


idea. Of course, it is likely that Russell would not be surprised.

In fact, were Russell alive today, I suspect that he would sar-
donically shake his head at the wealth of misinformation, con-
fusion, and outright quackery that abounds in the information
age. Such examples as the Sokal Hoax, which challenge the
infallibility of scholarly publications (Sokal 2000), the forged
burial box of James, brother of Jesus, the New York Times pla-
giarism case (Adler 2003), and the Raelian fiasco (Mirsky
2003) would only serve to bolster Russell’s skeptical mission of
outreach and education.

Skeptics should seek out an
often-overlooked

partner in academia: the librarian.
By the very nature of their profession,
librarians are constantly organizing, evaluating,

and selecting all formats of

information to support the cause of
education and information literacy.

In conclusion, I issue a two-part challenge to all educators
in the skeptical community. First, I challenge all skeptics to
teach basic skepticism whenever and wherever they can and to
whomever will liscen. Moreover, do not be afraid to teach out-
side of academia and do not be dissuaded by colleagues who
might criticize your efforts. Despite being admonished by his
peers (Leiber 2004, 12-13), Russell still took the time to make
philosophy and critical thinking® presentable to the layperson.
So, let Bertrand Russell serve as your inspiration!

Part two of my challenge is for all skeprics in education to
seek out an often-overlooked skeptical partner in academia:
the librarian. By the very nature of their profession, librarians
are constantly organizing, evaluating, and selecting all formats
of information to support the educational enterprise.
Moreover, being staunch proponents of democracy and the
freedom to read, they are likely to not shy away from many of
the controversial issues that skeptics often become embroiled
in (American Library Association 2000), and they certainly are
willing to collaborate with anyone who is willing to further the
cause of information literacy (Association of College and
Research Libraries 2001).

Whether labeled skepticism, critical thinking, or informa-
tion literacy, these methods need to be widely raught. Indeed,
were skepticism taught on a wider scale, perhaps Russell’s
dream could come rrue and, collectively, we would finally “rev-
olutionise human life” (Russell 1928, 13).
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Notes

1. Schick and Vaughn developed a similar acronym called the SEARCH
formula. See Theodore Schick, Jr., and Lewis Vaughn, How to Think About
Weird Things: Critical Thinking for a New Age (New York: McGraw-Hill,
2002), 252-257.

2. Our guidelines for considering expert testimony were adapted from
Bertrand Russell’s famous maxim on expert testimony.
See Bertrand Russell, Sceptical Essays (New York: W.\W.
Norton & Company, Inc., 1928), 12-13.

3. For a detailed explanation of the acronym
CRITIC and the CRITIC exercise, please see Brad
Macthies and Jonathan Helmke, “Using the CRITIC
Acronym to Teach Information Evaluation,” in
Library Instruction: Restating the Need, Refocusing the
Response: Selected Papers Presented at the Thirty-second
National LOEX Library Instruction Conference held in
Ypsilanti, Michigan May G to May 8 2004, ed. D.B.
Thomas, R. Baier, E. Own, and T. Vatko, Ann Arbor,
Michigan: Pierian Press, forthcoming). See also
hetp://blue.butler.edu/~bmatthie/loex04.html.

4. Our exercise is not constructivist learning in the
purest sense of the idea. However, constructivism did
influence its development, and elements of construc-
tivism are apparent. For more information about con-
structivist pedagogy, see Susan E. Cooperstein and
Elizabeth  Kocevar-Weidinger, Beyond Active
Learning: A Constructivist Approach to Learning,
Reference Services Review, 32 (2) (2004): 141-148.

5. We plan to test the acronym and exercise by
conducting an assessment of learning outcomes.
However, such a project is still in the early stages of discussion.

6. Although he never specifically used the term, it is notable that many of
Russell’s writings foreshadowed latter work in education that would eventually
be called critical thinking. For an excellent overview of a Russellian approach
to critical thinking, see the work done by William Hare which was later sum-
marized by Hager: “Bertrand Russell on Critical Thinking,” in The Journal of
Thought, 36 (2001): 7-16; and Paul Hager, “Russell’s Conception of Critical
Thinking: Its Scopes and Limits,” Inguiry: Critical Thinking across the
Disciplines, 20 (2) (Winter 2001): 11-19.
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