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nolly, but at that time his knowledge
of the implacable elass war was not
complete. He now realized, however,
that Connolly's insistence on econo
mic  determinism was the strongest
part ‘of his faith. (Applause.) The
problem they had to face was neither
politieal  nor economie but a foul
moral whose only ecure was
the knife
way of bringing about the change in

caneer
(Applause.) The safest

a peacefu! way, and in order to avert
bloodshed, was to prepare for it now
(Loud applause.)

Miss Norah Connolly, who received
an enthusiastie ovation, spoke under

the stress of great emotion. She said

and worked in Glasgow, but also be-
cause he had lived and died for the
workers. (Loud applause.) After the
1916,

was lying a prisoner, thg first organ

Rebellion  in when her father
to cry out for his blood was that of

William Martin Murphy
cries of ‘“Shame!’’)

(Hisses and
Her father lay
in bed unable to move, for one of his
legs had been shattered in two places
and he had been shot through the
arm, and it was while he was in this
condition that an informal court-
martial was held around his bed, he
himself having to be propped up with
pillows. (Hoots and hisses.) She saw

him after the court-martial, when he

when it was too late, that the blood
of -l;nnt:\ Connolly had sanetified his
teachings, and that Capitalism was
no lenger safe. In 1916, the workers
in Treland were mnot organized at
all, but today they were organized in
In 1916, the funds of
Workers’
They were @own
and out. with only five branches and
5000 members, but today they had
400 branches, with 12000 members.

Today the workers

every county.
the Irish Transport

were down to £96

‘v“i'lll

(Loud applause.)
Ireland

wards the

all over were marching to-

Socialist  Republic  for

which James Connolly had died

(Loud Applause.)
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group a)t"pln-lluna(-:nn. But it no more
has a moral dmplication, or a pro-
gressive implication, or a levelling up
implication than has the law of
gravitation or the law of chemical
affinity. 1t may result in one or the
other, it has resulted in one or the
other; its operations make here for
progress, and there for stagnation or
retrogression, but it is only called
the one or the other by us. Evolution
knows only adaption and equilibrium.
Whether that adaptation spells a level-
ling up or a levelling down is quite
another matter.
The Direction of Evolution.

Confining our attention to animal
society, how is evolution expressed?
Primarily, what we have is adapta-
tion. If an animal is to live it must
be adapted to its surroundings to the
extent of heing able to overcome those
forces that threaten its existence
That is a commonplace: all it says
is, that if an animal lives it must be
able to live; but all truths are com-
monplaces—when one sces them
Still, if we only had adaptation to
vm-\‘i«lw, and if the environment in
relation to which adaptation was to
be secured remained constant, all we
should have would be the deaths of
all not able to live, the survival of
hetter endowed specimens: but there
wonld be no movement that could be
called progression or retrogression
This arises because the environment
itseif changes. FEither the
conditions undergo a change, or the
pressure of numbers on the means of
subsistence initiate a struggle as to
their possession. The consequence is
the introduction of a new quality into
the process of adaptation. It be-
comes a question of a greater endow-

material

ment of the particular qualities that
spell survival. And that
way to what we call progress—or the

paves the

reverse. IFor one must observe that
evolution is as evident whether the
movement is in the direction of, or
from, what we ecall

away progress.

“

1t levels neither “up’ nor ““down;”’
what it does is to secure a ecertain
measure of accommodation between
an organism and its surroundings. Up
and down is as relative in biology as
it is in astronomy. In nature there
is neither better nor worse, neither
high nor low, there are only differ-
ences, and if that had been borne in
mind a great many theistic apologies
would never have seen the light, nor
have so often

would non-theists

weakened their case by using a

watered-down form of the theistie

argument.
Evolution and Progress.

What
speaking of

ground is there, -then, foi

evolution as ‘“‘levelling
up,”” or of its being a
\.u!‘l('

sion (if one must use these terms) is

])['w)gl'l'\\i\ C

foree whatever Retrogres-

as common in nature as progression
On the one hand, we have aquatic
ife giving rise to mammalian life
On the other hand, we have mam-
malian life taking again to an aquatie
existence. Here, we have a “‘lower”’
form of life giving way to a ‘‘high-
er’’ form; and, there, we have the
higher being supplanted by a lower
And, on the whole
more persistent than are the higher

ones. There are certain lowly forms

lower forms are

that were in existence long before the
appearance of man, and which will
most probably be the last form of
life to disappear
globe. The argument with which the
Theist seeks to meet a mechanistie
conception of nature, namely, that
evolution is a law of* progress, -that
it implies a goal, and is the realiza-

tion of a plan, is wholly fallacious.

from a worn-out

From a secientific point of view it is
meaningless chatter. Science knows
nothing 6f a plan, or an end, or even
of progress in nature. All these are
conceptions that we humans ecreate
for our own convenience. They are
so many standards of measurement,
of the same nature as our agreement
that a certain measure of space shall
be called a yard, or that a certain
quantity of liquid shall be called a
pint. Tt is sheer anthropomorphism.
It is the ghost of God imported into
seience. .

In my next article I will deal with
the more concrete applications of the
principles on which I have been
dwelling. CHAPMAN COHEN.

The Defencve of

Soviet Russia

The following is an extract from
a three column reply in the Christian
Monitor Nov 13 of L A

Martens, representation in the United

Seience

States of the Russian Sucialist Fed-

a) \] s 2
eral Soviet Republie, to statements

William

States

made by
United

This extract

l'lei‘wii])\ Assistant

Secretary of State
from the .ir,ﬂ\

with one of the Phillip statements

?r[»l_\'

vi ‘““that the Soviet Government is
['l

enga in propaganda to owerthrow

the United States Government.”

Nov. 5, 1919
Honorable James W. Wadsworth. Jr..

United States Senate
Washington, D. C

Sir It is to b egretted
that the Department of State ap-
parently is very much misinformed

+

as to the true situation
First of all, T wish most emphati-
cally to deny the allegation that the

Russian Soviet Government is en-

—
gaged in efforts to overthrow, foreibly
or otherwise, the existing form of

government in the United States. The

Russia Soviet Government has seru-
pulously refrained from v interfer
ence whatsoever th th internal af
fairs of this country As the repre

sentative of that government i the
["nited States. | myself and my office
naye strict ui)\r':'_»v] every rule uf
propriety in thi respect While the
activities of my bureau have been
subject to the eclosest possible seru-
ting by the American authorities,
nothing has beei diselosed  which

might be interpreted as “propaganda
to overthrow'’

other

your government, or
interference in the affairs of

the United States

The same ecan not be said of the
Allied
Government of the United States, in
attitude

ment whieh I have the honor to re-

Governments, including the

their toward the govern-
present. For the past two years the
allied and governments
have been actively engaged in direct
and indirect efforts violentl: to over-
throw the

associated

Govern-
These efforts have taken the
form of widely ofganized

present Kussian

ment.
propagan-
da within Russia, many Allied Gov-
ernments fomenting plots against my
government, distributing funds to
plotting against
it, materially and morally supporting
every group of
volutionary

elements in Russia

Russian ecounter-re-
their eivil
war against Soviet Russia, and actual-
ly organizing such groups.

Without a

against

elements in

declaration of war
Russia, and without
stating either the reasons for their
attacks or terms on which such at-
tacks would cease, the allied and as-
sociated governments have been em-
ploying armed forces against

Soviet

Soviet
Russia, thereby compelling the Rus-
sian people to carry on a defensive
war, which prevents them from eon-
centrating theii efforts on the eeono-
mic rehabilation of the country. These
governments and their agents also
are inciting neighbors of Soviet Rus-
sia to attacks, and actively plotting
against the conclusion of peace with
Soviet Russia on the part of such
neighbor states who ardently desire
an end to the present hostilities.

It is quite conceivable that such
unprovoked attacks, coupled with a
blockade of whieh
causes untold suffering to the people,
have created deep resentment in Soviet
against the aggressors—and
that this resentment has often taken
the form :

Russian Lorts,

Russia

of appeals to the peoples of
various countries, urging them to pro-
test against the efforts of their gov-
ernments to strangle the working peo-
ple of Russia. At no time, however
has the Russian Soviet Government
embarked upon a policy of interfer-
ence with the internal polities of any
allied country and especially in the
affairs of the United States. Tt is an
undeniable fact that Soviet Russia’s
attitude toward the
\]‘-iTl' of the i)wp”-wi h.l\?i'ft\' of the
latter toward Soviet Russia ‘\41-
at

much
variance with the promises of its
good will—has heen one of extreme
X“l'i"ll"" and a desire of coneiliation
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