoo Putting TUs On? What this sounds
wove like then aryihing else fs GWCarr. I guess T canis
somment waless I kmow waether I'm expeclbed to take this

thing seriom sly

JOHN BOARDHAN: I huve a note hevre that doesn't seem to
relute to Dagen, 30 T guess it's en afterthought to somsw
thing you said at Flstfse {or maybe in an earlier issve of
Degon). Anywey. the resson I recCuménded Leopold Imfeld’s
Quest rather ther oneg o7 his ofher books, is precissly thatb
it i3 not onme of those "rela%lvity for the layman® vooks.
If that were my intent, certainly 1°d have named Evolution
of Physies (written with Biasteln, but mostly Infeld?s own
book -. Blustein’s contribuiion wes mostly his nems, which,
of souwrse, at the tims -~ sad 85112 -~ was wmors prestigions
then infeld’s). Or, ifel were to recommend z blograpuy of
Einstein, I woulé pick Prullilip Pranck’s over Infeld?y, though
the latter is shéster and simpler. Wradt Quest is, is th=
story of a seientitic Horaivio Alger., Infeld grew up in
a Polish ghetto, and though a drilliszri boy, when hs il
ished elemeftery 2chool, and tried to snter the Gymasiuam,
he found that, as a Jew, he wasn't emtitled. 80, for six
yearg he tavght himself mathematics and science irom borrowsd
books; In order ton be abls to go ol To the Tniversity in
spite of 0oV baving a Gymnasivm dipfoma., ®L tThink that itls
an inupresting adjunct of ovy tvime thet today such a thing
-- geliwe@ueation in sciense, that 1s -- Is sort of like
anclient bhistory. Bven Christophonlos, The Gresk who was
cansidered by Brookhuven scientists a8 sort of a arackpot,
wa3i an eng neer withr er ¥MA. Aungwey, what I'w Uryling To say
is that Quest fg u gosiagl doecument, not & poprlar sclence
lesson.

December 20, 1964

A POSTSCRIPT FPR STEVE SWILES: It¥s just ocevrrsd to mo
that another gudde to uetion mignt possibly be arfeciion,
o even love. Lo these words exist in Ayn Rand's world?
And are you the samse Stevenrino who wirotes an erticle about
Erich Fromm? // Auyway, in a papei rack buying spree, I broke
down and bouget a copy of Por Tie Hew Intellectual, a bodk
that is obviously not iotmmded fo» ms, Bt 1'm going Lo read
it anyway. (tvhe first sentence goss: "This book is intended
for those who wisk to assvms thg responsibiiity ot becoming
ths new intellectnals."), AMeEr glaneing through the first
20 or so peges, my firsi eritical reaction is that thers can’t
hardly be any such thing es quoting Ayn Ranl out of context.
If you get what I mean. I mean, every sentence is context.
1/1/68



