Dock and the Darwin Debate in Greece®

Maria Zarimis

A man solitary and sad, as certain men are, dwelling in
an element of gloom, carrying a bit of Chaos about him,
in short, which he is manufacturing into a Cosmos."

Thomas Carlyle

Charles Darwin (1809-1882)

The year 2009 marks the 200th anniversary of Darwin’s birth and the 150th anni-
versary of the publication of his Origin of Species, an event which provoked an enor-
mous response in many countries and in many fields, including literature. It is a good
time, then, to consider its impact on Greek creative writing. This paper examines a
thirteen stanza poem “AapBivog” (“Darwin”), published in 1882, and signed with the
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pseudonym Dock. I argue that this poem is about Charles Darwin and offers a per-
spective on the impact his evolutionary theory had on society. How does this poem
respond to Darwin’s theory? How does it relate to other European attitudes to Darwin
in the late nineteenth century? How does it address issues such as the evolution of the
human species and the relation between science and religion, which are still topics of
passionate debate? And, last but not least, who was the elusive Dock?

This paper is derived from a small part of my doctoral thesis.* I will be examining
here my English translation of a thirteen stanza Greek poem entitled “AapBivog”
(“Darwin”),’ which was published in 1882 in the Greek literary periodical Mn Xdave-
oo (translated as Don’t Get Lost) and signed in English with the pseudonym Dock
(Dock, 1882:4-5). I will also provide in parallel the original Greek version of the
poem. The poem was published in May of 1882 and the naturalist Charles Darwin
(born 1809) had died just a month before on 19 April. So this poem appears to be a
memorial to him.

Why investigate what appears at first glance to be a rather curious poem on Dar-
win and a perspective on his ideas? Throughout history humanity has constantly
pondered the origins of life’s existence, documentation ranging from creation myths
to quasi-scientific and scientific accounts. These include: creation myths which have
been noted in many cultures, such as in the early literary works of the ancient Greek
poets Homer and Hesiod (seventh century BC); quasi-scientific work such as the
nineteenth-century monographs of Jean-Baptiste de Lamarck and Herbert Spencer,
as well as the currently controversial ideas of Intelligent Design; and scientific theo-
ries such as the topic at hand, that is, Darwinism.

In addition, the year 2009 marks the 200th anniversary of Darwin’s birth and the
150th anniversary of the 1859 publication of his key book On the Origin of Species by
Means of Natural Selection or the Preservation of Favoured Races in the Struggle for Life
(Darwin, [1859] 1985). For this reason, also, the impact of Darwin’s ideas on Greek
literature should be assessed.* This paper goes towards addressing a significant gap
in the modern Greek literary scholarship that examines responses to Darwinian and
post-Darwinian ideas in Greek literature.

The thesis is entitled The Influence of Darwinism and Evolutionism in Modern Greek Literature: The
Case of Grigorios Xenopoulos (Zarimis, 2007b). It not only investigates Darwinian and other evo-
lutionary thought in early twentieth-century writings of Xenopoulos but also explores the work of
other modern Greek writers of the late nineteeth and early twentieth centuries.

In all the Greek texts I have chosen to use only the monotonic accent system. In addition, I have main-
tained the spelling of the original text.

I have discussed in other papers and my thesis the gap in the literary scholarship on Darwinian ideas
in modern Greek literature. See Zarimis, 2007a:394-396.
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The poem is probably one of the earliest pieces of Greek poetry which deals
with Darwinian ideas and it provides an insight into the reception of Darwinism
in Greece in the early 1880s. Internationally, Darwin’s theories produced an enor-
mous response in many disciplines including literature. In Greece, however, poetry
responses to Darwinism such as this are uncommon. While analysing this poem, I
found not only that it reflected the ideas circulating in Greece in academic circles
post-Origin of Species, but that it was representative of the poetry responses to Dar-
winism seen in other western countries at around that time. Hence this substantial
poem which ponders Darwin’s ideas should be placed in the context of other such
international literature. Beyond this, I investigated this poem because I wanted to
find the identity of its creator.

Background and analysis

On the international scene, the first literary responses to Darwinism came earlier
than 1882, which indicates that this poetic response was somewhat delayed. This
is because the general reception of Darwinism in Greece occurred later there than
in most western countries. Darwin’s 1859 Origin of Species was only translated into
Greek in 1915 by Nikos Kazantzakis (Krimbas, 1993:101; Zarimis, 2007a:394-395).
It was only those scholars who could read it in the original English or in other lan-
guages, such as in the French or German translations of 1862, who were able to read
it earlier than 1915. Note however that Greek periodicals were publishing essays and
biographies on Darwin in the 1870s.

The poem is written in the demotic (or spoken) Greek instead of the katharevousa
(puristic) Greek that had been the vogue till then. The demotic was not common
then for any literary work which may have been associated with science. It was
however typical of the poetry which characterised the work of certain Greek poets
known as the “New Generation of the 1880s” (Valetas, 1981). Further to this, this
type of poetry, frequently found in the radical My Xdveoai, took on a fresher and
more entertaining approach to political, social or scientific ideas than the poetry of
previous years.

With the examination of the poem I take on a thematic approach which has been
commonly used by commentators such as Gillian Beer in literary work pertaining to
science, and in particular, evolution.” The themes used in western literature, in the
aftermath of the publication of the Origin of Species and which are present in this
poem are: religion versus science; progress in society; the origins of humanity; the
struggle for existence; and immortality.

To begin with the first stanza:

5 See Beer, 1999. Other relevant works utilising this approach include Roppen, 1956; Stevenson, [1932],

1963; Zarimis, 2007b.
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1
Oé\w To péya mvedpa cov AapPive, va VUVHOW
OHWG 0 YOUG HOV CTAHATA GTO TOCO peyaleio:
AvTi gumpog, 1 éva pov {Nté va aTpéymn omiow,
Xav dhoyo mov puptoTh oto Spdpo tov Onpio,
'H vowwon &Puooo ekei 1 atdpaxo Padilel,
Kat otéxetal, kat xApavtpd ki adiakomna agpiet!

1
Darwin I want to praise your great spirit
But my mind stops at such grandeur:
Instead of forward, my pen wants to turn back,
Like a horse which senses a beast on its course,
Or perceives an abyss there where it calmly treads,
And it stands, and neighs and froths incessantly!

(my translation)

The poet is in awe of Darwin but there is a sense of trepidation surfacing in these
lines, almost like a sense of warning. This suggests that the poet fully appreciated the
shattering impact that Darwin’s theory of evolution had on intellectual ideas.

In 1878, only a few years before the publication of this poem, German-born Theo-
dor von Heldreich (1822-1902), the prominent hellenised botanist, wrote in French
to Charles Darwin on the reception of Darwinism in Greece at the time, and also on
Darwin’s fervent supporters:

[...] ot omoiot eivat akopa apketd omdviot oty EANGSa. Agv eivat amallaypévo kdmolov
Kvdhvou kat xpetdetat apketd ndd Bappog yia va optodoyei kaveic kat va amodéxetal
TIG aPYEG 0OG O AVTH TN XWPA, OTIOL akOpa BpLokdpacTe VIO TNV Kuplapyio Tov doypatt-
opov. Ilpémet fabutaio va TPOETOLHATTOVV Ta TVEDHATA KAl (e TPo@OAa&, polatadtan
ANnBeta Ba BplapPevoet akopa kat 8w, kat Tpémet va eAmilovpe 6Tt avth N uépa dev Ba
‘vat oAd andpakpn (Krimbas’ translation from the French in Krimbas, 1993:107).

[...] who are still quite rare in Greece. It is not free from some danger and it requires
some courage of one’s convictions to acknowledge and accept the principles of your work
in this country, where we still find ourselves under the rule of dogmatism. Minds must
gradually be prepared with caution; nevertheless the Truth will triumph even here, and
we must hope that day will not be too far away (my translation from Krimbas).

In this milieu we can understand the poet hiding behind a pseudonym. We need to
bear in mind however that pseudonyms were very commonly used by Greek writers
for various reasons, such as for masking their ideological or political views. Krimbas
shows that by 1879 Darwinism in Greece had an impact not just on general biology,
but also more specifically on the branches of zoology, phytology, anatomy, embryol-
ogy and anthropology as well as ethnology, philosophy and psychology (Krimbas,
1993:92). In stanzas two and three Dock appears to question Darwin’s identity:
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2
N’ apyiow g moto dvopa appolet va cov Swow;
Na 0" ovopdow avBpwmo, B0, Yyuxr|, okovAnky
210 yalaévio oupavo To Vou [oV Va OTIKOOW,
H prinwg kpbPecat Babud otn yn oav to Leppiky
Na og {ntiow ¢” dypra TG epnuds Onpia,
'H otwv movAwwv t poyikn, AapPive, pedwdia;

2
How should I start? What name befits you?
Should I name you man, god, soul, worm?
Should I raise my mind to the azure sky,
Or maybe you are hiding deep in the earth like an ant?
Should I seek you among the wild beasts of the desert,
Or, Darwin, amongst the birds’ magical melody?

(my translation)

3
Mn Bpiokeoat uéa” tnv vypr| ¢ Balacoag aykaln,
Yav aoTakog, oav dhawva, oo otpeidt, oa yapida;
H uinwg 1o ke 6ov [1£0° Ta UTA TPOPAAAN
Sav pevekés, oav avavag, oa poKa, oav TOovkvida;
AvolE axdpa fia oTiypn To 0TOpa 0oL Kat KAeioe
Na pog emng, eloat kamvog, okLd, Tvon, Tt eloat;

3
Could you be found in the waters of the sea’s open arms?
Like a lobster, like a whale, like an oyster, like a prawn?
Or maybe your head emerges in the plants
Like a violet, like a pineapple, like rocket, like a bed of nettles?
Open your mouth again for a moment and close it,
Tell us, are you smoke, shade, breath, what are you?

(my translation)

In these two stanzas the poet is aligning Darwin to a Darwinian world which is re-
presentative of living and non-living matter. Dock is questioning the origins of hu-
manity. This world is seen here to reflect an omnipresent entity which alludes to some
form of pantheism. This will be discussed further later in this paper. In stanza four
Dock acknowledges the application to humanity of Darwin’s theory of common de-
scent and our origins from the sea:

4
X0 OKOVANKOG [ETQ GTNG YNG T £YKATO TPUTIWVELG,
'H ota Babua tng Bdlacoag cav Bovtnytrg yupiles.
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Exel and ta omAdyva tng €V’ dtopo Eexwvelg

Kat k600 vEo pe autod kat ov, Aappive, ktile!
Qodv taxvdaxtulovpyog omeipelg oe xiAtovg Tomovg
Wapta, movAtd kat epmetd, Onpia kaw avBpwmovg!

4
Like a worm within the earth’s depths you burrow,
Or in the depths of the sea like a diver you wander.
There from the sea’s flesh you dig up an individual
And, Darwin, a new world with this you build!
Like a conjuror you sow in a thousand places
Fish, birds and reptiles, beasts and man!

(my translation)

The last three lines exhibit a technique which was commonly used in the literature of
the period, especially in poetry; this was to render Darwin’s theory absurd by making
the process of transformation from one species to another seem like magic. This of
course intensified the satirical nature of the passage or poem (Beer, 1999:271). This
will be discussed later. In The Origin of Species Darwin hesitated to state explicitly
that humanity shared a common progenitor with all lower life. It was not until his
second key book The Descent of Man and Selection in Relation to Sex, which he pub-
lished in 1871, that he delivered his message of humanity’s gradual evolution from
lower life forms (Darwin, [1871] 1981). This of course was seen as contradicting the
literal biblical creationist view of humankind. Dock succintly relays this interpreta-
tion to us in stanza five:

5
Oupovpal, 6tav pabatva, pkpod madi akopa
[Twg 0 Oedg pag émhace T yn &g €& nuépeg:
[Mwg eime va yevi) T0 QWG TOV TAACTOL UAG TO OTOHA
Kivotepa émhaoe @ avtd Tov fALo, TOVG AoTEPAG:
‘Emlaoe {wa kot uta—iat P Kaveig exaon
IMwg televtaio agnoe tov &vBpwmo va TAAoT)...

5
I remember, when I was learning, still a small child
That our God created the earth in six days:
That our creator’s mouth said “Let there be light”
And with this he then formed the sun, the stars:
He created animals and plants—and don’t anyone forget
That he left man to create last of all...

(my translation)
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Although this poem was written 125 years ago the issue of creationism is still contro-
versial in the United States, the UK, Australia and Europe and has been reinvented in
the form of Intelligent Design (ID).® In stanza six there appears to be an attempt by
Dock to affiliate Darwinism with God. It reads as follows:

6
Kat Bpiokw twpa mwg oA ot SVw koopot potalovy,
Iwg o mavdyaBog Bedg kat 0 kakdg AapPivog
Tov kOGO aTd KATL TLKL Ot SuW kataokevalovy,
O évag amd o undév, ar’ tn {wr) eKeivog...
Ay, kat Bed av péoa oov, LA oco@e, dev KpOTTNG,
Ouwg avtdv akndivd eoh amokakvmrerg!!

6
And I find now that the two worlds are very much alike,
That both the most beneficent god and good Darwin
Construct the world from something,
The one from nothingness, from life the other...
Ah philosopher, if within you don’t hide a god,
Nevertheless you truly do reveal him!!

(my translation)

In this stanza the poem focuses philosophically again on Darwinism. It says that al-
though Darwinism is normally associated with atheism Dock believes that it actually
reveals a pantheistic view. In the middle to late nineteenth century many intellectuals
in western countries had taken up various forms of pantheism. This was primarily
due to their traditional beliefs being shaken by the repercussions of the new evolu-
tionary ideas. This included Greek literary writers such as Grigorios Xenopoulos and
Kostas Palamas (Zarimis, 2007b).
Stanza seven states:

7
—Ma g, pwTovY, 0 TéAELOG EMAAOOT TeENevTALOG;
Kat dMot—mwg; 0 avBpwmog katayet and otpeidia;
Kau va! Opnokevtikog aywv Pyaivet ot péon véog,
Kat o610 AapPivo pixvovvtat ot evhafeig oav @eidia!
Ma yia otadnte pa otypr), Oeooefeig, otadrnte,
Av ayamndte T0 0€0, Tov AdpPLv av piorte!

7
“But how”, they ask, “was the perfect being created last?”
And others, “What? Does man originate from oysters?”

6 Other writers such as Xenopoulos dealt with the idea of creationism. See: Zarimis, 2007b; Zarimis,

2007c¢:251-252.
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And see! A new religious struggle arises,

And the devout throw themselves like snakes at Darwin!
But wait a moment, pious ones, wait,

If you love god, if you hate Darwin!

(my translation)

In this stanza we see the schism which arose between the biblical assertion of the
perfect creation of mankind and Darwin’s theory of humanity’s descent from lower
forms. Dock saw then that the belief in the perfect design of a created world was
a belief not compatible with the concept of evolution; these ideas are still debated
today.

Despite DocK’s attempts in stanza six to show similarities between the Darwin-
ian world and the world of the traditional God, he goes on in stanza seven to reveal
the presence of the religious war against Darwinism.” Note that he does not affiliate
himself with the strong anti-Darwinian sentiments of those who, he says, are very
religious. Moreover, it is very likely that Dock was well aware of the local disputes
of the 1880s, when the pro-Darwinian lecturers from Philosophy and the Faculty of
Medicine at the University of Athens had been embroiled in disputes with the anti-
Darwinian theologians from the Theological School regarding the teaching of Dar-
winism at university (Zarimis, 2007b:42-43, 107-108).}

Stanzas eight and nine state:

8
Pixvw to BAéppa iow pov mevivTa Tooa Xpovia
Kou BAémw tov mAnoiov pov ' éva paBdi oto xépt
Na avefaivn ta fovvd, va mepmath oTa XLovia
Kau té00¢ §popog omitt Tov o §OA0 va punv gépn!
Zav ToV TEPIMAAVWUEVO YVPIleL TavTa HOVOG,
H wpa pépa yivetar, ki n pépa pivag, xpovog!...

8
I glance back fifty or so years
And I see my neighbour with a stick in hand
Ascending the mountains, walking in the snow
And all this walking doesn’t bring the poor thing home!
Like a wanderer he travels around always on his own,
The hour becomes a day, and the day months, years!...

(my translation)

In general the religious war against Darwinism has been well documented. See Zarimis, 2007b.

Interestingly, evidence shows that the Eastern Orthodox Church did not take an official stand on
evolutionary theory.

8
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9
Twpa yopyd oav aotpani Bpioketal omov OéAel,
Bumvdet oty avaton, Ppadiadet eig t Svon,
To Aoytopd tov kepavvo, omov Belrjon otélAel
Kt axopa 16 Toug ovpavovg {nté va gtepovyion!
Tétola kavévag ota maAnd [sic] va éeye av ToApovoe
Zwotd Ba Tov ecodPAay, TpeANOG av Sev tepvovae.

9

Now quick as a flash he can be wherever he wants,

He wakes in the east, and night finds him in the west,

His thoughts, fast as a thunder bolt, wherever he wants he sends
And even in the skies he wants to fly!

If anyone dared to say such things in the past

They would truly have impaled him, if he wasn’t considered mad.

(my translation)

In stanzas eight and nine, there is an attempt to appease the religious anti-Darwin-
ism, by attempting to recognise an optimistic side of Darwinian evolution. Was not
natural selection the motor of social progress and better adaptation? So was biologi-
cal evolution analogous to the technological advancement of humanity which Dock
mentions here? This idea of Darwinian progress was a common theme found in the
poetry of, for instance, AC Swinburne and George Meredith (Stevenson, 1963). Fi-
nally, was Dock a poetical exponent of social Darwinism?

A key aspect of the poem is its ability to satirise aspects of Darwinian theory, such
as the actual process of the evolution of living things, as is displayed in stanza ten.
Dockss ability to specifically and extensively satirise Darwinism shows that he must
have been well-versed in Darwin’s theories. Satire in the Darwinian works of liter-
ary writers became a tool for questioning and probing the Darwinian ideas and also
voicing the initial response to such seemingly absurd ideas. This was a very common
literary technique used in the aftermath of the publication of the Origin of Species.
That humanity arose from one or a few cells linking it to all lower life was a difficult
premise to accept. So it was not unusual for creative writers, like Dock, to link man
unilinearly to other animals in an absurd manner. Thus, in stanza seven the link is
made with oysters, and in stanza ten this theme is taken up again:

10
Kat topa mwg Bavpdlete, av and to oKovArkL
TevvrOnke 0 kKwKkwPLOG, av A’ avTov Xehwvia,
AT G [sic] xeAwveg ot agTol, ar’ Tovg anTovg ot AVKoL,
Amd Tovg AUKOUG EPTIETA, VOTEPQ Ta TIETOVLA,
2TOVG OVPAVOVG Hag Ta TTNVA, T avOn 0TNG yng To Xwpa,
Kt ar’ tovg avBovg kat Ta mtnvd 0 avOpwog akopa;
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10
And now how can you marvel, if from the worm
Was born the goby fish, if from it tortoises,
From tortoises the eagles, from eagles the wolves,
From wolves the reptiles, then rockmelons,
From our skies the birds, the blossoms from the earth’s soil,
And from blossoms and birds even man was born?

(my translation)

The anonymous Darwinian satirical poem entitled Monkeyana published in 1861 in
the prominent English magazine Punch contains a similar stanza to this. It reads:

Let pigeons and doves

Select their own loves,

And grant them a million of ages,
Then doubtless you'll find

They've altered their kind,

And changed into prophets and sages.

(anonymous, 1861, See Beer, 1999:275)

I return to Dock’s poem, stanza eleven:

11
Kat {ovve dAAa, kat ToANd antd avtd tebaivouy,
Kat dMa petapdpewot mapadoén Aappavovy,
Mévouv Tta SuvatwTepa, Ta Toto [sic]wpaia pévouy,
Kat ta maudid tn pava tovg éva katpd Eexavouv!
Opolalet pyoaTaoto amépavto n QUoLg
ITov yiveoat yia va xafng, meBaivelg yia va {romng...

11
And some things live, and many of these die,
And others take on a strange transformation,
The stronger ones remain, the finest ones remain,
And the children at some time will forget their mothers!
Nature resembles an endless factory
Where you are created so you can vanish, you die so you can live...

(my translation)

This eleventh stanza continues with the theme of change introducing the Darwinian
concepts of transformation, extinction and natural selection, the last of which is de-
scribed in the poem as “the stronger ones remain, the finest ones remain”. Here Dock
states that the strong survive to produce offspring which will carry their favourable
characteristics. In doing so, evolution takes place with specific changes, hence “the
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children at some stage will forget their mothers!”. In other words, Dock is saying
that they will have transformed into another species, different from their forebears.
Perhaps he is attempting to evoke a sense of fear but, of course, he knows better and
his message is relayed tongue in cheek. Reflected in the last line is the view that the
individual finds his immortality — today we would probably say a form of genetic
immortality — in the survival and evolutionary progress of the human race. This
theme of immortality was utilised by poets such as Thomas Hardy and is seen in his
poem “Heredity”, written circa 1904 (Morton, 1984:165-170, 196-200).°
Stanza twelve states:

12
Xihddeg ETvxe popaig, va 1O1Te, oo [sic] peydn
Mia otalaypatid vepod, Tuptovd kavéva Opippa [sicl;
At 8ev yvwpioate ekei Tov Piov pag Ty TdAn
210V KOOHOL TOL adpatov To Kabe éva Prpa;
Exei, exel Oa vouwoete Tnv aAAnloogayia,
Exel Tnv petapopewot kat tn Snpovpyia...

12
You've happened a thousand times to see, magnified
A drop of water, a crumb of cheese?
Ah, didn’t you recognise there our life’s struggle?
In the world of the unseen every single move?
There, there you will understand the mutual destruction,
There also the transformation and creation...

(my translation)

The first two lines are indicative of a writer who has had very frequent exposure to
the microscope and so has worked or studied in science. The knowledge which he
reveals in the remainder of this stanza is not something that would have been avail-
able outside the fields of science or medicine. In this stanza, for a validation of Dar-
winian evolution, the reader is cleverly directed to examine through a microscope the
living world found in a drop of water or on a crumb of cheese. Dock sees a Darwin-
ian microcosm of protozoa and other unicellular organisms exhibiting a struggle for
existence, transformation and extinction. These are key tenets of Darwin’s evolution,
which Dock aligns with the human world, as we see in the next stanza where he also
relates evolution to continuous change:

13
OAa adalovy, Timote atwvio Sev pével,
Hpépa—voyxta yivetou dnuovpyia véa,

®  The Darwinian Richard Dawkins also refers extensively to the gene as being immortal in his book The

Selfish Gene of 1976.
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Badifovv’ 0Aa, kat kavév To &Aho Sev tpoopével

Kt 6ha kpatovv v pdodo oto xépt Tovg onuaia...
Nat, OAot TpéxeTe EUTPOG, TAVTOTE TIPOXWPT|TE,

Kot pun otadnt av o 0edg dev oag etnmn—Zradrre!!

(emphases in the original)

13
Everything changes, nothing remains forever,
New creation goes on night and day,
They all go on, and none waits for the other
And all hold progress in their hand like a flag...
Yes, you all hurry forward, always keep advancing,
And don't stand still unless god tells you—Stand still!!

(my translation, emphases in the original)

Progress in society is emphasised by the poet in bold in this stanza. Progress was a
concept that was often perceived to be synonymous with evolution, with evolution
always seen as advancing to a higher goal. However, further to this, evolution was
also seen as regressive. This idea would be used to validate reasons for degeneration
in society and this degeneration would also be absorbed by the literary world. Note
here in this last line of the poem that Dock acknowledges the existence of some deity
that determines the fate of humanity. Is Dock referring to the traditional God or his
pantheistic god?

In this paper I have argued that in this poem Dock responded to Charles Dar-
win’s theory of evolution. After the presentation of this paper in 2007 the question
arose that the poem might be about Erasmus Darwin (1731-1802) who was Charles’
grandfather. The determining factors for arguing that the poem is about Charles and
not Erasmus are: the timing of the poem’s publication (that is, just after Charles” death
and within the first wave of Darwinism); and the themes the poem covers on natu-
ral selection, progress, evolution, religion and science are in themselves related to
information post-Origin. As indicated by the authoritative evolutionary commenta-
tor Ernst Mayr:

[Erasmus] in his Zoonomia (1794) indulged in some casual evolutionary speculations. He
never amplified them further, and thus they had remarkably little impact on subsequent
developments. [...] There is hardly a trace of Erasmus Darwin’s ideas in the Origin, and
Charles Darwin explicitly denied such an influence, even though Darwin’s notebooks
reflect the reading of Zoonomia (Mayr, 1982:339-340).

Mayr also makes it clear that Erasmus did not “anticipate Lamarck, or even that La-
marck got his ideas from him. The belief in an inheritance of aquired characters and
other ideas found in both authors were widespread at that period” (Mayr, 1982:340).
So it is highly unlikely that the poem was about Erasmus. By 1882, Erasmus’ evo-
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lutionary writing was overshadowed by that of his grandson Charles; and it would
have had no impact on society, science and religion.

The poem shows that Dock, a scientifically minded intellectual, agreed with most
Darwinian concepts. This is despite his satirical take on the evolution of humankind
from the worm (stanza ten). His validation of the Darwinian tenets is eloquently
revealed in the living microscopic world, exhibiting the struggle of existence, trans-
formation and extinction (stanza twelve). Most significantly he accepted the tenet of
natural selection which is crucial to Darwin’s theory (stanza eleven).

However, due to the traditional religion Dock was exposed to from a child, he
was unable to exclude entirely the idea of a god who created the world from nothing
(stanza six). Dock held that once the world was created by a divine power then life
was able to evolve according to Darwinian theory, that is by way of natural selection
(stanza six). Although he acknowledged that Darwinian evolution did not include a
Designer-Creator, he embraced a pantheistic approach to the actual evolution, that is
god is in everything.

Dock’s views on the origin and evolution of life reflect a common trend which
many intellectuals had post-Origin. Darwinism had rendered science and religion as
completely divergent forces by asserting a creation without a Designer-Creator. An
attempt to make science and religion converge came in various forms. Many who
accepted most of the Darwinian tenets could not come to terms with the absence of a
creator, so they embraced a pantheistic approach.

Finally-who was this elusive Dock?

The pseudonym “Dock’, written in English in the Greek journal, is presumably a vari-
ant spelling for “Doc” the shortened form of “doctor”. Dock could have been involved
in the controversy which I mentioned earlier between the University of Athens Medi-
cal School and the theologians in the 1880s.

According to the literary commentator Giorgos Valetas, Pavlos Nirvanas (1866—
1937), a creative writer and in particular a poet, and also a medical doctor, was writing
in the radical and pro-Darwinian journal My Xaveoa: in 1884 (Valetas, 1981:7-8). He
was writing in the journal as early as 1884 (Delopoulos, 2005:157) under the pseu-
donym of “Xay6Aog” (which means a Russian peasant or a gawk or bumpkin). Note
that Nirvanas was born in Russia. Moreover, Nirvanas’ other pseudonyms include
“latpog” (“Doctor”), “Herr Doctor”, “Ap A” (“Dr A”), “Ap An” (“Dr Ap”) which all
refer to a doctor. Note that the name Pavlos Nirvanas, by which this writer is known,
is itself a pseudonym; his real name was Petros Apostolidis. It is possible that Nirvanas
may have written this poem at the age of 16 or 17 when he was a medical student at
the University of Athens. Nirvanas was also one of the younger members of the New
Generation of writers of the 80s.

It is significant to note that in 1895 Nirvanas (as Apostolidis) wrote an article “Emt-
otrun ko Téxvn” (“Science and the Arts”) (Apostolidis, 1895:25-35). I have included
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below most of the opening paragraph of the article as it contributes to the argument
that Dock could well have been Nirvanas, and provides a fascinating window into the
liveliness of Greek intellectual life in the late nineteenth century:

Axopn evBupovpal To oBepdv okavSahov, To 0ToioV yEVVNOE, PO OAYWV TV, 1] aAvd-
ntvéig g SapPiveiov Bewpiag amod Tov mavenotnuiov pag. O kKaONYNTAG NG LATPIKAG, O
puyoktvduveboag va yvwpion Tpog Tovg EAANvag goitntdg Tov vopov g egehiewd, oxt
povov ektvdbvevoe v’ agoptadn ano v Iepdv Zovodov, wg o aAhog aBwog ovyypapelg
g “Tlamioong Iwdvvag”, alka pe ékmAn&iv tov ebpev, wg Aéyetal, Tag nuépes exeivag,
KAeLoTaG Tag BVpag Twv meplocoTépwy TEAaTwY Tov. Tng KOWVWVIKNG avTr§ e§eyépoewg
NV onpaiav pn Vopicete v TOVTOLG OTL EKPATOVY Qavatikoi Bpnokopaveis, kaldynpot
Kat ypaidia. Méxpig avtav Sev eixe pOaon n nxw tov avtaptikod Knpdypartog. Tng otav-
pogopiag TNV TpwToTopeioy ameTéAel KUPIWG O TPLPEPOG KOOHOG TWV OVELPOTIOAWY Kl
Twv vrepevatodnTwy, ocot éPAemov TV moinow TG {wng oPuLVOHEVNV LTI TNV TTVONY
TOV EMOTNHOVIKOV Satpoviwv.

I still remember the terrible scandal at our university which the exposition of the Dar-
winian theory generated a few years ago. The professor of medicine, who was at risk by
introducing the law of evolution to the Greek students, was not only in danger of being
excommunicated by the Holy Synod, like the other innocent author of “Pope Joan”, but
to his surprise, it is said, in those days, he found the doors of most of his customers
closed to him. Don’t think however, this social flag-waving was supported by religious
fanatics, monks and little old ladies. The sound of the rebel sermon had not reached
them. The delicate world of the day-dreamers and the hypersensitive constituted the
vanguard of the crusade — those who saw the poetry of life extinguished by the breath
of the scientific geniuses (my translation).

This delightful passage shows the pro-Darwinian Nirvanas was very well aware of and
probably associated with the Darwinian controversy, that is, the disputes between the
academics of philosophy, medicine and theology at the University of Athens during
the period of 1880s."” Nirvanas must therefore be seriously considered as the person
lying behind the pseudonym Dock."!

19 In the cited passage Nirvanas is referring to Emmanuel Roidis (1836-1904) who wrote the satiri-
cal masterpiece H ITdmooa Iwdvva (Pope Joan), published in 1866; the novel was condemned by
the Greek Orthodox Church. Also Nirvanas reveals in this passage that Darwinism had only been
received in Greece by intellectuals and not the broader public.

It is worth noting that in the article following the cited passage, Nirvanas goes on to say that Achilleus
Paraschos (1838-1885) was a poet who represented “the hypersensitive”, producing poetry which was
against science and implying that Paraschos was anti-Darwinian. I have included this information
because it was brought to my attention by an academic that Paraschos could be Dock. However the
comments by Nirvanas in the article would indicate that this is not so. Further to this, Paraschos does
not appear to have had any scientific training.
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