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DEBUNKING: Its Purpose and Progress|

m EBUNKING has become a national pastime. Net a phase of public er private life, of custom or
tradition, business er amusememt—in fact of every human activity or idea—but what has te

yield to clear-eyed scrutiny, utterly impartial and objective, designed only te discover what is sound | ‘

and what is rotten, to separate the graim from the chaff.

.- A few brief years ago W. E. Woodward—he of the human hogm&phes——cmed the word|
“debunking”’—at least he claims credit for it. We pounced upon the mew-born werd and pepu-;

barized' #, for it fitted so exactly the very thing we had been doimg for years. And today our
monthly publication: THE DEBUNKER is America’s premier debunking agemt. Other magazimes
may publish articles of exposure every mow ‘and then; THE DEBUNKER is the only magazine excla-

sively deveted to debumking. :

And already there have sprung up these inevitable barmacles, the critics of the critics: .those

whe weuld ‘“debumk the debunkers.” They are

poor fish at the most, and smal fry at that, whe|

contend that the hollow specters of history sheuld be allowed to stand like celossi on clay feet—for

the sake of patriotism; that superstitions and

weird notions are “‘good” for the peeple.

THE DEBUNKER has little patience with such puny sophists and prejudicial mountebamks
wie would depose truth and subordinate it to their schemes. Unperturbed and with ebullient bumor
it pursues its plotted course of debunking ‘hewing to the line, and letting the chips fall where

they may.” Open-minded?

THAT OPPOSEP TO BUNK!

v
tien:

mgs of these who can hear the grass grow.

Yes! —but enly te common sense and sciemce; met to the halfbaked

THE DEBUNKER shews one’ side of every ques-

ARE YOU REALLY DEBUNKED?

OU are debunked—at least partly—otherwise you would mot be reading Haldeman-Julius Publi-

cations.

But are you completely debunked?

!

Are you shorn of all false ideals and erromeous

ideas? Or is there perhaps a vestige—yes, more than that—ef the old gullibility left in you? In

times of stress and duress do you
and herd spirit? ‘

No matter!

still “stinctively” fall back into the ancient ruts of .credulity

Whether or not yeu are completely debunked, you need THE DEBUNKER!
Every intelligent, liberal, progressive, alert, wide-awake human dees.
the ‘queer outcreppings of the American mentality.

It keeps you im teuch with
It is up-to-the-minute, new, fresh, vigerous. Its

mrrepressible humor—which is never flippant or facetious—will infect youw, make you laugh as yeu

learn. What's a dollar and a half fer such priceless stimulation!

spare,

of THE DEBUNKER!
pletely, thoreughly and unqualifiedly debunked?

the blank at the bottom of the page now and mail it teday!

- Don’t Miss These Brillian
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CHICAGO MAIL CLERKS, by Albert Halper. A
newcomer ‘to the ranks of Haldeman-Julius authors
describes im -simple, unaffected womds the trials and
tribulations. of Unecle Sam’s lowliest servants. The
experiences related are the writer’s own which lends
to them a charming ring of truth and sincerity.

TRUTH IN ADVERTISING, by Heinz Norden. A
member of the editorial department of the Haldeman-
Julius publications makes a little private investigation
of his own into advertisers’ claims ,and discovers a few
surprising things. All interested in advertising should
reard this article. K

CANADIAN FARMERS DEBUNKING WHEAT
GRADES, by T. W. O. Rivers. How the facts concern-
ing the wvalue of their own produce were effectively
kept from the wheat-raising people in Canada, and how
they revolted against such obvious injustice.

DOES MAN NEED RELIGION? by L. M. Birk-
head. Another brilliant essay from the pen of the
famous pastor of All Souls’ Unitarian Church at Kan-
sas City. This time Dr. Birkhead attacks the necessity
of creeds and gives significant insight into the psy-
chology of the religious revival,

“DECAFFEINIZED” COFFEE BUNK by T. Swann
Harding. The well-known scientific author and gov-
ernment editor of scientific publications gives the
“dope” on Kaffee Hag and similar produects,

THE HUMANIZATION OF BIOGRAPHY, by E.
Haldeman-Julius. Another chapter filom the new book
of the debunker extraordinary, entitled “Writing for
the New Public” Here the principles of the new art
of hiography are taken up and the difference from the
old method shown. An important contribution for all
who have litemary ambitions.

NEW LIGHT ON THE TEN COMMANDMENTS.
by Maynard Shipley. The outstanding scientist of the
West gives some novel facts concerning the decalogue
and exposes “Yahweh” as a cruel, egotistical and in-
satiable tribal deity.

UNCLE SAM BUYS A LITTLE BLUE BOOK, by
Heinz Norden. The account of an amusing little actual
occurrenee that took place in the offices of the Halde-
man-Julius Publications.

HOW TO RESIST THE SCIENTIFIC SALESMAN,
by Cloyd Hampton Valentine. Mr. Valentine is another
debunked Reverend. Here he gives some Dpertinent
hints on how to escape the clutches of the high pres-
sure apostle of selling.

“ATHEISTIC RUFFIANS,” by Frank Swancara.
Pricking the inflated bubble that moral degeneration
inevitably follows in the wake of skepticism. The au-
thor is a Denver lawyer and intersperses his narrative
with interesting quotations from law proceedings.

INSTANTANEOUS PERSONAL MAGNETISM. by
Ben Moore. Another lawyer writing! This time it is
one of those lurid will-power development systems that
:receives the death blow; for most decidedly after hav-
ing read this article you will think twice the next time
vou are tempted to send a coupon that promises
“money, power, influence in 24 hours.”

DEBUNKING THE FRATERNAL LODGES, by
Past Master. A writer who must of necessity remain
anonymous spills the beans about the secret societies,

THE WONDERFUL WEST, by Pear] Swann Pow-
ell. Mrs. Powell, who lives in New Mexico and ought te
know. says that is not quite as wonderful as Chambers
of Commerce would have us believe,

TO APPEAR IN MARCH AND
.ATER ISSUFS

CROOKED FINANCIAL SCHEMES EXPOSED,
by George M. Husser. The first part of a series im
which the director of the hansas Ciuy Better business
Bureau gives a complete account of modern fraudulen:
swinders’ tricks. Everybody who ever plans o invest
anything should read this article. It is invaluable. This

A mere bagatelle you can easily

So enter the ever widening circle of “debunkees” instantly! Scan the contents listed below.
There are many items you do not want to miss.

Only $1.50 for ene solid year, twelve big issues,

Honestly now, can you afferd te pass up this opportunity. of becomimg com-

Put yeur OK. (plus your mame and address!) on

t vArticles

series alone is worth the entive price of the magazine
for a year!

KEEPERS OF THE FAITH (Fourth Sitting), by
Clay Fulks, ¢
fired for his convictions—continuds  his dramatization
of Southern psychology. Keepers of the Faith is a
classic of bigotry and Fundamentalism.

THE LATEST BUNK IN PIANO TEACHING. by
Arthur A. Schwarz. Some salient facts on a mechan-
ical instruction apparatus. ) 5

DEBATING COMPANIONATE MARRIAGE IN
CHAUTAUQUA. by Harry Hibsechman. Reactions of
the American public to one of the most important
moral questions of the day. '

BOY. PAGE MR. BARNUM. by Charles Smith.
An old newspaper hand gives his impressions of the
dance marathon in St. Joseph, Mo. Youll like this
article for its frankness and humor.

A STORMY PETREL OF LITERA FURE—PORTRAIT
OF FRANK HARRIS AT SEVENTY-TWO. by George
Svlvester Viereck. A character sketch of one of the
most interesting men living today written by an out-
standing Awmerican writer and poet. Framk Harris, as
vou may know, is the author of “My Life and Loves”
"which is suppressed everywhere,

CATHOLICISM IN THE SMALL TOWN, by Erick
Hartmann. Is the Catholie Church a menace in Amer-
ica? Read this article and then judge!

DOES LIFE SPELL ACCIBENT OR DESIGN? by
Dr. Arthur Wakefield Slaten, - The famous New York
Unitarian preacher gives an absorbing account of the
forces that constitute fate to some and chance to others,

THE Y.M.C.A. FROM THE INSIDE, by George
Saville. A typical scene from one of the most thor-
oughly Babbittized national institutions in America.

THE NEW FIGHT FOR MOONEY AND BIL-
LINGS, by Roger N. Baldwin, director of the American
Civil Liberties Union. Two innocent men. in prison fdr
twelve years! Such is the unenviable record of the
judiciary of the Commonwealth of California, The
case of these two wartyrs to class justice is in Some
respects more i,mport:.mt than that of Sacco and Van-
zetti. .

SPURTS FROM AN INTERRUPTED PEN—
LARRY TRIMBLE. HIS MOVIE DOGS AND HORSES,
by Marcet Haldeman-Julius. The editor’s wife, in her
inimitable style. talks sbout Strongheart and his d}-
rector. Also about a coming equine movie staw. This
is a continuation of the department formerly kmown
as “What the Editor’s Wife Is Thinking About.”

PRESIDENT HOOVER AND QUAKERISM, by L.
M. Birkhead. What. effect, if any, will the religion of
the President FElect have upon his administration?
Thousands are asking that question. Dr. Birkhead
gives some Tfacts from the strange history of the
Friends, that throw light on what we may expect.

THE DEGRADATION OF THE BOSTON PRESS,
by Jack Donovan A veporter tells of the way in which
Big Business controls the chaste Boston newspapers.

FACTS ABOUT TOOTH DECAY AND RUTH-
LESS EXTRACTION. by T. Swann Harding. This
article has been meeded for a long time. Too much of
the advice dispensed so freely by doctors and dentists
concerning teeth is pure bunk, as Mr. Harding points

out.

JOINERS AMONG THE LEARNED, by Grace
Adams. “He’s a Phi Beta Kappa!” What an awe
those words inspire! But after the hocus-pocus has
heen subtracted what really remains? Not much, says
Miss Adams.

BAIT FOR PERSONALITY HOUNDS, by Howard
B. Leonard. Concerning the desirability of bristling
with mail-order bulldog courage and beimg a corre-
spondence course dominator.

MEDIEVAL THEOLOGY IN MODERN LAW—_L

BEQUESTS OF “INFIDELS” AND THE LAW OF

CHARITABLE TRUSTS, by Frank Swancara. :
HOW THOMAS JEFFERSON IS REVERED IN
VIRGINIA, by William Bedford. How Virginia virgins
insist on having their Themas Jeffenson pure and un-
polluted by so monstrous a sin as drinking wine.

JAIL THIS BLANK NOW!

{ Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard, Kansas, g
£ Enclosed is $1.50 ($2 Canada and foreign cemntries) for ome year’s sub- =
£  scription to THE DEBUNKER, starting at emce. Send me, free of charge, =
=  “This Tyranay of Bunk,” by E. Haldeman-Julius. =
g Name ............. veeee.... Address.. . ... i . v S ff
G State........... s E

WHY NOT SUBSCRIBE FOR TWO OR THREE YEARS WHILE YOU ARE AT IT?

The famous Arkansas school teacher—

. EDITOR: . .
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1. Man end His Knowledge
It hae been ssid that every man
has a ph:i=lworpll'§! .of life; that is
to say, his gentpal view of nature,
man,  and sodipty—the way in
which he looks) whether or not
with very predis }fv_md"oonscious
thought, at the ‘world he lives in
__or his feeting about life, which
takes the place of thought, or
which i a vague and disordered
kind of thought, Thst seems a
farge statement and a dubious one,
whenn we call to mind many per-
sons who seem. veally to have no
view of life and whose talk and
‘reading and rapge -of interests
appear absurdly inadequate to
support the dignpity of such a term
as “‘‘philogophy.y  Yet we may
take it lossely fhak everyome not
an ' fmbecile hae, Hy the time he
reaches 'maturity, 'got;a haphazard,
disjointed view:of life, it may be

gaps, and composed of contradic-
tory ideas, and but ili of expres-
gion: press the average man, and
you will find that he has a §et
of opinions : strung together, witth
some, though slight, connection.
It is, of course, this connection
and orderly grasp of -ideas which
is commonly lacking, temuous or
pretty ragged. Amiong men there
are all degrees ‘and varieties of
“philosophy” in this use of the
vorm, and 1 shall not attempt the
encyclopedic tagk of tracing them
in their tortuous courses, But I
ghall take an impersomal figure of
Man, and ‘ask what is the impor-
tance - to him of & philosophy of

in a broad’ way—that philosophy
ghould be. | - Wle
"It is the bu

know his werid;. “The proper
study of mankin . man”—ma
and nature andjal] things .whid

pe of @xan

come within thel v
intelligible thinking  and. acting.
From birth to geath (or, let. us

that period of being “set in our
ways”) we are  busily. receiving
impressions of the world about
us and in some sort thinking about
those impressions amd following
the suidance of experience amd re-
flection, whether faintly or clearly,
in all the affairs of life. If ome
observes correctly (and widely)
and thinks intelligently, one lives,
subject to the chances of charac-
ter ard circumstance, a reasona-
ble life: the provigional phrase
refers to the well-known fact that
we cannot always—or not all of us
can—ifollow our finest, truest vis-
ion amd that we do not act pre-
cisely in the light of the best
knowledge we have: for that mat-
ter, nine men among ten regularly
violate, in some way or ways, the
rules of common sense. But let
us not digress; let us return to
the question of how man should
look at his world.

It will help us to glance briefly
at the record of man’s knowledge.
The world was a mystery to primi-
tive man—infinitely more a mys-
‘tery than it is to us—although it
is probable that wvery primitive
people were mof given much to
reflection or to the feeling of the
mystery of things. But, at any
rate, the earliest gropings of man
—his earliest attempts at thought
—or his earliest stirrings of
fancy were, indeed, gropings in
the dark. With sharpening sensi-
tiveness, he was certainly very
much impressed by the operations
of nature, by his own self, and by
the unimaginable blankness of all
he didn’t knmow. He wondered.
He marveled. H‘\p guessed. He did
a great deal of ghiessing, and weird
fancies were conceived by him,
and refigions :kmking from the
crude to the elgborate. Evolving
man, more mnotably from the be-
ginning of eciyilization, learned
more - about his wordd but he
learned slowly and imaccurately—
enough to survive, amd to form
societies. and te proceed im ac-
quiring wmore knowledge, chiefly
hew te build and how to destroy
what he bui¥, how to sow and
reap, how to identify familiar ob-
jects, how to carry om social in-
tercourse, and how to pray prop-
erly—a nrumber ‘pf things, indeed,
but mot, how to think ecientific-
ally. : P

When we obie to the begim-
nings of what remily may be cafled
the intellectual life of mmam, our
minds ture at omce to “the glory

Reproduced 2008 by Bank of Wisdom,

superficial, and with enormous

life and what, ih some points—or|

"’_‘%ejss _of man to

say, until we—if we do—reach

me of the Nature of Things

o ‘ f ...By E.-Haldeman-Julius

that was Greece”: a glory of art
and intellect that will command
the admiration of men throughout
afl civilized time. The . Greeks
were full of imtellectual curiosity
and they reflected profoundly
wpon the nature of life. They
had. a lofty order of ideas, they
speculated boldly and’ ingeniously
about the What, How, and Why
of things, and modern thought,
looking back through the centu-

best and soundest (which was a
great deal) of Greek thought.
Truth-seekers they were, the
Greeks, and with much brilliantly
to show for their efforts, Their
chief distinction,  intellectually,
was in studying the nature of
thought = itself amd in the clari-
fication of human nature. Nature,
‘wore largely speaking, they knew
less well, albeit the Greek thimk-
ers hit upon ideas that were cen-
turies later to be developed sourd-
ly by evolutiomary science: the
idea of evolution, by the way, was
known to the Greek thinkers, al-
though they had not the meang
(nor the right direction of aim)
for carrying it far and providing
for it the immense and sound
basis of fact which we have in
modern science. - The Greeks were
too enamored of abstract thought
—thought for idts own sake,
thought sublime and introspective
but not scientific: it may be said
that they speculated rather than
observed, regarding the origin,
nature, and meaning of the uni-
verse.. The Greeks and Romans
had literary and philosophic and
humanistic knowledge—but they
did not develop that most amaz-
ingly successful and umimpeach-
able kind of knowledge, namely.

science.

Inspired by the humanism of

a knowledge of his world, of na-
ture, although learning himself
(and therefore the intelligent man-
agement of his social life) last of
all. He began to put the universe,
so to speak, into an intellectually
orderly shape. (When one says
that man did this, one means, to
be sure, that a few men thus
studied the causes of things and
with the advancement of scientific
knowledge light spread through
the world of common men who had
darkly plodded and stumbled In
the midst of forces they did not
understand and to which. save in
prases of terror and legend, they
were indifferent.) Doubt and the
desire to know were, as they still
are, the incentives that effectively
most stimulated the mind of man.
Skepticism, candidly confessing
that it does' not know the whole
truth—not pretending that the last
depths of mystery has been
plumbed (this pretense is reserved
for the faith-mongering dogma-
tists)—is, after all, the only safe
attitude. The skeptic does not em-
brace reckless assumptions aand
leap blindly without looking for
the direction of the evidence: the
mark of the skeptic is a careful
mind: he has, let us say, an intel-
tectual conscience, his attitude to-
ward truth being neither the loose
attitude of the easy conformist
nor the perverse and specious at-
titude of the unyielding dogmatist.

And the skeptic agrees with
Locke in his “sensational” theory
of knowledge: i. e., that the mind
fhas no thought and contains no
understanding of things which is
not the result of impressions com-
ing through the five censes. You
can say that the mind is acted
wpon by the things of the sensory
world (what other, independent
world s or can there be?) or that
the mind acts upon these things
—but something must be there,
since evidently the mind cannot
spin #deas out of somre searet store
within itself. Philosophically, a
good many fine hairs have been
split and twisted and curlycued
into curious shapes im dispute of
this ‘“‘sensational” theory—yet it
stands today a plain theory, the
view of common sense, incontro-
vertible save by a. strange species
of romantic “reasoming.” - K is
certaindy this theory which directs
the . triumphant work ef science.
Te be sure, sciemce theorizes and
engages in abstract speculation,
but always begimring at and re-

LLC

ries, recognizes kinship with the|

bhe Greeks and Romans, mankind;"
came slowly out of the medieval pig gphere of daily experience, the
night, in which the attitude t"""’a"d;'methods of the scientist. We can,
|nature was incredibly and wholly|;in of us, at least avoid a great
superstitious. By little man gained! 4ea1 of bunk by simply checking

“DUST”

By E. and M. Haldeman-Julius

~ il

~ “Dust”—A Story No One Else Dared to Tell? ‘
HIS novel, entitled Dust, is a story hundreds of married men and

Wwomen will recognize.

one person could have told it!

And yet no ene has ever told it before.
~ No other American has ever
~—+too ruthless—too mercilessly shorm of sentimentality. . .

It is too stark
No

had the courage.

Only a man and a woman together

could have probed so deeply into life and seen it so completely. . . .
MR. and MRS. HALDEMAN-JULIUS have the gift of rare understanding.
You, who remember their faultless prose in the Atlantic Monthly,
who know of them as writers, and of The Debunker and The American
Parade—and of the great enterprise of the Little Blue Books—will
be anxious to read Dust, the first novel by MARCET and EMANUEL'

HALDEMAN-JULIUS. . .
art, ‘a searching probe into human

. “From beginning te emd, Dust is a work of

hearts brought together by an in-

different fate and parted by a caprice of mature.”—Boston Transcript.
“Dust is a highly worthy additien te the best im eur contemporary

letters.”—N. Y. Evening Post.

“The authors have produced a most

remarkable novel of the Middle West, a masterly piece of work: which
touches every emotional chord, 2s well as making a strong imtellectual

appeal.”—Pkhiladelphia Public Ledger.
note—a tragedy set forth with such digmity and pewer that it

sompel reading.”—N. Y. World.

“In truth a weork of literary
should
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BARGAIN PRICES FOR IMMEDIATE ACTION!

39¢

The regular price of this paper-cover edition
of “Dust” is $1 per copy.
is only 39¢ per copy POSTPAID. Here is a
wonderful chance te secure a thoroughly read-
able copy of this superb mevel at an absurdly

The SALE PRICE

lew cost.

$1.35

The full cloth edition of “Dust” contains 251
pages on excellent paper, attractively bound,
complete with neat jacket. This editien was
published at $1.85—but the special sale price,
is only $1.85 per copy, postpaid.

Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard, Kansas

turning to the facbsq: there is com-

bined speculation and observation,
but observation is the first and
last test.

Not all of us cam be scientists,
although we cam be scientific as
far as we go.
can do no better than apply, within

up theories, assumptions, illusions,

"and the like, by the plain facts

of life. I do not pretend to dis-
cuss science in any but a superfi-
cial way—its general principles
and its attitude toward the under-
standing of life, its broad intel-
lectual conclusions, so to speak—
but it is enough to bring home
the thought that science provides
an impregnable ground of rational-
ism, which in its common range
of significance is not beyond the
comprehension of the average man
who will use his mind freely Man
can recognize, in a scientific but
not a sentimental way, his true
‘elation to all life, the material
elements that compese his being,
the storv of his evolution, amnd the
fact that he is 2 creature who re-
sponds definitely to certain phys-
ical stimuli.

Is man a machine? To pose
that question—even to suggest it,
tentatively, as a possible and plau-
sible attitude of thought—is te
offend the pride of the average

man. HE a machine! He is a
‘“goul”—or something: yes, he
must be something. Yet it is

clear that man’s actions cam be
convincingly explained im mechan-
ical terms, action and reactionm,
cause and effect: we seem te have
no choice save between two alter-
natives, either the exploded free-
will theory or the medhanistic
theory: the former is impossibie,
and the latter is in many respects
not satisfying—hbut it = stromgly
favored by all the evidence we
have, real evidence at hand, amd
not the supposition of evidence
still o come.

What is true is that from the
simplest aetions of daily life to
the formation of a philosophy ef

The average man

life, man can see that the method
of science is mere enlightening
and  efficient than that of guess-
work or faith. - Jn his work, his
simple functions of keeping alive,
and his going about the world
man behaves on the realistic prin-
ciple, seeing things as they are (or
if he does not thus see them he
suffers in consequence) and not
letting every sort of chimerica!
notion divert him from realit,.
What is the difference, concern-
ing the ordinary business of life,
between the same man and the
insane? It is the difference, is it
not, between the realist and the
man whose mind is dizzy with
chimeras?

Yet when he comes to the larger
questions of thought, the average
(sane) man abandons his day-by-
day rule of reatism, and thinks
incoherently, without rthyme v
reason—oh, perhaps with rhyme!
—not testing an idea as he would
test a simple personal action.
Practicafiy, he learms by his mis-
takes and, even when he repeats
such mistakes, he acknowledges
that he knows better and is merely
led astray by his desires,

It’s a real world, and the sune
world, that we al live in, After
afl, spite of the. many theoriez
“spirdtual” and otherwige, every-
hody [ives ™ this ome undeniable
world of familiar objects and ac-
tioms, and no amoumt of rigmmrole
will change the facts. To demy
realities, or to speeiously “imter-
pret” them, does met zaiter their
character amd thelr eperatisn.
This attitude, fundamentafly, a
man should cultivade: namedy, 70
gee things as they really are and
to ask of every theery or assumsp-
tion, “How does it correspond with
the observable facts?”

We need also to keep carefuily
in mind the necessity of suspended
judgment . whes we are not fa-
miliar with many facts bearing
upon a certain question. How can
one have an opiniom of the least
value unless one is acquainted with
the facts, out of which material
all opinion must substantially form
itself? Ordinarily, men have 3
poor vregard for anvone whe

3
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» SEX AND THE LOVE.LIFE i

By William J. Fielding, Author of “Sanity in Sex.”

Here is an honest, straight-forward exposition of the sex
question, thoroughly constructive in tone, written
popular vein, and at the same time scientifically sound.
Practically every problem concerning sex that the average
person is interested in is covered, and many important facts
and informative features are included that cannot be fornd
.ir any contemporary book published for popular reading.

$2.65 per Copy Prepaid
Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard, Kansas
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“singebs off his mouth,” as they
say, without knowing whereof he
gpeans: every village has a char-
acter who - is motorious for tell-
ing everything and knowing noth-
ing. Yet in very important mat-
ters of ‘opinion, how commom is
this habit of positive assertion
without information or  judg-
ment!

“Believe omly what you see" has
a strong element’ of truth, if
taken liberally: believe at least
enly what man has seen, done,
learned wand reliably, reasonably
reported. ~Certainly, man should
not bo perversely counter to the
testimony of his senses, nor
chould he run loose amid theories
without sufficient knowledge. If
anyone extends his ocuriosity be-|'
yond what a well-read man, cul-
tured but - not thoroughly scien-
tific, lmows—let him go. to the
gcientists ‘who, and who only, can
furnish him valuable knowledge.

1t is troe that we can ask many
“Whys?’ but at last come to a
“Why?” that is unanswerable.
Tet us recognize the mysterious
character  of life, at bottom, not
in the spirit of mysticism but that
of honest skepticism or agnosti-
ciem. The farthest reach of scien-
tific knowledge does mot mean a
complete explanation of life and
the universe. Nor do scientists
make any such cleim of all-know-
ingmess. ~ But this is no objection
to science or the aititude of stick-
ing to observable facts and the
rle of reason. It is mot so very
Yong that - science -— especially
soience in ite great modern organi-
zation—has been exploring the na-
sure of things. Ior ocenturies
men, save a few here and there
with poor equipment working in &
world hostile to their labors, were

imcurious about the natural world:

or were satisfied with the most
childish guesses
Within the past two centuries, or
mainly within the past century,
science - has successfully estab-
lished itself as the true explorer
and interpreter of life, and in that
time it has.accomplished wonders
which would have seemed ineredi-
ble to our pre-scientific ancestors.
At any rate, all that we reliably
know amd that our transformed
world. of wmechanical and efficient
action guides itself by, we owe to
the methods ~of. secience:: - the
method.-ef vealism, of looking at
the facts, which every mamn should
apply to his -whole life and all
of ‘his ideas. And if not to science,
where then shall we look for still
greater knowledge? - It is man’s
business to know the world,  and

he camr only do that by observing:

the world, by keeping in touch
with reality, by, sticking close to
facts.

It is sometimes objected that
science - does mnot deal with' the
meaning, or the nature, of things
but only describes their appear-
ance and behavior. This argu-

ment wcomes from mpoets who
must ‘have - a -  beautiful inex-

pressibleness to lend wings to
their fancy, and from metaphysi-
cfans, “who have the itch to be
“profound”-~i. e., to construct im-
aginary thought-worlds all their
own. In fact, philosophy has been
led astray by seeking vaguely be-
hind the realities that the scien-

tigt (and within his limits the

average - man) ‘can correctly ob-
serve, for sorhe hiddem, undefin-
able, fnconceivable “thing-in-itself”
—for samething, one wonld sug-
gest, that is “spiritually” superior
to mere facts. Yet, after afl, the
trath about things is just what we
can know about their character-
istics, their shapes and colors and
elements, etc., and théir ways of
behaving. If we fall short of
knowing the whole truth about any
phenomenon or any process of na-
tiire, this simply means that we
have yet to learn other character-
jstics which have so far eluded
scientific research. What is the
“nature” of fire? of water? of an
apimal body ? of any famifiar thing
in our world? When we know its
use and” behavior, and the like, do
‘we not kmow fits “nature”? No
man would think of performing
hig" wibrning: -ablutions in a bowl
of fire, nor of keeping warm by
lighting a match to a furnace full
of water, nor of sebting a man to
pull +a raflroad train. The scien-
tific attitude is that of 'perceiving
things clearly, knowing how they
work, and placing (or seeing)
them in their true relation tola
other things. We are always try-
ing to know more about things
in this-way, but man should not
make the mistake of thinking that
a fantastic image or set of words
has the walidity of real knowledge.
An idea that does not square with
the facts of life, or that has no
evidential basis. in Yfe (a fantasy
or dogma), is an umscientific idea.
In many of his actions, man is
woughly scientific but in s s ool

and fancies.|T

son 'S

ideas he is capable of amy folly.
Up to a certain poimt he is scien-
tific about death, fer example—he
has to be—but then he turns to the
unscientific belief in immorbality.

2. Has Life Any Meaning?

Was it Spinoza who wrote that
rfastomonitsmy through the
air could speak # would exchim,
“How free 1 am '? So men, not
realizing the motivation of their
acts, talk about free will; and so,
explaining their. lives in ‘terms of
effort and desire, they talk largely
—and vaguely—of a “meaning” in
Tife.
active . gsignificance to the race or
the individual is mnot emough for

these idealistis (or these egoists?)

but they would have it that.man

the ‘sublimest agent in the work-:

ing of a cosmically arranged. des-
tiny, plotted and manipulated from
Olympus, Valhalla or Heaven: or
us Emerson expressed it, that life

means the “Inworking of the All,”]

which is precisely as transparent
as the side of a ‘brick building.
Here is a question that men
have argued for ages and that
they will probably continue to vex
their brains about until the last
of the human chronicle, They
must be something more than
merely human beings fretting
their brief hour upon the stage of
time. Usually men have given
tempermental meanings to- life:
well enough, if they correctly
limit this meaning each to him-
self: but scareely convincing when
they assert this or that meaning,
reflecting their own personal bias,
to be the universally true and pre-
destined scheme of life. In truth,
the many differences about the
meaning of life are enough - to
ghow that it has no meaning be-
yond what men, im varying cir-
cumsbances, give to Gt. “Life is
eal, life is earmest”: it is wreal,
gurely, but its earnestness takes
many forms and is a product of
human social evolution. The poet,
let us say, makes a meaning for
life that -is beautiful to him; it
is'not the meaning of life to the
common mian, nor to a financier,
nor t6 a military leader, nor. to
an evangelical saver of souls. And
men have the quite understanda-
ble aim of sablsfyng or sup-
porting their egoism, their moral
gense, thedr fears and hopes and
what-not: so they idealize life to
reassure them in some such pre-
conceived attitude. 'Take a man
who s burdened with the moral
sense: he must imagine to himself

'a universe of meaningful wmoral|lo:

law,s purposefully ordained and
carried ‘out from the beginning of
time. - In a word, life “means”
what any man wishes it to “mean.”

This idea of a plan or destiny
in life—something, you under-

stand, that is supposed to be su-

perior yet ennobling to man—
is mnot exactly the same as the
old dispute between pessimism
and optimism, the argument as
to whether there is more pain
or pleasure in life: a life of
predominating pain might have a
meaning, in the cense insiated

‘upon by the believers in an “in-

telligent umiverse” of grand and
oconscious design—TFor instance, if
there were a God, he might be 2
malignant ruler of the cosmos and
his celestial hobby the making
gport of men. But with this ques-
tion, as with others, we have to
take the attitude of common sense,
It may seem a pretiy humble or
homely attitude, yet it has its com-
pensations, being safe and at least
enabling ms to get somewhere in
our discussions. We must not try
to be too ‘“profound” and thus
neglect obvious facts, ignoring, to
paraphrase an old figure of speech,
both the wood and the trées for
something ethereally beyond the
human perception or conception.
Philosophically (or rel‘ivg{ously)
those who say that life Was &
meaning have in mind a principle
of design r.mposed gpon the unmi-
verse and upon man ifrom some-
where, by somebody,
which, if you ask me, is some
Chinese puzzle. Asa general idea,
it is away. up in the afr; and in
detail, nobody has ever been able
to do much toward working it out.
These wonldsbe ‘subtle and really
opaque thinkers have tn mind a
“far off divine event toward wluch
the whole creation moves,” Tenny-
“one increasing pumpose”
that runs magmaﬂvy through the
ages. We are asked to conceive
of an absolutely pattérned order
and gim of life, although the pat-
tern ig inserutable to man: bo all
except Fundamentalist preachers,
we might cautiously edd. Insoru-
table, yes: your brue hIfaiutm
devotee of this design theory says
nxo'ohmg, after all, about the de-
swgn except that it is  perfectly
wise and good and will some day
‘be compﬂete for the men of an
neinghly remote futume age to

What life means in rational,

somehow—

see. “We're here because we're
hewe” seems to be a much better
way of looking at it, for at least
it does not claimm so much on so
slender a basis-~—on no bas:s what-
ever that we can-see.

For in this sense life has no
medaning that man has been able
to discover. Here verily are words
without sense, although they be
pretty and clever words. Oh, it
is easy to spin these words of
glittering and insinuating soph-
istry and the agile wits of man
ecan make out some sort of case
for any theory.” Put your mind
firmly to the task of finding a
solid, tangible, usable idea in the
midst of these fine words, and you
must quickly perceive that it is
all ‘simply idealism, sentiment,
wish-thinking. There is nothing
plainly, convincingly evident in life
to show that it has a meaning,
beyond what you and I have heen
led to trace upon its-surface for
our own satisfaction.

Ruather we conclude the oppo-
site: think of the dnfinitely slow,
bloody, ~ wretched, blundering
course .of evolution, the “brial and
error” of nature, the terrible pen-
alties life has had to endure, the
rise and fall of civilizations, the
follies man has imnumerably com-
mitted against himself—think of
this and then ask yourself where
is that perfect guidance. Evolu-
tion (and evolution is only one
aspect of life, for there are also
retrogression and stagnation) is
indeed contradictory to the idea
of intelligent design. If there
were a divine designer, what a
hotched and wobbly design would
he be regponsible for! Evolution?
Preachers have seized upon that
truth-—when they could no longer
combat it with their ancient dog-
mas—as wonderful evidence of the
handiwork of «God, the master
builder and artist. They do not
dwell, however, upon the ghastli-
ness of the evolutionary story (if
we look at it, ds sc:entlﬁca.l]y we
should not, from a moral point
of view) and the fact that.in the
succesgion of forms of life, strug-
gling and dying, and a few finally
surviving (for ‘how long, even
man, who can authoritatively say?
save that they will all be dead
with the dying: earth, subject to
mortality as man is) no intelli+
gence has been manifest: only the

natural forces

Nor can the history of man,
a mere flash compared with geo-

logical time, be regarded idealis-
tically from the viewpoint of the
theorists of intelligent design and
“one increasing purpose.” Only
within the past few centuries have
we had a steady progress of man-
kind, broadly speaking—yet, even
|so, retrogression and emash-up
here and there—and today how
sad and disorderly the world still
is. And in man’s past—what lack
of intelligence, what insensate dis-
asters, what tragic conflicts and
ruins! Take but one great his-
toric example: If there is an in-
telligent planner and an . intelligent
purpose behind human life, why
should the brilliant Greek civiliza-
tion--the ancient world so full of
hope and iculture and capable of
all good things (assuming, with all
it logically implies, the theory of
a mpurpose of intelligent earth-
guperior power in life)~-have
died? Why should mankind have
guffered the darkmess and terror
of the Middle Ages? Why any of
the catastrophes and insanities of
higstory? It ids all very well to
tallkk about ingcrutability, and say
that we don’t understand (we
don’t) - the universal plan, but
these facts are plainly contradic-
tory to the notion of an all-ruling
intelligence. If anything seems to
be indicated relentlessly by ‘the
precord of man, it is that there is
no intelligenee in this philosephic
or wreligious sense but a natural
play, good and evil (or perhaps
we should say hbeyond good and
evil), of events. We seek in his-
tory, as in the larger field of
science, net for some hidden, all-
wise, all-powerful purpose but for
soundly efficient and. once traced,
p]xunty explicable causes.

Ag for evolution, it is not a
perfect, infallible “law.” There is
nothing inevitable about it. Forms
of 1ife have evolved when changes

such evolution or made it easy and
desirable; otherwise,
heen fixed-—that is fo say, satis-
factorily adapted — at certain
stages. Not everything evolves;
some thmgs do, given the nght

n&iﬁm It - happens that in

the condihions 6f evolution. From
the higher mammals to the lowest
forms of life we see countless in-
sbances of interrupted evolution.

'being . unconscious,

glow and . uncertain operation m‘;

in their environment compelled

they have

man we have had most powerfully:

Nature is blind and purposeless—
ﬁzatismmatwayweme;:m

press ‘it; it ¥ an -accurate way,
and when nature behaves “intelli-
gently” it is under the direction
of man. Nature acts unintelli-
gently in certain: ways (not: al-
ways orderly ways) regardless of
consequences fo life,

Nature s q'l:nte mdlfferent to
man, and ot times it may well

strike the imagination that nature

is imexorably the foe of man: the
truth appears to be that nature,
doesn’t care
one way or the other. Caﬁa,m*ltous
forces repeatedly  destroy the
proudest works of man—the dmin-
telligence of nature colliding with
the creative mtelhgence which, so

far as we know, only man pos-
no

sesges. Life has no cosmic,
perfectly patterned and precise.
“meaning.” It is not true that all
things work infallibly together for
a certain aim—there is no aim or,
if oo, what is it? None can say.
There is a meaning, we are told
by wvarious seothsayers, but what
meaning they cannot agree nor
clearly indicate. Of all the phi-
losophies, all the religions, all the
forms of idealism, which one may
be the true discovery or interpre-
tation of life’s meaning? Echo

returns its .usual.. answer, simply.

the guestion  thrown back to us
unsatlsfylmgly

Such meaning as, in-another and.

more limited and.more temporary
sense, there is in life has been
weitten or worked dnto life by
man  himself. We 'have objects,
desires, ideas m this life of ours,
but their meaning, their signifi-
cance, ‘begins and ends with our-
selves. There are mations, groups,
individuals that have certain fu-
manly congidered meanings in life,
and these meanings—or aims—
often conflict in a tragic way. As
men have highly developed emo-
tions, very active senses, and rea-
soning power which somehow they
use, it follows that they give what
they qall a mecmmg’ to their
lives. = They may be foolish, they
may have a very pudr idea what
they are about, they may end in
failure; -yet, as they think and
feel, they dscribe their different
purposes and draw their patterns,
drab. or gaudy or-really beautiful,
for this earthly show.
variously toward goals near and
far, small -and large, foolish- and
wise—but what does nature care?

what- recks- the - universe of this

striv'ing?: what intelligent mean-
ing, applying te the whole of. life
and time, is dlscermble‘? :

Yet this i is not pesmmlbm. Man’s
uonmeptlou of the meaning of life
is important to man, but to him
alone.
sirable.
life is just as fine and worthy of|.
our' efforts, regardless of the in-
difference of nature or the ab-
sence of an all-seeing mind: plan-
ning the whole. - If we work to-
ward human, not divine plans—
toward limited, not absolute plans
—what then? There fis still as
truly the element of choice, the
intelligent conception of values,
the possibility of a happy and
significant life. I live a few years
and then I die: certainly when [
am dead life has no meaning for
me: yet while living I have mnot
the less a desire to express iny
aliveness ' in certain ways. We
must reduce this question of the
meaning of life to a rational, hu-
man scale. If hfe, ‘philosophically
speaking, - is mdiffelent to us, it|,
does not follow that we should or
that humanly we cotld be indif-
ferent to tife. -

3. The Futlltty of Myshczsm

Some time ago 1 réad a criticism

of Voltaire, not the vituperative|

outburst so frequently heard from
preachers,
sympathetic and
count:

intelligent ac-
~but this writer declared

that Voltaire’s great weakness was

that he ]a,cked ‘the tone, the out-

look, or perhaps it “wasg the ““ine

gight”  of spirituality.” In
other words, hé- meant to say that
Voltaire was mnot’ a mystic.
sage of Ferney (his home in the
latter years’on e French-Swiss
border)—the my
widely effective thinker of the
eighteenth century—was a ration-
alist of keen :and "bhalanced mind,
who did not swamp his-intelligence
with moonshiny speculations about
the “gubstance: of things hoped
for, the evidence of things pot
seen.”.  -Why play idly . with words
(in the realm .of ideag) when oug
could deal with faets and with
ideas that were realistic? That was
Voltairé’s—and is consistently the
rationalist’s—attitude.. Tt was for-
turate fcar his . age that Voltaire

‘'was not. “spiritual,” .which: is mot
as to say that hel

the same thing.
wag deficient iw &ﬁ:man feelings:
byt he discussed life as it com-

eretely Wneare& a.nctmcved before
Jaign, he had: a.lucid girasp of ideas,;

They strive:

Progess is real and de-|
The ideal of the civilized

but on the whole a

The |

‘directly and

md he looked stranght‘ at"lhe eom-
mon facts of life: nor was hig
range of vision marrow, but m
as wide as the 'world

What, after afl, is mystlc‘zsm"
It is an attempt to go heyond: the
realities of life and to transcend
the power of reason. One might
say that it is a fantastic effort to
“feel” what the mystic calls truth
without the mental labor of. seek-
ing it by means of observation
and reason. The mystic may scme-
times be a poet but he is not a
thinker. And no procedure or
product of thought—-no explana-
tion of things, however intellectu-
ally sound and satisfying—dis ac-
ceptable bo the man who flies off
on a tangent of mysticism. Im-
deed, it seems that he will go far
out of his way to avoid comtact
with a reasonable and simple idea.
The firm and noble and whole-
somely earth-wise gsimplicity of
reason is not for him: he really
does not believe that it is noble.
When he speaks of the sublime,
you may be sure that he means
“such stuff as dreams are made
of,” something (or a ’shado‘v't’-y; in-
substantial. nothing) which & ut-
terly remote ¥rom tife, the pale
ghostly fluttering of an ‘idea that
is too esoteric and pointless for
mortal comprehension, let .alone
mortal use, '

At ‘bottom, mysticism is a turn-
away from life. He who seeks

| this sort of escape is by no means
{unaware of the very material and:

factual order of things which the
rest of us know. He can train
himself to be less sharply aware
of, or less clearly eflicient in, real
life: the true mystic can do this,
although the charlatan who. ped-
dles ‘some new cult is exceedingly
efficient 1in gathering ‘material
riches. But the true mystic knows
reality well enough to dislike it
and his poetic or theoretic vapor-
ing is a cloud placed: between him

and the facts which: he:does mot:

like to gaze upon. -Pore over all
the volumes written.by those who
pretend that, through some magic
in their own minds, they have dis-
covered the “secret:tiuth” of life:
and you will end your reading
without having gained any real
knowledge of life.v ...

“*Now, it is clear enough that the|
important affairs of mankind, beth
material and cultural, depend upon
men who have a grasp of reali-
ties,” who know and who are in-

7

{telligently interested in life, who

think and aet in a rationalistic
spirit. = Great ideas that have em-
lightened the world have been the
product of rationalism. “Life ig
real, life is earnest”—but it ig not
real to the mystie, who is engaged
in earnestly persuading himself|*
that what is real is therefore false
and that truth is synonymous with
a ‘“soulful” unreality. Imagine a
world entirely given over to mys-
tical belief and rule! It requires
no. great effort of the imagination,
for we need only glance at the
Middle Ages, when mysticism
thrived in the rank darkness and

{ugliness and wretchedness of ,a

semi-barbaric Burope; then the
'mad devotees of a somber and ter-
rible faith went into well-nigh in-
credible excesses of self-torture,
superstition-mongering, contempt
for themselves and for mankind
and for all life. In that time of
extreme. faith
when the gospel of unteality and
“anworldliness™  (actually, ugky-
worldliness) was widespread, there
was overwhelming, unrelieved filth,
‘disease, = ignorance, ec¢ruelty— in
gshort, mot any less real a world
but "a terribly, hopelessly weal
world. And naturally so: for
‘'what had mystics, contemplating
their crazy “souls,” to do with
light and health and sanity in thel
world? Again naturally, the de-
cline of medievalism and mysti-
cism and the growth of the ra-
tionalistic spirit made the world a
‘more and more decent place tﬁ
live in.

It is the business of mam to
know “his' world, to live intelli-
gently in his world, and he can dé
this only in a reglistic way: mys-

attitude towsrd trath but it is ab-
solutely  incompatible with a safe,
orderly, -efficient, civilized life. It
has ‘given nothing in sound culture
or comfort or common goed to the
race. It is not only absurd; it is
pernicious; in a word, it tells man
to wallow ‘ivi the mire and fix
his gaze upom -
though individusl mysmcs woild
revolt at going so far and indeed
(gomsider the Christian Scxentxsts
or any of the non-materialists), do
not. live according to their own
creads-=that, logically, i the. out-}:

actual condition of Jife in:Europ
when WWM«mm
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and mystieigm, |

ticism is not only werthless as an|

bhe stamss—al:

come of mysticism; and it-was the 9

Creeds Are Mental Slavery and

Faith Is the Jailer of Reason

By E. HALDEMAN-JULIUS

CMs for the Mind

Free thinking ‘doés mnot apply
alone to religion but it iz in this
connection that it is best kmown
or, as the man of pletv would say,
notorious. -It means a reasonable
attitude toward all things morals,
of | politics, human mature, ~ common
beliefs and every. problem, small
or large, that coficarns life. And

it is :mpnssfble to have the right

use of reason when one has dog-
matically fixed idess. in any field
of opinion. Nor is dogmatism
m&nﬁ 1o re,ltgion A man may
be free from all the ‘vestrictions of
religious belief. and his mind may

confront things directly and judgé]
of them without the confusion or|
illogical creeds,

mberfemace of
yet .be the narrow adherent of a
party in pohtmal affairs or have
ap intolerant. view of morals or
have the mind of a censor in con-

sidering literature or hold stub-

bornly ﬁo dntepse racial pre,rudices
The. converse sort of inconsistency
is mot 80" likely to be met: intol-
efance in religion eeems to rule
out the possihility of tolération
on any. other subject. )

‘There are many chains for the
mind other than the c¢hains of
religion. Granted: yet religion,
having for many centuries—
throughout historic time. indeed
until its lessening influence in our
timeé--génsationally oppz‘essed the
human mind and being today a
very lively source of. dispute, it
is important to say something
about it from the viewpoint of a
free-minded individual. Tt is the
more important when we reflect
that the first necessary -step - to-
ward intellectual freedom iz to
throw off - this bondage of the
superstitious past: to face life

without any illusions of faith: or

dogma. It is not an exaggera:
‘tion to say that the man who binds
himself mentally by a pious creed,
by a supernatural view of-the -uni-
verse, by any doctrinal fetters of
theology is in comparable case
with the man who should let:-him-
self be ‘tied . clown “physically: 80
that he oould' not move." =
For it::is -obvious 'that’ such
créeds confine: opinion "within ‘cer-
tain very nmarrow channels and on
the subjects - which the ereeds
touch they stop thought almost
entirely. Once a man has ‘sub-
scribed to a set of arbitrary mno-

tions about God, the Rible, immor..
§in, 3gnd nghteousness-—-—;

tality,
once he has ' surrendered. to the

‘conviction,” as the preachers say:
that this is the last word of truth
—his mind ceases really to act
in this field: of course one might,
add fairly enough that his mind
did not exhibit any considerable
signs of action in the first place,
since much activity of reason
would make the acceptance of such
creeds impossible: and it is true

that the emotions have gre&tly &4
influence in persuadmg to reli-
gious oredulity. - Or-if =ome be-
lievers may be said to reason after
a- fashion, they but repeat well-
worn formulas, echoing ‘what ot~
ere -have asserted withoit  prov-
ing. relying as it. were upon texts
rather than real theught: saying,
for example, that there must be:a
Supre:he Power to account for
the universe, that religion has been
80 immémorially and -widely be:
lieved  that it must be true, that
the fact of man’s having the hepe
and idea of immortality proves

the wish:to be true, that to gaze

upon nature is to have behef and
faith—and so on. :

“F'hié is simply repea;bing a: Iesson
mthout mqmrmg into its sound-
ness or, into the intellectual quali-
fications of the teacher. . Try to

lead the believer into & discussion
of :the ;validity of these glib asser-
tions: he will not follow..su¢h 2
lead—or if he does. follow, ﬁndlpg
himself quickly involved in con-
tradictions and most amnoying di-
lemmas, he falls back upon his
original assertions, pervemely re-
fusing to be moved. Que might
think from his attitude that he
is announcing self-evident :truths:
yet these ideas are mnot, after all,
evident -to him. He is taking
them on trust—very poer. trust.
He -is letting - his mind be ever-
borne by the prestige of sclemn
ceremony and time-heavy .author-
ity instead of bringing his mind
mdependently to- bear upon the
subject. .

If the man who is 3 behever
after this decidedly careless fash-
ion of thinking were to do some
genuine reasoning—if he were, in

.short, to take' the ‘attltude of a
| free man instead of an eayily im-
pressed slave of creeds—he wonld

ask himself a few questions ‘that
go to the very heart of the mat-
ter: What does the idea of God

‘mean? Who or what is it? How
dees anybody know .it. and how

¢an anybody explain it? And what

|value does it possess as a solu-
tion . of - the mystery: of: life?
-one must think of a.God a8 having

I8

made the universe, if one demands
logically the comception of a crea-
tive force, ‘what can one say 1o the

question of ~God’s own: origin?

(Yes,lknawﬁ:maneid@umn

very .easily agked—ébvious indeed

but-strangely overlooked by. those

who “affirm the dogma of a God—

and how difficult to answer!* No
matter how often it -has  heen
asked, this question' has not lost
its original force in knocking over
the notion that to imagine & God
is any  solution - or. simplification
of the Riddle of the Universe. ‘Its
simplicity does not take away from
its effectiveness. Let him whe
calls it a foolish question be wige

The Story of a Terrible Life

(The Career of a Madam"'e) 5

Basil Toser has i in the course of his wandemzs came npnn e

i

woman who was ope of the most notorious procuresses in _
{A clever and experienced mewspaper interviewer, he' snr.ceeded m

worming out of her, bit by bit, the whole story of her atrociows

career, and in this book he sets down.all that she told him.

« o s

She revealed the methods which are still employed fo entice away
girls and young women without chance of their ever afterwards bemg
traced; the secrets and secret org‘amzaﬁtms of the modern maisons
de tolerance in diffent parts of the world; the wiles to which male
and.female blackmailers and others have recourse, and mck elsé

that ‘is of absorbing imterest concerning this secial evil. . .

Tllis

book, while: extremely outspoken, is in no- way pomgtplnc On

the cmtrm w:ll %e mstrumental in sethng on theu' glamd allcﬂme‘

who rad

. x
)

: “A CYNICAL CULTURED BEAST OF PREY”

D;. Isaac Goldberg says of the ‘woman whom this book: is nhéut.

“She is: 4 cynical cpltured beast of prey; she appears: to possess.the
negaiive virtue of honesty; she holds nothing back and feels as little

glory ag she do¢s shame. Her aim

had béen to make money, and she

made it. She made a vast-fortune in the flesh of young girls. . . . She
was ebgervant; ehe even went for research in the history of progtitu-
thI] and thé’ numerous perversions that are as a trlck that Nature plays
on hersslf; she was ghbf with comment on the most esoteme phases of
sex. phy{;hology. ..+ » The book is added evidence that the w te-slave
traffic, once laughed out of court as a nightmarish delusién “af “hys-

terieal old l4dies, exists op an ipternational scale.-
never be ahah&mé. ‘but if anything at all is to be done about it,

The problem csw
and

must first know what we are fighting. The Story of a Tetrible Life,
by ite: fr&mlmmﬂ-md 1t is, after all, a moral bﬂOk-—*shou}d help in that

warthy task i
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tfaomt out
foolishness.)

ticl - believer
fdusl, realistic

th ,ats and faohsh ﬁog‘mas of re-
ngwnr i

. ] ,'.ag"am, be- cIéarIy T
ugnxza-hle in " the light of = free.
thought that hope is no guaranty
of fulfillment. The reflection would
be. unewmda;be that men do - not.
quwa)s get what they ‘wish and
that - . immortality, like -~ other
wishes;. is subject to the laws of
veal life and. probability—that if
@ ms:n cam;ot have riches ‘or power
' by wighing, he,
en: less chance of
wmhmghxmself into enjoyment of
the dreamy prize of immortal life.
And, of course, if. th1$ man Jooked
at religion thoughtfully he would
be impressed by the fact that never
has there been exhibited the faint-
est trace “of evidemce for immor-
tality—that it is only an asser-
tion,  unproved and. unreasonable.
To-be sure, the average believer
knows -well enough that none has
ever retiurned. from the grave to
tell us ‘about a future life other.
than ‘the one we now know. If
he is-a Fundamentalist he refers
us to certain texts in the Bible, as
his -proof of- mlqnortahty, which
are worthless because their an-
thonty-——-bhelr source of knowl-
'edg:e—hras to-be Weﬂ in the first
and: that is quite impossible, |
A :wﬂi@l of the Blb!_e, what
a fetfering wezght and mmtm-

“"Phe ~'Fun@tanténtalist, " the ,ty‘pe
of believer who in the extent and
rigidity. of ‘his ‘belief prevailed’
until regent years, is the horrible
éxample of slavery and Stygian
darkness of mind associated with
creeds, The modern tendency of
rationalism has destroyed the old,
terror-gbriking authority of re-
ligion:. . The pall of ecclesiasticism
has -been . lifted. from civilization,
which- it once covered so somberly
and stiflingly-——the creedal fetters
have 'been broken in many places
and  weskened in  others—even
theugh we are still plagued by
preachers and Christianity cannot
be. regarded as quite dead, al-
though - it  exhjbits = moribund
symptoms that he who runs may
see. - From present-day Fundamen-
talism to that religieus attitude

"w’hwh i Just as bddly called Mo&-

ernism, there ig a cohfused medley
of beliefs; a litﬁe h:ete and 2 lit-
tle there is lopped off from ' what

: preachgrs sonorously declaim to be

the “sacied heritage” of religm,

- |until finally a number Qf ibelievers
e | retain only the dogma

i of a God,
Yet the man - who Holds partly
to any. ‘creed or mystmal ‘belief,

: although it may not be so binding
hat | nor otfenmve to the mind as the
idely | Yiteral, ™
Hpietmn of 'bhe “old-timeé veligion,”
3 ismet in a pos‘lﬁon to' think freely
'»—matqmta ‘He has thrown -off
e this chain, but he hugs that chain.
: He kas spened one eye a’ !ﬁt}e, but|

e dogmatism and

2 he keeps the othér -aye ‘tightly
~shut, 8o fir ‘he ‘may- he\wilhn»g
to resison, but then ‘he stops’ ‘short|

~|at an assumption ¥hat Ke insists

%Hﬂdly upon believing. - He Jims*
«beixeve cmly i a Gad«-he may
juct the entire bundle of Christiah,
doctrineg-wyet this theistic -dogmas
can Only be held in violation of
réason
tion of something for which the
believer has no evxdence nor ra-
tional Wasis, which he can defend
-onily by the declaration of faith:
and to say that ope has faith in
an  opindon smpiy rm&ﬁs ‘Hat
otherwige the opimion is baseless.
Consider any religious doctrine,
and you ssnmot think about it--
you cannot deliberately subject it
to the process of reasoning-—with-
out the perception that it is enly
a chain of mental servitude. -

You understand T am not say-
ing that everyone who has cre-
dence or sympathy for some as-
pects of religion is an abject, com-
plete mental slave-—nothing 80
melodramatic as that.  There are
degrees of submission to forms

of VBelief or traditional, sentimen-|

tal attitudes which cannot be reas
sonahly maintained; the fact that
a man. is intelligent doesn’t mean
that he invariably uses his reason
on. a subject; he may be for the
most part a civilized and rational
'being. with spets of bunkistic sus-|
@mhtﬁ And, without pard;icu«
Py worrying over the idea of a|
pe.tfect and bunkless wor&d we

'd | may yaf agree that-as an idesl the|

| reasonable. attitunde is always de-
sirable, - Our - best thought should
20 to the wnmderatlon of any sub-
ject that is worth thinking about.
If religion has no reasonable basis,
and if otherwise reasonable men
nevertheless have sonie sort of
belief in religion, we have to re-
cord the fact and pomt out . the
contradiction.

We know what the defenders of
religion. will reply: take them at
their best--those who do not pre-
tend to argue dogmatically about
the truth of veligion—and what
will they say? It will be alleged
that religion—that a quality of
faith or belief that may be cafled
religious—is not only emotionally
satisfying = but inspiring. They
will sgay further, these would-be
“rational” religionists, that belief
in religion is a vastly !pot‘ent in-

Sexual Apathy and Coldness in Women
By Walter M. Gallichan

HE author of thig book has made a long and comprehensive study
of the various causes and factors of an abnormality which is

said ‘to be increasing in the

Western nations. Sexual apathy

“Ihatred: ideas of fear: of intoler-

let us eay, by an>affirma-|

a.nd eoldpess have far-reaching social conseéquences, and. are the root-
cause of much matrimonial unhappiness, separations, and divorce
cages.  This emotional resistance to conjugal love is chiefly the re-
sult of the misguidanee of young women in the art of living, and of
the lack of kmowledge of the scientifie bearings of sex, which ig de-
plored by thapy leading thinkers and physicians of Europe and Amer-
ica, This volume is sympathetic in tone, and contams much valuable
counsel. for married persons. .

Wm:mg of bh),& bocrk, the
1January. '1928), said

“It is all to the gaod that laymen step in whege doctors fear to tread,
provxded they write with the good sense and with' the moderation of the
writer of this book, . That a good deal of marital discomfort and ‘unhappi-
ness ¢ould be: removed by a better knowledge of our sexual life is undoubt-
edly - true; ~His book s'hculd ‘Help the general woman—maid, matron or
mother—t{o 3 better understanding of her emotional life, to a less hesitant
and less ‘shamefaced aweptmce for herself and her pawner, of ’d!:e facta

of sex.”
The Table of Coutauts includes the following chapters: (1) The Na-
(2) Various Causes of Apathy and Cold-

“Intea;na:bional Journal of Psycho-Analysis”

ture and Effects of Frigidity;
hess; €8) Other Causes amd Factors; (4) Innate. and -Acquived Frigidity;’
(3) Nervous A.llmgnts and Sex Ap tfly, (6) Sexphobia; (7) The Miseduca-:
tion of Women;: (8) Sex Abemhuns, (9) Man’s Responsibility: (10) Sex
Differenses in Men and Women; (11) Frigidity in Men; (12) Psycho-An-
alysis and Frigidity; (13) Our Abnormal Love-Life. Also Bibliography
and Index.

" The 188 pages of this book comtain informeation which is of value
to everyone interested in o wide knowledge and fuller ‘understanding
of sexual problems. There can be no doubt of the book's outstanding
autkentmtu The subject is one thet hes been too often taboo, and
that so many writers have been reluctamt to touch upon. At last
there -is made available o sincere and tmly sem'chmg im)sstigatzon
of the ever -present ‘problens.

© THE BOOK AND THE PRICE:
Women,” by Walter M. Galhckan,
$2.65 postpaid. -

"Sexual Apzthy and Coldness in
183 pp.; size 1%x5x7%4 inches—price

' bEXUAL APATHY AND COLDNESS IN WOMEN: Order Blzak_ .
* Heldeman-Juliys Publications, Girard, Kansas

[ enclose $2.65 for Walter M, Gallichan’s SEXUAL APATHY
AND COLDNESS IN WOMEN :yhm in plam w’xapper postpaid.
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‘thought and action.

ﬂuence in upho!ding somaﬂ moral-
ity: here a. grossly superstitious
qundamentahst and an. amiably
éophlstxcated Modernist will in-
deed’ meet ‘on common ‘ground. As
thinking mer; however, we" shall_
still - msxst ‘that the truth of an
ldea 1s swhat interests us first and
last.  We cannot agree with any
belief in compliance with the plea
that it is somehow for the good
‘of -man’ in ‘spite of its falsity: to
do - so* would be a form of hypoc-'
risy. But truth is not only in-
‘tellectually ‘compelling of our re-
'gard: it is also the best attitude
‘toward life from -the 'standpoint
of the individual character and the
social welfare. What has strewn
‘history with the record of crimes,
injustices and disasters? Falae
ideas! Ideas of superstition: ideas
-of greed -and conquest: ideas of

avice, narrowness and truth-obscur-
ing ‘passion! Truth has ncver in-
Jured man.

The. va]we of truth xs, after all,
that of a scientific attitude toward
life.
lations: with the things of our
'world. In any situation, the mere
clearly. we understand it the bei~
ter we can deal with it - Life,
xuummed by truth; ¢an be more
satisfactorily and efficiently lived
by men. And surely there is
enough to do with our lives in a
realistic way that can be far bet-
ter done than hugging to our-
selves .vain illusions. If wishing
for immortality -will not make it
true, it is a fact on the other
‘hand that the cultivation of an in-
telligent, well-rounded, ardent life
is possible. It has undoubtedly
been a marked evil of religion
that it has turned men’s thoughts
too much away from the world—
or twisted their attitude toward
the world—and led them to neglect
the real possibilities around them.
I have -often remarked that athe-
ism-is. sessentially an idea of | prog-
‘ress. - Onge the idea of God and
1m:mo.rtahty and.all the creeds are
‘dismissed from the reckoning, man
naturally turns his attention with
'all the clearer and stronger energy
to ithe: business 6f earthly, human
life. The world ‘has been getting

away from the vapidities and van<f

fties of religion for the past few
centuries, and during this time the
race has “made xts greatest prog-
regs.

So that, on the ground of expe-
d1enny as well as truth (if we are
to distinguish the two) the truth
about religion is better than any
false attitude of hope or belief.
One way or another, false beliefs
interfere with the business of
living. Religion does not consist
simply of abstract errors but it
has a concretely unfortunate bear-
ing upon the issues of immediate
daily concern to mankind. It has
a part in confusing our minds on
social questions. It has made a
most unscientific and unhappy
mess of moral ideas, standing in
the way of an enlightened whole-
some joy in the natural expression
of our humanity. It has been re-
gponsible for infinite distress
among men and women who,
taught falsely by religion as to
what life is or should be, have
come to the most bitter disillusion-
ment. It has been an agency of
sad repression and neglect, hold-
ing men and women back from
happiness that lay within their
gragp if they could have pierced
with clear vision the shams of
religion and realized their oppor-
tunities. . To look at it 1most
mildly, it is but a childish folly
not fit for the maturity of human
It ministers
to weakness, we are told; and we
reply that it flatters and encour-
ages weakness and what we regard
a8 important is the cultivation of

‘a vast “difference;
parallel 'between the body that “is

'that is motionlessly ‘bound * be-

It bringe us into correct re- .

never been cleared away but have
become more formidable with the

challeuge, and sohd sng'nrﬁcance as'

when .one . confrents it with 4\
thOroughly active, free, realistic
mind.” - Samuel. Jghnson remarked
that. there is aa much difference’
between the !ettered and unlet-
tered as there is between the liv-
ing and the dead; factu‘a.lly an ex-
aggeration yei; expressing  the
truth” that we live very ‘little or
very much according to the extent
of our mental horlzons. and’ be-
tween the man who is sensutrve]y
and clearly thc?ughtful about llfe,
and the man who -merely exists in-
curiously or “who shuts himself
away from the truth and wonder
of life by a wall of iI*Iusioﬂ.'What.
“There “is ‘a

cr»ppled or chainéd and the mind

tween the ‘blind" and thoge who
see; between those who live fully
and those who g0 t:he petty, nar-
row way of creeds. The vyalue
of truth is that it adds immensely
to the range and meanlng of life.

2. What Use Rehgum’

It rehglon xs uot true—-—and the
'mtallectual objections  to it have]

advance of science—what then can
be said in its: favor? There is,’

pears, that 1t cannot be chsccw-
ered) : that he is not Just body
and mind but an m_v'lsi‘ble, indefin-
able spinit.” That. is flabbergasting
enough to the man who asks 3
concrete hold upon truth. Yet
contradwttmly réligion  teaches
that man is nothing very much of
his own self and right in the view
of God. that he is chiefly here to
swell with glorification the divine
vanity, and that he cannot follow
his own intelligence or his own im-
pulses but ‘must " count himself
subservient to a mysterious higher
power. Neither the evolutionary
truth about man, his animal ori-
gins and his material limitations,
nor yet the truth that man repre-
sents the: highest intelligence
known in the universe and that

therefore he must make his own|
world and live independently - of
any nlmagmed delty, is recogmzedi

by religion.

No, the tendeney of rehglon ls
to apply ax%ltram tests as to.what
is God’s will and the revealed way
of worshipful righteousness and
gimilar bunk instead of thinking
out things in a realistic, human
way. The mﬁueﬁces of heredity
and envxronrnent, as Well as the
individual' peculirities and the
sutbtly varied accidental ' circum-
'stances, that govern human be-

: .| human being. -

as T have mentioned, the dogmatl»f:,havmr are ignored fatuously by
insistence upon the truth.of- re-|relision, For any real light on
ligion as an absolute view of life this most important .problem, the
and the opportunistic plea that understanding of human nature,
religion is in certain ways useful we must turn in every instance to

to mankind regardless of its truth.
Those who put the question on this
ground of opportunism - or prag-
matism will have difficulty in find-
ing -any solid justification. = For
when we ask what in-the light of
our modern knowledge and needs’
is the value of religion, we can
discover no answer ' that would be
satisfactory to those who senti-
mentally ‘wish-to retain a kind of
extra-rational falth as a comfort- |
ing: illusion or as’ an - idealistic
sacial influence.

What, for examplewto put first
thmgs ﬁrsb-—can religion . tell us
about the actual world? .It offers|
no knowledge of. the natural forces
nor - of the soclal elements tha@

i

science. From religion we have
a queer mixture of certain alleg-
edly divine commands, certain pre-
cepts, certain assumptions about

to. begm m'bh, in. lgnormg the
social evolution and basis of whor-
ality and the realistic motives that
impel -human action. Does re-
ligion in any way clarify or even
consider the. economic, bioiogxcal
cultural, emotional elements that

make the nature of a2 man‘and de-!r1

termine his conduct? * Does it offer
us knowlege—or in its own favor- |t
ite - full-mouthed ~ word, =~ “‘inspira
tion”~—to deal with the :conditions
of life :and educat:mn of : human:
beings so: that  we' can - develop
toward civilized .ways - of living?
It certainly does not; but on the
contrary - there is .im. religion &
kind of thinking  (or: believing)
incompatible ‘with what modern

| stience téaches us soundly regard-

ing" ‘viatuye "and nurture of man,
conéerning: sociology and psychol-
ogy, and concerning, first and last,
the physiological responses of the
The morality of .re.
ligion, insofar as it is religious)
is quite arbitrary and unscientific;
therefore it “is. not merely useless
but harmful, diverting its follow-
ers from a ‘true auaiysia of life.

1t is, anyway, the pnmary mig-
take of these aspologlsts——t‘hese
men who, em!barrassed in their de-

fense of religion as thought, try|

to justify it as conduct—that they
confuse morality with réligion,
Evidently they would persuade us
that the two things are insepara-
ble, that without ome the other
would perish. It seems indeed
that almost everyvhmg, "regardless
of its plainly natural and non-re-
ligious source and significance, is
by one man or another attnbuted
to religion, Whatever man' does—

the nature and duty of man, which | if he discovers o natural law or
are baseless and many of which|builds a skyscraper or writes a

are quite foolish. At best, if it
may be called a “best,” religion
when it enters the field of mor-
ality tells man to be good; but it
doesn’t tell Mm ‘how to be good,
nor teach him’ p*lmanly to. kriow
himself, nor has it a convincing
explanation of . what constibutes
| goodness; even pious peaple among
themseives, starting from the same

dogmatic premiges, réach different.

comlusions about What is wvirtue.
And rehgwn does not conﬁne

the materlals w1th Wh]Lh we must .common-sense ﬁeld of behav;oi,
solve these problems. All that we, but lays down a set of  pietistic
know about nature, about how to, 'theological rules that are - valid
use it for -creative human pu1-i0n1y if one admits the. irrational
poses, and about how to survxvehdeas of religion by surrendering

in a world of reality (even though
we insist upon living at the same
time in a folly’s paradise of pretty
chimeras) is the result of scientific,
investigation. - No creed has ever,
in its character as a creed theo-
logical, . extended the boundaries’
of culture, of science, or of human
possibilities in doing things worth
while. Indeed, religion has never
been interested in the truth about
phenomena upon which we per-
torce depend for wrestling with
the problems that naturally and
steadily confront us. Tt is not
from this source of faith and folly
that men have obtained knowledge
to prevent and combat disease;
nor has religion given them, to
enumerate plainly, the facilitieg of
travel and communication; nor has
it enabled them to increase their
productivity — their wealth. and
power and thus their joy in life;
nor has it made possible for them
any of the conveniences and com-
forts that distinguish our modern
world; in short, religion has not
been instrumental in teaching men
how to live. In no way has this
pompous and fallacious influence
lightened the actual burdens of
men or made life definitely easier
and more understandable for them
or helped them in the struggle of
progress. Here—in practical, re-
sultful use for living—religion is

valueless. And ‘the

notoriously
apologists for faith admit as much
when they emphasizé that religion
reserves “spiritual” wministrations
for its proper field of activity.
Plainly stated. it offers us certain
forms of belief that have nothing
to do with reality or a tangible
understanding of the nature of |
things and of ourselves.

strength. A vain hope, once
thrown aside and forgotten, sim-
plifies and strengthens one’s char-
acter. He who leans upon some-
thing, imaginary or reéal, other
than himself undermines his own
powers or prevents them from de-
veloping at ail.

Is thought useful to life?” Is
man a mere automaton? If he is| What elge. then does religion
a thinking creature, and if the‘pev'ha,ps give. to man? Does it
activity of his mind is of the'help man to understand himself?
greatest significance i managing and how? As it gives no picture
his affairs and guiding him along oy a false one of nature, so it fills
the various paths of life, then it' .man to sanctimonious and gase-
is obvious that his mind should be!oyg repletion with bunk about him-
free and strong and, in a word, an'gelf.. One thing which religion
efficient machine. - Growth is the,pmmarny does is to deny the truth
ideal of life and the chains of re-lof man’s position in the world of
ligious belief prevent growth ofinatyre. It insists that man is or
the mind. | has something called a “soul” and

And, althoug'h beyond the appre-lthat this transcends his biological
ciation of the average man (yet relation to the animal world; ad-
open to-the discovery of any man|mitting perhaps that he is an ani~
who has the good fortune to be re-|mal, the ‘“soul” illusionists add
leaged from the fetters of dogma), {that he is something mystically
there is a rare intellectual satis-|more,” namely a. particularly fa-
faction in-the #ruth. After all,vored and. noble creature of God
life is never so fagcinating and' direct, having the divine implanted

. ‘ full jof drama, zestful urge and hm his nature (so skilfully, it ap:
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his reason into the keeping of the
creeds. Religiously regarded, it
is a virtue, for example, to believe
in God and Jesus and heaven and
so forth brain-distortingly, but
this is utterly apart from the real
question of what man is and what
he should do. Belief ig not a
virfue in itself. If we should use

the term virtue in comnection with

belief, we must say that only that
belief is worthy and good and at
all defensible which is arrived at
by honest and freely employed rea-
s0n, It is a virtue—if any
virtue there be in the matter—for
a man to believe what he thinks is
true: this at least should be the
justification of belief nor should
a man refuse at any time to recon-
sider his belief in the light of a
skeptical challenge to that belief.
The Christian may be honest
enough in lending credence to the
rigmarole of theology; but so is
the atheist perfectly honest and
true to his highest conscience in
rejecting the beliefs of the Chris-
tian. It is sufficiently evident that
religion does not throw any use-
ful light upon human nature. It
has absolutely nothing to offer you
or me in explanation of the work-
ing of our minds, the influences
that direct us and mold our na-
tures, the quality and guidance of
our impulses, or the adjustment
of ourselves individually to life.

In what other way may religion
possibly be usetul?  Well, we have
been told often enough that it is
the necessary basis of morality in
our social world; and that the in-
dividual cannot be good without
the sacred fortitude of faith. In

crude language the effangelist tells ‘

us and in more polished artful
phrase the more intelligent de-
fender of religion tells that society

would speedily  be. corrupted or

would go to smash if it were mot
for holiness doing business in its
archaic temples—for the preach-
ers—something, that is to say, be-
sides reason and plain sensible
morality and the motives of social
welfare. Yet where ‘ie the au-

thority fer the notion that religion|:
makes men better or that it is|

essential for social purposes? The

very laws of human behavior and|.

its 'scientifically -traced ramifica-
tions -are unknown to these. reli-
gious apologists. :Almost
teem to say in effect that men are
good- or bad according to whether

or not they HKsten to the preach-|

ers. They are decidedly in error,

LLC

poem or composes a symphony or
exhibits a sense of decency and
order in his relations with his
fellow man—it is absurdly alleged
that he has been ingpired thereto
by religion. But morality, using
that term.in its broadest and not
in a purltaulcal sense, is fa.r too
important. to be confined -to such

a narrow field as that of religion.

It is obviously. indispensable to the|
life of any social organization. -

‘Certain rules of 'behawor ‘were
evolved in human society as the
necessary protection of men. Had)
men never been deluded by re-
ligious . beliefs, were the. whole
record of religion absent from the
human story, we should have mor-
ality (4. e., a naturally selective
attitude toward conduct) just the
same. Taking first place in mor-
ality, of course, is the prevention
of actual injury by one man to an-
other. “Thou shalt not kill” and
all similar injunctions or laws
against hurtful encroachment upon
another’s person or proprety or
peaceful pursuits have no divine
origin nor do they stand in need
of any such origin, but are ob-
viously and
laws. There are again, the moral
ideas of honesty, kindness, respect
for the rights of one another’s
personality, and the like; and these
again plainly have their social

essentially human|

tions. Ine’v‘itably whera m
live together there is a:6¢
ten or ﬂnders’co@d

meérely others. At h 3 .
bring himself to g‘f:e? or ruin

Surely the oonduct of life 1§
important and - moral _questions,
properly considered, are of- hlg’h
concern. But it must be a -gensi-
ble: morality, It must be a con.
sideration of human rights, defir
nitely and fairly, and of ratienally
percejved effects in behavior. Mor+
ality, in short, must have a- ‘reals

.isti¢ ‘and social -sanction and. we

ignore  what - passes, - under. any
other pvetendcd ‘ganction, in ile
name. I gay only this much about
morality. (which 1 shall. discuss
more thoroughly at a later point
in this-study of a free man’s be+
liefs) “in order to show-the base-
lessness of Yhe familiar but- never
well supported .claim that piety ot
faith® in 'tehgiw is mntial o
roral life- -

A man's mixe&qus behsf is m'-
tainlg a poor guaranty, of ﬁqg
moral nature and on  the
hand many men get a:long my
well without the least religious
belief 'and manage -to- keep the
very ﬁnes«t character. . To pictare
a collapse of morality, ‘of the social
structure, with the downfall of
religion is to imagine the incredi=
blg paradox that society would not
be sufficiently interested nor abls
to maintajy itself apart from re-
ligious influence. If is to imagine
that if religion were to disappear
men would at once set murderously
upon -each other, begin to cheat
and lie without exception, and lose
all traces of kindliness and socis-
bility. * -Even so—a simple fact
| that we should #ot overlook in this
discussign—~religion seems wot to
perform; remarkably. well its
| boasted Imssmn of keeping up the
| moral-: tone and protecting the
gocial-order. - We have a great deal
of crime:'fh the world, which is
not effectively -dealt with on apy
réligious plan; what means of pro-
tection we have are realistic in
their - -nature. Morals too are
rather haphazard, but puritanical
dbjections inspired by religion do
not help us; and, anyway, there is
room for a good deal of what is
called “vice” in the world without
a- catastrophe such as tabernacle
howlers love to prophesy.

And still we inquire vainly,
“What use religion!” Oh, yes, we
are assured that religion with its
hope of immortality is actually
a vital inspiration to man’s carry-
ing on his life at all. What keeps
us working, loving, playing, think-
ing and planning in this theater
of human action is the idea that
we will be translated when we die
into a heavenly sphere, so that we
can believe our efforts here aras
not wasted; thus do the pious

“The First Hundred Million”
By 5 /f&/qel&ao...-%g :

Octavo

Clothbound, 300 Pages

$3.00

The Tale the Little Blue Books Tell

INE years :go E. HALDEMAN-JULIUS began his publishing career
with a reprint of The Rubaiyat—and an idea. Today this
famous series includes 1,324 titles and has sold over 100,000,009

copies.

. Here is the story behind the Little Blue Books. It ia

|. Do Americans want to be debunked?

they

more than a record of the unparalleled success of one individual and
one idea. It is more than the chronicle of an amazing experiment,
comparable to Ford’s, in mass production. It is essentially a sigmifi-
cant’ commenwry on the psychelogy of the American people. .- .

What do people read when they have their choice for a nickel? Whatﬁ
is their attitudeé toward sex? How popular are books on free thought?
Will there ever be a large
number of well-read Americans? Can the classics be rejuvenated ?
. The people of America have recorded their answers to these
questmns in the form of 100.000,000 book-ballots. E. HALDEMAN-
JULIUS’S story of a great publishing adventure charts their startling
replies. It is a story told honestly and without reserve, for the fail-
ures among the books are as significant as the successes. Out of the
humming pressroom of a gigantic commercial enterprise comes a
startling analysis of the American mind. . . . This book,. octavo, 800
pages, is now ready for immediate delivery at $3 per copy postpaid.

NO DELAY ! READY FOR IMMEDIATE DELIVERY!

The Story of an Adventure Telling What
America Wants to Read "

$3 for “The First Hundred Million” Postpaid
HALBEMAN-JULIUS COMPANY, Girard, Kansae
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argwe —- without religion, man
rould simply He down and “give
up his ghost.” Must one really
take the trouble to knock over this
childish ‘argument? The will to
live is so streng' that even under
the :most difficult, painful and
hopeless ‘circumstances men still
hang an to their brief but strange-
ly “precious mortality. Life in-
stinctively fights for survival. The
beasts: in the field are not kept
alive by the hope that they have
a home ready in heaven, but they
cling to life no less persistently.
And with men“there is additionally
the awaremess that life, after all,
is ~intelligible and desirable and
indeed, fascinating within ' the
limits - of mortal experience. Para-
phrasing Shakespeare, we may 38y
that men have died from time to
time and worms have eaten them
but they have not died in despair
because they had ceased to believe
m immortality. The . reasonable
view, of course, is that when a
man realizes that this is the only
life he will have he will be all the
more desirous to make it yield him
joy and significance dnd because,
@0 to speak, it is his sole posses-
mion of certainty he will not there-
fere the move readily throw it
away.. Om this ground, as on all
other grounds, religion is seen to
be of me value practically just as
it is of mo walue intellectually.

3. Dead Faith and Living Truth

Yesterday belonged to religion.
Today and tomorrow helong to
science. And when I say “reli-
gion” I do not mean sentiment nor
poetry mor efhics nmor any emgo-

tional, moral sensitiveness with re-
gard to life; religion is°a mystical,

jrrational, dogmatic attitude . to-i

ward man and nature—a pretended
explanation of life which does
mot even faintly explain—a form
wf belief that is without intelligi-
fle hasis or signmificance. Dead
faiths—thosé old, rusty, heavy
chains for the ymind—those pre-
gcientific guesses and feas about
the world—what have we to do
with them in this insistently real-
istic modern age? We have no
more use for the ideas of religion
than we have for the old-fashioned
stage coach and tallow candles. .
What we must have is living
truth for our very present and
progressive needs. - How pitiably
ridiculous for a man to cling to
the old, unscientific ways of judg-
ing life when science has revolu-
tionized our conceptions and, how-
ever superficial our knowledge of
science in detail, we can at least
be familiar with its broad conclu-
sions; and when too we can look
critically and candidly at life for
ourselves—a plain weH-working
faculty for observation and an-
alysis being sufficient to expose
for us the fallacies of religion.
. We know that we must die, and
to the best of our knowledge death
is exactly what # seems to be—
well, all the more reason why we
ghould be zealous to live while we
may. Thinking rationally, we can

realize that all the faith and mays-
ticism and arbitrarily posed be-
lief in the world will met bring
us understanding nor assist us in

mally alter the facts with which
we, deal.” Then what else remains
but to ‘employ our wits sanely,
acquire all the knowledge and ex-
perience which we possibly can,
stick-to sound wvalues and be no
more idly and childishly detuded
by hoary vanities that are but the
shadows of the intellectually grop-
ing past.

Comme, my beloved, fill the cup that
-clears S

Today of past megrets and future
., fears:

T.ovfngrow? Why, tomorrow I shall

Myself with yesterday’s seven thou-
sand years. Dol :
In being oneself, free-minded
and alert and resolute, is all that
can or meed be. Life has only a
human significance, insofar as it
is at all intelligible and purpose-
ful. Judge all things in the light
of this real world and ‘its possible
aims and evident limitations: only
in this way can we enjoy to the
full what life really has to offer:
thus and mot otherwise shall we
functfion as reasonable beings.
‘Are there limits to our knowledge?
Well, it is only ignorantly that
we can assume to go beyond these
limits: we shall be neglecting what
lies p}ain}y before us for some-
thing that is less substantial thaa
a shadow. Human knowledge has
grown amazingly within the past
hundred years. It will doubtless
continue to grow during the mext
hundred years. Let us grow with
the growth of knowledge—with
the living truth—but let us not
linger vainly over the relics of
. dead faith that mark where knowl-
edge passed: where knowledge
passed and continued triumph-
antly, realistically on its way.

That Which We Call a Rose
Editorial Opinion of The New Re-
pu)blic (Jan. 9, 1929).

‘The .recent confession of Mr.
E. Haldeman-Julius, publisher of
five-cent culture for the millions,
added . something modern and
American to the philosophy which
Shakespeare put into Juliet’s
speech in the balcony scene. The
The clever business man Lknows
that the choice of a name for his
flower or other commodity is quite
as important as the quality of the
commodity itself. That which he
calls a cigarette or a cake of soap
might smell as sweet by any other
word, but he christens it Lucky
Strike or Palmolive and walks
away with the  business. The
science of advertising teaches us
that it is not the Ding an Sich
that the public - likes, but the
aroma of sexual or economic suc-
cess with which it is surrounded.
To popularize a rose we must link
it with something else—with the
 charming lady whose bosom it
graces, with the eminent executive
who keeps one on his desk to sniff
between his world-shaking decis-
ions. Or we must hold up the
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BOSTON

By UPTON SINCLAIR

A Novel of Sacco and Vanzetti

B

see about it. Unfortunate for

OSTON banmed Upton Sinclair's novel “OIL!” and the author went to

Boston, but fortunate for the lover

of literature, because it brought about the writing of a great novel.

AR Beston is here; “blue-bloods” and Italian anarchists, bankers and
blackmailers, judges, governors, college presidents, the toiling masses, and
all varieties of “Reds,” a huge and crowded canvas, portraying a whole

civilization.
The main thread of the novel is

the Sacco-Vanzetti case. Here for the

first time the whole truth of the case is told in print; not a brief for the

defense, but permanent history.

Bomb-plots, spies and deportations, all the

wild adventures of war-days; the amazing origin of the case in a “detec-
tive machine”; blackmailing officials, an intriguing district attorney, a

fanatical Puritan judge; seven years

of melodrama, invented by “the Great

Noveljst who makes up history”’; a heart-shaking climax, the most tremen-

dous tragedy of the class struggle
writes Floyd Dell. “There has never

in America. “Absolutely masterly,”
been eny fiction quite like this, The

methed really comstitutes a great literary invention.” )

JUST PUBLISHED!?

Don't miss this latest masterpiece by the author of “100 Per-
cent,” and “The Jungle.” Twe big volumes, bound- in green cloth.

Price, postpaid . ...

MAIL THIS B

...... AU 1% 1

LANK TODAY

Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard, Kansas.

Enclosed ts $5.26, for which
novel “Boston” (in ¢we volumes

NRME ...onsevninesanrnssssasvess Address....

please send Upton Sinclair’s aew |
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the problems of life mer infinitesi-

hridesus spectacle of the pariah
in the cemmuters’ club car whe
has refused to buy a green-house
and comsequently. is forced to go
to his office roseless and shunmed.
It #s one of Mr. Haldeman-Julius’
contributions to popular education
that he has discovered that inrthe
matter of merchandising there is
no essential difference between
roses and eigsrettes, eakes of soap
and books. .

Mr. Haldeman-Judius’ titles are
so numerous and the volume of his
sales so fantastic as to make his
business almost a barometer of
plebeian taste. He does mot appeal
to those whe buy literature by the
yard or who regard it as a,detail
of interior decoration. Nor, ap-
parently, do his clients often know
exactly what they are buying when
they purchase one of his five-cent

Little Blue Books. :'They buy by
the labels. There are, of course,
exceptions. “The Rubaiyat of

Omar Khayyam,” which sells at
the rate of 50,000 copies a year,
obviously ; demands some previous
acquain . This is also true of
the plays 'of Shakespeare, which,
incidentally, are headed by ‘“‘Romeo
and Juliet,” with a sale of 14,500
copies, of “Dr. Jekyll and Mr.
Hyde,” of “The, Man ‘Without a
Country,” and of biographies im
general. In such cases @ cerbain
amount of good will has already
been created, either by sg'h'ool
teachers or by quotations and ref-
erences in the mnewspapers and
popular periodicals. The motion
picture may also have played its
part. But as a rule, according to
Mr. Haldeman-Julius’ own testi-
mony, which is amply borne out
by his catalogue, it is the thing
that a book is called that sells it.

Some easy conclusions may be
drawn. “A Book of Comic Poems”
is more than twice as good a seller
as “A Book of Humorous Verse.”
The public -likes slapstick and the
belly laugh. It is“mot so fond of
the quiet chuckle. Oscar Wilde’s
poems are twice as popular as
those of Robert Burns, his nearest
competitor on the list of British
versifiers. Perhaps he would sell
a little better, whitever the title,
for the scandal of his later years
encourages a reader to hope for
gsome indecent passage.
Mr. Haldeman-Julius makes certain
of his 40,000 annual readers by
calling the volume, not by what is
probably Wilde’s best known poem,
“The Ballad of Reading Gaol,” but
“Harlot’s House - and  Other
Poems.” Greek and Roman dramas
are hard to sell, but “The Bac-
chantes” of FEuripides goes. into
12,000 pockets annually—obvious-
ly, thinks Mr. Haldeman-Julius.
because “its title ‘implies joyous
dancers or some similar fGdea.”
Perhaps it is also bought as a
gesture of defiance against the
Volstead Act. Stevenson’s “Apol-
ogy for Idlers” is doing poorly.
Mr. Haldeman-Julius decides that
“America has no hankering
read about excuses for laziness”
but believes he might put the book
acrogss if he could make a new
title showing that “what Steven-
son is really talking about is lei-
sure for cultural betterment.”
Cellini sells well. Why shouldn’t
he? He is “described in the Lit-
tle Blue Book catalogue and ad-
vertisements as a notorious mur-
derer, lover and miscellaneous sin-
ner.” With that to recommend
him the public can forgive him
for being a great artist and mak-
ing #he Perseus. Of course, Homo
Sapiens Americanus is not exclu-
sively interested in sin and vice.
He likes philosophy, particularly if
it has a bitter note: Nietzsche has
45,000 sales annually. He wants
to improve himself and to succeed.
E. W. Howe has contributed five
titles to the Blue Book library.
One book by E. W. Howe is proba-
bly about as good as another, for
the flavor of the man is in all of
them. But four of these booklets,
with nondescript labels, sell re-
spectively at the rate of 20,000,
13,000, 11,000 and 5,000 copies.
The fifth, Mr. Howe wanted to call
“Preaching of a Brother-in-Law of
the Church.” Mr. Haldeman-Julius
tagged it. .instead, as ‘‘Success
Easier Than Failure,” and now
77,000 Americans buy it every
year.

One 7s reluctant do accuse Mr.
Haldeman-Julius of selling his
goods under false pretenses. Yet,
if the phrase were not libellous,
one would have to say that in
some cases he’does so. He sells,
an article that is insidiously bet-
ter than many of his readers
would knowingly buy. He tricks
the tabloid mmtelligence into ac-
cepting—perhaps even' liking—a
Harvard classic. - This is more
than a mére matter of titles, but
the title is as good an illustration
as amy. There musat be thousands
of readers who "pick up a Blue

+A
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Book with the hope of having their
lower matures appealed to, and
who find, perhaps when it is too
late, that they are being educated
and uplifted. TYHose who have had
personal experience eof the fear
and loathing with which editors o
magazines for Mr. Haldeman-
Julius’ public turm away frem any-
thing remotely suggesting the
highbrow, can enly marvel at the
feat. Yet ome suspects behind this
experiment a glittering truth, of
value te all who write and all 'who
educate. How much of human
thought and knowledge has been
rendered unacceptable because it
was wrongly labelled? - How much
has the snobbery of learming and

cause? Mr. Haldeman-Julius has
gone to an opposite extreme. His
books go forth in overalls and in
headgear with ravelled ribbons
and stained sweat-bands. They
drop in at.the barber shop and
are not above telling the kind of
st(_mies that used to be told in
m.lxe.d company—or, mere often,
hinting slyly that they could tell
such stories if they would. They
are like preachers who button
their collars in front and take the
name of the Lord their God in
vain. By doimg this they get a
hearing. Plato and Voltaire, Mar-
cus Aurelius and Tolstoy thus
speak to an audience which other-

culbure dome to betray its own.

wise would have mnome of them.
Omne suffers occasional shocks im
Jooking over Mr. Haldeman-Julius’
lists and observing under what
strange disguises some of one’s
literary heroes mrasquerade.

~Yet it is perhaps mot altogether
a masquerade, after all. There is
a vulgar vulgarity, an indecent in-
decency . on which a ‘whole classi-
fication of newspapers, magazines,
books, plays and motion pictures
thrive and multiply. There is an-
other kimd of vulgarity and inde-
cency without which, ome may
venture e say, no great litera-
ture—nor evem any great literary
figure—ever existed. Mr. Halde-
man-Julius’ books amd titles of
‘course do not fall as a whole un-
der either species. But where he
makes what a cultured individual
may consider a vulgar appeal,
where he leads his prospective
reader to hope for a lip-smacking
passage or two,, it may be that he
is coming closer to the essence of
literature than any of the pro-
fessors. For Lliterature is mnot
what s found in libraries, it is
what people read. If Mr. Halde-
man-Julius tinvents a title for a
book which makes his public read
it, perhaps he has, better than
most others, described that book.
Apprentices could do worse than
spend a year or two of graduate
study in his culture factory.

BY ISAAC

Advance veports of thig

Orchestra makes the air
with its musical adventures.
ish, I should say;
at short notice,
tive committees
city. As is the

IN THE WORLD OF BOOKS

GOLDBERG

“THE END OF ST. PETERSBURG”
1 picture had been so flattering that a
garge :_;udzence turned out for the first night in Boston. T
lled, in fact, the large hall in which, weekly, the Boston Symphony
melodlous—gnd sometimes cacophonous—
) That audience was predominantly Jew-
moreover, it was predominantly radical. You could,
have callted' a meeting of at least a half-dozen execu-
of the various trades and labor organizations of the
way, again, with Jewish audiences,
the .ﬁnal moment in the vestibules
habit left over f:rom synagogue days in the old count
beadle had to drive the congregation in for the services,

It almost

they lingered until
and the corridors; it must be a
, When the

However, |

larg;‘;lerj I‘:’P:}I:;niél‘zr?'ect;on of “The End of St. Petebrurg,” then, was
bt the presidinl'l e of a radical demon§trat10n. It was not long

ding organist had swung into The Internationale; it
was not long tbe'f?re eager hands were applauding the libertarian sen-
timents of the titles and of the protagonists. I dare say that more
than one of the specta.tors went back to work mext morning with a
smoldering grudge against his employer, ready to behold in him the
symbol of a blind, driving, headlong system of exploitation, Were
the Boston censors wise—wise for’ their own and for their masters’
‘interests—they. might - have - considered forbidding the run of. this
picture. But who speaks of censors and wisdom in the same breath?

- L R R TN IR

The. picture disavows Soviet propagandism; it is not, like “Potem-
kin,” history, although it uses fiction to bring out the lessons of his-
torical events. But one character, that of Kerensky, is taken from
iife. There is no Soviet propaganda, perhaps; the picture stops short
of the Bolshevik triumph, when St. Peterburg becomes Leningrad.
The undercurrent, however, is unmistakable.

The interest is centered, not upon persons but upon scenes and
events. 'There is irony in the juxtaposition of the “shot.” The
director, intent upon creating an atmosphere of rebellion, rather than
in exploiting his own personality, subordinated everything to the
themes of revolt and liberation. The actors are amateurs, we are
told; the acting is so vivid as to make one forget, at times, that this
‘s merely a picture. There is no prettifying; the peasant women
are peasant women, and not, as in our own pictures, haughty dames
who have put on a very neatly laundered peasant costume, parading
xbout in hygienic settings with patent-leather pumps and immaculate
anderwear (if they wear it). The war scenes make one squirm with
1neasiness; by emphasis upon a concrete, yet symbolic, detail the
mpersonal cruelty of the whole madhouse is brought home to us. A
‘ace and arm protruding from a bed of thick mud . and you
nave the horror of death in the trenches., Pandemonium on the stock
sxchange. . . A strike in the munitions factory. . Grinning
torture in the police station. . . Gaunt hunger in a workingman’s
cellar. . . . The details are combined with skill.

As an artistic entity, however, the picture leaves much to be
desired; so, for that matter, did “Potemkin.” In the tale of the
mutiny, however, there was a finer sense of crisis and climax. *“The
End of St. Peterburg” disregards crisis and climax; its transitions
from proletarian slavery to the provisional government, and especially
from the provisional government to the triumph of Lenin, are harsh;
they come abruptly (unless the film has been tampered with), as it
to say, “The outcome is the thing; all the rest is history.”

The beauties of the film, then, are in its frequent photographic
felicities, in its ironical contrasts, in its pictorial commentary. The
director reveals himself as a fine technician, but he has deliberately,
it would seem, shirked the prablems and the finer victories of the
cinema at its best. There is beauty in this material—more than he
has captured. 1f, to their skill with detail, the Russian directors
would aim at and achieve an organic, an interpenetrating unity, they
would leave the rest of the cinematic world far in the rear.

IN QUEST OF PERFECT TASTE

AN OUTLINE OF ESTHETICS. Edited with Introductory Notes
by Philip N. Youtz, and consisting of the following volumes: *The
World, The Arts And the Artist,” by Irwin Edman; “The Judgment
of Literature,” by Henry Wells; “The Mirror of the Passing World,”
by M. Cecil Alen; “With Eyes of the Past,” by Henry Ladd, and
“Scientific Methods in Esthetics,” by Thomas Munro. W. W, Norton
& Company, New York. $5 the set.

Let me begin by breaking the first rule of book-reviewing : ‘that
is, by reviewing the publisher’s announcement rather than the works
themselves, For the set, as a whole, is a fine one, and well worth
owning by all who wish to penetrate behind the caprices of taste to
their sources in the human personality. ‘‘The writers.,” says the
jacket, “have abandoned the hackmeyed jargon of the art book and
taken a fresk approach to an old subject. . They speak simply
without techmical claptrap.” And so on. Well, 1 have my doubts on
that score. These five gentlemen, not to speak of their editor, go at
their work with unrelieved earnestness; they are technical, and I don’t
see why they shouldn’t be so, without apology. Nor do I see, for that
matter, why the sound technical method should necessarily. be coupled
with the derogatory term of ‘claptrap.” This may be a primer of
esthetics, but it connotes a certain. amount of abstract thinking, so
why “kid” the prospective student? If there is anything that ill-
adapted persons should keep away from it, is esthetic study. This is
not a science; it can’t be taken into the laboratory and measured off,

although -laboratery. experiments are exceedingly valuable, It calls for
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a peculiarly responsive temperament, not for the easy gushing of
ready ravers. oo o

The books. are generally well written. Too much space, it seems
to me, is given to painfing, and certainly too little to music. The
best rounded of the volumes is- undoubtedly that by Professor Irwin
Edman of Columbia, a gifted young man with the serenity of one
twice his age. Mr. Munro’s is packed with meaty suggestion. The
set as a whole is certainly mot for the beginner; it has most value
for one who has already been initiated into the contradictions of the
subject. For such a eone, however, it should prove especially valuable
in opening uwp avenues of personal research, '

AN ANSWER TO 12,000 LETTERS

HOWS AND WHYS OF HUMAN BEHAVIOR. By George A.
Dorgey, Ph.D. New York. Harper & Brothers. $3.50. ; '

After Dr. Dorsey had published his “Why We Behave ,L’l‘ke ~Hur:
man Beings,” some twelve regiments of them sat down to write him
letters for further information. - What did they ask him? . Well, to
judge from his chapter headings, they wanted to know all sorts of
things: why they were gamblers by nature, why they fell- for. one
another, why they slept so much, how they could be happy though
married, why they weren’t happy even if they were single, why they
should try to control their emotions, and so on, through the list.
Dorsey wrote the answers in a simple, easy style, carrying the infor-
mation with wit and convincingness, and here it is, reprinted from
the columns of the Cosmopolitan and the American Magazines. ;

The volume, taking it by and large, is “inspirational,” but in &
new, a scientific sense. Beyond a doubt we can get far more out of
our bodies and our brains than we do. In fact, the book forms a fine
antidote to the inferiority complex that so many men and women
nurse affectionately through lives that should be fuller and happier.

An Qutline of Human Progr‘esv,s‘
- From a Debunker’s Viewpoint

UTLINES of various kinds have appeared, but E. Haldeman-Julius

is the first to provide an Outline of Bunk. He is the ﬁrstvvqnd the

only writer to survey the entire history of man—all the activities of
the human race—from a candid point of view which denounces bunk from
beginning of recorded history until today. E. Haldeman-Julius, in his role
of debunker extraordinary, is beyond a doubt the one person wri¢ing today
who could have procured such ‘a book: as this Outline of Bunk—and he has
written it, with a gusto which will invigorate and delight his readers, and
all those who become his readers because of a deep-seated conviction that
any war on bunk is a fight worth supporting. o

The Outline of Bunk is something new in the field of ‘popular surveys
of the spectacle of man multiplying, living and dying on this little earth
we call ours. It is a huge clothbound book of some 500 pages—142,000
words—which takes a vantage point such that the chronicle of mankind
can be related with emphasis on the salient pieces of bunk which have
made the story fraught with folly, falsehood, and failure. E. Haldeman-
Julius is thoroughly frank. He makes no truce with any group -er class.
Whether it is bunk in politice, religion, sex, or whatever—he calls it by
the only name it deserves and relegates it to the scrap-heap in his s€arch-
ing analysis for what is worth keeping and worth perpetuating in the long
tale of man’s rise to power on the earth. )

Monumental is an adjective which fittingly describes this work., It is
the culmination of E. Haldeman-Julius’ career as an outspoken, straight-
from-the-shoulder debunker. That he has long had such a work in mind
there can now be no doubt, for the scope of this book is the result of long
deliberation. The book stands out by its all-inclusiveness, i¢s penetrating
delving into the past for the roots, the origins, the ultimate vicious and
perhicious sources of bunk in all its guises. For bunk has long been in
the world under various names. Bunk has been hidden in many a poison-
ous pellet coated with a layer of sweet-tasting and outwardly harmless
sugar. Even to those who have for a long time flattered themselves that
they are debunked, many of the more insidious and subtle forms of bunk
may never have appeared as such.

The Outline of Bunk is a worthy epitome of E. Haldeman-Julius’ own
philosophy, which has matured and ripened into a. cenfirmed hostility to all
forms and varieties of bunk, but which includes as well a sincere apprecia-
tion of the beautiful, the meritorious, the admirable, as judged by the
standards of a twentieth-century civilized citizen of the world. Te all
those who have se often belittled him for al,“.rays crying, .“Down with b}mk!”
—and, supposedly, denouncing him for tearing dow? \Znthout ever building
up—E. Haldeman-Julius offers this book. Here, within the cevers of one
large volume, is the answer to any criticism of this kind. For it will be
found that the second part of this imposing work has for its keynote, “Up

with all that is truly wort¢h while!”

CONTENTS OF “THE OUTLINE OF BUNK”
27 Chapters---500 Pages---142,000 Words

PART I. OUTLINE OF BUNK
I We Bring Bunk on the Stage and Introduce
Two Old Friends—the Bunk-Shooter and the
Debunker
(1) What Is Bunk? (2) The Ethics of Bunk:
(3) The Origin and Nature of Bunk: (4) The
Ways of Bunk: (5) The Debunker and the
Skeptical Atfitnde
71 In Religion—Supreme Bunk of History—We
Sec How Bunk Has Thriven Upon the Igne-
rance of Man
(1} The Meaning of Religion:
Origin ip Human Ignorance? (3) Why Men
Believe: (4) The Conflict of Faith and Rea-
(5) The Social Influence of Religion

IIT Rulers of Men Have Had Their Ups and
Downs, Yet Bunk Has Always Ridden 1
the Band Wagoen
(1)The Human Nature of Goverament: (2)

Man as Slave and Rebel: (3) The love of

Power and Privilege; (4) T.ooking at Demoec-

racy

IV War's Insanity Is the Most Tragic Lesson
of Ages of Bloody Rule by Bunk and Brutal
Force
(1) The Folly and Tragedy of War: (2) The

Triumphs of Peacefu] Culture; (3) Patriotism

or Humanity: (4) Lest We Forget: 1914-18

V Out of Social Life a Strange Mixture of
Moral Ideas Has Evolved—Not Without the
Aid of Bunk
(1) Are Morals Inspired or Evolved? (2) The

Role of Traditions and Institutions: (3) The

Conflict Between Paganism and Puritanism

V1 In Man’s Sex Ideas and Behavior, Natural
Sense and Social Policy and Bunk Have Been
Confused
(1) Map in Nature and Society: (2) Some

Elements of Sex Morality: (3) Sex ard Cal-

ture:” (4) A Modern View of Sex ‘

VII In Man’s Account of Himself Bunk and
Truth Have Intermingled in a Curious Yet
Clear Way
(1) Map Makes His Own Record: (2) Facts

and Opinloms in History; (3) Romance—Propa-

zanda—Realism

VIII Intimidated by the Bunk of Dogma and
“‘Public Opinion,”” the Average Man Has Let
Others Do His Thinking ,
(1) How Man Has Been Told What to Be

lieve; (2) The Fear of Public Opinion; (3)

The Viewpoint of Class or Party; (4) Can a

Man Think for Himself?

IX Entirely Surrounded by Bunk, Few Have
Been Able to See Themselves Aas They Are
(1) Do We Rnow Onrselves? (2) The Ways

of Self-Deception: :3) Psychology, Ol ama

New: (4) ‘‘Knrow Thyself’’

X The Riddles of Mysticism—Weapons
Bunk—Have Done WMuch to Befuddle
Human Mind .

(1) Speaking in Riddles: (2) Philosophy Ex-
presses—and Proposes: (3) The Danger of Mys-
ticism
XI Has Anyone Ever Spread Any Form et

Bunk That Would Help te Improve the Situ.

atior of the Race?

(1) What Price Bunk? (2) This Life 1Is
Real: (3) New Factors in Progress; (4) Dark
Past and Bright Future
XII We Examine Critically the Beliefs eof the

Past and Give a Modern Report of Them

(1) The Faith of the Fathers; (2) Social Life
in The Past: (3) Ol@ World and New; (4)
Survival and Change
XII1 An Attempt to List a Few of the Super.

Bunk-Shoeters and Their Rackets

(1) ‘Some Leaders of Democracy; (2) Sky
Pilots and Prephets

(2) A Dirine

30n:

or
ice

XIV A Miscellaneous Company of Bunk-Shoote
ers—From Eddie Guest to S. Parkes Cadman
(1) Our Moral Guardians: (2) Journalistic

and Literary Bunk-Shooters; (3) A Miscella-

neous Company

XV Here We Review Some of the ‘‘Bunkettes’
—Morsels of Bunk Afflicting Most of Us
(1) *‘Common Sense’’; (2) Glimpses of Char-

acter; (3) A Curious Collection

PART II. ADMIRATIONS OF A DEBUNKER

XVI The Object of the Debunker Is to Make
Life More Sane, Better Ordered, and More
Enjoyable
(1) Crities’ Pleasure: (2) What Is the De-

bunker’s Object? (3) Ideas and Ideals

XVII The Debunker Is Always Ready to An-
preciate the Immense, Varied and Sslendid
Virtues of Civilization
(1) The Leng Jourmey: (2) The Surpcrior

Tacnlties of Man; (3) Cities and Civilizstion

XVIII A Glance at Man's Intevesting Past angd
the Forces That Liberated Him
(1) Common Sense About the Past: (2) The

Pagan World: (3) The Awakening of Euvope;

(4) The Revelution and Rationalism; (5) The

Industrial Age

XIX The Most Inveterate Debunker Counts
Among His Admirations the Superior Men of
History
(1)The Race and the Individual; (2) Types

of Greatness; (3) Selfishness and Altruism;

(4) Genius and Popular PEducation

XX The Debunker Feels Free to Admire the
Incontestable Triumphs of Human ®enius
(1) The Triumph of Expression: (2)-Among

the Masters; (3) The Spice of Variety

XXI Man’s Record as a Thinker, Despite All
His Errors, Is Worthy of Sincere Admiration
{1) The Beginnings of Thought: (2) The

Role of Philosophy: (3) The Personal Motive;

f4) Some Aspects of Ideallsm: (5) The Critie

and the Skeptie

XXII We Admire Man’s Laughter, Ecstasy,
Courage, Sympathy and Sense of Wonder
(1)The Humor of Man: (2) The Eestasy of

Man: (3) The High Courage of Man; (4) The

Sywpathy of Man: (5) The Wonder of Man

XXIII Man’s Creative Art Has HMastened a
Richly Artificial and Artistic Life .

(1) Art—A Broad View; (2) Ruins of Gran-
deur: (3) At and Religion; (4) The Human
Vuine of Arit (5) The World of Today
XXIV—~We Admire 8cience, Without Which

We Should Lose in Wealth, Power, Knowle

edge. Comfert and Freedom

(1)The World Without Science; . (2) The
Strnggle of Science; (3) The Triumph of Prog.
ress; (4) The Age of 'Tramsition )
XXV We Admire the Medern Spirit Because

;fifn” Expanded, Liberated and Brightened

()

(1). The Modern Spirft; (2) Free€om ot
Thought: (3) The Rights of Persomality: (4)
Joy im Life: (5) Leoking Toward the Fnture
XXVI We Admire Shaw, France, Waells,

Hardy, Conrad, Brandes, Ellis, McCabs and

Some Other Mcderms

(1) The Spirit eof Literature; (2) Great Mod-
ern Writers:. (3) Four [Leaders of Thought;
(4) Other Writers We Admire: (5) Modernism
i» American Literature
XXVII Whatover the Issus, Debunkers Wilk

Always Be Found on the Side of Frectel

and Pregress

(1) Something Abcut Human Nature; (¥
Friend or Enemy: (3) The Verdict of Time;
(4) In Conclusion

ORDER BLANK FOR “THE OUTLINE OF BUNK"
Haldeman-Julins Publications, Girard, ' '

Kansas

1 enclose herewith $4 for which send me one copy of “The Outline of:
Bunk.” clothbound, by B, Haldeman-Julius, -

Name
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