MERRIMACK VALLEY FREETHINKER

Volume 10, Number 8









October 1999

Publication of the Secular Humanist Friendship Group of Merrimack Valley

P.O. Box 368, Londonderry, New Hampshire 03053-03056

Editor:  Margaret M. Bennett

Telephone: 603-434-4195






E-mail:  Margbennet@aol.com
October Meeting

Date:  Friday, October 22nd
7:30 P.M.

Hosts:  Diana & Jerry Barnes

7 Crossman Circle

Newton, New Hampshire

Phone:  (603) 382-1803

See Page  7 for directions

HUMANIST MANIFEST 2000

The Fall 1999 issue of Free Inquiry features the text of the Humanist Manifest 2000:  A Call for a New Planetary Humanism.  The document was drafted by Free Inquiry Editor-in-Chief Paul Kurtz and has been endorsed by such luminaries as Richard Dawkins, Sir Arthur C. Clarke, E. O. Wilson, Taslima Nasrin, Steve Allen and Richard Leakey.  The preamble to the document states:

“The signers of this Manifesto believe that humanism has much to offer humanity as we face the problems of the twenty-first century and the new millenium beyond.  Many of the old ideas and traditions that humankind has inherited are no longer relevant to current realities and future opportunities.  We need fresh thinking if we are to cope with the global society that is now emerging, and fresh thinking is the hallmark of humanism.  Therefore we present Humanist Manifest 2000: A Call for a New Planetary Humanism.”

According to the preamble, this manifesto is one of five major Humanist Manifestos and Declarations that have been issued in the twentieth century.  The first was Humanist Manifesto I, which appeared in 1933, at the height of the world depression.  It was endorsed by 34 American humanists, including philosopher John Dewey.  “It reflected the concerns of that time, recommending first a form of nontheistic humanism as an alternative to the religions of the age, and second, national economic and social planning.”

“Humanist Manifesto II was released in 1973 to deal with the issues that had emerged on the world scene since then: the rise of fascism and its defeat in the Second World War, the growth in influence and power of Marxism-Leninism and Maoism, the Cold War, the postwar economic recovery of Europe and America, the decolonialization of large sectors of the world, the creation of the United Nations, the sexual revolution, the growth of the women’s movement, the demand of minorities for equal rights, and the emergence of student power on the campuses.”

Among the signers of Humanist Manifesto II were Andrei Sakharov, Julian Huxley, Sidney Hook,  Betty Friedan and Francis Crick.

1980 saw the issuance of A Secular Humanist Declaration.  At that time humanism, and especially Humanist Manifesto II, “had come under heavy attack, particularly from fundamentalist religious and right-wing political forces in the United States.   Many of these critics maintained that secular humanism was a religion.   The teaching of secular humanism in the schools, they claimed, violated the principle of the separation of church and state and established a new religion.  The Declaration responded that secular humanism expressed a set of moral values and a nontheistic philosophical and scientific viewpoint that could not be equated with religious faith.  The teaching of the secular humanist outlook in no way was a violation of the separation principle.  It defended the democratic idea that the secular state should be neutral, neither for nor against religion.”

“In 1988, the International Academy of Humanism offered still a fourth document, A Declaration of Interdependence, calling for a new global ethics and the building of a world community, which were increasingly necessary in view of the global institutions that were rapidly evolving.”  

Editor’s Note: Humanist Manifest 2000 is a lengthy document, and I confess I haven’t had the opportunity as yet to give it more than a cursory once-over.  I hope to read it more carefully and summarize it in the next newsletter. 

GOV. JESSE VENTURA: AN HONEST POLITICIAN, IN TROUBLE FOR BEING HONEST

By Marie Alena Castle, President, Atheist Alliance International

(Reprinted from the October 1999 issue of the Atlanta (GA) Freethought News)

Jimmy Carter upset his fellow religionists with a Playboy interview in which he talked about having lusted in his heart.  Now comes Minnesota’s Gov. Jesse Ventura in the November issue of Playboy to one-up Carter big-time.  Ventura’s statement: “Organized religion is a sham and a crutch for weak-minded people who need strength in numbers,”  brought screams of outrage from across the theological spectrum.  It did not help at all that he qualified this statement by saying he was expressing his distaste for intolerant religions.  It helped even less that Ventura went on to advocate legalizing prostitution and decriminalizing drugs.  It got worse when he justified, but did not condone, the Tailhook incident.

This was not what organized religion, long secure from questioning, wanted to hear.  But Gov. Ventura spoke his mind, and he did it honestly.  The Bill of Rights says we have a right to express our opinions, but it is now clear that religious organizations cannot abide any opinion critical of them.  Why not?  If they are convinced religion is not a sham and a crutch, shouldn’t they welcome rather than prevent opportunities to prove it?  Political beliefs, often as strongly held as religious beliefs, are not exempt from criticism.  Why does not the same hold true for religion?

And so organized religion circles the wagons and beats the drums of propaganda, driving honesty back to the realm of lip service, the abode of all political virtues.  And the politicians hear those drums and, true to form, take up the beat, sacrificing honesty to political expediency.

The drumbeat invokes a caricature that drowns out the context of Ventura’s comments in Playboy.   It drowns out the context of Ventura’s opinions on religion.  It drowns out the context of Ventura’s views on social problems – views that, if allowed to be debated openly, might produce reality-based policies not favored by religious traditionalists.  Check these contexts and you find not the caricatures being drummed into public consciousness but an honest person dealing honestly with reality and raising honest questions about how to deal with it.

Consider the situation in Vietnam that turned Ventura into a religious skeptic.  Organized religion demands that Ventura apologize for telling the truth about that experience.   Where are the demands that they apologize for exploiting those poor people?  Even now, does anyone doubt that we will soon see televangelists ranting about Ventura, begging for money from our own uneducated, often desperately poor people to help “save” America from the likes of such honest politicians?  Organized religion demands that Ventura apologize for saying the religious right tries to control people’s private lives.   Where are the demands that religion butt out of these areas where they have no business?

The demands for apologies become truly mean-spirited with the suggestion that, should a tragedy occur involving many deaths, the non-religious Ventura could not credibly offer words of sympathy and healing.  The drumbeat reinforces the dishonest claim that only religious people have the moral grounding to understand human suffering, that only through religion can we find solace and comfort.

Ventura says he cannot stand intolerance, and his actions have matched his words.  Yet now, accusations of “Bigot!” mount, and the drumbeat attempting to drive this  “enemy of the people” from office summons and reinforces an age-old form of religious dishonesty.  Religions scream in protest over Ventura’s justifiable reaction to religious exploitation, yet religions have for centuries fomented a relentlessly dishonest and mean-spirited bigotry toward the non-religious.

Religionists who see bigotry towards them in Ventura’s comments do not see any bigotry towards the non-religious in the Boy Scouts of America’s slanderous policy for admission:  “The recognition of God as the ruling and leading power in the universe and the grateful acknowledgement of His favors and blessings are necessary to the best type of citizenship.”

They do not see any bigotry towards the non-religious in the Veterans of Foreign Wars and the American Legion insisting that god beliefs be part of the definition of patriotism and refusing membership to atheists, no matter now many battles they were in.

They do not see any bigotry towards the non-religious in the remarks by a Catholic official (reported by the media on June 6, 1995) regarding the alleged persecution of the Catholic Church in China:  “If a person has no religious beliefs, he can’t be a moral person.  If he’s not a moral person, he cannot live in a moral society.”

They do not see any bigotry towards the non-religious in the remarks by Rabbi Daniel Lapin at a bipartisan prayer breakfast opening the 100th Congress:  “This is to remind us that nothing has the ability to unify people as much as common devotion to God, except perhaps hatred of him, as seen in the evil doctrines of socialism and atheism.”

They do not see any bigotry toward the non-religious in the statement made by former President George Bush in a campaign stop at O’Hare International Airport on August 27, 1988: “…I don’t know that atheists should be considered as citizens, nor should they be considered patriots.  This is one nation under God.”

Continued on Page 3
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To use Sen. Trent Lott’s criticism of Ventura:  “Can you believe (any of the above) would say such an insensitive, bigoted thing?”  Lott added, “The enemies are out there.”  Who?  Anyone who raises honest questions about religion?

This is not one nation under God; it is one very pluralistic nation under the Constitution, which includes the right to freedom of speech.  Ventura’s speech raises issues that should be discussed openly – the Sacred Cow status of religion, the appropriate legal status of prostitution and drug use, the propriety of the methods used for military training.  Ventura is not always right – some of his comments are incredibly ignorant.   But he can be educated, as we all can, if the drumbeat of religious propaganda does not drive our society deep into an inquisitorial mindset where dishonesty is the best – and safest – policy.

During a recent visit to Harvard, Gov. Ventura was asked about the furor over the Playboy interview.  He said he didn’t understand what the fuss was all about.  “Two years ago, nobody gave a damn what I said!”

Books

THOUGH CONTAGION: HOW BELIEF SPREADS THROUGH SOCIETY

THE NEW SCIENCE OF MEMES

By Aaron Lynch

Basic Books, 1996.  177 pages.

In his 1976 book The Selfish Gene, zoologist Richard Dawkins coined the term meme.   By this he meant an idea that is programmed for its own retransmission, that evolves in much the same way that a living organism evolves.  Dawkins likened a meme to a virus that infects its host and then is passed on to other hosts.

Two years later Aaron Lynch, unfamiliar with Dawkins’ work, was developing his own theory of  self-propagating ideas.  He had coined a different neologism but adopted the term meme after a friend told him about The Selfish Gene.  Lynch believes that the study of memetics is on the verge of becoming an important social science, along side of historiography, psychology, economics, sociology, anthropology and political science.

In using the word “contagion” to describe the transmission of a meme, Lynch does not necessarily mean that all memes are harmful.   On the other hand, a meme does not necessarily have to be correct or even useful in order to become widespread.   Ideas are spread through society by a process akin to natural selection.  Lynch says, “Like a software virus or a physical virus in a city, thought contagions proliferate by effectively ‘programming’ for their own retransmission.  Beliefs affect retransmission in so many ways that they set off a colorful, unplanned growth race among diverse ‘epidemics’ of ideas.”

There are essentially two ways in which ideas are transmitted: parental transmission, in which ideas are passed by parents to their own children, and proselytic transmission, in which an idea’s hosts pass the idea to people other then their own children.  Of the two, proselytic transmission is generally more effective.  It reaches a much larger segment of the population and is much quicker than parental transmission.   The growth of the Mormon religion is an example of the effectiveness of proselytizing, though the Mormons also rely to a degree on parental transmission as well.  One of the memes inherent to the Mormon religion is the value of having large families.   The Mormons believe that there are millions of souls waiting to be brought into the true religion, so the more children born to a Mormon family mean more souls are saved.

Parental transmission, needless to say, works best in populations that advocate large families.  This is particularly true of religious beliefs.  The Roman Catholic Church, Islam and the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints have all benefited by declaring large families to be a virtue, even a moral duty, and forbidding or discouraging the use of birth control.  Of course, they all use proselytizing as well, particularly the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, which is one of the fastest growing religions in the world today.  This is despite the fact that many of the Mormon teachings, such as the belief that Jesus of Nazareth visited America after his resurrection, are unsupported by evidence, and that the Church’s founder may have been either a con artist or delusional.

The Amish, on the other hand, disdain proselytizing.  They rely completely on parental transmission of their values.  Nevertheless, the Amish population is growing because they advocate large families and keeping their children insulated from the outside world.

Groups whose members favor small families do not do well in the parental transmission department, but they have been effective proselytizers.   They have succeeded so far in persuading about 50% of the world’s population to use some form of family planning.  In industrialized nations, the percentage of the population utilizing contraception during at least part of their lives is about 80%.   The large family/small family memes go hand-in-hand with memes regarding the status of women in society.  Groups favoring large families tend to believe that the primary purpose of women is to bear children.  This can lead to other, sometimes undesirable, memes, such as the idea that a woman is the property of her husband.  It can also give rise to polygamy, as practiced by the Mormons during their early
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years.  (There are reports that polygamy still occasionally occurs in rural areas with predominantly Mormon populations.)    On the other hand, some groups favoring large families hold mothers in high esteem.  Of course, the more children a woman has the more she is valued.  Women who are unable to bear children or have only a few are treated less well.

Groups holding the small family meme believe that women have more to contribute to society than simply bearing children.  As women become better educated, they are increasingly attracted to the small family meme.

The urgency with which an idea is passed has a great deal to do with its proliferation.  One of the reasons why end-time preachers are doing so well, and why main-line churches are losing members, is that doomsaying is more effective as a replicator.  Writes Lynch, “doomsaying wins out in the Darwinian struggle of ideas.”

Lynch devotes a chapter to what he calls “Successful Cults.”  These include Judaism, Christianity, Islam, Mormonism and the Jehovah’s Witnesses.  Lynch discusses the reasons why these religions have been successful.  He also presents one unsuccessful cult – the Shakers.   Lynch writes,  “The Shaker movement started with extreme proselytic zeal, yet it also strongly promoted celibacy among its members.  Celibacy probably boosted proselytic activity by giving adherents more time and mobility for proselytizing, but virtually eliminated parental transmission.  Eventually, the missionary efforts reached their saturation point – the point when all non-hosts amenable to conversion had already been converted.”

Lynch briefly addresses the conflicting memes of science and religion.  He states, “Numerous thinkers have suggested that modern scientific knowledge would push all religion toward extinction.  Yet old religions continue to defy such forecasts.  Moreover, new and vigorous religious movements continually form.  Many once thought that the theory of evolution by natural selection would spell the end of religious myths.  Yet the very phenomenon of evolution by natural selection easily propels religions past the minor challenges raised by scientific ideas.  Even evolutionism loses ground to divine creationism in modern times.

“Memetic analysis of religion illuminates a stark contrast between religious and scientific thought: religious belief generally holds that certain specific beliefs are divinely created.  Memetic science contends that great religions evolve from a vast accumulation of observable, mundane human actions.  The creation-evolution conflict thus opens up a new front: the origin of religions.”

Other areas in which memes play an important part are sexual mores, gender roles, attitudes towards war and peace, and beliefs about health practices.  Circumcision, for example, is widely considered to be a sound  health practice today, though it had its origins as a religious ritual.  This meme may change, however, as an increasing number of people are questioning the health value of circumcision.

One meme that has changed in western society is the concept of what constitutes feminine beauty.  In the past, and in some locations today where the food supply is uncertain, plump women have been regarded as more attractive than thin ones.  Lynch suggests that the reason for this is two-fold: When food was scarce or the supply variable, plumpness indicated that a woman came from a prosperous family.  It was also a sign that she would probably be able to provide more nutrients to her babies.  Now that the food supply is more stable, at least in the western world, and most women have access to a nutritious diet, lean women are generally considered more attractive.  Thin women are as capable of providing good nutrition to their babies during pregnancy as fat women, and leanness is now perceived as an indication of good health.  Also, women from prosperous families often tend to be thinner than those from poorer families.  

Lynch talks about memes that are in conflict with one another, such as the abortion-choice controversy and the issue of gun control.  He also gives his explanation for the reasons why highly opinionated talk show hosts like Rush Limbaugh attract so many listeners.  Of Limbaugh’s radio show he says:  “First, the show carries an urgent theme: the country must renounce all kinds of liberalism or face dire consequences.  Those persuaded by the message then “realize” that they must help spread the word in order to save the nation.  Second, Limbaugh maintains an ambiguity between the serious and the jocular, allowing individual listeners to latch on to the most urgent-sounding message that they themselves can take seriously.  This optimizes the proselytic drive across individuals with different levels and types of conservatism. Third, Limbaugh treats his critics and skeptics to such derision and stereotyping  (in pursuit of entertainment) that he socially pressures some dissenters into silence…. With a history of implying death wishes against liberals, the show also harnesses the fear of hatred toward quelling criticism…. All these factors suppress replication of competing memes, helping the ‘listen to Limbaugh’ meme flourish.”

Not everyone agrees that memetics is a science.  In an article titled “Memes --- What Are They Good For?” published in Vol. 6, No. 3, 1998 of Skeptic, James W. Polichak asserts that most scientists dismiss the meme and ideas based on it.  This is because, he says, “memetic analyses are very shallow and imprecise compared to more traditional approaches, and because proponents of such analyses are all too willing to 

offer untested, unsupported, or incorrect assertions as proof of the value of their approach.”  He points out that unlike Continued on Page 5
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genes or viruses, memes cannot be isolated and viewed under a microscope.  Also, he argues that the examples used by Lynch and other proponents of memetics are anecdotal and subjective.  Polichak may well be correct in this respect.  Nevertheless, Thought Contagion provides a fascinating analysis of the ways in which ideas are disseminated and appear to take on lives of their own.

RELIGION IS AN ART FORM

By Vesta Milnes

Perhaps we should say that religions are art forms.  In our dictionary religion is defined  as a system of beliefs in the unseen and the unknowable.  This is more true with eastern religions than with western.  In most eastern religions it is believed that man is seeking God, but in our tradition God is seeking man and revealing himself (herself?).  Muslims, Jews and Christians all have scripture with accounts of God speaking to man.  In fairly recent times Christian leaders have claimed a direct pipeline to Heaven.  Joseph Smith of the Mormons; Stanley Jones, the famous missionary; and more recently Orel Roberts and many others.  Having worked as an art therapist at Fairfield Hills Hospital [in Newtown, CT] for many years, I can understand the great variety and contradiction of the messages.

Religion, however, is universal, from the North Pole to the South and from the beginning of the time zone to the end.  To many this is proof of the existence of God.  It is certainly proof of a universal need.  I believe that religion is an art, the art of living out one’s days in a meaningful way.  Our time is too short and there are too many marvelous things to enjoy and do to spend our time in a whining boredom.  Religion is an art for everyday, not waiting to find happiness in Heaven.  Someone has said that many people are looking forward to an eternity in Heaven who don’t know what to do with themselves on a rainy afternoon.

The hundreds of religions in the world have all had a place in satisfying the yearning of people for something beyond the life of procreation and hunting for food.  Religion has grown up in all its richness of variety to fill this need.

In art as in life each person thinks his way is the only true way to go.  I like to listen to music but there is a young rock group that practices on a porch a few hundred feet from my garden.  They would probably tell you that my Beethoven stinks!  The person who loves paintings of mountains and trees has a hard time with minimalism.

The great variety of religious beliefs and practice would indicate that they have developed as our needs have grown.  After primitive people had spent centuries searching for wild food they made the marvelous discovery that seed could be planted and mysteriously appeared abundantly in new plants and that animals could be tamed and kept in herds.  The gods of the fields and herds were born.  For centuries all of the art forms were found only as a means of enhancing religious observances.  Religion helped to relieve the monotony of daily existence, gave value to life and aided in the development of ethics and codes of behavior and a search for answers as to who, how and why.

Have we outgrown religion?  Have we graduated from the primitive?  Is religion useful only for people not yet fully developed mentally and socially?

I have been reading a book on comparative religions.  It is much more interesting than the course in religions of the world that I had in a Methodist college in the late twenties.  In that course the Christians came out ahead on every count: Christians one hundred, heathens, nothing.  The other religions were not necessarily better, but they were better for the people who developed them.  It was their own art form, indigenous to their own time and place.  On points of scientific and historical fact they have as low a score as our Judeo-Christian tradition.  The story in the New Testament of Ananias and his wife who dropped dead because they didn’t ante up all their money for the offering is a credible as the Oriental tradition that the world rests on the back of a great turtle.  If you want cold, hard facts it is better not to look in any religion.  If you want beautiful, imaginative stories of the beginning of things, lofty concepts of life, beautiful poetry and patterns for living, they are to be found in many traditions.

Confucianism has a code for living as a gentleman, how to treat your father, your brother, your son and your ruler, but nothing is said about your mother-in-law or your daughter.  A very attractive way of life is Taoism, which means pathway.  To follow this way is to follow the way of nature, the watercourse way, flowing softly and without effort in harmony with the eternal.

There are questions about the value of formal religious education.  In several years of perfect attendance in Sunday School I received at least two things:  I can still recite all the books of the Bible from Genesis to Revelation, and I almost drove my mother crazy with questions about Heaven and Hell.

Sometimes I tease my husband by saying, I am going to start my own church.  If you want to join, meet me in the garden behind the shed.  It is the Church of the Spider Grandmother.  The Hopis have some beautiful legends of a marvelous deity called the Spider Grandmother.  She can change her shape and size any way she chooses, but her favorite one is that of a small spider.  Her reason for being is to help anyone in trouble.  If you are lost in a scorching desert, don’t get frantic and go tearing around in circles.  Sit down quietly
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and the Spider Grandmother will crawl into your ear and tell you which way to go.  This, of course, is akin to many other religions, Transcendental Meditation, the old Oxford Group and pastoral counseling.  Whether it is the Spider Grandmother, God speaking to you, or your own brain cells going to work, it is good religion.

Editor’s Note:  Vesta Milnes is my mother.   She was brought up a Methodist but always had more of an affinity for the Unitarian church.  Before becoming a victim of dementia, she was an accomplished artist.  I came across the above article recently while visiting my parents in Connecticut.  It is the text of a talk she gave a few years ago to her Unitarian/Universalist fellowship.

MONKEY BUSINESS IN KANSAS

A conference sponsored by the Campus Freethought and Young Freethinker Alliance, the Council for Secular Humanism and The Center for Inquiry – Midwest

November 5 – 7, 1999

Free admission for all Campus Freethought and Young Freethinkers Alliance students!

People across the country have voiced their concern about recent decisions made in the Kansas and Kentucky Boards of Education in regard to teaching leading biological and cosmological theories in the science classroom.  Those theories have been demoted by Religious Right and Creationist propaganda and pseudo science.  Teachers, parents and concerned citizens have been working diligently to oppose the decisions made to remove evolution and the big bang from tests.  Organizations like the National Center for Science Education, Americans United for Separation of Church and State, the ACLU, and the People for the American Way have been actively involved in championing science throughout the country.  It’s high time that the students themselves get involved!  Begin by gathering with us in Kansas City, Kansas for a student demonstration, a student-sponsored debate panel, and a conference on the recent “Monkey Business” in Kansas.

SCHEDULE OF EVENTS

DEMONSTRATION

Friday, November 5th, 1999 – 9:00 a.m. until Noon

Corner of 39th and State Line in Kansas City, Kansas

Join Campus Freethought and Young Freethinker Alliance representatives from Kansas and surrounding states along with FISH, Internet Infidels and the Alliance for Secular Humanist Societies as we demonstrate against the Kansas Board of Education.  We will be circulating a petition, selling pro-evolution merchandise, displaying and handing out educational material against a backdrop of out and out aping around.

LECTURES/DISCUSSIONS/WORKSHOPS

Friday, November 5th, 1999 – 2:00 P.M. until 10:00 P.M.

Kansas University Medical Center, Kansas City, Kansas

Dr. Paul Kurtz, founder of the Center for Inquiry, will begin the conference with an introduction to the crisis our educational institutions find themselves.  Other speakers include Molleen Matsumura from the National Center for Science Education, Cornel Pewewardy, John Swomley, Fred Whitehead, Richard Lawrence Miller and Douglas Linder.

Saturday, November 6th, 1999 – 9:00 A.M.  - 6:00 P.M.

Kansas University Medical Center, Kansas City, Kansas

Lectures will resume on Saturday with Larry Martin, Massimo Pigliucci, Edward Lorenzo and Richard Kurtenbach.   Afternoon speakers include Tom Flynn, Robert Price and Amanda Chesworth, followed by a panel discussion between local teachers and students

BANQUET

Saturday, November 6th, 1999, 7:00 P.M. until 9:00 P.M.

Wyndham Garden Hotel, 7000 W. 108th St., Overland Park, Kansas

Amid great food and beverage, Leonard Kristalka will give the keynote address on “Myth Mongering and Monkey Business.”  Students will need to register and pay for the banquet meal.

LECTURES/DISCUSSIONS/WORKSHOPS

Sunday, November 7th, 1999 – 10:00 A.M.  - 12:00 Noon

Wyndham Garden Hotel, Overland Park, Kansas

Verhle Muhrer, director of the Center for Inquiry Midwest, will moderate a panel discussion between Kansas teachers and students with an open forum for all participants.

DEBATE: GOD OR CAUSALITY?

Presented by the Campus Freethought Alliance Debate Circuit

Wednesday, November 7th, 1999 – 2:00 P.M.  – 4:00 P.M.

Johnson County Community College – Yardley Hall

12345 College Blvd., Overland Park, Kansas

Austin Dacey will moderate a panel debate between five participants.  They include Dr. Massimo Pigliucci, an evolutionary biologist at the University of Tennessee; Dr. William Harris, a medical researcher and founder of the Intelligent Design Group; Dr. Larry Martin, a paleontologist at the University of Kansas; Jody Sjogren, a medical and aviation illustrator and co-founder of the Intelligent Design Group; and Dr. Keith Miller, a geologist from Kansas State University.

For more information, please contact Amanda Chesworth, CFA/YFA Coordinator, at 800-446-6198, ext. 220 (e-mail: coordinator@campusfreethought.org) or Austin Dacey, CFA/YFA Outreach Director, at ext. 223 (e-mail: outreach@campusfreethought.org).  As the campaign develops, you can stay informed by visiting the Campus Freethought Alliance website:

www.campusfreethought.org.
Merrimack Valley Freethinker
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