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CHRISTIAN SCIENCE : ITS CONTINUITY 
 

PREFACE 
 
When in 1895 Mrs. Eddy published Pulpit and Press she not only gave the text of her DEDICATORY 

SERMON and the readings and hymns in the service together with CLIPPINGS FROM NEWSPAPERS but she 
also inserted NOTE.  The penultimate paragraph is: 

     “If the lives of Christian Scientists attest their fidelity to Truth, I predict that 
in the twentieth century every Christian church in our land, and a few in far-
off lands, will approximate the understanding of Christian Science sufficiently 
to heal the sick in his name.  Christ will give to Christianity his new name, and 
Christendom will be classified as Christian Scientists” (Pul 22:9). 
 

The purpose of this document is to address the question: why does this not appear to be happening?  
In attempting to find an answer it seems appropriate to consider what Mrs. Eddy was referring to, or 
what she meant, when she said “The continuity of The Church of Christ, Scientist,  . . .  is assured” (My 
342:19).  
 
What is “The Church of Christ, Scientist”? In the “Glossary” in Science and Health Mrs Eddy states:    

  “CHURCH.  The structure of Truth and Love; whatever rests upon and 
proceeds from divine Principle.  
 “The Church is that institution, which affords proof of its utility and is 
found elevating the race, rousing the dormant understanding from material 
beliefs, to the apprehension of spiritual ideas and the demonstration of divine 
Science, thereby casting out devils, or error, and healing the sick” (page 583). 
 
     “CHRIST.  The divine manifestation of God, which comes to the flesh to 
destroy incarnate error.” 

 
The first paragraph of “Church” and the first part of “Christ” present a purely spiritual concept, 
corresponding to the “Scientific Translation of Immortal Mind”.  The second corresponds to the 
activity indicated in the “Scientific Translation of Mortal Mind”.  (See S&H 115:12 – 116:3.) 
   
We loosely refer to two translations but what actuates the second can only be the first.  Each marginal 
heading of the first begins with the adjective “Divine” – “Divine synonyms” “Divine image”, “Divine 
reflection”.  The marginal headings of the second are “Unreality” leading to “Transitional qualities” 
resulting in “Reality”, clearly indicating movement: the impulsion is from immortal Mind, it cannot 
come from will power or mortal mind.   
 
The paragraph that follows the statement of “Scientific Translation” explains:  

     “In the third degree mortal mind disappears, and man as God’s image appears.  
Science so reverses the evidence before the corporeal human senses, as to make 
this Scriptural testimony true in our hearts, ‘The last shall be first, and the first 
last,’ so that God and His idea may be to us what divinity really is and must of 
necessity be, – all-inclusive” (S&H 116:4). 

 
This document has been prepared in the spirit of these quotations for it involves all students of 
Christian Science, whether members of the organization or not (divinity really is – all-inclusive).  “God 
will give to all His soldiers of the cross the proper command, and under the banner of His love, and 
with the ‘still, small voice’ for the music of our march, we all shall take step and march on in spiritual 
organization” (Mis. 138:25).   Here she speaks of “spiritual organization”, which must indicate a 
movement governed by immortal Mind.  The world regards Christian Science as a religious sect, which 
inevitably has a material organization, just as mortal mind appears to govern a mortal body.  If we, as 
Christian Scientists are required to attest our fidelity to Truth, then we cannot simply say that this 
ideal is beyond achievement.  Did Mrs. Eddy leave us clues to enable us to “march on in spiritual 
organization”, rather than continue trying to improve material organization?  She dedicated Science 



  

and Health to “honest seekers for Truth” and if this is what we are then our textbook, together with 
Mrs. Eddy’s own life example, must contain those clues.      
 
The pages that follow are based on items held in our Research Library to which visitors are always 
welcome, by appointment.  In our previous publications we have used these original sources to 
present what we trust is a non-judgemental, objective and spiritual view of events in the history of 
Christian Science.  The first was the 1995 compendium, The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science.  
Then in 2006 the four-part, narrative, Christian Science : Mary Baker Eddy, ‘True estimate of God’s 
messenger”, was issued.  This was based on a view of Mrs. Eddy’s life mission as impelled by the divine 
idea as revealed in her exegesis of the first record of creation in “Genesis”.  In this new presentation we 
review the landmarks she left for guidance and then trace the history of Christian Science from 1910 
as it moved inevitably to “The Great Litigation” which came to a close in 1922.  
 
We read in “The Apocalypse” chapter in Science and Health (p 570:14), in the exegesis of “Revelation” 
12:15,16, about the serpent’s flood cast out in order that “the woman” should be “carried away”.  The 
first paragraph has the marginal heading, “Receptive hearts.” 

  “Millions of unprejudiced minds – simple seekers for Truth, weary 
wanderers, athirst in the desert – are waiting and watching for rest and drink.  
Give them a cup of cold water in Christ’s name, and never fear the 
consequences.  . . . ” 

The next paragraph is headed “Hidden ways of iniquity”, which includes: 
“Many are willing to open the eyes of the people to the power of good resident 
in divine Mind, but they are not so willing to point out the evil in human 
thought, and expose evil’s hidden ways of accomplishing iniquity.  . . .”  

This is followed by “Christly warning”, which begins with the question: 
“Why this backwardness,  . . . ?  It requires the spirit of our blessed Master to 
tell a man his faults, and so risk displeasure for the sake of doing right and 
benefiting our race. Who is telling mankind of the foe in ambush?  Is the 
informer one who sees the foe?  If so, listen and be wise.  Escape from evil, and 
designate those as unfaithful stewards who have seen the danger and yet have 
given no warning.  . . .” 
 

In her definition of Church Mrs. Eddy mentions, “elevating the race”, and in the quotation above she 
speaks of “benefiting our race”.  As Christian Scientists we are required to recognize the   “hidden ways 
of iniquity”, that is, to handle animal magnetism.  This also includes the need for us, and ultimately 
mankind, to recognise Christian Science not as a religious sect but as the Science of Christianity.  Such 
recognition, fulfilling Mrs. Eddy’s prophecy, can only be achieved as “the lives of Christian Scientists 
attest their fidelity to Truth”.   
 
 
Trustees of Christian Science Foundation 
Frondirion, Heydon Lane, Elmdon, CB11 4NH, England. 
www.christiansciencefoundation.wordpress.com 
2013. 
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PART I 

Chapter 1 

“The Landmarks of Science” 

“Remove not the ancient landmark, which thy fathers have set” (Prov.22:28). 

Mrs. Eddy tells us that after her discovery in 1866 of “the Christ Science, or divine laws of 
Life, Truth, and Love”, which she named “Christian Science”, she spent the next three years 
searching the Scriptures to discover “a positive rule.”  From the beginning her concern was 
to share this discovery – “I began by teaching one student” and the first edition of her 
class-book was copyrighted in 1870.  Five years later she published the first edition of the 
Christian Science textbook, Science and Health.  On July 4, 1876, “on the centennial day of 
our nation’s freedom”, with six of her students she formed the Christian Scientist 
Association.  Three years later they voted to organize a church, which grew until she asked 
them to dissolve ten years later.  In 1881 she organized a College, which likewise 
flourished until she closed it in 1889, the same year as the church.  When recording these 
events in her autobiography, Retrospection and Introspection, she analyzed the lessons 
learned about material organization and speaks of “a spiritually organized church”. 

                In Science and Health she writes,  

     “Through the wholesome chastisements of Love, we are helped onward in 
the march towards righteousness, peace, and purity, which are the landmarks of 
Science.  Beholding the infinite tasks of truth we pause, – wait on God.  Then we 
push onward, until boundless thought walks enraptured, and conception unconfined 
is winged to reach the divine glory” (323:8). 

In 1893 in an address to her students on the subject of “Obedience” she said: 

 “Insubordination to the law of Love even in the least, or strict obedience 
thereto, tests and discriminates between the real and the unreal Scientist.  
Justice, a prominent statute in the divine law, demands of all trespassers upon 
the sparse individual rights which one justly reserves to one’s self, – Would 
you consent that others should tear up your landmarks, manipulate your 
students, nullify or reverse your rules, countermand your orders, steal your 
possessions, and escape the penalty therefor?  No! ‘Therefore all things 
whatsoever ye would that men should do to you, do ye even so to them.’  The 
professors of Christian Science . . . must obey implicitly each and every 
injunction of the divine Principle of life’s long problem, or repeat their work in 
tears” (Mis. 119:22). 

  The following ‘landmarks’, therefore, follow this thread of teaching and 
organization.  They illustrate Mrs. Eddy’s concern with sharing her discovery and her 
profound understanding of the dangers and limitations of human laws, and her resolve to 
eliminate all restrictions to purely spiritual progress – achieved only through obedience to 
divine law.   

  In Science and Health on page 267 the final paragraph of the chapter, “Creation”, 
is headed ”Waymarks to eternal Truth” and it begins: 

     “When examined in the light of divine Science, mortals present more than is 
detected upon the surface, since inverted thoughts and erroneous beliefs must 
be counterfeits of Truth.  Thought is borrowed from a higher source than 
matter, and by reversal, errors serve as waymarks to the one Mind, in which 
all error disappears in celestial Truth.”  

  

(Landmark:  An event marking an important stage of development or a turning point 
in history. American Heritage Dictionary.) 

(Waymark: a mark to guide in travelling.  Webster.) 
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Landmark 1 – 1870 

THE SCIENCE OF MAN 

  After her healing and discovery in 1866 Mrs. Glover, as she was then, spent the 
next three years studying the Bible in order to “know the Science of this healing” (S&H 
109:19).  This enabled her to begin to teach others and in 1870 she copyrighted her first 
class-book.  This was a small booklet entitled THE SCIENCE OF MAN, BY WHICH THE SICK ARE 

HEALED. Embracing QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS IN MORAL SCIENCE.   The first of twenty-two 
questions and answers is “What is God?  Jehovah is not a person.  God is a Principle.” 
  In 1883 this class-book was included in Science and Health as the chapter 
“Recapitulation.”  In the Church Manual in 1904 a new Section was added: “Basis for 
Teaching” (now on page 86).  This stipulated that the “teachers of the Normal class shall 
teach from the chapter ‘Recapitulation’  . . .   and from the Christian Science Platform, 
beginning on page 330  . . .  and they shall teach nothing contrary thereto.  The teachers of 
the Primary class shall instruct their pupils from the said chapter on ‘Recapitulation’ only.”  

 

Landmark 2 – 1875 

SCIENCE   AND   HEALTH 

   The first edition of SCIENCE AND HEALTH was published in 1875.   Mrs. Eddy 
reports in Retrospection and Introspection (37:2) in the chapter “The Precious Volume”, 
that this first edition contained “the complete statement of Christian Science” and on the 
next page (38:8) that she had to insert “a partial history of what I had already observed of 
mental malpractice” before this book could be published.  She subsequently wrote, “A 
knowledge of error and of its operations must precede that understanding of Truth which 
destroys error . . .”  (S&H 252:8).  Although the terms ‘Science’ and ‘science’ are used 
throughout the book the term ‘Christian Science’ does not appear until the last line in the 
book.  Over four hundred editions were published between 1875 and 1910, with six 
major revisions, 1881, 1883, 1886, 1891, 1902, 1907.   
 

Landmark 3 – 1876 

CHRISTIAN   SCIENTIST   ASSOCIATION 

  It was in June 1875 that the growing band of students decided to meet regularly 
and pay for “the maintenance of said Mary Baker Glover as teacher [and] . . . the renting of 
a hall” (DG I, page 142).  It was at this time that they adopted her suggestion that they “call 
themselves ‘Christian Scientists’.”  One year later the Christian Scientist Association was 
formed. “The first Christian Scientist Association was organized by myself and six of my 
students in 1876, on the Centennial Day of our nation’s freedom” (Ret 43:22).  The 
deliberate choice of this date clearly indicates the keynote of her discovery – freedom of 
humanity from the slavery of mortality.       

 

Landmark 4 – 1879 

CHURCH   OF   CHRIST,   (SCIENTIST) 
   “In the spring of 1879, a little band of earnest seekers after Truth went into 
deliberations over forming a church without creeds, to be called the ‘CHURCH OF CHRIST, 
SCIENTIST.’” (Man 17:1).  This simple statement is of great consequence and bears witness 
to the uniqueness of this church: that it was without creeds.  The history of Christianity 
indicates that acceptance of creeds has the effect of division into sects whereas Jesus’ 
prayer was “that they all may be one” (John 17:21}.     
  Mrs. Eddy proposed a motion that they should “organize a church designed to 
commemorate the word and works of our Master, which should reinstate primitive 
Christianity and its lost element of healing” (Man p. 17).  In order to obtain a State charter 
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they were required to submit six documents, which were: “(1) The agreement subscribed 
by the persons who united to form the Boston Church of Christ (Scientist).  (2) The notice 
sent in accordance with the requirements of the Statutes of the State of Massachusetts, to 
the signers of the agreement.  (3) The affidavit required by the Statutes, of the notice of 
meeting for the constitution of the Church.  (4) The Minutes of the meeting of August 16, 
1879, at which the Church was constituted.  (5) The Tenets of the Church.  (6) By-Laws or 
Regulations.”  (CS Journal August 1889.  “Historical Sketch of the Church.”) 

 

Landmark 5 – 1881 

MASSACHUSETTS   METAPHYSICAL   COLLEGE   

  Two years later there is confirmation of the importance of teaching: a new 
institution was formed, the Massachusetts Metaphysical College. It was opened with a 
charter obtained by Mrs Eddy and six of her students issued under a new law passed in 
Massachusetts enabling a college to be “chartered for medical purposes.  No charters were 
granted to Christian Scientists for such institutions after 1883, and up to that date, hers 
was the only College of this character which had been established in the United States” 
(S&H xi:31).  It was located at 569 Columbus Avenue in Boston.   
  Information about this College stated that: “It gives ample instruction in every 
scientific method of medicine.  It meets the demand of the age for something higher than 
physic or drugging to restore to the race hope and health.  Metaphysics are taught on a 
purely practical basis to aid the development of mind, and to impart the understanding of 
the power and resources of the mind that promote and restore health and spiritually 
elevate man.”  Mrs. Eddy was the President and the only teacher; she also gave free 
lectures and addresses open to the public.  Church services in which she was the Pastor 
were also held here. 

 

Landmark 6 – 1883  

JOURNAL   OF   CHRISTIAN   SCIENCE 

  The subheading of the Journal, first issued in April 1883, stated that it was “An 
Independent Family Paper to Promote Health and Morals.”  It also included the following 
Bible verse (II Cor. 10:4) as its motto: 

“For the weapons of our warfare are not carnal, but mighty through God  
to the pulling down of strongholds.” 

  There were articles by Mrs. Eddy and others, “Answers to Questions”, poems and 
“Gems”.  It also included “Christian Scientists’ Professional Cards and notices about the 
activities of the College.   
  An edited version of the first article, “Prospectus”, now opens Miscellaneous 
Writings (page 1).  In it she says: 

“. . . The meek Nazarene, the scoffed of all scoffers, said, ‘Ye can discern the 
face of the sky; but can ye not discern the signs of the times?’  . . .   
          “The signs of these times portend a long and strong determination of 
mankind to cleave to the world  . . .  causing great obscuration of Spirit.  . . .  
Today we behold but the first faint view of a more spiritual Christianity, that 
embraces a deeper and broader philosophy and a more rational and divine 
healing.  The time approaches when divine Life, Truth, and Love will be found 
alone the remedy for sin, sickness, and death; when God, man’s saving 
Principle, and Christ, the spiritual idea of God, will be revealed.  . . . 
     “The lessons we learn in divine Science are applicable to all the needs of 
man.  . . .  Hygiene, manipulation, and mesmerism are not Mind’s medicine.  
The Principle of our cure is God, unerring and immortal Mind.  We have 
learned that the erring or mortal thought holds in itself all sin, sickness, and 
death, and imparts these states to the body; while the supreme and perfect 
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Mind, as seen in the truth of being, antidotes and destroys these material 
elements of sin and death. 
     “At this period there is a marked tendency of mortal mind to plant mental 
healing on the basis of hypnotism, calling this method ‘mental science.’  All 
Science is Christian Science; the Science of the Mind that is God, and of the 
universe as His idea, and their relation to each other.  Its only power to heal is 
its power to do good, not evil.”  

 

Landmark 7 – 1886 

NATIONAL   CHRISTIAN   SCIENTIST   ASSOCIATION 

  The National Christian Scientist Association was formed by thirteen of Mrs. 
Eddy’s students at her instigation.  The reason for this Association was that it brought 
together students taught by her and those taught by her students; they were all Christian 
Scientists.  They agreed to meet annually.  This completed the organization of Christian 
Scientists throughout the United States of America. 

 

Landmark  8 – 1889, 1890 

DISSOLUTION   AND   RESOLUTION   OF   ORGANIZATION 

  In an editorial in the Journal in September 1889 Mrs, Eddy spoke of the demand  
“for my exclusive teaching and dissatisfaction with any other, which leaves me 
no alternative but to give up the whole thing.  Deeply regretting the 
disappointment this must occasion and with grateful acknowledgement to the 
public, I now close my college.” 

  This was the first time she had made a public indication of the focus on her 
personally rather than on the impersonal Science she had discovered and it led her to 
dissolve all the institutions she had formed.  She then began an important revision of the 
textbook, as eventually it was the textbook that was to become the impersonal teacher. 
  Every resolution announcing dissolution included the assurance that this was a 
progressive step from material organization into ‘voluntary association.’  The Journal 
announcement of the closing of the College was prefaced by a note saying that it was “the 
latest of the steps by which we are being led to the fuller consciousness that ‘man is, not 
will be, spiritual’ – that we are living in the spiritual world, not in one that is material” (CS 
Journal December 1889, p 454 – emphasis in the original).  

 
  Christian Scientist Association (Landmark 3).  The members of this Association 
were all students taught by Mrs. Eddy; as such they became members of the College 
Association when the College was opened, and amongst them were those who had voted 
to form a church.  On September 23, 1889 she addressed a letter to “Members of the 
Christian Scientist Association of the Massachusetts Metaphysical College.”  It began: 

     “Beloved Students:  I have faithfully sought the direction of Divine wisdom 
in my advice herein given, namely, that you vote today to dissolve this 
association. “ 

She gave three reasons for this advice, the third of which was: 
   “Because it is more in accord with Christian Science for you to unite on the 
basis of Love and meet together in bonds of affection, from unselfish motives 
and the purpose to benefit each other, and honor the cause.  Therefore I 
strongly recommend this method alone of continuing without organization,  . . .” 
(6 Days p 314).   

  They voted unanimously to follow this advice and also voted to continue to meet 
on the first Wednesday of each month. 
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  Massachusetts Metaphysical College (Landmark 5).  In 1897 in Miscellaneous 
Writings (pp 271-274), in an item headed, “Close of the Massachusetts Metaphysical 
College”, Mrs. Eddy includes part of the September 1889 Journal notice and continues:  

     “From the scant history of Jesus and of his disciples we have no Biblical 
authority for a public institution.  This point, however, had not impressed me 
when I opened my College.  I desire to revise my book ‘Science and Health 
with Key to the Scriptures,’ and in order to do this I must stop teaching at 
present.  The work that needs to be done, and which God calls me to outside of 
College work, if left undone might hinder the progress of our Cause more than 
my teaching would advance it: therefore I leave all for Christ” (Mis 274:1)  

  Because the College was established under a state charter they followed the 
formality of calling a special meeting of the College Corporation.  They met on October 29, 
1889 and unanimously voted to dissolve. Of the five resolutions passed the following are 
particularly enlightening:  

     “WHEREAS, The material organization was, in the beginning in this 
institution, like the baptism of Jesus, of which he said, ‘Suffer it to be so now,’ 
though the teaching was a purely spiritual and scientific impartation of Truth, 
whose Christly spirit has led to higher ways, means, and understanding, – the 
President, the Rev. Mary B. G. Eddy, at the height of prosperity in the 
institution, which yields a large income, is willing to sacrifice all for the 
advancement of the world in Truth and Love; and   . . .   
     “WHEREAS, The fundamental principle for growth in Christian Science is 
spiritual formation first, last, and always, while in human growth material 
organization is first; and    
     “WHEREAS, Mortals must learn to lose their estimate of the powers that are 
not ordained of God, and attain the bliss of loving unselfishly, working 
patiently, and conquering all that is unlike Christ and the example he gave; 
therefore  . . . ” (Ret 48:25-3 & 49:11-18).   

  The December 1889 Journal account of this meeting included, “The effect on the 
forms and methods of organization in Christian Science . . . of the dissolution . . . will be to 
lift them from the material sensual plane, to that of Voluntary Association, or Love.” 
 
  Church of Christ, (Scientist)  (Landmark 4).  On November 23, 1889 Mrs. Eddy 
wrote to the Pastor of the church, which read:   

     “This morning has finished my halting between two opinions.  This Mother 
Church must disorganize, and now is the time to do it, and form no new 
organization but the spiritual one.  Follow Christ Jesus’ example . . .  Ours 
should establish Science , but not material organization.  . . .”   (6 Days 318). 

  This was followed five days later by a detailed letter addressed to the church (6 
Days 323).  On December 2, 1889 the members met and five resolutions were adopted, 
two of which stated: 

     “3.  That the Corporation be and is declared dissolved and that the present 
Clerk of the Church be hereby requested to take the steps necessary to give 
legal effect to this resolution. 
     “4.  The members of this Church herby declare that this action is taken in 
order to realize more perfectly the purposes of the institution as an 
organization viz. growth in spiritual life . . . and that they will continue as a 
Voluntary Association of Christians knowing no law but the law of Love, and 
no Master but Christ in the exercise of all the ministrations and activities 
heretofore performed by them as a Church of Christ (Scientist)” (6 Days 324). 

  In December 1889 the leading article in the Journal was “The Way” by Mrs. Eddy 
in which she offers advice and encouragement to all Christian Scientists in this “present 
stage of progress in Christian Science.”  Its message is clearly for all time, not just for the 
students in 1889 (See Mis. 355-359). 
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  National Christian Scientist Association  (Landmark 7).  In May 1890 the NCSA 
invited Mrs. Eddy to attend their fifth annual meeting in June.  On May 23, 1890 she 
answered by thanking them for their invitation and continued: 

     “When I gave you a meagre reception in Boston at the close of the first 
convention of the National Christian Scientist Association, it was simply to 
give you the privilege, poor as it was, of speaking a few words aside to your 
teacher.  I remember my regret, when, having asked in general assembly if you 
had any questions to propose, I received no reply.  Since then you have 
doubtless realized that such opportunity might have been improved; but that 
time is passed.      
     “I greatly rejoice over the growth of my students within the last few years.  
It was kind of you to part so gently with the protecting wings of the mother-
bird.  Now, dear ones, if you take my advice again, you will do – what?   
     “Even this:  Disorganize the National Christian Scientist Association! and 
each one return to his place of labor, to work out individually and alone, for 
himself and for others, the sublime ends of human life.  . . . 
     “. . . God will give to all His soldiers of the cross the proper command, and 
under the banner of His love, and with the ‘still , small voice” for the music of 
our march, we all shall take step and march on in spiritual organization. 
     “N.B.  I recommend  . . . if it does disorganize, to meet again in three years.  
Then bring your tithes into the storehouse, and God will pour you out a 
blessing such as you even yet have not received” (Mis 137- 139).      

  They adopted her recommendations and dissolved the Association by means of 
six Resolutions, the second of which stated: 

     “We, the students in the United States and elsewhere, who use the Bible, 
SCIENCE AND HEALTH, given through Rev. Mary B. G. Eddy, as our sole textbooks 
in the ministrations, teaching, and promulgation of Christian Science, and 
employ and accept no designation but that of Christian Scientists, hereby 
resolve ourselves into a voluntary Assembly of Christians” (6 Days 343). 
 

_______________________________________ 
 

 

“THE SCIENCE WHICH GOVERNS THESE CHANGES” 

  In order to discover the spiritual reason for these changes it may be helpful to 
observe some details of the Church situation in 1889, as noted above (Landmark 4). 
 

  In her letter to the Pastor of the Church on November 23, Mrs. Eddy alerted him:  
“This Mother Church must disorganize, and now is the time to do it, and form 
no new organization but the spiritual one.  . . . [We] should establish Science, 
but not material organization”  (6 Days 318).   

On November 28th she wrote to the Church in detail about the continual difficulties 
she had when she put students in her pulpit.    

     ‘This and much more of a severe nature caused me as the Mother of this 
Church to ask earnestly, ‘What shall she do to be saved?’ and I think God has 
answered me and bidden her to disorganize,  . . .  drop all material rules 
whereby to regulate Christ, Christianity, and adopt alone the golden rule for 
unification, progress, and a better example as the Mother Church.   
     “When this is done I have already caused to be deeded to those who shall 
build a church edifice, the lot of land designed for the site . . . 
     “This offer is made on condition that the question of disorganization shall 
be settled by affirmative vote at the annual meeting of this church held 
December 2nd 1889. 
     “Please read in Science and Health, page 92, paragraph 5 [224:4-10 – final 
edition] –  ‘As the crude footprints of the past disappear from the dissolving 
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paths of the present, we shall better understand the Science which governs 
these changes, and shall plant our feet on firmer ground.  Every sensuous 
pleasure or pain is self-destroyed through suffering.  There should be painless 
progress, attended by life and peace instead of discord and death’ ”  (6 Days 
323). 

  Two important points are: (1) The phrase “drop all material rules” would enable 
the Mother Church to become a “better example.”  (2) There is an offer of a lot of land 
deeded for a church edifice on condition that the church in its present form be 
disorganized.  This last point may appear to be rather difficult to comprehend, but when 
considered in the light of the first – a better example – it may suggest a spiritual reason 
found in “the Science which governs these changes.”    
  With all the material institutions now dissolved, Mrs. Eddy retired from Boston 
“to gain a higher hope for the race” and began revising Science and Health in preparation 
for the fiftieth edition  (My 246:11).   
  During this period she also wrote her autobiography, Retrospection and 
Introspection, in which she describes the effect of dissolution in a chapter entitled “College 
and Church”: “This measure was immediately followed by a great revival of mutual love, 
prosperity, and spiritual power.  . . . this spiritually organized Church of Christ, Scientist, in 
Boston, still goes on.  . . .”  In this first edition in 1891 she continues with a paragraph that 
she deleted the following year.  It said: “After this experience and the Divine purpose is 
fulfilled in these changing scenes, this Church may find it wisdom to organize a second 
time for the completion of its history.  This however is left to the providence of God” (1st 
edition p 58).   
  The next chapter is “College Closed” in which are recorded details of the meeting 
held to propose and vote on a number of resolutions.  One of these states: “The 
fundamental principle for growth in Christian Science is spiritual formation first, last, and 
always, while in human growth material organization is first” (now in Ret 49:11).   

_____________________________________ 

 

Landmark 9 – 1891 

A   MAJOR    REVISION   OF   THE   TEXTBOOK,   THE   50TH   EDITION  

  The emphasis from the beginning of Mrs. Eddy’s life work was on teaching, and 
the leading article in the Journal of March 1891 was headed:       

THE   NEW   BOOK. 
FIAT  LUX. 

  The new book was the herald of a new beginning and was saying: let there be 
light!  To emphasize its importance it was repeated as the leading article in the next issue 
of the Journal in April 1891.  This time it was headed: 

“SCIENCE AND HEALTH.    BY REV. MARY BAKER G. EDDY.    
 FIFTIETH EDITION,  REVISED.” 

   The seven-page article opened: 
 “The long-looked-for, much-coveted volume of SCIENCE AND HEALTH, that is 
to mark an epoch in the Christian Science movement, has at last appeared; and 
will be eagerly searched, studied, pored over, by every student among us.   Is 
not the new Science and Health intended to be the teacher for the future, thus 
to do away with incorrect teaching, and the oral teaching of human teachers?   
. . .  The Work is intended for all ages, grades and classes  . . .  this volume 
gradually will supersede all teaching  . . .  and further,  . . .  will prove great gain 
for the Cause of Truth when that day arrives.”  

  Two major additions in this revision are: (1) a new chapter, “Science, Theology, 
Medicine”, in which is the SCIENTIFIC TRANSLATION OF IMMORTAL MIND in three parts: GOD: 
MAN: IDEA.  This is followed by: SCIENTIFIC TRANSLATION OF MORTAL MIND, in three degrees: 
PHYSICAL: MORAL: SPIRITUAL.  (2) the chapter, “The Apocalypse”, now opens with two verses 
from Revelation 10, the angel with the  “little book”, and concludes with three verses from 
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chapter 21, a new heaven and earth, the holy city, which has “no temple therein” and 
finally the twenty-third Psalm, in which  “one word shows, though faintly, the light which 
Christian Science throws on  the Scriptures by substituting for the corporeal sense [Lord], 
the incorporeal sense of Deity [LOVE]”.    

 

Landmark 10 – 1892  
 

  DEED  OF  TRUST  CONVEYING  LAND  FOR  CHURCH  EDIFICE   
AND  CHURCH  REORGANIZATION    

  With this “teacher for the future” in place, developments in the understanding of 
a student were spiritually established and secure.  However, it is not surprising that there 
were many students who were not able to adapt to ‘voluntary association’ and 
increasingly they asked for a new organization.  Mrs. Eddy had noted in the first edition of 
the textbook that Jesus had formed no church organization and in the definitions of 
Church in the textbook from 1883 the “structure of Truth and Love” required no public 
services.  “Mrs. Eddy used to give newcomers to her household the opportunity to go to 
church but was disappointed if they took the offer.  . . . To be sure, attending church is a 
step in the student’s progress, but if his concept of church stagnates at that point and his 
demonstration of church does not gradually broaden to cover everything, then spiritual 
growth ceases” (6 Days p 322).   
  For the next year students continued to press for a change and in March 1892 
she wrote to William B. Johnson, “Again I repeat do not, unless God speaks through me to 
you to do it, change your present materially disorganized – but spiritually organized – 
Church,  . . .‘ (6 Days 398).  However, on May 8th she wrote to Mr. Johnson: “. . . If you 
reorganize it will ruin the prosperity of our church.”  But she went on “ I have given my 
permission, or my poor consent, for the church to do anything she chooses.  . . .”  Steps 
were taken immediately to obtain a new Church charter.  Two days later she wrote to the 
Church: “I have said, you have my permission to reorganize, if you desire to do this.  But I 
also realize it is my duty to say that our Father’s hand was seen in your disorganizing, and 
I foresee that if you reorganize you are liable to lose your present prosperity and your 
present form of church government,  . . .   and my gift of land worth $20,000.  As this 
matter now stands, it is safe to build a church edifice on the land which I gave for this 
purpose” (6 Days 405).   
  In June she describes this gift: “I had this desirable site transferred in a 
circuitous, novel way, at the wisdom whereof a few persons have since scrupled; but to my 
spiritual perception, like all true wisdom, this transaction will in future be regarded as 
greatly wise, and it will be found that this act was in advance of the erring mind’s 
apprehension.”  This description appears in a letter published in the Journal in July 1892 
(originally entitled “Hints for History” and now in Miscellaneous Writings, page 139, 
addressed “To The First Church of Christ, Scientist in Boston”).  The letter continues, “ As 
with all former efforts in the interest of Christian Science, I took care that the provisions 
for the land and building were such that error could not control.  . . .  The foundation on 
which our church was to be built had to be rescued from the grasp of legal power, and now 
it must be put back into the arms of Love, if we would not be found fighting against God.”   
  On August 22nd Mrs. Eddy wrote to Mr. Johnson: “Drop all further movements 
toward chartering a Church in Boston.  God is not pleased with this movement that has 
been forced on me to attempt.  Let there be a Church of Christ in reality and in the hearts 
of men before one is organized” (6 Days 425).  Mrs. Eddy had instructed her lawyers to 
find a Statute of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts that would allow a church to be 
formed without the need for a charter, as she was sure that one did exist.  Eventually they 
found a Public Statute based on a “deed of conveyance” in which the grantees are 
constituted as “a perpetual body or corporation”(see Man 130:1,8 and footnote).  A church 
legally recognized but free from the restrictions of a state charter.    
   September 1, 1892.  On this date Mrs. Eddy signed a Deed of Trust conveying 
land for a church edifice.  This “deed of conveyance . . . made upon . . . express trusts and 
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conditions” was for the parcel of land owned by Mrs. Eddy and now granted to four 
“citizens of this commonwealth”.  These four trustees were to be known as the “Christian 
Science Board of Directors.”  They were constituted “a perpetual body” and “Whenever a 
vacancy occurs . . . the remaining members shall . . . fill the same by election”.  Their duties 
were concerned with “The First Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston, Mass.”, for which the 
edifice was to be built on this deeded land (See Man. 128-135 for the complete deed with its 
eleven trusts and conditions).  
  At this time Mrs. Eddy deleted the paragraph in the first edition of her 
autobiography about the possibility that “this Church may find it wisdom to organize a 
second time for the completion of its history.”  She added between the chapters “College 
and Church” and “College Closed” the poem:  

“FEED MY SHEEP” 
“Lines penned when I was pastor of the Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston” 

  September 23, 1892.  On this date at Mrs. Eddy’s request, “twelve of her 
students and Church members met and reorganized, under her jurisdiction, the Christian 
Science Church and named it, THE FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST.”  On this same day 
they elected “twenty others of Mrs. Eddy’s students and members of her former Church” 
(Man 18).  The reorganized church is based on the “trusts and conditions” set out in this 
deed instead of on the approved requirements of a state charter.  Mrs. Eddy was never a 
member of this new church organization. 
  In the “Historical Sketch” on pages 17-19 in the Manual after the details of the 
first organization, the account continues: “Although walking through deep waters, the 
little Church went steadily on, increasing in numbers, and at every epoch saying, ‘Hitherto 
hath the Lord helped us.’”  There is no mention of dissolution, only of its results. 
  The final paragraph states the new designation for the reorganized church: “THE 

FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST, IN BOSTON, MASS., is designed to be built on the Rock, 
Christ; even the understanding and demonstration of divine Truth, Life, and Love, healing 
and saving the world from sin and death; thus to reflect in some degree the Church 
Universal and Triumphant “ (Man 19).    
  The true nature of this reorganization and subsequent events show that not only 
is this reorganized church fundamentally different from the original chartered church of 
1879-1889, but also that the uniqueness of this second organization has been largely 
misunderstood or ignored. 

(For a summary of the “Church of Christ, Scientist” see Compendium, “The Continuity of the Cause of 
Christian Science”, Information Sheet No. 2 and Parts 6 and 7.) 

 

Landmark 11 – 1894  

THE   CHURCH   EDIFICE 

  The second trust in the Deed was that “a suitable and convenient church edifice” 
should be built.  On May 21, 1894 the corner-stone of this edifice was laid (Mis 143).  
Remarkably the building was completed and the first service was held on December 30th 
that same year.  The following Sunday, January 6 1895, the dedication service was held.  
Mrs. Eddy did not attend: “Today, being with you in spirit, what need that I should be 
present in propria persona?”  During the sermon came the announcement: “I have 
ordained the Bible and the Christian Science textbook . . . as pastor of The First Church of 
Christ, Scientist, in Boston, – so long as this church is satisfied with this pastor” (Pul. 7:24), 
bringing to an end all personal preaching and the difficulties encountered when she had 
“put students in my pulpit.”  This ordination was extended to all Christian Science 
churches a few months later. 
   Every aspect of the building, both inside and out, presents a symbol – “Spiritual 
teaching must always be by symbols” (S&H 575:13) – and now it is “a better example as the 
Mother Church.”  Of these symbols the triangular shape with an inscribed stone tablet at 
the apex, set beneath the Mother’s Room, may be the most notable because this inscription 
is the subject of a “further trust” added to every deed in 1903 “that the same inscription 
which is on the outside of the present church edifice shall be placed on any new church 



 10 

erected on said lot” (Man 137).  The inscription begins with the name of the building and 
the date of its erection.  The main subject continues:  

“A TESTIMONIAL TO OUR BELOVED LEADER, THE REVEREND MARY BAKER EDDY: DISCOVERER 
AND FOUNDER OF CHRISTIAN SCIENCE: AUTHOR OF ITS TEXTBOOK, SCIENCE AND HEALTH WITH  

KEY TO THE SCRIPTURES: PRESIDENT OF THE MASSACHUSETTS METAPHYSICAL COLLEGE,  
AND THE FIRST PASTOR OF THIS DENOMINATIOn.” 

  At an earlier stage there was a request for it to be called A Memorial, but Mrs. 
Eddy would not allow this.  As “A Testimonial” it states the purpose of the building: to bear 
witness to the life and work of Mary Baker Eddy. 

(Note: For further details of the “Symbolism of the Church Edifice” see the Compendium, 
“The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science”, Part 8) 

 

 

Landmark 12 – 1895  

CHURCH   MANUAL 

  In September 1895, this slim volume was published.  The title page announced: 
 

Church Manual 
OF 

The First Church of Christ, 
Scientist, 

IN 

Boston, Massachusetts. 
1895 

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE PUBLISHING SOCIETY, 
95 FALMOUTH STREET, BOSTON. 

   
  The Christian Science Board of Directors hold the copyright.  The first page is 
headed, CHURCH OFFICERS, the four individuals named in the deed of trust are identified 
here as “Christian Science Board of Directors”; this is followed by the current two 
“Readers”; then the “Clerk” and “Treasurer”; finally, “NOTE: The REV. MARY BAKER EDDY, 
Discoverer and Founder of Christian Science, is the author of all the Rules and By-laws 
embraced in this manual.”  Next is one page describing how the Church was formed in 
September 1892 through a Deed of Trust.  There follow nine Articles of Rules and fourteen 
Articles of By-Laws.  The Deed appears in full in an Appendix, thus making the status and 
conditions built into the reorganized church plain to all members.  In this Appendix there 
are also one hundred and twelve pages listing all the members of this Church, ending with 
the thirty-two First Members appointed on September 23, 1892 and the eight appointed 
between 1892 and 1895.   
  In the second edition, issued just a month or so later, two First Members now 
hold the copyright.  The NOTE in CHURCH OFFICERS disappears and the list begins: “REV. 
MARY BAKER EDDY, PASTOR EMERITUS.”  
  In 1897 an unnumbered “Revised Edition” is published and the first page is now  
“Extract from a letter in Miscellaneous Writings by Mary Baker G. Eddy”, in which she states 
that “The Rules and By-Laws  . . .  were impelled by a power not one’s own . . .”  In the By-
Law, CHURCH OFFICERS, an asterisk appears before the first mention of the Board of 
Directors and the footnote reads:  

*See under “Deed of Trust” for incorporation of the “Christian Science Board of Directors.” 
This footnote remains in every subsequent edition of the Manual even when there is a 
Section: Directors, which states that the Board shall consist of five members. 

  In the tenth edition in 1899 the title page was changed to: 
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Manual of the 

Mother Church 

The First Church of Christ, 
Scientist, 

In Boston, Massachusetts. 
By Mary Baker G. Eddy 

Tenth Edition 
1899 

The Christian Science Publishing Society 
95 Falmouth Street, Boston        

   
  One of the new Articles is BRANCH CHURCHES and the Sections include: 1. LOCAL 

SELF-GOVERNMENT;  2. TITLES (no branch church may use the article ‘The’ in its title);  3. 
MOTHER CHURCH UNIQUE (“the Mother Church stands alone.  It occupies a position that no 
other church can fill.  . . .”);  4. TENETS COPYRIGHTED (they are copyrighted in Science and 
Health and may not to be used);  5. NO FIRST MEMBERS;  6. MANUAL (“Branch churches may 
not adopt, print or publish the Manual of the Mother Church.”).  The final Article, which is 
also new, is CHURCH MANUAL and the first Section is: FOR THE MOTHER CHURCH ONLY; the 
third Section is: TENTH EDITION THE AUTHORITY.  This is the first of five ‘authority’ editions to 
appear before the last edition in 1910.  
  In 1903, after the publication of the twenty-ninth edition, the second ‘authority’ 
edition, now copyrighted by Mrs. Eddy, she wrote in the Journal: “Heaps upon heaps of 
praise confront me, and for what?  That which I said in my heart would never be needed – 
namely, laws of limitation for a Christian Scientist”  (My 229).  This article is entitled 
“Mental Digestion” and she addresses it to “those beloved students, whose growth is 
taking in the Ten Commandments and scaling the steep ascent of Christ’s Sermon on the 
Mount” thus linking the Manual with these two Biblical ‘laws’.  At this time Clara Shannon, 
a helper resident in Pleasant View, recorded that Mrs. Eddy, “when making some By-Laws 
which were needed, said ‘This Manual is God’s law as much as the Ten Commandments 
and the Sermon on the Mount.  It is God’s law and will be acknowledged as law by law.’  
And she smiled and looked up from her writing and said ‘I mean by the laws of our State, 
even if it has to go to the Higher Courts.’  I see written down ‘I’ve forgotten while listening 
to her if the word was ‘Higher’ or ‘Highest’.’  She finished up, both at the beginning and end 
of what she was saying with the words, ‘Now remember what I say.’” (Recorded in “Golden 
Memories by one who is grateful to be able to testify to the truth about our beloved and 
revered Leader” page 29.)  Other workers in her household have recorded in their 
reminiscences the tribulations Mrs. Eddy experienced when dealing with the By-Laws. 
  There is a significant change in the last By-Law, CHURCH MANUAL, in this twenty-
ninth edition.  The final Section is headed: “AMENDMENT OF BY-LAWS” and in the twenty-
eighth edition it read: “Any By-Law of the Mother Church can be amended by unanimous 
vote of the Christian Science Board of Directors, together with the consent, or the 
direction, of the Pastor Emeritus, except said by-law declares otherwise.”  In the twenty-
ninth edition it now reads: “No new Tenet or By-Law shall be adopted, nor any Tenet or 
By-Law amended or annulled, without the written consent of Mary Baker G. Eddy, the 
author of our textbook, SCIENCE AND HEALTH.”  This Section is never changed again.   

(Note: for further details about “Church Manual” see Compendium,  
“The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science”, Information Sheet No. 3 and Part 9.) 

 

Landmark 13 – 1898 

 
Deed of Trust, January 25, 1898 establishing  

THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE PUBLISHING SOCIETY 
   
  This is the second legal deed established by Mrs. Eddy, the first being that of 
1892 for land on which a church edifice was to be built (Landmark 10).  This deed of 
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January 25, 1898 conveyed to three trustees “in consideration of their agreement to 
faithfully observe and perform all the conditions hereinafter specified  . . .  for the purpose 
of more effectually promoting and extending the religion of Christian Science as taught by 
me . . .  personal property, goods, and chattels . . .  premises numbered 95 and 97 Falmouth 
Street in said Boston, including the publication called ‘The Christian Science Journal’ . . . 
upon the following perpetual and irrevocable trust and confidence, namely . . .”  
(Underlining appears in the original deed.)  The ‘following’ were fourteen detailed clauses, 
the eighth of which states: “Said trustees shall have direction and supervision of the 
publication of said Quarterly, and also of all pamphlets, tracts, and other literature 
pertaining to said business, using their best judgment as to the means of preparing and 
issuing the same, so as to promote the best interests of the Cause . . .”  
  The tenth clause is: “Whenever a vacancy shall occur in said trusteeship for any 
cause, I reserve the right to fill the same by appointment, as I shall so desire, so long as I 
may live, but if I do not elect to exercise this right, the remaining trustees shall fill said 
vacancy.  The First Members together with the directors of said Church shall have the 
power to declare vacancies in said trusteeship as to them may seem expedient.”  Thus 
from the date of its institution the Publishing Society is linked with the Church.  This link 
requires the two Boards to work together, neither having a dominant role.  (At this time 
First Members and the directors worked together as a congregational form of government 
of the church.  First Members, later called Executive Members, were discontinued in 
1908.) 
  In the eighth edition of the Manual, published in 1898, an Article THE CHRISTIAN 

SCIENCE PUBLISHING SOCIETY was inserted.  It included three Sections giving fundamental 
details from the deed.   
  Ten days after this Deed of Trust was signed Mrs. Eddy sent a handwritten note 
to the trustees headed, “Rules”.  They are: 

“1.  When Mother foils a demon scheme, do not mar her success.  The hardest 
battle is the last one. 
“2.  Never act on first thoughts unless they be of Good, God, but watch and 
separate the tares from the wheat.  Learn by experience and careful 
comparison to know whence cometh your conclusions.  ‘Try the spirits’ before 
acting, look over the purpose that the enemy might be trying to accomplish 
and so avoid the snare. 
“3.  Have the bird in your hand before disturbing the bush that he hangs 
upon.” 

 

Landmark 14 – 1902  

THE   226TH   EDITION   OF   SCIENCE   AND   HEALTH 

  The important change in this next major revision is that the chapters are now in 
their final order.  In this edition of 1902 the rearranged order has moved “Science, 
Theology, Medicine” from chapter one to chapter six.  At the beginning of this chapter she 
tells us that, “God had been graciously preparing me during many years for the reception 
of this final revelation of the absolute divine Principle of scientific mental healing” (S&H 
107:3).  She also says of this discovery in Retrospection and Introspection, “Jesus of 
Nazareth was a natural and divine Scientist.  He was so before the world saw him.  He who 
antedated Abraham, and gave the world a new date in the Christian era, was a Christian 
Scientist, who needed no discovery of the Science of being in order to rebuke the evidence.  
To one ‘born of the flesh,’ however, divine Science must be a discovery” (Ret. 26:17).  We 
learn from these remarks that each individual has to make his own discovery.  Science and 
Health now has five preparatory chapters before Mrs. Eddy reports her own experience.  
They are now PRAYER, ATONEMENT AND EUCHARIST, MARRIAGE, CHRISTIAN SCIENCE VERSUS 

SPIRITUALISM, and ANIMAL MAGNETISM UNMASKED. 
  The question of reading the book in its entirety is mentioned twice in the final 
edition of the textbook. The first time is with reference to herself: “Until June 10, 1907, she 
had never read this book throughout consecutively in order to elucidate her idealism” 
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(S&H xii:20); and the second, addressed to every reader: “Mortals, obey the heavenly 
evangel.  Take divine Science.  Read this book from beginning to end.  Study it, ponder it” 
(S&H 559:19).     
  In 1902 Mrs. Eddy also made a significant addition to all her writings.  She 
introduced an embossed design on both front and back covers of all hardback editions of 
her books.  Its purpose was clearly not simply decorative, it was in line with her statement, 
“Spiritual teaching must always be by symbols” (S&H 575:13). 

(See Information Sheet No. 1 in Compendium, “The Continuity of the  
Cause of Christian Science” and also Part 3.) 

 

Landmark 15 – 1906 

THE   EXTENSION   TO   THE   CHURCH   EDIFICe 

  In her annual message to the Mother Church in 1902 Mrs. Eddy said, “Here allow 
me to interpolate some matters of business that ordinarily find no place in my Message.  It 
is a privilege to acquaint communicants with the financial transactions of this church, so 
far as I know them, and especially before making another united effort to purchase more 
land and enlarge our church edifice so as to seat the large number who annually favor us 
with their presence on Communion Sunday.”  At the Annual Meeting, that followed a few 
days later, a motion was proposed and carried unanimously “to contribute any portion of 
two million dollars that may be necessary for this purpose” (My p. 7). 
  The first activity was the purchase and transfer of deeds for parcels of land on 
which this extension would be built.  These acquisitions would enlarge the triangle of land 
on which the original church was built.  The whole site is bounded by three existing 
streets, thus the original edifice with its extension would fill this area.  With regard to 
these deeds, on March 9, 1903 Mrs Eddy sent the following instruction to the Board:   

“Beloved Students: 
     “I hereby request that it be named in the deed of land, that the same 
inscription which is on the outside of the present church edifice shall be 
placed on the new church.  Also I request that . . . you add to the deeds of land 
the following clause: No new Tenet or By-Law shall be adopted by the church, 
and no Tenet or By-Law shall be amended or annulled without the written 
consent of Mary Bake G. Eddy, the author of our textbook, Science and Heath 
with Key to the Scriptures. 
     “My dear Students, I foresee that if you add to your deed the aforesaid 
clause, it will save you sad experience.  It will tend to keep out of our church 
disloyal students, and to preserve the loyalty of those who are members 
thereof.    
     “As ever lovingly, 
     “Mary Baker Eddy.”         (Emphasis in original.) 
 

  Every new deed signed after this date included these two new trusts.  All those 
registered before this date, including that of September 1, 1892 for the original edifice, 
had a supplementary deed executed in order to include these extra trusts. 
  With all legal deeds now secure building commenced and on June 10, 1906 the 
Extension was dedicated.  Mrs. Eddy’s message for this occasion was entitled, “Choose Ye” 
(My 3 – 6).  In this she stated that,  

     “Christian Science is not a dweller apart in royal solitude;  . . .  This Science 
is a law of divine  Mind, a persuasive animus, an unerring impetus, an ever-
present help.   . . .  and its effect on man is mainly this – that the good which 
has come into his life, examination compels him to think genuine, whoever did 
it.  A Christian Scientist verifies his calling.  Choose ye!  . . .  
     “Forgetting the Golden Rule and indulging sin, men cannot serve God; they 
cannot demonstrate the omnipotence of divine Mind that heals the sick and 
the sinner.  Human will may mesmerize and mislead man; divine wisdom 
never.   . . . 
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     “We cannot serve two masters.  Do we love God supremely?  Are we honest, 
just, faithful?  Are we true to ourselves?  ‘God is not mocked: for whatsoever a 
man soweth, that shall he also reap.’ ”        

  It has been noted that the site for the original edifice was a triangle and this 
shape is now enlarged by the purchase of further lots of land.  The readers’ desks in the 
new auditorium face the base of the triangle and are back to back with the readers’ desks 
in the original edifice, which face its apex, the Mother’s Room.  The emphasis now is 
reaching out to the world.  Mrs. Eddy’s address concludes:  

“The modest edifice of The Mother Church of Christ, Scientist, began with the 
cross; its excelsior extension is the crown.  The room of your Leader remains 
in the beginning of this edifice,  . . . Its crowning ultimate rises to a mental 
monument, a superstructure high above the work of men’s hands, even the 
outcome of their hearts, giving to the material a spiritual significance – the 
speed, beauty, and achievements of goodness.  . . .”    

  Like the original edifice the Extension offers more symbols for contemplation.  
This time they are all in words, not pictures.  The quotations appear in pairs, one from the 
New Testament, giving the name – Christ Jesus, Paul, John, Luke and the other from the 
textbook – Mary B. G. Eddy.  They appear not only in the auditorium but also in corridors, 
foyer and over the check room.  Outside, the inescapable symbol is that of a square 
surmounted by a dome – representing the “city foursquare” and the “city of our God.”   
  When the record of the original edifice was published in Pulpit and Press it 
included “Clippings from Newspapers” and the same form of record appears for the 
Extension. One that reflects the awareness of its importance is from the Denver, Colorado, 
News, (My. 89): 

   “The dedication of the new Mother Church of the Christian Scientists in 
Boston is not a matter of interest to that city alone, but to the nation; not to 
the nation alone, but to the world; not to this time alone, but to history. 
   “The growth of this form of religious faith has been one of the marvels of the 
last quarter century.  It is, in some respects, the greatest religious 
phenomenon of all history.  That a woman should found a religious movement 
of international sway; that its followers should number many thousands 
during her lifetime; that hundreds of great buildings should be filled at every 
meeting Sundays or on week-days with devout worshippers, wooed by no 
eloquence of orator or magnetic ritual, – all these things are new, utterly new, 
in the history of religious expression.  
   “Unaccountable?  Hardly so.  Whatever else it is, this faith is real and is given 
very real tests.  Thousands upon thousands believe it has cured them of 
diseases many and diverse.  All the passionate love for life with which nature 
endows the children of men, grips hold of their faith and insures fidelity in 
pain or death for self or dear ones.  But, while health-seeking is the door to 
this gospel for many, it is not the only source of appeal.  A faith which teaches 
that hate is atheism, that discord is poisonous, that gloom is sin, has a mission 
that can be readily grasped by sick or well. 
   “The world is enormously richer for this reincarnation of the old, old gospel 
of ‘on earth peace, good will toward men.’” 

________________________________ 

 

 

 

A sequence of important events beginning in February 1903 

  Before continuing to Landmark 16 it is of importance to note a sequence of 
events beginning in February 1903 that had significant bearing on the Christian Science 
movement at that time and for the future.   
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  First, on February 5th, Mrs. Eddy sent a handwritten letter to the Board of 
Directors enclosing new By-Laws.  “Please convene immediately and vote on them.  They 
are of great importance to our Cause.”  One By-Lw was to increase the number of directors 
to five.  Another was to appoint her candidate.  

  The second event to be noted is that on February 27, 1903 Mrs. Eddy dictated 
a letter addressed to the Board of Directors.  This has become widely known as “Never 
Abandon the By-Laws” as this is a simple summary of its contents.  Mrs. Eddy states that 
the “present and future prosperity of the Cause of Christian Science is largely due to the 
By-Laws and government of ‘The First Church of Christ, Scientist’ in Boston” – an example 
for mankind of divine government not human control. 

  The third of the events to be noted is that between March 18th and March 30, 
1903, six deeds for parcels of land to complete the area for the Extension were signed.  
Each of these deeds included reference to the deed of September 1, 1892 and also to the 
two further trusts mentioned above.  Between March 1903 and March 1904 these two 
trusts were included, by means of a supplementary deed, in every deed conveyed between 
1892 and 1898.  Thus the whole area is covered by the same important legal trusts. 

  Fourth, on July 16, 1903 the corner-stone for the Concord branch church was 
laid and Mrs. Eddy sent a special message for the occasion.  In this she drew attention to 
the significance of the date.  “This day is the natal hour of my lone earth life; and for all 
mankind today hath its gloom and glory: it endureth all things; it points to the new birth, 
heaven here, the struggle over; it profits by the past and joys in the present –  today lends 
a new-born beauty to holiness, patience, charity, love” (My 158:10). 

  Fifth, the Editorial in the August 15, 1903 edition of the Sentinel was headed 
“The Revised Church Manual.”  This was the announcement of the twenty-ninth 
edition, which Mrs. Eddy had sadly noted as “That which I said in my heart would never 
be needed, – namely, laws of limitation for a Christian Scientist” (My 229:25).  The editorial 
ended: “This revision of the Manual has engaged the attention of our Leader for some 
considerable time, and but few may know of the great care and labor she has bestowed 
upon this important work in order that our Church may be safely guided in its increasing 
prosperity.  In this work she has again shown her wisdom and loving foresight as the 
Leader of a Cause which is blessing all mankind . . .” 

  Sixth, early in the morning of July 16, 1904 the corner-stone for the Extension 
was laid.  Mrs. Eddy did not send a special message for this occasion and there was no 
reference to the significance of the date.  The readings from Science and Health concluded 
with “We can unite with this church [“Our church is built on the divine Principle, Love.”] 
only as we are new-born of Spirit, as we reach the Life which is Truth and the Truth which 
is Life by bringing forth the fruits of Love, casting out error and healing the sick” (S&H 
35:19.  See also My 16-19). 
  Of these six events it is essential to be clear about the background of the first 
event, that of February 5, 1903, which has bearing on the status and the evolution of the  
“Christian Science Board of Directors.”   
(i)  The Deed of Trust of September 1, 1892 states that “Said grantees shall be known as 
the ‘Christian Science Board of Directors,’ and shall constitute a perpetual body” filling any 
vacancy by election.             
  The number ‘four’ itself never appears in this deed nor in the Manual.  It is only 
deduced by counting the number of grantees shown in the deed on page 128.  
(ii) The first edition of the Manual was published in September 1895.  There was no By-
Law headed Directors.  The current members of this Board were named under the list of 
Church Officers.  A copy of the 1892 Deed of Trust appeared in an Appendix.   
(iii) In Landmark 12, Church Manual, it was noted that in 1897, in an unnumbered edition, 
one of the new additions was an asterisk before the first mention in the text of the Board 
of Directors.   The footnote reads, “See under ‘Deed of Trust’ for incorporation of the 
‘Christian Science Board of Directors.’”   It was never removed (see page 25 of any 
subsequent edition of the Manual). 
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(iv) In April 1899 the tenth edition of the Manual was published.  It was a major revision 
and for the first time there appeared the By-Law “Directors”.  The wording was:  

     “DIRECTORS.  The Christian Science Board of Directors of this Church shall 
not fill a vacancy occurring on that Board, except the candidate is approved by 
the Pastor Emeritus and the remaining members of the Board. 
     “This By-Law can neither be amended nor annulled, except by the written 
consent of Mrs. Eddy, the Pastor Emeritus” (p22, emphasis added). 

(v) The twenty-eighth edition of the Manual was published in February 1903 and is the 
result of a handwritten letter Mrs. Eddy sent to the directors on February 5th.  The letter 
was as follows: 

     “Beloved Students: 
     “I send the enclosed By-Laws.  Please convene immediately and vote on 
them.  They are of great importance to our Cause.  After adopting the By-Law 
on the number of C. S. directors, then consider and act on my candidate for 
director, Mr. Archibald McLellan, our Editor in Chief.  I have watched him and 
so far he has been right on all important subjects.  You will have three in unity.  
That leaves a majority when they are right.  Also you can remove a member of 
your board.  ‘Mother’ lives and learns by the things she suffers. 
     “With love, your teacher. 
   “M. B. Eddy.”      (P in E p 358.)  

  In this twenty-eighth edition the By-Law “Directors” begins: “The Christian 
Science Board of Directors shall consist of five members.”  It continues: “They shall not fill 
a vacancy” etc.  as in the tenth edition in 1899.   
(vi) The twenty-ninth edition of the Manual appears six months later, in August 1903.  
This is the second major revision. The By-Law “Directors” is revised again and reads:  

     “The Christian Science Board of Directors shall consist of five members.  
They shall fill a vacancy occurring on that Board after the candidate is 
approved by the Pastor Emeritus.  A majority vote or the request of Mrs. Eddy 
shall dismiss a member.  Members shall neither report the discussions of this 
Board, nor those with Mrs. Eddy.”   

  This edition also includes a changed final By-Law.  It is in the final part of the By-
Laws headed, CHURCH MANUAL.  Section 3, (p 105) Amendment of By-Laws reads:  

     “No new Tenet or By-Law shall be adopted, nor any Tenet or By-Law 
amended or annulled, without the written consent of Mary Baker G. Eddy, the 
author of our textbook, SCIENCE AND HEALTH.” 

  Finally, this twenty-ninth edition includes a copy of part of another “Deed 
Conveying Land for Church Purposes.”  This is the first of the six parcels now being signed 
for the Extension.  In addition to the trusts contained in the deed of September 1, 1892, 
these deeds are  

“conveyed on the further trusts that no new Tenet or By-Law shall be adopted, 
nor any Tenet or By-Law amended or annulled by the grantees unless the 
written consent of said Mary Baker G. Eddy, the author of the textbook, 
‘SCIENCE AND HEALTH WITH KEY TO THE SCRIPTURES’ be given therefor,  . . .  And the 
same inscription which is on the outside of the present church edifice shall be 
placed on any new church erected on said lot. 

 

Landmark 16 – 1907 

THE   FINAL   MAJOR   REVISION   OF    SCIENCE   AND   HEALTH  

  The final editions of Science and Health appeared during this period of 1907 – 
1910.  Mrs. Eddy applied for a new copyright in 1906 while she was preparing another 
revision, which was published as the second edition of 1907, the first in which the words 
“copyright 1906” appeared.  From the date of this copyright numbering of editions ceased.  
This second edition in 1907 was announced in the Editorial of the February 1907 Journal.  
It “contains a number of important changes and additions, . . .  The changes which have 
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been made from time to time . . . are evidence  of Mrs. Eddy’s desire to have this book 
flawless in its statement of the Science which she discovered,  . . . ”   
  In the Journal of October 1907 the Editorial announced: “. . . a thoroughly revised 
edition of [the textbook], upon which the author has expended much care and labor during 
the past six months.  In making this revision Mrs. Eddy has, for the first time, read her 
book consecutively from cover to cover, ‘in order’ as she writes in the Preface, ‘to elucidate 
her idealism’ . . .”    This was the fourth edition published that year.   
  Most importantly it is in this edition that the answer to the question: “What is 
God?” appears in its final form, with four adjectives and seven nouns, numbers 
fundamental to the divine system.  Even then, further changes came: in 1910 the last 
significant ones being (a) page 442:30, “Christian Scientists, be a law to yourselves that 
mental malpractice can harm you neither when asleep nor when awake” changed to:   “. . . 
cannot harm you either when asleep or when awake”; (b) chapter headings – CHRISTIAN 

SCIENCE AND SPIRITUALISM becomes CHRISTIAN SCIENCE VERSUS SPIRITUALISM and ANIMAL 

MAGNETISM becomes ANIMAL MAGNETISM UNMASKED.  It was answering the need for this last 
subject to be addressed that enabled the first edition of the textbook (Landmark 2) to be 
published in 1875. 
 

CONCLUSION 

 
  The textbook is now complete.  Landmark 1 was the copyrighting of the 1870 
class-book of Questions and Answers, the first of which was, “What is God?”  Thus this 
question and its answer begins and also completes the textbook (in Landmark 16), which 
is the foundation of her mission as the Discoverer of Christian Science.    
  Remembering Mrs. Eddy’s fundamental statement in the “Genesis” chapter, “The 
Scriptures are very sacred.  Our aim must be to have them understood spiritually, for only 
by this understanding can truth be gained”, it is now possible to look at the first section of 
“The Apocalypse” chapter, which describes the angel with ‘a little book open’ in his hand, 
and answer in the affirmative and with assurance, her question: “Did this same book 
contain the revelation of divine Science,  . . .?”  In the same paragraph Mrs. Eddy affirms 
that “The ‘still, small voice’ of scientific thought reaches over continent and ocean to the 
globe’s remotest bound” and “the power of Truth is demonstrated, – [is] made manifest in 
the destruction of error.”  Then she gives us the only instruction in the textbook of what 
and how to study: “Mortals, obey the heavenly evangel.  Take divine Science.  Read this 
book from beginning to end.  Study it, ponder it.”  Accepting unreservedly this wise 
instruction enables us to work out our own salvation, not being dependent on a personal 
teacher. 
  Mrs. Eddy discovered Christian Science and founded it on this textbook.  She 
provided sixteen other published writings (the last, Miscellany, published in 1913), which 
together with the Bible and Science and Health will always guide students of Christian 
Science.  Of all her other writings the particular importance of the Church Manual 
(Landmark 12) is indicated by the “Extract from a Letter” which originally appeared in 
the Journal of October 1895 headed CHURCH MANUAL.  It now appears in Miscellaneous 
Writings (p 148) and also prefaces the contents of the Manual: 

     “The Rules and By-Laws in the Manual of The First Church of Christ, 
Scientist, Boston, originated not in solemn conclave as in ancient Sanhedrin.  
They were not arbitrary opinions nor dictatorial demands, such as one person 
might impose on another.  They were impelled by a power not one’s own, 
were written at different dates, and as the occasion required.  They sprang 
from necessity, the logic of events, – from the immediate demand for them as a 
help that must be supplied to maintain the dignity and defense of our Cause; 
hence their simple, scientific basis, and detail so requisite to demonstrate 
genuine Christian Science, and which will do for the race what absolute 
doctrines destined for future generations might not accomplish.”  

Thus she has charted, step by step, the way her discovery brings healing to all mankind. 
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  It is clear that the Church Manual is the key to the fulfilment of her mission as 
Founder of Christian Science; it elucidates her response to divine guidance about 
organization that is spiritual, not material.  It follows that unless and until a Christian 
Scientist begins to grasp and acknowledge that Mrs. Eddy was God-impelled to record the 
By-Laws for posterity he will not be able to accept that they can and must be obeyed 
exactly as they are written.   Spiritual organization is not unattainable, for in 1891 during 
the period of “voluntary association”, Mrs. Eddy wrote that “this spiritually organized 
Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston, still goes on” (Ret 44:30).  When during the following 
year she reorganized the church under her jurisdiction spiritual organization was still the 
true state.  As it became obvious that students did not understand what was required of 
them to maintain this standard she began to set down Rules and By-Laws in the Manual 
for their guidance.  After her passing it would become essential to obey them in order to 
continue to experience spiritual organization.  
  In November 1908 Mrs. Eddy wrote the following letter to Archibald McLellan, 
who at that time was, since his appointment as the fifth director in 1903, a member of the 
Board of Directors as well as still being Editor of the periodicals:   

 Beloved Student:  I hereby forewarn you and demand of you to guard 
safely the old landmarks that heretofore have been fought over, and gained 
their precedence and authority from your leader and the leading Christian 
Scientists. 
 I trust that with you ‘forewarned’ will result in being ‘forearmed’, to be 
faithful in history, true to your leader and her precedents that have been 
justified by forty years of success.   

Lovingly yours,    
 M. B. G. Eddy.  

 
  In her address, “Science and the Senses”, in Chicago in 1888, Mrs. Eddy concluded 
by saying that “Christian Science and Christian Scientists will, must, have a history; . . .” 
(Mis 106:3).  When writing her own ‘history’ she warns us that:  

     “Mere historic incidents and personal events are frivolous and of no 
moment, unless they illustrate the ethics of Truth.  To this end, but only to this 
end, such narrations may be admissible; but if spiritual conclusions are 
separated from their premises, the nexus is lost, and the argument, with its 
rightful conclusions, becomes correspondingly obscure.  The human history 
needs to be revised, and the material record expunged” (Ret 21:25).  

  Is this ‘warning’ prompted by her wisdom relating to organization?  Like the 
prophecy in Pulpit and Press, it begins with an “if”: “if spiritual conclusions are separated 
from their premises, the nexus is lost,  . . .”  (The derivation of nexus is: “to bind, connect.”)  
The resulting obscurity caused by this separation describes the situation in the church 
organization that is disturbing many Christian Scientists today.   
  If we accept that this paragraph does contain an instruction, it will enable us to 
review in a new light the activities that now unfold in Part II from 1910 to 1922.  The 
material record cannot be expunged by simply ignoring it as past history – “human 
history” needs to be revised.  It is imperative to discover that “by reversal, errors serve as 
waymarks to the one Mind, in which all error disappears in celestial Truth.”   
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Part II 
 

Chapter 2 
How will the Christian Science Movement  

be led after December 3, 1910 ? 
  

On Sunday, December 4, 1910, at the end of the service in the Mother Church, the First 
Reader said that he would now read “part of a letter written by our revered Leader.  ‘My 
Beloved Students:  You may be looking to see me in my accustomed place with you, but this 
you must no longer expect.  . . .  You can well afford to give me up, since you have in my last 
revised edition of Science and Health your teacher and guide’” (Mis. 135:28).  He 
continued:  “Although these words were written years ago they are true today and will 
continue to be true.  But it has become my duty to announce that Mrs. Eddy passed from 
our sight last night a quarter before eleven o’clock at her home on Chestnut Hill.”                                                                        
  At this moment an answer to the question, ‘Who or what will be Mrs. Eddy’s 
successor?’ could no longer be avoided.   What had Mrs. Eddy said on this subject?  In 
Miscellany pages 341-346 there is an extract from an interview with Mrs. Eddy conducted 
by a correspondent of the New York Herald on April 30, 1901.  Her first statement was:  

   “The continuity of The Church of Christ, Scientist, is assured.  It is growing 
wonderfully.  It will embrace all the churches, one by one, because in it alone 
is the simplicity of the oneness of God; the oneness of Christ and the perfecting 
of man stated scientifically.  . . . It will evolve scientifically.  . . .  Its government 
will develop as it progresses.  . . . In time its present rules of service and 
present rulership will advance nearer perfection.”      
 

In his report the interviewer noted,  
 

“It was plain that the answers to questions would be in Mrs. Eddy’s own spirit.  
She has a rapt way of talking, looking large-eyed into space, and works around 
a question in her own way, reaching an answer often unexpectedly after a 
prolonged exordium.  She explained: ’No present change is contemplated in 
the rulership.  You would ask, perhaps, whether my successor will be a woman 
or a man.  I can answer that.  It will be a man.’”   

 
  Just over two weeks later Mrs. Eddy gave the following statement to the 
Associated Press (My 346:27): 

    “I did say that a man would be my future successor. By this I did not mean 
any man today on earth. 
    “Science and Health makes it plain to all Christian Scientists that the 
manhood and womanhood of God have already been revealed in a degree 
through Christ Jesus and Christian Science, His two witnesses.  What remains 
to lead on the centuries and reveal my successor, is man in the image and 
likeness of the Father-Mother God, man the generic term for mankind.” 
 

  This does not say plainly who her successor will be, but what will reveal her 
successor, which leaves every student to ponder the question for himself.  When reading 
her writings one cannot escape the fact that at all times and in all circumstances she 
sought God’s guidance, and followed faithfully without fearing the outcome.  Every student 
can do the same.  Hence she states here what will lead on the centuries will be “man in the 
image and likeness of the Father-Mother God.”    
  On one occasion when Edward Kimball was in conversation with Mrs. Eddy he 
asked her “what would happen to the Christian Science Movement if she should pass on.”  
She replied: ‘It would degenerate into material prosperity.’  He then asked what would 
happen if she ascended.  She hesitated, before answering with a beatific smile, ‘The Mother 
Church would be dissolved.’” (DCC 252). 
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  Adam Dickey, who became a member of Mrs. Eddy’s household at Chestnut Hill 
in February 1908 and was appointed to the Board of Directors on November 21, 1910, 
recorded in his Memoirs in the chapter “Leadership and Devotion to her Cause”: 

 “Frequently our Leader was called upon to make a decision of great 
importance at a moment’s notice that would perhaps affect the future of her 
Cause for years.  . . .  Her sole desire was to get the Divine leading and follow 
that unhesitatingly.  Often the reasons for which our Leader took action in 
certain directions were not clear to the workers about her.   . . .   This, of 
course, was mortal mind’s analysis of her work  . . . It always turned out, 
however, that her action was right  . . .  in following the direction of divine 
Wisdom, she never made a mistake.   . . . 
 “Mrs. Eddy’s ideas of church government differed greatly from those of the 
general run of mankind.  She knew that her Church, established as it was 
under Divine direction, would incur the hatred and opposition of every form 
of religion, which has been evolved according to the wisdom of man.  In order 
to be perpetuated her Church must necessarily follow Divine inspiration and 
not be the product of legal enactments or worldly-wise evolution.   . . .   Asking 
me to take a pencil she slowly dictated the following:  ‘I prayed God day and 
night to show me how to form my Church, and how to go on with it.  I 
understand that He showed me, just as I understand He showed me Christian 
Science, and no human being ever showed me Christian Science.  Then I have 
no right or desire to change what God has directed me to do, and it remains 
for the Church to obey it.  What has prospered the Church for thirty years will 
continue to keep it.’” 
(These Memoirs were written just before he passed on in February 1925.  Mrs. 
Dickey then had his notes printed and copies were sent to all members of his 
Association.  The Board of Directors immediately required her to recall all copies 
and also surrender the copyright to them.  However, copies had been deposited 
in the Library of Congress and the British Library.  Subsequently the book was 
transcribed and copies were circulated.) 

 
  Late in 1908 William Rathvon was invited to join Mrs. Eddy’s Chestnut Hill 
household and he records in his reminiscences:  

“After I was in Chestnut Hill for a short time and studied the Manual as our 
Leader desired us to do, I was at first puzzled, then perplexed, and finally 
apprehensive, that she had apparently made no provision for those sections of 
the Manual referred to in this question to function after her signature or 
assent could not be had.  I shared my misgivings with Judge Hanna and Mr. 
McLellan, both of whom felt as I did.  We decided it would be best to speak to 
General Henry M. Baker about it as he was legal advisor to our Leader as well 
as her cousin . . .  His prompt and emphatic reply dispelled every cloud of 
doubt from my mind. ‘You need not be at all uneasy.  . . .   It is a matter of 
common law in a case of this kind, where it is physically impossible to carry 
out specific conditions by the one named, that the next in authority assume 
that jurisdiction.  And in this case the next authority is the Board of Directors 
of The Mother Church.  Any competent court in the land will uphold the 
Manual just as Mrs. Eddy intends it to function whether her signature is 
forthcoming or not’” (Permanency 1954, page 12). 

   
  With the legal advice given by Henry Baker it was not surprising that the Board 
acted as they did.  However, Mrs Eddy had consistently presented by word and deed the 
spiritual requirements which need to be accepted.  General Baker’s advice was a statement 
of common law, which would view her idealism as impractical.  But Mrs. Eddy says in 
Science and Health:  

“God never ordained a material law to annul the spiritual law.  If there were 
such a material law, it would oppose the supremacy of Spirit, God, and impugn 
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the wisdom of the creator.“ Marginal heading: “Spiritual law the only law” 
(273:21). 
 

  Had Mrs. Eddy foreseen this crisis?  We recall her address at the dedication of the 
Extension of the Mother Church on June 10, 1906, which was headed “CHOOSE YE”.  The 
penultimate paragraph begins:  

“We cannot serve two masters.  Do we love God supremely?  Are we honest, 
just, faithful?  Are we true to ourselves?  ‘God is not mocked: for whatsoever a 
man soweth, that shall he also reap’ ” (My 6:3).    
 

  With regard to legal advice and human law Mrs. Eddy observed, in an address to 
the Concord church in February 1899 (My 149:18): 

“. . . Lawyers may know too much of human law to have a clear perception of 
divine justice, and divines be too deeply read in scholastic theology to 
appreciate or to demonstrate Christian charity.  Losing the comprehensive in 
the technical, the Principle in its accessories, cause in effect, and faith in sight, 
we lose the Science of Christianity, – a predicament quite like that of the man 
who could not see London for the houses. 
 
“. . . Remember, thou canst be brought into no condition, be it ever so severe, 
where Love has not been before thee and where its tender lesson is not 
awaiting thee.  Therefore despair not nor murmur, for that which seeketh to 
save, to heal, and to deliver, will guide thee, if thou seekest this guidance.”
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 Chapter 3 

Significant events from December 3, 1910 to 
the Great Litigation, 1919 

 
Before proceeding with any account of events after Mrs. Eddy’s passing it is wise to be 
reminded of Mrs. Eddy’s words, already quoted in Chapter one, that “errors by reversal 
serve as waymarks to the one Mind . . .”  This means that anything regarded as a ‘mistake’ 
is simply prolonging the moment when the right direction and action is inevitably 
restored.  During this period human methods prevail.  Nevertheless,  

     “The lessons we learn in divine Science are applicable to all the needs of 
man.  Jesus taught them for this very purpose; and his demonstration hath 
taught us that ‘through his stripes’ – his life-experience – and divine Science, 
brought to the understanding through Christ, the Spirit-revelator, is man 
healed and saved.  No opinions of mortals nor human hypotheses enter this 
line of thought or action” (Mis 3:9).  
 

Events in Boston during December 1910 
 

Saturday, December 3rd : 10.45 pm, Mrs. Eddy passed on in her home. 
 
Sunday, December 4th :  Announcement in Mother Church of Mrs. Eddy’s passing. 
 
Monday, 5th : N. Y. World headline: “Mrs. Eddy, the Founder of Christian Science, is Dead.” 
 
Tuesday, 6th : New York World headline:  “Mrs. Eddy is Gone, but the Church is Immortal.  
  Her Passing is but an Incident in the History of Christian Science, the View of 
  Those Who Control the Church Organization.” 
 
Wednesday. 7th :  9.30 a.m. Normal Class meets in Mother Church, teacher, Bicknell Young 
  appointed by Mrs. Eddy. 
              
  1 p.m.  Special meeting of Board of Directors.  Agreement of a press release. 

(Note: Dates of all meetings of the Board are taken from Proceedings in Equity.) 
 

Thursday, 8th :  Funeral service at Chestnut Hill.  Casket taken to Mount Auburn cemetery. 
   
  p.m.   Interview by New York World Special Correspondent with Archibald   
  McLellan, Chairman of Board, and John V. Dittemore, Clerk. 

(Note: For the complete interview as published see the Compendium, 
“The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science”, Supplement No. 1.) 

       
 Friday, 9th :  New York World headline: 

MRS. EDDY’S SECT “IN MOST CRITICAL SITUATION NOW” 
Written Consent of the Discoverer and Founder of Christian  

Science Necessary to Transaction of Much Business of the  
Board of Directors, and Directors Do Not Know that  

Dead Leader Left Any Such Consent 
_______________ 

Chairman McLellan Says Situation is  
“One That We Have Not Prepared For” 

  The article continued for eight columns, in which it was made clear that the 
  problem centred on the final By-Law in the Church Manual:  
   “No new Tenet or By-Law shall be adopted, nor any Tenet or By-Law  
   amended or annulled without the written consent of Mary Baker  
   Eddy, the author of our textbook, SCIENCE AND HEALTH.” 
   
          (The question arises: ‘What was the purpose of allowing such a detailed   
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   interview to take place,  particularly with its  dramatic  confusion, when  the   
   Board  had  already agreed  two days  earlier that  everything was entirely in  
   their hands?) 
   

  p.m.    Committee on Publication releases Board of Directors’ Wednesday,  
  December 7th agreed statement to the press.  
 
Saturday, 10th :  New York World headline: 

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE FUTURE CALLED SAFE 
______________________ 

Powers and Policy of Church Directors 
Not Affected by Mrs. Eddy’s Death 

______________________ 
LEFT FULL INSTRUCTIONS 

________________________ 
       
     “The authority given the Board of Directors by the Church Manual 
remains intact, and is fully adequate for the government of the 
organization in all its affairs.  The policy of this board will be the same as 
when under Mrs. Eddy’s active direction. 
      “The board is in complete harmony and the hundreds of telegrams 
and letters received from branch churches and societies throughout the 
world show that it has the unswerving loyalty and support of the entire 
denomination.   
     “The adequate written instructions and directions of Mrs. Eddy under 
which the Christian Science movement has grown and prospered, 
including the By-Laws which place the direction of *the spiritual and 
business affairs of the Church entirely in the hands of the Christian 
Science Board of Directors, will continue to guide their actions.”  

 
(* The Manual By-Law (p. 27:1) actually states: “Church Business. Sect. 6.  The business of The 
Mother Church shall be transacted by the Christian Science Board of Directors.” – it does not say 
“spiritual and business affairs”.)   

   
  This press release is published in newspapers including The Christian Science  
  Monitor.  The leading article in the Christian Science Sentinel is a reprint of  
  the Monitor’s Monday announcement of Mrs. Eddy’s passing. 
 
 Wednesday, 14th :  Board of Education issue certificates to members of Normal Class, 
  the first to be issued without Mrs. Eddy’s signature. 
 
Thursday 15th :  Publication of Mrs. Eddy’s Will.  
 
Friday, 16th :  Regular meeting of Board of Directors.   Approval of the minute of the   
  December 7th meeting authorizing the press release published on the 10th. 
 
Saturday, 17th :  Publication of 89th edition of Church Manual in which Pastor Emeritus is 
omitted from list of Church Officers on page 21.  Sentinel leading article a reprint from 
Monitor of the funeral.  ‘Editorial Comments’ reprinted from papers around the USA.   
 
Saturday, 24th :  Sentinel returns to usual format of articles, Editorial Comments continue. 
 
Sunday 25th  :  Lesson-Sermon subject: “Christian Science”.  

 
  The publication of the eighty-ninth edition of the Manual contained a number of 
changes.  It appears that because none involved any of the By-Laws they passed unnoticed 
or were not challenged.  However, the Manual as authorized by Mrs. Eddy had been 
changed.  First Mrs Eddy’s name and office as Pastor Emeritus was removed from the list 
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of Church Officers on page 21.  Because the office of Pastor Emeritus was not removed 
from Church Officers, Article I, Section 1, on page 25 this reveals an inconsistency.  
Another change on page 120 was an addition: “Present Order of Services in The Mother 
Church Republished from the Sentinel” had become “Present Order of Services in The 
Mother Church and Branch Churches Republished from the Sentinel.”  The original wording 
had remained unchanged since its insertion in the twenty-first edition in 1901 
immediately after its appearance in the Sentinel.  

(Details of these and subsequent changes can be found in the Compendium, 
“The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science”, Part 9.) 

 
  With hindsight, when the directors’ press release appeared on Saturday, 
December 10th, two points become obvious: first, they had the assurance of the “loyalty 
and support of the entire denomination”; therefore it is possible that there was little 
chance of anyone questioning the problem of not being able to obey the Manual 
requirement for Mrs. Eddy’s consent for key activities, as everything was “entirely in the 
hands” of the directors.  Second, it is not difficult to imagine that there was a great feeling 
of relief within the church membership because the decision, which chose to depend on 
common or human law, appeared to remove every problem. The apparent confusion 
amongst the directors in the article publicized by the New York World the day before 
would soon be forgotten.   
  It may be noted that the well-researched questions posed to the directors in the 
interview on December 8th were by a reporter from the New York World.  This is the 
newspaper that had initiated the “Next Friends Suit” in 1907, which had attempted, 
unsuccessfully, to prove that Mrs. Eddy was senile and incompetent, thus aiming to 
undermine and destroy the authenticity of Christian Science.  
   

 Authority now “entirely in the hands of the  
Christian Science Board of Directors” 

 
  In January 1911 Christian Scientists were faced with a future without their 
Leader in propria persona.  Was it significant that the first editorial to appear in the 
Sentinel in 1911 was a reprint of Mrs. Eddy’s article, “Personal Contagion” (Now My 116), 
first published in 1906?  The second paragraph states: “In time of religious or scientific 
prosperity, certain individuals are inclined to cling to the personality of its leader.  This 
state of mind is sickly; it is a contagion – a mental malady, which must be met and 
overcome, Why? Because it would dethrone the First Commandment, Thou shalt have one 
God.” 
  This article was followed by “Forward”, which began, “At the beginning of the 
year all earnest thinkers are listening for marching orders, and in this mental attitude the 
divine command to the children of Israel is of special interest.  They had fled from Egypt 
and were encamped by the Red Sea, which apparently barred the way to further progress.  
. . .  Then came to Moses the direct order from God,  ‘. . .  go forward.’  They did so,  . . . 
Students of Christian Science need to ponder [that]  . . .  the command of Truth is ever the 
same, that they go forward and reach the promised land.” 
  In Miscellany (yet to be published, although most items had already appeared in 
the periodicals) Mrs. Eddy states in a letter to a clergyman, “Those who look for me in 
person, or elsewhere than in my writings, lose me instead of find me” (My 120:2). She had 
also clearly stated fifteen years previously in the Church Manual (p 34) that: “The BIBLE 
together with SCIENCE AND HEALTH and other works by Mrs. Eddy, shall be his only 
textbooks for self-instruction in Christian Science.  . . .”  Thus these books contain the 
spiritual guidance needed for future development.   
  In Chapter 1 of this publication important events, designated as ‘Landmarks of 
Science’, have been pointed out because Mrs. Eddy established them for guidance then and 
also for the future.  Two weeks after her passing, the twelfth of these ‘landmarks’, a new 
edition of the Church Manual, was published.  This was the eighty-ninth edition and it 
contained a number of changes as already mentioned.   
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  At this point in reviewing the history of Christian Science after 1910 it may be 
important and helpful to be reminded of Mrs. Eddy’s article, “Loyal Christian Scientists” 
published in the Journal in July 1888 (Mis. 275-279): 

     “I pray that my students shall have their lamps trimmed and burning at the 
noon of night, that not one of them be found borrowing oil, and seeking light 
from matter instead of Spirit, or at work erroneously, thus shutting out 
spiritual light.  . . .  Error giveth no light, and it closes the door on itself.    . . . 
     “Those only who are tried in the furnace reflect the image of their Father.  
You, my beloved students, who are absent from me, and have shared less of 
my labors than many others, seem stronger to resist temptation than some of 
those who have had line upon line and precept upon precept.  This may be a 
serviceable hint, since necessities and God’s providence are foreshadowed.  I 
have felt for some time that perpetual instruction of my students might 
substitute my own for their growth, and so dwarf their experience.  If they 
must learn by the things they suffer, the sooner this lesson is gained the 
better.”  

Deeds of Trust 
 

  The outcome of the events that have now been set in motion rests on the 
harmonious interpretation and operation of trusts contained in two Deeds, which Mrs. 
Eddy caused to be executed; before the decade is over however, the respective boards will 
be in conflict instead of being able to work together to further the Cause of Christian 
Science.    
  When Mrs. Eddy reorganized the Christian Science church in 1892 it was not 
based, as previously, on a State Charter but on a Deed of Trust for land.  This was 
authorized under a Public Statute of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts.  The Statute 
allowed the grantees of the land, as officers of the church, to become a legally recognized 
corporate body (Landmark 10).  Then in 1898 she executed another Deed of Trust.  This 
was to establish as a legal body The Christian Science Publishing Society (Landmark 13).  
In 1910 these two Deeds become pre-eminent with regard to the future of the Christian 
Science movement.   

(See the Compendium, “The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science” Part 9, where deeds for land 
for the church are listed and explained.  Part 10 includes a copy of the Publishing Society deed.) 

 

  First is the deed of 1892 (Landmark 10) which contains certain trusts and 
conditions, the first of which states that the four “grantees shall be known as the ‘Christian 
Science Board of Directors’.”   The second states, “Said Board shall within five years from 
the date hereof  . . .  cause to be built upon said lot of land a . . . church edifice . . .”  The sixth 
states, “The congregation which shall worship in said church shall be styled, ‘The First 
Church of Christ, Scientist in Boston, Mass.”  Subsequently every deed for every parcel of 
land on which the original edifice and the Extension stand include both the trusts in the 
1892 deed and two additional trusts included in 1903, one of which is, “No new Tenet or 
By-Law shall be adopted,  . . . amended or annulled . . . unless the written consent of . . . 
Mary Baker G. Eddy . . . be given therefor . . .” (Man 137). 
  The second is the Publishing Society deed of 1898, (Landmark 13).  This was a 
deed between Mrs. Eddy and a Board of three trustees “for the purpose of more effectually 
promoting and extending the religion of Christian Science . . .”  
  Clause 10 in this deed includes a particular requirement that involves both the 
boards and it is this relationship between the directors and the trustees that is crucial for 
the future of the Christian Science movement.  The clause states:   

     “Whenever a vacancy shall occur in said trusteeship for any cause, I reserve 
the right to fill the same by appointment, if I shall so desire, so long as I may 
live, but if I do not elect to exercise this right the remaining trustees shall fill 
said vacancy.  The First Members together with the directors of said Church 
shall have the power to declare vacancies in said trusteeship for such reasons 
as to them may seem expedient.”   
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  Thus the directors have the power to declare a vacancy but not to fill it.  Mrs. 
Eddy has made provision in this deed for when she is not alive.  In that part of the Manual 
dealing with the Publishing Society, in the section “Vacancies in Trusteeship” (p 80), the 
wording about directors and trustees is the same and requires her approval.  In the 
Manual Mrs. Eddy makes no reference that is similar to “so long as I may live”.  The failure 
of these two boards to work together, fuelled by the directors’ assumption of supreme 
control one week after Mrs. Eddy’s passing, gradually led to the trustees filing a Bill in 
Equity in 1919 to learn what a legal interpretation of their deed required them to do.   
  Much has been written about this case.  One book, published in 1930, written by 
Hugh A. Studdert Kennedy, is entitled, Christian Science and Organized Religion.  It is a 
significant title because he is not only writing about the “Great Litigation” but is also 
considering organization in religion generally.  Mrs. Eddy herself had written about 
organization in 1891: “continued organization retards spiritual growth, and should be laid 
off” (Ret 45:9).  In his Preface he begins:  

“Two phenomena of human thought and action are undoubtedly claiming 
today a great and increasing amount of attention from thoughtful people. One 
of these is Christian Science and the other is the whole question of 
organization, not only in the religious field, so called, but in every other phase 
of human society.”  With regard to the situation in Christian Science he 
recognized that the situation between the two boards in Boston “ . . . is a 
matter of first importance in the religious history of the world.  Nothing 
comparable to it has taken place since the Reformation.”  
(Page 163 of 1930 edition.  The original wording is in italics, here further emphasis is added.)  

 
 

The members of the two Boards in 1910 
 

In 1910 the individual members of the two Boards, all appointed by Mrs. Eddy, were:  
DIRECTORS 

 Stephen Chase  the last remaining original grantee of 1892. 
 Archibald McLellan  the fifth director appointed in 1903. 
 Allison V. Stewart  appointed in 1909. 
 John V. Dittemore  appointed later in 1909.  
 Adam H. Dickey  appointed in November 1910.  

TRUSTEES 
 William P.  McKenzie appointed in 1898.  
 Thomas W. Hatten  appointed in 1898.  
 Clifford P. Smith  appointed in 1909.   
    He resigned in 1911 and 
   James A. Neal  was elected to fill this vacancy.   
 
 

The first change in the Board of Directors, 1912 
 

  In 1912 director Stephen Chase passed on.  This was the moment when the 
directors could have solved the problem of how to continue as a legal Board without 
effectively annulling the Manual By-Law, “Directors” (p 26), which required Mrs. Eddy’s 
approval for the appointment.  Because of Mr. Chase’s death they had become a Board of 
four.  They had therefore become the legally constituted “perpetual body” authorized by 
their 1892 Deed of Trust (p 130) to fill a vacancy on that board when necessary; thus there 
was no need to make any appointment at all in 1912. 
  The opportunity for using this moment to do nothing and remain a board of four, 
was not perceived and so the moment passed.   
  Nevertheless, the remaining four directors elected James A. Neal thus returning 
to the Manual By-Law for a board of five, which does require Mrs. Eddy’s approval.  The 
remaining two trustees of the Publishing Society, with the “unanimous and cordial” 
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approval of the directors, invited Herbert W. Eustace, a Christian Science teacher from 
California, to fill Mr. Neal’s place on the Publishing Society’s Board of Trustees.  
 

What should the complement of this Board be? 
 

  Why does this question of four or five directors continue to arise, and usually be 
summarily dismissed as irrelevant, as has been done for over a century?  What, as 
symbols, do these numbers represent?   
  As relating to the Board of Directors clues may be noted in Mrs. Eddy’s letter of 
February 5, 1903 to the Board, which at that time was the four grantees of the 1892 deed 
(see page 16 for complete letter.)  First she asks them “to convene immediately” and vote 
on new By-Laws for the Manual, emphasizing that they “are of great importance to our 
Cause.”  One of them is to increase the number of directors, that is, from four to five.  She 
then asks them to “consider and act” on her candidate, Archibald McLellan.  “I have 
watched him and so far he has been right on all important subjects.”  She then points out 
that you “will have three in unity.  That leaves a majority when they are right” adding that 
also “you can remove a member of your board.”  Her conclusion is “’Mother’ lives and 
learns by the things she suffers.  With love, your teacher.”  
  Webster defines a manual as “a book containing in concise form the principles, 
rules, and directions needed for the mastery of an art, science, or skill”, which indicates 
that its purpose is to aid a learning process. 
  The directors were at a critical point of learning how to deal with, what was for 
them, a completely new situation in 1910.  At this moment, in 1912, this By-Law, as stated 
in the Manual, has become inoperable for her approval of a candidate can no longer be 
obtained. 
   Without exception the resolution of any problem that may arise in connection 
with church organization and legal deeds requires a true estimate of Mrs. Eddy as God’s 
messenger.  In this situation the note she dictated to Adam Dickey in 1908 is relevant:    

“I prayed God day and night to show me how to form my Church, and how to 
go on with it.   I understand that He showed me, just as I understand He 
showed me Christian Science,  . . .   Then I have no right or desire to change 
what God has directed me to do, and it remains for the Church to obey it.”  
(Emphasis added.)    

This instruction makes plain the test that every director has to face as he takes office, 
which is the requirement that the Manual must be obeyed as written. 
  In view of this dictated note, it is not surprising that questions are still being 
asked about the continual statements of assurance that the Manual has always been, and 
continues to be, obeyed.  It is clear that the Board of Directors in 1910 neither considered 
nor recognized that by deciding to act upon an interpretation by human law it was not 
acting under God’s law or what God had directed Mrs. Eddy to do.   The foundation for 
their assumed authority therefore was not “built on the Rock, Christ”, which may explain 
why the history of the Christian Science organization since that day has experienced 
almost continual crisis and protest with little evidence of resolution. 
  When Mrs. Eddy says, “’Mother’ lives and learns by the things she suffers”, it may 
have an echo of Jesus’ response to John the Baptist: “Suffer it to be so now: for thus it 
becometh us to fulfil all righteousness.”  In Science and Health (p 56:4) when quoting this, 
Mrs. Eddy adds “Jesus’ concessions (in certain cases) to material methods were for the 
advancement of spiritual good.”  Is it possible that the necessity for a Church Manual for 
the guidance of this reorganized church was a ‘concession to material methods for the 
advancement of spiritual good’?  Six months before the 1892 reorganization Mrs. Eddy 
wrote in answer to a question (Mis 91:4): “It is not indispensible to organize materially 
Christ’s church  . . . If our church is organized, it is to meet the demand, ‘Suffer it to be so 
now.’  The real Christian compact is love for one another.  This bond is wholly spiritual and 
inviolate.” 
  It was noted on page one of this document that at the end of the “Creation “ 
chapter Mrs. Eddy points out that there are “Waymarks to eternal Truth”.  To paraphrase: 
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Could it be possible, that when examined in the light of divine Science, the present 
unhappy situation in the Christian Science church organization, can by reversal, serve as a 
waymark to resolution, where “error disappears in celestial Truth”?  This suggestion is 
prompted by Mrs. Eddy’s vision for mankind of the spiritual church “built on the Rock 
Christ; even the understanding and demonstration of divine Truth, Life, and Love, healing 
and saving the world from sin and death . . .”  –  her conviction that “The Church of Christ, 
Scientist, will evolve scientifically” (Man 19:2 & My 342:19, 27). 
   

Changes made in Science and Health in 1912 
 

  In 1912 the Board of Directors, who by this time had also become Trustees under 
Mrs. Eddy’s will, arranged for the publisher of Mrs. Eddy’s writings, Allison V. Stewart, to 
make two changes in Science and Health  (Landmark 11). They were made in the chapter 
“Fruitage”.  First, a substitution was made on page 604: “Insanity and Epilepsy Healed” 
was removed and replaced by “Spinal Trouble and Indigestion Healed.”  Second, a 
testimony entitled “A Priceless Boon” on page 698 was removed.  The final testimony on 
page 700, “A Grateful Testimony”, was moved to fill the space, leaving this last page half 
empty.  The directors may not have known of Mrs. Eddy’s instruction in 1907 that the 
book should be 700 pages or more, if necessary, but not less (Mis. Doc. p 125).  These 
changes may have been considered to be minor as they did not alter Mrs. Eddy’s words.  
What the second change did alter however was Mrs. Eddy’s intention that the last words in 
the book: “Through the careful and prayerful study of Science and Health I have been lifted 
from sickness to health, from sorrow to peace, from lack to plenty, and the most beautiful 
of all, from darkness to light”, would complement the opening paragraph in the Preface, 
which moves from “faint morning beams” to the “daystar of divine Science, lighting the 
way to eternal harmony.”  Instead of the testimony of fulfilment the textbook now ends on 
a tentative note: “Thus I have progressed a little way in the knowledge of God, good, as 
revealed in Christian Science.”   
 

Publication of The First Church of Christ, Scientist, and Miscellany 
in November 1913 

 
  In the Sentinel of November 1, 1913 there was a “Special Announcement from the 
Publisher of Mrs. Eddy’s works”, who was Allison V. Stewart, that a new book, The First 
Church of Christ, Scientist, and Miscellany was offered for sale.  The copyright had been 
obtained by the directors, as Trustees under Mrs. Eddy’s will earlier in 1913.  It was 
advertised as “A volume of the later writings of Mrs. Eddy compiled from the files of The 
Christian Science Journal and Sentinel, together with historical matter pertaining thereto, 
as selected by her,  . . .”  In 1920 it came to light, in the report of The Committee on General 
Welfare, that Mrs. Eddy had sealed her selection of articles in a bundle, which she had 
dated August 21, 1909, and with the instruction that it should not be opened until after 
her passing.  It was not made known whether Mrs. Eddy had left any specific instructions 
within the bundle but the book includes items up to September 1910. 

 
Dissent among the members of the Board of Directors over their salaries, 1915 

 
  By 1915, there had arisen dissent among the members of the Board itself on the 
question of their salaries.  They sought advice on three occasions from legal counsel about 
the interpretation of the By-Law that states: “The salary of the members of the Board of 
Directors shall be at present two thousand five hundred dollars each annually” (p.29).  
After receiving advice they remained divided and the Chairman, Archibald McLellan, then 
consulted General Frank S. Streeter, who had been Mrs. Eddy’s attorney during the “Next 
Friends” suit in 1907.  His advice concluded:  “Let me suggest for your consideration a 
fundamental rule of action, for the time being at least, namely – That every matter before 
this board involving controversy shall be fairly and tolerantly discussed and then disposed 
of by unanimous agreement.  If such a thing cannot be done unanimously, don’t do it at all” 
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(P in E p. 739).  Nothing was done and the matter remained unresolved.  In July 1917 
Archibald McLellan passed on and Edward Merritt was appointed in his place.  In August 
director James Neal consulted another firm of “Counsellors at Law”, about this question.  
Their advice was accepted and on November 1st the Board, with a majority vote, increased 
their salaries to eight thousand five hundred dollars and in December they increased this 
to ten thousand.  This vote had not been unanimous and Mr. Dittemore wrote later that, 
“Since the changes in office and the raise in salary on November 1, 1917, the Board of 
Directors have been in constant confusion” (letter of May 28, 1919, to church members).  
The continuing dissent within the Board on this particular question was confirmed to the 
public in general when the Minutes of Board meetings were made public in Court during 
the Litigation.   
 

More changes to Mrs. Eddy’s writings, 1915 
 

  In 1915 the term “Authorized Literature” appeared in all of Mrs. Eddy’s books, 
contrary to the statement she published in the Journal in July 1891, that she considered 
students “capable, individually of selecting their own reading matter.”   
  In 1916 the Christian Science seal, the cross and crown, was registered as a 
trademark, the property of the Board of Directors.  No announcement was made and this 
action did not become apparent until 1932 when the seal and “Registered U.S. Patent 
Office” appeared on the title page of all Mrs. Eddy’s writings.  

 
The demand for the trustees to acknowledge the Board of Directors  

as the supreme governing power, January 1916 
 

  In January 1916 the directors issued a demand to the Trustees of the Publishing 
Society that they acknowledge “the Directors as the supreme governing power of the 
Christian Science movement including the periodicals” (CCT p xxvi.)  Webster defines 
supreme as: “holding power that cannot be over-ruled.”  In the Lord’s Prayer the spiritual 
interpretation of “Thy will be done on earth, as it is in heaven” is ““Enable us to know, – as 
in heaven, so on earth, – God is omnipotent, supreme” (S&H 17:2).  
  The trustees rejected this demand as being a contravention of their Deed of 
Trust.  From this point on the directors insisted that it was, in their opinion, necessary for 
the success of the movement that they should have absolute and unchallenged dominion 
and control of the affairs of the Publishing Society as a department of the church.  They 
claimed that this was Mrs. Eddy’s intention according to the Manual. By insisting that the 
trustees acknowledge this demand they were in fact requiring the trustees to disregard 
their Deed of Trust.  Meetings between the two Boards continued without resolution.   
 

Another change in the Board of Directors and also in the   
Trustees of the Publishing Society, 1917 

  
  On July 17, 1917, director Archibald McLellan passed on.  He had been a 
member of the Board since Mrs. Eddy had appointed him in 1903 to be the fifth director.  
This situation in 1917 was again a significant moment: this time to decide whether or not 
they would replace the original fifth director.  According to the Manual clause, added in 
1903 after his appointment, the replacement of a director would require Mrs. Eddy’s 
approval.  Therefore, if they had taken the decision in 1917 not to fill this vacancy, it would 
have released them, and future Boards, from the inevitable conflict arising from disregard 
of this Manual requirement, for, as a Board of four they would always be legally 
‘perpetual’.  However, as in 1912, the opportunity does not seem to have been recognized.    
  Mr. McLellan had also been the Editor of the periodicals, having been appointed 
to this position by Mrs. Eddy in 1902.  Thus changes were now required in the Publishing 
Society as well.  These changes, announced in the Sentinel on August 4th, included the 
resignation of two Publishing Society trustees: William P. McKenzie, who was elected 
Editor of the periodicals and Edward Merritt, who was elected to become a director.  The 
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two new Publishing Society trustees, David B. Ogden and Lamont Rowlands, were 
appointed on August 1st by the remaining trustee, Herbert Eustace, with the approval of 
the directors.   
  The first editorial in the Sentinel of September 1st was the first publication of an 
article written by Mrs. Eddy entitled “Principle and Practice.” (Note: for a copy of this article see 
Exhibit 4A in the Compendium: “The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science”) 

 

The Board of Directors announce changes in their own offices, 1917 
 

  On October 27, 1917, in an editorial entitled: “Footsteps of Progress”, the 
directors announced a number of changes in their own offices.  The reason given was: “It is 
believed that these changes will be very helpful to the members of this Board giving them 
more time for the direction of the affairs of The Mother Church, and it is felt sure that the 
changes will be well received by the Field.”  The two directors, who also held the offices of 
Clerk and Treasurer resigned from these offices, but remained as directors; from this time 
forward, until 1992, both offices were held by church members serving the directors.  The 
publisher of Mrs. Eddy’s works, who from 1891 had been an individual appointed 
personally by Mrs. Eddy, was currently director Allison V. Stewart.  He resigned from this 
activity and instead of appointing another individual the directors decided that the 
publisher of her works should become the responsibility of the Publishing Society.  Not 
long after this Mr. Stewart resigned as a director and was replaced by William R. 
Rathvon.  
 

The publication of a pamphlet, “Purification”, in 1918 
 

  An important and revealing incident that may be described as the “tipping point” 
in this relationship between the two Boards began in the late summer of 1918.  The 
trustees asked the editor of The Christian Science Monitor to prepare a series of articles on 
“various subjects that they wished dealt with” and later publish them together in a 
pamphlet entitled “Purification.”  This request was connected with the regular practice 
established by Mrs. Eddy of a metaphysical article being part of the Home Forum each day.  
  The Monitor is ”An International Daily Newspaper” and was well-respected 
world-wide.  The Editor, Mr. Frederick Dixon, had impeccable contacts in Washington, 
D.C., including those with foreign embassies.  In November 1917 the Russian Revolution 
had erupted.  A month later the United States declared war on Germany, joining the allies 
in World War I, which, by the late summer of 1918 was drawing to a close after four years. 
  The four subjects Mr. Dixon was asked to address in these articles were, “Lusting 
against Lust”, “The Lust of Money”, “The Lust of Power”, and “Looking Ahead”.  Advanced 
copies of each article were sent, as usual, to the directors for approval.  A short time after 
they were published Mr. Dixon received a letter from the directors asking him to explain 
to them “exactly what [his] thought was on a particular passage in one of them.”  This he 
did and the directors assured him that they didn’t mean to question his metaphysics but 
“they were a little doubtful about the wisdom of giving such advanced metaphysics to the 
field”.  After telling them that the trustees intended the four articles to be issued in a 
pamphlet he told them that if they did not wish this to be done “action should be taken at 
once as in a few days it would be too late”.  This concluded the discussion.  He heard no 
more and was surprised when the trustees informed him that the directors had raised the 
subject with them; this took place after proofs of the pamphlet had been shown to both 
trustees and directors.  After a considerable number of advanced copies had been sent 
away the trustees informed him that the directors again admitted that there was 
“absolutely no metaphysical mistake in the pamphlet, but that they thought for certain 
reasons it was unwise to publish it.”  The trustees gave Mr. Dixon the directors’ four 
‘reasons’ for their concern.  These were: “1.  That the pamphlet unveils a phase of Christian 
Science that Mrs. Eddy had carefully veiled.  2.  That it uses expressions which she had 
only used sparingly, sometimes only once.  3.  That its use of the word (a) ‘reflection,’ and 
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(b) of the word ‘subdivisions’ is puzzling.  4.  That it interprets or restates Mrs. Eddy’s 
teaching.” 
  On September 8, 1918 Mr. Dixon wrote a long letter addressed to Adam Dickey, 
Chairman of the Board and a copy was sent to each director.  Before sending the letter to 
the directors he consulted the trustees about its contents.   He began by explaining “the 
genesis of the pamphlet”: the request from the trustees to write a series of articles and the 
directors’ reservations with their four reasons with his detailed response to each one of 
them.   He also recalled an instance where one of the directors  

“was sent over to the manager’s office and openly passed forward and up to 
the composing room, with the necessary implication that the directors had to 
get the articles correct themselves.  These combinations of circumstances 
make the work of an editor extremely trying, and are really not the support 
that any editor has a right to expect from the board, inasmuch as the mere 
printers and people are informed over his head of circumstances he knows 
nothing of, and the impression given that mistakes had occurred where there 
is no implication even of a mistake.” (This letter is printed in full in P in E pp 413 – 416.  
Copies available by request.)  

  The Manual states, “Only the Publishing Society of The Mother Church selects. 
approves, and publishes the books and literature it sends forth” (p 71). 
  The directors and trustees met on September 11th and this letter was read. 
However, when the proposed minutes were presented for approval Mr. Dittemore 
registered his objection that they were inadequate because Mr. Dixon’s letter was not 
included in these minutes.  He offered his version of the minutes on September 16th 
asserting that withholding information was illegal.   
 

The trustees make a further attempt to establish a working  
relationship with the directors in 1918 

 
  The trustees also were not able to agree with the proposed minutes of the 
September 11th meeting and on September 30, 1918 they sent a very long letter to the 
directors beginning with the record of this September 11th meeting, but they also referred  

“to a certain ‘memorandum’ prepared by the Board of Directors and presented 
to the Board of Trustees for their acceptance at certain joint conferences held 
by the two boards in the month of February 1916, . . .  rejected by the trustees 
as a contravention of the Deed of Trust and the Church Manual, . . .  it is our 
desire to set forth clearly in writing the position of the Board of Trustees 
stated at the meeting of September 11.”  

  The main part of this letter is devoted to certain sections of their “Deed of Trust, 
under which the trustees legally operate,” as well as operating in obedience to the Church 
Manual. They also mention the letter that Mrs. Eddy sent to the original board at the time 
of its inception.  The Deed itself  

“was to be a ‘perpetual and irrevocable trust and confidence.’ . . . This Deed of 
Trust according to Sec. 1 of Art XXV [p 79] of the Church Manual is 
inferentially incorporated as part and parcel of the Church Manual.  Therefore 
its conditions are obligatory upon the trustees, not only as an integral part of 
the Church By-Laws, but also according to the laws of the land.” 
     “. . .  Mrs. Eddy in establishing the Deed of Trust, evidently took pains to 
define the character of thought that should constitute the Board of Trustees – 
business,  metaphysics . . . , and scholarship – and, furthermore, she stated, ‘I 
have asked for a small Board of Trustees, and as I believe a strong board’  . . . 
thus showing why she had defined the mental qualities constituting the Board 
of Trustees.”  

 They also stated: 
     “The trustees are fully aware that there is only one way in which to govern 
the business of The Christian Science Publishing Society, ‘on a strictly 
Christian basis’ (Section 3 of CSPS Deed) – by holding every man and woman in 
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the Publishing House responsible for his own individual work, for we can 
conceive of no government by Principle except by trusting each employee to 
his own individual demonstration of Principle, and then, if the demonstration 
is not satisfactory, to point out the mistake.  The future vastness of the 
Publishing Society’s business is so great that to contemplate any other way of 
conducting the business is impossible.  . . .”  (P in E p 15.  A copy of this letter is 
available by request.). 

  The answer from the directors, dated October 8, 1918 included the statement: 
“Of necessity there must be a board or body having superior authority in such an 
institution as that which represents Christian Science” (P in E p 18).    
  After the receipt of this latest repetition of the directors’ demand the trustees 
consulted counsel “in order to secure a competent opinion for their guidance.”  They were 
advised to inform the directors that they were unable to comply with their demand 
because it was contrary to purposes set out in their Deed of Trust.  This was done and 
correspondence and meetings between the two boards continued with discussions on this 
sole point of whether the trustees would continue to act according to their deed.     
  On January 3, 1919 the trustees were presented with a demand for their 
resignation.  (It is of note that on no occasion during this long struggle had the directors 
made any criticism of the efficiency or success of the management of the Publishing 
Society.)  The trustees again consulted their lawyers and it was decided that their counsel 
should communicate with the directors’ counsel.  This was done on January 27th.  After 
conferences between the counsel of each of the two boards it was agreed that, “the 
respective boards would make a sincere attempt to harmonize the different views . . .” 
(Quotations not otherwise noted are taken from the eventual Bill of Complaint.) 
   At a meeting of the two boards on February 10, 1919 the trustees were 
presented with another proposed agreement, one prepared by Mr. Rathvon, to be signed 
by members of both boards.  It began:  “It is mutually understood” by both boards that the 
Board of Directors “has final authority in regard to the editorial policy of the official 
organs of The Mother Church, and final authority in regard to all matters affecting the 
policy of The Mother Church or the cause of Christian Science.”  Mr. Rowlands, then 
chairman of the Board of Trustees answered that “it would not be our sense of 
demonstration to sign any such agreement,” his record continued, “There followed a 
general discussion of this subject for an hour or more, the directors maintaining that this 
agreement was essential before any further steps could be taken in our joint work,  . . . It 
was finally agreed to leave the question open for further demonstration and to meet again 
on Wednesday noon of this week” (17th February.  P in E p 33).   
 

Further dissent among the members of the Board of Directors, 1919 
 

  Not only was there disagreement between the trustees and the directors but also 
it is now clear that the directors were again deeply divided among themselves.  The Board 
met the following Wednesday, February 17th, and the next day William Rathvon sent a 
letter to his co-directors commenting on: 

 “. . .  an amazing change of thought” at that day’s meeting, which “greatly 
disturbed” him.  He went on to state “I have repeatedly said before, I am 
unalterably opposed to any compromise with treason and cannot be party to 
any course that provides for the continuation of present relationships so long 
as the trustees refuse to go on record as repudiating the most dangerous and 
treasonable declaration ever made by three Christian Scientists in positions of 
authority” (P in E p 291).   

Such a strongly worded statement clearly indicates that the atmosphere within the Board 
of Directors made any working relationship between the two boards even more difficult. 
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The proposal to dismiss trustee Lamont Rowlands 
 

  At a meeting on March 17, 1919 a majority of the directors voted to dismiss 
trustee Lamont Rowlands.  The plan was that eventually they would “bring about the 
retirement of all the [trustees] and . . . install in their places trustees who would admit the 
Directors’ final authority and manage the trust in subjection thereto” (P in E p 918:section 
48).   Clause 10 in the Publishing Society Deed gives the directors “the power to declare 
vacancies in said trusteeship” but it does not give them the power to fill the vacancy.  At 
this same Board meeting after they had voted to remove Mr. Rowlands, a resolution was 
proposed, “previously prepared by counsel at the insistence of the other members” that 
they should dismiss Mr. Dittemore!  This was passed and they invited Mrs. Annie M. Knott* 
to take his place (P in E 919:section 56).   
 

“Notice of dismissal” delivered to Lamont Rowlands on March 17, 1919 
 

  On this same day the directors met with the trustees and a  “Notice of Dismissal” 
was delivered to Mr. Rowlands; it consisted of the resolution (adopted by a majority of the 
Board of directors) which was worded in ten clauses ending with the further resolution 
that, “Mr. Rowlands is no longer accepted by this Board as suitable for connection with 
The Christian Science Publishing Society as a Trustee thereof: that he be and hereby is 
removed from the Board of Trustees of said Society; and that the trusteeship . . .  held or 
claimed by him be and is declared vacant.”  On March 18th the remaining trustees, Herbert 
Eustace and David Ogden, received a letter from the directors calling attention to their 
duty to fill the vacancy.  They were also notified of the “Board’s desire  . . . that you name a 
person who shall be suitable and satisfactory to the Board of Directors.”  The letter ended: 
“Kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter, and advise the Board of Directors when you will 
be able to comply with the above request.”  
 

The Publishing Society trustees file a Bill in Equity on March 25, 1919 
 

  This letter left the trustees no other option than to petition the Supreme Court of 
Massachusetts as the only tribunal that could give an authoritative interpretation of their 
duties as set out in their deed.  For this reason they filed a Bill in Equity, “praying the 
protection of the Court in the exercise of their Trust from interference by the Board of 
Directors” (SK p 169). This was in the form of a “Bill of Complaint”, which set out in detail 
beginning with the Deed of January 28, 1898, the names of the three trustees and dates of 
their appointment and continuing with the history of the Publishing Society up to the date 
of this petition.    It was drawn up by their four solicitors, signed by the three trustees and 
sworn before a Justice of the Peace on March 25, 1919.  The basis of their “complaint” 
was that the requirement to submit to the authority of the directors over the Publishing 
Society’s publications would prevent them from obeying their Deed of Trust. 
  The plaintiffs in this case were, “Herbert W. Eustace, David B. Ogden and Lamont 
Rowlands”, represented by leading counsel Charles Evans Hughes who, several years later 
was appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States.  Hugh A. Studdert 
Kennedy in his book Christian Science and Organized Religion noted that:  

“. . .  before the long trial was over the counsel for the Trustees, one and all, 
displayed in their speeches and in their whole attitude in court an admiration 
and respect for the character, wisdom and high prophetic vision of Mrs. Eddy 
which were evidently quite unfeigned.  
 “Whether or not Mr. Justice Hughes at the beginning of the great litigation, 
in 1919, realized the full significance of Mrs. Eddy’s ‘settlement,’ as he 
undoubtedly did three years later in his historic closing statement, it is, of 
course, impossible to say; but I have long felt that it was not without 
significance that Mrs. Eddy, who deliberately avoided ‘law’ in the 
establishment of her Church and appealed to it in the establishment of her 
Publishing House, should have found, twenty years later, one of the greatest 
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legal minds in her country understanding her so fully where the majority of 
her followers apparently failed” (SK p 170). 

  The defendants, the Board of Directors, were “Adam H. Dickey, James A. Neal, 
Edward A. Merritt, William R. Rathvon, . . . and John V. Dittemore and Annie M. Knott* each 
claiming to hold the position and office of  . . .  director in association with the other 
defendants” (P in E p 1).  Their leading counsel was John L. Bates a former Governor of 
Massachusetts, his three assistants were all prominent Christian Scientists one of whom 
was Clifford P. Smith who had been the directors’ chief legal advisor in December 1910.    
  On the same day an ad interim injunction was issued “restraining all the 
defendants . . . their agents, attorneys and counsellors,  . . .  each and everyone of them are 
commanded to desist and refrain from taking any further action intended directly or 
indirectly to impede or interfere with . . . the plaintiffs in the discharge of [their] respective 
duties as trustees . . .” (P in E 991).   

 It appears that this change was only known through the Court hearing.  Due to the 
injunction, the Court did not allow the directors to require the trustees to print such an 
announcement.  The removal of John Dittemore’s name from the list of Church officers and 
the insertion of Mrs. Knott’s name as a member of the Board on the list of Church Officers 
on page 21 of the Church Manual could not appear until after the final statement of the 
Court in his case against the directors.  It was eventually listed in the Manual published 
after the Annual Meeting in June 1924.  

 

Director Dittemore files a Bill in Equity on April 9, 1919 
 

  Mr. Dittemore contested the decision by the other directors to dismiss him from 
the Board by filing a Bill in Equity on April 9, 1919, for wrongful dismissal.  Both cases 
opened together on June 3, 1919.   The Master and counsel representing each case agreed 
that “since they deal with kindred and in some respects similar matters” that “the 
evidence in one case would apply to the other” (P in E p 1). 

 
“Christian Science in the World Depends on Christian Scientists” 

 
  This is a subheading in the book Teaching and Addresses of Edward A. Kimball, 
C.S.D., which was originally collected and published by Rev. Glen A. Kratzer in 1917.  When 
Mrs. Eddy established the Board of Education in 1898 she appointed Mr. Kimball as 
teacher of the Normal Class for several years.  He was also well respected as a lecturer.  
Among the “Miscellaneous Notes” under the above subheading he writes: “The cause of 
Christian Science is by no means assured.”  He then goes on to observe: “It cannot be cut 
down by any power from without, but beware of inward rot – dissentions, criticism 
and strife within the ranks.” (p 117, emphasis in original).  In her address “Science and 
the Senses” in Chicago in 1888 Mrs. Eddy made this observation: 

     “Science would have no conflict with Life or common sense, if this sense 
were consistently sensible.  . . .  Christian Science is an everlasting victor, and 
vanquishment is unknown to the omnipresent Truth.  I must ever follow this 
line of light and battle” (Mis 105:12). 
 

  This article was written before Mrs. Eddy dissolved the institutions she had set 
up.  During the period of “Voluntary Association” it became clear that lessons had not been 
learned, and after requests for another material organization she found a way to 
reorganize under her jurisdiction.  Nevertheless she foresaw and fulfilled the need to 
provide every guidance possible for Christian Scientists to seek, understand and obey 
God’s will, not their own; only thus could the true nature of Christian Science be seen in 
the world, not as a sect, but as a universal, compassionate, demonstrable Science.  Sadly in 
1919 human will was still resisting divine law.  Notwithstanding this resistance, Mrs. 
Eddy’s words, true to the Scriptures, remain paramount:  

“God’s universal kingdom will appear, Love will reign in every heart,  
and His will be done on earth as in heaven” (Mis. 213:28). 



 35 

Chapter 4 
“The Great Litigation”, 1919 – 1922  

 
When writing about the “March Primary Class” in 1889, Mrs. Eddy laid great stress on the 
importance of her students having signed their names: “I realized what a responsibility 
you assume when subscribing to Christian Science.”  She concluded:   

     “You will need, in future, practice more than theory.  You are going out to 
demonstrate a living faith, a true sense of the infinite good, a sense that does 
not limit God, but brings to human view an enlarged sense of Deity.  
Remember, it is personality, and the sense of personality in God or in man, 
that limits man” (Mis 281:25).  
 

  It is important to note that every individual concerned in the two cases now 
before the Court had signed his name on a legal document when taking office as a member 
of the Christian Science Board of Directors or as a Trustee of The Christian Science 
Publishing Society. 
  Since the press release from the directors in December 1910 there is no doubt 
that loyalty to them had elevated the members of this Board to a position of great respect.  
Nothing can be gleaned from the publications about the atmosphere in Boston in 1919 but 
no doubt there was deep dismay about what newspapers throughout America and beyond 
were reporting: that Christian Scientists had not been able to work in harmony together at 
“headquarters” and the Publishing Society trustees were taking the Board of Directors to 
court!   
  By the end of May in 1919 when many members began to gather for the Annual 
Meeting, they found that there was already a strong movement of support for the directors 
and an equally strong element of criticism against the trustees.  Mr. Studdert Kennedy 
reports: 

     “Boston was filled full, fuller than ever.  But this year there was a noticeable 
difference.  Where, in years past, the great Christian Science Publishing House, 
which parallels the Church along the whole length of St. Paul Street, had been 
the center of gravity for the visiting crowds, this year the number of visitors  . . 
.  was  . . .  reduced to a mere handful.  Some few there were, of course, not only 
among those who ranged themselves with the Trustees, but from among those 
who disagreed with them but had not yet succumbed to the bitterness which 
was to characterize the later phases of the struggle. 
     “In the June of 1919, the Publishing House was a place for fearful visitation 
rather than happy foregathering, and there was set up  . . .  a veritable No 
Man’s Land during all the three years, but especially at first  . . . “ (SK p 177). 
 

The Annual Meeting, June 2, 1919 
 

  On Monday, June 2, 1919, the Annual Meeting of The Mother Church was 
opened and the new President, John W. Doorly, was introduced.  In his opening words he 
quoted Mrs. Eddy’s advice to a branch church in May 1892, during the period before the 
Boston church was reorganized: “Exercise more faith in God and His spiritual means and 
methods, than in man and his material ways and means, of establishing the Cause of 
Christian Science” (Mis 152:30). 
  The main part of his address was about Mrs. Eddy’s provision of “Rules and By-
Laws for the government of The Mother Church  . . .  incorporated in the Manual  . . . We 
Christian Scientists therefore recognize loyally that the form of government established . . .  
in the Manual . . . is absolutely essential and indispensable to the Christian Science Cause, 
and consequently to humanity’s salvation.”  He ended with the words from her poem 
“Feed My Sheep’:  “So when day grows dark and cold, Tear or triumph harms . . .”  The 
Report of the Annual Meeting in the Sentinel then continued: 

     “After closing his address, Mr. Doorly announced the adoption of the 
following resolution: – It is hereby resolved by The Christian Science Board of 
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Directors  . . . that a syndicate shall be formed to be called the Committee on 
General Welfare  . . . to continue its duties until the next Annual Meeting  . . . 
[It] shall have power to make such inquiries into the affairs of The Mother 
Church as the Committee shall decide, and shall make such report or reports 
to the members of The Mother Church as it may determine . . . and all 
members of The Mother Church may communicate with the committee freely.  
. . .” (CS Sentinel, June 14, 1919, p 803). 

 
The “Bill in Equity” hearing opens, June 3, 1919 

 
  The next day, Tuesday, June 3rd, hearing began of both the case of the Trustees 
of the Publishing Society versus the Board of Directors and that of John V.Dittemore versus 
the Board of Directors.  They were to be held before a Master, Judge Frederick Dodge, 
representing the Full Bench of the Supreme Judicial Court of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts. 
  However, after the preliminary presentations had been made the hearing was 
suspended until the “Hearing in Contempt Citation” had been completed.  When the 
trustees filed their Bill in Equity in March an ad interim injunction was issued restraining 
all the defendants, the directors, their agents, attorneys and counsellors from taking any 
action “intended directly or indirectly to impede or interfere with . . .  the plaintiffs in the 
discharge of [their] respective duties as trustees . . .” (P in E 991).  By this date in June they 
were accused of violating the injunction and the ‘Contempt’ hearing began on June 3rd 
before Judge Braley from the Supreme Court.  The hearing continued for the rest of the 
week.  A decision was given on June 10th finding that the injunction had been violated and 
the directors’ attorney, Clifford P. Smith, and each of the directors was found guilty.  They 
were sentenced to pay fines “forthwith, and that they stand committed to our common 
gaol in our County of Suffolk until the same is paid.”  With all the fines having been paid, 
the hearing before Judge Dodge was resumed the following day, June 11th. 
      By mutual agreement between the counsel for the Directors and the counsel for 
the Trustees, The Christian Science Monitor undertook to publish the entire court 
proceedings each day, a complete stenographic report without note or comment, and this 
was loyally adhered to by the Trustees. 

     “It was a tremendous task, and one that has never before or since been 
undertaken by any newspaper.  A full day’s proceedings involved the 
reporting and transcription, setting up and printing, with the greatest possible 
accuracy, anything from six to eight newspaper pages [broadsheet] between 
the hour of the court’s adjournment at four o’clock and twelve o’clock 
midnight. 
     “As a consequence of this decision of opposing counsel, the news went out 
from Boston each day like an ever-widening ring from a stone cast into a pool.  
Today, it was in Boston and New York; tomorrow it was in Chicago; the next 
day in Denver; the next day, on the Pacific Coast.  Three days more and it was 
in London; three weeks more and it was in Australia” (SK p 178). 

  In December 1921 bound copies were made amounting to over 1,100 pages, each 
with three columns of newsprint.  The volume is known as Proceedings in Equity 1919-
1921, Concerning Deed of Trust of January 25, 1898, and is the sourcebook for posterity.     
 

The background of Trustee Herbert W. Eustace 
and his participation in the case 

 
  Mr. Herbert W. Eustace, the Chairman of the Publishing Society trustees at this 
time, in his book published in 1934, Christian Science: Its ‘Clear, Correct Teaching’ (CCT pp 
xvi-xxvi, pp 26-36 in later editions), gives a picture of his background leading to this 
moment in 1919 starting from how he came into Christian Science when a friend gave him 
a copy of Science and Health and he says;  
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     “At that time, 1893, I was living on my ranch in California and had the long 
evenings for reading and studying.  These I spent with Science and Health.  
During the day, while at work, I continually pondered the wonders and 
profound import of this new view of life, and, by the time I had finished 
reading the book, its teachings had become my own deep conviction. 
     “From that time Christian Science has filled my life with a greater and more 
eventful happiness than I could have deemed possible.”  . . . 
           He joined The Mother Church in 1894 and: 
     “Afterward a branch church organization was formed in San Jose, California, 
and I had the experience of filling, through a period of fifteen years, nearly 
every office in that church. 
   “In 1902, I had one of the most joyous and enlightening experiences that has 
come to me – two weeks spent in Boston attending, with Mrs. Eustace, the 
college class conducted by Edward A. Kimball.  . . . 
     “A certificate . . . conferring the degree of C.S.B., signed by Mrs. Eddy and Mr. 
Kimball, was given to each member of that class, together with the further 
designation of Normal Course Graduate, which meant that the holder was 
entitled to teach Christian Science. 
     “After returning to San Jose, I soon began holding classes and have 
continued to do so ever since, each succeeding class being a larger unfoldment 
of Mind in its infinity of variety.  . . .”      

  On September 23, 1912, he was elected with the “unanimous and cordial” 
support of the Board of Directors, to be a member of the Board of Trustees of The 
Christian Science Publishing Society, filling the vacancy caused by the resignation of James 
A. Neal, who had been elected to become a member of the Board of Directors after the 
decease of Stephen Chase. 

          “During the next few weeks, before arriving in Boston, I carefully studied 
the Deed of Trust and learned something of its character, purpose and deep 
importance.  . . . 
     “Mrs. Eustace and I moved to Boston in November, 1912.  The years from 
that date until February 1922, when we returned to California, were a period 
of increasing interest and joy.  It was a time of spiritual opportunity. 
     “I had not long been a member of the board of trustees before I began to 
feel an indefinable element at work with the directors of the Church, an 
apparent attempt to dictate to the trustees on matters wholly within the 
province of the trustees’ duties as set forth in the Deed of Trust.  I soon 
realized that it was the age-old demand of ecclesiasticism to rule, to allow 
nothing to interfere with its thirst for power and authority.  I saw clearly also, 
that while it might appear as persons trying to acquire power and prestige, it 
was not primarily person at all, but evil appearing as ecclesiastic despotism in 
an effort to substitute itself for the demands of Principle.”  

  He discusses Mrs. Eddy’s purpose and “spiritual foresight” in establishing the two 
deeds of trust.  He says she “unquestionably foresaw the inevitable conflict that would 
arise between her Deed of Trust and the vested church authority.” 
  He then quotes her three handwritten “Rules, For the Board of Trustees” sent in 
February 1898, one month after the Trust was formed:  

“1.   When mother foils a demon scheme, do not mar her success.  The hardest battle is 
the last one. 
“2.   Never act on first thoughts unless they be of Good, God, but watch and separate 
the tares from the wheat.  Learn by experience and careful comparison to know 
whence cometh your conclusions.  ‘Try the spirits’ before acting, look over the purpose 
that the enemy might be trying to accomplish and so avoid the snare. 
“3.   Have the bird in your hand before disturbing the bush that he hangs upon.” 

     “No one can doubt that Mrs. Eddy foresaw and endeavoured to foil the evil 
of ecclesiastical despotism.  But this despotism was to grow and increase until 
it finally attempted to nullify the Deed of Trust.  . . .” ((CCT p xxv, p 35 in later 
editions.)       



 38 

Note: “Try the spirits” is a quotation from I John 4:1: “Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try 
the spirits whether they are of God: because many false prophets are gone out into the world.” 
 

Court hearings from June 11th – September 12, 1919 
 

  The hearings on the two cases resumed on June 11th and during the following 
months there were breaks for conferences between the Master, Judge Dodge, and counsels 
in these overlapping cases.  The Exhibits produced during this period number over eight 
hundred and include letters from Mrs. Eddy to trustees, directors, individuals, her 
complete works particularly editions of the Church Manual, By-Laws and amendments, 
publications by the Publishing Society, the Minute books of the directors, letters to and 
from directors and trustees, etc.  The hearings were concluded on September 12th and 
Judge Dodge retired to consider his Report on each case.  On December 20, 1919 he had a 
draft of his Report on the Publishing Society trustees’ case delivered to both trustees and 
directors.  On the same day a draft of his Report on the Dittemore ‘wrongful dismissal’ 
case was delivered to Mr. Dittemore and to the directors.  Two months later the directors’ 
counsel filed two motions in an attempt to have the Master’s Reports on the two cases 
filed separately.  Hearing was opened on February 20th before Judge Crosby, another 
member of the Full Bench of the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts.  He denied both 
motions on March 1st. 
 

The Master’s Report, March 6, 1920 
 

  On March 4th, in anticipation of the publication of the Report, the directors 
requested the trustees “to publish in the Monitor, Sentinel and Journal the letter to 
members of The Mother Church of which a copy is enclosed herewith.”  This included: 
“Much of the report is unfavourable, but it is not a final decision, it is subject to review by 
the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts,  . . .”  They then listed the parts in their 
favour.  At the beginning of the dispute the trustees, with the agreement of all parties, had 
“adopted the rule that the Monitor should report only the actual proceedings in court 
without comment”, and also that neither the Journal nor the Sentinel should make any 
statement about the proceedings, therefore, the Sentinel had no report in the issue 
following the announcement of the Master’s decision.  However, the trustees did have the 
directors’ statement of March 4th and also their own correspondence with the directors 
printed in the Sentinel of March 20, 1920. 
  The Report, published on March 6, 1920, found that the trustees were fulfilling 
the requirements of their Deed of Trust.  The Master also found that the vote for the 
removal of trustee Lamont Rowlands on March 17, 1919, is “to be held ineffective”, thus he 
was still a trustee. 
 

Resignations of Editors and other employees of the Publishing Society 
 

  The immediate reaction in support of the directors on the part of many of the 
employees of the Publishing Society was their dramatic decision to resign.  In the Sentinel 
of March 27th there was a “Special Announcement” from the trustees of the temporary 
appointment of Editor and Associate Editor of all the publications, filling “vacancies 
caused by the recent resignations without notice of the former editors.  . . .”  These 
resignations amounted to over one hundred employees.    In the Sentinel the following 
week, April 3, 1920, there was another “Special Announcement”:   

     “So many inquiries with respect to the editorial changes in the Publishing 
House have been made that the Trustees deem it their duty to make known to 
the field the exact truth with regard to the situation as to which many false 
statements have been and are being circulated.  . . .   Upon the resignation of 
the editors, it was necessary for the Trustees to act immediately in order that 
the publication of the Journal and Sentinel should not be interrupted.  At the 
Trustees’ request, therefore, Mr. Dixon and Mr. Paine of the Monitor accepted 
temporary appointment as editors.  The Trustees immediately informed the 
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Directors of these appointments.  . . . [they] failed to approve these names . . .  
and declined to make any selections.  . . .  The only alternative which 
confronted the Trustees was that the publications should be suspended.  Such 
a course to every Christian Scientist who is loyal to Mrs. Eddy would be 
unthinkable.  If the Trustees had permitted this to be done they would have 
been recreant to the great trust which Mrs. Eddy established.” 

  Mr. Dixon and Mr. Paine served from this date until January 1922 when new 
trustees and employees were appointed with the directors’ approval.  There was no break 
in publication of any of the four periodicals Mrs. Eddy had instituted.   
 

Reactions in the field in support of the directors 
 

  The Master’s decision in favour of the trustees appears to have been entirely 
unexpected by the greater part of the field. Within days the supporters of the directors 
formed an organization in Boston, called, “Information Committee”, composed largely of 
the former employees of the Publishing Society.  Their purpose was to do “those things 
which the Directors . . . were restrained from doing, and forbidden to do, by the order of 
the Court.”  The trustees immediately lodged a bill of complaint, which noted that 
telegrams had been sent to State Committees on Publication urging them to begin to 
persuade members to cancel subscriptions for the periodicals.  The bill further claimed 
that this new committee was “acting on the authority and with the approval of the 
Christian Science Board of Directors” (SK p 187). 
  An injunction was issued but this was effective only in Massachusetts.  Shortly, in 
New York, an “Executive Committee  . . .  of New York State” was established and they 
began to issue regular bulletins.  Other State Committees were set up and soon, 
throughout the field, including overseas, the boycotting of the periodicals increased.    By 
June 1920 the advertisement part of the Journal carried pages of information about 
churches and societies only.  Those for practitioners, world-wide, were published every 
other month.  Statistics show that over two thousand branch churches and over fourteen 
thousand practitioners had withdrawn their cards from the Journal by July 1921 and 
there were only twenty-six pages of churches and practitioners, including nurses, whereas 
in 1918 there had been fifty-four. 
 

The directors file a new Bill in Equity in the Supreme Court on  
April 12, 1920 as an appeal against the Master’s Report 

 
  As with the trustees in 1919, this was in the form of a “Bill of Complaint” (P in E 
page 1 of Supplement following page 1187).  It was filed in the Supreme Court on April 
12,1920 and a copy “was furnished to The Christian Science Monitor for publication 
Wednesday April 14, 1920, and appears below”.  The directors formally identify 
themselves as the plaintiff and the Publishing Society trustees as the defendants, who have 
a Deed of Trust of January 25, 1898 executed by Mary Baker Eddy.  They next state that 
from time to time Mrs. Eddy, “by means of by-laws contained in the Church Manual made 
provision for the supervision of the business conducted by the Trustees under said trust 
deed . . . by means of such by-laws, originated and approved by her as part of the organic 
law and denominational government of said Church.”  These Manual By-Laws were then 
identified.  The Bill continued by acknowledging that until September 30, 1919, the 
Trustees paid over to the Treasurer of the Church the net profits of the business.  Such 
monies “for the five years ending March 31, 1919, amount in the aggregate to more than 
$1,500.00.”  Thus the Church depends on the success of the business, the publishing of the 
periodicals.  However, after this date “said defendants,  . . .  have failed so to conduct said 
business . . . and have refused to be guided by the said directions of Mrs. Eddy as to what is 
necessary to promote the interests of said Cause, but on the contrary they have assumed 
an attitude of hostility and defiance to the plaintiffs, the Directors of the Mother Church.”  
Further details of the “mismanagement are listed, they “have extravagantly and wastefully  
. . . expended the money of the trust for property . . .  large and excessive salaries . . . and 
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have refused to pay to the plaintiff Treasurer of said Church the net profits of said 
business . . . ” etc.  They concluded by requesting: “That in order to prevent irreparable 
injury, a temporary injunction forthwith [be issued] restraining said defendants as above 
prayed for.”  
  The Trustees filed an answer to this new bill in the Supreme Court on April 24, 
1920.  This similarly detailed document ended: “the defendants pray that the plaintiffs’ bill 
be dismissed” (P in E Supp. p 10.  A copy of this detailed ‘Answer’ may be found in the 
Compendium: ”The Continuity of the Cause of Christian Science” Exhibit 11D.  ). 
  Eventually it was confirmed that the Full Court should determine the outcome of 
“the pleadings, the Master’s Report and the defendants’ [the directors] exceptions 
thereto.” The hearing took place on November 29, 1920 and closed on December 1st.   
        

The Attorney General’s ‘Motion to Intervene’, presented on April 13, 1920 
 

  Soon after the Master’s Report had been issued a number of individuals, who 
supported the directors, filed an ‘intervention’ but it was the Attorney General only who 
was permitted to present a motion to be heard by the Court; this took place on April 13, 
1920 (P in E p 968).  The presiding Judge recognised this as an attempt to confuse the 
issue, which was to determine whether the Board of Directors was the supreme governing 
body.  Nothing specific was revealed beyond the attempt by friends of the directors to 
influence the final verdict.  The motion was finally denied: “the petition for intervention is 
an attempt to raise issues in the pending case which are not germane to the decision of 
this case.”  The hearing ended, “Upon motion to confirm the Master’s report, the case was 
reserved for the consideration of the full court” (P in E p 980).   
  

Letters circulated by individual concerned Christian Scientists 
 

  In Landmark 15, the dedication of the Extension, the press report of a Colorado 
newspaper indicates that in 1906 the public view of the Christian Science movement had 
reached a high level during Mrs. Eddy’s lifetime.   Now, fourteen years later, the public was 
discovering that the two boards of Christian Scientists in Boston were in deep 
disagreement.  Within the movement this led to a division of opinion that began to be 
voiced openly.  Although a substantial majority were in favour of the directors, many who 
were simply concerned with the whole situation began to send letters to the field, many of 
which are several pages long and very thoughtful.  Extracts from a few are included here.   

(Copies of any of these letters may be obtained by request.) 

 
  On May 1, 1920, John B. Willis of Brookline Massachusetts, addressed a letter 
“TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN”.  He had been Associate Editor of the periodicals from 1904 to 
July 1916, and a member of the Bible Lesson Committee.  Of Mrs. Eddy he said he had 

“opportunity to know her intimately, and further, as is generally known, I now 
have no official relation to the movement.  All these things explain, no doubt, 
why I have been overwhelmed during the past year with inquiries and calls 
for advice respecting the present unhappy situation, which calls are still far 
beyond the limits of my freedom to respond in full by personal letters.”   

  At one point he had made a written appeal to both the directors and the trustees 
and was urged by his friends to make his statement available to the field at large; he 
enclosed a copy of the statement with this letter.  In his appeal he had not taken sides, but 
urged the advice of “St. Paul to the Church in Corinth: 

“‘If one of you has a grievance against an opponent, does he dare to go to law 
before irreligious men and not before God’s people?’  . . .  We have now had a 
year of litigation and have reached an impasse which again evidences the 
futility of coercive methods of settling human contentions.  The strife is now 
spreading into all our churches, to distract thought, to beget bickering and 
bitterness, to retard spiritual growth.  . . .”   

His letter centres on looking to divine guidance rather than to human methods.  
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The Annual Meeting, June 7, 1920 
 

  The meeting opened with the hymn “Shepherd show me how to go”: the previous 
year the President had included reference to it in his address.  The readings from the Bible 
were from Revelation 12:1-8, 10, 13,15,16, about the God-crowned woman and the great 
red dragon cast to the earth.  This choice of verses omits the warning in verse 12 “Woe to 
the inhabiters of the earth  . . . for the devil has come down unto you having great wrath”.  
Those from Science and Health were from “The Apocalypse” chapter, 570:14-25, 567:18-

28,568:1-5, 566:1-24 with references only to the red dragon, missing out the warning in her 
exegesis: “Who is telling mankind of the foe in ambush?”.  After silent prayer and the 
Lord’s Prayer they sang the hymn “Onward Christian soldiers.”  The retiring President, Mr. 
John Doorly, then announced the new church officers, but before introducing the new 
President he read Mrs. Eddy’s words to “The March Primary Class” in 1889:  

     “We, today, in this class-room, are enough to convert the world if we are of 
one Mind; for then the whole world will feel the influence of this Mind; as 
when the earth was without form, and Mind spake and form appeared” (Mis 
279:27). 

 He went on to say: 
     “In the same way, we as Christian Scientists know that if we at this Annual 
Meeting are of one Mind, there should and must go out to humanity a great 
healing and saving afflatus as a result of this meeting. 
     “This church, during the past year, has been called upon to recognize as 
never before that Mary Baker Eddy is God’s messenger to this age, and that 
her revelation is final and absolute.  This meeting sees the clouds which have 
threatened our cause during the past year steadily rolling away.  . . . The 
members of this church are realizing . . . that Mrs. Eddy has established for her 
church the purest form of government possible – a government based wholly 
on the demonstration of divine Principle, God, by the individual.  . . .  It was 
through the demonstration of divine law and government, as revealed in the 
Manual of The Mother Church, that our Leader governed this church, and God 
is today, undoubtedly, forcing us to demonstrate this right idea of government 
in our individual lives, and in our church, that we may then be enabled to give 
it to humanity.” 

 He concluded by recording his appreciation of the directors; 
“their unfailing courtesy, their loving fellowship, and their truly democratic 
and Christian attitude on every occasion when I have been privileged to deal 
with them.” 

     In his address the new President, Mr. Willard Emery of Detroit, Michigan, noted: 
     “A question that seems to be paramount as we consider the experience and 
growth which have come to us during the year is whether we have sufficient 
gratitude for the foundation work that has made our demonstration of 
Christian Science possible.  Have we had sufficient appreciation of those who 
withstood the trials, the rebuffs, and the opposition that characterized the 
early growth of the Christian Science movement?  . . .  As we go forward in our 
demonstration of divine Principle we discover that there is a stage of progress 
which many of us have overlooked.  . . .  we do not consider that between the 
total absence of spirituality and the realization of Spirit’s allness there is a 
wide transitional stage.  . . .” 
     “We have before us in every direction the spectacle of chaos.  The world is 
fearful of the future.  . . .  Mortals do not know which way to turn.  . . .  The 
problems that confront us seem formidable.  The world is searching and 
groping for peace instead of turmoil,  . . . for trust instead of suspicion.  Just 
here Christian Science with its teaching of God’s omnipotent government 
enters in and shows us where to turn.  It shows us that we must work out our 
own salvation, teaching that our responsibility does not cease with ourselves.  
. . . As we solve this problem individually we aid in solving it for the world.  . . .” 
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  This address was followed by the usual reports from the Treasurer, Clerk, and 
from the Field and included that of the Committee on General Welfare, a syndicate, which 
had been set up and announced at the previous Annual Meeting.  Their brief was:  

“1st.  To make such inquiries into the affairs of The Mother Church as the 
Committee may decide. 
“2nd.   To make such report or reports to the members of The Mother Church 
as it may determine.  
“3rd.  To include in these reports such recommendations to the Board of 
Directors as the Committee may deem necessary.” 
 

Report of the Committee on General Welfare, 1920 
 

  Their report was completed on March 3, 1920 and copies were mailed to all 
members of the church whose names were in the Journal, also packages were supplied to 
the Clerks of all branch churches with a request to distribute them to their members who 
were also members of The Mother Church.  It may be noted that this Report will have been 
received almost simultaneously with the notice of the Master’s Report, which was 
published three days later.  
  The Contents of the Report are: I.  PREAMBLE and II.  INTRODUCTION, which stated 
the Committee’s understanding of its functions:  III.  ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS INTRODUCED 

THROUGH CORRESPONDENCE;  IV.  FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS under nine subdivisions, 
including Publishing Society, Administration; Guardianship of Church Funds, Church 
Government;  V.  CONCLUSION;  VI.  MINORITY REPORT.   
(This Report was sent to all members in 1920 and is in the public domain,  A copy is available, on request, for 
those who wish to draw their own conclusions.  However, a summary with extracts is in the Appendix.) 

 

  Although this Committee had been given “power to make such inquiries into the 
affairs of The Mother Church as the Committee shall decide”, because their “Findings and 
Recommendations” revealed that the Committee questioned assumptions made by the 
Board of Directors about their own duties and there were a large number of activities that 
needed attention, it is not surprising that the Board wished to ignore the entire Report. 
  For example: under the heading CHURCH GOVERNMENT and the sub-heading “The 
Christian Science Board of Directors” they noted:  

     “The Committee finds that since the passing of Mrs. Eddy the policy of the 
Board . . .  has been based on the assumption that the Church By-Laws ‘place 
the direction of the spiritual and business affairs of the Church entirely in the 
hands of The Christian Science Board of Directors.’  . . .  The Committee finds, 
however, that there is a sentiment in the Christian Science Field that the 
passing of Mrs. Eddy did not automatically vest all of the authority of the 
government of the Church in The . . . Board of Directors, but that those 
reservations of authority retained by Mrs. Eddy for herself, passed 
legitimately to her successor as named in her statement . . . where she refers 
to ‘man in the image and likeness of the Father-Mother God, man the generic 
term for mankind’ as her successor.   
     “While the Committee cannot regard this theory as justifying any plan or 
method of testing the sense of the Field . . . it still submits that the government 
of the Church, to be secure, must, as our Leader has declared, be ‘administered 
by the common consent of the governed.’ (My 254).”     

They made it clear that: 
“the present recognition of Mrs. Eddy’s successor is of paramount importance 
because it supplies that potential authority without which neither the spiritual 
nor the business affairs of the Church can be properly administered.” 

They recommended a “Plan”:  
“as a means of restoring the form of government instituted by Mrs. Eddy on a 
basis adapted to present needs, and as a means of fulfilling our Leader’s 
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prediction concerning The Mother Church that ‘Its government will develop as 
it progresses.’ (My 342).” 

The Committee ended this part of their Report:  
     “In presenting the foregoing recommendations the Committee offers the 
following words from the lips of our beloved Leader:  
     ‘The problem is not so much as to the form of the government, as providing 
an authority that will ever keep its spirit true to the Christian Science doctrine, 
– a monitor more than a master.  I have made rigid by-laws for the 
government of the Church, and every one has been necessary, but they need to 
be administered in gentleness and forbearance, as well as in firmness with the 
erring.  I have always been motherly to my Church, instead of dictatorial, as 
has been falsely said.’ – Excerpt from statement by Mrs. Eddy in New York Herald, May 5, 
1901.” 

 
Further letters of concern from members, including reactions to the  

Report of the Committee on General Welfare 
 

  In December 1924 extracts from letters written between 1919 and 1923 by Mrs. 
Martha H. Bogue, C.S.D., were published by the SWAN NEWS SERVICE.  They prefaced these 
extracts by noting that she had been a student of Mrs. Eddy in both Primary and Normal 
classes and also that it was clear that she had been kept fully informed about the situation 
in Boston, for the extracts show “how staunch and unwavering has been Mrs. Bogue’s 
stand in the face of organized coercion and possible excommunication.”  Her forthright 
letter of May 15, 1920 is an illuminating example: 

     “It is a shame that the Welfare report is being smothered, because of its 
kind, it was pretty good and at least gave some food for thought and is 
probably as strong as the field could endure at the present time. 
     “Do these people think for one moment that God is working to cover 
iniquity in the Christian Science movement, and that they are privileged to do 
wrong, and not have it uncovered and destroyed?  I am getting where my 
sense of humor on the thing is getting dulled.  It does seem so dreadful to have 
these people guiled as they seem to be, and to have them wish to stay in 
ignorance, not want to be wakened up.” 

On May 21, 1920, she wrote again on the subject:  
     “The Board of Directors are not bigger than the members in that church.  It 
is absolutely outrageous the way they are suppressing that [Report]  . . .  The 
craven fear of those Directors, and their ignorance of the power of Principle, 
beats everything I ever saw.” 

 
  Another very different reaction to the Report is apparent in a letter sent to the 
Board of Directors by the Pupils’ Association of John W. Doorly, C.S.B., of Leeds, England.  
They voiced their strong condemnation of the trustees and Mr. Dittemore and also their 
strong disapproval of the report of the Committee on General Welfare.  
 
  William Rufus Scott, of Washington, D.C., addressed a letter: “TO WHOM IT MAY 

CONCERN” in September 1920, in which he included copies of letters, which he had sent 
during June and July, addressed to the Clerk of The Mother Church, filing a complaint to 
admonish the Board of Directors under Article 1, Section 9 of the Manual, “Duties of 
Church Officers.”  He was concerned about two things: (1) The establishing of standing 
committees, especially “The so-called New York Committee [which] affect to be the super-
Committee for the whole Cause”, and (2) the action of the Board of Directors to encourage 
members to stop subscribing to the official publications, in order to bankrupt the trustees.   
 
  The following letter by Samuel Greenwood, C.S.B., of Victoria, British Columbia, 
Canada clearly illustrates the difficulties of a teacher at that time.  On November 22, 1920 
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he sent a letter, followed by a postscript on December 14, to the “MEMBERS OF MY 

STUDENT’S ASSOCIATION AND TO OTHERS WHO MAY BE INTERESTED.”  It reads: 
     “Dear Friends and Co-Workers: In response to numerous inquiries, and to 
furnish first-hand information as to my position and views in the matters now 
agitating the field, I am sending out the following statement. 
     “In the midst of disputes among minds many, I am endeavouring to 
recognize the infinitude of divine Mind, which heals but does not injure.  In the 
midst of the ‘strife of tongues’, I am endeavouring to realize the peace of 
charity and true brotherhood.  I have endeavoured to abstain from taking 
sides in mere personal contentions, being willing that divine Principle shall 
determine the right issue in all things.” 

He goes on to explain how he changed his mind and decided, after much thought, to 
support the periodicals.  The main thrust of his letter is to seek to do the works of 
God and not “the designs of our worst enemies”.    
 

The hearing of the directors’ appeal before the Supreme Judicial Court  
of Massachusetts, November 29, 1920-December 1, 1920 

 
  On April 12, 1920 the directors had filed an appeal against the Master’s 
judgment on both cases.  The hearing opened on the morning of November 29, 1920 
before the full bench of five judges.  Hon. John L. Bates, chief counsel for the directors, 
presented arguments on their behalf.  Much time was spent challenging the Master’s 
conclusions.  This was followed by arguments on behalf of Mr. Dittemore.  Hon. Charles E. 
Hughes, chief counsel for the trustees, presented argument on their behalf. 
  Mr. Studdert Kennedy opens his chapter, “The Arguments and the Decision” (p 
201), by quoting Mrs. Eddy’s words, “Mere historic incidents and personal events are 
frivolous and of no moment, unless they illustrate the ethics of Truth” (Ret 21:25). He 
continues: 

     “I have not concerned myself with the rights or wrongs of a Board of 
Directors or of a Board of Trustees, or of Mrs. Eddy, or of the Christian Science 
Church as such, but only so far as their words, their deeds, or experiences have 
served to illustrate a point in the great ethic to which we are giving attention. 
     “It has been no part of my concern to prove anyone right or show anyone 
wrong, but only to trace, so far as I could, that steady unfoldment of a wider 
concept which must necessarily express itself ‘through persons, places, and 
things.’  . . .  but, apart from their purpose, they are ‘frivolous and of no 
moment.’ 
     “Further than this, there could be no excuse for unfolding the tale at all and 
claiming for it attention from the ordinary man in the street if it were not for 
the fact that the whole is much greater than its component parts; if it were not 
for the fact that the final issues involved far transcend anything that the world 
conceives of as likely to flow naturally from a discussion of the rights and 
wrongs of Christian Science.  Mr. Justice Hughes brings out this fact very 
clearly in his final arguments . . . and it is for this reason . . . because [they] 
illustrate the ‘ethics of Truth,’ that they seem to me ‘to make good’ a claim to 
more detailed notice.” 

  Mr. Hughes’ statement began by noting the directors’ power, according to the 
Church Manual, to declare a vacancy in the trusteeship.  From 1910 to 1919 the vacancies 
had occurred as the result of either resignation or decease, but on March 17, 1919, the 
directors had served a notice of dismissal to trustee Lamont Rowlands.  However, the 
Publishing Society Deed of Trust states: “The First Members together with the directors 
shall have the power to declare vacancies.”  He contended that this required the First 
Members and the Board to act together.  The First Members became Executive Members in 
1903 but their office and responsibilities were abolished in 1908.  Without the First 
Members there was no provision for the directors to act alone and Mrs. Eddy made no 
legal provisions for an amendment to the Deed.  When an Article, “The Christian Science 
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Publishing Society”, was included in the ninth edition of the Manual in 1898 the wording 
about vacancies was exactly the same as that in the Deed.  In 1908 with the abolition of 
Executive Members this Manual Section was amended and Mrs. Eddy alone is mentioned.  
However, the Manual is an ecclesiastical document, whereas the Society’s Deed is a legal 
document and when such a change – the abolition of First Members – had taken place the 
authority, according to Mr. Hughes, resorted to the conveyer of the Deed, Mrs. Eddy.  Mr. 
Studdert Kennedy summarizes Mr. Hughes’ contention: 

 “In other words, Mrs. Eddy,  . . .  was the first party to go to law and place 
herself under its protection.  She did this when she affixed her signature to her 
Trust Deed. The law, therefore, was the natural guardian of the legal 
instrument.  Mrs. Eddy’s appeal was to the law at every point of doubt, and the 
law could not and should not fail her nor deny her appeal.  
     “It was, however, in his complete grasp of the struggle Mrs. Eddy was 
evidently waging through her Trust Deed against the ‘powers of autocracy’ 
and of the new foundation in the art of government that she was seeking to 
lay, that Mr. Hughes’ arguments are, I think, destined to take a place all their 
own in the annals of human progress. 
     “Those who were present have recorded how a strange hush fell over the 
crowded courtroom as Mr. Hughes came to this part of his speech:” which 
focused on “two concepts of harmony.  One is the harmony produced by 
despotic power; the other is the harmony that results from a unity of ideas 
and common views of religious truth” (SK p 203).      

Mr. Hughes concluded his argument before the Court: 
     “The unity which these gentlemen [the directors] wish, the unity of despotic 
power, the control absolutely of this entire government of Christian Science in 
the Church and its publications and everywhere else – that is the unity which 
might very well destroy the very faith to which they profess to be devoted”(P 
in E p 1141). 

  The arguments on behalf of the trustees soon came to be regarded, in American 
legal circles, as one of the great legal documents of the century. 
  The appeal hearing closed on the morning of December 1, 1920. 
  Mention of First and Executive Members together with Mr. Hughes’ perception of 
Mrs. Eddy’s purpose in establishing “the new foundation in the art of government”, 
prompts a reminder of Mrs. Eddy’s immediate action that followed the abolition of 
Executive Members.  In June 1908 she wrote a letter, which was published in the Boston 
Globe, under the heading, “A Word to the Wise” (now in My p 139), it begins: 

     “My Beloved Brethren: – When I asked you to dispense with the Executive 
Members’ meeting, the purpose of my request was sacred.  It was to turn your 
sense of worship from the material to the spiritual, the personal to the 
impersonal, the denominational to the doctrinal, yea, from the human to the 
divine.” 
 

Letters from concerned individual members, including those supporting the 
directors,  continue to be circulated throughout  

the field during and after this hearing by the Supreme Court 
 

  On January 29, 1921, Archibald Carey of Detroit, Michigan, a deeply committed 
Christian Scientist and a lawyer by profession, addressed a twelve-page letter “TO 

MEMBERS OF THE MOTHER CHURCH AND THE BRANCHES”.  (It was clearly well received as the 
Library copy is marked ”Third Printing”.)  He began:   

     “To each of us the questions have been constantly coming, “What can I do to 
help solve the problems of The Mother Church?  Is it my duty to avoid thinking 
about these problems and leave their solution to the Christian Science Board 
of Directors?  If there is anything for me to do, how can I go about it?  How can 
I intelligently decide questions which come before my branch church 
involving the problems of The Mother Church?  Ought I to rely upon and 
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follow the decision of those in official positions without question in such 
matters, or ought I to try to work out my own conclusions?” 

  Mr. Carey begins to give the answer to these questions by focusing on the 
spiritual idea of church as given in Science and Health.  He then seeks to apply this to The 
Mother Church, and explains Mrs. Eddy’s statement, “Essentially democratic, its 
government is administered by the common consent of the governed” (Mis 247:2).  For 
example, he says: 

     “Inherently The Mother Church must be a democracy.  . . .  The Mother 
Church is properly a voluntary association of those who are mutually 
recognizing and demonstrating the spiritual fact of church more and more 
fully in their human experience.  . . .  The government of the spiritual idea of 
church is Principle.  The manifestation of this government  . . .   is clear and 
operative only to the extent that the members  . . .  recognize and apply this 
fact of government  . . .  then a member is participating in this true fact of 
government.”     

He then continues to elaborate these statements by asking: 
     “What duties does a citizen of a democracy owe to himself and others if he 
is to be a true member of the democracy in fact as well as in name?  FIRST, 
through study and reflection to gain a clearer and fuller understanding of 
what true democratic government is.  SECOND, to learn fully and accurately just 
what problems would seem to interfere with the progress of his government 
and its citizens.  THIRD, to apply to those problems, in thought, and word, and 
deed, the true standard of government and its proper operation in the solution 
of those problems, so that he and his fellow-citizens may recognize and 
support all action that is in harmony with it and may recognize as such and 
oppose all action that is contrary to it.  . . .   
     “As this process takes place throughout the membership of The Mother 
Church, the externalization of the spiritual fact of government so mutually 
recognized by the purified consciousness of the members must inevitably 
follow in The Mother Church government.”  

    The question of representation in a branch church, common in a large 
membership such as Detroit at that time, is considered: 

     “At the present time, the increasing recognition of the true idea of church 
among the members of The Mother Church is not without representation.  If 
the ignorance and apathy of all of us, extending back for years, have made 
possible the present deplorable conditions, so the awakening which has come 
as a shock to most of us is being externalized and represented in the actions of 
individuals, sometimes through those who hold office in The Mother Church, 
sometimes through those who hold no office but have been inspired to stand 
as our representatives in presenting the specific right thought where error 
was being put forward in the name of Truth.  . . . 
     “By our own words and acts in accord with Principle we stand as 
representatives of all other members who are recognizing the true idea.  . . . 
     “Nothing outside our own individual demonstration can bring the true idea 
of church into our experience.  . . .  The same inspiration that came to Mrs. 
Eddy must come in some degree, to us, and as it enabled her to write the 
Manual, it will enable us to understand and appreciate it and so protect us 
from a perversion of it by ourselves or by others’ attempts to cloak personal 
opinions and desires under the letter of the Manual.” 

     This is a comprehensive letter and having established his sense of church and its 
“essentially democratic” status, he then gives his understanding of a number of other 
factors affecting the government of The Mother Church.  Towards the end of the letter he 
makes this statement about “correct information.” 

     “The amount of misinformation offered in regard to all these matters and 
the reckless misstatements that are made are astounding, but anyone who 
persists in going after the facts will eventually get them.  . . .   
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      “The future of The Mother Church depends upon our own acceptance of the 
true idea of church and its application immediately and specifically to the 
problems  . . .  which we see, and prompt and firm and loving action based 
upon the truth revealed.  The spiritual idea of church always has existed and 
always will, and it will necessarily be externalized in our experience.” 

 
  William Denman of San Francisco, California, wrote “TO THE BRANCH CHURCHES 

AND SOCIETIES OF THE MOTHER CHURCH” on February 28, 1921.  His letter begins: 
     “On March 23, 1920, Fourth Church of Christ, Scientist, in San Francisco, 
following the example of hundreds of other Christian Science Churches, 
adopted a resolution withdrawing support from the periodicals, rebuking the 
Trustees of the Publishing Society for their disregard of the Manual, and 
criticizing their entries of account and withholding of funds.” 

  Mr. Denman, a member of this church, was appointed by the defendants in a case 
being held in San Francisco to apply to the court for permission to examine the books of 
the Trustees.  This permission was granted and the trustees immediately gave him access 
to examine them.  It is not clear what he did after seeing the Publishing Society books.  
  In the April 10, 1920 issue of the Sentinel there was a heading “Trustees 
Denounce Libelous Statements”, which referred to the “resolutions now circulated by 
Fourth Church, San Francisco.”     
  Mr. Denman’s letter is an example of the strength of feeling in favour of the 
directors throughout the field during these years. 
   
  In February 1921 George A Ferris of Detroit, Michigan, issued a statement 
headed:   “PRIVATE CORRESPONDENCE BECOMES PUBLIC PROPERTY.” 
  This was correspondence he had had with Adam Dickey, Chairman of the Board 
of Directors.  Mr. Dickey’s letter to him had been published in a Bulletin issued by the 
Executive Committee of New York and Mr. Ferris noted that, “This action having been 
taken, the entire correspondence consequently and logically becomes public property.  . . .  
however, I wish to mention and emphasize my appreciation of the friendly and 
magnanimous tone of the letter by Mr. Dickey.”   In his first letter to Mr. Dickey he accused 
him of not abiding by his own article, “God’s Law of Adjustment”, and a discussion ensued.  
His main question was: Were the directors responsible for the extensive cancellation of 
subscriptions for the periodicals or not?  Mr. Dickey assured him that they were not.  Mr. 
Ferris’ reply included the following: 

     “You say that the Board of Directors have had nothing to do with the 
campaign of cancellation directed against the literature and the Publishing 
Society.  You have been so big and good in my estimation that I do not dare 
question the honesty of your statement, but your perspective is a mystery.  
True, your Board has not issued a proclamation asking the members of our 
churches to cancel their subscriptions, but the results have been 
approximately the same as though you had done that very thing.  . . .  I believe 
The Board is morally guilty of a violation of the injunction which, while it 
stands, constitutes the law of our land as much as the law against stealing, and 
our Leader says on page 220 of Miscellany, ‘I believe in obeying the laws of the 
land.’  . . .”     

 There is no recorded reply from Mr. Dickey. 
  
  David Caldwell Finley of Kansas City, Missouri, addressed a letter “TO CHRISTIAN 

SCIENTISTS” on June 3, 1921, headed: OUTSTANDING FACTS.  These facts emerged from 
his detailed investigations of the ongoing litigation.  He identifies them as follows: 

(1)  The terms and conditions of the Publishing Society’s Trust Deed are 
effectively By-Laws of The Mother Church. 
(2)  This disposes of the claim that the Trustees are setting up the Trust Deed 
in opposition to the Church Manual.  
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(3)  The affairs of the Publishing Society are under the control of the Trustees, 
subject only to the superior final control of the Church Membership and the 
obligation to confer and co-operate harmoniously with the Directors. 
(4)  The Trustees and Directors have an equality of power in their respective 
spheres of activity. 
(5)  The Church Manual contains a system of “checks and balances” that show 
the intention that no Board or Official could claim unchallenged authority. 
(6)  On Mrs. Eddy’s passing the final power descended to members of The 
Mother Church. 

  He continues to elaborate and substantiate these points.  He indicates his view of 
Mrs. Eddy’s wisdom as follows: 

     “. . .  does not this conception and plan exhibit great wisdom, in that it 
affords an opportunity in the Christian Science Movement to show to the 
world that Christian Scientists, into whose hands power has been committed, 
can work in unity – an example to the world that in Christian Science personal 
ambition can be curbed, and love extended by the operation of Principle 
alone.”  

In support of this he quotes from Corpus Juris: “To give power to a human being is to make 
sure that he will abuse it” and “Make a man an absolute emperor, and you make him an 
absolute villain.” 
 
  Frank H. Sprague of Wollaston, Massachusetts, issued a paper dated June 1, 
1921, headed: “THE MANUAL OF THE MOTHER CHURCH,” presenting it in quite a different way.  
He does not quote By-Laws and interpret them.  He lifts thought above material 
conceptions in an enlightening way.  For example, he observes:  

     “It has been well said that ‘Mind manifested in the membership is the 
proper successor of Mind manifested in Mrs. Eddy; and this is the only basis 
on which progress is possible.’  Conceived in this scientific bond of unity, must 
not an increasing sense of the ‘essentially democratic’ (My 247) character of 
the Church of Christ, Scientist, be reflected outwardly in its government, and 
Mrs. Eddy’s successor, ‘man’, more clearly appear?” 

  Mr. Sprague’s penetrating questions and trenchant statements confidently 
indicate the consummation of Mrs. Eddy’s prophecy in 1901:  

“The Church of Christ, Scientist,  . . .  will evolve scientifically.  . . .  Its 
government will develop as it progresses.  . . .  In time its present rules of 
service and present rulership will advance nearer perfection” (My 342:19).      

 
On June 10, 1921, Virgil Strickler, C.S.B., of New York, addressed a letter: 

“TO THE MEMBERS OF THE MOTHER CHURCH 
     “Dear Friends:  For two years and more some of us have had a growing 
conviction that a spirit of domination existed in the Board of Directors and 
that they were seeking to acquire an autocratic control over the Christian 
Science organization and its property that was entirely at variance with the 
expressed wishes of Mrs. Eddy.  The conviction has been strengthened by 
successive acts of the Directors, until today there can be no longer the 
slightest doubt that they are seeking, by every means at their command, to 
acquire for themselves a domination over the Christian Science movement 
that is almost unbelievable, and that they intend, unless restrained, to attempt 
to deprive all members of the right to serve in the organization who are not 
entirely obedient to their personal will.” 

  He then refers to a Questionnaire, issued with the approval of the Directors, 
which was being used in branch churches all over the world to question their members.  
Each of the six questions was followed by, “(The answer that will be considered 
satisfactory is:  ---. )”.  The answer to most was “I do.”  Question 6 was: “Do you subscribe 
to, buy, read, or circulate the current Christian Science periodicals  . . .?” and here the 
‘satisfactory’ answer was “I do not.”  He comments that 
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     “It is also the first time that the heads of any religious movement have 
sought to require church members to defy the courts and violate injunctions 
[question 6] in order to save themselves from being branded as disloyal.”   

  The violation of the injunctions refers to the “Information Committee” set up in 
Boston “to do those things which the Directors  . . . were forbidden to do” – encourage 
withdrawal of subscriptions to the periodicals. 
 

An undated paper issued by “Friends and Christian Scientists” headed: 
“THE MANUAL AND THE MOTHER CHURCH” 

  This paper makes a clear distinction between two assumptions.  Only one can be 
true and there follows a statement of the conclusions.  The anonymous author states: 

     “The writer is fully aware that in putting forth these ideas he is running 
counter to the mortal belief, the so-called law, that organization, even complex 
organization, is essential to growth and development; but inasmuch as the 
principal business of the Christian Scientist in this dream is the breaking of 
mortal mind laws, eventually of all mortal mind laws, it may be worth while 
right now to consider seriously the desirability of beginning to scientifically 
break the mortal law of organization, which has so long and so firmly held 
humanity in bondage.  This might be productive of much good in affording us 
time and opportunity to ‘be still and KNOW that I am God.’” 

  The reasons for anonymity by the group of Christian Scientists collaborating to 
publish the article follow, and they sign themselves, “Friends, and Christian Scientists.” 
     
  These letters by disquieted, earnest and deeply dedicated Christian Scientists, 
circulated widely so long ago, convey more than concern for the fact that the members of 
the two legal boards had demonstrated to the world that they could not work together 
harmoniously.  They clearly illustrate the deeper realization that the purpose of The First 
Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston, Massachusetts, which was “designed to be built on 
the Rock, Christ;” was also designed to make possible “the understanding and 
demonstration of divine Truth, Life, and Love, healing and saving the world from sin and 
death; thus to reflect in some degree the Church Universal and Triumphant”.  The letters 
show that the events they were witnessing indicate that this purpose was not just being 
ignored but was being made to appear as an impossible dream.    
 

The distinctive role of each of the two Boards and their relationship  
as established by Mrs. Eddy  

 
  Of the many points that have come to the surface through this momentous case 
the role of each of the two boards has become more distinct and their essential spiritual 
relationship becomes clearer.  
  The distinctive role of the Board of Directors, as defined by their deed, is that of 
maintaining the original church edifice together with the Extension, to maintain regular 
services as provided in the Christian Science Quarterly and to elect Readers to conduct 
these services.  The role of the Publishing Society Trustees, as defined by their deed, is to 
“perform all the conditions . . .  for the purpose of more effectively promoting and 
extending the religion of Christian Science as taught by [Mrs. Eddy] . . .  to employ persons 
to  prepare . . . Lesson Sermons . . .  to be read in the Christian Science churches . . . and [to 
publish] pamphlets,  tracts and other literature . . .”  They should “pay over to the Church 
Treasurer . . .  all surplus funds”.  These funds were provided to assist the directors to 
maintain their buildings and provide for the services.  The two deeds provide for 
interdependence, requiring the appointed individuals to work together in order to fulfil 
their separate roles harmoniously.  
  Material organization requires leadership invested with authority and this 
hinges on a person or persons.  Chapter III of Miscellany (p116) is entitled “Personality” 
and consists of two articles: “Personal Contagion” and “Letter to a Clergyman”.  In the first 
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Mrs. Eddy identifies personal worship as dethroning the First Commandment and warns 
of the “danger and darkness of personal contagion.”  She asks,  

     “’What went ye out for to see?’  A person, or a Principle?  Whichever it be, 
determines the right or the wrong of this following.  . . .  There was never a 
religion or philosophy lost to the centuries except by sinking its divine 
Principle in personality.  May all Christian Scientists ponder this fact, and give 
their talents and loving hearts free scope only in the right direction!  . . .  Only 
the disobedient spread personal contagion, and any imaginary benefit they 
receive is the effect of self-mesmerism, wherein the remedy is worse than the 
disease.”   

  In the second article she points to her own experience: “In a call upon my person, 
you would not see me, for spiritual sense demands and commands us;  . . . St. John found 
Christ, Truth, in the Word which is God.  . . .”  
  To avoid the pitfall of focus on person Mrs. Eddy provided for an “impersonal 
Pastor” – the Bible and Science and Health.  For the operation of a material organization 
she provided three documents of equal importance: (1) the 1892 deed of trust  (Landmark 
10, a conveyance for land, (2) the 1898 deed (Landmark 13 establishing the Publishing 
Society) both having the approval of human law, and (3) an ecclesiastical document, which 
she affirmed was directed by God (Landmark 12, the Church Manual) over which a court of 
law has no jurisdiction.   
  One part of the Manual is headed “THE MOTHER CHURCH AND BRANCH CHURCHES” in 
which it is plain that, once the Manual is obeyed as written, these churches would become 
completely self-governed, no longer dependant on the Boston church.  Each Church of 
Christ, Scientist would have its own form of government according to God’s law.  
  “When Jesus was questioned concerning obedience to human law, he replied: 
‘Render to Caesar the things that are Caesar’s,’ even while you render ‘to God the things 
that are God’s’”  (My 220:8). 
 

Judgment of the Full Bench of the Supreme Judicial Court 
of Massachusetts, November 23, 1921, with respect to the directors’ appeal 

 
  The Court’s decision was finally issued on November 23, 1921 almost a full year 
after the conclusion of the hearing on December 1, 1920.  They found no fault in the 
Master’s Report, “The facts found by him are accepted in their entirety” (P in E 1175).  Mr. 
Studdert Kennedy summarizes the very involved decision as follows: 

     “The Court, however, was inclined to admit this other law to which the 
Directors and their supporters had appealed, this ecclesiastical law which in 
this case they were inclined to agree might be regarded as paramount to the 
law of the land.  At any rate, it was an ecclesiastical matter and it was not for 
the Court to sit in judgment on ecclesiastical matters.   
     “The Court, therefore, would wash its hands of the whole question by 
declaring that final power of removal did rest with the Board of Directors, that 
the Directors were the supreme authority in the Christian Science 
organization, any Deed of Trust or its provisions to the contrary 
notwithstanding” (SK 208). 

 
The Publishing Society Trustees’ statement to the  

Board of Directors, November 25, 1921 
 

  On this date the trustees informed the directors by letter that they were 
publishing in the Monitor the next day the following statement: 

     “From the beginning we have sought only to conform to Mrs. Eddy’s wish, 
faithfully to carry out the high purpose of her trust, and to obey the law of the 
land. 
     “We differed from the Directors in our interpretation of what our Leader’s 
wish and purpose were, and she could not speak to us in person. 
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     “We therefore sought legal interpretation of her legal instrument which 
declares our duty, and to that we were willing to subordinate our cherished 
beliefs.  That interpretation has now been given.  It is authoritative, and, as to 
us, final. 
     “We shall co-operate with the Directors – who, as the law has been 
declared, are entitled to dominate the trust – in the appointment of our 
successors. 
        “Herbert W. Eustace, 
        “Lamont Rowlands. 
        “Paul Harvey.  * 
“Boston, Massachusetts,  
“November 25, 1921.” 
 

* Trustee Paul Harvey had been appointed on July 5, 1921,  
following the resignation of David Ogden. 

 
  This notice and their letter to the directors were then published in the Sentinel 
on December 10th and the following notice signed by all three trustees, Eustace, Rowlands 
and Harvey, appeared the next week as the third editorial: 

“We Lay Down Our Trust! 
     “During the period of each of our terms of office as a Trustee of The 
Christian Science Publishing Society, we have striven to uphold what we 
believed to be Mrs. Eddy’s design for the welfare and maintenance of the 
Society.  With the decision of the Court we cannot pretend to agree.  It 
reverses what we believe to be the intention of the sacred trust we received 
from our Leader, and which we have pledged ourselves to defend.  
Nevertheless we are able to abide by the decision unhesitatingly since it is the 
finding of the Court which, as good citizens, we are bound to obey.  And we 
have no difficulty in doing this, but only a deep sense of peace, because we 
know that Truth cannot perish from the world, so that, if we are right, our 
course must ultimately be vindicated, for Principle will overturn, overturn, 
and overturn, until He whose right it is shall reign. 
     “To all those who have supported us in the joyful work of carrying out our 
Leader’s publications, we would offer our sincere thanks, for we realize that 
their support was given to us out of an understanding of Principle which 
never faltered, and could not be shaken.  The knowledge of this will prove to 
them a reward which cannot be dimmed nor taken away. 
     “Our Trust itself we are able to hand over in a perfectly sound condition.  It 
owes no man anything.  Its property is entirely intact.  Whatever damage it 
may seem temporarily to have sustained has been wrought by Christian 
Scientists themselves, and can be repaired, for the outside public has never 
failed to support, but has rather grown in its support of, Mrs. Eddy’s 
demonstration. 
     “To be obedient to the teaching of Christian Science, every Christian 
Scientist must learn to be a law unto himself.  He must follow the Christ as he 
sees the Christ.  ‘Be sure,’ Mrs. Eddy says on page 117 of Miscellaneous 
Writings, ‘that God directs your way, then, hasten to follow in every 
circumstance.’”      

  The trustees delivered a letter to the directors the same day enclosing a copy of 
this statement informing them that it would be published in The Christian Science Monitor 
the following day. 
  While this statement appears to be the conclusion of the matter, indicated 
particularly by the penultimate paragraph, that the Trust will be handed over in a 
“perfectly sound condition”, this was not the final chapter in the dispute.  From their 
experience during these years of litigation the trustees knew that there was another step 
to be taken before they could leave and hand over the audited accounts.  There had been 
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such bitterness amongst members of the church that at one stage, in order to show their 
allegiance to the directors, employees of the Publishing Society had mutilated the books 
before walking out without notice.  The Court’s decision made it likely that the re-
employment of such members would take place and that these individuals could again 
manipulate the books in order to discredit the trustees. 
  Mr. Eustace, in his record of this period, continues: 

     “If this statement seems extravagant, one needs only to point to the wave of 
religious fanaticism which swept through the ranks of the church members at 
that time and which resulted in the wholesale persecution of all who refused 
to declare themselves supporters of the directors while the case was still 
pending in the courts.  A chronicler of the events of this period in the history 
of the Christian Science movement would unfold a tale in all essentials 
paralleling the Inquisition of the Middle Ages, the method of ‘discipline’ being, 
of course, brought up to date. 
     “In view of the emotional tenseness in certain quarters, and in order to 
adhere to strictly legal procedure, Counsel for the trustees prepared a bill 
presenting the resignation of the trustees to the Supreme Court of 
Massachusetts, to be accepted after the Court had passed upon the accounts” 
(CCT p xxxii, 43 in later editions). 

The record (P in E Supplement p 5) shows that the trustees were  
“seeking a hearing on the attempt of the Directors to declare vacant their 
offices as Trustees pending the decision by the Supreme Court of the petition 
of the Trustees to resign to the Court, and while a bill of the Directors against 
the Trustees to remove them from office was also pending in the Court.”  
 
The directors notify Eustace and Harvey to attend a hearing in the Board 

room in the church edifice on December 19, 1921 
 

  The directors, after the Supreme Court’s decision that they were the “supreme 
authority”, were naturally eager to have new trustees appointed and have everything 
under their control.  Two weeks after the statement, “We Lay Down Our Trust”, had been 
published the directors addressed a letter to Mr. Eustace on December 14, 1921 notifying 
him that: 

     “On Monday, December 19th  . . .  a hearing will be held by said Board in the 
Board’s room in the church edifice  . . .  to show cause, if any you have, why 
said Board should not declare vacant the trusteeship held by you  . . .  for the 
following reasons: 
     “1.  That you have failed and refused to fill the vacancy created by the 
removal of Lamont Rowlands. 
     “2.  That although prior to March 25, 1919, The Christian Science Publishing 
Society was in a prosperous condition  . . .  you and your associates have 
mismanaged said Society  . . .  the net earnings  . . .  have fallen from more than 
half a million dollars a year to less than nothing and the business of said trust 
is continuing to fall, showing a loss in recent months of nearly a thousand 
dollars a day. 
     “3.  That you have wastefully and wrongfully used the trust funds  . . .  you 
distributed to the business manager, editor of the periodicals, heads of 
departments and other favored employees  . . .   more than twenty five 
thousand dollars in addition to their fixed and regular compensation. 
     “4.  That you have failed and refused to render semi-annual accounts.  . . .” 

  The total number of ‘reasons’ was thirteen.  Paul Harvey received a similar letter 
of the same date giving ten ‘reasons’ for declaring his trusteeship vacant.  Both men 
responded in detail to each charge and informed the Board that they would not attend the 
“hearing”.  Mr. Eustace stated that the most important reason for not attending was the 
fact that he had submitted his resignation to the Court, 
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“so that jurisdiction in this matter is vested in that court and is no longer in 
you.  . . .  Furthermore, you cannot sit as an impartial tribunal, because . . . you 
will act both as accusers and prosecutors, as well as judges.  . . .  I shall not, 
however, permit your charges to go unchallenged, for they are unjust and 
baseless.  I reply to them as follows:  . . .”   After answering every ‘reason’ the 
directors had set out in their letter he concluded: 
     “If you feel upon the foregoing statements that you must proceed with your 
‘hearing’ please regard this as our answer.” 
  “Very truly yours,    
  “Herbert W. Eustace.”                (P in E Supplement, p 5, Exhibits A&C) 

 
“Petition for Restraining Order and Injunction” 

filed by trustees on December 16, 1921 
 

  In view of these serious allegations the trustees filed a petition for a “Restraining 
Order” on December 16, 1921, to be in force until the Court had approved the accounts 
and the trustees’ submission of names of new trustees had been agreed.  The hearing 
began on December 20th before Judge Crosby, a justice of the Supreme Court. 
  The trustees submitted to the Court copies of their letters to the directors and 
their own replies.  They reaffirmed that they did not desire to continue to hold their 
offices.    

“They intend and desire only that they may lay down their trust in an orderly 
manner under the jurisdiction of the Court, and that a decree be entered 
discharging them from the Trust and appointing their successors after an 
examination of their stewardship and accounts, and a determination of items 
in said accounts, if any, which the defendants [directors] may dispute or 
controvert” (P in E Supplement p 12, note No. 3). 
 

“Petition for Appointment of Temporary Trustee or Receiver” 
filed by the Directors, December 30, 1921 

 
  Judge Crosby resumed the hearing on this petition on January 3, 1922.  On this 
day the directors’ counsel entered an “Interlocutory Decree” of five points, the first of 
which named one individual approved by the directors, Mr. Fred M. Lamson, to fill a 
position as trustee.  During the counsel’s argument he challenged the trustees’ restraining 
order: 

“ . . . for two and a half years patiently we awaited the Court’s decision on the 
matter, and the Court said we were right, and under the Court’s decision said 
we should not have been restrained.  But the Court has acted on the sworn 
affidavit of these very trustees, who having been defeated in that case, were 
not willing to accept Mrs. Eddy’s instructions in regard to the management of 
their Trust, were not willing to accept the direction of the authorities of the 
Church, and when the case was decided against them, published to the world 
that while they would have to accept it they could not pretend to agree with 
the decision of the Court” (P in E Supplement p. 40). 

The Court adjourned on January 11, 1922, 
 

Trustees’ petition to have their accounts settled and themselves  
discharged and resign to the Court, January 12, 1922 

 
  The hearing on this petition opened on January 12, 1922, before Judge Crosby.  
He began by asking why the directors’ counsel had not filed his answer to the Court’s 
question of the previous day.  The cross-examination of the Publishing Society’s Business 
Manager, who had been in that position since August 1, 1917, then began.  The hearing 
continued for six days. 



 54 

  On Saturday, January 28, 1922, Judge Crosby named and appointed three new 
trustees of the Publishing Society: Fred M. Lamson, William P. McKenzie and James E. 
Patten.  He then presented his findings and 

“ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED 
that the accounts of the  plaintiffs Eustace, Harvey and Rowlands to the 
date of this decree hereby are ratified and confirmed, and said plaintiffs 
are hereby discharged from all liability and responsibility in connection 
therewith” (Pin E Supplement p 194). 

Herbert Eustace’s own comments at this point are; 
     “No greater difference could possibly exist between the contentions of the 
ecclesiastical board and those of the board of trustees.  This will finally be 
understood when the case is read in its entirety, as originally published in The 
Christian Science Monitor and later put into book form. 
     “The trustees were standing for the absolute democracy of Christian 
Science, the right of the individual Christian Scientist to perform whatever 
duty is entrusted to him, in obedience to his own understanding of Principle, 
to live his life as a Christian Scientist in accordance with that understanding, 
and without interference from a so-called supreme human authority.  The 
very opposite is the contention of ecclesiasticism and was the stand taken by 
the directors.  
     “When this case is so read, the final argument of Justice Charles Evans 
Hughes for the trustees’ case, before the full bench of the Supreme Court of 
Massachusetts, will also be read and its marvellous clarity of vision will be 
grasped and appreciated” (CCT p xxxiii, 43 in later editions). 

(A copy of Mr. Hughes’ final argument is available by request.) 

  Mr Studdert Kennedy concludes his chapter, “The Arguments and the Decision”:      
 “. . .  the Trustees formally resigned their office, not to the Board of Directors 
but to the Court, thus, by requiring the Court to appoint their successors, 
maintaining to the last the legal aspect of their Trust and the dignity and 
authority to which Mrs. Eddy had entrusted the safeguarding of her purpose” 
(SK 209). 
 

Conclusion 
 

  Mr. Studdert Kennedy’s book ends with two chapters: “Organization and 
Religion” and “The Way Out”.  In the first he summarizes the history of organization in 
Christianity from the time of Paul, John and other leaders to the twentieth century.  In the 
second he addresses the point that: 

“In spite of the fact that, in the long and often terrible religious history of the 
human race, there never has been a religious organization which did not 
eventually run true to the same form, the hope springs eternal in the breast of 
the reformer, as he sets about organizing his little glimpse of truth, that his 
religious organization will be the first exception, and will easily and as a 
matter of course escape the faults and failures of its predecessors. 
     “Why is it that it never does? 
     “The answer, if we have the courage to face the real issue, is not difficult to 
find.  It never does because ‘abuses and corruptions’ are inseparable from the 
organization in just the same way and for exactly the same reason as they are 
inseparable from the body or anything else material. 
     “It is just here, I believe, that Christian Science, rightly understood, is 
destined to lead the way out (SK p 237). 

  In her autobiography Mrs. Eddy specifically addresses this same point about 
material organization.  She does this after recounting her recommendation to her church 
to dissolve:  

“proper measures were adopted  . . .  This measure was immediately followed 
by a great revival  of mutual love,  prosperity, and spiritual power.    . . . 
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     “Despite the prosperity of my church, it was learned that material 
organization has its value and peril, and that organization is requisite only in 
the earliest periods of Christian history.  After this material form of cohesion 
and fellowship has accomplished its end, continued organization retards 
spiritual growth and should be laid off – even as the corporeal organization 
deemed requisite in the first stages of mortal existence is finally laid off, in 
order to gain spiritual freedom and supremacy” (Ret 44:25).     

  It is noticeable that a number of concerned Christian Scientists have referred to 
Mrs. Eddy’s words “essentially democratic”.  She included them in an announcement in the 
Sentinel on May 14, 1904:  

     “The Magna Charta of Christian Science means much, multum in parvo, – all-
in-one and one-in-all.  It stands for the inalienable, universal rights of men.  
Essentially democratic, its government is administered by the common 
consent of the governed.  The church is the mouthpiece of Christian Science, – 
its law and gospel are according to Christ Jesus; its rules are health, holiness, 
and immortality – equal rights and privileges, equality of the sexes, rotation in 
office” (My 246:30).   

  This statement, with the words ‘essentially democratic’ in their original context, 
indicates that the church, as “the mouthpiece of Christian Science”, has a vital role, which it 
is destined to fulfil for humanity.  Mr. Kennedy addresses the subject of this role in his final 
chapter, “The Way Out”: 

     “They [the trustees] went down to defeat, but, as we have seen, out of 
defeat is already coming the secret of victory – not the victory of the partisan, 
the sectional victory of one form of belief over another form of the same belief 
but a victory undreamed of, of the whole human race over the ‘accuser’ – over 
the strange illusion that it is possible to organize Truth, which must be forever 
unorganized because it is forever unlimited. 
     “Christian Science, rightly understood, is destined to lead the way out of 
organization.  That is its mission, not only for itself but for every form of 
organized religion.  For Christian Science shows us clearly, and proves its 
point, that the kingdom of heaven is utterly spiritual and is utterly within; that 
days and seasons, ceremonies, sacraments, are but the trappings of the human 
mind; and that when Truth is demonstrated in its fullness, as Jesus 
demonstrated it, they are seen at once to be irrelevant. 
     “We need not be afraid to face the new day.  The way will be opened out.  
The message of the man from the heights of Patmos still reveals the goal 
before us all: 
 
   “’And I saw no temple therein; for the Lord God 
   Almighty and the Lamb are the temple of it.’” 
       (Rev 21: 22.) 

(SK p 240.)  
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Appendix 
 
 

Summary of the  
Report of the Committee on General Welfare 

issued in March 1920 
 

 Part I, Preamble 

  This first part, of nine-pages, opens with a short statement of the discovery of 
Christian Science in 1866 and then the establishment of a church organization in 1879  

“which continued to flourish in this form until the autumn of 1892, when Mrs. 
Eddy recommended its reorganization and on 23rd of September of that year a 
voluntary association was formed under Mrs. Eddy’s own supervision . . .  
Referring to this re-organized church in her book ‘Retrospection and 
Introspection’ . . .   Mrs. Eddy writes: 

‘The history of that hour holds this true record.  Adding to its ranks and influence, this  
spiritually organized Church of Christ, Scientist, in Boston still goes on.  . . .’  

     “It is evident from the novel manner in which The First Church of Christ, 
Scientist, in Boston, now more popularly known as The Mother Church, was 
formed, that Mrs. Eddy early fore-saw the unique position which this Church 
was destined to occupy.” 

      The Committee then explains how “Mrs. Eddy made provision for the legal 
holding of its real estate . . .  This was done through the creating of a trusteeship known as 
the ‘Christian Science Board of Directors,’ . . .” This historical outline continues to 1919 
when the Board informed members of their resolution to form the Committee “in order 
that the members might be correctly informed regarding affairs at headquarters.” 
  

Part II, Introduction 

  In this Part the Committee states “its understanding of its functions to be three-
fold, as follows: 

“1st.  To make such inquiries into the affairs of The Mother Church as the Committee may   
     decide. 
“2nd.  To make such report or reports to the members of The Mother Church as it may         
    determine. 
“3rd.  To include in these reports such recommendations to the Board of Directors as the   
    Committee may deem necessary.”   

 
 

Part III, Answers to Questions 
 

Examples include: 
  Q.  Should not greater attention be given to the study of the writings of Mrs Eddy 
as a basis of progress and work in Christian Science? 
  A.   . . . there certainly should be  . . .  “Science and Health together with the Bible 
constitute the duly authorized textbooks for self-instruction in Christian Science. 
 
  Q.  Should there be segregation of the colored race in Christian Science churches? 
   A.  A thoughtful exploration “of custom condition and environment” was 
suggested.  They recommended that “patience and the demonstration of the higher and 
better qualities of character are more essential than the correction of social inequalities.” 
 
  Q.  Should the right to use the title “C.S.” after the names of practitioners in the 
Journal be confined to those who have had class instruction? 
  A.  The long answer was the result of research about its first use – an 
abbreviation for “Christian Scientist” as stated in the Journal in May 1884, through to a 
decision in 1893 “to add the letters to all names advertised in the Journal who are not 



 57 

using any at this date.”  This practice continued until 1913.  The directors informed the 
Committee that in their opinion “it was clearly Mrs. Eddy’s intention that these letters 
should be used only to indicate one who is a class taught student of Christian Science, and 
they have so replied to inquirers.” 
 
  Q.  Is it the wish of the Directors that members should cease to subscribe for the 
periodicals? 
  A.  The Committee quote from an undated letter in answer to a similar question 
that begins: “  . . .  The Directors hesitate to intrude in local affairs,  . . .  the responsibility . . .  
rests with local members and they must seek divine wisdom  . . .  After consultation with 
counsel the Board sent a telegram in substance as follows: Notwithstanding contrary 
rumors, we have not advised and do not desire cancellation of subscriptions . . .” 
 
  The final question was about “the present status of the lawsuit”.  The answer 
stated that they [the directors] had received the draft of the Master’s report on December 
20, 1919, and noted that it  

“is not in final form . . . The impression that the Master’s report, when filed, will be decisive of 
the pending controversy between the Trustees . . . and the Directors . . . is erroneous.  The legal 
right of The Mother Church, through its Directors, to exercise supervisory control of the 
Christian Science periodicals is a question to be decided by the Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts.  We believe that all Christian Scientists should patiently wait for its decision.” 

     
       

Part IV, Findings and Recommendations 
 

  Part IV forms the main part of the Report.  It begins with a Foreword noting that 
the Committee had been “deeply impressed by the complexity of the many problems 
presented by its inquiry.  . . .  the Committee has arrived at the conclusion that the 
important question is to understand the fundamental idea upon which the government of 
The Mother Church is based.  The prevailing conception of this idea must naturally 
determine the interpretation of the Church Manual, and this in turn necessarily tends to 
shape the methods by which the affairs of the church are administered in practice.” 
 
 
  The first subject is CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE PUBLISHING SOCIETY.  In their first 
letter dated November 14, 1919, the Committee asked for a complete list of all the 
departments and activities of the Society; the names of persons in charge; their functions 
and salaries together with the number of employees under them, and finally a complete 
statement of the assets, liabilities and finances of the Society.   
  The Trustees responded by enclosing a copy of the advice they had sought from 
their counsel.  In view of this they trusted that the Committee would feel that their 
proposed report of the affairs of the Society should be deferred until the pending 
controversy with the directors had been disposed of.  They assured the Committee of their 
willingness to comply with their request and that all the information they asked for was in 
a statement dated November 7, and also of September 23 given to the officers of The 
Mother Church.  “Undoubtedly the directors upon request would show you the statement.”  
The counsel for the directors was then in communication with the trustees’ counsel.  
   On January 27, 1920 the Committee, in a letter to the trustees, assured them that 
it had been their purpose “to harmonize rather than complicate the present unfortunate 
differences . . .”  They reminded the trustees that “although the creation of the Committee . 
. . was due to a resolution of the . . . Board of Directors, the terms of that resolution give to 
it the greatest possible independence of action.  Our appointment, as you know, was by the 
readers of the churches in seven of the largest centers of Christian Science population 
throughout the world, so that we represent, so to speak, the whole membership of The 
Christian Science movement.”  They continued that their “attitude [was] not merely 
technical, legal, nor partisan, but purely judicial, in so far as that word may be applied to 
the affairs of a church as distinguished from the bench,  . . .”  The trustees’ reply on 
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February 3rd spoke of “The rightful appreciation of the proper regard for the dignity of the 
Supreme Court . . . demands that there shall be no attempt either directly or indirectly, in 
the slightest degree to pre-judge the decisions of that court.” 
 
  The next subject, ADMINISTRATION, began under the subdivision, “Closer 
Relations of the Officials to the Members of The Mother Church.”  The importance of this 
subject was stressed and while aware of the danger of “promiscuous dissemination of 
confidential information”, they believed that means could be found whereby the members 
might be kept better informed; an example being that a detailed annual financial 
statement and other information concerning The Mother Church might be made available 
to clerks of branch churches and societies. 
  Further recommendations were included in other subdivisions under 
investigation such as: “Branches and Practitioners”, a department organized in 1919; 
“Committee on Publication”, whose functions ”have been considerably extended beyond 
those definitely prescribed in the Manual”; “Legal Department” – recommended changes in 
handling discipline cases; “Employment and Appointment to Office of Students of Officials 
of The Mother Church” – recommended that this should be discontinued. 
 
  Under GUARDIANSHIP OF CHURCH FUNDS: in “Treasurer’s Office” they found that 
the office is excellently organized but recommended changes in the issuing of checks 
[cheques];  “Need of Properly Qualified Employees”; “Construction and Maintenance” – 
their recommendation in this department was that “there should be installed as soon as 
possible  . . .  a complete and efficient system of operation, supervision and accounting”;  
“Delegation of Purchasing Power” – the Committee found that “the Board had at times 
delegated power to individuals to expend considerable sums of money  . . .  without 
adequate check on the persons so entrusted”; “Interest on Church Funds”; “The Finance 
Committee” – the findings were that the Finance Committee has been “acting on the 
assumption that it has no power to over-rule a decision of the Board  . . .  had never failed 
finally to approve a bill for expenditure.”  They submit that the “natural interpretation of 
the provision of the Manual leads to the conclusion that Mrs. Eddy intended that the 
Committee on Finance should exercise more than perfunctory powers, and should serve as 
a check in the guardianship of church funds.”  Their recommendation was that the Board 
should consult the Finance Committee in all important matters involving the expenditure 
of large sums of money prior to incurring obligations for the same.  Also that the 
Committee on Finance be regarded as more representative of the Church members, as 
indicated in Sections 2 and 6 of Article XXIV of the Church Manual” (Financial Situation – p 
75, and Provision for the Future – p 77). *  “Accounting Department”; “”Pension and 
Annuity System” – “recommends that the Pension System as now in force be 
reconsidered”; “Salaries” – they found that “there appears to be a great disproportion in 
the remuneration for service in favor of the high officials  . . . as compared with those who 
do the routine work.” 
  ( * In the first edition of the Manual in September 1895 there was no Article “Guardianship of 
Church Funds”.  After the By-Laws there is a copy of the Deed of Trust of September 1, 1892, followed by a 
heading: “Committee on Finance”, with the wording of what later became Sections 1, ‘Church Edifice a 
Testimonial’ and 2, ‘Financial Situation’ (p 75).   Then there is another heading “By-Law”, a full page, which 
became Section 3, ‘Report of Directors’ (p76), Section 5, ‘God’s Requirement’ and 6, ‘Provision for the Future’ 
(p 77), which concludes: “This By-Law is designed, not as much for this hour, as for the future years, and for 
the disobedient; even as the Ten Commandments stand for all time, and require all men to act righteously.”)     

 

  The next subject is BOARDS OF EDUCATION AND LECTURESHIP: 
“Board of Education” – this Board consists of a President, whose functions appear to be 
practically nominal, a Vice-President, who is now a member of the Board of Directors, and 
a teacher selected every third year by the Board of Directors.  The Committee made two 
recommendations: “That all members  . . .   shall actively participate in the selection of 
students for the Metaphysical College”, and that a director “shall not be at the same time a 
member of the Board of Education.”  “Impartial Selection of Teachers and Lecturers” – 
“there is a need of some improved method by which Christian Science lecturers and 
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teachers may be chosen with greater care, wisdom and impartiality, and for the adoption 
of means by which the same may be selected on the basis of strict merit”; “Discontinuance 
of Class Teaching by Church Officials” – they warn of the “inherent tendency of the human 
mind toward personal advancement there is unquestionably a danger of students being 
drawn to this or that official as a teacher, on account not only of the high light in which 
such official necessarily stands but also, though possibly quite unconsciously, because of 
the reflected lustre which might accrue to the student, and of some prospective 
advantage.” 
 

  THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION begins with the finding that in 
establishing this Association “the Directors of The Mother Church did not have in mind 
Mrs. Eddy’s letter to Mr. McLellan under the heading ‘To Found an Institution,’ as 
published in the Sentinel of December 21st, 1907, as much as they did her communications 
to the Board of Directors . . .  and to Mrs. Mary Beecher Longyear, excerpts from which 
were published in the Sentinel  of October 7th, 1916 . . . ” ‘I propose . . . that it be a resort for 
invalids without homes or relatives available in time of need; . . .’ – “The Committee 
recommends to the Board of Directors, and submits to the Field, that in the development 
of the distinctive feature of this initial institution, the first of its kind in the world, there 
should be the earnest endeavor to follow more closely the wishes of our Leader [where 
she] spoke of the Benevolent Association as being ‘for the special good of the poor,’ and 
further that ‘the founding and endowment of this institution will cost at least one million 
dollars.’”  The Committee then followed with an “accompanying tabulation of figures 
[showing] that this amount has been nearly raised, but that largely owing to the present 
depreciation in the purchasing power of money, the amount named by Mrs. Eddy would 
have to be more than doubled to accomplish her purpose under present conditions.”   
 
  The penultimate subject is headed: MAGNA CHARTA and begins: “The Committee 
finds that there is a very strong sentiment widely prevailing among members . . .  that the 
Magna Charta of Christian Science, and especially that part which relates to equal rights 
and privileges, equality of the sexes, and rotation in office’ (Miscellany, pages 246-7), 
should have the same application to The Mother Church as to its branches.”  They submit 
that, “it is fair to assume that in the earlier years of our church history our Leader was 
obliged to select her appointees for the official positions in the church from among a very 
limited number of qualified students.  Furthermore, while she was present to guide them, 
even the directors functioned more in the capacity of her agents than as actual directors.”  
This subject continues for a further four paragraphs in this outspoken manner ending with 
the recommendation “that as soon as present conditions will admit, rotation in office and 
equality of the sexes, where permissible, be applied to all the official positions of The 
Mother Church.  Furthermore, the Committee recommends that the period of service of an 
individual in a particular office be limited to five years, and that the totality of official 
service shall not exceed ten years.” 
 
  Part four ends with the subject of CHURCH GOVERNMENT, which has one heading 
“The Christian Science Board of Directors.”  A summary of this section is noted on page 25. 
 

Part V, Conclusion 
 
  “In concluding this report the Committee on General Welfare desires to say that 
it has regarded the confidence reposed in it, both by The Christian Science Board of 
Directors and by the Christian Science Field, as sacred. 
  “The members of the Committee are adjourning pro tem, to their respective field 
with an increased sense of the grandeur of our great movement, with a quickened 
understanding of the complex problems it presents, and a grateful appreciation of the 
magnitude of the accomplishment of those entrusted with the conduct of its affairs. 
  “The members realize more profoundly than ever that unless true spirituality 
permeates and governs the individual consciousness of the members of the Church, from 
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the least to the greatest, no government however ideal in method or design will be able to 
maintain the Christian Science movement in its rightful position as leader of the thought of 
the world. 
  “’Except the Lord build the house, they labor in vain that build it: Except the Lord 
keep the city, the watchman waketh but in vain’ – Psalm 127. 
  “The members are further reminded that the demonstration of Christian Science 
in its healing power is the great essential, for without it there would be neither Church nor 
movement.  This healing power, as our Leader has many times pointed out, is achieved 
only through the corrected life and character of the individual. 
  “In preparing this report the Committee has been reminded of our Leader’s 
warning, that lack of spirituality in the Christian Science movement and the demonstration 
thereof might produce a possible loss to humanity for a time of all that she labored to 
reveal. 
  “In closing the Committee would call attention to the following inspiring words 
from ‘Miscellany’ (page 204): 

     “My faith in God and in His followers rests in the fact that He is infinite 
good, and that He gives His followers opportunity to use their hidden virtues, 
to put into practice the power which lies concealed in the calm and which 
storms awaken to vigor and to victory.” 
 

  The report is “Respectfully submitted” by six members of the Committee.  As they 
noted in “Correspondence with the Publishing Society” (page 32), their appointment “was 
by the readers of the churches in seven of the largest centers of Christian Science 
population throughout the world, so that we represent, so to speak, the whole 
membership of The Christian Science movement.”  These members were: Richard P. 
Verrall, New York; Martha W. Wilcox, Kansas City; Jacob S. Shield, Chicago; Henry Deutsch, 
Minneapolis; Mabel S. Thomson, London, England; Edward E. Norwood, Washington, D.C.  
The seventh member, Edward W. Dickey, Los Angeles, submitted a “Minority Report” of 
fifteen and a half pages. 
 

Part VI, Minority Report 
 

  Mr. Edward Dickey found himself unable to endorse the report of the majority, 
“either in substance or in its general form of statement”.  He wished to present “certain 
things I consider vital to our welfare.”  He begins with 

“briefly considering the nature and import of Christian Science itself.  
Christian Science is a revelation . . .  All that has since appeared by way of 
organization is the fruition of Mrs Eddy’s demonstration.  . . .  the Cause of 
Christian Science is simply the activity of Truth in the consciousness of 
Christian Scientists.  That which has appeared as The Mother Church is not, 
therefore, primarily an organization or material entity located in a particular 
city,  . . .  Its form of government is so ‘unique’ that no possible analogy exists 
between it and that of any other organization, religious or political, extant.  
Error, however, would like nothing better than to have it regarded as a 
material organization or entity, or to suggest to its members that they should 
be materially represented in the administration of its affairs in consonance 
with some passing concept of democracy which may, for the moment, prevail 
in popular thought. 
     “ . . .  If this Cause ever fails as a Cause, it will be by reason of the mental 
attitude and resulting action of Christian Scientists.  . . .  What shall we do? 
     “The Manual of The Mother Church makes the Board of Directors the 
responsible head of the organized activities of the Christian Science 
movement.  As long as there is organization there will always be more or less 
of a necessity for executive control, administration, and responsibility, and the 
Board cannot avoid carrying out the provisions of the Manual.  . . .” 
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  Later he refers to the directors’ resolution authorizing the Committee, noting 
that it said that all members may communicate with the Committee but between the first 
announcement in June 1919 and March 1920 there had been only three hundred and 
seventy six contacts.  He then goes through most of the departments of the church 
organization that are mentioned in “Findings and Recommendations” coming to 
conclusions that are totally opposed to those of the other members of the Committee.  He 
concludes, 

     “What has been said in this minority report is an effort to cover a wide 
range of discussion as briefly as possible.  Many of the statements, therefore, 
are rather bald in their construction because of this brevity, but the value of 
the report does not lie primarily in its explicit contents but rather in what it 
may do to awaken the members of The Mother Church to greater spiritual 
achievements.  In fitting conclusion to what is here submitted I quote the 
statement and prophecy on page 55 of our textbook: 

     “’Truth’s immortal idea is sweeping down the centuries gathering beneath its 
wings the sick and sinning.  My weary hope tries to realize that happy day, when 
man shall recognize the Science of Christ and love his neighbor as himself, – 
when he shall realize God’s omnipotence and the healing power of the divine 
Love in what it has done and is doing for mankind.  The promises will be fulfilled.  
The time for the reappearing of the divine healing is throughout all time; and 
whosoever layeth his earthly all on the altar of divine Science, drinketh of 
Christ’s cup now, and is endued with the spirit and power of Christian healing.’ 
 

     “Respectfully submitted, 
      “EDWARD W. DICKEY. [Signed] 
       “LOS ANGELES.” 
 
 
 
 

 


