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This pamphlet, concerning the excommunication of John vV. Doorly from The 
Mother Church, The First Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston, Mass., U.S.A, was 
circulated in 1945 to every practitioner listed in the Christian Science Journal. It 
consists of an introduction to the whole matter, a statement epitomizing John 
Doorly's understanding at that time of Mary Baker Eddy's revelation of divine 
Science, which, reduced to a system of scientific metaphysics, she termed "Christian 
Science," and also extracts from correspondence exchanged between John \V. Doorly 
and the Christian Science Board of Directors in Boston, as well as between him and 
Ninth Church of Christ, Scientist, London. The conclusion of the correspondence, 
which was sent out later, is now incorporated in this reprint. 

In a letter to a close fellow-student at the time, J olm Doorly wrote, in part, 
about the circularizing of this Statement, and his words are prophetic: 

"I am taking this step because I am convinced that it is imperative and the 
outcome of much prayer and thought . . .  I am completely convinced that 
unless we make a definite and dignified issue, and a very decided issue, of this 
whole matter, we shall lose a golden opportunity that may not occur again for 
many years .... The result of this pamphlet may be twofold. It may produce a 
situation in the Movement that will compel the powers that be to retrace their 
steps and in future to leave individual members of The J\Iother Church alone to 
develop their progressive sense of Christian Science. On the other hand they 
may at once excommunicate me from The Mother Church. In any case I will 
have made a very definite issue which will continue with increasing vigour. 

I am convinced beyond doubt that we are watching the egress of our 
Leader's divine revelation from the limitations, the ignorance, the cruelty and 
the stagnation of a merely religious organization into the breadth and grandeur 
of universal Truth and Science .... I feel certain that we could not have faced 
this issue nor could one have presented a mere intimation of this great subject, 
as I am doing in this pamphlet, until we ourselves had arrived at the point 
where we had discerned our Leader's presentation of Science, not only from 
the aspect of Christian Science, but also from divine Science-from the City 
Foursquare." 

Further copies of this Statement may be obtained, free of charge, from the Trustee 
for the writings of John \Y. Doorly: :\1rs Peggy M. Brook, 41 Pelham Court, Fulham 
Road, London SW3 6SH, England. 
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A STATEMENT 

BY 

JOHN W. DOORL Y 

As there has arisen a very serious situation with regard to my activities in 
the Christian Science Cause and as these activities have now occupied 42 years 
of my life, and as I have been honored by the respect and friendship of tens of 
thousands of Christian Scientists, I feel that it is incumbent on me to make a 
statement to those who for years have given me their support and confidence. 
Particularly is this statement necessary as during the past three years many 
distorted and false rumours about me and my character, also about my teaching 
and my attitude towards the Christian Science Church, have been maliciously 
and ignorantly circulated. 

I became interested in Christian Science in 1902. I joined The Mother Church 
in 1904. In 1907 my name was accepted in The Christian Science Journal as a 
Practitioner. I was appointed a Christian Science Teacher in 1910. In 1914 I was 
appointed to the Lecture Board and remained a member of that Board until 1929. 
When I retired, at my own request, the Christian Science Board of Directors of 
that date wrote me a most appreciative letter thanking me for my services. My 
letter of resignation from the Board of Lectureship was published in the Christian 
Science Sentinel of May 25th, 1929. In 1918 I was appointed President of The 
Mother Church, being the second Englishman ever to hold this position. 

In 1926 I was asked by the Christian Science Board of Dir'ectors to allow my 
name to be considered as First Reader of The Mother Church, being, I understand, 
the first non-American to be considered for that position. I declined this honor, 
as I felt my work was in England. 

In 1929 I became convinced that I could best serve Christian Science by 
giving my exclusive time to a deeper and more exhaustive study of the Bible and 
of our Leader's writings. This, I was certain, was the way to better he'aling, which 
alone could prove to mankind the all-importance of Christian Science. 

In my travels throughout our movement, all over the world, I had become 
more and more convinced that there were signs of great and growing danger to the 
future of Christian Science, due to the increasing tendency to substitute belief and 
religious sentiment for exact spiritual understanding and demonstration ; also to 
a lax sense as to the " essentially democratic " government of The Mother Church 
(See My. 254 : 24). It was evident to me that 110thing would meet this danger 
but a more definite and demonstrable understanding of Christian Science as 
revealed by our Leader, Mary Baker Eddy. This alone I felt sure would attract 
thinkers to our Churches, and would ensure the future development of Christian 
Science. 

I therefore returned to England permanently with the fixed purpose of giving 
my entire time to the study of the Bible and of our Leader's writings and to the per
sistent effort to do bt:!tter healing. I was convinced that we could �ever demonstrate 
Christian Science until we first understood it intelligently and scientifically. 
(See S. & H. 329: 12). 

As many of my friends will remember, I had lectured much on the synonymous 
terms for God as given in Science and Health with Key to the Scriptures, page 465, 
line 10; also on the days of creation as explained by our Leader in the chapter 
on Genesis in the textbook ; and on the distinct sevenfold aspect of the Lord's 
Prayer. All of these lectures had been submitted to and had been approved by
the Christian Science Board of Directors of that date. 

Eventually, through earnest prayer and constant study, and through the help 
of others (which I will not dwell upon here but to whom I shall give full acknow
ledgment in the right place and at the right time) I began to appreciate that our 
Leader had developed an abso1utely scientific and divine metaphysical system 
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of symbolizing the ideas of the infinite in perfect harmony, rhythm and order, 
whereby all men could learn, understand and demonstrate the things of God more 
effectually, more scientifically and more naturally than one c;;ould understand 
and demonstrate even such human subjects as mathematics, music, etc., etc., 
(SeeS. & H. 84 : 30-1). This system was finally revealed to her through a deep 
spiritual sense of Genesis and of the Apocalypse as depicted in the Key to the 

Scriptures. (See Ret. 37 : 11}.-20; S. & H. 546: 18-22). The system was 
indicated in the Bible, but Mrs. Eddy climaxed it in her textbook as both divine 
and scientific. Consequently she has written, "Divine metaphysics is now reduced 
to a system, to a form comprehensible by and adapted to the thought of the age 
in which we live." (S. & H. 146: 31-1). 

Thus she forever removed religion from the realm of mysticism, blind faith 
and sentimental emotion, into the absolute realm of divine and scientific meta
physics. 

Naturally my joy and that of my fellow-seekers over the small glimpse we 
had gained of "Science vast . the song of songs " (My. 354 : 22,24) was 
great, and we mentally bowed in the deepest humility before the vastness, the 
certainty, the mag:ditude and the holiness of our Leader's life-work, Christian 

Science. Our grief and disappointment can be imagined when we discovered that 
although "The time for thinkers has come " (S. & H. vii : 13), no progressive 
thinking was welcome to, or even allowed by, many of our fellow Christian Scientists. 
Indeed we faced a wave of the bitterest persecution and misrepresentation which, 
I am sorry to say, has been permitted and encouraged for the last three years. 

As will be noticed from my correspondence with the Christian Science Board 
of Directors I have indicated to them that a ·dangerous impression has been rapidly 
gaining ground that if the Board in any way disagree with a Christian Scientist, 
from that time onward it is considered to be the privilege and indeed the bounden 
duty of other Christian Scientists to say anything they may care to say about the 
person disapproved of ; also to use any method to destroy the reputation of such 
an one. 

Quite recently in England a Christian Science teacher wrote a letter making 
statements about another member of The Mother Church. This teacher was given 
an opportunity to apologize and withdraw his statements. As he failed to do so, 
a Writ was issued against him claiming damages for libel. He was then obliged 
to apologize and withdraw his sta�ements completely ; also he had to undertake 
not to repeat them. Moreover he had to pay a substantial sum in costs. 

Again, a member of The Mother Church mad_e a slanderous statement about 
me personally. As this member would not admit her mistake and withdraw the 
slander completely, I was forced to follow our Leader's advice about slanderers
" Law has found it necessary to offer to the innocent, security from slanderers-
those pests of society-when their crime comes within its jurisdiction." (Mis. 
227 : 6--8)-and appeal to the Courts for protection. The case was heard in the 
King's Bench Division of the High Court in London on October 31st, 1944. The 
person who uttered the slander was ordered to pay two hundred and fifty guineas 
damages and the costs. 

Tliere is no doubt that these pathetic incidents are due to the fact that the 
impression prevails that in the persecution of certain people " whoever hits this 
mark is well paid by the umpire." (See Mis. 347 : 31-1). 

What do the Board of Directors propose to do in these matters? Unless some
thing is done about these incidents it will strengthen the impression that so far 
as the Board are concerned, a member of The Mother Church can say and do almost 
anything except think progressively. 

In summing up the Case of Slander in the High Court, The Hon. Mr. Justice 
Oliver said :-

" ... Who is the plaintiff ? He is a gentleman who has devoted the whole 
of his life, apparently, to the study and teaching and to some extent the 
preaching of Christian Science. He has had a very distinguished career with 
the Christian Science body ... .... . 

There was as I have said, not the faintest ground for suggesting, there 

never has been �nd there is not now, ... any sort of moral turpitude or obliquity 

or, indeed, any sort of reflection against the personal character of this 

plaintiff ........ . 
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It is for me to assess damages, because that is the only redress which the 
plaintiff can get in a court of law; and that is a task which one approaches 
with some anxiety. 

I regard this as an exceedingly grave and, indeed an outrageous slander. 
The plaintiff at a very early stage, through his counsel, informed me that he 
did not come here for money, and, seeing the nature of the man that he is, 
I can readily believe that; but at the same time I must not, in making an award, 
grant a sum so small that those who so look at it may say : Oh; the Judge 
did not think much of that; he only gave him so and so-not much of a sum 
?f damages to give a Teacher of religion who has been accused of being so 
Immoral that people ought not to go to him. I have to have that in mind ..... . 

Balancing up one thing with another and not desiring to give vindictive 
damages-the plaintiff does not want them and has not asked for them
! think that a sum of 250 guineas will be sufficient to show that this Court 
takes the view that this was a very serious matter, and that, therefore, will 
be the award." 
After all legal expenses, not payable by the defendant, have been ·met, the· 

balance of this sum is being donated to various charities. 
Eventually charges were made to The Mother Church against me as a teacher, 

also against my teaching, and quite recently I have received from the Christian 
Science Board of Directors notice that I have been suspended as a teacher of 
Christian Science on charges, the detailed proofs of which I have so far been unable 
to obtain, although I have been judged and convicted on them 

Two courses are open to me. I can take this matter also into the law courts and 
fight it out, which procedure would severely injure our Cause and which I am not 
considering ; or I can send to the Christian Science field an exact statement as to 
what I understand to be our Leader's revelation of Christian Science ; also extracts 
from my correspondence with the Christian Science Board of Directors. 

This second course I have decided to take. In following this course I in no 
way wish to question the right of the Christian Science Board of Directors to 
discipline me, but I do wish to raise the issue of the way in which this has been done, 
as I feel that it involves the whole question of our Leader's Christian and spiritually 
democratic government, without which Christian Science is bound to be lost. In 
taking this step I am convinced that I am doing that which is best for our Cause 
and that which will bear much fruit in the future. Moreover, in justice to my former 
pupils, many hundreds of whom see eye to eye with me in my teaching and who 
have now been most severely penalized by the action of the Christian Science 
Board of Directors, I must make my position of unswerving loyalty to our Leader 
perfectly clear. 

It is certain that government, as laid down in the Manual of The Mother 
Church, must depend fundamentally on " the common consent of the governed ... " 
(My. 247 : 3-4). It can, therefore, only be successfully supported, maintained 
and perpetuated by the spiritual watchfulness and awareness of the members of 

her Church, for Mrs. Eddy specifically states that Christian Science is " essentially 
democratic." (My. 254 : 24). The responsibility on the part of every member 
of The Mother Church to watch and pray that he may understand, uphold and 
protect the purity of The Mother Church Manual in its highest sense, constitutes 
the basis and foundation of our Leader's " essentially democratic " government. 
She has clearly pointed out the inevitable development of her Church and its 
government along these lines in her statement :-

.. ' I did say that a man would be my future successor. By this I did not 
mean any man to-day on earth. 

' Science and Health makes it plain to all Christian Scientists that the 
manhood and womanhood of God have already been revealed in a degree 
through Christ Jesus and Christian Science, His two witnesses. What remains 
to lead on the centuries and reveal my successor, is man in the image and like
ness of the Father-Mother God, man the generic term for mankind.' " 

(My. 346 : 27-5). 

The fact is that only as we understand and appreciate, individually and col
lectively, the necessity of demonstrating divine law, will we approximate what may 
be termed a perfect democracy in Christian Science. 
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Someone asks-Why do I raise these issues? I will answer frankly. Because 
I love Christian Science more than anything in all the world and because I am 
completely convinced that unless, as members of The Mother Church, we will 
awaken to the deeper, more exact and more scientific understanding of our Leader's 
revelation, also to the true nature of her Church government, that in about 25 years 
from now the Christian Science church will be in danger of becoming another small 
religious denomination to which humanity will pay less attention than it is even 
now paying. Quite recently Judge Clifford P. Smith, in a wise and brave warning, 
wrote, "The human environment of Christian Scientists has largely changed in 
so far as the world's attitude towards their religion is concerned. Formerly it was 
opposition; to-day it is to a large extent indifference." (Christian Science Sentinel, 
Dec. 4th, 1943, p.2033). 

It is evident that Mary Baker Eddy not only discovered and founded a perfect 
and divine system of metaphysics, but she also formulated in her Church Manual 
a form of Church government that would give ample scope and protection to the 
constant development of her discovery, which development she foresaw and fre
quently foretold. (See S. & H. 380 : 22-28). Mrs. Eddy undoubtedly established 
-spiritual " government of the people, by the people, for the people." Such govern
ment would necessarily be " essentially democratic " (ibid) in its highest sense. 

The Manual of The Mother Church not only embodies the constitution of the 
Church, but it also includes specific and detailed decisions on that constitution, 
such as a Supreme Court would render The Christian Science Board of Directors 
are the executives to administer many important provisions of these By-Laws, 
but responsibility for a good many other By-Laws is also placed squarely on the 
loyalty and spiritual awareness of the individual member of The Mother Church. 
(See Article I, Section 9 ; Article III, Section 1 ; Article III, Section 7, etc., etc.). 
Article VIII abounds with duties and responsibilities laid on the members of The 
Mother Church and, in fact, so does almost every Article in the Church Manual. 
A dam Dickey, writing in the April, 1922, Journal states, " While the Directors 
are charged with transacting the business of The Mother Church, there are other 
bodies within the church, created by the Manual, which are also charged with 
certain duties." 

Without the constant spiritual and mental watchfulness and awareness of the 
members of The Mother Church, also their understanding and demonstration of 
the Church Manual, Mrs. Eddy's form of government-" essentially democratic •·• 

because it provides spiritual " government of the people, by the people, for the 
people "-can never function as she meant it to do. 

Will the members of The Mother Church not only allow this government to 
"evolve scientifically," to be essentially " evangelical," and to " develop as it 
progresses " (My. 342 : 27-28). but will they moreover watch and pray constantly 
to see that scientific development and progress do take place ? 

Are the Directors of The Mother Church a Supreme Court or is the Manual of 
The Mother Church the only Supreme Court, fully interpreting the constitution ? 
The question is really whether in the government of The Mother Church the Christian 
Science Board of Directors are a supreme theological authority such as functioned 
a thousand years ago in religious matters, or whether they are Trustees for a sacred 
Trust, the beneficiaries of which-the members of The Mother Church-have 
the spiritual and mental responsibility for the protection of the purity and sacred
ness of that Trust? No one to-day has much confidence in any government 
which would place the entire responsibility for government wholly in the hands of 
the executive. Such a government would be bound to fail and would certainly not 
fulfil our Leader's definition as "essentially democratic." Nor would its govern
ment be " administered by the common consent of the governed, wherein and 
whereby man governed by his creator is self-governed." (My. 254 : 24-26). This 
is an issue that the members of The Mother Church cannot fail to meet intelligently 
if they value our Leader's life-work. 

At this point I desire to make it perfectly plain that I am in no way desirous 
or willing to take part in any campaign against the Christian Science Board of 
Directors. If anybody is to blame for the present unfortunate situation, where a 
man, after 40 years service, can be judged and convicted without being given one 
iota of proof of guilt, it is the members of The Mother Church. Nor am I in any 
way seeking to justify myself. I am aware that there has been made a pathetic 
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mistake which walild try to retard the natural development of our Leader's revela
tion. I am also convinced that in bringing this miscarriage of justice to the attention 
of members of The Mother Church who are interested, that I am acting strictly in 
accord with the spirit of our " essentially democratic " Church government. 

I am not asking anyone to take any steps in the decision rendered in my case, 
as. I must accept that decision, however mistaken, but I am using this decision to 
b�ng a very fundamental matter to the notice of our people, as I believe that if 
this issue is not faced it will inevitably destroy the future growth of Christian 
Sc1ence . 

. 
I

.
n the case of the government of the U.S.A. or of the government of Great 

Bntam, how long would it be before the executive abused its privileges unless the 
r�nk and file of their people maintained constant, intelligent and loyal watchfulness 
Wlth regard to their Constitutions ? Abraham Lincoln, in his First Inaugural Address, 
March 4th, 1861, said :-

" By the frame of the government under which we live, this same people 
have wisely given their public servants but little power for mischief; and 
have, with equal wisdom, provided for the return of that little to their own 
hands at very short intervals. While the people retain their virtue and 
vigilance, no administration, by any extreme of wickedness or folly, can very 
seriously injure the government in the short space of four years." 

Again, in his reply to the Address of Welcome at Indianapolis, Indiana, on 
February 11th, 1861, he stated :-

" In all trying positions in which I shall be placed, and doubtless I shall 
be placed in many such, my reliance will be upon you and the people of the 
United States; and I wish you to remember, now and forever, that it is your 
business, and not mine ; that if the union of these States and the liberties 
of this people shall be lost, it is but little to any one man of fifty-two years of 
age, but a great deal to the thirty millions of people who inhabit these United 
States, and to their posterity in all coming time. It is your business to rise 
up and preserve the Union and liberty for yourselves, and not for me. I appeal 
to you again to constantly bear in mind that not with politicians, not with 
Presidents, not with office-seekers, but with you, is the question : Shall the 
Union and shall the liberties of this country be preserved to the latest genera
tions? " 

As our Leader's revelation of Christian Science develops as the result of 
definite and scientific, spiritual understanding, it will inevitably demand the 
protection of her inspired government, of which she writes, " ' It will evolve scienti
fically. Its essence is evangelical. Its government will develop as it progresses.' " 
(My. 342 : 27-28). 

The Manual of The Mother Church, when administered in the spirit of 
Christianity and Science, as provided in Article VIII, Section 1, will constitute 
the model for all future world government, being based on the understanding and 
demonstration of the Mind of Christ. On the other hand, where the Church Manual 
is administered in the spirit of rivalry, jealousy and resistance to progress, it becomes 
what our Leader has herself described as " laws of limitation for a Christian 
Scientist." (See My. 229 : 25-27). 

Unless the members of The Mother Church accept their responsibility to watch 
and pray constantly, and so understand, uphold and protect both the spirit and the 
letter of the Church Manual, inevitably history will repeat itself and the personal 
executive will become the government rather than the revelator's vision. 

Government that is the outcome of spiritual demonstration of divine Principle 
will never function except with spiritual and Christian idealism. Moreover, the 
government that has three main planks will never succeed with one or even two. 
All three must function. 

No intelligent observer could possibly believe at the present time that a demo
cratic government had in any way been attained or demonstrated in the Christian 
Science movement. Indeed there are few oligarchies in the world to-day where a 

limited number of individuals possess such unlimited power as the members of 
The Mother Church concede to the Christian Science Board of Directors. How 

15 



long can this last in the progressive world of to-day and how long will intelligent 
freedom-loving people suffer it to last ? Mrs. Eddy states of her By-Laws :-

"The Rules and By-laws in the Manual of The First Church of Christ, 
Scientist, Boston, originated not in solemn conclave as in ancient Sanhedrim. 
They were not arbitrary opinions nor dictatorial demands, such as one person 
might impose on another. They were impelled by a power not one's own, 
were written at different dates, and as the occasion required. They sprang 
from necessity, the logic of events,-from the immediate demand for them as 
a help that must be supplied to maintain the dignity and defense of our Cause ; 
hence their simple, scientific basis, and detail so requisite to demonstrate 
genuine Christian Science, and which will do for the race what absolute doctrinei 
destined for future generations might not accomplish." (Mis. 148: 8-21). 
If the Church Manual is to be used in direct opposition to the spirit of this 

statement, to bridle progress and to persecute progressive thinking, then there 
can only be one result-the Christian Science movement will become the battle 
ground for successive conflicts which will do untold harm (See No and Yes 8 : 19-13). 
The beneficiaries of every Trust have always the legal and moral right to an account
ing. Our Leader has recognized this fact in her provisions in the Church Manual. 
(See Article I, Section 9; Article XXIV, Sections 4 and 6). 

It is indeed pathetic to see how uninformed the average member of The Mother 
Church is even of the merest details of its activities and how casual he can be about 
these details, considering there has been committed to him, as a member of The 
Mother Church, a vital interest in the protection of the most sacred Trust the 
world has ever known. To illustrate :-If one should enquire of the average 
Christian Scientist whether the branches of The Mother Church were increasing 
rapidly, he would at once reply, " Of course." But what is the real situation about 
this? The Christian Science Journal gives the answer. According to the reports 
of various Annual Meetings, as given in The Christian Science Journal, these are 
the facts:-

In 1932 The Annual Meeting reported 
1933 

" 1934 
" 1936 
" 1939 
" 1940 
" 1941 
" 1942 
" 1943 
.. 1944 

92 new branches. 
72 
62 
56 
48 
44 
37 
(no number reported) 
26 
30 

Why? 

Unfortunately even these unsatisfactory figures give a misleading picture of 
the true situation. 

For instance, in June, 1941, according to the advertisements in The Christian 
Science Journal, The Mother Church had 2756 branch churches and societies ad
vertised, but in June, 1942, it had only 2752. In June, 1944, there were only 2753 
branches and societies advertised. Yet in these four years, according to the reports 
at the Annual Meetings, The Mother Church was supposed to have added many new 
branches. The fact, of course, is that The Mother Church reports its increases but 
not its losses, which is a very questionable procedure and certainly one that would 
not be permitted in ordinary business affairs. Ask yourself, why has The Mother 
Church ceased announcing the total number of branches since 1936? 

How many members of The Mother Church recognize these facts, and what 
do they propose to do about them? In 12 years from 1932, the consistent increase 
of branches in The Mother Church has declined so that in the last four years there 
is a decrease in the total. What is the reason for this ? " Where there is no vision 
the people perish." Again in June, 1941, The Christian Science Journal had listed 
74 University organizations. In June, 1944, there were only 65 so listed. None 
of these figures includes the German churches and societies. 

Recently the Christian Science Board of Directors, in a somewhat involved 
statement, were obliged to admit that the average increase in membership of The 
Mother Church for the last 16 years had been practically the same. This pathetic 
statement again gives very little information, depressing as it is, because no account 
IS taken of the loss of membership during these years. 
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Why not tell the people the truth? Tell them of the constant drift away from 
the churches of the young people; also from the Sunday schools. Tell them of the 
empty churches, of the fading warmth and increasing apathy, of the many churches 
and societies whose congregations are to-.day the same or less than they were fifteen 
ye3;rs ago. Honesty never harmed any cause. It is the hopeless drift without 
facmg facts that rots and destroys great-causes, and Christian Science is the greatest 
of all causes. 

Do the members of The Mother Church realize that "eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty? " Must we always have a " Pearl Harbour " or a " Dunkirk " 
before men and women are willing to face facts ? Can Mrs. Eddy's revelation of 
Christian Science develop in this age except with an " essentially democratic " 
government-the outcome of the spiritual understanding and demonstration of 
the Church Manual by the members of The Mother Church ? 

The fact that the rights of the members of The Mother Church are to be main
tained principally through spiritual and mental means, and not through material 
processes, in no way weakens th�ir influence or their responsibility, but rather 
strengthens it. 

I can imagine nothing more healthy in the Christian Science Church at the 
present time than an honest and free discussion of this matter, and indeed I feel 
strongly that the members of The Mother Church must insist on this freedom of 
thought and action if they are to maintain their all-important rights as Christian 
Scientist3 and as individuals. 

Is the Christian Science movement committing the hideous mistake of the past 
centuries in giving to fallible mortals the right of infallibility and forgetting their 
own duties ? Our Leader writes,-" follow your Leader only so far as she follows 
Christ." (Mess. '01, 34 : 25-26). Many of her statements give great cause for 
deep and earnest reflection on her Church government. (See My. 254 : 16-10, 
250 : 4-6, 342 : 19-32, 346 : 27-5; Mis. 148 : 8--21). Are we, in the present 
epoch, demonstrating or obeying her specific indication given only 20 months 
before she left us, that major offices especially should rotate? (See My. 250 : 4-6, 
254 : 16-10). Someone may say that rotation in major offices did not take place 
when our Leader was with us. When our beloved Leader was here our Cause was 
always safe, and many things which are essential now were not necessary then. 
Hence her specific statement shortly before she left us. 

On one occasion our Church was threatened by an erroneous condition that 
our Leader had known of for many years before, and had waited on God to point 
the way. When this evil condition came to the surface, our Leader naturally advised 
Christian Scientists to support the action of the Christian Science Board of Directors 
because their action was right and necessary (See My. 360 : 20-23). This advice, 
given then, has been taken as evidence that our Leader would always desire such 
support whether right or wrong. Nothing could be more disastrous to the cause 
of Christian Science than a blind obedience, which would destroy the very foundation 
of her government, involving constant spiritual watchfulness and awareness on the 
part of the individual members of The Mother Church. Our Leader writes, " By 
loyalty in students I mean this,-allegiance to God, subordination of the human 
to the divine, steadfast justice, and strict adherence to divine Truth and Love." 
(Ret. 50 : 19-22). 

Let it be distinctly understood that I am not seeking the support of anyone. 
In loyalty to Mary Baker Eddy I am stating these facts because I am convinced 
that it is imperative that they should be stated at the present time. Moreover, 
I have now a right to state these things as, for the last few years, I have been discussed 
and misrepresented in no small measure ; also the official hearing of this whole 
matter has been conducted in a manner that I consider contrary to the spirit of 
our Church Manual and even of ordinary decent human procedure. 

I shall practise Christian Science as I have done for 40 years. I shall also con
tinue my earnest study and research of the Bible and our Leader's writings, and I 
shall always preach the gospel of Christian Science to all who desire to hear of it 
from me. Thus I shall maintain my democratic and divine right to be an individual, 
a Christian Scientist and a member of the English speaking people. 

If everyone who discerns a progressive sense of our Leader's vast revelation 
is to be driven out of the Christian Science Church, no matter how desirous they 
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may be of remaining in it, how can the Christian Science Church continue to develop ? 
(See Mess. '01, 30 : 4-7). 

In conclusion may I say to my friends and to my critics, that I know no Leader 
but Mary Baker Eddy, at whose feet I am a humble and earnest disciple. I know 
no Church but the one Church founded by our beloved Leader. 

Humanity has just witnessed the most appalling calamity because men would 
not face issues. I believe that as Christian Scientists, we are facing a greater issue. 
Our Leader describes it as the possible loss of Christian Science. (See Principle & 
Practice, Christian Science Sentinel, September 1st, 1917. See also Manual 
Article VIII, Section 11). 

I am convinced that we are, as a movement, facing these two grave questions 
which must be answered :-First, do Christian Scientists really understand and 
appreciate that Christian Science is truly and essentially scientific as well as divine, 
and are they giving to the study of Christian Science the intelligent " thought, 
energy, and desire" (S. & H. 3 : 16) that is imperative? And secondly, is the 
government of the Christian Science Church ·;essentially democratic? " 

The recent action of the Christian Science Board of Directors indicates an 
unwillingness to consider both of these issues. What will the members of The 
Mother Church do ? Will they make themselves heard or will apathy, fear, com
promise, vested interests and soul-destroying conservatism win to-day as yesterday ? 
If they do, the future of Christian Science will indeed be dark in a progressive world 
of young and fearless thinkers : 

May I presume to remind those interested of our beloved Leader's advice :-

"Let the Word have free course and be glorified. The people clamor to 
leave cradle and swaddling-clothes. The spiritual status is urging its highest 
demands on mortals, and material history is drawing to a close. Truth cannot 
be ste1·eotyped; it unfoldeth forever." (No and Yes 45 : 24-28). 
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The following statement is made by John W. Doorly to epitomize his present 
understanding of Mary Baker Eddy's revelation-divine Science, reduced to a system 
of scientific metaphysics-Christian Science. 

"Divine metaphysics is now reduced to a system, to a form comprehensible 
by and adapted to the thought of the age in which we live." (S. & H. 146:31-1). 

"Spiritual teaching must always be by symbols." (S. & H. 575: 13-14). 

"The education of the future will be instruction, in spiritual Science, ... " 
(Mis. 61 : 4-5) . 

. to understand, God is the work of eternity, and demands absolute 
consecration of thought, energy, and desire." (S. & H. � : 14-16). 

According to Mary Baker Eddy's teachings, the Christian Science Church was 
established to prove scientifically and practically that " There is no life, truth, 
intelligence, nor substance in matter; " (S. & H. 468 : 9--10} also that "God is 
All-in-all." (S. & H. 468 : 11). Christian Science enables one to prove the divine 
facts of being and reality; also that, when understood, these facts will be mani
fested in health and holiness. If all Christian Scientists continue to maintain this 
essential ideal, then the Christian Science movement will be what our Leader 
established and protected with her Church Manual. Mrs. Eddy never would or 
could have established merely another religious organization, because it was only 
too apparent to her, as it is to any thinker of to-day, that merely religious organiza
tions cannot completely fulfil humanity's need. 

We are then face to face with this acute question. Is the Christian Science 
movement resolutely attaining what Mrs. Eddy meant it to be, a Church of Christian 
and scientific thinkers and demonstrators, or is it becoming an organization of 
faith-believers, many of whom are apathetic and indifferent ? Millions of good 
people, kind people, and religious people have endured hardships and many have 
achieved fame during the hundreds of years of religious history, but it was not until 
Mary Baker Eddy discovered, recorded and established the divine system of Christian 
Science that we were able to have an essentially demonstrable Science of Christianity. 

Mrs. Eddy's textbook, Science and Health with Key to the Scriptures, is the 
most metaphysically scientific book in the world. In it she employs not only the 
best human terminology in its vastest and most exact sense, but she also uses the 
pure and infinite language of Spirit, the " new tongue," to interpret divine Science. 
Her followers, in order to understand the Bible and Christian Science, must learn 
and utilize not only the Biblical record of symbolizing spiritual ideas, but also 
the " new tongue " of Spirit. 

The consecrated and intelligertt study of Science through definite, exact sym
bolism, in which the Bible and Science and Health abound, will lead us from the 
letter into the spirit, and indeed we need both. If we believe that we can do without 
the letter we are wrong. 

At this point it would be well to consider the real meaning and purpose of the 
term " symbol " as given by the best Dictionaries :-

"SYMBOL, n .... Fr. Gr. symbolon, a sign by which one knows or infers a 

thing, . . . 2. That which stands for or stiggests something else by reason of 
relationship, association, ... esp., a visible sign of something invisible, as an 
idea, a quality . .. 5. Logic. Any formal unit of expression, such as a term, 
proposition, or formal argument, which represents an aspect of thought capable 
of being dealt with as a unit." (Webster). 
"SYMBOL . , . Something that stands for, represents, or denotes something 
else . . .  esp., a material object representing or taken to represent something 
immaterial or abstract .. . A written character or mark used to represent 
something ; a letter, figure, or sign conventionally standing for some object, 
process, etc .... " (Oxford). 
Mrs. Eddy states specifically that " Spiritual teaching must always be by 

symbols." (S. & H. 575 : 13-14). A symbol may be a word, a sentence, a para-
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graph, a thought, an illustration, an object, a figure, a sentiment ; in fact, almost 
anything in human experience may be used as a symbol. The Bible and the Christian 
Science textbook, Science and Health, both symbolize perfectly and in the most 
exact and scientific manner the infinite ideas of divine Principle, God. 

Our Leader once put this question to a class, " What did Christendom retain
the letter or the spirit ? " They all replied, " The letter ! " But she said, " Why 
no, if they had they would have been able to heal. What they retained was the 
sentiment and emotion." No Christian Scientist would condemn a pure sentiment 
or a good emotion, but let us demand the sentiment and the emotion which are the 
outct>me of spiritual and scientific understanding. All purists love deep impersonal 
sentiment and a natural right emotion, but they must be the outcome of under
standing or they adore God, good, at one moment and blaspheme at the next. 
(See S. & H. 88 :.2 0-23). 

The letter at first is what leads to the spirit. Later, the letter becomes that 
through which we use the spirit, and indeed the pure letter or word melts into the 
spirit. So the letter and spirit are both essential. (See S. & H. 495 : 25-28, 
33 0: 8-10). 

Certain people are rich in the gift of the spirit. Down through the ages there 
have been many men and women who have felt the touch of both Science and 
Christianity. There is no question about this. But it took Mary Baker Eddy to 
find the exact letter through divine and inspired sentiment and to reveal divine 
Science; also to reduce it to a system by which every man, woman and child could 
learn and use this Science. 

It has been claimed that the study of the letter is merely intellectual. Mrs. 
Eddy writes of Christian Science that " its medicine is intellectual and spiritual ... " 
·(S. & H. 46 0 : 9 ). Of course it is intellectual in the truest sense. Reference to a 
dictionary discloses the true meaning of the word " intellectual." W ebster defines 
it as follows :-

"INTELLECTUAL. . .. I. Belonging or relating to, or performed by, the 
intellect or understanding; 2. Apprehensible by the intellect alone ; hence, of 
a spiritual nature ; perceptible orily to inspired vision or by spiritual insight. 
3a. Endowed with intellect; having the power of understanding; having the 
capacity for the higher forms of knowledge or thought ; as, an intellectual 
being .... 4. Suitable for the exercise of intellect; demanding study and 
thought; ... " 

In one case Mrs. Eddy states that Christian Science does not need "intellectual 
proficiency." (S. & H. x: 30). Webster defines the" proficient " as "an expert." 
Mrs. Eddy, therefore, when she says " No intellectual proficiency is requisite in the 
learner, ... " (S. & H. x: 30-31 ) indicates that the learner does not need to be an 
expert. (vVhen our Leader speaks of " intellectual " in a merely human sense she 
always qualifies her use of the word.) The fact is that the word " intellectual " 
may be used to give a positive spiritual sense or a relative human sense. That the 
term " intellectual " should be used with merely human thinking is a distortion 
of the term as the dictionary proves. 

In her writings Mrs. Eddy uses a vocabulary of 18,500 words in the English 
language. Shakespeare is the only English writer who has used a greater number. 
The ordinary man's English vocabulary consists of about 1,000 to 1,250 words. 
There is no need to remind you of the fact that Mrs. Eddy uses her terminology with 
absolute accuracy. With her, a word had its basic meaning, and that is why Science 
and Health is a textbook. It is scientifically stated, its every word being used to 
bring out its real value. 

For many years I have been indubitably convinced that the basis and founda
tion of our Leader's teaching on Christian Science, is contained in the answer to 
the question, " What is God? " (S. & H. 465 : 8 ), namely, "God is incorporeal, 
divine, supreme, infinite Mind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love. " 
(S. & H. 465 : 9-1 0). I have also been convinced that these synonymous terms, 
which our Leader uses to reveal the infinite nature and essence of God, climax 
the essential purpose, revelation and teaching of the days of creation, the Com
mandments, the Beatitudes and the Lord's Prayer. (See Mess. '02, 5 : 14 -24 ). 
These all, in fact, tell one progressive story, the only story. Consequently, it must 
be evident to any earnest student of our Leader's writings that one cannot go very 
far in the understanding of Christian Science until one first understands the 
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categories of her metaphysical statement of the nature and essence of God as Mind, 
Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth and Love. It may be but a short time before 
it is realized that the whole of our Leader's revelation, and the entire understanding 
of the divine revelation in the Bible, depend on the intelligent comprehension of 
the real meaning and order of these terms for God, separately and in conjunction 
with each other. 

Is Christian Science both Christian and scientific ? " Christ's Christianity 
is the chain of scientific being reappearing in all ages, maintaining its obvious 
correspondence with the Scriptures and uniting all periods in the design of God." 
(S. & H. 271 : 1-5). True Christianity really means the individual and collective 
spiritual and scientific understanding and demonstration of the Christ, Truth. 

Some eminent natural scientists declare that all the evil conditions in the world 
to-day are due to the fact that criminal minds have utilized material science to 
organize and perpetuate their crimes. Once the magnitude of spiritual idealism 
is understood to be divinely scientific, intelligent and demonstrable, then Christian 

Scientists cannot fail in proving that good understood and demonstrated can 
vanquish the belief in evil. 

Mrs. Eddy's revelation is largely built on two words-understanding and 
demonstration. (SeeS. & H. 279: 19-21, 355: 26-29; Manual 19: 1---6). With
out the one there is not the other. 

One cannot be too emphatic in asserting that the successful way of demonstra
tion is first the way of spiritual understanding. It is not the way of belief. Along 
the upward way, belief changes to faith in God, but until faith becomes spiritual 
understanding, the goal of divine Science is in no way reached. (See S. & H. 
297 : 28-31 Until). 

I have always placed great importance on our Leader's last statement to her 
Cause, contained in the article, "Principle and Practice." (See Christian Science 

Sentinel, September 1st, 1917). Our beloved Leader gave this important state
ment to the Christian Science movement through her Secretary, Mr. Adam Dickey, 
a few months before she left us. Mr. Dickey told me that in all the years spent in 
serving Mrs. Eddy, he had never known her so serious as when she gave this message 
to him. Mrs. Eddy, more than anyone else, foresaw what the future of the Christian 

Science movement might be without spiritual and scientific metaphysics. In this 
article Mrs. Eddy writes :-

"The nature and position of mortal mind are the opposite of immortal 
Mind. The so-called mortal mind is belief and not understanding. Christian 
Science requires understanding instead of belief; it is based on a fixed eternal 
and divine Principle, wholly apart from mortal conjecture ; and it must be 
understood, otherwise it cannot be correctly accepted and demonstrated. 

The inclination of mortal mind is to receive Christian Science through 
belief instead of the understanding, and this inclination prevails like an epidemic 
on the body; it inflames mortal mind and weakens the intellect, but this 
so-called mortal mind is wholly ignorant of this fact, and so cherishes its mere 
faith in Christian Science ... " 

Belief in Christian Science, our Leader says, "weakens the intellect." 
To understand God, divine Principle, so that one can demonstrate health, 

holiness and happiness, and overcome sin, disease and death, can hardly be a matter 
of vague emotion and mysticism, but must necessarily be the consecrated, earnest, 
intelligent, spiritual and scientific understanding of the one infinite, divine Mind. 
Our Leader particularly warns against what she calls a" trifling sense" oi Christian 

Science. (See Mis. 43 : 9-12; Hea. 14 : 15-24). When are we Christian Scientists 
going to realize that " The education of the future will be instruction, in spiritual 

Science, . .. ? " (Mis. 6.1 : 4-5). With this instruction will come intelligent con
secration and demonstration, which will bear much fruit. 

Our Leader further states in " Principle and Practice " :-

" In this very manner some students of Christian Science have accepted, 
through faith, a divine Principle, God, as their savior, but they have not under
stood this Principle sufficiently well to fulfil! the Scriptural command, ' Go 

ye into all the world, and preach the gospel.'· ' Heal the sick.' It is the healer's 
understanding of the operation of the divine Principle, and his application 

11 



thereof, which heals the sick, just as it is one's understanding of the principle 
of mathematics which enables him to demonstrate its rules. 

Christian Science is not a faith-cure, and unless human faith be distinguished 
from scientific healing, Christian Science will again be lost from the practice 
of religion .as it was

,
soon after the period of our great Master's scientific teaching 

and practice. . . . 

"Christian Science is not a faith-cure." Millions of men and women have had 
wonderful faith during the last nineteen hundred years, but they could not con
sistently demonstrate divine Principle because they had not Science. (See Ret. 
54 : 1-55 : 8). To-day divine Science is revealed and every man can understand 
and demonstrate both its divinity and its Science. Science is not dependent on 
any temperamental or religious flair. We demonstrate Science through" absolute 
consecration of thought, energy, and desire." (S. & H. 3 : 16). 

I would that every Christian Scientist possessed a copy of this article, " Principle 
and Practice," and that he considered it earnestly at least once a week. 

Divine Love offers an ever-available salvation to all men through Science. 
The more I study the Bible and our Leader's writings the more convinced I become 
that no word in the English language so truly expresses the nature and purpose of 
divine Love as the term" Science." Science is always universal, it is always ameliora
tive, always intelligent, demonstrable and ever available. No one can understand 
divine Love and its divine purpose until he grasps the real meaning of the term 
"Science." The essential requisites for this holy gift of divine Science are an open 
heart, a pure mind and constant willingness to progress. Can we not see what it 
will mean when one can go to the man in the street and say, " Here is the Science of 

Christianity. It will explain God to you, and you can study it, understand it.and 
prove it logically, intelligently, individually and universally." ? 

Our Leader understood the symbols employed by the Old and New Testament 
writers to interpret spiritual teaching. They used all manner of things, besides 
words, such as the sky, the sun, the moon, the stars, the rain, wheat and tares, 
the birds, the trees and leaves, tables and chariots, candlesticks, etc. etc., in fact, 
practically ,everyt�ng is used by way of symbolization in order to bring out the 
spiritual inter-pretation _of' the Bible teaching. In our period, Mrs. Eddy has used 
as symbols .not only 'the Biblical language and objects but also many facts and 
functions of the natural sciences,-of music, mathematics, optics, astronomy, 
etc.,-in order to explain, by scientific illustrations, the .divine system of Christian 

Science. (See My. 345 : 25-30). She foresaw that the need of the hour demands 
that men and women of all ages and classes shall be trained to think scientifically 
and accurately concerning the Science of being, for human interest in this supreme 
subject will not survive upon vague theories and contradictory philosophies. To-day 
progressive thinkers and searchers for Truth are not interested in anything which 
does not enlarge exact understanding and result in demonstration. A dictionary 
meaning of "practice" is " actual performance or application of knowledge, 
distinguished from theory, profession, etc." (Webster). The pursuit of an intelligent 
and exact method of studying Christian Science is essential and should comprise 
careful analyses of its terminology and a high regard for its significance, in order 
to conduct its practice in the highest sense. (SeeS. & H. 202 : 6-14, 382 : 5--S). 

In the book" We Knew Mrs. Eddy" Mrs. McKenzie writes:-

.. In her revisions of Science and Health, Mrs. Eddy studied with the 
utmost care every word of the text, and in a subsequent conversation she 
remarked that she often studied for months the origin and meaning of one 
word and its synonyms, before giving it a permanent place in the textbook, 
and in one notable instance she prayed and waited on God concerning a single 
word for three years. In thinking of this we may remind ourselves of the need 
for quoting her writings with correctness .... " 

To emphasize the exactness of her terminology our Leader writes, "A misplaced 
word changes the sense and misstates the Science of the Scriptures, ... " (S. & H. 
319 : 27-29). 

What would be thought of any one who dared to alter the significant order 
-of the Commandments or the spiritual order of the Lord's Prayer or of the Beati
tudes? No one would ever dream of altering the sequences or of changing the order 
of the seven days of creation, which Mrs. Eddy specifically says are " stated in 
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mathematical order." (Mis. 57 : 27-28). Yet quite recently there appeared an 
article in one of the Christian Scien.ce periodicals which emphatically declared that 
the order of the synonymous terms for God as given on page 465 of Science and 
Health is of" no particular significance." (See Christian Science Sentinel, Nov. 6th, 
1943, p. 1873). 

The most important question in the Christian Science textbook is "What is 
God?" (S. & H. 465 : 8). Surely, this question must be answered according to 
absolute Christian Science, (See S. & H. 465 : 4-6) which demands a scientifically 
metaphysical order. The discoverer and founder of Christian Science altered her 
answer to this question" What is God? "at least five times. Why did she alter it? 
Her own explanation is, "I have revised SCIENCE AND HEALTH only to give a 
clearer and fuller expression of its original meaning. Spiritual ideas unfold as we 
aEivance. That which when sown bears immortal fruit, enriches mankind 
only when it is understood,-hence the many readings given the Scriptures, and 
the requisite revisions of SCIENCE AND HEALTH WITH KEY TO THE 
SCRIPTURES." (S. & H. 361 : 21-23, 28-32). 

Every consecrated student of Christian Science must be aware of the fact 
that Mary Baker Eddy is God's messenger to this age. Is her message to be altered 
in any way, or is her message to be accepted as absolutely scientific, absolutely 
divine and in perfect accord with the divine order and system of which she writes? 
This is the fundamental question. Our Leader's use of different sequences of the 
synonymous terms only confirms the deep significance of her fundamental order as 

stated on page 465 of Science and Health. This subject of the various sq uences of 
the synonymous terms is touched upon later in this paper. 

If Mrs. Eddy were here, what would she not say as a righteous rebuke for 
unwarranted misstatements about her teaching concerning Gael's fir:;t law, viz : 
order? An erroneous estimation of fundamental spiritual order pushes Science, in 
belief, completely out of its own harmonious rhythm. If there were no basic divine 
order to depend upon, which supports everything that is infinite and immortal, how 
cou!C:: we expect to bring order out of chaos on the human plane? 

Mrs. Eddy writes, " the third stage in the order of Christian Science is an 
important one to the human thought, lettin15 in the light of spiritual understanding." 
(S. & H. SOS : 28-1). Again, writing of the definite order of statement in her 
textbook and other writings, she states, " After my discovery of Christian Science, 
most of the lmowleclge I had gleaned from schoolbooks vanished like a dream. 
. . . Syntax was spiritual order and unity." (Ret. 10: 11-13, 16-17). Syntax 
(whtch I understand to be the connected order of sentences) became, to our Leader, 
divine "order and unity;" consequently without order there is no unity. There 
are over I 00 references to " order " in Science and Health alone, and all of them 
state the infallibility of divine order. In the formation of her sentences there is 
perfect order and unity both spiritually and literally. Without " fixed " order in a 
" fixed " Principle there could be nothing but retrogresssion and chaos. Naturally 
divine order must be infinite in its scope and purpose and in its development, 
although based on fundamental order. (See Ret. 93 : 10-13). 

A man came to see me some time ago who is a physical scientist. He said, 
"Mr. Doorly, 1 have come to ask you about Christian Science. I am not interested 
in ordinary religions, but 1 love Christianity, and I try to be a Christian. As a 
scientific man," he said, " the term ' science' means to me everything that is 
basically exact, that which can always be understood, can be proved, and which 
is available to everybocly." He continued, " Some while ago I heard of Christian 
Science for the first time, and I thought that the coupling of the words ' Christian' 
and 'Science' was very wonderful." An interesting point about his statement is 
that ever since Mrs. Eddy established Christian Science there has been scholastic 
antagonism against the coupling of these two words, but to this cultured thinker 
it seemed supremely natural and beautiful. 

In our subsequent discussion, I reminded this man that no one could gmsp the 
principle of mathematics, of music, engineering, or architecture as a whole. He 
agreed. Therefore, I said, ·how much more true must this be of the infinite ! Mrs. 
Eddy writes, " God, good, is self-existent and self-expressed, though indefinable 
as a whole." (S. & H. 218: 9-10). I reminded my enquirer that one understood 
the principle of any scientific subject through the ideas which express it; further
more, that one cannot, for instance, dislodge mathematical ideas from the realm 
of pure mathematics to use them in human experience. Before they can be applied 
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they must be symbolized in orderly arrangements. In this manner, mathematical 
ideas can be utilized intelligently.' The scientist expressed his approval, and I 
continued to explain that the mathematical simile illustrated the fact that divine 
ideas in the realm of Principle could not be detached therefrom, but they could be 
translated and symbolized, which was what the inspired canonical writers did. 
Consequently these divine ideas can only be utilized when their symbolizations are 
accurately appreciated and translated. 

To illustrate :-the number " seven" used in the Scriptures represents the 
idea of the completeness and the perfection of everything in the divine universe. 
Hence the inspired Biblical writers symbolized the infinite in a sevenfold aspect. 
(See Mess. '00, 14 : 6--8). 

Again, it was believed by Old Testament writers that it would take a thousand 
years for every individual ordered step in the progressive spiritual revelation of 
God's nature to unfold completely to human perception, and so the Bible declares 
" that one day " (one period of ascending thought) " is with the Lord as a thousand 
years, and a thousand years as one day." (II Peter 3 : 8). 

The first thousand years of the Bible record stressed the nature of the infinite 
as origin, cause, creator, beginning, and these ideas are all climaxed in our Leader's 
revelation of God as Mind. In the first chapter of Genesis, this period of revelation 
is epitomized by the writer in the symbolic statement, "And God said, Let there 
be light: and there was light." (Genesis I : 3). 

During the period of the second thousand years of the Bible record, it was 
discerned that the divine cause or creator of the universe was good, and this realiza
tion made it possible to separate between that which was infinitely good and so
called evil. The writer in Genesis described this development as " firmament," 
thus symbolizing the purity and understanding which separated the waters above 
from the waters beneath, the real from the unreal, and characterized God as Spirit. 

In the third thousand years period it was seen that this supreme and infinite 
cause which was wholly good could be identified or named; consequently in that 
period God was called the God of Israel, and those who identified themselves with 
Him were named the Children of Israel. The first chapter of Genesis describes 
this period as the " day" when the "dry land" appeared. Ideas of being became 
definite, thus revealing the true nature of God as Soul. 

When the fourth thousand years of the Bible record flourished men began to 
see that this supreme and infinite cause, which was wholly good and could be identi
fied, could also be demonstrated and proved as divine Principle. So, in that period, 
through reason and understanding, the divine idea was grasped and the Prophet 
Isaiah said, " his name shall be called Wonderful, Counsellor, . . . The Prince of 
Peace." Those whose receptivity was spiritually inspired then began to discern 
the Christ. They had previously learnt and understood something of the nature 
of God as creator, as good, as identified or named, and as demonstrable, and now 

·they began to discern and to individualize the divine idea of God. Eventually 
this idea was fully and individually represented by Christ Jesus, who· introduced 
the fifth period or the Christian era. The Master declared that he came not to 
destroy the prevailing system of revealing God to man through a sevenfold aspect 
of revelation or through days of creation, but that he had come to fulfil these days. 
(See Matt. 5 : 17). He reminded them that there need not be another. three periods 
of 1,000 years each before their full harvest came, (See John 4 : 35) but that he would 
prove for them here and now the fulfilment of these days, demonstrating and com
pleting the whole revelation of God's true nature as Life, as Truth and as Love. 

We all gratefully recognize that Christ Jesus' vision and great love for mankind 
inspired him with wisdom and eloquence, the like of which has never yet been 
equalled. In that era, he delivered a " Sermon" of such scientific importance to 
the world that only now are his immortal statements, through a newly discovered 
system-Christian Science-being logically apprehended and spiritually under
stood. Our Leader writes of Jesus' teaching to his disciples that he was "always 
leading them into the divine order, under the sway of his own perfect understanding." 
(Ret. 91 : 19-20). This divine order is the forever scientific revelation and un
folding of God's true nature as Mind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth and Love. 

With the lens of Science in the light of Mind we can clearly detect in the master 
Metaphysician's teaching, the true import of the manifold symbols he used to 
convey to his followers and to the multitudes, a real sense of divine revelation. 
Students of Christian Science can easily trace in Jesus' " Sermon on the Mount " 



;.. and in the Lord's Prayer itself a parallel to the seven days of creation. This theme 
runs throughout his teachings like the dominant theme through a great sonata. 

However far extended in sentiment and simile, the underlying characteristics of 
these days of creation which our Leader term!» " numerals of infinity" (S. & H. 
520 : 10) are evenly balanced and correlated in perfect rhythm and harmony. 

Jesus revealed to John that this sevenfold or complete presentation of God 
which John called the "seven Spirits of God " (Rev. 5 : 6) could be spiritually 
grasped and would forever reveal God to men. He also interpreted to John that 
this sevenfold, perfect and complete presentation could be demonstrated through 
a four-dimensional process of spiritual thinking or understanding, called " The 
city foursquare." (S. & H. 575). This spiritual method of computing the realities 
of being in pure thought, although symbolizing divine metaphysics, is as intelli
gently operational as the ten digits computed through addition, subtraction, multi· 
plication and division, or the seven fundamental notes in music computed into 
tone, melody, rhythm and harmony. (See S. & H. 111 : 6-11). The spiritual 
teaching and inspired incidents in the Bible illustrate this perfect system of sym
bolizing the ideas of God just as surely as the compositions of music illustrate its 
own system. (See S. & H. 298: 20-24). The wealth and variety of Bible revela
tion fulfil the perfection and exemplify the demonstrability of its own metaphysical 
system. 

It can thus be seen why John the Revelator used the perfect symbol of "The 
city foursquare" and the working in it of the sevenfold aspect of divinity or the 
seven days of creation; also the deep significance of such illustrations as the seven 
churches, the seven Spirits of God, the seven angels, the four sides of the city, and 
many other symbols. A keen student of the Bible will recognize through a number 
of the incidents in the older Scriptures the universal character of many of the 
symbols employed by John. For instance, take the experience of Nebuchadnezzar 
and the three captive Hebrew youths :-"He answered and said, Lo, I see four men 
loose, walking in the midst of the fire, and they have no hurt; and the form of the 
fourth is like the Son of God." (Daniel 3 : 25). Other symbols. were the four rivers ; 
also the four winds and the four beasts which Daniel interpreted to the king and 
his wise men. (SeeS. & H. 575: 16---17). 

It is evident, therefore, that although the inspired characters in the older 
Scriptures could not specifically describe " The city foursquare," they were in some 

degree conscious of it and demonstrated it. 
These specific symbols-the " numerals of infinity, called seven days .. · 

(S. & H. 520 : 10) and "The city foursquare" (S. & H. 575)-were the means to 
help mankind to lay hold of the ideas of the infinite in pure, spiritual, intelligent, 
scientific consciousness, and to demonstrate them. By means of this divine system 
of intelligent and specific symbolization there runs right through the Bible a 
wonderful design by which dne can understand the inexhaustible nature of boundless 
good, just as clearly as the seven notes in endless and perfect harmonization tell 
the timeless story of the ever-developing expression of music, or the ten digits 
of mathematics in their manifold calculations tell the unlimited story of mathematics. 

The vital thinker In Christian Science, perceiving these things, begins at once 
to grasp the deep significance of the chapters in our textbook entitled " Genesis " 
and " The Apocalypse." He thus recognizes the essential position of the seven 
days of creation at the beginning of the Bible and the climax of the Bible with 
" The city foursquare." This sevenfold, perfect revelation of the nature and essence 
of the infinite One, understood and demonstrated in a fourfold calculus of spiritual 
thought as the Word, Christ, Christianity and Science, is the scientific and divine 
symbolization which God revealed progressively to the writers in the Bible and 
finally tg Mary Baker Eddy. Hence the deep significance of her answer to the 
question " What is God? " (S. & H. 465 : 8) " God is incorporeal, divine, supreme 
infinite Yiind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love." (S. & H. 465 : 9-10). 
This answer presents the climax, not only of the highest statement of Deity in a 
sevenfold aspect, but also illustrates the operation of this sevenfold revelation in 
a fourfold calculus of " incorporeal, divine, supreme, infinite " corresponding to 
the Word, Christ, Christianity and Science. This perfect system of divine and 
metaphysical symbolization, understood in its vastness and Science, is what the 

Scriptures describe as the " new tongue." The exact and spiritually cultured und�r-
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standing of this new tongue is essential to the demonstration of Christian Science. 
Naturally the attainment of this understanding is a quest, vast beyond words. 

As spiritual understanding is brought to bear on the Science of the Bible we 
thus rightly see therein Mrs. Eddy's authority for her sevenfold statement of God 
as "Mind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love." (ibid). It is as though in 
her textbook Mrs. Eddy said, " I am going to tell you in thousands of ways what 
Mind is and what Mind does, so that you can lay hold of the ideas of God as Mind 
and utilize them; I shall show you the way Mind reveals and presents the infinite 
to you. Then I am going to tell you what the ideas of Spirit are and how Spirit 
unfolds its own divine order; what the ideas of Soul are and how Soul gives infinite 
identity ; what the ideas of Principle are and how the consistency of this one and 
only Principle proves its own infallible system; how the immortal ideas of Life, 
Truth, and Love demonstrate the nature and essence of divine Principle, God, as 
Father, Son and Mother." The spiritual understanding of these diversified, classi
fied and individualized ideas reveals the true order and significance of the seven 
days of creation, by which thought arrives at an understanding of divine Principle, 
God. Then we grasp the " numerals of infinity" (ibid)-of divine consciousness
with which and through which we can define and demonstrate Christian Science. 
In other words, we find that the orderly unfolding of the days of creation is that 
process of thought which guides us, through the revelation of God's nature as 
Mind, Spirit, and Soul, to the understanding of divine Principle, Life, Truth, and 
Love, while the " numerals of infinity " forever symbolize the specific ideas which 
enable us to understand and to demonstrate God's nature as Mind, Spirit, Soul, 
Principle, Life, Truth and Love. Our Leader climaxes this perfect and eternal 
system in her statement, " The numerals of infinity, called seven days, can never 
be reckoned according to the calendar of time. These days will appear as mortality 
disappears, and they will reveal eternity, newness of Life, in which all sense of 
error forever disappears and thought accepts the divine infinite calculus." (S. & H. 
520 : 10-15). The days of creation unfold the ordered revelation of God to man, 
whereas the numerals of infinity are the symbols through which we forever demon
strate our spiritual understanding of divine Principle. The one, in fact, is objective 
-leading to God-whilst the other is subjective-demonstrating Principle. 

If a boy were learning the science of mathematics, first of all he would be 
taught to work through the ordered numbers upward through the different pro
cesses of addition, subtraction, multiplication and division, but when he under
stood higher mathematics he would no longer use this method to learn but he would 
work outwards from the principle and through the numerals to prove his proposi
tions. So our Leader has shown us that the days of creation in their" mathematical 
order " (Mis. 57 : 27-28) lead us to some understanding of God and so become 
the numerals of divine consciousness-the "numerals of infinity." These numerals 
enable us to grasp and demonstrate the infinite and divine ideas of Mind, Spirit, 
Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, and Love operating in a four-dimensional unity or 

" city " of the Word, the Christ, Christianity and Christian Science. The cultured 
study of the " new tongue " is the spade work essential to the building up of in
dividual understanding of the Science of the Bible, which Mary Baker Eddy has 
rediscovered and compiled into a textbook. The textbook forthwith corroborates 
and amplifies the refinements of this infinite story with deep spiritual and divine 
sentiment symbolized in infinite variety. Hence the vastness and exactness of 
Science. 

Years of exhaustive and consecrated study have revealed the fact that our 
Leader, in her writings, in the main, associates certain specific attributes with 
the individual synonymous terms for God. This definite characterization in con
nection with the synonymous terms is what enables Mrs. Eddy, in her system of 
metaphysics, to use and blend what she terms "numerals of infinity" and what 
the Bible terms" days of creation." As each synonym for God reflects and expresses 
the others in infinite measure, no particular attribute could be confined wholly 
to one synonymous term, but our Leader does associate definitely certain attributes 
with each individual synonym. For instance ,  a close study of the Concordance, 
in connection with Mrs. Eddy's writings, will show that our Leader characterizes 
the nature of God as MIND by :-parent Mind, intelligence, all, law, wisdom, 
cause, action, origin, power, healing; SPIRIT she characterizes by :-substance, 
good, order, reflection, reality, purity, development, birth, baptism ; SOUL by :

identity, sinlessness, rule, freedom, changelessness, spiritual sense, joy, defining, 
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naming ; PRIN CIPLE by :-absolute, harmony, system, establishes, foundation, 
interprets, practice, operation, proof; LIFE by :-Father, being, eternal, essence, 
individuality, indestructible, preserves, aspiration ; TRUTH by :-Son, Christ, 
consciousness, form (noun), ideal, man, health, example; LOVE by :-Mother, 
Comforter, fulfilment, universal, design, holiness, glory, peace. 

Naturally these few attributes are in no way meant to indicate the vastness 
and infinitude of meaning revealed by the individual synonymous terms in our 
Leader's writings. 

At this point it would be well to consider the exact meaning of the words 
"synonymous," "term," "system," "science," "order " and "calculus," remem
bering that no one ever used language more exactly than our beloved Leader. 

" SYNONYMOUS ... . By synonymous words we usually understand words 
that coincide or nearly coincide in some part of their meaning, and may hence 
within certain limits be used interchangeably, while outside of these limits 
they may differ very greatly in meaning and use. It is the office of a work on 
synonyms to point out these correspondences and differences, that language 
may have the flexibility that comes from freedom of selection within the 
common limits, with the perspicuity and precision that result from exact 
choice of the fittest word to express each shade. of meaning outside· of the 
common limits. To consider synonymous words identical is fatal to accuracy ; 
to forget that they are similar, to some extent equivalent and sometimes inter
changeable, is destructive of freedom and variety." (Funk & Wagnall). 
" SYNONYM. One of two or more words of the same language having the 
same or nearly the same essential meaning .... A thorough analysis of synonyms 
will in most cases show that the words actually have clearly distinguishable 
differences of meaning, and are interchangeable only when the differences in 
meaning do not affect the speaker's intention in a given context .... " (Webster). 

John H. Finlay, LLD., Commissioner of Education tor the State of New 
York, writing in the Introduction to "Crabb 's English Synonymes," states:-

" If synonyms were words which had always exactly the same meaning, 
there would be no need for such a book. It is the differences, unseen by the 
undiscerning, the ignorant, or the careless, between words that are of similar 
import, that gave Crabb his meticulous labor and a life beyond his years. If 
synonyms were ' equinyms ' (that is, words of equal meaning) the English 
vocabulary might be shortened by hundreds or thousands of words, . . . . A 
condition of exactitude in speech is a discernment of the differences between 
words nearly equal but so similar as to be called ' synonyms.' A book or 
catalogue of such discernment of differences might well be called the ' Troy 
measure ' of words, the measure which in weighing substances is employed 
in measuring those whose slightest differences are precious in value or potent 
in consequence .... " 
It is evident that Mrs. Eddy used the term " synonymous" to indicate words 

with different shades of meaning, and this is made particularly clear in her state
ments. (See S. & H. 127 : 9-16; Mis. 372 : 29-32). Without divine diversifi
cation in m.etaphysics there could be no sense of infinity. (See Mis. 194 : 13-16). 

"TERM . . . A word or expression designative of a definite conception; ... " 
(Webster). 
" TERM. . . Each of any number of quantities forming a series of 
progression. . . A word or phrase used in a definite or precise sense in some 
particular subject, as a science or art ; ... More widely : Any word or group of 
words expressing a notion or conception, or denoting an object of thought ; 
an expression (for something) . .  .'' (Oxford). 

" SYSTEM .... To place together. ... An aggregation or assemblage of objects 
united by some form of regular interaction or interdependence ; ... a complete 
exhibition of essential principles or facts, arranged in a rational dependence 
or connection ; . . . regular method or order." (Webster). 
" SYSTEM .. An organized or connected group of objects. A set or assemblage 
of things. connected, associated, or interdependent, so as to form a complex 
unity; a whole composed of parts in· orderly arrangement according to some 
scheme or plan ; . . " (Oxford). 
"SYSTEM. Orderly combination or arrangement, as of parts or elements. 
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into a whole; specif., such combination according to some rational principle; 
any methodic arrangement of parts .... " (Funk & Wagnall). 

" SCIENCE. Knowledge . • .  knowledge of principles or facts . .. .  Specif., 
accumulated and accepted knowledge which has been systematized and formu
lated with reference to the discovery of general truths or the operation of 
general laws; knowledge classified and made available in work, life, or the 
search for truth; " (Webster). 
" SCIENCE ..... A branch of study which is concerned either with a connected 
body of demonstrated truths or with observed facts systematically classified 
and more or less colligated by being brought under general laws, and which 
includes trustworthy methods for the discovery of new truth within its own 
domain ... " (Oxford). 
" SCIENCE ... . Knowledge of a single fact, not known as related to any other, 
or of many facts not known as having any mutual relations or as comprehended 
under any general law, does not reach the meaning of science ; science is knowledge 
reduced to law and embodied in system ... " (Funk & Wagnall). 

" ORDER .... Regular arrangement ; any methodical or established succession 
or harmonious relation ; method ; system ; . . .  A condition in which every
thing is so arranged as to play its proper part; as, ' Order is Heaven's first law.' 
Pope .... " (Webster). 
" ORDER. ... Sequence, disposition . ... Regular or customary mode of pro
cedure . The fixed arrangement found in the existing constitution of things; 
a natural, moral, or spiritual system in which things proceed according to 
definite laws." (Oxford). 

" ORDER ... Methodical and harmonious arrangement, as of successive things . 
. . . Establish d or existing state of things .... " (Funk & Wagnall). 

" CALCULUS. (See calculate) .. A method of computation; any process of 
reasoning by the use of symbols; ... " (Webster). 
"CALCULATE . . . fr. calculus a pebble, a stone used in reckoning, hence, a 
reckoning ... " (Webster). 
"CALCULUS .... Computation. Math. A method of calculation, as the Differ
ential, Integral Calculus, etc . . .  " (Oxford). 

Having grasped some measure of the story of the Bible-the ordered revelation 
of God's true nature as fulfilled by Jesus through the seven days of creation, and 
climaxed in " The city foursquare "-we must then learn to consider our Leader's 
revelation of divine Science from the absolute standpoint, from the subjective, 
from the perfect symmetry of Science, from the basis of the infinite One. Mary 
Baker Eddy tells this divine and infinite story through the perfect symbol of " The 
city foursquare" which "represents the light and glory of divine Science." (S. & H. 
575 : 9-10). She shows us how this "city foursquare" leads us through the 

" royally divine gates" (S. & H. 575) to "The city of our God," (S. & H. 577)
absolute Christian Science and Christian Science. 

In divine Science thought is always from the standpoint of divine Principle. 
Divine Science is understood only as spiritual sense realizes that there is one in
finite Being, one Principle, eternally conscious of itself as Life, as Truth and as 
Love. 

Mrs. Eddy writes, " Even eternity can never reveal the whole of God, since 
there is no limit to infinitude or to its reflections." (S. & H. ti17: 22-24). In order 
that the one infinite Being or Principle may be discerned and demonstrated, it 
must be understood and interpreted through its infinite ideal which must then be 
intelligently symbolized. It is significant that our Leader makes this vastly im
portant statement, "Spiritual teaching must always be by symbols" (S. & H. 
575 : 13-14) in connection with "The city foursquare ," the pinnacle of Bible 
revelation. " The city foursquare," in its uniform completeness, is the perfect 
symbol and" represents the light and glory of divine Science." (S. & H. 575 : 9-10). 
In describing this city the Apostle John, like other writers in the Scriptures, used 
as metaphysical symbols the four directions of the compass, namely, north, east, 
south, west. Our inspired Leader uses the same metaphysical symbols as St. John
the directions of the compass, also known as the four cardinal points. All students 
of the Bible realize that these symbols were well known and much used throughout 
the Scriptures. 
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The Bible consistently reveals the fact that there is one infinite Being
''Hear, 0 Israel : The Lord our God is one Lord." (Deut. 6: 4), Mrs. Eddy realized 
that "The city foursquare" was the perfect instrument which symbolized and inter
preted the one Being through divine Science. Hence the description of the "city" 
whose four equal sides depict the complete unity and agreement of the Word on the 
north, Christ on the east, Christianity on the south and divine Science on the west, 
Our Leader writes, "The four sides of our city are the Word, Christ, Christianity, 
and divine Science." (S. & H. 575: 17-19). 

The writer of the Psalms, looking at this " city " from the " sides of the north " 
or the Word, had described it as" Beautiful for situation, the joy of the whole earth1 
is mount Zion, on the sides of the north, the city of the great King." The Revelator 
in the 21st chapter of Revelation, who had received the revelation of Truth from 
Jesus, beheld the " city " from Christ, Truth, i.e. from the east ; consequently, 
John described it as east, north, south and west. (See Rev. 21 : 13). Christ Jesus 
had pictured to John the tender purpose and method of divine revelation from the 
standpoint of Christ. The Christ interpreted and established the Word or divine 
authority, which became the new dispensation for Christ's Christianity and laid 
the firm foundation of the Holy City-New Jerusalem-or divine Science. Thus 
Mary Baker Eddy saw the divine coincidence of the Word and Christ, visualizing 
Christ's Christianity, and she extended the beloved disciple's perfect description 
from the south, Christianity, and then from the west, divine Science. Discerning 
Christianity to be the pure emanation of Christ as the ideal of God-divine Principle, 
Mrs. Eddy identified Christianity as Science. (See S. & H. 135 : 21-25). The whole 
city, the" holy city," symbolizes all Science. The Word is Science, Christ is Science, 
Christianity is Science. Tone is music, melody is music, rhythm is music, and they 
all blend in harmony. 

Divine Science is the vastest Science the world has ever known, and it demands 
everything we can give in the way of thought, consecration, love, dignity, intelli
gence and pure sentiment. 

Mrs. Eddy writes, "Life, Truth, and Love are the·realities of divine Science." 
(S. & H. 298 : 2-3). Looking out from the infinite One in divine Science-from 
divine Principle, Life, Truth, and Love-we behold " The city foursquare " as
the Word of Life; Christ, Truth; Christianity, divine Love; and divine Science, 
divine Principle, Love. 

In order that the ideal Christianity which Mrs. Eddy discerned in divine Science 
could be made practical to all humankind, she reduced divine Science to a form 
comprehensible to this age by using symbols of so-called natural sciences, the 
symbols of this generation. (See S. & H. 146 : 31-1). This reduction to a complete 
and perfect system is named Christian Science. 

Figuratively speaking, it is as though Mrs. Eddy made available, through 
divine revelation, the possibility of understanding and demonstrating the full 
compass of spiritual being when she established her Church upon Science. Speaking 
of the realization and spiritual calculation of true relationships in Science, our 
Leader illustrates this spiritual activity by the compass. (See S. & H. 292 : 4-6; 
Hea. 4: 3-7). The compass is used purely as a symbol, just as Mrs. Eddy used every 
other type of scientific terminology to symbolize spiritual reality. 

As one grasps the foundational aspect of each of the four sides of the " city " 
one then discerns how each side reflects the other three sides. At this point, one 
understands the meaning of what are termed the twelve "gates." This number 
twelve used by St. John was a symbol of authority. One now understands the power 
of demonstration, or in other words, thought passes through the gates of " The 
city foursquare " (S. & H. 575) (foundational being), and enters " The city of our 
God " (S. & H. 577) (the divine system of scientific metaphysics, which is absolute 
Christian Science). 

In " The city of our God " the four equal sides or foundations of " The city 
foursquare" have thus blended and become the four cardinal points. The first 
cardinal point, at the north, is "the Word of Life, Truth, and Love." (S. & H. 
577 : 13-14). The second cardinal point, at the east, is "the Christ, the spiritual 
idea of God." (S. & H. 577 : 15). (Note : "the Christ,"-the second side is" Christ " 
and omits the article "the "). Mrs. Eddy describes the Christ as Truth, Life, and 
Love. (See S. & H. 137 : 16-21). The third cardinal point, at the south, is 
" Christianity, which is the outcome of the divine Principle of the Christ-idea in 
Christian history." (S. & H. 577: 16-17). A close study of our Leader's writings 
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will show that she illustrates true Christianity by the synonymous terms, Life and 
Love, because in Christianity the Christ, Truth, is translated and defined as the 
compound idea, man. (See Mis. IS : 26-23). The fourth cardinal point, at the 
west, is "Christian Science, which to-day and forever interprets this great example 
and the great Exemplar." (S. & H. 577 : 18-19). The healing and redeeming work 
of Christian Science interpreting the great example and the great Exemplar is 
frequently illustrated through the synonymous terms, Truth and Love. In ab
solute Christian Science, Life--which is the Father or creative sense-yields its 
accentuation to Truth and Love, the idea forever conceived in its divine Principle, 
Love. (SeeS. & H. 471 : 31-4). 

The study of these four outstanding ways in which Mrs. Eddy combines Life, 
Truth, and Love will yield to the student much in the way of inspiration. 

The four cardinal points as described on page 577 of Science and Health, when 
understood, enable one to compute and calculate in spiritual understanding the 
infinite relationships of Principle and its idea, just as the cardinal points in the 
nautical compass enable the mariner to compute and calculate his true position. 

Many seafaring men have said to me that our Leader's exact and scientific use of 
the nautical compass as a symbol to illustrate her four cardinal points and their 
operation, thus enabling one to encompass in pure thought the realities of being, 
was amazing in its exactness of statement and purpose. Therefore it is essential 
that every student of Christian Science should understand our Leader's use of the 
synonymous terms Life, Truth, and Love, in the four very pronounced ways in 
which she combines these tetms viz : Life, Truth, and Love ; Truth, Life, and 
Love ; Life and Love ; Truth and Love. 

In Christian Science, the Word of God is the ordered process, the scientific 
process. by which any sincere thinker can reach an understanding of Principle. 
In mathematics "the word" is 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and so on; addition, subtraction, 
multiplication and division. This is how we begin to learn mathematics. " In 
the beginning was the Word .. . " (John 1 : I). Every thinker can approach the 
principle of mathematics through that "word," but if the numbers fundamentally 
have no order they would have no value, no office. One could not use or combine 
them intelligently if 3 haphazardly came before 4 and sometimes after. But the fact 
that there is fundamental order enables everybody to use them intelligently and to 
combine them accurately. 

The ·word, therefore,-in Christian Science-is the divinely ordered way, 
the seven days of creation, where Mind says " Let there be light," Spirit develops 
that light-intelligence, Soul identifies it and makes it definite, and Principle 
demonstrates it as Life, as Truth, and as Love. This fundamental order can never 
be altered, but it can be blended and so demonstrated in infinite variety. The 
Word always leads us to the understanding of divine Principle. This understanding 
reveals the Christ or true idea. So the Word, which is so to speak, a spiritual 
process, has led us to an understanding of Principle and its idea and one then says 
to oneself, " Principle has an idea, it has a Christ." So thought grasps the idea as 
the Christ. But the Word is the means which leads to Principle, while the Christ 
is the divine fact ·Or idea. Christianity is that process of thought which resolves 
the divine manifestation or Christ, and translates it into infinite, individual. spiritual 
ideas, called generic man, or the compound idea, man. Christianity also proves 
that each one of these individualities is at one with its Principle, and forever demon
strates divine Principle. This process of Christianity leads to Christian Science, 
where it is revealed that f:rom everlasting to everlasting God is One and All. 

Consequently the spiritual process called the Word leads to the Christ, the 
divine fact ; and the spiritual process of Christianity leads to Christian Science, 
which reveals God as the infinite All-in-all. The two fundamental facts, therefore, 
are the Christ and Science, and this is undoubtedly why Mrs. Eddy named her 

Church "The Church of Christ, Scientist." What one demonstrates is Christ 
Science. 

In her answer to the question, "What is God? " (S. & H. 465 : 8) Mrs. Eddy 
has given an order to her synonymous terms which is the beginning and the end of 
scientific metaphysics, for it states the nature and essence of God as both the Word 
of God and as absolute Christian Science. In the sequence of "Mind, Spirit, Soul, 
Principle, Life, Truth, Love" (S. & H. 465 : 10) there is the revelation of God's 
nature and essence as it eternally unfolds itself in the divine order. This revelation 
is the Word. 
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In the same statement we discern God as Principle in the very centre of the 
statement (SeeS. & H. 121 : 24-32) with its" threefold, essential nature" (S. & H. 
331 : 32-1) as Life, Truth, and Love on the one hand, and its divine method of 
identification, reflection and manifestation as Soul, Spirit, and Mind on the other. 
This order reveals Principle as the foundation and basis of all being and so illustrates 
absolute Christian Science (See My. 225 : 29- 30). .In Exodus 25 : 31-40, the 
writer symbolizes perfectly this wonderful story of divine Principle, God, as the 
centre and foundation of all, with that well-known and much loved Biblical symbol
the candlestick. He illustrates God's " threefold, essential nature " on one side 
( " three branches of the candlestick out of the one side" Ex. 25 : 32) and the divine 
process of identification, reflection and manifestation on the other (" three branches 
of the candlestick out of the other side" Ex. 25 : 32). He also symbolizes the Word, 
Christ, Christianity and Science by the" four bowls." (Ex. 25: 34). No close student 
of the Bible can doubt that this writer is symbolizing the complete and fundamental 
sevenfold nature of God as forever operative in " The city foursquare." Our Leader 
climaxed this divine system fully in her inspired statement as given on page 465 
of her textbook. This all-important statement interprets in itself two distinct 
orders-the Word and Science-the beginning and the end. 

On page 115 of Science and Health, Mrs. Eddy, in " The Scientific Translation 
of Immortal Mind " gives the following sequence of the synonymous terms for 
God :-" Divine Principle, Life, Truth, Love, Soul, Spirit, Mind." (S. & H. 
115 : 13-14). In this statement she reveals divine Principle, God, as translating 
its idea of itself as Life, Truth, and Love, through Soul, Spirit, and Mind, to the 
point of Mind or manifestation, thus fulfilling her own definition of Christ as " The 
divine manifestation of God, which comes to the flesh to destroy incarnate error." 
(S. & H. 583 : 10-11). 

In the Glossary in Science and Health which "contains the metaphysical 
interpetation of Bible terms," (S. & H. 579: 4-5) Mrs. Eddy, in defining God, 
uses the sequence of " Principle; Mind; Soul; Spirit; Life; Truth; Love;" 
(S. & H. 587 : 6-7) thus depicting in perfect order the allness, identity and sub
stance of divine Principle, God, forever demonstrated and fulfilled as Life, Truth, 
and Love. This is pure Christianity, " the chain of scientific being," (S. & H. 271 : 2) 
eternally fulfilled. 

Thus in the three important sequences of the synonymous terms in our textbook, 
we have four distinct orders illustrating and revealing the Word, the Christ, 
Christianity. and Christian Science, but the fundamental order, the beginning 
and the end, which bases and supports all other orders of the synonymous terms 
is undoubtedly given in the answer to the question "What is God ? " (S. & H. 

465: 8). 
How tenderly and yet how scientifically our beloved Leader guides thought 

from " The city foursquare " illustrating divine Science, through the " royally 
divine gates" to "The city of our God "-absolute Christian Science, where we 
learn spiritually and scientifically to compute the infinite relationships of Principle 
and its idea in holy thought and understanding. This perfect sequence in the chapter 
entitled " The Apocalypse " was, of course, no accident, but pure inspiration on 
her part. 

In the chapter, " Recapitulation," our Leader shows us how to use absolute 
Christian Science "to elucidate scientific metaphysics." (S. & H. 465 : S-6). 
The application of scientific metaphysics to the human problem is Christian Science. 

Thus we can in some measure behold the full compass of man's being as set forth in 
the twenty-four questions and answers which constitute this chapter, containing a 
statement of pure Christian Science. 

So we have a wonderful sequence--divine Science revealing to us divine 
Principle, Life, Truth, and Love; absolute Christian Science showing us how this 
divine Principle is infinitely interpreted through its idea, the Christ; and Christian 

Science, teaching us in scientific metaphysics how to apply this understanding to 
heal sin, disease and death. 

I used to give an illustration in lectures and in teaching Christian Science of 
a picture at the end of a long room. When the room was entered the view was 
indefinite, but as one approached closer and the picture became clearly outlined, 
the whole scene changed. As beginners in Christian Science, we have sought the 
one infinite Principle, as it were from a distance, working up through the days of 
creation. Now, looking out from divine Principle we have a clearer, truer sense of 
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divine Science through an understanding of " The city foursquare" which " repre
sents the light and glory of divine Science." (ibid). 

To put it succinctly, one might say that according to Mrs. Eddy's writings, 
divine Science is the divine standpoint ; absolute Christian Science is the Christ 
point of view ; Christian Science is the scientific and metaphysical application of 
Christ Science in human experience. In divine Science, there is one infinite Principle, 
including within itself the divine ideal or Christ. In absolute Christian Science the 
spiritual idea or Christ interprets its Principle, and when understood, all true re
lationships between Principle and its idea can be determined and demonstrated. 
In Christian Science this absolute realization of Truth or Christ becomes practical 
to humanity. In other words, the scientific system of divine healing is made 
practical and proven efficacious. 

Whether the picture is looked at from divine Science or from absolute Christian 
Science or from Christian Science, it is one infinite and complete picture. 

Let us recapitulate these facts. The infinite One, divine Principle, Life, Truth, 
and Love, is symbolized by "The city foursquare : " at the north-the Word of 
Life, the infinite Being; at the east-Christ, Truth, the infinite Son of God ; at the 
south-Christianity, divine Love, the infinite All; and at the west-divine Science, 
divine Principle, Love, the divine One. As, through divine revelation, we realize 
that these foundational facts can be corn bined, and that they reflect each other, 
we are then led through the twelve gates and so come to " The city of our God.'· 
There we learn to use the four cardinal points, the Word, the Christ, Christianity 
and Christian Science, through which we compute the infinite relationships of 
divine Principle, Life, Truth, and Love and its infinite idea. These spiritual and 
scientific computations of divine realities enable us intelligently to analyze, uncover 
and annihilate the myriad beliefs of sin, disease and death. Thus we arrive at the 
demonstration of Christian Science in human affairs and the Word is made flesh. 

Divine Science, absolute Christian Science, and Christian Science are all spiritual 
degrees of divine and scientific metaphysics whereby we learn and demonstrate 
divine Principle, Love. In divine Science " the threefold, essential nature of the 
infinite" is " Life, Truth, and Love" (SeeS. & H. 331 : 26--1), but when the terms 
absolute Christian Science or Christian Science are used we have a more definite 
sense of the infinite identifying and revealing itself through Soul, Spirit, and Mind. 

Let us consider the application of these divine facts in Christian Science practice. 
Suppose someone comes for help and we begin by realizing that God is infinite, 
the one Being, over all, through all, and All. Also that He is infinite l:ife, Truth, 
and Love. In fact, we fill thought with the oneness and infinitude of divine Principle, 
God, as the Only, as divine Life, divine Truth, divine Love. We are then thinking 
and praying in divine Science. 

Again, someone may come for help and we begin to realize that God is Life, 
and Life is individual, therefore, man as God's idea must always be individual ; 
and Life is Love, and therefore, man's individuality is mothered, it is always com
plete. It is also fulfilled and divinely disposed, because God is Love. We should then 
be scientifically and Christianly computing a true relationship between Principle 
and its idea, namely, that man's individuality must always be fulfilled because he 
is the idea of Life and of Love. Now, what have we done? We have used two 
synonymous terms in combination, namely, Life and Love, and have therefore used 
them in true Christianity. (See Mis. 46 : 25-30). We would thus be thinking and 
praying in absolute Christian Science. 

Once more, suppose someone comes for help and we reason as follows :

God is Soul, and Soul is that which satisfies, Soul also identifies, therefore, man, as 
God's idea, must always be satisfied and identified, he cannot therefore be dis
satisfied or nameless ; as Soul's idea he must express the joy and bliss of Soul. 
He cannot be sad, in pain nor sinful. Also, because Soul is Principle, man's satis
faction. and identity must always be demonstrated, must be forever proved and 
established; they cannot wander or be at the mercy of any sleight of mortal mind. 
Perhaps we reason further as follows :-because Principle is Life, man's identity is 
also individualized and is eternal, therefore it cannot be lost in the medley of material 
sense. We have now utilized in treatment the nature of God as Soul, Principle, 
and Life, and we have combined these terms according to Christian Science to destroy 
a false, material sense of' man. This spiritual revelation of God's nature as Soul, 
Principle, arid Life is the Christ sense which ushered Jesus into the world as the 
individual and identified demonstrator of Truth. 
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These are but three simple illustrations, which can be multiplied endlessly, 
of the operation of a perfect, infinite and divine system. 

How we Christian SCientists should rejoice in learning the vast and exact Science 
of Christianity and above all, we shouldonever weary of searching the Bible and 
our Leader's writings! We need also to develop that humility and to express that 
sincerity which enables us to learn from one another. 

The Bible, which commences with the seven days of creation and is climaxed 
with "The city foursquare," was our Leader's textbook which revealed to her 
its divine Science and which later became the basis of her own textbook, Science 
and Health with Key to the Scriptures, of which we are students. Both our textbooks, 
the Bible and Science and Health, tell the same wonderful story of the perfect, 
exact, scientific and divine presentation and symbolization of the infinite nature 
and essence of God, whereby all may acquaint themselves with Him, and so demon
strate Christ, Truth, with power and with Science. It is from these books alone that 
one can, through the most sincere and consecrated study, glean the great spiritual 
facts of being. Statements are either Science or they are not because Science admits 
of no personal opinions. 

Science makes the Son of God available. It tells you that you are the son of 
God. It tells you how to enter into the kingdom and inherit yciur sonship. It tells 
you how to use your sonship. It makes the One Being available to you. There 
is no one shut out. It shows you that " One on God's side is a majority " and that 
" now are we the sons of God." "The song of Christian Science is, ' Work-work
work-watch and pray.'" (Mess. '00, 2 : 7-8). 

When are all Christian Scientists going to strive for the true and progressive 
results foretold in many statements of our Leader's? (See No and Yes 11 : 15-18, 
33 :5-7; S. & H. 141 : 27-3). Her prophetic utterances are inevitable, but they 
will not be fulfilled until we are ready for progress and present our thesis by proof. 
We can never demonstrate a progressive and universal plan until we understand it. 
No one will ever demonstrate Christian Science conclusively except through spiritual 
and scientific understanding. Moreover, the man or woman who really understands 
Christian Science cannot help loving and living it. In this way Science becomes 
our very thought and action, our being, and we are bound to live it and to love it. 

Mrs. Eddy's books live. In studying them I never pass over her use of the 
synonymous terms for God either individually or in combination, without pondering 
them deeply. I stop and pray, I study them until I understand her use of them. 
Little by little, the details of the perfect design stand out within this system to 
which our Leader has reduced divine metaphysics, and which is based on the seven 
synonymous terms for God forever revealing the nature and essence of divine 
Principle, Love, operating through the Word, Christ, Christianity and Science. 
As one studies and prays in this way, one is indeed using " the new tongue." 

We do not have to implore God to do anything. God has already done every
thing. Divine Love has provided the infinite plan. We only have to use that plan. 
Our Leader writes, " Who would stand before a blackboard, wnd pray the principle 
of mathematics to solve the problem? " (S. & H. 3: 4-5). So, who would stand 
before Truth and plead the divine Principle of Science to solve mortal problems ? 
Mrs. Eddy names the marginal heading to this statement "The spiritual 
mathematics." 

Let us become earnest, consecrated and scientific students of Science and 
Health and the Bible. Let us learn intelligently what the terms divine Science, 
absolute Christian Science and Christian Science mean. Let us understand our 
Leader's use of The Word ; Christ; Christianity; and divine Science. Let us 
never rest until we understand our beloved Leader's use of the synonymous terms, 
Mind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Trutn and Love. As, in deep, earnest and con
secrated desire, we think on these things, the perfect design of our Leader's revelation 
as found in the Bible will dawn on inspired thought, and we shall be laying hold 
on" Science vast ... the song of songs " (My. 354 : 22,24) through the" new tongue." 

Someone asked if I considered Christian Science to be simple or profound. 
Christian Science is both simple and profound. It is essentially simple because 
it is pure, uncompounded and absolute. Mrs. Eddy associates both " profound " 
and " vast " with her discovery. Jesus found it difficult to explain his teaching to 
the multitudes. His cry, "0 Jerusalem, Jerusalem, ... how oft�n would I have 
gathered thy children together, ... and ye would not ! " (Luke 13 : 34) still echoes 
down the ages. After the Christian era, for two thousand years the purest minds 
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and the keenest intellects were focussed continually on Jesus' teaching until a God
inspired woman grasped the pure Science of it. Mrs. Eddy has said of her textbook, 
" Centuries will intervene before the statement of the inexhaustible topics of that 
book become sufficiently understood to be absolutely demonstrated." (Mis. 92 : 4-6) 
How pathetic then to find intelligent men and women claiming that the under
standing of Christian Science is easily and casually acquired. The master Meta
physician and the Discoverer and Founder of Christian Science both made it 
perfectly clear that to understand the nature of the infinite, so that one could 
demonstrate it, would demand of us much in the way of intelligent and cultured 
thought, also the most absolute consecration and desire. It is well to remember 
that our Leader was asked exactly this same question as to the simplicity of Christian 
Science. (See Mis. 53 : 21). She has also written, "Who dare say that matter or 
mortals can evolve Science? Whence, then, is it, if not from the divine source, 
and what, but the contemporary of Christianity, so far in advance of human know
ledge that mortals must work for the di�covery of even a portion of it ? " (Mis. 
22: 5-10). 

We must not try to fit schemes, plans of treatment or preconceived notions 
into Science, but understand it, culture it, pray and think over it, live it and love it. 
"•Go and take the little book. ... Tak� it, and eat it up."' (S. & H. 559: 17-18). 
Then Science will operate for us as we fit our thoughts and our lives to Science, 
and it becomes the " day-spring from on high," (Pul. 10 : 25-26) "the descent of 
the Holy Ghost." (S. & H. 43 : 8). 

There is only one Church, and that is the Church which Mary Baker Eddy 
established. This Church can only develop as our Leader's revelation of Truth 
is spiritually and scientifically understood and demonstrated. The salvation of 
the Christian Science movement is in the Bible, in the Christian Science textbook, 
and in the Manual of The Mother Church. If they are neglected or they are humanly 
interpreted, adjudicated, or applied, we are lost, and it will be our fault. Mary 
Baker Eddy, through God's good grace, gave us this great gift of Science, with a 

-Church and a government which give ample scope for its right development, and 
its right expansion and growth. If we adhere to these, all will be well. 

Thi� little time-world of ours is not super-important. It is but a speck of dust 
in immensity. When, as children, we lost a toy, we thought it very serious. When 
we became older and we had a littly more experience, then something else seemed 
just as serious. As we look back, can we not see that those day-dreams mattered 
very little, and this time·world which flutters in thought to-day does not count 
for much in comparison with reality and Science. What really matters is Christ, 
the spiritual idea, and the spiritual· and scientific understanding and demonstration 
of the Christ in human experience, which is Christian Science. Surely no body of 
people on earth have a greater opportunity to serve mankind and a greater 
responsibility than the members of the Christian Science movement. Why? Because 
Christianity is now revealed to be Science and Science is Christianity. Therefore 
our Leader writes:-

"Christianity will never be based on a divine :?rinciple and so found to 
be· unerring, until its absolute Science is reached. When this is accomplished, 
neither pride, prejudice, bigotry, nor envy can wash away its foundation, 
for it is built upon the rock, Christ." (S. & H. 483 : 32-5). 
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Extracts from correspondence exchanged between The Christian Science 
Board of Directors, Ninth Church of Christ, Scientist, London, and John W. 
Doorly, regarding events which resulted in Mr. Doorly being placed on pro
bation as a teacher of Christian Science. 

(All letters from the Christian Science Board of Directors to John W. Doorly 
are quoted in full. Mr. Doorly's replies are not quoted in full owing to the necessity 
for saving space, and because of repetition, but the whole of the correspondence 
can be seen). 

The correspondence opened with the following letter from the Christian Science 
Board of Directors to Mr. Doorly dated May 15th, 1942 :-

.. THE FIRST CHURCH oF CHRIST, SciENTIST, 
IN 

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 

OFFICE OF 

THE CHRISTIAN SciENCE BoARD OF DIRECTORS 

" DEAR MR. DooRL Y, 

May 15, 1942. 

" For a long time, and at comparatively frequent intervals, reports of 
alleged improprieties on your part as an authorized teacher have come to this 
Board from different parts of the field. We have been obliged to consider these 
reports according to their evident importance but with due allowance for 
the good reports of you which also have been many· during the same time. 

" One of the natural and normal effects of Christian Science is to unite 
its adherents in thought and work. Yet from time to time communications 
come to this Board which indicate that you and some of your pupils are divided 
from the other Christian Scientists in the same vicinities. We have also heard 
that you and some of your pupils contribute to the division just mentioned 
by maintaining an attitude of superiority toward other teachers and their 
pupils. It is also said that some of your pupils contribute to the division in 
question by holding meetings for the purpose of interpreting Christian Science 
and communicating your or their interpretations to other Christian Scientists. 

" Several alleged infractions of the Church Manual have been mentioned. 
We are of the opinion that your fifty-nine page printed report of your pupils' 
association meeting last June included far more quotations from our Leader's 
copyrighted works than would be consistent with Article VIII, Section 10, 
of the Church Manual, and we are of the opinion that distributing a substantial 
number of the printed report constituted a publishing within the meaning of 
this By-Law. 

" The second provision of Article XXVI, Section 6, of the Church Manual 
is a distinct provision obligatory upon both teachers and pupils. By implica
tion it forbids teachers to put their personal views into their teaching. The 
distinction between teaching Christian Science from the Bible and from our 
Leader's writings and voicing personal views is not always clear, but this Board 
can be consulted as to the application of Article XXVI, Section 6, if our 
decision is needed. 

" For the reason that you are said to attach excessive importance to the 
order in which the synonyms for God are published on page 465 of Science 
and Health, we draw your attention to the following historical information 
connected with this subject. 

" The chapter ' Recapitulation ' appeared in the Christian Science textbook 
in the third edition (1881). The first two questions and answers were as 

follows from the tlurd edition to and including the fifteenth (1885) 
"' Ques. What is God? 
" ' Ans. ] ehovah is not a person. God is Principle. 
" 'Ques. What is Principle? 
" 'Ans. Life, Truth, and Love, substance, and intelligence.' 

" These questions and answer� appeared in the following form from the 
sixteenth edition (1886) to and including the thirty-fourth (1888) : 
" ' Question.-What is God ? 
"' Answer.-God is Supreme Being, Divine Principle. 
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" ' Question.-What is Principle? 
" 'Answer.-Eternal Life, Truth, Love, Substance and Intelligence.' 

" The following quotations are from the thirty-fifth edition (1888) to and 
including the forty-eighth (1890) : 
" ' Question.-What is God ? 
" ' Answer.-God is Supreme Individual Being, Divine Principle, Eternal 

Mind. 
" ' Question.-What is Principle? 
" ' Answer.-Life, Truth, Love, Soul, Substance, and Intelligence.' 

"There was no forty-ninth edition of Science and Health. 
"The following quotation is from the fiftieth edition (1891) to and including 

the four hundred and third (1906) : 
"' Question.-What is God? 
" ' Answer.-God is divine Principle, supreme incorporeal Being, Mind, Spirit, 

Soul, Life, Truth, Love.' 
"The following quotation appeared in the 1907 edition, and it continues 

in the final revision : 
"' Queshon.-What is God? 
" ' Answer.-God is incorporeal, divine, supreme, infinite Mind, Spirit, Soul, 

Principle, Life, Truth, Love.' 
"During the period from 1881 to 1910, the author of Science and Health 

sometimes used other names as synonyms for God than the seven on page 465 
of the final edition. During the same time, also, she sometimes put the 
synonyms for God into different order than they now have. An important 
instance is furnished by the ' Scientific Translation of Immortal Mind ' on 
page 115, with the marginal heading ' Divine synonyms,' as follows : 

" ' God : Divine Principle, Life, Truth, Love, Soul, Spirit, Mind.' 
"That the synonyms for God are not necessarily limited to a list of seven 

words is proved by the section headed ' God is the Infinite Person ' in our 
Leader's Message to The Mother Church for 1901. So does her occasional use 
of the word 'good ' ; for instance, in the 'fundamental propositions ' stated 
in Science and Health 113 : 9, final edition. 

" As is shown by the beginning of this letter, we value your abilities as a 
Christian Scientist, and desire to do everything we can to preserve your useful
ness as such. So we are writing this letter to mention a number of points which 
deserve your attention, lest they mar permanently your long and mainly 
favorable record as a Christian Scientist. 

"With all good wishes, we are, 
" Sincerely yours, 

" THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 
BY HAzEL A. FIRTH 

(Miss) HAZEL A. FIRTH 
CoRRESPONDING SEcRETARY " 

The subject raised in the above letter was answered orl July 4th, 1942. Extracts 
are given below :-

" DEAR FRIENDS, 

" 20, CHESHAM PLACE, 
LONDON, S.\V.l. 

4th July, 1942. 

"Your letter of the 15th May received, and I am glad to hear from you 
at last, as there are many rumours current about individual members of your 
Board corresponding with certain of my critics, and the statements you are 
supposed to have written to them; also, that other officials in Boston are in 
constant correspondence with friends and relatives over here, and are conveying 
to them information gained from members of your Board. 'fhese reports are 
probably untrue, but to put it quite frankly, the wolves of religious persecution 
are in full bay in London, and the theory on every hand is that your Board
collectively or individually-have unleashed them. 

"May I point out to your Board that it is hardly in keeping with the 
highest standards of right procedure simply to write and recount charges against 
me and my pupils that have been made by unnamed writers, without giving 
detailed proof or specific instances. If you will supply detailed information, 

26 



�hen one can deal rightly and intelligently with the matter, or one can disprove 
lt. 

"You know well the animus and the inaccuracy of writers who feel that 
they will not have to prove their statements. A past member of your Board, 
held in the highest regard by everyone in our Movement, once said to me, 
' Brother, they write about everybody.' ... 

" I regret to say that the report is very persistent in certain quarters that 
members of your Board have encouraged others to criticise and condemn me 
and my teaching and many people seem to be well aware that you have written 
to me and the purport of your unsupported charges ... 

" Perhaps you will recall the following words re ' Criticism ' written by 
Theodore Roosevelt :-

" ' It is not the critic who counts; not the man who points out how 
the strong man stumbles, or where the doer of deeds could have done them 
better. The credit belongs to the man who is actually in the arena; whose 
face is marred by dust and sweat and blood; who sttives valiantly; 
who errs and comes short again and again, because there is no effort without 
error and shortcoming ; but who does actually strive to do the deeds; 
who knows the great enthusiasms, the great devotions; who spends 
himself in a worthy cause; who at the best knows in the end the triumph 
of high achievement ; and who at the worst, if he fails, at least fails while 
daring greatly, so that his place shall never be with those cold and timid 
souls who know neither victory nor defeat.' 

"As far as I am concerned, the whole situation can be quite simply and 
frankly stated. I have perhaps given as much earnest and consecrated study 
to our Leader's books and the Bible as anyone in this Movement, and this is 
in strict accordance with her demands. As a result of this deep and continuous 
study, !-as well as a great many other people--have become convinced that 
Mary Baker Eddy has done exactly what she claims to have done, namely, 
reduced her discovery to an exact, divine system of metaphysics. This seems 
to irritate some Christian Scientists. 

" If the members of your Board had examined my Association papers 
carefully, which I naturally would have expected you to do before writing me, 
you could not have written to me as you have. You take the position that I 
have based my conclusions of Christian Science wholly on one sequence of the 
synonymous terms for God; whereas the fact is that I am more than acquainted 
with every one of the several sequences which our Leader uses. My Association 
papers, which I have religiously sent to certain members of your Board, show 
this fact clearly ..... 

" In accordance with specific textual requirements concerning the presenta
tion of any science, Mrs. Eddy, in presenting Christian Science--the Science 
of all sciences-very definitely states the basis of her revelation as the under
standing of God through the synonymous terms for God, namely, ' Mind, 
Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love.' (S. & H. 465 : 10). She employs 
these terms thousands of times very specifically throughout her textbook and 
other writings to describe God. If you would try to convince me that our 
Leader gives the same importance to terms such as 'good,' that she gives to 
the seven synonymous terms for God, are you not-especially as the Christian 
Science Board of Directors-treading on very dangerous ground? On one 
occasion only in Miscellaneous Writings and not in the textbook, she states 
that, ' In divine Science the terms God and good, as Spirit, are synonymous.' 
(Page 27 : 2-4). In other words, our Leader states that good understood 
as Spirit, is synonymous with God understood as Spirit. To take this one 
instance as authority for naming 'good' as a synonym in the same category 
as the seven synonymous terms would seem to me to be a mistake and a 
dangerous precedent. (To be quite frank, I wonder if your Board saw this 
statement in the letter, before it was sent to me ?) 

" Our Leader uses the seven synonymous terms absolutely. In using 
the term 'good ' our Leader occasionally uses it absolutely but in many cases 
it is used relatively and humanly. For example, in Science and Health, page 79, 
lines 30-31, we read, 'It dissipates fatigue in doing good.' Not once does our 
Leader capitalize the term ' good ' in Science and Health. 
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"With regard to this important matter of capitalization, she writes :

(My. 225 : 7-16, 27-30 quoted here). 
"She also writes :-

(My. 317: 23-2 quoted here). 
" Our Leader says that ' good ' is ' the Anglo-Saxon term for God,' (Pul. 

6 : 7) and a close examination of her writings will show this consistency of 
fact and that 'good ' is one of the words used to indicate the nature of God 
and which has come into general use through the Anglo-Saxon belief in and 
usage of it. Mrs. Eddy associates ' good ' almost entirely with Spirit. You 
will notice that in the definition of ' good ' in the Glossary, ' Spirit ' is intro
duced and vice versa, but ' good ' is not mentioned in the Glossary definition 
of ' God.' From Mrs. Eddy's writings I conclude that the term ' good ' ' unites 
Science to Christianity ' (Pul. 6 : 7-8) because it has come into general use 
in the period between the Christian and the scientific era. It is undoubtedly 
a very important aspect of God's nature and one that she associates definitely 
with God as ' Spirit,' but it is not a synonymous term for God in the same 
sense as the seven synonymous terms are. 

" In view of such circumstances, I do not believe that any truly accurate 
and scientific thinker could accept the theory that Mary Baker Eddy uses the 
term 'good ' as a synonym for God conjointly with the terms 'Mind, Spirit, 
Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love.' 

" In your letter you also refer to our Leader's statement in the 1901 
Message, page 3, ' GoD IS THE INFINITE PERSON.' A careful examination 
of the statements under this heading shows that our Leader is dealing specifi
cally with the theological claim of a personal Trinity. She naturally declares 
that ' God is the Infinite Person.' In her textbook, Science and Health, our 
Leader uses the term ' Person,' capitalized, just three times. She also points 
out more than once that it is a term that can convey a very false sense of 
Deity. She says, ' A personal God is based on finite premises, where thought 
begins wrongly to apprehend the infinite, even the quality or the quantity 
of eternal good. This limited sense of God as good limits human thought and 
action in their goodness, and assigns them mortal fetters in the outset.' (Peo. 
3 : 19-24). On the other hand, in her textbook, she speaks of God as Principle 
294 times. Likewise, the other six synonyms-Mind 753 times, Spirit 579 
times, Soul-161 times, Life 366 times, Truth 703 times, Love 366 times .... 

" I am a little surprised that-to prove an important point-the Christian 
Science Board of Directors should have selected terms that our Leader uses 
so seldom with capitals and so often in a relative manner, especially in opposition 
to that which is evident in almost every sentence of her writings. 

" In her textbook, with regard to' synonyms,' Mrs. Eddy has three marginal 
headings, two of them reading ' Divine synonyms' on pages 115 and 275. On 
the latter page, our Leader very particularly draws attention to the difference 
between the synonyms for God and His attributes, and she definitely indicates 
on line 19 that ' good ' is classed as an attribute of God. In the third reference, 
the marginal heading is ' Spiritual synonyms' (Page 468). In not one of these 
specific cases does she suggest that there are any other synonyms but the seven 
so well known and loved in her writings ..... 

" This question is the pith of the challenge our Movement is having to 
meet. Is it going to come out of the theological sense of good, and of God 
as merely a good person, into our Leader's inspired revelation of God as 'one 
absolute God ' and as ' Mind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love,' (ibid) 
which include all other terms ? My own deep conviction is that if our Movement 
does not progressively, Christianly and scientifically take this step, it will fail 
to meet the world's need of to-day. 

"Your four quotations from previous editions of Science and Health are 
all retrospective and only prove to me, as our Leader frequently states, that 
the divine idea was constantly developing itself to her inspired thought. In 
our present edition of Science and Health, Preface xii, lines 20-22, Mrs. Eddy 
has written, 'Until June 10, 1907, she had never read this book throughout 
consecutively in order to elucidate her idealism.' To me, our Leader's last 
edition of her textbook must always be the final authority of her teaching. 
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If I am not mistaken, there have been frequent recommendations in our periodi
cals not to quote from the old editions of the textbook. That our Leader always 
valued her latest editions the most is made clear in her statement, ' But before 
entering this field of labor he must have studied the latest editions of my 
works . • . •  .' (Ret. 47 : 23-24). 

"The future of our Movement depends to a great extent on the support 
of our young people, and our Leader realized this important fact quite clearly. 
Many of our older people, let alone the vast majority of young people, are no 
longer able to accept a merely religious and emotional concept of God. They 
demand, and rightly so, to know something that is definite, something that is 
demonstrable, somethiiJg on which they can depend. It is no use presenting 
to them a vague and emotional sense of religion. Their trained minds cannot 
accept it. Fifty-three years ago, in 1889, our inspired Leader realized this fact, 
dissolved her Church, and devoted her time to developing the divine system 
which God had revealed to her. Her spiritual outlook at this time is described 
in Miscellany, page 246, lines 11-18, where she writes of the closing of her 
College ..... 

(My. 246: 11-18 quoted here). 
"This is really, in a measure, what is going on to-day in our world. Men 

are reaching out for the true, the demonstrable, the universal, the scientific. 
In its very highest aspect, the answer to this demand is revealed in the Bible 
and our Leader's writings. But to present this answer to men, the Christian 
Science Movement must realize that it demands more study, more consecration, 
more intelligent application, in every way more vision, consecration and research 
than the human scientists are now putting into their work. Shall ' the children 
of this world ' always be ' in their generation wiser than the children of light ? ' 
(Luke 16 : 8). This should not be so ..... 

"You lay great stress on' unity.' So do I; but I believe that it must be 
unity based on a progressive understanding of divine Principle. Our Leader 
writes in Miscellaneous Writings :-

(Mis. 138:9-14, 17-19 quoted here). 
"No one dreaded more than our Leader did the ' Peace, peace; when 

there is no peace.' (Jer. 6: 14). Such a peace is merely mental paralysis or 
the attempt to stifle healthy, intelligent development. 

"The Directors will, make a grave mistake if they think th,at this issue 
is a personal matter only to do with me. It is not. It is a sign of the times 
arid, as such, is the irresistible development of the advancing idea which our 
beloved Leader has revealed . . . . . 

"Here is an aspect of your letter that may not have struck you, but 
which would dismay many Christian Scientists. I am a Christian Science teacher 
basing my teaching, as the Manual provides, on the chapter in Science and 
Health, ' Recapitulation.' Of this chapter, our Leader writes. '.Absolute 
Christian Science pervades its statements, to elucidate scientific metaphysics," 
(S. & H. 465 : 4-6). Moreover, I am teaching from her last and fully revised 
edition. In order to disprove my teaching you have quoted from our Leader's 
other writings and from earlier editions of Science and Health. To take one 
instance, you lay stress on the term ' Person.' In her chapter ' Recapitulation,' 
our Leader does not mention God as ' Person,' but she names God as Mind 
72 times, Spirit 43 times, Soul 31 times, Principle 32 times, Life 36 times, 

Truth 59 times, Love 23 times. I am required by the Church Manual to teach 
primarily that God is ' Mind, Spirit, Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love.' Do 
you ask me to believe that this divine order is a matter of chance or inaccuracy ? 
I know and have proved that it is fundamental and that on that specific and 
'scientific definition of God in ' Recapitulation ' our Leader's whole teaching 
is built. Mary Baker Eddy did nothing by chance. She was always revealing 
and depicting God and His Christ from the standpoint of an eternal design ..... 

"You would be cheered and gladdened if you could see the way young 
people grasp the Science of our Leader's revelation, and the consecration 
they give to it when they have grasped it, and this in many cases where young 
_pe<>?le had previously left our Movement ..... 

"You know better than I do, the increasing loss in the ordinary way of 
these young people to our Movement . 
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" May I tell you, in all humility, what I think the answer is ? In telling 
you the answer I desire to put on record in the files of The Mother Church 
that on this date I brought this matter of our Leader's truly scientific teaching 
and revelation to your attention as the Christian Science Board of Directors. 
If you give a deaf ear to it, then the onus is on you. In ten years this under
standing of the absolute Science and system as well as the Christian aspect of our 
Leader's discovery will be a matter of common knowledge in our Movement. 
It is irresistible because it is born of God. Are you, as the Christian Science 
Board of Directors, willing to have history record that you turned a deaf ear 
and listened to and supported a few critics because you would not take the time 
to investigate this matter consecratedly and consistently, but instead, listened 
to a few pathetic complaints about some zealous pupils who are so happy at 
seeing the Science of our Leader's discovery that they want to shout it from 
every house-top ? 

"You say in your letter, 'It is also said that some of your pupils con
tribute to the division in question by holding meetings for the purpose of 
interpreting Christian Science and communicating your or their interpretations 
to other Christian Scientists.' In the Manual of The Mother Church I know 
only one By-Law that would bear on any such condition and that is Article 
XXVI, Section 6. In regard to this By-Law, let me say that I have never 
called my pupils together, nor assembled '

a selected number of them, for more 
frequent meetings.' 

"At the time when I and others first began to realize that in our Leader's 
writings there was an absolutely perfect system of divine metaphysics based 
on her seven synonymous terms for God, I asked six of my friends belonging 
to four different Associations to consider carefully with me this aspect of 
our Leader's teaching. Subsequently, one of your members wrote to me and 
advised me to discontinue these foregatherings. In my mind this raised a very 
serious issue, which it would be well for your Board to consider, namely, the 
centuries old right of free assembly. But in deference to this request, I stopped 
these friendly gatherings. 

" The question of free assembly with English-speaking people is a matter 
of deep and sacred conviction, and one on which they will not only refuse to 
yield one jot, but on which they are ever seeking to go forward even further. 
Are you suggesting that our Leader's By-Law should be interpreted to deprive 
any five or six Christian Scientists of the right to get together to study the 
Bible and the Christian Science textbook, if perchance they should wish to 
do so ? If this is a correct reading of your demands, it means that you are 
interpreting one of our Leader's By-Laws to cut right across the fundamental 
Jaw and constitution of this country and of the U.S.A. And what would become 
of the Biblical promise that 'where two or three are gathered together in my 
name, there am I in the midst of them?' (Matt. 18: 20). 

" During my fifteen years of lecture work, night after night, in the homes 
of Christian Scientists living in different parts of the world, many times in 
Boston, Chicago, New York and elsewhere in America, I was present at friendly 
gatherings of Christian Scientists where Christian Science was discussed from 
every aspect ... In Britain, there are certain homes where lecturers and Christian 
Scientists of note are often given hospitality. On these occasions, which in the 
past have been quite frequent, many Christian Scientists convene and discuss 
Christian Science and many things connected with it. No objection has ever 
been raised to this kind of meeting. With regard to this type of meeting, 
our Leader writes in Miscellaneous Writings, page 156, lines 24-26, 'Assembling 
themselves together, and listening to each other amicably, or contentiously, 
is no aid to students in acquiring solid Christian Science.' But our Leader 
also writes in the same article, lines 17-19, 'Science is abs9lute, and best 
understood through the study of my works and the daily Christian demon
stration thereof.' 

" I do not think that many of my pupils will tolerate any interference 
on my part in connection with the right of free assembly, nor with the question 
as to whether-if they foregather at any time-they should consider Christian 
Science as revealed in the Christian Science textbook and the Bible, rather 
than discuss it informally or ' contentiously.' 
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" It is completely untrue that my pupils consider themselves superior 
in their attitude toward other Christian Scientists, or that they are attacking 
anyone else; but it is true that other students are attacking my teaching 
and my puptls. You have recently seen a copy of a letter from a teacher in 
England attacking my teaching. This teacher has been doing this for months, 
not only to others, but to my own pupils. Another teacher, at his Association 
Meeting a few weeks ago, bitterly attacked my teaching and very decidedly 
indtcated that you sympathized with his point of view. Is this a case of my 
pup1ls attackmg other people and ts this something that The Mother Church 
approves of, in spite of our Leader's By-Laws to the contrary? If the Board 
wish for evidence of where the attack is coming from and by which side it is 
being made, I shall be happy to supply abundant and specific information, 
but the theory is that the attack is being supported from Boston, and therefore 
these people feel privileged to do anything they want to. 

" As long as Christian Scientists believe in Christian Science only as a 
religion and not as Science, we will be afraid of its being tampered with; 
when Christian Scientists understand our Leader's revelation as absolute 
Science, this needless fear will also disappear, for no one can add one jot or 
one tittle to absolute Science, and no one can take it away. 

" Now, friends, we have been friends for many years. Are we going to 
help animal magnetism to tear our Movement open ? When this happens, the 
sorrow, the anguish, the hate of it all, kills nearly everyone connected with it, 
and the Movement never really recovers from it. I implore you not to confuse 
this issue. What I am teaching is our Leader's own revelation, to which I 
have given a life-time of the deepest study and consecration and I can never 
go back on it. 

" As it is possible that our correspondence may in future become public 
property, let me say to you simply what I am teaching .... 

(At this point I attempted to explain exactly what I was teaching 
as my understanding of Christian Science, which is covered conclusively 
elsewhere in this pamphlet.) 

" I am sure the Board of Directors will recognize that our Leader foretold 
the opposition that would ensue as the more scientific co-ordination of her 
discovery with the Scriptures took place. She states, 'There will be greater 
mental opposition to the spiritual, scientific meaning of the Scriptures than 
there has ever been since the Christian era began.' (S. & H. 534 : 24-26) ... 

" I know that you are busy people, but surely the understanding and 
demonstration of the absolute Science of Christian Science is all-important 
to our Movement. It is to-day the all-important issue in the development of 
our Leader's revelation. The great question is :-Is it scientific or is it not? 
In loyalty to my Leader I have taken the time and considered this question 
seriously. The deeper, fuller understanding of our Leader's revelation as 
truly scientific and therefore, truly Christian, will, I believe, bring to our 
Movement a sense of growth and healing, a sense of unity and progress such 
as we have not dreamed of. 

" Friends, don't pay too much attention to critics, of whom you yourselves 
have not a few. You have known me for forty years. I have served The 
Mother Church well and faithfully during those years. I regret that in your 
letter you should have spoken of my record in this Movement as ' mainly 
favorable.' This description is ungenerous, unchristian, untrue, and could bring 
forth fruit that you would not desire. The whole Movement knows that very 
few workers in our Cause have had more success as a practitioner: as a teacher 
or as a lecturer than I have had. Surely this is the fruit of the Spirit. Recently 
I sent to a member of your Board a collection of 150 letters from 6 Christian 
Science teachers, 45 Journal practitioners, and 49 Readers, besides many others. 
These letters, I understand, were passed on to you for perusal. I offered, also, 
to send to this member of the Board two thousand further letters if necessary 
from people all over the world who had written spontaneously to me and 
'without solicitation,' expressing their deep gratitude for my conscientious 
work in turning their thoughts and the thoughts of others to a fuller, deeper, 
more consistent, and more scientific study of the Bible and our Leader's writings. 
No teacher has ever turned his pupils and his friends to these books mon:: than 
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I have. I have based all my conclusions on these books, and I have never given 
personal opinions on our Leader's revelation. I do, however, make statements 
that are in accord with the Science and the Christianity of her teaching, and 
this I understand to be in accordance with her provisions. Against this vast 
volume of recognition the whisperings of critics seem to me a small matter, 
and I believe will seem so to my fellow men. 

" In any way that I can help to ease the chemicalized situation this pro
gressive step must necessarily cause, I shall be more than glad to do. There 
are certain details which your experience leads you to know would be wise. 
I shall be happy to have your guidance in this matter, and of course I should 
be unspeakably grateful to have your support in my effort to develop wisely 
this scientific aspect of our Leader's teaching, which inevitably had to come 

,- H at some time. I 
" I wonder if it has ever occurred to some of my critics that they are 

resisting not me, but Mary Baker Eddy and the inevitable development of her <: 

revelation from 'primitive Christianity' to absolutely scientific Christianity? 
This is the fight that our Leader had on her hands from the moment that she 
coupled Science and Christianity, and it still goes on. The tendency of the 
human mind to approach God through vague religious emotion rather than by 
scientific and demonstrable spiritual understanding continues. 

" An outstanding fact is that I could take any intelligent, unbiased body 
of educated men and women and prove to them in a very short space of time 
that Mary Baker Eddy has declared divine Principle, God, as ' Mind, Spirit, 
Soul, Principle, Life, Truth, Love,' (ibid) throughout her writings in the most 
scientific and comprehensible system and symbolization of terminology, idea, 
sentiment, illustration, etc. The emotional religionist, however, absolutely 
closes his mind to such a proposition. He is not even willing to consider it. 

" After twenty-five years of the most earnest and consecrated research, 
I feel that I owe it to our Leader to stress this super-important pa:rt of her 
discovery, because I am convinced that without this deeper, fuller, richer 
understanding, the progress of our Cause will be delayed. This absolutely 
scientific and Christian understanding is what our Leader describes as the 
' new tongue ' and this is the ' spirit ' of Christian Science. The ' letter ' is 
'hecatombs of gushing theories ... the doling of arguments ... " etc. (S. & H. 
367: 6--7) ... 

" J feel that now that I have got this matter before the Christian Science 
Board of Directors as a real issue-and it is a real issue-I can leave it to 
propagate itself, which it will do. God will support and develop it. Of this 
I am certain . . . 

" We live in a world where men and women are dying by the millions and 
sacrificing everything they have for what we call 'freedom ' or the right of 
the individual. At this point some Christian Scientists seem to take the stand 
that :-

" (1). No individual should think progressively about a revelation, the 
Discoverer of which declared that it would not be fully understood for centuries. 
Nor must one think scientifically, in spite of the fact that in every line of her 
writings the author stresses the absolute Science of Christianity and states 
that, 'The time for thinkers has come.' (S. & H. vii : 13). 

" (2). One must not write anything, in spite of the fact that our Leader 
declares that ' A student can write voluminous works on Science without 
trespassing, .. .' (Ret. 76 : 4-5). Webster describes' voluminous ' as' Filling 
or capable of filling a large volume or several volumes.' 

" (3). One must not say anything or it will be considered a personal opinion, 
in spite of the fact that Jesus commanded us to go ' into all the world and preach 
the gospel to every creature,' and Mary Baker Eddy writes, 'Give them a 
cup of cold water in Christ's name, .. .' (S. & H. 570: 16-17). 

" (4). One must not meet to study the Bible or the Christian Science text
book-although you can meet as often as you like to discuss Christian Science 
in any other way-and although the law of the land gives everyone the right 
of free assembly, and there is nothing in Mary Baker Eddy's writings to hint 
even that this should not be done. 

" My friends, how long can these conditions last ? In our world of to-day, 
how long will progressive thought permit these restrictions of centuries ago, 
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and how much will a religious body attract the man or woman of to-day with 
such restrictions ? 

" Let us be honest with each other. My alleged offence is that I am 
teaching that Mary Baker Eddy's discovery is divinely scientific as well as 
Christian, and that she has reduced her discovery to the most scientific system 
the world has ever known. Certain people in our Movement have resented and 
resisted this idea from the beginning. They were not willing to give the time, 
thought and consecration it demanded to grasp this aspect of our Leader's 
discovery, and it offended their emotional, religious sense of a humanly good 
' personal' God. Consequently, true to historical record, every abuse possible 
has been heaped upon some of us, but it will not succeed. The scientific aspect 
of our Leader's discovery is the truly Christian aspect and is to-day indispensable. 
It will march on, no matter who resists it. 

" I ask you to consider these things before you launch yourselves on a 
campaign, at the instigation of unprogressive thinkers, when you will be fighting 
not against me, but against the irresistible development of our Leader's Christian 
and scientific discovery. This development was inevitable. Why not investi
gate it carefully and prayerfully and-because it is true-uphold it and use it 
for the development and advancement of our great Cause ? I would say to 
you, ' Let there be no strife, I pray thee, between me and thee.' (Gen. 13 : 8). 
Let us avoid those horrible shoals of religious persecution and resentment. 
I feel that I owe it to myself, to our Leader and to mankind to maintain and 
develop what I have understood-and to some dejjree demonstrated-of 
Christian Science as both truly scientific and Christian. 

" I trust that I have not said anything that is unchristian or bitter. I 
don't feel that way. I am perfectly happy to know that God is guiding me and 
will continue to do so. I b'l.ve found ' the new tongue ' in our Leader's discovery. 
It is the most scientific, understandable and demonstrable thing in a!! the 
world. It is truly the Comforter. I thank God it is true that ' Divine meta
physics is now reduced to a system, to a form comprehensible by and adapted 
to the thought of the age in which we live.' (S. & H. 146 : 31-1). This is the 
hope of mankind . . . 

" Yours sincerely, 
JOHN W. DOORLY." 

To the above letter I had no reply. 

After writing this letter it was evident that the attack on me and my teaching 
began steadily to increase. Eventually, as a member of Ninth Church of Christ, 
Scientist, London, charges were brought against me to the Board of that Church 
by a fellow member, as follows :-

1. Recommending unauthorized literature for use in self instruction in 
Christian Science, in breach of Rule IX, Section 3, of the Rules of Ninth Church 
of Christ, Scientist, London. 

2. Violating Article VIII, Section 10, of the By-Laws of the Manual of 
The Mother Church. 

3. Violating Article VIII, Section 11, of the By-Laws of the Manual of 
The Mother Church. 

4. Violating Article XXVI, Section 7, of the By-Laws of the Manual of 
The Mother Church. 

5. Violating Article XXVI, Section 6, of the By-Laws of the Manual of 
The Mother Church. 

6. Violating Article XXVI, Section 9, of the By-Laws of the Manual of 
The Mother Church. 

I refused to answer these charges on the grounds given in the following letter 
to Ninth Church of Christ, Scientist, London, written on March 3rd, 1943 :-

" 20, CHESHAM PLACE, 
LONDON, S.W.l . 

3rd March, 1943 . 
. let me call your Board's attention to certain fundamental facts 

from The Mother Church Manual which they seem to have overlooked. 
Article I, Section 6, states :-
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" ' The business of The Mother Church shall be transacted by its Christian 
Science Board of Directors.' 

"Also Article XXIII, Section 3, reads as follows:
(Article XXIII, Section 3, _quoted here). 

"Again, Article XXXV, Section 1, states :-
" ' For The Mother Church Only. Section 1. The Church Manual 

of The First Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston, Mass., written by Mary 
Baker Eddy and copyrighted, is adapted to The Mother Church only ... " 
" My reason for reminding your Board of these statements is that they 

apparently have come to the conclusion that because the rules of Ninth Church 
of Christ, Scientist, London, unfortunately contain a By-Law (namely Rule 9, 
Section 3) which carries the impression that this Branch Church can usurp 
the prerogative of The Mother Church government, and decide matters such 
as teaching, literature, Association Meetings, etc., they can, in fact, follow 
such a procedure. This , of course, entirely defeats the holy aim and purpose 
of The Mother Church Manual, and would give to the branch churches powers 
of decision which our Leader never meant them to possess and which she 
purposely reserved for the jurisdiction of the Christian Science Board of 
Directors. 

" The Manual of The Mother Church specifically states that the Christian 
Science Board of Directors ' alone shall vote on cases involving The Mother 
Church discipline.' (Article XI, Section 5). In this matter, may I draw your 
attention to the fact that, according to the Manual of The Mother Church 
the term ' Discipline ' covers all By-Laws from pages 40-56. Thus, according 
to the provisions of the Manual of The Mother Church, no one can vote on the 
discipline included therein (except when specifically stated) but the Christian 
Science Board of Directors. 

" In such circumstances, it would not be right for me to answer in any way, 
manner, shape or form any of the charges which have been so unethically 
made against my work. The reason for this is that all said charges are based 
on alleged violations of specific By-Laws of The Mother Church Manual, the 
responsibility for which, in each instance, is particularly laid on the Christian 
Science Board of Directors. . . 

" Therefore, the right course is very plain and simple. The whole matter 
of my teaching, Association Meetings, addresses, etc., is one which, according 
to the Manual of The Mother Church, concerns the Christian Science Board of 
Directors alone, and consequently any question of discipline on these matters 
should be addressed to them." 

In spite of my letter the Board of Ninth Church decided that I was guilty on three 
charges, and 1 was suspended from membership of Ninth Church of Christ, Scientist, 
London, until such time as I was ' willing to express ... readiness to be obedient 
to the Rules of this Branch Church, and be amenable to the discipline involved.' 
(Letter from Ninth Church dated March 24th, 1943). 
On April 8th, 1943, in response to my requlst, I was informed by the Clerk of Ninth 
Church that the three charges which the Board considered proved were :-

" l. Recommending unauthorized literature for use in self instruction in 
Christian Science, in breach of Rule IX, Section 3, of the Rules of this Branch 
Church. 

"2. Violating Article VIII, Section 10, of the By-Laws of The Mother 
Church. 

" 3. Violating Article XXVI, Section 6, of the By-Laws of The Mother 
Church." 

I then resigned from Ninth Church of Christ, Scientist, London, and forwarded the 
whole correspondence to the Christian Science Board of Directors, as I felt that a 
very important issue involving the fundamental government of The Mother Church 
had arisen. I had already written to the Christian Science Board of Directors on 
the matter, and my letter to them dated March 15th, 1943, contained the following 
extracts:-

" I am aware that your Board, like all Christian Scientists, regard the 
sanctity of The Mother Church Manual-both in the spirit and letter-as 
all-important to the successful future of our Movement. Therefore, I am en

closing you some corresponcjence I have recently had with Ninth Church of 
Christ, Scientist, London, which speaks for itself ... 
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" I have pointed out to the Board of Ninth Church that they have no 
jurisdiction with regard to these charges according to the Manual of The 
Mother Church. If the Board of Ninth Church or of any branch church is 
allowed to hear charges on the question of teaching, Associations, etc., what is 
going to happen to the provisions of The Mother Church Manual ? . . . 

" For these reasons I write to ask that your Board will direct the Board of 
Ninth Church to forward the complaint to The Mother Church for adjudication 
and not to attempt any conclusions themselves. Moreover, as the impression 
is being given that your Board-or rather individual members of it-will be 
in sympathy with this attack, an attack born of pretty poor motives and 
endangering the provisions of The Mother Church Manual, I feel it to be my 
duty to inform you of this situation .. . 

" Surely there is a dignified, Christlike, compassionate and scientific 
way of solving these difficulties without constant bitterness and persecution ... 

" Your Board must know that a word of warning from them to certain 
people on the inadvisability of disobeying our Leader's specific instructions 
and attacking the other fellow in the m-o�christian and unintelHgent manner 
entirely contrary to the spirit of The Mothe urch Manual, would cause such 
attacks to cease at once and would give a chanc r Christian and scientific 
demonstration in this matter, which we should all . Unfortunately 
I am in possession of copies of letters written by a member of �Board that 
do not give the impression that this member is in any way judicial or impersonal 
in this matter. I, personally, have been careful not to attack or counter attack, 
but I fear that, if your Board will not give protection by exerting its influence 
to prevent the attacks and insidious propaganda against us, the time is coming 
when, in certain instances, I may have to call on your Board to act in accordance 
with Article XI, Sections 3 and 7, of The Mother Church Manual ... 

" You will remember that I wrote to your Board some time ago and asked 
them to give me their friendly counsel and advice, but to this letter I have 
had no reply. 

" In the last War the fact of our Leader's church government had to 
be established in this Movement. In this War the fact of our Leader's system 
of divine metaphysics is being challenged. Will we work it out as cultured, 
faithful Christian Scientists, as gentle people and Christians, or will we tear 
each other to pieces, do our Movement untold harm and discourage beyond 
words the beginner in Christian Science who is already very tentative in his 
approach to the subject? 

" On a previous occasion when the peace of our Movement was threatened, 
our Leader wrote as follows :-

." Do not, I implore you, stain the early history of Christian Science by 
the 1mpulses of human will and pride; but let the divine will and the nobility 
of human meekness rule this business transaction, in obedience to the law of 
Love and the laws of our land.' (Mis. 141 : 19-24). 

" Yours sincerely, 
JOHN W. DOORLY." 

The above letter was not acknowledged by the Christian Science Board of Directors 
but on July 30th, 1943, they wrote me as follows :-

' 

" DEAR MR. DOORL Y, 

" 'We have carefully reviewed the transcript of the charges filed against 
you as a member of Nmth Church of Christ, Scientist, London, England, and 
the correspondence which you have sent us relative thereto. 

" 1. It is said that you have so strayed as not to be fit for the work of a 
teacher of Christian Science. See our Church Manual, Article XII, Section 1. 

" 2. It is said that as an authorized teacher of Christian Science and a 
teacher of Primary classes, you in your class teaching depart erroneously from 
the chapter ' Recapitulation ' in the Christian Science textbook, ' Science and 
Health Wlth Key to the Scriptures,' by Mary Baker Eddy. See our Church 
Manual, Article XXVII, Section 3. 

" 3. It is also alleged that you have departed from the provision in the 
Manual that ' the pupils shall be guided by the Bible and Science and Health 
not by their teachers' personal views,' and that you teach them your personai 
v1ews. See our Church Manual, Article XXVI, Section 6. 
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"4. It is furthe� stated that aside from teaching one class of pupils 
yearly you have sometimes assembled a select number of your pupils and the 
pupils of other teachers for more frequent meetings, at which time, it is alleged, 
they are taught how to study and otherwise instructed in Christian Science. 
This paragraph of this letter alludes to our Church Manual, Article XXVI, 
Section 6, and the first sentence of Section 7. 

" The Christian Science Board of Directors will hold a special meeting in 
its Board Room at 107, Falmouth Street, Boston, Massachusetts, on Thursday, 
October 28, 1943, at ten o'clock a.m., Eastern (United States) Wartime. At 
this meeting the Board will consider evidence as to the truth or falsity of the 
accusations quoted or stated in this letter, and. will make pertinent findings of 
facts, to which facts the Board will apply the pertinent provisions of the Church 
Manual. 

" You may be personally present at this meeting if you wish to do so. 
In the event that that is your intention, and transportation facilities prohibit 
your arriving here on or before the date named, we shall be willing to consider 
a postponement of the date of the hearing. In that event, however, we must 
ask that you, from October 28 forward, not teach another class of pupils in 
Christian Science, pending final disposition of the case by this Board. 

"Very sincerely yours, 
THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS." 

A reply was sent to the Christian Science Board of Directors by cable dated October 
9th, 1943, reading as follows :-

"Your letter of July 30 received. I and many of my pupils also my 
Association committee and many other well known experienced workers have 
appealed to you the Christian Science Board of Directors maintaining confidence 
in your unique office and ethical duty to give a just decision based on The Mother 
Church Manual as to the recent action taken against me and my teac hing by 
Ninth Church, London. It is the considered opinion of many experienced 
Christian Scientists who have written to you that Ninth Church London by their 
action flagrantly contravened specific By-Laws of the Manual of The Mother 
Church. Hence the numerous claims upon you for a decision. None of these 
legitimate claims have been answered though a few have received mere acknow
ledgment. Your letter now presents me with charges some of which I have never 
heard of before and to which you do not ask me to reply. For instance charge 2 is 
an entirely new charge. I could send you hundreds of affidavits that I make 
the basis for teaching in my classes ' Recapitulation ' only and not the Christian 
Science platform. You propose to pass judgment on these charges. Is this not 
a travesty of justice? Would such proceedings be permitted in any representa
tive law court let alone the exemplary and democratic councils of The Mother 
Church as established by its Founder? You and I will agree that no inter
pretation of any By-Law of the Manual of The Mother Church by an individual 
or by a body of individuals can be impelled unless it is ruled in strict accord 
with Article VIII Section 1. Based on this By-Law firstly will you send me 
a precise statement of all charges made against me and I shall be happy to 
co-operate and will show them to be distortions and disprove them. Or secondly 
will you postpone this entire matter in its every detail until travelling to 
America is feasible and I shall be glad to come and assist you to adjust the 
matter in its every phase according to the rules of equity and Christian practice. 
You suggest that if I desire I may be present at the proposed meeting on 
October 28. I find upon enquiry that such a proposition is out of the question 
at present. Moreover I am now teaching a full class arranged four months ago 
the members of which have surmounted great difficulties in obtaining leave 
from the Services. Both these proposals are supported by fundamental 
principles of English law which hold that charges must be plainly stated and 
that the individual is innocent nntil he has admitted his guilt or been proved 
guilty. May I remind you of a similar situation already known to you which 
arose during Mrs. Eddy's lifetime early in this century concerning the con
troversial upheaval in America caused by the teaching of a very prominent 
Christian Scientist. Although our Leader knew that most of her own pupils 
were bitterly opposed to this presentation of her teaching her wisdom and 
great love for her Church prevented her from taking any precipitate and drastic 
action which would officially divide the Christian Science Movement but 

36 



she left the vital issue to divine adjustment. Eventually she designated this 
much criticized teaching as correct and an inspiration to the whole Field. 
This procedure was in perfect accord with her instructions recorded in No and 
Yes : ' Drifting into intellectual wrestlings, we should agree to disagree; 
and this harmony would anchor the Church in more spiritual latitudes, and so 
fulfil her destiny. Let the Word have free course and be glorified. The people 
clamor to leave cradle and swaddling-clothes.' My devotion to Mary Baker 
Eddy and loyalty to Christian Science are unquestionable and have been so 
for over forty years. Will you please cable a definite answer not later than 
October twenty-first. JOHN DOORLY." 

By cable dated October 26th, 1943, the Christian Science Board of Directors agreed 
to postpone the hearing until February 24th, 1944. Not yet having received any 
details of the charges I cabled to the Directors on October 30th, 1943, as follows :-

" Will you please send me as soon as possible a detailed statement of all 
charges made against me as a teacher so that I may answer them compre
hensively and specifically. Abraham Lincoln once wrote 'Bring forward your 
charges and specifications and then be patient long enough to hear us deny 
or justify. If we do repel you by any wrong principle or practice the fault is 
ours but this brings you to the point where you ought to have started to the 
discussion of the wrong or right of our principle'. JOHN DOORLY." 

On December 30th, 1943, I wrote fully to the Christian Science Board of Directors 
in answer to their four charges, although details had still not been received, and the 
substance of my reply is given below :-

" DEAR FRIENDS, 
" ... As I have had no further communication from you since my cable 

of October 30th, contrary to my hope and expectation, I am now answering 
your letter of July 30th in so far as such indefinite and vague charges can be 
answered. 

"Although your letter of July 30th states,' You may be personally present 
at this meeting if you wish to do so,' I now find that this is impossible ... As 
soon as travelling is feasible I propose to come to the States and I shall be only 
too happy to answer to you any definite charges, the details of which I know 
beforehand, and I must ask again that the consideration of the four charges 
contained in your letter be further postponed accordingly. This is not an un
reasonable demand, but it is a request which merits full legal countenance in 
all American Courts of Equity. 

" To a fellow worker who has given over forty years of faithful service 
to the Cause of Christian Science, and who has filled many of the most important 
offices in the organization, it would have been such a just, dignified and Christian 
way for its Directors to have sent him a straightforward, frank and precise 
statement of the charges which have been made against him ... 

"Now, friends, it must be very obvious to you as it is to me that these 
charges are one and all the outcome of active opposition to the fact that I, 
and other Christian Scientists are convinced that our Leader has revealed 
to humanity a spiritual, scientific and demonstrable system of divine meta
physics which she named Christian Science, and which every individual can 
learn, understand and demonstrate with scientific certainty and qivine purpose. 
The average human mind, which has been taught for centuries that one must 
approach God through emotion, mysticism and personal good, must surely 
be made to accept the fact of our Leader's divine revelation that God can 

� and must be understood spiritually and scientifically. Unless our Movement 
is willing to face this fact squarely and honestly, our Leader warned us in her 
last statement to her followers (See' Principle and Practice,' Sentinel Vol 20/10) 
that Christian Science may again be lost. 

" I have attended numerous meetings where Judge Hanna, Mr. Kimball, 
Mr. Bicknell Young-in fact, I could mention nearly all of the lecturers-have 
talked, not only to their own pupils about our Leader's revelation, but to many 
pupils of other teachers. Why have such informal and friendly gatherings 
suddenly become a crime as far as I am concerned? I have been present at 
such meetings in the homes of Christian Scientists holding church appoint-
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ments in Boston, and in the homes of many others, including Directors of 
The Mother Church. 

".Does it not seem extraordinary that acts which have taken place without 
quesbon for many years m our Movement now become almost a crime if I 
do them? Even By-Laws of The Mother Church Manual are distorted in order 
to draw an interpretation which would try me and discipline me. 

" When, nearly two years ago, your Board wrote me about certain aspects 
of my presentation of our Leader's revelation, I warned the Board that if this 
matter were pressed in an unwise and personal manner, directly contrary to 
our Leader's advice, that it would inevitably lead to division and separation 
whtch our Movement at present can hardly st,and. No church that was adding 
beb�een 90 and 95 branches yearly twelve years ago, but has since steadily 
declmed so that for the past three years it has lost more branches than it has 
�dded, ea?- afford a heresy trial which must inevitably pervade every part of 
tt, fo� tt. ts evtdent that if error succeeds and I am unjustly disciplined, my 
Assoctabon and, the Movement must be informed of all proceedings in the 
whole case and the entire correspondence in relation thereto ... 

" During recent months, I, and many others, have written you calling to 
your attention the action of Ninth Church, London, in exercising the discipline 
of The Mother Church (contrary to the provisions of the Church Manual) with 
regard to a Christian Science teacher and his activities in his Association. 
I have yet to see one reply from you that gave any hope that you proposed 
to deal fairly and ethically with this matter. In fact. in your reply to me of 
July 30th, you completely 'side-step' this whole issue which I had raised, and 
instead you present me with charges which you say were made by Ninth Church, 
although most of these charges I had never heard of before. You do not even 
ask me to answer these alleged charges and you have not so far seen fit to give 
me any specific details of them. Nevertheless you state that you propose to 
pass judgment on them. Is this a method worthy of the Directors of The 
Mother Church and Christian Scientists? 

"When your letter of July 30th arrived, I asked my lawyer, who is also 
a member of my Association, to come and see me, and he asked me to let him 
have a copy of your letter to consider. After three days he telephoned me that 
your letter with its proposed procedure gave so little evidence of what is con
sidered in England to be equity and justice, that he felt that it was impossible 
to deal with it without further and better particulars of the charges and all 
the circumstances in which they were made ... I have in my Association three 
lawyers and they all are very troubled at your proposed procedure. They 
are earnest members of The Mother Church. 

" Is it more important that I should be destroyed to satisfy those who 
disagree with my presentation of our Leader's teachings, or that the Christian 
Science Board of Directors should show to the Field clearly and distinctly 
that they are faithfully fulfilling their solemn trust in a Christlike, dignified 
and impersonal way, and also according to just and fair legal procedure ? 

"Should not the Christian Science Board of Directors begin by adjusting 
rightly, according to both ethics and law, the first phase of this situation about 
which many Christian Scientists are profoundly disturbed-the action of 
Ninth Church, London ? Is not this the right place to begin, and so stop the 
rumour that, as some of the members of the Board encouraged this action, they 
cannot deal with it ? Should not this phase of the situation be handled before 
charges ' arising' out of it are dealt with? Having straightened out this 
vastly important point-and this may well bring a complete healing to the whole 
situation-let me be presented, if necessary, as our Leader would have done. 
in the most Christian, democratic and dignified manner, with detailed charges 
against my actions and my teaching. I shall then be more than glad of the 
opportunity to answer them. It is the considered opinion of many experienced 
Christian Scientists that until this issue of Ninth Church, London, is honestly 
and sincerely faced and dea)t with in accordance with the Manual of The Mother 
Church, we are not going to get anywhere, and the further we go the more diffi
culties we will encounter. The original error must be straightened out. 

" Friends, what are we coming to? Every now and then our periodicals, 
instead of preaching Christ to suffering mankind, are bringing forth abuse 
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of others who do not ' bend the knee,' and these are the days when men are 
talking of ' the Freedoms.' ... 

"Your letter of July 30th states, 'We have carefully reviewed the 
transcript of the charges filed against you as a member of Ninth Church of 
Christ, Scientist, London, England, and the correspondence which you have 
sent us relative thereto.' Then you proceed to state four charges, three of which 
I have never heard of before. Six charges were originally made to Ninth Church, 
London, and were forwarded by them to me. In order that there may be no 
mistake in this matter, I am enclosing you as evidence a statement (marked 
'Exhibit 1 ') dealing with these charges. This statement, in substance, was 
read at my last Association Meeting. As you state-according to your letter 
of July 30th-that you are dealing with the charges from Ninth Church, 
London, I am forwarding you this statement, ' Exhibit 1 ', as vital and important 
evidence that these charges are false, loosely made, and show great ignorance 
of the By-Laws of The Mother Church Manual. 

" Again, in order that there may be no mistake, I shall answer your four 
statements beginning with ' It is said.' 

"Per your letter of July 30th, 1943 :-
" ' I. It is said that you have so strayed as not to be fit for the work 

of a teacher of Christian Science. See our Church Manual, Article XII, 
Section 1.' 
" This is a charge I have never heard before. In the charges sent to me 

by Ninth Church, London, supposed to be based on specific By-Laws of The 
Mother Church Manual, no such charge is made. (See ' Exhibit I ') Thousands 
of Christian Scientists regard me as one of the most helpful and successful 
teachers this Cause has ever had. If such a charge is made it should be proved 
with utmost strictness. It is impossible to meet such a charge without being 
given exact particulars. Not only are no particulars given, but there is not 
the vaguest indication of the specific faults that have been alleged. 

"There is one point I must make perfectly clear to you. If any charges 
whatever are made against my personal character, I must take the whole issue 
into the appropriate Court of Justice where it will be thoroughly sifted and 
justice and honesty will decide what is true. Then the whisperers will be given 
a chance to whisper on oath to experienced Counsel. Thus I will follow our 
Leader's advice, ' Law has found it necessary to offer to the innocent, security 
from slanderers-those pests of society-when their crime comes within its 
jurisdiction.' (Mis. 227 : 6-8). You will remember that already a Christian 
Science teacher has been forced to apologise and completely withdraw slanderous 
statements to save himself the humiliating experience of being found guilty 
of slander in open Court. 

"Per your letter of July 30th, 1943 :-
" ' 2. It is said that as an authorized teacher of Christian Science 

and a teacher of Primary classes, you in your class teaching depart 
erroneously from the chapter " Recapitulation " in the Christian Science 
textbook, "Science and Health with Key to the Scriptures," by Mary 
Baker Eddy. See our Church Manual, Article XXVII, Section 3.' 
" In reply, I enclose you a copy of a letter I sent to twenty-four of my 

pupils-six from each of my last four classes-and the signed statements 
received from them. (See ' Exhibit II '). This should be sufficient evidence 
of the falsity of this charge and also of the ignorance of the person making it. 
If necessary, I will be glad to forward you several hundreds of these. This 
charge did not come to me from Ninth Church, London. 

" Per your letter of July 30th, 1943 :-
" ' 3. It is also alleged that you have departed from the provision 

in the Manual that "the pupils shall be guided by the Bible and Science 
and Health, not by their teachers' personal views," and that you teach 
them your personal views. See our Church Manual, Article XXVI, 
Section 6.' 
" I could send you hundreds of affidavits from pupils disproving this 

charge. No one has ever turned his or her pupils to the Bible ':1-nd the Christian 
Science textbook more than I have. I also enclose you cop1es of statements 
from some of my recent Association papers entirely disproving this charge. 
(See 'Exhibit Ill ' also ' Exhibit I'). 
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"Per your letter of July 30th, 1943 :-
" ' 4. It is further stated that aside from teaching one class of pupils 

yearly you .have sometimes assembled a select number of your pupils 
�n?- the pup1ls of other teachers for more frequent meetings, at which time, 
1t IS alleged, they are taught how to study and otherwise instructed in 
Christian Science. This paragraph of this letter afludes to our Church 
Manual, Article XXVI, Section 6, and the first sentence of Section 7.' 
" I have never assembled a select number of my pupils or of other teachers' 

pupils for meetings to teach them. I have sometimes met, by invitation, Christian 
Scientists-teachers and practitioners-as I have often done in Boston as well 
as many parts of the world, and such as all Christian Science lecturers and 
teachers frequently do, to talk about our Leader's revelation ; thereby the 
words of the Scripture that 'where two or three are gathered together in my 
name, there am I in the midst of them ' (Matt. 18 : 20) are fulfilled. 

" If you wiJ: give me particulars and details of what you consider to be 
wrong meetings, I will send you statements from Christian Scientists who 
were present on any of these occasions. 

"Surely no decent procedure can judge one on generalisation without 
giving details and also affording one an opportunity to consider such details 
and disprove the evidence . . . 

" My friends, you and I have been friends in the past and we should con
tinue this friendship. With a little Christianity and a good deal of patience, 
this matter can be worked out to the gain of our Cause. Nothing could be more 
disastrous than for the Christian Science Board of Directors to be jockeyed 
by malicious animal magnetism into the position where they might even seem 
to be working against our Leader and her progressive revelation, of which 
she declares that ' the greatest man or woman on earth stands at the vestibule 
of Christian Science.' (My. 159: 12-13). 

" I do not fear anyone, I do not -thank God-hate anyone, I am not 
attacking anyone. I am trying to consecrate my entire life to gaining a more 
spiritual, a more scientific and a more demonstrable understanding of our 
beloved Leader's revelation. I am essentially and wholeheartedly loyal to 
Mary Baker Eddy, to her textbook, and to her Church Manual. I do, however, 
believe that' The time for thinkers has come,' (S. & H. vii : 13) and that unless 
our Movement will recognize this, the advancing thought of mankind in this 
scientific and progressive era, will more and more leave us behind, whereas 
we should be in the forefront of all spiritual development and progress. Our 
Leader writes :-

(Mis. 232 : 6-17 quoted here). 
" Friends, I beg of you to let us consider carefully and prayerfully where 

we are going in this matter. You know and I know what is engineering this 
whole issue. Its sole purpose is to prevent the development of our Leader's 
scientific and tlivine revelation, of which at present we know but a very small 
part. 

" I need hardly assure you again that I am only too willing to co-operate 
with you in any right, proper and dignified method to bring this matter to a 
conclusion that will be a gain to our Cause and not a loss, but it would be 
quite impossible for any of us who have seen even a little of our Leader's divine 
system and the beauty and holiness of it, to go back on this. History will, 
I believe, record that in this we are right. 

" With deep and sincere regards to the members of the Board. 
" Yours sincerely, 

"JOHN W. DOORLY.'' 

The Exhibits enclosed with the letter to the Christian Science Board of Directors 
are not quoted here in full because of their length, but they included the following 
information :-

"EXHIBIT I. 
Answers to charges made against John W. Doorly, C.S.B., by Ninth 

Church of Christ, Scientist, London. 
" . . .  CHARGE. It is asserted that ' the " system " which .i\llr. Doorly 

teaches is set out in printed pamphlets which are distributed not only to members 
of the Association, but to all and sundry including other teachers' pupils and 
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those who have not yet been through class. Mr. Doorly himself describes 
these pamphlets on the front page, as " unauthorized literature," and yet 
enquirers seeking guidance in regard to class instruction are invited to study 
them, and use them for self-instruction.' 

" ANSWER. The expression ' unauthorized literature' is completely 
irrelevant. Nowhere in the Manual or in Mrs. Eddy's other published writings 
is the term ' unauthorized literature' used. Mr. Doorly is 'authorized ' by 
the By-Laws of The Mother Church to teach Christian Science. (See Article 
XXVII, Sections 1 and 5). The pamphlets complained of as being 'un
authorized literature ' are, in fact, some of Mr. Doorly's Association papers 
containing elucidations of ' the Principle and rule of Christian Science, through 
the higher meaning of the Scriptures' (See Manual, Article XXVII, Section 5), 
and as such they can only become ' unauthorized literature ' if shown or given 
to anyone without Mr. Doorly's authority. The Manual does not prohibit a 

teacher from putting into writing the whole or any part of his instructions 
or elucidations. 

" Article VIII, Section 11, of The Manual of The Mother Church reads :

(Article VIII, Section 11 quoted here) 
" A close study of our Leader's writings discloses to the discerning student 

the fact that in hundreds of cases, our Leader makes positive statements through 
the introduction and use of double negatives according to the requirements 
of the context ..... 

"Article VIII, Section 11, of The Mother Church Manual is a perfect 
example of the method of statement used so frequently by our Leader. 

" Unquestionably it provides that any member of The Mother Church 
can buy, sell, or circulate Christian Science literature which is ' correct in its 
statement of the divine Principle and rules and the demonstration of Christian 
Science' (ibid). Were this not so such books as those of Mr. Kimball and 
Mr. Tomlinson would be strictly out of order. 

" It is evident that Mrs. Eddy foresaw and provided for this development, 
for she specifically states :-

" 'Christian Science is not copyrighted; nor would protection by 
copyright be requisite, if mortals obeyed God's law of manright. A student 
can write voluminous works on Science without trespassing, if he writes 
honestly, and he cannot dishonestly compose Christian Science. The 
Bible is not stolen, though it is cited, and quoted deferentially.' 

(Ret. & Int. 76 : 2-8) 

" The By-Laws of the Manual could not possibly operate to deprive the 
individual of the natural rights of publication and circulation given him by the 
law of the land. 

" It is impossible to see how this By-Law, Article VIII, Section 11, could 
be interpreted otherwise, either legally or ethically except to give natural 
freedom in mattl:rs relating to circulation and publication of correct writings 
on Christian Science by the individual. 

"The fact that this By-Law may not have been so interpreted in the 
past, should not continue to prevent intelligent progress, which our Leader 
always welcomed and provided for. A well-known lawyer of high standing was 
recently requested to obtain Counsel's Opinion on this By-Law, Article VIII, 
Serti

.
on 11. He replied that this would be a waste of money. This By-Law, 

he said, coupled with Mrs. Eddy's statement in Retrospection and Introspection, 
quoted above, is overwhelming evidence that Mrs. Eddy foresaw and provided 
for the sale, circulation and distribution of correct Christian Science literature 
by the individual mewber of The Mother Church. 

. " Should not our Leader's provisions for circulating correct Christian 
Science literature, above all, include and protect the intelligent activity of the 
Christian Science teacher and his elucidations of the ' divine Principle and 
rules ... of Christian Science ' (ibid) ? 

" To the student of the Manual, it is evident that our Leader differentiates 
distinctly between the literature emanating from The Mother Church or the 
Christian Science Publishing Society and that from the individual Christian 
Scientist. In fact, Article VIII, Section 11, is definitely followed three sections 
later by Section 14, headed 'Church Periodicals.' Such a By-Law as Article 
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VIII, Section 11, would seem to be totally unnecessary for the literature 
pu�lished by either The Mother Church or The Christian Science Publishing 
Soc1ety, but would be most necessary for the literature of the individual. 

" It must be definitely recognized that the meaning of Article VIII, 
Section 11, is made specifically clear in the title 'No Incorrect Literature.' 
The purpose of this section is not therefore to prohibit Christian Science litera
ture by the individual or the circulation of such, which Mrs. Eddy recognized 
as inevitable and provided for intelligently, but to prevent' incorrect literature.' 

" With regard to recommending literature for self-instruction in Christian 
Science, Mr. Doorly has consistently turned his pupils to the Bible and our 
Leader 's writings. Every Association paper and all communications which 
he has sent to his Association have been purely for this purpose. 

" Article XXVI, Section 2, of The Manual of The Mother Church states 
in part:-

(Article XXVI, Section 2, lines 11-23 quoted here) 
"Mr. Doorly has an Association of pupils resident in all parts of the world. 

How would it be possible for him, or, for that matter, for any other teacher 
to ' hold himself morally obligated to promote • the progress of his pupils 
'in the understanding of divine Principle, not only during the class term but 
after it ' except by written statements and by seeing and talking to his pupils? .. . 

"It must be perfectly evident that Mary Baker Eddy has purposely given 
in her writings and in the Manual of The Mother Church the greatest freedom 
to all Christian Science teachers in their efforts to ' promote . . .  progress in the 
understanding of divine Principle . .  .' (ibid). A close study of the chapter 
in Science and Health, ' Teaching Christian Science,' makes this abundantly 
evident. 

" CHARGE. Violating Article VIII, Section 10. ' No Adulterating 
Christian Science.' . .. 

" ANSWER. It is to be noted that our Leader makes a clear distinction 
between 'printing ' and 'publishing ' in Article XXIII, Section 5, where she 
says, ' Branch churches shall not adopt, print, nor publish the Manual of 
The Mother Church.' VVebster's Dictionary states of these terms :-' PRINT, 
PUBLISH are often confused. A book may be printed without being published : 
it is published only when it is offered for sale, or put into general circulation ;' 

" It is evident from the title of this By-Law, Article VIII, Section 10-
• No Adulterating Christian Science '-that its purpose is wholly to prevent 
adulteration. To refer to this By-Law which specifically deals with adulteration, 
i.e. ' the partial substitution of one substance for another without acknow
ledgment • (Webster) as an indictment against a Christian Science teacher 
who quotes honestly and sincerely from our Leader's writings, giving her full 
credit, is indeed far-fetched. 

" It canriot be seriously contended that any of his association papers 
' plagiarize ' Mrs. Eddy's writings, for Mr. Doorly consistently gives Mrs. Eddy 
all credit. In this connection Mrs. Eddy states significantly that 'The Bible 
is not stolen, though it is cited and quoted deferentially.' (ibid). 

"However, when the Directors of The Mother Church wrote to Mr. Doorly 
about a year ago, mentioning that objection had been taken to his use of 
quotations, although he could not admit (for the reasons above mentioned) 
a breach of the By-Law, he has since ceased using quotations and has sub
stituted references. 

" CHARGES. Violating Article VIII, Section 11. 'No Incorrect Literature.' 
.... Article XXVI, Section 7. ' A Single Field of Labor.' .... 

" ANSWERS. Article VIII, Section 11, in no way prohibits Mr. Doorly 's 
Association papel'6 as they are ' correct ' in their statement of the ' divine 
Principle and rules and the demonstration of Christian Science.' (ibid) ; also 
the spirit in which they are written, if considered, cannot be challenged. 

" In connection with Article XXVI, Section 7, entitled ' A Single Field 
of Labor,' it is evident that our Leader's specific provision for teaching Christian 
Science to adult pupils is primarily restricted to teaching in classes which are 
held annually, and to the Metaphysical College Class. 

" Our Leader never considered admitting others to regular Christian 
Science classes, but did provide that ' pupils may visit each other's churches, 
and by invitation attend each other's associations.' (Article XXVI, Section 7). 
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This By-Law at once indicates the vast difference in her thought between 
specific teaching in Christian Science Classes as provided for in the Manual, 
and Association Meetings. 

" Nothing whatever is stated in Articles XXVI or XXVII which deals 
specifically with ' Teachers' and ' Pupils ' either for or against written state
ments. To distort the interpretation of these two Articles to mean that a 

pupil would not be privileged to read any statement of Christian Science 
written by an authorized teacher except his own, would be to prohibit Christian 
Science teachers from writing for the periodicals or from writing lectures. 
In fact, to maintain that the By-Law, Article XXVI, Section 7, in which our 
Leader specifically deals with the teaching in classes, prohibits written state
ments-which she does not mention-would seem to be a direct misinterpreta
tion of that By-Law. 

" Also our Leader states :-
''' The student who heals by teaching and teaches by healing, will 

graduate under divine honors, which are the only appropriate seals for 
Christian Science.' (Mis. 358 : 4-6). 
" Interpreting the specific term 'teaching' in a general way, would, there

fore, preclude Christian Science teachers from healing the pupil of any other 
teacher. 

" To conclude that Christian Science pupils must get their inspiration 
from one teacher only and thus become what would really be the personal 
possession of that teacher, would be to break many By-Laws in The Mother 
Church Manual, such as Article XXVI, Sections 2 and 6, Article XXVII, 
Section 5. 

" Is it not true that we are all trying in the ultimate to turn every student 
of Christian Science to our Leader's writings and the Bible, and that anything 
that will help in the process of breaking down the ' Paul ' and ' Apollos ' 
attitude must be of great value to our Movement ? 

" Every conscientious teacher of Christian Science knows that the whole
sale or widespread distribution of his Association papers would be most unwise, 
but to interpret this as forbidding a teacher to lend his Association papers 
in limited cases where it seems to be wise and necessary, finds no justification 
in our Leader's provisions. 

" Surely the purpose of The Mother Church Manual in this direction, as 
in all directions, is to allow intelligent scope and protection for development. 

"Mr. Doorly personally would be more than happy to have his pupils 
helped by any correct statement on Christian Science made by any Christian 
Science teacher or any Christian Science practitioner. He does not feel that 
we should give restrictive interpretations which Mrs. Eddy did not i ntend 
with regard to pupils. If it could be held that statements made in Associations 
should not be repeated to others either in writing or orally, this could only 
lead to restrictive measures which would seem to endanger the natural develop
ment of our Movement and could not be justified from the Manual of The Mother 
Church, especially under Article VIII, Section 11. Such a restriction would 
also isolate distant pupils. 

" CHARGE. Violating Article XXVI, Section 6. ' Associations.' .... 
" ANSWER. Mr. Doorly has never called an assemblage of selected pupils 

in any official way, but he not infrequently meets his pupils informally in his 
home or in their homes. On all of these occasions the pupils of other teachers 
or other friends have usually been present. A distortion of this By-Law would 
even prevent a teacher calling together the Committee of his Association. 

" Christian Science teachers all over the world, and especially those who are 
lecturers, are in the habit of meeting their pupils frequently, in order to fulfil 
the precepts of Article XXVI, Section 2, ' Care of Pupils.' Christian Science 
lecturers in England and elsewhere frequently meet bodies of Christian 
Scientists and talk to them. Is this to be considered as either calling together 
their pupils, if such pupils happen to be present, or as teaching' the pupils of 
other teachers ? 

" To prevent a Christian Science teacher from inviting several of his 
friends, some of whom may be his pupils, to his home, would be to abrogate 
the right of free assembly, which is so dear to all English-speaking people, 
and would savour more of dictatorship than of a democratic free people. Also 



it would completely destroy our Master's inspired saying, ... 'where two or 
three are gathered together in my name, there am I in the midst of them.' 
(Matt. 18 : 20). 

" It may be pertinently asked whether the purpose of Christian Science 
is to make men free or to deprive them of the rights of democratic freedom 
and free speech ? When Christian Scientists meet, is it a crime for them to 
consider the statements of the Bible and the Christian Science textbook, but 
not a crime to gossip to their heart's content? ..... 

" In conclusion it should be made abundantly clear time and time again, 
that Mr. Doorly has no ' system ' of his own, but that he is teaching, and intends 
to continue teaching, the only divine, infinite system of metaphysics there 
is, and which our beloved Leader has revealed to mankind and denominated 
Christian Science. If anyone objects to the term 'system,' his or her quarrel 
is not with Mr. Doorly, but with Mary Baker Eddy. 

" It may be well to draw attention to Mrs. Eddy's specific instructions 
on all these matters. She writes in' No and Yes' :-

(No. 8 : 19-22, 2S--13 quoted here} 
"No reformer has ever laid greater stress on the freedom of the individual, 

especially in regard to religious development, than has Mary Baker Eddy. Then 
shall the By-Laws of her Church Manual be misinterpreted into a series of ' Thou 
shalt nots' that would take the individual back to the religious bondage of 
the dark ages? Such a distortion would indeed be a travesty of the teachings 
of her who discovered and revealed to mankind the Science of Christianity, which 
is to make all men free. 

" Is it not evident that as Christian Science progresses and becomes a 
world Movement, we shall have to appreciate and demonstrate the tolerance, 
the wisdom, the freedom which characterized our Leader's mi'ssion in every way? 
Without these things Christian Science could never become a world-wide 
Movement. 

" In conclusion, our beloved Leader writes :-
" ' Spiritual rationality and free thought accompany approaching 

Science, and cannot be put down. They will emancipate humanity, and 
supplant unscientific means and so-called laws.' (S. & H. 223 : 21-24)." 

EXHIBIT II. 
Statements signed by pupils from the last four classes to the effect that 

I made the basis for my teaching only the chapter " Recapitulation " in Science 
and Health with Key to the Scriptures, as required in the Manual of The Mother 
Church, Article XXVII, Section 3. In no way did I teach" divine metaphysics" 
from the Christian Science Platform. 

EXHIBIT Ill. 
Extracts from Association papers of 1940, 1941, 1942, 1943. 

I received a brief acknowledgment of the above letter and the three Exhibits, 
from the Christian Science Board of Directors dated February 8th, 1944. 
At this time individual members of my Christian Science Pupils' Association were 
enquiring whether the Association could take action in requesting a decision from 
the Christian Science Board of Directors regarding the Board of Ninth Church, 
London, assuming the right to examine charges of alleged violations of By-Laws 
in the Church Manual calling specifically for The Mother Church Discipline. Ac
cordingly a letter to this effect was sent by the Association to the Directors .on 
December 29th, 1943. signed individually by 434 members of the Assoc1at10n 
resident in this Country. This letter was acknowledged by the Directors on February 
8th, 1944, stating that it would have consideration in its order; but no further 
reply has be�n received. . 
Meantime the Directors had written me a letter dated December 29th, 1943, which 
I received on February 3rd, 1944, reading as follows :-

"DEAR MR. DooRLY, 
" Confidential." 

" Responding to your cable request of October 30, 1943, the following is 

submitted: 
" 1. Your 59-page printed report, including a precis, dealing with the 

synonyms for God, days of creation, and numerals of infinity, it is alleged, 
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is distributed by you and your associates to others than your own pupils, 
some of whom are pupils of other teachers, for use in studying Christian Science, 
although it is stated in this pamphlet that, in such event, ' it at once becomes 
unauthorized literature,' and that ' in no circumstances must it be shown to 
others.' (See Manual, Art. IV, Sec. 1). 

" 2. The preparation, distribution and publication of the following printed 
matter indicates that you are presenting to your pupils, and as alleged, to others 
who have had class instruction from other teachers, as well as to some who are 
not pupils of any teacher. your ' personal views,' and giving our Leader, Mary 
Baker Eddy, as authority for them (see Manual, Art. XXVI, Sec. 6, and 
Miscellaneous Writings, p.264 : 32). 

" (a) Letter, dated April 1, 1942, addressed to 'My dear Pupil.' 
" (b) Pamphlet entitled ' References to Synonyms for God from the 

Christian Science Text-Book, Science and Health with Key to the Scrip
tures by Mary Baker Eddy • 

" (c) Pamphlet entitled ' References to Combinations of Synonym= 
for God from the Christian Science Text-Book Science and Health with 
Key to the Scriptures by Mary Baker Eddy.' 

" (d) Pamphlet entitled ' References to Synonyms for God from 
The Published ·writings by Mary Baker Eddy other than Science and 
Health.' 

· "  (.:!) Pamphlet entitled ' Notes for Association Meeting, Saturday. 
June 15th, 1940.' 

"(/) Pamphlet entitled 'Report of Mr. John W. Doorly's Christian 
Science Pupils' Association Meeting, Saturday, June 21st, 1941.' 

" 3. The printing, publication, and distribution of the foregoing matter, 
and the symbolism of the synonyms, numerals of infinity, etc., and your use 
and emphasis of these matters in your so-called ' system • in teaching your 
classes, it is. alleged, is a deviation from the admonition of our Leader relating 
to the instruction of pupils by teachers of the Primary Class (Manual, Art. 
XXVII, Sec. 3 ; Retrospection and Introspection p.84.) 

"The four charges set forth in our letter of July 30, 1943, are not changed 
or limited in any way by the foregoing allegations. 

" Sincerely yours, 

" THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS.'' 

As the bearing had been fixed for February 24th, 1944, I cabled to the Directors 
on February 9th, 1944, as follows :-

.. My comprehensive cable dated October 30th, 1943, requesting charge� 
specified was answered by you two months later on December 29th, 1943, 
was sent ordinary mail and received by me February 3rd, 1944. An interim of 
three months. Obviously impossible for me to reply satisfactorily before 
February 24th. At this juncture I desire to state my irrevocable stand in 
respect to all my Association papers as strictly in accord with the legal and 
ethical provisions of Article VIII, Section 11, of the Manual and with Retro
spection and Introspection page 76, lines 2-8. See Exhibit I attached to my 
letter of 30th December, 1943. Many Christian Scientists in England possess 
other Christian Science Teachers' Association papers including some from former 
members of the Board of Directors. Relevant to this point Messrs. Kimball's 
and Tomlinson's books are widely circulated. I hold to no personal views on 
our Leader's revelation of Christian Science. I have no syst�m of my own 
concerning the teaching or interpretation of Christian Science which my 
Association writings prove conclusively but I adhere to Mary Baker Eddy's 
numerous and specific statements in her writings concerning her system. I 
cannot regard your letter of December 29th, 1943, as confidential because 
the issue is not personal but affects my Association and the whole Movement. 

JOHN W. DOORLY." 

The Directors replied to my cable on February 12th, 1944, as follows :-
" Re cable ninth will postpone until August third that is final for date 

of hearing our request you refrain from teaching while matter pending still 
in effect. CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTOHS." 
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On February 25th, 1944, I further cabled to the Directors as follows:-
"Your cable of February 12th received. Postponement of hearing until 

August 3rd noted. Meanwhile I take it that you are forwarding to me further 
details of any and all charges. Your request that I refrain from teaching while 
matter is pending seems arbitrary and gives evidence that judgment has already 
been pronounced before hearing. It is unfortunate that certain letters from 
America and articles which have appeared in the periodicals should con
sistently give the !mpression that your Board are not really impartial judges of 
these charges agamst me but are determined beforehand to condemn. Your 
present request heightens that impression. In view of present circumstances I had 
already decided not to teach a class before October, 1944. I have however 
maintained my annual d3:te for my Association Meeting in June. 

JOHN DOORL Y." 

A reply from the Directors was received by letter dated March 16th, 1944 :

"DEAR MR. DOORLY, 
"We have received your cablegrams of February 9 and February 25, 1944. 
" With reference to one statement in your cablegram of the 25th, we 

may tell you that it is customary. when serious complaints are pending before 
this Board. with reference to a teacher of Christian Science, to request that 
the teacher refrain from teaching a class until there has been an opportunity 
to look into the matter and determine what, if any, basis there may be for the 
complaints. You may recall that we made a similar request of you in our 
communication of July 30, 1943. We postponed the hearing at your request, 
so that the continuance of our request that you do not teach a class is due to 
our compliance with your plea for a longer time in which to prepare your 
reply and submit your evidence. 

"We assure you that we are not in any way prejudging your case. The 
date for the hearing at which you will be given a full opportunity to present 
your defence to the charges against you has been postponed to August 3, 1944, 
as per our cablegram on February 10, 1944. 

" The holding of the meeting of the association of your pupils would be 
in accordance with the requirements of Article XXVI, Section 6, of the Church 
Manual, and need not be now postponC;d by you because of the charges which 
have been filed. 

" Very sincerely yours, 
"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS." 

I answered this letter from the Directors on June 13th, 1944, as follows:
.. DEAR FRIENDS, 

"Replying to your letters of December 29th, 1943, and March 16th, 
1944 ... 

" The reason should be very obvious why the proposed hearing had to be 
postponed from February 24th, 1944, to August 3rd, 1944. I went to great 
expense and cabled an answer to your letter of July 30th, 1943, in order to 
save time. Your Board replied to this cable with a letter dated December 
29th, 1943, and sent it to me by ordinary post-not even by air mail. 

"Your apparent determination to refrain from giving me specific details 
of all alleged charges, together with your insistence to prohibit me from t�aching 
a class in Christian Science is enigmatical to anyone versed in common JUSbce. 
It is therefore difficult not to draw the conclusion that you have already pre
judged the issue. Although only hearsay and unproved statements are at the 
moment before you, they appear to have been accepted by :you as sufficiently 
valid to entitle you to pass an injunction temporarily prohibiting my Class 
teaching. I have already given you abundant evidence that these so-called 
charges against me are exaggerations and distortions and that they can in no 
way prove any breaches of the Manual of The Mother Church. In fact, I have 
given you the clearest specific evidence that some of them have originated 
from the most questionable motives. 

"Naturally I do not now feel called upon to furnish your Board with 
further evidence of the falsity of these vague and unworthy charges. The 
Mother Church Manual, Article VIII, Section 11, combined with our Leader's 
statement on page 76, lines 4-8, of Retrospection and Introspection are more 

than legal and ethical authority for my Association Reports. 

46 



" Actually your Board must know only too well that these so-called 
charges have little or nothing to do with the case. The crux of this whole 
situation is the solicited controversy over my teaching of our Leader's revelation 
as both divine Science and divinely scientific . . . 

" Progress in our Leader's revelation must be constantly taking place 
as she declares of Science and Health that 'Centuries will intervene before the 
statement of the inexhaustible topics of that book become sufficiently under
stood to be absolutely demonstrated. The teacher of Christian Science needs 
continually to study this textbook .. His work is to replenish thought, and to 
spiritualize human life, from this open fount of Truth and Love.' (M is. 92 : 4-9). 
She also writes :-' 'vVe err in thinking the object of vital Christianity is only 
the bequeathing of itself to the coming centuries. The successive utterances 
of reformers are essential to its propagation.' (Mess. '01, 30: 4-7). 

" If it is unfortunately true that your Board welcome the opportunity 
of disciplining me and are determined to do so, then perhaps, for the good of 
our Movement, this is the best thing that could happen, as it will certainly 
bring to light many issues based on ' the Magna Charta of Christian Science ' 
(My. 254 : 21) which are of supreme importance to the future of our Cause ... 

" Friends, before this issue is closed, I feel it is my solemn duty to warn 
you again that in trying to resist the natural and inevitable development of 
ou r Leader's revelation as both divine and essentially scientific, you are courting 
disaster ; and moreover, such a course is directly opposed to our Leader's 
advice in her writings. Nothing would be more pathetic or disastrous than that 
the Directors of The Mother Church should be found opposing the natural 
and orderly development of Mrs. Eddy's revelation in its inevitable spiritual 
and scientific aspect, bringing new life and inspiration to our Movement. 

" I am quite conscious of the effort to destroy the teaching by attacking 
and slandering me personally. I do not propose, however, to allow this smoke
screen to succeed. Whoever attacks my character is going to have to prove 
their statements. 

"Your responsibility in this whole matter is grave and it is my prayer 
that it shall not be influenced by bias or misrepresentation. It is not always 
necessary to have a ' Dunkirk ' or a ' Pearl Harbour ' before mortals are willing 
to face issues squarely and honestly, and it should not be so in Christian Science 
where we can understand and utilize the power of prayer and demonstration 
and the processes of inspiration and Christian fellowship. So we would defeat 
the vicious purposes of malicious animal magnetism .... 

" In conclusion, may I call your attention to the following of our Leader's 
statements :-

" ' Christian Scientists, you have planted your standard on the rock of 
Christ, the true, the spiritual idea,-the chief corner-stone in the house of 
our God. And our Master said : "The stone which the builders rejected, 
the same is become the head of the corner." If you are less appreciated 
to-day than your forefathers, wait-for if you are as devout as they, and 
more scientific, as progress certainly demands, your plant is immortal.' 
(Pul. 10 : 16-23). 

" ' Because Science is unimpeachable, it summons the severest con
flicts of the ages and waits on God.' (My. 103: 2-4). 

" Yours sincerely, 

"JOHN W. DOORLY." 

As nothing further had been heard from the Directors, and the date of the hearing 
was fixed for August 3rd, my lawyer sent the following cable to the Directors on 
July 20th, 1944 :-

" Before you consider and adjudicate the case of our client John W. Doorly 
on the third August as planned we are instructed to bring to your notice the 
fact that owing to war conditions it has been and still is impossible for him to 
obtain transport to Boston or to leave this country." 

A reply was received by my lawyer dated July 28th as follows :-
" Is Mr. Doorly planning to come here if extension is granted to early 

October ? Also if extension granted does he agree not to teach a class until 
case is decided? CHRISTIAN SCIENCE DIRECTORS." 
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On August 1st my lawyer sent a further cable to the Directors as follows :-

.
"No indication here that travel permit obtainable October. Justice dictates 

heanng be fJxed some date when Mr. Doorly's attendance possible. He will then 
dec1de. He has already proposed coming see you when travel allowed. Objects 
undertake not teach but will give you three months notice of any intention 
to teach." 

On August 3rd the Directors cabled my lawyer as follows :-
" Replying your cable July 31 in view of Mr. Doorly's recent statement 

to a correspondent that his Counsel has advised him not to attend the hearing 
and in view of the exception he takes to the Board's request not to teach a 

Class we are proceeding with the hearing to-day. 
CHRISTIAN SCIENCE DIRECTORS." 

On August 4th I received the following cable from the Directors :-
" In view of your refusal to agree to refrain from teaching pending hearing 

and decision of case and your statement in a recent letter to a third person that 
you had been advised by your Solicitor not to attend the hearing this Board 
felt that further postponement would serve no useful purpose and it had no 
alternative but hold hearing on your case. After full and careful consideration 
of all evidence before us both for and against you including your own state
ments and those from others in your behalf it was decided to place you on 
probation for a period of three years from this date as a teacher of Christian 
Science and until such time thereafter as this Board shall determine that your 
status as a teacher shall be restored in accordance with Manual Article Twelve 
Section One. We deeply regret the necessity of this action letter follows. 

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE DIRECTORS.'' 

This was confirmed by letter from the Directors dated August 23rd, 1944, a.� 

follows:-
" DEAR MR. DooRLY, 

" Confidential. 

" In accordance with notice previously given to you, this Board held a 

meeting on August 3rd, 1944, at which time the Board met in executive session 
(no one other than the members of the Board being present) and the following 
resolution was unanimously adopted. 

" WHEREAS, there has heretofore been filed with this Board a complaint 
against Mr. John W. Doorly of London, England, regarding his conduct as a 
teacher of Christian Science, and 

"·wHEREAS, all appropriate and necessary steps, looking to consideration 
and action on said complaint, have been taken in accordance with the Manual 
of The Mother Church, including the mailing to Mr. Doorly, at his last address, 
of letters from this Board dated May 15, 1942, July 30, 1943, and December 29, 
1943. in which the charges against Mr. Doorly were set forth and the date fixed 
for the consideration thereof by this Board, and 

" WHEREAS, at the request of Mr. Doorly, the date of said hearing was 
from time to time postponed until the third day of August, 1944, and there 
appears in the file a cablegram from Mr. Doorly acknowledging the receipt of 
the notice of the hearing on this date, and 

" WHEREAS, in a recent exchange of cablegrams between the solicitors 
for Mr. Doorly and this Board, a further postponement of said case was under 
consideration, but such postponement was denied because Mr. Doorly did not 
definitely agree to refrain from teaching a class pending a hearing and decision 
on his case, and because he had stated to a third person that t.e had been advised 
by his solicitors not to attend the hearing before this Board, and 

" WHEREAS, this Board proceeded with the hearing as noticed and as 

postponed and carefully considered charges against Mr. Doorly as set forth 
in the above recited letters, viz : (1) that he widely circulated unauthorized 
Christian Science literature, (2) that he assembled a selected number of his 
pupils more frequently than once a year, and (3) that he assembled pupils of 
other loyal teachers of Christian Science and engaged in the equivalent of 
instruction to them (Article VIII, Sections 10 and 11, and Article XXV:::, 
Sections 6 and 7, of the Manual of The Mother Church). together with all of 
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the evidence for and against the accused, including Mr. Doorly's statements 
in his letters, cablegrams and exhibits, as well as the communications in his 
behalf from his pupils and others both in England and elsewhere, 

" NOW, THEREFORE, be it 
"RESOLVED: That the Board concludes that Mr. John W. Doorly 

has so ' strayed as not to be fit for the work of a ... teacher of Christian Science· 
(Article XII, Section 1, of the Manual of The Mother Church), and that Mr. 
John W. Doorly be and he hereby is placed on probation as a teacher of Christian 
Science from this said third day of August, 1944, for the period of three years, 
and at the expiration of said probationary period this Board may then decide 
whether he shall be restored to the privileges of an authorized teacher of Christian 
Science. 

" In view of the provisions of Article XXVI, Section 8, of the Manual of 
The Mother Church, all those who have been your pupils are now free, if they 
so desire, to receive class instruction of any authorized teacher whom they 
may choose, and to thereupon become members of their respective teachers' 
associations. The action of the Board, as recorded above, precludes meetings 
of your pupils' as an association during the period of your probation, and 
automatically dissolves the association during the probational period. Your 
pupils do not have the privilege of attending by invitation the meetings of the 
associations of other teachers' pupils during that time. Your privilege as a 
teacher to approve or countersign applications for membership in The Mother 
Church, is also suspended. 

" In order that the members of your association may be fully informed of 
their rights, we ask that you either send copies of this letter to all whom you 
have regarded as members of your pupils' association, or that you write a 
letter embodying the information in this communication and send it to each 
member of your pupils' association. If you decide to adopt the latter course, 
we ask that before doing so you send to us for approval a copy of the letter 
you propose to send to your pupils. 

" Let us assure you that we have taken this action with deep regret, but, 
in view of the evidence before us there was no other action open to us, und"r 
the Manual of The Mother Church and for the protection of our Cause. 

"With our best wishes for your welfare, we are, 
" Very sincerely yours, 

"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS." 

Finally, in reply to this letter, I wrote to the Christian Scienct: Board of Directors 
on September 27th, 1944, as follows :-

" DEAR FRIENDS, 
" I am in receipt of your cable of August 4th, also your letter of August 

23rd marked ' Confidential.' 
" Why this letter should be marked • Confidential ' I am at a loss to under

stand, as most of the Christian Scientists in England seem to be quite familiar 
with what is in it, and I imagine not a few in the U.S.A. Moreover, you have 
asked me to send copies of this letter to my Association of over 700 members. 
It would be roost convenient if we could write letters to others marked ' Con
fidential' and then tell the recipients exactly what they should do with them, 
while we ourselves do what we desire. 

" As a matter of record I wish to state certain facts. I have made clear to 
you in previous communications that I was unable to come to America because 
of war conditions. Moreover. had I bee!: able to obtain permission to come I 
could only have taken $40.00 out of England for my expenses in the U.S.A. 
and for me to have borrowed money in America would be against the Defence 
of the Realm regulations. My lawyer telegraphed you four days before the 
so-called hearing pointing out to you the injustice of holding a hearing without 
me. Does that look as though I did not wish to be there ? You replied by 
asking me to fix a date when l could come, which, of course, depended on the 
war situation, and so was impossible to fix. Moreover, you requested that I 
refrain from teaching meanwhile. One of the fundamentals of English law is 
that a man. is held innocent until he is proven guilty. As an Englishman I did 
not like to agree to such a condition, but I replied that if I proposed to teach 
I would give you three months' notice. My lawyer stated in his cable, ' Objects 



undertake not teach.' An objection is not a 'refusal.' You replied, however. 
that you proposed to proceed with the hearing ' In view of your refusal to agree 
to refrain from teaching pending hearing and decision of case and your state
ment in a recent letter to a third person that you had been advised by your 
solicitor not to attend the hearing .... ' 

" In thE' first place, the use of a letter to a third party, and then only part 
of it, in a decision of this kind, is very questionable procedure. In the second 
place, I wrote very specifically to the third party that it was impossible for me 
to attend at present because I could not get the permission to do so. This you 
chose to overlook. I also stated to the third party that my lawyer did not wish 
me to attend the hearing unless details of all the charges against me were given, 
and I had a chance to prepare a defence against them. 

"I would like to remind you that in your first letter to me of May 15th, 
1942, your criticisms were mainly of my teaching. In this letter, in order to 
disprove my teaching, your Board resorted to quoting from editions of Science 
and Health as far back as 1885. In this connection may I draw your attention 
to Mrs. Eddy's statement on page 237 of Miscellany, lines 5-11, ' What I wrote 
on Christian Science some twenty-five years ago I do not consider a precedent 
for a present student of this Science. The best mathematician has not attained 
the full understanding of the principle thereof, in his earliest studies or dis
coveries. Hence, it were wise to accept only my teachings that I know to be 

correct and adapted to the present demand.' Again in your letter to me of 
December 29th, 1943, you state, ' ... the symbolism of the synonyms, numerals 
of infinity, etc., and your use and emphasis of these matters in your so-called 
" system " in teaching your classes, it is alleged, is a deviation from the ad
monition of our Leader relating to the instruction of pupils by teachers· of the 
Primary Class (Manual, Art. XXVII, Sec. 3; Retrospection and Introspection, 
p.84). ' 

" You have allowed my teaching to be abused and criticised in the periodi
cals and by lecturers, and one of your members has written uncontrolled letters 
of criticism on my teaching. I have copies of such letters. I cannot, however, 
fail to notice that in the charges against me now no mention is made of my 
teaching. Is it true that quietly the word is being passed around that it would 
be wise to study and teach 'the synonymous terms for God? ' If this is true, 
it should mean withdrawing letters written with the consent of your Board 
to others stating that our Leader's synonymous terms all mean exactly the 
same thing and have no definite order. 

" For instance, the Clerk of The Mother Church wrote to one of my pupils 
on December 16th, 1942, with regard to the synonymous terms for God,' ... 
when one accepts these seven terms as being identical in meaning ... .' The 
letter ends by stating, ' The Christian Science Board of Directors has authorized 
me to say that this letter has been submitted to them and has their approval.' 
The Editor of the periodicals has written to various people stating of Mr. Eric 
Carr's article in the Sentinel of November 6th, 1943,' ... May I tell you that 
Mr. Carr's contribution not only had and still has the hearty approval of 
the Editorial Department, but of The Christian Science Board of Directors, 
to which Board it was submitted before publication.' Mr. Carr, in his article, 
speaking of the synonymous terms for God as given on page 465 of Science and 
Health, writes, ' But it may here be noted that the order in which these 
synonyms for God are given has no particular significance, for on page 587 
of the same book they are arranged differently.' 

" I state these matters because I look forward to the time when our Leader's 
system of divine metaphysics is going to be accepted naturally and fully, and 
these facts should be on record. 

" In studying the Bible recently I have been much struck by the amazing 
manner in which religious history repeats itself. To illustrate :-'And they 
were the more fierce, saying, He stirreth up the people, teaching throughout 
all Jewry, beginning from Galilee to this place.' (Luke 23 : 5). 'For we have 
found this man (Paul] a pestilent fellow, and a mover of sedition among all 
the Jews throughout the world, and a ringleader of the sect of the Nazarenes :' 
(Acts 24 : 5) One would have thought that in these enlightened times that we 
would have progressed beyond such methods. If we would follow oar Leader's 
advice. we certainly should have done so. 
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"To take the three unsubstantiated charges on which I have been sus
pended:-

"Your first �barge against me is that he widely circulated unauthorized 
Christian Science li:erature,' and to support this charge you quote Article VIII, 
Sections 10 and 11 of our Church Manual. You must be awat=e that in her writings 
and in her Church Manual l\1rs. Eddy in no way speaks of· ' unauthorized 
literature.' In fact, she could not do so, as in AJ,i:icle VIII, Section 11, and in 
Retrospection and Introspection, page 76, she has specifically given permission 
for any Christian Scientists who write honestly and give her dueOredit to write 
voluminously on Christian Science. This has been dofl.e by such well-known 
Scientists as Mr. Kimball and Mr. Tomlinson. Then what have these By-Laws 
to do with ' unauthorized literature i ' I have already informed your Board 
that I have had legal advice on this By-Law, Article VIII, Section 11. I have 
answered this charge fully in my previous correspondence and there is there
fore no point in further repetition. 

"Your second charge is' that he assembled a selected number of his pupils 
more frequently than once a year.' I know something of the conditions that 
caused our Leader to pass that By-Law, Article XXVI, Section 6. I know 
that your interpretation of it to prevent a teacher meeting his pupils on occasions 
either at his home or at their homes to talk on Christian Science, and so fulfil 
Article XXVI, Section 2, is hardly in accord with what the By-Law was meant 
to accomplish, and gives it a purpose that our Leader would never have per
mitted. Webster describes 'select ' as ' Taken from a number of the same or 
an analagous kind by preference; selected; picked . . . .  That is select, which is 
the result of discriminating choice. Select often implies admission to some 
select or inner circle.' I do not meet ' a selected number ' of my pupils, but I 
rejoice in being able to meet and comfort all of my pupils, as I am supposed 
to do. (See Article XXVI, Section 2 of Church Manual). This charge has also 
been answered fully in previous correspondence. 

"Your third charge is 'that he assembled pupils of other loyal teachers 
of Christian Science and engaged in the equivalent of instruction to them.' 

Your use of the term ' instruction,' to· convict me, is a little unfortunate, as our 
Leader demands that even the practitioner ' instruct ' his patient. (See S. & H. 
420 : 10). In conne«tion with this charge our Leader applies the specific term 
' teaching ' in her Church Manual only to classes in .the Metaphysical College 
and in Primary classes; also in the Sunday School. Speaking of teaching in a 
general sense, our Leader gives every Christian Science practitioner the right 
to teach in this way any one who comes to him for help. She states, 'The 
student who heals by teaching and teaches by healing, will graduate under 
divine honors, which are the only appropriate seals for Christian Science.' 
(Mis. 358 : 4-6). Moreover, the chapter on Christian Science Practice shows 
clearly that our Leader expected the practitioner to explain Christian Science. 
If your rendering of this By-Law is accurate, from now on no students of other 
teachers, and no Christian Scientist may receive enlightenment on Christian 
Science frOm any but his own teacher. I am amazed at your interpretation of 
these By-Laws in order to convict me. 

" To look back at this whole picture-you first of all accused me of wrong 
teaching, then not teaching from Recapitulation, also giving personal views, 
etc.', etc. These charges would all now appear to be untenable. You have there
fore taken three of our Leader's By-Laws and interpreted them in the narrowest 
way to convict me. 

"May I again remind you that although I have been tried and convicted 
on three so-called charges, that not one iota of proof of my guilt has been given 
me. Such processes of enforcing By-Laws can only lead to endless discord 
in the Christian Science movement, which is, of course, just what is happening. 
Such procedure is a complete misinterpretation of our Leader's benign, Christian, 
and scientific government, ' essentiaUy democrattt;' (My. 254 : 24), which was 
framed to help, heal and save men and to protect her Cause, and not to l;lring 
about persecution and consequent disruption. 

"In conclusion you say, 'Let us assure you that we have taken this action 
with deep regret, but, in view of the evidence before us, there was no other 
action open to us under the Manual of The Mother Church and for the protection 
of our Cause.' Your regret over your achon is quite understandable for you have 
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had such an opportunity to welcome and protect the progress our Leader 
foresaw and foretold, but instead you have tried to persecute and hinder this 
progress. 

" I note that you have completely avoided the issue of Ninth Church of 
Christ, Scientist, London's action in assuming the privileges of The Mother 
Church. You realize, of course, that rumour says that you encouraged that 
action and so cannot make a decision. 

"There is no advantage in saying more. You have evidently been deter
miJJ.ed to suspend me from being a teacher, in spite of'my constant pleadings 
and warnings. If men and women, after many years of tbe most consecrated 
service, are to be persecuted and convicted on the merest pretext and with no 
proof of guilt given to them, then what encouragement is there 'for any thinking 
and progressive individual to belong to our organization ? 

"Your decision has, I am grateful to say, left me without bitterness or 
resentment of any kind. I just feel that your Board have made a pathetic 
mistake which will, as the years go on, become more and more apparent. I 

am waiting on God to show me the way and He will. This I know for I have 
proved it during a life time. 

" Fortunately our beloved Leader has warned us of the price of progress 
when she writes, ' The genius of Christianity is works more than words; a 
calm and steadfast communion with God ; a tumult on earth,-religious 
factions and prejudices arrayed against it, the synagogues as of old closed upon 
it. while it reasons with the storm, hurls the thunderbolt of truth, and stills the 
tempest of error; scourged and condemned at every advancing footstep, 
afterwards pardoned and adopted, but never seen amid the smoke of batt1e.' 

Hea. 2 : 1-9). 
" Yours sincerely, 

"JOHN W. DOORLY." 

The following nine pages give the conclusion of this correspondence. They were 
originally circulated separately in 1946 to all the practitioners listed in the Christian 
Science Journal, several months after the Statement itself had been sent out. 
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On Sth March, 1946, I received a personal note from the General Manager of 
Committees on Publication for Great Britain, Mr. Colin R. Eddison, asking me to 
see him on a matter of importance. I refused to see him unless he would first state 
fully and in detail the subject on which he wished to see me. 

Eventually, after much correspondence, he informed me of the purpose of his 
visit as follows:-

"My action in asking you to see me was taken at the request of the Christian 
Science Board of Directors for the purpose of admonishing you in obedience to 
Article XI. Sect. 4, of this Church Manual. I regret to say that this is a step in 
disciplinary action involving your membership of The Mother Church." 

No further details were vouchsafed to me, however, and I therefore maintained 
my position that I could not agree to see him under the circumstances. 

"THE FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST, 

IN 

BosToN, :rv_lAssAcHUSETTS 

OFFICE OF 

THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

May 15, 1946. 
"DEAR MR. DOORL Y, 

"This letter is written for the purpose of admonishing you to awaken to the error 
which is beclouding your understanding of Christian Science, impairing your 
usefulness to our Cause and causing you to act in violation of the Tenets of The 
Mother Church and in violation of the Manual of The Mother Church by Mary Baker 
Eddy. 
"In our considered opinion, the publication of your pamphlet entitled 'A Statement' 
was calculated to injure The Mother Church and its organized activities. Your 
present attempt to teach or lecture upon your personal and mistaken views of 
Christian Science under the guise of giving ' talks on the Bible' is directly contrary 
to our beloved Leader's provision for the teaching of and lecturing upon Christian 
Science only by authorized and loyal teilchers and lecturers. 
"Mrs. Eddy was divinely inspired to safeguard the purity of her revelation by 
requiring that the Bible, together with Science and Health w_ith Key to the Scriptures 
and her other works, shall be the only textbooks for self-instruction in Christian 
Science and for teaching and practising metaphysical healing, and further that no 
written formulas shall be used as auxiliaries to teaching Christian Science or for 
healing the sick (See Church Manual, Article IV, Section 1, and Article VIII. 
Section 9.) 

"The purpose of any church discipline which it becomes our duty to administer is 
not to punish, no1· to limit right activity in Christian Science but is always to awaken 
the individual and bring about repentance and reformation and thus to accomplish 
healing. It was with inuch regret that we placed you on. probation as a teacher of 
Christian Science, and it was our hope that if your card as a practitioner were allowed 
to remain in The Christian Science Journal, your opportunity thus to continue in 
the practice of healing sickness and sin would aid you in awakening to the error 
which was deceiving you. We are sorry to say that no evidence has yet come to us 
that you have taken advantage of this opportunity. 
"Vle are giving you this admonition in the earnest hope that you will now show 
such evidence of repentance and reformation as to make disciplinary action with 
reference to your membe1·ship in The Mother Church unnecessary. 

"Sincerely yours, 

"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

By CATHERINE G. RUNNER 

(MRs.) CATHERINE G. RuNNER 

Corresponding Secretary." 
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''THE CHRISTIAN SciENCE BoARD OF DIRECTORS, 

107, FALMOUTH STREET, 

BOSTON, MASS., U.S.A. 
"DEAR DIRECTORS, 

8th June, 1946. 

"I am in receipt of your letter of May 15th, which letter I take to be the next step 
following Mr. Eddison's attempt to involve me in a nebulous discussion through the 
distortion of Art. XI, Sect. 4 of the Manual of The Mother Church. The misuse of 
our Leader's by-laws to convict anyone who dares to think, has now become so 
flagrant that even blind eyes are beginning to open to the danger of this particular 
evil. 
"Your letter contains the customary platitudes and indications of infallibility with 
which many Christian Scientists are now familiar, but as usual, it is utterly devoid 
of any evidence of Christian tolerance. 
"For !iiOme time the determination of many Christian Scientists to progress and 
so to save our Leader's life-work from the calamity of becoming another small 
religious organization, has disturbed the apathy and self-satisfaction of certain 
people. 
"I am one of those whom you have decided to discipline in order to maintain your 
assumed, yet questionable, right to usurp and adopt our Leader's unique position 
in the Christian Science Church, also to administer her Mother government intended 
for a 'budding' church. This government, Mary Baker Eddy alone bad the spiritual 
vision to administer. Mrs. Eddy's government, with her own unassailable right of 
appointment and veto, was to every Christian Scientist a matter of inspiration. 
With that right abrogated, no one else could possibly administer her government 
in the same manner. The attempt to assume an identical authority has led to a 
grave distortion of her Church government into an autocratic hierarchy, whose 
practices contradict both the spirit and the letter of Christian Science as revealed 
in our textbook, Science and Health with Key to the Scriptures. 
"The lack of spiritual vision, and the increasing evidence that commercialism and 
personal control are being exalted as the ways to establish Christian Science are 
becoming more and more apparent. The results of such measures are a declining 
number of branches of The Mother Church, also a marked decrease in the attendance 
at the branch Churches and in the Sunday Schools. These facts cannot be denied. 
Indeed, the segregation of· Christian Science from the interest and respect of the 
man in the street is becoming increasingly evident. Meanwhile the whips of 
religious persecution, intolerance and all the accustomed paraphernalia of reactionary 
methods are being brought into play. Is it to be expected that by such practices a 
great spiritual cause can be maintained ? 

"What does our Leader say on these matters ? She writes in No and Yes page 
45 : 8-12 :-'To hinder the unfolding truth, to ostracize whatever uplifts mankind, 
is of course out of the question. Such an attempt indicates weakness, fear, or malice; 
and such efforts arise from a spiritual lack, felt, though unacknowledged.' In fact, 
Mrs. Eddy's writings teem with advice to maintain and respect every man's God
given right to approach the infinite in the way God points out, and especially does 
she reserve this right for. all Christian Scientists. Again, in the same book, she 
states, 'I recommend that Scientists draw no lines whatever between one person 
and another, but think, speak, teach, and write the truth of Christian �cience without 
reference to right or wrong personality in this field of labor. Leave the distinctions 
of individual character and the discriminations and guidance thereof to the Father, 
whose wisdom is unerring and whose love is universal.' (No & Yes 7 : 21-2). 
"What has been my particular experience with your Board ? Your first mode of 
attack was to convict me of certain supposed breaches of the by-laws of the Church 
Manual, but at the same time studiously to avoid admitting that it was really 
my teaching on Christian Science that disturbed you. As time went on, however, 
without in any way convicting me of wrong teaching, which you could not possibly 
have done, you began to write letters to other people in the field, informing them 
that my teaching was not in accord with our Leader's revelation of Christian 
Science. In no way, however, have you ever given me, or those to whom you have 
written, any proof of the incorrectness of my teaching. 
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"I have challenged you previously and I now challenge you again to bring forward 
any evidence or proof that my teaching is not in the strictest accord with the Bible 
and Science and Health. On the other hand, in my letter to you of July 4th 1942, 
I specifically pointed out inaccuracies in your statements with regard to our 
Leader's teaching on the synonymous terms for God. It is now interesting to note 
the increasing effort in our periodicals and our lectures, to indicate in some measure, 
although somewhat belatedly, the necessity for using these terms correctly. Your 
Board, however, has already committed itself in writing to the impossible position 
that these synonymous terms are identical and all mean exactly the same thing. 
For instance, in a letter written by Miss Mary G. Ewing as Clerk of The Mother Church, 
on December 16th, 1942, to a pupil of mine, she states : 'When one accepts these 
seven terms as being identical in meaning and accustoms himself to using them 
interchangeably with each other and with the word 'God,' he will find his com
prehension of the terms enlarged and enriched and will gain an increasingly profound 
mental grasp of what Mrs. Eddy speaks of as 'the nature, essence, and wholeness 
of Deity.' (Science and Health, 465 : 13) .' Miss Ewing ·concludes her letter with 
the following, 'The Christian Science Board of Directors has authorized me to say 
that this letter has been submitted to them and has their approval.' Miss Ewing's 
statement, authorized and approved by you, is a grievous distortion of our Leader's 
teaching, of her use of the term 'synonymous' and of the dictionary meaning of the 
term. 
"During this period of attack on me, you have been constantly supplied with gossip 
and unproved accusations by what many now regard as a private Gestapo i.e. 
people who write you frequently and copiously about others, well knowing that 
they will never be called upon to prove a single statement they make. Your Board 
should know that such methods as these are universally condemned by all decent 
minded people, and it is only a matter of time until these methods defeat their own 
ends. Moreover, such procedure contradicts all that Mrs. Eddy has taught, 
preached and written in the Christian Science textbook, concerning the rights and 
liberties of the individual. 
"The mistaken concept that five human beings can tell the rest of humanity exactly 
what Christian Science is, what they shall think, what they shall read, to whom 
they shall speak, when and what they shall write, etc., etc., etc., is entirely out of 
harmony with the thought of our world to-day. 
"The Christian Science Church organization is in fetters, the fetters of vested 
interests, of conservatism, of conventionality, of autocracy and of lack of vision, 
and your Board is chiefly responsible for these conditions. The marvel is that with 
a disastrous record of fifteen years of declining numbers and fading warmth, your 
Board does not see the hopelessness of the present policy. 
"You. decided long ago to eliminate me together with a number of others from 
activity in the movement. Consequently, anything I might write or say to justify 
my position would have no effect.· Perhaps this is the best thing that could happen 
and maybe it is the only way to awaken those slumberers who refuse to think and 
only mutter in their sleep the oft perverted word 'loyalty.' In the interests of 
future history, however, and as our correspondence must become public, I am 
going to iterate to your Board certain truths which it might be well to consider 
before it is too late. 

"(1) 

''(2) 

"(3) 

It is now the definite opinion of thousands of intelligent Christian Scientists 
that your Board, through spiritual blindness and unwillingness to progress, 
is helping the designs of animal magnetism to destroy Mary Baker Eddy's 
life-work. 

Many Christian Scientists are convinced that in refusing to rotate in office, the 
member·s of your Board are specifically disobeying our Leader's counsel, 
given shortly before she left us, that major offices especially should rotate in 
The Mother Church. (See My. 254: 21-10). 

Surely it is high time that your Board honestly faced the sad condition of our 
Churches and Sunday Schools, also the increasing mediocrity of our periodicals, 
and that it consulted progressive men and women of the rising generation in 
our movement as to what should be done about these matters, in order to 
find a solution. 
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"Any action you may take with regard to me is of little importance, but if my feeble 
efforts can in any way arouse Christian Scientists to the fact that Christian Science 
is, at present, in danger of being lost in the medley of commercialism, autocracy 
and personal issues, then anything I may have had to face will be more than worth 
while. 
"The time for a complete overhauling in our Church organization is long overdue 
if Christian Science is to live and to redeem mankind. It is the bounden duty of all 
Christian Scientists to be awake to these issues, and so to be truly 'loyal' to their 
God and to their Leader. 

''PERSON AL. 

"MR. JoHN W. DOORLY 

37 TREVOR SQUARE 

KNIGHTSBRIDGE 

LONDON, S.W.7, ENGLAND. 

"DEAR MR. DOORL y : 

"Yours sincerely, 
"JOHN W. DOORLY." 

July 12, 19+6 

"We regret that you have again refused to allow Mr. Colin R. Eddison to call on 
you for the purpose of admonishing you in accordance with Article XI, Section 4, 
of the Manual of The Mother Church by Mary Bakel' Eddy. As you will remember, 
he endeavoured to see you last March for the same purpose and, in response to your 
requirement that he state the nature of his visit before you would see him, informed 
you that he was calling on behalf of the Church to admonish you in accordance 
with the provisions of the Church Manual. lVIr. Eddison advises us that you then 
wrote him on April 15 in part as follows : '. . . I therefore require, before I see 
you, a definite statement outlining in detail the acts and defaults upon which you 
propose to admonish me, also the evidence as to your source of information.' 
"This requirement was, of course, inconsistent with the purpose of admonition 
which is to heal rather than to indict, and constituted a refusal to hear him. 
Nevertheless, after giving the matter our prayerful consideration and in the earnest 
hope that it would be possible thus to awaken you and to heal this regrettable 
situation, we wrote you on May 15 of this year a letter of admonition which 
included a statement of the matters concerning which you were being admonished. 
"Your answer on June 8 contained no evidence of repentance or reformation, and 
we therefore requested Mr. Eddison to make another effort to call upon you, this 
time accompanied by another member of The Mother Church as a witness, in 
accordance with the Scriptural requirement referred to in Article XI, Section 4, 
of the Church Manual. We vvere disappointed to learn from Mr. Eddison that 
you were not willing to see him on the ground that you had not been furnished a 
written statement of the matters to be discussed. As a matter of fact, our letter 
to you of May 15 did give you all the necessary particulars. Mr. Eddison reports 
that when you insisted upon this requirement he told you that he regretted your 
decision and that his desire had been to endeavour to show you where he considered 
you to be grievously wrong. You answered that you knew far more about these 
matters than he did, thereby indicating clearly that there was no real need for any 
written statement in addition to the correspondence which this Board has had 
with you. 
"We are writing again to admonish you to arouse yourself and to free yourself 
from the error which is causing you to attack The Mother Church and its essential 
activities through such acts as the publication and circulation of your pamphlet 
entitled 'A Statement.' According to the charts which you are distributing and 
the information which has reached us, it appears that your efforts to lecture upon 
and to teach your personal and mistaken views of Christian Science under the 
pretext of giving 'talks on the Bible' are directly contrary to and are actually an 
attack upon the provisions made by our beloved Leader, Mary Baker Eddy, for 
the lecturing upon and teaching of Christian Science only by authorized and loyal 
lecturers and teachers. 
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"Your actions have constituted an attack on the sufficiency and finality of the 
revelation of Christian Science to Mrs. Eddy and her statement of this Science in 
'Science and .�ealth with Key to the Scriptures,' her establishment of the Church, 
and her proviSions for its growth and progress. 
"In our hope that you will respond to the purpose of this letter, may we remind you 
of a statement in your letter to this Board on May 28, 1937 : 

'I want to write and tell you how glad I was to see Mr. Dittemore's letter in 
the Monitor. I had always hoped that he would see his mistake. It seems to 
me that his recognition of his mistake and admission of it is one of the best 
things that has happened in our Movement. I have always felt that the 
Movement in which people fall only to fall would be a small Movement, but 
the Movement in which people fall to rise again must necessarily be a great 
Movement.' 

"\lile would like to hear from you after you have given this admonition your 
prayerful consideration, and sincerely trust that you will give us such evidence of 
rep

.
entance and reformation as will make it unnecessary for us to take disciplinary 

actwn with regard to your membership in The Mother Church. 

"With all good wishes, 

"Sincerely yours, 
"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 

By CATHERINE G. RuNNER 

(MRs. ) CATHERINE G. RUNNER, 
Corresponding Secretary." 

"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS, 

107, FALMOUTH STREET, 

BosToN 15, MAss. 30th July, 1946. 

"DEAR DIRECTORS, 

''I am in receipt of your lette1· of July 12th 1946. 
"As in all of your correspondence with me your letter gives evidence of having been 
written for the purpose of placing me in the wrong and so disciplining me, without, 
at the same time, bringing down adverse c1·iticism on your Board from fair-minded 
men and women. 
"It is quite true that I would not see Mr. Eddison unless he stated in writing the 
matter he wished to discuss with me. For the same reason I would not have come 
to Boston for you to put .me through the 'third degree' with so-called evidence 
gathered from gossip and hearsay of which I would have no knowledge beforehand. 
If your Board imagines that honest, intelligent and progressive men and women 
of to-day are going to submit to such processes, utterly unworthy of Christian 
Science and inconsistent with ordinary justice, then your Board is making a mistake. 
One individual who went to Boston on a matter of this kind wrote me as follows:-

• . .. a group of 37 of us from .all over the United States, unable to believe that 
the Board of Directors would place our teacher on probation on hearsay evidence 
from one side went, of our own accord to see the the Board and place the facts 
before them. \Ve were met in the reception room by -their legal representative, 
who asked us, when we told him our mission, if we were aware 'that we were 
approaching the highest ecclesiastical court in the land.' Our reply was that 
we had come to see our loving Board of Directors. 
The Board agreed to see a committee of five out of the group, and I was one of 
the five who went into the Board room. ·we were given thirty minutes to present 
our facts .... · 

"It is indeed true that I disagreed with Mr. Dittemore at the time he was a Director 
of The Mother Church, also afterwards. The only difference now is that I am 
disagreeing with five Directors. Mr. Dittemore as a Director was not infallible, 
nor are the five Directors of today. It must be evident to anyone who is willing 
to face the 'signs of the times' that as one gains a deeper understanding of the 
scientific and impersonal nature of our Leader's teachings, one's sense of her Church 
government will also develop, and this is what is happening in no small measure 
in her movement, not only to me but to many others. I can only hope that y�mr 
Board will take the advice in my letter to Mr. Dittemore to heart. It ts good advtce. 
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"It must be evident that there is no value in continuing this correspondence any 
longer. You were determined from the beginning to make me 'bend the knee' and 
accept your retrogressive sense of Christian Science which is now being constantly 
impressed on our organization in every conceivable way. Your reactionary sense of 
Christian Science leaves me completely unimpressed and is, unfortunately, from 
my point of view, helping the enemy to destroy our Leader's life-work. 
"I note that in the Annual Meeting this year you have again informed the field, 
without any further explanation of the real facts, that The Mother Church has this 
year acknowledged 28 new branches. Why do you not tell the field the facts ? 

In the last five years you have informed them of the acknowledgement or addition 
of between 100 to 200 new branches, but the real situation is that in 1941 The Mother 
Church had a total of 2,830 branches, Societies, and Organizations, whilst in .1946, 
exactly five years later, it had only 2,822. Anyone can ascertain these facts for 
themselves by consulting The Christian Science Journal of J u,ne, 1941, and June, 
1946. How long can this distortion of facts continue ? How long will it be before the 
members of The Mother Church see 'the handwriting on the wall' and rescue our 
Leader's government from the oligarchy that it has now become, and in which 
men and women can no longer call their souls their own ? If our beloved Leader 
were here she would weep tears of sorrow at the downward tendencies and 
commercialism now operating in our Cause. 
"You are at present devoting a good deal of your time to accusing other people of 
infringing certain by-laws in the Church Manual, but it seems to have escaped your 
attention that your Board are yourselves overlooking strict obedience to about 
twenty-nine by-laws in the Church ManuaL These by-laws Mrs. Eddy was asked 
to change and she refused to do so, but your Board are perfectly happy to accept 
the human theory that they cannot be obeyed under present circumstances. At 
the same time, however, you desire Christian Scientists to obey your interpretation 
of other by-laws on the basis that ' ... eternity awaits our Church Manual, .. .' 
(My. 230: 2). Inevitably it will be seen that your Board has missed the way badly 
and has started on a course that will undoubtedly bring forth sorrowful fruit not only 
for you, but for many others. 
"To me it is now, and has been for some time, a foregone conclusion as to the action 
your Board will take with regard to my membership in The Mother Church. At 
the beginning of this correspondence I implored you more than once to let us co
operate and work out this whole issue on a dignified and Christian basis. To these 
requests you paid no attention whatever. I had to do what you told me to or 
be treated like a criminaL 
"Ever since I have taken my stand as an individual my work has succeeded, beyond 
measure, in every way, and it will continue to succeed. The hideous fear that is 
held over members of The Mother Church that they must obey absolutely or be 
ruined is being proved to be nothing but a hollow sham. 
"I shall continue to study constantly and prayerfully the Bible and the Christian 
Science textbook. I shall consecrate my life more than ever to the understanding 
and the demonstration of Christian Science, and I shall rejoice and be glad in 
being a member of that Church which our Leader describes as 'the structure of 
Truth and Love.' (S. & H., 583 : 12). 
"No man gave me my joy or my place in Christian Science, and no man can take 
these away. 

"Yours sincerely, 
"JOHN W. DOORLY." 

58 



"MR. JoHN W. DoORLY 

37 TREVOR SQUARE 

KNIGHTSBRIDGE 

LONDON, S.W.7, ENGLAND. 

"DEAR MR. DOORLY: 

"BosTON 15, MASSACHUSETTS. 

August 7, 1946. 

"We regret that your letter of July 30 leaves us no alternative except to set your case 
for a hearing. Inasmuch as you have indicated in your letter that you do not desire 
to be present at such hearing, we have set the matter for 10 a. m. on August 22, 1946, 
in the Board room. This letter is being sent to you by airmail so that you may 
have an opportunity to communicate with us should you decide that you desire to 
attend the hearing. vVe will be pleased to postpone the date in order to allow you 
to be present or to submit further evidence should you so request. 
"The charges to be considered are those which have been set forth in our corre
spondence with you, particularly in our letters of admonition dated May 15 and 
July 12, 1946. The purpose of the meeting will be to consider your status as a 
member of The Mother Church. In view of the nature of the charges, the question 
of the continued listing of your card as a practitioner in The Christian Science 
Journal will also be considered in accordance with Article XXV, Section 9 of the 
Manual of The Mother Church by Mary Baker Eddy. 
"We deeply regret that it should be necessary for us to write you this letter. 

"Sincerely yours, 
"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 

"PERSONAL. 

"Mr. JoHN W. DooRLY 

37, TREVOR SQUARE 

KNIGHTSBRIDGE, S.W.7. 

LONDON, ENGLAND. 

"DEAR MR. DooRLY, 

By CATHERINE G. RUNNER. 
(MRS.) CATHERINE G. RUNNER 

Corresponding Secretary." 

BOSTON 15, MASSACHUSETTS, 
September 4, 1946. 

"On August 7, 1946, we notified you by registered airmail that the question of 
the continuance of your card as a practitioner in The Christian Science Journal 
and your status as a member of The Mother Church would be considered by this 
Board on August 22. vVe offered in that letter to postpone this hearing should 
you reconsider your decision not to attend hearings of this Board, or should you 
desire to submit further evidence. On August 22 we had not received the registered 
mail receipt and had no acknowledgment from you of our letter of August 7, 1946. 
To accord you every consideration, the hear:ing was postponed until such time 
as we should have information that you had received our notice and had had ample 
time to communicate with us. The registered mail receipt has now been delivered 
to us and indicates that our letter to you of August 7 was delivered and receipted 
for on August 13. 
"Inasmuch as no word had been received from you, your case was called up for 
hearing on August 29, at which time we met in executive session, no one else being 
present, and gave careful consideration to all of the evidence in this case. We 
found that it had been definitely established that you have published and circulated 
a pamphlet entitled 'A Statement' which was calculated to injure The Mother 
Church and its organized activities and that you had delivered so-called 'talks on the 
Bible' which were actually attempts to teach and lecture upon your personal views 
of Christian Science. 
"These charges and the evidence relating to them were considered in connection 
with pertinent 'by-laws of the Manual of The Mother Church by Mary Baker Eddy, 
including those relating to the teaching of and lecturing upon Christian Science 
only by authorized and loyal teachers and lecturers. 
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"It was then voted that your card as a practitioner be removed from The Christian 
Science Journal, and that you be dismissed from membership in The Mother Church. 
Your card will not appear after the October, 1946, issue. 
"It is with the deepest regret that we have found it necessary to take this action 
for the protection of the Cause of Christian Science. We have taken it only after 
having labored with you for years and only after it finally became evident beyond 
contradiction that your actions are actually an attack on the sufficiency and finality 
of the revelation of Christian Science to our beloved Leader, Mary Baker Eddy, 
and her complete statement of this Science in her textbook, Science and Health 
with Key to the Scriptures, her establishment of The Mother Church, and her divinely 
inspired provisions for its growth and progress. 
"\Ve continue to hope that you will awaken to the error which has deceived you and 
give 'due evidence of having genuinely repented and of being radically reformed' 
in accordance with Article VII, Section 2 of the Church Manual. When you shall 
have met the requirements of this Section of the Manual, you will be lovingly 
welcomed back to the Church which Mrs. Eddy founded. 

"Sincerely yours, 

"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 
By CATHERINE G. RuNNER 

(MRS.) CATHERINE G. RUNNER 
Corresponding Secretary.'' 

"THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS, 

107, FALMOUTH STREET, 
BosTON, lVlAss., U.S.A. 

"DEAR DIRECTORS, 

7th November, 1946. 

"I am in receipt of your letter of September 4th, 1946, marked 'Personal.' As I 
have before informed you, I cannot regard this correspondence as confidential, 
since any correspondence that covers so wide an issue can never be so regarded. 
"I note that you have decided that my card as a practitioner be removed from 
The Christian Science Journal and that I be dismissed from membership in The 
Mother Church. The reasons for your action are stated to be that I have published 
and circulated a pamphlet entitled 'A Statement,' and that I have delivered talks 
on the Bible. 
"Let me say to you that I feel you have conferred a great honour on me by your 
action. I am glad to be counted among the many men and women who have been 
willing to be ostracized and driven out of religious organizations rather than submit 
to the control and restraint of their spiritual vision. Had your Board been students 
of history I do not believe that you could have repeated the pathetic mistake which 
so many ecclesiastics have committed before, with such dire effects to their own 
church organizations. Mrs. Eddy writes, 'One step away from the direct line of 
divine Science cost them-what ? A speedy return under the reign of difficulties, 
darkness, and unrequited toil.' (Mis. 212: 14-17.) You have started on a course, 
which is becoming more and more marked, of discipline, excommunication etc., 
a course which has always ended in disaster. 
"Mary Baker Eddy, when she established her infant Church, to propagate her 
discovery of Christian Science, framed certain restrictive by-laws nearly sixty 
years ago, which she herself named 'laws of limitation' (My. 229 : 26) and which 
she declared were 'uniquely adapted to form the budding thought .. .' (Man. 
Art. XXXV, Section 1) Mrs. Eddy was, in the purest sense, the 'mother' of her 
church. She was, moreover, a great spiritual genius who knew the value and the 
danger of by-laws, as the Foreword in the Manual of The Mother Church indicates. 
Mrs. Eddy retained for herself the powers of appointment, of dismissal, and in fact 
the complete control of her Church in every way through many specific by-laws. 
Shortly before she left us, Mrs. Eddy was asked to amend those by-laws which 
gave her complete control, and she absolutely refused to do so. 1t must be evident 
to any intelligent individual that a 'mother' government, exercised and controlled 
by one of the world's greatest thinkers and religionists, could not possibly be the 
same government when this control is removed, and the government is left to a Board 
where amateur ecclesiasticism and commercialism might hold sway. 
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BOOKS BY JOHN W. DOORLY 

THE PURE SCIENCE OF CHRISTIAN SCIENCE 

(Mr. Doorly's first book, in which he outlines the structure of the system of Christian 
Science) 

THE PURE SCIENCE OF THE BIBLE 

(A verbatim report of a public lecture given in 1947. Printed in pamphlet form) 

GOD AND SCIE.t\CE 

(An undenominational book for any thinker, showing the practical union of science 
and religion through a unique interpretation of the first three thousand years of 
Bible history) 

TALKS ON THE SCIENCE OF THE BIBLE: 

Vol. I 
Vol. II 
Vol. III 
Vol. IV 
Vol. V 
Vol. VI 
Vol. VII 
Vol. VIII 
Vol. IX 

The True and False Records of Creation 
Noah, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Joseph 
Moses 
Joshua, Judges, Ruth 
I and Il Samuel 
I and II Kings 
Amos, Micah, Isaiah 
Ezekiel 
Daniel, Ezra, Nehemiah, Haggai, Zechariah. Malachi 

(Verbatim reports of weekly talks given in London between October, 1947 and May, 
1950) 

TALKS AT OXFORD SUMMER SCHOOLS: 

1948 Vol. I Hosea and Jeremiah 
Vol. II Matthew and Revelation 

1949 Vol. I Matthew and Mark 
Vol. Il Luke and John 

(Verbatim reports of talks given in 1948 and 1949) 

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE PRACTICE 

(A verbatim report of talks given in London in 1950) 
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