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It is the Thought for Tomorrow 
that Shapes Great Nations: not 
Brute Force.

"Give Tomorrow a Voice Today.” 
“Prevent Rather than C ure.”
"Let us shape Tomorrow’s G enera

tion rather than patch up  Y esterd a y’s 
mistakes."

GIVE IT A THOUGHT

G O OD F R I D A Y :
The day Christ gave up his life 
That we all might live in his love. 
For only by His death 
Could he explain the secrets of life.

E A ST E R :
The birthday of immortality,
The day of the resurrection of hope 

and faith.

MARCH: Th. W.ten- 
in9 Month.

W in ,., th. Spring 
,Mmi ‘low to w.k.n 
• • • *nd to do wo;

M iet u‘ w.k.n with 
, * Ving, not l.g 
t.hind.

APRIL: Natur* wakat 
in tear, of joy that 
cleanse and baptize 
its newborn soul.

He who hears not the 
Voice of Nature 

Hears not the Voice 
of God.

The American Triad: LIBERTY ^  EQUALITY FRAT ERNITY

“The Missing Third”

A friend  of m ine, short-cu tting  
th ro u g h  lum ber country  tow ard an 
In d ia n  R eserv a tio n , w as told  to fo l
lo w  th e  “ r ig h t hand p eggy  lin e ” 
w h ich  he w ou ld  find  a t th e  old  fork  
h id d en  in  th e  underbrush ju st be
y o n d  a d eserted  cam p. T his w ould  
lea d  to a s in k -h o le  h a lfw ay over th e  
s tr e tc h  in  w hich  a  w ell had been  
su n k . I t  w as th e  on ly  chance for  
w a ter  in  the section .

R e ly in g  on th is  he did not f i ll his 
ca n te e n  w ith  w ater from  the sm all 
la k e  a t h is  la s t  cam p, because th e  
w a te r  w as sta g n a n t. It did not oc
cu r  to  him  th a t there m igh t be three  
“ p e g g y ” lin e s  from  the overgrow n  
fo rk . H e d iscovered  and fo llow ed  the  
r ig h t-h a n d  on e of the left-hand  two. 
T h is  w as the m iddle trail. It petered  
ou t in  d en se  underbrush and he got 
lo s t, n ea r ly  th irstin g  to death— th e  
p rice  we a ll pay in life  for sim ilar  
fa ilu r e  to realize that there is no 
d ilem m a  w ith ou t a "third way o u t” .

T h ro u g h o u t life , w here th ings are 
n ot a s th ey  shou ld  be, w e w ill sooner  
or la ter  stu m b le over “T he M issing  
T h ir d ” . M an em bodies phenom ena  
com p arab le  to a three-cylinder en 
g in e , and  w onders w hat is w rong  
w h en  he lim ps a lo n g  on two. He 
ta k es  h is p h ysica l spark-p lug a p a it, 
d op es h is m enta l spark-plug, when

both are O. K. I t  never seem s to oc
cur fo  him  that his spiritual spark
p lug of intuition  is fouled, short-cir
cu ited , a ll sm oked over. Have you  
ever tried to support a camera w ith  
less than three legs of a tripod?

Man is a triune being, but one- 
third of the average m an’s mind is 
s t ill  asleep . He may have glim m ers, 
but he lacks the rounded view point 
of “Prevenience,” which is the 
third way out.

D ualism , while involving a w n -  
dam ental truth on the m aterial 
plane, leads astray by engendering  
the com m on error of regarding as 
separate things that which is insep
arable, or opposite poles of the 
sam e thing. It is im possible to 
separate the north and south poles 
of a m agnet. The attem pt to do so  
either destroys both or produces tw o  
m agnets, each w ith a north pole  
and a south  pole. H eat and cold, 
big and sm all, good and bad, are 
but different degrees of the sam e  
“thing,"  introducing the law  of 
R elativ ity  and Tim e, w hich in no 
w ay separates th ings, as the hu- 
m an mind is apt to suppose.

There are in reality  no definite  
alices of life  w hich we can count  
out lik e  cards, saying th is is Mon
day, Tuesday, W ednesday, Y ester-
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la tio n  in to  fo re ig n  la n g u a g e s

COMING ARTICLES

“The Art of Competition”
By

Wayne King

Our good friend Mr. King has 
not only given the world a type of 
music that will never be forgotten, 
but because of his philosophical un
derstanding, has controlled and im
proved the lives of more people than 
will ever be realized. The above ar
ticle contains much food for thought, 
and gives a view on “ competition” 
that is seen only by those who have 
a “ wide range of vision”.

“ A Universal Language of Thought”
B y

Joseph A. Sadony

Demonstiates the psychological 
requirements of a world tongue.

day, T o d a y  a n d  T o m o rro w , o n e  
o ’c lo ck , tw o  o ’c lo c k , th r e e  o ’c lo c k .  
T h e boy is  n o t a  d if fe r e n t  “ t h in g ” 
th a n  th e  m a n . T h e e g g  a n d  th e  
h en  are in se p a r a b le , n o t  o n ly  fro m  
th e  h a tc h in g  o f  th e  e g g  to  th e  
g r o w th  o f  th e  h en , b u t th e  ch a in  
u n b ro k en , th o u g h  th e  l in k  in v is 
ib le , from  th e  h en  to  th e  e g g  o f  t h e  
n ex t g e n e r a tio n .

T he a n sw e r  to  th e  q u e s t io n  a s to  
w h ich  ca m e fir st, th e  e g g  or th e  
h en , is  “ n e ith e r .” W h a t c a m e  fir st  
is  th a t “ m iss in g  th ir d ” w h ic h  is  th e  
co m m o n  o r ig in  o f b o th , a n d  w h ic h  
en co m p a sses  a n d  in c lu d e s  b o th , as  
th e  m a g n et , th e  b e g in n in g  a n d  th e  
en d , th e  n o r th  and  so u th  p o le  o f  
th e  sa m e  th in g .

T o h im se lf  m an  s t i l l  r e m a in s  a 
m y ste r y  b eca u se  th e  so lu t io n  l ie s  
b ack  o f  h is  o w n  e y e s  w h e r e  is  h id  
a n d  p ro tec ted  th e  seed  o f  h is  ow n  
id e n t ity  a s  n e ith e r  “ b o d y ” n o r  
“m in d ,” b u t th a t  m is s in g  th ird  
w h ich  in c lu d e s  a n d  e x p la in s  th e m  
b oth  a s a to m s o f a  tr iju n c t io n a l  
p h en o m en a  w h ich  is  d a ily  i l lu s 
tr a te d  b e fo re  h is  e y e s  in  th e  b o d y  
o f N a tu re , th e  u n se e n  “ I n t e l l i 
g en ce"  w h ich  h e  s e e s  m a n ife s t  
th e r e in , n a m in g  it  “ G o d ,” a n d  in  
th e  m e e t in g , fu s in g -p o in t  o f t h e s e  
tw o  in  h u m a n  l ife . A  s in g le  G od, 
and  y e t  tr iu n e , w ith  a n  a sp e c t  o f 
C rea tio n , an  a sp e c t  o f  P r e se r v a tio n ,  
and  an  a sp e c t  o f  T r a n sfo r m a tio n .

THE SHADOW OF A GOD

If you  h a v e  a c a s t in g , th e r e  m u st  
h a v e  b een  a m o ld , e v e n  th o u g h  d e 
s tr o y e d . A  d e s ig n e r  d rew  th a t  p a t
tern , th e  c a b in e t m a k er  m a d e  it , or  
tlie  m o u ld er  p ou red  it ,  a n d  y o u  p o s
s e s s  th a t r e su lt , y o u r  b od y  w ith  its  
in d iv id u a lity  s ta m p ed  u p on  y o u r  
ch a ra cter .

W h o d e s ig n e d  y o u  o r  th e  c n ild r e n  
y o u  g a v e  b irth  to  w ith o u t y o u r  e f 
fo r ts  sa v e  th e  u n io n  th a t  p ro d u ced  
th e  c o m p le te  p a tte r n  in v o lu n ta r ily  
w ith o u t  y o u r  d e s ig n s  sa v e  lo v e  or  
d iscord ?

Can y o u  sa y  th a t  a lc o h o l is  p er 
ish a b le  b eca u se  it  e v a p o r a te s  fro m  
o u t o f our s ig h t  or se n s e s?  T h e  
se n se s  are l im ite d  m a te r ia lly  an d  a re  
r e sp o n s ib le  as to  th e  u n d e r s ta n d in g  
o f sp ir it . If ou r re a so n  n eed s  m a 
te r ia l e v id e n c e  (w h ich  c o n s t itu te s  
re a so n  and  lo g ic ) ,  h ow  can  o n e  d is 
cern  th a t w h ich  is  n o t  m a te r ia l in  
its  p a ss in g  (e v a p o r a t io n )?

ig n o r a n c e  o f th e  m ind of man 
T r a c in g  th e  ev o lu tio n  of civiliza
t io n  an d  p sych o lo g y , w e see the 
p e n d u lu m  of p rogress swinging bach 
a n d  fo r th  b e tw een  sim plicity ana 
c o m p le x ity , m on ism  and dualism 
M an se e m s  s lo w  to suspect, swing
in g  a t th e  en d  o f th is pendulum of 
“ T im e ,” th a t  if  he ascended that 
m e n ta l ra d iu s  to the apex of the 
tr ia n g le  h e  w o u ld  find that eternity 
o f m o r ta lity  w hich constitutes 
“ T im e .”  H e w ou ld  find the point 
w h ere  m o tio n  cea ses and where mo
t io n  is  born , w h ere  the universe can 
be, in d e e d  is , encom passed and 
c o n ta in e d  on  th e  head  of a pin. If 
y o u  d o u b t it , con sid er  the future 
fo r e s t  in  th e  seed , and all that 
m a n k in d  h as ever  achieved or ever 
w ill a c h ie v e , w ith in  the confines of 
a c e ll  or g ro u p  o f ce lls  in his brain.

S c ie n c e  is  “ g e tt in g  w arm ,” as the 
c h ild r e n  sa y . It has been "warm” 
s e v e r a l t im e s ;  b ut, a s  the victim in 
“ B lin d  M a n ’s B u ff” approaches the 
o b je c t  o f sea rch  o n ly  to walk away 
a g a in , ig n o r a n t th a t an inch more 
w o u ld  h a v e  cap tu red  the prize. 
T h is  is  p ro o f th a t  intuition is 
d r u g g e d  or s t i l l  sleep in g , for re
p e a te d  te s t s  p rove  th at intuition 
c lo s e s  th e  g a p  o f th a t “ inch” to the 
so lu t io n  o f  a n y  problem , in a sin
g le  s tr o k e , by th e  sam e law that 
c a u se s  a  s t e e l  bar to close  the gap 
to  a m a g n e t  w h en  it is brought to 
th e  m e r id ia n  o f  th e  m agn et’s field.

C a n n o t our so u l, w hich  constitutes 
o u r  th o u g h t  an d  action , evaporate 
fro m  th a t  b ody or m atter which it 
sa tu r a te d  in to  ch a ra cter  or consti
tu te d  a c c o r d in g  to the chem ical re
a c t io n  o f th a t body? If coarse, 
p r im itiv e  r e su lts ;  if  fine, the result 
is  c u ltu r e  an d  a c lea r  concept of 
th in g s .

T h e  so u l in  it s  saturation  can 
o n ly  r in g  th e  b e ll or p itch  according 
to  th a t  m e ta l, it s  sh ap e and capaci
ty  to  e x p r e ss  th a t harm onious 01 
d isc o r d a n t e le m e n t o f its  component 
p a r ts  or ch a ra c ter , lik e  the sun’s re
fle c tio n  (e c h o )  from  a diamond 
( c a r b o n ) .  S t ill , lam p-black  is car
b o n , b u t n o  su n  re flec ts  from  it. I3 
th e  su n  a n y  d ifferen t in its  satura
t io n  o f  th e  tw o  e lem en ts?  L ik ew ise  
th e  God . th a t  m a n ife s ts  H im self in 
th e  b od y  o f  a sa in t  o r  a sinner, dia
m on d  or c o a l, th e  b eliever or unbe
lie v e r . W h ich  sh a ll ju d g e , but truth 
i t s e l f ? '

W h a t is  th ere  w ith in  you  that con
d e m n s th r o u g h  co n sc ien ce , abhors 
d eca y , r e p u ls e s  u g lin e ss  or filth, pro
te c ts  th e  in n o c e n t or loved ones

In  d u a lism  lie s  th e  c o n fu s io n  n nd



it not a superior id e n t ity  o f  re flex  
which manifests it s e lf  by th e  h ig h e r  
thought of se lf-p reserv a tio n  w ith o u t  
logical reason of r ig h t or w r o n g ,b u t  
action and resu lt o f a h ig h e r  c a u se  
of morals already e s ta b lis h e d  a n d  
under which we a r e  h o ld e n  to  p er 
petuate the b e lie f in  im m o r ta lity  a s  
«  perpetuate that m o rta l m a tte r  to  
be saturated by th a t so u l w e  b e lie v e  
in without evidence b e c a u se  w e  u se  
it as a machine u se s  th e  s te a m  or  
gas which propels th e  s t e e l  (a n d  n o t  
the steel the s te a m ).

Is it so d ifficu lt to  b e lie v e  th o se  
sacred words, “ I sh a ll r is e  a g a in ” ? 
Even the apple fa l lin g  to  th e  ea r th  
might say to th e  ta ll tr e e s , w ith  
pride, "Laugh at m y d o w n fa ll . I sh a ll  
rise again to sm ite  y o u .” T h en  it  
gives up its life . Its se e d s  ta k e  ro o t  
and flourish in to  a  la r g e  a p p le  tr e e  
to destroy those arou n d  it , to  p ro 
duce the blossom s o f p ro p h ecy  th a t  
the apple made.

Do we not rise a g a in  in  o u r  c h il
dren? Do not m en lik e  W a sh in g to n ,  
Lincoln and even th e  U n k n o w n  S o l
dier rise again in m em o ry  to  p er-  
p°tuate their p r in cip les a n d  m o ra ls?  
Then what are th e  w o rd s o f  th e  
scriptures if not th e  sa tu r a t io n  o f  a  
Christ, the shadow  o f a  G od?

TOMORROW’S TOMORROW
'-V'lCy

Tomorrow s tomorrow shall fashion
a voice

To speak for the lowly today 
p̂ressing our dreams as the com
mon choice

Of those who pass this way.
We Proffe>- our all for the child of 

now
And the child whom tomorrow will 

know,
A thought and a prayer and a sol- 

umn vow
Of good from the seed we sow;

1 baore of a reaching in man 
aid man

on » taring wing
more °f fight in the human

span
lnG°d, our King.

~ Irl Morse.

A PERSONAL EDITORIAL

I t  is  tim e  th a t a “ P sy ch o lo g y ” was 
p resen ted  by one who p ossesses and  
u se s  th e  m echan ism  (and  a ll its  fac
u lt ie s )  w ith  w hich psychology should  
d ea l. T h a t th is  has not been done  
is  se lf-e v id e n t. W e need on ly ex
a m in e  th e  to n s o f books on the sub
je c t  to  d isco v er  that eith er the m ost 
im p o r ta n t fa cu ltie s  and v ita l possi
b il it ie s  o f th e  hum an brain and 
n e r v o u s  sy stem  are ignored  en tirely  
(n o t  ev en  m en tion ed , as a m atter of 
fa c t , in  “standard, orthodox  
w o r k s " );  or, if  m entioned , then dis
p o sed  o f or th eorized  about by m en  
w h o fa il e ith er  to disprove or dem 
o n s tr a te  it s  phenom ena.

T h ey  fa il in th is  e ith er  because  
th e y  h a v e  stu n ted , or not as yet 
a w a k en ed  th e  facu lty  (or  federation  
of fa c u lt ie s )  w ith in  the m ind which  
g iv e s  r ise  to  th e  various phases of 
it s  c ro w n in g  phenom ena o f In tu i
t io n . T h is in vo lves w hat we have  
lo n g  foresh ad ow ed  as the fu ture sci
en ce  o f “ E ductive T h ou gh t,” the 
“ m iss in g  th ird ” o f th e  triad of 
w h ich  th e  o th er tw o (In d u ctiv e  and 
D ed u ctiv e  T h ou gh t) have long been 
e sta b lish e d  in n iches o f  scientific  
d ig n ity  or honor as thought-proc

esses.

dant evidence that it is unwise to 
attem pt to cystalize an idea too 
soon. As with the egg cracked open 
before its incubation has been com
pleted , the chick within dies unma
tured. A genius may foresee and 
prophesy the invention of an im
proved flying machine, being aware 
of the principles that must and will 
govern its construction, but if he 
attem pt to m aterialize it too soon  
(before the metal of sufficient com
bined lightness and strength, for 
instance, has been discovered), the 
m achine w ill collapse and be deemed 
a failure. Thus the epoch w ill be 
deprived of an achievem ent that 
m ust w ait another cycle for a mind 
less hasty  and more wise.

The philosophy of inspired or in
tu itive  men has ever embodied the 
foregleam s of future sciences, but to 
endeavor to corral them premature
ly into "system s” before the mind 
of man as a whole, or the nation in
terested , has completed the incuba
tion of the epoch, is to retard de
velopm ent perhaps many hundreds 
of years.

H istory reveals the evidence that 
m aterial and spiritual, scientific and 
religious (or philosophical) periods 
of fertility  come in “w aves” or 
cycles, repeating them selves in spirit 
though  not in details of dress. In
deed th is is exemplified by the cre
a tive  power of a ll Nature from veg
etation  to man. These crests of the 
w aves produce new generations of 
progeny in vegetable and anim al life. 
In the cultural life of man they pro
duce renaissances, or revivals o f  
enthusiasm  along certain lines. The 
interim  is stagnant; more accurate
ly, it is recuperative. It is creating  
in ternally  rather than externally , 
preparing for the next external cre
ative effort. Every human capacity  
has its “dark ages” of rest and re
cuperation, be it  “cloudy days” for 
an individual man, the sterile sea 
sons of plants and anim als, or cen
turies of inactivity in the hum an  
race. For the sam e reason, and by 
the sam e law, nature sleeps in w in 
ter and man sleeps a t night.

In the first century or tw o a fter  
the period of spiritual fertility  which  
conceived C hristianity, the m inds of 
men stirred w ith the new pregnancy. 
But they were not so w ise as the



Man o f N a za re th  w h o  ex em p lified  
an d  en co m p a ssed  it s  m ea n in g , y e t  
w a s c o n te n t  to  p la n t th a t  s e e d  in  
th e  m in d s o f  m en  by sy m b o ls  and  
p a ra b les o f  s im p le  tr u th s . H is  
w o rd s sh a ll  y e t , a f te r  a n o th e r  th o u 
sa n d  y e a r s , be rem em b ered  an d  rec 
o g n ized  a s th e  c o r n e r s t o n e s  o f a 
p e rm a n en t s tr u c tu r e  o f  k n o w le d g e  
a n d  w isd o m  w h ich  b o th  s c ie n c e  an d  
r e lig io n  h a v e  m e a n w h ile  b een  tr y 
in g  ( i s  i t  in  v a in ? )  t o  b u ild  b y  a r t i
fic ia l e ffo r ts  r a th er  th a n  to  re a liz e  
i t  b y  su b m iss io n  to  i t s  n a tu r a l  
g r o w th . In d eed , w e  sp e a k  o f  th e  
" B ir th ” o f C h r is t ia n ity  tw o  th o u 
sa n d  y e a r s  a g o , w h en  th a t  w a s but 
i t s  co n c e p tio n , th e  p la n t in g  o f  th e  
seed  w h ich  h a s  p la ced  th e  w o rld  o f  
m an in  c o n fin e m e n t ev er  s in c e . T he  
C hild  h a s  s t i l l  to  be b orn . Is th e  
W orld  W ar, -with it s  su b se q u e n t  
d e p r e ss io n  a n d  u n iv e r sa l s t r u g g le ,  
sy m p to m a tic  o f th e  la b o r  p a in s  o f  
th a t  m o m e n to u s  B ir th ?

T h ese  o th e r  m en  o f  v is io n  f e l l  in 
to  th e  fa ta l m e c h a n is t ic  erro r  o f  
• F ix ity .” T h ey  en d e a v o r e d  to  e s -  
taolush “ s y s te m s ” b o th  in  s c ie n c e  
and r e lig io n , to  w h ic h  w e  o w e  th e  
p resen t m ea su re  o f o u r  ig n o ra n ce . 
T h e g r e a t p h y sic ia n , G a len , ro d e  th e  
c r e st  o f th e  w a v e  o f  th e  se c o n d  cen 
tu ry . H e ca p tu red  th e  fo r e g le a m s  
and e ss e n c e s  o f fu tu r e  sc ie n c e s , b o th  
o f  m in d  a n d  b od y . H e  fo r e sh a d 
o w ed  i f  he d id  n o t  foresee- " T h e  
N erv e  A g e ,” u p on  th e  th r e sh o ld  o f  
w h ich  w e n o w  s ta n d . B e in g  now  
p o sse sse d  o f  th e  in s tr u m e n ts  a s  w e ll  
a s th e  r e q u is ite  p r e lim in a ry  an d  
co n tr ib u to ry  e x p e r ie n c e  to  do so , th e  
o u ts ta n d in g  d is c o v e r ie s  in  s c ie n c e  
w ill be in  th e  field  su sp e c te d  by  
G alen  tw o  th o u sa n d  y e a r s  b efo re . 
H is error  w as th e  a tte m p t to  h a r
n ess  th em  by t h e  in a d e q u a te  p re
lim in ary  k n o w le d g e , in s tr u m e n ts  
and  te r m in o lo g y  o f h is  d a y . T h e  
very d eg ree  o f u n if ica tio n  by w h ich  
h is  in flu en ce  d o m in a ted  th e  d a y ,  
and the very  p e r fe c t io n  o f h is  sy s 
te m , w e now  r e a liz e  re ta rd ed  th e  
d ev e lo p m en t o f  th e  m ed ica l p ro fe s
sion  for  th e  n ex t fo u r te e n  c e n tu r ie s . 
F o r  d u r in g  th is  t im e  few  w o u ld  a c 
cep t a n y th in g  co n tra ry  to  G alen . 
H en ce th e  h u m an  m in d  w a s s t e r ile  
to  an y  fu r th e r  ad van ce . A nd th e  
e s ta b lish m e n t o f r e lig io u s  and  p h il
o so p h ica l “ sy stem s"  offers a  p a ra l
l e l  story. T he flex ib ility  is  d e
stro y ed ; and o n ly  w h ere  th ere  is 
flex ib ility  is th ere  “ L ife .”

The Lord’s Prayer
iiiiiiiimiitXntimmiiit
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D id  y o u  ev er  r e a liz e  th a t  in  th e  
a c t o f p rayer , su p p lic a tio n  or m e d ita 
t io n , y o u  a re  tu n in g  in  to  th e  g r e a t  
p o ss ib ility  th a t  w ill o p e n  y o u r  e y e s  
to  r e a lit ie s?

If  y o u  a re  id le  fo r  w a n t o f  so m e  
su b je c t  to  th in k  o f , ju s t  s a y  t h e 
L o rd ’s  p ra y er  v e r y  s lo w ly , a n d  
a n a ly ze  e a c h  p a ra g ra p h . It w ill  k eep  
y o u  b u sy  fo r  a  l i f e t im e  t o  a n a ly z e  
it s  tr u th  from  e v e r y  v ie w p o in t , e a ch  
p h a se  o f l i f e  a n d  e m o tio n .

so n  o f  d e st in y , go a l, purpose, hope, 
fa ith  an d  rew ard . It leads us to 
s tr iv e  fo r  a  h a v en .

T h y  W il l  b e  d on e; engenders Stoic
a l r e sp e c t  fo r  t h e  law , acceptance of 
th e  u n k n o w n  law  o f cau se and effect; 
t h e  la w  o f  co m p en sa tio n . It awakens 
a G od -h ead  o f obed ience, the sense 
o f  o u r  in fe r io r ity  and  weakness, a 
g r e a te r  w ill  th a n  ours which may 
c r e a te  o u r  lik e n e ss , but not our
se lv e s .

N o te  h o w  th e  tren d  o f  y o u r  th o u g h t  
h a s  c r e a te d  a  tr a n s fo r m a tio n , p ro 
v id in g  y o u r  d e d u c tio n s  a re  sincere-. 
T h a t w ill  c o n v in ce  y o u  o f  th e  p o w er  
o f  th e  L o rd ’s p ra y er , a n d  w h y  it s  
b ra n ch es  b ea r  fru it  a n d  p r o te c t  y o u  
fro m  th e  h e a t  o f  th e  s u n ’s r a y s  to 
d ay , w ith  its  ro o ts  b u r ied  in  th e  
h e a r t  o f  it s  C rea to r— th a t  to u c h  o f  
e te r n a l th in g s .

T h e  L o rd 's  P r a y e r  is  a  su b t le , co n 
d e n se d  se r m o n  wrh ich  c o v e r s  a ll  th e  
la w s  o f  sp ir itu a l e v o lu t io n  la id  d o w n  
by P h ilo so p h e r s  as th e  K ey  an d  p a th  
to  th e  su p erm a n -g o d : a  la n g u a g e
w h ich  th e  s o u l u n d e r sta n d s . B y  
h a b it  it  a w a k e n s  ou r  a n im a l u n d e r 
sta n d in g  o f  p recep ts— th e  c h a n n e l by  
w h ich  w e  m ay  reach  th e  g r e a t  se a  
o f  E te r n ity , a n d  th e  G od o f  P e r fe c 
tio n . L et us c o n s id e r  it , p h r a se  b y  
p h ra se .

O ur F a th e r — a w a k e n s  th e  so n  
w ith in  u s, to  r e a liz e  a p p r e n tic e sh ip  
and  d en y  e g o ism  o u t o f  p la ce . It  
in sp ir e s  re sp ec t an d  o b e d ie n c e  to  a  
m a d e la w .

W h o  a r t  In H e a v e n — th e g o ld  c la sp  
o f  God, th e  fo u n d a t io n  w h ich  h o ld s  
th e  m o n u m en t o f  G lory , th e  wra lls ,  
th e  th ro n e . “ O ur F a th e r  w h o  a r t  in  
H ea v en "  te a c h e s  u s  to  q u e s t io n  o u r  
o r ig in , s e e k in g  in  a  n ew  H o p e to  f in d  
F a ith  th r o u g h  sc ie n c e .

H a llo w e d  b e  T h y  N a m e—-t e a c h e s  
rev eren ce  and  re sp e c t fo r  an  E ld e r  
B ro th er , fo r  H o lin e s s , an d  fo r  th e  
a b str a c t w h e r e  m o re  tr u th  e x is ts  
th a n  in  c o n sc io u sn e ss . It te a c h e s  r e 
sp e c t  fo r  a n y  le a d e r  c h o se n , a n d  c o n 
s id e r a tio n  fo r  an  in fer io r .

T h y  K in g d o m  co m e; h o ld s  th e  le s 

On e a r th , a s  i t  is  in  H e a v e n -
m e a n s  in  o u r  p erson a l environments, 
(c o n s c ie n c e ) ;  in  our own shadowy 
o p in io n  a s  in  th e  rea l truth of life. 
T h is  th o u g h t in s t il ls  new laurels, 
s u g g e s ts  su b s ta n ce  and shadows. 
T h in g s  o f  e a r th , th e  law  of earth, 
a n im a ls  a n d  p la n ts , represent His 
w il l  th a t  w e  m ay  through His law 
g iv e  b ir th ; b u t th e  law  o f earth can
n o t p r e v e n t d ea th .

G iv e  u s  t h is  d a y  o u r  Dally Bread.
— g iv e s  u s a m b itio n  to fu lfill, to de
l iv e r  o u r  d u ty  to  hum anity, and to 
p r tv j le  fo o d  and  d efen se of loved 
o n e s . I t  m ea n s to beautify  Nature, 
to  la b o r  fo r  h ea lth  through activity, 
to  b r id le  ou r p a ss io n s. It reminds 
u s  o f  ta x e s  d u e  to , and to preserve 
th e  h o u se  o f  t h e  so u l.

F o r g iv e  u s  o u r  tresspasses as we 
fo r g iv e  th o s e  w h o  tresp ass against us.
— F o r g iv e  u s  o u r  s in s, faults, mis
ta k e s  an d  se lf ish n e ss , ju st as we ex
p e c t o th e r s  to do for  us. This teach
e s  e q u a li ty  an d  hum bleness. Do 
u n to  o th e r s  a s  you  w ould  be done by. 
M ak e no la w  y o u  w ould  break your
s e lf .  G ood fo r  e v il as an example.

T H E  L O R D ’S  PRAYER is a 
key to any door that leads to any 
city, castle or chamber of security, 
love or happiness. It was made by 
Him who designed the sanctity of 
love, the safety and security of faith;-i
a.I__1___ 1- __n Latr the

key itself.
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To break is to m end.
Lead us not ln to  U -m p ta ilo n ;—  

teaches us to be c a u tio u s , n o t to  
cross swords w ith  s tr a n g e r s , an d  n o t  
to gamble with th e  la s t  lo a f  o f  b read . 
Test not our stren g th  in  id le  c u r io s 
ity It is a rem inder th a t  th e  s in s  
of others may be our ow n . L e t n o t  
your selfish g r a tif ic a tio n  to  e x c e ss  
injure others or y o u r se lf .

But deliver u s fr o m  a l l  e v i l ; —  
Deliver us from  th o se  w h o  w o u ld  
injure us by our ow n  n e g le c t . T h is  
is a supplication. A sk  an d  y e  sh a ll  
receive. You w ou ld  n o t a sk  u n le s s  
vou be hungry and  in  n eed  o f  fo o d . 
By this time you h a v e  g iv e n  b ir th  to  
the soul’s expression  to  it s  M aker.

For Thine is  th e  K in g d o m , a n d  t h e
Power, and th e  G lo r y ;— Y ou  h a v e  
now convinced y o u r a n im a l o f  G o d ’s 
superiority by yo u r s o u l ’s  r e c o g n i
tion. It has aw a k en ed  fo r  a  m o m en t  
Its Identity w ith  th e  C rea to r , a n d  
its sense of obed ien ce to  it s  su p e r io r , 
as the fallen fru it by g r a v ity  to  th e  
foundation o f its  o w n  p a ren t. F o r  
God is the pow er th a t  g a v e  u s th is  
prayer, this so lu tio n  o f a ll p r o b le m s:  
from the illitera te , a  la d d er  to  c lim b  
to the wise; from  th e  w ise , to  d e 
scend to help th e  w ea k .

Forever and E v er .— e x p r e sse s  a  
consciousness o f  th e  fr a i l i ty  o f  l i f e ,  
the conception o f E te r n ity , t h e  in 
evitable; as it  w as in  th e  b e g in n in g ,  
and shall be, m ade o n e  u n t i l  N o r th  
and South poles o f th e  m a g n e t  be  
one: Day and N ig h t— th e  e te r n a l  
twrilight of doubt u n to  U n d e r s ta n d 
ing.

Thus, in the L o rd ’s P r a y e r  is  a 
mental recipe how  to  b a k e  t h e  
Bread of E v erla stin g  L ife .
• ' ■ " ‘Wit.....

a little longer, end you can listen 
To ,he wondorful music of a Spring twilight: 
tin tree-foads, the frogs, a reed birth or 
two; smelling the lilacs.

Hun you will see that we cannot so readily 
condemn the cold blizzards of two or 
♦"too months before.

dure symbolizes Simplicity in her wild 
The Greatest Truth, the Greatest 

®r« t o Sweetest Thing, is Simplicity, that 
tl r> 1,0 olothmg. noeds no support, is as 
" r •« « diamond and as transparent. It 
s you everything in existence, and still is 'y silent. Therefore try not to look for 

°m at the horizon of things, but seek 
* "  vour Very door.

“The Wind Bloweth”
Further Tribute to Death 

By
Joseph Sadony

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. T h a t  w h i c h  i s  b o r n  o f  t h e  f l e s h  i s  f l e s h :  a n d  t h a t
w h i c h  i s  b o r n  o f  t h e  S p i r i t  i s  s p i r i t .

M a r v e l  n o t  t h a t  I  s a i d  u n t o  t h e e ,  y e  m u s t  b e  b o m  
a g a i n .

T h e  w i n d  b l o w e t h  w h e r e  i t  l i s t e t h ,  a n d  t h o u  h e a r e s t  

t h e  s o u n d  t h e r e o f ,  b u t  c a n s t  n o t  t e l l  w h e n c e  i t  c o m e t h ,  a n d  

w h i t h e r  i t  g o e t h :  s o  i s  e v e r y o n e  t h a t  i s  b o m  o f  t h e  S p i r i t  ”

-  J e s u s  o f  N a z a r e t h .

l
L oved  on es o f sev era l friends of 

m in e  h a v e  g o n e ahead  on their  
“ L o n g  J o u rn ey ” th is  w in ter . It is 
a su b je c t n ear to m y heart, for m y 
d e e p e st d esire  has a lw a y s been to  
le a v e  so m e ta n g ib le  proof o f Im m or
ta l ity  b eh ind  m e before I pass aw ay: 
to  th e  s lu g g a rd , ev id en ce; to  those  
o f  rea so n  m y ex p erience o f the m any  
p ro o fs  o f a  " p ow er-’ w hich , w ere  
m a n k in d  to understand  it , m ight be 
on e lin k  m ore tow ard  'h a t end w hich  
h a s been  so u g h t for ages.

W h a t iron y , w hat a hum an trag
ed y , th a t th e  m ost im portant study  
o f l i f e  sh o u ld  be so n eg lected  a s that 
o f  ou r p a ss in g  on, or th e  grounds  
fo r  d ou b t a s to im m orta lity . It is 
t h e  g rea te s t in g ra titu d e  and in su lt  
to  th a t A rch itec t who gave m an con
sc io u sn e ss  or lo g ica l, dem onstrable  
rea so n  w ith  w h ich  to believe the  
tr u th . B u t by a fear of a n n ih ila 
tio n  h e  re fu se s  to th in k  of death  
b eca u se  th e  refu sa l is  apprehension  
o f th e  m orta l op in ion , th at shadow  
o f  th e  sou l w h ich  is  m ortal and m ust 
g iv e  up its  ch em ica ls lik e  a  beauti
fu l, va in  w om an w ho regrets losin g  
h er  je w e ls  and  silk  that, enhance her 
b ea u ty  th e  m ore.

S h e fo r g e ts  th a t beauty Is but 
tem p o ra ry , but ch aracter and per
so n a lity  perm anent, as lon g  as  
th o u g h t or m em ory ex ist. W hy can  
w e n o t b e liev e  th is fact?  W e say  
w e rem em b er n oth in g  before our 
b ir th , or w e could rem em ber the  
ex p er ie n c e  o f our forefa th ers, Have 
w e r ea lly  tried  to rem em ber before  
w e w ere born? I have; and have, 
an d  can  prove it. And if I can also  
go back  years in the life  of a stran
g e r  and  te ll him  w hat was in the  
m em ory  of his father, and prove it,

is it  not evidence that my “con
sc io u sn ess” “ex ists” before I was 
born, to  have made a part of its 
m em ory things that occurred in the 
liv es  of others before I was born?

T his is food for thought. And if  
I foresee the death of a friend which 
is to  occur five years after I my
se lf  have passed on, and it com es to 
pass, then I m ust still have “lived” 
after  I am dead, to have seen that 
death  com e to pass. That this is 
possib le, I can only offer the evi
dence that I have continually fore
seen  deaths of others, from a few  
days to several years in advance. 
T herefore what gives me a keener 
vision  than my eyes, senses, reason  
or logic?  If I but predict one fact 
correctly  before it com es to pass, 
then  it was not just a “guess," pro
vid ing  there was no evidence of its 
com ing to pass. And in this is my 
on ly  justification for accum ulating  
th e  evidence not of one but of m any  
thousands of predictions w hich I 
have m ade in the building of that 
bridge o f evidence undeniable as to 
the truths I have devoted m y life  
to prove.

If th is be true, see how little  man 
know s o f “death ,” and how u se less
ly  he suffers for want of ligh t. W hen  
man aw akens to the fact that Tim e 
is lik e  a “road,” that it is a "direc
t io n ” in which one may travel, back 
(in to  the past) and forth  (in to  the 
fu ture 1 , that neither past nor fu 
ture are “ out o f ex isten ce,” but co
existent, then he w ill com prehend  
the u tterance o f Jesus, “ B efore Abra
ham was, I am ,” and how  com ing  
events cast their shadow s before. 
Then the thought of Im m ortality  
takes on a new ligh t. The utter  
im possib ility  of "death” becom es 
apparent, save in the sense th a t the
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ch ild  w e  o n ce  w e r e  is  “d e a d ,” n ev er  
to  r e tu r n , b u t to  liv e  a lw a y s  in  m em 
ory; a n d  a re  w e  n o t h ere  n o w  to  
sp e a k  o f  it , an d  rem em b er  it?  T h en  
w h a t h a s “ d ie d ” ? A nd  w h a t is  
D ea th ?

D id  n o t  o u r  g ra n d p a ren ts  w a it  
e x p e c ta n t ly  fo r  ou r  p a r e n ts  to  be  
born , ou r p a r e n ts  fo r  u s, a n d  w e  fo r  
ou r c n ild r e n , and  so  on ?  T h en  our  
g ra n d p a ren ts  p a ss o n  w a it in g  fo r  
lo v ed  o n e s  to  be b orn  “ o v er  th e r e ,” 
ju s t  a s  it  w a s  h ere . Is  n o t  th e  
b rid g e  su p p o r ted  on  b o th  en d s, lik e  
b irth  an d  d e a th , or m o r ta lity  a n d  
im m o r ta lity ?  H o w  e ls e  can  th ere  be 
th a t  p a ss in g ?  W o u ld  n o t th e  u n seen  
la n d  b e  o v e r flo w in g , a s  a n y th in g  in  
e x is te n c e  w o u ld , w ere  i t  n o t fo r  th a t  
God o f T r a n sfo r m a tio n  w h o  a g a in  
p a sses  th e  id e n t ity  o f  h u m a n  th o u g h t  
to  th e  G od o f  a n ew  C rea tio n , and  
H e to  th e  God o f  P r e se r v a tio n  o f  
th a t  id e n t ity  th a t  p o s s e s se s  s e lf -  
c o n sc io u sn e ss  to  h a v e  cr e a te d  h is  
l ik e n e s s  in  h is  c h ild r e n , a s  God  
crea ted  H is  l ik e n e s s  in  a  C h r ist or 
in  m en : H e  in  u s , or w e  in  H im , one  
se lfsa m e  sp ir it  o f w isd o m  a n d  lo v e?

H o w  e ls e  can  it  b e?  I f  I offer a 
th eo ry , w 'hence ca m e th a t  th eo ry ?  
H a v e  n o t a ll ou r n ew  in v e n t io n s  
co m e fro m  th e o r ie s  a t  fir st r id icu led  
or c o n s id ered  “ s e n s e le s s ” if  n o t in 
c o m p r e h e n s ib le ?  “W h at g iv e s  u s  our  
th in k in g  a b ility ?  W h y  do w e  q u e s 
tio n  a n y th in g , i f  th e r e  be n o t  an  
a n sw e r  to  it?  I f  I q u e s t io n  li fe  a fte r  
d ea th , th e r e  m u st be a n  a n sw e r  to  
it , a cco rd in g  to  th e  co n c e p t o f m y  
d esire  to  k n ow . A n d  b e c a u se  w e  
fa i l to  h ea r  an  a n sw e r , is  it  b eca u se  
th e r e  is  n o  a n sw e r , or are  w e  to o  
d ea f to  h ea r  it?  P r o p h e ts  a n d  m a s
ter s  from  th e  t im e  o f M oses h a v e  
h ea rd  it , a n d  th e y  d id  n o t l ie  or 
d ece iv e . T h en  w h y  n o t q u e st io n  our  
la ck  o f s tu d y  a n d  p e n e tr a t in g  p o w 
er o f m en ta l v is io n  to  s e e  th e  
tru th ?  D o w e  n o t  h a lf  d ie  ev ery  
n ig h t th a t  w e  s le e p , or ev ery  tim e  
w e go u n d er  a n  a n a e s th e t ic ?  D o  
w e q u est io n  th a t , o r  by fo rce  o f  
h a b it ju s t  ta k e  it  fo r  g ra n ted ?  V e g 
e ta t io n  s le e p s  ea ch  w in te r . C a ter 
p illa r s  w e a v e  th e ir  d e a th -sh r o u d , e n 
t ir e ly  lo s in g  th e ir  ch a r a c te r , p e r so n 
a lity , m em o ry  ( ? )  a n d  id e n t ity :  s t i l l  
b eco m e m ore  p e r fe c t , p o w e r fu l and  
b e a u tifu l. W h y ?  A re  w e  n o t su r
rou n d ed  w ith  e v id e n c e ?  B u t w h a t  
do w e do w ith  it , fo r  o u r  e n lig h te n 
m en t or p eace o f m in d ?

II

C o n tin u in g  a few  th o u g h ts  on  Im 
m o rta lity : A  ch ild  lo s e s  its  id e n t i
ty  w hen  it co m es m a tu red , w ith  
ap p aren t s e n sa tio n ;  an d  w e lo se  ou r  
b ab ies w h en  th e y  grow’ in to  m a n 

h o o d . B u t w h e r e  is  t h e  l in e  o f  d e-  
m a rk a tio n ?  W h ere  th e  l in e  or  
“ l i f e ” a n d  “ d e a th ,” b ir th  to  l i f e ?  
T h ere  is  n o n e , n o t  a n y  m o re  th a n  
a t su n r ise  and  su n s e t . W e c a ll  it  
tw il ig h t  and  d a w n . T h a t d o e s  n o t  
a n sw e r  th e  p ro b lem . A  r o sa r y  is  
m a d e o f  b ea d s lin k e d  to g e th e r . H u 
m an  b e in g s  are  b ea d s lin k e d  fro m  
God to A d a m , a n d  o n w a rd  to  h e  
o th er  u n se e n , im m o r ta l su p p o r t  o f  
th a t  b r id g e  o f  h u m a n  flesh  to  th e  
sp ir itu a l id e n t ity .

O ne c a n n o t wra lk  up a  la d d e r  u n 
le s s  it  r e s t s  o n  a  so lid  fo u n d a t io n ,  
r e s in g  a g a in s t  a so lid  o b je c t , th e  
tw o  su p p o r ts . T h e r e  a re  tw o  e n d s  
to  a l l  th in g s  m o r ta l. B u t th e r e  are  
no e n d s  e x cep t to  th e  c o n c e p t o f  
m a n ’s  b lin d  o p in io n . T h e r e  w a s  n o  
b e g in n in g  ju s t  b e c a u se  w e  w ere  born  
and k n ew  n o th in g  o f  th e  p a st . T h en  
h o w  ca n  th e r e  be a n  e n d , i f  w e  
p a ss  on?

E v en  su p p o s in g  a  lo v e d  o n e  w’o u ld  
lo s e  h is  id e n t ity  a f t e r  p a s s in g  o n , 
a n l co u ld  n o t rem em b er  u s, w h ere  
can  be th e  lo s s  w h en  w e  c o n s id e r  
th a t  w e  to o  w o u ld  lo s e  o u r  m e m 
o ry  w h en  w e  p a ss  o n . T h e n  fr o m  
w h en ce  can  w e  s p e c u la te  o n  im m o r 
ta lity  w ith  a  m o r ta l v ie w p o in t?  W e  
can  o n ly  rea so n  w ith  w h a t m e n ta l 
m a te r ia l w e  p o sse ss , n o  fu r th e r .  
T h en  if w e  h a v e  n o t y e t  s e e n  A m er
ica , w e can  o n ly  p ic tu r e  i t  by  fo r 
e ig n  sc e n e s , n o t  a t  a l l  a s  i t  r e a lly  
is . L ik e w ise  in  th e  c a se  o f  t h e  m a n  
m o st m o r ta lly  w ise , h e  le a s t  can  
se e  th e  fa c ts  o f im m o r ta lity  b eca u se  
he is  m o st “ fo r e ig n ,” m o re  th a n  o n e  
w h o  h a s  im a g in a t io n  w ith o u t  th a t  
m a te r ia l k n o w le d g e .

God g a v e  m a n  liv in g  to y s  o f  N a 
tu re  to p lay  w ith , th u s  le a r n in g  ou r  
tra d e  fo r  h u m a n ity  so  w e m ay  a ll  
lo v e  o n e  a n o th e r  an d  p ro sp er . D id  
th a t g r e a t T o y m a k er  fa i l  to  b e lie v e  
H is to p s  w'ould sp in ?  D id  H e  be
lie v e  th a t b ird s w o u ld  n o t s in g , and  
th a t  m en  w o u ld  fa il to  w o rsh ip  th e ir  
M aker, fo r  h a v in g  g iv e n  th e m  n o t  
o n ly  tem p o ra ry  l i fe ,  b u t a p a rt o f  
H im , an  in te r e s t , a  r e c o g n it io n  o f  
H im se lf  th a t  m a k e s  m en  e v e r la s t 
in g ?  I f  G od cr e a te d  a n y th in g , and  
H e be im m o r ta l, h o w  ca n  i t  be a n y 
th in g  e ls e  th a n  w h a t h e  is  H im se lf?  
C an ev i lco m e o f g o o d ?  T h en  h o w  
can  a  b e g in n in g  co m e fro m  im m o r 
ta lity  th a t  h a s  n o  b e g in n in g , n e i
th er  an  en d ?

Can a fo o l n o t dispute W'ith the

p h ilo so p h e r  as to the law 0f gravity 
on  s e e in g  th e  ocean for the flrs[ 
t im e , r e p ly in g  to the learned men 
“ Y o u r  fig u res  o f 3 and 1 may be 4 
to  y o u , b eca u se  o f the weight of wa
te r ;  b u t m y 2  and 2 , as a fool, i8 
a ls o  4. S ee th o se  dense clouds up 
in  th e  sk y . W ell, what keeps that 
w a te r  fro m  the gravitational pull? 
It is  ca rr ied  over land for miles, 
th e n  co m es dow n n a cloudburst 
a n d  le v e ls  everyth in g . Thus you 
w ise  m en  reck o n  your way, satis
fied ; a n d  I, a foo l my way, also 
sa t is f ie d :  u n til w e near the real 
tr u th  by c a s t in g  aside the swollen 
m o r ta l b ody o f acquired, accumu
la te d  k n o w le d g e  as it is, like the 
fa t ,  im p o r ta n t caterp illar, to go to 
s le p  and  th e n  learn  the real truth 
w’ith  fa c u lt ie s  th a t are as immortal 
a s  o u r  p r e se n t on es are mortal, the 
r e fle c tio n  o f sen sation , impulse, 
l ig h ts  a n d  sh a d o w s, only stimulated 
by c e r ta in  v ib ra tio n s of sound and 
i l g h t .” So w h a t is th e  answer?

T h e a n sw e r  is , “ Who among us 
h a s  th e  t im e  to  study that which 
te a c h e r s  fa il to  discover? And it 
th e y  do , w'hat u se  can one make of 
it , a t a profit?  D eath  may be a long 
w a y  off. I t  s ta y s  but a moment. 
So w h y  c a r e ? ”— and so on. That 
is  m a n ’s a n sw er .

D o y o u  su p p o se  that the individ
u a lity  o f  y o u r  loved  one is annihi
la te d  ju s t  b eca u se  there is no long
er  a  v is ib le  body? Is the perfume 
o f  a  r o se  o u t o f existence Just be
c a u se  w e ca n n o t sm ell it any more? 
O r is  it  th e  fa u lt  of our poor ol
fa c to r y  n erv es?  Is the train out of 
e x is te n c e  b eca u se  we can no longer 
s e e  it?  A  te le sc o p e  w ill convince us 
o th e r w is e . L et us j ' use our gift 
fro m  G od, w h ich  is hidden in the 
h e a r t a n d  in tu it io n  and imagination 
o f  m an , an d  w e s t ill  can sense our 
lo v e d  o n e s  i f  n ecessary .

“ A sk  an d  y e  sh a ll receive” was 
u tte r e d  fro m  w h en ce  our loved ones 
h a v e  g o n e . T he voice came from 
th e r e , an d  th ere  is  the answer, 
a m an  m o r tify  th e  f esh  he may see 
w ith  a  c lea r er  v is io n . If he P® 
lu t e s  h is  b lood  w ith  sin , his optic 
n e rv e  w i l l  r e g is te r  on ly  licentious 
n e ss , fo r  th a t  is  w hat he possesses 
w ith  w'hieh to  see .

T h in k  th e se  th in g s  over and see 
w h a t' a  b e a u tifu l thought remain 
w h en  you  h a v e  done so. For 
m u st ex p ec t to  use  spiritual pi®



1935 Vancourier to the Voice Page 7

abilities to lea rn  o f  sp ir itu a l p o ss i
bilities: first, by h op e (p r o b a b l i t i e s ) ; 
faith (p o s s ib ilit ie s );  and  tr u th  (a b 
solute fa c ts ) . H a s th e  h o p e  in  th e

se e d  fa ith  in  th e  com in g  b lo sso m ’s 
p rop h ecy  o f th e  fru it o f life  w ith in  
th e  se e d s  m u ltip lied  by th e  one dual 
s e e d  p la n ted ?

a cts  to th e  m ateria l world in  every
day life . If in stin ct is the cum ula
tive, b irth-endow ed or developed  
ph ysica l re flex  w hich governs phy
sica l reaction  by the w isdom  o f past 
exp eriences, (in d iv id u a l or ancest
r a l) ,  in tu itio n  is  sp ir itu a l reflex  
g o v ern in g  hum an action , if  w e a llow , 
by the w isdom  o f fu tu re ends.Language, Logic and Life

luiiwiimitjKniimimiitl

“Eductive Thought”

Science h a s  fo n d ly  b e lie v e d  an d  
founded its p ro g ress  m a in ly  u p on  a 
law w hich d ecrees  th a t  b y  in d u c tiv e  
reasoning sh e  sh a ll  b u ild  up  fro m  
the known to  th e  u n k n o w n , w ith o u t  
a gap. T h is is  n o t o n ly  im p o ssib le , 
but it m ay be p ro v en  th a t  h er  ow n  
greatest p ro g ress  h a s  b een  d u e  to  
secret v io la tio n  o f  th is , h er  o w n  
edict.

Her g rea te s t m in d s h a v e  a lw a y s  
leaped in to  th e  U n k n o w n  on  w in g s  
of “E ductive th o u g h t,"  a n d  th en  
come (a t t im es sn e a k in g  sh a m e 
facedly) back  to  b u ild  th e  la d d er  of 
logic or ex p er im en t e l s e  th e y  be 
burned a t a  m en ta l s ta k e  to d a y  e v en  
as they w ere b u rn ed  on p ile s  o f  rea l 
brushwood in  p a st a g e s .

Few h ave d ared  to  c o n fe s s  th a t  
first “ illo g ica l,"  w o e fu lly  u n sc ien 
tific, y e t a s to n ish in g ly  a ccu ra te  in 
tuition or “ leap  o f th e  im a g in a tio n ” 
which cap tu red , (or  d id  it  m ere ly  
receive?) th e  b r ie f ly  g lim p sed  v is 
ion that la ter  h a r n e sse d  e le m e n ts  or 
became a  “ s c ie n t if ic  th o u g h t."

Here is a n  e d u c tiv e  th o u g h t w h ich  
I have sp en t th ir ty  y ea rs  in  v e r ify 
ing: The p a st is  th e  m em o ry  o f  the  
body or m ind . T h e fu tu r e  is  th e  
Memory o f th e S ou l.

The p resen t m o m en t is  th e  fu l
crum b etw een  th e  p a st a n d  th e  fu 
ture— th at m o m en t o f  a c t iv ity  th a t  
records th e  f lo w  o f  t h e  pen. T hat 
which h as b een , b eco m e a  m em ory, 
now flow s a s  th e  in k : a c t iv e  u n til 
|t drops. T h en  i t  to o  is  bu t a 
memory," h a v in g  record ed  th at 

"bich on ce , an d  but fo r  a m om ent, 
"us the fu lcru m  o f  o u r  life .

The fu tu r e  is  th e  “ m em o ry ” o f  the  
soul. W h en ev er  tho  so u l su cceed s in 
expressing it s e lf ,  it  la prophetic. 
The so u l’s  s e n s e  o f co n sc io u sn ess  so
far as w e a re  con cern ed  in th is  life  
is that fu s io n  o f a l l  th e  sen ses , that

sy n th e tic  and  in sta n ta n eo u s com pre
h en sio n  w hich  has been  term ed , (n o t  
a lto g e th e r  c lea r ly  or f it t in g ly )  “ In
tu itio n ."  W hen  th e  so u l speaks, 
th erefo re , it  is  li te r a lly  th e  “ V oice  
o f T om orrow ’,” as I have been  ab le  
to  prove to m any o th e r s  a s  w e ll as 
m y se lf, not a lo n e  by m ak in g  prophe
c ies  w h ich  h a v e  com e to  pass, but 
by a w a k en in g  th e  so u ls  o f o th ers to  
th o se  f le e t in g  " m em ories"  w hich  
h a v e n ever  “h ap p en ed ” but w hich  
la ter  com e to  pass.

T he so u l is th a t w hich  p erp etu ates  
it s e lf .  It is th e  life  and  fe r t il ity  o f 
th e  seed . It is th a t w hich  no lon ger  
ex is ts  in  th e  gra in  o f w h ea t that  
h as been  b o iled . It is  th a t w h ich  
h a s produced  w h ea t from  th e  seed  
o f w h ea t for  m illio n s o f years, in 
stea d  o f  b ran ch in g  o ff  in to rye or 
barley . A re n o t the fu tu re  gen era
tio n s  a ll conta ined  in the grain  w e  
plant tod ay?  T his p o ten tia lity  in  
m an is  th e  m em ory o f h is sou l, 
w hich  is  th e  fu tu re  rather than  the  
p ast. A nd th is  brings us face to  
face w ith  th e  m ystery o f “T im e" and  
“ E tern ity ,"  th a t the past and the  
fu tu re  are not “ou t o f existence,"  
but the forw ard  and backw ard of 
a n o th er  d irection , a fourth  d im en
s io n . In th is  th o u g h t w e can under
stand  th e  stra n g e  u tterance o f Jesus, 
" B efo re  A braham  w as, I AM .” W e  
can und erstan d  also the rea lity  of 
th e  fu tu re  to  th e  prophets; and in  
th is , a s  I  sh a ll continue to dem on
stra te , is in d isp u tab le  evidence w hich  
sc ien se  can n ot refu te , o f the im m or
ta lity  o f th e  hum an soul.

A s a w ord, In tu ition  does not in 
it s e lf  su g g est, as a ll w ords shou ld , 
its proper rela tion sh ip  in the trin ity  
of id eas w here i t  belongs. In tu ition  
is  to  sou l w hat in stin ct is to  body 
(o r  a n im a l) , and w’hat the sen ses  
are to that sen tim en t sp ir it w hich re-

An In stinctive person is m otivated  
by th e  past. H e does w hat he does, 
an d  reacts as he reacts, because o f  
“ Y esterd a y .” An in tu itiv e  person is 
m o tiv a ted  by “ Tom orrow." W hat he 
d oes tod ay  is  the e ffect rather than  
th e  cau se o f w hat is go in g  to happen. 
T he end, the fu ture rea lity  w hich is 
at p resen t but a m ental seed , in d is
tin g u ish a b le  to m ost, (in  som e, 
m a n ifestin g  as d es ire ) , is th e  d irect 
ca u se  of th e  presen t actions w hich  
bring  about its  ow n fu lfillm en t in 
the w orld  o f “ m atter" or even ts .

“ T oday” , for such a person is  not 
th e  e ffe c t  of yesterday, but o f To
m orrow . T oday was th e  cause o f  
yesterd a y ; tom orrow  the ca u se  of to 
day, rather than vice versa. And 
b etw een  in stin ct and in tu ition , (Y es
terday an d  T om orrow ), is  the in te l
lec t w h ich  reacts to  and d ea ls w ith  
th e  presen t. In stin ct is the vo ice  o f 
th e  an im al; in te llec t of th e  m an, and  
in tu itio n  o f  D eity  through th a t spark  
o f  I tse lf  w hich is the ind ividual h u 
m an sou l.

In tu itio n  has been from  th e  daw n  
o f h istory , Is today, and w ill con tin u e  
to  be the fa cu lty  of “R evelation ,"  
th e  m eans o f com m union w ith  th e  
C reative pow er, th e  C entral C harg
in g  S ta tion , th e  litera l F ath er  o f our  
so u l, w hich  is en titled  to be referred  
to as “H im " if  w e d ig n ify  ou rselves, 
th e  o ffsp rin g , by the pronoun w hich  
im p lies In te llig en ce , (M em ory, V o li
tion  and U n d ersta n d in g ). A nd w ho  
is  to  say  th a t the roots are not th e  
b lossom s, or th a t a personal God is  
not a u n iversa l one? W h eth er  or 
n o t w e  ca ll H im  “ God" is  n o t so  
v ita l a s  th e fact. And " P ra y er” is  
the n am e w e have g iven  b lin d ly  to  
th e  incubatory  ex ercise  o f th is  organ  
o f  con sc iou sn ess , th is  in fa n t O m nis
c ien ce  o f our d iv in e ap p ren ticesh ip , 
th e  sou l, to  w hich  th e  sp ir it o f in d i
v id u a l p erso n a lity  is th e  e g g -sh e ll,  
and N atu re th e  brood in g , c lu ck in g  
H en th a t en com p asses our in cu b a 
tion  u n til w e h atch  and th row  o ff  
our sh e ll— an a c t w h ich  m en ca ll 
“ D eath ,"  but w h ich  is  th e  o n ly  ju s t i 
fica tio n  for  a ll th a t preceded  it.
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