
Letters to the Editor

The Trouble for Hypocrisy

Again, you have published a great
issue with your spring 2000 volume. I
was particularly impressed with
Wayne Booth's essay, "The Rhetoric of
Hypocrisy: Virtuous and Vicious" and
wanted to point out that Booth is in
good company. The philosopher and
Christian mystic Blaise Pascal insisted,
"Human Society is founded on mutual
deceit; few friendships would endure
if each spoke in sincerity and without
passion. . . .[I] set it down as a fact that
if all men knew what each said of the
other, there would not be four friends
in the world." In Molieres play The
Misanthrope young Alceste is particu-
larly critical of Philinte's polite effu-
siveness toward another.

PHILINTE: But in polite society, cus
torn decrees
That we show certain outward
courtesies. . . .

ALCESTE: Ah, no! we should con
demn with all our force
Such false and artificial inter-
course.
Let men behave like men; let
them display
Their inmost hearts in everything
they say;
Let the heart speak, and let our
sentiments
Not mask themselves in silly
compliments.

PHILINTE: In certain cases it would be
uncouth
And most absurd to speak the
naked truth;
With all respect for your exalted
notions,
It's often best to veil one's true
emotions.
Wouldn't the social fabric come
undone

If we were wholly frank with
everyone?

And a contemporary ethicist, Sisela
Bok, sums up:

Nearly every kind of statement of ac-
tion can be meant to deceive. Clearly
intended lies—the most sharply
etched forms of duplicity—have been
in the foreground. . . .More marginal
forms, such as evasion, euphemism,
and exaggeration, have been close
at hand, ready to prop up these lies
or take their place. And all around
have clustered the many kinds of
deception intended to mislead without
even marginally false statements: the
changes of subject, the disguises, the
gestures leading astray, all blending
into the background of silence and in-
action only sometimes intended to
mislead.

Quoting these and other thinkers,
I once published a commentary of my
own,1 whose point—even more press-
ing now than when I published—
might add here to the discussion. As
we are all aware, the age of technology
has had a major impact on civilization.
As certain members of society seek to
promote integrity and to eliminate
hypocrisy, the prospect arises that we
might, indeed, be able to eliminate
hypocrisy completely. Today, a bright
high school science student can reflect
a laser beam from the windows of a
building and monitor conversations.
Computer hackers can penetrate infor-
mation data systems about our health
and financial records. Travel routes
can be followed with the aid of a small
transmitter concealed within an auto-
mobile. Satellite telescopes have the
capability of surveying action over a

1. "Integrity Versus Hypocrisy—The Delicate Balance" Western Journal of Medicine, no.
159 (1993): 614-615.
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large area. Video cameras and one-way
mirrors are used to record very private
activities. Miniature recorders, easily
concealed, can be used to monitor con-
versations as can parabolic reflectors
with microphones sensitive enough to
record voices over 100 yards away. Be-
cause of technology, hypocrisy finds it-
self evermore seriously challenged (as
some of our criminals and politicians
are finding out), and this is only the
beginning. When members of society
have at their disposal the means to
monitor the very thought processes of
an individual, then we will truly have
the power to eliminate deception. The
possibility of attaining this Prome-
thean power is starting to appear on
the horizon.

Today the electroencephalogram
is used to record the brain's electrical
activity as it is influenced by many
conditions. Scientists are now perfect-
ing the magnetoencephalogram, which
is used to monitor and record the elec-
tronic magnetic radiation of the brain
at a distance. As a consequence, there
may yet be a means of intercepting and
monitoring the thought processes. This
research is all still in the experimental
stage, but given the exponential
progress in computer science, cogni-
tive psychology, neuroscience, and
quantum physics, we should not dis-
count such power as a possibility in
the future. How tempting to get finally
and unequivocally at the truth—and
back to the inquisition.

We live in a perpetual tension. On
the one hand we prize honesty and
strive for integrity. On the other we
court hypocrisy because without de-
ception we would sacrifice sensitivity
and discretion. The truth can hurt.
Moreover to maintain our autonomy
and privacy, we shrink from being
completely transparent. We rely on
hiddenness and secrets to protect the

locus of self, but secrets cannot be pro-
tected without duplicity, deception,
even lying. As science and technology
advance and the power to conduct ex-
ternal and, ultimately, internal surveil-
lance grows, tension between these
values will increase. The temptation to
use such technology for personal or
even societal advantage will bring an
ever increasing challenge to the kind
of trustfulness once embodied in the
term "civility" and, even more dis-
turbingly, to our protected sense of
self. If the meaning of life lies in its
moral struggle, the quest for complete
personal honesty, authenticity, and jus-
tice will always be a noble but also a
difficult and even threatening en-
deavor.

LaVal W. Spencer
Ogden, Utah

At Long Last

Finally. Someone finally came flat out
and said what has needed to be said in
Dialogue for over thirty years, and Dia-
logue girded up its loins and sum-
moned the honesty. . .to print it [in
Steve Oakey's letter dismissing the
"Ostler/Sears quagmire," vol. 33, no. 1,
xix [for the Sears and Ostler articles
see, respectively, vols. 31, no. 4 and 32,
no. 4]. In my opinion, it has been a
long time since Dialogue has printed
two more superfluously verbose and
vexatious pieces of terminal irrele-
vance. It is not that these essays soar
far above the intellectual "average" of
a Dialogue readership, that they are
(completely) philosophically incom-
prehensible; it is that by virtue of Dia-
logue's own original statement of pur-
pose, wishing "to bring their faith into
dialogue with the larger stream of reli-
gious thought and with human experi-
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ence as a whole. . ." [that] these tracts
simply sputter out beyond the pale.
Since its inceptional issue, Dialogue has
been a supportive, sometimes quite
contradictory anchor in the gradual
evolution of my personal cosmology.
The most recent Ostler/Sears en-
counter regarding determinism pro-
vided much personal humor and fasci-
nation at the pretentiousness that
pervaded the two pieces and re-
sponses, no more than a reprise of
many other examples of theological es-
oterica presented over the years in
both Dialogue and Sunstone, all com-
prising essentially tempests in forever
mooted religious teapots.

R. Forrest Allred
Clovis, California

Long Road Together

I just finished reading "[A History of
Dialogue, Part Two:] Struggle Toward
Maturity" in the summer issue [vol. 33,
no. 2]. I kept thinking, all that was
going on; where was I. Do you really
have a break down of what your long-
time readers are like and how they
have been affected by Dialogue? You
might have another issue just on that
theme. I am not an intellectual. I am
only very average, but love to read,
and I have been with Dialogue since
about 1967 or 1968. . . .At that time I
was going to Arizona State University
on an experienced teacher's fellow-
ship. . .1 had taught school for three
years in Snowflake, had four children
. . ., was divorced, and the only other
Mormon in the group enticed me to

subscribe. My name has changed.. .but
my subscription has never lapsed.
Thirty years of Dialogue, ten volumes
of Durant2 (I still have two to go), life
and age have changed my naive origi-
nal beliefs. Little doubts, bigger, and
then a total wrenching of my whole be-
lief system. It was so much more com-
fortable believing, but. . .intellectually
I am no longer a Mormon. Although I
haven't been to church in years, I miss
the people, the music, and Relief Soci-
ety. I would never try to change some-
one's beliefs or put stumbling blocks
in the way. I even understand why the
church would be concerned about
your magazine. Truth is hardest to
digest!

I have grown with Dialogue:
[Richard] Poll's article on the "Iron
Rod Mormons," [vol. 2, no. 4], the pink
issue [vol. 6, no. 2] and [Lester] Bush's
article [vol. 8, no. 1] have been my very
favorites. Usually, at least one article in
each issue has always grabbed me and
made me rethink some ideas. A few of
the articles I've xeroxed over the years
and given to friends and the bishop al-
though I doubt they read them.

A very special thanks to all those
people over the long years who con-
tributed time, money, effort, and arti-
cles. I thank you for all the years together.
Some articles, though, have been
deadly dull, and recently I have
skimmed a few, something I would
never have done in the past. I have
never really cared for your covers,
your fiction, or part of the poetry. I
look forward to future issues!

Sharon Huff
Phoenix, Arizona

2. Will and Ariel Durant, The Story of Civilization, 10 vols. (New York: Simon & Schus-
ter, 1954-1967).
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Eugene England, a founding editor and constant friend and counselor to
Dialogue, died Friday, August, 17, 2001, at his home in Provo, Utah. He is
shown here with his wife Charlotte in a happy photo from the years
when he was just beginning to bring his enthusiasm, energy, and galva-
nizing intellect to the enterprise of Mormon studies. In a forthcoming
issue we will look back to his life and work, and we invite any with a
meaningful memory or acknowledgment to help us remember Gene
with a letter to Dialogue.
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