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In Which I Go Fictional 
Isaac Goldberg 

SEXARIANS. By Isaac Goldberg. Privately printed by The 
Panurge Press, 100 Fifth Ave., New York City, $5. 

It 
HAVE no intention of reviewing this book, or of recommend- 
ing it for purchase-that is, if the small edition of 1500 cop- 
ies has not yet been exhausted. The reader must, if he is 

sufficiently interested, form his own opinion of its worth, This I 
know: as soon as the book was ready for the press, the ty e was 
re-distributed, so that, unless it is all set up over again-w 1: ich is 
extremely unlikely-this is the beginning and the end of this 
parl&ular book. The Panurge Press, for which I did the book 
under circumstances that I shall presentiy relate, are, I under- 
stand, the largest publishers of privately printed erotica in Amer- 
ica. What, you will ask, am I doing in this galley? This is the: 
story : 

You will probably recall the name of Esar Levine as that 
of one of the staunchest friends of Frank Harris. H,arria, in- 
deed, has dedicated one of the volumes of his “Life and Loves” 
to Mr. Levine-an honor that young Esar richly earned by sac- 
rificing himself in the interests of courageous letters and of the 
aging Harris. It was indirectly through Harris, or qhroug$i 
Harris’ autobiography, that I came to know Levine personally, 
and iL ia directly through him that I wrote this my firs1 book 
of fiction. 

About a year ago, on a visit to Boston. Levine stepped in on 
m,e with his charming petite wife, and brought me the news 
that he had entered upon the career of a specialist publisher. My 
reviews of i-Izt:ris’s boo1 s in this family organ, and of. other works 
that approach sex- with an attempt at decency and sanity, had 
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suggested to him that I might be the man for a volume on the 
new conceptions of morality. I don’t think he was wrong, and 
I may yet do such a book. How did the question of dignified 
erotic fiction arise? It seemb that, during our discussion, the 
talk turned to a book of such tales; I shall not name the book, 
and it is not very likely that you have ever heard of it. I didn’t 
hanpen to think much of the collaC;tiod of stories, and, in an off- 
hand way I made the remark that I could do better than that 
myself. :.:x1 , : 

“Why don’t vou ?” challenged Levine. Such a notion was 
the farthest possible from my mind, but all at once the childi-‘- 
itinulse not to pass up a dare got the better of me, and before 
I knew it I answered, “By Jove! I will!” And I did. 

Much to my surprise I found that I was having a great 
time at the work. It was so much more fun embodying libertarian 
principles in flesh and blood than in the colder form of philo- 
sophic abstractions. After years of promising. myself that I 
would some day get down to fiction and the drama, here, by 
happv accident, I was fuXll&+ that promise. . 

What I have tried to do in these stories-there are eight 
of them in all: Resurrection, Triptych, Mothersong, Double- 
Lover, Twilight, Honeymoon, Nocturne, Victory-is to view the 
sexual activities of man ant’ woman in a zational manner that 
shall not, at the samle time, rub off the bloom and the poetry 
of the experience. Not all aspects of sex are beautiful; neither 
are all aspects of sex ugly. Even among liberal students of sex 
there is also ol@ortunity for debunking. This, too, in these 
stories, I tried to do. 

Honeymoons, for example, are by no means unexceptionally 
the ecstatic rhapsody pictured by the popuIar ncceptation of She 
word. Too frequently, they represent an almost tragic period 
of adjustment for which the pruderies of convention are large- 
ly to blame . . . There are victories in sexual life that h.ave 
all the pathos and the depression of defeat . . . In sex we make 
ourselves sublime as well as ridiculous, and I tried hard to catch 
now a reElection of that sublitiity and now a reflection of the 
ridiculousness or-to be more CharitableLthe humor . . . That 
good may be rooted in evil, and that evil may be rooted in 
good, does not seem to occur to those hide-bound moralists 
v&o would put humanity into a straight-jacket and who look up- 
(n everry bed, except the bsd of Procrustes, as an invention of 
Sata.n. These themes, too, I tried to treat in tcrtis of living 
creatures . . . So, too, I annroached the questions of the dubi- 
ous sex. of love for more than one person at the same time, of 
the trifling circumstances that impel us to passion or aversion. 

‘Casting about for a general title, I sought a word that 
should serve as a generic term for those to whom the ramify- 
ing. moblems of sex are a central preoocupation. Strangely 
enough ‘I was put to it to find one. We have the word libertar- 
ian for lovers of liberty ; we have the word vegetarian for certain 
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dietary specialists; for lovers of humanity we have the term ’ 
ljumanitarian. Why not, then, on the analogy of these forma- 
tions, the word “Sexarians” for such persons as I have described 
above? The thought was so logical th,at, so to speak, I added 
the word to the language by grouping my stories as a whole ’ 

/j,nder that title. So that the epigraph of the book reads “SEX- 
yJAey” * * * A word not yet in the dictionary, but long ago i., 

I & ‘glad to see that the publishers, in describing this / 
book, call it erotic but not pornographic. T have no interest in 
writing what is called smutty literature. Such literature has no, 
attractions for me. when written by others, unless it be the 
scientific interest of the man in Ihe laboratory examining path- 
o:ogical tissue. As I wrote to a lady friend of mine, 1, know 
that the book-whatever its value as art may be-is decent 
simply because I happen to be docent myself. It is outspoken, 
for a similar reason. It is not mealy-mouthed, and again for 
a similar reason. 

’ And I have a very strong notion that shortly I shall be 
working at some more fiction. 

BURRED LAUGHS i 
SCOTCH. Or, It’s Smart to be Thrifty. A volume of the , 

Best Scotch Jokes. (M’ac) Simon and (Mac) Schust’er, New 
‘Stork. 99 cents. You Pay a Dollar, and the Cent Change is Im- 
bedded in the Front C’over. 

There are styles in prejudices, as in everything else. Once 
upon a time it was Ihe Jew who was supposed to be niggardly,. 
and Shylock w&.s made, by a lofty genius of the’ drama-who 
happened to know nothing abcut Jews-into a scowling symbol 
of greedy and hatred. Now *t 1s tile turn of the Scotch to bear - - 
t& burden of the azcusatro.n, ant’ to be the scapegoat of man-;, 
kind’s dislike for the tightwad. To me, the best joke in tirij 
collection doesn’t appear between the covers. It is this: many 
of the jests were first told of Jews, and it has been a simple I_; 
matter to translate them into the burred dialect of the Scotch- 
mall. Jakie and Ik,e become Angus and Tamltius, coals and 
trousers hecome kilts, the JLw’s harp (who ever saw a Jews play- 
ing one, by the way?) bccom,e& a bagpipe, and presto! the joke. ,: 
iS Scotch. :;, 

A few of these jesLs are vulgar,’ if funny. 4Many of them ,, 
are no more Scotch than I am. Stinginess, penny-squeezing, and , :; 
the like, are attributes that are pretty well distributed through- - : 
out the human species. I can take a joke as well as the next : 
man, but I don’t see why the Scot’ch should be any more grace- ; 
ful about thcsc grinning libels than any other race. And when 
they are exaggerated into cheap caricatures, they cease to be 
funny. 

Not that there aren’t plenty of laughs iq the collection. 
There are. Only, I am from policy against anything that in- 
Lreases, however subtly; ill-will amon@t the nations. 
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FREEING THE HUMAN MIND ’ 

CHAPTER I 
e 

, THE ORIGINS OF FREE SPEdULATION AMONG THE GREEKS 

T WAS once customary to represent the passage from oriental 
to Classical history as 3 sharp break, and to hold that Greek 
civilization was a unique thing, quite apart from the civiliza- 
tions which had gone before it. This view is no !cnger shared 

by any informed scholars. ‘Indeed, the early history of Greece is quite 
inseparable from the history of the Orient. IZy its intrusion into the 

,co&mer~e of the eastern Mediteiranean, oriental civilization left its 
fluvial basis and entcrcd upon the thalassic or seabound age which char- 

’ acterized Classical civilization1 The earliest age of Greek culture was 
.an integral part of the Aegean civilization, distinctly an oriental culture. 
Fur~hcr, the first important stage of Greek civilization, after the fall of * 
the Aegean culture, was attained in the Ionic islands immediately off the . 
shore of Asia Minor. Much of the Greek intellectual life owed its 
origins to the previous orietital achievements in science and the develop- 
ment of the art of writing. Throughout all of Greek history there was 
a close interaction between Hellenic and Asiatic forces and influences. 
Hence the understanding llistorian no lollgcr maintains the thesis of any 
considerable hiatus between oriental and Classical civilization. 

, Classical civilization illustrates the second great type of enSron- 
mental basis in the evoluliurl UI civilization; namely, that of the thalassic, 
coastwise, or seabound setting. The geographical environments of the 

B Greek peoples pfaycd a very large part in developing Hellenic civilization, 
The fact that the first Greeks of any historic significance dwelt in the 
Ionic settlements on the mainland of western Asia and in the islands just 
off the coast was of great importance in stimulating that unique develop- 
ment of independent thinking and philosophic specula&n, which was per- 
haps the most important contribution made by Greece to the later world. 
This was an area through w&h travelers and merchants passed from 
every part of the civilized world, bringing with them a diverse display 01 
commodities, ideas, and knowledge. This was designed to provoke specula- 
tion and to arouse curiosity. At the same time, the Greeks in this area 
were so distinctly on the fringe of the Assyrian and later of the Persian * ‘(. Empire that the repressive influence of oriental despotism did not func- 
tion markedly in the way of restraining the independence of Greek 
thought. Hence, the Ionic Greeks were subjected to maximum intellec- 
tual stimulation and enjoyed the minimum of intellectual restraint. Like-’ 
wise, the Greek peninsula exerted a great influence over the history of 
the Classical Greeks. The long coast lihe naturally inclined the Greeks 
who dwelt along the shores to commercial pursuits,,with all the dynamic 
and civilizing characteristics of commercial activities: I 

b The Greek city-states represent perhaps the best historical exhibit of 
that type of civilization which seems to have been unusually stimulating to 

3 the ’ development of independent thinking and aesthetic interests and3 d 
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achievements. The city-state civilization that prevailed in the Hellenic ’ 
world until it was swallowed up in the later imperial system of Rome is 
so important in explaining many traits of Classical, economic, intellectual, 
and social life that it is worth while to .quote the following brief charac- 
terization by Professor HuttQn Webster : 

ship a great privilege which came to an individual only by birth. Elsewhere 
he was only a foreigner without legal rights-a man without a country. 

To the free-born inhabitant of Athens or of Rome his city was at once 
his country and his church, his club and his home. He shared in its gov- 
crnmcnt; hc tool< part in the stately ceremonies that honored its patron 
god; in the city he could indulge his taste for talking and for politics; here 
he found both safety and society. 

The ancient city-state, then, stimulated and encouraged self-expression to 
as great a degree as the older tyrannical oriental empires had repressed it, 

The fundamental psychological characteristics of the Greeks were in 
marked contrast to the leading psychic traits of the Orient. Whereas the 
Orient had been characterized by a lust for homogeneity, and by in&l- 
erance of diversity and dissent, the Greek? prized most highly intellectttal 
freedom, independence, and free speculation. It was the unique con- 
tribution of Greek civilization to establish for the first time the freedom 
of the human mind to speculate freely upon the problems of god, riature 
and society, This was , the indispensable foundation for any marked 
progress in science, and hence it is not surprising to find that the Greeks 
made more advances in the field of natural science than mankind was 
subserluently able to achieve until the seventeenth century of our own era. 

There is little doubt that the socio-political situation in Greece ex- 
erted great influence on the promotion of intellectual freedom and 
philosophic speculation among the Greeks. The city-state with its, small 
compass, divers&y of race and occupations, and ideals of self-fulfillment 
within this community,life, was far better adapted to the stimulation df 
self-expression and to ,the advancement of free thought and reflectjve 
analvsis than the e&nsiv& and repressive empires of oritital antiqmty. 
W&n clominzited by spTcia1 and appropriate ideals, however, as in the 

,, 

B 
i 

A Greek br Roman city usually grew up about a hill of refuge (acro~o- 
Zis, capitolium), to which the l~uplc UT 111~ surrounding district could flee i ._ 
in time of danger. This mount would be crowned with a fortress and the 
temples of the gods. Not far away was the market place (agora, forzlm), 

;,Z 

where the Deople gathered to conduct their business and enjoy social inter- 
course. About the citadel and market place were grouped the narrow streets 
and low houses of the town. Thus an ancient city was closely built up and 
lacked the miles of suburbs that belong to a modern metropolis. 

Each of these numerous cities was an independent self-governing corn- 
mu&y. It formed a city-state. Just as a modern nation, it could declare 
war, arrange treaties, and make alliances with its neighbors. Such a city- 
state included not only the territory within its walls, but also the surround- 
ing district where many ot the cltlzens lived: It was usually of small size. 
Aristotle once said that “a city could not consist of ten men, nor again of 
one hundred thousand.‘! By this he meant that a ctiy ought not to be so 
small that no community life waq PnSGhlP in it, yet not so large that a 
man could not know many of his fellow-citizens. 2 71 

The metnbers of an ancient city-state were very closely associated. 
The citizens believed themselves to be descended from a common ancestor 
and so to be all related. They were united also in the worship of the 
patron god or hero who had them under his protection. These two ties, 
the tie of supposed kinship and the tic of a common religion, made citizen- 

i 
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case of Sparta? the Greek city-state could be as coerbive and repressive of 
individual initiative as Egypt, Babylonia, or Assyria. 

This speculative freedom and scientific curio’sity quickly led the 
Greeks to question the existing SupernaturalIsm and to criticize the myth- 
ology which this supernaturalism had created. Some of the ablest of the 
Greek philosophers and scientists worked out a naturalistic theory of the 
evolution of the cosmos, the earth, and human culture. The Epicureans, 
while they did not deny the existence of the gods, vigorously contended 
that the gods played no part whatever in the creation of the world or 
the direction of human conduct. They were not even conscious of the 
existence of either the world or man, but spent their time in a truly god- 
like fashion on a sort of perennial celestial picnic. The Greeks were 
able to make these advances in religious skepticism in large part because 
of the absence of any sacred book, because o’f the fundamentally secular 
and political nature of their pantheon, and because of their tendency not 
to take their religious mythology too literally or too seriously. To be 
sure certain Greek schc~~Is, like the Stoics, took a moderate theistic atti- 
tude towards the universe and assigned the processes of nature and the 
facts of human experience to divine intervention. 

Many Greeks rejected the supernatural interpretation of the purpose 
of life as thoroughly as they did the supernatural explanation of the 
causes of life. They contended that the chief purpose of life was the 
harmonious development and complete expression of the human per- 
sonality in the city-state, civilization. They had no idea that the chief 
objective of human endeavor should be to secure the salvation of a soul 
in the world to come. Accepting this highly secular outlook upon the 
purpose of human life, the Greeks were in a position to speculate freely 
upon human roblems and social issues in order to discover what really 
constitutes t e good life.,” 4 when judged by strictly mundane considera- 
tions. Such a humanistic and speculative outlook upon leading social 

’ problems inevitably generated a high degree of tolerance and intellectual 
freedom, quite at variance with the political despotism which preceded * 
the Greeks, and the ecclesiastical intolerance which followed the decline 
of Classical civilization. 

Freedom of thought, the speculative and inquiring spirit, toleration 
of dissent, animated discussion for the sake of arriving at the truth, and 
a thoronghly sec111ar point of view with respect to the problems and 
objectives of life are, then, the outstanding aspects of the psychology of 
the historic Greeks. These were achievements not excelled by any other 
peoples in the history of human civilization. 

The Romans were distinctly less given to inquiry and speculation, 
and more inclined to be interestled in the problems of system and order, 
which explains the character of early Roman society and law, but in the 
intellectual world the Greeks dominated Classical times to as great a 
aegree as did the Romans in the realm of engineering, politics, and law. 

The Greek achievements in science were diverse, numerous, and im- 
pressive. In the field of mathematics Euclid and Euxodus systematized 
plane and solid geometry. Appolonius made important beginnings in 
projective geometry. Hipparchus founded trigonometry: and, if he had 
possessed the indispensable algebraic notation, Archimedes would prob- 

. 
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ably have invented the calculus nearly two thousand years before it was 
finally created by Licbnitz dnd ;Ncwton in the scvcnfccnth century. 

Remarkable progress was made in the field of astronomy which far 
outdistanced the crude,astrolo$cal theories of the Babylonians. Aristar- 
thus of Samos proved the rotation of the earth on its axis, and suggested 
that the earth’moves in an orbit about the sun. These discoveries con- ’ 
stitutcd an anticipation of the views of Copernicus as set forth nearly 
two thousand years later. By ingenious computations Aristarchus also 
arrived at a rough estimate of the distance of the sun from the earth. 
Hipparchus worked out the most adequate star catalogue down to the . 
time ul Tychu ISI& in tht: sixterrllh ccr~tu~y. IIe also arrived at a 
mathematical theory of the movement of the heavenly bodies, and dis- 
covered that extremely obscure and complicated astronomical fact-the 
precession of the equinoxes. He e&mated the length of the year within 
six minutes of the absolutely correct time? and he devised the modern 
method of establishing latitude and longitude. Much of this Greek 
astronomy was systematized by Ptolemy and embodied in his Alvnayest, 
written in the second century of the Christian Era. Not until the time , 
of Kepler and Newton did astronomy advance beyond these discoveries 
of the ancient Hellenic scientists. *‘, 

In the field of physics Euclid and others established the scientific 
study of optics, but the grkatest achievements here were those of Archi- 
medes, perhaps the greatest man of science that the ancient world pro- -i 
duced. 1Ie founded and remarkably extended the, field of static mechanics, 
involvilyg- the discovery of the principles of the lever and the pulley, and 
of speclllc gravity and the law of floating bodies. I-Ie unquestionably * 
would have done valuable work in dynamics had it not been for the fact ” 
that the Greeks possessed no adequate instrument for the accurate meas- , 
urement of time. In chemistry there was some little progress in the way 
cf the discovery of new minerals and chemical substances, but there was 
only very slight advance in this subject beyond the alchemy of the .l 7 
Egyptians. Aristotle’s theory of the four ftindamental elements-earth, 
air, fire, and water-not only provided the basis for Classical and medie- 
val chemistry and physiology, but also constituted the chief obstacle to 
the development of scientlilc chemistry down to early modetn times. 

In the field of biology Aristotle and others made notable achieve- ? 
ments in the way of describing the life, habits, and anatomy of the*va‘rious 
types of plants and animals. Aristotle also made a number of sugge.stions ,, 
in harmony with the theory of organic evolution.. He contended that f. 

species developed from the more simple to the more complex, and he 
,‘r 
..’ 

possessed some rudimentary knowledge in the field of genetics. Greek.. 
biology, however, was chiefly descriptive, and no very close and detailed I 
work could be done even in this field because of the absence of the 
microscope. 

) The science of medicine was founded by Hippocrates, whose ideils 
Z$ to the ethics of the physician were so high that the so-called “Hippo- 3 
crntic Oath” is still administered to the graduates of our medical college5 
before they receive their diplomas. While his theory of the path&genesis , 
.of disease was based upon the grotesque doctrine of the four- humors7 
blood, phlegm, yellow bile, and black bile-and was inseparably involved ” 
with astrological dogmas, he showed great astuteness, by emphasizing the 

: 
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value of a close study of symptoms, and by hia thesis of the development , 
of all diseases to a’certain so-cdlecl “crisis.” The Greek medicine,” 
founded by Hippocrates and his successors, was4 taken up and system- 
atized later particularly by Celsus and Galen. A Roman contemporary 
of Galen, Dioscoricles, brought otit a systematic work on the ivzateriu 
q+aedica, which represents the best summary of classical knowledge in this 
field. Surgical operations of a major type were performed, and even 
rudimentary n;lcthods of producing anesthesia were prnvicled by the use 

of mandragora and other drugs. 
Geography was also established as a science during the Classical 

period, and in the works of Strabo we find a systematic effort at a com- 

plete description of the earth rind its iilhabitants, as far as these facts 
were known in the Hellenic world. Anthropogeography, or the science 
of the relation of geography to man and hiunan culture, was also initiated 
by the Greek physician, Hippocrates, and elaborated by other Classical 
writers such as Aristotle, Cicero, and Vitruvius. 

Y Fe:-haps the most notable of all the intellectual and scientific achieve- 

ments of the Classical world was the formulation of the theory of evolu- 
tion by Heraclitus, Democritus, and the Epicureans. Our chief source / 
for Gs ancient theory of evolution is the great poem of Lucre&us on “The 

Nature of Things,” which has been rightly described by Professor Shot- 
well as “perhaps the most marvelous performance in all antique litera- 
ture.” Not even in the cosmic philosophy of Herbert Spencer do we 
find. a more thorough acceptance of the evolutionary theory as applied 
to the universe, the earth, man, and society. 

We also discover in Lhe Classical period the beginnings of systematic 

cotipilations of scientific knowledge, and the origins of the encyclopedia 
idea. Aristotle executed a scholarly compilation of all existing knowledge, 
and in the Roman perid Pliny the Elder, in his Na.tural History, fxo- 
duced a somewhat more popular encyclopedia of the characteristic learn- 
ing of the age. Great libraries were established, of which the most 
notable was that at Alexandria, possessing some seven hundred thousand 
volum+, thus being larger than the libraries of most American uni- 
vwsities. 
” The theory of the supernatural origin ul social institutions and 
usages was to a considerable degree dissipated among the educated classes, 
and the secular basis of social life asserted itself more and more effec- 
tively. The conception of legislation as enacted by nran WI 111~ basis U[ 
its’ utility to society gradually supplanted the theory of divinely rivealed 
customary usages. Much of the earlier progress in the way of social 
freedom and flexibility was, however, destroyed by the attempts in the 
later Roman Empire to stereotype society and to introduce something 
approximating a caste system. 

The decline of supernaturalism among the Greeks and the Remans 
had an important influence upon the family and the ideas regarding sex 
and sex behavior. The Classical peoples were, in general, free from the 
Jewish and Christian notions of sin in relation to sex, and tended to 
think and act in this field according to dictates of personal desire and 
social expediency. Their criteria in this area of behavior were based 
upon social, psychological, and aesthetic considerations in relation to their 
view of the “good life.” Among the more cultivated Greeks the *family 
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played a purely socio-biological role, in the way of rearing children, more 
’ or less divorced from sentiment and romantic love. The latter features 

were secured from association with mistresses, who were usually better 
educated, personally more attractive, and culturally more interesting than 
the wives. ,The Romans introduced the notion of marriage as a legal 
contract, to be controlled by law according to the prevailing conceptions 
of social welfare. The important thing about the Greek and Roman 
views in this field of sex behavior was the rational and secular approach 
to the whole matter, placing the issues on a sociological and aesthetic 
basis, Not since pagan times has society been able to analyze and control 
sex in a manner so divorced from supernaturalism and mystical con- 
siderations. 

The skeptical tendencies among the Greeks were best represented by 
the Sophists and the Epicureans. Tbe Sophists were made up of a group 
of fifth century realists who endeavored to check the tendency toward 
both supernatural theology and abstract philosophy, and to bring knowl- 
edge down to earth by showing its relative basis and giving it explicit 
application to human society. Gilbert Murray has admirab.ly summarized 
the significance of the Sophists in the intellectual history of western 
civilization : 

Their main mission was to teach, to clear up the mind of Greece! to 
put an end to bad myths and unproven cosmogonies, to turn thought mto 
fruitful naths. Manv of them were eminent as original thinkers: Gornias 
reduced hleaticism to absurdity; Protagoras cleared-the air by his do&ine 
of the relativity of knowledge. The many sophists to whom “wisdom” 
meant knowledge of nature, are known to us chiefly by the Hippocratic 
writings, and through the definite advances made at this time in the-various 
sciences, especially Medicine, Astronomy, Geometry, and Mechanics. Cos, 
Abdera, and Syracuse could have told us much ‘about them: Athens, our 
only informant, was thinking of other things at the time-of social and 
human problems, In this department Protagoras gave a philosophic basis 
to Democracy. The mass of mankind possesses the sense of justice and 
the sense of shame-the exceptions are wild beasts, to be exterminated-and 
it is these two qualities rather than intellectual powers that are the roots of 
social conduct. Alkidamas! a disciple of Gorgias, is the only man recorded 
as having in practical pohtlcs proposed the abolition of slavery; in specula- 
tion, of course, many did so. Antiphon the sophist represents, perhaps 
alone, the sophistic view that a wife is a “second self” and more than . 
any friend. 

In histol-y,. IIippias laid the foundations of a national system of chron- 
ology by pubhshing the list of Olympian victors. The whole scrence of . 

. language rests on the foundations laid by such men as Prodicus and Pro- 
tagoras: the former insisting on the accurate showing that language is 
not a divine and impeccable- thing, but a human growth with conventions 

/ 

and anomalies. As to morals in general, most of the Sophists were essen- 
tially preachers, like Hippias and Prodicus ; others, like Gorgias, were pure 
artists. The whole movement was moral as well as ink=llertml, awl was ’ 
singularly free from the corruption and lawlessness which accompanied, 
for example, the Italian Renaissance. The main fact about the Sophists is 
that they were set to educate the nation, and they did it. The character of . 
the ordinary fourth-century Greek, his humanity, sense of justice, courage, 
and ethical imagination, were raised to something like the level of the lead- 
ing minds of the fifth century, and far above that of any population within 
a thousand years of him. After all, the 

2 
ophists are the spiritual and intel- 

lectual representatives of the age of 
create such an age againl 

ericles ; let those who revile them 

/ . 
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I The Stoics, who constituted that school of philosophy founded by 
Zeno (ca. 350-ca. ,260 B. C.) in the latter half ofthe fourth century B. C., 
and which lasted until the close of the period of +he domination of the 
Western Roman Empire, interpreted society in terms of rational thought 
and held with Aristotle that all men must be social., both for the develop- 
ment of their own personality and for the proper discharge of their duties 
toward their fellow-beings. Their conception of society was far broader 
than that of the other schools of philosophy, to whom the world was 
either Greek ‘or Barbarian. The cosmopolitan Stoic conception of a 
world-society and citizenship did mwh to develop the idea of the essential 
brotherhood of mankind. Especially important in their ethical doctrines 
was their emphasis upon the law of nature as the proper guide for moral 
conduct. 

The Stoic views of society had a marked relation to their views of 
God, man and the world. The Stoics were avowed theists and looked 
upon the universe, man and society as a product of divine handiwork. 

God had created the material universe and man ; the human institutions 
were but the feeble imitation of divine wisdom, secured by man’s im- 
perfect assimilation of divine guidance. This divine wisdom emanated 
from God in the form of the Logos and might be absorbed to some de- 
gree by the rational nature of man. Such views naturally led to an atti- 
tude of human resignation, for what happened was God’s will. It also 

* produced a funddmentally religious and pietistic outlook upon social 
I processes and problems. 

The Epicureans, foundecl by Epicurus (342-270 B. C.), presented a 

conception of society diametrically opposed to that held by the Stoics, 
maintaining that it had its only basis in conscious self-interest, which 
led to the institution of social relations in order to escap& the evils and 

inconveniences of a non-social and isolated condition. Such a theory, it 
will easily be perceived, was based on that fallacious conception of society 
which opened the way for the later development of the doctrine of the 
pre-social state of nature and the foundation of social relations in a con- 
tract founded upon the perception of the utility of such an arrangement. 
With the possible cxccption of the Sophists and Plato, Epicurus was the 
first to premisk an original contract, though it was more after the nature 
of the governmental than the social contract. 
cosmopolitan and idealistic Stoics, 

As compared with the 
the Epicureans were thus marked 

individuahsts and evolutionary materialists, though they were by no 
means advocates of sensuality, as is often asserted. 

The Epicurean attitude towards society was exactly the reverse of 
the Stoic position on fundamentals. 
materialists. 

The Epicureans were evolutionary 
They combined the atomic theory of Democritus with 

Heraclitus’s doctrine of flux or eternal change into what constituted the 
classic evolutionary philosophy of pagan times. They did not deny the 
existence of the Gods, but they did hold that the Gods had nothing what- 
ever to do with the material world, man or society, whjch had evolved in 

I a wholly naturalistic fashion.. Hence, religion, based upon the fear of the 
Gods and efforts to placate the Gods, was deemed the chief bane of hu- 
manity. The Epicureans, then, repudiated the whole theistic and pietistic 
view of things and frankly accepted a materialistic philosophy, which does 
not mean, as so many have imagined, a gross hedonism or any justification 
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of vulgar corporeal indulgence. They believed happiness to be the highest 
L 

’ 
aim of man, but their view of happiness was that of a civilized and cul- 
tured man and was not centered upon the aspiration for prolonged carnal 
indulgence. + 

The chief Roman representative of the Epicurean school was the 
great philosophic poet Lucretius (‘39-55 B. C.), the most original mind - 
that Rome produced. Acknowledging with pride his obligations to Epi- 
curus, he justified, by his original presentation of the course of human 
and social development, the title of the first great evolutionary sociologist. .. 
Correlating the current written and spoken accounts of the rustoms of ” 
primitive peoples and the previous theories of poets and philosophers, he 
produced a theory of social evolution which, in all its aspects, was in- 
finitely superior to anything which was presented by any other writer “ 
down to the critical period of eighteenth century philosophy. The struggle 
for existence; the survival of the fittest; the mode of life among prim- 
itive peoples: the origin of language, fire, industry, religion, domestic 
relations, and the arts of pleasure; the sequence of the culture ages, and 
the development of commercial relations are set forth with a clearness, L 
accuracy, and modernity which prerlr~d~ the possibility of entire con- 
jecture or of the complete reading into his writings of later ideas which 
did not occur to’ him. Professor Shotwell has thus estimated the nature 
and significance of Lucretius’s achievement: “It is a poem for the twen& : 
tieth century, in this sense perhaps the most marvelbus pqrformance in * 
all antique literature. Any survey of antique processes of mind as they 
hear qxx~ the development of the historical outlook would be sadly in- 

,complete without an examination of De Ret-awn Natuva.” 
While, from the standpoint of intellectual history, Classical develop- 

mcnts arc csscntially limited to the achievements ul Greece, yet one must 
not overlook certain important cotitributions made by the more practical-~ 
minded Romans, particularly in the field of engineering, government and 
law. The Romans made practically no contributions to abstract thought 
or pure science, but they did bring about a number of considerable tech- 
nological advances in the f$d 0% architecture. They first made wide use 
of the l3abylonian p1 inciplc ul ~ht: arch and the vault structure, Applying 
the arch concept to the general field of engineering, they devised the first -- 
successful arched bridges, viaducts, aqueducts and sewers. They carried 
thr: arl of road-building .far beyond the level of achievement reached by 
the Persians. There are yet found in parts of Europe stretches of, Roman 
ioads which are still passable and in a reasonable state of repair. The 
Remans also had notable success in constructing dams and reservoirs, as 
well as in building harbors, lighthouses, and other phases of maritime 
engineering. It should be remembered however, thar many of these 

;‘?, 

Roman technological exploits were not the product of native Italians. 
I 

“‘i 
Most of the scientists, architects, and engineers of the Roman Empire ’ $ 
were Greeks, and much of Roman technology, particularly in the maritime 
realm, was learned from the Egyptians. 

When we come to the field .of political development and institutions 
we observe remarkable progress. Both the Greeks and the Rom&s ’ 
created representative government after the lapse of the many centuries 
accompanying the transition from tribal society to the despotic’ empires 

; 
, 

of oriental antiquity. The Greeks and the Romqns were able to combine 

I  ’ 
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fo; the first time in human historv political order on a larce scale wit?1 
the relative freedom nf the indiviti&t citizen. Of course, it iS true tliat in 
IX~L!G Greece nor tiome was there any approximation to democratic 
institutions or majority rule, but wirhin the fortunate minority of citizens 
there was a degree of personal liberty which had not hitherto existed in 
the history of mankind. IAewise, government by discussion, which had 
been present in a rudimentary form in tribal society, now became a basic 
technique in political control. -I 

The Roman lawyers developed the theory of popular sovereignty; 
namely, the view that the ultihlatc foundations of political power wefe to 
be sought in the will of the l~~~l~le. 1 towever little this theory may have 
achieved in the way of cnicr :;*‘lq into actual practice in the Classical 
world, it entered prominently into European tradition and later became a / 
powcrfnl basis of the rise of modern representative government and 
democratic theory. 

Roman imperial institutions, however defective they may have been 
in actual practice, constituted the most ambitious and successful effort 
:Ittemptrtl up to that time in the way of extensive political administration 
and the assimilation of witlely divrrse peoples to a common culture and a 
sipgle unified political control. Incidental!y, the Roman Empire proved 
the social and cultural blessings of even an arbitrarily enforced rCgime 
of peace and order. The Greek Stoics were the first to develop a rational 
conception of internationalism. The imperial prestige and ambitions of 
Rome left their in~pr~ss ~~pn SII~ISW~II(V~I :I;;:“;, ntoi;t tlntxhly in the at- 

tempt to revive imperial grandeur in the I lo’y Roman Empire, and in 
the rise of a new Roman Empire in the form of the Holy Catholic Church. 
The !atter was a great secular pnlitirnl arlmini~trative tInit, modeled after 
Roman imperial precedent, as well as being a vast spiritual kingdom em- 
bracing the faithful throughout western Christetidom. Not only did the 
Roman imperial administration furnish the model for the general organ- 
ization of the Christian Church; the bishopric in the cathedral city was 
also the direct and logical successor of the ancient municipality. 

In the field of legal theory and pradice Rome made some of her most 
enduring contributions to the subsequent history of mankind. The 
Roman lawyers developed the theory of the universality of fundamental 
legal principles which they believed to be common to all rational men. 
The Roman jurists also emphasized the supremacy of secular law over 
all other forms of actual control, and insisted upon the subordination of j 
all to the reign of law. Still further, the human individual made his first 
form&l appearance as a recognized entity in the theory of rjoman law. 
The codification of legal principles was executed on an elabo?ate scale 
by Justinian. 

Roman law had a tremendous influence upon late medieval and early I 
modern Europe in the way of stressing the supremacy of secular author- 
ity over the Church or any other form of rivalry, and through giving rise 

, 

to the movement for the realization af popular sovereignty and the rule 
of the majority. 

We should, perhaps, emphasize another point; namely, the growing _ 
* 

_ 
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tendency of the Greeks and Romans to emphasize the secular nature of 
the origins of the state and law, in contrast to the thorough-going ac- 
ceptance of the view of supernatural origins by primitive and oriental 
peoples. This attitude was the basis of what became the exaggerated 
emphasis upon this position in regard to political origins in the social , 
contract theory of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. 

.-. 



CHAPTER II: 

DISSOLVING TNE MEDIEVAL SYNTHESIS 

GENERATION ago it was fashionable to assign great im- 
portance to the Renaissance in the development of modern 
civilization, In the works of the esthete Symonds and the poet 
Burkhardt one finds the thesis that the Middle Ages were a y 

period of general and relatively uniform stagnation, the paralyzing shell 
or envelope of which was burst by the potent forces arising from the 
new appreciation of classical literature and the remarkable developments 
of chromatic and plastic art during the two centuries following 1450. The 
most diverse results of a progressive nature have been assigned to such 
factors and causes, not even excepting-the rise of the national state system. 

The results of a generation of historical scholarship have been such 
as totally to dissipate this illusion. In the first place, we have learned 
much more about the real nature of the Middle Ages. It has been shown 
that they cannot be dealt with as a unified period, there being an enormous 
gulf between the culture of Merovingian France and the Italy of Dante. 
It was not an era of uniform, cultural stagnation, Particularly from the 
twelfth century onward there was a steady, if gradual, intellectual and 
scientific improvement, and the Renaissance, as such, did little to stim- 
ulate these tendencies in an unique manner, In the second place, it has 
been shown that it is mani ? estly inaccurate and misleading to throw to- 
gether all the multifarious and diverse cultural developments of the period 
from 1450 to 1700 and assign them to’ the Renaissance. If this term is 
to have any specific meaning whatever, it must be held to refer to 
Humanism .and to the development in art. 

t As to Humanism it can scarcely be proved that the laudable increase 
of interest in, and approval of, the literatures of Greece and Rome pro- 
duccd any remarkable intellectual revelation. Least of all did it produce 
any marked impulse to renewed scientific curiosity. The only direct con- 
tribution which Humanism made to the new science lay in the recovery 
and reading of some of the writings of the Greek scientists, who had far 
more modern and acceptable ideas on scientific matters than those of 
most medieval figures, but instances of this sort were very few and 
relatively ‘unimportant. It was found that everything of use in Galen 
had long been incorporated into medieval medicine. The most encyclo- 
pedic of all the Greek scientists, Aristotle, had been well known to the 
Schoolmen in good translations from the Greek after the close of the 
thirteenth century. The Humanists were much more attracted by rhetor- 
ical and ‘mystical pagan works than by the scientific treatises of an- 
tiquity ; in other words, by works that did no violence tn the Christian 
outlook. Cicero and Neo-Platonic writers loomed far wider on the 
horizon than Aristarchus, Archimedes or Hipparchus. As Professor 
Robinson has judiciously said : 

The so-called Renaissance offers little izomparable to the intellectual 
achievements of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. It is true that in the 

, l fourteenth and fifteenth centurieg the Italian twm dwelopcd an mterestmg 
_. _ 
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civilization and a marvelous art different from that which wrnt hefore. 
These tiave perhaps blinded us to the relatively slight contributions of the 
period to general change. To one who is inte& up&l establishing the con- 
tilluity of history, the men of letters, the philosophers, and even the artists 
of the Renaissance, exhibit an extraordinary intellectual conservatism. They 
transcended relatively few of the ancient superstitions, contributed but little 
to the knowledge of the world, and readily yielded to the fascination of 
Neo-Platonic mysticism, as is illustrated by Ficino, Pica and Rcuchlin. 

As has bcrll aaid elsewhere, it was quite possible to read the classics 
without becoming forthwith Hellenic in one’s attitude of mind. It may be 
safely said that as one’s acquaintance with the Middle Ages, as well as his . . 
appreclatlon of our own time increases, the R~naissnnr~ secmq to grow snore 
and more shadowy as a distinctive period; and yet many writers use the 
term as if the Renaissance were a bright spirit, hovering over Europe, 
touching this writer and that painter or architect, and passing by others 
who were in consequence left in medieval darkness, 

It is a grave mistake to assume that this renewed interest in the Greek’ 
and Roman authors betokened a revival of Hellenism, as has commonly been 
sl!pposed. The libraries described by Vespasiano, a I~lorentinc bookseller of 
tl:e fifteenth century, indicate the least possible discrimination on the part 
of his patrons. Ficino, the translator of Plato, was an enthusiastic Neo- 
PLtonist, and to Pica della Mirandola the Jewish Caballa seemed to promise 
infinite edi&tenmmt In short, Plato zuas as imcr/dlc ilc tlzc Jiftcottk 
ccllt21ry of firotfzfcing as hrtcllectual rcaohtion a.7 Aristotle Anti licric in the 

* tlzirtrenth. With the exception of Valla, whose critical powers were perhaps , : 
:‘:ghtly stimulated by acquaintance with the classics, it must bc confcssetl 
that there was little in the so-called “new learning” to generate anything 
approaching an era of criticism. It is difficult, to be sure, to imagine a 

. blacchiave!li or an Erasmus in the thirteenth century, but it is likewise 
tliIficult to determine the numerous and subtle changes wllicl~ tnz~rlc them 
poss’hle at the opening of the sixteenth; and it is reckless to assume that 
the Humanists were chiefly responsible for these changes.1 

The mnst significant xnci potent impulse given by I-Iutnanism to 
intellectual and scientific advance was an indirect one,, consisting in a 
revival of interest in the things of this world. The intellectual classes 
among the pagans, by contrast with the Christians, had heen singularly 
litt’e interested in the supernatgral world or the destiny of the soul. They 
were primarily concerned about the modt happy, adequate ant1 efficient 
tyI>e of life here an earth. Philosophy was desig-ned to teach how to live 
successfully rather than how to die with assurance of ultimate safety in- - 
the arms of Jesus. This dominant secular interest had been lost for ap- 
proximately n millennium on account of the Christian absurptiul: in the 
problems and technique of the salvation of immortal souls. Augustine 1, 
himself had warned against becoming too much engrossed in earthly in- ~ 
terests lest asstirance of successful entry into the New Jerfisalem be ‘: 
jeopardized. ~$ 

As men like Petrarch and his followers and successors came to read 
more of pagan literature and to approve it heartily, they were inevitably 
infected to some degree with the virus of the secular orientation of the ;i 
Greek and Roman past. Hence, there ardse the amusing situation of 
actually pious PIumanists enthusiastically recommending what was fra$ly 
branded by Augustine as an undoubted and integral portion of the City 
of ‘the Devil. Erasmus admiited that the appellations St. Socrates and 
St. Cicero were neither inaccurate nor inappropr&te and sacrilegious. 

‘* : 

1J. II. Robinson, The New History, pp..110-117, 167-168. 
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He’ thus openly expressed his preference for pagan writers when cc?m- 
pared with cvcn the most illustrious Schoolmen :l 

Whatsoever is pious and conduces to good manners ought not to be 
called profane. The first place must indeed be given to the authority of 
the Scriptures; but, nevertheless, I sometimes find things said or written 
bj the ancients, nay, even by the heathens, nay, by the pbets themselves, 
so chastely, so holily, and so divinely, that I can not persuade myself but 
that, when they wrote them, they were divinelv insnired, and nerhass the 
spirit of Christ diffuses itself farther than we imagine; and that there are 
more saints than we have in our catalogue. To confess freely among 
friends, I can’t read Cicero on “Old Age,” on “Friendship?” his “Offices,” 
or his “Tusculan Questions” without kissing the book, wlthout veneration 
towards that divine soul. And, on the’contrary, when I read some of our 
modern authors, treating of politics, economics and ethics, good God ! how 
cold they are m comparison with these ! Nay, how do they seem to be 
insensible of what *they write themselves. So that I had rather lose Scotus 
and twenty more such as he (fancy twenty subtle doctors !) than one Cicero 
or Plutarch. Not that I am wholly against them either ; but because, by the 
reading of the one, I find myself become better, whereas T rise frnm the 
other, I know not how coldly affected to virtue, but most violently inclined 
to cavil and contention. 

That the gcncration of an intcrcst in the secular world was an im ’ 

pulse in the direction of scientific curiosity, as compared with the super- 
naturalism and eschatology of Patristic and Scholastic Christianity, cannot 
be denied. Yet it was but a feeble and indirect urge, which was probably 
far more than offset by the anti-scientific tendencies of the Humanistic 
movement in education. This is still extant and well reflected by the 
notion that a college student majoring in physics, chemistry or biology 

can make no claim to any true education and culture as compared with 
one who has shown proficiency in wrestling with the ablative absolute, 
hwrlalury subjunctive UT ILL~LII-e pcl-iphrastic, and should, accordingly, have 

his barbarism properly stigmatized by the degree of bachelor of science. 
It was the mystical and esthetic, rather than the scientific and ration- 

alistic, attitude which was promoted by the spirit of Humanism. At its 
very best the latter could do’ no more than to produce the learning of a 
Scaliger or Casaubon or the broad-minded tolerance of a Montaigne. 
Humanism could no more produce the modern world than the Greek and 
Roman culture upon which it was based. And, finally, what slight indirect 
impulse Humanism may have given to secular studies and science was in 
large part obstructed or frustrated by the revival of supernaturalism and 
bigotry in the period of the Reformation and Counter-Reformation. By 
the time scholarship had recovered from this blow, the explorers and 
scientists had created a new world of fact and ideas quite foreign to 
Erasmus, Baronius and Loyola alike. 

The invention of printing, which came as a result of the labors of 
Caster and Gutenberg in the period of Humanism, was a very important 
contribution to the ultimate development of a technique which is so much 
a matter of co-operative effort and effcrtiva comsmlmic2tinn as mdcrn 

science, but there again the service was indirect and incidental rather 
than causal. 

There was no immediate flood of radical or scientific books. The 

1K. Pearson, The Ethics of Free Thought, PP. 166.166. 
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majority of the books prin\ted during the iirst century or so after Guten- 
berg were not scientific and critical works but pious, religious and the- 
ological books. Vsually they were a reproduction ot those which had 
appeared in the centuries before the invention of printing as a result 
of the patient and persistent efforts of medieval copyists in the monastic 
scrijtoriunz. It. was not until the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 
that books reflecting the beginnings of the new thought and science were ’ 
printed in any considerable number. 

Neither did printing make it ea.sier to produce progressive ‘books. 1. 
The European governments made unlicensed printing a serious offense, _ 
in some states a capital crime, and established a thorough censorship of 
the licensed presses. The precarious nature of the printing profession in 
regard to the issuance of novel scientific or philosophical works is well 
illu$rated. by Osiancler’s famous preface to Copernicus’ work. In this 
Osiander, to protect his press, implied that probably Copernicus was only 
joking. Today this sort of censorship functions chiefly as regards text- 
books and works dealing with sex. 

Even less than the Renaissance did the Reformation and Counter- 
Reformation directly promote a scientific and critical point of view or 
encourage interest in mllndane and secular affairs. It has been assumed 
by many that the Renaissance produced the Reformation, but it seems 
that this is true only in the sense of a somewhat ironical remark once 
made by Professor Robinson to the effect that the mythical Renaissance ’ 
may have caused the mythical Reformation, Between Humanism and 
Protestantism there was little real intellectual affinity or genetic relation- J 
ship, however much there may have ‘been of personal identity and inter- , 

relationship between I-Iumanists and Reformers. 
If any of the Protestant reformers derived inspiration from the ’ 

Humanisk+, it was from the piety and Christikity of the scholars and ; 

not from their Humanism. If Luther was impelled to ecclesiastical and 
doctrinal reform by his study of Erasmus’ writings,- it was due to the 
ideas of Erasmus the Christian and not to those of Erasmus the Hitman- , 
ist. The exuberance of Erasmus over the writings and doctrines of Saint i 
Cicero could never have been the starting point for the theological views 
and intellectual attitudes ul Luther, Calvin, Knox or Jonathan Edwards. 
Cicero’s beautiful little motto, which might appropriately serve as the -- 
starting-point for tolerant thinkers in all ages, “We who search for 
hypotheses are prepared both to reluk wilhuut prejudice and to be con- 
tradicted without resentment,” could hardly have been the fountain- 
spring from whence Calvin derived his canons of hospitality, as exem- 
plified in his burning of Servetus after their little verbal tilt over -the ,;“’ 
nature of the Trinity. 

The important point is that, strictly speaking, Humanism, on the ~~~ 
one hand, and Lutheranism and Calvinism, on the u&r, were funda- j 
mentally divergent and opposed. Humanism was a moderate and rather 3 
unconscious revolt against the supernaturalism and other-worldliness of I’ * 

Patristic and Scholastic Christianity; .the Protestant revolt brought with 
it an all-pervading revival of even the grosser forms of supernaturali&, 
diabolism, miracle-mongering, witchcraft and a host of other hases bf 
this general cultural complex. In shorf, Humanism and the Re ormation B 
pere highly divergent in general cultural orientation and .intellectual out- 
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look, and we may agree with Erasmus that if Luther hatched the egg 
which he (Erasmus) had laid, it was quite a different bird from what 
Erasmus had intended. 

Some Protestants have taken great pride in the elimination of many 
alleged idolatrous practices of the Catholics which was effected by the 
Reformation, but their exultation rests upon dubious foundations. By 
doing this they mormomly weakened the emotional power of the church 

.; and took from it one of its most potent fbrces and appeals in visual and 
oracular imagery. The rich emotion-bearing ritual and liturgy of the 
Catholic church is far better adapted to dtracting 2nd hnlrling the? TWLSS 

of faithful believers than the metaphysical dogmatism of Calvin or the 
intense vocal emotionalism of our evangelical Protestant cults. 

The intellectual classes, who were once attracted by the C&?nistic 
metaphysics, have now generally discarded all types of orthodoxy. It 
may well be that the heroic evangelistic gymnastics of Billy Sunday and 
his kind are required to fill up the depleted ranks of Frotestantism chiefly 
because of the fatal strategy of the leaders of early Protestantism in 
giving up most of the impressive Catholic ceremonial of worship. And 
no candid critical observer is likely to regard the miracle of the mass and 
its attendant ritual, or images of Jesus, the Virgin and the Saints, as 
more pagan than baptism, or various phases of Protestant theology which 
have a definite Greek basis. Probably no- one has more sagaciously, 
summarized the necessary and desirable qualifications upon exuberance 
over the progressive intellectual tone of Protestantism than Professor 
Kobinson :’ 

The defection of the Protestants from the Roman Catholic Church is 
not connected with any decisivt! intellectual revision. Such ardent emphasis 
has been constantly placed upon the differences between Protestantism and 
Catholicism by representatives of both parties that the close intellectual 

. resemblance of the two syste’ms,. indeed their identity in nine parts out of 
ten, has tended to escape us. The early Protestants, of course, accepted 
as did the Catholics, the whole patristic outlook on the world; their his- 
torical perspective was similar, their notions of the origin of man, of the 
Bible, with its types, prophecies and miracles, of heaven and hell, of demons 
and angels, are all identical. To the early Prote,stants, as to Catholics, ‘he 
who would be saved must accept the doctrine of the triune. God and must be 
even on his guard against the whisperings of reason and the innovations 
swggestd hy f-he s&&fir ndvmr~. T.nther nnrl Melanchtnn denounced 
Copernicus in the name of the Bible. Melanchton re-edited, with enthu- 
siastic approval, Pto!emy’s astrology. Luther made repeated and bitter 
attacks upon reason; in whose eyes he freely confessed the presuppositions 
of Christianity to be absurd. Calvin gloried in man’s initial and inherent 
moral impotency; and the doctrine of predestination seemed calculated to 
paralyze all human effort. 

* The Protestants did not know any more about nature than their Catho- 
lic enemies; they were just as completely victimized by the demonology of 

‘, witchcraft. The Protestant revolt was not begotten of added scientific 
6 knowledge nor did it owe its success to any considerable confidence in criti- 

C~SITL ‘As Gibbon pointed out, the loss of one conspicuous mystery, that of 
transubstantiation-“was amply compensated by the &pen&w doctrines of 
original sin., redemption, faith, grace and predestination” which the Prot- 
estants strained from the epistles of St. Paul. Early Protestantism is,. from 
an intellectual standpoint, essentially a gase of medieval religious hIstory. 

& 
13. YI. Robinson, The New Histoey, pp. 117-118. 
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Without attempting in any way to pass judgment upon the theological 
merits or validity or the positions taken by Protestant reformers, it may 
be pointed out that the majority of historians have now accepted the 
view that the great significance of the Reformation lay in the political 
and economic movements associated with it, rather than in the purely 
religious and theological problems and issues involved. In line with the 
sdggestions made long ago by Sleidanus and I-Iarrington, contemporary 
writers like F. W. Maltland, James I-Iarvey Robinson, IIerbert L. Osgood, 
Preserved Smith, Max Wcher and R. H. Tawney have shown that the 
most vital phases of the Reformatiorr period were the rise of independent 
sovereign states and the ideals and practices of the modern bourgeois 
business man. God was supposed to have initiated the latter and to have 
given them IHis unqualified approval. 

Intellcctunlly speaking, the Reformation was most decidedly back- 
ward-looking. Theologically it assumed to go back to the Apostolic age. 
Luther denounced the rmivcrsitics, designated reasnt+ aF the devil’s most 
seductive harlot whose neck faith could easily wring, revelled in devil and 
miracle-mongering, and was the first important European to condemn the 
Copernican theory. 1lis ground was that the theory was preposterous in 
the light of the fact that “in’ the day when Jehovah delivered up the 
Amorltes before the: children of Tsracl Joshua said in the sight of Israel, 
‘Sun, stand thou still upon Gihcon and the sun stood still and the moon 
stayed until the nation avcn@ed thcmselvcs of their enemies.” 

The Calvinistic antlm)pology, with its morbid basis in the concept 
nf 1~11man trewon before Gotl, nn:l the ]mxlcstinarian theology, wcrr alike 
intellcctual,ly tlcprcssin;; 2nd :lbhorrent. And no person could be less 
sympathellc with science 
Knox. ‘i-hen, 

ant1 critical philosophy than a fanatic like 
the I’rotestnnt ctmphasis on the iufalliblc rra~ure of the 

Bible was in some ways more dangerous and obstructive to progress& 
thou& and scientific advance than the Catholic dogma of an mfallible 
Church which might periotiically alter its tenets. The Protestants might 
be more reatlily forgiven for their Wibliolatry if they had evidenced a 
major concern \\.itll the tcnchings of Christ. But, instead, they revived 
an interest in, t~l~tl Ixtt prinmry emphasis on, the OkI Ttjstamcnl, with all 
its savagcr~~ xicl a~mz~~roi~ic;n~s. This served well as a basis for the 
Sabbatarix excesses of the Puritans, 

About the on!y contr;butiocl LO irrtelieclual progress which can be 
assignetl to 1‘rote:;;antism is the iniiirect aid which it gave to the grow- 
ing difficulty .in cai’ryiil, r out ccciesiasticaI repression of the freedom of 
thOLlgl?t and cxpiics:‘ion. ‘I‘l;is was foreseen and deplored by Bossuet. 
As he clearly lx)intcd out, WCC the unity of Christendom had been broken 
by the I”rotcstlit:ls , ~IKI-c was no rexon why the process should not go 
on. inclcfinitelj-. 
.Protestaut s&s 

‘iilris WJL;~~I lcatl to the multiplication of innumerable 
, thus makiq ii impossible to enforce any unity of dot-. 

trine. It was i:r Illi:; matter of rcncierir,g ecclesiastical interference with 
thought less easy ;:l;J ciimtirc, through promoting the disunity of Chris- 

1“Remou is tl’r ~dcvil’s ::t cati’s+ ~horc; by mture and mnntm of being she is a noxious 
whore; she is a prostitute, the devil’s appointed whore; a whore eaten by scab and 1eprOSy who 
ourht to be trodden ~tder foot n;~l destroyed, she md her wisdom. . Throw dung in,her face 
to make her ugly. She is, and she ought to I~e,,drowncd in baptism. . . She would deserye, 
the wretch, to be banished to the filthtest p!ace xn the house, to the closets:” SO wrote f;uther. 
Cited by Maritain, ‘Three Reformers, pp. 32-3. 
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tian belief and organization, that Protestantism aided, if at all, in ad- 
vancing intellectual progress. In‘ a minor sense Calvinism, with its 
emphasis on the God-given calling of money-making, may be said to have 
promoted the fostering of those phases ,of applied science that have been 
closely related to modern industry and the practical applications of the 
“theory of business enterprise.‘+’ 

The reaction of the Protestant revolt on CathoIicism was intelfect- 
ually more disastrous than its effect upon the followers of Luther aud 
Calvin. The cultural degradation which came with the Catholic defense- 
reaction in the Counter-Reformation can best be gauged and measured 
by the contrast between a typical pre-Reformation Catholic like Eiasmus 
and the most characteristic figure in Counter-Reformation Catholicism, 
Ignatius Loyola. While no movement founded by an Erasmus could have 
produced a Voltaire, as the most cursory comparison of the “Adages” 
with the “Philosophical Dictionary” will readily demonstrate, neither 
would it have naturally led to the creation of the Jesuit Order. 

The Church had been growing more tolerant and more appreciative 
of secular learning, when it was put on the defensive by the Protestant 
assaults. It then felt it necessary to recover, revivify and defend vigor- 
ously monstrous dogmas which had been partially allowed to lapse, and 
to defend as grotesque and repellant a supernaturalism as that pro- 
pounded by any Protestant fanatic. Protestantism and Counter-Reforma- 
tion Catholicism collaborated in producing -and enacting perhaps the 
most degrading and deadly drama in the history of western civiliza- 
tion-the witchcraft mania and delusion of the sixteenth and seventeenth 

centuries. It is a pleasant task to turn from this abysmal culmination of 
the revival of supernaturalism in early modern times to the parallel and . . 
sy~~cl~ro~mus achlevcmcnts of the sclentlsts who were discovering a new 
heaven and a new earth. 

If neither the Renaissance nor the Reformation can well be regarded 
as forward-looking or progressive movements which notably aided in 

’ producing the modern scientific and critical outlook, one of the adequate 
and potent causes of the origins of modern times can be located in the 
rise of modern astronomy. 

It is futile to attempt to discover or assign any one specific cause 
for the rise of modern science; in fact, it is probably inaccurate to use 
that term, for modern science was not a sudden development but a 
gradual growth. The new knowledge from the east, the new intellectual 
life promoted by the rise of the towns and universities, the overseas ex- 
plorations and discoveries, and the cumulative ferment and knowledge 
from these sources, all combined to bring aboht the remarkable outburst 
of scientific activity ad nchievement of the sixteenth and sev+enth 
‘centuries. In general, the whole movement was, consciously or uncon- 
sciously, a revolt against the deductive method and spiritual objective of 
Scholasticism. It grew out of the conviction that the new hnrly of saving 

knowledge was to be created through the observation of nature, and that 
in this procedure the Scholastic technique was impotent because, as 
Bacon himself expressed it, “Nature is more subtle than any argument.” 

Perhaps one major reason why the first remarkable results of early 
modern science were so impressive was the fact that it was directed to- 
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wards a majestic and imposing problem and objective-an investigation 
of the nature and movement of the heavenly bodies. Few.would claim 
that Kepler and Galileo were greater scientists than Huygens and Leeu- 
wenhoek, but the field of their labors was one designed to give their 
results a more compelling interest and widespread wonder and admira- 
tion. It should be remembered, of course, that while the Schoolmen had 
accepted it and Dante had immortalized it in his Co~~~~~~edia, the cos- 
mology of the early sixteenth century was not a Christian but a pagan 
product. 

The Scriptural cosmology was one which represented the earth as a 
minute slab of earth and water supported on the void and lighted with 
heavenly bodies of varied candle-power which studded the canopy of the 
heavens at no great distance from the earth-a system similar to that 
today taught in .the schools of Zion City where Voliva gives proof of 
greater astronomic literalness and piety than was exhibited by the learned . 
Aquinas and the poet Dante. Onr is moved to an ironical smile when 
he contemplates the fear of Copernicus, the persecution of Galileo, and 
the martyrdom of Bruno at the hands of Christians for uprooting a 
basically pagan cosmology and theory of celestial mechanics. 

Copernicus did little to, modify the Hellenic celesti.al mechanics which 
had been accepted by Christendom. He simply exchanged the positions 
of the sun and the earth in the vast and complicated arrangement of fixed 
crystalline spheres, thus transforming it from a geocentric to a helio- 

’ centric system. But Giordano Bruno perceived clearly the implications 
of the. shift from a gcoccntric to a heliocentric universe and set them 
forth with impressive clarity and comprehensiveness. 

Among his hypotheses damaging to the cosmology of the Christian 
Epic were such things as : (1) the infinite size of the universe ; (2) the 
lack of finite limitations on, or a fixed center for, the universe; (3) the * 
fallacy of the doctrine of the rigid crystalline spheres, with the substitute 
conception of the free motion of the heavenly bodies in space ; (4) the 
relativity of space, time and motion ; (5) the ever-changing positions and 
relations of the heavenly bodies; (6) the similarity or identity of the 
constituent materials in the heavenly and earthly bodies ; and, (‘I) above 
all, the particularly disconcerting concept of the plurality of universes. 

When to these challenging innovations in cosmic philosophy was 
added an effort towards the popularization of such doctrines it is not 
hard to understand why the Catholic church of the post Counter-Ref- 
ormation type interfered and arranged the speedy translation of Bruno. ; 2 
Most of his views were at the time pure guess-work, but all have been ” 
confirmed by the subsequent developments of celestial mechanics, astro- 
physics, and chemistry. ,j 

The succession of figures who laid the definitive basis for the celes- 5 
tial mechanics which held the field largely unchallenged until the era 1 *; 
of Einstein consists of Tycho Brahe, Kepler, Galileo and Newton. Tycho 
Brahe, quite in the spirit of old Hipparchus, carried on a careful study 
of the heavens and gathered concrete data of great value for later the- 
orists. The first of these was his assistant, Johannes Kepler, who showed 
that the planets moved in elliptical paths rather than circufk, that they 
traveled most rapidly when nearest the sun, and that there was a figed 
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relation between the cubes of their distance from the sun and the srpre~ 
of their times of revolution. Galileo founded dynamic mechanics by his 
‘famous law of falling bodies, which he arrived at as a result of. a classic 
example of experimental science. This achievement was so significant 
that Bergson is said to have remarked that ,modern science came down 
from Heaven along Galileo’s incline-plane. 

Isaac Newton, a half century after Bacon’s ngc, combined Kepler’s 
third law with Galileo’s law of falling-bodies in his famous law of in- 
verse squares or universal gravitation, This was not only the crowning 
achievement of seventeenth ce~~tuy science, but the inspiration for much 
of the liberal philosophy and, theology of the eighteenth century. The 
old heavens, not merely of Genesis and the astrologers, but of Aristotle 
and Ptolemy, had been wiped away and a new cosmos of infinite expanse 
and complexity had been substituted. It is very curious that pious the- 
ologians have not understood that this new astronomy was far more of a 
challenge to the fundamental tenets of the Christian Epic than the Dar- 
winian theory of evolution. 

One of the characteristic phases *of the early modern attack on the 
medieval synthesis was the criticism of the medieval doctrine of the 
superiority of the Church over the State. Even Dante’s notion of the 
coordination of a universal Church and Empire was viewed with doubt. 
The rise of Roman law with the teaching of Irnerius at Bologna (c. 
1088et seq.) developed the doctrine of the supremacy of the State over 
the Church and all other social institutions. The experts in Roman law 
lined up with kings and emperors in defense of the pretensions of the 
secular monarch. Two of the most notable were Pierre Du Bois and 
Marsiglio of Fadua. 

Pierre Du Bois, (1255-1321) in his De recuperakione tewe saute, 
defended Philip the Fair in his struggle with Boniface VIII. He warned 
the Pope not to meddle with temporal affairs, since such interference in 
the past had cost the Christians the possession of the Holy Land. He 
outlined a comprehensive program of social reform in which, among other 
enlightening suggestions, h e a d vacated international arbitration to settle 
disputes between nations. 

Marsiglio of Padua (1270-1342) in his Defensor pads, the most 
modern and original political treatise produced during thr. lak medirval 
period, attacked the church with something of the spirit and modernity 
of Voltaire. He offered a powerful criticism of the doctrine of the 
primacy of Peter. He declared that the priests were merely the min- 
isters of salvation, and denied that they possessed the power of forgiving 
sins or the right to interfere in temporal matters. 

@ In his strictly social and political philosophy Marsiglio was also 
highly original. He accounted for the origin of society on a purely 
utilitarian basis. Society was essential to mankind for the carrying on 
of those coijperative activities necessary to existence and comfort. But 
unregulated society was likely to degenerate into disorder, and hence civil 
government was indispensable. This political authority was merely dele- 
gated by the people, in whose hands reposed sovereign power. &Tarsigljo 
~SO emphasized the unity of society by outlining the organic analogy in 
an original way in which the six estates or professions were made to cor- 
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respond to the organs in the individd organism. Further, by his sep%r- 
ation of politics from theology, Marsiglio made an advance toward, 
Machiavelli’s separation of ethics from politics. 

Nicholas of Cues (1401-64) and Aeneas Sylvius (1404-64) fittingly 
opened the modern period by presenting the anticipation of two of its 
most characteristic social and political doctrines. The former in his 
De ~u~~cu~-duLiu cuthuli~~ presented the most elaborate development of the 
analogy between the organism and the state that had yet appeared. He 
also introduced the conception of political pathology and, reviving the 
Platonic figure, designated the ruler as the physician-in-chief to the sick 
state, prescribing for its ills according to the best advice of political 
philosophers, past and present. In the more strictly political aspects of 
his:theories Nicholas emphasized the doctrine of consent as the basis of 
political authority and outlined an original scheme of representative gov- 
ernment. Aeneas Sylvius (1404-64)! in his De ortiu et n,~ctoritatc i??zperii 
Ko~~a~zi, advanced the clearest distmction between the social and the 
zi;;e;rnenial contracts that is to be found in the writings of a medieval 

It’ is perhaps typical of the process whereby medieval civilization 
was disintegrated by the intrusion of elements from without, to find that 
the first writer to possess the modern dynamic ideas of progress and the 
unity of the social process was the Muslim historian and statesman Ibn 
Khaldun (13X&1406). At the outset of his Prolegomena 40 Unizwrsal 

History, which is the systematic exposition of his theoretical views, he 
drew a sharp distinction between the pcrpular episodical history and his- 
.tory as he conceived of it-namely, as a science tracing the origin and 
development of civilization. 

Man, he maintained, is by nature social, since his wants tire so varied ’ 
and extensive that they can be supplied only through co-operative effort. 
But the conflict of human desires produced quarrels and led to the neces- 
sity of instituting government to insure order and stability. With almost 
the emphasis of Professor Giddings, he insisted upon the necessity of 
homogeneity for the existence of a stable state. IIis description ul the 
tribal society of the Arabs was probably unsurpassed as a study of this I 
period of human society until the time of Morgan. Again, his analysis 
UT ~11e irlfluence (If physical environment upgn society was more thor- 
ough than any other study of this subject until the time of Bodin, if not 
until that of Montesquieu. 

But the vast important of the innovations of this interesting writer 
,_ was his grasp of the unity and continuity of the historical process. In 

sharp contrast to the static conceptions of the prevailing Christian his- 
toriography, he grasped that fundamental conception that the stages of 
civilization are in constant process of change, like the life of the indi- 
vidual. He pointed out clearly the coijperation of psychic and environ- 
mental factors in this process of historical development. All in all, 
Khaldun rather than Vito has the best claim to the honor of having 
founded the philosophy’of history, and his view of the factors involved 
in the historical process was sounder and more modern than that of the 
Italian of three centuries later. 

The greatest so&l philnsnpher of thg p&id conventinnally known 
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as the Renaissance was Nicolo Machiavelli (1469-1527). He a.dvanced 
beyond Plato and Aristotle in separating ethics from politics and pro- 
ceeded to make one of the most acute analyses of human nature which is 
to be four.d in the early history of social philosophy. A perfect child 
of the conspirital society which formed his political environment, his an- 
alysis was frankly based upon the premise of man’s intriguing self-inter- 
est and the insatiability nf hnmnn &4-e as the mainsprings of all human 
activity. There was no theology in his political theory. He further 
maintained that personal prestige and material prosperity are amply suf- 
ficient tn satisfy this desire, in so far as it can be quenched. 

In his Privlce and Disco~~~,ses (the latter is the less well known, but 
by far the most valuable work) he logically deduced from these pessi- 
mistic views of human nature the methods which are to’ be followed by 
a successful ruler of a monarchy and of a republic, respectively. The 
former was the greatest sociological study of the process of leadership 
and impression that had yet been made. Again, there was a beginning 
of a conception of social dynamics in his criticism of the ideals of social 
stability and localism, as expressed by Plato and Aristotle, and in his dic- 
tum that a state must expand and clcvelop or decay. Finally, Machia- 
velli took social philosophy out of the realm of abstract speculation and 
made a beginning toward putting it on the firm foundation of historical 
induction. 

But in spite of these contributions, Machiavelli’s analysis of society 
was not synthetic or well balanced, and his work was rather a handbook 
of pulitical motives and a guide for the self-seeking despot or an im- 
perialistic republic than a systematic theory of society, 
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CHAPTER III 

SCIENCE, SECULARISM AND THE ORIGINS OF MODERN TIMES 
N THE same way that the geographic setting of oriental civiliza- 
tion started on a fluvial basis and gradually emerged into the 
thalassic or Mediterranean stage, so the setting of the history 
of Western Europe started out with a Meclitcrranean orienta- 

** 

tion and soon evolved into the oceanic or world outlook and scope of 
activities. From the decline of the Roman Empire until the discovery 
of America the geographic trend was ever toward the West. 

In laying the foundation for this westward orientation of European 
society the Roman occupation of Gaul, following the invasions of Julius 
Caesar, was of the greatest significance. The superiority of the Orient 
in material culture was always a strong magnet attracting the center of 
the Roman Empire. Its influence was so powerful that, early in the 
fourth century A. D., Constantine moved his capital to the shores of the 
Black Sea. Had it not been for the Roman conquest of Gaul, and its 
subsequent development under Roman control, to act as a counterbalance 
to this eastward attraction, it is quite possible that the West would grad- 
ually have abandoned civilization and have reverted to a barbarism from 
which it would not even yet have emerged. Gaul not only helped to pre- 
serve the balance of culture towards the West, but also furnished the 
Germanic tribes with much of the institutional basis of medieval life. 
It was in Gaul more than in Italy that Classical. culture merged with 
Teutonic barbarism to furnish the iristitutional groundwork of medietial 
civilization. 

With the gradual development of the prosperity of western Europe 
in the later Middle Ages, owing to the revival of trade with the East, the 
seaboard towns of western Europe became jealous of the Italian monopoly 
over the oriental ‘trade, and they sought direct contart with the sources 
of the oriental commodities through overseas discoveries. The mariner’s 
compass, devised sometime during the later Middle Ages, made possible 
the roncrete realization of this ambition. By the close of the fifteenth 
century nian had emerged upon the last or world-stage of history. As 
Professor William R. Shepherd and others have dearly demonstrated, 
,the expansion of Europe overseas, and the reaction of this expansion 
upon European and world society in the Commercial Revolution, is the 
master-key to the complicated processes of modern history. No up-to- 
date historian any longer seeks the origins of the modern age in the 
Renaissance or the. Reformation. 

The inventions in the field of navigation and the improvements in 
shipbuilding rcprcscnt the chief technical advances of the age related 
directly to industry and commef ce, The expansion of Europe and the 
Commercial Revolution depended as much upon these innovations as the 
Industrial Revolution did upon the inventions in textile machinery, steam 
power, and metallurgy. The mariner’s compass is first referred ,to in *. 
the late medieval period, and was progressively improved until its first 
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extensive utilization in the fifteenth century. The quadrant, sextant, 
telescupe, chronometer, and other nautical instruments, provided between 
the fifteenth and the eighteenth centuries, enabled mariners to find their 
way at sea with far greater safety and certainty, and alone made possible 
ocean navigation, To these basic instruments should be added the pro- 
vision of maps, charts, and tables indispensable to the sailor. 

Larger and more seaworthy vessels were also constructed to with- 
stand the greater shock of ocean storms and to facilitate the carrying of 
the extensive cargoes which it was desirable to transport over these long 
distances. These technical advances in navigation had a powerful indi- 
rect influence upon a much more epoch-making phase of the advance of 
technology ; namely, the rise of the mechanical technique during the In- 
dustrial Revolution. The great expansion of commerce brought about 
by new modes of navigation enormously increased the demand for manu- 
factured commodities, and hence greatly hastened the introduction of 
mechanical methods of manufacturing. 

Cultural historians and anthropologists have long recognized that the 
contact of cultures is far and away the most potent force in breaking 
down cultural stagnation and provincialism- in other words, 11~ rrwsL 

dynamic factor in history. This all-important progressive force had 
earlier manifested itself during the period of the Crusades with certain 
results noted above, and had not failed to maintain itself as an important 
factor in European history from that time ,onward, but the era of its 
greatest potency followed the successful voyages of Columbus and Vasco 
da Gama. The elucidation of this set of historic influences, which has 
been the work of historians from Raynal to W. R. Shepherd, has been 
probably the most important contribution which historians have made to 
the establishing the background of the work of both Francis Bacon and 
early modern scientists. 

First and foremost among the forces. and impulses coming from 
European expansion should be put the general disintegration of the 
medieval and feudal system, and the substitution of a generally novel 
social and political system. In short, the actual transfnrmation of the 
whole face of European civilization through: (1) the stimulation of 
the spirit of adventure, scientific curiosity; (2) new knowledge; (3) the 
rise of world rnmmerce and large scale ovei-sea colonization; (4) modern 
capitalism and capitalistic institutions ; (5) the increase of urban life ; 
(6) the rise of the middle class, and (7’) the gradual extinction of the 
feudal system to be supplanted by the national state, first on a dynastic 
and absolutistic basis, and later on a representative and parliamentary 
foundation. In co-operation with the Protestant Ethik it altered the 
attitude of religion towards economic practices by eliminating the social 
point of view of the Middle Ages and stressing the divine sanction and 
approval of the ultra-individualism of modern capitalism, with its em- 
phasis upon pecuniary profit as the most pleasing of all achievements in 
the sight of God. It was this great series of interrelated transformations 
that laid the basis for the Industrial Revolution and the exploitation of 
modern sciences and technology which has produced contemporary 
civilization. 

In its specific contributions to science the expansion of Europe was 
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by no means unimportant or negligible. Most directly influenced was the 
sc,ierlce of navigation, with its accessory sciences of mathematics, en- 
girleering and optics. The explorations and discoveries not only enor- 
n,~lsly increased the concrete geographic information of every type, but 
stimulated scientific cartography upon the basis of determinable latitude 
arjd longitude. Astronorny was enriched by the discovery and ob.serva- 
tion of constellations in the southern hemisphere, and by the scrutiny of 

hitherto known heavenly bodies irom new positions on the earth’s sur- 
face. Additions were made to chemical knowletlge by the discovery in 
01 ersea areas of rocks and minerals of new and significant types. Botany, 
the materia medics and zoology were remarkably aitlccl and advanced 
by the great variety and number of newly discovcretl forms of plant arid 
animal life. And a strong if not adequate stimulus was given to the 
movement which ultimately founded the ‘science of man or anthropology 
through the contact with a large number of new racial and sub-racial 
types in widely different degrees of cultural devcloptnent. 

The reactlon of the commercial revolution upon historiograilhy was 
in no way more notable and far-reaching than in regard to the scope of 
the historian’s interest. Th e narrowness 2nd superficiality of the field 

of historical investigation since the canons of l’hucydidcs and Orosius 
had come to prevail.could no longer endure unimpaired; it meant the be- 
ginning of the return to the field that Herodotus had to some extent 
marked out for the historian. Writers to some degree ceased to be 
absorbed by those most superficial phases of political and ecclesiastical 
history, which had hitherto claimed all of their attention, and bccamc for 

the first time interested in the totality of civilization. It meant a much 
greater impulse to that broadening and secularizing process which had 
bccll revived by humanism. Not 0111~ were thel-e great SLUI eb uf krlowl- 
edge to be obtained from the contact with the older civilizations of the 
East, but in the natives, historians and philosophers at last found the 
“natural man,” who had hitherto only existed in the mythical period be- 
fore the “Flood.” No greater contrast could be imagined than the vast 
difference in the type of subjects which interested such an historian as 
Pulendorf and those with which Ovicdo concerned himself. Again, the 
new range of historical interests offered some opportunity for origin- 
ality of thought; there were fewer erroneous notions to handicap the 
writer at the outset. Neither Thucydides, Polybius and Livy, nor 
Augustine and Aquinas had provided the final authoritative opinion on 
the marriage customs of Borneo or the kinship system of the Iroquois. 
The only exception in this respect was the prevalent doctrine of a “state 
of nature,” which had come down from the Stoics and Roman lawyers i 

and now seemed to have practical concrete confirmation. 

It was also inevitable that the new scientific discoveries and the new ’ 
philosophy of nature should react profoundly upon the contemporary ‘I. 
social philosophy. The idea of orderly development and continuity in 

social as well as natural processes was comprehend4 by Vito, Hume and 
Turgot. The older idea of human history as a gradual decline or retro- 
gression from a primordial “golden age” was replaced in the wrjtings of 
Vito; Voltaire, Hume, Turgot, Kant, Godwin and Condorcet by the 
concept of continual progress from lower stages ,of civilization. The 
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need fcr miracles to justify historv and the other sciences dealing with 
human activities was lessened by the growing pl-evalence of the Dcists’ 
doctrine of the inherent and reasonable “decency” of man-a notion 
widly at variance with the older views of the “Fathers” and of Calvin, 
which maintained the hopeless depravity of mankind. Finally, the new 
discoveries and the secularization of natural and social philosophy pro- 
duced a great extension of the interests of the historian beyond the field 
of politics and rehgion. In the writings of Voltaire, Raynal, Montes- 
quieu and Heeren rt became apparent that the impulse to a broader and 
sounder scope of histor 
scribed the course of r” 

had begun to affect others than those who de- 
t le explorations. 

With the equally marked influence of the results of the expansion of 
Europe on prevailing currents of thought we shall deal later. It is worth 
pointing out, however, that it did much to stimulate that appreciation of 
diversity and relativity which loomed large in the thought of Montaigne 
and Racon as compared with that of Aquinas. 

It is evident that this expansion movement, as a whole, produced a 
new earth in two important senses; in the first place, by discovering the 
western and snuthern hemispheres; and, in the second place, by changing 
the cultural complexion of the world that had been known before 1500. 
It is doubly significant for the scientist, in that it not only stimulated 
many phases of modern science, but also did much to create that con- 
temporary intellectual, economic and social world in which present-day 
science can function. 

The IKW interest in the induct& or experimental method, the in- 
creasing body of scientific knowledge brought in by the period of dis- 
coveries, the growing curiosity of the age, and the beginnings of tolera- 
tion and free thought, made possible a truly unparalleled development 
of natural science in the century and a half following the work of 
Copernicus. 

In the field of mathematics, algebra was notably developed beyond 
the level which it had reached when first introduced into Europe by the 
Arabs in the later M.iddle Ages. Logarithms, devised at the opening of 
the seventeenth century, enormously simplified mathematical problems 
and computations. Descartes and Fermat invented analytical geometry 
and laid the basis for the development of graphic methods. Finally, 
Newton and Leibnitz, in the last half of the seventeenth century, per- 
fected the calculus, upon which most of the developments in physical 
science and engineering have rested. 

In astronomy there was sufficient progress to create a revolutionary 
change of man’s attitude toward the universe, and to constitute veritably 
the discovery of a new heaven, in the sa.me way that the geographical 
explorations had revealed a new earth. Copernicus, relying in part upon 
the recovery of ancient Greek astronomical knowledge, interchanged the 
positions of the sun and the earth in the medieval system of fix&, re- 
volving, transparent spheres, thus substituting a heliocentric for a geo- 
centric theory of the universe. Galileo invented the law of falling bodies, 
thus furnishing the basis for the dynamics of the new astronomy. Kepler 
showed that the planets move freely about the sun in elliptical orbits 
rather than revolving in rigid positions on fixed transparent spheres. He 

i 
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also worked out the basic laws of planetary motion, which Newton com- 
bined with Galileo’s law of falling bodies in the famous law of inverse4 
squares, or universal gravitation. 

The net result of the new astronomy was to produce a sense of 
cosmic order, law, and impressiveness which quite upset the older views 
of the earth and man. Such a notion as that of Joshua stopping the sun 
was henceforth ruled out as preposterous in all of its implications. Like- 
wise, the new astro-physics raised many serious doubts as to the proba- 
bility of our earth being the pivotal element in the universe and the chief 
object of God’s creative ingenuity, as well as the center of his divine 
solicitude. It should also be remembered that the progress in optics niade 
possible the ever more perfect development of the telescope, which ad- 
vanced the science of astronomy in sub’sequent years. 

In physics Galileo discovered the law of falling bodies and thus 
founded dynamics. His experimentation in arriving at this law was so 
perfect and slwh a classic in experimental method that the French philoso- 
pher, Bergson, has said that modern science came down from heaven 
along Galileo’s incline plane. Torricelli and Pascal invented the barom- 
eter in the middle of the seventeenth century, and Fahrenheit perfected 
thefhermometer at the opening of the eighteenth century. Von Guericke 
invented the air pump and began the scientific study of atmospheric 
pressure. Newton, Huygens, and others developed the science of optics. 
In the middle of the seventeenth century Huygens perfected the first 
practicable pendulum clock and thus laid the basis of a time-telling in- 
strument sufficiently exact in its nature to make possible the subxquent 
development of dynamics. 

In chemistry and alchemy, Paracelsus criticized the classical tcnden- 
ties and called for a more practical attitude in this field. The founda- 
tions for subsequent progress in general chemistry were laid by the 
work of Bo,yle and Stahl, who performed the indispensable service of 
wiping out once and for all the preposterous Aristotelian theory of the 
four basic elements---earth, air, fire and water. In addition, Boerhaave 
made rudimentary but significant beginnings in the field of organic 
chemistry. 

The progress in biology was as revolutionary as that in astronomy. 
Vesalius began the systematic study of anatomy. Harvey discovered the 
circulation of the blood and thus established dynamic physiology. The 
developments in optics which made possible the microscope most notably 
forwarded the progress of biology. Hooke was-thus enabled for the 
first time to demonstrate the cellular structure of organic matter in 166’7. 
Malpighi and Grew built upon the achievements of Hooke the first careful ’ 
work in the anatomy of plants and animals. By the use of the microscope 
Leeuwenhoek isolated blood corpuscles, bacteria, and other microscopic 
bodies. Swammerdam likewise carried on intensive microscopic studies 

; 
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of the insects, including a minute investigation of the intestinal tracts of 
flies and bees. Redi founded pathology by his studies of putrefactioy,- 
and largely discredited by experiments the theory of spontaneous gener- 
ation. Finally, Borelli introduced the fundamental principles of mcchan- 
its into an explanation of biological facts including the ma$puWion of 
the human body, Builditig upati @de kd+zWe’s iti, bi&e atid chem- 

.  
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istry, Sydenham and others founded empirical medicine and began the 
long and difficult process of undermining the authority of Himocrates‘ 
and Galen. 

In the field of geology much progress was made toward the begin- 
ning of a recognition of the real nature of the origins of the earth, and 
the earth-building processes. Steno and others began to comprehend the 
nature and implications of the fossil remains of previously existing forms 
of organic life. In this way some dim inkling was gleaned as to the 
vast antiquity of our planet, thus preparing the way for discrediting the 
scriptural theory of the recent and cataclysmic naturt of the creation of 
the earth. 

There was also much progress in the related field of geography. 
The explorations and discoveries enormously extended man’s knowledge 
of the planet and its topography and configuration. The new navigation 
and exploration rendered necessary better maps and charts. The scien- 
tific methods of establishing latitude and longitude, anticipated by Hip- 
parchus in antiquity, were now firmly established. Buoks like Chardin’s 
Travels did much to popularize this new geographical knowledge, and on 
the basis of the greatly extended body of information in this field Varen- ” 
ius and others founded scientific geography. Bodin, Mead, Arbuthnot, 
Montesquieu and Herder, made many suggestions in the field of an- 
thropogeography emphasizing the influence of geographic factors on man 
and culture. 

These scientific advances had ‘J profound influence upon the general 
thinking of the period, through impressing upon the attention of man 
such matters as the hitherto’ unsuspected extent of the universe, the rela- 
tive insignificance of the earth, the reign of law in the development and 
processes of the universe, the conception of God as a law-making and 
law-abiding being instead of an arbitrary violator of natural laws, and 
the recognition of the antiquity of the earth. 

The progress in natural science also had a significant effect upon 
the growth of toleration. It has often been held that it was toleration 
and rationalism which made scientific activity possible, but in reality it 
was chiefly the scientific achievements which created a spirit of tolerance. 

The seventeenth century, which saw the scientific movement in full 
swing, was one of the worst centuries for religious wars, persecution, 
and witch superstitions. It was really the scientific advances of the 
seventeenth century that rendered possible the tolerance and enlighten- _y ment of the eighteenth. The growth of science in the one hundred and 
fifty years from Copernicus to Newton was due to the rise of a large 
leisured, learned, and non-ecclesiastical class. Such a class was brought 
about by the increase of wealth attendant upon the Commercial Revolu- 
tion, l.Iy the better maintenance of domeslic order Illrough tht: lriumph 

of centralized government over feudalism, and by the invention of print- 
ing. The religious controversies also helped the process along indirectly 
through making theologyeat once dangerous and repulsive, thereby turn- 
ing into scientific fields much cerebral energy which had once been 
lavished upon Scholastic theology. 

It is difficult to summarize concisely the dominating psychology of 
,modern times. The supernaturalism of the Catholic Church held *over 
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without any serious break, and was actually intensified ini the process of 
defending itself against the assaults of Protestantism. In many ways 
the Protestants believed in a more crass and direct supernaturalism than 
did the Catholics. Nevertheless, there was a rather steady progress to- 
ward various types of secularism and rationalism. Protestantism was 
very closely related to the rise of capitalism. Indeed, certain penetrating 
writers like Max Weber hold that Protestantism was primarily the cause 
of capitalism. While the Protestants wcrc still preclomirlarltly and almost 
fiercely absorbed in the matter of the salvation of the soul, they never- 
theless believed that one mode of assuring spiritual salvation lay in in- 
dustry, thrift, and the accumulation of pecuniary profits. 

This was in direct opposition to the Catholic attitude durblg the 
Middle Ages, which had repudiated the desirability of worldly pros- 
perity and had closely restrained business enterprise in the interest of 
social service and human welfare, Protestant divines frequently preached 
from the parable of the three stewards and from the Pmline text: “Seek 
ye not your own but your neighbor’s wealth.” Thus, an economic basis 
for secularism was constructed within orthodox Protestant supernatural- 
ism. Even in fhe Catholic countries which were caught ttp in the stream 
of the new commercialism and colonial enterprise, worldly motives at- 
tained ever greater influence. A political basis for secularism was found 
in the growing influence of Roman law and the development of the social 
contract conception, which emphasized secular absolutism and the human 
origins of political institutions. The period of discoveries generated 
a spirit of adventure and novelty, hrlping on economic and social cllarlgct I 
and serving to arouse an interest in secular matters. 

In addition to these more or less indirect forms of assault upon the 
dominant supernaturalism, there were a nurrlter of more direct and 
immediate modes of attack. The Humanists, although for the most part 
relatively pious Christians, neverthless, in their literary and philosoph- 
ical activities, stressed the excellence of Greek and Latin literature, with 
its secular viewpoints and interests. The Rationalists, while firmly be- 
lieving in a sort of impersonal cosmic God, vigorously attacked orthodox 
Christianity and the prevailing typt: UT supernaturalism, ‘I‘he Rational- 
ists and the Deists anticipated the contemporary Modernists by con- 
trasting the teachings of Jesus with orthodox historical Christianity, both 
Catholic and Protestant. They repudiated historical Christianity, but 
found much to commend in the teachings of Jesus. They believed that ~ 
they found much in common between the doctrines of Jesus and their 
own rational brand of religion. 

The rise of modern astro-physics from Copernicus to Newton proved Pi 

that the sun, rather than the earth, is the center of our system, and also, _ :, 
gdVe some preliminary hint of the vast extent of the universe. Both of ii 
these innovations were a direct challenge to the orthodox theory of “c 
creation and cosmology. Francis Bacon, the great herald of the new 
scientific age, called attention to the serious weaknesses and inadequacies 
in the deductive and logical method of the orthodox Catholic scholastic 
theology, an:1 called for an ever greater reliance upon the inductive and 
observational methods of natural science. Science, he believed, would 
be able to revolutionize the world and greatly increase human happi- 
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ness. He repudiated the scholastic dialectic as a technique for acquiring 
information on the ground that -“nature is more subtle than any argu- 

merit.” t The Humanists and particularly the Rationalists assaulted the 
intolerance of Catholics and Protestants and some warmly defended not 
only toleration but complete freedom of thought. As far as the psy- 
chology of modern times marked a break with that of the Middle Ages, 
it may be said to have been characterized chiefly by secularism, tolerance, 
and an increasing reliance upon scientific method. Further;, a theory of 
human progress replaced the Christian Eschatology which was circum- 
scribed by belief in the Fall of Man and the Day of Judgment, 
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CHAPTER IV 

THE DAWN OF THE SECULAR ERA 

T IS quite impossible to clescritt: ~lle psychology of the contem- 
porary age. Even the German historian Lamprecht, who has 
attempted to. divide the history of mankind into %a number of 
dcfinitc psychological s&es, has admitted his incapacity to ’ 

dequate psychological characterization of present-day civilization. 
He finds that the chief psychic traits seem to be those of uncertainty 
and nervous tension due t* the dynamic character of the age. 

In discussing ;he psychology of early modern times we found it 
necessary to call attention to the’marked contrast between the orientation 
and ideas held by a pious Catholic and Protestant, on the one hand, and 
the outlook of persons like Thomas Paine or Voltaire, on the other. The 
simply unparalleled progress in thought and science in the last two cen- 
tunics has served to make this contrast between the psychology of the 
orthodox and conservative groups and the civilized and progressive ele- , 
ments’ in the community much more marked than it was at the close of 
the eighteenth century. We have, on the one hand, the great mass of 
mankind, who hold firmly to primitive and medieval views of man and 
the world. At the opposite extreme, we have the intelligent and clllti- 
vated groups who adhere to the astro-physics of Michelson and Einstein, 
accept without question the evolutionary hypothesis, read with general 
approval the philosophy of Bergson, William James, John Dewey, and 
Bertrand Kussell, enjoy the historical and social philosophy of writers 
like H. G. Wells and James Harvey Robinson, share the ethical views 
of Havelock Ellis and Anatole France, and peruse with enthusiasm the 
literary products of such writers as Anatole France, Gustave Flaubert, 
John Galsworthy, James Branch Cabell, Bernard Shaw, and H. 1,. 
Mencken. 

It is evident that such a contrast in culture and psychology between 
two contemporary groups in human society has rarely if ever existed in 
any earlier era. The divergence between the positive information of 
Pericles and that of the most illiterate Teutonic tribe&an’ of eastern 
Europe was as nothing compared to this. We can simply point out that 
the psychology of the majority of mankind is still that of primitive man, 
with his theories of supernatural causation, his illogical acceptance of 
myth-mongering, and his terror-stricken subservience to herd domination, 
and pass’ on to8 R brief summary of certain of the more characteristic 
aspects in the mental outlook of what may be called with accuracy up-to- 
date citizens. 

‘nnub’tless the most chnractcristic thing in modrrn psychology has 
been a sweeping arid comprehensive assault upon the supernatural vieik;‘, 
of man and his world. Modern astro-physics has enormously advwced: 
that tendency to enlarge our ideas of the universe which w&$&& $9 
the earlier period of astronomy that culminated in Newton, &#&planet 

. has been proved to be but a most insignificant celestial “juvediI&‘k ijur 
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own petty universal system. Our universe appears to be but a very 
rcccntly produced and relatively insignificant unit in a universe of um- 
verses which in extent and complexity quite. transcends the comprehen- 
sion of the human intellect. It is easy to see how such facts as these 
completely undermine the notion that God created the earth as the central 
element in the universe and placed the heavenly bodies in their respective 
places for the benefit of man. 

Modern physics has provided a naturalistic explanation for many 
hitherto mysterious processes of nature. Biological evolution has proved 
that all forms of organic life, includir, w man, have slowly and gradually 
developed from simpler and more rudimentary types. The tl~b~uugh de- 
velopment and complete vindication of Biblical criticism has destroyed 
the validity of scriptural warrant for belief in the contending creation 
story of Genesis. Anthropology has shown that man and his culture were 
not provided ready-made by the divine hand some six thousand years 
ago, but that both have gradually developed from a very rudimentary 
basis over a period of a million or more years. 

In the place of the earlier retrogressive tendency to look back to- 
wards a primitive Paradise and of the naive anticipation of a cataclysmic 
Day of Judgment, we have gradually developed adherence to tentative 
theories of progress, based upon the observed fact of the enormous ad- 
vances of man and culture since the early stone ages, and upon the 
reasonable hope of further development through modern science and 
technology, ever more adequately applied to the betterment of man in 
society. 

The attempt to secure valid information on the basis of revelation, 
or dialectical processes has gradually been given up by the cultivated 

. classes, and the scientific and inductive methnds of approaching the 
problems of man and nature, so warmly recommended by Francis Bacon 
a,t the outset of the seventeenth century, have now definitely triumphed. 
At least in the field of material culture and technological equipment man 
has become accustomed to dynamic change and achievements which in a 
single year often outdistance the advances in these fields made in a 
thotisand years prior to 1760. 

The new technology and the resulting developments in economic life 
have produced an unprecedented concern with material things. Prestige 
in life has come to be associated to an astonishing, if not an alarming, 
degree with success in acquiring power over material things, and with 
the acquisition of pecuniary profit and the social ,status therewith as- 
sociated. Conspicuous display and waste, as a method of *demonstrating ’ 
social power and prestige, have come to be utilized much more diversely 
than in any previous period in human history. Non-productive leisure 

t 
is more generally esteemed as a mark of superiority and culture than in 

2; a.ny earlier age. A critical writer has described the contemporary eco- 
nomic philosophy as “steadfast cupidity, sedulously practiced and per- 
sistently inctilcated.” 

’ The general methods and processes of the mechanical technique, 
‘together with the uniformity of the products thereof, have served to 

derily towards #mdardizatiom and uniformity in cul- 
Iand wideS@%!ad than that which was actually achieved, 
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in the days of the oriental “passion for homogeneity.” To a certain ex- 
tent thes,e trends toward standardization have been intensified by the 
progress of modern democracy and the necessity of catering to the ignor-. 
ante and prejudices of illiterate and primitively minded majorities. To 
a large degree the “dead level” theory of democracy, suggested a century >, 
ago by De Tocqueville, has been vihdicated by the developments since 
he wrote his famous essay on Democracy in Aunerica. 

l‘he net result of all these changes has been to produce a situation 
of complexity,’ confusion, and uncertainty of ultimate human destiny 
quite in contrast with the coherent and logical doctrine of human origins 
and the u&ate fate of the race embodied in the Christian epic of the 
Middle Ages. These unprecedented complexities of contemporary so- 
ciety are of a sort which completely defy the unscientific guidance to be 
derived from scriptural revelatipn or political rhetoric, and render neces- 
sary an ever greater development and exploitation of scientific inforpla- 
tion for application to, man and his prnhlems. 

A general air of assurance, finality and cefiainty prevaded the 
learned classes in previous generations. They felt convinced that they 
possessed exact and satisfactory knowledge concerning God, the world, 
man, human destiny, the purpose and meaning of life and all the other 
basic issues and problems which confront man. Now all this is changed. 
We possess, to be sure, much more exact knowledge about the material 
universe and the biological nature of man, and we are coming to know 
more about the type of behavior most likely to, insure human happiness i 

.- ” on this earth, tul the meaning of the whole matter and its setting in the ’ 
cosmic scheme of things has become ever more baffling. The orthodox, 
dualistic cosmic philosophy, which took its origin from the Persians and 
I-epresented the ratiosale of the cosmos to be the provision of an arena 
where good and evil might indulge in a death grapple, scarcely seems 
plausible in the light of modern knowledge. We are coming to’ have 
im$ressive concrete confirmation of Descartes’ intuition that-if there is a 
divine purpose in the universe it is of a divine character, presumably be- 
yond the comprehension of man. Indeed, the whole teleological complex, 
which insists upon there being a purpose in everything, may, once more, _ 
be nothing but a. circumscribed human way of looking at things. 

The older idea that there is a definite time limit s& to the existence 
of the earth and man, which will be terminated on a final day of judg- 
ment, the date of which is reasonably well established, ‘is now seen to 
possess no substantial foundation. It would seem that man may look 
forward to a future as extensive as his past has been, though there is no 
reason to be certain that another cosmic accident may not occur at almost 

1 

any time which will whisk the earth out of existence as abruptly as it was 
originally snatched in fragments from solar atmosphere.9 Though at some 
vastly distant time the sun tiay tool to such a degree as ‘to make human I 
life unsupportable on the planet, there is no reason to b&eve that nature 
can not evolve a being able successfully to assume the burden of direct- 
ing mundane affairs under atmospheric conditions quite different from 
those now existing. c Likewise, the old view that the eschatological ter- 
mination of the earth would also involve the destruction of the rest of ~?VS 
heavenly bodies, noti appears quite preposterous, Even the disappear- 
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ante of our universe would, in all probability, be attended with great’cos- 
mic complacency by its colleagks in the galaxy ut universes. In other 
words, we can do nothing more than speculate upon what it is all ,about, 
and the declarations of eminent philosophers upon the problems of cos- 
mic purpose and destiny are interesting for their demonstration of stylistic 
power or ingenious guessing, rather than for any assurance of finality or. 
accuracy iG their discourses. 

, 
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CHAPTER V 

THE UNDERMINING OF ORTHODOXY 

1. ASTROPHYSICS 

T the present time practically all of the foundations of the old 
order have been either seriously challenged or entirely de- 
stroyed. In the light of modern astro-physics our planet be- 
comes the most insignificant of celestial iuveniles. microscoGc 

in size and incomparably recent in origin. In the place of ‘a single &i- 
verse existing primarily for the benefit of one of the smaller planets, we 
‘have now come to conceive of the cosmos as constituted of infinitely com- 
plex and numerous groups of universes moving with incredible speed over 
paths of unfathomable extent, all apparently obeying laws of the utmost 
uniformity and precision. In a brilliant article on “Man and His Young 
World” Professor Harlow Shapley has indicated the significance of 
modern astro-physics in providing the cosmic perspective for human 
efforts at social betterment: 

The thing that appalls me is not the bigness of the universe, but the 
smallness of us. We are in all ways small-little in foresight, shriveled in 
spirit, minute in mat&n1 content, micrmcopic in the vastness of measured 
space, evanescent in the sweep of time-inconsequential in every respect, 
except perhaps, in the chemical complexities of our mental reactions. In that 
alonqour advance may surpass that of other terrestrial organisms. 

nut Che sauctily u I all ~~olol~lasn~ has practjcally disappeared in this, 
the heroic age of the physical sciences, when knowledge of the material 
universe, its content, structure, and dimensions, has so completely over- 
thrown egocentrism. It should sufficiently deflate the organism, you would 
think, to find that his fountain of energy, the sun, is a dwarf star among 
thousands of millions, of stars; to find that the star around which his little 
p$rasitic earth willessly plods IS so far from the center of the known stellar 
universe that sunlight, with its incomprehensibly high v&city, cannot reach 
that center in a thousand generations of vain men. 

The deflation, however, is not stopped at that point. We now reach 
much deeper into space than a few years ago, find millions of stars mightier 
than our sun, find greater velocities, larger masses, higher temperatures, 
longer durations than we have previously known. Even more illuminating, 
in this orientation of organisms in the physical universe, is the revelation 

i that the earth, whose surface we infest, is not a parcel of grand antiquity. 
Rather recently, as astronomers now measure time, a singular incident 
happened in the life-history of the sun. Before that time the earth was not, 
nor were the animals of the earth. Nevertheless, for trillions of years, in 
the abscncc of the “Lords ul all Creatiun,” t11e ztdls had poured uut their I 
radiant energy, the celestial bodies had rolled on, law had governed the uni- 
verse. Before that event, you and I, the material of our bodies, were + ’ 
electrons and atom’s in the solar atmosphere. Since then we have been 
associated with the inorganic and orgamc evolution of a smaller concern. 

The earth, as I have intimated, appeared only a few thousand million 
years ago. Our sun, it seems, had already passed its prime of radiance 
when in its wanderings through celestial space it met up with another 6&r-’ 
a stellar romance-a marriage made in the heavens. From that affair- 
realistic astronomers call it an encounter-the planets of the sun,were born. 
The passing star, ruffling up ihe exterior of the sun, detached some rela- 
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tively small fragments of the solar atmosphere. Now we.strut on one of 
the surviving fragments and wonder and speculate and discuss: ‘*How can 
we better the world?” Crown of absurdilies--zpie repairing the world. 
That cast-off fragment, the ancestor from which and on ,which we descend, 
was composed wholly of gas ! An emblem for us, that ancestral hot vapor 
-“How can we straighten out the world?” 

The gaseous planet quickly liquefied as out in cold space it ‘began its 
tireless revolutions around the parent sun. Soon after a crust formed, and 
we may thank our lucky stars, the distance from the sun was right, the 
atmospheric and crustal chemistry was right, and other adjustments of the 
physical environment happened to be suitable for an elaboration of chemical 
reactions. The energy of the overflowing sunlight aided in complexifying 
this protoplasmic chemistry, a green mold formed in spots on the planet, 
and here we are-narasites on the energy of the sun that cast us forth. 
How can we bette; the world? -- 
The implications of modern astrophysics are absolutely destructive 

to the orthodox version of the Christian Epic, as well as to orthodox 
Judaism or any other type of geocentrically circumscliibed religion. The 
old views of God as a venerable and somewhat gigantlc being, resembling 
man in every detail, frequently taking up his abuclc ~tpon this earth and 
being at times accessible to call from his more faithful supporters; the 
notion of the earth as the chief product of the creative endeavor of God 
and the supreme object of His divine. solicitude ; and the view ~11at Christ 
could have been in any literal sense “the only begotten son of God” 
offered up as a vicarious sacrifice for the sins of a small group of rather 
backward peoples dwelling at the extreme eastern end of the Mediter- 
ranean Sea-all such conceptions become easily and immediately recog- 
nizable as primitive anthropomorphic and geocentric misapprehensions. 
While it may be true that the age, size and complexity of the cosmos re- 
vealed b’y modern science .make more plausible than ever the hypothesis 
of a divine creative and controlling principle, anterior to and directive of 
the whole cosmic process, yet this new cosmological God can in no way 
be harmonized with the petty anthropomorphic tribal deity which the 
ancient Hebrews seem to have derived through an accident of Moses’ 
particular conjugal adventure. 

2. EVOLUTION 

In place of the special creation hypothesis we now have the concepts 
and processes of cosmic and biological evolution, which indicate’ that all 
matter and life are in a p~ucebs ul ~cllcss transformation, cornpi-chending 
both progressive evolution and disintegration. Our earth, all types of 
organic life and man himself appear to have come into existence as an 
integral part of this great process of development and destruction. No 
human trait or characteristic has yet been discovered which clearly vio- 
lates the natural laws discovered and expounded by scientists. There is 
nothing which can in any way support the llypdmis ul the supremacy 
of man in the cosmos. The combined implications of cosmic and bio- 
logical evolution have destroyed entirely any foundations for the hypothe- 
sis of human uniqueness, primacy or permanence. 
has been lucidly expressed by Professor Shapley : 

This startling lact 

Man, as a species, has had a short and brilliant career on the face of 
tho earth. From ape-like ancestry to the editorial board of ‘T‘Cce Nation is 
at most a few million years. There are some cynics who think it is much 
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less than {hat. Thousands of other species of animals besides homo s~~iew 
have also risen rapidly to a high specialization, and then ceased to be. 
paid for their brilliance with extinction. 

They 
The dinosaurs lasted but a single 

eya .in geological history;’ they rose to a great climax of size, laid their 
eggs. and were gathered unto their fathers. They left no lineal descendants. 

But the co;kroach has a straight-line ancestry of two hundred million 
pears or more. His is a stock sufficiently strong to carry him through 
numerous terrestrial upheavals, through desiccations and glaciations-and 
the cockroach today is just as good as he ever was. . . . 

Biologically, it seems, we are as inexperienced as physically we are 
frail. Moreover, we are hampered with brains. We have mentality to 
burn, and many of us do burn it,“at both ends. Our more or less primitive 
bodies cannot keep up in the evolutionary progress of our abnormal men- 
talities. , . . 

Our concern mainly should be with the species-can it survive? It has 
uo chance against the stars, of course.; but can it long hold its own as a 
surviving form, or be ancestral to survrving forms, against other organisms, 
against primitive microbes and advanced insects? There is a fair chance, 
an optimistic scientist would say, if it were not that man’s worst enemy 
is .man. 

The cockroach survives because it stands nat on form-it avoids exoeri- 
mental progress. Man, however, cannot stand still. He is delicately-bal- 
anced in an unstable chemical complex: his abnormal mentality has led him 
to create an environment in which st<gnation means extirx&rl. Survival 
of the species appears to depend upon uninterrupted progress. Resignation 
is cowardice. Bended knees cannot help. The continued development of the 
reasoning intellect-our one conspicuous advantage-seems to be the only 
nossibilitv. 

On these points the stellar perspective is clear. Protoplasm appears 
trivial and transient ; but for man the Drift prescribes progress and survival. 
If progression halts; WC go to join the din&saws. If- &&nation enters, in 
a million years or so, by the light of those undisturbed stars that heed life 
not at all,. some conservative cockroach, crawling over the fossilized skull 
of an extmct primate, may be able to observe: “A relic here of another 
highly specialized organism which tailed to recognize the laws of the uni- 
verse, which preferred the current minor whims to the search for survival, 
and which missed its great opportunity to inherit the planet, perishing an 
early victim of the world’s subtle chemistries.” 

The first striking implication tb’be noted is the complete revolution 
of our time perspective which the evolutionary conception has made 
necessary. In the place of a very brief period of some six thousand ’ 
years for the age of the earth and all living matter, we must reckon with 
a time conception which defies both the human imagination and our con- 
ventional standards of measurement. Hundreds of millions of years 
must be assigned to the earth in a minimum estimate, whereas the sun . 
had passed its maximum radiance before the earth originated. When one 
turns to the probable amount of time involved in ‘the evolution of the 
cosmos, the conceptions and standards which prevail in measuring time 9 

t 
for earthly purposes seem qlrite trivial and inadequate. In&+, we May 
have to admit that, in the new cosmic time perspective, the very notron 

\: 
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of time as we understand it may be nothing more than a convenient ’ 
geocentric illusion. Einstein and others have, inrl~od, sttggested that time 
and space are but incidental manifestations of energy. The age of man 
in his new time perspective, instead of being coexistent with the duration 
of the earth and all the heavenly bodies., must be regarded as but the 
briefest trifle in earth history to say nothmg of its utter insignificance in 
terms of cosmic history, 
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Along with the revolutioniied time perspective has come the dynamic 
notioll of &angc as the vital And universal principle of cosmic develop- 
meht. In the place of the older static notions of a perfect creation a few y 
thousand years back, with but slight subsequent alteration of the nature of 
the heavenly bodies, the earth and its organic life, we have to recognize 
that change appears to be the most vital law of cosmic development and 
tc realize that there is no such thing as a static condition to, be observed in 
the universe. Everything is in a slate ol alteration, some of this being 
in the way of development and progress while other changes definitely 
manifest disintegration and devolution. We have, then, the conception of 
a dynamic and ever-changing universe in the place of the static outlouk 
of a half-century ago. 

A third vital implication of evolution is the fact that man has been 
demonstrated to be, not a theological entity a little lower than the angels 
or higher that the earthworm, but a definite bidchemical entity, at the 
present time the temporarily dominant type in the animal kingdom in- 
habiting this planet. ‘l‘here seems to be nothing about human life or be- 
havior which is in any sense unique and not susceptible of explanation 
according to naturalistic laws and principles. 

The evolutionary biological conceptions and the new cosmology are 
as disruptive of the accepted views of man as they are of the older theo- 
logical attitude toward God. According to the accepted Biblical theory, ’ 
man was a theological entity and not a unit of biochemical behavior. He 
was important chiefly as the custodian of an immortal soul for which his 
fleshly being merely served as the temporary envelope pending the earth- 
ly eirperiment which, determined the ultimate destiny of each individual 
soul. In the more optimistic passages of Holy Writ man was defined 
as onty 3 little lower thsn the angels, while in the abject strains he was 
viewed as but a worm of the dust. The scientific facts reveal man as 
neither a worm nor an angel with pruned wings. He is the leading mem- 
ber of the simian group and, therefore, the dominant element for the 
time being in the animal kingdom. 

This view of man as an animal has been extremely repellent to, many 
of the more pious and conventional .brethren, but there is little rational 
ground for such an attitude, once it is understood what one really means 
by the inclusion of man in the animal kingdom. When one views the 
situation in a scientific and common-sense attitude one recognizes that the 
animal kingdom represents the highest order of life on the planet, that 
is, the highest level of organic developtient known to man. Therefore, 
to be the temporary leader of the animal world is the highest form of 
achievement to which man could possibly pretend, and this title is the 
superlative praise which can possibly be bestowed on hovvzo s&ens. The 
older theological conception that man is only a little lower than the angels b 
or is made in the image of God may be in a certain way more flattering, 
but it is not consistent with modern scientific knowledge! and must be 
discarded along with other illusions of a primitive derivation. 

Further, not only is the conception that man is an animal a demon- 
strated fact in no way humiliating to the human race ; it is also much L 
more of practical significance. Even if it were known to be true that we 
are slightly mitigated angels, this would afford no clue for the study /of 
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mankind, ‘because no one has seen an angel and we possess no knowledge 
of the personal traits and behavior patterns o.f the angelic host. On the 
other hand, once we come to recognize the fact that man is an animal, #we 
immediately have the rich fields of comparative anatomy, physiology and 
psychology to draw upon from which to build a solid approach to the study 
of human nature and behavior. These branches of science reveal man as a 
super-simian, and the study of simian psychology, as summarized in such 
books as those by Kohts, Kohler and Yerkes, affords more in the way of a 
key to human behavior than all the books on theology ever compiled from 
the clays of primitive folk-lore to the most abstruse apologetic manual of a 
contempnrsry prnfesnnr nf systematic theology. Even FI htlmornus and 

avowedly trivial little book like Clarence Day’s This Si~&z World will 
tell one more relevant and cogent things about human nature than all the 
ponderous tomes of an Aquinas or the collected sermons of a dozen 
Moodys, Talmages or Spurgeons. 

The implications of the above for sociology and ethics are very 
great and far-reaching indeed. They come down to this, namely, that 
the type of behavior and institutions which are best suited to advance ’ 
human happiness and efficiency must be sought and constructed in con- 
formity with the needs of a spccics of super-simians temporarily in- 
habiting divers types of geographic environments. Morals can no longer 
be intelligently discussed in relation to the type of conduct befitting a 
mystically interpreted theological entity aiming to secure the safe trans- 
lation of his hypothetical, metaphysical soul into a supposititious, eternal, 
spiritual world. This need not be taken to mean that man must or should 
dispense with religion, but if he is tu retain a religiun which will have per- 
manent social value it must be a reconstructed religion, worked out in 
harmony with our present knowledge of the nature and requirements of 
man in secular social situations, 

3. DETERMINISM 

Even the rudiments of our present scientific knowledge concerning 
the nature of man and his behavior serve completely to destroy the con- 
vcntional view of man as a free moral agent, capable of making un- 
limited freedom of choice, irrespective of his biological ancestry or his ’ 
social conditioning. Modern biology, physiology and psychology offer 
simply unlimited proof that the free-will hypothesis is as incapable of 
scientific support as the astrophysical doctrines which made plausible ” 
Joshua’s heroic feat in the way of solar control. Differences in original 
endowment make it quite impossible for certain individuals to react in 
identical ways to the same type of social conditioning. Diversities in 
surroundings and experiences lead to great variations in the social con- 
ditioning of individuals and in the complexes thus developed. This con- 
ditioning of response determines the behavior of individuals, atid any 
such conception as that of, ability to atit in an arbitrary manner inde- 
pendent of inherited traits and social experience is the most transparent 
nonsense to anybody familiar with the rudiments of human psychology. 

“2 Conduct is the inevitable resultant of a vast set of influences, run&g 
from the general physical nature of mankind and the particular hereditary 
traits of ,each individual tg the effects of the most recent set of experi- 
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ences which have operated upon his psyche. Our personality st nny time 
is but a cross-section of the habit-complexes which have been built up in 
the lifelong process of conditioning. Human behavior, then, reveals a 
process of strict determinism obeying scientific laws as invariable as 
the law of gravitation. 

There is nothing alarming about this conception, ai it merely 
mcana that human conduct is not independent 01 the cadge ul scientific 
causation. When we say that an individual ‘Lchooses” some action, we 
can only mean, in scientific terminology, that the complex of condition- 
ing which led him to the type uf actiun “closen” was more powerful 
than the conditioning which Pressed him toward a different decision. 
That man has the power to select in an arbitrary and independent man- 
ner the particular conditioning to which he will respond is as silly in its 
scientific assumptions and implications as to hold that an apple may 
choose whether it will rise or fall from a tree. One should, of course, 
differentiate sharply between determinism and fatalism, which are,often 
confused but are fundamentally different in nature. Determinism 
means that nothing happens arbitrarily but always as the result of a 
definite chain of causation in harmony with scientific laws and processes. 
Fatalism implies exactly the opposite, namely, that something is predes- 

’ tined to happen in some particular fashion at a,given time wholly inde- 
pendent of antecedent or predisposing circumstances. 

The deterministic position carries with it very revolutionary appli- 
rntinns to social policies. rIt quickly becomes apparent that no one can 
be held to be personally responsible for his actions, for they are the re- 
sult of hereditary and social conditions over which he had little or no 
control. Man can not be wilfully perverse. A man who commits a 
multiple murder is no more responsible for his behavior than an amiable 
and generous philanthropist. Therefore, if one, for example, desires to 
reform a criminal he must subject the criminal to a new type of social 
conditioning which will, if possible, become more potent than the set of 
previous experiences which led him to commit crime. If one wishes to 
lessen the volume of crime hc must endeavor to decrease or eliminate 
those social habits, customs and institutions which furnish the basis for 
anti-social conditioning or bad habits. The conventional theory of pun- 
ishmcnt as social revenge for arbitrary or willul peI-versily diswlves at 
once in the light of the contemporary conceptions of the determination of 
conduct through biological and social influences. 

It is frequently held that, whatever the scientific validity of the 
k deterministic view of life, it is a pessimistic philosophy, and that any 

rational motivation for social progress and reform can be found only in 
conformity with the free-will hypothesis. c Exactly the opposite is the ’ 

d case. The free-will conception offers no basis for constructive social 
work. According to its tenets, a child might be born of eugenic parents 
so perfect as to make Francis Galton turn in his grave for joy, be given 
every opportunity for an excellent education, and have the best of sur- 
roundings, and yet might at any time burn down an orphan asylum or 
rob the vaults of the Salvation Army. From the deterministic point of 
view we can feel assured that the person who is born with normal quali- ) 
ties and is afforded the opportunity .to build up normal social habits is ; 



tiot likely to go wrong. We can thus iYork with some confidence in the 
task of improvin<g the human stock biologically and in eliminating those 
social environments which constitute the breeding-places of bad habits 
and anti-social attitudes and actions. 1) 

.4. THE PSYCHOLOGY OF THE RELIGIOUS THRILL 

An important tontribution to the explanation of the religious thrill ’ 
in certain well-developed world religions has been offered recently by the 
dynamic psychologists such as Everett Dean Martin. Such writers call 
attention to the tendency of the child to project into his attitude towards 
the supernatural world the psychological attitudes of awe, trust, fear and 
dependence which he has built up towards his earthly parents. In answer 
to the insistent inquiry of the child into problems of causation the mother 
tells her off-spring that God “made” things, and then explains that God is 
“our Father in Heaven,” The thrills derived from the earthly family thus 
become, by process of projection, inseparably intertwined with the religiom 

thrills which come from the supernatural world thus interpreted in terms 
of the domestic complex. This psychoanalytical interpretation of the re- 
ligious thrill and the religious experience is so important that it will be 
worth quoting some of the more essential conceptions and mechanisms as 
they are described by Dr. Martin : 

I am dwelling on this symbolic character of religious ideas and beliefs 
because it is in the symbols that we must discover the psychological meaning 
of the matter of redemption from sin. Chiefly important among the 
symbols of religion is the idea of the “Heavenly Father.” This idea is 
very widespread in religion because it reflects a universal human experi- 
ence, the child-parent relationship. Psychopathologists are in the habit of 
looking at this child-parent relationship as one of the main sources of the 
phenomena of the unconscious. It is no mere accident that men speak of 
the,Diety as Father. This is a common practice, both Christian and Jewish. , 
The child in its early years looks upon his Father as an ideal person. The 
father is strong, he is wise ; in his presence there is security from all harm; 
he provides all the child’s wants;. in fact, nearly all members of the human 
family have first learned to adjust themselves to the world through the 
assistance and under the protection of the parents. . . . 

When the growing youth about tht: time ul his adolesccncc finds him. 
self a new being, face to face with a newer and wider environment, with 
new tasks and duties and dangers to face,, it is natural that he should strive 
so far as possible to meet the new situations in habitual ways. The youth 
nee& security. He wishes to feel at home in the new situations into which 
he has suddenly grown. He therefore strives to conceive of the world as 
an imaginary family affair and he gains the feeling of security by con- 
structing an imaginary father who will be to this larger family what the 
actual father was in the family circle of his childhood experiences. 

This device of gaining the feeling of security by the use of the imag- :t 
inary father leads, however, to a conflict within the psyche, or, rather, it. 
it revives a conflict which has laid there for a long time. . . . 

The growing child, when he conceives of the Heavenly Father pictures 
the father as the perfect or ideal fattier which he knew before he had to 
fare the fnrf of the trnp nature of the love that existed between his arents. 
The Heavenly Father, therefore, is perfect in tlie sense that the dtsd usloned 

..p. 

child .conceives of perfection. But this perfection causes a conflict for the ’ 
youth who in adolescence needs the father-image to give him the feeling of 
security. The adolescent individual finds that there are now in his own 
nature the very elements which in his childish egoism he refused .to admit 
in the n+ure of the father. Consequently, the very use of the father-iGi3ge 
in religion involves a conflict. “There must be reco$iutiom with the father.” 
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This need of reconciliation is the feeling of silz. Sin is not what many 
t moderns conr&e it to he. It is not the same as concrete immoral behavior. 

Sin is thought of as “the corruption of the entire nature.” It is a curse. 
It is a soui-Utstruying, world-destroying blight. The sinner does not regard 
himseff as such because of something he has done; but rather because of 
what he is. The doctrine of sin is this: that human nature is so corrupt 
that no matter what sinful humanity, may achieve, its achievement is only 
adding to the original offense. The individual must be born again. There 

I is here a wish for the infantile return about which we have spoken in a 
previous lecture. The reconciliation with the tather is redemption from 
sin. This reconciliation is achieved by the use of certain symbols. The 
function of these symbols is to reconcile the childhood idealism of the 
individual with the facts of his own matrrre nntvre. The father must be 
propitiated, must become iorgivit,z. . . . 

Hence, we may say that redemption from sin is, psychologically speak- 
ing! a mechanism of dejc~tse ayninst the feeling of inferiority. The sal- 
vatlon of the soul means in psychological terms the securing of the “per- 
sonality picture,” a matter which I discussed in an earlier lecture. , . . 

There is a peculiar fact about the religious community. Towards no 
other form of human association, not even the State 

3 
men have such a 

reverence. Men take a fiZicl2 at/it& toward their churc The church is 
the Holy Mother and it is very interesting that the motherlimage which we % 
saw is sunnresscd in the religious symbolism along with the idea of the 
conjugal ;&tio~~ of the par&, req&x~rs as the ciwwch. In entering the 
church, therefore, the bclicver symbolizes the wish for the return to the 

/ mother. In other words, we have here again a phase of the Oedipus-com- 
plex, for &e church here is both Mother and Bride. And this is true of the 
Christian Church and the Hebrew congregation. In this way, the infantile 
wish becomes socialized and directed toward socially accepted goals. But 
the filial attitude toward the church, its very sacredness, tends to bring into 
operation another element. ThP rhm-ch and the world are incompatible. 
The church is set over against the world ; it becomes the “church militant.” 
In other words, the religtous group conceiving itself as a peculiar people, 
tends to hccome crowd-minded and as the church gains in numerical strength 
through its prosclytiug, tllc will tu puwer of its nxlx~bcrs tends to incrcasc. 
It becomes coercive. And this note of coercion is almost universal. 

5.. BIBLICAL HISTORY AND CRITICISM 

Another most important development in historiogcaphy in the last 
century has been the gradual but sure secularization of “sacred” history 
and the consequent removal of the ob’stacle to the scholarly and oh- 
jective treatment of every field of histbry. This progress has been in part ’ 
a product of the brilliant advances in the critical methods in the last 
century, and in part has been due to the philosophical destruction of the 
whole basis of the conception of “sacred” history, which has resulted from 
the unparalleled tliscovcrics in natural science since 1800. On the whole, it 
is probable that the latter has been the most important influence because 
the difference in the skill in handling docunlents on the part of Mabillon 
and Wcllhausen was infinitely less than the divergence between their 
“~~~eltanschauulig.” The process through which the sources of the 
Old Testament were discovered and separated has been significant 
in the grnwth nf a more critical historical scholarship. Upon the ’ 
basis of this criticism of the sources there has grown up a critical history 
of the Jewish nation and its religion which had been impossible of - 
attainment since the inclusion of .Hebrew history as the corner-stone of the 
Christian synthesis of the history of. antiquity by Eusebius, Jerome and 
Orosius. I 
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A rather lame and halting beginning of a critical and objective history 
of the Hebrews, upon the basis of the Bibical criticism of the early nine-9 
teenth century, was made by the Gottingen professor, Heinrich Ewald, 

L whose “History o,f the People of Israel” was published in the years follow- 
ing 1843. The first straightforward and thorough-going critical history of 
the religious development of the Jews was contained in the “Religion of 
Israel,” published by the Leyden professor, Abraham Kuenen, in 1363, 
Even more advanced was the epuch-making “History of Israel” of Julius 
Wellhausen, a professor in Gottingen and the greatest of Old Testament 
scholars. Wellhausen’s work, published originally in 1873, was but a 
brilliant fragment, and the preparation of, a systematic history of Israel 
in accordance with the advanced views of Wcllhausen was the work of 
the Giessen professor, Bernhard Stade, whose “History of the P,eople of 
Israel” was published in 1887. The results of these works from the 
new critical mode of approach were utterly to destroy the exaggerations 
regarding the glories of ancient Israel, which had been set forth in Kings 
ancl Chrunicles-Ezra-Nehemiah, had been repeated by Josephus, and were 
thoroughly embodied in Christian tradition. For the first time the history 
of Palestine was revealed in its proper perspective in the larger history 
of the ancient East. Not less damaging was the effect of the work of 
WeUhausen and his associates upon the doctrine of a unique, primordial 
and revealed monotheism among the Jews, It was clearly-shown that 
monotheism had been a gradual and precarious development out of an 
original polytheism, and that its maintenance was always difficult and 
subject to serious lapses. The late origin of the alleged laws of Moses 
was no less clearly established. The secularizing process .was carried still 
further by the brilliant Cambridge professor, Robertson Smith, in his 
“Religion of the Semites,” which showed the manv points of similarity 
between the religion of the Hebrews and the religious beliefs and prac- 
tices of the other branches ‘of the Semitic peoples. Finally, Delitzsch, 
Winckler and Rogers have made clear the profound influence of the 
Babvlonian historical and religious traditions upon the religion of Israel. 
While the work of the most ‘of these writers was highly technical and 
intended primarily for scholars, its general significance was popularized 
through Renan’s brilliant and .widely read “History of the People of 
Israel.” 

No less startling has been the result of the invasion of the “sacred” 
history of the Christian era by the critical methods. Building on the basis 
of the textual criticism of the sources o.f the New Testament by such 
scholars as Strauss, Baur, Loisy and Harnack, and the study of con- 
temporary religions by Renan, Hatch, Cumont, Glover, Dill and others, g 
Percy Gardner, Weizsacker, Conybeare, Wernle, Harnack, Duchesne an*d t 
McGiffert have explained with great scholarship and lucidity the syncretlc jl 
nature of Apostolic and Patristic Christianity, the historic causes for the 
final success of Christianity, and the nature of the gradual development 
of Christian dogma and ecclesiastical organization, Henry C. Lea, in a 

s series of massive monographs, which constitute the most notable contribu- 
tion of America to Church history, has dealt with the most diverse phases 
of the history of the medieval Church in a fine ob’ective and. secular 
spirit. Beard and Tr6Iisch have traced the rise a d development of A 
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Protestantism with insight and candor. Three Catholic scholars of the 
highest rank in the field of scholarship, Diillinger, Huber and Reusch, 
have made as great contributions to the battle against ecclesiastical ob- 
scurantism as any historians from the Protestant or skeptical camps. 
Dijllinger totally demolished the alleged historical foundations of ultra- 
montanism and infallibility in his work on “The Pope and the Council.“’ 
Huber surveyed the history nf the Jesuits with the aifn of proving their 
deadly opposition to the spirit of modern learning and the freedom of 
thought. Reusch contributed the standard treatise on the history of the 
Papal Index and threw a flood of light upon the, sinister machinery 
through which the reactionary element in Catholicism has endeavored to 
perpetuate the credulity of its followers and to exclude the perilous fruits 
of modern scientific and critical reasearch. The net result of the labors 
of critical scholars of every religious complexion in the field of “sacred 
history” has been to destroy entirely the premises of the “Fathers,” 
which led them to mark off a field of historical development which was 
taboo to critical research, and it has opened every field to the operation 
of the same degree of patient research and calm and objective narration. 

6. THE RISE OF SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY 

While’ one may accept Dr. Davis’ statement that “psychological 
sociology as we now know it is extremely recent,” it by no means follows 
that the psychological interpretation of social and political processes is 
of recent origin. Aristotle, in his Ethics, introduces his readers to a 
discussion by ancient Greek philosophers of the problem whether men 
prefer the society of those who resemble them or that of those who 
differ from them. The similarity of this to the discussions twenty-five 
years ago respecting the validity of Professor Giddings’ theory of the 
“consciousness of kind” will be evident to all familiar with the develop- 
ment of sociological theory. Aristotle’s own doctrine of the instinctive 
sociability of men, which was adopted by the Stoics, Cicero, the Church 
Fathers and the Scholastic philosophers, was a distinctly psychological 
interprelatiun ul society and an anticipation of Trotter. One might 
further call attention to his acute psychological analysis of the bureau- 
cratic spirit, of the effect of the possession of property, of political revo- 
lutions, and of the instability of the rrrassrs. Pulylr’ius coxllributed a 
striking anticipation of the theory of reflective sympathy developed later 
by Spinoza, Hume and Adam Smith, and of the notions of Bagehot and 
Sumner with respect to the evolution of customs and folkways. A dim 
foreshadowing of Stanley Hall is evident in the basic concepts of Epicurus 
and Lucretius. The contract theory of political and social origins, which 
had a distinguished history from Epicurus to Blackstone and Kant, was 
distinctly a psychological conception. Thomas Hobbes set forth a trench- 
ant psychological interpretation of the basis of social and political in- 
stitutions and processes, particularly stressing the element of fear as the 
foundation of political obedience. Spinoza touched upon the sociological 
significance of reflective sympathy and prepared the way for Hutcheson, 
Hume and Adam Smith. 

John Locke, in his discussion of “the law of fashion or private. 
censure,” anticipated Sumner and Trotter by holding that the force of ,-. 
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group custom and fashion was more powerful in its psychological pressure 
than the 13~s of God or the state. &x-k&y attempted to adapt the New- 
tonian terminology to a psychological interpretation of social processes. 
Hnme made important contributions to the socio-psychological signifi-. 
cance of sympathy and imitation. adarn Smith’s analysis of sympathy 
was of sufficient thoroughness and insight to lead Professor Girldings to 

characterize Smrth as the founder of psychological sociology.- The first 
systematizers of sociology, Cumte and Spencer, make a liberal use of 
suggestive psychological concepts. Comte’s bio-psychic interpretation of 
social unity, his psychological interpretation of listory and progress, and 
his emphasis upun lceling- as tbe dynamic power in society are common- 
places in the history of sociology. Spencer’s powerful statement in his 

, - Study qf Soriology of the relation of psychology to sociology, and his 
contributions to the psychology of primitive men are equally well-knwn. 

In spite of these notable anticipations of the modern psychological 
sociology, the more significant phases of the’ 
since the time of Conite. 

subject have been developed 
Sir Henry Maine 2nd the legalists stressed 

the sociological influence of habit in building up social institutions and 
insuring respect for constituted nuthority. An attempt was made by 
certain German writers, of whom Iiohmer, Stein and Cierke are repre- 
sentative, to apply concepts similar to those of Comte and Spencer to a 
classification of the psychological stages of political development and to 
the elaboration of the notion of the state as a psychic personality. George 
Henry Lewes, an admirer of Comte and a contemporary of Spencer, 
gave the first clear and tlcfinitc statrment to tlx notion (of the unity ul 
the social mind, while Adolf 13astian carried the conception still further 
to establish the unity of the human mind. The newly-awakened interest 
in folklmycho’logy, which proceeded drum philusu~l~ical and ar~thropulog-. 

ical antecedents, was given a great impetus through the foundation of the 
Zeitzwg fiir Volker-Psyclzologie wzd Sprach-~Z’isseIlschaft by Lazarus 
and Steinhal in 1860, and was carried further from widely different stand- 
points by such men as Theodor Waitz, Charles Ietourneau, 15. B. Tyler, 
D. G. Brinton and Wilhelm Wundt. Then came the attempt of Lester F. 
War-d and Simun N. Patten to readapt hedonism to serve as the psycholog- 
ical basis of sociology. The significance of evolutionary biology for 
psychology, individual and social, was established by genetic psychology 
in the hands of Granville Stanley Hall and James Mark Baldwin. At 
the same time a group of important writers, such as Bagehot, Tarde, ~ 
Sidis, Dnrkheim, Sighele, Le Bon, Sumner and Gidclings, were develop- 
ing the sociological bearings of such psychic factors as imitation, strg- 
g&on, fear, social constraint, cnstom and the consciousness-of kind. 
While emphasizing different psychological forces they were at one in J 

‘assaulting the intellectualism of the venerable Benthamite felicific Cal- 
culus. 

The most important developments in social psycholo,n~ clurim the 
first two decades of the present century have been the tendency towards a 
synthesis of the various specific doctrines which had emphasized some 
psychological force or process which is active in society, and the pro- 
vision of new technique and modes of approach to. psychological, and 
sociological problems. The need for a more synthetic consideration of 
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socio-psychological problems was set forth by Professor W. I. Thomas 
in his notable paper on The Pm&we of Social Psychology, &live& 
before the Congress of Arts and Sciences at St. Louis in 1904, He em- 
phasized the necessity of a plura!istlc approach to the scbjec: and of a , 
consideration 6f the interaction of man and his socitil environment. Soon 
works began to appear which proved the soundness of his thesis. Mc- 
‘Dougall, Thorndike, Trotter and others carried further William James’ 
preliminary gcncralization concerning the socio-psychological significance 

* of human instincts and,the “original nature of man.” 
I The,results of their work were appropriated for sociology and social 

psychology by writers such as Graham W3113s, Etlman and Lippmntm. 
American psycholagical sociologists also made many important contrihu- 
tions to this synthetic tendency. Professor Giddings has broadened his 
psychology of society by weaving the doctrine of the “consciousness of 
kind” into a theory of social causation founded upon the doctrine of the 
tlifferential response of organisms to stimulation which issues in “plural- 
isric behavior.” PI-ulcssu~ Snlitll has contrihutcd a psycho-economic cx I 
planation ,of the social process rcstin g upon the notion of the basic signifi- 
cance of a number of vital human interests. Baldwin, Cooley, Gault, and 
Balz have presentetl original syrlthcscs which aim at a, merging of in- 
diviclual and social ps@ology iG the attempt to analyze the chief psychic 
factors in social organization ant1 democratic society. Professor Ross has 
united an original adaptation of the theories of Tarc!e and other European - 
social psychologists with his own penetrating observations on modern 
social processes in one of the most lucid and striking of the systems of 
psychological sociology. Professor E1Iwood has pl-cp-‘;t~ ccl wlm~ is un- 
questionably the most reliable and conprehensive synthesis of the best and 
most up-to-date writings in the fields of psychology and psychological 
sociology. Further, a number of writers, most notably Ward, Hubl~uu~t-, 
Wallas and Trotter, have shown that whi!e one tnust admit the potency 
of instinctive and emotional factors in social behavior, vet progress and 
constructive effort can come only from a social appre&tion and appro- ’ 
priation of volitional and intellectual factors. New concepts and methods 

_, have been developed which contribute powerfully to an improvement of s 
social psychology and psychological sociology. The experimental and 
statistical method, developed especially by Cattell and Thorndike, has 
provided a more perfect technique for gathering reliable data and testing 
results. Behavioristic psychology iS far more related to social psychology 
than the older introspective approach. Psychoanalysis has both provided 
a new set of mechanisms for explosin, c the mind of the individual and 
has shown the social significance of the repression of normal instincts. 
The introduction of fairly feliable methods of mental testing has revealed 
the existence of wide variations of mental capacity in even the so-called 
“normal” population which have sociological significance of the greatest 
import. These advances have been synthesized by F. H. Allport in the 
most original treatise yet prodrrced in the field of social psychology, and 
by L. L. Bernard, E. S. Bogardus and Kimball Young in the most recent 
general textbooks on the subject. 



In the World-of Books 
Isaac Goldberg 

Hero of the American Short Story 
THE* CALIPH OF BAGDAD: 0. IIENRY. By Robert 8. Davis 
and Arthur B. Maurice. New York. D. Appleton & Co. 

T 
HERE was a tirqe, and it was not so long ago, when 0. Henry 
-the best known pseudonym, though not the only one, of 
William Sidney Porter-was the god of all the young aen 

and women in the nation who aspired to fame and fortune in the, 
field of the short story. The short story form, for that matter, 
is itself a sort of god to aspiring writers. It seems to be a peculi- 
iarly Aenlrican type. Tt means ready m;oney,’ that is if you can 
sell your product. It means nothing like the close and persistent 
application demanded by the novel. 

True?, there were always n few critics who declaimed against 
the mere journalism of 0. Henry’s tales, and pointed out the 
mechanicalness of the trick ending. The author himself was not 
too much enamored of these trick tales ; had the editors allowed 
him t?, he once told Witter Bynner, he would have done m/ore 
narratives in the style of his Roads of Destiny. I do not think 
that Porter enjoys today anything like the esteem in which 
persons of taste held him twenty years ago. 

For the moment, it is a life and not a critique that concerns 
us. Many persons, SUIU~ UC’ them intimately associated with 0. 
Henry-that is, if anybody n4a.y be said to have been intimate 
with this peculiarly reticent personality-have written about him 
in letters, in magazine articles, and in books. Yet somehow, the 
man, in his death as in his life, defies analysis. Bob Davis and Ar- 
thur Maurice knew him 8,s well as anybody else. The one is a 
widely known journalist and the other is prominent in the history 
of our magazines. (It was Maurice, by the way, who as editor 
of The Bookman, commissioned miy first mlagazine series shnrtly 
after I got out of college). 

Their account, which levies tribute upon everything that has 
dealt with their subject before them, has also much new mater- 
‘ial in the shape. of anecdotes and letters. We follow the career 
of the man from his beginnings, when ‘he promised to becorn+ 
an excellent caricaturist rather than a story-teller, through his _ ’ 
apprenticeship to the druggist’s shop, thence to a good position 
in a bank, thence to indictment and punishment for malversa- 

; 

.* tion of fnnds Rmnunting to the sum of less than $1200, thence 
to years in prison, and finally to his emergence as one of the 
most beloved yarn spinners of his country. 

There will always be a haze of doubt surrounding the prison 
career of 0. Henry. It is virtually an accepted fact today that C’ 

F he went to jail to shield another. Why, remai.ns the enigma, did 
<: 

I 
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he flee to Honduras while still awaiting sentence, thus seeming 
to admit his guilt? But there are many such whys in Porter’s 
life. After he got to New York he became more taciturn than 
ever, shielding himself against the discovery of his past, What 
was it that turned him into a tower of silence? 

Into his married life we get a pathetic glimpse ; we see him, 
too, briefly as a father. We watch his first story being whipped 
into shape ; we discover him receiving his first check in prison ; 
we follow him around the- haunts of New York. We hear his 
:riends speak of him; we read his jocular notes to them and see 
some of his funny drawings. And yet, an invisible barrier pro- 
tects him from! full comprehension even by his friends. 

8 There is no doubt that one will enjoy 0. Henry’s stories 
more and understand them better for having read this volume. 
II affords, also, a valuable side-light upon American authorship 
in lhe early days of this countrv. It scorns to me that 0. Hknry’s 
life, if we could reconstruct it in something like its entirety, 
‘would make a m$re in&resting story than any that he wrote. 
His tales now appear to have been far more sincere, and much 
more deeply rooted in personal experience, than we knew before. 

The Radical as Lyrist 

(1 PREGNANT WOMAN IN A LEAN AGE. By Ralph Chey- 
ney. William Faro Inc., New York. 

It has been a common objection to the poets of the radical 
economic school that in their ‘passion for justice they have over- 
looked the heauty of passion itself-that ‘in their fan,atic adher- 
ence to a noble ‘cause they have shut themselves against the 
beauties of that very human companionship in whose cause ulti- 
mately they labor. I have myself frequently spoken of this angu- 
lar sexlessness in so many “poets of the revolution”. 

Certainly this objection is not to be brought against the 
Verses of Mr. Ralph Cheyney. He thinks to the root, whether 
in economics or sex. He has no burrs on his tongue. If this be 
an age that worships leanness and its concomitant sterility in 
woman, he sings all the more lustilv of the wama,n with child. 
This sm,all collection, in fact, may be regarded as a dithyramb 
to fecundity-to fruitfulness and multiplication. A biblical, Whit- 
manian exaltation is in it, often overflowing the borders of taste 
or technique, but as often discovering the vital epigram and the 
pregnant phrase that is a welcome contrast to the leanness of 
much contemporary verse. 

Cheyney, in his exuberance, is tempted to pack too much 
into a line until, like his own “taut horizons” his verses “are 
stretched till ,they burst.” No matter. With time will come in- 
creased skill. The poet is already here, richer than in the brown- , 
paper pamphlet with which he made his debut. Let me quote a 
few of his epigrammatic’ stanzas: 
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MY ME AND I 
Though I must keep my cloven hooves 
Conce8aled beneath an office desk. 
Destroy the rhythm of my moves 
And never show myself grotesque, 

b 
I still elude these heavy fools 
With whom ostensibly I deal. 
My me ntbeys their &my rules; 
My I does just as it may feel. 

AS FOR PIETY 
I have never had hdp from the piously m&k 
But balm from the s’inners and strength from the weak 
The pious cheat god, their god who is dead. 
But the lovers trust Go’d who is Love and are led. 

-it is 
Cheyney, who uses the v~ord God a trifle too frequently 

so easy to rhyme-nevertheless, as appears above, does 
so m no deistic sense. IIis God is Love enthroned. Nor is his 
Love a harmless, flirtatious chit. It is a Love that flouts con- 
vention, that bears children, that has pain as well as pleasure. 
This he has summed up yuile expertly in his 

PARABLE 
Four kisses my love gave me: 
On the brow for constancy, 
On each eye no tears now blur, 
That all I see may tell of her, 

And one she pressed upon my mouth. 
My heart need ‘dread no further sdrout,h. 
Then lest I Lear I dreamt delight 
My love gave me a warm, sh’arp bite! 

That, it strikes me, is worthy of Emily Dickinson. I 
Mr. Cheyney, with a little chastening-this is meant in the 

technical, not the moral sense-could develop this gift for epi- 
grammatic utterance into a rich, personal style. His danger, al,-! 
it is the danger of the genre as well as of his temperament, is 
to run carelessly off into prose, into over-emphasis of the in- 
tellectual substance. It would be eminently worth his while to 
attempt an organic fusion of his thought with his passion. By 
the token of this .most interesting collection he can do it. 
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Hoover Blankets 
Charles W. Smith 

T 
HE long freight tr.ain moved slowly over the Cascades to- 

ward Seattle. If some federal enumerator had had occasion 
to visit the different cars he would have found not less.than 

two hundred men aboard, a majority of whom, just like me, were 
earnestly and honestly seeking work. 

Night came on ; it was cold. One of th.e hoboes, an interior 
decor,ator who had aided in dressing some of New York’s and 
Los Angeles’ finest hotels, and had credentials to prove it, drew 
some newspapers from his pocket, spread them down in a cor- 
ner of the box car and said: 

“Well, I guess I’ll try to get dome alccp on my Ho&or 
blankets.” 

This interror decorator was not an exception in the type of ’ 
men on that train. There was a young attorney, there was a 
doctor, I have been a newspaper man for several years. But all 
of us were in the same condition, broke, hungry and seeking 
work, victims of a vicious condition that everyone believes could 
have been avoided with intelligent leadership. 

But being “on the bum” ha.s been an education in itself 
that is worth a great dea1 from the human standpoint, for it has 
shown me to what extent a man will go to get something to eat. 

My search led me to Tacoma. Broke, hungry, tired, T lvznt to 
the SaIvation Army looking for respite. I was given a ticket 
and told to return to .the social service department at ‘7 :15 o’clock, 
when supper would be served. Needless to say, I was there. 

Presenting my ticket at the door, I was told to sit down 
in the meeting room and wait. Presently, when the room was 
filled, the commanding officer and his corps Luok their places on 
the platform. “We’ll have just a short service before supper,” 
he, said. He called for a song; then a prayer; then some special- 
ties by some of the women members of the corps who performed 
only by their own courage and not by any talent they might 
have possessed. Preaching-and at a quarter to ten we were 
marched into a back room where we were fed some cold kidney 
beans, cold coffee and stale bread. 

That was the initiation into the mysteries of the slogan of 
the Salvation Army: “A man may be down but he is never out.” 

The next evening, ‘my hunt for ‘work being fruitless, I 
went down into the “Big G” freight yards, intent on obtaining 
a train for Portland. The train pulled into that Oregon me- 
tropolis shortly after daylight, and we who were aboard found 
the city’s multiple Grover Whalens, wearing natty khaki uni- ~ 
forms, awaiting to welcome us. Piled into three automobiles, 
we were hauled off to the police station, where we were “mug- 

‘{ 
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ged” nd fingerprinted just as though we had been fleeing con- 
victs or murderers. 

Fortunately, I studied public speaking when I attended 
Baylor university, down in Texas, so 1 was able to convince the 
police sergeant that I was actually looking for work a,nd had been 
for some time. He tore up m:y Bertillon measurements and said he 
;vould see that I got out of town all right. He did: he piled 
me i&u a car with four heavily armed officers, who took me out 
to the city limits and told me to “keep moving.” I did! 

I wanted work, and I was determined that T was going ’ 
to find it somewhere, and, thinking thus, I continued on my 
way, down through Oregon to-Klamath Falls. There was a town 
-a bums’ paradise! Down by the Southern Pacific yards was 
the jungle. Each night, one of the sawmills backed up a truck 
and dumped off a load of wood ; some of the bakeries and’ groc- 
eries sent down food. And the police would come down and 
“jaw” with the boys. 

Incidentally, around Klamath Falls they are not “bums”; 
they are unemplnyed men. 

The trail carried n&e down into Southern California and to 
Phoenix, Arizona. There, on “skid row,” I met a young hotel . . 
clerk, a war veteran, who had just obtained 8 job picking cot- 
ton. The field was out about five miles and he was “broke.” We 
considered ways and means of raising carfare-ten cents and 
an additional ten cents to get me to the field where T might 
apply for work, too. We tried panhandling, but to no avail. 

He espied a policeman. and decided he would “put the bee” 
on him. The result was that the boy was taken to jail and 
charged with vagrancy, and in court he drew ten days. When 
1 went to see him he said: “I won’t be in here but a couple 
of days.” “What are you going to do?” I asked. “Never mind.” 
he grinned, “I’ll bz out.” Sure enough, he was out in two days. 

“It WQS simple,” he explained. “I got back in a corner and 
bumped my head against the cement walls for about fifteen 
minutes, and managed to work up a good fever. i called the jail- 
er and told him I was sick: anrE he sent ior a doctor, who found . 
I had a temperature of 302. He said he would come back the 
next morning to see how 1 was, and ’ when he came he .found 
I still had fever. Then he ordered my release. And here I am.” 

What to do? Where to go ? Boulder Dam! And so we head- 
ed for Las Vegas. There a sight met my eyes that T shall never 
forget. A little “overnight” town with accommodations for ten’ 
thousand persons trying desperately to care for forty thousand 
teeming, eager, cursing men and womien, all demanding work. 
Out on the edge of town were perhaps fifteen hundred families, 
encamped, warting for the day to come when the man of the 

‘ fa;iztwould get his chance to work on some phase of the dam 

A typical picture: the n&n tinkering with a dilipidated 
L’ 
:: 



Hoover Blankets 55 

*automobile; the woman hauling water from a nearby desert 
well; children, dirty little, brats, gnawing on the bones of a wild ’ 
burro killed in the hills back of the town and the only food they 
had had for days. 

Inquiry revealed that .a chance to find work in L’as Vegas 
or at Boulder Dam was useless, so the war veteran and I turned 
our eyes toward Reno. What, we asked ourselves, was to keep 
us from horning in on some of the r,ackets in Reno, at least 
:ong enough to get a stake to move on? Thirty minutes in Reno 
answered our question. Every conceivable racket was already 
I&ng worked nlid there were hundreds waiting in line to get 
lheir hands into the grift. 

I decided to give the Salvation Army one mbre chance to 
make good on its slogan. I went to headquarters-it was about 
ten o’clock at night--and sought out the commanding officer. 

,I explained who I was a;:d what I want,ed, and I received this 
answer : I , .. ! $h,$ 

“Aw, g’wan down in the street an’ sleep with the rest 
of the bums.” 

“Well,” I said to my Iraveling companion, “there’s nothing 
to keep us from panhandling a few dimes here.” Be agreed, and 
we divided the t3wn. I s~ar..eA. out; I saw a likely prospect 
coming toward ‘me. I stopped and started to ask him for a dime 
n hen : 

“Say, buddy, you ain’t got a quarter you can spare a feller, 
have you?” he asked. I decided I was a piker in seeking dimes, 
so made up my mind to ask for quarters, and when I approached 
lny next .prospect he “hi;.” me fur a half dollar before I had a 
chance to speak. 

There was nothing to do but to get out of town, I concluded, 
and boarded an eastbound freight that very night. The next 
morning the train pulled into Carlin, Nevada, a small railroad 
town m$dway between Rena and Salt Lake City. I learned there 
was a bakery in town that would “hand out” to the boys, and 
skewered up nerve enough to po begging. But when the train 
slowed down not less than figy m,en leaped from cars along 
the trail1 and started a mad race to get to the bdrerty frrst, and 
I e the fortunate one. 

I left Carlin without eating. 
Other things I learned on this trip: one was that hobodom 

has an underground telegraph system that comp’ares with any 
of the great wire systems. At Reno I heard about the railroad 
detectives at Helper, Utah, and Emporia, Kansas. 

“That guy at Helper is a robber,” said my informant. “The 
one at Emporia. is a mauler.” 

However, when I got to Helper I found that the robber had 
been discharged by the road “to keep him from being killed,” 
as the superintendent’s’letter said, He had played a little game 
of “shaking down” all men who came through on freight trains, _ $ >$j 

‘A 



56 i 

,  

.  .  

. 

\  

The Debunlctir 
.- 

taking the& mtoney and then sending the ‘boes on their way, 
!,l,oke. Al EmgoAR. T ran. into the “mauler,” and saw him un- 
mercifully beat tc boy of seventeen whc was on ‘his way home 
from the harvest fields. 

It I were alone on the hunt for work I might be inclined 
lo believe that the fault is mine. But I’m not; not a train did 
1 ride but that I encountered from fifty to one hundred n&n all 
bent on the sttmc apparently hopeless quest-work-and a train- 
man told me that every train is the same. 

‘“There’s no u$e trying to kick the ‘boes off,” he complained, 
“they get right, back on again, SO we just have to grin and. 
bear it.” 

“You might as we!l, brother,” a begrimed man said, “be- 
cause they’s a lot of hard-nosed guys on some of the roads what 
aYe marked, and if this toughness keeps up when cold weather 
sets in something’s going to pop.” 

And that’s the ;en.iment everywhere I have been-through 
forty sta&es-if sometlnng doe&t happen to relieve conditions 
before cold weather seWin Fomething IS going to Do+-and nnp 
lOUd. “Hoover blankets” might be all’ right when the sun is 
beaming down but they don’t keep a man warm when snow is 
falling. 

. 

Can They Lift the Lady’s Countenance? 
Clay Fulks I 

66 
s 

TATUE of Liberty to be renovated by army. Page 19”.- 
This item in the news index of The New York Tities 
for July 6 intrigued me.. After wading through the 

flood of slush aboul; how Hoover is sav!ng civilization by post- 
ponement, it was something of a relief to ‘come upon a dramatic 
little incident smacking of Yankee-doodleism,, 

iI turn to page 19 and this gay headline greets my eye : 
“St4;tue of Liberty to Get ‘l3eauty Trea?ment’; First Renovation 
in Its Forty-five Years.” I paused to repress my rising ‘contempt 
before reading any further. The whole incident, in its bare out- 
line, struck me as involving a bit of sardonic mockery, some- 
1 hing likely to grate on the nerves of that lonely remnant of 
“queer” Am@icans who are still so poor as to do reverence to 
the spirit of liberty; and as I read on, noting how n+tly the 
details fell into their proper places, my suspi8cions were con- 
firmed. This goddess with a past, and now fat and forty-five, is to 
“undergo a specia.1 electric ‘beauty ,treatment’.” 

“The now obsolete system of lighting the statue at night 
has ‘provoked criticism. It has been said, for instance, that the 

p, bronze goddess appears to have a doubl2’chin.” Obsdetethat’s 
the word. Certainly it is obsolete to let any light, saire, a .dim, 
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blinking, and uncertain one, shine from that statue. When, . 
many years ago, Nemesis, filled with indignant shame, as I ~wp- 
posed, extinguished the torch held aloft in such glaring irony - . by the poor, prostituted Lady from France, I reflected sadly 
that, for decency’s sake, she ‘should be draped with black crepe 
and left alone in her dishonor. But it seems that some one hav- 
;ng a cruel if not perverted sense of irony brought another light. 

“To remedy this Lthe double chin and ‘other ungeemly il- 
lusionary blemishes’], Major Gen. Hanson E. Elv> commanding 

I kh;t Second Corps Area, has completed arrangements,” etc., etc. 

Can all of Ho’over’s horses and all of Hoover’s men 
Lift the old lady’s countenance again? 

I’m afraid they cannot. The Major Gen. may pencil her eye- ’ 
brows, give her a permanent wave, remove some superfluous 
hair and moles, but what about rouge, that cosmetic SO dear to 
the feminine ‘heart? Aye, there’s the rub. It would constitute 
plain sedition, or worse, to rouge up that old girl. Surely, how- 
ever, we can depend on Ham Fish and the Daughters of the 
Revolution to see to it that nothing red is smeared on her. 

The new lighting, which is to be installed by Westinghouse, 
is to cost $14,386. There, I suspect, we. have a clue to the rz- 
lighting of the statue. Isn’t there an old French adage to the 
effect that when something apparently inexplicable happens, 
look for the woman in the case ? Well, in this country, when 
anything puzzling takes place, such as this notable inst%lce of 
relighting the Statue of Liberty, ,ook for the contr’act in the case. 
Admitting my complete ignorance of what the job should bo 
actually worth, I shall only remark, in passing, that, if the j 
most approved American rule in such cases is followed, the job 
: houId be worth at least $14. 

“The grime, accumulated in generations, is to be rem.oved.” 
Rut is this not a left-handed slap in the face to many of our 
duly constituted authorities? Ignoring, of course, all of the 
criminahy imbecile among them--“company gunmen,” Pennsyl- 
vania “Cossacks,” and manv deputy sheriffs and policemen- 
who could not possibIy perceive an insult half so subtle, we can- 
not help wondering what many of our federal judges and high 
sheriffs, who have begrimed the goddess with such reckless 

. abandon, must th;nk of this plan of taking her to a cleaning. 
And there’s old Mitchell Palmer-is he still encumbering. the 
earth? Then, he shx&i fsei cffendc\rl deeply and nreconcilably. - 

“In Lhs twenty-one ‘~im30w.s’ of the statue’s crown it is 
planned to place lights, a?d a bhlker system will crente th.e in\ 
1: ression of glittering j cwels.” There is real app?opriatsness for 
. o-that blinker system which “will create the impression of, 
Jittering jewels.” Aye, there’s appropriateness that hits the 
spot exactly. 

“When the work is completed it is hoped that the statue 
may be seen from vessels as far out ,as Sandy Hook.” Certainly, 
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that’s far enough now. Back in the days of our patriotic inno- 
cence it was “Liberty Enlightening the World ;” now it is mere- 
3 “hoped” that the light ma.y reach as far as Sandy Hook! 

How many millions of honest, illusioned foreigners, after 
I eing “Americanized” by our captains of industry, with their in- 
iunction judges and warlike tonstabulary, have felt forced to 
look bttck upon that colossal bra Ize figure as the most colossal 
niece of irony an indiffeLa?nt Co,! has ever let them encounter! 

A Scrutiny of Faith 
6, M. Boumphrey 

N the days when one was young enough to embark upon long 
theological arguments in the sanguine hope that some con- 

clusion might be reached, one was always being brought up 
:hort against the question of “faith.” However confidently the 
other side might lead off with the promise of some &finite 
proof to be adduced, the ending was always the same: “Well, 
: ou must -have some faith.” And sorrowfully one had to post- 
none one’s longed-for conversion to a later date. Nor were these 
proselytizers aiways so callow as might be imagined. They in- 
cluded one of our senior bishops-“There must have been somle- 
one to put all these atoms and molecules together, you know,” 
Not a very valuable statem,ent, since it immediately called forth 
the question: “Why?” Or, again, the Christian Scientist, a man 
of considsrable attainments, who, promising 4 mathematical 
prOOf of the existence of the Trinity, began: “Well, you will 
admit that there must have been a Cause for everything!‘- 
and was aghast at being denied this foundation-stone of his 
argument. There is indeed a fundamental difference in outlook 
between the present middle-aged generation and that older one 
which reached intellectual maturity in the age of Victorian 
certainty about everything. These latter find it necessary to 
assume a cause and a beginning ; to us it is more difficult to 
allow a beginning than to envisage eternity itself. 

How shall we define this “faith” upon which all religion 
must rest? It is the delief in something that one has been told 
-which one may com:e to behave and feel is true-but of which 
1.0 proof can possibly be given. In fact, when it runs counter 
to our own beliefs it is called “superstition” and is held to be 
a degrading thing. Can it be otherwise than degrading-or 
at best, si;ulWying? If we attempt to analyze Ihe process by 
which man has evolved from the beast to his present state ‘of 
semi-civilization, we shall find that every material and intellect- 
ual advance has been due to the use of his power of reasoning: 
the observation of facts, the deduction of certain principles from 
those facts, and the enjployment of those principles to liis ad- 
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vantage. Generally speaking, whenever he has acted upon be- 
lief alone, unsupported by knowledge, it has been to his disad- 
vantage. So long as he worahipped fire as a terrifying deity, it 
availed him little ; but let him learn about it and exploit it- 
and his first and possibly greatest step, forward was taken. 

This on the debit of faith. To its credit can be put that it 
promises man some return after death for the troubles of this 
life and for the sacrifices he has to make in order to obtain the 
greater leisure and security offered by herd-life. It is held, also, 
to take away something of the sting of death. We shall attempt 
to balance these two sides and see whether faith-in particular 
:he Christian faith-justifies its existence, or whether, like every 
other superstition, it should go. 

Perhaps the strongest argument against the Christian faith 
is that it attempts to focus OUT attention upon a future life- 
to the consequent neglect of this pwsent one. It advises the 
unfortunate to bear their lot instead of exhorting them to im- + 
prove it. The religion .of Moses was not at all like this: it was 
expr-essly Iranled to secure ths utmost material advantage for 
the chosen People-and admirably it succeeded. But it was a 
cruel and selfish religion, and was vastly improved by the ad- 
dition of Christ’s commandment: “Thou shalt Iove thy neighbor 
as thyself.” The wisdom, the necessity of this has never been 
so widely recognized throughout the world as it is today. The 
late War may be to some extent responsible for this; but it 
seems probable that the vast increase in general reading has 
done and is doing far more. Reading is the most powerful factor 
the world has ever seen in promoting that sympathy for others 
which alone can lead to the true happiness of mankind. The 
Squire’s wife is not so virtuously vindictive towards the fallen 
village maiden when she has read half-a-dozen books setting 
forth the sinner’s point of view more adequately than the girl 
could ever hope to do. The English read AU Quiet on the Western 
Front; the Germans study Journey’s End-and so the process 
continues. It is becoming permissible to inquire whether the 
bulk of mankind is not almost fit to be trusted to work in the 
right direction simply because it obviously is the right direction 
-without the threats and lures of religion. But faith, as we 
are looking at it, is less concerned with this commandment than 
with its accompanying : “Thou shalt love the Lord thy God,” 
with all its implications of “life to come,” “original sin,” and 
even “evcrlnsting torment.” And it is here that much of modern 

* thought refuses. to follow. May it not be better to leave all mys- 
tical problems to solve them:selves, and to concentrate upon mak- 
ing this present world a better place? And if there be a God, 
surely this will be an acceptable form of worship. It sees the 
churches absurdly at variance with the precepts of their Found- 
er (“Vain repetition, ” “Sell thst thou ‘hast and give to the poor,” 
“Judge not”)- and holds this inconsistency against their creed ;‘ 
as well as against themselves. In our new humility, which looks 
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upon man less as the lord of creation than as an animal’ &rug- 
&::ng upwards, we s6e the belief in immortality as but r;l~? In ‘J 0 

evidence of conceit. Shall so wonderful a thing as ,a man simply 
come to nothing ! Yet a human personality consists of little 
but a bundle of memories. Take away his memory and the man 
i; dead already! It would hardly seem to matter whether he have 
a soul or not, .if his memory is not to survive the grave. And 
memory is a very fragile thing, easily deranged. If one finds, 
after death, that memory persists and that one has a soul40 
much the better! 

Thus runs the creed ‘of the man with no faith; and we 
shall try to see what he has lost. He has not denied God: he 
has ignored Him ; but it seems unlikely that an infinite Being 
could be petty enough to bear malice for this-especially if the 
love which should have been given to God has been .expended 
In the service of his fellow-men. He has lost the comfort and the 

u efficacy (doubtful indeed so far as this world is concerned) of 
prayer; but he has gained largely in concentration and self- 
reliance, sinc:e he has had no vague hope of supcm&ural asaist- 
ante. Lastly he is left exposed to the full terror of death.. It 
will not be denied that a devout faith may act as a powerful 
drug against this-though other faiths have proved more potent 
than Christianity in this respect. Yet death can be faced brave- 
ly enough without it. The War, which brought so many of us 
into closer contact with death than we should otherwise have 
come for many years, failed to m@rk any difference between 
‘hose with faith and those without. In any case, we must surely 
adjudge this a paltry ‘and unworthy motive for a life-long exer- 
cise. . \ 

The Road Is the Bunk 
Clive Lovett Cleaves 

J 
ACK LONDON, Jim Tully, Harry K~emp, and a host of others 

have written of the Road, but none of them first diptied 
his pen in realism before he wrote. However, they are not 

entirely to be bl’amed. Few writers ever are allowed to achieve 
realism ,in any subject, ‘and for a most potent reason-most 
editors believe the public ‘can’t stomach the truth. Hence the 
writers of Hobohemia, Houdini-like, have produced and hung 
between us and their subject a softly glamorous veil, a veil . - 
that upon close examinatinn trims out to be composed of half- 
truths #and airy nothings. They have made it appear that the 
rohdsters’ life is a rollicking one, a carefree life wherein all are 

1 
’ adventurers, brawny, two-fisted men why have chosen the Road 

. because it suits them. According to these writers, hoboes in 
general are men too independent of spirit to meekly. conform I 
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to society’s demands for regularity of habit and stability of 
1 bode, and yet real men withal. This is’buncombe and nothing 
more. While, in the first place, the roadster may have chosen 
the long trail, in the end it is the Road that chooses him. And 
not as a jolly comrade, but as a helpIess victimi. 

Primarily, when we think of those who go on the Road, 
we have to consider youth and its adventurous spirit. For, 
aside from a few poor souls of mature age who have been 
forced by economic pressure to go a-rambling, by far the greater 
rercentage of the roadsters is made up of youths and men who 
went on the Road in their teens, men who have become en- - 
;mored of the life, this because of their own mental stagnation 
and bodily laziness, or men who are unable to discontinue it. 

Ninety-nine,#times out of a hundred, youth runs away from 
home for two unlike but equally powerful causes. One is an 
uncongenial home life, and the other the allurement of far places. 
If the runaway lives in the w’est, New York City becomes his 
Mecca; if in the east, it is California. In any case, wherever 
he may live, we may Be sure that the farthest fields are th8 
greenest. 

By way of adequate illustration, let us put’ ‘o 
a lad of sixteen and see what befalls him. He has a few, a 
very few dollars in pocket and an even greater paucity of ideas 
in mind. His mental machinery is not as yet adjusted to the 
production of thought, being wholly given over to the genera- 
tion of desires, to various schemes for their fulfillment, and 
:o a vast eagerness to experience wonders. 

Let us name our lad Joel and start him from Los Angeles. 
Seing a runaway, his greatest concern is to get out of the 
state before the police lay hands on hiti and return him home. 
He has a notion that once he crosses the state line, he is reason- 
ably safe. He couldn’t tell you why he feels this way, but his 
thought is based on a hazy idea to do with the difficulties at- 
tendant on extradition, He wishes that Honduras were just 
across the border. That being impossible, he contents himseif 
that Arizona is not under the, same authority as California. He 
reasons that the more states he puts betwieen himself and his 
home, the less likely is he to be arrested and returned. 

He pays his fare by stage to El Centro, in the Imperial 
Valley, but he doesn’t tarry there. Eecause he has seen others 
coliciting rides by the highway side, he takes first of all to 
ihis mode of travel. His first ride takes him to Woltville, and 
there he sticks. Automobile drivers are suspicious of him and his 
?-ind. After spending several unprofitable and irksome hours on ~ 
the eastern edge of town, he finally get.s a lift that takes him” FO 
Yuma. He newer dr,samed that people could be so niggardly as 
not to give one a ride, especially when they had so much spare 

’ room in their cars. I’ 
In Yuma he repeats his Holtville experience, with the ex- 

ception that he does not get a ride. After hours spent on the 
I \ 
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cutskirts- of Yurna, he returns to, town. There he spends the 
h st of his mpney f’or in m&l. Next he b~ome,~ acquainted with 
a twenty-year-old dressed in greasy overalls and a torn sheep- 
! kin coat. This one is also going east. Joel tells of his troubles, 
how hard it is to get a ride, What’s the matter with people 
anyway? His new friend enlightens him. 

“Well, y’see, it’s like this. Drivers usta give fellas rides, 
but some fellas bumped off some drivers and robbed others, 
Lnd now they ain’t puttin’ out. The highway ain’t no ,good no 
more on ‘at account. What you wanta do, is grab yourself an 
srmload o’ box cars and stick with ‘em.” 

“021, a freight train, hey?” says our seophyte. “But won’t 
they put you off?” 

“Well, ‘at’s up to V;OU. 
ride 

If y’know how, lik? m#e, you ‘can 
‘?m esss. 4nywrys t le. e I sj rrm~y gujts on the Road 

these days that the shacks don’t bother yr,n. All fgdtn do, is 
look out for bulls, and even they ain’t so tough as they usta be, 
There’s a drag pullin’ outa here about nine tonight. You come 
along with me, and 1’11 show JTOU how to ride it.” 

At half past eight the two go to the railroad yards, where 
they meet a group of ten or a dozen hoboes also waiting for the 
nine o’clock drag. They sit under the car-icing platform and 
talk of handouts mooched, of dimes, quarters, and half-dollars 
sten?med, and of railroad bulls. Oh yes, they also talk of sex, 
One voluble soul, a hawk-nosed mian of about thirty-five, tells 
an interesting tale. -, 

“Coupla days ago, when I wuz in El Centro, I worked the 
stem for an hour or more, but I couldn’t get a lousy deemo. 
Then I thought I’d try the privates, so I mopes out into a classy 
residential section and walks along until I seen a house that 
wuz made to order. There wuz no fence aroimd it, so f knew 
there ‘wuz no dog, and smoke wuz comin’ outa the chimly, and 
that said solul(ebody wuz homie. Not only that, but it wuz the 
kitchen chimly, and that meant cookin’ .wuz goin’ on. 

“Seein’ everything wuz so fine and dozy, I makes for the 
back door and gives it its rappin’s. Say! I’m here to tell you 
the prettiest lookin’ broad I’ve ever laid a lamp on opens the door 
a;ld ask; what cz-u~ she do fz in<. SE wuz 6 b!onde and about 
fiae-foot-three, one of them real Scandahoovian blondes what 
you only see in Minny-so-tah. And she hada voice like the deen 
notes on a flute. Listenin’ to it made niy backbone quiver. Well, 
I stood there gapin’ at her for a tiinute, and then I told her 
my troubles. ‘Sure,’ she says, ‘Sure I’ll feed you. Come right in 
and sit down.’ While ‘she’s puttin’ on the java and fixin’ some 
ep& and such, we talks, and all the time I’m lookin’ he& over. 
What I mean she wuz a real eyeful, too. She hada short dress 
on what comic only to her knees. And boy, what a shaft! Them 
!&field follim dames couldn’t show a better. Say, who’s g@ the 
inakin’s ?” 

One bf the group passes Hawknose a cigarette. IF& lights 
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it %nd goes on with his tale. According to him, the blonde be: * 
came a bit flighty. Toward the end of his meal, she p&en&d 
solicitude about whether he was getting enough to eat. She 
brought him various dishes of food, and as she placed each on the 
table she took care that some part of her person contacted some 
part of Hawknose’s anatomy. Her hip brushed his arm as she . 
placed a dish of jelly on the table. Her knee touched his th.- 
as she reached across the table “to get the sugar bowl. 

“But you know how it is,” continued Hawknose, “Such 
things miighta ben accidental, and then again, they mighta ben 
done on purpose. But I didn’t make a break. Jeez, if I’da made 
a break and they wuz done accidental, where would I‘a’ ben? 
In the old hoosegow, that’s where, and pronto! Well, we got 
to talkin’ of the Road, what a tough life it is and all. And then, 
outa a clear sky, so to speak, she asks innocent-like, ‘But what 
do you do for women ?’ Imagine that! O’course ‘c knew thab 
everything wuz okay then. Who’s gotta match?” 

One of the group gives Hawknose a match and inqpatient- 
ly den&r&, “What happened then?” 

Yes, what happened then ? The mind of every man present 
already had thrust out lascivious tentacles of thought that en- 
folded the blonde in the depths of imagination, there to play 
with her lustily and as each sex-greedy mind saw fit. Joel sits 
with mouth agape and hot eyes. To think that such things can 
happen on the Eoad ! 

“Well, I musta ben jinxed. Just as everything seems to be 
goin’ fine and dandy, there comes a knock-knock on the back 
door, and in flounces some old battleaxe of a neighbor woman. 
She plants hclself in a chair. And there she sits and gabbles 
like as if she’d swallered a phonygr.aft. I wuz already finished 
elttin i so when I seen this fat old hsybag wuz gonna stay for 
a coupla ‘hours ,a.t least-well, what could I do? Nothing but 
get up a.nd n$ope.” 

At this juncture a road engine comes from tlie roundhouse 
end is coupled onto the eastbound drag, which stands on a near- 
by track. The group now breaks into twos and threes, and all 
head for the train. Several empty box-cars are) on it. Joel and 
his friend climb into one of these. They shut its doors. 

“We should have gotten into that other car with the rest 
cf the gang. Then we would have had some company,” asserts 
Zoel . 

“Aw, theti dinocs!” says his &end, contemptuously. “Who 
.- ,, ants to ride with them? Better stick by ourselves. Here, light 
a m;atch and hold it while I spread these newspapers what I 
;t rought along. They’ll help UE to keep clean. If it gets cold we 
can wrap some of ‘em around US.” 

The papers are spread and the two sit on the floor, talking. 
:n low tones. Presently the engine whistles twice. The engineer 
takes up the train-slack with a jerk. Then come two more toots 
from the whistle. Another jerk and the train is started. Its 

’ 
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r.oise precludes conversa&on, T’he two stretch themselves at full * 
length on their newsp&pcr bed. 

’ The night becomes chilly.* The lads wrap themselves in 
newspapers; known on the &ad as “Cahformn blankets’ . The 
train’s vibrations keep the pair from Mng too cold. After a 
time, the train stops. No longer partially warmed by its jolty 
progress, they become chilled through and through. Their teeth 
c~mller and they shiver violently, Desert nights are alw’ays cold. 
The two instinctively draw together for mutual warmth. 

“Jeez, kid, I’m cold, ain’t you?” 
“G-g-gosh y-yes !” Joel chatters so he can hardly talk. 
He lays on his right side with his knees drawn up, His corn: 

1 anion lays in a like position. 
Joel has a sort of girlish softness about him, a certain 

roundness ‘of limb and features that one frequently sees in boys 
during adolescence. 

As they lay there shivering, curious thoughts run through 
the elder’s mind, flamelike thoughts that sear all they touch, 
Se throws his left arm grotecCivdy over Joel’s shoulder- and 
draws himself closer. All the ancient evil of the Road boils in 
his imagmation. The train ierks iiolSlly and resumes its march. 

The eller removes hiq arm momentarily, feigning to scratch 
himself drowsily. Again re throJ s his arm over Joel. Eut this 
time over Joel’s left hip. Joel stirs uneasily. The night wears 
on and he sleeps. 

Me awakens suddenly and without any of the preliminari :s ’ 
asual 10 a normal awakening. He passes through no half.. IVJ+ 
half state. One moment hc sleeps, the next he is awake. A hand 
Eutn!Aes with his belt. 

Disma.yed and wondering at the meaning of this unfamiliar o 
performance, he cries out, “$ey, wake up!” 

His companion fakes a hearty sqore. ‘r 
Joel thrusts his elbow sharply into the other’s midriff. 

“Hey, walw ocp !” 
“Ugh ! Huh !’ Wasser matter ?” 
“Leggo my belt.” 
“Huh? . . . Oh that! Go to sleep.” He takes his arm from 

around Joel. 
And the train rolls on. Twice again does the elder awaken 

Joel who finally becomes filled with dread over some indefinite 
thing that seems to menace him. The last time he awakens, he i 
: 011s onto his left side and moves away from his partner. Again 
*hey sleep. 

“Hey!” A flashlight darts from end to end of the car. “Hey! ~; 
-Come outa there. Come on!” 

The pair awake and tumble hastily from the car. On the ’ 
ground, the flashlight thrusts its beam mlercilessly into their 
eyes. Whoever holds the light is to them merely a voice, an ex,, 
ceedingly tough- sounding one. 

“Where dyou pszoomes thiilk you'm goin’ hey~?” ’ 
, 
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Wisely Joel holds his longue. Let the other one answer. 
ut ‘his partner is afraid. 

“We’re g-croin.’ to Ph ,-Phoenix,” he cht tter j feusomely. “We 
ain’t done nothing u rang.” 

“Wi:o’s this aid? ’ The flashlight indicates Joel. 
Inspir&cnally he takes it unon himsslf to :tnswer. “‘We’re 

brothers,” he announces. 
“Oh yeah . 7” The railroad detective isn’t interested. He mere- 

ly asked the question to give him time in which ‘to decide whether 
or not to use his club on these two trespassers. He concludes 
that a good scare will be just as effective as bodily hurt. 

“Well, get to hell outa these yards and stay out!” he snarls 
savagely. “I’ll beat you to a pulp if I catch you here again. Get !” 

“Yessir,” says Joel trembling with fear, and “Yessir,” says ., 
his friend. 

They cut straight across the tracks to where a street light 
shines. As they go, they cast fearful glances backwards until 
assured the detective does not follow. 

They spend the remainder of the night on the floor of an 
empty box-car that stands on a spur track serving a cotton gin. 
3though they close the car doors, the cold night air seeps in 
through nuinkous cracks and sets them shivering mrlerably. 
They are too cold to sleep. In the morning, Joel is instructed in 
the art of begging a handout. Because of his youth, which moves 
the wompn of the house to pity, his first venture is successful. 
Carrying his “lump” with as much pride as any conqueror 
carrying the spoils of victory, Joel returns to his partner. Colt! 
bacon sadwich~a betwee> the halves of four “baking powder” 
biscuits, a niece of blackb-1 ry pie, two large and shiny red apples, 
lhree pieces of crumbly cake, and three oranges are m’aat they 
find upon openirg the paper bag.. They eat until nothing remains 
A cup of coffee would has-e set o’f their repast perfectly. Since 
none IS to be had, they philosophically content themselves .+vith 
water. The SLIB shines gorgeously, qulcl~ly driving-the night-chill 
from their bones. Life is not so bad after all-just then., 

* a+ a+ c +z+ 
, Two years later finds Joel riding atop the engine-tender 

on the Omaha Flyer of the Nebraska and Iowa Northern. It is 
near midnight. The wins .E blows fcr a town: J&i climbs down 
4 he ladder and stands in the half vestibule of the first coach. 
The train slows. It is entering Quanna, Iowa. Soon as the slack- 
ening pace pern$ts, Joel gets on the tender steps and swings to 
the ground. Momentum forces him .to run twenty-odd feet be- 
fore he can stop himself safely. He is still shaken by his jump 
when a burly shadow leaps out of the dark and at him. 

“Gotcha, you lousy good-for-nothin!” 
“Hey, lay offa me !” Joel shrieks hysterically as he throws 

up an arm to wsrd off an impenc’ing blow, a blow more sens 
than deen. : ,’ :“.$&g 

Crack! The hardwood billy descends forcibly. Joel yelps in 



/ 
66 The Debwker ~ 

p&in and bli n y ears off through the night. His attacker; does dl,, t 
not follow. Joel runs until hc puts four blocks between himself 
and the railroad yards. 

His way toward the main part of town leads him through a 
residental section. Softly colored lights shine from the windows 
of some of the houses. A wornian’s fruity laughter comes to 
Joel. He passes a cooing pair sitting in a parked automobile. A 
lump rises in his throat and his eyes smart. He feels cheated. 
A wave of mingled longing and self-pity engulfs him as he real- 
izcs his outcast state. He has sold out for a mess of pottage . , . .. 
:3ess of poL’;age . . . mess of pottage . . . the words form a 
dirge-like refrain in his mind. 

As a drown&g man, Joel reviewed the past two years. 
Again he fought the fight, th%t ended his first partnership. Again 
he snarled and clamped his teeth viciously in a dirty ear, The 
t&x WRS still in his month, R. faint, t;a.st;e of cindars that quickly 
turned to one of warm! and salty blood. It had been no fair 
fight surely, but a wild t&ashing of arms and legs, there in the 
c ark and speed-rocking box-car, a mad whirling and bum,ping 
of bodies, a ferine struggle of sudden primitives. His ear-biting 
had won the fight, reducing his opponent from swelling malig- 
nancy to mewling cowardice in a twinkling. 

The days that followed had been hard ones until hlilc by 
little he had acquired proficiency in the art of begging. Then he 
had been content to roam from place to place, content to live 
only for the present.These last few months, however, all zest had 
gone out of the life. An annoying tendency to take stock of 
himself and of his condition had begun to manifest itself. And 
that incident in broadly, Illinois-ugh! Intending to knock on 
the back door and ask for food, he had entered a yard just at 
dusk. A concrete path led alongside of and to tke rear of the 
house. He had followed this until it turned at right angles and 
made for the kitchen door. A woman was bent over a small 
garden to one side of the patmh. Her back was toward Joel. Evi- 
dently she didn’t hear him approaching. He coughed gently, 
meaning the sound to serve as a warning of his pre!senc.e. It did. 

Startled, the woman turned abruptly. In the half-light Joel, 
with his unkem$t hair and his generally ragged and begrimed 
appearance, seemed to her as some sudden monster. She scream- 
ed despairingly. And Joel made matters worse, by running. All 
that night he lay hidden in a weed-choked ditch while irate and 
armed citizens scurchcd for the “fiend” who had frightened 
young Mrs. Switzer. 

A fool woman like that could easily cause a poor tramp a ’ 
‘ot of .grief. 

The Road a place of romance? City judges sentenced you i;o 
1. the workhouse for vagrancy, railroad policem;en beat you at will, 
:$. and small-town cops chased you out of their towns. Every kan’s 

hand was against YOU. .’ 
9 5:. /‘ 
:;. 
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Lately, Joel had been watching people closely, trying to 
glean from their i faces some inkling of what they thought of 
him. Inkling indeed! Why, he had gotten enough inf ~,mati~n 
to fill a book. Formerly he had hardened himself to the obscene 
staring of sm.i!l !-or~n peuqlc, a staring that seem4 tryirn to rape 
one’s mjnd of all it contained. Now their stares took on the 
nature of an indictment of him and all his ways. And the sharp, 
size-;you-up-and-8classi:fy-you-in-an-instant glances of city folk! 
Both in town and city the women were the worst. They not only 
saw you as you were, bul Lhey also seemed to be seeing you as 
you might have been ; that is, physically and outwardly. Ap- 

“parently they cared nothing about your mentality. Momentarily 
they,seemied resentful that you had used yourself so badly. Then 
they dismissed you ‘contemptuously from their thought. You 
simply didn’t belong. Yes, people flailed you with their eyes. 
And why? Because you were of low estate, because you did not 
conform, because you were on the Road. The Road-ugh! 

A sense oi’ desolation and sickening futility envelops Joel, 
He suddenly realizes that nothing short of a direct change in 
his .way of living can banish the increasing gloom of these lat- 
ter days.’ Home, that was it, he m,ust hurry home. 

Fifteen days later, he swings around a corner and approach- 
es his father’s house. Good old dad! what difference does it make 
that he had opposed Joel’s dccirc to sIxd;v aviqtion and become 
a flyer? It is supper time and his father IS home. As Joel eats; 
his parents question him. What have you been doing all this 
Lime, and where have you been ? IIis nlother chides him gently 
for not having written to her. 

“But I’m glad you’re home again,” she says. “Here, take 
sqme m/ore gravy, it’s the kind you used to like so well.” 

When he is finished eating, his father asks in a friendly 
tone, “Well, son, ho’w do you like the Road?” 

Joel’s reply, given from the side of his mouth and with 
upper lip askew, IS swift and bitter: “The Road is the bunk!’ 

The father takes painful notice of Joel’s manner of speak- 
ing. He notices that Joel often snuirm~ lmcomfortably and that 
hs slyly scratches himself when he thinks no one is ‘observing. 
His father knows what this signifies. He too tried the Road in , 
his youth. 

“Better fix the boy a bath, mother,” he suggests. “And put 
?n as much lysol as you think he can stand.” 

Shamkd blood suffuses Joel’s face, and he stammers, “Row 
did you know I need-4 mean, what makes you think-” 

“Well, son,” interrupts the father, smiling tolerantly, 
“you’re not ,the only one of this family who’s been on the Ro,ad. 
Why, I started out back m niileleen-ten. That’s not so long ago 
as t’ime is counted historically, but the country was younger then. 
1 was a dirt-mover, a donkey-spanker. No, I know these terms ‘: 
r;iean ridthing to you. They’re pretty well forgotteyr n@w. Sp&+ 
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ing generally, a dirt-mover was a man who worked in ‘construc- 
tion jobs that involved the moving of great ‘quantities of earth, 
., obs such as railroad-making, dam,-building, and irrigation- 
ditching. And a donkey-spanker was a man who drove the mules 
that did the work. 

“That kind of work wasn’t very steady, and the jobs were 
scattered all over the country, so we used to hoho from job to 
job. It was a great life. The nation had use for such men. ,Jobs 
‘were easy to find, and there was no excuse for a man being 
broke. Of tour :+ plonly of UI did go broke, but it was E~IW~VR 
!rom gambling or drinking. We worked hard and we played hard, 
and nobody seemed to mind. But we were different and better 
than the hoboes of the present day. The times made us s’o. 
We gave more freely to each other than hoboes do now, but then 
we had more. Now when a hobo has money, he sneaks away 
from his partner- a,nil eats by himselL And lhe ‘hoes now aren’t 
so self-respecting as they used to be, they’re not so clean, Why, 
if an old-timer got lousy he’d move heaven and hell to get a 
chance to boil-up. These present-day hoboes haven’t any morale, 
or gumlption if you prefer. If they get lousy, they stay lousy 
until someone gives lhcm a change of clothes, or until acute dis- 
comfort forces them to clean up. 

“Yes, I hoboed for years. Even then the Road was none 
too good. Just like everything else in life, it was changing. 
Jts covering of humanity was wearing thin. For all its fellow 
ship, which after all was largely superficial, the majority of its 
followers, yeggs, dope addicts, moral weaklings. and lazy good- 
for-nothings were forthrightly vicious. Each had som.e bad trait 
that kept him on the Road. The good men who took a flyer at 
it sooner or later saw it for what it was. And when they did, 
they left it and settled down.” 

As his father quits speaking and fumbles in his pocket 
for his pipe, Joel regards him with a new and wide-elred respect. 
IYhy-the thought startles him pleasantly-his dad is a regular 
f&w. And here he had always thought of him as a misunder- 
standing old grouch. 

The father, lighting his pipe, pretends not to see the favor- 
able impression he has made on his son. His pipe lit, he leans 
? ack in his chair. He is content, his boy is home. 

Softly and without Joel’s rancor, he edh’oes Joel’s judg- 
ment, “Yes, the Road is the bunk!” 
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The Best of All Possible Religions ’ 
F. A. Ckampo 

UST recently an ex-heathen Chinaman, now a Protestant 
preacher extraordinary, came to our pious city. His purpose 
was to pay a brotherly visit to the local Eaytist bunk-dealer,, 

and their unsuspecting customers, called the Faithful. He came 
l,eralded by the pompous and all-embracing title of: “Mr. Leland 
WTang of China.” This visit set our hospitable Baptists a-twilter-, 
and four gala nights of much rejoicing, psalm/-singing, praying 
and preaching marked the event. 

For this special occasion the unpainted, half-finished Church 
of Christ at Legarda Street, Manila, was used. This tabernacle, 
been from the outside, presented a very unsightly appearance. 
The interior, however, was abundantly decorated with artificial 
flowers, in such way that it resembled a miniature Japanese 
garden at cherry blossom time. 

For four nights this serious-visaged ex-disciple of Confuc- 
fus was given free rein to relate to the ever-credulous Faithful, 
and other stray mortals who happened to heed the circulated 
invitations, the mtiraculous storv of his conversion to the best 
of all religions and, in particular, to the best of all possible 
denominations under the beneficenl wings of the Pirotcstant 
I hurch. 

I was unaware of Preacher Wang’s presence in Manila until 
t.he 8th of January, which was the last night of his scheduled 
\,ocal show at the Legnrda tabernacle. I was then going home 
from work, and while passing near the Azcarraga “Fishing” 
Station, about which I reported to you previously, I noticed that 
under its window there was an exceptionally large crowd. My 
bunk hunting instinct whispered that there was something un- 
usual, so I went to investigate. A native holy croa,ker of the 
most rabid type was gesticulating violently simply to tell his 
gaping, itinerant audience that that vary evening at 7:30, at 
‘he Legarda Church of Christ, ,a, Chinese convert, now a Prot- 
estant preacher of unusual distinction, would discourse on the 
greatness of the faith founded by the Holy Nazarene. Futher- 
-more, he added that this ex-heathen preacher would relate the 
very interesting story of his conversion. I did not wait to hear 
more as it was aImcst hall’ pas1 s;y. T took a bite in a nearby 
restaurant and rushed to the appointed place. I 

T reached the Legarda tabernacle about seven o’clock and 
already the Faithful, with their guests, were pouring in. A 
good many came on foot, while others arrived in automobiles 
and trucks. At seven-thirty the tabernacle was full to overflow- 
ing, and the sacred show began. 

“3 
1 

The opening number, of course, was the inevitable vocal ’ 
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music. We were requested to stand up, and lamblike we did and 
sung “Jesus is Calling.” Here are two sample stanzas: 

Jesus is tenderly calling thee home- 
Calling today, calling today; 

Why from the sunshine of love wilt thou roam 
Farther and farther away? 

Jesus is waiting, ah, list to His voice 
Hear Hini today, hear Hi’m today. 

They who BELIEVE on His name shall rejoice; 
Quickly arise and away. 

And here is the chorus: 
Calling today, calling today 
Jesus is calling, is tenderly calling today, 

This was immediately followed by another song entitled, 
“0 Happy Day,” of which the following masterpiece is a part: 

‘Tis done, the great transaction’s 
I am my Lord’s and He is mine; 

done; 

HP drew mse, and I follow on, 
Charmed to confess the voice divine. 

As if the Good Lord were ‘not satisfied with the awful din 
we made, a young native-a pot-bellied would-be Caruso-was 
called to the platform to sing a solo. His voice was unnatural, 
hut nobody seemed to notice, and even the Good Lord did nat 
x;Gse a protest. After this 1 thought the music $or the evening 
was over, but not so. The native was followed by a bewhiskered, 
middle-afged A!meuricktn who m#adfe Ia similar noise: all alone! 

Then, finally, another American, pot-bellied, too, and with 
a crown like that of the late lamrented William Jennings Bryan, 
came forward and announced the choicest part of the show: 
Reacher Wang of China. 

Modestly the Chinaman took the stage, and I appraised him. 
He could not he more than thirty-&c, and his height must be 
about five feet and two or three ‘inches. He had a regular,raval 
Iace with the typical slanting eyes. His ‘skin was not exactly 
: ellow as there was (I rich mixture of pink, indicating that he 
was in an enviable state of health. He wore spectacles, which 
lent dignity to his already solemn countenance. 

After making a few preliininary remarks, extolIing the 
incomparable greainess of the faith founded by the Holy Na- 
zarene, he proceeded to relate his life in China. “None of the 
me~~~bers of my family were Christians,” he said. “My first 

s contact wilh the Holy Scripture was when I was about six years 
old. A thoughtful fr’iend gave my father a Bible. but as he had 
no biblical inclination, he passed on the book to me. Do you 
$now what use I made of it? I used it as an album for postage 
stamps.” ‘, . Then he proceeded to relate his schooldays, and at the age 
of Seventeen (,or eighteen) he joined the Chinese Navy, where. 

.’ 
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he stayed for some years. When he returned home he fell in 
love with a Chinese damsel, who previously had fallen into the 
clutches of Protestant missionaries and was almost drowned in 
making a Christian of her. The young lady had become so pious 
that she consented to marry only on the condiition that he em- 
braced the True Faith, Many a better man than Preacher Wang 
had succumbed to the exige.nciej of unreasonable love, and be- 
%ause our preacher at the time believed he could not go on living 
without the One Wornian for him, he decided to desert the faith of 
his ancestors rather than have his happiness blasted. In other 
words, he permitted himself to be submerged in the name of 
the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost, thereby gaining not 
only a wife but Eternal Salvation, too! 

In becoming a Christian, a Protestant Christian, to be exact, 
il became his duty to attend service regularly. His pious wife 
looked to it that he did. 1% told us that when he attended service 
for the first time, he felt like a stray sheep in a strange fold. 
“And when the moment of prayer came,” he said, “I observed 
that, as if by common consent, lhe people bowed their heads 
and closed their eyes. I noticed, however, that there were a few 
who only bowed their heads and did not close their eyes. See- 
ing the humor of the situation, I bowed my head, too, but only 
closed one eye and left the other open.” There was a general 
laugh, of course, but our preacher, like the frozen-faced comedian, 
Buster Keaton, did not show his teeth. 

Then he spoke of the Holy Writ. He said that the first time 
he read the Bible, instead of reading from the first page, he 
opened it at random and the chapter that his gaze rested on 
did ,not inspire him, as from beginning to end he gathered noth- 
ing but that “So-and-So” begat “So-and-So.” In spite of the 
first disappointment, however, he did not give up. Sometime 
otter on he continued reading, and inspiration came when he 
reached this passage m Matthew: “EIessed are the pure in 
heart: for ;hey shall see God.” FL.c~ that moment, he told us, he 
read the Blhle zssiduousiy, and then he felt the “call” to folios 
‘n the footsteps of the Master. Having heard the call, he wasted 
no time. He began to preach, and those who heeded his preacn- 
inge he tried t.o convert. Being a methodical man, he b:;an the 
~3b of converting at home. Utilizing the gentle art of persuasion 
lea,rned from his Protestant overlords, he succeeded in dragging 
his parents from the faith of their forefathers to that founded 
by the Holy Nazarene. After this, the job of conveiting his 
brothers a!ld sisters was a matter of little effort. “However,” 
he told us, “I met D very stiff opposition fwnm niy oldest brother 
who clung tenaciously to the old faith. All my earnest efforts 
having failed, I mesorted tc przyel, and for one *hole night, with 
; ‘ever a wink, I prayed as I never prayed before. When morning 
came my oldest brother, to my surprise, approached me. I no- 
t&d that he looked tired. ‘Brother,’ he said. to me, ‘I don’t know 
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what came to me last night. I wasn’t able to sleep even for one 
minule,’ Then I told him that I prayed for himt throughout 
the night, begging the Holy Ghost to shed His grace on him, 
; nd to open his heart to I;hc Christian faith, and that my prayer 
was answered.‘! After this, he said, his brother consented to be 
converted and was saved. 

Preacher Wang had a great faith in the erficacy of prayer 
and his very loose use of the word “save” was extremely re- 
uiarkahle. With never a flutter of the eyelid, he brazen’,v $011 
us that all members of his family were “saved” 111 becoming! 
Christians; in other words, it would appear that a pair of St a:- 
ing wings was reserved for each of them in the Seventh Heaven, 
wherever that mjight be! 

According to ‘our ex-heathen preacher, the Good Lord was 
kind to IIis lambs, and. in particular, to His shepherds, otherwise 
called preacheu.s, arid Ile never failed to provide for them). He 
cited his case as a living example. “For many years,” he rattled ’ 
on, “I have been preaching with not a mission backing me nor 
receiving a salary from anyone, hut in spite of that my family 
and I never want for anything that we do not get. Often, I 
find money inside my Bible; sometime it is thirty dollars, in 
another, forty. On one particular occasion, we needed one hundred 
dollars very badly, and not knowing where to get this sum, I 
prayed. On the following morning, R. little girl came to me and l 

handed me a sealed envelope. Inside I found the exact sum we 
required.” 

Preacher Wang did not bother to say where the envelope 
came from. He undoubtedly wanted to leave the impression that 

he girl was an angel who came all the. way from the jasper 
I;hrone of the Heavenly Father. He gave another example how 
“the Lord provideth.” “A day came,” he said, “when we had 
:10 money with which to buy the next meal. I went out feel- 
;ng very much depressed, knowing that there would be nothing 
lo eat when I returned. However, when I came back, upon enter- 
!ng the door, a sweet, appetizing odor greeted my nose, T went 
stra,ight to the dining room, and on the table, I saw a dish of’rich 
food. I looked questioningly at my wife. ‘Pigeon!’ she told me. 
‘?Qhere from?’ I asked ; wondering who the kind provider might 

’ be. ‘Heaven,’ siie said smiling, and continued by way of explan- 
ation, ‘It entered through the kitchen window. I tried to drive 
it. away, but it wouldn‘t go: so I caught it and cooked it, be- 
lieving that God must have sent it to us.’ ” 

” Finally, after more than two hours of rattling, our ex-hea- 
“hen, human chat&box appcarcd to have exhausted all he had 
to tell us about his life and experience in the once Celestial Eti- 

1’ pire. What followed as the climax of the evening performance 
‘>. did not surprise me. They call it “fishing for souls.” Preacher 

Wang looked us over and asked, “Who would like to be saved 
this evening?” This was intended for the stray “sheep” whg did 
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’ 3mt belong to the fold. No on8 stirred. ‘Our ,preacher probably 
,hought that misguided souls could be baited with music, so he 
,faid, “Let us sing.” We stood up and rendered “Jesus is Call- 
ing” con amore. After this, the .tireless Chinaman repeated his ’ 
Guestion. The music, it would appear, proved effective, as there 

J was a stir in the back seats, and three young native ladies, all 
dleqsed in blue wit‘n white frills, came forward to be saved. 
“Decoys !” I told myself irreligiously. Our preacher, however, 
was not satisfied with the “catch.” He let his gaze wander over 
our heads, and then asked qgain, “Anyone else ?” Nobody; came. 

At this juncture, I happened to look back and saw, near the 
main door, Rev. Dr. R. C. Thomas, mentioned in IX~Y last report, 
with some of his watch-dogs around him. Parenthetically, the 
watch-dogs’ business is t’o spot stray “sheep” and induce them 
to join the religious army. 

“Anyone else ?” I heard the ex-heathen ask again. Still no- 
body came forward. He tried another method. “Let us pray,” 
he said. We bowed our heads, and the Chinaman began his 
ldmentations. When this was over, he asked once more, “Who 
would like to be saved tonight?” In answer, two native young 
men presented themselves. At this moment I felt somleone put 
his hand lightly on my shoulder. I turned my head and recog- 
nized one of Dr. Thomas’ w’atch-dogs. 

“This is the first tims I have seen you hpre,” he said. “Did 
a friend invite you?” _;, ! 

“No,” I answered, “I came of my own accord.” 
“Go&l !” he said, noddmg. “That means you are interested.” 
“Sure!” I said with some fervor, but continued no further. 

I left him to figure out in what way I was interested. 
“This is a fine opportunity ; won’t you like to join our church 

T ow ?” he asked. 
,“Changing one’s form of belief cannot be decided in a few 

1;ours,” I temporized, “I think I must have time lu think it over.” 
“Oh, yes!” he agreed; nevertheless there was a perceptible 

cirop in his voice, which, to me, seem&d to signify disappoint- 
ment. He tapped me on the shoulder in a friendly way and pro- 
ceeded to say, ‘We hold service at No. 331 San Rafael Street ’ 

- every Sunday morning and we should be glad to see you there. 
If you could bring along s’ome friends, it would be very much B appreciated.” I told him I would try to go there, and he left me. 

After the watch-dog had left m,e I found that it was almost 
eleven ‘o’clock. I went home, leaving Preacher Wang still en- 
grossed in the pious task of fishing souls. 

Days afterwards I heard that the .Chinsmrtn had returned 
to China, and possibly by now he must be very busy converting 
heathens to the best of all possible religions. “i 
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Civil Liberty in Colorado 
Leo Gruliow 

FTER being beaten and illegally held in solitary confine- 
ment at a Citizens’ Military Training Camp, Michael 
Sehansick and Sol Greenburg; civilian youths, are out on 

$2,000 bail each, charged with violation of the Colorado anarchy 
and sedition act of 1,921. They will be tried when the Colorado 
state district court meets in Denver in Oct’ober. 

Greenburg had secured a registered druggists’ license, but 
was unable to find employmient. In desperation, he went to the 
training camp to secure information about joining the medical 
corps of the U. S. army. He took Schansick, his friend, with him, 
2nd while they were at the camp they decided to visit a mutual 
friend who happened to be on lifeguard duty at the camp lake. 

When, unable to find the l&e, they sought the cxn,~ bar- 
racks to make inquiries, an officer accosted them and took them 
to headquarters for investigation. 

Their friend at the lake was sum,moned and asked if Green- 
burg had given him radical leaflets. When he answered “Yes,” 
two officers seized Greenburg from the rear and a third hit 
him in the fwc. 

Schansick and Greenburg were searched without warrant 
and were questioned by the officers. When nothing incriminating 
was discovered, the two were taken to the I?ort guardhouse 
and held there in solitary confinemknt for two days. There 
they were grilled separately by eight officers and by Kenneth 
Hoffman, official of the American Lesion and local red-baiter. 

Among the questions asked them were ‘<Are you atheists?” 
and “What would you do in case of a war?” 

In spite of the fact that there were no charges against them,, 
nor evidence or complaint of wrong doing, the two were forcibly 
detained. After two days in the guardhouse they were hz*rGd 
over to state and federal authorities to be prosecuted on the basis 
of their admission of radical beliefs, under a law created in the 
days of-the Mitchell Palmer anti-“red” hysteria. 

At the Denver oounty jail Schansi’ck and Greenburg were 
: eld in solitary confinement. Representatives of an organization 
Por the defense of political prisoners vainly attempted to see 
them there. Ten days after their confinement, charges were 
filed against them and bond set. Now, after suffering beat- 
!ng, questioning and illegal solitary c80nfinement and search, they 
await trial for their legal and openly avowed radical beliefs. 
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Theodore Dreiser Fights for Honest Art 
[‘Tshe l%cts set forth below, con’cerning Theodore Dreiser’s struggle for 

integrity in literary and dramatic art, will interest everyone who has a 
lively regard not only for culture lbut for culture in its freest, most hu- 
mane, most searching and uncompromising aspects. ‘The rugged honesty 
of Dreiser as a novelist of true life aad character has for years been a 
glorious and hopeful fact (though until recent yearn appreciated by too 
small a circle) in American literature. Now it will arouse a just resent- 
ment among all admirers of Dreiser and lovers of the truth that his POW- 
erful, fearless, poignant novel, An American Tragedy, has been defiled 
and falsified and indeed butahered in its form ~1s a movie. We recogniso 
that Dreiser is fighting not alone for justice as an individual .artist but 
for a more fair and intelligent treatment of all art; and that his own 
case against this particular movie and its producers is really a case against 
and a strong, blasting criticism of the puerility, the unreality and the 
lack of integrity which all but ruins, with few exceptions, a form of art 
which has high possibilities.] 

“AN AMERICAN TRAGEDY” 
I Film Version; Pending Legal Contest 

Faramount Pub2x Corpoi&on, Faramount Building, New York 
City. 

Gentlemen: Mr. Theodore Dreiser has consulted us in refer- 
exe to the alitgcd moving $cture version of “An America11 
TPhgedy”, which we understand your company intends to pro- 
duce. Uuless the picture as produced actually represents Mr. 
I reiser’s work, we have been instructed to seek an injunction 
against your company in order to protect Mr. Dreiser’s legal 
rights. 

In order that there be no mtisunderstanding as to facts, we 
a,e frankly staking Mr Dreisor’s position. 

When the rnotiljn picture rights to Mr. Dreiser’s work wert; 
purchased, there ‘was an understanding that the novel in its 
ideology, psychology, in, its essential problem and final resolution 
should be fairly presented. The value of the work, which caused 
!‘t to be acclaitied as one of the greatest of American novels, 
arose from, tBe fact that it presented Uhe situation of an ordinary 
but weak youngster who, t:lrouyh l;he vicissitudes of lile, over 
which he had little or no control, was gradually forced to one 
po&ion afl,er a.nother, until he became involved in a great 
tragedy. From the beginning Clyde has one’s sympathy. In 
general, the book is an indictment of our social system. On 
,the other hand, the picture presents just an ordinary murder 
story, where one feels that Clyde, a designing, lecherous, mean, 
greedy and contemptible individual, pays a proper penalty for 
his own misdeeds. Other characters, to wit, Roberta and Sondra, 
also are misrepresented. The courtroom scene, merely an incident 
in the book, is the most im,portant feature of the pi.cture. The 
trial in the book is one of the best presentations of an actual 
trial that has ever been witten. On the screen the questions 
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and behavior of the lawyers are such tEiat in an ordinary case 
the judge would preforce be obliged to %rder a mistrial. 

The main vice of the picture, however, is its utter misrepre- 
sentation of Clyde. One test of great literary work is a portrayal 
t E circumstances which inevitably brings about a Anal situation. 
None of this appears in the picture. Instead of the picture pre- 
senting a universal psychological theme, it tells a specific story 
of a murder; instead of an indictment of society, the picture is a 
justification of society and an indictment of Clyde. Thus the pic- 
.ture is not only llol i1 fail represel:tatlon but r” complete misrepre- 
sentation of Dreiser’s novel. 

When the motion picture rights of the bo’ok were originally 
purchased, Mr. Lasky specificallv st-ted t,b-t the producer wish- 
ed to make a “gesture” and to present a picture of real merit, 
quite unlike the ordinary screen material. This was insisted up- 
on by Mr. Dreiser befq t: hc TGOU’~ sell il. When your company 
acquired the talking rights, this was likewise a condition, so 
much so that the contracts of purchase contained the rather un- 
usual clause : 

“TENTH : The Purchaser agrees before production of the first 
motion picture photoplay to be made pursuant hereto to submit to the 
seller the manuscript intended to be used as a (basis of or from w,hich 
there may ‘be adapted said motion picture photoplay for susch comments, 
advice, suggestions or criticisms that the Seller may wish to make with 
respect thereto ansd to afford the Seller the opportunity of discussing 
wit& the acelmrisL d said mot&n picture the manuscript thereof and 
the Purchaser agrees it will use its Ibest ‘endeavors to ac’cept such ad- 
vice, sugges,tions and criticisms that the Seller ‘may make insofar as 
it [may, in the judgment of the Purchaser, consistently do so.” 

It was originally contemplated that Sergei Eisenstein of 
Russia would produce the pict,ure and a script was prepared by 
Messrs. Eisenstein and Montague. While long, the script ca.rried 
out the purpose, intent and psychological effect of the novel, and 
this script could have been shortened to meet the reasonable 
requirements of the industry. 

The facts show that your ccmpany has practically ignored 
advice, suggestions and criticisms from Mr. Dreiser. This no, 
doubt will be admitted, but the company seeks to justify itself: 
The fact is that after the contract was made on January 2nd, 
Mr. Dreiser waited in New York until the first week in February, 
On February 9th, for’the first time, an effort was made to get 

1 hold of him. Your lawyers wrote le4,ters which intended to sug- 
gest that Mr. Dreiser’s failure to he on the jnb on the particular 
day wanted-though without advance notification-might justi- 
fy you in ignoring the above clause of the contract. However,, 
Mr. Dreiser was in cummunieation with your company within 
3 week and Mr. Hoffenstein was sent to meet him,. Indications, 
are, however, that everything was set and fixed definitely prior 
to that time, and that except for minor ‘changes, Mr. Dreiser 
would have to stand for the script then prepared. Clear indication 
of this appears in Mr. Hoffenstein’s tdegram of February 17;. 
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1931, where he says, “It is now too late for me to go over script 
with you as we commence photographing next week.” When 
Mr. Dreiser read the script, it was so entirely out of harmony 
with the novel, that he realized it would be useless to cdnsult 
with Mr. Hoffenstein with the idea of mtaking a few changes. In 
addition to this, the script was entitIed “First Yellow Script?, 
suggesting that. further and unsubmitted work had been done 
: hereon. (Incidentally, even that script in the beginning sug- 
gested Clyde’s early life which led to the tragedy, material now 
left out of the picture.) Mr. Dreiser then notified the company, 
and in no uncertain terms, of his views of the script. Later, and 
on March 101h, Mr. Dreiser staled his views in a detailed 
letter and asked afi opportunity to prepare a script. It is inter- 
esting to note that every criticism then made applies with equal 
$orce to the present picture, which shows how completely he has 
been ignored in the matter. 

In connection with that letter, Mr. Otto Kahn wrote Mr. 
Dreiser : 

‘Thanks for letting me see copi’es bf your refreshing letlers con- 
cerning the film version of ‘An American Trgedy.’ 

“If writers in general would stand up, as you have done, for the 
dignity of their work and refuse to bend the kn’ee to’ the puerilities 
and sloppiness of SHollywood, we could expect to get somewhere in 
having the ‘movies’ pulled out of their rut.” 

This may suggest to you gentIemen what is wrong with the 
movies. 

As to this script, Mr. Wiiliam C. Lengcl, of Hearst’s Inter- 
national Cosmopulitan, wrote : 

“That is a most unimaginative adaptation of the story you wrote. 
There is no development from cause to effect. . . . . 

“But why itemize? This ‘thing is so lacking in the poetry, the 
inevitableness of the tragedy of the story, that it is sho’cking.” 

;In reply to Mr. Dreiser’s letter of March 14th, Mr. Lasky 
wrote that “for some we&s we (- ndeavored to get in communi 
tation vrrEth you” (which is not a fact) and that “it is far too 
!ate to accept your suggestions” . . . and this, in spite of the 
:;lany promises and the express terms of the contr-act! Mr. 
Dreiser naturcllIy ressn!,ed this “ tocu‘s POWS” in regard to tm’e. 

l[n an endeavor to bc of service to ths company, and in order 
to avoid any aspersions that failure to produce an honest film 
might be laid at hi?. doox, Mr. Dr&er, wiihout compensalion, 
went to Hollywood to assist in revision. The matter was there 
subject to conference. Mr. Dreiser even w’ont so far as to submrimt 
detailed changes in script on the 28th day of March, and also ad- 
ditional suggestions with regnrd to thg script, some of w!hich were 
expressly approved by Mr. B. F. Schulberg (letter April 1st). AIi 
this was ignored in the picture. The rtiason we do not know. Mr. .’ ‘a 
von Sternberg on occasion expressed his contempt and dislike 

1 

of Mr. Dreiser. In a newspaper article--the “Times’‘-dated the 
3rd day ‘of March, 1931, he is reported to have c’esignated George ’ 

i 
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Bernard Shaw as antiquated and old-fashioned who “emptied’ 
j imself twenty years ago”; apparently as, a gratuitous inqult, 
he added, “that also applies to many of the so-called literary 
giants, in particular Theodore Dreiser.” An impertinent letter 
was written by Mr. von Sternberg’s secretary to Mr. Dreiser, 
ending with a postscript, “M%y I call you just plain ‘Teddy’ in 
my next letter?” Whatever may have beei the reason. whether 
personal, due to lack of intelligence, or anything else, the fact is 
that instead of seriously submitting the manuscript for com- 
ments, advice, suggestions or criticisms, and sinrwely consider- 
ing the same, the clear fact emerges that there was pretense of 
giving Mr. Dreiser something to say, but a definite studied con- 
l%em;ptuous attitude toward anything be might suggest. The 
reason may be that given in Mr. Lnsky’s letter of March 14; that 
is, the unprecedented hurry which made it “far too l’ate” pro- 
rerly to prepare the script. But it is clear that Clause 10th of t’he 
contr,act has been entirely disregarded. 

When Mr. Dreiser left Hollywood, the suggestion was made 
that the picture on completion would be submilted I;o him for 
further advice, suggestions, criticisms, etc. Apparently that was 
intended as a gesture and pretense. Your company had had Mr. 
Dreiser’s suggestions and knew the basis of his complaint. It 
was presumed th’at something would be done to construct the 
picture in accordance therewith. The result shows that nothing 
of the kind was intended. 

In order to avoid the implication that the personal equation 
might affect Mr. Dreiser’s judgment, he called into consultation 
ten or fifteen recognized writers, critics and men of fair judg- 
ment. In no respect were any of them “yes” men. Without ex- 
ception this jury, whose judgment Mr. Dreiser invited, con- 
aemned the picture as a complete misrepresentation of the novel. 
Dr. Harry Elmer Barnes said: 

“The firm fails to indicate the crushing inevit.ability of the tra- 
gedy of Clyde. . . . He should be portrayed as in the clutch of cir- 
cumstances rather than as a deliberate villain. , . ,” 

Carl Van Doren said : 
I‘ He does not begin as a .young boy whose life determines 

his laie; conduct, but is shown as already in a position of authority 
and influence which he is plainly abusing. . . .” 

Mr. Patrick Kearney, aut;hor of “A Man’s Man”, the dram,atic 
version of “An American Tragedy”, said: 

“The picture is ‘a gross misrepresentation of the book, of it.s story, 
its characters, its situations, its emotional and esthetic values . , . 
its social philosophy and moral implications. , , . ‘The character of 
Clyde and his- relations with Rdberta and Sondra are all grotesquely 
miereprcscn&d. . . .” 

Dr. A. A. Brill, noted psycho-analyst, said: i ;. “me picture does not represent ‘An Americn Tragedy.’ . . .” 

‘RaIph‘ Fabri, Hungar+m painim and architect, said: 
“Tlki $icture is no ‘Am&%%ti Tfti@tig,’ not even a &al one, A. 

: 
\ 
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few minutes ,after having left Roberta, Clyde tells Sondra that he has 
no girl friend. From that ‘moment on, he is a cheap, common liar and 
so all through the rest of Lhe picture. . . As ah&n in the film, 
Clyde is a criminal, but the 24 million Americans for .whom, as the 
producers always claim, the talkies are made, will never understand 
(from this version) the motives of Clyde or Sondra or the uncle or 
the district attorney-or anybody.” 

“am!es D. Mooney, President, General Motors Export Corporation, 
said : 

“The book made me. think; the picture didn’t.” 

Ernest Boyd : 
“The essential aim of your ibook has been ignored. The motiva- 

tion of Clyde’s character, all the ba’ckground of his formative years, 
the desires which incessantly pursued him-none of these things is 
presented on the screen. Without them, the picture becomes inevitably 
what it actually is, a skeletonized outline of a murder story in which 
the leading figure is shown as a highly unsympatheti’c youth who 
wishes to rid himself of a pregnant girl.” 

Burton Rascoe said: 
“It is just another motion picture, and not even an approach to a 

translation of the novel in terms of the motion picture.” 

IIermann S. Oelrichs said: 
“I do not think the film version of ‘An American Tragedy’ repre- 

sents the ‘book. It does not develop the character of ,Clyde by showing 
the original atmosphere in which he lived or how his type would be 
influenced by it. It simply deposits him on the scene as a rather un- 
sympathetic young man with cheap ambitions and a sex urge. It is a 
snocession of banal intrigues, sure-fire courtroom scenes and how sorry 
mother is.” 

The murder motive (not plot) of the book is not the mur- 
der plot (not motive) of the film, and the trial of Clyde Griffiths 
in the book is not the trial of CIyde Griffiths in the screen ver- 
sion. In the first instance doubt, pity, regret, even forgiveness, 
are obviously the effect on the mind of the understanding read- 
er, as ample reviews, letters and the great success of the book 
and stage version shnw. In the film, on the contrary; and as 
the jury oi distmguished critics have not only voted but by 
letter attested-a reprehensible and even nauseous young crim- 
inal, ncvcr dubious, never hesitant, horrified or remorseful, is 
properly punished for an uafo;.givable sex crime, The Clyde of 
‘he book is not the Clyde of the film. The Roberta of the book 
is not the Robferta of the film. The Sondra of the book is not the 
Pondra of the film. The screen version ignores the painstaking 
care which presented the psychology and background which moi 
tivates hum’an beings. Thus your corpor,ation proposes a fraud 
not only on the public, but on Mr. Dreiser, who is desirous of 
having his work honestly presented, or not presented at all. 

The present Alm is an uller rnis~epreserltation and libelous 
distortion of Mr. Dreiser’s book. It is not a sufficent answer to 
say that the novel is long and that more time and labor than 
your company could profitably supply would be required. Unless 
a motion picture producer is prepared intelligently to produce a 
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1 1 
rove1 which requires time and space, the company should not ” 
buy it. Any attempt to disguise ‘or modify the discrepdn6ies by . 
a foreword as suggested by Mr. Schulber,s in his .telegram to 
Mr. Lasky, or a statement as suggested by Mr. Lasky, which 
Mr. Dreiser might m8ake in person, by appearing in a film intro- 
duction to be incorporated with the film and denouncing its er- 
1 ors as well as explaining his ideology, cannot be considered, 

We th’erefore claim, 
First, ihat your company has violated the definite under- 

standing with Mr. Dielscr that the picture would be a fair pre- 
33nt&on of the novel; 

Second, when a motion picture buys a novel, there is an im- 
p&d agreement that it will present that novel and not something 
else. When a writer grants his name, reputation and the title 
of one of his gre&est works to a motion picture company, he 
does not expect to be wholly misrepresented to his public ; 

Thud, although the company pretended to observe forms, 
yet it is clear that the express provision of the contract as to 
Mr. Dr eiser’s sugges tlons. co;ur;lents and criticism, has been 
definitely and clearly violated. 

XI,. Drei:ec intend5 to appeal to th.e courts to prevent this 
gross misrepresentation of “An American Tragedy”‘., Before 
taking action, however, we should like to know whether you in- 
tend to produce the picture substantially as exhibited to him in 
New York on June 15th. 

1 Very tmiy yours, 
ARTHUR GARFIELD HAYS 
ARTHUR CARTER HUNE 

;. ‘8 P 
; . . ; _ Attorneys for Theodore Dreiser 
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Science and Politics in the Soviet Union 
N. Bukharin 

ONSERVATIVE and Fascist circles in various countrites 
are at present zealously engaged in the most intensive 
propaganda against the Soviet Union. 0ne campaign suc- 

ceeds another like a cinema film. First a ‘crusade is ‘proclaimed 
in defense + .f pe%ecuted religior. . . Then fhe mt?,gnates of Czpltal-’ 
ism and the plantation owners begin to raise an outcry against 
“slave labor.” The campaign rapidly ‘becomes a campaign against 
the so-called “Soviet dumping.” Finally, the dumping develops 
itself into frightful Soviet aggression of a military character. 
7 his masquerade Wnigllt, of conree, be examined from the point 
cif view of a humorist. It is interesting to observe how, &t of 
the ideological eggs hatched in -Ihe VRtican, tlzere crawl forth 
rcptilcG of quite a prosaic ‘commercial nature. It is amusing to ’ 

see slave-owners attacking the proletarians of the Soviet Union 
under the banner of the defense of labor. And it is quite comic 
to watch staff-generals and imperialist politicians accusing the 
Soviet Union of an aggressive policy, while they .very calmly 
prepare war themlselves. 

But, unfortunately, all this is far from humorous in ils social 
sense. The ‘organs for moulding public opinion which are in the 
hands of the financial and capitalist oligarchy are still so power- 
ful that they succeed in d.eceiving and terrifying the man in the 
stieet, the middle and petty bourgeoisie and even some sections 
Gf the workers. True, not for long. Yen cannot by these means 
charm away or liquidate, or even diminish, the gigantic economic 
crisis which has gripped the capitalist world. Nor can they 
Terve tn dc?st,roy the importance of the growing Soviet Union. 

The Soviet Union is living through a period of quite z 
ceptional intensity of labor. The Five Year Plan has become 
the true banner of broad mabses of the proletariat. It is being 
rapidly carried out, though not without internal and external 
c’ifficulties. But the proletariqt of the Union, realizing its pos- 
‘lion as that of the ruling class, is developing such energy, 
displaying such devotion to the cause of So@ia.lism, growing so 
rapidly in the political, technic$ and cultural sense, tliat we are 
victoriously com’pleting the first Five Year Plan and have begun 
to work out the second. We are doing this on the basis of the 
iullest, most scientific, mo$ rsasoned analysis of the totalily of 
existing conditions-external and internal, natural and social, 
technical and econotiic. The greatest constructive work in human -7 

history 1s proceeding in our aountry. The rathos of construction, 
of heroic labor, of cultural growth, 1s the characteristic feature 
of the period we are going through, 

The masses live and breathe precisely for this. CoId Bolitical 
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calculali6ii says: Every year of jYZS.X?ftl! labor is a nqw story 
of the social structure of Soc1aiia.n. The pollticlan of the Soviet 
‘Union who ventured to think Jf aggression would be laughed at 
by 011~ ma:~e~, ?nd we have 1 o such foolish politic[ans. b 

But-with all the more valor will the working classes of our 
Union defend themselves in the event of attack. They know that 
t,he Soviet Government purOues a:ld will pursue to the very end 
a genuine policy*of petLee---because it is a government of labor, 
a governiri& 01 Soclahst Yz:oust’.uction, a government of great 
7 ,orks, the leader and orgamzer of vast masses who are trans- 
forming the whole counlry from the White Sea to the Black, 
f: om the Baltic tc chc P~ific. 

It is time; at last, to understand this truth. Of course, those 
lvho control the capitalis’i States understand it ex :ellently well. 
But they say the opposite, grecisely because the pe~.cefnl policy 
of the Soviet Government confounds the policy of the interven- 
tionists. 

The world-historical comlpetition of two economic systems 
is taking place at present in extremely peculiar ‘conditions of 
social development. If we examine tile state of things statisti- 
cally, the level of :cdr !!nique, tFs indices of produc:;ion, !.he 
degree of “wealth” in our country, are still much lower than in 
the so-called “advanced” capitalist country. But we shall arrive 
a.t very different conclusiona if we consider the mov,ment of 
these two economic systems. We are making tremendous. le$ps 
f; rward. The capitalist world is reducmg production. We a;:e de-,. 
veloping hug& ci-eative cncrgy ; p-e have. insufficient machinery, 
people, science, techniqua, means of consumption. And we are 
crealing with tzemendous elan ever newer and newer values. 
The capilalist world, on the con’L<,aly, is choking in ils property 
rcialicns, becaure the ma;s:s C~LPJ~~~ k3u.y. The capitahsl world 
cannot make use of ~1s ai:pr;alus of procuction, it., \toork:l s, its 
science. It is destroying its productive forces. 

We are hamlnering out the ideology of the greatest possible 
activity, of labor enthusiasm, of social optMsm, technical optim- 
ism, scientific and cognitive optimism. The capitalist world is 
“tired of life” ; it is sinking into Ihe bog of senile mysticismi and,. 
social pessimism; it is losing it’s faith in rational cognitl”on, and 
appealing more and more to intuition, religion, mysticism, at the 
same time preaching a return to pre-machine methods of produc- 
tion. Who could have Coughi; that in the twentieth century 
capitalist Luddites were possible? And yet they now exist, and . 
their names are known. Capitalism has beetime a brake on hu- ‘: 
man development in all its funct~ions, from technique to the high- 
est forms of ideological consciousness. That consciousness re- 
n$nds one more and more of the decadent consciousness of the 
end of the ancient \Eld; the foreboding of 3inevitable destruction 
can be seen throughout the whole of the so-called %piritual cul- 
ture” of modern ‘capitalism. ,I : 

In the Soviet, Union the ye-grouping ‘of men’% thk material 
* 
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process of labor, and the social readjustments generally, the 
transition to the rails of planned economy, have produced the 
greatest changes in the sphere of the whole of culture. Planned 
Socialist economy has lately won particularly striking successes, 
because it has conquered new and powerful positions in the 
sphere of agriculture. It has required the rapid bringing together , 
of theory 2nd practice, science and labor, of various branches 
of scienEe between thenxelves and of all these with production 
-Socialist industry ‘and Socialist agriculture. 

Here it is necessary to emphasize the particular character 
cf. this drawing together. It is quite a different type from that 
which takes place in the capitalist countries, because there is 
z vast difference of principle between the practice of Capitalism 
and the practice of Socialism. In place of the petty, ‘huckstermg, 
commercialized practice, which seeks profits for the capitalists, .’ 
individual or trustified-practice which makes science into an ’ 
instrument ‘of gain and competition, an object of commercia1 
secrecy and monopolist patents-we have the great practice of 
social construction, anti-exploiting in its character, and effected 
on an enormous scale. These qualitative and quantitative scales 
are new magnitudes in world history. They require a gigantic I 
development of science, unknown to previous epochs and previous 
social formations in history. 

The geological study o-f the country; the investigation of 
the physical and chemical preperties of new varieties of fuel 
and raw materials; the discovery and study of new sources of 
electrical power; problems of synthetic raw m.aterials; new types 
of machfnery, apparatus and their aggregates springing directly 
from the new dimensions of the units of production; the pro- 
blems of electrification (the super-power lines, ‘high-pressure 
Bystems, the passing from alternating to constant current, etc., I 
and questions of the electrification of agriculture) ; the problems ’ 
of tractarieation (heavy fuel for Diesel engines, etc.) ; the prob- 
lems of the chemicali~atioil of the country, and the problems in- 
volved in the correct distribution of industry and agriculture, 
special crops and so forth-all these require the rapid and res- 
olute speeding up of the tempo of all our scientific research. We 
cannot forget that it is a question of new quantities, new quali- 
ties, new tempo. Thus there i:: coming into being a vast stimulus 
to the development of science. 

It would be quite wrong to draw the conclusion from this 
thpt we are by this xncan3 fulling into narrow practicalism of 
‘,he Amierican type. For planned economy requires the synthesis . 
of all branches o‘f learning, the synthesis of theory and practice, 
arid that’on a social scale. This means, taken in its entirety, the 
development of every branch of science, their mutual connection 
.,nd mutual fertilization. It means the growing unity of method. 
It means the realization of the vital purpose of science, the op- 
timum, combination of theory and practice, the increasing bridg- 4 
ing of the abyss between physical and intellectual labor. It means 
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the cultural remoulding of the -broadest masses of the people, 
and thexven greater influence of science on the very construction 1 
of the economii: plan, i.e., the rationalization of economy in all 
its component parts. 

Thus there is being created a new type, a new order of 
cultural life, distinct in the highest degree from the order of 
cultural life of preceding economic formations, including the , 
rapitalist. One of its most essential features is the rapid Bcultural 
maturing of the masses. This is a totally new current in history, 
and is of vast importance. WE have set onr~elve~ the t*ask of 
“‘overta’king and outstripping the capitalist countries.” We con- 
sjder that we shall carry 0u.t this task with the aid of the pow- 
rrful levers which constitute the specific peculiarity of our Soc- 
<alist order of society- the pla,nned char.acter of economy, the 
possibility of operating with imense resources to a single end ; 

’ Ihe ever increasing planned quality of our scientific research ;, 
the ever growing co-ordination of science and material produc- 
tion, on the basis of the rapid growth in influence of science, and 
Ihe vast deploying of 11~ potential energy of the masses. 

You can think what you hke about these truly geologiScal 
dislocations in the history of mankind. But one must be a l’hil- 
jstine by nature. a stur,ted provmclal in thought, feeling and ac- 

1 tiojj, not to feel beating here the pulse of world history. Every 
t,hinking individual knows .that the modern captaliet formation 
of society is wlder;~(Jirlg ~2 jn’r:t profound :ntee’~al dlso:..ter, ;.hst 
it is in a state of crisis, and that world history is at the cross- 
reads. And it is this that makes so nitiful’the efforts of the most. 
enraged opponents of the Soviet Union. Their logic is halting 
on all its four legs. Their method is an even more mon;,tonous, 
shallow, anI elementary s>s ,em oi slT1der. Their absence of anv 
big posilive idea is xc011 pa,r;cd by ever more petty-sit venia 
7. erbo--“poEtics.” That is the inevit,able fate of evcrv class 
which is dcpurting forever ,from the historical arena. 
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-They’re Killing .Tom Mooney 
George H. Shoaf 

s INCE Tom Mooney spoke his mind about C. C. Young, former 
govGnor of Califnruia., and enpecially since he wrote and sent 
out his pamphlets pill’orying certain leaders high in the 

American Federation of ; aLor, he has been discriminai,cd against 
by the officials of San Quentin Prisnn, and subjected to a treat- 
ment so bruta;, friends say, ~ha’i unless it is discontinued he may 
not live another year. While Tom’s physical condition is not as 
good as it was a year ago, due to the treatment sustained in re- 
cent months, personally he is making no complaint for fear of 
having visited upon him tie vengcance’of the prison heads. Break- 
ing though his body may be, however, his mind is just as sound 
and resourceful and his spirit is just as militant and defiant as 
when he e;?tered San Quentin fifteen years ago. 

It seems to be the settled policy of California officialdom 
to kill, if possible, the man whom the corporations refuse to rc- ’ 
‘ease. He ‘has been denied his former privileges, taken from 
the light work he did for years, put into the kitchen, hot and 
steamy, where he is compelled to perform services menial and 
and considered degrading, and instead of the light and airy cell 
that used to be his home,. he is now forced to remain betvy_een 
working hours in an almost air-tight tomb with one door that 
has but a single opening. He c.an nn longer receive the mail he 
used to get, and visitors can see him only if they have vital 
reasons and after they have IWI a long gamut of red tape. 

There is no doubt in the minds of many of Tom’s friends 
that certain labor politicians have entered into a conspiracy with 

. 

the henchmen of the corporations ‘to keep him where he is until 
he dies. These labor politicians know that Tom knows them 
through and through, and they are afraid if he is liberated he 
will explode that knowledge upon the world. Rather than risk 
exposure at the hands of the man able to make it, they have 
decided 6 sink still deeper into iniquity by cooperating with the 
big men of California capitalism in sending to ‘certain doom the 
man they know is innocent of the crime charged against him. 

‘In an exclusive interview with a man just released from San 
Quentin many siguificant facts rel:ll;ive to Tom Mooney’s present 
plight have been s~urcd. T’Fic, man has known Tom in prison 
more than a year, has watched his gradual physical decline, and 
obscrvcd the efforts prison officials are Waking to break his 
spirit and drive him to his death. He talked as follows: 

“I am firmly convinced that *those in charge of Tom’s im- ” 
prisonment’ are pursuing a course which they believe will ef- ’ : 
fectually break him and put him in a condition where he wiIl be * 
able no longer to live. Tom dares not complain ; his keepers 



:Tant him to complain so they will have an excuse to further 
degrade and humiliate him. Every day prison stoolies msult the 
famous prisoner and do everything possible to arouse his ire so 
he will hi1 out and fighl back; they are trying to provoke his 
resentment so if he does fight t.rey can jump on him and beat 
him to death. To-n s WCJ* av,are of their intention, ac,d so he 
submits to their insults. If he were fl to complain, he, not the 
stoolies, would get punished. 

“When I first entered San Quentin he had a nice ciean cell 
‘11 the newer section of the prison, His work was light, and he 
really was regarded as an honored guest rather than a prisoner. 
.a11 the prisoners believed him to be tie victim of an infamous 
frame-up, and all of them were sympathetic with his efforts to 
‘free himself. Eut conditions have changed in recent months. 
The change &arced when Tom denounced Governor Young for 
dnnhlf+rrnssing him in the matter of granting a pardon; the 
change grew quite pronounced when Tom wrote and issued his 
pamphlet exposing the :caderj: of the American Federation of 
.Labor. 

“The hole in which he sleeps’is a fright. I am a man of 
vigor and exceptional health, but fifteen minutes confinement in 
a hole similar to the one Tom occupies took my breath and flat- 
tened me out. His present cell is one ?f those built of brick in 
the original prison building. It is shaped like a +omb, and has a 
holid steel dour will1 jusl a small aperture through which he 
must get his air. He has none of the sanitary arrangements 
common t’o the newer cells, and I.: has to use a bucket for his 
pressing needs. 

“The kitchen where he works is hot and steamy. But this 
is not the worst. Alongside of the kitchen, with several doors 

. opening into it, is a general wash room with showers where the 
prisoners come to bathe. These showers are hot and send out 
huge volumes of steam m,ost of which invade the kitchen, al- 
ready stifling to suffoc,ation. Besides the hot ‘steam, body odors 
from th% men, who change their dirty socks and underclothes, 
also find their way into the kitchen. Tn this foul and disease: 
breeding atmosphere Tom Mooney toils every working day, 
breathing this hot steam and these foul odors, and when his 
work is done he is taken to his brick tomb and locked up. HOW ( 
long his body can stand this treatment is hard to say; not long ‘; 
.!s my guess. 

“Worse than this is the advcrsc psychology that is being 
created against him. During the last several months stoolies ,$ 
throughout the prison have circulated insinuating stories against 
Tom. They arc trying to prejudice the other prisoners against 

& ’ im. They covertly assert that the outside w,orld has turned 
against Tom, that evcrvbody believes him to be guilty, and that 
Tom may commit suicide any day. My idea, which is shared’ by 

. other prisoners, is that a well concocted plot exists to try to pro- 
voke him to engage some of the stoolies or guards)@’ &.fight ; if 

I J 
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he resents some of the insults daily heaped upon him; and strikes 
back, his finish would be quick; he would be knocked out and 
killed. 

“The warden of San Quentin” is merely a’ policeman, and 
when that is said, all is said. Over five thousand prisoners are 
crowded into quarters that cannot possibly ,accommodate them. 
The only reason why riots do not occur is because of the men- 
acing presence of over fifty machine guns always ready for in- 
stant .action, The guards are hard-boiled. Most 01 them are 
ignorant brutes who really believe they would be serving God if 
they turned loose and slaughtered several hundred prisoners. 

“I am not trying to unnecessarily alarm, but really some- 
thing should be done to get Tom out of that kitchen and out 
of that tomb where he sleeps, and that immediately, otherwise 
it will all be over with him soon. Of ‘course that is what his 
enemies desire. Tom Mooney’s death right now would be their 
biggest relief. 

“This much must be said for Tom. He does not and he dares 
not complain. To the few visitors, who see him he must main 
tain a smiling face and pretend that all is well; the guards 
(verhear every word he uttters to his visitors. Tom knows if 
‘he complains the puni,shment‘ that will follow will put him in a 
position infinitely worse than his present predicament. He is 
prematurely aged, and the treatment accorded him during the 
Iast several months is largely responsible.” 

Such is the terrible condition in which Tom; Mooney, mili- 
tant leader of labor, finds himself as a result of his champion- 
ship of the cause of the working class. Tom does not complain 
for the reason that he is thinking not of himself, but of the 
; ause in the service of which he lost his freedom. Long ago he 
, nnounced that he would give his life, and that gladly, if the 
sacrifice would help to emancipate the slaves of labor. The only 
thing that frets him is the fear that the implications of his 
%nprisorCnent might be m&understood by the workers, and that 
the injustIce of his case is not used with sufficient vigor to 
awaken 2nd arouse the people to their peril. Tom has repeaLed!y 
xx?fu.~od Ihe parole offered him on the ground that such accent- 
ante ~e:!itl imp!!. guilt; he says he will rot where he is before 
caking a parole. 

In what light does the imprisonment of Tom Mooney plac? 
the workers of America! How feeble is the labor movement 
w.hich permits y him to remain where he is! What leaderless 
‘caders the Am&can labor movement has that they do not 
raise hell and high water for hit; releasq! How the blood of the 
organized American workers has changed from red to yellow 
:a;;;?;” years J And California l&or -how able& and how .’ 

* ’ 
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E. H.-J. Insults a Fundamentalist 
Booth Mooney , 

QST of the people in this particular section of the Bi‘ble 
Belt of the great Lone Star State think you’re not such 
a muchness, Mr. Haldeman-Julius. And if YOU keep on 

insulting good, true, stand-pat-for-God-and-the-Bible Fundamen- 
talists, you’ll always’bs about as popular as a contagious &case, 
Quarantine. 

Here's the WRY it came about, and while yoLi may not know 
it, .'dii calr,e Ighty near being sued for ins&. Yes, sir! 

In Apl-il, 1930, you publisl<cd an article called “ZaCk to 
Puritanism.” I wrote this article, which was an account of the 
organization of a Fundamentalist church in Decatur, Texas. It 
had a few words to say about Scott W. Hiclrcy, pastor of the then 
newly formed Fundamentalist church. 

‘” x Hickey never even read it-in the magazine. But Haldeman- 
“ulius put it in a Little Elue Eook, along with an arti& about ’ 
President Harding’s case of venereal disease. That was where 
!Iickey read it, and that was why he was so highly insulted. 

He stormed to me, but of course I couldn’t do anything about 
:t. “Why, the idea!” he mouthed. “The very idea of his putting 
my name between the same covert as a story of a man’s venereal 
disease. Why, nalurally, people would think, or get the same idea 
a,bout me. 

“I’m going to sue Haldeman-Julius. I’ve talked it over with 
:s lawyer, and he says I have a clear-cut case. He said I ought 
not to have any trouble getting big damages.” 

I tried to tell him that nobody said anything about him 
having any kind of disease. “I know that,” he replied, “but it’ll ’ 
leave a bad impression. Lots of people know me; I talk over 
: he radio nearly every week, and thousands of people all river 
th.e country hear me. What are they going to think if they read 
I his book? 

‘And besides, I have children; I hew a non with my name. 
Don’t you see this is always going to count against them among 
people who read the, two articles in the same book? People rc- 
member things like that, and here I am, and lots of people know 
n-e, featured in the same book with the story of a case of vene- 
rLal disease.” . 

And on and on. He, it appeared, was quite furious, and, as 
? have stated, was quite determined on a suit. Evidently money 
was the only thing that could wipe out the insult. So far as 
: know, howcvcr, hc has ncvcr sued. If I’m wrong, tell ‘em so, 
Xr. Haldeman-Julius. 

P. S. And, oh, yes, another thing. He read the story of 
1 resident Harding’s venereal disease and reasoned in this w,i,se : 
“It may be so, I.don’t know. I neyer thought so much of Hard- 

, 
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ing, and I never voted for him, so I kouldn’t know whether to 
believe this story ?r not. I 

“But one thing aboul it,is very ridiculous. The writer of the 
article tries to show that the puritanical atmosphere in which’ 
Harding was reared was: largeiy cesporsible for his catching the 
disease. , 

“That is qmte absurd. I kl:qw, for I am sure thal IW on& 
was ever brought up in an atmosphcrc more puritanical than the 
l ne that prevailed in my home. But I never did have a venere’al 
disease, and, according 10 the author of this article, I shoul,! 
1 ave had. That makes the whole case fall through.” 

And he looked as triumphant as though he had actually 
Froved something! 

The Los Angeles of the Times 
Farnsworth Crowder 

F EW city papers better reflect their constituency than does 
the Los Angeles Times; it is Southern California done up in 
woodpulp and printers’ ink. It can brag. Or it can close its 

eyes like any fastidious Iowa-deacon emigrant. It leaves the 
city’s ‘dirty washing to the Record, cautiously progressive 
Scripps sheet and sticks to safe news, pollyannaisms and re- 
actionary policies. Articles of t,he American credo-indi$idual 
material success, strict social conformity, practical utility and 
-mechanical efficiency, universal education and democracy, op- 
t’mism and sweet delusion-sound froth its columns; it is exactly 
the paper to make contentedly warm the hearts of all the Louis 
fchmaltzes and George Babbitts, with just enough of the tedious 
Sophomoric cynicism of columnist Harry Carr thrown in to save 
them, in case they are sensitive, from thinking they are 
Fchmaltzes or Babbitts at all. 

The Times has little,’ save bulk, c.omics and routine’ press 
rtlports, to relate it to the avelxgs big papers of the country. It 
makes ambitious and pretentious metropolitan gestures ; its 
wealth and circulation assu~‘e it a potent ‘poaition; but essenti- 
ally il is a small-tow11 daiiy--senaiLive, pettish, cautious and 
safely gruff. 

An’ exxmin I,ticn of ore is~u z will furnish a quxk sketc‘n of . 
many a5pect3 0/f the c~s,,L m~Iropuiio. I pr3pose tq call attcn- 

I tion to three or four of these. 
On paps 1, part 1, rides the Times burgce: “Liberty under 

the Law. True Industrial Freedom.” Hauled to earth axl tran- 
slated, this high-sounding sentiment reads: the open shop, solid 
anti-unionism; Bolshevist-baiting. It indicates approval of the .2e 
notorious Criminal Syndicalist La,w, approval of the efforts of 
the Bet;ttec America E’cdx;‘.tion lo ixrn up red scares. 11 is a 

*r 



huiz,a, for the Merchants’ and M,anufacturers’ Association, the 
Chamber of Commerce, the Realty Board and the incredibly 
brutal Los Angeles Bar Association. 

The Times is pr~ucl to bodsi ihat its bar.ner bea?s s tallis o? 
battle-the blood and dust of 1910. In that year, when General 
Harrison Grey Otis v/as pub&hind the paper, the Times Euilding 
was dynamited and lives lost. General Otis and his lieutenants 
were in the thick of a knock-down drag-out fi&t with tF 4 
Socialist-Labor element for the politi.cal and industrial control 
of the city. With Cl~arence Darrow defending the McNamaras, 
charged wltl, the bombing, with public sympathy on thcj, si& 
and with a Socidist-Labor candidate all but dusting out the 
ma.yor’s chair for his incumbency, the future looked d,ark for 
General Otis and friends. But all at once the McNamaras ur, :2t 
the apple cart by confessing to a hand in the bombing. Pu3 ‘c 
opinion executed a. to-the-rear-maneuver ; the Socialist-Labor 
yrospects faded away. General Olis rode al the head of the 
parade; and shortly thereafter, the mighty exodus of the safe 

, and sane from the Midwest began to pour into Los Angeles to 
bulwark his position and make it secure for his friends and 
successors. 

Probably no member of the commonwealth is more safely I 
American and at the same time more happily assured of a 
red-menace and yellow-peril than California. It, and the Times 
\yith it, has the fond attachment of a neurasthenic for these im- 
agined deadly ailments. 

We will search our copy in vain for 311y erlcvuragirly hinl 
cf political, industrial or economic liberalism, or even honesty. 
But we can find abundant compensating assurance that ihe 
Southland is far from an evil place. Nowhere, surely, has the 
<business of smiling down reality been beeter deveyoped. The 
press fairly glows. This, from the editorial page of our Times, 
has exactly that content ‘of ozone and ultra-violet ray, that tonic 
of bounce, piffle, bird-twittering and school-marm nobility that 
make the city purr and whistle : 

What a glori,ous thing for the school children of America to be 
given 8sujh an honor to help plant WIashington trees to beaut’ify, 
glorify, adorn their homes, ‘parks highways, by-ways and avenues! 
Just trees, trees, trees, trees that”‘only God can make” named for a godly 
man and peerless-George Washington. 

Oh Children! What glladnesg, and joy must be yours, plant’ing trees, 
beloved trees, Washiington trees. . But for him we would have no 

country and no flag. Think of watching them grow and give beauty and 
- 

shade, sweetness and fruit and shelter to the birdsabirds to sing their 
songs and help you to sing “America” and “The Star Span,gled Banner.” 
Royal palms and lofty redwoods, stately ,pines and gothic elms, acacias, 
myrtles and cherry trees-yes, cherry trees, immortalizing the character- 

x Milding story of childhlood aad truth. . . . 

The Times employs the- gentle Mr. John Steven McGroarty 
‘o write a whole aage of that sort of thing every Sunday; and 
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John. knows’ his syrups ! Birds-flowers+this blessed Sabbath 
morning-little children-spring-tweet tweet I 

Everywhere you turn in the Times or in the Southland, you 
meet that temper and tone, A typical father, lumpy in the 
throat, writes : “Looking out of the window, I see a lot of new 
iaces, a Barber Shop, a Drug Store, a Candy Pavilion . ., Lumber 
Tiards, a Furniture Store . , Cleaners and Dyers and a Police 
Station. Fine! Fini! This loveiy k,d of ours is growing up in the 
b;st spot in the wide wor’d1” Maudlin lyricism fills the air. 
Y he rhymsters of sunshine, the preachers of delightful delusions 
are countless. Old-fashioned religion is at home. Windy char- s 
latans can explain Ilow to be Happy, Fa,t, Thin, Lovely, Pros- 
perous, Healthy, Saved. Christian Science and Unity thrive like 
the irrigated flora. 

Look here, for instance, jr> the Times. If you are ill there is 
I way out. Hcrc are over seventy-five advertisc?ments offering 
J<eys to Health and “absolutely guaranteed cures” for everything 
from bunions to cancer. For the healthseeker, the town is one 
enLZless jolly side-show outside the big-top of the mbdical,profes- 
Go,;. Ob;crv~‘: I) a sana-orium that son% the vibrant ‘tone of 
! ealth through sluggish bodies by the famous milk treatment, 
3) Pro-Vita Laboratories that correct ALL diet deficiences, 3) 
Clowes Laboratory that “removes callouses like magic”, 4) Con- 
s,olidatcd I,~~l~o~~;~t~~r~es that have “a heartening message for bald 
headed men”, 5) Prof. S. Weslley Martin who routs asthma with 
eeep bre,a.thing, 6) Eu-T-Meal which is doom to blackheads, 7) 
Sal-Tassia that assures cancer sufferers that there is no need 
to die, 8) P. C. Ointment that “takes the itch out of piles,” and 
so forth and so on and on. 

The sunshine poet, the sweetness-and-light preacher, the 
Science practitioner, the chiropractor or osteopath, the palmist, 
the faith healer, the numerologist, the medium, who can’t clean 
np in Southern California is simply hopeless. 

This whole buoyant delusional phenomenon is reflected in the 
stories and advertisements and editorials of the Times. I know 
anJ’ number of its readers who patronize some cult or ism, who 
go about mumbling prayers and incantations. Why? It may be 
the climate; it may be the sea air. 

I would like to digress, for a few words, into a theory. 
California, Southern California in particular, is the last resort in 
life for thousa;?.ds and thousands of broken personalities. Es- 
capists from over the moun/tains to the east look to it for relief. 
It is more than the shore of the Pacific ; it is the last brink of 
hope. -1 I 

Bringing their no&roses and psychoses and hAak-do 
with them, the emigrants pour over the passes into the Promised 
Land. They want to be healed (they rdad the ads in the Times) ; 
they want to fit in and make a final go of’ life. One cannot 
gainsay the advantages of the land, but, after all, the terms “: 
df peace, succes,s and health are much the same as they are. 

, :$A 
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( lsewhere. These people ,are , not immediately rid of their ill- 
nesses. Amidst loneliness and the new difficulties, their distress 
becomes unbearable. They begin to turn up at Amiee’s Temple: 
they come together in pathetic brave knots in the halls and 
parlors of the numberless cults and religions; they haunt the 
chiroprpctors and laboratories ; they try the mysteries of the 
Swamis or a flight mto “science.” In general. ‘these people de- 
fend their last stand; they cannot acknowledge failure-they 
:are not. They breathe deep of the ever present anesthetics 
of sweetness, light and illusion. Some idea of just how effective 
they are can be gained by a glance at the surpassfng divorce, 
:,uicide and insanity rates. And yet, it is not wise to claim that 
.he anesthetics do not serve to keep hundreds on the fringe, of 
sanity ; they probably do. 

+I+ 4+ +& +g * 
t It is natural that :\ p~,puistR n so profoundly desperate ncbt 

o,Gy should hunger f~ coA1s31aL10n but shoulrl suffer lhc p,,ychlc 
pain of a lurking sense of inferiority. The accommodating reac- 
tion-the Southland’s blustermg bombast-is familiar to every- 
tne. People do not travel two or three thousand miles for new 
pastures and then admit to the folks at home that the grass is 
often dead and the water brackish. Twit an emigrant about his 
adopted land, he will begin to fume and quote clever Chamber 
of Commerce statistics. This tender defensive self-consciousness 
breaks out in a rash all over the Times. Let us examine our copy: 

Nearly everybody in the East and in Europe i,s simply crazy to see 
California. 1 pradint that fully fift.y percent. of t,he normal tourist traffic 
to Europe will be diverted to Southern California. 1 . . California is home 
to Yehudi. The musical world ha,s been conquered by this lad, but kings 
and conductors and great audiences and sundry honors weigh little to 
him in the Ibalance with his ibeloved California. . . Among the baritones, 
our own Lawrence Tiibbett. . Another evidence that Terpsichore as well 
as artists in other lines are coming to appreciate the opportunities for 
success in L,os Angeles, is the recent arrival here of Miss Mary Bra’cken, 
acr&ati#c dancer. . . . It has been estimated that Los Angeles has more 
women painters than any other city. . . . A “So You’re Going to Cali- 
fornia” may properly be her (Clara Laughlin’s) neyt book. . . . Every- 
body (in So. America) ha,s heard of US. . . . Southern California has 
the reputation of recovering more rapidly from business depres.sion thah 
otiher sections. . . . Here in this, the romance capitol of the world. 
No other ‘distri,ct in the world is more receptive to new ideas in agricul: 
ture than is Southern California. . . . In no other \place than Los, Ange- 
les could such an array of talent (Anita Page, Sue Carroll, Chic Sale) 
be assembled for a like .affair (a Writer-Wampas Roast imitating Wash- 

) 

ingbon’e noted Gridiron dinner). . . . Ths World’s biggest Sunday newn- 
paper. . . . ri.;:,r \ 

Truly the wonders are many; and truly one is never freo ,\ 
f. 0111 being Yelnlndeci of ~.ll‘m. Yes, ;hxe is 1iiurx5 tll,n tly c:i- ’ 
m,tte, the flowers and the cln?ap ve?getabies. The emigrant learn.: 
EIt once that he has entered a city %apidly becoming the cul- 
tural center of the country,” already “the Style Capitd of the 
Vorld,” and, since the luring ol: Dr. Millikan from Chicago, f‘a 
science center second to none.” In fact “there is more genius 

I 
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., between the City ‘Hall and Santa Monica than in any like arei 
in the %vorld.” 

.\ll this wonder and glory is a bit. terrifying, IIalf Lhe peopl$ 
you meet have just been hobnobbing with X, the great so-and-so.’ 
Celebrities .are celebrated in California. Let one of them, major 
cr minor, register at the Biltmore; by midnight the Times’ Lee 
Shippey will call to claim him; and in the morning, the arrival * 
will find himiself in a two-column spread on the editorial page, 
“Personal Glimpses of Famous Southlanders.” 

+I+ * * +I+ * 

- ‘. Certainly one of the most satisfying opportunities open to ’ 
the arrival is to live under the light of the Stars, which is even 

- better than living next door to the judge back home. The cinema 
folk supply the envied crimson fringe on an imense drab spread 
of popu18ation ; they are the royalty. A most acute comiment was 
cnce made, I believe, by Miss Beatrice Lillie. Shown from a hill 
top the ocean of lights paving Ithe dtirkness, she said, -“Well, 
they’re very lovely-only, aren’t you afraid they’ll reassemble, 
themselves any minute to spell ‘Marian Davies’?” 

The Times grovels like the populace ; it makes the same sort 
of genuflexions that characterize the sweet things getting auto- 
uaphs at the big premiers. The Sunday rotogravure is a show- 
ing of previews, Peggy Hamilton fashion plates, movie colony so- 
c:al notes and gossip. 

In the way of intelligently evaluating the products of the 
studios, the press of the community contributes absolutely noth- 
ing ~~.epi: halloon gravy. For the cinema is the city’s greatest 
industry and the critics are being invited regularly sto drink at 
l:ill-side parties. The result is blah. The sappish character of 
the reviews resen%bles the Weekly Blade’s write-up of a senior 
class play at Swink High : 

. . 

At last a picture to suit Charlotte Greenwood’s laugh-provoking tal- 1 
ents! . . . for sheer fun and nonsense, it’s tin-torn . . . snappy dialogue, 
kilarieus situations, excellent clowning. . . . Charlotte finds an excellent 
running mate in Harry Stubs. Leila Hymans and Denny, too ; . are 
well mat’ched. . . . Denny scores h,eavily in a farcical role. . . , Needless 
to say, Miss Hpman,s gives a ooil perfornmnee. . . . Praise goes to Chuck 
Reisner, the director., . . . d3. vlously this duo (the authors) should come 
in for their share of praise too. A new charmer, Lillian Bond, makes her 
appearance . . . easily gains favor as a luscious vamp. . . . 

* 9t %* +.P +% 
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The emigrant who fails tc be stirred by the life and works 
of the contemporary talkie nobility may he impressed by the 
“1 omance-drenched aristocracy of the pa St.” California seems 
to deflve some deep consolation from the exercise of imagination 
on its Spanish days. The Times gives an enormous amnnnt of 

space. Here, on the cover of the magazine section, you see a‘ 
Spanish girl, “so beautiful they called her Springtime.” Within, . ‘I 

L 
ou read a tribulte to her charm. The miagazine’s center spread 

,eatures historical articles by Mary Pickford and Ramon Nov’ar- 
ro. Elsewhere in the same edition, you read that the Califortia 
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Restoration Society is to meet; that the Russia Club will have a; _ 
- Spanish Night; lhd the Daughters of the Golden WesO are in 

for a spectacular “and dramatic Historical Entertainment; that 
the Travellarians spent a delightful Splanish evening at Paseo de 
Los Angeles; that the Ebell Club bridge-hmcheon is t’o be spon- 
sored by the physical culture department and the Spanish Class ; 
hhat’ a troupe of Arg2ntin.e dancers have been imported to teach 
the tango; that expensive preparations are being miade for 
fiestas that will introduce the 1932 Olympiad; that the city 
athers are grinding out ordinances to create a Little Spain on \ 

i- Ivera Street. 
Whatever the reasons-because it feels a raw thinness in its . 

own gringo tradition, or because it has enough conscience to 
want to atone in some degree for American imperialism, or be- 
* ause it has a wistful hankering for the loveliness it destroyed 
with powder and pavc1~~en~s, OY’ bxxbu6c it 1s whooping good busi- 
n;ss-whalcvcr the ?euso,rs. Calilor lia, displays a detective fer. 
vor in resurrecting its history and in trying to pretend that the 
Spanish tradition still breathes. It is in some ways a splendid 
. ffort; but essentially it is abortive in that the whole gringo 
lemper and manner of life is hopelessly out of atep with the 
slow-paced days of the Dons. Red tile, mission arches and the 
deliberate staging of a Little Spain do not sustain the life of 
a culture-merely the shell. The Miss Los Angeles of the Times’ 
cartoonists may wear the high comb and mantilla of a blooded 
senorita, but her heart is the heart of a Hollywood siren from 
Cmaha. Modern Los Angeles’ spiritual progenitor is Ma,in Street 
: n Middletown. 

And it i; ,the weight oi tltr* obligation to give Middletown 
a second chance and a good show that constitutes the principal. 
determinant of the town’s psychology. It will go to any length, 
rompromise its small integrity, bend over backward in an effort 
to win and to hold the emigrant s.nd to impress the visitor. The’ 
great leader and the super voice is the Times. It is conscious , 
in its slightest movements of being watdhed; it has a painfully. 
stagey presence and manner. In its anxiety to be imprcssi6 
z;nd original, the Southland dares any experiment that contains 
no political or industrial lizrcats. The results are- bcio ofben 
bizarre, extravagant and silly; <and they will continue to be so 
while the city persists in being a national vaudeville and good-. 
IiOp@ clinic. 

* + * +a * 
Chlifornia is crowded with great beauty, wealth, calm and ? 

splendor. In time ti,ese may temper a people. When they do, 
k ;os Angeles will cut its publicity budgets, curtail its spurious ’ 

bragging, perhaps e\ren became Jealous of intrusion ; it will no, 
longer lean on ghosts and myths of a.n alien people ; its bl&ant’ 
2 dolescent self-consciousness‘ will have gone ; it w,$ ,st&rd I r- 

If I , -, 
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banely serene, w&h its own authentic works to speak f~: it. 
All this is a consumtialion probably impossible m a world 

w&e any ‘auth,entic individuality is more- and rnoli difficult 
LO attain, w’here the soil and the land and the sky 011~ increas- 
ingly minor roles in the conditionmg of human culture. It is 
certainly utterly out of the question so long as the great Times 
c>nimates the town. ‘ 

AntbMilitarism Alarms Y. M, C. A. 
Leo Gruliow 

II3 
ECAUSE he wrote that “We still believe the army builds 
men, but we forget what they are being built for,” A; D. 
Rugh has been fired by the Y. M. C. A. 

Rugh wrote this in a discussion 16 Citizens’ Military Train- 
ing Camps in a recent issue r>f “West Side Men,” the official 
bulletin of the West Side Y. M. C. A. of New York City. He 
1. eclared that “the military system and all those who have vested 
interests in il; foster the suspicions, misunderstandings and 
hatreds that ultimately make ‘defensive wars’ necessary from 
the rrrililar-istic point of view.” 

And, as a result, Rugh “is no longer with the West Side 
Y. M. C. A. and he is not endorsed or supported by any official 
act of the Y. M. C. A.,” according to “Y” officials. 

After several conferences among the oonsternated “Y” 
authorities, a special issue of the “West Side Men” was published 
for the sole purpose ‘of apologizing for Rugh’s forthright declara- 
b;ion. Cleveland E. Dodge and Walter T. Diack, president and 
general sccrctary of the Y. M. C,. A., supervised the “apology 
issue,” which proclaim,ed : 

“The Y. M. C. A. has always given a good account of its 
loyalty to the governmen uuder which it operates. The general 
approval of military authorities, including Gen. Pershing, as to 
the work of the Y. M. C. A. is evidence of this.” 

The incident was exposed by Heywood Broun, who comment- 
cd: 

“After all, the President himself sloganed that conflict as 
ihe war to end all war, And if the Y, M. C. A. did its best to 
nail down the finality of that particular conflict, it can well 
afford now to emphasize the ‘C,’ and to take the attltxdt?l that 
from the Christian point of view, war and preparation for war 
do not belong in its scheme ‘of training the young t? the best 
poss&le rule of ethics. The ‘Y. M. C. A: should nave the courage 
to say ‘We are for peace first, last and all the time 
apologies to anybody.” * ,*o- i *_ 
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How People MayiPr&knt Mental 
-Diseases w 

D. Frederick’ W. Parsons 

I T MAY be of interest to be reminded that in some of the more 
forceful and less plegant forms of speech good advice is oc- 
ca&vnally hidden. 
As a phrase it might be decided that “pull yourself togathe“’ 

1s common. Many a man would do well to pull himself together. 
.tt would mean that he was integrating himself physically and 
mentally. 

On the physical .side of an integrating process one would 
have a general muscular tightening, an erect posture, a forward 
and upward look; all of which are much better than a careless, 
siovenly carriage. In this connection one thinks of quick steps,, 
bright, eager eyes and deep breathing. So pull yourself together 
physically. 

Serious forms of mental disease result from a splitting ‘- 
of the personality. This is the reverse of pulling yourself to- 
gether. By splitting of the personality one expresses the theory 
that part of the personality leaves, starts an independent devel- _ 
opnrent and carries qn an existence apart from the rest. Some 
interesting examples of individuals with more than one person- 
ality have bee% &ser~bed. M;litiple personalities are rare and- 
dramatic but of not much importance in the daily life of the .- 
average person. 

The less spectacular splittings are of greater consequence. 
Some of these are day dreams which go so far afield that they 
cannot easily be pulled back. If the main source of our inner 
satisfactions is the wanderings of our minds into the imagina-. 
tive spheres we are drifting dangerously. We must, and usually . ’ 
do, pull back these trends of ,Lhought and make ourselves look 
at life as it is and not as we wish it WCIC. That is the safegudd 
and wishful thinking is not dangerous when we can pull the 
string and regain complete contact with reality. 

‘When we let parts of our mental life embark for distant 
shores, settle and build a new and independent existence, free *’ i 
from the correcting influences of-reality, then we have set up SF3 
a rival who may develop vitality enough to dominate and to de- - : 
stray. We have lost our personality when our actions in the. 
real world are controlled by our imaginations. What started out ,c i 
as a plesant excursion has become a tragedy and the admonition 
to pull ourselves together falls on a mind not able to respond. 
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