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CHAPTER I
IRTRODUCTION

It may surprise most psople to read in the officiel Chursh Manual
of Christian Soience these words, "If a Christisn Scientist is to be
married, the ceremony shall be performed by a clergyman who is legal-
ly authorized."t Why does the Christian Science Church itself provide
no marriage ceremony for its members, but insists that if they desire
thet estate they must be married by some asuthorized clergyman of
another Church? Only through a study of ¥rs. Eddy's teaching on nar-
riage oan the enswer be found. But a study of Mrs. Eddy's teaching
of merriage necessitates also an examination of her whole philosophy,
for her marriage teschinge are consistent with her basio principles.
Therefore, the next chapter of this paper is devoted to a discussion
of the basic principles of Christian Soience. After a discussion of
her basic phllosophy, Chapter I11 deale soley with an objective study
of Mre. Eddy's teaching on marriage. &fter the objective study of
Yrs. Eddy's marriage doctrine, Chapter IV analyses this dootrine in
the light of Scripture, reason, and experience, and iries to show the
horrible results of this dootrine, if Christian Sciencs praciice is
consistent with ¥rs. Bddy's teaching.

Peabody, in the introduction of his book, calls Christian

luary Eddy, Henuel of The Mother Church The First Church of
Christ Scientist in Boston, Xassachusetts (Boeton, C.19506) Artiole
IX, Sect., 1, Pe 49. S
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“Jasquorade."® Ho also challenges lirs« Eddy or any of her

Sclence a
adherents {0 find anything which is not trus in bhis books «2 Although
ample opportunity wes given, this chullenge never was scospted, for
Peabody, & lawysr omployed for ten years to invesilgate the facts,
thoroughly studied all of drs. Eddy's private and public correspond-

ences and writings, got sworn testimoniee from soms of Wrs. Eddy's

closest and nesrest friends, and these documented proofs stood in

courts Therefore, when Peabody cslls Christisn Science a "masquersde,"

he hes proof for it, and his books are authoritative.

If Christian Soience really is a "masquerade," which Chapter IV
of this paper tries to show on ths basls of Seripture, reason, and
experience, then its errors muet be clearly set forth ss a werning
to otharss Msy this paper, therefore, help to familiarize interested
Christians with the errors of this sect so that oonsistent Christian
Science practices will not have s marked effest on the sanctity of

msrrisgé or the welfare of society.

Py

. “F. ¥. Peabody, Hslipio-Medical M¥asguerade (Hew York: Fleming H.
Revell Company, 1915), p- 1&.

Sibid.

P T I T I S———s




. CHAPTER I11I
MRS. EDDY'S BASIC PRINCIPLES

Christian Sciencel is a comparatively new religlous aystema which
is based on the principles formulated by Mrs. Mary Baker Glover Eddy,
of Concord, New Hampshire, and came into being in the yoar 1866. iirs.
Eddy believed that her system was ordained by God to counteract
materialisme She further believed that her system was here to stay
by divine right, for she ascociated the words of St. John, "He shall
give you another comforter, that he may abide with you forever,® with
Divine Science.®

The textbook of this religious body‘ is Hrs. Eddy's own writing,
entitled "Science and Health with fey to the Soriptures,” of which she
proudly bossts

I should blush to write of "Science and Health with Key to the

Lirs. Eddy sald, "When 1 discovered Divine Science, I named it
Christian because it is compsssionate, helpful, spiritual."” drs.
Eddy, Retrospection and Introspsction {Boston: ¥W. G. Nixon, 0.1891),
pe 90,

2Logen seys tnat there ere three distinot iypes of philosophy
"Matter is the alpha and omega of all. « «¥ind is s2id to be the
origin and end of everything. . «Epirit is supposed to be the sub-
ctance of the wholes. In point of fact the school of philesophy have
bosen bewildering in their varlety, but in point of view, they are
only different combinations of the types just mentioned.” J. M.
Logan, Christian Sclence Expounded and Exposed (London: The Kings-
gate Fress), p. 96.

Suary Eddy, Science and floalth with Bey to the Scriptures
(Boston: 4Allison V. Stowart, c.1906), p-—%ﬁ 3

4'7nis book. « ois slmply 8 quasi-legal interpretation of the
Bible as understood by Mrs. Bddy." 1. H. Hubenstein, A ireatise on
the Legal Bspectis of Christian Science (Chicazo: Crsndon Tross, 1935),

p. 9.
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Scriptures"® as I have, were it of humen origin, snd were I, apart
from God, its author. bLut, ss I was only a soribe echoling the
haérmonies of hesven in divine metaphysice, I cannot be super-
modest in my estimetes of the Christian Solerce textbook.®
In the preface to the English-Uermen edition of this took, she even
speaks of the "divinely inspired English version whish shall e the
stonderd, end the other contain the Germen text whioh shazll be @
translation." GSince ¥rs. Lddy Lssued these claims for har book, her
followers have accepled it as divinely inepired, and most of them
resd it in thelr services as kre. Eddy commandsd. #oreover, this book
is 1o be used by all Chrietian Scientiste se the only true =nd in-
fallible guide in the matters of feith, dooctrine, and practice. There~
fore, every sdherent must own this Took end duily resd it as God's
inspired Word.

The theology of the Christian Science religion may be susmarized
as followe. %t is based on the idea that all human ailments, injurias,
digeases, pain, suffering, end unhappiness have no real existence, tut
are simply false beliefs, illusions, or error of mortal mind, which
can be destroyed by Yruth through the operation of Fivine ¥ind mervely

by ¥nowing such to be the truth. £t is therefore, the application of

5"gnen you resd it you seem to be listening to a lively and ag-
gressive oracular speach delivered in an unknown tongue, A epesch whose
spirit you get but not the particulars; or, to chanze the figure, you
seem to be listening to m vigorous instrument which is making a nolee
which it thinks is a tune, but which, to poersons not members of the
band, is only a martisl tooting of a trombone, end merely stires the
soul through the noise, btut doos notl convey a reaning.” Mark Twain,
Christian Science (Mew York: Harpers and Brothers, 1807}, p. 30,

Syary Eddy, The First Church of Christ Solentist and Niscellany
(8oston: Allison V. Stewart, 0.1913), p. 115,
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this fundamental doctrine which constitutes the practice of dhristian

7

Beienca.' rs. Eddy proudly refors to her systen as "the law of God,

the law of Good, interpreting and demans;rﬁting the divine Frinciple
and rule of universal hsrmony."®

Wrs. Eddy feli the need for her system because, as she claimed,
in the proportion as the personal slement stole in religion, it lost
Christlanity and the powsr t9o hoale. I aulso lost the qualities of God
as & pareon instead of the divine Prinoiple that begets the quality.
Therefore, matorislism engrossed the attsntion of men.? Since, as she
beliaved, Chrigtianity had fzllen away from its real pufpose and
function by becoming meterial and personal, thereby allo;ing "error "

1]
"s$1lusion,” !

wortel mind," and the other terms she uses to denots non-
raality, man needed help to restore himself to his orlginal condition.
To help men find his rightful relationship to God, urs. £ddy developed
8 system which would 1lift the veil of mystery from Scul =nd body, thus
showing men once 2gain tha scientific relation cf men to God; This
newly formulated syetem was desigred to dissentangle the interlaced
ambiguities of being and set the imprisoned thought free. Thercfore,

in this new system of Uivine Sclence, the unlverse, including mon, was

made spiritusl, hormonious, end eternsl. .Iln order to do this, ¥rs.

?Rubonstein, 9ps cits, po 1.

8vary bddy, Rudimental Divine Sclence (Boston: A&llison V.
Etewart, ¢+1906), p» 1le

9ary Lddy, Christian Hesling snd The People's Idew of Sod
(Boston: Alligon Vv, Stewari, 0.1908;, p. de

e S T e s e e s
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kddy tried to show that the terxm "sattsr” 1s but the subjective state

of the thing she calls "mortal mind-‘“l0 Progress, M¥rs. %ddy maintained,
is possible only by "throwing off human shackles."}l Consequently, to
grow spiritusily, error, illuslon, snd wortal mind zust bs destroyed by
iruthe dhe finlte wust yleld Lo the infinite, thousht wust rise from
ihe material to the spiritual, and the mortal must rise to thne im-
mortal-lz
Wnat drs. ~ddy rsally tried to do was to deny the resiity of an
objective world by msking Vod, snd his ideas and refleotlions, the only
feulity outside of which nothing exists.ld By doing swsy with what
she calls "mortal mind"!4 and “"smaterialistic world"}® and "organic
bodies"10= -all three of which she calls "Illusion” or "non-reality,”

and by making God'everything,17 by making men the idasa of God,ls and

by glving the universe notaing but perfect thoughts,l%- = all three of

10z4dy, Science and Healtn, pe 1ld.

21bid., p. 256

1235§£i'

Y1bid,, p. 269,

léhverything which sins, sufiers, dies- =very opposite of God.
151 noludes all matter and materiuls

18 ,c1udos feeling, sensation, and five senses- -namely "error,"
I?Eathiug does or c¢an exist outside of God.

18yun therefore is incapubie of sin, mortal existence, or death.

lgihay can only bs periect and holy, for they reflect the allness
of God. They include everything good in coniradistinotion to evil,
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anich she calls Rousity, she irles to perfect her system. Ihe sume
marizes the truths she learnsd in Pivinz Soience in these words:

all resl being is in Ood, the divine idind, and that Lifs, Iruth,
and Love are all-powerful sand ever-presont; that the opposite of
iruth, -~ called error, sln, sickness, diseanse, death, ~ is the
false testimony of false material sense, of mind in aatiar; that
ihis fulse sasnso svolves, in belief, a subjective stais of mortal
mind wileh this samo so-called mind numee matter, thereby shutting
out the true senss of Spiriv. Wy discovery, that erring, mortal,
wmisnamed mind produces all the corganiss and sction of the mortal
body, sel my tnoughtis to werk in new channels, and led io my
demonstration of the proposition thut dind is All and matter is
nsught as tne leading factor in H¥ind-Science.20

Hark Twein studied this system very carefully and scientifically for
his own enjoyment, and summerizes Krs. ddy's principles &s follows:

1. God is A1l in alle 2e. God is goods Good is Mind. 3. God,
Spirit, being all, nothing is matier. 4. Lifs, God, omnipotent
Good, deny death, evil, ein, dissases 1These 4 propositions will
always be found {0 agree in statement end proof. . .They prove:

le God = rrinciple, ~ife, Truth, Love, Soul, Spirit, Hind. « »

2. Han = God's universel idew, individual, perfeot, oternale. «
S ldea - sn image in Mind; the immediete object of understanding.
fhere it is « the whole subline Arcana of Christian &clence in a
nut-shell .2l

The Presbyterien Guardisn also very aptly summarizes drs. Eddy's
teaching in these words:

The basic teachings of Christian Science seem to be threefold.

The first is that God is #1l. #nd God is good. Therefore, evil
is not God and is noibing. MHoreover, God ls Mind. d4here is
nothing but Mind in the universe, and that mind is one, and that
one Mind is God. BSeing #ind, Uod has thoughts or ideas, bul these
are neither persons nor things, znd so-called waterisl things do
do not exist. Ine sscond basic teaching of Christian Science is
that since material doss not exisi, material ovil such as sin,

Eoiddy, Soience and Health, ps 108.

2l7gain, ops cite, ppe 12, 14« This is Mark iwain's summary of

trs. Eddy's tesohing after having thoroughly investipated ner whole
philosophy for his own enjoyment. It seoms that Mark Twain enjoyed
this study ss is shown in hi'\§9ffln.,.4« e oL Lo R AR
B2 g ,“.“"; " il b o AR : i M W T R

V¢
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sickness, and death oannot exlst. “ur sonss of thoss thinge is
therefore but the illusion of something that is called "mortal
mind." iortal mind has a great meny other illusions, but they

de not cause o much trouble as do the illusisns of sin, sickness,
and deaths ¥n the third place, the process by which we are to
rid ourselvea of the false illusions and repluce them with the one
truth that God is All, is by "demonstration.” To demonstirate is,
apparently, simply to keep in mind the thought that God is all
and slokness or other msterisl evil are nothing, until the illu=
sion disappears end we have no more sickness or other materisl
evile 4he constant repitition of Truth, whether to oneself or to
snother, will eventuslly dsstroy error and bring relief.22

approsching this teaching from a different angle, Logan says:

Hor scheme is composed of Illusion and Reality. Undar the word
"Illusion" srs. Zddy puts the content of our conscious (a) our
dortsl-minds, (b) our JUrganic-bodlies, and (c) our Haterialistic
worlde Then under the {erm "Reslity” she places what sha wants
us to bsliave in, on her word; (1) & Universe composed of varie=
pated Lhoughis, everyone of wnich is perfect and eternal; (2) Man
ahsoluiely pure and good, iLntuitively conscious of God and con=
scious of the VYniverss of thought by means of the eense of his
soulj aund (3) God, with everyihing which snyone has ever rirshtly
imputed to the Deity excepiing parfanellty, its crown., To sum

it up, in a double line, drs. &ddy s philosophy has two great
postulates = &ternal dind snd its ldee - Man 2nd Hortal ilnd and
its 1llusions -~ Mutier. OSuch as it is, thesc are the philosophic-
2l nands with which our Prophetess produces hsr philosopnic
scheme +29

In the intersst of obtaining ner goal, nesmely, to dispose of
everytning walen is not God or his reflection, Hrs. Eddy sets up her
scheme of logic. Tnis scheme is composed of Illusion snd ﬁeality¢24

In Heality #rse. Eddy includes God, man (in the spiritusl sense as

the image and reflection of God), and the Univarse of perfect ideas.

22 0511e . Slost, "Hrse Bady's Christian Soience,” The
Presbyterian Guardian, vIII {Oct. 10, 1940}, 97. oy

23Logan. Ope Cite, pr 115

2440 aurely can expect trouble in understaniing tnls systeﬁ. for
even dre. Sddy admits that she has trouble with it in her book "Sclence
and fealth with Xey to Soriptures” p. 115.
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In her scientifie translation of lumortsl Mind, she includes all
thrae.25 ‘
drs. Lddy conceives of God as an incorporeul,ze impsrsonal being,

a divine Prlneiplcu27 However, ner God iz not the God of the Panthaist,
for she does not belleve that God is in everything which our senses
perceive. God is not in the tress, rocks, hills, matter, or esarth,

for tnose things are Illusions and Error. But drs. Zddy doeaxthink

.of Cod as imparsonal and as everything good, in contradistination to
anylhing evil, error, or illusion. 4n expleining her concept of God

she says, "In the original text, the term God was darived from the word

000d."28 God is everytning good, and sinoe everything outside of God

ie error and illueion, God, in reality, is everything. This being

true, whén she speaks of God she meane Divine Principle, Life, Iruth,-
Love, Soul, Spirit, Mind, and everytning else possible outside of Il-
lueion. 8peaking of God she esys, "God is incorporeal, divine, supreme,
infinite, uind, Splrit, Soul, Principle, “ife, Love, Truth."?? iore-
over, all these terms refer to one absolute, imperaonal, incorporate
God and express the nature, essence, and wholeness of Teity. The at-
tributes of Goé, according to ire. Eddy, are justice, mercy, and good=

Nnesse.

28544y, Solence snd Health, pe 116.

261pide, pe 465

2Ty4dy, Christian Sealing, oto., ps 3.

28, pad.

29544y, Science and Health, ps 465«
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In trying to show that overytning which is good is God, snd everything
wnich is evil is not God, not Reality, but Illusion, she says, "There
is no sLife, truth, intelligence, or substance in matter. #ll is in-
finite #ind snd ite munifestetions, for God is All-in-a11."30 God is
seen only in that which reflects good, Life, Truth, and Love- -yea,
wnich menifests all dis attributes and power.®l Therefore, since God
is everylhing good, and since Uod is #1l-in-all, nothing can possibly
exist outside of God«°® God of necessity must be everyliing good.
Ehe emphasizes this by saying, "God is All-in-all. ‘ﬂhat can be mors
than 4117 Hothing."®® &igein she says that if God is Spirit and £11-
in-all, then matter must be mythology and mortal belief.5¢ Because
she believes this to be true, her explanation of the firast commandment
is,"Thou shalt have no intelligence, no life, no substancs, no truth,
no love, but thst which is spiritusl.”35

So God, to &rs. £ddy, is the Supreme being, infinite, immortal

Kind, the Soul of msn and the universs, the Frinciple of Christiap

“Crbids, pe 468.

51'aiary £Gdy, Hiscellaneous firitings (BSoston: Allison V. Stewart,
c.1896), p- 23.

3295 ne promptly proceeds to the conclusion thst mind was all and
thet metter was nothing. Like the dremstist who finds & few useless
cheracters left over at the end, and simply kills them off, irs. Glover
merely blotted eut that part of reality which was difficult to account
fore « «Obvicusly it is & philosophy wholly impossible to put into
practice. E. F. Dakin, Mrs. Eddy, the biography of a virginal mind
(Hew York: Blue Ribbon Dooks, 1930}, pp. 103,106

33E;ddy, ¥iscellaneous #ritings, p. 26.

34dey, Science and Ddealth, p. 467

38 p14d.,
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Science, Love, the Father end Motner of the universa,6 the Creator,
the #ll-ineall. Therefore, in ¥rs. Lddy's system, 811 is God or God's
reflection, and nothing exists outside of God. Her whole system re- .
volves around this fundavent:l doctrine.

Since God is all, and nothing existas outside of God, man can be
only the reflection of God. In her socientific tranclation of Ismortal
tiind she ocnlls man "God’s spiritual idea, individusl, perfect, eter=
nel.®7 @hen wusked the gquestion, "¥het is man?" Mrs. Eddy replied:

¥an is not matter; he is not made up of brain, blood, bones, and

other elementss. + ofan is idea, the image of love; he is not

physique. « ethat which has not a single quality underived from

Deity; that which has not life; intelligence, nor crestive power

of his own, but reflects spiritually all that belongs to his

Yaker. o e.man is incapable of siné sickness, and death. Ths real

man ocannot depart from holiness.® :
Furthermovre, 4rs. Lddy suys, "Hscause man is the reflection of his
isker, he is not subject to birth, growth, maturity, decay. These
mortal dresms ave of humen orlgin, not dlvlne.“59 $o nan is ncphing
more than en ides of God, a reflection of God. Since God is all, and
God is good, man, the reflection of God, must of necessity also be

goods Therefore it is impossible for man, under the.gavernment of Jod

in eternal Science, to fall from his high estate .40 If men is never

561bid., pe 477,
ST1vid., pe 116
381bid., pe 475
®9Ibid., p. 308

40rp4d., pe 268,
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born or never dies, end if he is merely the refleotion of God, it is

impossible for mon to have & materisl, finite, orgenic body. The

orgsnic body of msn is an illusion. ¥re. ¥ddy says:
Fivine Science shows it to e impoesible that a materisl body,
though interwoven with matter's highest stratum, misnamed mind,
should be man, = the ganulne and perfect man, the immortal idea
of being, indestructible and sternal.4l
But aven though God is all, and'nothing exists outside of the
term or concept of God, yet man is not God, but an individusl reflection
of God.
irs. Eddy says that she belleves in the individual man, for she
understends that man is as definite and eternsl as God, and that zsn
is therefore coexistent with God, teing his divine ideas.42
Furthermore, man, thas image and reflleotion of God, does not create
or procreate nimself, for God created everything at the beginning. -
iherefore there is no such thing as tirth. Hecause men is eternal,

there is no such thing as death. Xan is nothing wore or nothing less

than the idea eransting frae this ind. %an is the compound ides of

God, including rignt ideas. 3ap ls the generic term for all that re=

flects God's imsge end likenase, 43
And f{inally, 4drs. Eddy includes the Universe of perfect thoughts

in Heality. In her eclentific translation of lmmortal ¥ind she says

4l1vid., p. 477,

iaﬁary Zddy, Yaity of Good (Boston: Allison V. Stewart, ¢.1908),
De 49

43George W. vandt, & Brief Study of Uaristlan Sclence (Pnilsdelphia:
General Counoil Fublishing House, 1818, ps 22¢
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of idea, "An image in #ind; the immediate object of understanding."44
These perfect thoughts originate in “od and therefore must flow from
God, and wust bs good, eternal, and perfect. These perfect thoughts
cast oul error and svil. The more perfect thoughts control msn, the
lese evil and error will penstrate man. Inhc universe of periect ideas
ie, therefore, & universe compoesed of verlegated thoughts, everyons of
wolch ie perfect and eternal,$® and which understood correctly, trans-
lates matter into Hind, rsjecting all other theories of causation.%6

In summerizing what she means by Heslity, Mrs. Eddy says in her
sctentific translation of Lwmortsl Mind, "God: 0Divine Frinciple, Life,
Truth, Love, Soul, Spirit, ¥inde #an: God's spiritusl idea, individ-
ual, perfect, eternal. 4dea; &in imsge in ¥ind: the immediste object
of undsrat&nding.“47

if oniy God exists, then conversely it follows that everything
else i& non-existent. oSlnce Kre. Eddy believes this tc be true, she
calls everything which is non-exiztent “111uslon,* By illusion she
means "mortal mind,” "orgenic bodies,”" and "materislistic world." 1In
other words, everyth:ing that is outside of God and opposes God is
Illusions

Because, as ¥rs. bddy claims, usage classes both evil and good to-

44344y, Soience and Henlth, pe 115s

45Logan, 223 cite, po 113

46£ddy. Hisocellaneous Writings, pe 26,

4759dy, Soience and Health, pe 115.
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gether as mind,%8 therefore, to be understood correctly, she calls
sick and sinful humanity "mortal mind,” meaning by this term the flesh
opposed to 8pirit, the human mind and evil in contradistinction to the
divine Mind, or Truth. The spiritual unscientific definition of mind
is based‘on the evidence of the physical senses, which melkes mindse
many and calls mind both human and divine.4® To gifferentiate between
these two, krs. Eddy says that everything which claims existence out-
side of God or lmmortal Mind is mortal mind. ga Mrs. Eddy puis it,
"rortal mind is nothing olaiming to be something."50 Since nothing
is Spirit but God and his ideas, which ¥rs. Eddy calls Feality, mortal
mind, being nelther a person, place, or thing, does not really exist.
The only reality of sin, sicknees, or death is the awful fact that un-
realities seem real to human, errlng'beltef, until God strips off their
dlaguiaes-51 ihe reason sin, sickness, and death are unrealities is
because they are not of God. Christ came to destroy this error.2
Christian Science therefore teaches that all inharmonies of mortsl
mind or body are illusions, possessing naither reality nor identity,
though seeming to be real and identical. Consejusntly, in 4rs, Eddy's

system, everything outside of God should be conseived of only as an

481b1d-. P 113

491p3d., po 1140

501pbid., p. B91.
5libid., p. 472.

Ealbidc, P De
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illusion.®8

Also included in illusion are mortsl, organic bodies. Jhese too,
are illusions, untruths, errors, for mortal existence is an eniéma.
Lvery day of life is a mystery and is in reality unreal. %he testimony
of the corporeal seuses cannot tell us what is real and what is de=-
lusive, for they are unreal and non-existents OJUnly the revelatlion of
Cnrietian Sclence oan unlock the hidden treasurers of Truth.o% Ine
organic body is but a false concept of mortal mtnd,s5 bocause matter
ie inert, inanisate, and sensationless considered apart from Mind" 8
the body really does not see, feel, hear, smell, or taste 37 These
sensutions are just errors of wortal mind and are therefore unreals
ihen someone would disagree with rs. Eddy's teaching and say thai
men's body is material, she quotes 8t. Faul who said, "Be willing
rather to be absent from the boiy and be present with the lord.” Her
exegesis on this passaze makes St. Paul say that everyone'éhould give
up hie material belief of mind in metter, and have but ons mind, even
Gou, for this #ind forms its own likeness.5® irs. Eddy wants St. Paul

to say that because God is all in all, and becsuse man is the image

531pid., pe 108

%41bid., p. 0.

aslbid °y P 177 L]

56£ddy, Rudimental Pivine Science, p. Be

571vid.
58Lddy, Science and ligalth, pe 216
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and reflection of God, man cannot have a material, organic body. She
pleads therefore, that all zhould give up their wrong conoeptioﬁa,
thet "Truth" wight prevaile. &he agsin refers to Scripture and quotes
these words to emphesize her point, “Henceforth know we no man after
“the flesh."® She further adds that if wo follow the command of the
Hastsr, "Take no thought for your life," we shall never depend on
bodily conditions, structure, or economy, but we shall be masters of
hody, dictate its terms, and form and control it with Truth.so
Furthermore, since orgsnic bodiss ere unreal and man le simply

the reflection of God, it follows that mortal ills ars but srror of
thought, diseases of mortal mind, for mstlsr cannot feel, sze, or
roport pain or diaeaae.61 {herefore, whan tﬁe things we aerronsously
term the five phyeical senses are misdirsoted, they are simply the
mani festations of teliafs in mortal mind, which affirm that life,
gubstance, snd intelligence are muterial instead of spiritual.62 Henoe,
it is unchristian to bslieve that pzin und sickness or sven death are
anything but illusions-sa‘ ihe reason man still belioves in these il-

lusions is dus to the luck of understanding of the allness of God,

which leads him to believe in the exisience of matter, contrary to the

B910ide, pv 2176
S0tpid., p. 228,

SIEddy, Rudimental BHivine Science, p. 9.
62

Lddy, Science and Health, p. 274.

63":’;ddy, #iscellaneous Writings, pe 68.
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law of the Splrit.% To further tomment on the fact that mortel,
orgenic life is an illusion, drs. tddy quotee & poem by the {smous
Spanish poet, “aldron:

What is 1ife? 'Tis but a madngss,

Wihat 1s 1ife? A mere illusion,

Fleeting pleasure, fond delusion,

Short-lived joy, that ends in sadness,

Whnoge mostl constant substance seems

sut the dreem of other dreams.
Comizenting on tnis poem, idirs. 2ddy suid, "Whet is termed mortal and
material power, as unenifest life, is grapnically defined by Czldron,"69

Since #re. &ddy had spent some time in her book entitled "Retro-
spection and Introspection" talking about her own life's history, she.
felt it wise to comment on that history in order that the resder would
not get the wrong impression that she believed that resl organic life
did exist. ln speaking about her second unfortunate merriage, in which
she was compelled to ask for a bill of divorce in Salem, Hassachusetts,
Krs. Eddy said:

It is well to know, dear reader, that this bit of material history

iz but the record of dreams, not of real exiatence, and the dream

has no plece in Cnristian Science. 4t is a "Tale that is told,"”

end &8 "the shadcw when it declinecthe." The heavenly intent of

earth's shadows is to ohasten the affections, to rebuke human con-

sciousness #nd turn it gzladly from a meterisl, false sense of life

and happiness, to spiritusl joy and the true estimate of Beinge ¢

¥ere historic imcidents and personal events are frivilous and of

no moment, unless they illustrate the ethics of Truth.86

So men Ls simply the reflection of Gode. e is not subject to

birth or death. ¥ io incapable of sin or error. The mortel senses

%4gady, Rudimentel Divine Science, p. 9

65Eddy, Retrospection and Introspection, p. 76.

661nid., po 27
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are illusions, organic bodies are impossible, and the belief in them
is error, dispelied only by Truth. 87

And finally, the materialistio world ie also inocluded in i{llusion.

Everything which our erronsous senses perceive, fegel, or see, is an
illusion. Hatter is really en error of atatementosa Thisg error in
the premise leads to errors in the conclusion in every statement into
which it enters.%® Perhaps the msterial senses tell the erroneous
mind that matier does exist. if that happens, Yivine Metaphysicse
explains sway matters'© ¥attar, or the materialistic world, has no
minde L Everytning outside of Mind ie an illusion. Therefore, the
paterialistic world must not truly exist. The notion that there is
real substance in matter is false and a falss supposition because
matier is the opposite of Sptrit-72 For her proof lrs. Eddy quotes
Seriptures, claiming that Jesus ssid of personal evil that "the truth
abode not in him," because thers is no material senso-vs Gatter, as
matter, has neithor sensation nor personal intelligence. 4s a pre=-
tonsion to be Mind, metter is a lie, and "the father of lies." Mind

therefore, is not in metter and Spirit canmot originate its opposite,

87:4dy, Sclence and Heakth, pe 306

88 pids, pe 277+

891 pid.

T01bide, po 2784
"ipid,

72114

73£ddy, Rudimental Uivine Seience, p. T
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nemed matter.’d

drse« Eddy continues by saying thet metter, to be matter, must have
bcén self~oreated. Hind has no more power to ovolve or to cresnte met-
ter then has good to produce evile #Hatter is a misstatement of Liinde.
it is & lie, spesking against Truthe It is idolatry, having other godss
it is evil, heving prosence and power over omnlpotenoa.75 Therefore
the materialistic world {6 &lso en illusion. |

In summarizing her besic priﬁciples of Reality and Illusion, ¥rs.

Bddy draws her conclusions ac follows:

1, Cod is &ll-in-all. 2. God is good. Good is Hird. &. God,

Spirit, being all, nothing is metter. 4. Life, God, Omnipotent

good, deny deatih, evil, sin, disease. Disgease, sin, evil, desth,

deny good, ommipotent God, Life.76
Putting her proposltione into eimpler lenguage, it could be state&
thug: Uejor Fremise: Oppoeites cannot coexiet. Minor Premise: Mind
and matier are opposites. Conclusion: Therefore mind and matter cen-
not coexiste’! iNrs. Lédy goes on in her ressoning, "What can there be
besides infinity? Nothingd %hnorefore the Soience of Good calls evil

nothing.“73 Here, according to iirs. Eddy, Chrristian Sclence sticks to

its text, while other systems of religion abandon their logic.'? BStated

- M1pide

75£ddy, Miscellaneous %ritings, p. 173.

76zady, Sclence and Health, pe 11Z.

770, J. Coppage, Christian Science in the Light of Reason
(Cincinnati: The Stundard Publighing Coe, 1914), p..19.

78g4dy, Miscelleneous Writings, pe 27.

7970id.




20

- negatively, the cardinal point in Christlan Sclence is that matter and
evil, which includes all inharmonies, sin, diseuse, and death, are un-
real-ao Viewed positively, evil, the unlikensss of God, is unresl,

kvil therefore, only seems to be real by giving reality to the unroal.sl
€he discards the experience of man's fine senses concerning the reality
of matter by quoting Soriptures, "Let God be true and every men a liar."
Commenting on this she ssys that if Seriptures are correct when they
imply that God is #ll-in-2ll, then all must be Mind, since God is ¥ind.
Therefore, iu divine Sclence, there is no material, mortal man, for

men is epiritual and eternul, heving baen made in the image of Spirit

or God.82

¥re. Eddy {urthers argues:

If God is ¥ind and fills all space, is everywhere, matter is no=-
where and sin is obsolete. If Mind, God, is allepowerful and all=-
preesent, a man is not met by another power and presence, thot =
obstructing his intelligencs « pains, fetlers, and befools him.

The perfection of man is intact; whence then, is somethiug vesides
Him that ie not the counterpart but the counterfsit of man's
oreation? Surely not from God, for lie made man in His own likeness.
Whenoe then, ic the atom or molocule onlled matter? Have atirsction
and cohension formed it? ©But are these forces laws of maiter, or
laws of Mindt 83

Another epproach which she uses in her argumentation is this:

Ne undo the statements of error by reversing them. Through these
three statements, or misstatements, evil comes into authority: =
First: The Lord creoted it. Sedond: %he Lord knows it. Third:
T am afraid of ite By a reverse process of argument evil must be
dethroned: - First: God never made evil. Second: He Ymows it not.
Third: %e therelfore need not fear it. ‘Now, sccording to Christian

801vid.

alEddy, Science and dJealth, ps« 470,

823ddyq Rudimental Pivine Soience, pe 4.

83Eddy, Unity of Good, p- 20,
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Science there is nothing to fear.84 ine First idolatrous claim
of sin is, that matter exists; the Second, that mutter is substance;
the Third, that matter has intelligence; and the Fourth, thet mate
ter, being so endowed, produces life and death. ¥ence my ocon-
soientious position, in the denial of matter, rests on the fhut
that matter usurps the authority of God.88
So Y¥rs. Sddy’s logiounl oonclusion is simply that when we put off the
false sense for the true, and ses that sin ond mortality have nsithsr
Prinoiple (czuse) or permunency, we shall lsarn that sin and mortality
are without actual origin or rightful exiatenoe.ee Therefore, there
is no sin, for God's 7Lardom is everywhere and supreme, snd it follows
that the human kingdom is nowhere and must be unreal.e?

On the basie of her conclusion that God is All~in-sll, and that
outside of CGod nothing exists or can exist, Mra. Eddy recommends methods
of dispelling sll evil, error, sin, suffering, and death, so thai the
fullness und wholeness of God might be clesrly and forever manifested.

The shibbolith of Christian Science is: "Truth makes man free."88

‘ 9
"Truth" dastroys the sense of sin and thus sin itself dlaappears.s
Therefore, disbelief in error destroys error, end leads to the dig=~

20

cernment of Iruth. Zortals will lose their sense of mortality,

which includes disease, sickness, sin, and death, in the proportion

84344y, Unity of Qood, pe £0s

85 b5de, po 31e

86£ddy, 3clence 2nd dealth, p. 280.

87%&:3 bdady, No end Yes (Boston: Allison V. Stewart, 0.,1908), pe 36.

88:4dy, Seience and iiealth, pe 22Bs

89x4ddy, Unity of Good, p+ 9

sosddy. Science and Health, p..346.
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that they gain the sense of man's spiritual preexistence ag God's
ohild, s the offepring of good, and not of God's opposite, namely
evil or a fallen man.?} Therefore, the more we disregard illusion,
and the more we believe in the allness of God and the spiritusl pre-
existence of man as God's image and reflection, the more closely we
core to ine condition we were intended to enjoy.

However, till man realizees that evil is dispelled simply by not
belisving in it, he must proceed slowlye Therefors, one should not
tarry in the storm if tie body is freezing, nor should he remain in
the hot flames. Hrs. kddy adviees, "Until one is able to prevent bad
resulis, he should avoid their oscesion."®2 inie busigess of growing
spiritually is & slow process, but as we grow spiritually, as we raealize
the nothingness of 1ilualon, we the more readily understand the non-
existence of pain, sin, and death. Inhis eternal Truth is changing the
universe.?® As mortals drop off thelir mental swaddling~-clothes,
thought expends into expresaion-94 Only those who forseke the unreal

can fully understand its unreelity. As a maiter of ract, Jesus came

{0 rescue man from the illusion called sin by teaching the unreality
g

&

of sine therefore, sin is forgiven only as it is destroyed by Christ,

91y 4dy, Miscellansous Writings, pe 181,

gzﬁddy, Science and Healih, pe 329,

931bid., p. 225

941pi4.

944y, Unity of Good, pe 59
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another term for Iruth and Llqugs If a porson would for one moment :
become conscious of that faot that Life and intelligence is purely
spiritual, and has nothing to do with matter,’ths body would have no
sensation, feeling, pain, sin, suffering, or death for that 1nd1vidull
at that moment.?’ If a person could always be conscious of that fact,
the eame situstion would prevail throughout his 1ifes Only by be-
lieving in unreality can pain, plsasure, sickness, 2nd death be ax-
verienoed. In her chapter on tesching Chrietian Science, Hrs. Eddy

had this to eay:

When sin or sickness. . «Beems true to material sense, + « eOX~
pose and denounce the olaims of evil snd diseese in sll their
forme, but realize no reality in theme A sinner is not reformed
merely by assuring him that he cannot be & sinner becauss thers
ls no sin« To put down the claim of ein you must detect it, re~-
move the mask, point out the illusion, eand thus get the victory
over sin and so prove its unreality. The sick are not healed
merely bg declaring there ies no sickness, but by knowing there

is none.98

When asked how someone could balie%e that there is no such thing ss
ratter when that individual muet oarry around two hundred pounds of

weight daily, #rs. bEddy replied, "By learning that mstter is not
699

manifest morial mind. %Winen asked how one could not believe in ein
when 0od sent Jesus to save us from sin, and the Bible is addressed to
sinners, X¥rs. Eddy snswered, "To regard sin, dissase, and death with

less dsfsrence, and only as the woaful unrealitlss of being, is the

9GE‘ddy, Scienco and Health, p« 5.

9 ibide, pe 14s

2
albid', Do 4474

99Eddy, Hlscellanaoui Hritings, pe 47.
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only way to destroy them."190 iihen asked what happened in the illusion

called death, drs. Zddy answered that the individual d4id not loose his

\

identity, but emphesized that Science and Health clearly states that
spiritualization of the thought is not attained by the death of thei
body, but by conscious unlon with 60d 201 fnen confronted with the
question that if life is merely a dream, why not commit suicide, Hrs.
Eddy replied:

They must work out of this dresm or false claim of sensation end
life in matter, and up to the spiritual reaslities of existencs
before this felse claim can be wholly dispelled. Committing
suicide to dodge the question is not working it out,.102

Furthermore, to show how non-reslitiee are dispelled by simply
not believing in them but solely believing in Reality, lrs. Eddy again
refors Lo the 8iblelYS to show how the children of lsrael were saved
from destruction by not beileving in ite reality. She said:

In Egypt it was Kind which saved the lsraslites from the plagues.
In the wildernepe streams flowed from the rock, snd wmanna fell
from the sky. The Israslites looked upon the brazen serpeat, and
straightway believed that they were healed of the poisonous stinzse
of vipers. In national prosperity miracles attended the successes
of the Hebrews; but when they doparted from the true idsa, their
demoralization began. Even in captivity emong foreizn nations,
the divine Prlnolple'wrou§ht wonders_for the pasopls of Uod in the
fisry furnace and in king & palaces.

1001 bid., po 60s

1011p14., po 420

1021 p3d., p. 52e

~ 108v1. Christian Soience we leern thats. » evhen God spesks to man
in Soriptures end uses materisl terminology, the materisl meaning of
the word 1s to be ignored and only the metaphysiocal terminology. ois
to be accepted and used.” Eddy, Bolence and Haalth, p. 579, ﬁ?cor?ing
to that isagogical principle the Dlble oan be made to say snything.

104 1bid,, p. 133.
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Again Hrs. tddy ghows that only by believing that illusions are unreal
can they be destroyed, by giving this exsmple:

You say a boil is painful; but thgt is impossible, for matter withe-
out mind is not painfule The boil simply manifests, through ine
flametion and swelling, a belief in pain, and this belief is call~
ed a boil. How admlnister mentally to your patient s high at-
tenuetion of truth, and it will spon cure the boil. The fact that
pain cannot exist where there is no mortel mind to feel it is a
proof that this so-cailed mind makes its own pein = that is, its
own belief in pain.l05

Mre. Eddy gives another example of how to destroy illusion:

if 1 have the toothache, and nothing stops it until I have the
tooth extracted, and then the pain ceases, has the mind, or ex-
traction, or both, caused the paln to cesse? What you thought

wag pain in the bone or nerve, could only have been & belief of
pain in matier, for mattor has no sensation. It was a state of
mortal mind made manifest in the flesh. You call this body matier,
when awake, or when acleep in & dreems That matter can rsport
pain, or that mind is in matter reporting sensstion, is but & dream
at all times. 7You believed that if the tooth were extiraced, the
pain would ocsese: this demand of mortal thought once met, your
belief essumed a new form, and salid, There is no more pain. When
your belief in pain ceases, the pzin stops; for smatter has no
intelligence of its owne By applying this mentzl remedy or anti-
dote directly to your belief, you scisntifically prove the fact
that ¥Yind is supreme. This 18 not done by will-power, for that

is not Soience but mesmerism. The full understanding that God is
#ind, snd that matter is but 8 belief, ennbles you to control

peine Christian Sclence, by means of its Frinciple of metaphysical
healing, is able to do more than to heal a toothache; although

its power to allay fear, prevent Inflemmation, and destroy the
necessity for ether - therety avoiding the fatal results that
frequently follow the use of that drug - render this Science in-
valuable in the practice of dentistry.106

Now finelly, after demonstrutin51°7 and showing how sin, siclness,

10B1bida, pe 153,

lcsﬁddy, 3&1_50611,,&“90“5 @iritings, p» 44.

107It is interesting what Christian Soience has done in other
spheress Logan, Christisn Sclence, pe 120, gives some examples. The
quadrupeds sr¢ being cared for, & ¢olt nearly ruined was completely
well the same day, =n elephant in New York 200, raving mad, was made
completely well after ireatments, eto.
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pain, and death may be overcoms by Truth, ¥rs. Eddy iscues this
challenge, "108t108 Christian Soience by its effect on sociesty, and

you will sse that the views here set forth. + «bring better fruits of

<

he=lth, righteousness, and Life, than a belief_&g their reality has

ever done.f‘lo9 .

1087nig challenge is acoepted in Chapter 1V of this thesiss

1°9Eddy. Hetrospoction and Introspsction, p. &4,




CHAPTER III
¥RS, EDTY'S DOCTRINE ON MAERIAGE

8ince everytning is mlné in Christian Solence, nothing, including
marriage, is re%lo Thereforé, in order to be consistent with her basic
Principles of ﬁeality and Illusion, her logic compels her to deny mar-
riage.l However, there are some who will challenge this, ssying that
Mrs. dey's teaching on marriage is rather the direct result of her un-
fortunate marrlages.z These sohoiars maintain, therefore, that it is
a truism in the psychology of religion that aberrant thsological
doctrines are often arotogenetio, that is, conneoted with sbnormal

S and since krs. Eddy was a woman unfortunate in mar-

sexuul doctrines,
riage after the fleshly mind, shs became adverse to matrimony and

sought to change this whole doctrine into & so-called spiritual union

of the souls? The psycho=snalyst would also probably agree with this
latter interpretstion, after studying Mrs. Eddy's life, because he

would itry to analyse Ars. Eddy's person-rathar than her basic principles.

The psycho~analyst would say that those who are inhibited from a normal

lF. #. Peabody, The Religio-iledical Hasguerade (Hew York: Fleming
H. Revell Uompany, 1915), p. G2.

ZIbido. PP 43‘!5-

Sﬁ. Riley, F. ®. Pedbody, and C. E. Humiston, The Faith, F&lsltx,
and The Failure of Christisn Science (Hew York: Fleming H. Revell
Company, 1926), pe 134

41bide, pe 1364
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and satisfying married life easily maks a virtue of their misfortune,
and schieve a oompensation by means of 2 super-normal or super-human
exaltation of their spirituality. But the subjective emotional con=~
#110te are not elininEted? IHIths manner. Consequertly, the victims
of this sort of self-decoption often become very vehement in their de-
nounciation of the normsl relations as well as very morbid in thelr !
desires for pratification.d

Although there is possibility in these srguments, nevertheless,
in order to really understand her teaching on marrisge, it is necessary
to draw the necessary inferences from her basic principle. #Her
doctrine of rarriage is presented on that assumption.

Since, in M¥rs. Eddy’s philosophy, thare is'nothtng but God and
his reflections,6 nothing exists outside of Godo Consequently, if .
nothing exiets outeide of God, materisl bodles, lncluding the sexes,
are nothing more than Illusions, errors of mortal minds Xrs. Eddy
believes that her syctem does away with this mortal error. In the
Boston Herald an article appeared entitled "Prevention and Cure of
Divorce,” in which lrs. Eddy said that Truth lays the axe to all evil,

for it lifts the curtain on the Soience of being, which includes the

S1bid., p. 140.

Sucyristian Solence 1s based, first on the denlal of matter,
siciness, suffering, pleasure, ein, snd death. . The author has
estimated, on tne basis of the average number of orltera}ions on each
page, that in one or snother form thle denial occurs in Sclence and
Health" at least 3000 times; and in all her writing it may be asserted
not less than 10,000 timess « «It is her obsession and her demon and
1t will never leave her for one moments J. H. Snowden, The Truth
About Christian Science (Philadelphia: The Yestminister Press, 1920),

P 149,
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Sclsnce of wodlock, and by doing so ascends the scales of lifes She

goes on in this article to say:

LOOK long enough, and you will see male and female one = sex or
gender eliminated; you see the designation Han meaning woman as
well, end you sce the whole universe included in one infinite Hind
end reflected in the intelligent compound ldsa, image, or likeness,
called man, showing forth the infinlte divine Principle, Love,
celled God, - men wedded to the Lamb pledged to innocence, purity,
perfection. Zhen ehall humanity have learned that "They which
shall be accounted worthy to obtain that world, and the resurrsction
of' the deed, nzither marry, nor are givean in marriage- neither can
they die any more: for they are equal unto the angels; and are
the children of Sod." fhis therefore, is Christ & plan of salva~
tion from divorce.

To Mrs. Eddy there is no such thing as material sex. "Oender is mental,

n 8

not material,”” she states emphatically. Therefore, it is correct to

state that gender is a quality, & characteristic of mind and not of
matters 4t iz ell in the mind. ?Ou are A man or a woman depending
on which you believe you are, and not otherwlse. If a man thinks that
he is @ woman, or if & woman thinks she 1ls & man, that settles it, Ve

are the sex we think we ure.9

Gender, #rs. Eddy meintains, does not necessarily refer either to
10
zesculinity or femininity, for the word:K is not confined to sexuality.
Gender can also mean kind or sort.t! Therefore, in her philesophy,

irs. Eddy often uses the term "wman" in refering to the family neme for

Tgary Eddy, The First Church 3£_Christ‘§cieﬁtlst and Hiscellany
(Boston: A4llison V. Stewart, 6.1913), pe« 268.

Byary ddy, Soience end fealtn with ey to the Scriptures
(Roston: Allison V. Stewart, 1906, ps 60B.

gPeabody, 220 aite, Pe 62

IGEddy, Science and idealth, p. 5U8.

" 1l1pid.
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all ideas, for all of us ere sons and daughters of God 12 lan is
simply a term refering to 8ll humsnity, =nd the term woman denctes the
highest epecies ol meén. Leltuner term, however, ie used to refer to
an 1ndividu&lity.13 The terms man and women 8re truth's spiritual
idea.}® Even the term children signifies the spiritual thought mnd
representatives of Life, Truth, snd Love:® ¥nen the terme man, wWoman,
mole, or femsle denote material things, or material sex, they are il~
lusions, errore, and must be destroyed sooner or later by Iruth, In
her exegesie of Uen. 1:27, where the Bible seys, "So Goc created man
in His ocwn 1&&56, in the imege of God created He him; msle and female
oreated fe them,” &rs. iddy says:!

To emphasize this momentous thougnt, it is repeated that God made
man in His own imege, to reflect the divine Epirit. 4t follows
that man is a generic term. =28@eculine, feminine, and nsuter are
hunan conceptes 4n one of the ancient languages the word for man
is used also u8 the synonym of wind. Inis definition has been
weakened by anthropomorpnism, or a humanization of Teity. The
work anthropomorpnic, Ln such & phrase a&s "an enthropomorphic God,"
is derived from 2 Ureek words, signifying men and form, and may
ve defined 2as a wortally mental atiempl 1o reduce .eity to cor-
poreslity. Ine life-piving guality of Hind ms Spirit, not matter.
The ideul msn correspondés to ersetion, to intelligence, snd to
Truthe 7The ideal womun corresponds to Life 2nd to Love. In
Pivine dcience, we have nol ss mucn authority for considering God
zasculineg, as we have for coneidering dim feminine, for Love ime
parts the clearest idea of hsxty-l

121-016 ey Po 515
13

Y411ide; pe 540

lsﬁddy, Science and Health, pe 582.

1o{bide pe 5l

uary Bddy, Unity of Good (Boston: Allison V. Stewart, ¢.1908),p. 6i.
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From tnis it is evident that tirs. Eddy definitely believes that God is
everything, outside of whioh nothing exizats, thaot materizl sex is
therefore an illusion, and thst mele, femsle, man, or woman, and even
chnildren, are mere terme representing parféet ideas.

Since nelthser man or woman, or their individusl sexual reproductive
organs really exist, but are illusions, it follows that mortal birihs
are illusions also. 4t would be impossible for non-existent re-
productive orgens to create feslities. Iherefore, since sex and gender
are illusions, children could not possibly be produced through the
union of these two illusions. Noreover, the union of the two sexes is
not even necessary, for God did not ordein them to create the human
family.l7 Agassis once declared that certerin animals, besides the
ordinary process of generation, also inorease their numbers naturally
and constantly by eelf-division. #re. £ddy includes his quotation in
her book and comments on it by saying that this discovery is cor=-
cborative of tie Science of Hind, for tnis discovery shows that the
multiplication of certuin animals takes placé apart from sexual
conditions. She reasons that 1f certein animals can multiply apart
from sexual conditions, why can't man? Hrs. sddy continues, "The
supposition that life germinates in epgs and must deoay after is has
grown to maturity, if not before, is shown by divine metaphysics to be
2 mistake,"l® For further proof for this statement, she goes io the

Biblical sccount of the creation of man. #Adam was created before Eve.

17fvide, pe 531

181pid., pe 548,
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In this case, ure. bddy argues, it is seen that fhe maternal epg did
not create Adam. #oreover, Eve was formed from idam' 8 riby, not from
the fostal ovum.t? Therefore, since idam and Eve were not born, but
crested, why do we have to assume that all the rest of the human race
must be bormn?

Moreover, matter which takes divine power into its own hands and
claims to be a orestor is a fiction: The only reason thst mortal =minds
want to oleim procreation through the union of the twosexses is that
society will sanction the lust involved.%9 But matter, which is an
illusions, cannot creste. Only God, the infinite iind, can create.
#ind created ell at the beginning and made everything perfect and
eternel, as the Bible plainly tellz in Cenesis. fWhen ¥ind finlshed all
creation, the Bible emphatically says that everything was finished and
was very p;ood.zl Hdotning further has been created, or has need to be
created, Therefore, it is impossible for man to procreate somelhing
slresdy created at the beginning.

Furthermore, since God is all-in-all, and God is Lifc, then Life
cannot be embryonic, it must be infinite. An egg is an impossible en-
closure for Deity.zz When God said that the first couple should ba.
fruitful end multiply, he meant to say "divine love blesses its own

idcas and causes them to multiply = to menifest His almighty and

191bid., p. 553.
4Otbids, pe 170
2l1pid., pe 206

22rbid., pe 5500
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eternal powers."2S

Therefore, since man is the reflection of his Maker, he is not
subject t0 birth, growth, maturity, or deoay. These mortal dreams are
of humen origin, not Eivine-z4 Huwzn procreation, birth, life, and
death are ;imply subjective states of the humsn erring mind. Since
mortal birth of every child is not eternal, it is also unreal. Con-
sequently, the unreal body of every unr=sal born child is a denisl of
the reelity of procreation and birth by means of sox.2?

On the other hand, crestion rests solely on & spiritual basig.2®
Since this is true, only those whosg progress spiritually has been re-
tarded through indulgence in illusion can belisve that, ithrough a
union of materisl sex, they can prooreate children. Consequently,
children ere not born spirituslly, end are not realities but illusions.
The term children is correctly used only in the spiritual sense re-
presanting Life, Iruth, and Love &7

Moreover, since children are illusions, errors of mortal mind, it
follows that all who believse themselves to te parents of children are
unspiritual, for theoy belisve in error. inersfore, the concept
“ehildren” is a sign of the unspirituality of the parents. And since

mortal error says that children are procreated through the union of the

231bids, pe 617,

24Ibid|, Do 3056

251, u. Haldeman, Christian Science in the Light of Holy Soripture

(Hew York: Fleming H. Revell Lompeny, ©+1909), po 288¢

268ddy. Science and Health, pe 0B6e
27Ibido, Pe 682,
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sexes~ ~in reality an evidence of the unspiritual indulgence of the
parents=- -children are a eign of the indulgence in legalized luste
Conseguently, “hristian Sclentists do not desire children bescause of
the stigme they plece on theme HNrs. &ddy taught that the higher one
grows spiritually, the wmorg he forsakes the materislistic world and ite
lustss Therefors, the belief in chlldren hinders spiritual growth.
The only reason there seems to be suffering and pein in human
propagation is because of ‘the false belief in {1lusion.28 Take away
that false belief in error and the pain will also disappears 'hen the
mist of mortsl mind evaporates, the curse which says that women must
" bring ohildren in sorrow/disappesrs, for "divine fcience rolls back
the cloud of error with the light of Truth,“zg and shows that man i
never born and never diaes, but is cowexistent with his Creator. In
order to demonstrate this truth, ¥rs. Eddy also teaches how to properly
attend the birth of a2 new child:
To atiend properly the birtk of & new echild, or divine idea, you
should so detach mortsl thought from its msterial conceptioms,
that the birth will ba natural and safe. ZThough fathering new
energy, this idea cannot injure its useful surroundings in the
travail of spiritusl birth. A spiritual idea has not a single
slement of error, snd unis truth removes propesrly whatever is of-
fensives The new idoa, conceived and born of Truth and love, is
clad in white garments. lts beginning will be meek, its growth
sturdy, and its msturity undecaying. When this new birth takes
place, the Christian Sclence-infant is born of the Spirit, born

of Ood, and can causse the mother no more suffering. By this we
vnow that Truth is here and has fulfilled its perfect work.30

281bid., pe 5674
“1bid.
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When asked why God commanded man to be fruitful and multiply nhd re=
plenish the earth if all minds (moﬂ) existed from the beginning and
have successive stages of existence to the present time, ¥rs. Eddy said:

Your question implies that Spirit, which first spiritually created
the universe, including man, created man over again materially and
by the aid of mankind, all was later made which He had made. If
the first vecord is true, what evidence have you - apart from the
evidence of that which you admit ocannot discern spiritual things =
of eny other creation? The creative "Us!' made all, and Mind wsas
the creator. ¥an originated not from dust, materially, but from
Spirit, spirituallys This work had been done; that crecation was
finished, and its spiritual Science ie alluded to in the first
chapter of Genesis. dJesus suid of error, "That which thou doest,
do quickly." By the law of opposites, after the truth of man

had boon demonstrated, the postulate of error must appear. That
this addendum was untrue, is seen when Truth, God, denounced it,
and said; "I will greatly multiply thy sorrow.” "In the day that
thou eatest thersof thou shalt surely die." The opposite error
ssid, "I am true,” and declared, "God doth know. « .that your syes
shall be opened, end ye shall be as gods," creators. This was
false; and the Lord God never said ite This history of a falsity
must te told in the name of Truth, or it would have no seeming.
The Science of creation is the universe with man created spiritual-
lys The false error of oreation is the sense of men and the
universe crented materially«}

Since children are a sign of non-spirituslity, and since they are
really sn illusion of mortal mind anywzy, Yrs. Eddy goes on to szy,
"Human nature has bestowed on a wife the right to become a mother, tut
if the wife asteems not this privilege, by mutual coneent, exalited end
inoreated affections, she may win @ higher."S2 in other words, ¥rs.
Eddy means to say that mortal error ﬁss given women the impression that
it is a nigh privilege to bring children (illusion) into thie world.
But Lf a woman wants to progress spiritually, she can win a higher

privilege than this mortal world bestows by destroying illusion with

31Mary Eddy, Hiscellaneous eraiugq (Boston: Allison V. Btcii?t!
0.1896), pe 66, :
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Truth. By destroying illusion with Truth, Solence lifts humanity high-
er in the scale of harmonx, and must therefore ultimately break ail
bonds that hinder progress.5® Consequently, if a mother wants to pro-
grese spiritually, she must ‘bresk the bonds which hinder her progress,
among which is the error that she can bring children into a msterlsl-
ifatlie world.

#nother error vhich hinders epiritusl growth is the bellef and
indulgence in materislistio marrisges. #rs. Eddy tells the world that
che doss not approve of this union in these words, "It iz often con=-
venient, sometimes plemssnt, and occasionally a love affair."”4 Har~
riage, however, is really the acknowledgement of illuslion as reality,
wiich is an error. Because this is true, indulgence in matrimony often
presents the moat wretched of humén existence. UInly thoss who have
not progressed spiritually desire this matsrialistic estate with all’
its unspiritual tendencies. Thersfore, marriage is not good bscause
it shows belief in illusion.

irss Eddy goes on to show us what is wrong with materialistioc mar-
riagess In the dedloation address of the Mother Church in Boston, she
went so far as to say of materialistic marriages:

It i the Adame=dream sccording to ths Spiritual allegory, in which

man is supposed to start from dust and woman to Ds the outcome of

man's rib, - marriage synonymous with legalized lust, and the off-
spring of sense the murderers of their brothers.3

$51bids, po 290.
341vid., pe 520

85344y, First Churon of Christ Scientist and discellany, p. 3,
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In this adiress lrs. Zddy went all the way, making marrisge synonymous
with legalized lust. From this it is seen that she did not tnink very
highly of the estate of matrimony. Frobably the reason for such harsh
words at a churoh dedication was the desire to emphasize that marricge
showe & lack of spirituality, end demonstrates a belief in non-reality
and illusion.”®

Consequently, to be mormal and spiritual, marriege In Christian
Science must e a union of the affections that tends to 1ift mortels
highar-37 “ny marrisge wnich does not tend to 1lift mortals higher
splritually must not be entered into. &ince materilastiac marrisges
do tend to hinder spiritual progress because of its bslief in illusion
and lust, the Christian Bclence t'-l'wLm.h has no legal marriage cersmonye.
They try to discourage merrlage in order to grow spirituelly. However,
since muny edherents have not progresued nigh enough to throw off the
sheckles of inis illusion or the deslire for marriage, a legal ceremony
way be perforwed by an suthorized clergymsn and will be acknowledged
by the Lhristien Sclience Churon«>8
However, since merriage in the materislietlc sense is & common

belief zmong mortels, it would prove dangerous to soclety if destroyed

imrediately. #s an example, Hrs. &ddy refers to the time when our

Savior csme to be baptized and John was astounded. Heading his thoughts,

S6iiore we just put the best conatruotion on everyibing.

57£ddy, #iscellunsous ¥ritings, p. &2,
385

ddy, “hureh Hanual, p. 49.
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Jesue added: "Suffer it to be now; for thus it becoreth us to fulfill
all righteousness.” Commenting on this Mrs. Eddy continues, "Jesus'
concessions (in certain cases) to material methods were for the ad-
vancement of spiritual good.“39 érs. bddy therefore feels that she
must make concessione to waterialistic marriages also for the advance=
ment of spiritual good. Tneref&re. she makes a concession to marriage
by saying, "Until the spiritual creation ls discerned intact, is ap-
prenended &nd understood. .‘.marrlage will continue, subject to such
moral regulations ss will secure increasing virtue,”40 s#gain she con=
ceder to the current practice of warriage seying, "Until it is learned
tnet God is the Father of all, merrisge will continue "4l Eo Hrse Eady
does concede that destroying marriasge at this time would lead to a worse
state of eociety tnan now exiests, for mortals still do not know God as
tne Father of ell.

Howsver, this concescion to wmarrizge is only temporary. #rs. Lddy
mainteing that the numsn mind will at length demsnd a higher sffection
then can be found in marrizge. 9Shen that happens a fermentation will
ensue over marrisge as ovef other reforms, and this impurity, togather
with 211 other arrors, will be completely isﬁlated and destrOyed-42 In
other words, & ilme is coming when men will recognize Uod as their

Fether and then marriage will be put awsy in order to obtain ihis higher

¥9gddy, Science and llealth, pe BE.
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affection and growth spiritually. When this time comes, metrimony,
which ie now s fixed fact among mortals, must loose its slippery footing
and mxan must find perxmanence end peece in more spiritual adherence.%3
So, until ine time matures humen growth, marriage and progency will con-
tinuve unpronibited in “hristien Sciences “hen, however, future genera-
tions have the ability to comply with absolute Science and urderstand
that marriage is found oniy in mnngs one-ness with God, ths unity of
eternal love, materislistic marrisge will no longer have need to exist.4

If it were possible to do away with materialistic marrisge at
present, without harm to society, irs. bddy would recommend it. But.
since it is not expedient at this time to abolish marriare because of
the nari it might do to society, %rs. Eddy advocetes celibacy as a
mesne to that end. She asks, "Is marriage nearer right than celibacy?"
end then enswers, "Humen knowledge inoulcates that it is, while Science
indicates thet it is 39_3."45 In Tivine Solénoo we are tauphi that
oglibscy is much better than marrisre, because it verifies the belief
in Reslity. &rs. Eddy's proof for this is taken from the worde of St.
¥atthew, "It is not good to marry." These words, she eays, have special
zpplication to Lhristian Scientists«4® Therefore, the celibate lifs is
advooated as & meuns to demonstrate against the moral error of material-

istic marriages.

431bid.
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tiowever, if & person is united to & spouse in a materislistiec
marriage, the severance of these fleshly tles will serve to unite thoupht
irhought mors closely to God,47 because the severance dsmonstrates the
non-reality of the flesh and supports the struggling heasrt in ceasing
to sigh over ithe world #nd Lo unfold its wings for heaven-48 Through
Lhls seversnce of the fleshly ties, it is possible for man to unite
with God and to progress spirituslly. #&specislly if the spouse hinders
the spirituesl progress, or even causes the other spouse to zo astray,
divorce and severance of that tie is the only real way out. in order
1o justify herself, Mrs. Eddy appeals to cowmmon sense. Under ihe same
circumstencss, in the same spiritusl ignorsnce and power of passion,
would not 4 be strengthened by having my test friend break troth with
me?%® Ihe answer, of course, is obvious. That is the resason, she says,
why St. Matthew said that it is not good to be married. Eo from this
it is evident that Qra- tddy does advocate divorce, especially if it
hinders epiritual progress. She makes herself even more clear by saying:
I hereby state, in unmistukable language, the following statue in
the morale of Uhristian Science: - A man or woman, having volun~
tarily sntered into wedlock, and scoepted the olaims of the mar-
riage covensnt, is held in Uhristian Sclence morally bound to ful-
fill all the clsime growing out of this contract, unless such
claims are relinquished by mutual consent of both partiss, or this

oontract is legally dissolved.®0

So separation and divorce are possible, yea, even advisatle, simply by

47Eddy, tcience and fdealth, pe 57.

431p14.
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mutual consent in = legal manner. From this, together with what has
bteen said, it ic safe Lo say thnat the Lhristian Science “hurch does
not believe in, nor do they advocate materislistic marriapges. 7o them,
materialistic marringes are lepalized lust end a hinderance to spiritual
growih and therafore no legal rarringe ceremoniee sre performed in thelr
Churchs But ihey temporarily mccept marriage as & "necessary evil,"
which will be permitted to exist till all learn tc know God 2s the
Father of nll, and understand thet marriage should be only & union of
the nearts. Until this time comes, the only way to dispel the btelief
in illusion is to sever fleshly ties, or lead a celibate life.

There is, however, a marriage whioh %rs. Eddy does advocate. This
marrisge has nothing to do with msterislistie mgrrlage, and their in-
dulgence does not signify belisf in error. ‘his marrisge is the mar-
riage of tho hearts.ot Xrs. Bddy says:

The sclentific morale of marrisge is spiritusl unity. If the

propagation of & higher human specles it requisite to resch this

zoal, than its meterisl conditlons can only be permitted for the

pprposo.nf generating. The foetus must be kept mentallgzpure and

the period of gestation have the sanctity of virginity. :
The tims will come when marrisge will signify a union of hearts. ¥hen
that time comes, then there will be no mors marrying or giving in mar-
ringe, b;t msn shall %e as the sngsle. W#hen that time comes, white-

robad purity will unite in one person masculine wisdom nnd feminine

love, a2nd there shall be perpetual paloo.53 #nen that time comes,

slﬁddy, &cience and Health, pe G4.
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heaven will be here forever. In order thai heaven may come soon, Hrse
Eddy tells her followers to abstain from fleshly ties. Tne sogner they
becone spiritually mature, the soonsr this perfeci period will arrive.
Therefore, she warns ageinst marrying by quoting the Bible, "The cnild-
ren of tnis world marry and ere given in marrisge: but they which shell
be counted worthy to obtain that world, and the resurrection from the
dead, neither narry, nor are given in marrisge."24

¥rs. Eddy summarizes her whole concept snd teaching of marriage

in these words:

Christian lcience presents unfoldment, not accretion; it manifests
no matsrial growth frowm molecule to mind, but an impartation of
the divine iind to man end the universe. Froportionately as humen
generations ceases, the unbroken links of eternal, harmonious be=-
ings will bs spiritusily discerned; and man, not of the earth
earthly, but coexistent with Uod, will appear. The scientific
fact that man send the universe are evolved from Spirit, and so are
spiritual, is as fixed in divine Science as i3 the proof that
mortals gein the sense of hoalth only ss they lose the sense of
sin and disemse. Mortals can never understand God's creation while
believing that man is @ ereator. Tod s children alresedy creeted
will be cognized only as man finds the truth of being. Thus it

is that the real, ideal man appssrs in proportion as the false sad
materisl disappear. :

B41bids, £ 69

551bid., p. 68.




CHAPTER IV

AN ANALYSIS OF MRS. EDDY'S DOCTRINWE OF MARRIAGE IH

ids LIGHT OF SCRIPTURES, REASOH, AWD EXPERIENCE

Mrs. Eddy issued the challenge to her opponents:

Test Christiaen Science by ite effect on society, and you will find
that the views here set forth = as to the unrezlities of sin,

siciness, and death - bring forth better fruits of hsalth, righte
eousness, and life, then s belief in their reality has ever done.l

Beoause of this challenge it will te the purpose of this chapter to
analyze Yrs. Sddy's dootrine of merriage in the light of Seriptures,®
reason, and experience; and also to carry to its logical conclusions
the practical implications of her marriage teschings, in order tc show
that Mre. Lidy's teachings do not produce better fruits of health,
righteousness, and life, but that the very opposite is true. Hay it
be said to the oredit of krs. Eddy's adherents, however, that they so
often are better than their teachings because they are fortunately ine

consistent in their practice, and therely escape the moral corruption

to which their teuchings logloslly lead.

lﬁary Lddy, Hetrospection and Introspection (Boston: #. G. Hixon,
C.1891), p. 84.

%4ra. dex clainms to base her views of aarriage on Scriptures,
for she ssys, "In following these leadings of sclentific revelation,
the Bible was my only textbook.” Mary Eddy, Soience and Health with
Key to the Soriptures (Boston: Allison V. Stewart, 0.1953?; pe 110,
Again sho said, "Ohristian Science, uaderstood, coincides with the
Seriptures.” 1Ibid., p. 368+ Furthermore, she even claimed superhuman
source for her interpretation of Soriptures in her book entitlsd
"First Church of Christ Soientist and Miscellany" on page 115. These
statements challenge anyone to examine her tenets of marrlage'ongtho
basis of God's Word. If they are fouad to be contrary to God's ord,
the whole teaching must be rejeoted as false.
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A close study of X4rs. Eddy's writings on marriege shows that she
was convinced that it was her duty to teach the final abolition of the
marriaege institutione &lthough she did give some good sdvice on the
subject in her chapter on marriage in "Seience and Health with Xey to
the Soriptures,” yet she lays the axe to the very root of that sacred
institution. But it does seem strange that one so vehemently opposed
to marriage should have had three legal husbands® herself, and possibly
a fourth.* 1t is therefore hard to believe that Mrs. Eddy could be
sincere in her teaching. #oreover, evenm her honesty could be
questioned, for when she married her third husband, Eddy, on ¥ew Year's
Pay, 1877, she claimed to be forty years old, yet she was born in the
year 1812, making her sixty-five. Commenting on this misrepresentation,
Mirs. Eddy said that the statement of her age was only a formality, and
that a few years more or less was of no oonaequonce.ﬁ If it did not
matter that she lied about her age because it was of no consequence
anyway, what proof have we that she has not misrepresented the truth
in otlher matiers?

#rs. Eddy's basic premise is that there is no Reality outeide of

God and his idoas and reflections. Consequently she spiritualizes and

sees material sex as an illunion.6 thereby denying marriages in the

30ne of ner husbands died, and she divorced the otherse

4. u. Peabody, The Heliglo-Medical Hasquerade (Wew York: Fleming
H. Revell Company, 1915), p. 45.

sGeorgine iéilmine, Ine uife of Mrs. Baker G. Eddy and the History
of Christian Science (inﬁa3h= Hodder end §€oughton.giéb§), ps 178,

®iddy, Science and Health, p. 508,
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materislistic way. But she does this without warrant. #henever an
unbiased person reads Genesis, where the Bible plainly states that God
in the beginning created male and female {Gen. 1:27), he will take
these words {0 mean true human belngs with sexual, organic bodies and
not spiritual ideas and reflections, as Mrs. tddy teaches. Furthermore,
when the Bible says that God first oreated man, the male heing, and
then womsn, the female being, as the help-meet and companion of man
(Gen. 2:18), he believes in the reality of the two sexes. God even
said that it was good for man to leave his father and mother and cleave
urto his wife, and they should be one flesh together (Gen. 2:2¢4). Com~
mon experience and resson shows that it is impossible for a male to
be one flesh with a female if it were not for the reelity of sex. The
true Christien concept of marriage is that God created the two cexes
as remlities for the purpose of companionship, cohabitetion, snd the
procreation of childrens’ Consequently, no matter how much one tries
to spirituclize the comcept of sex, the truth still stands thet it is
impossible for enyone to make himself sexless.

But Mre. iddy continues to deny the reality of sex, despite the
fact thet ehe calls marriage "legalized lust."8 By legalized lust Hrs.
tddy must mean the legal merital reletion in the wedded estate. It
would surely be impossible for marriage 1o be legslised lust

without the reality of the two sexes. Right here we see an incon-

7J. H. G. Fritz, Pastoral Tnsology (St. Louls; Conoordia Publish-
ing House, 194%), p. 164.

8uary Eddy, First Church of Chrisi Scientist and Hiscellany
(Boston: Allison V. Gltewart, ¢+1918), pe ¢
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sistenoy in Mrs. Eddy's tesching. Un the one hand she denies very
vehemently the existence of sex, and on the other hand she denouncss
marriage because of the union of the sexes. Furthermore, by making
this stetement, it seems thet lrs. Eddy condemns the stete of marriage
bscause of its fleshly ties. Again Hrs. Eddy's teaching is contrary
to the plain VWord of God. The Bibie states in plain langvage that God
Himself instltuted the holy estate of matrimony by creating male and
giving him a help-meet in the form of a females In thls way God in-
stituted the holy estate of matrimony. Here God fixed & nstural laws
It is His will that men should obssrve His ordinance end warry & woman,
establish a home, and raise a family. Thess fleshly ties are God-
pleasing, for the Bible further says, "A prudent wife is from the Lord"
(Prove. 19:14), "Let thy fountain be blessed; 2nd rejoice with the wife
of thy youth" (Prov. 5:18), "#hoso findsth a wife findeth a good thing
snd obtained favour of the Lord" (Prov. 18:22), "I will therefore that
the younger woman marry" (I Tim. 6:14), snd "God blessed them,” namely
Adem and Eve, thereby giving His divine.ssnotion and blessing on their
married life. Even Jesus attended & wedding in;cana, where He saw fit
to pefform His first miracle. From the fact that Jesus attended this
wedding 2nd even performed His first miracle there, it is safe %o as-
sume fle gave iis b}essing.

Koreover, the union of the two sexes in the married estate is
not wrong or einful, and for that reason cannot be oalled "Legalized
lust.” The Bible plainly says, "Let her be as the loving hind end
pleasant roe; let her breasts satisfy thee st all times; and be thou

ravished always with her love" (Prove. 5:19}, "Marrisge is honourable

TR Ly
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in all, end the bed undefiled" (Heb. 13:4), "But and if thou zarry,
thou hzst not sinned" (I Cor. #:ae), and "Cefraud ye not one the
other" (I Core 7:5)., All these passagee, when studied in their con=
text, plainly show that the sexual relation in marrisge is God-insti-
tuted, God=plensing, and the way God iantended marrizge to be (Gen. 2:
24)s Only the most vile and corrupt could possible associste the term
"legslized lust” with an institution so holy, szcred, end highly
esteemed by the Crestor Himself.

Ae God instituted marriage, mon needs a womasn 2nd woman needs a
man. alan and women feel that need for eanch other because God, in the
teginning, created human beings with a reciprocal attraciion of man
and women~ —sometimes called the sex urgs, 80 that in marriage they
can senjoy = full, complete, and normal life. And thus, when & man snd.
a woman are attracted to each other, this close assccistion complements
their personality needs, fulfills the desire to procreate their kind,
and furnishee companionehips Therefore mwarriage, with its companion-
ship, cohabitation, and procreation of children, is one of the few
blessinge :hich fallen man was permitted to teke out of Paradise.

Since men's fall into sin, the natural attraction of man ¢nd woman is
g0 easily tainted by sin, and therefore marriage is sven more necessarys
That is the reason St. Faul said, "Neverthsless, to avoid fornication,
let every men have hie own wife, 2nd every womsn her own husbend"

(I Cor. 7:2), and of the young widows he says, "But it they cannot con-
tain, let them marry; for it is bstter to marry than to burn" (I Cor.
T:Q).

How foolish, contrary io humsn resson and experience, and enti-
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soriptural then is Mrs. Eddy's emphasis on‘tha celivate 11fe!? 4
forced celib@té life brings with it temptations of unnatural indulgences
and can never yield the complete happiness of the marrled estate, 7he
Apology of the Augsburg Confession glves six good reesons why prlesta'
should marry. The aame six reasons could be used against Mrs. Lddy's
omphasis on celibacy. These reasons are as follows: 1) God commanded
thet man should be frultful end multiply, end that is possible in a
lepgal and accepted manner only in the married estate; 2) Marriege is
the rightful, natural right of men; 3) in order to avoid fornlcation
and the terrific temptations of the evil one, man should marry; 4) no
man or woman has the ;lght to take away the privilege of matrimony from
enyone; 5) celibacy does not necessarily mean purity or spirituality;
8) celibaoy is not virtue 22!.52}10 Therefore, Soriptures end reason
plainly show that marriage is o sscred institution and the very founda=
tion of our societys #nd experience snows that whenever thle blessed ;
ordinence of God hae besen set aside, moral and physical decay sete in.

¥ra. Eddy did, however, conoede that marriage at this tiwe is
necescary in order that soclety might not become even more corrupt..u
But she did suy that in the future, when man learns to ¥now OGod as the

Father of all, marriage will be done away witn. 12 darriage will, how=-

Qﬂary £ddy, #Miscellanecus firitings {Boston: Allison V. Slewart,
001896). Pe 288, - :

10:‘spology of the Augsburg Confession, 4rticle XXIII.

llEddy, Science and Health, pe. 64.

121p1d.
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ever, never be dealroyed as long as the world remains, for it is e
natural, God-instituted, necessary institution. %s long as the world
renains, thers will be marrying end giving in marriage, for Jesus said,
in describing the end of the world, "is it was in the days of Hosh, so
shall it be in the deys of the Son of Hen. They did eat, they drank,
they married wives, they were given in marriage" (Luke 17:26)e As it
wa; in Hoan's day, so shell it be till Jesus shall come agein. There
must always be a marriage estale because it is necessary, God-pleasing,
end good for man;

dre. Lddy further advises that meritel ties should be severed in

15 These ties are the result of a belief

order to sssure spirituslity.
in illusion, and the sconer this belief ie discarded, ths faster
spirituul progress can be attained+l% iet it be said to drs. Lddy's
oredit that she doss not approve of divorces which cause more demage
to society than now exists.t® but despite this, Mrs. Zddy is very out-
spoken in her demends that marriage tles must be severed. The legal
contract of marriege can, therefore, be broken by Christian Scientists
simply by agreementl6 in & legal divorce court.

The Bible is very plain on the subject of divorce. #t says that

a divorce may be granted only in the case of desertion or fornication.

When Jesus was asked how a divorce could be obtained, He said, "I say

lah‘ddy, Soience and lealth, pe B67.

14Eddy, uiscellanaous Writings, pe 52.

1%4dy, Science and Health, ps 64

laEddy, ¥iscellaneous Writings, p. 297.
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to you That whososver sﬁalliput away his wife, saving for the cause of
fornica;ion, causeth her to commit adultery: and whosoever shell marry
her that is divorced committeth adultery” (Mark 10:7). B8t. Paul adde,
"Let not the wife depert from her husband, but and if she depart, let
her remein unmarried, or be reconciled to her husbend; and let not the
hugbend put away his wife" (I Cor. 7:11). Again the Bible clearly
-etatee, "Whet therefore Ood hath jolned together, let no mam put
ssunder” (Merk 10:9)e From these and many other passages, it is very
plaein that any divorce, except for desertion and fornication, is wrong
sccording to God's stanéards. fny religion that tesches contrary to
the plain Word of God, let iF be snathama and vigorously opposeds

S0, when Mrs. Eddy shows her contempt for the holy sstate of
metrimony by ellowing no marriage ceremony to take place in the Christ-
ian Science Church, when she calls marrisge legalized lust, when she
reconmends caiib&cy as the highest virtue, when she goes so far 2g to
say that narriupge is a temporary arrvangement which will be done away
with, and contradicts herself‘bﬁ saying that there is no sex or gender,
it showe thut it is impossible for her to conceive of whal marriage
means to any noble msn or woman who have found unity in iis sacred
bondse fhen she uses such vile langunge in epeaking of sosiety's funda=
mental insiitution, though she pretends to voice God himself, she lies,
and. the truth is not in hers'! Abalish marrisge, break down the sacred-
nese of motherhood, the nobility of fatherhood, and the unshamed right

of childhood, and svery institution of order and decency will go with a

17peabody, Religio-lisdicsl Masguerade, p¢ 166+
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orash becauvse it no loﬁger has a base to stand on. Abolishing marriage
would mean to justify the actual demsnds of the flesh in nameless
disaster. Warriage ls the only bond that keeps society from falling
apart in moral and physical decay. UHarriage is the bssis of uil social
purity., &nd to think that thls woman, claiming to be an embassador of
the most high, the final authority in matters of faith, doctrine, and
praciice, teaches such a satanic doctrine.

Therefore, it is plainly evident that her influence on society is
'infiuitely harmful if her teachings sre consistently practiced. it
iiterally demoralizes thousands of hames,la and destroys everyihing

thet ls asweet and wholesome in domestic 1ife.1?

An example can be
given to show that tuis hideous dootrine aotuallyvdeatroya anything
like real narricge. It wee becsuse of the teaching that marriage is
drcidedly objectionable and is regarded as scnsuous and impure, that
cne Christian Séience couple entered this holy estate with the written
agrecment and understanding that it should be, in substance, merely a
sisler-brother relationship, and that n& children should be had except
thoss which might be conceived spiritually without the help of a father,

as was the oase with Jesus.?? finis is not an isolated example. iany

othars could be oited.?} Surely this sister-brother relatlonship

. 18, &, Peabody, Complete Zxposure of Eddyism or Christlan Science,
G1904, Pe e

‘191p3d., pe Ble .
20[bide, pe 50.

210eorge ile Louthit, The Bddyite, f_chrlstiuu Sclence Iale (Ft?
Wayne, Ind.: The Colonial Press, 1908)e« & very good and true storys
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is not what God intended marriage to bes
Furthermore, in the consistent practice of irs. £Zddy's tesching
that marriage ls legelized luet, sensual, and impure, meny Christian
Science mothers have put marrisge behind them as lustful, unclean, and
inconsistent with spirituality of life and character. Tnerefore, the
life of & Christian Science couple which believes that marital inter-
course is belief in matter, which is error, and therefore wrong, must
be empty, hideous, and vevoltings Hre. iddy is robbing the adherents
of her religion of the most beautiful and sacred thinecs in married life.
This is contrary to God's word which says: :
The wife heth not power of her own body, but the husband; and like-
wite also the husband hath not power of his own body, but the wife.
Defraud ye not one the other, except it be with consent for a
tize, that ye may give yourcelves to fasting and preyer, and come
together again, thet Satan tempt you not for your incontinencys
(I Cors 7:4,6).
Here the Bible plainly stetes thet married couples should indulge in
~ sexual intercourse, and evén goes so far as to say that it is wrong,
yea even displeasing to God, for & spouse to refuse and defraud the
other in the marital state. HNot only is it therefore wrong for one
spouse to demand abstinance, but it is also decidedly objeotionable
in this that it cannot help but bring \emptation to seek satisfaction
olsewhsre, for in spite of Nrs. Eddy's high sounding philosophy the
sex life plays an important role. Therefore, if one spouse as & faith-
fgl and conslstent adherent of ¥rs. Eddy's teéching. refuses 1o cone=
form to the divine ordinance and natural order, he or she will be re-

eponsible for the complete estrangement of husband and wife. Suffice

it to say that if the spouses really love each other as they should,
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the natural insttn¢§ and desires, which are God-oreated and Godeplease |
ing, will follow. Ihe Bible says, "Let her be as the loving hind and
pleasant roe;j let hey breasts satisfy thee at all times; and be thou
ravished always with her love" (Frove. 8:19). &pouses therefore, should
be always ravished with the other's love, and must, for mutusl satife
faction, indulge in intimate relationships. 4nd so, when that intimate
relationship is lacking in a marriage, that life will be frustrated,
unhappy, and discontent, which may easily lead to worse and unimagin-
able wrongs znd vicess

Not only does Hre. Eddy's teaching on marriage, when consistently
observed, cause unhapplness, estrangement, divorce, and immorality, but
it has = definite effect on society. Divorced homes are beginningz to
break societys, Society just cennot function and exi&t without stable
homes, the very opposite kind of homes which Jirs. Eddy advocated. ZAnd
especially harzful is this teaching of marrisge and the advosation of
divérca on the childrens %he chiliren have no parents, or only ons
parent. That parsnt dislikes them because they are a sign of their
unspirituality. They are not loved, not cared for, not given a decent
home- =all because Y¥rs. Eddy's teachings are consistently followed .22

Furthermore, the children are not properly ocared for with medicines i

bzcause of the denial of sickness or pain, but rather are given the

22"] nave talked with 8 gentleman who, years ago, with his family,
lived for some six months in the house with drs. Eddy; end he said to
me with great sarnestness: '1 lived there six months, and I tsll you,
sir, I would rather spend ten years in hell than another six months
in drs. Eddy's company. She nearly drove my children into frensy with
her malicious animal megnetism business.'" Peabody, Kgliglo-Kedisal

Magquerads, p. 173
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Christien Science treatment by demonstration. Need more be ssid?
Truly, this doctrine has really demoralized and immoralized society,
and must therefore be refuted. larriage is that strong tie that holds
together the household, gives dignity to fatherhood, sanctity to
motherhood. Marriage is that divinely uplifted Eyke that keeps back
the tidal wave of lust, mad passion, and lswless gratification.
Harrisge is the only basis for social security and purity.. Take |
away that one lone dyke against social security and purity, and the
devil will have a picnic.

It probably is not very surprising to note that a married person
may obtain a divorce in a legal divorce court on the groﬁnds that his
or her spouse is a Christian Soience practitioneer. Such a decision
wae‘hnnded down in the case of Robinson v. Robinson. In this case the
husband was a druggist. He and his wife had been happily married for
about two years when the wife became interested in Christian Science
and became a Christian Science practitiéneer- Her practice of giving
Christian Science treatment hurt her husband's business. His custom-
ers ridiculed ﬂim, and as a result his business suffered. He began to
worry, nis health became impaired, and be became despondent and morose.
Finally, after all his pleading and begging were not answered, the case
went to the divorce court. He brought suit against his wife on the
grounds of aental oruelty. The court declared that he was entitlad to
the decree of divorce because the wife's conduct as a Christian Science
practitioneer came within the terms of the statute as such bshavior on
her part as to have effect of endangering the health and reason of her

husband. Hence the supreme court ruled that the husband was entitled
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to the divorse.25 If even a legal, unbiased suprems court finds e
denger to the home and society in Christian Science, thors must be a
demorallsing influence which Christian Science exerts.

With the objection %o the holy estate of matrimony zoes slsc the
ob'iaetion to children. Children born in the despised estate of matriq
mony are signe of unspirituality. ¥ps. Bddy tefora to childrer as
sensual and mortal beliefs, material suppositions of 11£6.%% A wan
high up in Uhristian Solence said, "It is mn actual faot that if those
holding prominent positions in the churohs « sare blesssd with ohild-
ren, they will be looked upon with t‘lts!‘lswm'.“?5 Because of this inter-
forence on the part of Mrs. Eddy, Christian Science homes are notably
childless«%® In making an observetion @&s to how the number of Christe
lan Seience children compared to others, Peabody says that the member-
ship in most Protestant church SBunday Schoolas is about the same as -
their membership, while in Christian Seience Sunday Sohools there is
only one child for every five members«2’ One of the explanations for
this notably childless system is that a child born in ordinary wedlook
is considered 2 gymbol of imperfect spirttuality-" |

But the #ible, contrary to drs. Eddy's teaching, speaks very high-

1y of children. Children are not the symbols of imperfection, but

Science (Chicago: Crandon Press, 1935), pe

231. H. Rubenstein, 4 Treatise on the LeFI Aspects of Christian

24:.&&3, Sciense and lenlth, pe 868

35.5 . 4. Logan, Christien Science Expounded and Exposed (Lam!nn
The Kingsgate Press), ps 1e8e

263, w. Dresser, "fhe facts of the caaa," The Arena, (May 1899),
P 58P

2Tpeabody; Relizio-Medical Masguerade, pe 164.
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rather & symbol of God's richest bleseing on a married couple. ‘iﬂ
Psalm 128:2-4 it states:"ihy wife shall be ae a frultful vine by the .
sides of thine house: thy ohildren live olive plants round about thy
tables Behold, that thus ts~lwmnnible=§§d thet feareth the Lord."”
Oouid the Bible be any plainer in giving its sanotion and blessing on
 chi1dren? & man who fears the Lord is thue blessed, namely through
the blessings of a fruitful wife and many ohildren. In Proverbs 17:6
ihese words are found, “Children’s childfeﬁ are the crown of old men;
and tﬁe glory of the ohildren are their fathers.” Agein, "lo, ohildren
ars. an heritﬁge of the Lord: and the fruli of the womb is his reward.
As arrvows are in the hand Brla mighty man; so are ohildreﬁ of the youth.
Happy is the man that hath his quiver full of then" (Ps. 127:3,4): This
pa#sage clearly snows thaet childfen are the great blessing from God and
not despised symbols of non-spirituality, Heppy is the man who has his
quivgr full of children, for they are one of God's richest blessings,
koreovar. the Blpble apeaks, seying, "Behold, I and the children the
Lord hath given me ave for signs and fo} wonders in Israel from tha
Lord of hosts, which dwelleth in Mount Zion" (Is. 8:18). Here, in
very plain langusge the Bible saye that God gave the ohildren as:signs
and wonders, not of non-spirituality, but as a symbol of his graoe and
blessing. Wos to anyone, especially the volce of darkmess, who would
mark God's gift_to man with symbols of qﬁspirltuality- if she were
0od herself, how could anyone bow down to her ahen she would rob us

& 5% : ' 28
of the dearsst possession in the world- -our children?

28peabody, lieligio-ledical Hasquerade, pe 166.
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Moreover, children are real, true humen heings, not mere f;-ms or
symbols for ideas and raflent.};mu. as Erl. Eddy mainteine.? Chfldren
are born into this yorld of true humen mothers in the natural way in
which Goé wanted ohildren to be borns #When Ood told womsn thet in pain
she must bear children (Gen.};&:‘ls), B¢ wse speaking of real births, as

any mother who has ever born a ohild knows, end not illusions. iHhen

He said, "{ will therefore that the younger women marry, bear children"
(I Time. H:14), s is speaking of real, live, ore;anh; ehiidr&n, not
ideas. '.‘-‘urthermore, children are born, as God prescribed, throughn the
union of the iwo sexes. God created man, the male, and woman, the Te= .
mele, end saild that they should live together as one flesh and should |
through thai union bs fruitful and multiply (Gen. 1:28): ¥hen God said
that they should be fruitful and multiply, He did not mean, as MNrs.
Eddy's sxegesis of. that pagsage says, “Divina love blesses its own
ideas and causes thom %o multiply, = to manifest fis ponz:,"so but
rather that i‘ne union of the two ssxes should prooreate ohildram, It
wae God's plan thet through this union of male and femals in zsrriags,
ehildren should be borne

¥urthermore, after children are born into the homes of Christian
Selentists, snd are accepted as signs of unspiritual living, they are
not propsrly caved for. Becaus of the consistent practice in the e~

lief that all pain, suffering, and death are illusiona;m the children

29Eddy, Science and Health, p. 882,

$0rbias, po 617+

31&&17; Eddy, Rudimental Divine Scisnce (Boston: Allison V. Stewart,
21808, pe 9«
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are not properly medicslly treated. 4t is not surprising that when
parents who have children are haitng marital troubles adjudged in &
divorce court, the trial judge, in determining which parent should have
ceustody of the children, nearly always gward cusiody to the parsni who
is not a Christian Sclientist because it is for the best welfare of the
children to receive medical care wimn 111 or injured rather than Christ-
ian Science treatment. 7This deoision was handed down by the sourt in
the case of Rex v. Lewis.2

- Moreéover, Christian Science parents teach this hldeq\is‘reugion
to their ohiidren- The children aere also taught to bo].l.éva in the non=
existence of everything which appears real to the erring senzes, They
are taught that God is #dll=in-all, and-nothin-g, including themaslves,
exist as a reality. They are also taught that there is no such thing
es sin, sickness, or death, and s0 start another vicious circle in
their posterity. Suoch teacnings will do much t0 develop a wrong sense
in the children whish will lead to the further detriment of sosiety,33

Ure. Eddy also taught.‘that. wonsn o.ould enjoy a nigher privilege

than mothsrhood .34‘ Hot only did she discourage the begetting of child-
ren by meking them a sign of non-spirituslity, she even told woman that
they could enjoy & higher privilege t..han' motherhoods It seems that

Wrse Bddy thinke a woman can find more delight in growing spiritually

$2Rubenstein, 22.-1&_&_1._-. pe 254

334, Cornell Wileon, "Christian Siience and the Sex Question;"
Tne Outlook, (Sept. 13, 1918), p+ 99.

S4ggdy, Miscellanecus ¥ritings, p. 289.
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in this unhappy way than by enjoying her God-given privilege of bring~
ing children into this world. In t.h.e 8ible many passages are giﬁn to
chow that there is no higher privilege for a woman than bearing shild=
rene “He maketh the barren woman to kesp house, and to be a joyful
mother of children. Praise yo the Lord” (Ps. 113:9), How could a
woman be & joyful mother of ohildren 1f motherhood is not = high
px‘iﬂ'lage? Throughout the Hible many examples are given to show that .
o woman of God desired children more than any other mtexjial blessings
Wonen like Sarah, the wife of “braham, Elizabeth, the mother of John
the Baptist, 'Hzmnah, the wife of Elkanah, end many others believed
that no i:ﬁ.{ghé:* blossing could come to them than the honor of being a
mothore Eurely they did not think of children as symbols of .ev'n liv-
ings Anyone who had children or loves ohildren a&s Christians should,
mugt readily edmii that there is no lgrejater Jjoy in the world then
childrens Even Josua loved the ohildren o0 much that he rebuked His
disoiples and seid, "Suffer the litile children to come unto me, and
forbid them not, for of suéh is the kingdem of God." gﬂatt. 1§:14),
Even Jesus, the .Son of Goa; did not despise children as symbols of evil,
but used them as examples in his preachinge

When you are inclimed to judge Christian Science by ite "fruits,”
don't forget that emply eradle. ifter having made couples unwilling
to beay ohiidren along o:';‘.d‘ lines, end making them incapable of begetting
them along new lines, Christian Sclence dooms most of her homes with
ohildlessness. But some evening & white-haired ocouple mey de going for
a lonely wnik and gms ‘the ua§urtatnod window of a happy Tamily gether-

ed round the supper tables Then mayoe that aged Christfan Soience
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oouple wilil curse that barren creed that robbed them of 1ife's holiest
joy~ =that of raising children.>®

Atiother dootrine which leads %0 moral deoay and corruption when
oonsistonly practiced is the denial of the reality of sin.o% Han, Mrss
Edd} maintaine, is above sin or frailty.57 Agsin and again sins non=
existence is aflirmed; and its actuality denied, That Christian Eclence
is lowering the standard of morality by the ansietent practice ﬁf this
doctrine conserning sin is beyond doubte This dootrine ia driving the
Caristian Scisnce adherents straight toward moral disaster. When
Christian Solience is conaistently followed, it is treaason against
humanity. If sin is unreal, to commit sin is nothing, end no iniquity
is 8o great as to be morally reprehensible. There is no such thinz as
morality or lmmorality, if sin is unreal. sAnyone who proclaims the
unrezlity of sin and has any influence in his community, is a harmful
membar of sociaty.as in Christian Science it iq possible to commit
mirder, robbery, adultery, or any other terridle crime which haz always
bteen oonsidered wrong end sinful, and not be guilty st a11:3? a persaon
who yields to his or her passions and commits ell sorts of sin and evil

as judged by the law of the lend, may arise before the juige and wipe

5550ﬂ;3!1, ope Oit-; pe 129

36mary £ddy, Unity of Good (Bbaton: Allison V. Stewart, 041308), -
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away all his guilt and deme;it.hy saying th;£ sin ic a false belief
and dose not actually exist. "Tneréfofe,'atnos'thoro.la no such -thing
as ein, he has never sinned at all. Any orime against God'e dlving lew
may be sanctionsed in Christian Solence by simply regarding sin 2@ un-
reale This denial of the very possibility of sin logleally sweeps away
all barriers against woral standards and opeus the gate of sensuality
to flood the soul. ‘

Qf course, Christian Solenos haz an angwer 1o tho probdlem of sin,
Nrs. kddy taught that man is 1n6apable of sip because hs is the re=
flection of God. fut just to deny the reelity of sin does not do away
with sin, es the Bible, reason, end experience plainly poini out,
Bnowden emphasizes thie when he agys: |

The denials of matter and of sin cut daepar into the morasl tissues
of life. it is antinomian in prinoipls and in fruite . .Amemg the
Gnoatic sects of the early Christien centuriss were the Hanicheans
who held that the spiritual baing of man was unaflected by the
action of matter, and their morals were 1locse, and there wers slso
the Hisolaitans (Reve 2:6) who were antinomian libertines. If .
the fleah is an 1llusion and sin is nothing, ths dividing 1ine be=-
tween virtue and vice grows thin to the vanishing point, amd 1t is
then easy to slip from the one into the other. If one remlly holde
to the theory of the nonreality of sim it will not be diflfiecult
for his conscience to oonfuse the flesh with the spirit and to
lose a2ll sense of difference between them; and, indeed, there is
no difference if "Good is all, and all is good.® This dooctrine
hes haen & menace to the world both outside and inside ihe Church
in all egess As the followers of this ocult we doudt not thet they

- are generally people above reproachs Hul we are dealing with the
logical tendency of their faith, and their denlal of the reality
of matter and of ein has an ancient history and its record is not

-goode 1t has been prolific of svil and it is still a manaoc to.
right thinking and goad living.40

S0, when Nro. Eddy,denlas suoh things as sex, flesh, or sin, sex is

40James Snowden, The Truth about Christisn Soience (Philattelphim:
The #Westminister Press, 1920), ps 156. ;
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eagily made an illusion, myth, mental figment, snd serves no real pure
poses Lt cannot posaibly bring evil physical connoquhﬁooa. disease,
disability, or pregnenoy. Hothing ocould be more destructive of sex
‘modesty than the ides that sex élmply doss not exist excapt in ths
attiiude which one mentally assumes rather than & struotural diTferences
If there is no such thing as sex, gonder, no struoctural difference be=~
tween male und fémale, adullery is also impossidle. {ut the Bible zays
that there is such a thing as adultery and fornication, for it warns
against these sins of the flesh by saylng,'“rlee fornication” (I Cor,
6:18), and abstain from it (I Thesss 4:3). It ia‘evident that the
Bible considers sex perversions s reelity, and therefors warns againat
the misuse of sexe

Couple together the fact. that sex is a'mgth and sex perversion
is impossible with the faot that there is no sin and man is above sin
and fraility, end moral oorruption is the logicel conclusion. If the
flesh'is en illupion and sin is nothing, the dividing line between
virtue and vice grows thin and vanishps; Fiesb and spirit lle so
gloszely iegether that it ie easy to slip from ome into the other,
YSuman expsrience bears witness that all theories of perfection and aa=
tire sanctificetion are constantly in denger of lapeing into sensuals
1ty.41 That is the reason Ste Paul included this warning in his leiler
to the Corznthiana, “Let him that thinketh he standeih take haad,
lest he £ 11." (I Core 10:12).

In her whole concept of sin, lirs. 2ddy overlooked & very important

41l1pid.
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thing, nemely, the totel depravity of man. The carnal man is born ine
to this world with a tendenoy towards corruption becauss of Adaa's
falle When Adam and Eve fell Into sin, they not only fell from their
holy estate themselves, but pagsed that sinful nature on to their
ahildren. Every human being, dorn into this world of sinful parents,
aas that corrupt tendency. The Bible also ieaches this saying, "Behold,
1 was chapen in iniquity, end in sin d4id my mother concaive me" (Pa;-
B1:8), and, "The imagination of msn's heart is evil from his youth”
{Gens 8:21)s That sin ie a realily becomes evident from God's lew,
The Bible says, "By the law is the nosledge of sin" (Rom. 3:20)
Thersfors, 1f God's law is destroyed, His slatutes abolished, His com=
mandments disregarded, there is nothing which can stop sin from dozin-
ating man'e 1ifs. 9ho Bible realizes this, for it asks, "Wherewithal
ghall o young man cleanse his ways?" and answers, "By taking heed
thersto sccording to Thy Word" (Ps. 119:9). Only by taking heed and
living according to God's Word can & rightsous life preveil over sin,
Therefore, toke away the knoﬁledge of sin by eorrupting God's isw, as
HNrs. Zddy does, let man's oernal mind rule, snd moral corruption is the
only logicel sonclusion. VYr make sin impessible, make flesh and sex
en illusion, and the groundwork is lsid for the devii's disasirous cone
sequonces. Surely any true child of Uod oannot subgeribe to such a
devilish teaching with all its sensual snd corrupt tendencies. If
Christisn Science adherents do not give in to this sensual and corruph

tendency, it is because they ere better than their dostrine.4%

421bide, pe 29
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and finally a pesuliar teashing whiohﬁ nas literally frightened
many young women is Mrs. Eddy's falee teaching of spiritual conception,
Mre. Bddy taught that ohildren will some &y be born by mantal power

nlonw,4é

and that @he maliclous action of mind Jould causs, and has
gaused, young woman {0 become pregnantl-“ How the “nrietian Science
people may deny this fact, e Mrs. Bddy herself later did, but it ls
a known fact that when Christian Science finds 1ts dootrinse too mon=
styous or revoltlng for present day desenmcy, thay gradually shange and
modify them o that they eppear vague and inooncoéuential.‘s dowever,
¥rey Eddy did teach this mponstrous dootrine %o her studenis, as ones of
her former students bears out.

A certeln #érs. Woodbury, a student of iras. bddy_, became so filled
with Mrs. de;'s teaching on spiritual conception, that in June, 1890,
she claimed tojhsve given blrih to @ son by immaculate cmoeption,
similiar to the exporionce of Nary, the mother of our Saviore This. |
proved “rs. Zddy's theor; of mental 'generati.én- The child wae called
"Prinae of Feaos.". Mrs.i #oodbury would nol permit the onild to call
aer busband ”father,” but insisted that he be called "Frank.” She her-
self was not to be c;alled "nother,” but "Birdie."46 later, however,

Mrs. Edqdy had trouble with Era. Woodbury and officially excommunicated

éaLugan, @pe cite, p» 1220

'“Paabady, Complete Luposure of Eddyism, pe 48.

4bp, x. Iaarsten. Jw Yask of Uhrlstlan Soience (Hew York. American
Iract Socisty, 0.10908); pe 149. ‘

46yilnine, ops oite, ps 430. ¥ilmine has this whole story with
documented evidence T_lwr booke




_her, ealling her the “buﬁwloniah woman” of Hevelation«47 Probably the
reason dre. Zddy became vexed with Yrs. Woodbury is because she herself
had no idea that eny of her students would try to put her monstrous
dootrine into wotual prectice, or that she wes jealous that drs. food=-
bury took that honor from her. Because of the unfavorable publieity

thie immsculate birth reseived, irs. Eddy thought it wise to vigorously

denounce 4rs. Woodbury's seal.®®

But this breek with ire. Woodbury did more harm then good to the
teaching of irs. Eddys After the severe tongue lashing from krss Edady,
Urs. Woodbury vehemently denounced the Cnristian Soience religion and
wrote a very eignificant, artiole, the olaims of wiich are documented
and stande. sres Woodbury begen the article by esylng that, in sub=-
stance, what she wrote in this article wes given by ¥rs. Zddy in privnte.

If Jesus was divinely conceived by the Holy Ghost, or Spirit, with=
cut & humen father, Mary, not having known her husband, - then
women may becoms mothers by e supreme effort of their own minds,

or through the influence of en Unholy Ghost, a malign spirit.
domen of unguestionsble integrity, who have been Mrs. Eddy's
students, testify that she has so teughi, and that by this tsach-
ing femilies have been broken up; that thus maidens have besen ter-
rified out of their wits, and stimulated into a frengy resembdling
that of deluded French nuns, who bellieved themselves brought inte
marital relations with the glorified Jesus, us veritably the bride-
groom of ithe Church. Whatever her denials mey be, such was Nrs,
Eddy's tescuing while in hor school = to which she added ihe
oracular declaration that it lay within her power to dissolve sush
motherhood by a wave of hor celestial rod.49

%Tpady, First Church of Ohrist Soientist and Wisoellany, p. 125.

48yitmine, op. cite, pe 432
495, G. doodbury, "The Book snd the Woman,” The Arena, p. 563




CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIOH

Any Uhristian oan plainly see, on the basis of Soripturs, reason,
and expsrience, that Christian Science is tr;xly a masquerade. ot only
does Christien Sclence dootrine, when consistent in practice, lead to
social.and moral corruption, but it also leads to spirituai doath,
Through symbolic end unwarranted spiritual 1n+ferpretauon of Scriptuwe,
and by pulling %“exte from their contexts, irs. Sddy brings the =Zible.
into line wi%ﬁ her owa dootrines. By her "metaphysical key she made
I Core 15:22 read, "As in avil {(Adam) nll die, a0 im Truth (Christ)

shall all be made allve.“l

fhus ghe shows that an abatract idea hag
freed the error (hﬁmn bodies) from the error (aln) by an error (Christ's
death) % In this mamner the pure Gospsl is oorrupted and “hrist, the
Savior of sinful man, is made to be simply & symbol of Truth. frs,
Lady'e whole teaching thevefore, is blﬁaphsmous and totally contrary
%o God'a %Word. ®hen men, or in this case & woman, professss to te
wise, they become fools, as St. Feul says in Rome 1:22.

%hat then is there in this system which is so atirectice and which
| leads men blindly to destruction without even a consciousness of it?

First, it is an optimistic sysiem. I+ flattera the person who his

come face to face with the hard faots of life. i agsures them thef

7. E. tiayer, -Amarlvaan‘cburchea Beliefs and Practices (8. Louias
Congordia Publishing wouse, 0e1046), P 88s -

21bide, pe 89




67
what they see is only what Lhey thi;nk_ they see, and thnt: they need see
notiing of sorrow, nardsaip, afflictions, death, because they ars un=
veal. SécOnd}y, it promisde o paradise this side of the grave, It
telle the weary traveler ihrough life's hard ways that if he can iranse
port himeelf inte the belief that there is nothigg bad, those.hardshipﬁ
and illusions which he things he is bearing will d&sappoar.. That "12"
ie e big word, but Christian Soience does not hesitate e moment to |

cleim that it can not only pass over it, buf can also perfor: the mire

acle of removing it. #nd so, who smong us would not prefer's paradise

of this sort to that which now existe? Thirdly, the very noveliy and
mystery of ithis teaching is atiraciive io ths unsetiled mind. W#hile
the Christisn Science system has many parts whioh are as old as the.
world iteelf, yet it is 80 entirely new in its essentisl spirit that
in its methods of dealing with the ganerilly accepted teachinga of
Christienlty it has & powerful appeal to the restless spirit of our
modern civilization. Then, when the element of mystery and ﬁu:lnosa.
for which Christian Soience is noted, is added to these three pﬁintl.
the result is an increasing appeels Fhrisiinn Soienge is, in 9ssenoe,
2 revolt agazinst tne gross matafigl;am of our age, and to many who have
not had the spiritual apprehension that is nscepsary to appreciate the
besuty, divinity, and power of Ghristisnity es Carist and the Apostles
revealed it, it also furnishes that sort of religions intellectualism
that they want to offset the materielism wnich makes them wearys #nd
80, to the type of people who are attracted to Christlan Scienge,
‘neither fact nor nislory nor cozmon sense nor Soripture appealy, Thoese

‘people do not want the spiritual food of the Soriptures, but they vant
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the mystical and philosophigal optimism of this system to dull their
senses and make their religious life umnatural hnd_tﬁnorméli Fourthly,
add to tnis the earnest and persistent cultivation of external sweste.
ness of diaposition, and you‘haVe perhaps one of the most subtle and .
poweriul ocharms with #hich‘to-make éisoipless The persistent look at

the trighter.side of life in contfadistinctton to the wearinese of

reality in our age, the confidence with which they preach their zospel,

and the almost siole self-possession and self-restraint with which

they studiouwsly cultivaie end exerciss, all combine to zive g¢lamour

and beauty snd eltractiveness which eaéily deceives people who have

not had the patience and the oouragé to look beneath the surfacs and
see where they sre going. ferheps one éf the greatest advantuges given

Christian Sciencs in our day is Americen sectarianism, with its lack

of indoctrination and emotionalism and sentimentaliam, whioch is fertile
sﬁil for eny new cul% which Qsara & smiling face.® 4nd 80, because of
the appesl of this system, peoﬁle, who are trying to forget their
problems, people who aré-dlaaatisfied. people who are looking for
mystery and intellectualism ans surprise make fools of themselves. Ilire
Clemens made this observation in & letter to Pesbody. He said:

I am not combating Xn Seiénce = I haven't a thing in the world
egainst ite Haking fun of that shameless old swindler, MNolher
Eddy, is the only thing about it. I take a private delighti in
seeing the human race making an ass of itself agein - whick it
hes always done whemever it had a chances Thet's its affair -

it hes the right - end it will sweat blood for it a century henee,
and for meny centuries thereafter. It distresses me a 1it¥le to
heer you talk about 'sanity in the affeirs of wen.’ &o far as I

36. Ve Sandt, A Brief Study of Chrietian Science ‘Phllndelphla:
Gunorel Counell PubTisEtes Nouee, ToTET; 5: B
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“now, men have never shown any noticeable dogroo'of sanity in

their affalrs, and to me it sesms rather large flattery to inti-

mate that they are capable of it. Gee them get down and worahip -

that old creature. A century hence, they'll all be at it. Sanity

- in the humon race! This is really & fulsome.d

If anyone desire to bovome a faithful adherent to this £ake system
called “hristisn Solence, and if he desires o entertain this new phi=
losophy, he must be prepared to do many things. He must be willing to
discount the testimony of his senses. He wust say that these personal
senses are all evidence of sin, disease, and death, and are mere dreams
and illusions. He must be willing to discredit the witness of hiis rea=~
8on as to nature and her laws, saying of them that they are so-called

laws of matter and ave nothing but false beliefs in the presence of

intelligence, and life where mind is not. He must be willing to dis-.

ocard all faith in the reliability of cénsaiouan@as when it declares that
ne has sinned, and that he is liable to sickness, and thzt he must sure=-
ly dies %e must regard them all as mortal mind in which there is no
reality. Then he must reéliie that, 1n-rea11ty, thers is no mortal
mind. fThat expression is simply e phrase designated to describe no
real existence. #hat is there to guide one when he has divested hime
self of his common-sense, thrown away all scisnce and imowledgs, and
has informed his inner 1;99 that he will listen {0 its wolce no more?
The only thing left to gulde such a perason ia the authorized biography
of & woman who sinned occasionally, who suffered, and who finally died
in thé ugual Qaﬁner. fgu will heve 2 little book, or shell we oall it

8 big book?- -of some seven hundred pages full of weird snd fantastie

)

4P‘eabody, Relirio-Mgdiocal Masguerade (Hew York: Fleming H. Hevell
COMPu-ny. lglﬁ), Pe 280 L
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philosophies,® orude theologles, and topayutﬁrvy views on 1ife, And
he will have a church in which there are few children, e church in
which he iz able to spend some plsasant, half-aesthetic, helf-hypnotic

Roure, in which e ¥L1TMREY teldtetuttea by any oell upon his thinking
| nower, which is «n echo of \-mrenlity.6 |

Is it possible for any decent parson, man or woman, to bellsve

thie sytem of krs. Eddy's and becoms a “hristlen‘Sctantist? It is ale
most inconceivable that sny sane and wide-awake man or woman, with the
full knowledge of the facte of life, cen honestly profess belief in
such a araed; if anyone feels that Yesus Christ is His Savior from
sin, o Savior of real snd actual people, how can they follow this
.blasphemous woman and the bunco game she dares to say is "authorized

by Christ?™?

fow can Christisn Scientists keep on stulifying their
senses snd Lhelr most vivid experiences of reality in suffering and

sin and not blunt their aonscience and blur the despest and sharpest

Yy rom a stylistic and doctirinal enalysis of ¥rs. Eddy's writlngs,
from her plagiariasm of the Lieber Documents, the Quirmby menuscripts,
and other hetorogeneous sources, it becomes svident why her philosophy,
if it may be dignified by that nems, resolves into a patchwork, & 1it-
erary hodge-podges Whatever unity her thinking attsined, is best 1ike -
ensd to the guesr collectlon of buttons, atriegs, and fishhooks that
made up the precious collection in Tom Sawyer's pocket. From thiz it
becomes wnderstandable why 8o many contradictions are found in her
writings and why she o often fled from conecrete difficulties into tha
naven of absiractions. #. ¥. Haushelier, Purloins from Hegel {Bostan:
fo M. Beauchamp, 1936), p- 126s . - »

8J. M. lLogan, Uhristian Science Expounded #nd Exposed (London:
The Kingsgate Press), p. 1a8. | -

7Psabody, op. elts, pe 198, Peabaody muet have a very deep-sented
hatred for 4rs. Sddy and her system, for he is most outspoken in his
renounciation of her religion. :

r 34
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distinctions between truth and error? There is such a tﬁing as people
becoming so saturated with deceit and subverted workings of error,
that they believe a lle. Ferhaps the Bible is even rofering to Yrs,
£ddy's system when it says: . -

iow the Spirit spesketh expressly, that in the latter times saoms
shall depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits, and
dostrines of devils; Speaking lies in hypocrisy; having their con=-
sclence zeared with a hot iron: Forbidding to marry, and com-

mand ing to abstain from meats, which God heth oreated to be ro-
ceived with thankegiving of them which balieve and know the truth,

In conclusion, Peabody says thst once a Christian Solencs speaker

in & suburb of Joston ooncluded her address %o her hearers by ssying:

that they should follow lNre. tddy, as %rs. Eddy followed the Savior.
He commants on this with these words:

Sot follow the Savior, but follow Hrs. Eddy in Mrs. ¥ddy's way of
following the Savior. As drs. Eddy follows the Savior? By faking
a revelation from God? By stealing the ideas of another and
ascribing them to God's voloce in her private ear? But putiing on
the cloak of religion in order to pick the pockats of thoss whose
hsnds are olasped in prayer? By oopyrighting a “"religion” and
suing those who infringe her copyright? By fixing, under the pre=
tended guidance of Uod, upon the extortionate sum of three hundred
dellars for twelve lessons in "the divine power that heals?" By
invoking the ald of the courts to compel poor creatures to pay her,
at the rate of twenty-five dollars an hour, for telling them of
God, and His Christ? By organizing e shurch in whioch membership
is mado deopendent upon activity in the sale of her puerile and
profitable wares? 8By denouncing as vils debouchery the swestest
and purest and most noble relation of men and women? By declaring
ths ohildren, in whom our souls delight, to be the offspring of
"legalized lust?” By refusing to put forth her professed Godlike
power to suothe any pain, even that of the sister she loved, to
save ‘any life, even that of her own grandehild? By constituting
horself veritable autoorat of ths Badlamites and reigning with
despotic sway over the multitudes of her self-abased dupes? By
never telling the truth, unless there was money in it, wnd -never
hesitating to lie that would add one simple soul to the number of
hepy victims or one soiled doller to her bulging exchequer? By
living a 1life of unvarying desception and uncleenness, ond pro?eo:
sing wlth eyes rolled heavenwsrd, to te “"as pure as the angeis?
By seeking, with eatanio g2eal snd hatred, the destruction of hor
fancied enemies, through the attempiled mental infliction of dis~-
ease and suffering and death? As Mrs. Eddy follows the favior?
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Not thus, not thus, O Savior of mankind! not thus have followed
in the royal road which thou hast trod ages of worshippers!'®

8Pea‘:::ody, op. oit., pp. 195-6.
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