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PREFACE

Some years ago the writer began to study “Science and
Health with a Key to the Scriptures” in the spirit of Chris-
tian fairness, determined if the cult was found worthy, to
defend it, and if convinced that the book was heretical,. to
expose it.

This investigation resulted in the preparation of four
lectures, which were delivered from the pulpit in the Mulkey
Memorial Church of the City of Fort Worth. Subsequently
these lectures were extended in scope and published in the
“Medical Courier Journal” of this city, edited by Kent Kib-
bie, M. D., in a series of articles, then reprinted in pamphlet
form. Unfortunately, the proof was not corrected, and of
course there were many typographical errors which, in some
instances, destroyed the sense of the paragraph.

This called for a revision of the tractate, resulting in the
book herewith offered to the public. This book is predicated
upon “Science and Health with a Key to the Scriptures,”
“Miscellaneous Writings,” and “Retrospection and Introspec-
tion” by Mrs. Mary Baker (. Eddy. These books contain
the doctrines of Christian Science; in fact, the first named
is the text book of the sect—their Bible—being supreme au-
thority. Mrs. Eddy’s writings are scrappy, illogical, inco-

. herent, mythical, incongruous and ambiguous to such an ex-
+  tent that it takes much study to develop an intelligent com-
. prehension from this heterogeneous mixing of words.

In order to avoid the charge of garbling and misrepre-
sentation the writer has quoted extensively from Mrs. Eddy’s
pen. The passages cited are taken from different parts of

the books reviewed and collated on the various phases of her
3
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4 Preface

doctrine treated in this book. The author has striven to ac-
complish three definite purposes; first, to present a clear
analysis of Christian Science so-called, that the reader need
not stop to read through the conglomerated mass of tautology
and redundancy contained in the writing of Mrs. Eddy to
ascertain what Christian Science really is; second, to refute
effectually every claim advanced by Mrs. Eddy; and third, to
answer the contention of Christian Scientists and at the
same time to present a succinct orthodox statement on the
various biblical doctrines herein defended.

In accomplishing this task “Science and Health with a
Key to the Scriptures” and the Bible have been chiefly re-
lied upon; but a number of books have been consulted more
or less. Among these there should be mentioned: “The
World’s Parliament of Religion;” “Faith Healing, Chris-
tian Science and Kindred Phenomena” by Dr. Buckely; “The
Law of Psychic Phenomena” by Hudson ; “Religion and Med-
icine” by Worcester, McComb, Coriat; “Searchlights on
Christian Science,” which is a symposium by ten writers;
“Practical Lessons in Hypnotism,” by W. W. Gook, A. M.,
M. D.; “Hypnotism As It Is,” by X. Lamotte Sage, Ph. D.,
LL. D.; “Mental Medicine,” by Rev. W. F. Evans; “Chris-
tian Science in the Light of the Holy Scriptures,” by Halder-
man; “Christian Science, Is It Safe?” by Whittaker; Mark
Twain on “Christian Science;” “The True History of Men-
tal Science,” by Julius A. Dresser; “The Philosophy of P.
P. Quimby,” by Anetta G. Dresser; “Health and the Inner
Life” by Horatio W. Dresser. “The Life of Mary B. G.
Eddy and History of Christian Science,” by Georgine Mil-
mine. All these books are adverse to Christian Science.

“The Life of Mary Baker G. Eddy,” by Sibyl Wilbur
has also been carefully read. Sibyl Wilbur appears as Mrs.
Eddy’s advocate and tries to explain the many charges
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Preface S

brought against her subject; but in fact, her book consists
of misrepresentations and perversions of facts. She brings
no supporting testimony to sustain the bare negations, or
mere affirmations with which her production abounds. Julius
A. Dresser and his wife, Anneta G. were patients of Dr.
Quimby when Mrs. Eddy put herself under his treatment at
Portland, Me. Mr. Dresser was Mrs. Eddy’s first teacher
of mental healing in connection with Quimby. Horatio W.
Dresser is the son of J. A. and Annetta G. Dresser. He re-
members Mrs. Eddy and all the circumstances connected
with her visits to Quimby. As will be observed these writers
are all followers of Quimby and therefore competent wit-
nesses respecting Quimby and his doctrine and Mrs. Eddy’s
relation thereto. Rev. W. F. Evans was also healed by Quim-
by and at once adopted his theory of healing and became
a follower of him. He was an author before going to Quim-
by and a man of considerable ability. The writer has used
every care to secure and present the facts and has sought
to get the most reliable information. Georgine Milmine’s
“Life of Mrs. Eddy” has been especially helpful in that
it furnishes direct testimony which will stand the test of
any court of justice. She went on the ground and not only
conversed with many people who had known Mrs. Eddy,
but some who had had dealings with her. She secured affi-
davits in some instances to support her statements.

The author has only one desire in presenting this book to
the public—the vindication of the truth and preservation of
the faith of the fathers. Among the followers of Mrs. Eddy
he has some warm personal friends. Doubtless, many em-
brace Christian Science before they understand what they
are going into; and when they once embrace the doctrine,
it becomes exceedingly difficult to dislodge them. That there
is a true scientific mental process of healing there can be
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6 Preface

no doubt. Evidently as the years go by mental medicine
will become more popular, but to the unbiased student
“Christian Science” must ever appear antagonistic to science
and religion.

The quotations from “Science and Health with a Key to
the Scriptures” found in this book refer to the two hundred
and seventh edition, published in 1901. When no book is
named but figures given, the reference is to “Science and
Health.” In quoting from Mrs. Eddy’s writings, I have fol-
lowed her verbatim. From time to time, new editions of
this book have been issued, all containing changes and re-
arrangements of chapters, changes confusing to readers who
may undertake to find passages cited by different critics.
This book is submitted to the public not for its literary
value, but as a true statement of the history involved and
as a faithful analysis of Christian Science; and it is sent
forth with the earnest desire that it may meet the de-
mands of the hour.

AUTHOR.
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“Beloved, believe not every spirmi, but try the spirits
whether they are of God because many false phophets are
gone out inio the world.”. 1 John 4:1.

“Is 1t insanity to believe that Christian Scientism 1s des-
tined to make the most formidable show that any new religion
has made tn the world since the birth and spread of Mo-
hammedanism, and that within a century from now it may
stand second to Rome only, in numbers and power in Chris-
tendom . If this is a wild dream it will not be easy to prove
1t so just yet, I thaink.” Mark Twain’s Christian Science, p. 49

“Is 1t tume for regular Christianity to get alarmedf Or
shall reqular Christiamily smile a smile and turn over and
take another nap? Won't it be wise and proper for regular
Christianity to do the old way, the customary way, the
historical way—Ilock the stable door after the horse i3 gone$”
—Mark Twain’s Christian Science, p. 95.
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Christian Science Exposed

CHAPTER 1.
LiFre or MARY MoORSE BAKER GLOVER PATTERSON EDDY.

On the 16th day of July, 1821, in the village of Bow,
N. H., Mary Baker made her advent into the world, in some
particulars the most remarkable woman who has come upon
the stage of action in recent years. She was born with a frail
body, in obscurity, in a home of moderate means and without
culture. Early in young womanhood, she was by fortuitous
circumstances reduced to abject poverty and made a pen-
sioner upon the liberality of relatives. Although a helpless
invalid and without an income even to meet the returning de-
mands of life, yet she has become a millionaire of more than
national fame. Others would have failed where she has suc- .
ceeded. In accounting for her success many things are to
“be considered. The first and chief of which is the credulity
of a certain class of people, who are ready to embrace. any-
thing-that is new, especially should it contain an element
of mysticism.
~ Mary, as she was called in the family home, was the
youngest of six children, three sons and three daughters; she
was the petted and spoiled member of the household. Her
education was limited; she was not fond of books, but self-
assertive and presumptious. Mrs. Eddy says: “My father
was taught to believe that my brain was too large for my
body and so kept me much out of school. . ... At ten years of
age I was as familiar with Lindley Murray’s Grammar as
with the Westminster catechism; and the latter I had to re-

peat every Sunday. My favorite studies were Natural Phi-
15
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16 Christian Science Exposed.

losophy, Logie, and Moral Science. From my bro.her Al-
bert I received lessons in the ancient tongues, Hebrew, Greek,
Latin. After my discovery of Christian Science, most of the
knowledge I had gleaned from schoolbooks vanished like a
dream.” (R. & 1. p. 20.) If we were to accept the first part
of this statement as true, the latter part we can not accept
without the most conclusive proof, which is totally absent;
and the writer after carefully studying the character of Mrs.
Eddy can not accept any statement she makes without ex-
trinsic evidence.

Georgine Milmine says, “The writer has talked with
scores of Mary Baker’s contemporaries in the New Hemp-
shire villages where she lived.” (G. M. P. 15). This wit-
ness, having had opportunity to converse with the early con-
temporaries of Mrs. Eddy and to look minutely into Mrs.
Eddy’s early history, must be regarded as a competent wit-
ness. This consideration gives weight to the following ex-
tracts: :

“As Mary grew older she was sent to district school with
her sisters, but only for a few days at a time, for she was
subject from infancy to convulsive attacks of a hysterical
nature” (G. M. p. 12). Her father moved from Bow in
1836 near to a place now called Tilton. Her old schoolmates
say that she was indolent and spent her time lolling in her
seat or scribbling on her slate and apparently was incapable
of concentration or continuous thought. ‘I remember Mary
Baker very well, said one of her classmates, now living in
Tilton. ‘She began to come fo district school in the early
summer of 1836. I recollect her very distinctly because she
sat just in front of me, and because she was such a big girl
to be in our class. 1 was only nine, but I helped her with
her arithmetic when she needed help. We studied Smith’s
Grammar and ciphered by ourselves in Adam’s New Arith-
metic, and when she left school in three or four weeks we
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Christian Science Ezposed. 17

had both reached long division. She left on account of sick-
ness.’ ” (G. M. pp. 16, 17). “Mrs. Eddy’s schoolmates are
not able to reconcile her story with their own recollections.
They declare frankly that they do not believe Albert Baker
taught her Hebrew, Greek and Latin.”- (G. M. p. 18).

Her lack of education is the more apparent when it is
understood that Mrs. Eddy’s manuscript required much cor-
recting on the part of editors and printers to make it intelli-
gent to the reader. In 1885, Rev. James H. Wiggins, a Uni-
tarian clergyman, became literary sponsor for Mrs. Eddy
and revised the manuscript for the 1886 addition of S. & H.,
which be largely rewrote. After stating the interview that
Ilev. Wiggins had with Mr. Calvin Fry, Mrs. Eddy’s secre-
tary, and later with Mrs. Eddy herself relative to the manu-
script, Georgine Milmine says, Mr. Wiggins sought a second
interview with “Mrs. Eddy and told her that he could do
nothing by merely correcting her manuscript; that to im-
prove it he would have largely to rewrite it. To his surprise
she willingly consented to this.” (G. M. p. 328). This ap-
pears to be well authenticated and is corroborated by a com-
parison with previous editions. The syntax of these editions
is so illy constructed as to render them almost unintelligible.

Mark Twain claims that Mrs. Eddy did not write “S. &
H.,” because she had not the ability to do so. He says “The
known and undisputed products of her pen are a formidable
witness against her. They do seem to me to prove, quite
clearly and conclusively, that writing, upon even simple sub-
jects, is a difficult labor for her; that she has never been
able to write anything above third-rate English; that she is
weak in the matter of grammar; that she has but a rude and
dull sense of the value of words; that she so lacks in the
matter of literary precision that she can seldom put a
thought into words that express it lucidly to the reader and
leave no doubts in his mind as to whether he has rightly
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18 Christian Science Ezposed.

understood or not; that she cannot even draft a Preface that
a person can fully comprehend, nor one which can by any
art be translated info a fully understandable form; that she
can seldom inject into a Preface even single sentences whose
meaning is uncompromisingly clear—yet Prefaces are her
specialty, if she has one. Mrs. Eddy’s known and undis-
puted writings are very limited in bulk; they exhibit no
depth, no analytical quality, no thought above a school com-
position size, and but juvenile ability in handling thoughts
of even that modest magnitude. She has a fine commercial
ability, and could govern a vast railway system in great
style; could draft a set of rules that Satan himself would
say could not be improved on—for devilish effectiveness—
by his staff; but we know, by our excursions among the
Mother Church’s By-laws, that their English would dis-
credit the deputy baggage-smasher. I am quite sure that
Mrs. Eddy cannot write well upon any subject, even a com-
mercial one.” (Pp. 288, 289.)*

Mrs. Eddy and her biographer, Sibyl Wilbur, would tax
our credulity by extravagant statements of Mrs. Eddy’s early
piety, their object being of course to impress the susceptible
with the thought that Mary was peculiarly a child of destiny—
to the intelligent reader such twattle is silly. Mrs. Eddy
says, “Many peculiar circumstances and events connected
with my childhood throng the chambers of memory. For
some twelve months, when I was about eight years old, I re-
peatedly heard a voice calling me distinctively by name, three
-limes in an ascending scale.” She proceeds to give a de-
tailed account of this incident, how her mother finally read
to her the story “of little Samuel” and instructed her to
answer as did he and that having done so “Never again to
the material senses was that mysterious call repeated.” (Ret.
and Intro., p. 19.) She says, “At the age of twelve I was

*See Appendix. A.
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Christian  Science Ezposed. 19

admitted to the Congregationalist (Trinitarian) Church. . ..
My father’s relentless theology emphasized belief in a final
Judgment Day, in the danger of endless punishment, and in
a Jehovah merciless toward unbelievers.” In this connection
she claims to be narrating what occurred between her and
her father pending her reception into the Church. She
speaks of how she revolted at such horrible doctrines, how
she disputed with the pastor when he expounded the usual
questions, how she stood her ground; then she adds, “He
received me into their communion, and my protest along
with me.” (Retro. & Intro., pp. 22-25).

Mrs. Eddy framed her story evidently to impress the
reader, that her history furnished a parallel with both
Samuel and Christ. Her historian repeats these stories and
expatiates upon them. Unfortunately for the Eddyites there
appears a discrepancy in dates, between Mrs. Eddy’s own
statement and that of Sibyl Wilbur her apologist who says:
“However, it was not until the age of seventeen that she was
united with the Congregational Church.” (Life of Mrs.
Eddy, p. 31.) The question arises, why should Mrs. Eddy’s
great admirer, a writer who exalts her subject to the altitude
of a spotless Saint, publish in cold type the statement of a
fact, which contradicts the printed statements of Mrs. Eddy?
The explanation is at hand. George milmine wrote a
geries of articles on Christian Science which were published
in the McClure’s Magazine from 1907 to 1908, and which
have been revised and published in book form. On the
twentieth page of this book can be found the following:
“The official record bearing on this point, taken from the
clerk’s book of the Tilton Congregational Church, is as fol-
lows: 1838, July 26th, Received into this Church, Stephen
Grant, Esq., John Gilly and his wife, Hannah, Mrs. Susan
French, wife of William French, Miss Mary A. M. Baker,
by profession, the two former receiving the ordinance of
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20 Christian Sctence Ezxposed.

baptism. Greenough McQuestion, Scribe.” Mrs. Eddy was
born July 16th, 1821; so her apologist was obliged to admit
when confronted with the record that Mrs. Eddy had misrep-
resented the date of her admission into the Church. Let it
be understood that Sibyl Wimbur’s Life of Mrs. Eddy was
copyrighted in 1907-1908 by the writer, and while not osten-
sibly a reply to Georgine Milmine’s Life of Mrs. Eddy, yet it
12 covertly such. The reader will soon learn to question
every thing that Mrs. Eddy says of a remarkable nature
which tends to attest her high claim of piety, wisdom and
divinity.

In considering Mrs. Eddy’s traits of character from child-
hood to old age, we are forced to view her in any other aspect
than that of probity, sincerity, integrity, veracity, not to
mention piety. Note the discrepancy of five years in Mrs.
Eddy’s positive statement, that she disputed with the Con-
gregational minister on doctrinal points when she was re-
ceived into that church at the age of twelve, and the record
which proves she was seventeen years of age. S. Wilbur tries
to make it appear that the minister propounded the ques-
tions when Mrs. Eddy was twelve years old, but she was not
received into the Church until five years later. The attempt
is a failure, however, and Mrs. Eddy stands condemned by
the record.

From childhood, Mrs. Eddy presented an air of vanity
and sought to be peculiarly different in mannerism from
other people. She was fond of boasting of her own endow-
ments and achievements and of “blue blood.” She exhibited
a striking vanity for dress and the adjustment of her hair,
that ringlets might be conspicuous and such outward ostenta-
tions as made her unpopular among the girls. Georgine
Milmine enters into detail in depicting her traits of character,
learning the same from Mrs. Eddy’s former schoolmates with
whom she conversed. Along with an indomitable will she
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Christian Science Ezposed. 21

possessed a bad temper which she has exhibited throughout
life. She inherited her iron will from her father, who is
said to have been inexorable in his purposes. Mrs. Eddy’s
outbursts of temper often terminated in nervous paroxyms,
or “fits.” When she could not carry her point otherwise, she
found hysteria an efficient means in accomplishing her pur-
pose.

“These attacks, which continued until very late in Mrs.
Eddy’s life, have been described to the writer by many eye-
witnesses, some of whom have watched by her bedside and
treated her in Christian Science for her affliction. At times
the attack resembled convulsions. Mary fell headlong to
the floor, writhing and screaming in apparent agony. Again
she dropped as if lifeless, and lay limp and motionless, until
restored. At other times she became rigid like a cataleptic
and continued for a time in a state of suspended animation.
At home the family worked over her and the doctor was
sent for, and Mary invariably recovered rapidly after a few
hours. . . . .. Outside the family, Mary’s spells did not
inspire the same anxiety. The unsympathetic called them
‘tantrums,” . . . .. and declared that she used her nerves to
get her own way ..... (her father) Mark Baker, came to
gshare this neighborhood opinion in later years. . . ... A
neighbor, passing the house one morning, stopped at Mark’s
gate and inquired why Mary, who was at that moment rush-
ing wildly up and down the second-story piazza, was so ex-
cited ; to which Mark replied bitterly: ‘The Bible says Mary
Magdalene had seven devils, but our Mary has got ten!”
(Gen. Mil., pp. 21, 22.)

Doubtless Mrs. Eddy was of a mercurial temperament,
with highly wrought nerves which were more or less abnor-
mal, so as to render her almost intolerant to contradiction or
opposition, and this characteristic obtained with her through-
out life. Mrs. Eddy’s apologist does not deny that the re-
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port did obtain that Mary had a bad temper, but she seeks
to limit the allegation to one particular occasion and to the
subject of religion. “The silly gossip of the world reported
that she would not study her catechism. They said that
Mary had a high temper for all her learning. . .. .. They
even said that Mr. Baker had reported in his anguish to his
clergyman, ‘If Mary Magdalene had seven devils, our Mary
has ten.”” (Syb. Wilbur, p. 30). Instead of Mrs. Eddy’s
defender producing evidence to refute the charge of bad
temper, she acknowledges that Mr. Baker is reported to have
made the remark imputed to him. Mrs. Eddy’s last hus-
band confided to Mrs. Rice, who was at that time a staunch
Christian Scientist, that he did “not believe that God Al-
mighty could please his wife.”

In pursuing Mrs. Eddy’s history, the question arises why
did she change her boarding place so often for several years
following the year 1864? The solution of the question will
be found in Mrs. Eddy’s bad temper, and her disposition to
dominate even to the extent of interrupting the marital rela-
tion in families. It is important to investigate this question.
Mr. H. S. Crafts was one of Mrs. Eddy’s first students and
the first one to begin to practice the Quimby theory of mental
healing ; his card bears the date May 13, 1867, at which time
he began to practice in Taunton. He worked in a shoe factory
at the time Mrs. Eddy first met him at a boarding house in
Lynn. She soon succeeded in getting him interested in
Quimby’s theory; for at this time Quimbyism was the chief
topic of her conversation. Crafts was a spiritualist and was
much interested in psychic phenomena. When he returned
to his home in East Stoughton, he invited Mrs. Eddy to
come to his home and teach him Quimby’s method of heal-
ing. This she did and, as was usual with her, she created
trouble in the family. Ira Holmes was Mrs. Crafts’ brother.
In Georgine Millmine’s Life of Mrs. Eddy is to be found a
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lengthy affidavit made by Mr. Holmes before Geo. O. Went-
worth, Notary Publie, Feb. 7th, 1907, in Stoughton, Mass.,
from which the following is taken: “While Mrs. Patterson
lived in the house of Mr. and Mrs. Crafts, she caused trouble
in the household, and urged Mr. Crafts to get a bill of di-
voree from his wife, Mary Crafts. The reason that Mrs. Pat-
terson gave for urging Mr. Crafts to divorce his wife was,
that Mrs. Crafts stood in the way of the success of Mr. Crafts
and Mrs. Patterson in the healing business. Mrs. Crafts,
my sister, was gentle, kind, and patient, and in no way
merited Mrs. Patterson’s dislike of her.” (Geo. Mil,, pp.
113, 114).

Turning to Mrs. Eddy’s apologist, we find her statements
increase our suspicion. She says, “The wanderings of the
next few years need not have occurred, but for those inherent
traits deep in human nature which show themselves as jeal-
ousy, envy, and resentment. Perfectly natural as an exhibi-
tion of human nature was the gradual revelation of Mrs.
Crafts’ state of mind. She resented playing the role of
Martha in this household. . . . . . Mrs. Crafts’ jealousy
which was only increased as the days drifted by and the life
they all lived was shown to be without blame. . . . .. Her
jealousy may be regarded as natural by many, but it was cer-
tainly most unfortunate in that it presently cut off the de-
velopment of her hushand’s work, and broke the continuity
of Mary Baker’s. . .. .. But doubting relatives filled
Mrs Crafts with dissatisfaction and suspicion. . . ... It
brought about strained relations in the household and made a
new adjustment of conditions necessary.” (S. W., pp. 162,
165).

Let the reader note that Mrs. Eddy’s defender, Sibyl Wil-
bur does not in any way controvert the oath of Mr. Ira
Holmes, brother of Mrs. Crafts; but on the contrary she ad-
mits the disturbance and that strained relations were
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brought about “in the household” by Mrs. Eddy, which she
attributes to Mrs. Crafts’ jealousy and finally to “doubting
relatives” who “filled Mrs. Crafts with dissatisfaction and
suspicion.” The fact is S. Wilbur had a difficult problem
before her; and in seeking to solve it, she increased the sus-
picion contained in the Holmes’ testimony.* No doubt
Mrs. Craft’s jealousy was- natural as suggested above, but
Sibyl Wilbur finds a solution of the frequent removals
of Mrs. Eddy and the rumors which reflected on her
moral character. She says. “Mrs. Eddy has told the
author that her frequent removals during this period from
one residence to another was due to the revolutionary char-
acter of her teachings. ... .. It was to the simple minded
that she was constrained to address herself, and to the
simplest society. How these uneducated and simple folk were
variously wrought upon to receive and reject her compels
the narration of many painful episodes. Of these Mary
Baker was not unduly mindful.” (S. W., p. 176).

This is an explanation that does not explain. To base
these “painful episodes” upon the “uneducated and simple
folk” cannot account for the stern facts of history which
reflect upon the character of Mrs. Eddy.

We next find Mrs. Eddy at the home of Captain Nathaniel
Webster, who resided at Amesbury, Mass.; this was in the
autumn of 1867. It appears that she here found congenial
companionship for a season with Mrs. Webster, who was a
Spiritualist medium and a kind, benevolent woman. Mr.
William R. Ellis was at this time living in New York with
three motherless children, his wife, who was the daughter of
Mr. and Mrs. Webster having died. In February, 1907, Mary
Ellis Bartlett, a daughter of Ellis and a granddaughter of
Captain and Mrs. Webster, appeared before Herbert P.
Sheldon, Notary Public of the City of Boston, Mass., and

#See Appendix B.
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made a lengthy statement under oath concerning Mrs. Eddy
with reference to the Quimby controversy. In this statement
there is an account of her ejection from the Webster home,
from which I beg to submit the following: “Our family had
always spent the summer school vacation at my grandparents’
home in Amesbury, Mass., and when it was time to leave New
York, my father always went to Amesbury in advance of the
rest of us, in order to ciear my grandmothers’ house of
broken-down Spiritualists and such persoms. . . . .. My
father, upon first seeing Mrs. Glover in the house, * had
told my grandmother that she, Mrs. Glover, should not be
permitted to remain. ... .. My grandmother, upon being
urged by my father and grandfather to dismiss Mrs. Glover,
at last told her that she was no longer welcome and ordered
her to go away. Mrs. Glover ignored my grandmother’s re-
quest and continued to live in the house. . . . . . Failing
to succeed in getting Mrs. Glover to leave the house, my
grandmother sent for my father. He arrived in the early
evening of the following Saturday. When grandmother had
told him of the trouble and how Mrs. Glover refused to go
away, she asked my father to see if he could not make Mrs.
Glover leave the house. My father commanded Mrs. Glover to
leave, and when she steadfastly refused to go, he had her
trunk dragged from the room and.set it outside the door, and
insisted upon her also going out the door, and when she was
outside he closed the door and locked it.” (Geo. Mil., pp. 116,
117.) Sibyl Wilbur comes again to the defence of Mrs.
Eddy and gives an account of the incident from Mrs. Eddy’s
view-point; she says in part, “In Sardonic reminiscence the
son has related that in spite of his mother’s protests he drag-
ged Mrs. Glover’s trunk out upon the front veranda, ejected
her into the night and storm, and locked the door upon

*After Mrs. Eddy separated from Dr. Patterson, she resumed the name of
her former husband—Glover.
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her .. ... As a matter of fact the incident did mnot
occur as related by descendants of the family. There was
cause for much offense, but the cause decidedly lay not with
Mrs. Glover. She left the house of her own volition, left it
with the same composure that she had first entered it. And
her leaving was justifiable.” (S. W., pp. 178, 179.) It is
apparent that the two witnesses agree as to the main facts,
to-wit: That Mrs. Glover did stop for a time at Captain
Webster’s, that there was ground for offence and that Mrs.
Glover left. - The reader in making up his verdict will dif-
ferentiate between the assertion on the one side and affidavit
on the other.

Mrs. Eddy spent about two years in Stoughton at the
home of Mr. Wentworth, whose wife studied the Quimby
philosophy under Mrs. Eddy. A married son, whose name
was Horace T. Wentworth, often wvisited the home of his
parents; also a niece of the Wentworth’s, whose name is now
Mrs. Catherine I. Clapp, was constantly in and out of the
house; so that these two were perfectly conversant with the
family affairs. Things moved on smoothly for a season in
the Wentworth home, for Mrs. Eddy could render herself
exceedingly agreeable, even fascinating, when she so desired.
Finally a breech occurred between Mr. Wentworth and Mrs.
Eddy. Georgine Milmine says, “Mr. Wentworth was indig-
nant because Mrs. Glover had attempted to persuade his wife
to leave him and go away with her and practice the Quimby
treatment. After this Mrs. Glover’s former kindly feeling to-
ward the family seemed to disappear.” Her conduct was
such that the Wentworth’s felt impelled to dismiss her. H.
T. Wentworth made oath to a statement Feb. 9th, 1907 in
Broughton, Mass., from which I quote the following: “Mrs.
Wentworth consulted a member of the family as to the best
way to bring about Mrs. Glover’s departure. By this time
my mother was almost in a state of terror regarding Mrs.
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Glover. She was so afraid of her that she hardly dared to
go to sleep at night.” (G. M., p. 124).

During the absence of the family, Mrs. Eddy left the
Wentworth home, and took the train for Amesbury without
giving notice of her departure. The family, returning at
night and not finding Mrs. Eddy, supposed that she had gone
to spend the night with a neighbor. They found the door to
Mrs. Eddy’s room locked; although they could hear nothing
from her, they hesitated for a time to force admittance. The
following account of the condition of the room is quoted from
Horace T. Wentworth’s affidavit referred to above: “A few
days after Mrs. Glover left, I and my mother went into the
room which she had occupied. We were the first persons to
enter the room after Mrs. Glover’s departure. We found
every breadth of matting slashed up through the middle, ap-
parently with some sharp instrument. We also found the
feather-bed all cut to pieces. We opened the door of a closet.
On the floor was a pile of newspapers almost entirely con-
sumed. On top of these papers was a shovelful of dead
coals. These had evidently been left upon the paper by the
last occupant. The only reasons they had not set the house
on fire evidently were because the closet door had been shut,
and the air of the closet so dead, and because the newspapers
were piled flat and did not readily ignite, were folded so tight
ir. other words, they would not blaze’. Mrs. Clapp in her
affidavit, substantiates this statement.” (Geo. Mil., p. 125).

No doubt the reader is desirous to know the explanation
submitted by Mrs. Eddy’s apologist, Sibyl Wilbur. She attri-
butes much of the trouble that Mrs. Glover encountered to
the habits of Mrs. Eddy, claiming, “She invariably mingled
with them and through them kept in touch with the world.
She had a great work to do; She was possessed of her pur-
pose like Paul the Apostle. . .. .. Of course, simple-minded
people who take life as it comes from day to day finds any one

Google



28 . Christean. . Science. Ezposed.

with so fixed an object in life a rebuke to the flow of their
own animal spirits.” From Georgine Milmine’s view-point,
Mrs. Eddy appeared in quite a different role, as may be seen
from the following extract: “Wherever she went, she took
her place as the guest of honor, and she consistently as-
sumed that she conferred favour by accepting hospitality.
She did not hesitate to chide and reprimand members of the
families she.visited, to criticise and interfere with the ad-
ministration of household affairs.” (p. 119.) No doubt this
answers the queshon “Why Mrs. Eddy shifted homes so
often.”

But back to the explanatlon of Mrs .Eddy’s apologist of
the Wentworth affair. In.describing the different members
of the family she says, “Horace was something of a scoffer,
without any leanings toward religious inquiry.  Horace
Wentworth, the scoffer, has in late years done more than
scoff at the memory of his mother’s guest. He has made
allegations of a grave nature against Mary Baker Eddy .. ...
The apparent foundation for such slanderous gossip is that
the children _playiiﬁg roughly in Mrs. Glover’s room tore the
matting with their heavy shoes, and some dead ashes were
laid on a newspaper to be removed with the rubbish . .. ..
But the scoffings of the son and the mimicry and mockery of
his cousin Kate (Mrs. Catherine Clapp) did create a discord
in the home which came to wear on Mrs. Glover’s mind.

. There seemed to be a hopeless division in the family
over her, her personality, her teaching, her interpretation of
the Bible.” (Sibyl Wilbur, pp. 186, 187).

After these remarks the apologist proceeds to say that
Mrs. Eddy just made up her mind to leave and that, “She
acquainted Mr. and Mrs. Wentworth with her intentions. . . . .
She was escorted to the train by the elder Mr. Wentworth.”

(p. 188).
In this instance, as in the others exa.mmed we have
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counter statements and must decide which side presents the
most plausible testimony. The witnesses all agree on the
main facts, to-wit: That Mrs. Eddy did stop for a time at
the home of the elder Wentworth, that there was trouble in
the family over the “personality” of Mrs. Eddy; that she
left; that the matting was rent; that some ashes were
found on a newspaper in Mrs. Eddy’s apartment after she
had gone. Sibyl Wilbur says the rents in the matting were
caused by the romping of the children. Mark you, there
were only three children, the eldest H. T. who was married,
Lucy the only daughter, who was about fourteen years of age,
and Charles about seventeen. “The dead ashes were laid on a
newspaper to be removed with the rubbish,” is a statement
contrary to all custom and cannot be true. No explanation is
offered respecting the cuts in the feather-bed. Sibyl Wilbur
in this instance puts her own word against the affidavits of
two reputable deponents.* This transaction occurred
sometime in the year of 1870. The affidavits referred
to in the foregoing were not made until sometime in
1907, Mr. H. T. Wentworth and Mrs. K. Clapp, having
grown old, could have no design except to subserve the
cause of truth. These instances connected with this par-
ticular phase of Mrs. Eddy’s biography, presents her as a
troublesome, intermeddling and illnatured woman.

Further evidence that Mrs. Eddy was through life a tur-
bulent character, and not the spotless saint worshipped by
her devotees, is given by her constant difficulties with her
students and her law suits. She entered into a contract with
Richard Kennedy in June, 1870, which was to continue for
three years. Kennedy was to practice healing and to divide
receipts with Mrs. Eddy, who was to teach and retain all
she made. They began their operations in Lynn.

Georgine Milmine says, “He [Kennedy] found that the

%See Appendix C.
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Quimby method was, like every other method of treating dis-
ease, limited in its scope, and urged Mrs. Glover to modify
her sweeping statements concerning its possibilities—which
greatly angered her. His common-sense rebelled when Mrs.
Glover told her students that she could hold her finger in the
flame of a candle without feeling pain, and her grim ambi-
tion rather repelled him. . . . . . Her tyranny in trivial
matters tried even his genial temper. .. ... On Thanksgiving
night of that year (1871) Mrs. Glover and Kennedy went to
Mrs. Dame’s new home to play cards. At the card-table
Kennedy and Mrs. Glover played against each other, Kennedy
and his partner playing, apparently, the better game. Mrs.
Glover, who could not endure to be beaten in anything, lost
her temper and declared that Richard had cheated.” ... ..
This gave offence to Kennedy. When they returned to their
home, Kennedy tore up the contract, threw it into the fire,
and told Mrs. Glover that he would not regard it any longer.
“Mrs. Glover threatened and entreated, but to no purpose,
and even when she fell to the floor in a swoon Kennedy was
not to be moved.” (G. M., pp. 152, 153). They did separ-
ate in a few months and Kennedy opened up an office of his
own in Lynn and had good success as a mental practitioner.
Mrs. Eddy’s advocate, Sibyl Wilbur claims that there was no
personal difference between Mrs. Eddy and Kennedy, but that
the difference was of doctrine. She says, “That Kennedy ac-
tually could not, or would not understand that a line of
cleaverage separated Mind Science from mesmerism. Mary
Baker now realized. . . ... This divergence of view, that cul-
minated in the severance of their relations, was developing
for several months.” (S. W., pp. 204, 205).

This is dodging the issue. There was no such difference
as Miss Wilbur indicates existing between them ; but Kennedy
had too much comon-sense to believe that Mrs. Eddy could
put her finger in the fire without pain. And because he
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dared to tell her that the Quimby method was limited in
scope, she became exceedingly angry. It was her fits of bad
temper and extravagant statements, not her doctrine in the
main, that caused the dissolution and separation. Up to the
time Kennedy left her, she taught and practiced manipula-
tion, the wetting of the hands in water and stroking the face
of the patient. Mr. Kennedy was a witness against Mrs.
Eddy in a suit which she brought against George H. Tuttle
and Chas. S. Stanley. The following is quoted from his
testimony: “She told me she had expelled Mr. Stanley from
the class. . ... that his faith in a personal God and prayer was
such that she could not overcome it—she used the word Baptist
in connection with him for he was a Baptist—but it was the
same with all creeds. So long as they believed in a personal
God and the response to prayer, they could not prosper in the
scientific religion—I performed the manipulation of Mr.
Stanley as follows: Mrs. Eddy requested me to rub Mr.
Stanley’s head and to lay special stress upon the idea that
there was no personal God, while I was rubbing him.” (G.
M., p. 145.) But when Kennedy left Mrs. Eddy, she had
to resort to some subterfuge to protect her interest against
Kennedy, who continued to practice just as Mrs. Eddy had
taught him. So she discontinued manipulation and de-
clared it was mesmerism. She denounced Kennedy as a
mesmerist. She became very bitter in her attitude towards
him. Even in her lectures to her pupils, she would consume
half her time in animadverting upon Kennedy’s ingratitude
and treachery.

E. H. Tuttle and Chas. S. Stanley entered into a contract
with Mrs. Eddy to receive instruction from her in mental
healing; this gave rise to a law-suit. The following is the
contract in part: “Lynn, Aug. 15, 1870. We, the under-
signed, do hereby agree in consideration of instruction and
manuscripts received from Mrs. Mary B. Glover, to pay one
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hundred dollars in advance and ten per cent annually, on the
income that we receive from practicing or teaching the
science. We also agree to pay her $1000.00 in case we do
not practise or teach the above mentioned science that she
taught us. (Signed)

L. H. Thuttle,

Chas. S. Stanley.
(Geo. Mil., p. 140).

As appears from the extract and from Kennedy’s testi-
mony given above, Mrs. Eddy soon dismissed Stanley from
her class. In 1879, Mrs. Eddy sued Tuttle and Stanley in the
Essex County, Mass., Court on breach of contract. The case
was tried before Judge Geo. F. Choate. The records show
the testimony of Stanley, Tuttle, Mrs. Eddy and Kennedy,
who was associated with Mrs. Eddy at the time. Stanley and
Tuttle were her former students. From page 140 to 146 in
the Life of Mrs. Eddy by G. M. can be found an interesting
account of this trial.

The writer submits brief extracts from the witnesses.
Stanley testified in part as follows: “She [Mrs. Eddy] said
she taught setting bones and obstetrics—she said she could
teach me in six weeks to be as good a phyiscian as any in the
City. She wanted $100. I said I was too poor and could
not pay—I left. My wife and I went again in the evening,
and she urged me—finally I paid her twenty-five dollars
advance. .. ... I asked her to postpone my lessons till, etc.—
She said you don’t require to eat in order to live. I said yes.
She said she had got so far she could live without eating.
She called me and Tuttle into a room, and showed me a
paper. When she asked us to sign, I objected. ..... I signed
the agreement. . . . . She turned me out of the class at the
end of three weeks. She told me I couldn’t practice her
method anyway because I was a Baptist—We were to have
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a six weeks course, and it was at the end of two weeks she
told me to leave.”

The following is taken from Tuttle’s testimony. “She,
[Mrs. Eddy] said he couldn’t be a success in this line so long
as he adhered to the Baptists faith. She said she could walk
on the water—Could live without eating—He (Stanley) dis-
puted with her—Offered to stand it without eating as long
as she, and she backed down—She was to enable us to heal all
diseases—bone-setting—obstetrics—and to treat everything
successfully. . . . . . She taught rubbing, putting hand in
water and upon the stomach, etc. She claimed that Stanley
must surrender the Baptist as every other creed.” The fol-
lowing is from Mrs. Eddy’s testimony: “Don’t recollect that
I said it would cure all diseases. I didn’t limit or unlimit it
« . ... I presume I intended him to understand that it was
a better method than any other. ... .. I did teach the laying
on of hands—not with power—I did teach manipulation in
Sixty-seven, Sixty-eight and Sixty-nine and in Seventy—I
ceased. I can’t tell the date—Can’t tell if Seventy, Seventy-
one.”

Judge Choate decided for the defendants. How
unjust it was for Mrs. Eddy to wundertake to dis-
tort money from a man on breach of contract when she
was wholly responsible for the breach. We are struck with
the wonderful things she claimed to be able to do. But com-
ment is unnecessary. S. Wilbur dismisses the incident with-
out reference to the law-suit. She says: “The controversial
Baptist affected the harmony of a class where other members
had risen above creed into the consideration of pure Christ-
ianity. His arguments recurred from day to day until
Stanley broke away from Mrs. Glover’s teaching. . . ... In-
deed she dismissed him for lack of teachableness.” (p 200).

George W. Barry a student, who claimed to have been
cured of consumption by Mrs. Eddy and who for a time was
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much devoted to her, addressing her as “Mother,” afterward
brought suit against her for services rendered, extending
through a period of five years; he got judgment against her
for a part of the amount claimed. This suit was brought in
the Spring of 1877.

Daniel H. Spofford became a student of Mrs. Eddy in
April, 1875. He became at once an enthusiastic follower,
and a successful practitioner as he was of such a turn of
mind that he could easily imbibe Mrs. Eddy’s vagaries. At
an early date Mrs. Eddy employed him to take charge of
her publishing interests and push the sale of her books. To
bring out the first edition of “Science and Health,” pub-
lished in 1875, it was necessary to borrow money to pay the
publishers. This Mrs. Eddy did. Two of her students, Miss
Elizabeth Newhall and George Barry, let her have $1500.00.
But Mrs. Eddy made so many changes in the proof after the
plates were cast that the cost of the edition was increased to
$2,200, which was paid by the above named parties. The
price of the book was $2.25 at first, but the sale dragged and
the price was reduced to one dollar. A coldness sprang up
between Mrs. Eddy and Spofford, which was increased when
Spofford closed out the sale of the books and turned over six
hundred dollars to Barry and Miss Newhall. Mrs. Eddy
claimed the money should have been turned in to her to be
invested in another edition. On the contrary, Spofford con-
tended it legitimately belonged to the parties who advanced
the money. “Mr. Barry and Miss Newhall lost over fifteen
hundred dollars on the edition, and Mr. Spofford paid out
five hundred dollars of his own money for advertising and
personal expenses, besides giving his time for several months.
Mrs. Eddy made no effort to reimburse them.” (G. M., p.
233). The disagreement between Mrs. Eddy and Spofford
increased and resulted in Spofford’s expulsion from the
Christian Science Association in January, 1878.
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Mrs. Eddy taught her followers that there was no such
thing as devotion to revealed truth which did not include de-
votion to the revelator. She was impatient of any contradic-
tion and when any one of her students questioned her judg-
ment she would reply, “I am wisdom and this revelation is
mine,” and this was the end of controversy. When any one
of the Christian Scientists broke with Mrs. Eddy she charged
them with immorality and on this charge expelled them from
the Association. There was no way to avoid this. She would
not permit a member to withdraw honorably and in peace.
They had to submit to expulsion.

A bill was filed in the Supreme Judicial Court at Salem
in 1878 charging Mr. Spofford with practicing witcheraft
upon Lucretia L. S. Brown of Ipswich, who was one of Mrs.
Eddy’s disciples. Miss Brown was under the treatment of
Miss Dorcas Ransom and when she grew worse, Miss Ransom
appealed to Mrs. Eddy for advice. She declared that it was
Spofford’s mesmeric influence over Miss Brown that neutral-
ized the healing efficacy exercised by Miss Ransom, for Mrs.
Eddy had previously charged Spofford with practicing ani-
mal magnetism. She had imbibed as strong hatred for Spof-
ford as she had for Kennedy. Mrs. Eddy had a number of
her students to take up Spofford mentally and often for two
hours at a time, mentally suggest that he had no power to
heal and must cease to practice. These people actually lived
in dread of mesmeric power. Mrs. Eddy’s attorney declined
to represent the prosecution, therefore it devolved upon a
student of Mrs. Eddy, Edmond I. Arens, to do so. On the
14th of May, 1878, the Supreme Judicial Court opened in
Salem. Mrs. Eddy attended and was much interestel in the
trial. The case came before Judge Horace Gray. Mr. Spof-
ford was represented by Attorney Noyes who filed a demur-
rer, sustained by the judge, who declared “with a smile that
it was not within the power of the Court to control Mr.
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Spofford’s mind.” This was an instance of history repeating
itself, for it was at Salem two hundred years ago people were
tried for witcheraft. So it is but one step from Christian
Science to Witchcraft. Indeed, if Mrs. Eddy’s teaching is
true, that an enemy can retard our business, defeat our pur-
poses, bring distress and sickness upon us—in other words,
put a spell upon us, what consitutes the difference between
such & doctrine and witcheraft?

Mrs. Eddy, previous to this suit had sued Mr. Spofford
for a claim of tuition and a royalty on his practice. Com-
menting on the above occurrence Sibyl Wilbur says: “Nor
was Mrs. Eddy at all surprised at the decision of the judge
that it was not in the power of the court to control Mr. Spof-
ford’s mind. ‘Most certainly it was not in the power of the
court,” Mrs. Eddy declared to her students. She rebuked
them severely.” (p. 242). Why rebuke the students? She
alone was responsible for bringing the suit. Mrs. Eddy
sued Kennedy for past tuition, but lost the suit. Mr. Spof-
ford had been one of Mrs. Eddy’s most efficient and trusted
students, but after he left her she denounced him, expelled
him from the Association, persecuted him, and she and her
followers did many things to discredit him. He was called a
mesmerist, and was accused of exercising an adverse power
over Mrs. Eddy and her students, and they treated against
his mental power. '

“By this time Mrs. Eddy’s hatred for Mr. Spofford had
reached the acute stage, where it kept her walking the floor
at night, declaring that Spofford’s mind was pursuing and
bullying hers, and that she could not shake it off. Mr.
Eddy, a helpless spectator of his wife’s misery, used to de-
clare that the man ought to be punished for persecuting her,
and he believed that Spofford’s mind was on their track night
and day, seeking to break down Mrs. Eddy’s health, to get
their property away from them and to overthrow the move-
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ment.” (G. M., p. 250). Mr. Eddy suffered greater torture
from the dread of the mesmerist than did Mrs. Eddy, if
there was any difference.

About this time a stirring event occurred. A man ap-
peared at Mr. Spofford’s office, situated on Tremont St., in
the City of Boston, and introduced himself as James L. Sar-
gent. He asked Mr. Spofford concerning two men whose
names were Miller and Libby. When Mr. Spofford answer-
ed that he did not know the men, he was told of a plot to
kill him. His visitor claimed that he had been offered five
hundred dollars for the job and that seventy-five had been
paid in advance. He said he did not intend to commit the
deed, but he did intend to get all the money out of it he
could. He also said he had apprised State Detective Hollie
C. Pinkham and he had asked him to watch the case. Mr.
Spofford called upon Mr. Pinkham and found that Sargent,
who was a saloon-keeper, had informed him of the plot, but
little thought had been given to the tale, as the man had a
bad character; however, he said he would investigate the
matter. After several days had passed, Sargent called again
on Spofford and told him that Miller and Libby were press-
ing the matter. Sa.gent suggested to Spofford to go with
him to his brother’s house at Cambridgeport and remain se-
cluded there while he (Sargent) would try to collect the
money from Miller and Libby. After consulting Detective
Pinkham, Mr. Spofford did as Sargent advised him. Sargent
was to keep him posted, but this was not done, and after re-
maining there for two weeks Mr. Spofford returned to Boston.

Spofford’s absence caused much alarm among his friends
and the papers contained advertisements of his mysterious
disappearance. Edmond J. Arens and Dr. Asa G. Eddy,
husband of Mary B. G. Eddy were arrested, charged with
conspiracy to murder D. H. Spofford. On the afternoon of
Nov. 7th, 1878, Miller and Libby appeared in Court to an-
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swer to the indictment. Attorney H. W. Chaplin appeared
for the prosecution. He contended that he should be able to
prove directly that the defendants had conspired to take the
life of Mr. Spofford, and that Sargent had been paid near two
hundred dollars of the five hundred dollars due him for the
job. J. L. Sargent testified “that he had become acquainted
with a man who gave his name as Miller,” but whom he
recognized as Arens, that he told him, “he wanted a man
licked so that he couldn’t come to again.” “I told him I was
just the man for him, and Arens said that old man (Libby)
would not pay out more money than was absolutely necessary
to get the job done as he had already been beat out of
seventy-five dollars. I met Arens the following Saturday. .. .
He said Libby wanted to see me himself. . . ... He selected a
spot in a freight yard. . ... I....got....Collier to go with
me. Collier secreted himself in a freight car with the door
partly opened, so that he could overhear our -conversation,
and at the appointed time I met Arens and a man who was
known to me as “Libby,” but whom I recognize as the de-
fendant, Eddy..... Eddy asked me how much money I want-
ed to do the job, and I told him I ought to have one hundred
dollars to start with. . . ... Arens passed me seventy-five dol-
lars...... A few days later I met Arens again, and he said he
would bring me directions how to find Dr. Spofford.”

“Their plan,” Sargent said, “had been to take Spofford
out on some lonely road under pretence of taking him to see
a sick man, and have him knocked in the head with a billy,
afterward causing the horse to run away after the body had
been tangled in the harmess.” ... .. “They met in Lynn on
Monday, after the disappearance of Spofford. Mr. Eddy was
also there and paid the witness twenty dollars.  Anothcr
witness testified; her name was Mrs. Jessie MacDonald and
she had been Mrs. Eddy’s house-keeper for eight months.
She had never seen Spofford, but she had heard Mr. Eddy
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say “that Spofford kept Mrs. Eddy in agony, and that he
would be glad if Spofford were out of the way. She had
heard Mrs. Eddy read a chapter out of the Old Testarment
which says that all wicked people should. be destroyed.”
James Kelley testified to holding a conversation with Sar-
gent, “who told him of the job he had on hand.” John
Smith, Sargent’s bartender, testified that “he saw Arens in
Sargent’s saloon four times.” Laura Sargent, James Sar-
gent’s sister, who kept a house of ill-fame on Bowker St.,
testified that “Sargent had a room in her house, and that
Arens had come there three or four times to see him.” Hollis
C. Pinkham, the detective, employed on the case, “said that
Sargent had acquainted him with the case and that he had
told Sargent to go ahead and find out all he could, that he had
seen Sargent and Arens together in conversation on the Com-
mons; that he had followed Eddy to his home in Lynn and
had seen Sargent go toward the door of Eddy’s house there”
..... that Arens had maintained he had never seen or known
Sargent, even when confronted with Sargent.” “Detective
Chas. Philbrick, also employed on the case, testified that he
had seen Sargent at Eddy’s house in Lynn. He corroborat-
ed the evidence of Pinkham.” George A. Collier, a carpenter,
testified that “he went with Sargent to the freight house and
concealed himself in an empty car with the door ajar, that
he might hear a conversation between Sargent and another
man.” His testimony sustained Sargent’s as to what oc-
curred.

Mr. Cornell, counsel for the defendants, submitted the
case without offering any evidence. No argument was made
on either side. Judge May who was trying the case said in
his opinion there was sufficient evidence to bind the parties
to appear before the Superior Court, so he fixed the amount
of bail at three thousand dollars each. When the Superior
Court convened in December, 1878, the Grand Jury indicted
E. J. Arens and Asa G. Eddy for conspiracy to murder.

Google



40 Christian Sctence Ezposed.

The case came up for trial on Jan. 31, 1879, and the District
Attorney, Oliver Stephens, Esq., dismissed the case on pay-
ment of the cost by defendants. Georgine Milmine says,
“There is no memorandum filed with the papers in the case
to show the reason for the mol pros., and a letter of inquiry
sent July, 1905, to the late Oliver Stephens, District Attorney,
elicited the reply that he had kept no data concerning the
case, and the circumstances which had caused him to enter a
nol pros., had gone from his mind.” (p. 258.) This was
very remarkable action, and leaves the reader to suspect brib-
ery or some mysterious dealing. Mrs. Eddy controlled large
sums of money.

Six days before Mr. Spofford secreted himself at Cam-
bridgeport, he received a letter from Mrs. Eddy, written from
Number Eight Broad St., Lynn, in which Mrs. Eddy in-
vited him to come back to her fold. In the “Secience and
Health” edition of 1881, Mrs. Eddy discussed the conspiracy
question and quotes this letter as proof that she was at that
time trying to reclaim Spofford. Mr. Spofford thinks Mrs.
Eddy wrote this letter that it might be found in his papers
after he had been murdered to relieve her of suspicion. If
the reader desires to know more about this case he will do
well to secure “The Life of Mrs. Eddy” by Georgine Milmine,
and he will find an interesting account given on pages 250-
267. At the time this incident is said to have occurred, E. J.
Arens was a student of Mrs. Eddy and was held by Mr. and
Mrs. Eddy in high esteem. Mrs. Eddy’s apologist, Sibyl
Wilbur, gives a lengthy account of this case. She agrees sub-
stantially with Georgine Milmine in several particulars of
the story, to-wit: As to the number and character of the-
witnesses, the absence of Spofford, the plot to murder, the
amount mentioned to be paid for the bloody deed, the names
of the attorneys, in fact every thing. But she contends that
it was a trumped up affair to injure Mr. and Mrs. Eddy.
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She submits a statement purporting to be an affidavit from
George A. Collier, who had testified against Arens and Eddy
in the investigation to the effect that he had then sworn a
lie. But this statement lacks the certificate of a Notary
Public to make it legal. Then again she presents some state-
ments which go to prove an alibi. She says, “Mrs. Eddy,
however, did not rest after the peremptory dismissal of the
case, but remained active in the defense of her husband’s
honor.” (p. 256). Later on Mrs. Eddy had trouble with
E. J. Arens, who after leaving Mrs. Eddy wrote a book on
mental healing, and Mrs. Eddy sued him for trespassing upon
her copyright and obtained judgment against him.

Mary Baker was married Dec. 12, 1843, to George W.
Glover; at this time she was twenty-two years of age. To
this union a son was born. Mr. Glover died in June, 1844.
On the 21st day of June, 1853, Mary Baker Glover was mar-
ried to Dr. Daniel Patterson; she was then about thirty-two
years old. Mrs. Eddy says: “My dominant thought in
marrying again was to get back my child, but after our mar-
riage his stepfather was not willing he should have a home
with me.” (Ret. & Intro. p. 3%.) Mrs. Eddy and Dr. Pat-
terson separated in 1866. Mrs. Eddy gives the following ac-
count of the affair: “My second marriage was very unfor-
tunate, and from it I was compelled to ask for a bill of di-
vorce, which was granted me in the city of Salem, Mass.”
(Ret. & Int. p. 32). Mrs. Eddy fails to tell us why she was
compelled to ask for a divorce, but her apologist, Sibyl Wil-
bur, tells us: “Dr. Patterson.. ... left Lynn mysteriously, de-
gerting her and not only did he leave her but did so shame-
fully. He eloped with the wife of a wealthy citizen who had
employed his services professionally.” She proceeds to say,
that afterwards the woman returned and called upon Mrs.
Eddy to intercede with her husband to receive her back to his
embrace, and that the husband through the intercession of
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Mrs. Eddy did take his repentant wife back; that Dr. Pat-
terson had spoken of his wife’s righteousness;” that “he came
back to ask forgiveness after the elopement. . ... But his wife
did not. receive him ;” that he afterwards roamed from town
to town in New England;” that he lost his social standing
and his practice; and “he at last retired to live the life of a
hermit in Saco, Me.” (Life of Mrs. Eddy, pp. 137-139).
The most of this story appears to be an after thought.
The writer does not cite any authority whatever. Doubtless,
her information came from Mrs. Eddy and we have learned
not to rely upon Mrs. Eddy’s statements, for she is totally
unreliable. Mrs. Eddy wrote a letter to the Boston Post,
March 7, 1883, in which she says: “In 1862 my name was
Patterson ; my husband Dr. Patterson, a distinguished dent-
ist. After our marriage I was confined to my bed with a
severe illness, and seldom left bed or room for seven years
when I was taken to Dr. Quimby, and partially restored. 1
returned home, hoping once more to make that home happy,
but only returned to a new agony, to find my husband had
eloped with a married woman from one of the wealth famil-
ies of that city, leaving no trace save his last letter to us,
wherein he wrote ‘I hope sometime to be worthy of so good
a wife.” This statement of Mrs. Eddy is quite vague. She
does not say in what city she was living when her husband
left, or whether it was on her return from Quimby the first
or second time. The inference properly drawn from the
letter plainly implies that it was on her return to Sanborn-
ton Bridge in 1862. If so, she plainly contradicts the facts
of history as it was in 1866 that Dr. Patterson left her. But
Mrs. Eddy’s statement, that Dr. Patterson left “no trace save
his last letter to us wherein he wrote ‘I hope sometime to
be worthy of so good a wife,” does not agree with the state-
ment of Miss Wilbur, who says: “He (Dr. Patterson) came
back to ask forgiveness after the elopement. . . . . But his wife
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did not receive him. ‘The same roof cannot shelter us’ she
said quietly.” (p. 138). It is utterly impossible to reconcile
these conflicting statements.

The following facts are stated by Georgine Milmine: “In
the spring of 1866, Dr. and Mrs. Patterson took a room in
the house of P. R. Russell, at the corner of Pearl and High
Streets, Lynn. Here after about two months, Dr. Patterson
finally left his wife, and they never lived together after this
time. . . ... After leaving his wife, Dr. Patterson went to Lit-
tleton, N. H., where he practiced for some years. Afterwards
he led a roving life ... .. until he at last went back to the
home of his boyhood at Saco, Me., where he secluded him-
self and lived the life of a hermit untid his death in 1896.”

Whatever may have been the cause of his leaving, Mrs.
Patterson did not, at that time, claim the sympathy of her
friends on account of it, and to her landlord and his wife
she maintained silence on the subject, merely saying, in
answer to inquiries, that he had gone away. According to
Mrs. Patterson’s relatives, her husband went about the
separation deliberately announcing his intention and his rea-
son to her family, and making what provision he was able
for her support. For several years he paid her $200.00 an-
nually. P. R. Russell, at whose home the Pattersons were
stopping at the time Dr. Patterson left his wife, made an affi-
davit respecting the matter, from which I quote the follow-
ing: “While they were living at my house, Dr. Patterson
went away and did not return. I do not know the cause of
his going. I never heard that he eloped with any woman,
and I never heard Mrs. Patterson say he had -eloped with
any women. Mrs. Patterson never said any thing whatever
to me on the subject of her husband’s departure. I never
heard any thing against Dr. Patterson’s character either then
or since.” (Georgine Mil.,, pp. 107-108). The unbiased
reader can but conclude with the evidence herein presented
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that Mrs. Eddy’s statement about her husband eloping with
another woman is a fabrication pure and simple.* The
versatile Sibyl Wilbur is constrained to admit the Dr. Pat-
terson did converse with his wife’s sister, Mrs. Tilton in
reference to the matter and that Dr. Patterson did
pay Mrs. Eddy an annual stipend. But she says that
Mrs. Tilton offered to build Mrs. Eddy a home after the
separation. This is untrue, for the year before, 1865, Mrs.
Tilton cut off all communication with Mrs. Eddy and would
never have anything more to do with her; she even requested
on her death-bed that Mary should not be allowed to see
her or to attend her funeral. It is a remarkable fact that
all of Mrs. Eddy’s relatives abandoned her, and by so doing
expressed a want of confidence in her.

Mrs. Eddy was a grass widow and did not have scriptura:
grounds for divorce, when she was married to Asa Gilbert
Eddy on the first day of January, 1877, in her fifty-sixth
year. It appears that she was four times married. The writer
has before him a tractate written by Rev. N. T. Whittaker,
D.D. on Christian Science; in this he gives Mrs. Eddy’s full
name as, Mary Baker Morse Glover Patterson Eddy. In a
booklet, written by Julius A. Dresser on “The True History
of Mental Science” may be found a foot note made on the
following quotation from Mrs. Eddy: “My first husband was
Col. Glover of Charleston, S. C.” The foot note reads thus:
“An earlier husband by the name of Morse, not ‘Mason’ as
erroneously stated in the Arena, May, 1899.” (p. 43). This
is all the information the author can find respecting this
early marriage. Mr. Dresser was personally acquainted with
Mrs. Eddy and taught her, as we shall see, the rudiments of
Christian Science, teaching her the Quimby Philosophy.
Therefore it is reasonable to suppose that he was conversant
with her past history.

¥See Appendix D.
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Soon after the death of Mr Eddy, which occurred on
June 3, 1882, Mrs. Eddy sent a telegram to Calvin A. Frye,
of Lawrence, Mass., a former student to come to her. This
he did. He became associated with Mrs. Eddy as a member
of her household at the age of thirty-seven years, and has
continued with her during all the intervening years. His
relation to Mrs. Eddy is anomalous, and no dictatorial or con-
tumacious bearing from within, nor contumely from without
has affected his fidelity to his trust. Mr. Frye is a man ad-
vanced in life, and “whether he feels the grave charges which
have recently been brought against him, or the ridicule of
which he has long been the subject it is not likely that any-
one will ever learn from Mr. Frye.” Some somber shadows
have fallen upon Mrs. Eddy because of this relation.

Mrs. Eddy’s attitude towards her son, her only child, has
been remarkable. It appears from all the facts of history
gleaned from every source, that Mrs. Eddy from the very be-
ginning had little or no maternal love for her son; on the
contrary she exhibited an aversion for him. Her own father
remarked: “Mary acts like an old ewe that won’t own its
lamb, she won’t have the boy near her.” Whatever may be
Mrs. Eddy’s profession of maternal devotion found in “Re-
trospection and Introspection” and repeated by Sibyl Wil-
bur, the facts remain that she never had her child with her,
and finally gave him away. She claimed while a widow at
her father’s house that the noise of the child disturbed her,
she being an invalid. So the child was sent to Mahala San-
born or to her sister, Mrs. Tilton. Georgine Milmine says,
“So when Mahala Sanborn married Russell Cheney and was
preparing to move away from Tilton, Mrs. Glover begged her
to take George to live with her permanently.” (p. 32). This
she did; and when she and her husband moved away to the
far west they took George with them. He was then thirteen
years old. Mrs. Eddy’s account of the separation of herself
and son will not bear close inspection. She says, “A plot was
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consummated for keeping us apart. The family to whose
care he was committed very soon removed to what was then
regarded as the Far West. After his removal a letter was
read to my little son informing him that his mother was dead
and buried..... And I was then informed that my son was
lost. Every means within my power was employed to find
him, but without success. We never met again until he had
reached the age of twenty-four..... It is well to know, dear
reader, that our material, mortal history is but the record of
dreams, not of man’s real existence, and the dream has no
place in the science of being.” (Ret. & Intro. pp. 32, 33).
So, Mrs. Eddy, when she penned the above, was just
dreaming and certainly did not intend sensible people to be-
lieve such a plot possible, when no cause for such existed.
As a matter of fact, the Cheneys settled in Enterprise, Minn.,
and Mrs. Eddy often heard from her son. The Cheneys
frequently wrote to their friends and relatives, whom they
had left behind, and in these letters spoke of George’s de-
velopment. “Mr. Cyrus Blood of North Grotan, one of
George Glover’s early chums, remembers a visit he paid to
Dr. Patterson, during which Mrs. Patterson read a letter
from George, in which he told her of leaving the Cheneys
and enlisting in the Civil War.” (Geo. Mil., p. 37). For a
detailed account of Mrs. Eddy’s coldness toward her son in
1898, when he paid his mother a visit; how she met her
son in 1879, for the first time after their separation, at which
time George was living in Minnesota; how in 1887 he
proposed to visit her and spend a few months with her; and
how she actually asked him not to do so, the reader is re-
ferred to Geo. Mil’s L. of Mrs. E. The following extract
is from a letter dated Oct. 31st, 1887, written at the time
he proposed to visit her: “If you come after getting this
letter I shall feel you have no regard for my interests or feel-
ings, which I hope not to be obliged to feel..... As ever
sincerely, Mary B. G. Eddy.” She wrote to her son in 1907
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and asked him to transmit to her all her letters to him and
facts respecting the suit he had entered against her trustees
that her estate might be committed to the management of a
receiver.

“This lawsuit disclosed one interesting fact; namely, that
while in 1893 securities of Mrs. Eddy amounting to one hun-
dred thousand dollars were brought to Concord, while in
January, 1899, she had $236,200.00, and while in 1907 she
had about a $1,000,000.00 worth of taxable property, Mrs.
Eddy in 1901 returned a signed statement to the Assessor at
Concord that the value of her taxable property amounted to
about $19,000.00. This statement was sworn to year after
year by Mr. Frye” (Geo. Mil.,, p. 457). I suppose that
Mrs. Eddy was just making “a record of dreams” which have
“no place in the science of being.”

Mrs. Eddy has been an invalid for the greater part of
her Tife. m her history from _childbood _to_ _old
agé we find Mrs. Eddy suﬁerlng more or less from nervous
debility. At times, when a widow at her father’s house and
in the home of her sister, Mrs. Tilton, she was rocked to sleep
like a child in the arms of her father or some other male
member of the household. She was rocked in a large cradle
and swung in a swing for hours at a time. Dr. Patterson,
her third husband, carried her from one place to another in
his arms. Her spells of hysteria continued. In the autumn
of 1862, when Mrs. Eddy reached Portland to be treated by
Dr. Quimby, she had to be helped up stairs. = After she
claimed to have been healed by Dr. Quimby and had gone
to her home, she wrote to Dr. Quimby from Warren, Me.,
March 31st, 1864, as follows: “I wish you would come to

my aid and help me to sleep Dear Doctor. What could I do

without you?” Mrs. Marinda Rice, was one of Mrs. Eddy’s
most loyal students and often attended her in her paroxisms
of hysteria. Mrs. Rice says, “That during these attacks
the poor woman would often lie unconscious for hours to-
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gether; at other times she would seem almost insane, would
denounee all her friends..... Mrs. Rice remained her
friend for about twelve years—Mrs. Glover rarely kept her
friends so long.” (Geo. Mil., p. 159). In April, 1877, Mrs.
Eddy wrote to one of her students in part as follows:
“Dear Student: I am in Boston to-day feeling very little
better for the five weeks that are gone..... All of a sudden
I am seized as sensibly by some other belief as the hand could
lay hold of me my sufferings have made me utterly weaned
from this plane.” (Geo. Mil., p. 215). She speaks of being
unable to work and says: “I do nothing else when I have a
day I can work.” About the year 1879, Mrs. Eddy began to
develop palsy which was indicated by violent trembling and
shaking of the head. After the death of Mr. Eddy, Mrs.
Eddy went with Mr. Buswell and others of her most devoted
followers to spend the summer in Virginia. Mr. Buswell
says, “Mrs. Eddy was in an excessively nervous and ex-
hausted condition, approaching nervous prostratmn, and
that he was called up night after night to treat her for
those hysterical attacks from which she was mever entirely
free.” (Geo. Mil., p. 293). From time to time we find Mrs.
Eddy a sufferer. One night Mrs. Eddy had a violent at-
tack of toothache and walked the floor in a rage of pain.
Mental treatment was abandoned and some of her students
went out in quest of a dentist. Mrs. Eddy felt called upon
to reply to rumors that continned to go the rounds in Lynn
that she was addicted to the use of morphine. She says,
“Years ago when the mental malpractice of poison was un-
dertaketi by a mesmerist, to ‘thwart that design, I experi-
mented by taking some large doses of morphine to watch the
effect and I say it with tearful thanks, the drug had no
effect upon me whatever.” (Christian Science Journal,
April, 1885). The evidence is cumulative on through
the years that the endurance and patience of her attendants
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were put to the test by her cataclysmic temper and hysterical
attacks. Time and again either Mrs. Eddy or some of her
devoted followers have denied the ever occurring report of
Mrs. Eddy’s sickness.

Mrs. Eddy has lived a turbulent life. Believing as she
does that one person can exercise a mental power over an-
other that will produce salutary or adverse effects upon an-
other, she has lived for many years in dread of malicious
animal magnetism. She dreaded Kennedy, Spofford and
Arens, as she did not the devil; for, in fact, “Malicious Ani-
mal Magnetism” is said to have been her devil. She believed
these men hounded her by day and by night, that they
hindered her in her work, affected her health, and counter-
acted often the effect of the mental treatment of the patients
of her students. Very often Mrs. Eddy would call in a num-
ber of her students to treat against the evil effects of these
men. In proof of this it is only necessary to cite one or two
paragraphs from Mrs. Eddy’s apologist. “But Arens’ per-
fidy wrought upon Mr. Eddy seriously. He suffered real
anguish of mind from it, being far more disturbed than was
his wife, for he regarded it as a culmination of bitter attacks
upon her work and an exhibition of malicious animal mag-
netism.” (Sibyl. Wilbur, p. 276). Mrs. Eddy summoned
Dr. Noyes, an experienced M. D., to examine her husbanad in
his last illness. Her biographer says, “Much perplexity had
arisen among her students concerning his condition. She
told the physician she believed he was suffering from the
suggestion of arsenical poisoning..... She did not believe
her husband had cancer, or that his heart was defective, but
that he was suffering from suggestion..... Just before his
death he cried out, ‘Only rid me of this suggestion of poison
and I will recover.”” (S. W., pp. 277, 8, 9). Mrs. Eddy
and her followers had in fact drifted from a scientific and
Biblical conception of science and truth into the vagaries
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of superstition, and suffered all the tortures of the believers
of witchcraft in the days of hobgoblins.

A further evidence of Mrs. Eddy’s disagreeable and
overbearing character is the rupture between herself and
students. In October, 1881, eight of Mrs. Eddy’s most prom-
inent students left her. They made application of withdrawal
from the Christian Science Association and Church of Christ
Scientists. From it the following excerpt is quoted: “We
the undersigned..... led by Divine Intelligence to perceive
with sorrow that departure from the straight and narrow
road (which leads to growth of Christ-like virtues) made
manifest by frequent ebulitions of temper, love of money,
and the appearance of hypocrisy, cannot longer submit to
such leadership. (Geo. Mil., p. 276). Among the names of
those signed to this notice of withdrawal is the name of Mrs.
Miranda R. Rice, who was with Mrs. Eddy for twelve years.
Mrs. Eddy did not accept the withdrawal of these members,
but notified them that they were subject to expulsion and com-
manded them to meet the Church on the 29th of October.
This they did not do; but, at that time, two others withdrew,
and in their note of withdrawal they said they ‘“could no
longer entertain the subject of mesmerism which had lately
been made uppermost in the meeting and Mrs. Eddy’s talks.”
Mrs. Eddy attributed this disintegration of her followers to
the effect of mesmerists; those who left her gave as a reason
for so doing her lawsuits and quarrels. During the year
1888, thirty-six members withdrew from the Christian Science
Association at one time. Members were not allowed a cer-
tificate of withdrawal, and after they withdrew they were
always expelled for immorality.

Mrs. Eddy’s life has been a checkered and hard one. At
first a frail, petted, self-willed child, then a vain, poverty-
stricken invalid woman, who kept everyone more or less dis-
turbed in the household. Then a roving widow, tramping
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from place to place for temporary quarters, in the midst of
broils and feuds, forsaken by her pupils and in dread of what
she termed ‘“Malicious Animal Mesmerism.” But with it
all, she has succeeded in establishing a Church of fifty thou-
sand members; Mrs. Eddy claims three hundred thousand
adherents, with a system of government that binds them as
tight as the Gordion Knot. She has a palace in which to live,
and the “Mother” Church in Boston, one of the most magnifi-
cent Churches to be found anywhere; and in addition to all
of this, she is a millionaire.
- Mrs. Eddy at one time was a Spiritualist. This allegation
is well supported by the historic Tacts'in the premises. Her
advocate admits that in Mrs. Eddy’s early life spiritualism
was rife in New England. But let us have her own words:
“London was no less excited over this topic than New York
or Boston. Mediums developed on all sides..... However, it
is a just assertion not to have heard such discussions or to
have been interested in them, was not to have lived at all
in the consciousness of the time. Mary Baker did live in
that consciousness, fully and deeply..... Just as she drank
in the new literary atmosphere of that glorious school of New
England writers, she was aware of that oscillation in religious
notjons. Every circumstance of her education and breeding
had given her the habit of dealing with life in a large way.
She..... most certainly had ideas concerning Spiritualism.”
(S. W., pp. 55-56). This is as near to the stating of facts
as S. W. ever gets. But from this we may read between the
lines and apprehend Mrs. Eddy as a spiritualist. Georgine
Milmine furnishes us with the following facts: “When spirit-
ualism swept over the country, Mrs. Glover took on the
symptoms of a ‘medium’. Like the Fox sisters, she heard
mysterious wrappings at night, she saw ‘spirits’ of the de-
parted standing by her bedside, and she received messages in
writing from the dead. There are people living who re-

Google



52 - Christian Science Ezposed.

member very distinctly the spiritualistic craze in Tilton, and
who witnessed Mrs. Glover’s manifestations of mediumship.
One elderly woman recalls a night spent with Mrs. Glover
when her rest was constantly disturbed by the strange rap-
pings and by Mary’s frequent announcements of the ‘ap-
pearance’ of the different spirits as they came and went.
Mark Baker’s house was one of those where spirit
seances were held. The whole community was more or less
interested and a few went into extremes. One of the number
became so excited over the wonderful phenomena of Mrs.
Glover’s writing mediumship that his mind was tempor-
arily unbalanced. A former Tilton woman, who remembers
these events, writes of Mrs. Glover’s ability as a writing
medium : ‘This was by no means looked upon as anything dis-
creditable, but only as a matter of great astonishment.”
(G. M. pp. 30, 31.) Mrs. Sarah Crosby and Mrs. Eddy
became friends at Portland when they were both being treated
by Quimby. Mrs. Crosby is now living at Waterville, Me.,
and stands well in her community. Mrs. Eddy spent quite
a while at Mrs. Crosby’s home in 1846, while she was living
at Albion, Me. Mrs. Crosby says that “during this visit,
both she and Mrs. Patterson became somewhat interested in
spiritualism through communications from Mrs. Patterson’s
dead brother, Albert Baker. One day Mrs. Patterson and
Mrs. Crosby sat on opposite sides of the same table. Sud-
denly Mrs. Patterson leaned backwards, shivered, closed her
eyes, and began to talk in a sepulchral mannish voice. The
voice said that ‘he’ was Albert Baker, Mrs. Patterson’s
Brother.” (G. M. pp. 65-66)* This is evidence sufficient
to convict Mrs. Eddy of spiritualism at one period of her
life. And yet she pretends that she was a chosen vessel of
the Lord peculiarly fitted for a final revelation.

#See Appendix F.
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CHAPTER II

Mgs. Eppy CONTRAVENES THE SPIRIT AND THE LETTER OF
THE BIBLE IN PRESUMING TO EXERCISE AUTHORITY
OvER MaN BY EsTABLISHING A RELIGIOUS CULT.

We are brought face to face with conditions which require
deliberate and prayerful consideration. A heresy, however
glaring, will not down by a wave of the hand. Error can
cnly be made manifest by bringing to bear upon it the light
of truth. We have before us a book, written by a woman
and supported by other writings by the same author, which
presents a system of metaphysical philosophy claiming to
relieve mankind of pain, sickness, sorrow, sin and death, and
to establish an era of universal harmony.

Mrs. Eddy’s presumptious claim in assuming to be called L
of God to promulgate a remed1a1 phllosophy-m antagenistic
to the facts and teaching. of the Scriptures. From the be-
“ginning of time those who were called to_b_e_pm_pb,et_s*pnests,
leaders, evangelists, aposttes; pastors and_teachers were men.
This is true in every pertod-of the world’s history with but
slight . variation. Woman has her place in_the Church of
God, just as she has it in the social and family circle, but
it is a subordinate place. She is not to usurp authority
over man as a law-giver, a ruler, a judge, a revelator, assum-
ing to dictate thought and to originate a Church and govern
and control the same. This is plainly at variance with the
genius of the gospel.

Turn to the Old Testament history and read the record
of the prophets, and witkout sexception they are written by
men. The Pentateuch is ‘the work of Moses. The
authors of all the books of the Old Testament were men. The
priests were all men. After Malachi, who came last in the
grand galaxy of prophets, came a man, John the Baptist, as

the forerunner of the Christ. The four gospels, the Acts
| 53
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and all the Epistles of the New Testament are the products
of men, called of God and inspired to do this work. The
closing book of the New Testament, like the opening book
of the Old Testament, is the work of God’s chosen instru-
ment—man. Through man we have God’s final revelation
to all the peoples of the world in all ages of the world’s
history.

In all the important events which contribute to the
unfolding of the plan of redemption, God’s chosen
instruments have been men without exception. Take for
instances, Moses, the lawgiver, leader, and ruler of his peo-
ple; Joshua, his successor; the Judges; the twelve spies
sent to view the promised land; Saul and David, the kings
and their successors; Abraham, through whom came the
covenant of grace, who stands as an enduring monument of
faith, and who is the reputed father of all who believe the gos-
pel; Job, the personification of patience; Solomon, whose star
shines the brightest in the constellation of wisdom; John
the Baptist, of whom it was said, “Among them that are
born of woman there hath not risen a greater than he;” then
the Christ, the Redeemer of the world, in the form of a
man. In sending out the Seventy, all who were chosen were
men. The same, as already stated, is true of the twelve
apostles. At the ushering in of the full orbed and resplen-
dent salvation’s day, the dawn of the Spirit’s regime, a man,
Peter, was the preacher on the occasion. A man was chosen
the first missionary to the Gentiles. These facts indicate
the Divine method for the enlightenment and redemption of
the world. )

I repeat that woman’s place is subordinate in
the Church of God. Consonant with this fact, the apostle
says: “Let your women keep silence in the Churches, for it
is not permitted unto them to speak: but they are com-
manded to be under obedience, as also saith the law. And
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if they will learn anything, let them ask their husbands
at home: for it is a shame for women to speak in the
Church.” (1st Cor. 14:34,35). In the 37th verse, Paul
takes pains to say, that “the things that I write unto you
are the commandments of the Lord.” Paul in this text
declares that women are commanded to be obedient. Turn-
ing to the third verse of the 11th chapter of this epistle, we
have this statement: “But I would have you know that the
head of every man is Christ; and the head of every woman
is the man; and the head of Christ is God. Wives submit
yourselves unto your own husbands as unto the Lord. For
the husband is the head of the wife, even as Christ is the
head of the Church; and he is the Savior of the body.
Therefore as the Church is subject unto Christ, so let the
wives be to their own husbands in everything.” (Eph. 5:
22-24). “Let the women learn in silence with all subjec-
‘tion, but I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp author-
ity over the man, but to be in silence.” (1st Tim. 2:11, 12).

These are the words of the inspired Scriptures. They
indicate that women shall occupy a subordinate place in the
Church of God. The statement is specific. “I suffer not
a woman to teach nor to usurp authority over the man,
but to be in silence.” But Mrs. Eddy in opposition to
this plain and unequivocal affirmation presents to the world,
what she terms “Christian Science” and calls upon men, as
well as women, to fall at her feet and learn of her the only
way to health, purity, and happiness. She speaks as one
who has authority. Her utterances are dogmatic. Her au-
dacity is marked as she proclaims, “Behold, I am the oracle
of truth!” Shades of Apollo, Miletus, Argos and Zeus de-
part, the eighth wonder of the world has appeared amid
the great constellation of prophets, priests, metaphysicians
and reformers. Hear her boast: “There is no place or oppor-
tunity in Science for error of any sort.” (Science and Health
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128). “The quotient, when numbers have been divided hy
a fixed rule, is not more unquestionable than the Scientific
tests I have made of the effects of Truth upon the sick.”
(p. 129). “All we correctly know of Mind comes from
God, divine Principle, and is learned through Christian
Science.” (p. R50). These statements make clear her
meaning. She is the embodiment of truth and wisdom.

She alone possesses the Key to the Scripture. She alone
is capable of teaching men the way to health and happi-
ness. There is no place for error in her writings. Mathe-
matical demonstration is not more exact than the scien-
tific tests she has made of the effects of truth. All the
world has blundered and erred throughout the centuries
passed, but this woman has given to the world abso-
lute truth. This much she affirms in her book styled “Mis-
cellaneous Writings.” The reader shall have her exact
words: “The works I have written on Christian Science
contain absolute Truth and my necessity was to tell it.
Therefore I did this even as a surgeon who wounds to heal.
I was a scribe under orders, and who can refrain from
transcribing what God indites, and ought not that one to
take the cup, drink all of it and give thanks?”’ This is
the end of all controversy. Mrs. Eddy’s works are inspired
and, therefore, are above question. But in the light of
Scripture who can believe it? The facts and the words of
Revelation are against her. For a period extending through
many centuries the Word of God was cumulative until the
final revelation was given by John on the Isle of Patmos.
During these centuries God never committed to -woman,
the oracles of truth.

Woman was never commissioned as prophet, priest,
apostle, pastor, evangelist or teacher. Who dare assert that,
after God had assigned to woman a subordinate place in
the Church during the formation period of the Church’s
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history, in these latter days He would change His modus
operandr, and raise up an erratic woman to overthrow His
own government, contradict his own revealed word, and set
aside the fundamental truths of His own gospel. The
claim is preposterous and carries with it contradiction. God
says that ‘“women shall keep silent in the Churches, and
learn of their husbands at their homes, for it is a shame
for them to speak in the Churches.”

Do not misunderstand my contention. Woman has her
place in the Church and should fill it. I am reminded
that there were prophetesses; this is true and de-
serves due consideration. @ The Hebrew word, nebiah,
from which prophetess is derived, is defined by Gesenius
as follows: “1. A prophetess, so of a poetess, female min-
strel, e. g. Miriam; who was not in the strict sense a
prophetess, see Numbers 12:1-6. 2. a Prophet’s wife, Isa.
1:3, So Lot, episcopa, presbytera, are used for the wife of
a bishop, a presbyter.”” The corresponding Greek term is
prothetis, which Thayer defines as follows: “A woman
to whom future events or things hidden from others are
at times revealed, either by inspiration or by dreams and
visions.”

Thus it is apparent that the word does not always refer
to one commissioned to proclaim future events. The word
prophetess occurs six times in the Old Testament and twice
in the New Testament. If we follow the teaching of Gesen-
ius, only Deborah and Huldah were commissioned of God
to reveal future events. Miriam was a poetess, a musi-
cian, and Noadiah it appears was a false prophetess. Deborah
and Huldah acted in a limited sphere, and a special duty
was enjoined upon them, so that only a few words were
necessary to express the messages that God entrusted to
them. In the New Testament the word prophetess occurs
twice. Anna, a woman of deep piety, visited Mary, the
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mother of our Savior, and gave thanks unto the Lord, “and
spake of him to all them that looked for redemption in
Jerusalem.” (Luke 2:28.) The other reference is to Jezebel,
the false prophetess, to whom reference is made in Rev. 2 :20.
Turning to Ezek., Chap. XIII, 17, 18, we find this fearful
warning, which I believe applies to the author I am review-
ing: “Likewise, thou son or man, set thy face against the
daughters of thy people, which prophesy out of their own
heart, and prophesy thou against them, and say, thus sayeth
the Lord God; Woe to the women that sew pillows to all
armholes, and make kerchiefs upon the head of every statue
to hunt souls! Will ye hunt the souls of my people, and will
ye save the souls alive that come unto you?’ It is evident
that prophetess is never used in the Bible to express the
game as the word prophet. Priscilla, in connection with her
husband, did a commendable act when she expounded unto
Apollos: “The way of God more perfectly.” That was a
private act and not a public dissertation.

Reverting to those texts which refer to Christ as the
head of the church, we find the analogy drawn by our Lord
Himself, between man as the head and woman in a subor-
dinate relation and Christ the bridegroom, who teaches, con-
trols, and directs his own bride, the Church. The bride,
the Church, sustains a subordinate relation. She is not to
teach, rule or govern, but to be subject to the teaching and
authority of the bridegroom. So it is with a woman. This
fact, alone, is sufficient to preclude forever such special
claims as those set up by Mrs. Eddy. So we have the teach-
ing of God on the one hand and the assumption of a woman
on the other. To accept her dogmas is to reject God. The
case is fairly made out, that Mrs. Eddy claims more than
God has ever authorized a woman to do. If we hold to
God’s teaching concerning woman then we must reject Mrs.
Eddy’s doctrine. -
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CHAPTER III.

EppyiTES CrAIM THAT CHRISTIAN SCIENCE IS OF DIVINE
ORriGIN. Mgs. Eppy CLAIMS TO HAVE RECEIVED
A REVELATION FrOoM Gob.

@’r;. Eddy is not the only woman who claims to have
made a discovery. Women have been famous in religious
novelties and fads. The Fox sisters originated Spiritualism ;
Madam Blavatski, Theosophy; and Mrs. Eddy claims to have
discoveged elizir vitae,, the quintessence of truth, Christian
Science. In trying to impress the importance of her claim
upon the world, unfortunately for herself, she has assumed
conflicting claims as we shall see. For she contends that
she made a discovery and that this discovery was a revela-
tion. In Retrospection and Introspection, pp. 38-39, she

says: “It was in Mass., in Feb., 1866, . . . . . I discover-
ed the Science of Divine Metaphysical Healing, which I
afterwards named Christian Science. . . . . . My imme-

diate recovery from the effects of an injury caused by an
accident, an injury that neither medicine nor surgery could
reach, was the falling apple that led me to the discovery
how to be well myself, and how to make others so. Even
to the Homeopathic physician who attended me, and re-
joiced in my recovery, I could not explain the modus of my
relief. I could only assure him that the divine Spirit had
wrought the miracle.” Another account of this fabrication
was published by the Christian Science Publishing Society,
found in Geo. Milmine, p. 82, from which I beg to quote:
“In company with her husband, she was returning from an
errand of mercy, when she fell upon the iey curbstone, and
was carried helpless to her home. The skilled physician de-
clared that there was absolutely no hope for her, and pro-
nounced the verdict that she had but three days to live.
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On the third day, calling for her Bible, she asked the family
to leave the room. Her Bible opened to the healing of the
palsied man, (Matt. 9:2). The truth which set him free,
she saw. The power that gave him strength, she felt. The
life divine, which healed the sick of the palsy, restored her,
and she arose from the bed of pain, healed and free.”

In these statements we have a specific account of the cir-
cumstances which led Mrs. Eddy to her pretended revela-
tion; but we shall see from many considerations, and from
positive testimony, that the entire claim is absolutely false.
If this is true, then she deserves the universal condemnation
of every self-respecting person. If Mrs. Eddy did not
receive a revelation from God, she is an imposter, a cheat,
a fraud. If she did receive a revelation, surely a careful ex-
amination of the evidence will not fail to command the faith
of the honest reader. Unfortunately for her, she addressed
a letter to J. A. Dresser from Lynn, dated Feb. 14, 1866,
which was eleven days after she received the injury. Let it be
remembered that Dresser ‘was one of the most prominent
followers of Quimby and that Mrs. Eddy was associated
with him while she was under Quimby’s treatment and in-
struction. After describing the effects of the fall, she says
in this letter: “But to find myself the helpless cripple I was
before I saw Dr. Quimby. The physician attending said I
had taken the last step I ever should, but in two days I got
out of my bed alone and will walk; but yet I confess I am
frightened, out of that nervous heat my friends are form-
ing, spite of me, the terrible spinal affection from which I
suffered so long and hopelessly. . . . . . Now can’t you
help me? . . .. . I think that I could help another in my
condition if they had not placed their intelligence in matter.
This I have not done and yet I am slowly failing.” (G. M.
pp- 82-3.) It is impossible for Mrs. Eddy with all her ver-
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satility, or any of her satellites, with their evasive ingenuity,
to reconcile these conflicting statements. Mrs. Eddy says
not a word about making a discovery in this letter. On the
contrary, she says she is still sick, needs help—is in dread
of the old spinal trouble—is nervous. In the excerpt quoted
from the letter, Mrs. Eddy refers to a physician who attended
her. Fortunately for the truth, that physician is still living.
That skillful physician was Alvin M. Cushing, M. D., who at
the advice of Bishop Niles of New Hampshire, published a
statement in one of the Boston papers, in which he gave
a detailed account of this incident. The reader can find
an epitomized statement of the facts in “Christian Science,
Is It Safe?,” pp. 28-29.

But a more elaborate and convincing statement is to be
found in the Life of Mrs. Eddy by Georgine Milmine, pp.
84-88. On the 2nd day of Jan., 1907, Dr. Cushing appeared
before R. A. Bidwell, Notary Public, and made oath to a
statement from which the following is an extract: “Alvin
M. Cushing, being duly sworn, deposes and says: I am 77
years of age, and reside in the city of Springfield in the
commonwealth of Mass. I am a medical doctor of the Home-
opathic school. . . . . . I commenced the practice of my
profession in the city of Lynn . . . .. while there, kept
a careful and accurate record, in detail, of my various cases.
..... One of my cases of which I made and have such
a record is that of Mrs. Mary M. Patterson. . .. .. Now
Mrs M. G. Eddy. ... .. On Feb. 1st, 1866, I was called
to the residence of Samuel M. Bubier, . . . .. to attend
gaid Mrs. Patterson, who had fallen upon the icy sidewalk
..... I found her very nervous, partially unconscious,
semi-hysterical, complaining by word and action of severe
pain in the back of her head and neck.” The doctor pro-
ceeds to recite in detail his treatment of his patient, how
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she was removed to her home in Swampscott on the second
day after the accident, how she slept under the influence
of morphine, how he carried her up stairs. Continuing he
says: “Said Mrs. Patterson proved to be a very interesting
patient, and one of the most sensitive to the effect of medi-
cine that I ever saw. . .. .. She told me that she could
feel each dose to the tip of her fingers and toes, and gave me
much credit for my ability to select a remedy. I visited
her twice on Feb. first, twice on the second, once on the
third, once on the fifth, and on the thirteenth day of the
same month my bill was paid. During my visits to her, she
spoke to me of Dr. Quimby of Portland, Me., who had treated
her for some severe illness with remarkable success. . . . . .
There was, to my knowledge, no other physician in attend-
ance upon Mrs. Patterson during this illness from the day
of the accident, Feb. 1st, 1866, to my fina] visit on Feb. 13th,
and when I left her on the 13th day of Feb., she seemed
to have recovered from the disturbance caused by the accident
and to be, practically, in her normal condition. I did not
at any time declare, or believe, that there was no hope for
Mrs. Patterson’s recovery, or that she was in a critical con-
dition, and did not at any time say, or believe, that she had
but three or any other limited number of days to live. Mrs.
Patterson did not suggest, or say, or pretend, or in any way
whatever intimate, that on the third, or any day, of her said
illness, she had miraculously recovered or been healed, or
that, discovering or perceiving the truth of the power em-
ployed by Christ to heal the sick, she had, by it, been restored
to health. . . ... On the 10th day of the following August,
I was again called to see her, this time at the home of Mrs.
Clark, on Summer street, in said city of Lynn. I found Mrs.
Patterson suffering from a bad cough and prescribed for
her. I made three more professional calls upon Mrs. Pat-
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terson and treated her for this cough in the said month of
Aug., and with that, ended my professional relations with

her. .. ... I have, of course, no personal feelings in this
matter. In response to many requests for a statement, I
make this affidavit. . . . . . I regard it as a duty which

I owe to posterity to make public this parficular episode in
the life of Mary Baker G. Eddy.”

We have two witnesses against Mrs. Eddy touching this
incident. Dr. Cushing’s affidavit which defies impeachment
in any court of justice, contradicts Mrs. Eddy’s simple affirm-
ation, her non-attested narrative. The doctor had nothing
at stake but his reputation as an honest man; Mrs. Eddy had
before her the establishing of a cult from which she
anticipated a lucrative compensation and much glory. The
Doctor’s testimony covers every material point in Mrs. Eddy’s
claim, which he positively negates. His oath is supported by
Mrs. Eddy herself in the letter she wrote to Mr. Julius A.
Dresser on the 14th day of Feb., the day after Dr. Cushing
dismissed his patient, Mrs. Eddy. In this letter no mention
of miraculous healing is made; on the contrary, she was
still sick, needed help—implored help.

So it turns out this is a fabrication pure and simple; be-
ing such, the very foundation is swept from beneath the
Christian Scientists, for this pretended miracle is inseparably
correlated with the discovery that Mrs. Eddy claims to have
made. As the miracle did not occur, neither did the dis-
covery of the Science of Divine healing occur; they fall tos
gether. It is important to note the comment made by Mrs,
Eddy’s apologist, Sibyl Wilbur.

She says: “The incident or event . . ... was recorded
in the Lynn Reporter of Saturday morning, Feb. 3, 1866,
as follows:” Then follows a statement about the fall, con-
taining the main facts. She then says: “When the physician
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arrived he said little, but his face and manner conveyed more
than his words. It was apparent to the watchers that he re-
garded her injuries as extremely grave and they believed him
to imply that the case might terminate fatally.” Why did
not Sibyl Wilbur get affidavits from these watchers to verify
Mrs. Eddy’s ipse dizit, and to refute Dr. Cushing, if indeed
he had not sworn the truth? Why did not the Christian
Scientists have the doctor arrested and prosecuted for per-
jury if his oath is false? Echo repeais the interrogation.
Instead, Sibyl Wilbur submits her own account unsupported,
because, forsooth it was all she could do. She continues:
“Forty years after this event Alvin M. Cushing . . . ..
began to say that it was he, and not God, who cured Mrs.
Patterson of her injury after the fall. . . . . It is pos-
sible he was told of the manner of the cure, that he did
congratulate his patient and then forgot the incident.” (8.
W., pp. 127-130.) This is truly a lame defense, a mere
ruse, an evasion and the repetition of falsehood. No atten-
tion is given to the letter that Mrs. Eddy wrote to Dresser.
It is impossible for this miracle to have occurred without
the knowledge of people, living at this time and willing
to make affidavit of its truth. The facts are against Mrs.
Eddy and her followers. Mrs, Eddy says: “My immediate
recovery from the effects of an injury . .. . . was the
falling apple that led me to the discovery how to be well
myself, and how to make others so.” She would compare
herself with Newton in discovering the attraction of gravita-
tion; vain, vain woman! Sibyl Wilbur says: “This great
discovery depended largely on the fall of Mary Baker in
Lynn.” We find that she did have the fall, but the discovery
she did not make.*

This brings us to a specific investigation of Mrs. Eddy’s

#See Appendix F.
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claim of having discovered the Divine Science of Healing.
This will force us to class Mrs. Eddy with Joseph Smith, who
purloined the manuscript of Rev. Solomon Spaulding, a de-
ceased Presbyterian minister, published it, proclaimed to the
world that God had given him a revelation, and proceeded
to organize the Mormon Church, with his forgery as the
Bible of that organization. Mrs. Eddy declares: “In the
year 1866, I discovered the Christ Science, the science of
Mind, and named it Christian Science. God had been gra-
ciously fitting me, during many years, for the reception of a
final revelation of absolute Principle of scientific being, and
of healing. (S. H,, p. 1.)

“The works I have written on Christian Science contain
absolute Truth, and my necessity was to tell it; therefore I
did this even as a surgeon who would wound to heal. I
was a scribe under orders; and who can refrain from tran-
scribing what God indites, and ought not that one take
the cup, drink all of it, and give thanks?” (Miss. 311.)

The old adage proves true again, that murder will out.
Mrs. Eddy thought she was quite secure in preferring her
claim to a revelation from God, but alas! silent witresses
have arisen to confront and confound her. She even gels
the dates, when she began to discover the rudimentary prin-
ciples of mental healing, very much mixed. In the ex-
cerpts quoted above, she mentions 1866 as the year when
the discovery was made. We have examined a passage from
“Restrospection and Introspection,” in which reference is
made to the circumstances which is claimed to have given rise
to the discovery of this “Science.” This incident occurred on
the first day of Feb. 1866 ; and on the third day, Mrs. Eddy
says the discovery was made. Mrs. Eddy’s claim was chal-
lenged by J. A. Dresser, who accused her of purloining from
the teaching of her former benefactor and instructor, P. P.
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Quimby. She then wrote a letter to the Boston Post, which
bears the date March 7, 1883, in an attempt to vindicate
herself. I submit the following quotation from this letter:
“We had laid the foundations of mental healing before we
ever saw Dr. Quimby; were a homeopathist without a diplo-
ma, owing to our aversion of the dissecting-room. We made
our first experiments in mental healing about 1853, when
we were convinced that mind had a science which, if un-
derstood, would heal all diseases. We were then investigating
that science, but never saw Dr. Quimby until 1862. (“The
True History of Mental Science” by J. A. Dresser pp. 39-40.)
A foot note reads as follows: “In the Christian Science
Journal, June, 1887, Mrs. Eddy gives the date as 1844.
..... In 1867, I introduced the first purely metaphysical
system of healing since apostolic days.”

Mrs. Eddy is an expert in meeting emergencies. Honor
and veracity are unknown to Mrs. Eddy in practical life;
hence these conflicting dates. She will make a statement
today and then contradict it tomorrow ; she affirms and then
denies. She tries to leave the impression that she was a
homeopathist practitioner, which is absolutely false, as there
is not a shred of evidence of it; but she says without a di-
ploma. To be sure. If in 1853, she made her first experi-
ments in mental healing, how was it possible for her to have
discovered in 1866, what she had already been demonstrating?
Then she goes back to 1844 for the beginning of the discov-
ery. These statements bear the marks of a charlatan. It is
clear from the evidence, which will be produced, that Mrs.
Eddy had no conception of mental healing until she met
Dr. Quimby, that she never conceived of originating a cult
until after Quimby’s death, and that she certainly received
her clue from him.

That Mrs. Eddy delved into the occult prior to her asso-
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ciation with Quimby, none will deny who are familiar with
her history; for she was at one time a mesmerist and clair-
voyant. Allusion has previously been made to her spells of
hysteria, fits of temper, swoons, etc. She would fall into
a trance while making a social call and apparently become
oblivious to the outside world; then she would describe
scenes and events. Superstitious people began to resort to
her for advice when she was in the trance state. John Clark
and John Varney, both experimented with her in trying to
locate lost articles. In another chapter, it is proved she was
a spiritualist at one time. Mrs. Eddy was of a mercurial
temperament, with remarkable mental vivacity, highly im-
pressible, buccaneering in disposition, with a mental mould
that made her susceptible to any kind of vagary.

Let us take a critical view of Mrs. Eddy’s contention.
She says: “In the year 1866 I discovered the Christ
Science, the Science of Mind, and named it “Christian
Science.” The assumption herein contained is; first, that
she has discovered that which is divine; secondly, that the
divine discovery is a science. In dealing with Mrs. Eddy’s
claims we are to test them as all other claims are tested. We
cannot allow her to establish a standard as a test by which
to prove her theory. The title Christian Science is a mig-
nomer. When brought under the spectrum .of.scientific in-
vestlg&thn,,..it .is. found fo be at variance with every known
principle of science and utterly opposed to reason and .com-
mon sense; while on the other hand, she does not held- eny-
thing in common with the Christian religion. Her feachings
tend to the subversion of all accredited dicta in physics and
theology ‘It is proper here to ask the question: “What is
. Science P
" For an answer, I will submit the definition given by the
Standard Dictionary: “Knowledge gained and verified by
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